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Abstract

Black-box Unsupervised Domain Adaptation (BUDA) aims to transfer source
domain knowledge to an unlabeled target domain, without accessing the source
data or trained source model. Recent diffusion models have significantly advanced
the ability to generate images from texts. While they can produce realistic visuals
across diverse prompts and demonstrate impressive compositional generalization,
these diffusion-based domain adaptation methods focus solely on composition,
overlooking their sensitivity to textual nuances. In this work, we propose a novel
diffusion-based method, called Rectifying-reasoning Errors of Diffusion (RrED)
for BUDA. RrED is a two-stage learning strategy under diffusion supervision to
effectively enhance the target model via the decomposed text and visual encoders
from the diffusion model. Specifically, RrED consists of two stages: Diffusion-
Target model Rectification (DTR) and Self-rectifying Reasoning Model (SRM).
In DTR, we decouple the image and text encoders within the diffusion model:
the visual encoder integrates our proposed feature-sensitive module to generate
inferentially-enhanced visuals, while the text encoder enables multi-modal joint
fine-tuning. In SRM, we prioritize the BUDA task itself, leveraging the target
model’s differential reasoning capability to rectify errors during learning. Extensive
experiments confirm that RrED significantly outperforms other methods on four
benchmark datasets, demonstrating its effectiveness in enhancing reasoning and
generalization abilities.

1 Introduction

To address domain shift in training deep neural networks [1], domain generalization (DG) methods
[2, 3] only use source data for model learning to achieve generalization. However, in scenarios with
accessible target samples, domain adaptation (DA) methods [4–15] show a significant performance
advantage. Traditional unsupervised domain adaptation (UDA) methods [4–8] focus on adapting
models trained on a fully labeled source domain to an unlabeled target domain, aiming to alleviate
the constraints of data collection and annotation. However, in scenarios like personal medical
records, privacy-preserving policies restrict access to source data, thus limiting the application of
UDA techniques. To address this, source-free domain adaptation (SFDA) methods [9–12] have
been recently introduced, assuming that only unlabeled target domain data and a pre-trained source
model are available during the adaptation process. Even though SFDA methods lower the possibility
of privacy leaks by utilizing the pre-trained source model rather than source data, [15] found that
certain generation techniques like [13, 14] have the potential to reconstruct the source data through
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learning from the source model. In comparison to other UDA settings, black-box unsupervised
domain adaptation (BUDA) offers enhanced data privacy protection along with greater flexibility in
portability. BUDA adapts a model by leveraging the unlabeled target data and a black-box predictor
trained on the source domain, e.g., an API service in the cloud [15], to avoid privacy and safety
problems caused by data and model leakage.
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Figure 1: Conceptual figure of our RrED. Above: our RrED
simulates the human decision-making process under the guid-
ance of external knowledge. Below: in stage 1, RrED aligns
the decision boundaries of the diffusion model under guid-
ance; in stage 2, RrED enhances the model’s self-reasoning
ability by rectifying the errors among different versions.

Recent mainstream BUDA methods
[15–18] follow a self-distillation pro-
cess: distilling source knowledge and
fine-tuning the model for the target
domain. This process relies on high-
reliability samples to suppress the neg-
ative impact of low-reliability ones.
However, AEM [19] observes that
distillation-based methods selectively
ignore those samples that are classi-
fied as low reliability, resulting in un-
derlying structural information from
low-reliability samples not being uti-
lized. To alleviate this problem, AEM
introduces the multi-modal model
CLIP [20] as an external prompt to
extract semantic knowledge. How-
ever, AEM primarily forces the target
model to align with CLIP, overlook-
ing the further exploration of the tar-
get model. Similar to CLIP, diffusion
models [21–23] also use multi-modal
techniques, which represent a new cat-
egory of likelihood-based generative
models that introduce iterative noise
and denoising processes to model the
data distribution. Compared to other multi-modal models, diffusion models not only have rich
semantic knowledge but also can stably generate diverse images. Previous diffusion-based DA
methods [24–26] focus on enhancing sample distribution generalization via the image encoder, with
limited exploration of the text encoder, and are restricted in scenarios where source samples are
inaccessible due to protective policies. In the BUDA setting, such stable generation helps enhance
model generalization by providing consistent image-level augmentation. How to effectively leverage
diffusion models in BUDA tasks to guide the target model in enhancing its reasoning ability while
preventing its potential negative effects? This is the key problem that needs to be addressed in this
research.

In the field of neuroscience [27, 28], the human decision-making process is typically regarded
as an interaction between two stages: Stage 1 unconsciously generates intuitive responses but
tends to exhibit cognitive biases and struggles with complex tasks like mathematical reasoning or
weighing pros and cons; Stage 2 relies on domain knowledge for deliberate reasoning, handling
complex problems more accurately but at a slower pace. Recent works [29, 30] have observed that
discrepancies between multi-stage decision-making can introduce potential errors in reasoning. To
address this issue, these works introduce a knowledge base to guide the intuitive learning process
during the intuitive response process, leveraging domain knowledge to identify and correct potential
errors in the neural network’s output during the reasoning phase, thereby producing outputs consistent
with the knowledge base.

Inspired by these works, we propose a novel diffusion-based method, named Rectifying-reasoning
Errors of Diffusion (RrED), which is the first work that applies the diffusion model to high-security
BUDA tasks innovatively. Specifically, RrED addresses the limitations of previous diffusion-based
methods by continually fine-tuning the text encoder while learning from the diffusion model. RrED
is composed of two stages: Diffusion-Target model Rectification (DTR) that performs separation
learning of the diffusion image encoder and text encoder and task-specific fine-tuning of the text
encoder, Self-rectifying Reasoning Model (SRM) that leverages the differential reasoning ability of the
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Table 1: Comparison of different settings. Diffusion-based DA relies on both labeled source and
unlabeled target data, guided by an external diffusion model. Black-box DA only relies on the
unlabeled target data and the predicted labels from a black-box predictor, thus offering better data
privacy at the cost of partial performance. Our RrED follows Black-box DA setting for training with
a diffusion model incorporated, achieving performance improvement while maintaining high-level
data privacy protection.

Setting Source data Source model Predicted target labels Target data External prompt Privacy risk

DG X X × × × Medium

Traditional DA X X X X × High
Source-free DA × X X X × Medium
Black-box DA × × X X × Low

Diffusion-based DA X X X X X High

Our RrED × × X X X Low

target model and samples generated by the fine-tuned diffusion model to correct errors in the learning
process. RrED introduces the diffusion model as a knowledge base to rectify the memory repository
of BUDA. As shown in Figure 1, in DTR, the target model (modeled as the human brain) receives the
guidance information from the diffusion model to make intuitive judgments about the task-specific
information of BUDA and feeds back the discrepancies between predictions to fine-tune the diffusion
model. In SRM, after being guided by the diffusion model, the target model conducts thoughtful
comparative reasoning and error correction on the task-specific information. The purpose of the two
stages is to fine-tune the text encoder of the diffusion model and use the fine-tuned diffusion model
to further improve the discriminative ability of the target model. Experimental results demonstrate
that RrED significantly outperforms the previous SOTA methods on four benchmarks, confirming its
effectiveness in enhancing the model’s reasoning and generalization abilities.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:

• We observe some weaknesses in existing DA methods and address them by proposing a novel
method, named RrED, which introduces the diffusion model into the BUDA setup and strengthens
the target model’s reasoning ability through our two-stage learning.

• Inspired by the improved human decision-making process, RrED is designed to consist of two
stages, namely DTR and SRM. DTR guides the target model’s learning process by rectifying diffusion
model reasoning errors and leveraging its knowledge. SRM corrects errors in the learning process
by leveraging the differential reasoning ability of the target model and samples generated by the
fine-tuned diffusion model.

• To evaluate the effectiveness of RrED, we conduct extensive experiments, achieving SOTA perfor-
mance on four benchmarks. Ablation studies further highlight the contributions of each component
and provide a detailed analysis of the relationship among them.

2 Related Works

Domain Adaptation. The challenge of unsupervised domain adaptation (UDA) resides in transferring
the knowledge from the labeled source domain to a related yet distinct unlabeled target domain.
Recently, UDA has been the subject of widespread research in diverse deep learning tasks, including
image classification [4, 5, 31], semantic segmentation [7, 32, 33], object detection [6, 34, 35], and
time series forecasting [8, 36, 37]. However, UDA relies on access to both the labeled source domain
and the unlabeled target domain during training, which becomes restrictive under privacy-preserving
policies that limit source data availability. To overcome this, source-free domain adaptation (SFDA)
[9, 38, 39, 10] enhances privacy protection by requiring only the trained source model and unlabeled
target data. Although SFDA methods mitigate privacy data breaches to some extent, recent works
[15, 40] highlight the risks of exposing the training white-box model in SFDA, as reverse generation
techniques [13, 14] can exploit this vulnerability.

Black-box Unsupervised Domain Adaptation. BUDA has no need to access the source data or
trained model, which enhances data privacy protection more effectively than other DA settings,
reducing the risk of data breaches. Early work LNL-KL [41] proposes a noisy label learning
approach using soft labels. Recent work DINE [15] first distills knowledge to encourage source-target
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class alignment and then �ne-tunes the distilled model to match the target distribution, using the
reliable knowledge from distillation to cluster unreliable samples during �ne-tuning. Building on
the self-distillation process, recent methods [16, 17] partition the target domain into high- and low-
reliability subdomains, and align their distribution discrepancies. BiMem [40] performs information
discrimination between useful and irrelevant information, emphasizing prioritized learning of useful
samples while roughly aggregating irrelevant ones. RFC [18] further introduces neighborhood
clustering into [15, 16] to avoid minority class forgetting. Moreover, AEM [19] �rst introduces a
multi-modal model CLIP [20] as an external prompt into BUDA, utilizing CLIP's rich semantic
knowledge to conduct feature alignment of the target domain model.

Diffusion Models in Domain Adaptation. Diffusion models [22, 21, 42] use a parameterized
Markov chain to transform noise from a common distribution to a target distribution. Recently,
diffusion models have been applied across various tasks like image generation [26], video generation
[23], and text-to-image generation [43], due to their support for the interaction and creation of
text and image contents. In domain adaptation, some studies [25, 24, 26, 44] have recognized that
diffusion can be used to improve the target model's generalization ability. DAD [25] learns additional
source-style target samples by continuously synthesizing source and target domain images, gradually
transforming the data distribution. SDA [44] maps source and target domain images to a synthesis
space, transforming domain transfer into sample alignment in the synthesis space. However, we
observe that current diffusion-based UDA methods rely on both source and target data, limiting
their application when policy restrictions prevent access to source data or models. Moreover, these
methods are based on image encoder synthesis and do not contribute to the development of text
encoder in diffusion models. To solve these problems, RrED integrates diffusion into the BUDA task
and guides the diffusion model's generation by �ne-tuning the text encoder. As shown in Table 1, the
respective processes and the differences among various settings are presented.

The De�nition of Reasoning Ability. In human decision-making systems [27, 28], the de�nition
of reasoning ability refers to the capacity of individuals to make further judgments about target
objects by leveraging prior knowledge and logical analysis based on partial observations when
confronted with complex information and dynamic environments. Similarly, in computer vision,
the model's reasoning process mirrors human decision-making by utilizing existing knowledge
and feature similarity computations to determine whether targets in complex scenes meet the task
requirements. This perspective aligns with the explanations provided by Grad-CAM [45], where
models reason about predicted image classes based on convolutional feature maps, analogous to how
humans reason about image categories through attention maps. While the reasoning ability of Large
Language Models (LLMs) typically refers to abstract and logical inference, in computer vision it
focuses on identifying the input regions that most in�uence the model's decision to infer the most
probable target class. The reasoning de�nition is based on the well-known Grad-CAM technique [45]
in computer vision, and our work further integrates the observations of the human decision-making
system to re�ne this de�nition and enhance the model's reasoning capabilities.

3 Proposed Method

We �rst de�ne an unlabeled target domainD t = f (x i )g
N t
i =1 , whereN t represents the number of

unlabeled target domain data. In the BUDA setting,D t is uploaded to a black-box predictor (i.e.,
cloud API service), which provides the hard predictionsPs using a source model trained on the
source domainD s. D t andD s share an identical label distribution overbclasses, with a common
label setL = f 1; 2; � � � ; bg. Our goal is to enable the target modelM � to adapt in the target domain,
parameterized by� and composed of a feature extractorf � and a prediction classi�erc� . The feature
extractor is de�ned asf � : x i ! zi 2 Rd, whered is the feature space dimension andzi is the
d-dimensional transitional output. The prediction classi�er is de�ned asc� : zi ! yi 2 Rb, whereyi
is the prediction output of the target samples. The complete training process is shown in Figure 2.

3.1 Black-box Learning and Diffusion Process

Task-speci�c Black-box Learning. Before the training period, the black-box predictor exposes only
an open API, allowing external clients to request predictions by uploading data. The source model
and source samples remain inaccessible throughout the process, effectively preventing potential data
leakage. Additionally, batching requests through a queue-based mechanism can improve response
ef�ciency. Previous BUDA methods [15, 16, 40] stored the predicted labels of target samples returned
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Figure 2: Overview of the whole training of RrED. According to the BUDA setting, (a) the source
model is initially trained with standard procedures and transferred to a black-box predictor; (b) the
black-box predictor then exposes a restricted API, allowing external clients to query only batches
of hard target predictions through iterative requests. In our RrED, (c) DTR guides the target
model's learning by correcting reasoning errors from the diffusion model and leveraging its semantic
knowledge; (d) SRM corrects the reasoning error of the target model by leveraging the model's
reasoning from predictive differences across versions.

by the open API into a smooth label repository and employed adaptive label smoothing (ALS) [15] to
�lter out some redundant and noisy information. The ALS updatingS(x i ) can be expressed as:

S(x i ) =

( 1
N t

X N t

j =1
AdaLS (P i

s ); beginning

�S (x i ) + (1 � � )yi ; otherwise
; (1)

whereAdaLS (P i
s ) is a function for initializing the smooth label repository in ALS [15]; P i

s represents
the hard prediction of thei -th sample, obtained from the black-box predictor prior to training; and�
is set to 0.6 following [15, 16, 40], representing the static coef�cient to stabilize the ALS updating.

During the learning process, the task-speci�c loss stably transfers knowledge fromS(x i ) to the target
model to accomplish the BUDA task, ensuring ef�cient learning of target domain knowledge without
forgetting source domain knowledge. The task-speci�c loss can be expressed as:

L task = � min
M �

Ex i 2 D t [DKL (M � (x i )jjS(x i ))] ; (2)

whereDKL (�) is the Kullback-Leibler divergence.

Diffusion model for RrED. In this work, we introduce an image encoder with �xed weights from
CLIP [20] and leverage the predictor along with the image encoder during the diffusion-target model
recti�cation to �ne-tune the text encoder. Moreover, before the SRM period, the �ne-tuned text
encoder is fed back to the diffusion model to enable more controllable image generation and adapt
the target model to the BUDA task.The diffusion process and how the diffusion model is applied to
RrED are described in detail in Appendix A.

3.2 Diffusion-Target model Recti�cation

Feature-Sensitive Generation (FSG).During the �rst-stage training, the target model stably learns
from the images generated by the diffusion model under the control of FSG. Despite the constraints
imposed by the text encoder on the diffusion model, the image-generation process remains uncon-
trollable. To prevent the negative impacts of this uncontrollable factor, FSG needs to determine
which regions should be composed of synthetic images, enhancing generalization without sacri�cing
discriminative ability. Speci�cally, FSG �rst evaluates the feature-sensitive regions of the model by
evaluating the global image and comparing it with each local region, leveraging the local regions and
their adjacent contextual information. The weight evaluation of each local area can be expressed as:

weight i;j;k = maxf Tanh(
X b

n =1

X d

l =1

zl
i; ( j;k )

zi
�

@yni
@zl

i; ( j;k )

); 0g; (3)
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wherei is the index of thei -th sample;j 2 [1; 2; :::; h = H
u ], h is the number obtained through

dividing the image heightH by the local block heightu; k 2 [1; 2; :::; w = W
u ], w is the number

obtained through dividing the image widthW by the local block widthu; the patch sizeu of square
block is set tomax (min ( H; W ) =32; 8); l is the index of the feature space dimensiond, zl is the
l-th dimensional feature of the transitional outputzi ; n is the class index andyn is the classi�cation
prediction for then-th class. @yni

@zl
i; ( j;k )

is the gradient information obtained by backpropagation of

n-th class on thel-th dimensional feature. The operation ofmaxf Tanh(�)g is employed to suppress
the negative pixels belonging to other categories that the model does not focus on. In the absence
of maxf Tanh(�)g, the weight values sometimes do not effectively highlight the target class alone,
leading to worse performance in feature localization. Next, FSG retains the areas with model-
interested features and replaces the areas that the model is not interested in with images generated by
the diffusion model. By image fusion, target data with feature differences can be expressed as:

ex i = x i [weight i;j;k > r i ] � x i; (g) [weight i;j;k < r i ]; (4)

wherer i is controlled by hyperparameterr is to determine the ratio between areas of model interest
and non-interest,r i = r

h � w

P h
j =1

P w
k=1 weight i;j;k ; � is the element-wise multiplication symbol.

x i; (g) represents thei -th generated data output by the diffusion model; the generated fusion domain
is de�ned aseD t = f (ex i )g

N t
i =1 .

Fine-tuning Multi-modal Model. To better align the diffusion model with the target domain style,
RrED �ne-tunes the text encoder from the diffusion model to rectify reasoning errors that arise during
the inference process. Before �ne-tuning, we introduce the diffusion-based predictor to leverage
reliable semantic information from the diffusion model. Meanwhile, we introduce a matching image
encoder from [20] to �ne-tune the text encoder. In �ne-tuning, we introduce the prompt learning to
adapt BUDA by inserting learnable continuous vectors into the original text input, as follows:

P rompt Text = f [v1]; :::; [v m
2

]; [CLS]; [v m
2 +1 ]; :::; [vm ]g; (5)

where[v1]; :::; [vm ] denote prompt word embeddings of the same dimensionality,m is the number of
context tokens, and[CLS] is the class name. Then, we propose a task-speci�c prompt learning loss
to accomplish the �ne-tuning of multi-modal model, which can be expressed as:

L V� = � min
V�

Ex i ;ex i 2 D t ; eD t
(S(x i ) or p� (x i ))

T logV� (ex i ); (6)

whereV� is de�ned as the multi-modal model; during the training period, only prompt word em-
beddings[v1]; :::; [vm ] are unlocked, while all other parameters are �xed;p� (x i ) is diffusion model
prediction from the diffusion-based predictor;S(x i ) is the ALS prediction for thei -th sample used
as input from the smooth label repository and used for the initialization of the multi-modal model.As
shown in Appendix G, when only source domain knowledge is available, domain discrepancy causes
the model to fail in adapting well to the target domain. The diffusion model has more reliable seman-
tic knowledge than the black-box predictor. Therefore, after initialization,S(x i ) in the �ne-tuning
process is replaced byp� (x i ).

Adaptation Loss in DTR. During the early and middle stages of training, domain discrepancies
often result in noisy and unreliable pseudo-labels for the target domain. Such discrepancies amplify
erroneous gradients throughout the training process, thereby heightening the probability of compro-
mised feature learning and detrimental knowledge transfer [19]. Therefore, we propose a guidance
correction to use the diffusion model rich in semantic knowledge to guide the learning of the target
model, which can be expressed as:

L GC = � min
M �

Ex i ;ex i 2 D t ; eD t
p� (x i )

T logM � (ex i ); (7)

whereL GC is a standard cross-entropy function. The entropy minimization process de�ned inL GC
inherently biases predictions toward sample-dense areas in the feature distribution, consequently
diminishing model generalization ability [46]. To mitigate this effect, we introduce a conditional
constraint loss to limit this impact while maintaining robust feature space consolidation:

L CC = � min
M �

X N t

i =1

X N t

j =1
(I �

tr fM � (ex i )
T M � (ex j )g

kM � (ex i )k kM � (ex j )k
) � M � (ex i )

T M � (ex j ); (8)
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Table 2: Accuracies (%) on theOf�ce-Homeusing ResNet-50 and theVisDA-17using ResNet-101.
The setting ofU, SF, andBP corresponds to UDA, SFDA, and BUDA, respectively.P andD indicate
whether external prompts and diffusion model are utilized (X ) or not (� ). “Source-only” refers to
using the black-box predictor to evaluate the predicted target samples. The top-performing BUDA
methods are highlighted in bold.The complete results on VisDA-17 are in Appendix B.

Method Setting P D Of�ce-Home VisDA
A� C A� P A� R C� A C� P C� R P� A P� C P� R R� A R� C R� P Mean Mean

Source-only � � � 44.1 66.9 74.2 54.5 63.3 66.1 52.8 41.2 73.2 66.1 46.7 77.5 60.648.9

HMA [47] U � � 60.6 79.1 82.9 68.9 77.5 79.3 69.1 55.9 83.5 74.6 62.3 84.4 73.288.1
DAPL [48] U X � 54.1 84.3 84.4 74.4 83.7 85.0 74.5 54.6 84.8 75.2 54.7 83.8 74.586.9
PDA [49] U X � 55.4 85.1 85.8 75.2 85.2 85.2 74.2 55.2 85.8 74.7 55.8 86.3 75.389.7

DATUM [50] U X X 49.3 68.4 72.8 70.6 69.3 72.1 69.9 50.2 73.9 77.1 51.5 75.8 66.775.3
S-Fusion [26] U X X 57.4 76.0 80.2 67.7 76.5 77.6 67.9 56.4 81.2 75.6 62.1 86.4 72.186.1
DACDM [24] U X X 60.4 78.8 82.7 69.6 80.5 79.6 65.2 58.3 83.1 75.8 64.2 85.6 73.686.8

DAD [25] U X X 62.5 78.6 83.0 70.4 79.2 79.8 70.2 58.3 83.1 76.3 63.5 88.2 74.490.0

PLUE [51] SF � � 49.1 73.5 78.2 62.9 73.5 74.5 62.2 48.3 78.6 68.6 51.8 81.5 66.990.0
C-SFDA [10] SF � � 58.6 80.2 82.9 69.8 78.6 79.0 67.8 55.7 82.3 73.6 60.1 84.9 72.887.8

DIFO [52] SF X � 70.6 90.6 88.8 82.5 90.6 88.8 80.9 70.1 88.9 83.4 70.5 91.2 83.190.3

DINE [15] BP � � 52.2 78.4 81.3 65.3 76.6 78.7 62.7 49.6 82.2 69.8 55.8 84.2 69.775.6
BiMem [40] BP � � 54.5 78.8 81.4 66.7 78.7 79.6 65.9 53.6 82.3 73.6 57.8 84.9 71.583.6
BETA [16] BP � � 57.2 78.5 82.1 68.0 78.6 79.7 67.5 56.0 83.0 71.9 58.9 84.2 72.185.1
RFC [18] BP � � 57.4 80.0 82.8 67.0 80.6 80.2 68.3 57.8 82.8 72.8 59.3 85.9 72.985.2

SEAL [17] BP � � 58.5 81.4 84.7 71.7 80.4 82.1 72.2 54.3 86.0 76.2 60.6 86.3 74.589.2
AEM [19] BP X � 65.4 88.3 89.5 80.1 90.7 89.7 78.9 61.4 89.9 79.2 63.6 90.8 80.689.3

RrED BP X X 82.3 93.9 90.0 82.0 93.7 90.1 82.6 83.0 90.4 84.7 83.3 94.1 87.5 91.2

wheretr f�g is the trace of a matrix. The prediction discriminability within a mini-batch reaches its
peak when the lower bound ofL CC and the minimum ofL GC are attained simultaneously, yielding
fully determined prediction matrices. In DTR, the objective loss for the target model can be expressed
as:

L M � (DT R ) = L task + L GC + 
 L CC ; (9)
where
 is a hyperparameter to control the role of the conditional constraint lossL CC .

3.3 Self-Rectifying Reasoning Model

Sample-Version Interaction (SVI).Before the second phase begins, we substitute the original text
encoder in the diffusion model for the �ne-tuned text encoder with prompt word embeddings. In
this regard, diffusion can generate images with more stable target domain styles. Then, we generate
differentiated synthetic images according to the process of FSG, and perform interactive learning
between the synthetic images and the target images in SVI. For this, our proposed interactive learning
can be divided into two parts: (1) the former term corrects model reasoning errors by measuring
similarity between different versions of predictions, enforcing scattered data distribution boundaries to
stabilize around the nearest feature cluster centers; (2) the latter term strengthens feature discrepancies
between different versions of predictions to enhance model generalization and prevent over�tting.
The interactive optimization can be expressed as:

L SV I = � min
M �

Ex i ;ex i 2 D t ; eD t
w logf sim (M � (x i ); M � (ex i ))g
| {z }

Rectify reasoning errors

� logf 1 � sim (M � (x i ); M � (ex i ))g
| {z }

Strengthen feature discrepancies

;

(10)
wheresim(�) denotes the operation of calculating cosine similarity;w is employed to assign different
weights according to the similarities between the features in the target data predictionsM � (x i ) and
the synthesized data predictionsM � (ex i ). The similarity weightw can be formulated as:

w = exp(� sort(� logf sim (M � (x i ); M � (ex i ))g)) ; (11)

wheresort(�) denotes sorting in descending order and returning the corresponding indices of the
samples.

Adaptation Loss in SRM. In the SRM stage, our goal is to enable self-recti�cation of the target
model by contrasting the reasoning discrepancies among different versions of the same sample,
thereby enhancing its reasoning ability for better adaptation to the target domain. In SRM, the
objective loss for the target model can be expressed as:

L M � (SRM ) = L task + L SV I : (12)
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Figure 3: Qualitative and quantitative ablation studies onVisDA-17using Grad-CAM [45]. Each
result is reported when the best accuracy is achieved. Zooming for a clearer view.The complete
quantitative results of ablation are reported in Appendix E.

To explain why our algorithm RrED works effectively and why it contributes to BUDA,we derive
an error bound through theoretical analysis in Appendix C. Moreover, the whole training process of
RrED is shown in Appendix D.

4 Experiments

Table 3: Accuracies (%) on theOf�ce-31 using ResNet-50
backbone.

Method Setting P D A� D A� W D� A D� W W� A W� D Mean

Source-only � � � 79.9 76.6 56.4 92.8 60.9 98.5 77.5

HMA [47] U � � 95.8 95.1 79.3 99.3 77.6 100 91.2
DAPL [48] U X � 81.7 80.3 81.2 81.8 81.0 81.3 81.2
PDA [49] U X � 91.2 92.1 83.5 98.1 82.5 99.8 91.2

DATUM [50] U X X 89.3 83.7 80.5 88.4 81.7 97.3 86.8
S-Fusion [26] U X X 94.8 95.3 78.3 99.1 78.6 100 91.0
DACDM [24] U X X 97.5 96.9 79.8 98.9 77.7 97.5 91.8

DAD [25] U X X 95.6 98.5 81.4 99.5 82.2 100 92.8

PLUE [51] SF � � 89.2 88.4 72.8 97.1 69.6 97.9 85.8
C-SFDA [10] SF � � 96.2 93.9 77.3 98.8 77.9 99.7 90.5
SF(DA)2 [9] SF � � 95.8 92.1 75.7 99.0 76.8 99.8 89.9
DIFO [52] SF X � 97.2 95.5 83.0 97.2 83.2 98.8 92.5

DINE [15] BP � � 91.6 86.8 72.2 96.2 73.3 98.6 86.4
BiMem [40] BP � � 92.8 88.2 73.9 96.8 75.3 99.4 87.7
BETA [16] BP � � 93.6 88.3 76.1 95.5 76.5 99.0 88.2
RFC [18] BP � � 94.4 93.0 76.7 95.6 77.5 98.1 89.2

SEAL [17] BP � � 95.1 88.3 77.6 96.0 76.7 99.3 88.8
AEM [19] BP X � 95.1 94.0 81.8 98.2 82.6 99.4 91.9

RrED BP X X 97.8 95.9 83.7 99.1 84.5 99.8 93.5

Datasets. RrED is evaluated on
four widely-used domain adaptation
benchmarks. Of�ce-31 [53] is a
small-scale dataset with 4,110 im-
ages in 31 categories from three do-
mains: Amazon (A), Dslr (D), and
Webcam (W).Of�ce-Home [54] is
a medium-scale dataset, containing
15.5K images across 65 categories
from four domains: Real World (R),
Clipart (C), Art (A), and Product (P).
VisDA-17[55] is a large-scale bench-
mark, including 152K synthetic im-
ages (source) and 55K real-world im-
ages (target) across 12 categories, em-
phasizing the synthetic-to-real domain
gap.DomainNet[56] is the most ex-
tensive benchmark, with about 600K
images. Following previous methods
[17, 52], the evaluation setup for adap-
tation scenarios involves merely 4 do-
mains with 126 categories, including
Real (R), Clipart (C), Painting (P), and Sketch (S). There is a need to overcome the domain gaps
among 12 subtasks with different adaptation scenarios.

Comparison Methods.We evaluate the performance of RrED by comparing it with several related
methods across UDA, SFDA, and BUDA settings. For UDA, we conduct comparisons with HMA
[47], DAPL [48], DATUM [ 50], S-Fusion [26], DACDM [24], DAD [25], PDA [49], and AD-CLIP
[57]. For SFDA, we compare with PLUE [51], C-SFDA [10], SF(DA)2 [9], TPDS [58], and DIFO
[52]. For BUDA, we compare with previous SOTA methods, including DINE [15], BiMem [40],
BETA [16], RFC [18], SEAL [17], and AEM [19]. Among them, the previous methods include
DATUM, S-Fusion, DACDM, and DAD use the diffusion model as an external prompt; DAPL, PDA,
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Table 4: Accuracies (%) on theDomainNetusing ResNet-50 backbone.
Method Setting P D C� P C� R C� S P� C P� R P� S R� C R� P R� S S� C S� P S� R Mean

Source-only � � � 36.1 52.1 41.3 40.7 56.5 34.6 48.3 46.8 35.2 50.5 35.9 46.1 43.7

DAPL [48] U X � 72.4 87.6 65.9 72.7 87.6 65.6 73.2 72.4 66.2 73.8 72.9 87.8 74.8
AD-CLIP [57] U X � 71.7 88.1 66.0 73.2 86.9 65.2 73.6 73.0 68.4 72.3 74.2 89.3 75.2

PLUE [51] SF � � 59.8 74.0 56.0 61.6 78.5 57.9 61.6 65.9 53.8 67.5 64.3 76.0 64.7
TPDS [58] SF � � 62.9 77.1 59.8 65.6 79.0 61.5 66.4 67.0 58.2 68.6 64.3 75.3 67.1
DIFO [52] SF X � 76.6 87.2 74.9 80.0 87.4 75.6 80.8 77.3 75.5 80.5 76.7 87.3 80.0

DINE [15] BP � � 43.7 61.5 44.0 44.0 62.9 38.7 54.3 53.1 41.7 54.0 44.5 59.3 50.1
BETA [16] BP � � 48.3 64.7 49.2 49.6 66.3 43.4 58.1 57.7 45.7 58.7 49.9 63.1 54.5
SEAL [17] BP � � 49.5 67.9 48.7 49.9 68.5 44.0 60.6 57.4 46.7 59.2 50.4 67.1 55.8
AEM [19] BP X � 66.4 77.8 72.1 80.0 86.7 69.1 79.5 76.6 67.8 78.1 72.6 77.6 75.4

RrED BP X X 76.8 87.9 71.9 81.5 88.7 74.7 83.5 80.1 73.0 81.7 78.3 88.3 80.5

(a) 
 in VisDA-17 (b) 
 in Of�ce-Home (c) r in VisDA-17 (d) r in Of�ce-Home

Figure 4: The accuracy trends of predictions on theVisDA-17andOf�ce-Home(A� C). 
 controls
the effect ofL CC , as shown in (a) and (b).r determines the ratio between regions of interest and
non-interest, as shown in (c) and (d).

AD-CLIP, DIFO, and AEM use the multi-modal model CLIP [20] as an external prompt.Speci�c
implementation details are shown in Appendix F.

Results.As reported in Tables 2, 3, and 4, RrED achieves consistently superior performance over
previous SOTA methods across all four benchmarks. We choose DINE [15] as the baseline. In terms
of average accuracy, RrED surpasses the prior BUDA approach AEM [19] by 6.9%, 1.9%, 1.6%, and
5.1% on theOf�ce-Home, VisDA-17, Of�ce-31, andDomainNet, respectively. Furthermore, compared
to the diffusion-based UDA method DAD [25], RrED achieves a maximum improvement of 13.1%
on theOf�ce-Home. These results demonstrate, by introducing the diffusion model into black-box
learning through a two-stage strategy and �ne-tuning the diffusion model's text encoder, RrED more
effectively utilizes the diffusion model to enhance target model discriminability compared to previous
methods that either generate semantically-rich additional samples or directly perform prediction using
diffusion model. Furthermore, RrED exhibits signi�cantly superior performance in scenarios with
more stringent security protection constraints compared to previous diffusion-based DA methods.

Ablation Study. Figure 3 presents our ablation studies on theVisDA-17using Grad-CAM [45]
visualizations. RrED is inspired by human decision-making systems and aims to re�ne model
reasoning through a two-stage correction process. In computer vision, the model's reasoning process
mirrors human decision-making by utilizing existing knowledge and feature similarity computations
to determine whether targets in complex scenes meet the task requirements. As indicated in Figure 2,
RrED's two-stage correction focuses on improving the diffusion model's reasoning ability, thereby
guiding and enhancing the reasoning of the target model. Therefore, verifying whether the model's
reasoning ability improves during optimization is a central focus of our experiments. To verify
the model's reasoning ability, we introduce Grad-CAM, which is well-known for validating the
reasoning ability of models. For the functional, we employ Grad-CAM in Figure 3 to highlight the
vital and irreplaceable roles play in the overall performance. As shown in Figure 3, Grad-CAM
clearly demonstrates that our model exhibits stronger reasoning capabilities, better object recognition,
and more precise capture of �ne-grained features in target samples compared with existing SOTA
methods. In DTR period, FSG is designed to prevent the diffusion-generated images from causing
irreversible negative effects. When FSG is removed, the uncontrolled images solely generated by
the diffusion model mislead the target model, resulting in a signi�cant performance drop.L GC
andL CC act in a complementary manner:L GC enhances the model's discriminative capability via
cross-entropy learning, whileL CC mitigates the sample enrichment effect introduced byL GC to
improve model's generalization. WhenL CC is removed, the target model exhibits the over�tting
phenomenon prematurely. Only when both components work jointly can the full effectiveness be
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realized. In SRM period,L SV I performs self-rectifying inference learning by integrating interactive
learning with the samples generated by the diffusion model whose text encoder has been �ne-tuned.
The combination ofL SV I with the �ne-tuned diffusion model allows the overall model to capture
key features more accurately. From the perspective of model reasoning, we observe from Figure 3
that (1) FSG enhances generalization and helps the model attend to the correct class-discriminative
regions; (2)L GC andL CC jointly determine the approximate region of feature extraction from the
target model; (3) the �ne-tuned text encoder andL SV I jointly optimize features for the region of
interest of the model.More ablation studies are shown in Appendix E.

Parameter Analysis and Comparison.As shown in Figure 4, the effects under different values
of 
 andr are presented.
 controlsL CC to modulate the distributional density of samples within
the feature space. When� is equal to 0,L CC is not effective; when� is equal to 5, excessive
ampli�cation of feature discrepancies severely impairs the model's ability to distinguish between
samples. For the large-scale datasetVisDA-17, appropriate� leads to notable improvements. For the
medium-scaleOf�ce-Home, the differences between samples more signi�cantly affect the model's
discriminative ability.r determines the ratio between regions of interest and non-interest. Whenr
is 0, FSG outputs the original target domain samples. Whenr is 200%, FSG fails, and the outputs
are entirely generated by the diffusion model. These results indicate that selecting an appropriater
can effectively enhance the generalization ability of the target model, while also demonstrating that
images generated solely by the diffusion model are unreliable.More visual comparisons and further
analysis are provided in Appendix G. The computational consumption is presented in Appendix H.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we observe that existing methods have certain weaknesses. To tackle them, we propose
a diffusion-based algorithm, RrED, the �rst to introduce the diffusion model into the BUDA task and
perform task-speci�c �ne-tuning on its text encoder. Inspired by the human decision-making process,
RrED is composed of DTR and SRM stages: DTR facilitates the target model's training by correcting
reasoning errors from the diffusion model while harnessing its implicit knowledge; SRM re�nes the
learning process by utilizing the target model's differential reasoning in combination with samples
produced by the �ne-tuned diffusion model. The experimental results show that RrED enhances class
discrimination ability and model reasoning ability, ultimately achieving performance improvements
far exceeding previous SOTA methods on all evaluated datasets.
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NeurIPS Paper Checklist

1. Claims

Question: Do the main claims made in the abstract and introduction accurately re�ect the
paper's contributions and scope?

Answer: [Yes]

Justi�cation: The main claims of this paper can be found in the Abstract and Introduction
sections, which accurately re�ect the paper's contributions and scope.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the abstract and introduction do not include the claims
made in the paper.

• The abstract and/or introduction should clearly state the claims made, including the
contributions made in the paper and important assumptions and limitations. A No or
NA answer to this question will not be perceived well by the reviewers.

• The claims made should match theoretical and experimental results, and re�ect how
much the results can be expected to generalize to other settings.

• It is �ne to include aspirational goals as motivation as long as it is clear that these goals
are not attained by the paper.

2. Limitations

Question: Does the paper discuss the limitations of the work performed by the authors?

Answer: [Yes]

Justi�cation: We provide the limiting analysis in Appendix I.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the paper has no limitation while the answer No means that
the paper has limitations, but those are not discussed in the paper.

• The authors are encouraged to create a separate "Limitations" section in their paper.
• The paper should point out any strong assumptions and how robust the results are to

violations of these assumptions (e.g., independence assumptions, noiseless settings,
model well-speci�cation, asymptotic approximations only holding locally). The authors
should re�ect on how these assumptions might be violated in practice and what the
implications would be.

• The authors should re�ect on the scope of the claims made, e.g., if the approach was
only tested on a few datasets or with a few runs. In general, empirical results often
depend on implicit assumptions, which should be articulated.

• The authors should re�ect on the factors that in�uence the performance of the approach.
For example, a facial recognition algorithm may perform poorly when image resolution
is low or images are taken in low lighting. Or a speech-to-text system might not be
used reliably to provide closed captions for online lectures because it fails to handle
technical jargon.

• The authors should discuss the computational ef�ciency of the proposed algorithms
and how they scale with dataset size.

• If applicable, the authors should discuss possible limitations of their approach to
address problems of privacy and fairness.

• While the authors might fear that complete honesty about limitations might be used by
reviewers as grounds for rejection, a worse outcome might be that reviewers discover
limitations that aren't acknowledged in the paper. The authors should use their best
judgment and recognize that individual actions in favor of transparency play an impor-
tant role in developing norms that preserve the integrity of the community. Reviewers
will be speci�cally instructed to not penalize honesty concerning limitations.

3. Theory assumptions and proofs

Question: For each theoretical result, does the paper provide the full set of assumptions and
a complete (and correct) proof?

Answer: [Yes]
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Justi�cation: We provide the theoretical analysis in Appendix C.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the paper does not include theoretical results.
• All the theorems, formulas, and proofs in the paper should be numbered and cross-

referenced.
• All assumptions should be clearly stated or referenced in the statement of any theorems.
• The proofs can either appear in the main paper or the supplemental material, but if

they appear in the supplemental material, the authors are encouraged to provide a short
proof sketch to provide intuition.

• Inversely, any informal proof provided in the core of the paper should be complemented
by formal proofs provided in appendix or supplemental material.

• Theorems and Lemmas that the proof relies upon should be properly referenced.

4. Experimental result reproducibility

Question: Does the paper fully disclose all the information needed to reproduce the main ex-
perimental results of the paper to the extent that it affects the main claims and/or conclusions
of the paper (regardless of whether the code and data are provided or not)?

Answer: [Yes]

Justi�cation: The paper fully discloses all necessary information for reproducibility. The
whole training process is shown in Algorithm 1. The implementation details in Appendix F.
The experimental code and the main code are available in the Supplementary Materials.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the paper does not include experiments.
• If the paper includes experiments, a No answer to this question will not be perceived

well by the reviewers: Making the paper reproducible is important, regardless of
whether the code and data are provided or not.

• If the contribution is a dataset and/or model, the authors should describe the steps taken
to make their results reproducible or veri�able.

• Depending on the contribution, reproducibility can be accomplished in various ways.
For example, if the contribution is a novel architecture, describing the architecture fully
might suf�ce, or if the contribution is a speci�c model and empirical evaluation, it may
be necessary to either make it possible for others to replicate the model with the same
dataset, or provide access to the model. In general. releasing code and data is often
one good way to accomplish this, but reproducibility can also be provided via detailed
instructions for how to replicate the results, access to a hosted model (e.g., in the case
of a large language model), releasing of a model checkpoint, or other means that are
appropriate to the research performed.

• While NeurIPS does not require releasing code, the conference does require all submis-
sions to provide some reasonable avenue for reproducibility, which may depend on the
nature of the contribution. For example
(a) If the contribution is primarily a new algorithm, the paper should make it clear how

to reproduce that algorithm.
(b) If the contribution is primarily a new model architecture, the paper should describe

the architecture clearly and fully.
(c) If the contribution is a new model (e.g., a large language model), then there should

either be a way to access this model for reproducing the results or a way to reproduce
the model (e.g., with an open-source dataset or instructions for how to construct
the dataset).

(d) We recognize that reproducibility may be tricky in some cases, in which case
authors are welcome to describe the particular way they provide for reproducibility.
In the case of closed-source models, it may be that access to the model is limited in
some way (e.g., to registered users), but it should be possible for other researchers
to have some path to reproducing or verifying the results.

5. Open access to data and code
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Question: Does the paper provide open access to the data and code, with suf�cient instruc-
tions to faithfully reproduce the main experimental results, as described in supplemental
material?

Answer: [Yes]

Justi�cation: The experimental code and the main code are available in the Supplementary
Materials.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that paper does not include experiments requiring code.
• Please see the NeurIPS code and data submission guidelines (https://nips.cc/

public/guides/CodeSubmissionPolicy ) for more details.
• While we encourage the release of code and data, we understand that this might not be

possible, so “No” is an acceptable answer. Papers cannot be rejected simply for not
including code, unless this is central to the contribution (e.g., for a new open-source
benchmark).

• The instructions should contain the exact command and environment needed to run to
reproduce the results. See the NeurIPS code and data submission guidelines (https:
//nips.cc/public/guides/CodeSubmissionPolicy ) for more details.

• The authors should provide instructions on data access and preparation, including how
to access the raw data, preprocessed data, intermediate data, and generated data, etc.

• The authors should provide scripts to reproduce all experimental results for the new
proposed method and baselines. If only a subset of experiments are reproducible, they
should state which ones are omitted from the script and why.

• At submission time, to preserve anonymity, the authors should release anonymized
versions (if applicable).

• Providing as much information as possible in supplemental material (appended to the
paper) is recommended, but including URLs to data and code is permitted.

6. Experimental setting/details

Question: Does the paper specify all the training and test details (e.g., data splits, hyper-
parameters, how they were chosen, type of optimizer, etc.) necessary to understand the
results?

Answer: [Yes]

Justi�cation: All the details are described, including hyperparameters, experiments, and
datasets.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the paper does not include experiments.
• The experimental setting should be presented in the core of the paper to a level of detail

that is necessary to appreciate the results and make sense of them.
• The full details can be provided either with the code, in appendix, or as supplemental

material.

7. Experiment statistical signi�cance

Question: Does the paper report error bars suitably and correctly de�ned or other appropriate
information about the statistical signi�cance of the experiments?

Answer: [Yes]

Justi�cation: The paper reports error bars suitably and correctly de�ned or other appropriate
information about the statistical signi�cance of the experiments in the Experiments section.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the paper does not include experiments.
• The authors should answer "Yes" if the results are accompanied by error bars, con�-

dence intervals, or statistical signi�cance tests, at least for the experiments that support
the main claims of the paper.
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• The factors of variability that the error bars are capturing should be clearly stated (for
example, train/test split, initialization, random drawing of some parameter, or overall
run with given experimental conditions).

• The method for calculating the error bars should be explained (closed form formula,
call to a library function, bootstrap, etc.)

• The assumptions made should be given (e.g., Normally distributed errors).
• It should be clear whether the error bar is the standard deviation or the standard error

of the mean.
• It is OK to report 1-sigma error bars, but one should state it. The authors should

preferably report a 2-sigma error bar than state that they have a 96% CI, if the hypothesis
of Normality of errors is not veri�ed.

• For asymmetric distributions, the authors should be careful not to show in tables or
�gures symmetric error bars that would yield results that are out of range (e.g. negative
error rates).

• If error bars are reported in tables or plots, The authors should explain in the text how
they were calculated and reference the corresponding �gures or tables in the text.

8. Experiments compute resources

Question: For each experiment, does the paper provide suf�cient information on the com-
puter resources (type of compute workers, memory, time of execution) needed to reproduce
the experiments?

Answer: [Yes]

Justi�cation: We provide the computational cost comparison in Table 7.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the paper does not include experiments.
• The paper should indicate the type of compute workers CPU or GPU, internal cluster,

or cloud provider, including relevant memory and storage.
• The paper should provide the amount of compute required for each of the individual

experimental runs as well as estimate the total compute.
• The paper should disclose whether the full research project required more compute

than the experiments reported in the paper (e.g., preliminary or failed experiments that
didn't make it into the paper).

9. Code of ethics

Question: Does the research conducted in the paper conform, in every respect, with the
NeurIPS Code of Ethicshttps://neurips.cc/public/EthicsGuidelines ?

Answer: [Yes]

Justi�cation: The research conducted in the paper conforms with the NeurIPS Code of
Ethics in every respect.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the authors have not reviewed the NeurIPS Code of Ethics.
• If the authors answer No, they should explain the special circumstances that require a

deviation from the Code of Ethics.
• The authors should make sure to preserve anonymity (e.g., if there is a special consid-

eration due to laws or regulations in their jurisdiction).

10. Broader impacts

Question: Does the paper discuss both potential positive societal impacts and negative
societal impacts of the work performed?

Answer: [Yes]

Justi�cation: We provide the broader impacts in Appendix I.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that there is no societal impact of the work performed.

18



• If the authors answer NA or No, they should explain why their work has no societal
impact or why the paper does not address societal impact.

• Examples of negative societal impacts include potential malicious or unintended uses
(e.g., disinformation, generating fake pro�les, surveillance), fairness considerations
(e.g., deployment of technologies that could make decisions that unfairly impact speci�c
groups), privacy considerations, and security considerations.

• The conference expects that many papers will be foundational research and not tied
to particular applications, let alone deployments. However, if there is a direct path to
any negative applications, the authors should point it out. For example, it is legitimate
to point out that an improvement in the quality of generative models could be used to
generate deepfakes for disinformation. On the other hand, it is not needed to point out
that a generic algorithm for optimizing neural networks could enable people to train
models that generate Deepfakes faster.

• The authors should consider possible harms that could arise when the technology is
being used as intended and functioning correctly, harms that could arise when the
technology is being used as intended but gives incorrect results, and harms following
from (intentional or unintentional) misuse of the technology.

• If there are negative societal impacts, the authors could also discuss possible mitigation
strategies (e.g., gated release of models, providing defenses in addition to attacks,
mechanisms for monitoring misuse, mechanisms to monitor how a system learns from
feedback over time, improving the ef�ciency and accessibility of ML).

11. Safeguards

Question: Does the paper describe safeguards that have been put in place for responsible
release of data or models that have a high risk for misuse (e.g., pretrained language models,
image generators, or scraped datasets)?

Answer: [Yes]

Justi�cation: In the Related Works and Introduction sections, we have explained that our
aim is to provide better data privacy protection with more �exible portability to prevent the
leakage of source data or the trained source model.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the paper poses no such risks.
• Released models that have a high risk for misuse or dual-use should be released with

necessary safeguards to allow for controlled use of the model, for example by requiring
that users adhere to usage guidelines or restrictions to access the model or implementing
safety �lters.

• Datasets that have been scraped from the Internet could pose safety risks. The authors
should describe how they avoided releasing unsafe images.

• We recognize that providing effective safeguards is challenging, and many papers do
not require this, but we encourage authors to take this into account and make a best
faith effort.

12. Licenses for existing assets

Question: Are the creators or original owners of assets (e.g., code, data, models), used in
the paper, properly credited and are the license and terms of use explicitly mentioned and
properly respected?

Answer: [Yes]

Justi�cation: All the code and dataset utilized in this work are publicly available and are
only intended to compare the performances of different algorithms on classi�cation tasks.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the paper does not use existing assets.
• The authors should cite the original paper that produced the code package or dataset.
• The authors should state which version of the asset is used and, if possible, include a

URL.
• The name of the license (e.g., CC-BY 4.0) should be included for each asset.
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• For scraped data from a particular source (e.g., website), the copyright and terms of
service of that source should be provided.

• If assets are released, the license, copyright information, and terms of use in the
package should be provided. For popular datasets,paperswithcode.com/datasets
has curated licenses for some datasets. Their licensing guide can help determine the
license of a dataset.

• For existing datasets that are re-packaged, both the original license and the license of
the derived asset (if it has changed) should be provided.

• If this information is not available online, the authors are encouraged to reach out to
the asset's creators.

13. New assets

Question: Are new assets introduced in the paper well documented and is the documentation
provided alongside the assets?

Answer: [NA]

Justi�cation: This submission poses no such risks.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the paper does not release new assets.
• Researchers should communicate the details of the dataset/code/model as part of their

submissions via structured templates. This includes details about training, license,
limitations, etc.

• The paper should discuss whether and how consent was obtained from people whose
asset is used.

• At submission time, remember to anonymize your assets (if applicable). You can either
create an anonymized URL or include an anonymized zip �le.

14. Crowdsourcing and research with human subjects

Question: For crowdsourcing experiments and research with human subjects, does the paper
include the full text of instructions given to participants and screenshots, if applicable, as
well as details about compensation (if any)?

Answer: [NA]

Justi�cation: This submission poses no such risks.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the paper does not involve crowdsourcing nor research with
human subjects.

• Including this information in the supplemental material is �ne, but if the main contribu-
tion of the paper involves human subjects, then as much detail as possible should be
included in the main paper.

• According to the NeurIPS Code of Ethics, workers involved in data collection, curation,
or other labor should be paid at least the minimum wage in the country of the data
collector.

15. Institutional review board (IRB) approvals or equivalent for research with human
subjects

Question: Does the paper describe potential risks incurred by study participants, whether
such risks were disclosed to the subjects, and whether Institutional Review Board (IRB)
approvals (or an equivalent approval/review based on the requirements of your country or
institution) were obtained?

Answer: [NA]

Justi�cation: This submission poses no such risks.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the paper does not involve crowdsourcing nor research with
human subjects.
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• Depending on the country in which research is conducted, IRB approval (or equivalent)
may be required for any human subjects research. If you obtained IRB approval, you
should clearly state this in the paper.

• We recognize that the procedures for this may vary signi�cantly between institutions
and locations, and we expect authors to adhere to the NeurIPS Code of Ethics and the
guidelines for their institution.

• For initial submissions, do not include any information that would break anonymity (if
applicable), such as the institution conducting the review.

16. Declaration of LLM usage

Question: Does the paper describe the usage of LLMs if it is an important, original, or
non-standard component of the core methods in this research? Note that if the LLM is used
only for writing, editing, or formatting purposes and does not impact the core methodology,
scienti�c rigorousness, or originality of the research, declaration is not required.

Answer: [NA]

Justi�cation: This submission poses no such risks.

Guidelines:

• The answer NA means that the core method development in this research does not
involve LLMs as any important, original, or non-standard components.

• Please refer to our LLM policy (https://neurips.cc/Conferences/2025/LLM )
for what should or should not be described.
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Appendix

A. Diffusion Process for BUDA

A standard diffusion model (e.g., DDPM [21]) consists of two core components: a forward diffusion
operatorq and a reverse denoising operatorp. In the forward process, DDPM diffuses the target data
distribution by gradually injecting Gaussian noise into the data pointx i over the totalST steps using
a �xed Markov chain. The forward diffusion operatorq can be expressed as:

q(x j
i jx j � 1

i ) = N (x j
i ;

p
1 � � j x j � 1

i ; � j I ); (13)

wherej is de�ned as the diffusion timestep,j 2 [0; 1; :::; ST]; � j is the �xed variance scheduler that
controls the scale of the Gaussian noise,� j 2 [0; 1]; N represents the probability density function of
the Gaussian distribution;I is a unit vector; and� j I is the covariance matrix. In the reverse denoising
operator, DDPM concentrates the target data distribution by gradually generating a sequence of
denoised imagesxg over the sameT steps. The reverse denoising operatorp can be expressed as:

p(xk � 1
g jxk

g ) = N (xk � 1
g ;

1
p

� k
(xk

g �
1 � � kp
1 � � k

� � (xk
g ; k)) ; � k I ); (14)

wherek is de�ned as the denoising timestep,k 2 [ST; ST � 1; :::; 0]; � k = 1 � � k ; � i =
Q k

i =1 � i ;
and� � (xk

g ; k) predicts the noise at the current timestepk and denoises the corresponding input
dataxk

g , � � (xk
g ; k) 2 [0; 1]. To introduce the diffusion model into BUDA, we follow [42] to add a

predictorp� with �xed weights to judge the category of the target datax i . The judgment process of
the predictor is as follows:

p� (L j jx i ) =
exp(� Ek2 T




 � � � � (xk

i ; L j )



 2

)
P b

l =1 exp(� Ek2 T



 � � � � (xk

i ; L l )



 2

)
; (15)

whereL j is a low-dimensional text embedding corresponding to thej -th class of thei -th sample
x i ; b is the number of classes;� follows the standard Gaussian distributionN (0; 1). In this work,
we introduce an image encoder with �xed weights from CLIP [20] and leverage the predictor along
with the image encoder during the diffusion-target model recti�cation to �ne-tune the text encoder.
Moreover, before the SRM period, the �ne-tuned text encoder is fed back to the diffusion model to
enable more controllable image generation and adapt the target model to the BUDA task.

B. Supplement of Complete Experimental Results

As shown in Table 5, the comparison results demonstrate that our RrED effectively employs a
two-stage strategy guided by diffusion model for target model optimization, achieving signi�cantly

Table 5: The complete accuracies (%) on theVisDA-17using ResNet-101 backbone.
Method Setting P D plane bike bus car horse knife mcycle person plant sktbrd train truck Mean

Source-only � � � 64.3 24.6 47.9 75.3 69.6 8.5 79.0 31.6 64.4 31.0 81.4 9.2 48.9

HMA [47] U � � 97.6 88.4 84.3 76.0 98.4 97.1 91.3 81.4 97.0 96.7 88.8 60.7 88.1
DAPL [48] U X � 97.8 83.1 88.8 77.9 97.4 91.5 94.2 79.7 88.6 89.3 92.5 62.0 86.9
PDA [49] U X � 99.2 91.1 91.9 77.1 98.4 93.6 95.1 84.9 87.2 97.3 95.3 65.3 89.7

DATUM [50] U X X 85.7 76.4 79.7 75.4 84.1 82.3 80.4 76.7 81.9 82.6 78.4 20.2 75.3
S-Fusion [26] U X X 92.9 83.7 89.3 87.0 95.3 92.7 90.1 86.8 92.2 93.2 88.3 42.0 86.1
DACDM [24] U X X 96.2 84.8 83.2 73.3 94.8 96.6 91.0 88.2 93.0 93.4 87.5 59.7 86.8

DAD [25] U X X 97.4 89.6 92.2 91.6 97.3 97.0 95.1 89.8 97.2 96.9 93.7 42.5 90.0

PLUE [51] SF � � 97.3 96.2 90.5 91.8 90.0 94.2 87.4 87.7 97.0 84.3 93.0 81.0 90.0
C-SFDA [10] SF � � 97.6 88.8 86.1 72.2 97.2 94.4 92.1 84.7 93.0 90.7 93.1 63.5 87.8
SF(DA)2 [9] SF � � 96.8 89.3 82.9 81.4 96.8 95.7 90.4 81.3 95.5 93.7 88.5 64.7 88.1
DIFO [52] SF X � 97.7 87.6 90.5 83.6 96.7 95.8 94.8 74.1 92.4 93.8 92.9 65.5 88.8

DINE [15] BP � � 81.4 86.7 77.9 55.1 92.2 34.6 80.8 79.9 87.3 87.9 84.3 58.7 75.6
BETA [16] BP � � 94.9 90.2 85.4 61.1 95.5 93.1 85.0 83.8 92.9 91.9 91.1 55.0 85.1
RFC [18] BP � � 95.6 89.7 87.8 75.8 96.5 96.5 90.4 82.8 96.0 70.0 85.7 55.1 85.2

SEAL [17] BP � � 97.9 92.2 88.0 73.5 97.1 96.1 92.4 85.7 93.9 95.6 91.266.4 89.2
AEM [19] BP X � 98.6 88.1 89.7 74.8 98.0 93.9 93.0 89.3 90.1 97.2 95.2 63.5 89.3

RrED BP X X 97.5 91.9 88.1 88.0 98.1 96.9 94.3 88.8 96.6 96.6 94.1 63.8 91.2
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Source-only: 48.9% DINE [15]: 75.6% BETA[16]: 85.1%

AEM [19]: 89.3% SEAL[17]: 89.2% RrED: 91.2%

Figure 5: Classi�cation results onVisDA-17are visualized with a confusion matrix. Note that all these
results are obtained through the evaluation which is conducted in the same experimental environment.
(Zooming in for a clear view)

greater improvements on the large-scale benchmarkVisDA-17[55]. Furthermore, we observe that
RrED does not outperform some comparison methods [17, 19] on certain classes. We attribute this to
the fact that our target model is trained under the guidance of a diffusion model, which tends to focus
on broad class distinctions to enhance overall discriminative ability. In contrast, the distillation-based
method SEAL [17] exhibits slight over�tting to a few speci�c classes (e.g., the “bike” and “truck”
class), resulting in higher recognition accuracy on those classes but reduced performance on others.
The CLIP-based method AEM [19] demonstrates notable discriminative power on speci�c classes.
Based on our analysis of the CLIP model [20], we �nd that these classes are often overrepresented
during CLIP pretraining. For example, there is a strong similarity between the “person” class in the
target domain and pretraining classes such as “baseball player”, “bridegroom”, and “scuba diver”
in CLIP model. In contrast, classes that are absent (e.g., the “knife” class) or rarely seen (e.g., the
“plant” class) during pretraining tend to have much lower recognition accuracy. In addition, we
supplement the classi�cation visualization of theVisDA-17in Figure 5. For a fair comparison, all
the classi�cation visualizations are obtained in the same experimental environment. These results
highlight that our RrED method substantially surpasses other BUDA approaches in improving class
discrimination ability.

C. Theoretical Justi�cations

We provide theoretical justi�cations grounded in the generalization bound of reasoning to clarify the
working mechanism of our algorithm.

First, we adopt PAC-Bayes theory [59] for the classi�cation task to optimize the target model with
the uncertainty estimation of the black-box predictor.

Theorem 1[60]. Given a target data distributionD t , a hypothesisH , and a prior distribution� over
the hypothesis space� . For any� 2 (0; 1] and� > 0, with a probability at least1 � � over the target
samplesx t � D t , for all posteriors� , we have:

E� (H ) [L (H )] � E� (H )

h
~L x t (H )

i
+

1
�

[DKL (� jj � ) + log
1
�

+ 	 x t ;� (�; n )]; (16)

where	 x t ;� (�; n ) = log E� (H ) Ex t � D t [exp(� (L (H ) � eL (H )))] .

Lemma 1 [59]. The PAC-Bayes bound, involving constants� andn, as introduced in Theorem 1, is
minimized by the Bayesian posterior� (H ), which represents the distribution over� .
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Proof. The Donsker-Varadhan's change of measure states that for any measurable function� : � !
R, we have:

E� (H ) [� (H )] � DKL (� jj � ) + log E� (H ) [exp(� (H ))] : (17)

Thus, with� (H ) := � (L (H � eL (H; x t )) and8� over hypothesis space� , we have:

E� (H )

h
�

�
L (H ) � eL (H; x t )

�i
= �

�
E� (H ) [L (H )] � E� (H ) [ eL (H; x t )]

�

� DKL (� k� ) + log E� (H )

h
exp

�
�

�
L (H ) � eL (H; x t )

��i
: (18)

For the non-negative random variable� � (x t ) := E� (H ) [exp(� (L (H ) � eL (H; x t )))] , we apply
Markov's inequality on it, and have:

P
�

� �
1
�

Ex t � D t [� � (x t )]
�

� 1 � �: (19)

This implies that with probability at least1 � � over the choice ofx t � D t , we have8� over
hypothesis space� :

P
�

E� (H ) [L (H )] � E� (H ) [ ~L x t (H )] +
1

� [DKL (� jj � ) + log 1
� + 	 x t ;� (�; n )]

�
� 1 � �; (20)

where	 x t ;� (�; n ) = log E� (H ) Ex t � D t [exp(� (L (H ) � eL (H )))] , and we prove the statement of
Theorem 1. During target model training, as just as in Eq. (2), we utilizeM � as the prediction of
posterior distribution andS(x i ) as the prediction of prior distribution. Therefore, the upper bound of
our target model can be expressed as:

1
N t

X N t

i =1
[L other +

1
�

DKL (M � (x i )jjS(x i ))] ; (21)

whereN t is de�ned as the number of the target datax t . Following previous BUDA works [40, 15–19],
as presented in Eq. (2),� is set to 1 in the BUDA task. Moreover,L other varies in different works.
For example, in RrED,L other = L GC + L CC in the �rst stage DTR, andL other = L GC + L SV I
in the second stage SRM. In summary, this proof �lls the theoretical knowledge gap regarding the
black-box predictor in previous BUDA works.

Generalization Bound. Since our target model is trained in unlabeled target domain data and
further generates fusion data with feature differences based on the diffusion and our FSG module, we
denotex t � D t as the real sample distribution of the target domain andex t � eD t as the generated
fusion sample distribution of the target domain. And denoteyt as the predicted labels ofx t . For
the corresponding generated fusion samples,eyt are the predicted labels of the target domain.D t
is uploaded to a black-box predictor to obtain hard predictions from a source model trained on the
source domainD s, wherexs � D s as the sample distribution of the source domain. The pioneering
study [61] on theoretical analysis for domain adaptation provide the generalization bound. Following
[61], let H denote a hypothesis, which can be expressed as:

� t (H; y t ) � � s (H; ys) + dn � n (D t ; D s) + '; (22)

where' denotes the shared error of the ideal joint hypothesis,' = min (� s (H; ys) ; � t (H; y t )) .
dn � n (D s; D t ) = 2 supH;H 02 n

�
�Ex s � D s

�
H (xs) 6= H 0(xs)

�
� Ex t � D t

�
H (x t ) 6= H 0(x t )

� �� .
� t (H; y t ) is the expected error of the target sample distribution;� s (H; ys) is the expected error of
the source sample distribution, which is obtained from the black-box predictor. In the BUDA setting,
although we do not have the source domain dataxs, we can obtain hard predictionsPs from the
black-box predictor. Therefore, according to the theory [62, 63] of source data absence,� s (H; ys) is
small and can be ignored, so we do not need to obtainxs andys in BUDA.

Then, we model a generated fusion domain distributioneD t that is distributed similarly to the target
distributionD t . To reduce the classi�cation error on the target domain, the distributionsD s, D t , and
eD t should be substantially similar to each other. Therefore, the generalization bound in RrED can be
transformed into:

� t (H; y t ) � e� t (H; eyt ) + dn � n (D t ; eD t ) + ' 1; (23)
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where' 1 = min (� t (H; y t ) ; e� t (H; eyt )) ; e� t (H; eyt ) is the expected error of the generated fusion
domain distribution, which can be expressed as:

e� t (H; eyt ) � � s (H; ys) + dn � n ( eD t ; D s) + ' 2; (24)

where' 2 = min (e� t (H; eyt ) ; � s (H; ys)) . Thus, our �nal generalization bound can be de�ned as:

� t (H; y t ) � � s (H; ys) + dn � n (D t ; eD t ) + dn � n ( eD t ; D s) + ' 1 + ' 2: (25)

For Eq. (25), we analyze each component in detail in this paragraph:

• � s (H; ys) is the expected error of the source sample distribution. During the training of the source
model, the error between the source domain data and its true labels is minimized by cross-entropy
loss. Thus, in the early stages of training, we can obtain good training results for the source samples
through the black-box predictor. As the training progresses, the model gradually adapts to the
distribution of the target domain with Adaptive Label Smoothing (ALS) [15]. The ALS maintains
source domain knowledge, enabling the model to learn target domain knowledge while preventing
the forgetting of source domain knowledge. Therefore, according to theories [62, 63], � s (H; ys) is
small in the whole training.

• Instead of reducingdn � n (D t ; D s) in Eq. (16), our goal is to reducedn � n (D t ; eD t ) and
dn � n ( eD t ; D s). For dn � n (D t ; eD t ), it depends on the expected error of the disagreement be-
tween two hypothesis on the target data and the generated fusion data distribution of the target
domain. During the whole training, we design the FSG module to determine which regions
should be composed of synthetic images.eD t is generated fromD t , preserving key features of
D t while adding differential features generated by the diffusion model. Therefore, the distribu-
tion divergencedn � n (D t ; eD t ) is small. Fordn � n ( eD t ; D s), we can obtain thatdn � n ( eD t ; D s) =

2 supH;H 02 n

�
�
�Eex t � eD t

�
H (ex t ) 6= H 0(ex t )

�
� Ex s � D s

�
H (xs) 6= H 0(xs)

� ��
� . As the training progresses,

DTR alignsx t andex t by continuously minimizing the cross-entropy loss to facilitate the target model's
training; SRM narrows the feature space distance betweenx t andex t by contrasting their differences,
while enhancing the model's discriminative and generalization abilities by increasing dissimilarities
with other samples. Therefore,Eex t � eD t

�
H (ex t ) 6= H 0(ex t )

�
� Ex t � D t

�
H (x t ) 6= H 0(x t )

�
and it is

continuously reduced during training by minimizingL GC andL task . Meanwhile,L CC andL SV I
prevent over�tting of the target model. ForEx s � D s

�
H (xs) 6= H 0(xs)

�
, according to the previous

works [15, 16], the ALS maintains a source knowledge base and useL task to maintain the balance
between source knowledge and target knowledge. Therefore,Ex s � D s

�
H (xs) 6= H 0(xs)

�
always

maintains a small value during the whole adaptation phase.

• ' 1 + ' 2 denotes the shared error of the ideal joint hypothesis, which is assumed to be a suf�ciently
small constant that re�ects the complexity of the hypothesis space [62].

D. The Whole Training Process

Our pseudocode for the training process is shown in Algorithm 1. In addition, our experimental and
main code are available in the Supplementary Material.

E. Supplement of Complete Quantitative Ablation Experimental Results

As shown in Table 6, we report the complete quantitative results of ablation, and all the results include
the task-speci�c loss. FSG is the key module of our work to prevent the diffusion-generated images
from causing irreversible negative effects. When FSG and FT are not used, the results indicate that
directly applying the default Stable Diffusion model, without adaptation to the downstream task,
leads to a sharp performance drop. In contrast, our method exhibits highly task-aware sensitivity to
the structural characteristics of the Stable Diffusion model, enabling it to better leverage its semantic
knowledge for downstream BUDA tasks. The effective knowledge learning of the target model
throughL GC andL CC can only be achieved when FSG is utilized. WhenL CC is not used, the
combined effect ofL task andL GC enforces rapid sample clustering, which leads to over�tting of the
target model.L CC mitigates the sample enrichment effect to improve target model's generalization.
In this regard, bothL task andL GC can bene�t from this process.L SV I is to integrate interactive
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Algorithm 1 RrED for BUDA task.

Input: Target samplesD t = f (x i )g
N t
i =1 ; black-box hard predictionsPs ; diffusion model with the pre-

dictor p� ; multi-modal modelV� 2 f image encoderI � ; text encoderT� g; and target modelM � 2
f feature extractorf � ; prediction classi�erc� g.
Parameter: Training epoche; learnable prompt text embeddingL ; model parameter� ; and hyperparameters
 ,
r .
1: Initialize: initialize the smooth label repositoryS with Ps ; initialize V� with L andS; diffusion model

initializes to generate datax i; ( g) corresponding tox i ;
2: ======================= Diffusion-Target model Recti�cation =======================
3: for i  1 to e=2 do
4: Get target samplex i and the sample predictionsyi usingM � : yi = f � (c� (x i )) ;
5: Get generated fusion sampleex i to fusex i; ( g) andx i using Eqs. (3)-(4);
6: Update the smooth label repositoryS using Eq. (1);
7: Get fusion sample predictionseyi usingM � : eyi = f � (c� (ex i )) ;
8: Fine-tuneV� by minimizingL V � with p� (x i ) using Eqs. (5)-(6):min

I �
max

T �
L V � ;

9: OptimizeM � by minimizingL M � ( DT R ) with p� (x i ) using Eq. (9):min
f �

max
c�

L M � ( DT R ) ;

10: end for
11: ========================= Self-Rectifying Reasoning Model ========================
12: Initialize: Replace the original text encoder in the diffusion model with the �ne-tuned text encoder with

prompt word embeddings;
13: for i  e=2 to e do
14: Get target samplex i and the sample predictionsyi usingM � : yi = f � (c� (x i )) ;
15: Get generated fusion sampleex i to fusex i; ( g) andx i using Eqs. (3)-(4);
16: Update the smooth label repositoryS using Eq. (1);
17: Get fusion sample predictionseyi usingM � : eyi = f � (c� (ex i )) ;
18: Assign different weightsw according to the similarities betweenyi andeyi using Eq. (11);
19: OptimizeM � by minimizingL M � ( SRM ) with w using Eq. (12):min

f �
max

c�
L M � ( SRM ) ;

20: end for
Output: Target modelM � .

Table 6: The complete quantitative results of ablation study on theOf�ce-31 andVisDA-17.

L M � FSG FT Of�ce-31 VisDA-17
L GC L CC L SV I A� D A� W D� A D� W W� A W� D Mean Mean

Source only 79.9 76.6 56.4 92.8 60.9 98.5 77.5 48.9

X X 97.8 85.2 66.6 97.0 72.1 97.5 86.0 71.2
X X 85.5 94.9 79.3 99.1 83.5 99.8 90.4 79.3

X X 76.2 83.2 67.6 94.1 69.2 95.6 81.0 59.6
X X X 95.2 95.7 81.5 99.0 83.1 99.8 92.4 89.4

X X 92.7 88.5 67.7 97.9 74.5 99.6 86.9 67.8
X X X 96.9 94.1 73.7 97.3 81.6 99.8 90.6 85.4

X X X 85.3 84.9 66.7 97.0 71.9 98.0 84.0 80.2
X X X X 87.3 84.0 65.6 96.3 74.2 98.6 84.3 81.7

X X X 71.7 84.9 70.2 94.6 64.4 98.2 80.6 75.9
X X X X 96.8 94.1 82.5 99.1 84.1 99.8 92.7 88.7
X X X X 73.1 85.7 69.7 95.3 65.2 97.9 81.2 76.8
X X X X X 97.8 95.9 83.7 99.1 84.5 99.8 93.5 91.2

learning with the samples generated by the �ne-tuned diffusion model.L SV I becomes effective only
when combined with �ne-tuning. Experimental results show that this combination yields signi�cant
performance gains on large-scale datasetVisDA-17, while improvements on small-scale dataset
Of�ce-31 are relatively limited. In summary, each component of our RrED contributes effectively to
performance improvement and is indispensable.
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