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Abstract

With the advent of the era of foundation models, pre-training and fine-tuning
have become common paradigms. Recently, parameter-efficient fine-tuning has
garnered widespread attention due to its better balance between the number
of learnable parameters and performance. However, some current parameter-
efficient fine-tuning methods only model a single modality and lack the utilization
of structural knowledge in downstream tasks. To address this issue, this paper
proposes a multi-modal parameter-efficient fine-tuning method based on graph
networks. Each image is fed into a multi-modal large language model (MLLM)
to generate a text description. The image and its corresponding text descrip-
tion are then processed by a frozen image encoder and text encoder to generate
image features and text features, respectively. A graph is constructed based on
the similarity of the multi-modal feature nodes, and knowledge and relationships
relevant to these features are extracted from each node. Additionally, Elastic
Weight Consolidation (EWC) regularization is incorporated into the loss function
to mitigate the problem of forgetting during task learning. The proposed model
achieves test accuracies on the OxfordPets, Flowers102, and Food101 datasets
that improve by 4.45%, 2.92%, and 0.23%, respectively. The code is available at
https://github.com/yunche0/GA-Net/tree/master.

Keywords: Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning, Multi-Modal Learning, Graph Neural
Network
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1 Introduction

With the onset of the era of foundational models, we have gradually entered a
paradigm of pre-training and fine-tuning. In terms of downstream task adaptation,
full fine-tuning requires adjusting all the parameters of a model to adapt to down-
stream tasks. However, as the scale of models and the number of tasks increase,
such a method becomes inefficient. Consequently, numerous studies have focused on
parameter-efficient fine-tuning, exploring strategies to efficiently adapt existing foun-
dation models to downstream tasks. Previous parameter-efficient fine-tuning methods
can be mainly categorized into three approaches. The first is prompt tuning [1][2],
which aims to achieve fine-tuning by modifying the model input rather than the
model structure. The second is prefix tuning [3], which involves updating only task-
specific trainable parameters within each layer. The third is adapter tuning [4][5],
which achieves parameter-efficient fine-tuning by inserting adapter modules with a
bottleneck architecture between layers.

In the realm of multi-modal learning, parameter-efficient fine-tuning methods have
gained attention in recent research. Prompt vectors are used to align multi-modal
data, achieving efficient multi-modal fusion in low-resource settings [6]. The main
idea of CoOp [7] is to automatically design prompt texts. It keeps the pre-training
parameters unchanged and uses a small amount of data to learn the appropriate cues.
The TaskRes [8] method directly adjusts the weights of text-based classifiers without
requiring extensive prompt updates to text encoders or elaborate adapters. π-Tuning
optimizes parameters by predicting and interpolating task similarity across visual,
language, and visual-language tasks, achieving efficient cross-task transfer learning
[9]. However, these works do not consider modeling the complex associations between
modalities.

With respect to modeling complex associations for parameter-efficient fine-tuning,
methods related to graph neural networks (GNNs) have been explored. The concept
of timely tuning has been introduced [10]. In the molecular domain, MolCPT [11]
enhances graph embeddings by encoding additional molecular motif information. How-
ever, these works primarily focus on how to perform parameter-efficient fine-tuning
for purely graph structures, without applying them to language-image multi-modal
modeling.

Therefore, we propose a framework that combines graph structures with multi-
modal parameter-efficient fine-tuning methods, enabling the learning of multi-modal
information while considering the complex associations between modalities. The
proposed model comprises four main modules: Multi-Modal Feature Extraction, Multi-
Modal Graph Construction, Graph Adapter Net (GA-Net), and Prediction. In the
Multi-Modal Feature Extraction module, each image is processed by a pre-trained
MLLM model to obtain a text description for each image. The image and its corre-
sponding text description are then processed by frozen image and text encoders to
generate image features and text features, respectively. These features are combined
into multi-modal features through feature concatenation. In the Multi-Modal Graph
Construction module, a graph is constructed based on the similarity of multi-modal
feature nodes. The GA-Net module then mines suitable knowledge from the graph
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nodes, resulting in features that have fully learned both textual and image informa-
tion while considering their adjacency relationships. In the Prediction module, the loss
function incorporates cross-entropy and EWC regularization [12], which can mitigate
the forgetting problem in task learning.

Compared with the current SOTA method, the proposed method improves by
4.45% in the OxfordPets dataset, 2.92% in the Flowers102 dataset and 0.23% in the
Food101 dataset.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• A parameter-efficient fine-tuning method based on graph networks, GA-Net, is
proposed. The proposed method combines graph structures with multi-modal
parameter-efficient fine-tuning, learning both textual and image information while
considering the adjacency relationships between different tokens.

• EWC regularization is introduced into the loss function. By incorporating the corre-
lation between parameter importance and the loss function, the EWC loss effectively
retains knowledge from previous tasks and reduces interference with previous tasks
when learning new tasks, thereby alleviating the problem of forgetting in task
learning.

• Compared to the SOTA model, the proposed model improves the test accuracy by
4.45% on the OxfordPets dataset, 2.92% on the Flowers102 dataset and 0.23% on
the Food101 dataset.

2 Related Work

Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning Methods (PEFT). Full fine-tuning involves
modifying all the model’s parameters to suit downstream tasks. Yet, as models
grow in scale and the number of tasks expands, this approach becomes increasingly
inefficient. To address this issue, in recent years, the natural language processing
(NLP) community has explored parameter-efficient fine-tuning techniques (PEFT)
[13][14][15][16][17]. These techniques only require adjusting a small subset of param-
eters, thereby improving efficiency [18]. For example, prompt tuning methods [1]
attempt to achieve fine-tuning by modifying the model input rather than the model
structure. Prefix tuning [3] updates only task-specific trainable parameters in each
layer. Adapter tuning [4][5] inserts adapter modules with bottleneck architectures
between layers to achieve parameter-efficient fine-tuning. Additionally, methods like
BitFit [19] update only the bias terms and freeze the remaining parameters, while
LoRA [20] reduces the number of trainable parameters by decomposing the weight
matrix into low-rank matrices.

In multi-modal learning, parameter-efficient fine-tuning methods have gained
widespread attention in recent research [21][22][23][24][25]. Using prompt vectors to
align multi-modal data achieves efficient multi-modal fusion in low-resource environ-
ments, excelling in tasks involving two or more data modalities [6]. Research on scaling
large multi-modal models (such as LLaVA and MiniGPT-4) has shown that parameter-
efficient training methods like LoRA/QLoRA perform well in both multi-modal and
language tasks, with performance comparable to full-model fine-tuning[26]. The main
idea of CoOp [7] is to automatically design prompt texts. It keeps the pre-trained
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parameters unchanged and learns suitable prompts using a small amount of data.
CLIP-adapter [27] inserts a random learnable module into the middle of the model. By
updating this module, it better adapts to downstream tasks. Unlike CLIP-Adapter,
Tip-Adapter [28] does not require SGD to train the adapter. Instead, it constructs
a query-key cache model from few-shot supervision to obtain the adapter’s weights.
TaskRes [8] directly adjusts the weights of the text-based classifier without needing
extensive prompt updates to the text encoder or carefully designed adapters. π-Tuning
optimizes parameters by predicting and interpolating task similarity across visual,
language, and visual-language tasks, achieving efficient cross-task transfer learning,
especially effective in data-scarce situations [9]. PMF significantly reduces training
memory usage by adding prompt vectors only in the deeper layers of a single-modal
Transformer [29]. However, these methods do not model the complex associations
between modalities.

Graph Neural Networks (GNN). Early work by Scarselli et al. [30] laid the
foundation by proposing a framework for learning node representations in graphs,
capable of capturing dependencies between nodes through iterative information pass-
ing. The pioneering work by Bruna et al. [31] applied convolutional neural networks
to graph data in the spectral domain. However, this approach faced challenges in com-
putational efficiency and generalization across different graph structures. The graph
convolutional networks (GCNs) proposed by Kipf and Welling [32] are among the
most influential models, performing convolution by aggregating feature information
from the local neighborhood of nodes, thus achieving efficient and scalable learning.
The graph attention networks (GATs) introduced by Veličković et al. [33] employ
an attention mechanism to weight the importance of neighboring nodes, allowing for
more flexible and dynamic information aggregation. Additionally, GraphSAGE by
Hamilton et al. [34] introduced a sampling-based approach for large-scale graph repre-
sentation learning. Numerous prior works have applied GNNs to association modeling
tasks across various domains, including vision-based[35][36], text-based[37][38], and
graph-based[31][32][10][39] applications.

Parameter-efficient tuning methods have also seen some exploration in the GNN
domain. The concept of timely tuning has been applied [10]. Although methods like
GPF [40] and GraphPrompt [41] are also parameter-efficient, they struggle to match
the benchmarks set by full fine-tuning in non-few-shot settings. GPPT [42] designed a
specific framework for GNNs, but its application is limited to node-level tasks. In the
molecular domain, MolCPT [11] enhances graph embeddings by encoding additional
molecular motif information. However, the aforementioned works design parameter-
efficient fine-tuning methods specifically for pure graph structures. To the best of
our knowledge, graph networks have not been applied in the field of multi-modal
parameter-efficient fine-tuning.

3 Method

As shown in Figure 1, the model presented in this paper is composed of four main
modules: Multi-Modal Feature Extraction, Multi-Modal Graph Construction, GA-Net,
and Prediction. The primary function of the Multi-Modal Feature Extraction is to use
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pre-trained models to extract features from images and text. Then, through Multi-
Modal Graph Construction, a multi-modal graph is built to relate the connections
between different modalities. The proposed GA-Net is the only trainable part of the
network, where a down projection is first introduced, followed by a GCN, and finally
an up projection to propagate and update the vertex features in the graph. Lastly, in
the Prediction module, we propose a combined loss function of EWC loss and cross-
entropy loss to further enhance the network’s performance. The details of each module
are as follows:

Visual
encoder

“a gray cat
laying on a
red couch”

MLLM

Text
encoder

Sim=0.9 Si
m

=0
.8

threshold = 0.7

GA-NET GA-NET

Prediction Label

Down Up

Ewc Loss

CE Loss

Total Loss

Multi-Modal Feature Extraction Multi-Modal Graph Construction Prediction

Fig. 1 Overall pipeline of the proposed framework. The proposed model consists of four main mod-
ules: Multi-Modal Feature Extraction, Multi-Modal Graph Construction, GA-Net, and Prediction.
GA-Net updates vertex features through down, GCN, and up operations, while the Prediction mod-
ule uses a combined EWC and cross-entropy loss function to improve performance.

3.1 Multi-Modal Feature Extraction

In this module, we first use a pre-trained MLLM model to generate general text
descriptions corresponding to the images. These descriptions do not involve the cate-
gory names used in the final classification. Next, the images and their corresponding
text descriptions are fed into frozen image encoders (such as ViT [43] or ResNet [44])
and text encoders (such as BERT [45]), respectively, to generate image features and
text features. Finally, the image features and text features are combined into multi-
modal features through feature concatenation. Mathematically, supposeXi is the input
image, and MLLM(∗) represents the MLLM model, the text description of image Xi

obtained through the MLLM model can be expressed as

Xt
i = MLLM(Xi) (1)

Let I(Xi) and T (Xt
i ) represent the series of tokens obtained from the frozen image

encoder (ViT/ResNet) and text encoder (BERT), respectively. These can be expressed
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as
V I
i = {XI1

i , XI2

i , . . . , XIN

i } = I(Xi) (2)

V T
i = {XT 1

i , XT 2

i , . . . , XTN

i } = T (Xt
i ) (3)

where each token is of dimension E. The image tokens encode information from
each patch location, while the text tokens encode information from each word location.
V I
i and V T

i are sets of tokens. Each element in V I
i represents the i-th token in the

image, and each element in V T
i represents the i-th token in the text. N denotes the

number of tokens. All tokens form a series of text and image vertices:

Vi = {V I
i , V

T
i } = Concat(V I

i , V
T
i ) (4)

where Concat(∗) represents feature concatenation, and Vi represents a node after
concatenating text features and image features.

3.2 Multi-Modal Graph Construction

To uncover the structural knowledge in the text embedding space for downstream
tasks, i.e., the relationships between different semantics, and given the diverse visual
features of different samples, we can measure finer-grained relationships between dif-
ferent semantics in the visual and textual space. Thus, we can construct a multi-modal
graph structure G = {Vi, E} = {V I

i , V
T
i ;E}, where V I

i and V T
i can be seen as the

sets of image vertices and text vertices, respectively. E represents the set of edges.
We build the graph using the similarity of multi-modal features via a predefined

threshold γ. When the similarity between two multi-modal features is greater than γ,
an undirected edge is created between these two vertices, representing the adjacency
relationships between all multi-modal features:

Eij =

{
1, if i ̸= j and Sim(Vi, Vj) > γ

0, otherwise
(5)

where

Sim(Vi, Vj) =
Vi · Vj

∥Vi∥∥Vj∥
(6)

represents the similarity between multi-modal nodes Vi and Vj . γ is the similarity
threshold, and an edge is constructed when the similarity between two vertices in the
graph exceeds this threshold.

3.3 Graph Adapter Net

We propose a parameter-efficient fine-tuning method based on graph networks called
Graph Adapter Net (GA-Net), where the rest of the network is frozen and only the
GCN [46] is fine-tuned during downstream tasks. The advantage of this method is
that it can adapt to downstream tasks and improve model performance without sig-
nificantly increasing the number of model parameters. Furthermore, since adapter
fine-tuning only requires training a small number of parameters, it can significantly
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reduce computational resources and time costs for fine-tuning. The unique aspect of
GA-Net is its ability to update features based on our constructed multi-modal graph
structure, allowing fine-tuning while preserving adjacency relationships. The process
of GA-Net can be represented by the following formula:

CXi = Wup (GCN (Wdown(Xi))) (7)

Fig. 2 Details of GA-Net. By projecting the graph structure downwards, the number of model
parameters is significantly reduced. Then, a GCN network aggregates information from adjacent
nodes to learn complex associations between different modalities. Finally, the structure is projected
upwards, restoring the original graph size.

where Cx represents the vertex feature matrix. The GA-Net utilizes a bottleneck
architecture, including a down-projection Wdown : Rnin → Rnmid , a Graph Convolu-
tional Network (GCN) layer, and an up-projection Wup : Rnmid → Rnout . For vertex
feature aggregation, we utilize the GCN, and the update formula for the vertex features
in each layer can be formulated as:

C(l+1) = σ
(
D̂− 1

2 ÂD̂− 1
2C(l)W (l)

)
(8)

where Â is the normalized adjacency matrix, defined as Â = A + I, where A is the
original adjacency matrix and I is the identity matrix. D̂ is the degree matrix of Â,
with diagonal elements D̂ii =

∑
j Âij . W

(l) is the trainable weight matrix of the l-th
layer, with dimensions Fl ×Fl+1. σ is the activation function, applied element-wise to
the matrix. C(l) represents the node feature matrix of the l-th layer of the GCN, with
dimensions N ×Fl, where N is the number of nodes and Fl is the feature dimension of
the l-th layer. C(l+1) represents the node feature matrix of the (l + 1)-th layer of the
GCN, with dimensions N ×Fl+1, where Fl+1 is the feature dimension of the (l+1)-th
layer.

3.4 Prediction

In the prediction stage, we introduce Elastic Weight Consolidation (EWC) regulariza-
tion [12] into the generic cross-entropy loss function. By incorporating the importance
of parameters and their association with the loss function, the EWC algorithm can
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effectively retain knowledge from previous tasks and reduce interference when learning
new tasks, thereby addressing the problem of catastrophic forgetting in task learning.

First, we calculate the importance of parameters based on the training results
of previous tasks, using the Fisher Information Matrix IA. The Fisher Information
Matrix is calculated as follows:

IA = E
[
∂2L(θ)
∂θ2

∣∣∣∣
θ∗

]
= E

[(
∂L(θ)
∂θ

∂L(θ)
∂θ⊤

) ∣∣∣∣
θ∗

]
(9)

where IA is the Fisher Information Matrix representing the importance of parameters;
E is the expectation operator; L(θ) is the cross-entropy loss function, representing
the model’s CE loss under parameters θ, with LCE = L(θ); θ are the model param-

eters; θ∗ are the optimal parameters obtained from previous task training; ∂2L(θ)
∂θ2 is

the second derivative of the loss function with respect to the parameters, indicating

curvature information; ∂L(θ)
∂θ is the first derivative of the loss function with respect to

the parameters, indicating gradient information.
The EWC loss is defined as:

Lewc = LB(θ) +
λ

2

∑
i

IA(i) (θi − θ∗i )
2

(10)

where LB(θ) is the loss function for the current task B; λ is a hyperparameter that
balances the learning of new tasks and the retention of old tasks; IA(i) are the diagonal
elements of the Fisher Information Matrix, representing the importance of parameter
θi in task A; θ∗i are the parameters learned in task A. The model, regularized by EWC,
is used for the final prediction, improving performance on new tasks while mitigating
the forgetting problem.

The total loss is the sum of the ordinary cross-entropy loss LCE and the EWC loss
Lewc:

Ltotal = LCE + Lewc (11)

4 Experiment

4.1 Experiment Settings

We validated our model on three downstream classification tasks: Oxford Pets [47],
Flowers102 [48], and Food101 [49]. All these datasets belong to the fine-grained clas-
sification category. The Oxford Pets dataset contains 37 categories (25 dog breeds
and 12 cat breeds) with a total of 7,349 images. The Flowers102 dataset includes 102
categories with a total of 8,189 images. The Food101 dataset consists of 101 food cat-
egories with a total of 101,000 images. These datasets are not only rich in categories
but also possess high fine-grained characteristics, making them ideal for evaluating
the model’s performance in distinguishing similar categories.
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4.1.1 Implementation Details

We use the LlaVA [50] model to generate general text descriptions corresponding to
the images, ensuring that these descriptions do not mention the category names for
final classification. Unless otherwise stated, we use the pre-trained backbone ViT-B/16
[43] as the visual encoder to produce visual features. We optimized the model for 100
epochs. During training, we used a batch size of 16 and an Adam optimizer with an
initial learning rate of 1×10−3, which decays following a cosine learning rate schedule.

4.2 Comparisons with State-of-the-Arts

Table 1 Comparison with SOTA methods in terms of accuracy

Method Flowers102 Oxford Pets Food101
CLIP-Adapter 93.90 87.84 78.25
CoOp 94.51 87.01 74.67
TaskRes 96.10 88.10 78.23
Tip-Adapter 94.23 88.18 78.11
Ours 99.02 92.63 78.46

We compared the proposed model with several state-of-the-art parameter-efficient
fine-tuning methods, including TaskRes [8], CoOp [7], CLIP-adapter [27], and Tip-
Adapter [28], on the Oxford Pets, Flowers102, and Food101 datasets. As shown in
Table 1, the experimental results demonstrate that our model consistently outper-
forms previous parameter-efficient fine-tuning models on the average performance of
the benchmark datasets. Our model achieved an average performance of 90.03%, out-
performing Tip-Adapter by 3.19% and TaskRes by 2.82%. The model’s test accuracy
improved by 4.45% and 2.92% on the Oxford Pets and Flowers102 datasets, respec-
tively, compared to the state-of-the-art methods. Our model still performed the best
on the Food101 dataset. The more significant improvement on the Oxford Pets and
Food101 datasets is due to the higher need for multi-modal associations, which are
better modeled through GNN. Similarly, Tip-Adapter performs better than other
SOTA methods as it combines the strengths of prompts and adapters, introducing
task-related prompts into the model to provide more multi-modal associations.

4.3 Model Efficiency

Table 2 Comparison with SOTA methods in terms of efficiency

Metric CLIP-Adapter CoOp TaskRes Tip-Adapter Ours
Parameters (M) 0.524 0.008 1.024 16.384 0.056
Memory Cost (Training) 9.257 18.907 6.227 4.313 13.826
Memory Cost (Inference) 7.615 7.403 6.225 4.161 6.713

As shown in Table 2, we conducted experiments on the parameter quantities of
different methods. The parameter consumption of Tip-Adapter is exceptionally high
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and is not in the same range as other methods. Among the remaining three models,
TaskRes has a higher parameter count than CLIP-Adapter, with CoOp having the
least parameter count. Our model has a parameter count of 0.056M, which is less
than most models and only slightly higher than CoOp. However, the accuracy of our
model significantly surpasses that of CoOp, indicating that our model achieves a good
balance between accuracy and parameter count.

When the image encoder and text encoder are not frozen, the parameter size is
195,337,765. When the image encoder and text encoder are frozen, the parameter size
is 56,869. Therefore, with only 0.029% of the parameters being trainable, our model
can surpass the state-of-the-art (SOTA) models on multiple datasets. Our model ranks
second in terms of model efficiency among SOTA models. This is partly because the
text descriptions in the CoOp model are generated using fixed handcrafted sentences,
which are relatively simple text descriptions. Compared to our model, even though
the CoOp model has fewer training parameters, the quality of the textual information
is lower, resulting in significantly lower accuracy on two datasets.

4.4 Ablation Study

Table 3 The accuracy under different components

Baseline EWC GNN Multi-Modal Accuracy
Baseline ✗ ✗ ✗ 86.20%
Baseline-EWC ✓ ✗ ✗ 87.85%
Multi-Modal Baseline-EWC ✓ ✓ ✗ 90.08%
GA-Net ✓ ✓ ✓ 92.63%

As shown in Table 3, the baseline is a simple linear layer trained on single-modal
features, which are also extracted using a pre-trained model. Without using our foun-
dational modules, the accuracy is only 86.20%. After applying EWC regularization,
the accuracy improves by 1.65% to 87.85%. When using multi-modal learning, the per-
formance further increases by 2.23% to 90.08%. The improvement with multi-modal
learning is because leveraging two modalities simultaneously provides greater capabil-
ity compared to using a single modality. Finally, by integrating the complete graph
method, the accuracy improves by 2.55% to 92.23%. The performance boost from
incorporating the graph is due to its ability to better model the relationships between
tokens, thereby demonstrating the effectiveness of our proposed method.

The text descriptions for each image are generated by MLLM. In the baseline
experiments, replacing all text descriptions uniformly with ”A photo of a pet/flower”
eliminates text information during training. Ablation experiments show that dif-
ferent combinations of methods and features enhance the model’s performance to
varying degrees. The GA-Net model achieves the best performance by combining
EWC[12], multi-modal features, and GNN. Introducing EWC regularization improves
model performance by 1.65%; introducing GNN enhances performance by 2.55%; and
incorporating multi-modal learning boosts performance by 2.23%. The significant per-
formance improvements from multi-modal learning and GNN indicate that our model
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can effectively capture complex associations between modalities. EWC regulariza-
tion helps mitigating the forgetting problem in task learning, making its effect more
pronounced with larger datasets.

In terms of memory cost, Tip-Adapter has the lowest memory consumption, while
CoOp has the highest. This is contrary to the parameter usage, indicating that, to
some extent, a greater number of parameters can lead to lower memory consumption.
Although our model also incurs a significant memory cost, it is still less than CoOp
and performs better. While Tip-Adapter consumes less memory than our model, our
model requires far fewer parameters and delivers significantly better performance.
Furthermore, our model needs to store adjacency relations between different tokens,
which inevitably consumes some memory space. This aspect contributes to the per-
formance of our model. This demonstrates that our model achieves a good balance
between accuracy and parameter consumption.

4.5 Hyperparameter Study

Fig. 3 Accuracy under different similarity thresholds

To investigate the impact of hyperparameters, specifically similarity thresholds, we
analyzed different similarity thresholds on the OxfordPets and Flowers102 datasets,
as shown in Figure 3. The results indicate that different datasets are affected dif-
ferently by varying similarity thresholds. For both datasets, the accuracy increased
most significantly within the threshold range of 0.3 to 0.5. Additionally, the accu-
racy improvement for the Flowers102 dataset was more pronounced within this range
compared to the OxfordPets dataset, suggesting that the Flowers102 dataset is more
sensitive to adjacency relations in the graph. When the similarity threshold reaches
0.7, the model achieves peak accuracy on both datasets. For thresholds less than 0.7,
accuracy shows an increasing trend with rising similarity thresholds. However, once the
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threshold exceeds 0.7, accuracy changes minimally, but the training burden increases,
indicating that a similarity threshold of 0.7 is optimal.

5 Conclusions

This paper comprehensively reviews the limitations of previous parameter-efficient
fine-tuning methods in low-data environments. These methods only model a single
modality and lack the utilization of structural knowledge in downstream tasks. There-
fore, we propose a novel parameter-efficient fine-tuning model, GA-Net, which extracts
knowledge suitable for features from each multi-modal feature node in the graph,
resulting in features that have fully learned both textual and image information while
considering their adjacency relationships. Experiments on three fine-grained classifi-
cation tasks, Oxford Pets, Flowers102, and Food101, demonstrate that the GA-Net
model is effective in parameter-efficient fine-tuning.
The limitations of the model stem from the generation of text descriptions. In this
paper, we use MLLM to generate text descriptions for each image. However, these
prompts are simple and lack sufficient diversity. We believe that providing more diverse
and accurate prompts for downstream tasks, such as using refined image caption meth-
ods, would better model the textual structural knowledge and further improve the
performance of GA-Net.
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