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enough [6], in order to obtain robust performance for accurately identifying human faces in different contexts, thus
may not encode information about the face appearance
properties. Therefore, a recognition-oriented face representation does not contain sufficient information for generative
modeling the possible IDFS in response to different poses
and expressions. Also, a pre-trained face representation becomes a deterministic estimate given a specific face image
as input, thus is not able to be aware of the new context.
To better match a source face to different target contexts,
we propose a novel Context-Aware Representation (CAR)
method for human faces in raw 2D images, that explicitly incorporates the causal effect of facial expression and
head pose (denoted as, f expo ) into the face representation as
an inductive bias for generative modeling, to reason about
the potential changes in face shape in response to different
f expo , and is therefore able to appropriately adjust the original face representation to match with the target face image.
The resulting new face representation is no longer deterministic, but takes into account the uncertainty of the target
context, and is therefore context-aware.
Moreover, to enable face transfer using unstructured and
unposed raw face images, it is important to eliminate the
identity-specific information when encoding the contextual
representation from the target image. To this end, we propose a Kernel-Based Regressive Encoder (KeRE) that runs
multiple kernel regressions on the latent features of target images via a set of learnable kernels. By modeling a
constrained optimization problem, the kernels are trained
to perform soft classifications to separate the feature space
into the identity-specific information and other contextual
information. Based on these kernels, KeRE eliminates the
identity specificity of the target image by regressive transformations that focus on the identity-dependent subspace,
while keeping the contextual information unchanged.
Combining the context-aware face representation with
the kernel regression-based encoder, extensive experiments
show that CarTrans can better adapt the source face to characterize its appropriate appearance in various new target
contexts. Our contributions are summarized as:
• We propose CAR, a new context-aware representation

Human face synthesis involves transferring knowledge
about the identity and identity-dependent shape of a human
face to target face images where the context (e.g., facial expressions, head poses, and other background factors) may
change dramatically. Human faces are non-rigid, so facial
expression leads to deformation of face shape, and head
pose also affects the face observed in 2D images. A key
challenge in face transfer is to match the face with unobserved new contexts, adapting the identity-dependent face
shape (IDFS) to different poses and expressions accordingly. In this work, we find a way to provide prior knowledge for generative models to reason about the appropriate
appearance of a human face in response to various expressions and poses. We propose a novel context-aware face
transfer model, called CarTrans, that incorporates causal
effects of contextual factors into face representation, and
thus is able to be aware of the uncertainty of new contexts.
We estimate the effect of facial expression and head pose in
terms of counterfactuals by designing a controlled intervention trial, thus avoiding the need for dense multi-view observations to cover the pose-expression space well. Moreover, we propose a kernel regression-based encoder that
eliminates the identity specificity of the target face when encoding contextual information from the target image. The
resulting method shows impressive performance, allowing
fine-grained control over face shape and appearance under
various contextual conditions.

1. Introduction
Face transfer aims to transfer knowledge about human
face to new 2D face images, including the intrinsic face
identity, and appearance properties like face shape that are
both identity-dependent and influenced by facial expression
and head pose. Most existing methods [2, 9, 22, 24, 29, 32]
use pre-trained in face models, typically in recognition
tasks [6], to represent this knowledge of human faces.
However, face recognition models often constrain the
face representations estimated on face images of the same
individual under different expressions and poses to be close
1

method to better generate the appearance of individual
faces according to different contexts in target images.
• We incorporate the causal effect of target f expo into
source face representation, and estimate this effect in
terms of counterfactuals without requiring any multiview data to cover the space of expressions and poses.
• We propose a kernel-based regressive encoder (KeRE)
that eliminates the identity specificity of the target face
when representing the target context information.
• Experimental results show that incorporating the
causal effect of contextual factors as an inductive bias
into generative models, paired with kernel-based context encoder, enables fine-grained match with various
new contexts across large appearance gaps.

(a) Initial DAG. ubg : unobserved causal factors. A→B
means that A has a causal effect on B.

(b) Final DAG of causal assumption. We
mediate in the initial causality f expo →
z, arriving at two new causal links.
f mesh : 2D dense face meshes, used as a
measurement of IDFS.

Figure 1. Causal assumption. The FPCI (fundamental problem of
causal inference [13]) in (b) refers to a common dilemma where
the controlled trail is infeasible. We overcome this problem by
introducing f mesh as a mediator variable. Note that the variables
{z, f expo , f mesh } in both graphs are all from same individuals.

2. Method

2.1. Context-Aware Face Representation

Symbol. Denote the source and target face images as Xs
and Xt , respectively1 . Face transfer aims at generating a
new face image, denoted as Ys,t , that shares the face knowledge (e.g., about identity, shape and appearance) with Xs
and the context (e.g., facial expression, head pose, and backgrounds) with Xt . In general, the generation process in previous works can be formulated as: Ys,t = G(zs , {Ht }),
where G(·) is a neural generator, zs is the face representation of Xs estimated by a pre-trained face recognition
model M id (·) [6], i.e., zs = M id (Xs ), and Ht stands for
the representation of contextual information in Xt . In addition, we use a pre-trained 3D face alignment model, denoted
as M 3d (·) [12], to estimate the facial expression and head
pose of the target face, i.e., ftexpo = M 3d (Xt ).
Our model, CarTrans, makes improvements to both zs
and Ft . The Context-Aware Representation (CAR) for the
source face to adapt to the target context is formulated as:
∗
zs,t
= λΘ (zs , ∆zt ),

2.1.1

Causal Analysis on ∆zt

Recognition-oriented face representations are often trained
not to encode information about face shape, as this information is easily affected by f expo . Therefore, in the context
of face synthesis, additional information is needed in addition to those encoded by M id (·) (with fixed parameters) for
correctly adapting IDFS of an individual to various f expo in
new contexts. We infer such additional information causally
from f expo of the target context.
Causal assumption. We assume that a deterministic
face representation z is influenced by facial expression and
head pose f expo (in 2D domain) in the context of face synthesis problems. Also, there are certain unobserved factors
like facial occlusions or background noise, denoted as ubg .
The graphical formalism of causal assumption is shown in
Fig. 1a. The formal expression of this assumption can be
found in the appendix. Based on this, we model the corrective ∆zt as the causal effect of f expo and ubg on z. A revisit
of causal inference can be found in the appendix.
Controlled intervention trial. In general, it is difficult to directly estimate causal effects from observational
data [38]. Therefore, we design a controlled intervention
trial to estimate the causal effect of f expo in terms of counterfactual: (i) Controlled group (CG) are the original outcomes of z = M id (X) directly computed from raw face
images. (ii) Treatment group (TG) are the potential outcomes of z unaffected by information about f expo . Then,
based on the Rubin Causal Model (RCM) [38, 39], the
causal effect of f expo on z is measured by the difference
in the outcomes between the two groups.
Inference via mediator. In practice, we slightly modify
the initial causal model. As shown in Fig. 1b, we use IDFS
(identity-dependent face shape), measured by 2D dense face
meshes f mesh , as a mediator variable [36], since it is easier to measure the effect of f expo on the face shape than
on the highly-abstracted face representation z (e.g., a high

(1)

∗
zs,t

is the resulting context-aware representation for
where
the source face, ∆zt is a causal corrective of zs according
to the target context, and λΘ stands for a neural function.
In this section, first a well-designed intervention trial
is introduced to give an estimation of ∆zt , and thus ob∗
tain zs,t
. Then, we explain how the Kernel-based Regressive Encoder (KeRE) extracts contextual information from
raw target images while eliminating the identity specificity
of target faces. On this basis, we combine the identityagnostic target contextual representation with the contextaware source face representation to produce the final result
Ys,t . For simplicity, we remove the subscripts s and t when
there is no difference between the processing of the source
and target features in the following. We begin with an analysis on the causes of ∆zt in target context.
1 We use subscript s and t to distinguish between features of X and
s
Xt , and superscript (i) to sample estimates. {·} represents a set of values.
A complete table of notations can be found in the appendix.
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(1)

(m)

where {Rt , · · · , Rt } are resized spacial-wise according
(i)
to Rt and concatenated together channel-wise, in a shape
Pm
(i)
of ( j=1 C (j) )×H (i) ×W (i) before being fed into MIB (·).
(i)

The resulting m(i) is of the same shape as Rt , with values
in the range of 0 ∼ 1 (after sigmoid activation). Then, based
(i)
on m(i) , we inject additive Gaussian noise t into each
(i)
(i)
latent space of Rt to filter out part of information Rt
(i)
2
et :
contains, leading to a compressed version as R
et(i) = m(i) ⊗ Rt(i) + (1 − m(i) ) ⊗ t(i) ,
R

Figure 2. HIM. The Hierarchical Intervention Module (HIM) is
designed for constructing counterfactual face meshes that are maximally unaffected by f expo . For details please see Section 2.1.2.

where ⊗ denotes element-wise multiplication.
is of
(i)
the same size as Rt , sampled from a Gaussian empirical
(i)
distribution based on the mean and variance of Rt , i.e.,
(i)
(i)
(i)
t ∼ N (µt , σt ), since activations after convolutional
layers tend to have a Gaussian distribution [21].
The mask m(i) (with values between 0 and 1) is designed
to show the importance of corresponding neurons in each
(i)
Rt in terms of predicting ftexpo , i.e., how informative they
(i)
are for ftexpo . Initially, {MIB (·)} are not yet learned to
properly predict such masks, and thus noises are randomly
(i)
injected into {Rt } at first. Therefore, the key insight lies
(i)
in how to supervise the training process of each MIB (·).
To this end, we incorporate a set of trade-offs in the latent
(i)
spaces of {Rt } into the training objective as:

dimensional embedding). Intuitively, the changes in {z (i) }
of the same individual can also be attributed to the nonrigid deformation of the observed face shape in 2D images,
caused by facial motions f expo . We use f mesh to evaluate
such deformation of face shape, so f mesh also has an effect
on z estimates, with f expo confounding both z and f mesh .
Therefore, we introduce f mesh as the mediator and converts
the causality f expo → z into two new causal links:
• f expo → f mesh : From the technical perspective, the
key step lies in the first causal link, that is to estimate the
counterfactual outcome of f mesh unaffected by information
about f expo (for TG), as described in Section 2.1.2.
• f mesh → z: we translate the effect of f expo from the
2D face shape f mesh to the final face representation z using a parameterize neural function, and the effect of ubg is
estimated by simulation, as described in Section 2.1.3.
2.1.2

et(i) ; Rt(i) ) + α · Lexpo ,
Lmask = M I(R

Given a target face image Xt , we first use the pre-trained
M 3d (·) to estimate face meshes, obtaining the original outcome ftmesh for the controlled group (CG). To model the
counterfactual face meshes that are maximally unaffected
by ftexpo for the treatment group (TG), we design a Hierarchical Intervention Module (HIM) based on the information
bottle principle [40, 42, 45] in a novel hierarchical fashion.
We introduce external interventions on ftexpo to filter out information about ftexpo when computing ftmesh . A revisit of
information bottle principles can be found in the appendix.
Concretely, as shown in Fig. 2, after feeding forward
Xt , we extract a set of m intermediate representations from
(i)
M 3d (·), denoted as {Rt } (i = 1, · · · , m). Then, for each
(i)
Rt , we build an information bottleneck trade-off in the la(i)
tent space of Rt , successively from i = 1 to i = m, based
on a filtering mask m(i) . Each mask is predicted by a tiny
(i)
(i)
convolutional block MIB (·) individually. To give MIB (·)
3d
a global view over the computing process of M (·) in pre(i)
dicting m(i) , we use all {Rt } as input:
(i)

(1)

(2)

(m)

),

(4)

where α (> 0) is a hyperparameter. Lmask consists of two
loss terms that play against each other:
et(i) ; Rt(i) ) is defined as the mean of mutual informa• M I(R
(i)
et(i) }:
tion between {Rt } and their compressed version {R

Counterfactual Inference: f expo → f mesh

m(i) = MIB (Rt , Rt , · · · , Rt

(3)
(i)
t

m

X
et(i) ; Rt(i) ) = 1
et(i) ; Rt(i) ),
M I(R
I(R
m i=1

(5)

where I(·; ·) stands for the mutual information. Thereet(i) ; Rt(i) ) measures how much information in
fore, M I(R
(i)
{Rt } is replace by noises, thus minimizing Lmask tends to
(i)
maximally compress the information contained in {Rt }.
While at the same time,
• Lexpo is designed to maximally preserve the information
(i)
in {Rt } that is important for predicting ftexpo . We use it
to measure the difference in ftexpo before and after injecting
(i)
the noises to {Rt }. Concretely, each time we replace one
(i)
et(i) , and recompute later
Rt with its compressed version R
(k)
(i)
et , from i = 1 to i = m
ones {Rt } (k > i) based on R
hierarchically. In this way, each m(i) works on the basis
of the previous ones, so as to introduce the interventions
(m)
continuously. Denote the output after Rt being replaced
2 We use a tilde term V
e to represent a compressed version of variable
V with some of the information in V been replaced by white noises.

(2)
3

Figure 3. Face meshes ftmesh are mapped from the latent vector
ftvec before the last FC layer in M 3d (·). Both the projection (via a
pre-trained BFM [11]) and the FC layer are fixed (Section 2.1.3).

et(m) as fetexpo , then Lexpo is defined as:
R
Lexpo = kftexpo − fetexpo k1 .

(6)

Figure 4. CAR. A pipeline for modeling the context-aware face
∗
representation of Xs . The new representation zs,t
takes into account possible contextual factors in target image Xt , by incorporating the causal effect of target context, i.e., ∆zt , with original
representation zs via a neural function λΘ .

et(i) ; Rt(i) ) tends to force
By minimizing Lmask , M I(R
m close to 0, while in contrast, Lexpo tends to force m(i)
close to 1. In this way, values in m(i) corresponding to neurons informative of f expo are brought near 1, while others
are brought near 1. Thus, by hierarchically replacing each
(i)
(i)
Rt in M 3d (·) with another compressed version of Rt :
(i)

(i)

(i)

(i)

Et = m(i) ⊗ t + (1 − m(i) ) ⊗ Rt ,

Finally, we arrive at the new representation of source
∗
, which takes into account the effect of new conface zs,t
text in the target image Xt , by combining zs with ∆zt . A
∗
is shown in Fig. 4.
high-level overview of modeling zs,t

(7)

et(i)
R

which is defined just in contrast to
in Eq. 3, we will arrive at the counterfactual face meshes that are maximally
unaffected by information about ftexpo for TG, and thus enabling to estimate the effect of ftexpo according to RCM.
2.1.3

2.2. Kernel-based Regressive Encoder
This section describes how the Kernel-based Regressive
Encoder (KeRE) learns contextual representations from raw
target image Xt while eliminating the identity specificity of
the target face, by exploring latent spaces of the M id (·), i.e.,
a pre-trained ResNet-50 network [6] in practice.
The KeRE contains several learnable kernels which are
used to perform soft classifications in the spaces of M id (·).
Given Xt as input, we denote the internal features (after
each ResBlock from low to mid-level depth) in M id (·) as
(i)
(i)
{Ft } (i = 1, 2, · · · , k). Each Ft contains both the contextual information (e.g., about f expo , lighting, and other
backgrounds), and the identity-specific information, since
(i)
the latent space of Ft is less compressed and abstractive [8] compared to the final output zt = M id (Xt ).
Concretely, denote these learnable kernels as {k (i) } (i =
1, 2, · · · , k). We then build a set of k regressing functions, denoted as {r(i) (·)}, which act on the internal fea(i)
tures {Ft } via these kernels:

Causal Effect Translation: f mesh → z

Effect estimation. To make the entire process of CarTrans
differentiable to enable end-to-end training, in practice, we
estimate the causal effect of ftexpo based on potential outcomes of the latent vector ftvec (which is 1024-dimensional)
before the last fully-connected layer in M 3d (·), instead of
the discrete face meshes, since the mapping from ftvec to
ftmesh is fixed, as shown in Fig. 3. Denote the counterfactual outcome of the latent vector after hierarchically replac(i)
(i)
ing {Rt } with {Et } (in Eq. 7) as fetvec . According to
RCM, the causal effect of ftexpo is formulated as:
δ(f expo → f mesh ) = fetvec − ftvec .

(8)

Effect translation. We then translate the causal effect
δ(f expo → f mesh ) from IDFS to z, arriving at the final
estimation of the causal corrective ∆zt , formulated as:
∆zt = gθ (fevec − f vec ) + ubg ,
(9)
t

t

(i)

Ht

t

(i)
Ht

where gθ (·) with parameters θ is a neural function. In practice, we set gθ (·) as a fully-connected layer that maps fetvec −
ftvec , a 1024-dimensional vector, to the 512-dimensional
vector space of z. The unobserved causal factor ubg
t is simulated by random sampling from the von Mises-Fisher (vMF)
distribution (with parameters pre-estimated on a small subset of the training set), since normalized face embedding
vectors are often considered to have such a distribution type.
We thus simulate ubg
t following the method of [5,49]. More
details on simulating ubg
t can be found in the appendix.

(i)

(i)

= r(i) (k (i) ⊗ Ft ) + (1 − k (i) ) ⊗ Ft ,
= r(i) ((1 − k (i) ) ⊗
(i)

(i)
Ft )

+ k (i) ⊗

(i)
Ft ,

(10a)
(10b)

where each r (·) consists of 3 convolutional layers, k (i) is
(i)
of the same size as Ft and takes values between 0 and 1.
Our goal is to use the kernel k (i) to identify identity(i)
specific information from the latent space of Ft (with its
(i)
values standing for the probabilities), i.e., use k (i) ⊗ Ft to
(i)
represent the identity-specific information, and (1 − k ) ⊗
(i)
(i)
Ft the contextual information in latent space of Ft . So
(i)
(i)
that based on k , we can use r (·) to smooth away the
4

(i)

identity-specific neurons in Ft , without changing other
neurons that are mainly related to contextual information.
To this end, we build a constrained optimization model:
(i)

min 1 − coshẑ, z(Ht )i,

(11a)

k(i) ,r (i)

(i)

subject to: coshzt , z(H t )i = 1.
id

(11b)

(i)

where z(V ) = M (X | F
:= V ), standing for the
estimate of a face image X, with the i-th internal feature
F (i) in M id (·) been replaced with an alternative feature V ,
cosh·, ·i is the cosine similarity between two vectors, and ẑ
is the empirical mean of z estimated on a subset of training
data, standing for the representation of an "average face".
On the one hand, we want to smooth out the identity
specificity of Xt , so the objective Eq. 11a aims to bring the
(i)
resulting estimate z(Ht ), based on the alternative feature
t
H(i)
, close to the average face representation ẑ in terms of
its cosine similarity. On the other hand, we need to keep
the context information in Xt , so the constraint Eq. 11b
(i)
requires that the other estimate z(H t ), which is instead

Figure 5. AdaIN layer. Our generator G(·) consists of k AdaIN
∗
layers. Starting from h(0) = zs,t
, each AdaIN layer A(i) (·) works
(i)
∗
successively based on the output of A(i−1) (·), taking zs,t
and Ht
as input (i = 1, 2, · · · , k).
∗
where h(0) = zs,t
, as shown in Fig. 5. Ys,t is obtained by
up-sampling the output after the last AdaIN layer A(k) (·).

2.4. End-to-End Training
In addition to Lmask and Lkernel defined in Eq. 4 and
Eq. 12, we further supervise the identity information of the
generated face in Ys,t via an identity loss formulated as:
∗
Lid = 1 − coshM id (Ys,t ), sg[zs,t
]i,

(i)

based on H t , remains as zt .
Initially, values in k (i) are all set to 0. According to
(i)
Eq. 10b, the regression r(i) (·) works on the entire Ft ,

where sg[·] stands for the stop-gradient operator [46].
(i)
Also, we extract internal features {FYs,t } out when computing M id (Ys,t ) to supervise the contextual information in
Ys,t , by designing a context loss based on the kernels {k (i) }
(described in Section 2.2) as:

(i)

leading to a large change in the output z(H t ) compared
(i)
coshzt , z(H t )i

to zt , i.e.,
is significantly different from 1.
(i)
Also, according to Eq. 10a, z(Ht ) is initially equal to zt ,
which differs significantly from ẑ. Rewrite the constrained
optimization model (Eq. 11) in the form of loss function as:
Lkernel =

k
1X
(i)
{2 − coshẑ, z(Ht )i
k i=1

−

Lcontext =

(12)

Ladv = − E{log[S( D(Ys,t ) − D(Xs ) )]}

Then, by training with Eq. 12, we can effectively supervise the learning process of these kernels {k (i) } to correctly
identify identity-specific information in the latent spaces of
M (id) (·), arriving at a set of k identity-agnostic contextual
(i)
representations of the target face image as {Ht }.

− E{log[S( D(Xs ) − D(Ys,t ) )]},

Ltotal = Ladv + w1 Lmask + w2 Lkernel
+ w3 Lid + w4 Lcontext .

Finally, the resulting face image Ys,t is generated by
∗
combining the context-aware face representation zs,t
with
(i)

(13)

where the generator G(·) contains a set of k Adaptive Instance Normalization (AdaIN) layers [9, 14, 24, 34] that
work successively. Each AdaIN layer, denoted as A(i) (·)
(i)
∗
(i = 1, 2, · · · , k), takes zs,t
and Ht as input, working
based on the output of its previous layer:
(i)

| h(i−1) ),

(18)

Our model, CarTrans, is trained end-to-end on the
training set of commonly-used CelebA-HQ [18] and
FlickrFaces-HQ (FFHQ) [19] datasets based on Eq. 18. For
more details on the training strategy and hyperparameter
setting please refer to the appendix.

the identity-agnostic contextual representations {Ht }:

∗
h(i) = A(i) (zs,t
, Ht

(17)

where S(·) stands for the sigmoid activation.
Finally, total objective function with hyperparameters
{w1 , w2 , w3 , w4 , w5 } is defined as:

2.3. Generation for Final Result

(i)

k
1X
(i)
(i)
[(1 − sg[k (i) ]) ⊗ (Ft − FYs,t )]. (16)
k i=1

Moreover, we use a multi-scale discriminator [20], denoted as D(·), along with an adversarial loss Ladv [17], to
make the generated Ys,t more realistic:

(i)
coshzt , z(H t )i}.

∗
Ys,t = G(zs,t
, {Ht }),

(15)

3. Experiments
In this section, we first compare our method with five
SOTA methods: FaceSwap [22], FSGAN [32], Deepfakes [1], FaceShifter [24], and InfoSwap [9]. Experiments are based on three datasets: Face-Forensics++

(14)
5

Figure 6. Results of CarTrans, transferring from portrait to vintage advertisements, across large gaps in pose, expression, and appearance.
Quantitative Comparisons on FF++

(FF++) [37], DeeperForensics-1.0 (DF-v1) [16], and the test
set of CelebA-HQ and FFHQ. We then analyze the role of
our proposed CAR and KeRE via an ablation study on FF++
and DF-v1. An user study is provided for further evaluation.
Quantitative metrics. We evaluate the performance of
each method based on three commonly used quantitative
metrics. Identity Retrieval stands for the mean accuracy
of the generated face in Ys,t being correctly identified as
the source individual, using a SOTA recognition model [47]
(different from M id (·) used in CarTrans for a fair evaluation). Also, we show the cosine similarities coshzYs,t , zs i
and coshzYs,t , zt i for better demonstration (where zYs,t =
M id (Ys,t ) for short). Pose Error and Expression Error
stand for the mean square error (MSE) in the head pose and
facial expression of Ys,t corresponding to those of Xt , using a SOTA 3D face alignment model [26] (also different
from M 3d (·) used in our model).

Method

Identity Retrieval

Pose Expression
Accuracy ↑ coshzYs,t , zs i↑ coshzYs,t , zt i↓ Error ↓ Error ↓

FaceSwap [22]

0.748

0.436

0.319

0.0030

0.050

FSGAN [32]

0.635

0.396

0.358

0.0011

0.044

Deepfakes [1]

0.866

0.487

0.273

0.0053

0.118

FaceShifter [24]

0.909

0.538

0.317

0.0029

0.055

InfoSwap [9]

0.964

0.622

0.162

0.0031

0.048

CarTrans (Ours)

0.981

0.631

0.213

0.0007

0.039

Table 1. Comparison with SOTA methods using three quantitative metrics on FF++ dataset. All results are obtained following
the same protocol. The best two results are in [dark] and [dark]
respectively. ↑: higher is better. ↓: lower is the better.

3.1. Comparison with SOTA Methods
3.1.1

Comparison on FF++

The manipulated results of FaceSwap, Deepfakes, and
FaceShifter are included in FF++ dataset. Results of FSGAN and InfoSwap are obtained using official pre-trained
models. Following the same testing protocol with [9], we
uniformly extract 60 frames from each manipulated video,
forming an evaluating set of 60k manipulated frames for
each method. The experimental results of quantitative metrics in Tab. 1 indicate that our method outperforms other
SOTA methods in both source identity preservation and
consistency with target pose and expression. More qualitative examples (at 512 × 512 resolution) are shown in Fig. 7.
3.1.2

Comparison on DF-v1
Figure 7. Qualitative comparison with SOTA methods on FF++.

Since faces in FF++ videos are mainly canonical, we further perform comparisons on DF-v1 dataset which contains
videos of 95 actors performing different poses and expressions. Here we mainly compare CarTrans with FSGAN,
FaceShifter, and InfoSwap, as they show competitive per-

formance in preserving target expression and pose on FF++.
Since FaceShifter has not been officially tested on DF-V1
before, and its pre-trained model is currently not released,
6

Method
FSGAN [32]
FaceShifter [24]
InfoSwap [9]
CarTrans (ours)

Quantitative Comparisons on DF-v1
Identity Retrieval
Expression Error ↓
Pose
Accuracy ↑ coshzYs,t , zs i ↑ coshzYs,t , zt i ↓ Error ↓ Angry Contempt Disgust Fear Happy Sad
0.7199
0.4289
0.3051
0.0019 0.1062 0.1026 0.1143 0.1109 0.0899 0.0937
0.9467
0.5349
0.2973
0.0024 0.1621 0.1504 0.1677 0.1763 0.1288 0.1364
0.9734
0.7227
0.1916
0.0022 0.1221 0.1121 0.1195 0.1265 0.0936 0.1141
0.9884

0.7746

0.2034

0.0017 0.0653

0.0616

Surprise
0.1217
0.1891
0.1338

Overall
0.1035
0.1542
0.1161

0.0692 0.0689 0.0617 0.0641 0.0764

0.0652

Table 2. Further comparisons on DF-v1 dataset in terms of matching unobserved Xt with various poses and expressions. Results are
obtained following the same protocol. The best two results are in [dark] and [dark] respectively. ↑: higher is better. ↓: lower is the better.

Figure 8. Qualitative results of CarTrans on the test sets of CelebA-HQ and FFHQ, across large gaps in pose and expression.
User Study on FF++
Identity ↑ Pose and Expression ↑ Fidelity ↑
FaceSwap [22]
0.0315
0.0290
0.0240
FSGAN [32]
0.0170
0.1305
0.0295
Deepfakes [1]
0.0465
0.0270
0.0145
FaceShifter [24]
0.1620
0.1425
0.1370
InfoSwap [9]
0.3475
0.2345
0.3770
CarTrans (Our) 0.3955
0.4365
0.4180

we use our reproduced version which is trained following
exactly the same training protocol as described in [24] on
CelebA-HQ, FFHQ and VGGFace [35] for 70 epochs. For
detailed testing protocol please refer to the appendix. We
evaluate results of each method using the three quantitative
metrics. The expression errors are computed both for each
expression individually and for an overall performance over
all expressions. As shown in Tab. 2, CarTrans outperforms
other three methods in every metric. Some qualitative examples of CarTrans (at 512 × 512 resolution) on wild images and the test set of CelebA-HQ and FFHQ are shown
in Fig. 6 and Fig. 8, respectively. For qualitative results of
CarTrans please refer to the appendix.

Method

Table 3. Comparison via user study. Numbers stand for the frequencies of each method being selected as the best in each aspect.

the highest fidelity (3rd column). The statistical results of
user evaluations also show the superiority of our method.

3.2. User Study on FF++

3.3. Analysis on Components

As an additional comparison with SOTA methods, we
perform a user study on FF++ dataset, as shown in Tab. 3.
A total of 40 users are invited. For each user we show 30
groups of manipulated images, and each group includes 5
generated results by the 5 methods using a same randomselected pair of (Xs , Xt ). Then, from each group, users are
asked to select out 3 images, i.e.: (a) the one most similar to
Xs in identity (1st column), (b) the one most similar to Xt
in pose and expression (2nd column), and (c) the one with

To analyze the role of the proposed CAR and KeRE in
improving the performance of CarTrans in synthesizing Ys,t
(in Eq. 13), we evaluate three different configurations of
∗
CarTrans: (i) Replacing CAR zs,t
with original zs (CAR
w/o CAR), (ii) replacing identity-agnostic context represen(i)
(i)
tations {Ht } with original {Ft } (CarTrans w/o KeRE),
and (iii) CarTrans w/o (CAR and KeRE). These three configurations are trained following the same protocol as the
full model CarTrans. Some qualitative examples are shown
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Configuration
CarTrans
CarTrans w/o CAR
CarTrans w/o KeRE
CarTrans w/o (CAR and KeRE)

Ablation Study on DF-v1
Identity Retrieval
Expression Error ↓
Pose
Accuracy ↑ coshzYs,t , zs i ↑ coshzYs,t , zt i ↓ Error ↓ Angry Contempt Disgust Fear Happy Sad Surprise Overall
0.9884
0.7746
0.2034
0.0017 0.0653 0.0616 0.0692 0.0689 0.0617 0.0641 0.0764 0.0652
0.9781
0.9143
0.9056

0.7693
0.6694
0.6618

0.2289
0.2895
0.2928

0.0023 0.1453
0.0018 0.0749
0.0024 0.1575

0.1109
0.0713
0.1268

0.1673 0.1936 0.1707 0.1867 0.1931
0.0788 0.0785 0.0715 0.0738 0.0860
0.1645 0.1864 0.1314 0.1416 0.2477

0.1565
0.0748
0.1575

Table 4. Comparisons between different configurations of CarTrans on DF-v1 dataset. Results are obtained following the same protocol.
The best two results are in [dark] and [dark] respectively. ↑: higher is better. ↓: lower is the better.

in Fig. 9. As shown in Tab. 4, all quantitative metrics are
down compared to the full model. Among them, identity
(i)
retrieval drops off significantly when {Ht } are replace
(i)
by {Ft } (CarTrans w/o KeRE), while pose and expression errors rise more when the context-aware corrective
are removed from face representation (CarTrans w/o CAR).
These results suggest that both CAR and KeRE play an important role in improving performance of CarTrans, while
each has a different impact.

At the same time, a number of important advances have
been made in face forgery detection [16, 25, 27, 30, 37] to
prevent the misuse of face synthesis methods.
So far, in controllable face synthesis, it is yet a challenge
to correctly adapt the identity-dependent face shape and appearance of an individual to various poses and expressions.
To the best of our knowledge, CarTrans is the first method
that learns a context-aware face representation, which allows to causally reason about the potential changes in face
appearance in responds to different target contexts.

5. Broad Impact
One of the most fundamental components of computer
vision is image synthesis. Recently, synthesizing photorealistic images is no longer sufficient for new applications
of generative models, but the properties of the images need
also be controllable during synthesis [28,31]. A specific focus lies on face transfer, a cutting-edge technology in synthetic media that edits the appearance of a person in an existing face image or video according to specified requirements. This topic is a currently vibrant sub-field of controllable image synthesis, due to its application value in video
games and film production. However, if misused, this technology can also raise serious privacy or public issue. We
further discus broader impacts of face transfer and ways to
reduce potential negative social impacts in the appendix.

Figure 9. Qualitative examples in the ablation study on DF-v1.

4. Related work
Recent advances in controllable face image synthesis
have yielded many impressive applications [2, 4, 7, 10, 15,
23, 41, 43, 44, 48]. In the subarea of face transfer, research
begins with the influential work [3] which focuses on cases
where the viewpoint and illumination of target images are
different from the source. FaceSwap [22] proposes a caseby-case model to enable real-time face transfer. [33] highlights the model robustness under unpredictable conditions.
More recently, 2D GAN-based methods have dominated this field for their superior capacity of synthesis photorealistic images. For instance, FSGAN [32] achieves
subject-agnostic identity transfer and considers target skin
color and lighting condition preservation. FaceShifter [24]
focuses on preserving the target facial occlusions based
on a second-stage learning. AOT [50] proposes a postprocessing method to reduce the discrepancies in lighting
and skin color. InfoSwap [9] contributes a disentanglement
method for generating more identity-discriminative results.

6. Conclusion
In this work, we have introduced CarTrans, a novel generative model of face transfer. We have shown that by explicitly incorporating a context-aware corrective into face
representation based on prior knowledge about the target
context, and eliminating the identity specificity of target
face via a set of kernel-based regressor when encoding target contextual information, CarTrans is capable of adapting
face representations according to different target images,
enabling fine-grained synthesis of identity-dependent face
shape and appearance across large gaps in the context with
high fidelity. The experimental results provide empirical
evidence that, by characterizing the causal variables in unobserved novel contexts, our proposed context-aware face
representation is better suited for generative modeling of
human faces in the context of face transfer.
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