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Abstract

We introduce Omni-ID, a novel facial representation de-
signed specifically for generative tasks. Omni-ID en-
codes holistic information about an individual’s appear-
ance across diverse expressions and poses within a fixed-
size representation. It consolidates information from a var-
ied number of unstructured input images into a structured
representation, where each entry represents certain global
or local identity features. Our approach uses a few-to-many
identity reconstruction training paradigm, where a limited
set of input images is used to reconstruct multiple target
images of the same individual in various poses and expres-
sions. A multi-decoder framework is further employed to
leverage the complementary strengths of diverse decoders
during training. Unlike conventional representations, such
as CLIP and ArcFace, which are typically learned through
discriminative or contrastive objectives, Omni-ID is op-
timized with a generative objective, resulting in a more
comprehensive and nuanced identity capture for generative
tasks. Trained on our MFHQ dataset – a multi-view facial
image collection, Omni-ID demonstrates substantial im-
provements over conventional representations across var-
ious generative tasks.

1. Introduction
Generating images that faithfully represent an individual’s
identity requires a face encoding capable of depicting nu-
anced details across diverse poses and facial expressions.
However, a significant limitation of existing facial repre-
sentations [7, 21, 32, 40] is their reliance on single-image
encodings, which fundamentally lack holistic information
about one’s appearance. For example, an image of some-
one in a frontal pose with a neutral expression reveals lit-
tle about how they look when smiling, frowning, or viewed
from their profile.

Furthermore, existing face representation methods, typ-
ically derived from networks optimized for discriminative
tasks such as ArcFace [7] or text-aligned image encoders

Figure 1. Omni-ID is a facial representation that consolidates in-
formation from a varied number of images of an individual into
a fixed-size, structured encoding. Each element of this encod-
ing captures specific global or local identity features, enabling
high-fidelity generation in new poses, expressions, and capturing
identity-consistent variations.

like CLIP [21], are not well suited for generative appli-
cations. While these models effectively distinguish be-
tween individuals or extract semantic features, they are
constrained by a discriminative bottleneck that omits fine-
grained identity details. Consequently, they struggle to cap-
ture the subtle nuances that define a person’s unique iden-
tity, especially across different poses and expressions, as
demonstrated in Fig. 2.

In this work, we introduce Omni-ID, a facial identity rep-
resentation designed for generative tasks. Omni-ID encodes
a varied number of images of an individual into a compact,
fixed-size representation, capturing the individual in diverse
expressions and poses as shown in Fig. 1. This enriched en-
coding can be used in a wide range of generative tasks, max-
imizing the faithful preservation of the individual’s subtle
details across various contexts.

At the core of the approach lies our Omni-ID encoder
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Figure 2. Face generation comparison of different facial rep-
resentations with single input (top row) and two inputs (bottom
row). We evaluate different facial representations by training an
IP-adapter [37] on FLUX [3] with each representation. It can
be seen that single-instance representations such as ArcFace and
CLIP struggle to combine unique features appear in each observa-
tion (e.g., eye color and nose shape), whereas our Omni-ID, de-
signed with a few-to-many generative objective, improves identity
representation with each additional view, unifying unique attribute
from multiple views into a single representation.

trained within a generative framework (illustrated in Fig. 4)
that leverages two key ideas. First, the framework uses a
few-to-many identity reconstruction training paradigm that
not only reconstructs the input images but also a diverse
range of other images of the same identity in various con-
texts, poses, and expressions. This strategy encourages
the representation to capture essential identity features ob-
served across different conditions while mitigating overfit-
ting to specific attributes of any single input image. Second,
our framework employs a multi-decoder training objective
that combines the unique strengths of various decoders,
such as improved fidelity or reduced identity leakage, while
mitigating the limitations of any single decoder. This en-
ables leveraging the detailed facial information present in
the input images to the greatest feasible degree and results
in a more robust encoding that effectively generalizes across
various generative applications.

Our Omni-ID encoder is transformer-based and employs
a fixed-size set of learnable queries to produce a consistent,
fixed-size representation of an individual’s identity. This
design ensures that regardless of the number of input im-
ages provided, the encoder yields a structured encoding by
blending the input images via keys and values throughout
attention layers. The fixed-size representation is essential
for downstream applications, as it establishes a ‘structured’
encoding where each feature within the representation can
correspond to specific identity attributes, such as different
facial regions as visualized in Fig. 10. Structured represen-
tations allow downstream tasks to focus on learning from
the distilled identity features without being distracted by the

noise and variability present in individual input images.
To validate Omni-ID’s effectiveness, we conduct exten-

sive experiments comparing our method against state-of-
the-art baselines, including ArcFace [7] and CLIP [21] rep-
resentations. Notably, with our representation the gener-
ation quality scales with the number of input images, en-
abling it to capture a more comprehensive view of the in-
dividual, as shown in Fig. 2. In addition, we demonstrate
Omni-ID’s superiority in two widely used face generative
tasks: controllable face synthesis and personalized text-to-
image generation. Extensive experiments show that Omni-
ID significantly improves identity preservation across a
range of poses, expressions and contexts, achieving higher
fidelity in generating photorealistic images.

2. Related work
Face representation provides a foundation for 3D face re-
construction, accurately distinguishing identities and syn-
thesizing realistic face images. Parametric 3D Morphable
Models [4, 5, 18] have been historically used to represent
face shape geometry through identity and expression blend-
shapes combined with pose. However, these representa-
tions are coarse and lack the appearance details needed for
photo-realistic generation. In recognition tasks, approaches
like CosFace [32] and ArcFace [7] have improved iden-
tity discrimination by utilizing a margin loss, which en-
hances intra-class compactness and inter-class separability,
and have also been widely applied in generation tasks. More
recently, FaRL [40] creates a more descriptive facial token
representations by fine-tuning the pretrained visual model,
CLIP [21] on large-scale face-text paired datasets. In con-
trast to these discriminative or contrastive facial identity
representations, our Omni-ID is optimized with a generative
objective, resulting in a more nuanced identity representa-
tion well suited for generative tasks.
Face synthesis has evolved significantly, starting with
StyleGAN [17], which set new standards for high-quality,
realistic face generation through a well-structured latent
space. However, StyleGAN offered limited control over in-
dividual facial features. To address this, researchers intro-
duced methods to invert real images into StyleGAN’s latent
space [1, 2, 13, 22, 30], enabling attribute manipulation by
altering latent codes. Given recent advances in generative
models, diffusion [8, 14, 15, 29] and flow-based [23] gen-
erative models offer even higher quality generations than
GAN-based approaches. In Sec. 4.2 we study controllable
face generation and show improved identity fidelity when
using our proposed face representation.
Personalized text-to-image generation embeds specific
visual elements or concepts that are unique to individual
users or classes of images to text-to-image models [15, 24].
Early works focused on introducing new tokens or fine-
tuning model weights to represent personalized content
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Figure 3. Gallery of Omni-ID in personalized T2I generation. Omni-ID enables high identity preservation. Results achieved by injecting
Omni-ID representation through IP-Adapter [37] into the frozen FLUX dev model [3] without LoRA [16].
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Figure 4. Omni-ID employs a multi-decoder few-to-many identity
reconstruction training strategy, incorporating three key design
features: (1) An encoder that learns a unified, fixed-size identity
representation from a varied number of inputs; (2) A few-to-many
identity reconstruction task, designed to generate multiple faces of
an individual in various poses and expressions from a limited set
of samples of the same individual; (3) A multi-decoder training
strategy that combines the unique strengths of various decoders
while mitigating the limitations of any single decoder.

while maintaining the prior of the model [9, 16, 26, 31].
Since then, feedforward methods were introduced to re-
duce the computational cost from per-subject optimization
[27, 37]. These techniques typically utilized encoders [10]
or adapters [28, 33] that process images into representations
then directly inject into text-to-image models during infer-
ence. A major focus of research has been placed on person-
alizing text-to-image models for human faces. IP-Adapter
[37] proposed to inject faces through decoupled attention
layers. Follow-ups improve identity preservation and con-
trols by ControlNet [34, 39], text embedding merging [19],
and face identity loss [11, 12]. However, existing person-
alization approaches rely on facial representations derived
from single-instance encodings, extracted from networks
trained with discriminative objectives. Orthogonal to these
efforts, our work focuses on identity representation com-
patible with the different approaches. We show that Omni-
ID representation improves personalized generation when
compared to other face representation using the same per-
sonalization approach.

3. Method
Let X = {x1, x2, . . . , xM} represent a set of M input im-
ages of an individual where each image xi ∈ RH×W×3 de-
picts the individual’s face under varying poses, expressions,
and lighting conditions. Our goal is to create a holistic fa-
cial identity representation,

ℓ = E(X ), (1)

that captures an individual’s appearance and its nuanced
variations across different contexts, poses, and expressions.

Figure 5. Omni-ID Encoder receives a set of images of an indi-
vidual, projects them into keys and values, which are then fed into
cross-attention layers. These layers attend to learnable queries that
are semantic-aware, allowing the encoder to capture shared iden-
tity features across images. Self-attention layers refine these inter-
actions further, producing a holistic representation ℓ.

To this end, we introduce a new face representation
named Omni-ID, featuring an Omni-ID Encoder and a
novel few-to-many identity reconstruction training with a
multi-decoder objective. Designed for generative tasks, this
representation aims to enable high-fidelity face generation
in diverse poses and expressions, supporting a wide array of
generative applications.

In the following, Sec. 3.1 describes our the Omni-ID en-
coder architecture. Sec. 3.2 details the few-to-many identity
reconstruction task used during training. Sec. 3.3 discusses
the multi-decoder objective, which has two complementary
decoding objectives, each applied within the few-to-many
identity reconstruction framework. Lastly, Sec. 3.4 intro-
duces the dataset we curated to maximize the potential of
the proposed training strategy.

3.1. Omni-ID Encoder
Our proposed Omni-ID Encoder E encodes an image set X ,
with any number of images, into a holistic representation
for the identity ℓ = E(X ) ∈ RL×C . L represents the token
length and C denotes the number of dimensions. In order
to support encoding an image set, the key design decisions
revolve around how to combine individual image features,
ℓ = f(xi) ∈ RLx×C , where Lx is the token length for
the image features. For this, we use a transformer architec-
ture with a learnable token q ∈ RL×C . The individual im-
age features are first concatenated in the token-axis to form
the image set feature, z = [ℓ0; ℓ1; ...; ℓM ] ∈ R(M ·Lx)×C ,
and then integrated in the encoder through cross-attention
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layers as keys and values. Our full transformer architec-
ture consists of multiple cross-attention layers (all with KV-
injection from z) followed by multiple self-attention layers.
See Fig. 5 for an overview of our architecture.

3.2. Few-to-Many Identity Reconstruction
During training, given the full set of images of an individ-
ual, X = x1, x2, . . . , xN , we randomly select a small input
subset X s, and another larger set X r as reconstruction tar-
gets, where |X r| > |X s|. The model is tasked with utilizing
the input subset X s for generating the target subset X r.

Given the encoder feature ℓ, each of the decoders D is
tasked to conditionally reconstruct all the target images:

x̂r
i = D(ℓ, x̃r

i ), ∀xr
i ∈ X r, (2)

x̃r
i = Corruption Process(xr

i ), (3)

where x̃r
i is the corrupted target image. Intuitively, a cor-

ruption process destroys information from the target image,
and prevents the decoder from utilizing the target image to
achieve autoencoding. This forces the decoder to rely on
the encoder feature ℓ to infer identity information, thereby
encouraging the encoder to learn a robust identity repre-
sentation. Meanwhile, the corrupted target image still re-
tains cues about other conditions, such as lighting, pose,
and subtle hints of expression, providing essential context
that, when combined with representation from the encoder,
enables accurate reconstruction. To leverage the strengths
of different corruption types, we employ distinct objectives,
which we detail below.

3.3. Multi-Decoder Objectives
Our multi-decoder objective optimizes a single encoder
by K distinct decoders. In our design, we utilize two
(i.e., K=2) complementary decoding objectives: a condi-
tional masked reconstruction objective referred to as the
Masked Transformer Decoder (MTD) and a conditional
Flow-Matching objective. The MTD objective is suitable
for learning a representation with wide coverage, but on its
own suffers from neglecting fine-grained details. The Flow-
Matching objective excels to picking up fine-grained details
by training at various noise levels, but on its own is less
effective for representation learning (shown in Sec. 4.4).

Decoder 1: Masked Transformer Decoder Our first de-
coding objective is a variant of conditional masked au-
toencoding we call Masked Transformer Decoder (MTD),
where the decoder receives as inputs the Omni-ID repre-
sentation ℓ, and a heavily masked version of targets to re-
construct (i.e. 95% of tokens masked). By applying a very
high masking ratio, MTD ensures subject’s anonymity and
that the identity information is solely derived from ℓ. The
minimal visible/unmasked pixels provide essential contexts

Figure 6. Multi-decoder training. (left) Masked Transformer De-
coder (MTD) is designed to reconstruct unseen facial pixels from
the Omni-ID representation and a minimal subset of visible pixels
which do not leak identity. (right) Flow Matching Decoder en-
hances the encoder by a higher-quality reconstruction task.

such as pose and lighting. The Omni-ID Encoder and the
Masked Decoder D are trained end-to-end using a recon-
struction loss as follows:

L1 =
1

|X r|
∑

xr∼X r

∣∣∣(D(ℓ, x̃r)− xr
)
⊙Mr

∣∣∣
1
, (4)

ℓ = E(X s), x̃r = xr ⊙M, (5)

where M is the randomly sampled mask to corrupt the tar-
get image xr and Mr is the face segmentation mask to
remove background. Refer to Fig. 6 (left) for a practical
example of how inputs and masked prediction appear dur-
ing MTD training. The decoder uses the same architecture
as the Omni-ID encoder, but instead of a learned query, its
query comes from the masked input target image x̃r. The
identity feature ℓ is fed through the cross attention layers
and serves as keys and values in the decoder.

Decoder 2: Conditional Flow Matching The MTD ob-
jective, being a variant of autoencoding, serves as a effec-
tive approach for learning a wide covering representation.
However, it suffers from the pitfalls of an autoencoding ob-
jective, which tends to produce blurry outputs and omit fine-
grained details. To capture more nuanced details, a decoder
that is able to recover nuanced details is required. For this,
we resort to diffusion decoders in conditional flow match-
ing. These decoders are optimized to remove noise from a
noisy target at various noise-levels encouraging our model
to learn details at all noise-levels.

The Omni-ID Encoder and the diffusion decoder V are
optimized jointly by flow matching objective:

L2 = Exr∼X r,t,ϵ

[∥∥V (
x̃r
t,ϵ, t, y, ℓ

)
− (ϵ− xr)

∥∥2
2

]
, (6)

ℓ = E(X s), x̃r
t,ϵ = (1− t)xr + tϵ, (7)

where t ∼ U(0, 1) is the time step and ϵ ∼ N (0, I) is a
noise sample from the standard normal distribution and y
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is a fixed text prompt ("photo of a person."). Re-
fer to Fig. 6 (right) for an example of how inputs and tar-
gets appear during Flow-Matching training. Decoder V is a
combination of a pretrained flow model [3] and IP-Adapter
[37]. Similarly to IP-Adapter, we project Omni-ID repre-
sentation into keys and values and inject them via learnable
decoupled attention layers into the pretrained flow decoder.

3.4. MFHQ Dataset
Omni-ID training requires a large-scale dataset with many
identities, each with multiple face images. The closest ex-
isting datasets that meet this requirement are the ones used
for face recognition, e.g. WebFace42M [42]. However, the
quality of these datasets is insufficient to train generative
face representations due to two major limitations. First,
they are low-resolution (typically 112×112), and the repre-
sentations trained on the up-sampled versions of them tend
to smooth out the fine-grained details [20]. Second, intra-
identity variations in face recognition datasets are usually
too high due to age and quality variations, making the gen-
erative representation trained on them unable to encode a
consistent facial identity. Refer to Sec. 4.4 for examples.

We thus introduce a new large-scale dataset MFHQ–
multiple faces in high quality. MFHQ consists of 134,077
identities with 8 images per ID collected from videos to en-
sure identity consistency. The face resolution is filtered to
be larger than 448. MFHQ overclusters the video frames
based on their estimated head poses, then samples 8 faces
for each ID according to the face quality estimation [6].
This clustering-based sampling ensures pose differences.
The video sources come from a combination of CelebV-
HQ [41], VFHQ [36], TalkingHead-1KH [35], and CelebV-
Text [38]. MFHQ collection is illustrated in Appendix.

4. Experiments
In this section, we validate the learned Omni-ID representa-
tion by evaluating its performance on two downstream gen-
erative tasks. In both tasks, we compare the Omni-ID repre-
sentation to existing identity representations, demonstrating
improved identity fidelity and adaptability.

The first task is controllable face generation (Sec. 4.2),
where a downstream generator produces an image of an in-
dividual in unseen poses based on an identity representation
and a target pose (i.e., landmarks). This task tests the repre-
sentation’s ability to capture nuanced changes with varying
poses and expressions.

The second task is personalized text-to-image generation
(Sec. 4.3). Here, the generator creates scene-level images
that maintain both individual identity and the quality of the
original text-to-image model. Our results on this task fur-
ther validate that the Omni-ID representation outperforms
existing alternatives and demonstrates its effectiveness in
the popular application of personalized generation.

Table 1. Quantitative comparisons to different representations
on controllable face generation. The backbone is the same for all
methods: IP-Adapter + ControlNet. All baselines undergoes Flow-
Matching pretraining to initialize IP-Adapters to converge for fair
comparison. We show three results of using 1/3/5 inputs.

Method ID Similarity↑ Pose Error↓
ArcFace 0.515 / 0.523 / 0.529 2.4 / 2.3 / 2.3

CLIP 0.648 / 0.670 / 0.680 2.3 / 2.3 / 2.2
ArcFace + CLIP 0.638 / 0.655 / 0.663 2.4 / 2.4 / 2.3
Omni-ID (Ours) 0.708 / 0.728 / 0.737 2.1 / 2.0 / 2.0

Lastly, we validate our design choices including each of
the few-to-many identity reconstruction training paradigm,
the decoding objectives, our proposed dataset, and their hy-
perparameters (Sec. 4.4).

4.1. Implementation Details

Omni-ID encoder. Our Omni-ID encoder uses CLIP-H
[21] as the feature extractor and finetunes all layers. Omni-
ID encoder uses a learnable query with L=256, C=1280 and
2 cross-attention blocks and 2 self-attention blocks, which
is sufficient to learn a representation from image features.
Omni-ID training. Our MTD decoder is trained for 250K
steps with a masking ratio of 95%. Our Flow-Matching De-
coder is trained for 10K steps using FLUX dev [3] as the
base model. Both stages are trained in MFHQ with 44 held
out videos as testing and others as training. See Appendix
for further training details.
Baseline representations. In the controllable face genera-
tion task, we compare our Omni-ID representation to other
commonly used identity representations: pretrained CLIP
features [21] and Arc-Face embedding [7]. We also com-
pare to CLIP+ArcFace, following FaceIDPlus [37], where
the ArcFace embeddings are projected into queries and
CLIP features are used as keys and values to get the rep-
resentation through the same attention mechanism as our
Omni-ID. For CLIP representations, we use all 257 to-
kens for all baselines. For ArcFace, we project embedding
R1×512 to 256 tokens R256×512 for better quality. For the
personalized text-to-image gneeration task, we compare our
Omni-ID representation to pretrained CLIP embedding. For
both tasks, we ensure fair comparisons with the baselines by
training the downstream models to convergence when using
each of the representations (detailed in Appendix).
Metrics. We use ID similarity and pose error as the evalua-
tion metrics in controllable face generation. ID similarity is
measured using the standard cosine similarity between the
ArcFace features extracted from the generation and ground
truth. Pose error [25] is measured by the sum of absolute
differences of yaw, pitch, roll in degrees.
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Figure 7. Qualitative comparisons in controllable face generation. We train the same IP-Adapter+ControlNet for each representation.
Omni-ID achieves superior identity preservation and captures nuanced changes with varying poses and expressions more faithfully.

4.2. Controllable Face Generation

Given a pretrained representation, we train a combination of
ControlNet [39] and IP-Adapter with frozen FLUX for con-
trollable face generation. The ControlNet receives as input
landmark images of the target pose, where IP-Adapter in-
jects frozen face representations. Methods are evaluated on
the test set of MFHQ with 44 identities from the held-out
videos. Compared to the ArcFace, CLIP, or their combined
representations, the Omni-ID representation shows better
performance in both identity preservation and pose accu-
racy (see Tab. 1). Beyond metrics, Fig. 7 highlights qual-
itative differences between representations using 5 inputs
driven by template landmarks. While ArcFace encodes fa-
cial features effectively for recognition tasks, it is overly in-
variant to attributes like age and skin tone. CLIP preserves
general visual features but struggles with adaptivity to new
poses and expressions due to its instance-level encoding and
lack of fine-tuning for facial details. Consequently, facial
features such as beards (last row) are not accurately rep-
resented in CLIP, and sensitivity to pose and expression
changes is noticeable. In contrast, Omni-ID achieves high-
fidelity identity preservation, capturing detailed facial char-

acteristics across diverse pose and expressions.

4.3. Personalized T2I Generation
Given a pretrained representation, we train an IP-Adapter
to inject into frozen FLUX-dev. Notice, this differs from
the denoising decoder we used during representation learn-
ing in its data. Here, the input data is an image of the face,
but the target image is a scene-level image and has a cor-
responding text caption. We train all baselines in the same
internal licensed image dataset (∼ 1M single-view images),
and evaluate them on 10 identities and 20 diverse prompts.
ID similarity is employed as the metric. See Appendix for
the quantitative results. As can be seen in Fig. 8, Omni-ID
representation demonstrates superior performance in terms
of identity preservation when applied to personalized text
generation, outperforming CLIP in both single input image,
as well as in the the multiple input images case. See Fig. 3
for more results of Omni-ID. See Appendix for more quali-
tative comparisons using different base models.

4.4. Ablations & Analyses
Tab. 2 summarizes experimental results where we used face
generation qualities from our Flow-Matching decoder as
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Figure 8. Qualitative comparisons with different representations in personalized T2I generation. We show results of the same IP-
Adapter trained with different representations. Our Omni-ID achieves better ID preservation for both single and multiple input images.
See more examples and how IP-Adapter+Omni-ID significantly outperforms other personalization methods [19, 34] in Appendix.

Table 2. Validating MTD decoder and its design decisions. This table summarizes the face generation quality from the Flow-Matching
Decoder described in Sec. 3.3 with varied configurations in the MTD pre-training. For each configuration, we report results using 1 or 3
input image(s) (1-image / 3-image). ‘I-O’ denotes the number of input and output images used in training.

Ablation Ours full w/o MTD Few-to-many MTD mask ratio
I-O, mask ratio 3-8, 0.95 — 3-1, 0.95 3-5, 0.95 8-8, 0.95 3-8, 0.99 3-8, 0.85

ID Similarity ↑ 0.683 / 0.733 0.336 / 0.358 0.491 / 0.515 0.582 / 0.615 0.661 / 0.696 0.670 / 0.700 0.609 / 0.650

evaluation for different MTD pre-training configurations.
We ablated the number of images used as inputs and targets
during MTD pre-training, removing MTD completely and
changing other hyperparameters. Tab. 3 summarizes exper-
imental results of the downstream controllable face gener-
ation performance by using different checkpoints obtained
by ablating the individual decoding objectives and using an
alternative dataset [42] instead of our MFHQ.
Few-to-many identity reconstruction. Tabs. 2 and 3
demonstrates the few-to-many reconstruction task is bet-
ter than the conventional alternative of single-image recon-

struction. In Tab. 2, we observed increasing performance
as we increase the number of target images (compare 3-8
with 3-1 and 3-5). Note 3-8 outperforms 8-8 since the lat-
ter might reconstruct all inputs, whereas 3-8 is always op-
timized to also reconstruct unseen images with new poses
and expressions. In Tab. 3, the performance significantly
degrades when using single-image reconstruction for both
decoding objectives (‘− Few-to-many pretraining’ row).
MTD objective. In Tab. 2, MTD pre-training results in
better performance with generally a higher masking ratio.
However, as the masking ratio reaches 99%, the perfor-
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Figure 9. More MTD pretraining consistently improves ID
preservation. That curve shows the quantitative results from 1
or 3 inputs with increasing MTD pretraining steps followed by the
same Flow-Matching Decoder training steps for fair comparisons.

Table 3. Ablate Flow-Matching Decoder training evaluated in
controllable face generation. Both Flow-Matching Decoder pre-
training and MFHQ dataset enhances details. Few-to-many iden-
tity reconstruction training and MTD improve ID preservation.

Ablation ID Similarity ↑ Pose Error ↓
Ours full 0.708 / 0.728 2.1 / 2.0
− MTD pretraining 0.468 / 0.473 2.8 / 3.1
− Flow-Matching Decoder pretraining 0.672 / 0.685 2.4 / 2.3
− Few-to-many pretraining 0.616 / 0.633 2.3 / 2.2
− Pretraining on MFHQ 0.678 / 0.693 2.2 / 2.1

mance drops slightly. Intuitively, MTD benefits from a
high masking ratio, but too high of a masking ratio also
makes the reconstruction task ill-posed and noisy. In ad-
dition, Fig. 9 demonstrates MTD pretraining is beneficial
for the Flow-Matching decoder training consistently at al-
most any number of steps and consistently improves encod-
ing. Lastly, Tab. 3 shows that removing MTD pre-training
harms the downstream controllable face generation.
Flow-Matching objective. As shown in Tab. 3, remov-
ing the Flow-Matching decoding objective leads to a lower
identity similarity score and a noticeable loss of fine-
grained details (e.g., less defined beards and smoother faces
as shown in the figure). In the Flow-Matching decoder, due
to the different noise-levels, it encourages the representation
to encode the fine-grained details.
Effectiveness of MFHQ. Results in Tab. 3 validate the util-
ity of our MFHQ dataset. When we replace our training
data with the existing alternative, WebFace21M [20], we
see a drop in the identity fidelity. This is due to the larger
intra-class ID variation, which introduces noise in training.
Attention visualization. We visualize the attention maps of

Figure 10. Visualization of attention maps between individual
learned query and the keys extracted from input images. Notably,
different queries focus on distinct semantic and specific regions of
the face. The learned queries also effectively adapt to variations in
input facial features, such as open or closed mouths and eyes, as
well as to occlusions like hands or missing features, such as ears.

our Omni-ID encoder in Fig. 10. Notably, the same learned
token attends to different patches across various input im-
ages based on semantic context. For instance, the same
query feature results in a different attention map depend-
ing on whether the eyes are open or closed, while queries
focused on the mouth region ignore a hand occluding it.
These results demonstrate that Omni-ID learns to consoli-
date visual information scattered across an unstructured set
of input images into a structured representation, where each
entry represents certain global or local identity features.

5. Conclusions
We introduced Omni-ID, a facial identity representation tai-
lored for generative tasks, which captures an individual’s
holistic appearance across various expressions and poses.
Trained in a few-to-many identity reconstruction frame-
work, the Omni-ID encoder encodes fine-grained facial fea-
tures from diverse input images, demonstrating superior
identity preservation. Unlike discriminative representations
like ArcFace and CLIP, Omni-ID retains nuanced identity
information critical for high-fidelity generative tasks.

Our results suggest that generative task-based identity
representation holds transformative potential for diverse fa-
cial generation applications. We anticipate that this ap-
proach will inspire further innovation, broadening the ca-
pabilities and scope of generative identity modeling across
a wider range of applications. Improvements in dataset
scale and consistency, as well as the number and type of the
decoders would further enhance robustness. Additionally,
Omni-ID does not represent attributes that are not intrin-
sic to the face, such as hair, which can result in these fea-
tures being “hallucinated” in downstream tasks. Extending
Omni-ID to include a more comprehensive set of attributes
remains an open direction for future research.
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