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Figure 1. Face swapping results of VividFace at 512×512 resolution. Our method produces high-fidelity and vivid outputs that accurately
follow both pose and expression changes.

Abstract

Video face swapping is becoming increasingly popular
across various applications, yet existing methods primarily
focus on static images and struggle with video face swap-
ping because of temporal consistency and complex scenar-
ios. In this paper, we present the first diffusion-based frame-
work specifically designed for video face swapping. Our
approach introduces a novel image-video hybrid training
framework that leverages both abundant static image data
and temporal video sequences, addressing the inherent limi-
tations of video-only training. The framework incorporates
a specially designed diffusion model coupled with a Vid-
FaceVAE that effectively processes both types of data to bet-
ter maintain temporal coherence of the generated videos.
To further disentangle identity and pose features, we con-
struct the Attribute-Identity Disentanglement Triplet (AIDT)
Dataset, where each triplet has three face images, with two
images sharing the same pose and two sharing the same

identity. Enhanced with a comprehensive occlusion aug-
mentation, this dataset also improves robustness against oc-
clusions. Additionally, we integrate 3D reconstruction tech-
niques as input conditioning to our network for handling
large pose variations. Extensive experiments demonstrate
that our framework achieves superior performance in iden-
tity preservation, temporal consistency, and visual quality
compared to existing methods, while requiring fewer infer-
ence steps. Our approach effectively mitigates key chal-
lenges in video face swapping, including temporal flicker-
ing, identity preservation, and robustness to occlusions and
pose variations. For more information, please refer to the
project page.

1. Introduction

In recent years, face swapping has emerged as a cru-
cial technology across various domains, from content cre-
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ation [34] and privacy protection [47] to safe stunt scene
production [36] and digital twin generation [33]. As video
is a predominant medium for communication, the demand
for high-quality face swapping techniques has grown sub-
stantially. Video face swapping involves extracting iden-
tity features from a source face and seamlessly integrating
them with the attributes (such as expressions, poses, etc.)
and background of a target face while maintaining tem-
poral consistency. However, despite the recent advance-
ments, current face-swapping methods encounter difficul-
ties in video contexts, as most are optimized for static im-
ages rather than dynamic video sequences.

Existing face swapping approaches can be broadly cate-
gorized into three main methodologies: 3D-based, GAN-
based, and diffusion-based methods. Traditional 3D-
based methods [3, 5, 31, 41], primarily utilizing 3D Mor-
phable Models (3DMM) [4], often struggle with low-
resolution outputs and face blending issues. GAN-based
approaches [2, 9, 26, 28, 32, 50] encounter challenges
with training instability, mode collapse, and producing low-
resolution output, particularly in complex cases. Recently,
diffusion models [20] have gained prominence in image
synthesis tasks, offering advantages such as high-fidelity
output, enhanced controllability, and high training stability.

Although recent works like DiffSwap [49] and
REFace [1] have demonstrated the potential of diffusion
models in image-level face swapping, significant chal-
lenges remain unaddressed, particularly for face swapping
in videos. The video domain introduces additional com-
plexities, including temporal consistency maintenance, han-
dling large pose variations, and addressing occlusions. To
tackle these challenges, we propose the first diffusion-based
video face swapping framework VividFace that adopts a
novel image-video hybrid training strategy. This approach
addresses the inherent limitations of video-only training,
such as limited diversity of videos where hundreds of
frames in a single video tend to be highly similar. By in-
corporating abundant and readily accessible image data into
the training process, our framework significantly enhances
the diversity of training samples. Our framework incorpo-
rates a specifically designed diffusion model that can pro-
cess both static images and temporal video data, coupled
with a VidFaceVAE. Unlike the standard VAE [24], our Vid-
FaceVAE is uniquely designed to process both face images
and videos in a unified embedding space and was trained
with a large-scale face dataset. It makes image data by-
pass motion-related layers while adaptively merging out-
puts from both image and video branches, effectively miti-
gating temporal flickering and text disorders commonly en-
countered in video face swapping.

To enhance the identity similarity of swapped faces,
we introduce the Attribute-Identity Disentanglement Triplet
(AIDT) Dataset. Each data triplet consists of a source face,
a target face, and a GAN-generated decoupling face. The

source and target faces share the same identity but dif-
fer in pose and expression, while the GAN-generated face
matches the target face’s pose and expression yet features a
different identity. This dataset design improves the model’s
ability to disentangle identity and pose features, enhancing
both identity and attribute preservation. Additionally, the
proposed occlusion data augmentation strategy adds vari-
ous types of occluding objects to partially cover the faces
with dynamic temporal patterns to the target images. To
further address large pose variations, we incorporate 3D re-
construction of the target face as a conditioning input, using
a 3D Morphable Model (3DMM). This 3D guidance helps
the diffusion model accurately capture the pose and expres-
sion of the swapped face, promoting generalization across
diverse videos.

Experimental results demonstrate our framework’s supe-
riority in terms of Fréchet Video Distance (FVD), temporal
consistency, and attribute/identity preservation, with fewer
inference steps compared to existing methods. Besides, we
also demonstrate the stability and generation of our method
in multiple complex cases.

To summarize, this paper makes the following contribu-
tions:
• We propose the first diffusion-based framework Vivid-

Face , specifically designed for video face swapping, fea-
turing a novel image-video hybrid training strategy that
effectively leverages both static image and temporal video
data.

• We introduce a PIDT dataset construction method that en-
hances identity-expression disentanglement, along with a
comprehensive occlusion augmentation strategy that im-
proves robustness to real-world scenarios.

• We effectively integrate 3D face reconstruction tech-
niques and use the rendered output as additional condi-
tioning information, enabling our framework to handle
challenging conditions such as large pose variations while
avoiding potential shortcuts in the generation process.

• Extensive experiments demonstrate our framework’s su-
perior performance in terms of temporal consistency,
identity preservation, and visual quality. Our ablation
studies and component analysis provide valuable insights
for future research in video face swapping.

2. Related Work
2.1. Face Swapping
The frameworks of face swapping are generally catego-
rized into three types: 3D-based [3, 5, 31, 41], GAN-
based [2, 9, 26, 28, 32, 50], and diffusion-based meth-
ods [1, 23, 49]. 3D-based frameworks typically employ the
parameterized 3DMM [4] model to reconstruct the swapped
face. Face2Face [41] transferred expressions from source
to target face by fitting a 3DMM face model to both faces.
The authors in [31] show that face swapping with robust
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segmentation preserves identity in intra-subject swaps and
reduces recognizability in inter-subject cases. HifiFace [45]
additionally designed a semantic facial fusion module for
adaptive feature blending to make the results more photo-
realistic. However, these 3D-based methods exhibit low
similarity with the source images and suffer from unreal-
istic texture and lighting due to the limited resolution of 3D
face models.

GAN [17] has been a powerful tool for generating re-
alistic synthetic images. The popular algorithm Deep-
Fakes [11] utilizes an encoder-decoder architecture for
identity-specific face swapping but lacks generalization.
To improve adaptability, FSGAN [32] proposes a subject-
agnostic approach with a recurrent reenactment module, in-
painting and a blending module. SimSwap [9] extends the
flexibility with an ID Injection Module and Weak Feature
Matching Loss, achieving high-fidelity results for arbitrary
identities. FaceShifter [26] introduces a two-stage frame-
work with an Adaptive Embedding Integration Network and
a refinement module. However, GAN-based methods often
struggle with balancing multiple loss functions and manag-
ing large shape differences or occlusions, leading to chal-
lenges in maintaining illumination consistency and identity
fidelity in complex scenarios.

Recently, diffusion models have become a leading
framework for image & video generation. Face swapping
can also be formulated as an inpainting task, leveraging the
identity and attribute features as condition vectors. Diff-
Face [23] first introduces a diffusion-based framework with
ID Conditional DDPM and target-preserving blending for
stable, high-fidelity face swapping. DiffSwap [49] employs
a powerful diffusion model that follows the conditional in-
painting paradigm to generate high-fidelity and controllable
swapped faces. REFace [1] further advances this approach
by reframing face-swapping as a self-supervised inpainting
task, improving identity transfer and fidelity with minimal
inference time. However, these methods are limited to static
images and do not address video face-swapping, which re-
quires temporal consistency and more robust handling of
large poses and occlusions.

2.2. Diffusion Models
Diffusion models [20] have recently emerged as a power-
ful generative framework, achieving state-of-the-art perfor-
mance in various domains, including image synthesis [14,
20, 40], editing [22, 27, 39], super-resolution [16, 46],
and video generation [6, 19, 30]. Unlike GANs, which
often suffer training instability, diffusion models offer a
more stable training process by gradually denoising data
from random noise, resulting in high-fidelity outputs. No-
table advancements include Stable Diffusion [37], which
enhances efficiency by operating in the latent space, and
SVD [6], which incorporates temporal modules to scale dif-
fusion models for video tasks. Conditioning mechanisms,

such as cross-attention and concatenation, further improve
controllability, enabling targeted generation across applica-
tions [42]. With these advantages, diffusion models have
become increasingly popular for high-quality, versatile con-
tent creation.

3. Method
In this section, we will introduce our method VividFace, the
first diffusion model based video face swapping framework
in detail. An overview of our framework is shown in Fig. 2.

3.1. Preliminaries
Our method employs Stable Diffusion (SD) [37] as the
backbone network. Stable Diffusion is a text-to-image
model built on the Latent Diffusion Model (LDM), which
enables efficient image generation by operating within a
compressed latent space. SD uses a variational autoencoder
(VAE) [24] to map the original image x0 unto a latent repre-
sentation z0. reducing computational cost while preserving
visual quality. The image is encoded as z0 = E(x0) and
decoded back as x0 = D(z0). SD follows the Denoising
Diffusion Probabilistic Model (DDPM) [20] framework, in-
troducing Gaussian noise ϵ to the latent z0 across timesteps
t, generating a noisy latent zt over a series of steps. Dur-
ing inference, the model denoises zt back to z0, guided by
condition features. The denoising backbone ϵ0, based on
a U-Net [38], is trained to predict the noise and remove it
progressively, using the objective:

L = Et,c,zt,ϵ

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(zt, t, c)∥2

]
,

where c represents text features derived from a CLIP en-
coder [35]. SD uses a U-Net with cross-attention mech-
anisms, to fuse text embeddings with latent features, en-
abling fine control over generated images based on text
prompts. This allows SD to generate detailed, high-fidelity
images while responding effectively to user input.

3.2. Hybrid Face Swapping Framework
Video Face Swapping Task. The goal of video face swap-
ping is to transfer the identity of a source face onto a tar-
get video while preserving the target’s pose, expression,
lighting, and background. Following the approach of Diff-
Swap [49], we model the video face swapping task as con-
ditional inpainting. This involves masking the face region
in the target frame and injecting conditioning vectors that
represent the identity of the source face and the attributes
of the target face to guide the generation process. Recent
diffusion-based methods [1, 23, 49] have primarily focused
on static image face swapping. However, directly apply-
ing these methods to video sequences by decomposing the
video into multiple static images introduces new problems,
such as temporal distortions, flickering, occlusions, and is-
sues with large pose variations.
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Figure 2. Overview of the proposed framework. During training, our framework randomly chooses static images or video sequences as the
training data. In addition to the noise zt, three other types of inputs are integrated to guide the generation process: (1) a face region mask,
which controls the generation of facial imagery; (2) a 3D reconstructed face, which helps guide the pose and expression, especially in
cases of large pose variations; and (3) masked source images, which supply background information. These inputs are processed through
the Backbone Network, which performs the denoising operation. Within the Backbone Network, we employ cross-attention and temporal
attention mechanisms. The temporal attention module ensures temporal continuity and consistency across frames. Our face encoder
extracts identity and texture features from the target face, as well as pose and expression details from the source face, and uses these
features in cross-attention to produce realistic and high-fidelity results.

To address these challenges, we propose an image-video
hybrid framework, VividFace for video face swapping. Our
framework also incorporates image-level training data to
enhance face swapping performance. Specifically, we first
train a VidFaceVAE that can transform source images
xi
src ∈ R1×3×H×W or videos xv

src ∈ RT×3×H×W into
the latent space z0 ∈ RT×C×H×W , where H and W in-
dicate the spatial dimensions of the input data, T is the
count of generated frames, and C is the feature dimen-
sion. In our framework, static images are treated as single-
frame videos. We then train a conditional diffusion model
ϵθ(zt, t;C) to perform denoising on that latent space with
a specific emphasis on identity consistency, where C de-
notes the conditioning vectors and t denotes the denoising
timestep. During training, as ground truth is unavailable
when the source and target images come from different in-
dividuals, we utilize pairs of face images from the same
individual as source-target training pairs. As illustrated in
Figure 2, our framework randomly selects either static im-
ages or video sequences as training data. To synchronize
gradients, each batch contains only one type of data.
VidFaceVAE. As shown in Figure 3, our proposed Vid-
FaceVAE is a VAE framework designed to enhance the re-
construction quality of facial data, effectively handling both

𝜺
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Figure 3. Overview of the proposed VidFaceVAE, capable of si-
multaneous encoding and decoding of both image and video data.
Certain modules are specifically designed for video inputs, and
image inputs bypass these modules as needed.

video sequences and static images. The VidFaceVAE pri-
marily consists of (2+1)D blocks, combining 2D spatial
and 1D temporal convolutions to form pseudo-3D opera-
tors. For image inputs, the STFM (Spatial Temporal Fu-
sion Module) outputs the result of the 2D ResBlock directly,
bypassing the temporal ResBlock. For video inputs, the
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Figure 4. Visualization of our occlusion data augmentation, which
improves the stability and consistency of the generated videos.

STFM combines the outputs from both the 2D and tem-
poral blocks using a learnable coefficient β, described as
o = β × ospatial + (1 − β) × otemporal, where ospatial and
otemporal denote the output from the spatial branch and the
temporal branch. We do not involve the temporal downsam-
pling modules in our VAE framework as it needs to process
image data. The VidFaceVAE employs a (2+1)D structure
with two primary advantages: (1) It reduces the computa-
tional cost by decoupling spatial and temporal convolutions,
making it more efficient than full 3D convolutions. (2) It
enables the reuse of pretrained 2D VAE parameters and SD
pretrained weights to accelerate convergence and improves
the final performance. Unlike OD-VAE [8], we avoid the
3D-Causal-CNN, as temporal modules are skipped from
images and our backbone network is not based on trans-
formers. Causal convolution limits the model’s capacity and
using casual conv processing static images can not bring
performance improvement for both videos and images.

Temporal Modules. Inspired by the architectural con-
cepts of AnimateDiff [19], EMO [42], and V-Express [44],
we incorporate self-attention temporal layers into the fea-
tures within frames. In our framework, temporal modules
are exclusively applied to video sequences. For training
with video inputs, we prepare motion frames xmotion

src ∈
RM×3×H×W , sampled from clips preceding the source
videos, which are fed into the ReferenceNet to extract fea-
ture maps following each self-attention module. During
the denoising process in the Backbone Network, we merge
the temporal layer inputs with the pre-extracted motion fea-
tures at matching resolutions along the frame dimension.
The temporal dimension of these concatenated feature maps
becomes M + T , enabling the application of temporal at-
tention. This design enhances temporal coherence across
frames. During training, we randomly initialize the motion
frames as zero vectors to animate the generation of the first
video clip.

Video

Image

Target Face
Identity A
Attribute A

Decoupling Face
Identity B
Attribute A

Target Face
Identity A
Attribute A

Source Face
Identity A
Attribute B

Decoupling Face
Identity B
Attribute A

Figure 5. Visualization of our AIDT dataset. For video facial data,
we present only the target and decoupling faces, as the source faces
can be derived from any other frame within the same video clip.

3.3. Designs of Condition Vectors
In our framework, several carefully designed condition vec-
tors are used to guide the generation process, ensuring ac-
curate and consistent visual outputs for both static images
and video sequences. We formulate video face swapping
as a conditional inpainting task, where masked videos with
cropped face regions provide the background and lighting
conditions. The corresponding face regions guide the diffu-
sion model on where are generated the faces.

In many in-the-wild videos, faces often exhibit signif-
icant pose variations, which can lead diffusion models to
produce suboptimal results, such as facial distortions and
inaccurate pose estimations. To address this issue, we pro-
pose using a 3D reconstruction technique to reconstruct the
face and use its output as local guidance for pose and ex-
pression details. Specifically, we employ 3DMM [4] to
extract BFM coefficients, setting the texture component to
zero to reduce information leakage. Replacing the recon-
structed face with the original face would introduce even
more pronounced information leakage. Since the ground
truth face is identical to the input target face, excessive in-
formation leakage would degrade the model’s generaliza-
tion capabilities. To ensure that the generated face main-
tains the same identity as the source face while preserving
attributes (such as pose, expression, etc.,), we inject cross-
attention features C extracted by our face encoder as global
context to the diffusion model.
Face Encoder. The face encoder module in our framework
plays a critical role in extracting and integrating features
from the target and source faces to guide the face-swapping
process effectively. As illustrated in the right part of Fig-
ure 2, the face encoder is composed of three primary net-
works, each responsible for capturing distinct aspects of fa-
cial information: (1) identity net: this network focuses on
extracting the core identity features from the target face; (2)
texture net: this network is designed to capture detailed tex-
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ture information from the target face, such as skin tone, fine
facial features; (3) attribute net: the net extracts additional
facial attributes from the source, such as pose, expression,
and other dynamic features that contribute to a realistic and
expressive representation.

The straightforward approach is to send the source image
to both the identity and texture networks, while the target
image is sent to the attribute network. However, a challenge
arises when the source and target faces do not belong to the
same person, as the ground truth is unavailable in the real
world. In most previous methods [1, 23, 49], the source and
target images are assumed to be the same, meaning all three
networks receive identical input. This results in difficulties
for the face encoder in extracting distinct features and lead-
ing to information leakage. Specifically, this leakage causes
the model to merely “copy and paste” the face region, ef-
fectively completing the task by superficially transferring
facial features without meaningful feature disentangling or
transformation. In contrast, our framework, built on the
AIDT dataset (shown in Figure 5), employs source images
(same identity, but different attributes) and decoupling im-
ages (same attribute, but different identity). These images
help the face encoder disentangle and fuse different compo-
nents of facial features, thus improving generalization when
the source and target faces come from different individuals
during inference. Details of the dataset construction can be
found in Sec. 4.

These extracted features are then passed through an at-
tention mechanism within the Mixer module, where they are
multiplied by corresponding weight coefficients before be-
ing fused. This process combines the identity, texture, and
attribute features to create a comprehensive cross-attention
feature representation C. This fused representation provides
rich contextual information to guide the diffusion model
during face generation, ensuring both high fidelity and iden-
tity consistency in the swapped face across video frames.

3.4. Training Strategies
Our training process involves three stages to progressively
enhance model performance for video face swapping. The
first stage focuses on training the VidFaceVAE , where we
apply reconstruction, perceptual, and KL divergence losses
to ensure high-quality reconstruction and a well-structured
latent space. The training data primarily consists of facial
images and videos. Given the specifically designed archi-
tecture, the spatial modules are initialized using the original
2D VAE. In subsequent stages, the VAE is frozen and no
longer updated. In the second stage, we pretrain the model
using image data, while the ReferenceNet and temporal
modules of the backbone network remain inactive. The
backbone is initialized from the original SD weights. The
final stage introduces image-video hybrid training, which
incorporates temporal coherence by activating the temporal
modules and utilizing video data. The temporal modules are

initialized from AnimateDiff [19], enabling smooth frame
transitions and reducing flicker artifacts.

4. AIDT Dataset
In this section, we describe the construction of triplet pairs
for our AIDT (Attribute-Identity Disentanglement Triplet)
dataset, as illustrated in Figure 5. For image data, we
first cluster the facial images based on identity similarity.
From each cluster, we randomly select two images to form
a target-source pair that shares the same identity but has dif-
ferent attributes. To generate the decoupling image, which
has a different identity but the same attribute, we use the In-
sightFace Swapper to create synthetic images with a distinct
identity, while preserving the gender of the original face.
We have observed that when the original and swapped faces
belong to different genders, the results tend to degrade. Ad-
ditionally, we exclude triplets with significant facial expres-
sion discrepancies by comparing the face landmarks. For
video data, the process is similar, except that both the source
and target images come from the same video clip, but not
from the same frames as the target or motion images, which
reduces the pose variation. Since video data is less abundant
than image data, clustering does not yield enough pairs to
form a sufficient number of triplets.

The AIDT dataset enables the face encoder to disentan-
gle and fuse distinct facial components—ID features, tex-
ture features from the source face, and attribute features
from the decoupling face. This enhances generalization, es-
pecially when the source and target faces belong to different
individuals during inference.

5. Experiment
5.1. Implementation Details
We collected approximately 300 hours of facial videos from
the internet to train our models, and the facial images are
partially sourced from VGGFace2-HQ [10]. In our exper-
iments, we use a latent space of size 13 × 64 × 64 and a
U-Net architecture for the ϵ0 denoising network. Images
and video clips sampled from the dataset are resized and
cropped to 512×512. The number of motion frames, M , is
set to 4, and the generated video length, T , is set to 8 frames.
For the face encoder, the identity network is based on Arc-
Face [12], while the texture and attribute networks are based
on DINO [7]. We use SCRFD [18] for facial bounding box
detection. The AdamW optimizer [29] is used for training.
In the first stage of the VAE training, the learning rate is set
to 5e-6 with a batch size of 32. The weights of reconstruc-
tion, perceptual, and KL divergence loss are 1.0, 0.1, 1e-6
respectively. For the second and third stages, the learning
rate is increased to 1e-5, with the batch size remaining at 32.
During inference, we generate video clips using the DDIM
sampling algorithm for 32 steps.
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Figure 6. Qualitative comparison at 512 × 512 resolution. Our method generates high-fidelity results and handles challenging cases
effectively, such as large poses (b) and occlusions (c). Corresponding videos are provided in the supplementary material.It is best viewed
at a larger scale for optimal evaluation.

5.2. Evaluation Protocol

Considering that most previous baselines, such as
CelebA [25] and FFHQ [21], are primarily focused on im-
age face swapping, we propose a new benchmark for video
face swapping. Our benchmark includes 200 source images
and 200 high-resolution target videos, with each video con-
taining 128 frames and a single trackable face. These videos
and images feature unseen identities and backgrounds, en-
suring a diverse and challenging dataset. To evaluate perfor-
mance, we generate 200 swapped videos using our frame-
work. For comparison, since other methods are based

on image-level face swapping, we perform face swapping
frame by frame for those methods. For facial data recon-
struction, we use SSIM, PSNR and LPIPS [48] to eval-
uate the quality of reconstructed images and videos. For
video face swapping, we use FVD [43] to assess the over-
all quality of the generated videos. The attribute transfer
error is measured by pose and expression errors. We use
HopeNet [15] and Deep3DFaceRecon [13] to detect these
attributes, and the L2 distance to the ground truth is used
as the evaluation metric. For ID retrieval, we extract iden-
tity features from the source images using ArcFace, and for
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each swapped video, we perform face retrieval by search-
ing for the most similar faces among all source images. The
retrieval is measured by the average cosine similarity of all
frames, and we report the Top-1 and Top-5 accuracy.

Method FVD32↓ FVD128↓
ID retrieval ↑ Pose↓ Expr.↓Top-1 Top-5

SimSwap [9] 1242.8 186.6 76.5 88.5 5.12 0.76
FSGAN [32] 1507.9 423.8 24.5 40.0 5.19 0.73
DiffFace [23] 2404.7 1404.9 1.5 4.1 18.3 1.58
DiffSwap [49] 1530.2 809.3 14.5 26.3 12.9 1.02
REFace [1] 1336.9 311.9 71.9 86.5 6.67 0.91

VividFace 1201.1 122.6 78.3 90.2 5.43 0.72

Table 1. Qualitative Comparison. Best is in bold and second best
is underlined. our method achieves very competitive results com-
pared with existing methods.

5.3. Comparisons with Existing Methods
Qualitative Results. Since videos cannot be displayed in
the PDF and due to submission policy restrictions on show-
ing generated videos, we provide several comparison videos
in the supplementary materials and strongly encourage the
reader to view them. We perform quantitative comparison
at 512 × 512 resolution. As shown in Figure 6 (a) and (d),
our method generates high-fidelity swapped faces, with at-
tributes that closely match the target faces. In Figure 6 (b),
our method successfully transfers both face shape and ex-
pression under large pose variations, benefiting from the 3D
reconstruction mask, while other methods exhibit genera-
tion artifacts. In Figure 6 (c), where a toy and hand occlude
the girl’s face, most other methods fail to handle the oc-
clusion properly, with the toy and hand either displaced or
fused together. Additionally, many methods result in no-
ticeable facial deformations. In contrast, our method suc-
cessfully recovers the occluded areas and maintains accu-
rate face swapping, thanks to our augmentation strategy.
Quantitative Results. In Table 1, we compare five
open-source methods (two GAN-based and three diffusion-
based). The results show that our method outperforms
others in ID retrieval and FVD, generating high-fidelity
swapped face videos while preserving the source identity.
It also achieves comparable performance in pose and ex-
pression, maintaining target attributes effectively.

Architecture Facial videos
Encoder Decoder SSIM ↑ PSNR ↑ LPIPS ↓

2D 2D 0.967 37.61 0.048
2D (2+1)D 0.976 38.77 0.039

(2+1)D (2+1)D 0.983 41.11 0.027

Table 2. Comparison of different VAE architectures.
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Figure 7. Ablation on the different combinations of texture
weights and attribute weights.
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Figure 8. Ablation on the occlusion data augmentation and 3D
face reconstruction.

5.4. Analysis
VAE architecture. Table 2 shows the reconstruction per-
formance of different VAE architectures. The first model is
a pure 2D VAE (SD-VAE), the second uses a (2+1)D de-
coder with a 2D encoder, and the third is our proposed Vid-
FaceVAE , which uses a full (2+1)D encoder-decoder. The
VidFaceVAE outperforms the others in all metrics, achiev-
ing the highest SSIM (0.983), PSNR (41.11), and the low-
est LPIPS (0.027), indicating superior reconstruction qual-
ity for facial videos. This shows that incorporating both
spatial and temporal processing leads to better results com-
pared to 2D-only approaches.
Face feature Mixing. In our experiment, the identity, tex-
ture, and attribute weights in the face encoder are set to 1.0,
0.6, and 0.6, respectively. In Figure 7, we demonstrate the
effects of varying texture and attribute weights. As the tex-
ture weight increases, we observe an improvement in iden-
tity similarity. However, if the texture weight continues to
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increase, there is a loss in the preservation of the target’s at-
tributes (pose and expression). In the extreme case (attribute
weight = 1.0, texture weight = 0.2), we find that the model
almost simply pastes the source face onto the result.As the
attribute weight increases, the target’s attributes are better
preserved, but identity similarity decreases.
Ablation study. In the upper part of Figure 8, we present
the results under occlusion conditions. Without the occlu-
sion augmentation, we observe significant distortion of the
face, and the occluder (e.g., hand) is either severely de-
formed or disappears entirely. After applying occlusion
data augmentation, the output quality improves dramati-
cally. In the lower part of Figure 8, we show results for
large pose variations. Without the additional guidance from
3D face reconstruction in the denoising network, the gener-
ated face becomes highly unstable, with noticeable distor-
tion and deformation.

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we introduced a novel diffusion-based frame-
work for video face swapping, addressing key challenges
such as temporal consistency, identity preservation, and
handling large pose variations. Our image-video hybrid
training strategy leverages both static images and video
data, improving model diversity and robustness. The
VidFaceVAE , coupled with a custom Attribute-Identity
Disentanglement Triplet (AIDT) dataset and 3D Morphable
Model integration, enables accurate face swapping while
mitigating issues like flickering and occlusions. Experi-
mental results demonstrate that our framework outperforms
existing methods in terms of FVD, temporal consistency,
and identity preservation, while requiring fewer inference
steps. Overall, our approach provides a more efficient and
effective solution for high-quality video face swapping
and sets the stage for future advancements in the field.
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Raphaël Marinier, Marcin Michalski, and Sylvain Gelly.
Fvd: A new metric for video generation. 2019. 7

[44] Cong Wang, Kuan Tian, Jun Zhang, Yonghang Guan, Feng
Luo, Fei Shen, Zhiwei Jiang, Qing Gu, Xiao Han, and
Wei Yang. V-express: Conditional dropout for progres-
sive training of portrait video generation. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2406.02511, 2024. 5

[45] Yuhan Wang, Xu Chen, Junwei Zhu, Wenqing Chu, Ying
Tai, Chengjie Wang, Jilin Li, Yongjian Wu, Feiyue Huang,
and Rongrong Ji. Hififace: 3d shape and semantic

10



prior guided high fidelity face swapping. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2106.09965, 2021. 3

[46] Yufei Wang, Wenhan Yang, Xinyuan Chen, Yaohui Wang,
Lanqing Guo, Lap-Pui Chau, Ziwei Liu, Yu Qiao, Alex C
Kot, and Bihan Wen. Sinsr: diffusion-based image super-
resolution in a single step. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition,
pages 25796–25805, 2024. 3

[47] Yifan Wu, Fan Yang, Yong Xu, and Haibin Ling. Privacy-
protective-gan for privacy preserving face de-identification.
Journal of Computer Science and Technology, 34:47–60,
2019. 2

[48] Richard Zhang, Phillip Isola, Alexei A Efros, Eli Shecht-
man, and Oliver Wang. The unreasonable effectiveness of
deep features as a perceptual metric. In Proceedings of the
IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recogni-
tion, pages 586–595, 2018. 7

[49] Wenliang Zhao, Yongming Rao, Weikang Shi, Zuyan Liu,
Jie Zhou, and Jiwen Lu. Diffswap: High-fidelity and con-
trollable face swapping via 3d-aware masked diffusion. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vi-
sion and Pattern Recognition, pages 8568–8577, 2023. 2, 3,
6, 8

[50] Yuhao Zhu, Qi Li, Jian Wang, Cheng-Zhong Xu, and Zhenan
Sun. One shot face swapping on megapixels. In Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition, pages 4834–4844, 2021. 2

11


	Introduction
	Related Work
	Face Swapping
	Diffusion Models

	Method
	Preliminaries
	Hybrid Face Swapping Framework
	Designs of Condition Vectors
	Training Strategies

	AIDT Dataset
	Experiment
	Implementation Details
	Evaluation Protocol
	Comparisons with Existing Methods
	Analysis

	Conclusion

