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Abstract

Multimodal Large Language Models (MLLMs) demon-
strate impressive problem-solving abilities across a wide
range of tasks and domains. However, their capacity for
face understanding has not been systematically studied. To
address this gap, we introduce FaceXBench, a comprehen-
sive benchmark designed to evaluate MLLMs on complex
face understanding tasks. FaceXBench includes 5, 000 mul-
timodal multiple-choice questions derived from 25 public
datasets and a newly created dataset, FaceXAPI. These
questions cover 14 tasks across 6 broad categories, assess-
ing MLLMs’ face understanding abilities in bias and fair-
ness, face authentication, recognition, analysis, localiza-
tion and tool retrieval. Using FaceXBench, we conduct an
extensive evaluation of 26 open-source MLLMs alongside
2 proprietary models, revealing the unique challenges in
complex face understanding tasks. We analyze the models
across three evaluation settings: zero-shot, in-context task
description, and chain-of-thought prompting. Our detailed
analysis reveals that current MLLMs, including advanced
models like GPT-4o, and GeminiPro 1.5, show significant
room for improvement. We believe FaceXBench will be a
crucial resource for developing MLLMs equipped to per-
form sophisticated face understanding.

1. Introduction
Recent progress in Large Language Models (LLMs) [2,
7, 99] have showcased their impressive ability to un-
derstand, reason, and generate text across diverse open-
ended tasks. Building on these advancements, multi-
modal large language models (MLLMs) [49, 50, 57, 63,
115, 135] have rapidly emerged, using LLMs as a brain
to process multimodal inputs including images, videos,
and audio. These models [1, 12, 26, 47, 54] demon-
strate remarkable performance and excel in challeng-
ing visual-question-answering (VQA) benchmarks such as
MMMU [119], MME [117], MM-Bench [60], SEED-
Bench [46], MMAU [116], MMIE [107], and Math-
Vista [62]. These benchmarks evaluate MLLMs in var-

ious domains, including college-level subject knowledge,
mathematical reasoning, commonsense reasoning, plan-
ning, coding, diagram and spatio-temporal understanding.
Despite their progress, prominent MLLMs such as GPT-
4o [30] and GeminiPro 1.5 [96] struggle with basic face
understanding tasks, as illustrated in Figure. 1.

Before exploring MLLMs for face understanding ca-
pabilities, it’s essential to address the fundamental ques-
tion: “Why should MLLMs be proficient in face un-
derstanding?” MLLMs are increasingly deployed as cen-
tral processors in various advanced applications, including
virtual-reality headsets [38], embodied AI [20, 29], driving
safety [31, 89], authentication [18], human-computer inter-
action [100], and sports analysis [106]. In these applica-
tions, accurate face understanding is crucial, as face images
appear frequently and require accurate face understanding
for appropriate responses. However, the face understanding
capabilities of existing MLLMs are limited; they often fail
to answer basic questions such as “What is the expression
of the person in this image?” or “Which of the following re-
gions is not present in the face image?” These shortcomings
indicate a significant scope for improvement. Recent works,
such as EMO-LLaMA [109], develop an instruction-tuning
set for supervised fine-tuning to enhance MLLMs’ capabil-
ities in understanding facial expressions. Face-MLLM [91]
proposed a three-stage training pipeline to equip MLLMs’
with face perception capabilities. Nonetheless, the research
community currently lacks a standardized benchmark to
quantify and compare MLLMs’ performance in face under-
standing. We believe that a comprehensive benchmark in-
corporating various aspects of face understanding is a cru-
cial and essential foundational step for monitoring progress
and advancing MLLMs’ performance in this domain.

To this end, we propose FaceXBench, a comprehensive
benchmark designed for complex face understanding and
related tasks. We identify six broad categories, each en-
compassing distinct tasks essential for complete face under-
standing within the context of MLLMs:

1. Bias and Fairness: Age Estimation (Age), Gender Pre-
diction (Gender), and Race Estimation (Race);
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How many pair of images show the same 
person?

<image 1>
(A) 3
(B) 2
(C) 0
(D) 1

GPT-4o: (B)  | Gemini: (D)  | LLaVA-OV: (D)  | Qwen2-VL: (C)

<image 2> <image 3>

<image 4> <image 5> <image 6>

What is the gender of the person shown in 
this image ?
(A) Male
(B) Female
(C) Both
(D) None of the Above

GPT-4o: (D)  | Gemini: (B)  | LLaVA-OV: (B)  | Qwen2-VL: (B)

Which person is from Latino Hispanic 
origin ? 

GPT-4o: (A)  | Gemini: (B)  | LLaVA-OV: (D)  | Qwen2-VL: (C)

<image 1> <image 2>

(A) None of the above
(B) Both images
(C) Image 1
(D) Image 2

What is the expression of the person in this 
image ?
(A) Happy
(B) Disgust
(C) Fear
(D) Sad

GPT-4o: (A)  | Gemini: (C)  | LLaVA-OV: (A)  | Qwen2-VL: (A)

Which of the following regions is not 
present in the face image ?
(A) Left Eyebrow
(B) None of the above
(C) Upper Lip
(D) Face

GPT-4o: (A)  | Gemini: (B)  | LLaVA-OV: (A)  | Qwen2-VL: (B)

How many images are real ?

(A) 2
(B) 3
(C) 0
(D) 1 <image 1> <image 2> <image 3>

GPT-4o: (A)  | Gemini: (B)  | LLaVA-OV: (D)  | Qwen2-VL: (B) 

Figure 1. Left:Failure cases of leading MLLMs, such as LLaVA-OV [47], Qwen2-VL [103], GPT-4o [30] and GeminiPro1.5 [96], on basic
questions related to face understanding. Right: Performance comparison of top models across the 14 tasks included in the benchmark.

2. Face Recognition: High-Resolution Face Recognition
(HR-FR), Low-Resolution Face Recognition (LR-FR),
and Celebrity Identification (Celeb);

3. Face Authentication: Face Anti-Spoofing (FAS) and
Deepfake Detection (Deepfake);

4. Face Analysis: Attributes Prediction (Attr) and Facial
Expression Recognition (FER);

5. Face Localization: Head Pose Estimation (HPE), Face
Parsing (Seg), and Crowd Counting (Crowd);

6. Face Tools Use: Face Tools Retrieval (Tools).
Recent works [75, 93] emphasize that, although existing

open-source MLLMs’ have achieved advanced capabilities,
they still lack the sophistication to perform complex tasks.
To address this, these approaches enable MLLMs with
tool use, extending their capabilities by leveraging exter-
nal tools to fulfill complex human instructions that require
task-specific processing. Motivated by this, we introduce
FaceXAPI, a new dataset that forms part of FaceXBench.
It is designed to evaluate MLLMs’ ability to select the ap-
propriate API and function calls for handling complex tasks
in face understanding. FaceXBench comprises 5, 000 care-
fully and manually filtered VQA-type questions derived
from 25 public datasets, covering 14 tasks. It includes
10, 441 unique face images representing a diverse range of
age groups, genders, races, varied resolutions, head poses,
expressions and attributes, reflecting the diversity of faces
encountered in real-world scenarios.

We conduct extensive experiments and benchmark 26
open-source MLLMs’ and 2 advanced proprietary MLLMs,
GPT-4o [30] and GeminiPro-1.5 [96]. We analyze the
models across three evaluation settings: (1) zero-shot, (2)
in-context task description and (3) chain-of-thought (CoT)
prompting. Our findings reveals two main takeaways: First,

existing MLLMs struggle with tasks like deepfake detec-
tion and crowd counting, which require fine-grained visual
analysis to detect subtle inconsistencies and the ability to
recognize and adapt to faces at varying scales. The per-
formance of top models across various tasks is illustrated
in Figure 1. Second, attempts to leverage the face knowl-
edge of MLLMs through in-context prompting lead to per-
formance drops, indicating a struggle to utilize contextual
information effectively. Chain-of-thought prompting sim-
ilarly fails to improve performance, suggesting that while
these models have reasoning capabilities, they cannot ap-
ply them to face-related tasks, limiting their ability to make
nuanced interpretations or adjustments. Finally, we present
experiments highlighting the potential of diverse supervised
fine-tuning and tool use as promising directions for enhanc-
ing MLLMs’ face understanding capabilities.
Our key contributions are as follows:
• Introducing FaceXBench: A comprehensive benchmark

for evaluating MLLMs’ face understanding across 14
tasks in 6 key categories. It includes 5, 000 VQA ques-
tions derived from 25 public datasets and a newly devel-
oped dataset, FaceXAPI.

• Extensive Evaluation: We evaluate 26 open-source
MLLMs and two proprietary models, GPT-4o and Gem-
iniPro1.5, which achieve accuracies of 50.24% and
54.40%, respectively, underscoring the significant chal-
lenge posed by FaceXBench and the substantial room for
improvement.

• Analysis and Discussion: We provide a detailed analy-
sis of MLLMs performance across various aspects of face
understanding, identifying areas where current MLLMs’
fall short. Additionally, we suggest potential research di-
rections that could enhance MLLMs’ face understanding.
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2. Related Work
Face Understanding: Face understanding concerns the
analysis and interpretation of human facial features, en-
compassing tasks such as age estimation [10, 37, 44, 90],
gender prediction [5, 39, 55], race estimation [3, 4], face
recognition [19, 71, 101], face anti-spoofing [59, 69, 113],
deepfake detection [70, 97, 128], facial attributes predic-
tion [66, 123, 136], facial expression recognition [42, 102,
120], headpose estimation [25, 80, 122], crowd count-
ing [76, 77, 121] and face parsing [73, 83, 94, 130]. Early
methods focused on developing task-specific models for
each facial understanding task, achieving promising results.
With the advent of transformers, works such as FaceX-
Former [72], Q-Face [92] and Faceptor [74] aim to unify
multiple tasks within a single architecture to improve gen-
eralization performance. The recent rise in MLLMs’ en-
abled new avenue of research in face understanding by in-
tegrating information across text, visual and other modal-
ities. Recent works [15, 86, 91, 109, 112, 129], leverage
the reasoning and zero-shot capabilities of MLLMs’ to ap-
proach traditional face-related tasks. However, the field
still lacks a standardized benchmark to monitor and regu-
late the development of these models. Our proposed work
addresses this gap by introducing a comprehensive bench-
mark, FaceXBench, which covers a diverse range of face
understanding tasks.
Multimodal Large Language Models and Benchmarks:
Following the success of Large Language Models [2, 8, 99],
recent research has focused on MLLMs to enhance mul-
timodal comprehension and generation by leveraging the
strong generalization capabilities of LLMs. With the rapid
development of MLLMs [8, 9, 13, 32, 49, 54, 57, 85,
98, 104, 115, 135], several works propose benchmarks to
MLLMs across different aspects. MMMU [119] metic-
ulously collects multimodal questions from college ex-
ams, quizzes, and textbooks to assess college-level subject
knowledge. MathVista [62] combines challenges from di-
verse mathematical and visual tasks, focusing on evaluating
models’ fine-grained, deep visual understanding and com-
positional reasoning. MMBench [60] proposes a bilingual
objective benchmark and a CircularEval strategy for mod-
els with limited instruction-following capabilities. SEED-
Bench [45], MMAU [82] and MMIE [107] introduce bench-
marks for generative comprehension and generation, au-
dio understanding and interleaved multimodal comprehen-
sion and generation, respectively. Some benchmarks, such
as SWE-Bench [34] and OSWorld [108] focus on agen-
tic reasoning and multimodal agents for open-ended tasks.
SHIELD [86] is an early attempt to benchmark MLLMs on
face anti-spoofing and face forgery detection but overlooks
several other aspects of face understanding. Recent works,
such as EMO-LLaMA [109] and Face-MLLM [91], aim to
enhance MLLMs’ capabilities in facial expression recog-

nition and face perception; however the field lacks a com-
prehensive benchmark to objectively evaluate these tasks.
In this work, we introduce FaceXBench, a comprehensive
benchmark, which contains 5, 000 MCQ that evaluates 6
broad categories and 14 different tasks.

3. The FaceXBench Benchmark

3.1. Overview of FaceXBench
We introduce FaceXBench, a novel and comprehensive
benchmark encompassing multiple aspects of face under-
standing. Additionally, we propose FaceXAPI, a manually
curated dataset within FaceXBench that aims to evaluate
tool-use capabilities. FaceXBench is the first benchmark
specifically designed to evaluate MLLMs’ performance on
face-related tasks. It assess MLLMs’ across six broad cat-
egories: bias and fairness, face authentication, face recog-
nition, face analysis, face localization, and facial tool use.
Fig. 2 presents a detailed taxonomy of these categories, out-
lining their respective tasks and corresponding number of
questions. The designed questions test a MLLMs’ capabil-
ities in areas such as visual grounding, fine-grained feature
extraction, anomaly detection, emotion recognition, fair-
ness, contextual understanding, spatial understanding and
agentic reasoning.
Benchmark Statistics. FaceXBench consists of 5, 000
questions, divided into 6 categories covering 14 tasks, and
is derived from 25 public datasets along with one proposed
dataset (i.e. FaceXAPI). There are 2, 750 questions with
multiple images, 2, 150 single-image questions, and 100
text-only questions. The questions are generated using 757
unique question templates and contain 10, 441 unique im-
ages. The correct answer options are approximately equally
distributed between A, B, C and D to avoid bias. They key
statistics of the benchmark are summarized in Tab. 1.

3.2. Data Collection
Our data collection pipeline consists of three steps. Step
1. In the first step, we iterate through the identified tasks in
each category and select the datasets corresponding to each
task. We collect the test sets of existing standard datasets
for each task to avoid data leakage. We also created a new
dataset, FaceXAPI, specifically for the tool-retrieval task.
In total, our collection includes 25 public datasets along
with this newly proposed dataset. Step 2. In this step, we
manually created question templates for each task involving
single and multiple images. While creating these templates,
we carefully framed questions to encourage the model to
reason, compare, and think critically to find the correct an-
swer. We included a mix of easy and hard questions to
maintain a balanced distribution. For example, a hard ques-
tion is, “<image1><image2><image3> How many images
show a person in the age range of 30 to 39?,” while an easy
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Table 1. Key statistics of question in FaceXBench.

Statistic Number
Total questions 5000
Total categories 6
Total tasks 14
Public datasets used 25
New dataset proposed (FaceXAPI) 1
Questions with multiple images 2750 (55%)
Questions with single image 2150 (43%)
Questions with only text 100 (2%)
Total images in all questions 11266
Unique number of images 10441
Unique question templates 757
Maximum question length 676
Maximum option length 207
Average question length 64.34
Average option length 11.04
Total options in each question 4
Frequency of A as correct option 1278 (25.56%)
Frequency of B as correct option 1332 (26.64%)
Frequency of C as correct option 1189 (23.78%)
Frequency of D as correct option 1201 (24.02%)
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Gender [500]
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ace [500]

R
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Cele
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Figure 2. Distribution of questions across different categories and tasks in
FaceXBench.

question is, “<image1> What is the age range of the per-
son shown in the image?”. We prompt GPT-4o with the
manually curated question templates as in-context exam-
ples and generate additional templates that address similar
questions but with varied phrasing, perspective, and/or com-
plexity. For example, “<image1><image2> Which among
these two appears to be older?”. We manually filter the
question templates for each task to ensure diversity and task
relevance. Additional details about the question templates
and their generation can be found in Appendix C.1. Step
3. The final step involves generating answer options. Each
question includes four options, with one correct answer. We
ensure that distractor options are close to the correct answer
but distinct enough to require critical thinking and reason-
ing when selecting the correct response. For example, for
the question “<image1> What is the age range of the person
shown in the image?”, the options designed are (A) 20 to 29,
(B) 10 to 19 (C) 30 to 39 and (D) 40 to 49, with the correct
answer being (C) 30 to 29. The thoughtfully chosen distrac-
tor options close to the actual answer, encourages the model
to reason, compare and carefully select the correct choice.
This approach raises the difficulty for the model, making
the questions more challengeing. To validate this, we con-
ducted a mini experiment using llava onevision qwen2 7b
ov for age estimation on FairFace dataset questions that in-
clude single image. The model achieved 88% accuracy with
randomly chosen options, compared to 53% when strategi-
cally designed options were used. This result highlights the
importance of identifying effective distractor options. Fur-
ther details on generating distractor options for each task
are provided in Appendix C.2. Overall, we observed that

the model’s performance significantly varies depending on
the complexity of the questions and distractor options.

3.3. FaceXAPI
We believe that face understanding is an application domain
that can be better addressed by equipping MLLMs with
tools rather than relying solely on supervised fine-tuning.
We provide a detailed discussion, supported by experimen-
tal validation, in the Discussion and Future Directions sec-
tion (Section 6). To test MLLMs’ ability to select the cor-
rect sequence of APIs and function calls for successful task
completion, we created FaceXAPI, a dataset of 100 text-
only questions referencing 13 APIs and 32 function calls.
The questions were designed to ensure diversity in scenar-
ios, reflecting a broad range of real-world applications and
requiring a sequence of 3 to 5 API calls to solve. The dataset
includes a total of 88 unique function call sequences. The
questions were generated using GPT-4o, followed by man-
ual filtering. A sample from the dataset is presented in
Fig. 3, with the complete prompt provided in Appendix C.3.

3.4. Quality Control
We implement quality control checks at each step of the
data collection process to prevent the error propagation. In
the first stage of data collection, we convert established,
manually annotated datasets for each task into VQA for-
mat. This approach ensures a high level of initial accuracy,
compared to benchmarks with AI generated ground truths.
In the second stage, we focus on achieving diversity and va-
riety in question generation while maintaining appropriate
difficulty levels, which ensures that the questions generated
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(A) api_7-identify_high_res_face, api_2-classify_gender, api_4-
spoof_confidence_score, api_4-detect_spoofing, api_5-
detect_deepfake

(B) api_4-detect_spoofing, api_4-spoof_confidence_score, api_5-
detect_deepfake, api_2-classify_gender, api_7-
extract_high_res_embedding

(C) api_7-identify_high_res_face, api_2-classify_gender, api_4-
detect_spoofing, api_4-spoof_confidence_score, api_5-
detect_deepfake

(D) api_4-detect_spoofing, api_4-spoof_confidence_score, api_5-
detect_deepfake, api_7-identify_high_res_face, api_2-
classify_gender

FaceXBench

Estimate the age group of the person 
in this image ?

Age Estimation

(A) None of the 
above

(B) 20-29
(C) 10-19
(D) 30-39

Which two images are of the same 
person ?

HR Face Recognition

(A) Img 1 & Img 2
(B) Img 2 & Img 3
(C) Img 3 & Img 4
(D) Img 1 & Img 4

1⃣ 2⃣

3⃣ 4⃣

Identify the gender of the person in 
the image ?

Gender Prediction

(A) Male
(B) Both
(C) Female
(D) None of the 

above

Which image shows a person 
belonging to the white race ?

Race Estimation

(A) Both Images
(B) Image 1
(C) Image 2
(D) None of the 

above

1⃣

2⃣

The first image is of person A. Which 
of the other images are not person A ?

LR Face Recognition

1⃣ 2⃣

3⃣ 4⃣

(A) Image 3
(B) All images
(C) Image 2
(D) Image 4

Identify the celebrity in the image ?

Celebrity Identification

(A) Christina Pickles
(B) Kathleen Noone
(C) Ilan Hall
(D) Kyra Zagorsky

How many images are bonafide 
samples ?

Face Anti-spoofing

(A) 1
(B) 2
(C) 3
(D) 0

Which deepfakes belong to the same 
identity ?

Deepfake Detection

1⃣ 2⃣

3⃣ 4⃣

(A) Img 1 & Img 4
(B) Img 2 & Img 3
(C) Img 1 & Img 2
(D) Img 3 & Img 4

Which of the following attributes is 
NOT present in the image ?

Attributes Prediction

(A) Bangs
(B) Rosy Cheeks
(C) Wearing 

Lipstick
(D) Wavy Hair

Which facial expression is the person 
showing in the image ?

Facial Expression 
Recognition

(A) contempt
(B) happy
(C) surprise
(D) fear

How many people are present in this 
image ?

Crowd Counting

(A) 2
(B) 5
(C) 6
(D) 7

Which region is segmented out with 
white color?

Face Parsing

(A) hat
(B) eyeglasses
(C) necklace
(D) earring

What is the yaw angle range of 
headpose estimation for the person in 
this image ?

Headpose Estimation

(A) 0 to 10
(B) -40 to -30
(C) -20 to -10
(D) -10 to 0

In an airport security setting, the system verifies traveler identity with high-
resolution face recognition and gender classification. It should detect 
spoofing and then perform deepfake detection if flagged. Skip deepfake 
checks if spoofing confidence is high. Which API call sequence is correct?

Face Tools Retrieval

Figure 3. FaceXBench examples cover a total of 14 tasks, addressing various aspects of face understanding. Each question may consist
of single or multiple images. Every question includes four options, with only one correct answer. The options are strategically designed to
prompt the model to analyze carefully before selecting an option.

are of mixed difficulty and relevant to the task. We manually
verify the correctness and relevance of the 757 unique ques-
tion templates in the benchmark. Finally, we systematically
design options that are of high quality and are difficult.

4. Experiments

In this section, we detail the experiments conducted to
benchmark and analyze various MLLMs on face under-
standing. We evaluate 2 proprietary and 26 open-source
models, as listed in Section 4.1. For a fair comparison, all
models are evaluated in a zero-shot setting using the same
base prompt. We analyze selected MLLMs under in-context
and chain-of-thought settings. The evaluation settings are
described in Section 4.2 and the results are presented in
Section 5. All experiments are performed using 8 NVIDIA
A6000 GPU cards.

4.1. Models
The 2 proprietary models used are GPT-4o [30] and
GeminiPro 1.5 [96]. We divide the 26 open-source
models into three major categories based on parame-
ter size: (a) Open Source MLLMs (<4B parameters):
PaliGemma [9], LLaVA-OneVision-0.5b-OV [47], and
VILA 1.5-3b [54]; (b) Open Source MLLMs (4B-13B
parameters): Chameleon-7b [95], Eagle-X4-8B-Plus [85],
Idefics2-8b [41], Idefics-9b-Instruct [40], LLaVA-v1.5-
7b [57], Monkey-Chat [53], MiniCPM-Llama3-v2.5 [114],

LLaVA-OneVision-7b-SI [47], LLaVA-NeXT-Interleave-
7b [48], Mantis-SIGLIP-8b [32], Phi-3.5-Vision [1],
LLaVA-OneVision-7b-OV, Qwen2-VL-7b-Instruct [103],
and InternVL2-8b [12]; (c) Open Source MLLMs
(>13B parameters): CogVLM2-19b [26], Idefics-80b-
Instruct [40], LLaVA-v1.5-13b [57], VILA 1.5-13b [54],
InternVL-Chat-v1.5 [12], VILA 1.5-40b [54], LLaVA-
OneVision-72b-OV [47], Qwen2-VL-72b-Instruct [103],
and InternVL2-76b [12]. In Appendix D.1, we provide de-
tailed information regarding the architecture and the param-
eter size for all open-source MLLMs’ evaluated in this pa-
per, along with additional results under different settings.

4.2. Evaluation Settings
We evaluate the models under three settings: (a) zero-shot,
(b) in-context task description, and (c) chain-of-thought
prompting. In the zero-shot setting, we pass the input with
only the base prompt. In the in-context task description
setting, we prepend the prompt with a brief description of
the specific task required by the question. In the chain-of-
thought setting, we prompt the model to reason step-by-
step before selecting the correct option. The task-specific
prepended text and additional details of the evaluation set-
tings are provided in Appendix C.6.

The proposed benchmark consists of multiple-choice
questions (MCQs), which standardize the evaluation across
different models. We empirically construct a diverse set
of regular expressions and employ a three-step evaluation
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strategy to extract the correct option in cases where inter-
mediate reasoning or calculations are present in the model’s
output. Our evaluation strategy is as follows: First, we use
a regular expression to match the correct option (A, B, C,
or D) at the beginning of the model’s prediction. If this
attempt fails, we then search for the correct option within
the entire prediction text. As a final fallback, we com-
pare parts of the predicted output with the option values to
find a match. If none of these steps succeed, we catego-
rize the prediction as incorrect. The complete function is
provided in Appendix C.4. Alternatively, we could imple-
ment a random-choice or frequent-choice strategy instead
of labeling responses as incorrect. In the random-choice ap-
proach, a random option is selected as the prediction, while
in the frequent-choice approach, we select the most com-
mon correct option in the dataset. However, these strategies
can lead to misleading results, especially when the model
fails to respond due to content moderation measures or poor
instruction-following.

5. Results
The performance of various models on FaceXBench is
shown in Table 2. The results emphasize the challeng-
ing nature of the benchmark, with no model achieving
more than 60% accuracy. We observe that Qwen2-VL-
72b-Instruct [103] achieves the best overall performance of
57.86%. InternVL2-76b [12], GeminiPro 1.5 [96], Qwen2-
VL-72b-Instruct [103], LLaVA-OneVision-72b-OV [47],
Qwen2-VL-72b-Instruct [103] and GeminiPro 1.5 [96]
achieve the highest performances in the categories of Bias
& Fairness, Face Recognition, Face Authentication, Face
Analysis, Face Localization and Face Tools use with accu-
racies of 69.53%, 70.00%, 41.14%, 63.25%, 55.45% and
57.00%, respectively.
Results across different evaluation categories. The per-
formance of various models on FaceXBench, as shown in
Table 2 highlights the limited face understanding capabil-
ities of current models. Specifically, they perform poorly
on tasks such as face authentication and face localization,
which require fine-grained facial feature extraction and spa-
tial understanding of facial structure. The low performance
in the “Bias & Fairness” category suggests that existing
MLLMs exhibit biases toward certain age, gender, and
racial groups, which need to be mitigated prior to deploy-
ment. Surprisingly, GPT-4o performs poorly in the “Bias &
Fairness category”, but on examination, it was found that
the model often chose not to answer due to its safety align-
ment. The top-performing models achieve around 70% per-
formance in face recognition tasks; however, their perfor-
mance drops significantly on low-resolution face recogni-
tion. This decline can be attributed to training data predom-
inantly comprising of high-resolution images, which limits
models’ effectiveness on low-resolution inputs. Some mod-

els may have been trained on image-text datasets with face
images, such as FFHQ-Text [134], CelebA-Dialog [33],
LAION-Face [133], FaceCaption-15M [17], as part of
large-scale pretraining. Although these datasets often con-
tain attribute and expression information in text, the models
still perform poorly in the “Face Analysis” section, indicat-
ing substantial room for improvement.
Open Source vs Closed Source Models. We observe that
open-source models, such as InternVL2 and Qwen2-VL,
outperform proprietary models like GPT-4o and GeminiPro
1.5, achieving accuracies of 57.80% and 57.86%, compared
to 50.50% and 56.96%, respectively. Generally, MLLMs
have shown a trend where closed-source models outper-
form open-source ones. However, in the sensitive domain
of face analysis, proprietary models are safety-aligned be-
fore deployment. The relatively poor performance of pro-
prietary models in “Bias & Fairness” and “Face Analysis”
is primarily due to content moderation constraints. Notably,
GeminiPro 1.5 demonstrates comparatively better perfor-
mance than other models on “Face Tools Use”, showcasing
its ability to leverage specialized tools for complex scenar-
ios involving multiple face-related tasks.
Performance across various tasks. To gauge the difficulty
of various tasks, we plot the performance of the top-5 mod-
els (4B-13B parameters) across each task, as shown in Fig-
ure 4(a). A detailed table showing the performance of all
models across all tasks is provided in Appendix D.2 (Ta-
ble D.2). We observe that, on average, models struggle with
tasks such as crowd counting, deepfake detection, head pose
estimation, and low-resolution face recognition, highlight-
ing areas where MLLMs’ need improvement. In contrast,
gender prediction is one of the easier tasks, with an average
performance of approximately 80%. Additionally, we plot
the average performance of these top-5 models on multiple-
image and single-image question. Figure 4(c) shows that
models generally perform poorly on questions with multi-
ple images as inputs compared to single-image questions.
This is primarily because the models are required to process
more visual information and compare and contrast facial
features across multiple images, making the questions more
challenging. Furthermore, models such as Qwen2-VL [103]
and LLaVA-OneVision [47], which use dynamic resolution
to handle arbitrary image resolutions, perform better than
models on segmentation task. This mapping of images to
a dynamic number of visual tokens more closely resembles
human-like visual processing and leads to improved perfor-
mance in face-understanding tasks.
Effect of LLM and it’s size on performance. To ana-
lyze the impact of LLM on model performance, we plot a
performance curve for different models that share the same
SigLIP SO400M/14@384 vision encoder, but differ in their
LLM backbone. From Figure 4(b), we observe that the per-
formance improves with an increase in LLM size. Further-
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Models Overall Bias &
Fairness

Face
Recognition

Face
Authentication

Face
Analysis

Face
Localization

Face
Tools Use

(28) (5,000) (800) (1,500) (1,100) (800) (700) (100)

Random Choice 25.10 24.73 26.88 22.71 24.75 25.64 30.00
Frequent Choice 32.22 30.73 29.50 40.14 33.25 29.73 40.00

Open source MLLMs (< 4B parameters)
PaliGemma [9] 32.22 35.67 26.50 28.00 37.62 32.27 12.00
LLaVA-OneVision-0.5b-OV [47] 34.00 34.93 28.12 30.29 44.62 32.91 20.00
VILA 1.5-3b [54] 35.80 38.27 33.25 30.86 44.50 31.82 28.00

Open source MLLMs (4B - 13B parameters)
Chameleon-7b [95] 17.04 10.27 17.12 6.86 20.25 28.91 33.00
Eagle-X4-8B-Plus [85] 31.44 25.00 23.12 30.00 35.62 43.64 37.00
Idefics-9b-Instruct [40] 34.58 37.93 28.62 34.43 37.38 34.18 15.00
LLaVA-v1.5-7b [57] 36.22 41.20 33.12 30.14 43.50 32.18 15.00
Monkey-Chat [53] 37.40 39.00 31.50 26.00 44.00 41.73 40.00
MiniCPM-Llama3-v2.5 [114] 40.70 45.80 29.88 32.86 52.38 40.45 15.00
LLaVA-NeXT-Interleave-7b [48] 43.80 52.53 38.00 38.57 55.88 32.27 26.00
LLaVA-OneVision-7b-SI [47] 44.32 50.73 32.75 29.86 52.25 47.27 46.00
Idefics2-8b [41] 44.52 52.67 31.25 33.57 53.25 43.91 42.00
Mantis-SIGLIP-8b [32] 44.60 56.13 45.12 36.86 48.00 31.64 37.00
Phi-3.5-Vision [1] 45.16 52.47 50.12 40.00 51.00 31.64 34.00
LLaVA-OneVision-7b-OV [47] 48.98 61.40 38.38 35.57 55.12 44.82 38.00
Qwen2-VL-7b-Instruct [103] 51.58 57.47 57.88 34.00 57.50 47.09 38.00
InternVL2-8b [12] 53.24 62.40 61.75 35.43 55.38 45.09 45.00

Open source MLLMs (> 13B parameters)
Idefics-80b-Instruct [40] 35.86 39.87 35.12 27.71 35.12 38.55 15.00
LLaVA-v1.5-13b [57] 39.88 44.60 34.88 34.14 44.75 37.27 39.00
VILA 1.5-13b [54] 40.00 45.07 40.00 28.43 49.25 34.18 35.00
CogVLM2-19b [26] 40.46 43.13 33.88 35.71 45.62 41.91 29.00
InternVL-Chat-v1.5 [12] 49.18 59.73 41.38 33.00 55.12 46.73 46.00
VILA 1.5-40b [54] 55.48 64.00 57.63 33.14 60.50 54.36 39.00
LLaVA-OneVision-72b-OV [47] 56.42 66.53 52.00 37.43 63.25 53.73 48.00
InternVL2-76b [12] 57.80 69.53 66.62 36.14 62.00 47.18 46.00
Qwen2-VL-72b-Instruct [103] 57.86 62.20 69.12 41.14 57.88 55.45 46.00

Proprietary MLLMs
GPT-4o [30] 50.50 46.93 55.62 40.00 62.25 50.36 44.00
GeminiPro 1.5 [96] 56.96 67.40 70.00 35.00 58.13 46.36 57.00

Table 2. Results of different models on the FaceXBench. We categorize the open-source models in three categories based on parameter size:
(a) Open source MLLMs (<4B parameters), (b) Open source MLLMs (4B-13B parameters), (c) Open source MLLMs (>13B parameters).
Additionally, we evaluate (d) proprietary models. The best-performing model in each category is highlighted in bold.

more, when comparing LLMs of different sizes within the
same family, such as Qwen2, we see that the shape of the
curve remains consistent, with performance values translat-
ing upward across all dimensions. This indicates that as the
LLM size increases, the model’s capabilities improve pro-
portionately across various dimensions, maintaining a sim-
ilar pattern of performance enhancement.
Performance under different evaluation settings. We
evaluate three selected models under the in-context task de-
scription and chain-of-thought settings, with results sum-
marized in Table. 3. In the in-context setting, we observe
some performance improvements in face authentication and

face tools use. However, overall performance drops, indi-
cating that the models struggle to utilize in-context infor-
mation effectively. In the chain-of-thought setting, we ob-
serve a substantial decline in performance, suggesting that,
although these models exhibit reasoning capabilities, they
do not transfer effectively to face understanding.

6. Discussion and Future Directions
In this section, we discuss possible future directions to im-
prove the face understanding capabilities of MLLMs. The
MLLM community has developed numerous supervised
fine-tuning (SFT) datasets, such as COCO Caption [11],
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Figure 4. (a) Performance of top-5 models (4B-13B parameters) across various tasks. (b) Effect of LLM and it’s size on model performance.
(c) Average performance of the top-5 models (4B-13B parameters) on multiple-image and single-image questions.

ScienceQA [81], Vision-FLAN [110], ChartQA [64], Fig-
ureQA [35], Geometry3K [23], MAVIS MCollect [124],
MATHQA [6], TextOCR [88], OCR-VQA [65], and Mag-
piePro [111]. These supervised fine-tuning sets target var-
ious skills, including document and chart understanding,
mathematics, fine-grained perception, grounding, reason-
ing, and general OCR. Developing these general skills
helps models perform better on existing tasks and enhances
their reasoning and visual processing capabilities for im-
proved zero-shot task performance. However, to answer
the question, “Will supervised fine-tuning improve the per-
formance of MLLMs on face understanding?” we con-
ducted multiple experiments by finetuning LLaVA1.5 [56]
on a random 70k subset of the FaceCaption15M [17], which
comprises image-text pairs containing attribute, age, and
gender information. We fine-tuned the vision projector and
the LLM backbone using LoRA [27] and summarized the
results for various data compositions in Table 3(c). Our
findings reveal that naive fine-tuning on MLLM with only
Face SFT data results in poor performance (Table 3(c), row
1), as models tend to lose their general reasoning and per-
ception capabilities. We incorporated the complete LLaVA
SFT dataset (665k samples) alongside the Face SFT, and
the model achieved a score of 35.18 (Table 3(c), row 2).
We randomly sampled 200k examples from the full 665k
LLaVA 1.5 dataset, combining them with the 70k Face SFT
data for fine-tuning, resulting in an improved score of 35.24
(Table 3(c), row 3). This experiment demonstrates the ben-
efit of integrating FaceSFT data in the right proportion with
existing reasoning and instruction-tuning datasets.

We explored an alternative research direction to improve
MLLMs’ performance on face understanding through the
use of specialized tools. To investigate the benefits of tool
use, we selected specific datasets and converted predictions
from state-of-the-art models into text, which we then pro-
vided as context to the MLLM. As shown in Table 3(b),
this approach resulted in a significant performance boost.

Models Overall B & F FR F Auth. F Anlys. FL Tools

In-context Description
Phi-3.5-Vision [1] -3.68 -5.00 -7.74 -3.86 -3.12 +0.00 +5.00
Qwen2-VL-7B [103] -1.26 -2.40 -2.50 +5.00 -2.38 -2.45 +4.00
InternVL2-8B [12] -1.10 -3.13 -0.50 +6.00 -2.01 -3.00 +03.00

Chain of Thought
Phi-3.5-Vision [1] -11.80 -20.20 -19.87 -4.71 -13.50 1.72 -6.00
Qwen2-VL-7B [103] -11.96 -13.74 -16.76 -6.86 -12.12 -10.27 +0.00
InternVL2-8B [12] -4.36 -3.00 -3.75 -4.86 -5.50 -5.91 +0.00

(a)
a

Models Seg
(CelebMask)

HPE
(BIWI)

FER
(AffectNet)

Phi-3.5-Vision [1] +7.00 +12.00 +13.00
Qwen2-VL-7B [103] +5.00 +6.67 +30.00
InternVL2-8B [12] +4.00 +7.33 +23.00

(b)

Data Acc.

FaceSFT 33.58
LLaVA SFT (665k) + FaceSFT 35.18
LLaVA SFT (200k) + FaceSFT 35.24

(c)

Table 3. (a) Change in performance of select models under dif-
ferent evaluation settings. (b) Performance improvement seen
by leveraging tool-use. (c) Results of finetune experiments on
LLaVA1.5 [47] using different data composition.

We believe that equipping MLLMs with agentic behavior
through specialized tools is a promising way to enhance
their face understanding capabilities.
For future work: we advocate the development of diverse
supervised fine-tuning sets covering various aspects of face
understanding and training MLLMs to leverage special-
ized tools. Following this direction, we believe that future
MLLMs will be capable of advanced face understanding,
with FaceXBench serving as a critical resource for mon-
itoring progress by benchmarking models across multiple
dimensions of face understanding.

7. Conclusion
We propose FaceXBench, a comprehensive benchmark for
face understanding that consists of 5,000 multiple-choice
questions. It covers 14 tasks across six broad categories
and is derived from 26 datasets. We employed a three-
step data collection process to convert existing datasets
into a VQA format, implementing quality control checks
at each step. We conducted a thorough evaluation of 26
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open-source models and two proprietary models, GPT-4o
and GeminiPro 1.5, revealing the limitations of these mod-
els in face understanding. Our analysis examines perfor-
mance across various dimensions and tasks, identifying fac-
tors that impact model performance and providing valuable
insights. Finally, we discuss possible future directions, ad-
vocating for the development of instruction-tuning datasets,
with FaceXBench serving as a catalyst for further research.
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FaceXBench: Evaluating Multimodal LLMs on Face Understanding
Appendix

In the appendix, we provide a discussion of the limi-
tations of our work. Along with this, we present detailed
information regarding the benchmark, including the broad
categories, the tasks, the source datasets used, and the
dataset statistics. Additionally, we focus on its imple-
mentation and provide extensive details about the prompts
used for dataset collection and the evaluation strategy.
Furthermore, we expand on the results presented in the
main paper, providing more details about the baselines,
showcasing failure cases of the models, and concluding
with an ethics statement.
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A. Limitations
Our benchmark has a limited number of questions that address scenarios where multiple faces appear within a single image,
limiting its applicability in such contexts. Additionally, generative models, such as diffusion models, cannot be evaluated
using the current benchmark, restricting its applicability for assessing performance in image generation tasks. Future work
will address these limitations by extending the benchmark to include questions designed to evaluate image generation capa-
bilities.

B. FaceXBench
In this section of the appendix, we will provide more information on the broad categories and tasks included in the
FaceXBench. Additionally, we will provide details on the source datasets and the dataset statistics, with examples of images
used in the benchmark.

B.1. FaceXBench Categories
Bias and Fairness: In this category, we evaluate the model’s ability to estimate age, predict gender, and identify race as
key indicators of its understanding and analysis of demographic attributes. The focus extends beyond the accuracy of these
predictions to ensuring fairness and inclusivity across diverse groups. By analyzing the model’s performance, we aim to
uncover potential biases and ensure that predictions remain consistent and unbiased regardless of age group, gender, or race.
This assessment is crucial for promoting fairness, mitigating the amplification of societal biases, and enhancing the model’s
generalization capabilities for real-world applications.

Face Recognition: In this category, we evaluate the model’s ability to perform accurate face recognition across various
contexts, including high-resolution face recognition, low-resolution face recognition, and celebrity identification. These
tasks test the model’s proficiency in feature extraction, spatial awareness, and handling variations in image quality, lighting,
and pose. High-resolution face recognition assesses the model’s ability to leverage fine-grained details for precise identi-
fication, while low-resolution face recognition challenges its capability to generalize from limited information. Celebrity
identification evaluates its knowledge base and contextual understanding of well-known individuals.

Face Authentication: In this category, we evaluate the model’s ability to perform robust face authentication, with a focus
on critical tasks such as face anti-spoofing and deepfake detection. These tasks assess the model’s capability to distinguish
bonafide facial data from spoofing attempts, thereby ensuring the security and reliability of authentication systems. They are
essential for safeguarding sensitive applications like identity verification, access control, and fraud prevention. By analyzing
the model’s performance, we aim to confirm that it demonstrates high sensitivity to subtle cues, generalizes effectively across
diverse attack methods, and minimizes both false positives and false negatives. This assessment is vital for building trust in
face authentication systems and addressing emerging threats in a rapidly evolving technological landscape.

Face Analysis: In this category, we evaluate the model’s ability to analyze and interpret facial features through tasks such
as facial attribute prediction and facial expression recognition. This evaluation focuses on the model’s ability to accurately
identify static attributes, such as physical traits (e.g., glasses, hair color, or beard), which are essential for applications
like targeted content delivery and user profiling. It also emphasizes the dynamic understanding of emotions and subtle
expressions, including micro-expressions, which play a key role in applications related to human-computer interaction,
mental health assessment, and sentiment analysis. These skills are critical for capturing nuanced characteristics and ensuring
effective interaction across diverse real-world scenarios.

Face Localization: In this category, we evaluate the model’s ability to accurately locate and analyze facial regions through
tasks such as head pose estimation, face parsing, and crowd counting. Head pose estimation assesses the model’s spatial
awareness and its ability to interpret the orientation of faces in three-dimensional space, which is crucial for applications
like gaze tracking, augmented reality, and driver monitoring systems. Face parsing focuses on the precise segmentation
and labeling of facial regions, such as eyes, nose, and mouth, enabling fine-grained analysis for tasks like virtual makeup,
medical diagnosis, and personalized user interfaces. Crowd counting evaluates the model’s proficiency in detecting and
quantifying multiple faces in dense or cluttered environments, ensuring robust performance in scenarios such as public safety
monitoring, event analysis, and resource planning. Together, these tasks test the model’s ability to generalize across varying
scales, perspectives, and levels of complexity. This assessment is vital for enhancing real-world applications that rely on
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accurate face localization and ensuring consistent performance across diverse conditions.

Face Tools Use: In this category, we evaluate the model’s ability to leverage external tools for face understanding tasks,
reflecting a shift from traditional supervised fine-tuning to tool-based problem-solving. Using the FaceXAPI dataset, we
assess the model’s proficiency in selecting and sequencing the correct APIs and function calls to solve complex tasks. This
evaluation emphasizes the model’s ability to interpret detailed task requirements, identify relevant tools, and construct accu-
rate operational workflows. The significance of this task lies in its alignment with real-world applications, where equipping
MLLMs with tools enhances both scalability and adaptability.

B.2. Tasks
Age Estimation: This task involves determining an individual’s age or age range based on their facial features.
Gender Prediction: Gender prediction is the process of identifying a person’s gender from facial images by analyzing visual
characteristics of the face.
Race Estimation: Race estimation involves predicting an individual’s racial background by analyzing their facial features.
High-resolution Face Recognition: High-resolution face recognition is the identification or verification of individuals using
detailed facial images captured at high resolutions, which enhances the accuracy in distinguishing fine facial features.
Low-resolution Face Recognition: Low-resolution Face Recognition refers to performing face recognition tasks on images
with limited detail, such as surveillance footage, which poses challenges due to reduced image clarity.
Celebrity Identification: Celebrity identification involves recognizing and naming well-known individuals in images or
videos by comparing their facial features against a database of celebrity faces.
Face Anti-spoofing: This task focuses on detecting attempts to deceive facial recognition systems using methods such as
photos, videos, or masks, ensuring that the face presented is genuine.
Deepfake Detection: Deepfake detection is the process of identifying synthetic media where a person’s likeness has been
digitally altered or replaced, aiming to detect manipulated or fabricated content.
Attributes Prediction: Attributes prediction involves inferring various facial characteristics, such as the presence of glasses,
facial hair, or specific expressions, from images.
Facial Expression Recognition: This task involves analyzing facial movements to determine a person’s emotional state,
such as happiness, sadness, or anger.
Headpose Estimation: Head pose estimation is the process of determining the orientation of a person’s head (e.g., pitch,
yaw, roll) relative to the camera, and is useful in applications like gaze tracking.
Face parsing This task refers to segmenting a facial image into distinct regions (e.g., eyes, nose, mouth) to facilitate detailed
analysis or manipulation of facial components.
Crowd Counting: Crowd counting involves estimating the number of individuals present in an image or video frame, often
used in surveillance and event monitoring.
Face Tools Retrieval: It refers to predicting the correct sequence of API calls that MLLMs need to execute to complete
complex face-related scenarios requiring multiple tasks.

B.3. Source Datasets
FairFace [36]: FairFace is a face image dataset designed to address racial bias in facial recognition systems. It contains
108,501 images with annotations for race, gender, and age. The dataset includes seven race categories: White, Black, East
Asian, Southeast Asian, Indian, Middle Eastern, and Latino. The images are sourced primarily from the YFCC-100M Flickr
dataset and are balanced across different demographic groups.
UTKFace [127]: UTKFace is a large-scale face dataset comprising over 20,000 images with annotations for age, gender, and
ethnicity. The age range spans from 0 to 116 years. The images exhibit variations in pose, facial expression, illumination,
occlusion, and resolution, making it suitable for tasks like face detection, age estimation, and landmark localization.
WMCA (Wide Multi-Channel Presentation Attack) [24]: The WMCA dataset consists of 1,941 short video recordings
from 72 different identities, including both bona fide and presentation attacks. Data is recorded across multiple channels:
color, depth, infrared, and thermal. The dataset is designed for research in face anti-spoofing and presentation attack detec-
tion.
MSU MFSD [105]: It contains 280 video recordings of genuine and attack faces from 35 individuals. Each individual has
two real-access videos captured with laptop cameras and Android devices. Attack videos include high-definition replays and
photo attacks. The dataset is divided into 120 training videos from 15 subjects and 160 testing videos from 20 subjects.
CASIA MFSD [126]: It is a face anti-spoofing dataset containing 600 video recordings from 50 subjects. Each subject has
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12 videos under different resolutions and lighting conditions. The dataset includes three spoof attack types: replay, warp
print, and cut print attacks. It is divided into 240 training videos from 20 subjects and 360 testing videos from 30 subjects.
Replay Attack [16]: The Replay Attack dataset is designed for evaluating face anti-spoofing systems. It includes videos of
both genuine access attempts and various spoofing attacks, such as printed photos and video replays. The dataset provides a
diverse set of conditions to test the robustness of anti-spoofing algorithms.
CelebDF [52]: CelebDF is a large-scale dataset for deepfake detection, containing 590 real videos of celebrities and 5,639
corresponding deepfake videos. The dataset is designed to evaluate the performance of deepfake detection algorithms under
real-world conditions.
FF++ [78]: FaceForensics++ is a dataset for evaluating facial manipulation detection methods. It consists of over 1,000 orig-
inal video sequences and more than 4,000 manipulated videos using four different face manipulation techniques. Annotations
include manipulation methods and compression levels.
TinyFace [14]: TinyFace is a dataset focused on detecting small faces in images. It contains images with a wide range of
face sizes, particularly emphasizing faces that occupy a small number of pixels. Annotations include bounding boxes for
each face.
LFW [28]: LFW is a dataset of 13,000 labeled images of faces from the wild, collected from the internet. It includes anno-
tations for the identity of the person in each image, with 1,680 individuals having two or more images. The dataset is widely
used for studying face recognition in unconstrained environments.
AgeDB [68]: AgeDB is a manually collected dataset containing 16,488 images of 568 distinct subjects. It provides age
annotations and is used for evaluating age-invariant face verification and recognition algorithms.
CFP-FF and CFP-FP [84]: The CFP dataset consists of two subsets: CFP-FF (Frontal-Frontal) and CFP-FP (Frontal-
Profile). Each contains 7,000 images of 500 subjects. CFP-FF includes frontal face pairs, while CFP-FP includes frontal and
profile face pairs, facilitating the study of face recognition across different poses.
CALFW [132]: CALFW is a dataset derived from LFW, focusing on cross-age face verification. It contains 4,025 image
pairs with age differences, aiming to evaluate the performance of face recognition systems under age variation.
CPLFW [131]: CPLFW is another extension of LFW, emphasizing cross-pose face verification. It includes 3,000 image
pairs with pose variations, challenging face recognition models to handle different facial orientations.
IMDB [79]: The IMDB dataset comprises 460,723 face images of 20,284 celebrities, collected from the Internet Movie
Database (IMDb). Annotations include age, gender, and name, making it suitable for age estimation and gender classification
tasks.
CelebA [61]: CelebA is a large-scale face attributes dataset with more than 200,000 celebrity images, each annotated with
40 attribute labels. The dataset covers a wide range of poses and backgrounds, supporting tasks like attribute prediction and
face detection.
RAF-DB [51]: RAF-DB contains 29,672 facial images with annotations for basic and compound emotions. The dataset is
used for studying facial expression recognition in real-world scenarios.
AffectNet [67]: AffectNet is a comprehensive facial expression dataset with over 1 million images collected from the inter-
net. Annotations include seven discrete facial expressions (anger, contempt, disgust, fear, happiness, sadness, and surprise)
and the intensity of valence and arousal. It is widely used for emotion recognition and affective computing research.
AFLW2000 [118]: AFLW2000 contains 2,000 face images annotated with 68 facial landmarks. The images are diverse,
covering various poses, expressions, and occlusions. It is often used for face alignment and landmark localization tasks.
BIWI [22]: The BIWI dataset includes 15,678 images of 20 subjects, captured using a Kinect camera. Annotations consist of
6D head poses (yaw, pitch, roll, and translation vectors) and 3D face models. It is designed for head pose estimation research.
JHUCrowd++ [87]: JHUCrowd++ is a large-scale dataset for crowd counting, containing 4,372 images with over 1.5 million
annotated heads. The annotations include head locations, crowd density maps, and visibility levels, making it suitable for
crowd analysis and density estimation.
ShanghaiTech [125]: The ShanghaiTech dataset contains two parts: Part A, with 482 images captured in crowded scenes,
and Part B, with 716 images from less dense environments. It includes over 330,000 annotated individuals’ head locations,
making it a benchmark for crowd counting and density estimation.
CelebAMask-HQ [43]: CelebAMask-HQ is an extension of the CelebA dataset with 30,000 high-resolution face images and
fine-grained segmentation masks for 19 facial attributes (e.g., eyes, nose, hair, and skin). It supports tasks like face parsing
and image editing.
LaPa [58]: LaPa includes 22,000 facial images with high-quality annotations for 11 facial regions. It offers various attributes
like pose, expression, and occlusion, making it suitable for face parsing and semantic segmentation tasks.
FaceXAPI It is a dataset consisting of 100 text-only questions, each with four options and one correct answer. It is designed
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to assess the capabilities of MLLMs (Multimodal Large Language Models) in predicting the correct sequence of API calls
needed to accomplish complex scenarios involving multiple face-related tasks.

B.4. Dataset Statistics
The FaceXBench dataset is derived from 25 public datasets and one newly created dataset. The number of questions sourced
from each dataset, along with the type of questions (multiple images, single images, or text-only), as well as the associated
tasks and categories, are summarized in Table B.1.

Dataset Number of
Questions

Multiple
Images

Single
Images

Text
Only Task Category

FairFace [36] 300 200 100 0 Age Estimation Bias & Fairness
UTKFace [127] 200 150 50 0 Age Estimation Bias & Fairness
FairFace [36] 300 200 100 0 Gender Prediction Bias & Fairness
UTKFace [127] 200 150 50 0 Gender Prediction Bias & Fairness
FairFace [36] 300 200 100 0 Race Estimation Bias & Fairness
UTKFace [127] 200 150 50 0 Race Estimation Bias & Fairness
LFW [28] 60 60 0 0 HR Face Recognition Face Recognition
AgeDB [68] 100 100 0 0 HR Face Recognition Face Recognition
CFP-FF [84] 60 60 0 0 HR Face Recognition Face Recognition
CFP-FP [84] 60 60 0 0 HR Face Recognition Face Recognition
CALFW [132] 60 60 0 0 HR Face Recognition Face Recognition
CPLFW [131] 60 60 0 0 HR Face Recognition Face Recognition
TinyFace [14] 100 100 0 0 LR Face Recognition Face Recognition
IMDB [79] 300 150 150 0 Celebrity Identification Face Recognition
WMCA [24] 250 100 150 0 Face Anti-spoofing Face Authentication
MSU-MFSD [105] 50 50 0 0 Face Anti-spoofing Face Authentication
CASIA-MFSD [126] 50 50 0 0 Face Anti-spoofing Face Authentication
ReplayAttack [16] 50 50 0 0 Face Anti-spoofing Face Authentication
CelebDF [52] 150 150 0 0 Deepfake Detection Face Authentication
FF++ [78] 150 150 0 0 Deepfake Detection Face Authentication
CelebA [61] 400 200 200 0 Attributes Prediction Face Analysis
RAF-DB [51] 200 100 100 0 Facial Expression Recognition Face Analysis
AffectNet [67] 200 100 100 0 Facial Expression Recognition Face Analysis
AFLW2000 [118] 200 50 150 0 Headpose Estimation Face Analysis
BIWI [22] 200 50 150 0 Headpose Estimation Face Analysis
JHUCrowd++ [87] 200 0 200 0 Crowd Counting Face Localization
ShanghaiTech [125] 100 0 100 0 Crowd Counting Face Localization
CelebAMask-HQ [43] 200 0 200 0 Face Parsing Face Localization
LaPa [58] 200 0 200 0 Face Parsing Face Localization
FaceXAPI 100 0 0 100 Face Tools Retrieval Face Tools Use

Table B.1. Question distribution of FaceXBench across datasets

B.5. Images used in the dataset
Figure B.1 displays a subset of the facial images used in the dataset, highlighting the diversity of faces included in the
benchmark. The benchmark consists of face images with varying backgrounds, resolutions, and head pose orientations, as
well as a wide range of facial expressions. It includes individuals from different age groups, genders, and racial backgrounds,
with each face characterized by a versatile set of attributes.

C. Dataset Collection
In this section, we provide additional implementation details on the dataset curation process, including information about
question templates, distractor options, the evaluation strategy, and the dataset format.
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Figure B.1. Collage of a subset of images from the dataset, showcasing the diversity of images used in FaceXBench.
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C.1. Question Templates
We provide a selection of question templates for each task used in creating the dataset. The options for the questions may
vary, and the examples provided below are intended as samples.

Age Estimation | Multiple Images

Which image shows a person in {age_group} age group?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. None of the above
D. Both Images

Age Estimation | Multiple Images

Who among these two appears to be older?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. Both are of the same age group
D. None of the above

Age Estimation | Multiple Images

Arrange the following images in ascending order of age.
A. Image 1, Image 2, Image 3
B. Image 2, Image 1, Image 3
C. Image 3, Image 2, Image 1
D. Image 3, Image 1, Image 2

Age Estimation | Multiple Images

Arrange the following images in descending order of age.
A. Image 2, Image 3, Image 1
B. Image 2, Image 1, Image 3
C. Image 3, Image 2, Image 1
D. Image 1, Image 2, Image 3

Age Estimation | Multiple Images

How many images have a person of age between {age_start} and {age_end}?
A. 0
B. 1
C. 2
D. 3

Age Estimation | Multiple Images

Among these images, which image shows the oldest person?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. Image 3
D. All are of same age group
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Age Estimation | Single Image

What is the most appropriate age group for the person in this image?
A. <correct_option >
B. <distractor_option >
C. <distractor_option >
D. <distractor_option >

Age Estimation | Single Image

Approximately how old is the person in this image?
A. <correct_option >
B. <distractor_option >
C. <distractor_option >
D. <distractor_option >

Age Estimation | Single Image

Select the age group that best describes the person in this image.
A. <correct_option >
B. <distractor_option >
C. <distractor_option >
D. <distractor_option >

Age Estimation | Single Image

Estimate the age group of the person in this image.
A. <correct_option >
B. <distractor_option >
C. <distractor_option >
D. <distractor_option >

Gender Prediction | Multiple Images

Which image shows a male person?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. None of the above
D. Both Images

Gender Prediction | Multiple Images

Which image shows a female person?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. None of the above
D. Both Images

Go to Appendix Index 22



Gender Prediction | Multiple Images

Identify which image shows a person whose gender is male.
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. Both Images
D. None of the above

Gender Prediction | Multiple Images

Which images appear to have a person with male gender?
A. Image 1, Image 2
B. Image 3, Image 1
C. Image 1
D. None of the above

Gender Prediction | Multiple Images

How many images show female individuals?
A. 0
B. 1
C. 2
D. 3

Gender Prediction | Single Image

What is the gender of the person in this image?
A. Male
B. Female
C. Both
D. None of the above

Gender Prediction | Single Image

Identify the gender of the person in this image.
A. Male
B. Female
C. Both
D. None of the above

Gender Prediction | Single Image

Which gender category best describes the person in this image?
A. Male
B. Female
C. Both
D. None of the above
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Gender Prediction | Single Image

Select the most appropriate gender for the person in this image.
A. Male
B. Female
C. Both
D. None of the above

Gender Prediction | Single Image

Determine the gender of the person shown in this image.
A. Male
B. Female
C. Both
D. None of the above

Race Estimation | Multiple Images

Between the two images, who seems more likely to belong to the Black race?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. Both Images
D. None of the above

Race Estimation | Multiple Images

Which individual appears to be of Latino Hispanic origin?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. Both Images
D. None of the above

Race Estimation | Multiple Images

Which images depict individuals of Indian origin?
A. Image 1, Image 2
B. Image 3
C. None of the above
D. Image 2, Image 3

Race Estimation | Multiple Images

Which images appear to have individuals of Southeast Asian descent?
A. Image 1, Image 2
B. Image 1
C. None of the above
D. Image 2, Image 3
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Race Estimation | Multiple Images

How many images show people of Black race?
A. 0
B. 1
C. 2
D. 3

Race Estimation | Single Image

What is the race of the person in this image?
A. White
B. East Asian
C. Latino Hispanic
D. Other

Race Estimation | Single Image

Identify the race of the person in this image.
A. Black
B. Indian
C. Southeast Asian
D. Middle Eastern

Race Estimation | Single Image

Which race category best describes the person in this image?
A. White
B. Black
C. Indian
D. Southeast Asian

Race Estimation | Single Image

Select the most appropriate race for the person in this image.
A. Latino Hispanic
B. East Asian
C. Black
D. Other

Race Estimation | Single Image

Determine the race of the person shown in this image.
A. Middle Eastern
B. Indian
C. White
D. Southeast Asian
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High-Resolution Face Recognition/Low-Resolution Face Recognition | Multiple Images

The first image is of a person A. The same person A is present in which of the other images?
A. Image 2
B. Image 3
C. Image 4
D. None of the above

High-Resolution Face Recognition/Low-Resolution Face Recognition | Multiple Images

The first image is of a person A. The same person A is present in how many of the remaining images?
A. 1
B. 2
C. 3
D. 4

High-Resolution Face Recognition/Low-Resolution Face Recognition | Multiple Images

How many unique identities are present in these images?
A. 1
B. 2
C. 0
D. 4

High-Resolution Face Recognition/Low-Resolution Face Recognition | Multiple Images

The first image is of a person A. Which of the other images show person A?
A. Image 2, Image 3
B. Image 2, Image 4
C. Image 3, Image 4
D. None of the above

High-Resolution Face Recognition/Low-Resolution Face Recognition | Multiple Images

Which two images show the same person?
A. Image 1, Image 2
B. Image 3, Image 4
C. Image 2, Image 5
D. None of the above

High-Resolution Face Recognition/Low-Resolution Face Recognition | Multiple Images

The first image is of person A. Which images are not person A?
A. Image 2
B. Image 3
C. Image 1
D. None of the above

Go to Appendix Index 26



High-Resolution Face Recognition/Low-Resolution Face Recognition | Multiple Images

There are two images of the same person. Which images are of people different from that person?
A. Image 1, Image 2
B. Image 2, Image 3
C. Image 3, Image 4
D. None of the above

High-Resolution Face Recognition/Low-Resolution Face Recognition | Multiple Images

How many pairs of images show the same person?
A. 1
B. 2
C. 3
D. 0

Celebrity Identification | Multiple Images

Which images is of the celebrity {celebrity_name}?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. Image 3
D. Image 4

Celebrity Identification | Multiple Images

How many images have the celebrity {celebrity_name}?
A. 1
B. 2
C. 3
D. 0

Celebrity Identification | Multiple Images

Which images have the celebrity {celebrity_name}?
A. Image 1, Image 2
B. Image 3, Image 2
C. Image 1
D. None of the above

Celebrity Identification | Multiple Images

Which images do not have the celebrity {celebrity_name}?
A. Image 1, Image 2
B. Image 3
C. Image 1
D. None of the above
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Celebrity Identification | Multiple Images

Which pair of images share the same celebrity?
A. Image 1, Image 2
B. Image 3, Image 4
C. Image 2, Image 3
D. None of the above

Celebrity Identification | Multiple Images

How many unique celebrities are present in these images?
A. 1
B. 2
C. 3
D. 0

Celebrity Identification | Multiple Images

What is the name of the most frequently occurring celebrity in these images?
A. <celebrity_A >
B. <celebrity_B >
C. <celebrity_C >
D. <celebrity_D >

Celebrity Identification | Single Image

What is the name of this celebrity?
A. <celebrity_A >
B. <celebrity_B >
C. <celebrity_C >
D. <celebrity_D >

Celebrity Identification | Single Image

Who is this person?
A. <celebrity_A >
B. <celebrity_B >
C. <celebrity_C >
D. <celebrity_D >

Celebrity Identification | Single Image

Name the celebrity shown in the image.
A. <celebrity_A >
B. <celebrity_B >
C. <celebrity_C >
D. <celebrity_D >
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Face Anti-spoofing | Multiple Images

Which image shows a bonafide person?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. Both Images
D. None of the above

Face Anti-spoofing | Multiple Images

Which image is spoof attacked?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. Both Images
D. None of the above

Face Anti-spoofing | Multiple Images

Which statement best describes the images?
A. Both images are bonafide
B. Both images are attacks
C. Image 1 is bonafide and Image 2 is attack
D. Image 1 is attack and Image 2 is bonafide

Face Anti-spoofing | Multiple Images

How many images are bonafide?
A. 0
B. 1
C. 2
D. 3

Face Anti-spoofing | Multiple Images

How many images are spoof attacked?
A. 0
B. 1
C. 2
D. 3

Face Anti-spoofing | Multiple Images

Which images are not bonafide?
A. Image 1 and Image 2
B. Image 2 and Image 3
C. Image 3
D. None of the above
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Face Anti-spoofing | Single Image

Is this image a bonafide person or it’s a spoof attack?
A. Bonafide
B. Attack

Face Anti-spoofing | Single Image

Is this image an attack of type {attack_type}?
A. Yes
B. No

Face Anti-spoofing | Single Image

Is this image an example of a bonafide person?
A. Yes
B. No

Face Anti-spoofing | Single Image

Is this image depicting a spoof attack?
A. Yes
B. No

Deepfake Detection | Multiple Images

Which deepfakes belong to the same identity?
A. Images 1 and Image 2
B. Images 1 and Image 3
C. Images 2 and Image 4
D. None of the above

Deepfake Detection | Multiple Images

How many deepfakes belong to the same identity?
A. 0
B. 1
C. 2
D. 3

Deepfake Detection | Multiple Images

Which among these images are fake?
A. Image 1 and Image 2
B. Image 2 and Image 3
C. Image 1
D. None of the above
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Deepfake Detection | Multiple Images

How many images are real?
A. 0
B. 1
C. 2
D. 3

Deepfake Detection | Multiple Images

Which images are deepfakes?
A. Image 1 and Image 2
B. Image 2 and Image 3
C. Image 1, Image 2, and Image 3
D. None of the above

Deepfake Detection | Multiple Images

How many images are deepfakes?
A. 0
B. 1
C. 2
D. 3

Deepfake Detection | Multiple Images

Which image is real?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. Both
D. None

Deepfake Detection | Multiple Images

Are these images real or fake?
A. Both are real
B. Both are fake
C. Image 1 is real, Image 2 is fake
D. Image 1 is fake, Image 2 is real

Deepfake Detection | Multiple Images

Which images are real and which are fake?
A. Images 1 and 2 are real, Image 3 is fake
B. Images 2 and 3 are real, Image 1 is fake
C. Images 1 and 3 are real, Image 2 is fake
D. All images are fake

Go to Appendix Index 31



Deepfake Detection | Multiple Images

Which images are not deepfakes?
A. Image 1 and Image 2
B. Image 2 and Image 3
C. Image 1
D. None of the above

Attribute Prediction | Single Image

Identify which of the following attributes is present in the image.
A. 5o Clock Shadow
B. Blond Hair
C. Eyeglasses
D. None of the above

Attribute Prediction | Single Image

Which of the following attributes is NOT present in the image?
A. Heavy Makeup
B. Bald
C. Black Hair
D. None of the above

Attribute Prediction | Single Image

Which attribute is the most prominent in the image?
A. Rosy Cheeks
B. Smiling
C. Big Nose
D. None of the above

Attribute Prediction | Multiple Images

Which of the following attributes do both images have in common?
A. Bald
B. Bushy Eyebrows
C. Smiling
D. None of the above

Attribute Prediction | Multiple Images

How many images have a person with the attribute ’Smiling’?
A. 1
B. 2
C. 3
D. 4
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Attribute Prediction | Multiple Images

Which images have a person with the attribute {attribute_type}?
A. Image 1 and Image 2
B. Image 2 and Image 3
C. Image 1
D. None of the above

Attribute Prediction | Multiple Images

Which of the following attributes are common to all images?
A. Bald
B. Bushy Eyebrows
C. Black Hair
D. None of the above

Attribute Prediction | Multiple Images

Which attribute is unique to one of the images?
A. Bald
B. Smiling
C. Black Hair
D. None of the above

Attribute Prediction | Multiple Images

Which pair of images shares the most attributes?
A. Image 1 and Image 2
B. Image 2 and Image 3
C. Image 1 and Image 3
D. None of the above

Attribute Prediction | Multiple Images

Which attribute is most frequent among the images?
A. Bald
B. Smiling
C. Black Hair
D. None of the above

Facial Expression Recognition | Multiple Images

How many images have a person with the expression {expression_type}?
A. 1
B. 2
C. 3
D. None of the above
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Facial Expression Recognition | Multiple Images

Which images have a person with the expression {expression_type}?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. Both Images
D. None of the above

Facial Expression Recognition | Multiple Images

Which images do not have a person with the expression {expression_type}?
A. Image 1 and Image 2
B. Image 3 and Image 4
C. Image 1
D. None of the above

Facial Expression Recognition | Multiple Images

Which pair of images share the same expression?
A. Image 1 and Image 2
B. Image 2 and Image 3
C. Image 1 and Image 3
D. None of the above

Facial Expression Recognition | Multiple Images

Which image has a person with the expression {expression_type}?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. Both Images
D. None of the above

Facial Expression Recognition | Single Image

Which expression is the person showing in the image?
A. Surprise
B. Happy
C. Sad
D. Neutral

Facial Expression Recognition | Single Image

Identify the primary expression shown by the person in the image.
A. Fear
B. Disgust
C. Anger
D. Neutral
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Facial Expression Recognition | Single Image

What is the main expression of the person in the image?
A. Happy
B. Sad
C. Surprise
D. Anger

Headpose Estimation | Multiple Images

How many images have a person with the yaw angle of headpose orientation in range {yaw_range}?
A. 1
B. 2
C. 3
D. None of the above

Headpose Estimation | Multiple Images

Which images have a person with the pitch angle of headpose orientation in range {pitch_range}?
A. Image 1 and Image 2
B. Image 3 and Image 4
C. Image 1
D. None of the above

Headpose Estimation | Multiple Images

Which images have a person with the roll angle of headpose orientation in range {roll_range}?
A. Image 2
B. Image 3
C. Image 4
D. None of the above

Headpose Estimation | Multiple Images

Which pair of images have a person that share the same yaw angle bin index of headpose orientation, given
that the total yaw angle range is from -100 to 100 degrees, with bins of 10 degrees each?
A. Image 1 and Image 2
B. Image 2 and Image 3
C. Image 3 and Image 4
D. None of the above

Headpose Estimation | Multiple Images

Which images have a person with the yaw, pitch, and roll angles of headpose orientation between
{yaw_range}, {pitch_range}, and {roll_range} degrees respectively?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2
C. Image 3
D. None of the above
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Headpose Estimation | Multiple Images

Which images have a person with the yaw and pitch angles of headpose orientation between {yaw_range}
and {pitch_range} degrees respectively?
A. Image 1 and Image 2
B. Image 3 and Image 4
C. Image 2
D. None of the above

Headpose Estimation | Multiple Images

Which images have a person with the pitch and roll angles of headpose orientation between {pitch_range}
and {roll_range} degrees respectively?
A. Image 1
B. Image 2 and Image 3
C. Image 4
D. None of the above

Headpose Estimation | Single Image

What is the yaw angle range of headpose orientation for the person in this image?
A. -30 to -20 degrees
B. -10 to 10 degrees
C. 20 to 30 degrees
D. None of the above

Headpose Estimation | Single Image

What is the pitch angle range of headpose orientation for the person in this image?
A. -15 to -5 degrees
B. 0 to 10 degrees
C. 15 to 25 degrees
D. None of the above

Headpose Estimation | Single Image

What is the roll angle range of headpose orientation for the person in this image?
A. -25 to -15 degrees
B. -5 to 5 degrees
C. 10 to 20 degrees
D. None of the above

Crowd Counting | Single Image

How many people are present in this image?
A. <correct_option >
B. <distractor_option >
C. <distractor_option >
D. <distractor_option >
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Crowd Counting | Single Image

What is the number of individuals shown in this image?
A. <correct_option >
B. <distractor_option >
C. <distractor_option >
D. <distractor_option >

Crowd Counting | Single Image

Determine the number of people in this picture.
A. <correct_option >
B. <distractor_option >
C. <distractor_option >
D. <distractor_option >

Crowd Counting | Single Image

Estimate the count of people present in this image.
A. <correct_option >
B. <distractor_option >
C. <distractor_option >
D. <distractor_option >

Crowd Counting | Single Image

Please identify the number of individuals in this image.
A. <correct_option >
B. <distractor_option >
C. <distractor_option >
D. <distractor_option >

Face Parsing | Single Image

Which of the following regions is not present or is segmented out with white color?
A. left eyebrow
B. glasses
C. right eye
D. left ear

Face Parsing | Single Image

Which region is segmented out with white color?
A. None of the above
B. inner mouth
C. lower lip
D. upper lip
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Tools Retrieval | Text Only

A video conferencing platform needs to ensure user engagement by tracking head pose, verifying expressions
over time, and confirming that the detected face is real and not a spoof. Expression tracking should continue
only if head pose confidence is high. What is the correct sequence of API calls?
A. api_4-detect_spoofing, api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_11-pose_confidence_score, api_10-track_expression_over_time
B. api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_11-pose_confidence_score, api_10-track_expression_over_time, api_4-detect_spoofing
C. api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_11-pose_confidence_score, api_10-track_expression_over_time, api_4-detect_spoofing
D. api_4-detect_spoofing, api_10-track_expression_over_time, api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_11-pose_confidence_score

Tools Retrieval | Text Only

An AR app segments users’ faces into regions, detects head pose, and applies filters based on gender and
expressions. Expression analysis is performed only if gender is classified with high confidence. Which sequence
of API calls is appropriate?
A. api_13-segment_face_regions, api_10-detect_expression, api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_2-classify_gender, api_2-

get_gender_probabilities
B. api_2-classify_gender, api_10-track_expression_over_time, api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_2-get_gender_probabilities
C. api_13-segment_face_regions, api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_2-classify_gender, api_2-get_gender_probabilities, api_10-

detect_expression
D. api_13-segment_face_regions, api_2-classify_gender, api_10-detect_expression, api_2-get_gender_probabilities, api_11-

estimate_head_pose

Tools Retrieval | Text Only

A high-security facility verifies individuals’ identities, estimates age, and monitors expressions. Age estimation
is only done if expression confidence is above a threshold. What is the appropriate API function sequence?
A. api_7-identify_high_res_face, api_1-predict_age, api_10-detect_expression, api_10-get_emotion_probabilities
B. api_7-identify_high_res_face, api_10-get_emotion_probabilities, api_10-detect_expression, api_1-predict_age
C. api_7-identify_high_res_face, api_10-detect_expression, api_10-get_emotion_probabilities, api_1-predict_age
D. api_10-detect_expression, api_7-identify_high_res_face, api_1-predict_age, api_10-get_emotion_probabilities

Tools Retrieval | Text Only

For a security checkpoint, the system detects deepfakes, checks for spoofing, and estimates head pose. Spoof
detection is mandatory before head pose estimation if deepfake confidence is high. What is the correct se-
quence?
A. api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_5-detect_deepfake, api_4-detect_spoofing
B. api_5-detect_deepfake, api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_4-spoof_confidence_score
C. api_5-detect_deepfake, api_4-detect_spoofing, api_11-estimate_head_pose
D. api_4-detect_spoofing, api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_5-detect_deepfake

Tools Retrieval | Text Only

An interactive museum exhibit uses head pose tracking and demographic analysis (age, gender, race) to tailor
content for visitors. Race prediction is skipped if age confidence falls below a certain threshold. Which API
sequence would you use?
A. api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_1-predict_age, api_1-age_confidence_score, api_3-predict_race, api_2-

get_gender_probabilities
B. api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_1-predict_age, api_1-age_confidence_score, api_2-classify_gender, api_3-predict_race
C. api_1-predict_age, api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_1-age_confidence_score, api_2-classify_gender, api_3-

get_race_probabilities
D. api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_1-predict_age, api_2-classify_gender, api_1-age_confidence_score, api_3-predict_race
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C.2. Generating Distractor Options
We strategically design the distractor options to encourage MLLMs to carefully choose an option as the prediction. The
following methods are employed for different types of tasks:
• Tasks with numerical answers (crowd counting, age estimation, headpose estimation, number of attributes): Dis-

tractor options are chosen from a numerical range close to the actual ground truth value. For example, if the ground truth
crowd count value is 7, we randomly choose distractor options from the range [4, 10], excluding the ground truth value (7).

• Celebrity identification and facial expression recognition: Distractor options are selected randomly.
• Attribute prediction: Attributes are randomly selected as distractors, ensuring that only one option is correct.
• Tools retrieval: The options are generated using GPT and then manually filtered to ensure one correct answer, with the

distractor options tweaked to differ by 1 to 2 function calls.
• Tasks with options as permutations of image numbers: Depending on the number of images in the question, four options

are randomly selected, ensuring that one of the options is correct. A sample superset of options with three images is shown
below:
– Image 1
– Image 2
– Image 3
– None of the above
– Image 1 and Image 2
– Image 2 and Image 3
– Image 1 and Image 3
– Image 1, Image 2, and Image 3

C.3. FaceXAPI dataset prompt
To generate the FaceXAPI questions, we design a detailed prompt incorporating 13 API calls and a total of 32 functions.
Additional guidelines are provided to ensure scenario realism, functional complexity, and diversity in the questions. We
also include instructions for generating distractor options, emphasizing logical plausibility and ensuring they are sufficiently
close yet distinct from the correct answer. A total of 150 questions are generated, out of which 100 are carefully selected to
maintain diversity. To further enhance the quality, the options are manually reviewed to ensure the presence of one correct
answer alongside logically plausible distractors. The detailed prompt for question generation is provided below.
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Prompt for generating FaceXAPI questions

You are an AI tasked with generating complex, real-world scenario questions to assess a model’s ability to select the
correct API and function calls to accomplish nuanced tasks. Use the list of APIs and functions provided below.
1. Age Estimation:

api_name: api_1
• predict_age:

Description: Predicts the age of the person in the input face image.
Input: np.ndarray or str - The input face image.
Output: int - The estimated age.

• age_confidence_score:
Description: Provides a confidence score for the age estimation.
Input: dict - Output from the age estimation model.
Output: float - Confidence score of the age prediction.

2. Gender Prediction:
api_name: api_2

• classify_gender:
Description: Classifies the gender of the person in the face image.
Input: np.ndarray or str - The input face image.
Output: str - The predicted gender (’male’ or ’female’).

• get_gender_probabilities:
Description: Returns probabilities for each gender class.
Input: np.ndarray - The input face image.
Output: dict - Probabilities for ’male’ and ’female’ classes.

3. Race Detection:
api_name: api_3

• predict_race:
Description: Predicts the race of the individual(s) in the input image(s).
Input: str, bytes, np.ndarray, or list - The input image or batch of images.
Output: list - Predicted races for each detected face, including race labels and probabilities.

• get_race_probabilities:
Description: Returns probability distribution over races for detected faces.
Input: str, bytes, np.ndarray, or list - The input image or batch of images.
Output: list - For each detected face, a dictionary of race probabilities.

• race_confidence_score:
Description: Provides a confidence score for race prediction for each detected face.
Input: str, bytes, np.ndarray, or list - The input image(s).
Output: list - Confidence scores for race predictions.

4. Face Anti-Spoofing:
api_name: api_4

• detect_spoofing:
Description: Detects if the face in the image is real or a spoof.
Input: np.ndarray or str - The input face image.
Output: bool - True if spoof detected, False if face is real.

• spoof_confidence_score:
Description: Provides a confidence score indicating the likelihood of spoofing.
Input: dict - Output from the anti-spoofing model.
Output: float - Spoofing confidence score.
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Prompt for generating FaceXAPI questions

5. Deepfake Detection:
api_name: api_5

• detect_deepfake:
Description: Detects whether a video or image contains deepfake content.
Input: str or np.ndarray - Path to video/image or image array.
Output: bool - True if deepfake is detected, False otherwise.

• deepfake_confidence_score:
Description: Provides a confidence score for deepfake detection.
Input: dict - Output from the deepfake detection model.
Output: float - Confidence score for deepfake presence.

6. Low-Resolution Face Recognition:
api_name: api_6

• extract_low_res_embedding:
Description: Extracts facial embeddings from low-resolution images for recognition.
Input: np.ndarray or str - The input low-res face image.
Output: np.ndarray - Embedding vector for low-resolution face.

• compare_low_res_embeddings:
Description: Compares two low-resolution face embeddings for a match.
Input: Two np.ndarray embeddings - The embeddings of two faces.
Output: bool - True if faces match, False otherwise.

• identify_low_res_face:
Description: Identifies a face by comparing a low-resolution embedding to a database.
Input: np.ndarray embedding and dict database - Embedding to identify and known embeddings.
Output: str or None - Label of the identified face, or None if no match.

7. High-Resolution Face Recognition:
api_name: api_7

• extract_high_res_embedding:
Description: Extracts facial embeddings from high-resolution images for recognition.
Input: np.ndarray or str - The input high-res face image.
Output: np.ndarray - Embedding vector for high-resolution face.

• compare_high_res_embeddings:
Description: Compares two high-resolution face embeddings for a match.
Input: Two np.ndarray embeddings - The embeddings of two faces.
Output: bool - True if faces match, False otherwise.

• identify_high_res_face:
Description: Identifies a face by comparing a high-resolution embedding to a database.
Input: np.ndarray embedding and dict database - Embedding to identify and known embeddings.
Output: str or None - Label of the identified face, or None if no match.

8. Celebrity Identification:
api_name: api_8

• identify_celebrity:
Description: Identifies the celebrity in the input image by matching features against a database.
Input: str, bytes, np.ndarray, or list - The input image(s).
Output: list - Identified celebrities with names and scores.

• celebrity_confidence_score:
Description: Computes confidence score for the celebrity identification for each detected face.
Input: str, bytes, np.ndarray, or list - The input image(s).
Output: list - Confidence scores for identified celebrities.
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Prompt for generating FaceXAPI questions

9. Attributes Prediction:
api_name: api_9

• detect_attributes:
Description: Detects various attributes of the face in the image.
Input: np.ndarray or str - The input face image.
Output: dict - Detected attributes and their values.

• list_face_attributes:
Description: Lists all possible face attributes that can be predicted.
Input: None
Output: list - List of attribute names.

• attribute_confidence_score:
Description: Provides confidence scores for each predicted attribute.
Input: dict - Output from the attribute detection model.
Output: dict - Confidence scores for each attribute.

10. Facial Expression Recognition:
api_name: api_10

• detect_expression:
Description: Detects facial expressions in the input image.
Input: np.ndarray or str - The input face image.
Output: str - The detected expression label.

• get_emotion_probabilities:
Description: Provides probabilities for each emotion class.
Input: np.ndarray - The input face image.
Output: dict - Probabilities for each emotion class.

• track_expression_over_time:
Description: Tracks facial expressions over a sequence of frames.
Input: list of np.ndarray - List of frames from a video.
Output: list - Sequence of detected expressions.

11. Headpose Estimation:
api_name: api_11

• estimate_head_pose:
Description: Estimates the head pose angles (yaw, pitch, roll) from the face image.
Input: np.ndarray or str - The input face image.
Output: tuple - Estimated angles (yaw, pitch, roll).

• pose_confidence_score:
Description: Provides a confidence score for the estimated head pose.
Input: dict - Output from the head pose estimation model.
Output: float - Confidence score for the head pose estimation.

12. Crowd Counting:
api_name: api_12

• estimate_crowd_size:
Description: Estimates the size of the crowd based on face detection.
Input: np.ndarray - The input image.
Output: int - Estimated number of people in the crowd.

• aggregate_counting_data:
Description: Aggregates counting data over multiple images or frames.
Input: list of np.ndarray - List of images.
Output: dict - Aggregated counting results.
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Prompt for generating FaceXAPI questions

13. Face Segmentation:
api_name: api_13

• segment_face_regions:
Description: Segments different regions of the face in the image.
Input: np.ndarray - The input face image.
Output: np.ndarray - Segmentation mask of the face regions.

• classify_face_parts:
Description: Classifies different parts of the face into categories.
Input: np.ndarray - The input face image.
Output: dict - Dictionary of face parts and their classifications.

• get_segmentation_mask_part:
Description: Generates a segmentation mask for a particular face part.
Input: np.ndarray - The input face image.
Output: np.ndarray - Binary mask of the segmented face part.

Each scenario should require the model to accurately retrieve and execute 3 to 5 function calls across multiple APIs,
simulating the complexity and sequential decision-making needed in real-world applications.

Guidelines for Generating Questions:
1. Scenario Realism: Design questions that reflect realistic application scenarios where multiple APIs must be used

in sequence or combined to achieve the correct outcome. Each question should require 3 to 5 function calls.
2. Functional Complexity: Ensure that each question involves varied functions across multiple APIs without relying

on the same set of functions every time. Aim to cover a diverse set of tasks and applications but stay within the
list of APIs and functions.

3. Logical Flow: Each question should suggest a sequence that logically flows with the task requirements. Clarify
steps needed for functions that build upon each other to reach the final answer. Think in a step-by-step and logical
manner to design the questions.

Guidelines for Generating Options:
• Complete API Chains: Provide four option chains, each specifying a complete sequence of API function calls in

the correct order necessary to solve the task. One of these sequences should be the correct answer, while the other
three should be close but logically incorrect.

• Logical Plausibility of Distractors: Ensure distractors are constructed logically and appear plausible. Avoid
overly obvious incorrect answers; the distractors should require reasoning to eliminate, demanding attention to
function descriptions, and careful thought to get to the correct answer.

• Randomized Answer Positioning: Shuffle the options to ensure the correct answer appears randomly in position
A, B, C, or D.

We provide a example question and output template, which needs to be strictly followed when providing output.

Example Question:
In an airport security system, faces are checked for deepfakes, head poses are verified, and age is estimated. Age is
analyzed only if head pose confidence is high. Which API sequence should be applied?

A. api_5-detect_deepfake, api_1-predict_age, api_11-pose_confidence_score, api_11-estimate_head_pose
B. api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_11-pose_confidence_score, api_5-detect_deepfake, api_1-predict_age
C. api_5-detect_deepfake, api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_11-pose_confidence_score, api_1-predict_age
D. api_11-pose_confidence_score, api_5-detect_deepfake, api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_1-predict_age

Correct Answer: C. api_5-detect_deepfake, api_11-estimate_head_pose, api_11-pose_confidence_score,
api_1-predict_age

Provide 150 questions. Remember to follow the JSON structure and guidelines strictly. Ensure each question and
answer chain is unique and fits the described requirements.
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C.4. Option Extraction from Prediction

Function used to extract option label from the predicted model output

1 import re
2

3 def extract_option_label(model_output, option_labels, options):
4 # Remove any leading/trailing whitespace
5 model_output_clean = model_output.strip()
6

7 # Define regex patterns to match option labels
8 label_patterns = [
9 r’\b\(?([A-Za-z])\)?\b’, # Matches ’A’, ’(A)’, etc.

10 r’\bOption\s+([A-Za-z])\b’, # Matches ’Option A’, etc.
11 r’\b([A-Za-z])\.’, # Matches ’A.’, etc.
12 r’\b([A-Za-z]):’, # Matches ’A:’, etc.
13 r’\b([A-Za-z])\s+-’, # Matches ’A -’, etc.
14 r’\b\(([A-Za-z])\)’, # Matches ’(A)’, etc.
15 ]
16

17 model_output_start = model_output_clean
18 for pattern in label_patterns:
19 match = re.match(pattern, model_output_start)
20 if match:
21 label = match.group(1)
22 if label in option_labels:
23 return label
24

25 # If not found at the beginning, search the entire text
26 for pattern in label_patterns:
27 matches = re.findall(pattern, model_output_clean)
28 for label in matches:
29 if label in option_labels:
30 return label
31

32 # If no label found, try to match the output to the option texts exactly
33 for idx, option_text in enumerate(options):
34 option_text_stripped = str(option_text).strip()
35 if option_text_stripped == model_output_clean.strip():
36 return option_labels[idx]
37 elif option_text_stripped in model_output_clean:
38 return option_labels[idx]
39

40 return None

We design extract_option_label funtion to robustly extract an option label from a given model_output, utiliz-
ing a three-step fallback mechanism to ensure accurate identification. The first step involves cleaning the model_output
by removing leading and trailing whitespace. A series of regular expression (regex) patterns are then applied to match com-
mon formats of option labels, such as A, (A), A), Option A, A:, A-, specifically at the start of the text. If a match is
found, the label is validated against the provided option_labels list and returned if valid. If no valid label is identified
at the start, the second fallback step searches the entire model_output for matches to these regex patterns and again
validates the extracted labels against option_labels, allowing for flexibility in label positioning. If both regex-based
approaches fail, the third and final fallback step compares the model_output directly with the exact text of the provided
options. It checks whether the entire model_output or any substring within it matches an option text and maps it to the
corresponding label. If no label is found after these steps, the function returns None. This layered process ensures minimal
false positives by progressively narrowing down matches using robust regex and exact comparisons.
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C.5. Dataset Format
The benchmark consists of multiple JSON files, with each dataset represented in a JSON file named in the format
<dataset_name>_<multiple/single>.json. These files include detailed metadata and questions for evaluation,
enabling easy analysis and comprehensive testing. The JSON dataset format is designed to enable the evaluation of MLLMs
on specific tasks or subsets of tasks. A sample structure of the JSON file is provided below.

{
"category": "attributes_expression",
"sub-category": "expression",
"dataset": "affectnet",
"question_type": "MCQ",
"num_images": "multiple",
"prepend_text": "Facial expression recognition involves identifying the emotional state of a

person based on their facial expressions in an image. You have to perform the task of
facial expression recognition.",

"postpend_text": "Please answer the question and provide only the correct option
letter, e.g., A, B, C, D.",

"questions": {
"1": {

"image_paths": [
"image_1.png",
"image_2.jpg"

],
"question_text": "Which images have a person with the expression ’anger’?",
"options": [

"Image 2",
"All of the images",
"None of the images",
"Image 1"

],
"correct_answer_option": "D",
"answer": "Image 1"

},
"2": {

"image_paths": [
"image_1.png",
"image_2.png"

],
"question_text": "Which images have a person with the expression ’contempt’?",
"options": [

"All of the images",
"None of the images",
"Image 2",
"Image 1"

],
"correct_answer_option": "D",
"answer": "Image 1"

}
...

}
}

The components in the JSON file are as follows:

• category: Represents the primary category of the task, e.g., attributes_expression.
• sub-category: Specifies the task within the main category, e.g., expression.
• dataset: Indicates the name of the dataset used for the task, e.g., affectnet.
• question_type: Defines the type of question, e.g., MCQ (Multiple Choice Question).
• num_images: Specifies whether the question involves multiple or single images.
• prepend_text: A task description that is prepended to the question in the in-context task description evaluation setting.
• postpend_text: Text appended to the question to encourage standardized answer formats (e.g., answering with option

letters such as A, B, C, D).
• questions: A dictionary containing individual questions, with the following components:
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– image_paths: A list of paths to the images required for the question. Each image is named sequentially (e.g., image_1,
image_2, etc.).

– question_text: The text of the question.
– options: A list of possible answer choices.
– correct_answer_option: The correct answer in the format of an option letter (e.g., A, B, etc.).
– answer: The correct answer in textual format.

This JSON format allows the community to evaluate MLLMs on a subset of categories or tasks, providing flexibility and
consistency in evaluation. The inclusion of both correct_answer_option and answer supports diverse evaluation
strategies.

C.6. Other Evaluation Settings

In the in-context evaluation setting, we prepend the task-description before the question to provide relevant context
to the model. The prepend text for each task is as follows:

• Age Estimation: Age estimation involves predicting the age of a person based on their facial features in an image. For this
task, the following age groups are defined: 0–2, 3–9, 10–19, 20–29, 30–39, 40–49, 50–59, 60–69, and more than 70 years.

• Gender Prediction: Gender prediction involves determining the gender of a person based on their facial features in an
image.

• Race Estimation: Race prediction involves determining the race or ethnicity of a person based on their facial features in an
image. The possible race groups are White, Black, East Asian, Southeast Asian, Middle Eastern, Indian, Latino/Hispanic,
and Other.

• High-resolution Face Recognition: High-resolution face recognition involves identifying a person based on their facial
features in images of good quality or resolution.

• Low-resolution Face Recognition: Low-resolution face recognition involves identifying a person based on their facial
features in images with reduced quality or resolution.

• Celebrity Identification: Celebrity identification involves recognizing and determining the identity of a celebrity based
on their facial features in an image.

• Face Anti-spoofing: Face anti-spoofing involves detecting whether a presented face is real or a spoof attempt using meth-
ods such as photos, videos, or masks. Common attack types include ‘Glasses’, ‘Print’, ‘Replay’, ‘Fake Head’, ‘Rigid
Mask’, ‘Flexible Mask’, ‘Wig’, and ‘Paper Mask’.

• Deepfake Detection: Deepfake detection involves identifying manipulated images where faces are swapped or altered and
are considered fake.

• Attributes Prediction: Face attributes recognition involves identifying specific characteristics of a person, such as beard,
moustache, and facial features, based on their facial appearance in an image.

• Facial Expression Recognition: Facial expression recognition involves identifying the emotional state of a person based
on their facial expressions in an image.

• Headpose Estimation: Headpose estimation involves predicting the orientation of a person’s head in an image by estimat-
ing the yaw, pitch, and roll angles. For this task, the Euler angles are divided into the following bins:
– −100 to −90, −90 to −80, −80 to −70, −70 to −60, −60 to −50, −50 to −40, −40 to −30, −30 to −20, −20 to −10,
−10 to 0, 0 to 10, 10 to 20, 20 to 30, 30 to 40, 40 to 50, 50 to 60, 60 to 70, 70 to 80, 80 to 90, and 90 to 100.

• Face Parsing: Face parsing involves dividing a facial image into distinct regions such as eyes, nose, mouth, and other
facial features.

• Crowd Counting: Crowd counting involves estimating the number of people present in an image, typically in a crowded
scene.

• Tools Retrieval: This task involves selecting the correct sequence of API function calls from a set of multiple-choice
options based on a given question. Each question describes a specific use case scenario that demands a tailored sequence
of API functions to achieve desired results, such as identity verification, emotion detection, or demographic analysis.

We append each question with the instruction, ‘Please answer the question and provide only the correct option letter, e.g.,
A, B, C, D.’ to ensure standardized outputs, making it easier to extract the predicted option. We append the same instruction
for zero-shot inference as well.

For the chain-of-thought evaluation setting, we append each question with the instruction, ‘Please think step
by step and provide your reasoning before giving the final answer. Include the final correct answer option at the end of your
answer.’, to encourage the model to reason before making its final prediction.
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C.7. Implementation Details
To ensure reproducibility and efficiency, we utilized the open-source VLMEvalKit [21] for all experiments. The
VLMEvalKit provides a comprehensive framework for evaluating vision-language models, streamlining the experimen-
tal workflow. Below, we outline the key libraries and parameter settings used in our implementation:
• VLMEvalKit: We utilized the official open-source implementation, available at https://github.com/open-
compass/VLMEvalKit.

• PyTorch: All experiments were conducted using PyTorch version 2.1.2.
• Hugging Face Transformers: We leveraged open-source MLLMs hosted on Hugging Face. Following the VLMEvalKit

documentation, we used the corresponding Transformer packages for the respective models.
• NumPy: Version 1.21.2was employed for efficient numerical computations, particularly for array and matrix operations.
• Matplotlib and Seaborn: For data visualization, we used Matplotlib version 3.4.3 and Seaborn version 0.11.2.

D. Results
In this section, we provide additional results as an extension of the main paper. We also showcase several failure cases and
include more details on the baselines to facilitate easier reproducibility.

D.1. Baselines
We detail the sources of the pretrained models we use in the paper for evaluation.
• GPT-4o: The API key can be found at https://platform.openai.com/docs/api-reference/introduction.
• Gemini 1.5 Pro: The API key can be found at https : / / ai . google . dev / gemini - api / docs ?

gad _ source = 1 & gclid = Cj0KCQiA6Ou5BhCrARIsAPoTxrBNiYImqyaX _ VkK97FSSAtzQ2nAfN _ _Ksk _

hJut5SdzpVxrWvVOsBQaAqpVEALw_wcB.
• PaliGemma 3b Mix 448: The model is available at https://huggingface.co/google/paligemma-3b-mix-448.
• LLaVA-OneVision Qwen2 0.5b: The model can be accessed here https://huggingface.co/llava-hf/llava-

onevision-qwen2-0.5b-ov-hf.
• VILA1.5-3b: The model can be found here https://huggingface.co/Efficient-Large-Model/VILA1.5-3b.
• Chameleon 7b: The model is provided by Meta and available at https://huggingface.co/facebook/chameleon-
7b.

• Eagle-X4-8b-Plus: The model is accessible at https://hf.rst.im/NVEagle/Eagle-X4-8B-Plus.
• Idefics-9b-Instruct: The pretrained model is available at https://huggingface.co/HuggingFaceM4/idefics-9b-
instruct.

• LLaVA v1.5 7b: The model can be found here https://huggingface.co/liuhaotian/llava-v1.5-7b.
• Monkey-Chat: We obtained the pretrained model released by its author https://huggingface.co/echo840/

Monkey-Chat.
• MiniCPM-Llama3-V-2.5: The pretrained model can be found here https://huggingface.co/openbmb/MiniCPM-
Llama3-V-2_5.

• LLaVA-NeXT-Interleave-7b: The pretrained model is available at https://huggingface.co/lmms-lab/llava-
next-interleave-qwen-7b.

• LLaVA-OneVision Qwen2 7b SI: The pretrained model is available at https://huggingface.co/lmms-lab/llava-
onevision-qwen2-7b-si.

• Idefics2-8b: The pretrained model is available at https://huggingface.co/HuggingFaceM4/idefics2-8b.
• Mantis-SIGLIP-8b: The pretrained model is available at https://huggingface.co/TIGER-Lab/Mantis-8B-
siglip-llama3.

• Phi-3.5 Vision: The model is provided by Microsoft and available at https://huggingface.co/microsoft/Phi-
3.5-vision-instruct.

• LLaVA-OneVision Qwen2 7b OV: The pretrained model is available at https://huggingface.co/lmms-lab/
llava-onevision-qwen2-7b-ov.

• Qwen2-VL-7b-Instruct: The pretrained model is available at https://huggingface.co/Qwen/Qwen2-VL-7B-
Instruct.

• InternVL2-8b: The pretrained model is available at https://huggingface.co/OpenGVLab/InternVL2-8B.
• Idefics-80b-Instruct: The pretrained model is available at https://huggingface.co/HuggingFaceM4/idefics-
80b-instruct.
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• LLaVA v1.5 13b: We obtained the pretrained model released by its author https://huggingface.co/liuhaotian/
llava-v1.5-13b.

• VILA1.5-13b: The model is accessible at https://huggingface.co/Efficient-Large-Model/VILA1.5-13b.
• CogVLM2-19b: The pretrained model is accessible at https://huggingface.co/THUDM/cogvlm2-llama3-chat-
19B.

• InternVL-Chat-v1.5: The model is accessible at https://huggingface.co/OpenGVLab/InternVL-Chat-V1-5.
• VILA1.5-40b: The pretrained model is provided at https://huggingface.co/Efficient-Large-Model/VILA1.
5-40b.

• LLaVA-OneVision Qwen2 72b OV: The pretrained model can be accessed here https://huggingface.co/lmms-

lab/llava-onevision-qwen2-72b-ov.
• InternVL2-76b: The pretrained model is available at https://huggingface.co/OpenGVLab/InternVL2-Llama3-
76B.

• Qwen2-VL-72b-Instruct: The pretrained model is available at https://huggingface.co/Qwen/Qwen2-VL-72B-
Instruct.

Model Vision Encoder LLM LLM Size
PaliGemma [9] SigLIP-So400m Gemma-2B 2B
LLaVA-OneVision-0.5b-OV [47] SigLIP-So400m Qwen2-0.5b 0.5B
VILA 1.5-3b [54] SigLIP-So400m Sheared LLaMA-2.7b 2.7B
Eagle-X4-8B-Plus [85] Mixture of Vision Encoder LLama3-8b-instruct 8B
Idefics2-8b [41] SigLIP-So400m Mistral-7B-v0.1 7B
Idefics-9b-instruct [40] CLIP-ViT-H-14-laion2B-s32B-b79K LLama-7b 7B
LLaVA-v1.5-7b [57] CLIP ViT-L-14 Vicuna-7b 7B
Monkey-Chat [53] ViT-BigG-2b Qwen-7b 7B
MiniCPM-Llama3-v-2.5 [114] SigLIP-So400m Llama3-8B-Instruct 8B
LLaVA-OneVision-7b-SI [47] SigLIP-So400m Qwen-7b 7B
LLaVA-NeXT-Interleave-7b [48] SigLIP-So400m Qwen1.5-7b 7B
Phi-3.5-Vision [1] CLIP ViT-L/14 phi-3.5-mini 3.8B
LLaVA-OneVision-7b-OV [47] SigLIP-So400m Llama3-8B-Instruct 8B
Qwen2-VL-7b-Instruct [103] ViT-H Qwen2 7B
InternVL2-8B [12] InternViT-300M-448px Internlm2_5-7b-chat 7B
CogVLM2-19b [26] EVA-CLIP Llama-3-8B-Instruct 8B
Idefics-80b-instruct [40] CLIP-ViT-H-14-laion2B-s32B-b79K LLama-65b 65B
LLaVA-v1.5-13b [57] CLIP ViT-L-14 Vicuna-13b 13B
VILA 1.5-13b [54] SigLIP-So400m Vicuna-13b 13B
Mantis-SIGLIP-8b [32] SigLIP-So400m LLama-8b 8B
InternVL-Chat-v1.5 [12] InternViT-6B-448px-V1-5 InternLM2-Chat-20B 20B
LLaVA-OneVision-72b-OV [47] SigLIP-So400m Qwen-72B 72B
Qwen2-VL-72b-Instruct [103] ViT-H Qwen2 72B
InternVL2-76B [12] InternViT-6B-448px-V1-5 Hermes-2-Theta-Llama-3-70B 70B

Table D.1. Vision encoder, LLM and LLM size of the baseline models

D.2. Results Across Tasks

To provide additional insights, we summarize the task-wise performance of various models in Table D.2. We observe that
models struggle with tasks such as head pose estimation, crowd counting, and deepfake detection. Conversely, tasks like
gender prediction, facial expression recognition, and high-resolution face recognition are comparatively easier. Additionally,
we present the results of selected models under the "in-context" and "chain-of-thought" evaluation settings in Table D.3 and
Table D.4, respectively. We observe a consistent drop in performance, indicating that the models are not capable of effectively
processing in-context information and fail to reason in tasks related to face understanding.
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Table D.2. Performance of various models across all evaluation tasks of FaceXBench.
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D.3. Failure Cases

We conducted a failure case analysis using top-performing models, namely GPT-4o, Qwen2-VL, and InternVL2. As part of
this analysis, we present one question from each task to illustrate the failure cases. Our observations reveal that these models
struggle to answer basic questions related to face understanding, highlighting the need for a dedicated benchmark to monitor
the progress of MLLMs in this domain.

Age Estimation

Question: <image 1><image 2> Identify the person who is most likely in 20-29 age group.
Option:
(A) None of the Above
(B) Image 1
(C) Image 2
(D) Both Images

<image 1> <image 2>

GPT-4o: (A) None of the above
Prediction: ✗

Qwen2-VL: C
Prediction: ✗

InternVL2: (B) Image 1
Prediction: ✗

Ground Truth: (D) Both Images
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Gender Prediction

Question: <image 1><image 2><image 3> Which images depict female individuals?
Option:
(A) Image 3
(B) Image 1, Image 2
(C) Image 3, Image 1
(D) Image 1

<image 1> <image 2> <image 3>

GPT-4o: (D) Image 1
Prediction: ✗

Qwen2-VL: C
Prediction: ✓

InternVL2: (C) Image 3, Image 1
Prediction: ✓

Ground Truth: (C) Image 3, Image 1
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Race Estimation

Question: <image 1><image 2><image 3> Which images depict people of the same race?
Option:
(A) Image 2, Image 3
(B) Image 1, Image 2
(C) None of the above
(D) Image 1, Image 2, Image 3

<image 1> <image 2> <image 3>

GPT-4o: C) None of the above
Prediction: ✓

Qwen2-VL: B
Prediction: ✗

InternVL2: (B) Image 1, Image 2
Prediction: ✗

Ground Truth: (C) None of the above
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High-Resolution Face Recognition

Question: <image 1><image 2><image 3><image 4> How many unique identities are present in
these images?
Option:
(A) 3
(B) 2
(C) 4
(D) 1

<image 1> <image 2> <image 3> <image 4>

GPT-4o: B
Prediction: ✗

Qwen2-VL: C
Prediction: ✗

InternVL2: (C) 4
Prediction: ✗

Ground Truth: (A) 3
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Low-Resolution Face Recognition

Question: <image 1><image 2><image 3><image 4><image 5> The first image is of person A.
The same person A is present in which of these images?
Option:
(A) Image 3 and Image 5
(B) Image 2 and Image 3 and Image 4
(C) Image 4 and Image 5
(D) Image 2 and Image 5

<image 1> <image 2> <image 3> <image 4> <image 5>

GPT-4o: I can’t determine if the same person is in multiple images.
Prediction: ✗

Qwen2-VL: D
Prediction: ✗

InternVL2: (D) Image 2 and Image 5
Prediction: ✗

Ground Truth: (A) Image 3 and Image 5
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Celebrity Identification

Question: <image 1> What is the name of this celebrity?
Option:
(A) Alison Brie
(B) Callan Mulvey
(C) Paul Soter
(D) Ashley Eckstein

<image 1>

GPT-4o: I don’t know who this person is.
Prediction: ✗

Qwen2-VL: D
Prediction: ✗

InternVL2: (D) Ashley Eckstein
Prediction: ✗

Ground Truth: (A) Alison Brie
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Face Anti-spoofing

Question: <image 1><image 2> Which statement best describes the images?
Option:
(A) Image 1 is bonafide and Image 2 is attack
(B) Image 1 is attack and Image 2 is bonafide
(C) Both images are bonafide
(D) Both images are attacks

<image 1> <image 2>

GPT-4o: B
Prediction: ✗

Qwen2-VL: B
Prediction: ✗

InternVL2: (B) Image 1 is attack and Image 2 is bonafide
Prediction: ✗

Ground Truth: (D) Both images are attacks
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Deepfake Detection

Question: <image 1><image 2><image 3> How many images are real?
Option:
(A) 2
(B) 1
(C) 3
(D) 0

<image 1> <image 2> <image 3>

GPT-4o: (A) 2
Prediction: ✓

Qwen2-VL: C
Prediction: ✗

InternVL2: (C) 3
Prediction: ✗

Ground Truth: (A) 2
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Attributes Prediction

Question: <image 1><image 2><image 3> Which images have a person with the attribute ’Pointy
Nose’?
Option:
(A) Image 2, Image 3
(B) Image 1, Image 3
(C) Image 1
(D) Image 1, Image 2

<image 1> <image 2> <image 3>

GPT-4o: (B) Image 1, Image 3
Prediction: ✗

Qwen2-VL: B
Prediction: ✗

InternVL2: (C) Image 1
Prediction: ✓

Ground Truth: (C) Image 1
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Facial Expression Recognition

Question: <image 1><image 2> Which image has a person with the expression ’sad’?
Option:
(A) Neither
(B) Image 1
(C) Both
(D) Image 2

<image 1> <image 2>

GPT-4o: A
Prediction: ✗

Qwen2-VL: A
Prediction: ✗

InternVL2: (D) Image 2
Prediction: ✓

Ground Truth: (D) Image 2
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Headpose Estimation

Question: <image 1><image 2><image 3><image 4> How many images have a person with the
yaw angle of headpose orientation in range 0 to 10?
Option:
(A) 3
(B) 1
(C) 0
(D) 2

<image 1> <image 2> <image 3> <image 4>

GPT-4o: D) 2
Prediction: ✗

Qwen2-VL: B
Prediction: ✓

InternVL2: (B) 1
Prediction: ✓

Ground Truth: (B) 1
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Face Parsing

Question: <image 1> Which of the following regions is not present or is segmented out with white color?
Option:
(A) nose
(B) left eye
(C) hair
(D) face

<image 1>

GPT-4o: A
Prediction: ✗

Qwen2-VL: B
Prediction: ✓

InternVL2: (C) hair
Prediction: ✗

Ground Truth: (B) left eye
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Crowd Counting

Question: <image 1> Estimate the count of people present in this image.
Option:
(A) 20 to 24
(B) 25 to 29
(C) 35 to 39
(D) 30 to 34

<image 1>

GPT-4o: C) 35 to 39
Prediction: ✗

Qwen2-VL: D
Prediction: ✗

InternVL2: (B) 25 to 29
Prediction: ✓

Ground Truth: (B) 25 to 29
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Tools Retrieval

Question: At a large gathering, the system identifies celebrities and tracks their expressions. Expressions are
ignored if a spoof attempt is detected. Which sequence of API function calls is suitable?
Option:
(A) api_8-identify_celebrity, api_10-track_expression_over_time, api_4-detect_spoofing
(B) api_8-identify_celebrity, api_10-detect_spoofing, api_4-track_expression_over_time
(C) api_8-identify_celebrity, api_4-spoof_confidence_score, api_10-track_expression_over_time
(D) api_8-identify_celebrity, api_4-spoof_confidence_score, api_10-detect_expression

GPT-4o: A
Prediction: ✗

Qwen2-VL: A
Prediction: ✗

InternVL2: A
Prediction: ✗

Ground Truth: (B) api_8-identify_celebrity, api_10-detect_spoofing, api_4-track_expression_over_time

E. Ethical Considerations
In this work, we have ensured that all datasets were obtained exclusively from their official repositories to maintain their
integrity, authenticity, and alignment with the original intent of the data creators. This practice mitigates risks associated
with data tampering or unauthorized use. Wherever necessary, we have reviewed, acknowledged, and signed the appropriate
license agreements to fully comply with the terms and conditions specified by the data and model providers. By doing so,
we aim to respect intellectual property rights and uphold the highest ethical standards. Additionally, to promote transparency
and reproducibility, we provide source links to all open-source models utilized in our study.
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