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Abstract

We propose a trait-specific image generation method that
models forehead creases geometrically using B-spline and
Bézier curves. This approach ensures the realistic gener-
ation of both principal creases and non-prominent crease
patterns, effectively constructing detailed and authentic
forehead-crease images. These geometrically rendered im-
ages serve as visual prompts for a diffusion-based Edge-
to-Image translation model, which generates corresponding
mated samples. The resulting novel synthetic identities are
then used to train a forehead-crease verification network.
To enhance intra-subject diversity in the generated sam-
ples, we employ two strategies: (a) perturbing the control
points of B-splines under defined constraints to maintain
label consistency, and (b) applying image-level augmenta-
tions to the geometric visual prompts, such as dropout and
elastic transformations, specifically tailored to crease pat-
terns. By integrating the proposed synthetic dataset with
real-world data, our method significantly improves the per-
formance of forehead-crease verification systems under a
cross-database verification protocol.

1. Introduction

Biometrics is a technology that leverages unique physio-
logical or behavioral traits—such as fingerprints, facial fea-
tures, or voice patterns—to verify an individual’s identity.
It is primarily used in security and access control, offering a
more secure and reliable alternative to traditional passwords
or PINs. With its combination of convenience and robust
fraud prevention capabilities, biometrics is increasingly be-
ing integrated into smartphones, banking systems, and bor-
der security applications, driving its widespread adoption
across various sectors.

Biometric traits are widely used for identity verification,
relying on unique physiological or behavioral characteris-
tics specific to each individual. Established modalities such

as fingerprints, facial recognition, iris patterns, and voice
analysis are commonly employed in various applications,
including border control, due to their high level of accu-
racy—particularly when captured under controlled condi-
tions. These technologies have proven to be reliable and
effective in ensuring secure authentication. In addition to
these well-established methods, researchers are exploring
emerging biometric traits to address limitations and expand
the range of secure identification options. One such inno-
vation is the use of forehead creases, which analyze the dis-
tinctive patterns formed by the creases on an individual’s
forehead. This approach offers a valuable alternative in sce-
narios where traditional biometric modalities may be less
effective, such as when fingerprints are damaged, facial fea-
tures are obstructed, or environmental factors affect voice
recognition. By introducing unconventional traits like fore-
head creases, biometric systems gain greater versatility and
resilience, enabling robust authentication even in challeng-
ing conditions.

The use of forehead-creases as biometric identifiers
was first studied in [4] and [21]. Their methods yielded
strong verification performance using a closed-set match-
ing protocol, while failed significantly in open-set match-
ing [4]. However, [23] introduced a more challenging cross-
database verification protocol, revealing the need for bet-
ter generalization. The advent of generative models, such
as Diffusion Models [20] and GANs [&], offers promis-
ing avenues for addressing these challenges. By generat-
ing high-quality synthetic biometric data, these models can
augment existing datasets, enabling more robust training.
When combined with real-world data, this approach has the
potential to significantly enhance the generalization capa-
bilities of recognition systems, making them more effective
in diverse and real-world scenarios.

The study in [23] addresses the challenge of limited
forehead-crease image data but falls short as their proposed
subject-agnostic approach lacks intra-class diversity. While
GANSs [8] are prone to mode collapse, training diffusion
models on biometric modalities with limited data can re-
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Figure 1. Proposed Method: Geometrically rendered visual prompts use an Edge-to-Forehead Creases model to generate novel synthetic
IDs. Principal creases are rendered using B-spine curves on j** row r; of a 6 x 6 grid with start, control and end points: sj, pj, and, ej,
while non-prominent creases are plotted using Bézier curves on 7} formed by merging two consecutive cells uj,. The spatial position for

each crease is decided by a random grid mask M. The rounded box with a

the remaining three in a

sult in overfitting [18] and identity leakage. For crease-
based biometric modalities, we assert to use a generative
model that learns from the edge and texture domains to ac-
curately capture fine-grained crease patterns. Recent ad-
vancements have explored generating unique synthetic IDs
using Bézier curves, as demonstrated in studies on palm-
prints [26], [22], and [13]. These approaches highlight
the potential of geometry-driven methods in synthesizing
biometric traits, paving the way for their application in
forehead-crease generation. A similar strategy could ad-
dress the specific challenges associated with crease-based
biometrics by capturing subtle details while maintaining di-
versity and identity fidelity.

In this paper, we present a trait-specific biometric im-
age generation technique designed to address the challenges
of modalities with limited data availability. The proposed
approach leverages B-splines and Bézier curves to ensure
diversity, realism, and adaptability across various capture

background (top) indicates the training phase, while

background (bottom) denotes the inference stage pipeline. Best viewed in color.

conditions of forehead biometrics. The key contributions of

this work are summarized as follows ':

* We propose an algorithm based on a dynamically gener-
ated grid mask that geometrically models forehead-crease
patterns using B-splines and Bézier curves, with well-
defined constraints, to synthesize unique visual prompts.

» These unique visual prompts are used as input dur-
ing inference in a diffusion-based edge-to-image transla-
tion network, which is trained with dilated self-quotient
edge maps and their corresponding forehead-crease im-
age pairs. This process generates novel synthetic fore-
head biometrics IDs.

* To further enhance the intra-subject diversity of syn-
thetic IDs, we perturb the control points of the paramet-
ric curves and apply augmentations to the visual prompts,
ensuring the generation of diverse mated samples while
maintaining label consistency.

ICode and Synthetic Datasets: github.com/abhishektandon/bspline-fc
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In subsequent sections, we discuss the related literature
of crease-based biometric data generation and recognition
in Section 2. We elaborate our proposed method in Sec-
tion 3, discuss the experimental protocol in Section 4, and
present our results with discussions in Section 5 for quali-
tative synthetic data generation and cross-database verifica-
tion performances.

2. Related Work

BézierPalm [26] visualizes intermediate feature maps
of palmprint ROI images using a squeeze-and-excite op-
eration, highlighting the importance of crease patterns for
palmprint recognition. Motivated by these findings, they
generate novel palmprint identities using Bézier curves. To
enhance intra-subject diversity, they superimpose the gen-
erated creases onto random images from the ImageNet [5]
dataset. RPG-Palm [22] further refines this process by us-
ing a threshold [12] to filter overlapping identities and pro-
poses a framework where mated samples are generated us-
ing their Image-to-Image (I2I) GAN model along with an
identity loss function. PCE-Palm [13] introduces a learn-
able module based on Gaussian-MFRAT kernels [12] to
enhance texture patterns in the BézierPalm images. Re-
cently, GenPalm [9] generate a synthetic palmprint biomet-
rics database with 12,000 unique identities using their pro-
posed ID-ControlNet module conditioned on image quality
of palmprint ROIs via text prompts.

Our work closely follows the literature on crease-based
biometric image generation but also draws inspiration from
the medical field, where experts propose surgical proce-
dures for the treatment of forehead creases [2] [1]. Due to
anatomical variations and differing forehead muscle activity
in individuals, physicians recommend dividing the forehead
region into a ”’12-zone map” [2] to accurately define injec-
tion points for effective treatment. Building on this con-
cept, we propose a geometric model for forehead creases on
a grid-based canvas, using carefully defined parameters to
capture all possible variations of forehead creases through
B-splines and Bézier curves, subject to well-established
constraints.

3. Proposed Methodology

Figure 1 presents the block diagram of the proposed
method for reliable forehead-creases verification. The ap-
proach begins by training a diffusion-based Image-to-Image
translation model [16] on real forehead-creases images [4]
and their corresponding edge maps, generated through a
self-quotient operation followed by dilation. Once the
model is trained, it is used to generate novel synthetic IDs
by inferring unique visual prompts. These visual prompts
are created by geometrically simulating forehead creases
using B-spline and Bézier curves on a grid-based canvas.

The spatial positioning of the creases is defined by a ran-
domly generated grid mask and the control points of the
curves. To enhance diversity within the synthetic mated
samples, the visual prompts are further augmented, and the
control parameters of the curves are perturbed while main-
taining the identity consistency of the generated samples.

3.1. Edge Extraction

Given an i*" ROI forehead-creases image I f of a subject
7 from a biometric database [4] consisting of d enrolled IDs,
we extract the crease patterns using image processing. Each
image is smoothened using Gaussian blur (kernel size of
15 x 15, with standard deviation ¢ = 30.0) and enhanced
using a self-quotient operation which is further binarized
(Otsu’s thresholding), dilated (3 x 3 kernel, 1 iteration) and
inverted to obtain an edge map denoted as *?I; (Figure 1

and 2).
(b) Gausslan Blur (c) Self Quotient Image

(a) Grzyscale Image
- /
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Figure 2. Edge Extraction: A forehead-creases image at each pre-
processing stage (a)-(f) to obtain the final edge map (f).

The self-quotient operation enhances crease patterns and
is less sensitive to external factors such as irregular lighting
[15], however, excessive dilation can lead to the loss of fine
crease details. Each dilated-self quotient image *7I] and
its corresponding forehead-creases image I, f act as training
image pairs for a diffusion-based Image-to-Image transla-
tion model [16]. The ROI segmentation strategy to obtain
I f from masked-face images is the same as described in [4].

3.2. Edge-to-Forehead Creases Generative Network

We utilize a diffusion-based Image-to-Image Translation
network BBDM [ 16] that takes (*?17, I}) as training image
pairs. It defines the diffusion trajectory directly between
the edge map and target image pairs. The overall training
objective is defined as:

— (Ve +rily — o)1 (D)

where y and x( are training image pairs for the diffusion
model, and ¢ is the noised edge map at time ¢ according to
the equation:
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The trajectory ratio r is 4, variance d; = 2 - (ry — ) and
maximum time step 7' = 1000. A UNet-based model [6]



€4(.) predicts the noise added to the edge map at time ¢
during training. During inference, it can generate multiple
forehead-creases images given unseen edge maps as input.
We refer to this pre-trained model as Edge2F'C' in later sec-
tions.

3.3. Geometric Visual Prompts Generation

Bézier curves are parametric curves defined by a start
point, an endpoint and one or more control points. How-
ever, they only allow global control, i.e. shape of the whole
curve changes if one of the control points is altered. B-
spline curves, on the other hand, offer localized control by
dividing the curve into segments using knot vectors [19].
Our goal is to simulate forehead-creases with well-defined
constraints geometrically. The resulting visual prompts act
as control inputs to the pre-trained Edge2F'C model. To
achieve this, we first define the nomenclature based on
which the semantic or spatial orientation of the creases is
defined.

3.3.1 Principal Creases:

Based on observations from the real forehead-creases im-
ages database [4], we identify certain creases are prominent,
i.e. horizontally span a major length of the forehead, and
can vary from upto 6 in number. We define these creases as
principal creases.

3.3.2 Non-prominent Creases:

We refer to creases that are smaller in length and scat-
tered between two principal creases or other similar creases
as non-prominent creases. B-splines very well capture
the non-symmetrical nature of forehead-creases. Principal
creases are therefore rendered using b-splines, while non-
prominent creases, which are less complex in shape, are
plotted using bézier curves as shown in Figure 1.

3.3.3 Dynamic Grid Mask Generation

The drawing canvas is divided into a 6 x 6 grid, where each
row either contains a principal crease or non-prominent
creases, which is decided by a randomly generated grid
mask. A principal crease always spans over an entire row,
covering each 1 x 1 unit cell u of a row r;. For non-
prominent creases, a row is split into three 1 x 2 dimension
cells, merging two adjacent unit cells into one.

We sample the number of rows from a uniform distri-
bution r ~ U(3, 6), i.e. a subset rows of the canvas
grid. Among the chosen rows, principal creases are sam-
pled uniformly ¢ ~ U(1, r), and consequently, the num-
ber of rows 7 with non-prominent creases are sampled
from U(1, r — r¢). For a given row r, each of the three
merged cells, may contain w ~ U(1, 3) non-prominent

creases. This can effectively be represented as a dynamic
array M = {mq,ma, ..., mg} such that:

True; for a principal crease

m; € W, for a non-prominent crease 3)
None; for no crease

where W = {wj,ws, w3} is a sub-array and w; €

{T'rue, None}. If m; takes the value True, control points
for a principal crease will be sampled, and the curve will
be represented by a B-spline curve of degree d. ~ U (3, 4).
The coefficients of the curve is estimated using splrep func-
tion of scipy library”. If m; is a sub-array W, it is repre-
sented by a degree d,, = 2 Bézier curve®’. M is padded
with None values at the start and end if < 6 such that the
creases are plotted at the center of the canvas.

3.3.4 Sampling Control Points

After a dynamic mask is generated randomly, the parame-
ters of the curves are sampled and a curve is interpolated.
Since the b-spline representation of a principal crease c al-
ways spans a complete row 7§, the start and end points (s§
and ¢f) of the curve are sampled from the center of the first
and last unit cell (i.e. u¢ and u}).

The control points denoted as P = {Py, Ps,..., P 42}
where P; := (z;, y;). First, these points are uniformly
placed on the baseline axis, i.e. the line joining s§ and
e5. Then, the x and y-coordinates of the control points are
marginally perturbed by m (0.3 < m < 0.6):

Af = random(—m, m) (5)

For non-prominent creases, a simple bézier curve with a
start, end and a single control point is chosen, and its param-
eters are sampled in a similar manner, except it spans across
a1l x 2 cell, instead of an entire row. The randomly gen-
erated dynamic mask and the control points sampling tech-
nique geometrically models the patterns in real forehead-
creases, resulting into unique synthetic IDs.

3.4. Intra-Subject Diversity

We observe a lack of intra-subject diversity in the mated
samples generated from the Edge2FC model (evident from
”BSpline-FC” dataset in Table 3). To solve this, we carry
out two techniques:

Zhttps://docs.scipy.org/doc/scipy/reference/interpolate. html
3https://bezier.readthedocs.io/en/stable/
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3.4.1 Control Point Diversity (CPD):

As described in Section 3.3, we use the localized control
property of b-splines to achieve intra-subject diversity with
label consistency. For a given synthetic ID and its parameter
array corresponding to its dynamic grid mask, we perturb
the array by adding a small random noise to all its param-
eters (equation 4 and 5) and generate the mated samples.
Note that this does not alter the ID as the location of the
creases is already fixed in the grid mask for a given ID.

3.4.2 Visual Prompt Diversity (VPD):

We identify suitable augmentations that directly mould the
visual prompt in the input space so that gets reflected in the
generated output. These augmentations range from dropout,
elastic transform, piecewise affine, perspective transforms,
etc., based on the imgaug library*. The variations and re-
sultant samples using both techniques can be found in Fig-
ure 6.

4. Experimental Setup

In this section, we highlight the real datasets and various
synthetic datasets sampled using our proposed method that
are used in training and evaluating a forehead-creases ver-
ification system [4] while following a cross-database veri-
fication protocol. We discuss our performance evaluation
protocol, where we carry out three experiments to validate
the robustness of our proposed method.

4.1. Real Datasets:

We use the real FH-V1 dataset [4] with 247 subjects
in our experiments (Table 2), and to obtain training im-
age pairs for the Edge2F'C model. For evaluation, an
additional dataset (FH-V2)/ was introduced in [23] that is
used for cross-database verification with 29,200 genuine
and 8,497, 200 imposter matching pairs. Additional details
about these datasets can be found in [4] and [23].

4.2. Synthetic Datasets:

We sample 247 synthetic identities (for a fair comparison
with the subject-agnostic SA-PermuteAug synthetic dataset
proposed in [23]). 10 synthetic forehead-creases (FC) im-
ages are sampled using the E'dge2F'C model for one input
visual prompt with low variations. When visual prompts are
perturbed to achieve control-point diversity (CPD), one im-
age is sampled for each of the 10 perturbed edge maps. Sim-
ilarly, one image corresponding to each of the 14 augmen-
tations (Section 3.4.2) is sampled to achieve visual prompt
diversity (VPD). The resulting synthetic databases used in
all our evaluations are summarised in Table 1 with appro-
priate suffixes. For a fair comparison, the subject-specific

“https://imgaug.readthedocs.io/en/latest/

synthetic databases in [23] are not included, as they rely on
real IDs to generate the corresponding synthetic poses and
are not novel synthetic IDs.

Synthetic Dataset  Venue  Subjects Images
SA-PermuteAug 1JCB’24 247 2717
BSpline-FC Ours 247 2470
BSpline-CPD Ours 247 2470
BSpline-VPD Ours 247 3458
DiffEdges-FC Ours 247 2470
DiffEdges-VPD Ours 247 2470

Table 1. Synthetic Databases used in our evaluations.

Furthermore, we also train an unconditional DDPM
[6] on dilated self-quotient images to generate new edge
maps that are translated using the Edge2F'C' model (Pre-
fix "DiffEdges” are used in Tables 2 and 3 to denote these
datasets). We also apply VPD to these edge maps, how-
ever, CPD cannot be applied on the same because these edge
maps are static and lack local control, unlike b-splines.

4.3. Forehead-Creases
(FHCVS):

We use FHCVS model [4] as the backbone network, i.e.
ResNet-18 [10] followed by spatial [7] and channel atten-
tion modules [24], and trained using AdaFace [ 14] and focal
loss [17].

Training Curriculum: We observe a significant gap be-
tween real and synthetic data (Table 3) that affects the per-
formance of FHCVS when both data are merged. To miti-
gate this gap and prevent the model from overfitting on syn-
thetic data, we propose a training curriculum that gradu-
ally increases the amount of synthetic data the recognition
model is trained on. We start by fine-tuning the real base-
line model and introduce a random subset of 50 synthetic
IDs along with real data. On convergence, training is con-
tinued for a new set of 50 synthetic IDs, along with real and
synthetic data of the previous cycle, and so on (Here 50 is
chosen to limit the total number of cycles and reduce com-
putational complexity). Finally, the best-performing model
of all cycles (in terms of EER), is fine-tuned on real data.

Verification = System

4.4. Performance Evaluation Protocol

We evaluate the performance of FHCVS [4] to showcase
the efficacy of our proposed synthetic databases by conduct-
ing the following three experiments:

* Experiment 1: This experiment leverages the Real
(FH-V1) dataset and the Subject-Agnostic dataset [23]
to train the FHCVS model both with and without the
proposed training curriculum. The results demonstrate
the effectiveness of the curriculum in enhancing model
performance. Once trained, the FHCVS model serves
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Figure 3. Comparison: Synthetic IDs from (a) SA-PermuteAug [23], (b) BSpline-VPD, and, (c) DiffEdges-VPD datasets. DiffEdges-VPD
offers higher realism (Table 3), however both offer comparable quantitative performance (Table 2).

as a feature extractor to generate embeddings for probe
and gallery images in the (FH-V2) dataset, adhering
to a cross-database matching protocol.

* Experiment 2: The proposed B-spline
databases—comprising low-diversity (FC), con-
trol point diversity (CPD), and visual prompt diversity
(VPD)—are each merged with the FH-V1 (real)
dataset and used to train the FHCVS model while
adhering to the proposed training curriculum. As
demonstrated in Experiment 1, the absence of the
training curriculum results in poor performance.
Therefore, for consistency and simplicity, all sub-
sequent experiments implement this strategy. This
experiment underscores the effectiveness of incorpo-
rating visual prompt diversity in training. Similar to
Experiment 1, the FHCVS model trained on synthetic
data is utilized as a feature extractor for cross-database
evaluation on the real (FH-V2)/ dataset, further
validating its robustness.

* Experiment 3: This experiment evaluates the effec-
tiveness of our proposed method for sampling syn-
thetic forehead creases by geometrically modeling
them using B-splines, compared to directly estimat-
ing the underlying data distribution of forehead-crease
edge maps. Interestingly, both methods demonstrate
comparable performance. To further enhance results,
we propose merging the two databases, which yields
improved performance when evaluating the FHCVS
on the (FH-V2)  dataset. These findings emphasize the
robustness and effectiveness of the overall approach.

5. Experimental Results

In this section, we mention the evaluation metrics used in
our experiments, present the qualitative performance of the
synthetic datasets, the quantitative performance of FHCVS
trained on real and synthetic datasets, and discuss our key
observations.

5.1. Evaluation Metrics

To evaluate the quality of the synthetic forehead-creases
images, we report the Fréchet Inception Distance (FID)
score [11], intra-subject diversity [3], and Structural Sim-
ilarity Index Measure (SSIM) [25] in Table 3. For quanti-
tative evaluation of the FHCVS, we present the Equal Error
Rate (EER), True-Match Rate (TMR) @ False-Match Rate
(FMR) at 0.1% and 0.01% in Table 2.

5.2. Qualitative Evaluation

The qualitative results are reported in Table 3 on each
database mentioned in Table 1. The FID score [11] mea-
sures how close the synthetic forehead-creases images are
to the real data distribution. To measure structural similar-
ity, we take the first synthetic pose of an ID (that is gen-
erated without any variation), and measure its SSIM score
with the remaining poses of the same ID. Finally, the av-
erage SSIM score is calculated over all the identities in the
database.

Table 3 indicates an improved intra-subject diversity
with visual prompt augmentations than control-point vari-
ations and outperforms S A synthetic data proposed in [23],
with a maximum of 19.198 and 28.238 for BSpline-VPD



Experiments Train Database

Train Curriculum EER (%) |

TMR (%) @ FMR (%) =

01(%)1T 0.01(%) 71
FH-V1 (Real) X 12.35 40.12 22.46
Experiment 1 Real + SA-PermuteAug [23] X 13.76 33.62 17.04
Real + SA-PermuteAug [23] v 10.53 51.43 32.97
Real + BSpline-FC v 10.03 57.06 41.83
Experiment 2 Real + BSpline-CPD v 10.05 55.13 39.21
Real + BSpline-VPD v 9.18 57.44 40.39
Real + DiffEdges v 9.49 56.73 38.87
Experiment 3 Real + DiffEdges-VPD v 9.42 58.49 42.19
Real + (DiffEdges + BSpline)-VPD v 9.63 59.23 43.63

Table 2. Quantitative results on Real (FH-V1 [4]), subject-agnostic synthetic data (SA-PermuteAug [23]) and synthetic IDs sampled using
our proposed methods (Table 1), when used as training databases. We use FHCVS model [4] as the backbone with AdaFace [14] and Focal
Loss [17]. All trained models are used as feature extractors for cross-database evaluation on (FH—VZ)' dataset.

and DiffEdges-VPD databases respectively. This showcases
the effectiveness of using VPD while CPD contributes less
towards enhancing diversity within mated samples, which
is also evident from Figure 6.

Synthetic Dataset FID| Diversity T SSIM 1
SA-PermuteAug [23]  55.999 11.236 0.834
BSpline-FC 184.334 15.679 0.829
BSpline-CPD 185.001 15.962 0.663
BSpline-VPD 162.709 19.198 0.739
DiffEdges-FC 76.984 13.558 0.926
DiffEdges-VPD 67.776 28.238 0.796

Table 3. Qualitative Evaluation of Synthetic Datasets

However, the results suggest a lack of realism in the syn-
thetic samples generated using b-spines that obtain higher
FID scores. The reason can be attributed to a lack of tex-
tures in visual prompts used during inference, while the
FEdge2FC model is trained on texture-rich dilated self-
quotient images. Improving textures to improve fidelity is
essential [13] and can be addressed in future work.

(c) DiffEdges-VPD

(a) FH-V1 (b) BSpline-VPD

Figure 4. Intermediate feature maps visualization for images from
(a) FH-V1 (Real), (b) BSpline-VPD, and, (c) DiffEdges-VPD
datasets. Despite high FID scores, the verification model mainly
focuses on creases rendered using b-splines in (b), while both
creases and textures in (a) and (c). Features maps resized from
(112,112) for a better visualization.

DiffEdges databases (Figure 3), although, do offer some
competitive realism compared to the SA dataset. In terms
of structural similarity, we observe the expected trade-off
between SSIM and diversity. Low diversity datasets (SA

and FC) show higher SSIM than higher diversity datasets
(VPD and CPD).

5.3. Cross-Database Matching Results

For each evaluation in Table 2, a synthetic database is
merged with the real FH-V1 dataset, thereby resulting in
247 x 2 = 494 identities that are utilized to train the FHCVS
[4]. First, the SA-PermuteAug dataset [23] is used and
the proposed training curriculum (Section 4.3) is followed.
We observe a drop in EER from 13.76% to 10.53% and
an improvement in TMR@FMR=(0.1 / 0.01%) rates from
33.62% / 17.04% to 51.43% / 32.97% when the training
curriculum is used, outperforming the real baseline (EER
12.35%, TMR 40.12% / 22.46%). This suggests the ef-
fectiveness of the proposed curriculum in bridging the gap
between real and synthetic data while training. Since the
method shows performance gains, the rest of the experi-
ments follow the same strategy.

FH-V1 (‘Real) 4
Real + SA-PermuteAug

Real + SA-PermuteAug (TC) ——
Real + BSpline-FC

Real + BSpline-CPD ——

70 e~ Real + BSpline-VPD

Real + DiffEdges

Real + DiffEdges-VPD

60 - Real + (DiffEdges + BSpline)-VPD —— 7

©
S
T

®
S
T

50 - —

40 B

30 -

10 —

False Non Match Rate (FNMR) (%)

L
0.001 10

0.1 1
False Match Rate (FMR) (%)

Figure 5. Combined DET curve for comparative analysis among
all different experiments.The x-axis is in log scale.



Despite the lack of realism shown in Table 3,
BSpline databases outperform SA dataset, which was
trained both with or without training curriculum, amongst
which BSpline-VPD performs the best in terms of EER
(9.18%) and a TMR@FMR=0.1% of 57.44%, while
BSpline-FC performs the best with 41.83% in terms of
TMR@FMR=0.01%. This can be attributed to the im-
portance of creases in intermediate feature maps as shown
in [26] via squeeze-and-excite operations, also conclusive
from intermediate feature maps Figure 4. Moreover, this
also highlights the importance of increased intra-subject di-
versity with visual prompt augmentations (Table 3).

[ = —1— |

Figure 6. Mated samples from a synthetic ID showcasing control
point diversity (CPD) and visual prompt diversity (VPD). VPD
offers higher intra-subject diversity than CPD (Table 3), enhancing
the verification performance of FHCVS (Table 2).

DiffEdges-VPD outperforms BSpline-VPD with a TMR
of 58.49% (at FMR=0.1%) and 42.19% (at FMR=0.01%),
while the later performing the best in terms of EER (9.18%).
Furthermore, we merge 50% IDs from BSpline-VPD and
DiffEdges-VPD databases respectively without shuffling,
and the resultant database (247 synthetic IDs) along with the
real FH-V1 data, outperforms every other training dataset
with a TMR of 59.23% (at FMR=0.1%) and 43.63% (at
FMR=0.01%). The training curriculum relies on gradual
learning shifts from one dataset type to another, thereby en-
forcing the training from a less complex synthetic b-spline
creases database towards synthetic images of higher fidelity
sampled using unconditional diffusion. While we acknowl-
edge geometrically modeling complex real-world forehead-
creases images via parametric curves to generate realistic
forehead-creases can be a challenging task, the results show
that the FHCVS benefits from both, synthetic IDs sam-
pled using b-splines that provide localized spatial control
of creases, as well as creases learnt via generative model-
ing. The combined DET plot for all experiments is shown
in Fig. 5, while the t-SNE visualization comparing image
embeddings of 1¢ ten FH-V1 real IDs and BSpline-VPD
synthetic IDs are presented in Figure 7.

6. Limitations

As discussed in Section 5.3, geometrically rendering
forehead creases does not fully capture the complexity of

real-world images and requires substantial domain knowl-
edge, especially given that forehead creases are a relatively
new biometric modality. Additionally, the proposed ap-
proach does not effectively handle textures and skin tones,
reducing the overall fidelity of the synthetic samples in
some extreme cases. Future research could focus on re-
fining texture patterns in the B-spline-based visual prompts
and conditioning the Edge2F C' model to produce consis-
tent skin colors for a given synthetic identity. This may lead
to more realistic synthetic samples and improved model per-
formance.
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Figure 7. t-SNE visualization: Real (FH-V1) and Synthetic
(BSpline-VPD) image embeddings for 15 ten IDs.

7. Conclusion

We introduce a generalized parametric forehead-crease
model that employs B-spline and Bézier curves on a dynam-
ically generated grid mask, operating under well-defined
constraints to sample novel edge maps (visual prompts).
These prompts are then used to produce new synthetic
IDs through a diffusion-based Edge-to-ForeheadCreases
(Edge2FC) image translation generative network. In ad-
dition, we train an unconditional DDPM on dilated self-
quotient images to generate further edge maps for the
Edge2FC model. To enhance intra-subject diversity, we
apply visual prompt augmentations to the edge maps be-
fore synthesizing new IDs. Our experimental results in-
dicate that a forehead-crease verification model trained on
both synthetic and real data achieves improved equal error
rates and true matching rates, surpassing the baseline model
trained solely on real identities. This demonstrates the ef-
ficacy of our approach in enriching the training data and
ultimately strengthening the verification process.
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