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Abstract

Existing face identity (FaceID) customization methods
perform well but are limited to generating identical faces
as the input, while in real-world applications, users of-
ten desire images of the same person but with variations,
such as different expressions (e.g., smiling, angry) or an-
gles (e.g., side profile). This limitation arises from the lack
of datasets with controlled input-output facial variations,
restricting models’ ability to learn effective modifications.

To address this issue, we propose CrossFaceID, the first
large-scale, high-quality, and publicly available dataset
specifically designed to improve the facial modification ca-
pabilities of FaceID customization models. Specifically,
CrossFaceID consists of 40,000 text-image pairs from ap-
proximately 2,000 persons, with each person represented
by around 20 images showcasing diverse facial attributes
such as poses, expressions, angles, and adornments. Dur-
ing the training stage, a specific face of a person is used
as input, and the FaceID customization model is forced to
generate another image of the same person but with altered
facial features. This allows the FaceID customization model
to acquire the ability to personalize and modify known fa-
cial features during the inference stage. Experiments show
that models fine-tuned on the CrossFaceID dataset retain
its performance in preserving FaceID fidelity while signifi-
cantly improving its face customization capabilities.

To facilitate further advancements in the FaceID cus-
tomization field, our code, constructed datasets, and trained
models are fully available to the public.

1. Introduction
Face identity (FaceID) customization is an important im-

age generation task [18, 23, 27, 25, 8, 16, 26, 36], allowing
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users to achieve personalized facial customization using a
pre-trained text-to-image diffusion model. Although exist-
ing methods demonstrate effectiveness, they exhibit a sig-
nificant limitation: they can only generate images with the
exactly same face as the input, while in real-world applica-
tions, users often desire images of the same individual but
with variations, such as different facial expressions (e.g.,
smiling) or angles (e.g., side profile), shown in Figure 1.

This issue is primarily due to the lack of such a FaceID
customization dataset where input and output faces exhibit
controlled variations. In current datasets for training face
customization models, the input and output faces in the
dataset are often identical [15, 3, 40, 19]. This setup re-
stricts the model’s ability to learn effective facial feature
modifications during training, instead reinforcing its focus
on maintaining face consistency. Consequently, the model
struggles during inference when it is required to modify fa-
cial features while preserving FaceID consistency due to the
lack of relevant training experience.

To address the above issue, in this paper, we propose
CrossFaceID, the first large-scale, high-quality, and pub-
licly available dataset specifically designed to improve the
facial modification capabilities of FaceID customization
models. Specifically, to obtain multiple public images of
the same person, CrossFaceID gathered 40,000 images from
approximately 2,000 celebrities, with each celebrity repre-
sented by around 20 images showcasing diverse facial at-
tributes such as poses, expressions, angles, and adornments.
To annotate these images, we use GPT-4 to generate de-
tailed descriptions for these 40,000 images, particularly fo-
cusing on the facial features of the individuals, resulting in
a set of 40,000 one-to-one text-image pairs.

In this way, during the training stage, we start with a pre-
trained FaceID customization model to ensure a solid foun-
dation for preserving FaceID fidelity. Then, we employ a
cross-training method, where a specific face of a person is
used as input, and the pre-trained model is forced to gen-
erate another image of the same person but with altered fa-
cial features. This allows the pre-trained FaceID customiza-
tion model to acquire the ability to personalize and modify
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Figure 1. An example illustrating the limitations of existing FaceID customization models in generating images of the same individual with
variations. Here, we use the same image of a girl as the input, paired with two different text prompts. In Case 1, the desired output is
an image of the person with smiling, and in Case 2, the goal is an image of the person facing right and wearing sunglasses. The results
clearly show that the two leading FaceID customization models, IP-Adapter [37] and InstantID [34], perform well in preserving the exact
same face as the input image but fail to customize the input face as specified—such as adding a smile for Case 1 or generating a right-
facing person with sunglasses for Case 2. In contrast, the model trained on our proposed CrossFaceID dataset effectively addresses these
shortcomings, successfully generating a smiling face for Case 1 and a right-facing person wearing sunglasses for Case 2.

known facial features during the fine-tuning process.
Trained on our CrossFaceID dataset, we achieve compa-

rable performance in preserving FaceID fidelity when com-
pared to the widely used FaceID customization frameworks,
InstantID [34] and IP-Adapter [37], while also significantly
enhancing their ability to customize FaceID. The contribu-
tion of this work can be summarized as follows:

1 We collect CrossFaceID, a high-quality, publicly avail-
able dataset designed to improve the facial modifica-
tion capabilities of FaceID customization models.

2 The model fine-tuned on the CrossFaceID dataset re-
tains its performance in preserving FaceID fidelity
while significantly improving its face customization
capabilities, showing the effectiveness of the dataset.

3 Our code, models, and datasets are fully available
to the public, supporting further advancements in the
FaceID customization field.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows:

• Section 2 reviews studies related to text-to-image mod-
els and FaceID customization.

• Section 3 details on the construction of CrossFaceID.

• Section 4 focuses on the training and inference pro-
cesses utilizing our constructed CrossFaceID dataset.

• Section 5 presents experimental results evaluating the
effectiveness of CrossFaceID.

• Section 6 concludes this work.

2. Related Work

2.1. Text-to-image Models

Text-to-image refers to the process of generating im-
ages from textual descriptions using pre-trained image gen-
eration models [24, 6, 7, 23, 25, 27, 13]. These models
are trained to understand the relationship between textual
input and visual content, enabling them to create images
that match the given description. Thanks to the success of
the transformer model [33], most early text-to-image ap-
proaches can be broken down into two stages: (1) using an
image encoder, such as DARN [10], PixelCNN [31], Pix-
elVAE [11], or VQ-VAE [32], to convert an image into
several tokens; and (2) training the model to predict these
image tokens based on the provided text input within the
transformer framework [33]. Recently, diffusion models
[28, 29, 18, 5, 23, 27, 25, 2, 13] have emerged as the new
state-of-the-art approach for image generation, offering in-
novative solutions for the text-to-image task. In this ap-
proach, the text prompt is first encoded into embeddings
using a pre-trained language model such as T5 [22] or CLIP
[21], and then these encoded embeddings are used to guide
the diffusion process, resulting in the generation of high-
quality images. For example, GLIDE [18] employs a cas-
caded diffusion architecture with CLIP [21] as the text en-
coder to condition on natural language descriptions, facil-
itating both image generation and editing. Imagen [27]
adopts T5 [22], a generic large language model pre-trained
on text-only corpora, as the text encoder of diffusion mod-
els, to further enhance the text understanding.



2.2. ID Customization

FaceID customization for text-to-image models refers
to the process of personalizing the text-to-image genera-
tion model by tailoring it to better recognize, and gener-
ate facial features and attributes specific to individual users
[30, 37, 38, 4, 34, 35, 17, 19]. Most of these works are
optimization-free methods, which directly encode FaceID
information into the generation process. For instance, Face0
[30] substitutes the last three text tokens with the projected
face embedding in the CLIP [21] space, using the result-
ing combined embedding to guide the diffusion process.
In a similar vein, PhotoMaker [17] adopts a related ap-
proach but enhances its ability to extract FaceID embed-
dings by fine-tuning specific Transformer [33] layers in the
image encoder and merging the class and image embed-
dings. Additionally, IP-Adapter [37] and InstantID [34]
leverage FaceID embeddings from a face recognition model
rather than CLIP image embeddings, ensuring consistent ID
representation. However, these methods primarily concen-
trate on improving FaceID fidelity while overlooking cus-
tomization. As illustrated in Figure 1, due to the complex
architecture required to preserve FaceID, it is challenging
for them to customize the generated face simply by modi-
fying the input prompt. For example, generating an image
of a person smiling when the input face does not show a
smile becomes difficult. In this paper, we address this is-
sue by altering only the composition of the training data,
without changing the model structure. Extensive experi-
ments demonstrate that our approach can effectively modify
or preserve the input FaceID based on the input text prompt.

3. Dataset Construction: CrossFaceID

In this section, we provide details on the dataset con-
struction of CrossFaceID, which aims to address the issue
in existing FaceID customization datasets, where input and
output faces do not exhibit controlled variations. The con-
struction process starts with images of the same individ-
ual. Next, we gather multiple images that showcase the
person under varying facial attributes, such as different ex-
pressions, angles, or adornments. Using GPT-4 [1], we then
generate detailed textual descriptions for each image, par-
ticularly focusing on the facial features of the individual,
resulting in a dataset of one-to-one text-image pairs.

3.1. Image Collection

To gather multiple public images of the same individ-
ual, we focus on celebrities, as they have numerous pub-
licly available images on the Internet showcasing variations
in facial features. As a result, we crawled approximately
60K images from 1626 celebritys.

Statists Number

Total Celebrities 1626
Total Images 40596
Average Images Per Celebrity 24.9
Medium Images Per Celebrity 7
Maximum Images Per Celebrity 111
Minimum Images Per Celebrity 2

Table 1. The image statistics for the cleaned CrossFaceID dataset.

3.2. Image Filtering

The collected images from the Internet may include
noise, such as blurred faces or low resolution, which could
significantly impact the quality of the subsequent FaceID
customization models. To address this issue, we manu-
ally established rules to carefully select high-quality images
suitable for FaceID customization training:

(1) The image must include faces, with a maximum
of three faces allowed. This condition is based on two key
reasons: firstly, when an image contains multiple faces, the
model may have difficulty identifying which face to focus
on, potentially mixing up facial features between individu-
als. Secondly, during the inference stage, the trained FaceID
customization model is typically designed to work with a
single primary face. Limiting the number of faces ensures
consistency with the inference process.

(2) The image resolution must be at least 512x512 or
higher. High-resolution images generally contain finer fa-
cial details, such as subtle expressions, skin texture, and
small features like wrinkles or dimples. As a result, they
offer richer visual information for the FaceID customiza-
tion model to analyze, leading to improved feature extrac-
tion and more effective learning.

(3) The face should be at least 4% of the image. This is
because larger facial regions provide more pixels dedicated
to facial features, enabling the FaceID customization model
to better capture details such as expressions, and facial tex-
tures, which are critical for FaceID customization. As for
the number “4%”, it was determined through iterative re-
finements and validated via human and model evaluations.

The detailed statistics for the remaining dataset are
shown in Table 1. After cleaning, we ensure that the col-
lected images include faces that are clear and of adequate
size. Examples of cleaned images are shown in Figure 2.2.

3.3. Image Annotations with GPT-4o

Since the crawled images lack captions, which are essen-
tial for training FaceID customization models, we leverage
GPT-4o [14] to annotate these images. This annotation pro-
cess generate detailed textual descriptions with a specific
emphasis on the individual’s facial features.

Given a person image, we prompt GPT-4o [14] to gener-



Figure 2. Images sampled from our constructed CrossFaceID dataset are presented. From top to bottom, the display includes six persons,
each occupying one row with six images showing different expressions and angles: (1) No Expression: a straight-faced person with no
expression, (2) Smile: a person with a smiling face, (3) Sad: a person with a sad expression, (4) Rise: a person with his or her face rising
up, (5) Side: a person with his or her face turned to one side, and (6) Wearing Glasses: a person wearing glasses.

ate detailed textual descriptions. The designed prompt can
be decomposed into the following three aspects:

(1) Task overview,

“Your goal is to using less than 4 fluent sentences to gen-
erate short, descriptive captions for this image.”
which emphasizes that the task is an annotation task, and the



generated captions should be concise and not overly lengthy
to avoid negatively impacting the latter training process.

(2) Instructions on face description,
“Note that your description should be as detailed as pos-

sible to describe the features of the face in the image.”
which instructs GPT-4o to focus on providing detailed de-
scriptions of the facial features in the image within the con-
straints of the output length. It should avoid elaborating
extensively on non-essential background information, such
as character actions, attire, or surroundings, as these are not
central to our following FaceID customization task.

(3) Precautions,
“Please note that your answer should not include any

tabulation format.”
which prevents GPT-4 from generating structured descrip-
tions. This is due to our observations in experiments where
GPT-4 tended to create structured outputs. For instance,
when given the following image:

the image description that GPT-4o outputs is as follows:

1. Hair: Short and neatly styled brown hair with a
slightly spiked texture on the top, adding volume.

2. Eyes: Bright blue eyes framed by well-groomed
eyebrows, giving an intense and focused look.

3. Nose: Straight and proportionate nose, comple-
menting the facial symmetry.

4. Mouth: Neutral expression with closed lips, sub-
tly emphasizing the jawline.

5. Facial Hair: Trimmed goatee and short mus-
tache, enhancing the rugged yet polished appearance.

6. Expression: Confident and composed, with a
slight hint of seriousness, fitting a professional or for-
mal setting.

which provides a quick overview of the image’s content,
but it is not ideal for training FaceID customization models.
During inference, users are more likely to provide free-form

descriptions rather than structured text. Training with struc-
tured descriptions could make it difficult for the model to
effectively interpret unstructured, natural language inputs.

Then, we use the above designed prompt to interact with
GPT-4o [14] for annotating the crawled images. The pa-
rameters for this process are configured as follows:

model = gpt-4o, temperature = 0, top p = 1, fre-
quency penalty = 0, presence penalty = 0, max token =
4096

Figure 3 shows the distribution of various facial features
(e.g., smile, neutral and wearing glasses) within our Cross-
FaceID dataset. Next, we will describe how to utilize these
data to fine-tune FaceID customization models and perform
inference using the trained model.

Figure 3. The distribution of various facial features (e.g., expres-
sions and angles) within our CrossFaceID dataset.

4. CrossFaceID Based FaceID Customization

In this section, we first provide an overview of the fun-
damental concepts for training face ID customization mod-
els in Section 4.1. Following that, we delve into the train-
ing and inference processes utilizing our constructed Cross-
FaceID dataset in Section 4.2.

4.1. Preliminaries

4.1.1 Diffusion Models

Diffusion models [12, 25, 20] are a class of generative mod-
els that have gained prominence for their ability to generate
high-quality, realistic data, such as images, by simulating
a gradual process of transforming random noise into struc-
tured data. Specifically, during each training process, noise
ϵ is sampled and added to the input image x0 based on a



noise schedule (i.e., Gaussian noise). This process yields a
noisy sample xt at timestep t:

xt = αtx + σtϵ, ϵ ∼ N (0, I) (1)

where αt and σt are the coefficients of the adding noise
process, essentially representing the noise schedule. Then
the diffusion model ϵθ is forced to predict the normally-
distributed noise ϵ with current added noisy xt, time step
t, and condition information C, where commonly C repre-
sents the embedded text prompt. For optimization process:

L(θ) = Ex0,C,t,ϵ∼N (0,I)∥ϵ − ϵθ(xt, C, t)∥2 (2)

where t ∈ [0, T ] is the sampled diffusion step.
The inference stage begins with a sample of pure noise

(Gaussian noise), represented by xT , where T is a prede-
fined number of timesteps. This random noise is the initial
state, representing a completely unstructured and meaning-
less input. Then, for each timestep t, the model takes the
noisy image xt at step t as the input, and incorporates the
text prompt as the condition C to predict the clean image
or the noise that should be removed to get closer to the fi-
nal clean image x0. The predicted noise ϵθ is then used to
update the noisy image, denoising it step by step:

xt−1 = αtxt − σtϵθ(xt, C, t) (3)

where αt and σt are two coefficients controlling the denois-
ing process. Finally, over several timesteps T , the noise is
gradually removed, resulting in a high-quality image.

4.1.2 IP-Adapter

IP-Adapter [37] is a method for enabling image prompt
capabilities alongside text prompts, without altering the
original text-to-image models. It utilizes a distinct decou-
pled cross-attention mechanism, embedding image features
through several extra cross-attention layers, while keeping
the other model parameters intact. Specifically, in original
diffusion models, the text features from the CLIP [21] or
T5 [22] text encoder are incorporated into the model by in-
putting them into the cross-attention layers. Given the latent
image features Z and the text features Ctext, the output of

cross-attention Z
′

can be expressed as:

Z
′

= Attention(Q,K, V ) = Softmax(QK
T

√
d

)V,

Q = ZWq,K = CtextWk, V = CtextWv

(4)

where Q, K, and V represent the query, key, and value
matrices in the attention operation, respectively, while Wq ,
Wk, and Wv are the weight matrices of the learnable layers.

To further incorporate face ID, IP-Adapter [37] adds a
new cross-attention layer for each cross-attention layer in
the original diffusion model. Similarly, given the face ID

features Cid, the output of ID cross-attention Z
′′

is:

Z
′′

= Attention(Q,K
′

, V
′

) = Softmax(Q(K
′

)T√
d

)V
′

,

Q
′

= ZW
′

q,K
′

= CidW
′

k, V
′

= CidW
′

v

(5)

where Q
′

, K
′

, and V
′

represent the query, key, and value

matrices in the attention operation, respectively, while W
′

q ,

W
′

k, and W
′

v are the weight matrices of the learnable layers.

The text cross-attention Z
′

and the ID cross-attention Z
′′

are added, resulting the final decoupled attention Z
final:

Z
final

= Z
′

+ λ ⋅ Z
′′

= Attention(Q,K, V ) + λ ⋅ Attention(Q,K
′

, V
′

)

= Softmax(QK
T

√
d

)V + λ ⋅ Softmax(Q(K
′

)T√
d

)V
′

(6)
where λ is a weight factor.

During the training stage, IP-Adapter only optimizes the
related linear layers within the decoupled cross-attention
while keeping the parameters of the diffusion model fixed:

LIP (θ) = Ex0,Ctext,Cid,t,ϵ∼N (0,I)∥ϵ−ϵθ(xt, Ctext, Cid, t)∥2

(7)
For the inference phase, the IP-Adapter progressively de-

noises the input noise to generate the customized face im-
age, following the same process as the basic diffusion mod-
els described in Section 4.1.1, so we do not reiterate it here.

4.1.3 InstantID

InstantID [34] is an improved version of IP-Adapter [37],
designed to generate customized images with different
poses or styles based on a face ID image, while maintaining
high fidelity. It can be decomposed into three key compo-
nents: (1) FaceID Embedding, which extracts facial infor-
mation using advanced visual models; (2) Spatial Facial In-
formation Extraction, which encodes fine-grained features
from the face image as supplementary spatial facial data to
improve the face ID embedding; and (3) Image Adapter,
which utilizes cross-attention similar to IP-Adapter to com-
bine the face ID embedding with the text embedding.

FaceID Embedding. For a given image, a pre-trained
face model is used to detect the face and encode it as the face



Figure 4. The results demonstrate the performance of FaceID customization models in maintaining FaceID fidelity. For models, “InstantID”
refers to the official InstantID model, while “InstantID + CrossFaceID” represents the model further fine-tuned on our CrossFaceID dataset.
“LAION” denotes the InstantID model pre-trained on our curated LAION dataset, and “LAION + CrossFaceID” refers to the model further
trained on the CrossFaceID dataset. These results indicate that (1) for both the official InstantID model and the LAION-trained model, the
ability to maintain FaceID fidelity remains consistent before and after fine-tuning on our CrossFaceID dataset, and (2) the model trained
on our curated LAION dataset achieves comparable performance to the official InstantID model in preserving FaceID fidelity.

ID embedding. This encoded face ID embedding serves as a
supplementary input to the text embeddings, helping guide
the diffusion model in generating the desired image.

Spatial Facial Information Extraction. In contrast to
IP-Adapter [37], which combines coarse-grained face infor-
mation with text prompts, InstantID [34] utilizes five facial
key points (two for the eyes, one for the nose, and two for
the mouth) as supplementary facial features to refine the en-
coded face ID embedding. To achieve this goal, InstantID
[34] first employs a pre-trained face model to extract five
key points (two for the eyes, one for the nose, and two for
the mouth) from the input image as spatial control signals.
These signals are then encoded using a ControlNet [39],
which enhances the extracted face ID embedding. By inte-
grating spatial facial information, this approach minimizes
the influence of spatial constraints and avoids overempha-
sizing redundant features, such as face shape or mouth clo-
sure, thereby preserving the editability of the image.

Image Adapter. InstantID [34] adopts the approach of IP-
Adapter [37] by utilizing decoupled cross-attention to com-
bine text prompts with the enhanced FaceID embedding:

Final Attention = Attention(Text) + λ ⋅ Attention(FaceID)
(8)

where λ is a weight factor.
During the training phase, InstantID [34] employs the

same approach as IP-Adapter [37], optimizing only the rel-
evant linear layers within the decoupled cross-attention and
the ControlNet [39] used for encoding spatial facial infor-
mation, while leaving the parameters of the pre-trained dif-
fusion model unchanged:

LIn(θ) = Ex0,Ctext,Cid,t,ϵ∼N (0,I)∥ϵ−ϵθ(xt, Ctext, Cid, t)∥2

(9)
While during the inference phase, it iteratively denoises the
input noise to generate the customized face image, which is
the same as we detailed in Section 4.1.1.

4.2. FaceID Customization on CrossFaceID

4.2.1 Training

During the training phase, we keep the training structure of
FaceID customization unchanged as described in Section 4,
while modifying the arrangement of the input and output.



Formally, supposed that the collected dataset includes
N persons, with each person represented by n triples
(yimage, ytext, yface) triples, where yimage denotes an im-
age of the person, ytext represents the corresponding text
description, and yface refers to the extracted face from
yimage. Firstly, we use one image of a person, yiimage, 0 ≤

i ≤ n, as the input image x0, and its corresponding text
description y

i
text as the text condition Ctext. However, for

the face condition Cid, we do not use its corresponding face
y
i
face. Instead, we select a different random face of the same

person, yjface, where j ≠ i. Then, the subsequent training
step follows the same procedure as standard FaceID cus-
tomization models detailed in Section 4.1. Noise ϵ is sam-
pled and added to the input image x0 according to a pre-
defined noise schedule (e.g., Gaussian noise), resulting in
a noisy sample xt at timestep t. The diffusion model ϵθ is
then trained to predict the normally distributed noise ϵ using
the current noisy image xt, the timestep t, the text condition
Ctext, and the face condition Cid. For optimization process:

L(θ) = Ex0,Ctext,Cid,t,ϵ∼N (0,I)∥ϵ − ϵθ(xt, Ctext, Cid, t)∥2

(10)
where t ∈ [0, T ] is the sampled diffusion step.

For settings, we follow the approach outlined in Instan-
tID [34] focusing on single-person images and utilizing a
pre-trained face model, Antelopev22, to detect and extract
face ID embeddings from human images. During training,
only the parameters of the Image Adapter and IdentityNet
are updated, while the pre-trained text-to-image model re-
mains frozen. Our experiments are conducted using the
SDXL-1.0 model on 16 NVIDIA H800 GPUs (80GB) with
a batch size of 2 per GPU.

4.2.2 Inference

The inference process follows the same approach as the dif-
fusion models outlined in Section 4.1.1. It begins with a
sample of Gaussian noise, represented by xT , where T is
a predefined number of timesteps. This initial state, com-
posed entirely of unstructured noise, serves as the starting
point, representing a meaningless input image. At each
timestep t, the model takes the noisy image xt as the input
and utilizes the text prompt condition Ctext and the input
face condition Cid to predict the clean image or the noise
that should be removed, progressively refining the image
towards the final clean output x0. The predicted noise ϵθ is
then used to update the noisy image, denoising step by step:

xt−1 = αtxt − σtϵθ(xt, Ctext, Cid, t) (11)

where αt and σt are two coefficients controlling the denois-
ing process. Over several timesteps T , the noise is gradually

2https://github.com/deepinsight/insightface

removed, ultimately producing a customized, clean image.

5. Experiments
To assess the effectiveness of CrossFaceID, we train

the state-of-the-art FaceID customization model, InstantID
[34], as well as its original version, IP-Adapter [37], us-
ing our constructed CrossFaceID dataset. We then perform
comparative experiments to evaluate both FaceID fidelity
and FaceID customization capabilities.

5.1. Main Results

In this section, we conduct experiments to separately
evaluate the FaceID fidelity and FaceID customization ca-
pabilities of models trained on our constructed Cross-
FaceID dataset. For clarity, we refer to the official In-
stantID model as “InstantID,” and the model further fine-
tuned on our CrossFaceID dataset as “InstantID + Cross-
FaceID.” Similarly, the InstantID model pre-trained on our
curated LAION dataset is referred to as “LAION,” while the
model further trained on our CrossFaceID dataset is called
“LAION + CrossFaceID.” Below are results showing their
abilities in FaceID fidelity and FaceID customization.

5.1.1 FaceID Fidelity

Figure 4 illustrates the performance of FaceID customiza-
tion models in maintaining FaceID fidelity. From these re-
sults, we can conclude that (1) for both the official InstantID
model and the LAION-trained model, the ability to main-
tain FaceID fidelity remains consistent before and after fine-
tuning on our CrossFaceID dataset. Such as the case 1, all
models, including the two fine-tuned on the CrossFaceID
dataset generate the exact same girl as the input image and
wearing shirt in a garden as the input text “a beautiful girl
wearing casual shirt in a garden”. This demonstrates that
our constructed CrossFaceID dataset does not compromise
the FaceID fidelity performance of these FaceID customiza-
tion models. (2) The model trained on our curated LAION
dataset demonstrates performance comparable to the offi-
cial InstantID model in maintaining FaceID fidelity. For
instance, in case 2, both the official InstantID model and
the LAION-trained model successfully generate the desired
images based on the input. This ensures the fairness of our
experiments when further fine-tuning CrossFaceID on mod-
els with comparable baseline performance.

5.1.2 FaceID Customization

Figure 5 demonstrates the performance for FaceID cus-
tomization models in customizing or editing FaceID. From
these results, we can clearly observe an improvement in
the models’ ability to customize FaceID after being fine-
tuned on our constructed CrossFaceID dataset. For exam-

https://github.com/deepinsight/insightface


Figure 5. The results of the performance for FaceID customization models in customizing or editing FaceID. Here, ”InstantID” represents
the official InstantID model, while ”InstantID + CrossFaceID” refers to the model fine-tuned on our CrossFaceID dataset. Similarly,
”LAION” denotes the InstantID model pre-trained on our curated LAION dataset, and ”LAION + CrossFaceID” refers to the model further
fine-tuned on the CrossFaceID dataset. From these results, we can clearly observe an improvement in the models’ ability to customize
FaceID after being fine-tuned on our constructed CrossFaceID dataset.

ple, in case 3, although the input image features a smiling
girl, both CrossFaceID models, “InstantID + CrossFaceID”
and “LAION + CrossFaceID,” successfully generate images
of the girl without a smile, appearing slightly sad as speci-
fied by the input text, “a girl looks a little sad.” Moreover,
the two CrossFaceID models effectively customize the input
person by generating a man wearing sunglasses for case 2
(“a man is wearing sunglasses”) and a man wearing a mask
for case 4 (“a man is wearing a mask”).

5.2. Quantitative Results

To more effectively evaluate the effectiveness of our
CrossFaceID dataset, we conduct quantitative experiments
on two test sets: CrossFaceID-test and Unsplash-50 [9].
Due to the lack of test sets for evaluating the abilities of
models in customizing FaceID, we collected CrossFaceID-
test. CrossFaceID-test consists of 200 text-image pairs
sourced from the Internet. For each image, we include a
version of the same person with a different facial expression

or angle, allowing us to assess the models’ performance in
generating reference images that align with the input text
and given face. For Unsplash-50 [9], it includes 50 text-
image pairs, which can be utilized to quantify the models’
performance in maintaining FaceID fidelity.

For evaluation metrics, we use the following: (1) Face
Sim, which calculates the FaceID cosine similarity between
the input face and the face extracted from the generated im-
age, providing a direct estimate of the difference between
the generated and input faces. It is important to note that
Face Sim is evaluated only on the Unsplash-50 test set. This
is because, for CrossFaceID-test, the objective is for the
model to generate an image with a face that differs from
the input face. As a result, Face Sim may not be suitable for
assessing this specific goal; (2) CLIP-T [21], which evalu-
ates the model’s ability to follow prompts; and (3) CLIP-I
[21], which measures the CLIP image similarity between
the original image and the image after FaceID insertion.

Results are shown in Table 2. From these results,



Model CrossFaceID-test Unsplash-50
CLIP-T↑ CLIP-I↑ Face Sim↑ CLIP-T↑ CLIP-I↑

IP-Adapter [37] 0.19 0.62 0.57 0.24 0.61
InstantID [34] 0.24 0.69 0.61 0.27 0.68
LAION 0.25 0.71 0.62 0.28 0.70

Ours (Fine-tuned on CrossFaceID)
IP-Adapter + CrossFaceID 0.25 (+0.04) 0.67 (+0.05) 0.59 (+0.02) 0.27 (+0.03) 0.67 (+0.06)
InstantID + CrossFaceID 0.30 (+0.06) 0.76 (+0.07) 0.62 (+0.01) 0.32 (+0.05) 0.74 (+0.06)
LAION + CrossFaceID 0.31 (+0.06) 0.79 (+0.08) 0.63 (+0.01) 0.34 (+0.06) 0.75 (+0.05)

Table 2. Quantitative results of different FaceID customization models on CrossFaceID-test and Unsplash-50, and we highlight the highest
score in bold.

Model Cusomization Fidelity Quality
Min Max Avg Min Max Avg Min Max Avg

IP-Adapter [37] 0 3 1.2 1 3 1.7 2 4 3.01
InstantID [34] 0 3 1.64 3 5 4.17 3 5 4.36
LAION 0 3 1.65 3 5 4.2 3 5 4.38

Ours (Fine-tuned on CrossFaceID)
IP-Adapter + CrossFaceID 2 4 2.95 1 3 1.62 2 4 2.98
InstantID + CrossFaceID 3 5 4.02 3 5 4.17 3 5 4.40
LAION + CrossFaceID 3 5 4.21 3 5 4.21 3 5 4.43

Table 3. Human evaluations of different FaceID customization models based on three criteria: (1) Customization, (2) Fidelity and (3)
Quality, and we highlight the highest score in bold.

we can observe that after fine-tuning on our CrossFaceID
dataset, the model achieves improvement on all metrics.
For instance, the CLIP-I metric on the CrossFaceID-test
dataset improves from 0.71 (LAION) to 0.79 (LAION +
CrossFaceID), while the CLIP-T metric on the Unsplash-
50 dataset increases from 0.28 (LAION) to 0.34 (LAION
+ CrossFaceID). These findings further validate the effec-
tiveness of our CrossFaceID dataset in adhering to user de-
scriptions to both customize the input face and maintain the
input face’s identity within the generated images.

5.3. Human Evaluations

While automated evaluations, as conducted above, effec-
tively measure objective aspects like FaceID fidelity and
prompt adherence, they fall short in assessing subjective
qualities, such as whether the customized face accurately
represents the requested attributes (e.g., expressions or an-
gles) while maintaining resemblance to the input person.
To address this limitation, we incorporate human evalua-
tions into our experiments. In this way, we collected 200
celebrity faces from the Internet and manually designed
prompts to force the evaluated FaceID models to gener-
ate images showing different expressions and angles (e.g.,
smile, sadness, turning head and wearing attire). The gen-
erated images are then evaluated by 10 human participants,
who score them based on three criteria: (1) Customization:
whether the generated image accurately follows the input

prompt to customize the given face, (2) Fidelity: whether
the generated image retains the identity of the input face,
and (3) Quality: the overall quality of the generated image.
The scores range from 0 to 5, with 0 indicating the poorest
quality and 5 representing the highest quality.

The results are shown in Table 3. From these results,
we can observe that: (1) In terms of customization, pre-
vious FaceID customization models demonstrate very lim-
ited customization capabilities, with average scores of only
1.2 for the IP-Adapter model and 1.64 for the InstantID
model. However, after fine-tuning on our CrossFaceID
dataset, their customization abilities improve significantly,
such as an increase from 1.65 (LAION) to 4.21 (LAION +
CrossFaceID). (2) Regarding fidelity, the ability to maintain
FaceID fidelity remains stable before and after fine-tuning
on our CrossFaceID dataset. For example, 4.17 (Instan-
tID) vs. 4.17 (InstantID + CrossFaceID) and 4.2 (LAION)
vs. 4.21 (LAION + CrossFaceID). (3) In terms of qual-
ity, the fine-tuning process on our CrossFaceID dataset does
not degrade the quality of the generated images but instead
slightly improves it, such as an increase from 4.38 (LAION)
to 4.43 (LAION + CrossFaceID).

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose CrossFaceID, the first large-
scale, high-quality, and publicly available dataset specifi-



cally designed to improve the facial modification capabili-
ties of FaceID customization models. Specifically, Cross-
FaceID consists of 40,000 text-image pairs from approx-
imately 2,000 persons, with each person represented by
around 20 images showcasing diverse facial attributes such
as poses, expressions, angles, and adornments. During the
training stage, a specific face of a person is used as input,
and the FaceID customization model is forced to generate
another image of the same person but with altered facial
features. This allows the FaceID customization model to ac-
quire the ability to personalize and modify known facial fea-
tures during the training process, thus improving its FaceID
customization abilities during the later inference stage.

We perform comprehensive experiments to demonstrate
the effectiveness of our CrossFaceID dataset, revealing that
models fine-tuned on this dataset maintain their ability to
preserve FaceID fidelity while significantly enhancing their
face customization capabilities. Moreover, to support fur-
ther progress in the FaceID customization domain, we have
made our code, datasets, and models publicly available.
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