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Figure 1. Comparison between PCE-Palm [22] and the proposed Diff-Palm. (a) PCE-Palm adopts conditional GAN with Bézier creases
[48] as input to generate palmprint datasets. Diff-Palm introduces a polynomial crease and a novel diffusion model for synthesizing datasets
with adjustable intra-class variations. (b) The average performance of recognition models, trained on three types of datasets (real data, PCE-
Palm generated, and Diff-Palm generated) and evaluated on five public datasets. (FT: Fine-tune) Code: https://github.com/Ukuer/Diff-Palm

Abstract

Palmprint recognition is significantly limited by the lack of
large-scale publicly available datasets. Previous methods
have adopted Bézier curves to simulate the palm creases,
which then serve as input for conditional GANs to gener-
ate realistic palmprints. However, without employing real
data fine-tuning, the performance of the recognition model
trained on these synthetic datasets would drastically de-
cline, indicating a large gap between generated and real
palmprints. This is primarily due to the utilization of an in-
accurate palm crease representation and challenges in bal-
ancing intra-class variation with identity consistency. To
address this, we introduce a polynomial-based palm crease
representation that provides a new palm crease generation
mechanism more closely aligned with the real distribution.
We also propose the palm creases conditioned diffusion
model with a novel intra-class variation control method. By
applying our proposed K-step noise-sharing sampling, we
are able to synthesize palmprint datasets with large intra-
class variation and high identity consistency. Experimen-

*Equal contribution. † Corresponding authors.

tal results show that, for the first time, recognition models
trained solely on our synthetic datasets, without any fine-
tuning, outperform those trained on real datasets. Further-
more, our approach achieves superior recognition perfor-
mance as the number of generated identities increases.

1. Introduction

Palmprint recognition has gained widespread interest for
its highly discriminative, user-friendly, and privacy-friendly
nature [13]. However, its further development is severely
limited by the lack of large-scale public datasets. With
the remarkable results achieved by deep generative models,
such as Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) [17] and
Diffusion models [20], generating datasets for recognition
tasks is a promising and valuable approach to replace the
collection of large-scale real datasets [23].

Although existing palmprint generation methods, includ-
ing RPG-Palm [36] and PCE-Palm [22] have obtained im-
pressive results, they still rely on fine-tuning with real data
to obtain good recognition performance. Specifically, they
generate large-scale data to pre-train the recognition mod-
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els and then fine-tune them with real data. However, with-
out fine-tuning, the recognition model’s performance suf-
fers from significant degradation, indicating a large gap be-
tween the generated data and real data.

We have identified two principal factors contributing to
the observed issue. The first factor is the inaccurate rep-
resentation of palm creases. Existing methods [22, 36]
employ manually designed Bézier curves [48] to simulate
palm creases. However, these curves significantly differ
from the actual patterns found in genuine palmprints, re-
sulting in a substantial divergence between synthetic and
real palmprint data. Furthermore, the use of merely three
control points per Bézier curve restricts its expressiveness.
The second factor is the challenges in balancing intra-
class variation with identity consistency. In the context
of palmprint image generation, these methods [22, 36] em-
ploy conditional GANs and simulate intra-class variations
of palmprints by adding a simple random noise. This strat-
egy, however, yields datasets with large intra-class varia-
tion and low identity consistency compared to real datasets,
thereby leading to diminished performance.

To address the aforementioned issues, we propose a
novel framework to generate realistic palmprint datasets
with large intra-class variation and high identity consis-
tency, which achieves superior performance compared to
the existing SOTA method, i.e., PCE-Palm [22], as shown
in Fig.1. Specifically, we utilize polynomial curves to de-
scribe palm creases, termed polynomial creases. To achieve
a more accurate and expressive representation, we employ
fourth-order polynomial curves parameterized by five co-
efficients, which substantially expands the sampling space.
Based on the statistical analysis of real palm creases, we
estimate a multivariate Gaussian distribution for the coef-
ficients of polynomial curves. Subsequently, we develop
a new sampling mechanism that obtains coefficients from
the estimated Gaussian distribution to synthesize polyno-
mial palm creases. This approach effectively reduces the
discrepancy between synthetic and real palm creases.

Furthermore, we introduce a novel intra-class variation
controllable diffusion model, designed to generate palm-
prints datasets that exhibit substantial variation while pre-
serving high identity consistency. Diffusion models [20]
synthesize images via a denoising sampling process. How-
ever, the inherent randomness of this process typically re-
sults in uncontrollable variation within the same identity
class, potentially compromising identity consistency. This
issue can lead to generated datasets with excessive intra-
class variation and diminished identity consistency. To
tackle this problem, we propose a simple yet effective sam-
pling method, termed K-step noise-sharing sampling. This
method enhances the diffusion model by employing shared
noise across samples within the same identity during the
sampling process, instead of distinct noise sequences. By

adjusting the parameter K, we are able to generate datasets
with a spectrum of intra-class variations. Notably, the pro-
posed K-step noise-sharing sampling can be used as a plug-
and-play module applied in other diffusion models.

In our experimental setup, we train recognition mod-
els with synthetic datasets, and evaluate them directly on
publicly available datasets without employing any real data
fine-tuning. Our contributions are as follows:
• We introduce a more realistic palm crease representation

based on polynomial curves, which not only exhibits high
expressive capability but also ensures that generated palm
creases align with the distribution of real ones.

• We propose a novel intra-class variation controllable dif-
fusion model with a K-step noise-sharing sampling. It
utilizes palm creases as identity conditions, enabling the
synthesis of palmprint datasets that exhibit large intra-
class variation while preserving high identity consistency.

• Through extensive open-set experiments, we demonstrate
for the first time that recognition models trained solely on
synthetic datasets generated by our method outperform
those trained on real datasets, without the benefit of real
data fine-tuning. Moreover, our approach shows a sig-
nificant improvement in performance as the number of
generated identities increases.

2. Related Work
2.1. Data Generation for Biometric Recognition
With advancements in generation methods [3], various
models have been employed to create synthetic samples in
the field of biometrics, such as face generation [8, 14, 15,
24, 31, 32, 41], and fingerprint synthesis [1, 11, 37]. For
palmprint generation, Bézierpalm [48] firstly utilizes Bézier
curves to represent palm creases and generates new identi-
ties by sampling random curves. Subsequently, both RPG-
Palm [36] and PCE-Palm [22] employ Bézier curves as an
identity condition and GAN-based generative models for
palmprint generation. Although these methods can produce
visually realistic palmprint images, they still need to be fine-
tuned with real data to achieve satisfactory results.

2.2. Conditional Diffusion Models
Diffusion models have achieved remarkable performance
in numerous visual tasks [5, 49]. To enable controllable
generation, two main conditional control mechanisms are
employed. The first is the embedding-based conditional
approach [25, 33], where the embedding is typically de-
rived from the output of a pre-trained model. This extracted
embedding is then incorporated into the UNet network ar-
chitecture through a cross-attention mechanism. The sec-
ond is the channel-based conditional approach [30, 34],
where conditional images are concatenated with the dif-
fused image through channels. For our research, we utilize
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Figure 2. Comparison of (a) Bézier creases [48] and (b) proposed
polynomial creases.

the channel-based conditional diffusion model as our base-
line, as it ensures a strong correspondence between con-
ditional images and generated images. Furthermore, we
draw comparisons with the embedding-based conditional
model, IDiff-Face [2], an identity-conditioned face gener-
ation method with impressive recognition performance.

2.3. Recognition Methods
Deep learning has significantly advanced biometric recog-
nition, especially in facial recognition, where margin-based
methods like CosFace [39] and ArcFace [7] have shown ex-
ceptional performance. Similarly, in palmprint recognition,
several deep learning methods have been proposed [12, 16,
21, 42, 43, 50], many of which introduce refined networks
companied by margin-based loss. Thus, this paper adopts
ArcFace as the palmprint recognition baseline to compare
different generation methods, as in PCE-Palm [22].

3. Methods
In this section, we first introduce a polynomial represen-
tation for palm creases, which synthesize pseudo palm
creases as identity conditions for generating realistic palm-
prints. We then propose an intra-class variation controllable
diffusion model, which includes palm creases conditioned
diffusion and a K-step noise-sharing sampling mechanism.
Utilizing these components, we are able to generate palm-
print datasets with adjustable levels of intra-class variations.

3.1. Polynomial Representation for Palm Creases
Current palmprint generation models [22, 36] rely on
palm creases as identity control conditions, making palm
crease representation a crucial task for palmprint genera-

tion. These models all employ second-order Bézier curves
to represent palm creases [48], as follows,

B(t) = (1− t)2Ps + 2t(1− t)Pc + t2Pe, (1)

where Ps,Pc,Pe represent starting point, control point, and
ending point respectively, which are randomly sampled
within a predefined artificial area range, and t is the pa-
rameter ranging from 0 to 1, determining the position along
the curve, as shown in Fig.2 (a). However, although ex-
isting generation-based methods [22, 36] can produce visu-
ally realistic palmprint images, the distribution of simulated
creases is quite different from that of real palm creases,
leading to the requirement of fine-tuning on real data.

To overcome this limitation, this paper focuses on en-
hancing palm crease representation to align more closely
with the distribution of real palm creases. Consequently,
we propose a polynomial representation for palm creases,
and derive the estimated distribution of the representation
parameters through statistical analysis. The proposed poly-
nomial representation is defined as follows,

yi = ai
4x4 + ai

3x3 + ai
2x2 + ai

1x + a0, (2)

where [ai
4, ai

3, ai
2, ai

1, ai
0] denote polynomial coefficients,

and i(i = 1, 2, 3) represents three principal lines of the
palmprint. Compared to the second-order Bézier curves, a
fourth-order polynomial representation provides sufficient
expressiveness to capture the smoothness of palm creases.
Additionally, considering the physiological basis and dis-
tinct distribution of palm creases, it is essential to sample
curve parameters that reflect the actual distribution.

As shown in Fig.2 (b), we manually label the points
on the three principal lines of 1000 palmprint ROI im-
ages selected from publicly available datasets. For
each line, the polynomial coefficients are calculated us-
ing the least squares method, based on n labeled points
((x0, y0), (x1, y1), . . . , (xn−1, yn−1)), as follows,

aT = (XTX)−1XTy, (3)

where aT represents coefficient vector [a0, a1, . . . , a4]T, y
represents vector [y0, y1, . . . , yn−1]

T, and X ∈ Rn×5 is a
Vandermonde matrix. We apply this formula to get coeffi-
cient vectors (a1, a2, a3) of three principal lines.

In this way, polynomial coefficients of three principal
lines (a1, a2, a3) are calculated for each palmprint sample.
Then, we conduct a statistical analysis of the polynomial
coefficients. Partial visualization results are shown in Fig.3,
from which we observe that the coefficient approximately
follows a Gaussian distribution. More statistical results are
provided in the supplementary materials. Consequently, we
represent the distribution of ai

j as p(ai
j) ∼ N(µ

i
j, (σ

2)i
j),

where µ
i
j and (σ2)i

j denote mean and variance of ai
j. There-

fore, the coefficient vector ai follows the joint distribution
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Figure 3. Statistical analysis of polynomial coefficients: (a)
Quantile-Quantile Plot of coefficients a1

4. (b) Histogram and Ker-
nel Density Estimate (KDE) Plot of coefficients a1

4. (c) Contour
Plot of coefficients a1

4 and a1
3.

p(ai
0, ai

1, . . . , ai
4), which is a multivariate Gaussian distribu-

tion expressed as follows,

p(ai) ∼ N (µ
i
,Σi), (4)

where µ
i, Σi are the mean vector and covariance matrix of

ai. By employing the proposed representation and estimated
distribution, the complex palm creases located on a plane
are mapped into a parameter space that conforms to a mul-
tivariate Gaussian distribution. This allows us to effortlessly
sample the polynomial coefficients from the statistical dis-
tribution and then produce three principal lines using poly-
nomial representation.

Additionally, we also record the coordinates of two end-
points of each line, i.e., the starting point xi

s and the end-
ing point xi

e, and calculate their statistical distribution. By
following the same approach, we determine the range for
synthesizing polynomial creases by sampling from the es-
timated distribution. With the addition of minor random
straight lines to simulate wrinkles, a pseudo palm crease
image is generated, as shown in Fig.2.

A palm creases similarity control mechanism is pro-
posed by scaling the variance of the estimated Gaussian
distribution by a factor of γ2. Specifically, as ai is sam-
pled from N (µ

i
, γ2Σi), a smaller γ (less than 1) results in

a higher degree of similarity in the generated palm creases,
while a larger γ (greater than 1) leads to lower similarity.

3.2. Palm Creases conditioned Diffusion Model

Diffusion models [5] are trained to recover an image from
random noise. In contrast to GANs, which consist of two
networks and utilize an adversarial loss, diffusion models
adopt two processes: the diffusion process and the denois-
ing process. The diffusion process is typically defined as
a Markov chain composed of several diffusion steps. At
each step, the model introduces a small amount of Gaussian
noise with varying variances into the data. After a total of
T steps, the data is degraded to pure Gaussian noise. The

diffusion process [5] is expressed as,

p(xt | xt−1) = N (xt;
√

1− βtxt−1, βtI), (5)

where xt and xt−1 represent the data at diffusion step t and
t−1 respectively, and βt is the variance schedule determined
in advance that controls the amount of noise added.

The denoising process aims to learn the reverse of the
diffusion process, and recover data x0 from Gaussian noise
xT step by step. An UNet network is trained to predict the
noise at the t step and thereby restore xt−1 from xt. Since
we aim to use the diffusion model to generate palmprint
datasets, unconditional diffusion is insufficient to meet our
requirements. To control the identity of generated palm-
print images, we use the palm crease image as a condi-
tion. The consistent palm crease image is extracted from the
real palmprint image using a palm creases extraction mod-
ule (PCEM) [22]. Then, the palm creases are adopted to
govern the identity of the generated palmprints. Therefore,
we choose to integrate the condition image into the UNet
through channel concatenation. Specifically, paired palm
crease images and corrupted palmprint images are concate-
nated and sent to the network, as shown in Fig.4(a). We use
the following training objective [5],

L = Et,xt,ϵ

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ (xt, t, y) ∥22

]
, (6)

where ϵθ represents the parameterized network, and y stands
for palm crease image.

3.3. The K-step Noise-sharing Sampling
To generate new samples, the diffusion model follows the
reverse diffusion process. Starting from random Gaussian
noise, the model iteratively applies the learned denoiser to
remove noise and generate final outputs. The iterative sam-
pling process [5] is expressed as follows,

xt−1 =
1

√
αt

(
xt −

1− αt√
1− ᾱt

ϵθ(xt, t, y)
)
+ σtzt, (7)

where αt is defined as 1 − βt, and ᾱt := Πt
i=0αi. The σt

is step-dependent constants, and zt is a random noise sam-
pled from N (0, I). After the iterative process concludes,
the estimate of x0, derived from the final iteration, is the
synthesized palmprint. To control the diversity of generated
results, many diffusion-based methods adopt text prompts
[5, 18]. However, palmprint images are relatively sim-
ple, comprising primarily of crease and skin components,
which complicates the use of text descriptions to govern di-
versity. We have observed that the random noise added at
each step provides the randomness of the sampling process.
Therefore, by controlling the random noise added to sam-
ples within the same identity, we manipulate the intra-class
variation of the generated datasets effectively.
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Figure 4. The proposed intra-class variation controllable diffusion model. (a) Training process: palm crease images, extracted from
palmprints using PCEM [22], are employed as conditions and concatenated with diffused palmprint images, serving as input for the UNet.
(b) Sampling process: polynomial creases, as synthetic identity, are first generated and adopted to create consistent samples. The K-step
noise-sharing sampling is applied to obtain palmprint datasets with varying degrees of intra-class variations.

Figure 5. Generated palmprint results under different noise-
sharing strategies. The figure illustrates the outcomes of apply-
ing noise-sharing in the last K = 500 steps (top) versus the first
K = 500 steps (bottom) of a total T = 1000 steps during the sam-
pling process for the same identity.

The K-step noise-sharing sampling is proposed to gen-
erate palmprint datasets with varying degrees of intra-class
variations. Specifically, suppose generating the j-th sample
of the i-th identity with the palm crease image yi, we rewrite
sampling process Eq.7 as follows:

[xt−1]
i
j =

1√
αt

(
[xt]

i
j − 1−αt√

1−ᾱt
ϵθ([xt]

i
j, t, yi)

)
+ σt[zt]

i
j, (8)

where [zt]
i
j is the random noise sampled from a standard

Gaussian distribution, influencing the diversity of samples.
We aim to utilize the same shared noise [zt]

i, instead of a
series of different [zt]

i
j to samples under the same identity

condition. We select a continuous K-step sequence within
the total T steps and apply this, as shown in Fig.4(b).

Additionally, we have found that the application of
noise-sharing in the first K steps and the last K steps dur-
ing the sampling process exhibits distinct behaviors. With
K = 500 and a total of T = 1000 steps, the sampling

process under the same identity yields the results shown in
Fig.5. When noise-sharing is applied in the first K steps,
the generated results maintain a consistent style, while the
details of the palm creases exhibit minor variations, leading
to a generated dataset with low identity consistency. Con-
versely, when noise-sharing is applied in the last K steps,
the generated results present diverse styles, but the consis-
tency of the palm crease details improves. This suggests
that during the sampling process, the style information of
the palmprint is generated first, followed by the restoration
of texture details.

Therefore, we apply noise-sharing in the last K steps. As
K increases, the crease consistency in the sampled results
under the same identity tends to improve. However, when
K continues to increase, the stylistic diversity of the sam-
pled results becomes restricted. We conduct experiments
on datasets generated using different values of K.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Setups
We conduct experiments under an open-set protocol, split-
ting each public dataset into training and test sets with a 1:1
ratio with no overlapping identities (IDs). We utilize the
TAR (True Accept Rate) @FAR (False Accept Rate) metric
to evaluate the performance of recognition models.

Datasets We do not use public datasets to train our
generative models to ensure a fair comparison, which also
places our method in a more challenging cross-dataset set-
ting. Instead, we adopt an anonymous dataset collected
from the Internet, which has been processed to include
48,000 palmprint images. We utilize publicly available
datasets for evaluation and to train recognition models as
baselines. Experiments are conducted on following public
datasets: CASIA [38], PolyU [44], Tongji [45], MPD [47],
XJTU-UP [35], IITD [26], and NTU-CP-v1 [29].

Generation Model Training Setups Our conditional
diffusion models utilize a UNet backbone [9] that takes a
four-channel input and 64 base channels with five resolu-
tion levels. The multipliers for the number of channels used
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Figure 6. Comparison score plots for synthetic datasets generated by different methods and real datasets. The genuine and imposter
comparison scores are calculated with features, which are extracted by a pre-trained ArcFace model from datasets.

Figure 7. Example images of datasets generated by Diff-Palm with
K-step sharing-noise sampling for K = 0, 200, 500, and 800.

on those levels are 1, 1, 2, 3, and 4, respectively. Attention
blocks are applied in residual blocks of the last resolution
level. During the training process, we adopt the AdamW
optimizer [27], set the learning rate 1e − 4, and train the
network for a total of 30k steps. We apply an EMA to the
weights of the model with an exponential factor of 0.9999.
The batch size is 64 and is equally split across 4 GPUs. For
the diffusion process, we set T = 1000 steps and adopt a
linear diffusion variance schedule. In subsequent experi-
ments, we default to generating datasets with 2k IDs and 20
samples per ID.

Recognition Model Training Setups We train ArcFace
models [7] with a modified Resnet-18 [19] backbone for
palmprint recognition. Palmprint images are resized to
112× 112 and trained with ArcFace loss (m = 0.5, s = 64)
over 20 epochs using a stochastic gradient descent (SGD)
optimizer. We use an initial learning rate of 1e−1, momen-
tum of 0.9, weight decay of 5e − 4, and a step learning rate
schedule, which divides the learning rate by 10 at 7-th and
15-th epoch. RandAugment [6] is adopted for data augmen-

Figure 8. The t-SNE polt of features extracted from real, PCE-
Palm generated, and Diff-Palm generated datasets. Colors denote
different datasets, while shapes within the same color correspond
to different identities.

tation with parameters (4, 4). We double the number of IDs
in the training set by horizontally flipping the palmprint im-
ages. Training is implemented on 4 NVIDIA V100 GPUs
with a batch size of 256. Consistent hyperparameters are
used for all recognition models across various datasets.

4.2. Experimental Results

Evaluating Intra-Class Variation We generate datasets
by Diff-Palm with K-step sharing-noise sampling for K =
0, 200, 500 and 800. Then, we use the ArcFace model pre-
trained on real datasets to extract features from synthesized
datasets and calculate genuine and imposter score distri-
butions. Comparison score plots and example images are
shown in Fig.6 and Fig.7 respectively. As K increases, intra-
class variation decreases, and the genuine distribution shifts
right. The verification performance in Tab.1 reveals that the
recognition model trained on the synthesized dataset with
K = 500 achieves higher recognition performance.
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Methods
Configs Score Distributions Performance (TAR@FAR=1e-6) ↑

K γ
genuine imposter

CASIA PolyU TongJi MPD XJTU-UP Avg.
mean std mean std

Diff-Palm 0 1.0 0.350 0.124 0.069 0.112 0.7278 0.7392 0.5151 0.3406 0.1527 0.4951
Diff-Palm 200 1.0 0.549 0.118 0.069 0.111 0.8420 0.9111 0.8113 0.4237 0.6018 0.7180
Diff-Palm 500 1.0 0.766 0.108 0.068 0.112 0.8782 0.9601 0.9460 0.4643 0.6161 0.7729
Diff-Palm 800 1.0 0.922 0.072 0.069 0.112 0.8354 0.9014 0.8592 0.3369 0.5035 0.6873

PCE-Palm(Bézier) – – 0.402 0.171 0.099 0.116 0.6796 0.7740 0.6149 0.2972 0.4150 0.5561
PCE-Palm(poly) – 1.0 0.351 0.186 0.041 0.110 0.8220 0.8687 0.7674 0.4373 0.5974 0.6986
Diff-Palm(Bézier) 500 – 0.629 0.198 0.171 0.114 0.6722 0.8236 0.7246 0.2732 0.3658 0.5719
Diff-Palm(poly) 500 1.0 0.766 0.108 0.068 0.112 0.8782 0.9601 0.9460 0.4643 0.6161 0.7729

Diff-Palm 500 0.25 0.748 0.121 0.107 0.113 0.8440 0.9134 0.8410 0.4162 0.5794 0.7188
Diff-Palm 500 0.5 0.764 0.118 0.088 0.117 0.8613 0.9230 0.8700 0.4268 0.5823 0.7327
Diff-Palm 500 1.0 0.766 0.108 0.068 0.112 0.8782 0.9601 0.9460 0.4643 0.6161 0.7729
Diff-Palm 500 2.0 0.784 0.102 0.070 0.109 0.8053 0.9308 0.9162 0.3697 0.4890 0.7022
Diff-Palm 500 4.0 0.780 0.103 0.095 0.108 0.7793 0.8804 0.8662 0.3041 0.4341 0.6528

Diff-Palm(first K) 500 1.0 0.475 0.043 0.117 0.11 0.7649 0.7571 0.5136 0.2502 0.0307 0.4633
Diff-Palm(last K) 500 1.0 0.766 0.108 0.068 0.112 0.8782 0.9601 0.9460 0.4643 0.6161 0.7729

Table 1. Verification performance of recognition models(ArcFace [7]) with the same hyperparameters used for various generated datasets,
and without any fine-tuning on real data. Synthetic datasets default to be generated with 2k IDs and 20 samples per ID.

Methods K Cidentity Dintra Uclass Perf.

Diff-Palm 0 0.5923 1.000 0.897 0.4951
Diff-Palm 200 0.9667 0.9615 0.980 0.7189
Diff-Palm 500 0.9981 0.9372 0.996 0.7729
Diff-Palm 800 0.9996 0.6659 0.999 0.6873

PCE-Palm(Bézier) – 0.6046 1.1894 0.653 0.5561
PCE-Palm(poly) – 0.6850 1.1816 0.958 0.6986
Diff-Palm(Bézier) 500 0.9952 0.9691 0.694 0.5719
Diff-Palm(poly) 500 0.9981 0.9372 0.996 0.7729

Table 2. Evaluation of synthetic datasets. Cidentity, Dintra, and
Uclass represent identity consistency, intra-class diversity, and class
uniqueness, respectively.

Comparing Palm Crease Representations We com-
pare the performance of PCE-Palm [22] and our diffu-
sion model by training them on different types of palm
crease representations: Bézier creases [48] and polynomial
creases, respectively. Each model is trained using consis-
tent hyperparameters, with the only difference being the
type of crease images used. As evidenced in Tab.1, the
polynomial creases method significantly outperforms the
Bézier creases. This result indicates that our polynomial
crease representation more accurately bridges the gap be-
tween synthetic and real palmprints.

Evaluating Identity and Diversity Metrics We adopt
identity consistency, intra-class diversity, and class unique-
ness metrics from [24] to evaluate the respective proper-
ties of synthetic datasets. As shown in Tab.2, for our Diff-
Palm, there exists a trade-off between identity consistency
and intra-class diversity as parameter K is adjusted. For

K = 500, the generated dataset strikes a balance between
them, leading to optimal recognition performance. When
comparing generative methods with different palm crease
representations, it is evident that the use of Bézier creases
leads to a noticeable decline in class uniqueness, as opposed
to polynomial creases. Our analyses indicate that the supe-
rior performance of our method is due to the effective bal-
ance between identity consistency and intra-class diversity
achieved by the intra-class variation controllable method,
as well as the enhanced class uniqueness resulting from the
use of polynomial creases. In contrast, PCE-Palm suffers
from low identity consistency and reduced class unique-
ness, leading the poor performance. These analysis results
are also validated by the t-SNE visualization, as shown in
Fig.8. Further Details about these metrics are provided in
the supplementary materials.

Effect of Palm Crease Similarity on Recognition We
synthesize polynomial crease datasets with varying γ val-
ues to generate palmprint datasets through diffusion mod-
els. As shown in Tab.1, results indicate that recognition
performance declines when γ is either greater than 1 or less
than 1, corresponding to the expansion or contraction of
the estimated distribution’s variance. We believe that when
γ > 1, the generated data disrupts original distribution pat-
terns, while when γ < 1 , training recognition models be-
comes increasingly difficult. These results confirm the rea-
sonableness and validity of our estimated distributions.

Comparing with Real Datasets and Other Methods
We utilize seven public datasets to create a mixed dataset
containing 2.2k IDs. The current SOTA palmprint gen-
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Methods Configs Performance (TAR@FAR=1e-6) ↑

#IDs # per ID #Images FT w/ Real CASIA PolyU TongJi MPD XJTU-UP Avg.

Real data 2.2k – 29.3k % 0.9200 0.9196 0.9209 0.3877 0.6247 0.7546
IDiff-Face [2] 2k 20 40k % 0.7977 0.7720 0.6115 0.1847 0.2667 0.5265
Vec2Face [40] 2k 20 40k % 0.8201 0.8105 0.8199 0.2575 0.2578 0.5932
PCE-Palm [22] 2k 20 40k % 0.6796 0.7740 0.6149 0.2972 0.4150 0.5561
Diff-Palm 2k 20 40k % 0.8782 0.9601 0.9460 0.4643 0.6161 0.7729

PCE-Palm [22] 2k 20 40k ! 0.9415 0.9792 0.9393 0.6662 0.7948 0.8642
Diff-Palm 2k 20 40k ! 0.9787 0.9859 0.9744 0.5979 0.8433 0.8760

Diff-Palm 5k 20 100k % 0.8972 0.9757 0.9590 0.5048 0.7534 0.8180
Diff-Palm 10k 20 200k % 0.9072 0.9818 0.9632 0.5687 0.8143 0.8470
Diff-Palm 20k 20 400k % 0.9383 0.9795 0.9783 0.6304 0.8655 0.8784
Diff-Palm 30k 20 600k % 0.9472 0.9772 0.9772 0.6651 0.9015 0.8937
Diff-Palm 40k 20 800k % 0.9450 0.9799 0.9802 0.6641 0.9043 0.8947
Diff-Palm 50k 20 1M % 0.9542 0.9822 0.9848 0.6814 0.9032 0.9011
Diff-Palm 60k 20 1.2M % 0.9557 0.9865 0.9825 0.6856 0.9029 0.9026

Diff-Palm 2k 50 100k % 0.8810 0.9335 0.9185 0.4779 0.7214 0.7865
Diff-Palm 2k 100 200k % 0.9006 0.9436 0.9443 0.5522 0.7482 0.8178
Diff-Palm 2k 150 300k % 0.8817 0.9669 0.9482 0.5559 0.8043 0.8314
Diff-Palm 2k 200 400k % 0.9143 0.9710 0.9455 0.5775 0.8494 0.8515

Table 3. Verification performance of the recognition models across five public datasets, with the same hyperparameters used for both real
and synthesized datasets. Diff-Palm is trained with K = 500 and γ = 1.0 by default.

eration method, PCE-Palm [22], and the face generation
method [2, 40], are trained for comparison. By default,
we train the recognition models on synthetic datasets with-
out employing real data fine-tuning. As shown in Tab.3,
the recognition model trained on the dataset generated by
our method outperforms the models trained on real data
across three public datasets, and achieves an average im-
provement. Furthermore, our approach significantly sur-
passes both PCE-Palm and facial models. We also conduct
fine-tuning experiments using real data for a comprehen-
sive comparison with PCE-Palm. More results are provided
in the supplementary materials.

Impact of Synthesized Identity and Sample Quan-
tity We generate datasets with varying numbers of identi-
ties, maintaining 20 samples per identity, to train recogni-
tion models. As evidenced in Tab.3, the performance of
the recognition model steadily improves as the number of
identities increases. The highest performance is observed
when the number of identities reaches 60k. We also explore
the impact of varying the number of samples per identity
while keeping the number of identities constant. As shown
in Tab.3, increasing the number of samples per identity from
20 to 200 results in continuous performance improvement.
These findings demonstrate the scalability of our approach.

Ablation and Discussion of K-Step Noise-Sharing
Sampling We generate palmprint datasets using two differ-
ent noise-sharing strategies (i.e., applied during the first K

steps or the last K steps) and evaluate their performance. As
shown in Tab.1, applying noise-sharing during the first K
steps results in lower intra-class diversity in the generated
datasets, leading to poorer recognition performance. Ad-
ditionally, the K step noise-sharing sampling can serve as
a plug-and-play method applicable to other diffusion-based
generative models. We provide results applying this method
to IDiff-Face [2] in the supplementary materials.

5. Conclusion
This paper proposes a polynomial-based palm crease repre-
sentation, capable of generating a large-scale dataset with
a distribution closely resembling that of real palm crease.
Subsequently, an intra-class variation controllable diffu-
sion model is introduced, with a simple yet effective K-
step noise-sharing sampling, which enables the generation
of palmprint datasets with adjustable intra-class variations.
Experimental results indicate that our proposed method
significantly reduces the gap between generated and real
datasets. It is also the first time that the palmprint recog-
nition model trained solely on our generated data, yet out-
performs the model trained on real data.
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Diff-Palm: Realistic Palmprint Generation with Polynomial Creases
and Intra-Class Variation Controllable Diffusion Models

Supplementary Material

This supplementary materials provide the following con-
tents:
• an overview of datasets used: both public datasets and

anonymous datasets.
• evaluation metrics.
• additional experimental results.
• discussions on proposed sampling methods and validation

approaches.

6. Datasets

6.1. Public Datasets
We utilize seven publicly available palmprint datasets, in-
cluding, CASIA [38], PolyU [44], Tongji [45], MPD [47],
XJTU-UP [35], IITD [26], and NTU-CP-v1 [29], with de-
tailed information provided in Tab.4 and example images
shown in Fig.9. Following the open-set protocol, we divide
the first five palmprint datasets into training and testing sets
in a 1:1 ratio based on the number of IDs, ensuring no over-
lap between the IDs in the training and testing sets. Due to
the limited number of images in the other two datasets, we
used them exclusively for training.

6.2. Collected Anonymous Dataset
We employ keywords such as ”hand,” ”palm,” and ”palm
print” to search for images on the Internet. After obtain-
ing these images, we utilize Mediapipe [28] to detect the
presence and completeness of palms in the images. Fol-
lowing this filtering process, we apply the detect-then-crop
protocol in [46] to extract the Region of Interest (ROI) of
the palmprints. We have acquired 48,000 complete palm-
print ROI images, which are then used to train our genera-
tive model. Example images are shown in Fig.10. Due to
relevant privacy protection regulations, we will release the
URLs to these images.

Datasets #ID #Images Devices

CASIA 620 5502 Digital camera
PolyU 388 7738 Scanner
Tongji 600 12,000 Digital camera
MPD 400 16,000 Mobile phone
XJTU-UP 200 7900 Mobile phone
IITD 460 2601 Digital camera
NTU-CP-v1 652 2390 Digital camera

Table 4. Details of the seven public palmprint datasets.

Figure 9. Example images of public palmprint datasets.

Figure 10. Example images of collected anonymous datasets.

7. Evaluation Metrics
7.1. Performance Metrics
we adopt the TAR(True accept ratio)@FAR(False accept ra-
tio) metric, which is a widely used metric in open-set recog-
nition tasks. It quantifies the system’s ability to correctly ac-
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Figure 11. Histograms of the 15 polynomial coefficients and the
x-coordinates for 3 endpoints

cept genuine instances while controlling the rate of falsely
accepted impostors. To compute TAR@FAR, one first de-
termines the threshold t under the specific FAR, which rep-
resents the proportion of non-genuine instances incorrectly
accepted as genuine. At this threshold t, the TAR is cal-
culated as the proportion of genuine instances correctly ac-
cepted, as follows,

TAR(t) =
Number of True Acceptances

Total Number of Genuine Attempts
.

7.2. Datasets Evaluation Metrics
We utilize three metrics derived from[24] to evaluate the
synthesized dataset. Specifically, we employ a recognition
model Feval, pre-trained on a real dataset to extract features
from each image in the dataset. For the image Xc

i , i-th sam-
ple within c-th label, we denote its feature as f c

i = Feval(Xc
i ).

We use cosine similarity to measure the distance between
two samples. Additionally, we denote the feature of the cen-
ter of each class as f̄ c for c ∈ {1, . . .C}, which is also the
spherical mean of the samples within the same label.

Class Uniqueness. We first define Uc as follows,

Uc = {f̄ c : d( ¯f cn , ¯f cm) > r,m < n, n,m ∈ {1, . . .C}},

where d(·, ·) is the cosine distance. The Uc is the set of
unique subjects determined by the threshold r. For this met-
ric, we define Uclass :=| Uc | /C, the ratio between the
number of unique subjects and the number of total labels.

Identity Consistency. To measure how consistent the
synthesized samples are in adhering to the label condition,
we define Cidentity as

Cidentity =
1

C

C∑
c=1

1

Nc

Nc∑
i=1

d(f c
i , f̄ c) < r,

which is the ratio of individual features f c
i being close to

the class center f c. For a given threshold r, higher values
of Cidentity mean the samples under the same label are more
likely to be the same subject.

Intra-class Diversity. We aim to measure how diverse
the generated samples are under the same label condition,
as well as the diversity is in the style of an image, not in
the subject’s identity. In the original paper [24], the Incep-
tion Network pre-trained on ImageNet is utilized to extract
the style information of the images. However, since palm-
prints are significantly different from the images in Ima-
geNet, and are often simple and relatively uniform, we em-
ploy a pixel-based diversity measure. Specifically, we adopt
X̄c = 1

Nc

∑Nc
i=0 Xc

i denotes the mean image of c class, and
diversity is defined as:

Dintra =
1

C

C∑
c=1

1

Nc

Nc∑
i=1

∥Xc
i − X̄c∥1,

where ∥ · ∥1 denotes L1 norm. We take the Dintra value of
datasets generated by Diff-Palm with K = 0 as the baseline,
normalizing it to 1.0, and adjusting all other values accord-
ingly.

8. Additional Experimental Results
8.1. Histogram of Polynomial Coefficients
We use three polynomial curves to mark the three main lines
of the palmprint. Each polynomial curve contains five co-
efficients. Therefore, we plot the histograms for all 15 co-
efficients, as shown in Fig.11. Additionally, we conduct a
statistical analysis of the x-coordinates for the endpoints of
3 palm lines.

8.2. Performance on Individual Public Datasets
We conduct recognition experiments on individual public
datasets. The experimental results are presented in the first
section of Tab.5. The performance achieved on individual
public datasets is significantly lower compared to that on
mixed public datasets.

8.3. Further Fine-Tuning Experiments
We adopt Diff-Palm to generate datasets with a large num-
ber of IDs. These datasets are used to pre-train the recog-
nition model, which is subsequently fine-tuned using real
datasets. As shown in the second section of Tab.5, the per-
formance of our method consistently improves after fine-
tuning.
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Methods Configs Performance (TAR@FAR=1e-6) ↑

#IDs #Images FT w/ Real CASIA PolyU TongJi MPD XJTU-UP Avg.

CASIA 310 2510 % 0.7243 0.7198 0.5952 0.0964 0.1963 0.4664
PolyU 194 3869 % 0.5235 0.7574 0.4322 0.0746 0.1402 0.3856
TongJi 300 6000 % 0.7344 0.7115 0.8032 0.1476 0.0977 0.4989
MPD 200 8000 % 0.8839 0.8254 0.8599 0.3745 0.2939 0.6455
XJTU-UP 100 3950 % 0.7741 0.7518 0.7183 0.1805 0.4549 0.5759
IITD 460 2601 % 0.3895 0.5205 0.1024 0.0397 0.0681 0.2240
NTU-CP-v1 652 2390 % 0.6652 0.8330 0.7970 0.1628 0.2588 0.5434

Diff-Palm 5k 100k ! 0.9783 0.9850 0.9848 0.6754 0.8966 0.9040
Diff-Palm 10k 200k ! 0.9857 0.9910 0.9905 0.7400 0.9442 0.9303
Diff-Palm 20k 400k ! 0.9832 0.9943 0.9920 0.7922 0.9484 0.9420
Diff-Palm 30k 600k ! 0.9870 0.9945 0.9941 0.8044 0.9570 0.9474
Diff-Palm 40k 800k ! 0.9827 0.9949 0.9936 0.8179 0.9593 0.9497
Diff-Palm 50k 1M ! 0.9843 0.9965 0.9933 0.8498 0.9700 0.9588

Diff-Palm(10k) 2k 40k % 0.8598 0.9472 0.9113 0.4124 0.6133 0.7488
Diff-Palm(48k) 2k 40k % 0.8782 0.9601 0.9460 0.4643 0.6161 0.7729

Real data(R50) 2.2k 29.3k % 0.9429 0.8927 0.9449 0.3974 0.6111 0.7577
IDiff-Face(R50) [2] 2k 40k % 0.7944 0.7404 0.6208 0.1793 0.2734 0.5217
PCE-Palm(R50) [22] 2k 40k % 0.5749 0.7188 0.5835 0.2738 0.4347 0.5171
Diff-Palm(R50) 2k 40k % 0.8708 0.9558 0.9577 0.4472 0.6266 0.7716

Real data(MBF) 2.2k 29.3k % 0.9323 0.9071 0.9247 0.3616 0.6067 0.7466
IDiff-Face(MBF) [2] 2k 40k % 0.7732 0.7445 0.6507 0.1667 0.2259 0.5120
PCE-Palm(MBF) [22] 2k 40k % 0.6112 0.7379 0.5266 0.2695 0.4013 0.5093
Diff-Palm(MBF) 2k 40k % 0.8546 0.9489 0.9409 0.4297 0.6177 0.7584

Real data(ViT) 2.2k 29.3k % 0.8279 0.6909 0.7390 0.2132 0.2826 0.5505
IDiff-Face(ViT) [2] 2k 40k % 0.6676 0.5968 0.5304 0.1234 0.1783 0.4193
Vec2Face(ViT) [40] 2k 40k % 0.6967 0.5075 0.4406 0.0962 0.1108 0.3704
PCE-Palm(ViT) [22] 2k 40k % 0.6012 0.4918 0.4604 0.1303 0.1515 0.3670
Diff-Palm(ViT) 0.6814 0.7920 0.7792 0.2798 0.3754 0.5816

Table 5. Comparsion performance of recognition models trained on various datasets. Results are reported in TAR@FAR=1e − 6. ‘R50’,
‘MBF’ and ‘ViT’ represent ResNet-50[7], MobileFaceNet[4] and ViT-t [10], respectively

8.4. Polynomial Creases Similarity Control
We generate a polynomial creases dataset and control the
overall similarity using different γ. As illustrated in Fig.12,
we can observe that when γ is less than 1.0, the similarity
of the generated polynomial creases increases. Conversely,
when γ is greater than 1.0, the overall similarity decreases,
and the generated creases become more random.

8.5. Additional Ablation Experiments
Smaller Anonymous Datasets We have collected an
anonymous dataset containing 48,000 images, which we
used to train the generative model. We also experiment with
training Diff-Palm using a smaller dataset of 10,000 images.
The experimental results are presented in the third section
of Tab.5. We observe that the performance of Diff-Palm

trained with 10,000 images is inferior to that trained with
48,000 images. However, it still achieves results compara-
ble to those obtained with real datasets.

Different Recognition Backbone We conduct compar-
ative experiments using different recognition backbones
(modified Resnet-50 [7], MobileFaceNet [4] and ViT-t [10]
). The experimental results are shown in the last three sec-
tions of Tab.5. We arrive at the same conclusions as those
in the main paper.

9. More Discussion

9.1. K-Step Noise-Sharing Sampling
To verify that K-step noise-sharing sampling can be ap-
plied to other diffusion-based methods, we use the offi-
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Figure 12. Synthesized polynomial crease images with varying γ.
From top to bottom, the γ is set to 0.25, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, and 4.0,
respectively

Figure 13. Synthesized face images by IDiff-Face[2], (a) with
noise-sharing in first 500 sampling steps, (b) with noise-sharing
in last 500 sampling steps, (c) without noise-sharing, as well as
cosine similarity calculated between adjacent face images

cially released pre-trained IDiff-Face model [2] and apply
our K-step noise-sharing sampling to obtain facial images,
as shown in Fig.13. We set K = 500 with a total step
of T = 1000. Each row of images is generated from the
same ID condition. Moreover, we employ a pre-trained fa-

cial recognition model to extract features from each image
and calculate the cosine similarity between adjacent face
images. It is evident that applying K-step noise-sharing
sampling significantly enhances the identity consistency of
the generated results. Additionally, applying noise-sharing
in the last K steps further improves the identity consistency
of the generated outcomes.

9.2. Validation Set
In PCE-Palm, they first split several public datasets into
training and testing sets in a 1:1 ratio and then mixed all
the testing sets from the public datasets for evaluation with
the trained recognition model. However, due to different
collection devices, environments, etc., the various public
datasets have significant style differences. When the recog-
nition model is tested on the mixed testing set, it is easy to
distinguish an identity from one dataset from identities in
other datasets. In contrast, we adopt a more general valida-
tion approach. After splitting the public data into training
and testing sets in a 1:1 ratio, we validate each dataset sepa-
rately. Subsequently, we average the validation results from
each dataset.
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