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What is the shape of the 

person's face in the image?
people

Natural lighting

Face-LLaVA

What shape are the glasses 

worn by the person in the image?
people

Is the person in the image 

wearing a hat?
people

What type of hairline does 

the person in the image have?
people

What type of lighting is 

present in the image?
people

Straight hairline

Face-LLaVA

No

Face-LLaVA

Square glasses

Face-LLaVA

Heart-shaped face

Face-LLaVA
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➢ Hair (yes)

|---bangs (yes)

|------type (blunt bangs)

|------length (short)

|------density (wispy bangs)

|---hairline

|------height (low hairline)

|------type (straight hairline)

|---loss (no)

|---curl (wavy hair)

|---color (brown)

|---length (shoulder length)

|---quality (dry)

|---hairstyle (down)

➢ Skin (yes)

|---wrinkles (yes)

|------type (nasolabial folds;

mouth frown; forehead lines;

bunny lines; tear throughs)

|--blemish (no)

|---color (white skin)

|---shape (square face)

|---obesity level (medium)

|---firmness (firm)

|---texture (sensitive skin)

➢ Eyes (yes)

|---left eye (fully visible)

|---right eye (partially visible)

|---eyelid

|------type (double eyelid)

|---eyelash

|------length (long)

|---pupil

|------color (amber)

|---bags under eyes

|------type (puffiness)

|---shape (almond)

|---gaze direction (front)

|---eye distance (medium)

➢ Necklace (yes)

|---pendant (yes)

|---color (white)

|---number (one)

|---color (golden)

|---size (medium)

|---material (gold)

➢ Glasses (yes)

|---rim

|------type (full-rimmed)

|---frame

|------material (plastic eyeglass frames)

|---color (black)

|---type (sunglasses)

|---size (oversized)

|---transparency (transparent with color)

|---shape (square glasses)

➢ Hat (yes)

|---brim

|------type (front brim hat)

|---hat crown

|------type (flat hat top)

|---type (sports hat)

|---size (medium)

|---type (sports hat)

|---color (white)

➢ Lighting

|---type (natural lighting )

|---direction (front lighting)

|---intensity (normal brightness)

➢ Blurriness

(medium blurriness)

➢ Emotion (surprise)

|---action units (inner brow raiser; lip corner puller; cheek raiser)

➢ Age

(0-2)

➢ Race

(Southeast Asian)

➢ Gender

(female)

Appearance

Accessories

Surrounding

Psychology

Identity
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hair

forehead width

forehead forehead height

eyebrow length

eyebrow distanceeyebrows width

eyelash
pupil

tear throughs

earlobe

nasolabial foldsteeth

jawlinelips width

chin length

chin width
neck thickness

neck

cheeks cheeks
cheekbones cheekbones

upturned nasal alae

horizontal nasal alae

downward nasal alae

eye distance

nasal

bridge
nose width

nose

tip
nasal

alae
nostril

➢ Occlusion (yes)

|---occlusion object (branch)

Figure 1. Overview of FaceBench. Left: Example of face images, including a face region mask. Center: FaceBench covers multi-
views (appearance, accessories, surrounding, identity, psychology). Each view contains multi-level attributes (Level 1, Level 2, Level 3),
comprising over 210 attributes and 700 attribute values in total. Right: Q&A of our Face-LLaVA finetuned using the FaceBench. Best
viewed in color.

Abstract

Multimodal large language models (MLLMs) have
demonstrated remarkable capabilities in various tasks.
However, effectively evaluating these MLLMs on face per-
ception remains largely unexplored. To address this gap,
we introduce FaceBench, a dataset featuring hierarchical
multi-view and multi-level attributes specifically designed

*Corresponding author

to assess the comprehensive face perception abilities of
MLLMs. Initially, we construct a hierarchical facial at-
tribute structure, which encompasses five views with up
to three levels of attributes, totaling over 210 attributes
and 700 attribute values. Based on the structure, the
proposed FaceBench consists of 49,919 visual question-
answering (VQA) pairs for evaluation and 23,841 pairs for
fine-tuning. Moreover, we further develop a robust face per-
ception MLLM baseline, Face-LLaVA, by training with our
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proposed face VQA data. Extensive experiments on var-
ious mainstream MLLMs and Face-LLaVA are conducted
to test their face perception ability, with results also com-
pared against human performance. The results reveal that,
the existing MLLMs are far from satisfactory in understand-
ing the fine-grained facial attributes, while our Face-LLaVA
significantly outperforms existing open-source models with
a small amount of training data and is comparable to com-
mercial ones like GPT-4o and Gemini. The dataset will be
released at https://github.com/CVI-SZU/FaceBench.

1. Introduction
In recent years, Multimodal Large Language Models
(MLLMs) [1, 3, 9, 13, 28, 39, 42, 49, 51, 52] have
demonstrated exceptional visual understanding capabilities
across various domains, such as video analysis [8, 32], au-
tonomous driving [45], embodied AI [34], remote sensing
[20], and medical applications [22, 33]. Inspired by the
success of MLLMs, an increasing number of benchmarks
have been developed to assess their diverse capabilities. For
example, MMBench [29] and SEED-Bench [21] evaluate
the perception and reasoning abilities of MLLMs. Video-
MME [12] and MVBench [24] assess the ability of MLLMs
to handle sequential visual data. Additionally, GMAI-
MMBench [5] and OmniMedVQA [14] examine their per-
formance across various medical applications.

However, despite the growing amount of benchmarks
being proposed, comprehensive evaluations specifically fo-
cused on face perception remain noticeably limited. We at-
tribute this issue primarily to two key factors. First, human
faces carry a wealth of information, necessitating MLLMs
to analyze the face image from multiple perspectives. How-
ever, the current face visual question-answering (VQA)
dataset, FABA-Instruct [27], focuses solely on emotion and
facial action unit recognition. FairFace [17] only involves
three facial attributes of age, gender, and race, which are
used to highlight the view of identity. Both of them demon-
strate significant view limitations. Second, for an MLLM to
effectively mirror human perception, it must recognize not
only superficial facial attributes but also deeper, more nu-
anced characteristics. Most existing face datasets, as indi-
cated in Tab. 1, such as CelebA-HQ [18], which comprises
only 40 attributes with 80 binary values, and FFHQ-Text
[50], featuring 162 attribute values across 13 groups, fall
short in capturing the complex hierarchical structure and
granularity of facial attributes perceived by humans. Conse-
quently, these datasets fail to meet the comprehensive eval-
uation needs for MLLMs in face analysis, underscoring the
necessity for more advanced benchmarks in this domain.

To address these challenges, we introduce FaceBench, a
multi-view, multi-level facial attribute benchmark. As illus-
trated in Fig. 1, FaceBench is designed to comprehensively

assess the face perception abilities of MLLMs. We begin by
meticulously designing a hierarchical facial attribute struc-
ture, covering five distinct views: Appearance, Accessories,
Surrounding, Psychology, and Identity. This structure is or-
ganized into three levels: Level 1 features coarse-grained
attributes such as eyes and ears, Level 2 delves into compo-
nents of these attributes like pupils and earlobes, and Level
3 offers a finer classification including size, type, color, and
shape. Utilizing this framework, we construct a detailed
face VQA dataset containing 49,919 pairs for evaluation
and 23,841 pairs for training MLLMs. Additionally, we en-
hance the existing LLaVA [28] model by fine-tuning it with
our FaceBench training set, thereby creating our specialized
version, Face-LLaVA, to boost its face perception capabil-
ities. Finally, we evaluate the performance of 12 MLLMs,
including our Face-LLaVA, using the FaceBench dataset to
demonstrate its effectiveness for face perception analysis.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as
follows:
• We systematically develop a face perception structure,

which comprehensively defines multi-views and multi-
level attributes of the human face. This structure estab-
lishes a solid foundation for future study of face percep-
tion and generation tasks.

• Guided by our hierarchical facial attribute framework,
we introduce FaceBench, a dataset tailored to the facial
domain with multi-views and multi-level attributes. It
includes 49,919 testing VQA pairs and 23,841 training
pairs for instruction-based learning. To our knowledge,
FaceBench is the most extensive face dataset available,
offering unprecedented comprehensiveness in both the
range of views and the depth of attributes.

• We conduct a thorough evaluation of face perception ca-
pabilities across 12 mainstream MLLMs, including an
LLaVA model fine-tuned with our dataset. These ex-
tensive experiments demonstrate FaceBench’s effective-
ness for benchmarking MLLM performance in face un-
derstanding and enhancing their face perception abilities
through fine-tuning.

2. Related Work

2.1. MLLMs and Facial MLLMs

With the recent emergence of Large Language Models
(LLMs) such as GPT [35] and LLaMA [39], multimodal
large language models (MLLMs) have begun leveraging
LLM knowledge by aligning visual features with tex-
tual space to generate diverse text outputs. For exam-
ple, Flamingo [2] incorporates visual features into the tex-
tual space by introducing cross-attention layers into LLMs.
Similarly, BLIP-2 [23] connects a pre-trained visual en-
coder with an LLM through an innovative Q-former, and In-
structBLIP further enhances performance with instruction-

https://github.com/CVI-SZU/FaceBench


Datasets #Years #Images #Attributes #Values Multi-views Multi-levels VQA Manual

CelebA-HQ [18] 2017 30K 40 80
MM-CelebA-HQ [43] 2021 30K 38 76
CelebA-Dialog [16] 2021 30K 5 –

FFHQ-Text [50] 2021 760 13 162
FairFace [17] 2021 108K 3 18

FABA-Instruct [27] 2024 20K 2 26
FaceCaption-15M [10] 2024 15M 40 –

FLIP-80M [26] 2024 80M – –

Our FaceBench 2025 16K 211 701

Table 1. Comparison of the number of images, facial attributes, and attribute values in different face datasets.

following data. Building on these successes, LLaVA [28]
constructs 665K instruction-following examples to improve
training outcomes and achieve notable performance. Ad-
ditionally, MiniGPT-4 [52], Qwen-VL [4], mPLUG-Owl
[48], and LLaMA-Adapter-v2 [13] have made significant
contributions to the progress of MLLMs.

Inspired by the success of general-domain MLLMs, re-
searchers have begun developing MLLMs specifically tai-
lored for facial analysis. For instance, the Face Forgery
Analysis Assistant (FFAA) [15] enhances LLaVA through
fine-tuning to provide user-friendly, explainable results for
open-world face forgery detection. Additionally, models
such as EmoLA [27], EMO-LLaMA [44], and Emotion-
LLaMA [7] integrate facial prior knowledge into MLLMs
to facilitate facial affective behavior analysis, including fa-
cial emotion and Action Unit (AU) recognition. Despite
increasing interest in this field, there is still a lack of com-
prehensive evaluation of MLLMs specifically in the facial
attribute perception.

2.2. Facial VQA Datasets

With the rapid development of facial MLLMs, several re-
cent works have introduced VQA datasets for evaluating
MLLM’s performance on facial tasks. For example, OW-
FFA-Bench [15] compiles a range of real and forged face
images and uses GPT-4o to create the FFA-VQA dataset,
which includes essential descriptions and forgery reason-
ing data. FABA-Bench [27] introduces an instruction-
following dataset, FABA-Instruct, focused on emotion and
Action Unit (AU) recognition, containing 19K face images
with 30K fine-grained annotations generated by GPT-4v.
SHIELD [36] assesses MLLM’s capabilities in face spoof-
ing and forgery detection. EMO-LLaMA [44] aggregates
publicly available facial expression recognition datasets and
uses Gemini [37] to create a visual instruction dataset.
MERR dataset [7] is designed for multimodal large models,
supporting instruction tuning with diverse multimodal data,
such as audio tone descriptions and visual objective descrip-
tions. In contrast to prior works, we introduce FaceBench,
a novel multimodal VQA dataset specifically designed for
comprehensive face perception evaluation. We also estab-

lish a suite of evaluation standards to ensure the stability
and accuracy of assessment results.

3. FaceBench

3.1. Hierarchical Facial Attribute Structure

To enable a comprehensive evaluation of perceptual abil-
ities in the facial domain, we first introduce a hierarchi-
cal structure of multi-view, multi-level facial attributes, as
shown in Fig. 2. This structure serves as the foundation of
our FaceBench, organizing facial attributes into a system-
atic framework that captures diverse aspects and levels of
detail, supporting in-depth analysis across multiple views.
Multi-View Attributes. Our hierarchical attribute structure
defines five essential views for a comprehensive analysis of
facial attributes within the dataset. Appearance captures
fundamental biological features that shape facial structure,
influenced by genetic and environmental factors, provid-
ing essential details for characterizing faces. Psychology
includes attributes related to facial expressions, emotions,
and social interactions, allowing for a nuanced examina-
tion of affective behaviors and psychological states. Iden-
tity conveys social meanings expressed through facial fea-
tures, such as social identity, cultural background, and so-
cial roles, capturing the diversity of societal contexts within
the dataset. Accessories cover items like jewelry, glasses,
and other fashion elements that modify appearance, offer-
ing insights into personal expression and cultural signifi-
cance. Surrounding records the environmental context
of the face, providing background details that enhance in-
terpretive depth. As a result, these five views collectively
support a detailed and multidimensional analysis of facial
attributes in the dataset.
Multi-level Attributes. We further categorize facial at-
tributes into multiple levels, mirroring the nuanced way hu-
mans perceive and interpret facial details. These levels en-
able a layered approach to analyzing facial attributes within
the dataset. Level 1 encompasses fundamental facial fea-
tures, such as eyes, ears, hair, age, emotion, and accessories
like hats or masks, providing a baseline for recognizing pri-
mary attributes in face images. Level 2 introduces finer sub-



       

             

    

     

     

      

     

             

              

                 

     

                 

           

     

   

       

                  

           

           

      

                     

                     

                    

    

           

          

             

     

          

      

            

            

                  

                       

    

            

                  

               

                    

                 

                          

                       

                       

     
   

     

     

      

     

    

     

   
   

  

         
   

  

  

Level 2 Level 3Level 1 Attribute value Appearance PsychologyIdentity Surrounding Accessories

Figure 2. Hierarchical organization of facial attributes. We categorize facial attributes into Appearance, Identity, Surrounding, Accessories,
and Psychology, illustrating their hierarchical structure across three levels. Best viewed in color.

divisions of Level 1 attributes, identifying detailed compo-
nents—for example, the pupil within the eye, or the earlobe
within the ear—enabling more granular analysis. Level 3
further expands on Levels 1 and 2 by analyzing attributes
across dimensions such as size, color, shape, and type, al-
lowing for detailed characterization. Lastly, Attribute Val-
ues specify categorical variations within attributes, such as
s-shaped, hard-angled, or straight for eyebrow shapes. This
hierarchical structure supports a robust and scalable frame-
work for analyzing facial attributes, facilitating a deeper ex-
ploration of face characteristics within the dataset.
Attribute Statistics. Following our hierarchical attribute
structure, we systematically collect a comprehensive set of
attributes and values from referenced sources [41] and on-
line resources12345. Tab. 2 provides an overview of each de-
fined view, listing the number of attributes across different

1https://descriptionary.wordpress.com/give-your-characters-life/
2https://www.faceplusplus.com.cn/facial-features/
3https://www.heatwaveworcester.co.uk/tanning-worcester/fitzpatrick-skin-type/
4https://www.fhiheat.com/blogs/journal/what-is-your-hair-type
5https://www.westlakedermatology.com/blog/common-types-of-facial-wrinkles/

levels and their corresponding attribute values. Our dataset
comprises 5 primary views, with 39 Level 1 attributes, 39
Level 2 attributes, and 133 Level 3 attributes, for a total of
211 attributes and 701 attribute values. The emotion and fa-
cial action unit labels are drawn from the RAF-DB [25] and
RAF-AU [46] datasets, respectively, while identity labels
are sourced from the FairFace [17] dataset. Detailed defini-
tions for each hierarchical attribute level are included in the
Appendix. This dataset thus provides a modular and scal-
able structure, enabling comprehensive, multi-dimensional
analysis of facial images across diverse attribute categories.

3.2. Dataset Collection and Annotation

Building on our hierarchical facial attribute structure, we
construct FaceBench—a facial Visual Question Answering
(VQA) benchmark for detailed, multi-dimensional analy-
sis of facial attributes. It includes diverse question-answer
pairs reflecting various aspects of facial perception, devel-
oped through the following four key steps.
Image Collection. To comprehensively address the five
attribute views in our hierarchical facial attribute struc-



Attributes AP AC SU PS ID Overall

Level 1 18 13 4 1 3 39
Level 2 29 8 1 1 / 39
Level 3 85 45 3 / / 133

Values 430 200 19 34 18 701

Templates 121 61 7 2 3 194

Table 2. Summary of the statistics of facial attributes, attribute
values, and VQA templates in our dataset. The five primary
views—AP (Appearance), AC (Accessories), SU (Surrounding),
PS (Psychology), and ID (Identity)—are organized across three
hierarchical levels. The table presents the number of attributes at
each level, the total number of attribute values, and VQA tem-
plates. ’/’ indicates None.

TFQ: Is the person in the image wearing a hat? 

□ yes  □ no

SCQ: What is the shape of the person‘s face in 

the image?

□ oval face □ round face □ square face

□ oblong face □ heart-shaped face

□ diamond-shaped shape

MCQ: What is the shape of the person's eyes in 

the image?

□ round eyes

□ almond eyes

□ upturned eyes

□ downturned eyes

□ hooded eyes

□ protruding eyes

OEQ: What is the hair color of the person shown 

in the image?     

ChatGPT 

Final answer:

brown

summaryAnnotator 1: the hair is brown

…

Annotator 5: brown hair

Annotator 1: no

…

Annotator 5: no

Annotator 1: diamond-

shaped face

…

Annotator 5: diamond-

shaped face

Annotator 1: 

downturned eyes, 

round eyes, protruding 

eyes

…

Annotator 5: almond 

eyes, protruding eyes

Human Annotation

images

majority 

voting

TFQ

SCQ

MCQ

OEQ

Final 

answer: no

Final 

answer:

diamond-

shaped face

Final 

answer: 

almond eyes, 

protruding 

eyes 

Figure 3. Question types and human annotation workflow for
building our dataset. Best viewed in color.

ture—Identity, Psychology, Appearance, Accessories, and
Surrounding—we compile a diverse image collection of
15,842 face images from multiple datasets. For the Iden-
tity view, we include the FairFace [17] test set with 10,954
images labeled by attributes such as race, gender, and age,
supporting analysis of social identity contexts. Addition-
ally, we randomly selected 200 images to enrich the train-
ing set of our FaceBench. Psychology attributes are cov-
ered using the RAF-DB [25] and RAF-AU [46] datasets.
RAF-DB provides 3,068 images labeled across seven emo-
tional categories for analyzing affective states, with 200 im-
ages randomly selected from the resting images to form the
training set in our FaceBench. We randomly selected 200
images for the training set and 920 images for the test set in
the RAF-AU dataset to examine facial muscle movements
linked to psychological cues. For the Appearance, Acces-
sories, and Surrounding views, we select high-resolution
images from CelebA-HQ [18] and FFHQ [19]. CelebA-
HQ, a refined subset of the CelebA [30] celebrity dataset,
and FFHQ, sourced from Flickr, offer diverse representa-
tions of facial details, fashion accessories, and backgrounds.
To ensure balanced representation, we randomly sample 90
images from CelebA-HQ and 210 from FFHQ, totaling 300
images, for manual annotation. We further split the 300
annotated images into development and test subsets. The

development subset, containing 193 images, is intended for
fine-tuning existing models, while the remaining 107 im-
ages form the FaceBench test set. This curated dataset com-
prehensively covers all five attribute views, enabling robust,
multi-dimensional facial attribute analysis.
Question Templates. To translate the hierarchical fa-
cial attribute structure into a Visual Question Answering
(VQA) format, we create a diverse set of question tem-
plates that cover each attribute. As shown in Fig. 3, we
design four question types—true/false (TFQ), single-choice
(SCQ), multiple-choice (MCQ), and open-ended question
(OEQ)—based on our hierarchical attribute structure. This
ensures a varied and comprehensive set of QA pairs. For ex-
ample, a TFQ might be, “Is the person in the image wearing
a hat? Options: Yes; No,” while an OEQ could be, “What
is the hair color of the person shown in the image?” In to-
tal, we design 194 question templates across the five views,
providing broad coverage of facial attributes and question
formats. Tab. 2 details the template distribution by different
views, supporting robust, multi-dimensional evaluation of
model performance.
Human Annotation. To provide comprehensive, fine-
grained attribute annotations for the 300 face images from
CelebA-HQ and FFHQ, we develop a web-based system for
manual annotation, and the detailed information is included
in the Appendix. We recruit 200 college and graduate stu-
dent volunteers, each with a basic understanding of facial
attributes, to perform the annotations independently. Dur-
ing each annotation session, the system presents a randomly
selected image along with a set of questions related to the
six Level 1 attributes to minimize labeling errors. To en-
hance efficiency, in-depth attribute questions are dynami-
cally displayed based on previous answers. For instance, if
an annotator indicates that the person is not wearing a hat,
further questions about hats are skipped. Each Level 1 at-
tribute is annotated by five different volunteers to improve
reliability. Fig. 3 shows the human annotation workflow,
and we determine the final ground-truth labels through ma-
jority voting for true/false (TFQ) and single-choice (SCQ)
questions. For multiple-choice questions (MCQ), we set a
threshold of α = 0.4, where an option is accepted as correct
if chosen by more than 40% of annotators. For open-ended
questions (OEQ), we use ChatGPT6 to synthesize a com-
prehensive answer from all responses.
Quality Control. To ensure high-quality annotations, we
set the following requirements: (1) Each annotator under-
goes training before starting to ensure a correct understand-
ing of each question. (2) Within the annotation system, we
provide a face mask reference image (Fig. 1) to clarify any
challenging questions. (3) We also supply reference im-
ages for specific answer options to minimize ambiguity. (4)
Additionally, we record the time taken for each response;

6https://openai.com/chatgpt



What is the gender of the person？
□Male

 Female

What type of hair accessories is 

the person in the image wearing?

□ Hairpins □ Headbands

□ Headscarf Wreath

□ Crown □ Veil

□ Other

Are the mustache and beard 

connected in the image?

 Yes, mustache connected 

to beard

□ No, mustache isolated

Does the person in the 

image have dimples?

 Yes □ No

Appearance Accessories

Surrounding Identity Psychology

What type of earlobe does the 

person in the image have?

□ Free earlobes

□ Attached earlobes

 Partially attached earlobes

What is the shape of the nasal 

bridge on the person in the 

image?

□ Straight nasal bridge

 Convex nasal bridge

□ Concave nasal bridge

Does the person in the image 

have a cleft chin (a vertical 

indentation in the center)?

 Yes

□ No

□ Information not visible

What is the color of the person's 

tongue in the image?

□ Yellow

 Ruddy

□ Pale

□ Other

What kind of earrings is the 

person wearing in the image?

 Stud earrings 

□ Hoop earrings

□ Drop earrings

□ Other

What shape are the glasses worn by 

the person in the image?

□ Oval glasses □ Round glasses

□ Square glasses  Aviator glasses

□ Cat eye glasses □ Browline

glasses □ Geometric Glasses 

□ Other

What type of the hat is worn by 

the person in the image?

□ Casual hat □ Sports hat

□ Safety helmet  Graduate hat

□ Professional hat 

□ National hat

□ Other

From the person's perspective in the 

image, what direction is the light 

coming from? 

□ Back lighting

□ Front lighting

□ Upward lighting

□ Downward lighting

□ Left-side lighting

 Right-side lighting

What object is obscuring or 

partially obscuring the face 

in the image?

Open answer:

Camera and hand

What is the shape of the 

person's eyebrows in the image?

□ S-shaped eyebrows

□ Hard angled eyebrows

□ Soft angled eyebrows

□ Straight eyebrows

 Rounded eyebrows

□Messy eyebrows

□ Other

What is the shape of the 

person's face in the image?

 Oval face □ Round face

□ Square face

□ Oblong face

□ Heart-shaped face

□ Diamond-shaped shape

What is the age of the person？
□ 0-2  3-9 □ 10-19 □ 20-29 

□ 30-39 □ 40-49 □ 50-59 □ 60-69

□ 70+

What is the race of the person？
 Black  □White □ Latino 

□ Indian □ East Asian □
Southeast Asian □Middle 

Eastern White

Which emotion is most likely conveyed by the facial 

expression in the image?

□ Surprise □ Fear □ Disgust  Happiness 

□ Sadness □ Anger □ Neutral

Which facial action units are present in the image?

□ AU1 (Inner Brow Raiser)

□ AU2 (Outer Brow Raiser)

 AU4 (Brow Lowerer)

□ AU5 (Upper Lid Raiser)

□ AU6 (Cheek Raiser)

□ AU7 (Lid Tightener)

 AU9 (Nose Wrinkler)

□…

Figure 4. Samples from our FaceBench dataset. It displays a range of VQA pairs from our dataset aimed at evaluating the perception of
facial attributes categorized into Appearance, Accessories, Surrounding, Identity, and Psychology.

#VQA
Test Set Training Set

Appearance Accessories Surrounding Psychology Identity Appearance Accessories Surrounding Psychology Identity

TFQ 2,905 1,401 107 / / 5,189 2,490 190 / /
SCQ 6,799 643 428 3,068 32,862 12,100 859 763 200 600
MCQ 166 / / 920 / 257 / / 200 /
OEQ 297 207 116 / / 519 273 201 / /

Overall 49,919 23,841

Table 3. Distribution of visual question-answer pairs for both the training and test splits in FaceBench. ’/’ indicates None.

answers given too quickly are flagged as potential errors
and discarded. Finally, each annotation is cross-checked
by two senior annotators to enhance accuracy and reduce
errors caused by human bias.

3.3. Dataset Statistics and Analysis

We gather a total of 15,842 face images from various
sources and meticulously organize the collected images into
a test set of 15,049 images and a training set of 793 im-
ages. Each set includes four question types and five views,
with 49,919 VQA pairs in the test set and 23,841 VQA
pairs in the training set. Overall, FaceBench consists of
73,760 VQA pairs across five views and three levels of at-
tributes, designed to assess the face perception capability of
MLLMs. The detailed VQA counts for the test and training
sets are listed in Tab. 3, and Fig. 4 illustrates representative

VQA pairs from different views. More detailed statistics
and examples of FaceBench are available in the Appendix.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Setup

Metrics. To effectively evaluate MLLMs given the diver-
sity of question types, we adopt distinct evaluation metrics
tailored to each format. For TFQ and SCQ, we measure
the accuracy of the selected options. For MCQ, we assess
model performance using the macro F1 score. For OEQ,
we use the ROUGE-L score to evaluate the accuracy of the
responses. Some MLLMs may generate lengthy responses
instead of directly selecting an option for TFQ, SCQ, and
MCQ questions. In such cases, we use ChatGPT to inter-
pret the response and match it to the closest option. Finally,



Models Appearance Accessories Surrounding Psychology Identity Overall

Qwen-VL-Chat-7B [4] 48.13 57.79 42.04 43.07 49.39 48.27
InstructBLIP-7B [11] 44.33 58.26 52.96 48.64 62.86 51.62
DeepSeek-VL-7B [31] 49.24 65.92 61.77 41.77 65.66 56.09

Qwen2-VL-7B [40] 53.89 70.73 58.35 37.81 65.07 57.19
Molmo-7B7 55.41 65.19 46.18 39.08 68.63 54.04

InternVL2-8B [6] 51.59 62.42 59.27 57.43 63.71 57.69
MiniCPM-V-8B [47] 53.42 70.95 58.75 59.57 66.76 60.67

LLaMA-3.2-11B8 47.74 58.48 26.52 44.66 60.97 45.87
LLaVA1.5-13B [28] 51.22 58.45 44.11 58.47 68.10 53.66
Face-LLaVA-13B 60.29 61.62 57.89 61.85 71.64 61.16

GPT-4o [1] 60.69 68.23 53.63 74.94 63.53 63.21
Gemini-1.5-Pro [38] 58.74 66.55 57.20 68.98 71.11 62.72

Human 67.49 75.96 63.04 – – 67.38

Table 4. Comparative performance of various multimodal large language models across five facial attribute views. The red text indicates
the best results for open-source models, and the blue indicates the best results for commercial models.

to provide an overall accuracy measure, we calculate the
average score across the metrics for all problems.
Baselines. We evaluate a total of nine advanced MLLMs:
Qwen-VL-Chat-7B [4], InstructBLIP-7B [11], DeepSeek-
VL-7B [31], Qwen2-VL-7B [40], Molmo-7B7, InternVL2-
8B [6], MiniCPM-V-8B [47], LLaMA-3.2-11B8, and
LLaVA1.5-13B [28]. Additionally, we assess two commer-
cial models: GPT-4o [1], Gemini-1.5-Pro [38], using their
official configurations.
Face-LLaVA. To demonstrate the effectiveness of our man-
ually annotated data and the value of our benchmark, we
fine-tune LLaVA1.5-13B [28] using our training set, con-
sisting of 23,841 VQA pairs. Details on the fine-tuning
method and parameters are provided in the Appendix.

4.2. Evaluation Results and Analysis

Results on Different Views. Tab. 4 displays the results
comparing the face perception abilities of various MLLMs
in individual views. In the Appearance category, GPT-4o
outperforms all other MLLMs with a score of 60.69%, high-
lighting that accurately capturing the overall appearance of
a face remains challenging for current models. For Acces-
sories, scores range significantly from approximately 57%
to 70%, indicating that MLLMs are generally better at rec-
ognizing external facial attributes than intrinsic features. In
the Surrounding category, model performance varies widely
between 26% and 61%, underscoring substantial dispari-
ties in how models perceive environmental context. Psy-
chologically, GPT-4o markedly outperforms other models,
particularly open-source MLLMs, in tasks involving emo-
tion and facial action unit analysis. In the Identity category,
Gemini-1.5-Pro shows the highest performance among ex-
isting MLLMs, with LLaVA1.5-13B also yielding compa-
rable results. Overall, the varied performance of current

7https://huggingface.co/allenai/Molmo-7B-D-0924
8https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Llama-3.2-11B-Vision

MLLMs on our dataset highlights the potential for improve-
ment and underscores the challenges that even state-of-the-
art commercial models face in this domain.

Results on Different Attributes. Tab. 5 showcases a com-
prehensive evaluation of various MLLMs across 39 Level 1
facial attributes. The assessment highlights a wide range
of performance outcomes for each model across specific
attributes such as earrings, face masks, and glasses, with
accuracy scores extending from as low as 22.12% for lips
recognition by InstructBLIP to as high as 100% for face
mask recognition by several models including Molmo and
MiniCPM-V. Notably, commercial models like Gemini and
GPT-4o exhibit robust across-the-board performances, par-
ticularly excelling in recognizing glasses, headphones, head
pose, and masks. The data indicates that while some mod-
els demonstrate strong capabilities in perceiving external
accessories, performance varies more significantly with in-
trinsic facial features such as eyebrows, nose, and lips. This
variability underscores the ongoing challenges in achieving
consistent high-level accuracy across more nuanced facial
attributes, highlighting specific areas where future model
training can be enhanced to improve overall performance.

Results of Face-LLaVA. Tab. 4 shows that our fine-
tuned model, Face-LLaVA, outperforms nine open-source
MLLMs in key perception views, nearly matching GPT-
4o in Appearance with a score of 60.29%, and achiev-
ing the highest score of 71.64% in Identity. This perfor-
mance is due to our use of high-quality, hierarchical fa-
cial attribute data which enhances facial feature recognition.
With strong results in Psychology at 61.85%, Face-LLaVA
demonstrates robust capabilities, though it still trails behind
human-level performance in Accessories and Surrounding.
Due to baseline limitations and a limited number of images,
Face-LLaVA’s performance may not be the highest in cer-
tain attributes, such as recognizing earrings and background
details. Despite this, Face-LLaVA delivers strong overall



Attributes Qwen-VL-Chat InstructBLIP DeepSeek-VL Qwen2-VL Molmo InternVL2 MiniCPM-V LLaMA LLaVA Face-LLaVA GPT-4o Gemini
earring 53.67 55.11 64.68 70.16 58.52 60.53 75.75 60.89 52.77 48.43 70.30 70.39

eye mask 65.44 66.05 66.05 99.39 82.72 82.72 99.70 65.75 98.77 99.69 99.38 49.70
face mask 99.08 99.08 99.08 99.08 100.00 97.24 100.00 99.08 97.24 100.00 100.00 100.00

glasses 70.41 66.74 80.22 80.05 70.96 70.39 83.32 73.77 70.90 73.56 81.64 74.48
hair wear 44.93 58.90 55.34 66.56 58.80 57.53 67.94 51.15 45.27 60.15 63.46 59.39

hat 67.44 68.07 73.85 74.60 72.23 71.60 77.63 67.80 68.05 73.42 75.88 76.49
headphones 82.77 91.70 75.30 95.39 90.16 83.87 92.01 88.31 87.91 87.31 85.15 89.63

mask 96.31 99.08 98.16 99.08 99.08 93.55 99.08 98.16 94.47 99.08 99.07 99.10
necklace 53.30 51.39 59.09 61.28 55.42 59.58 57.16 50.38 54.84 50.05 46.67 57.82

scarf 56.74 54.30 62.03 34.23 52.15 49.66 63.26 39.50 50.59 57.81 49.89 56.83
special accessories 14.33 41.24 24.68 27.45 21.06 25.25 24.29 10.45 12.76 33.37 17.29 21.14

tie 65.18 64.33 66.17 65.25 66.17 59.68 66.17 65.25 56.96 65.50 53.27 48.17
top 50.43 27.05 57.43 68.53 63.56 52.60 58.26 48.02 54.74 45.13 67.96 59.10

bread 52.71 54.72 65.64 74.63 62.98 58.99 61.19 59.53 67.93 66.93 67.75 66.78
cheeks 60.31 48.81 41.61 52.51 56.73 50.42 67.33 61.83 47.49 75.59 68.12 68.69
chin 44.11 50.74 53.45 43.01 54.14 49.79 63.67 58.87 41.59 66.34 70.39 69.56
ears 49.35 37.33 40.92 60.14 55.62 46.68 59.55 44.40 43.95 59.07 56.95 35.84

eyebrows 61.83 25.42 43.46 63.39 69.57 44.26 67.04 56.95 61.82 77.32 70.15 72.90
eyes 58.13 52.12 59.32 66.53 70.23 63.80 65.19 62.71 62.42 71.56 74.58 76.10

forehead 39.56 47.54 38.63 58.24 41.96 47.60 58.24 43.54 42.57 62.89 48.13 63.06
hair 57.54 56.01 62.35 63.77 63.83 60.21 63.30 53.79 58.84 60.14 68.67 60.35

head pose 48.13 27.61 75.70 51.09 72.23 56.91 67.69 28.19 72.87 75.76 79.58 71.41
inside of mouth 52.20 49.46 66.61 67.78 66.04 63.21 70.73 58.98 60.96 67.62 67.39 68.44

jawline 52.39 39.72 55.00 39.26 61.00 53.18 51.51 60.16 54.92 54.78 55.15 61.87
lips 45.38 22.12 45.55 48.80 52.30 51.10 58.15 49.49 48.94 67.33 59.82 52.49

mustache 53.44 51.39 61.78 67.91 61.82 56.04 57.92 47.46 63.04 57.15 71.82 61.87
neck 35.23 38.87 28.67 35.82 51.63 47.51 38.51 49.95 43.96 52.32 38.73 40.98
nose 68.30 17.99 63.71 68.08 69.80 57.01 63.01 70.14 67.48 68.08 73.76 72.03

sideburns 49.36 42.64 48.54 54.48 56.29 50.54 45.96 37.66 50.42 42.31 55.40 54.12
skin 57.63 52.73 59.90 64.78 60.18 60.70 60.82 51.85 54.41 62.81 67.83 69.04

action unit 49.71 49.14 27.97 20.71 20.23 51.88 50.15 39.54 49.89 49.91 67.68 64.41
emotion 36.42 48.04 55.76 55.07 57.88 63.01 68.79 49.84 66.89 73.60 82.69 74.06

age 27.23 33.37 45.66 39.79 43.04 39.78 48.05 35.00 45.76 53.38 58.89 52.00
gender 89.54 96.22 92.97 93.46 95.36 92.56 92.65 91.82 96.52 96.60 70.26 94.43

race 31.87 59.50 58.64 61.87 67.70 59.04 59.85 56.04 62.33 65.11 60.01 66.65
background 3.24 4.77 18.60 17.86 4.85 13.01 11.78 17.34 6.42 2.92 2.40 4.39
blurriness 90.43 96.17 96.17 95.22 83.25 90.91 96.17 31.92 16.19 96.17 91.56 92.94
lighting 54.39 48.65 65.23 63.32 41.31 73.05 57.89 61.56 42.98 62.84 65.73 70.89

occlusion 45.27 57.26 67.41 70.09 67.20 65.01 74.41 17.52 70.62 73.96 74.44 49.52

Table 5. Comparative performance of various MLLMs and our Face-LLaVA across Level 1 facial attributes in our dataset. The red text
indicates the best results for open-source models, and the blue indicates the best results for commercial models.

performance, as shown in Tab. 5. These findings emphasize
the impact of our instruction-following dataset and high-
light the need for further advancements in facial data and
model architectures to improve face perception.
Human Evaluation. To reduce the cost of manual eval-
uation, we enlist 11 evaluators, separate from our annota-
tors, to assess 10 randomly selected images from the test
set within the views of Appearance, Accessories, and Sur-
rounding. Then, we extracted 1,239 VQA pairs for manual
evaluation and analysis. Tab. 4 shows the average score of
their answers. It reveals that GPT-4o currently lags behind
human evaluators by approximately 7.98% across these
three views, underscoring the challenges of our FaceBench
dataset and the limitations of existing MLLMs in process-
ing hierarchical facial attributes effectively. It is worth not-
ing that due to the low image resolution from the RAF-DB,
RAF-AU, and FairFace datasets, we did not perform human
evaluation on the views of Psychology and Identity.

5. Conclusion
This paper introduces FaceBench, a comprehensive bench-
mark for assessing MLLMs in face perception. It leverages

a multi-view and multi-level attribute analysis, supported
by 200 annotators to ensure data quality and minimize bias.
Our FaceBench dataset contains 15,842 images and 73,760
question-answer items, covering five views, over 210 at-
tributes, and more than 700 attribute values. Additionally,
We develop Face-LLaVA, a robust face perception MLLM,
utilizing this dataset. Our evaluations of 11 widely-used
MLLMs and Face-LLaVA demonstrate significant perfor-
mance gaps compared to human face perception, underscor-
ing the effectiveness of FaceBench in advancing multi-view
multi-level facial attribute analysis technologies.
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