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Abstract

Nowadays, deploying a robust face recognition prod-
uct becomes easy with the development of face recogni-
tion techniques for decades. Not only profile image ver-
ification but also the state-of-the-art method can handle
the in-the-wild image almost perfectly. However, the con-
cern of privacy issues raise rapidly since mainstream re-
search results are powered by tons of web-crawled data,
which faces the privacy invasion issue. The community
tries to escape this predicament completely by training the
face recognition model with synthetic data but faces severe
domain gap issues, which still need to access real images
and identity labels to fine-tune the model. In this paper,
we propose SASMU, a simple, novel, and effective method
for face recognition using a synthetic dataset. Our pro-
posed method consists of spatial data augmentation (SA)
and spectrum mixup (SMU). We first analyze the existing
synthetic datasets for developing a face recognition system.
Then, we reveal that heavy data augmentation is helpful for
boosting performance when using synthetic data. By ana-
lyzing the previous frequency mixup studies, we proposed
a novel method for domain generalization. Extensive ex-
perimental results have demonstrated the effectiveness of
SASMU, achieving state-of-the-art performance on several
common benchmarks, such as LFW, AgeDB-30, CA-LFW,
CFP-FP, and CP-LFW.

1. Introduction
With the developments of deep learning techniques,

state-of-the-art face recognition methods [33, 34, 6, 31, 7, 1]
advance the performance to a great extent, such as over
99.5% validation accuracy on Labeled Faces in the Wild
(LFW) [11] dataset and 97.70% TAR@FAR=1e-4 on IJB-
C [23] dataset. Beyond these successes, researchers also
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extend the potentials of modern face recognition techniques
to some special applications, such as the face with fa-
cial mask [50, 5] and under the near-infrared light sce-
nario [16, 35, 25]. However, these methods are mostly
trained with web-crawled datasets, such as MS1M [10],
CASIA-Webface [46], and WebFace260M [51]. Several is-
sues remain challenging, as listed below:

• Privacy issue: It is extremely difficult to collect con-
sents from all enrolled participants, particularly for
huge datasets, such as Webface260M [51] containing
four million people and over 260 million face images.

• Long-tailed distribution: Large differences exist in
datasets in terms of the numbers of images, poses, and
expressions per person.

• Image quality: It is difficult to maintain the same qual-
ity level for each image in a large dataset.

• Noisy label: Web-crawled image dataset faces the is-
sue of noisy labels when social networks automatically
label face images among users and incorrect labeling
may occur from time to time.

• Lack of attribute annotations: Detailed annotations for
facial attributes, such as pose, age, expression, and
lighting, are usually not available.

The most critical challenge is the privacy issue, which we
define as whether to use recognizable information or not.
To refrain from privacy invasion, unrecognizable noises or
random-region masks can be added to face images [36], but
the risk of leakage of real and distinguishable face images
remains high. To solve the privacy issue once and for all,
using synthetic data to train the face recognition model is a
good practice. Thanks to the development of the generative
model and computer graphics, we could generate realistic
images by using computing resources [8, 2]. However, the
domain gap is unavoidable, and the previous works [28, 2]
access the real image and label to close the domain gap
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which still violates privacy-preserving. In this work, our
main contributions are summarized as followed:

• Analyzing the impacts and potentials of spatial data
augmentation (SA), and showing the analytical results
of possible options, such as grayscale, perspective op-
eration, etc.

• Applying the spectrum mixup (SMU) to minimize the
synthetic-to-real domain gap without using real face
images for training.

• Achieving the state-of-the-art performance of face
recognition without using any recognizable informa-
tion.

2. Related works
Recent advancements in face recognition research have

focused on improving the accuracy and efficiency of deep
learning models. One important research area is to in-
vestigate various architectures, such as attention mecha-
nisms [19, 41, 39, 38, 40, 20] and multi-task learning [47,
12, 27], to improve model capability in accommodation
with variations in facial expressions, poses, and lighting
conditions. Most importantly, the design of loss func-
tions [34, 33, 18, 6, 7, 31, 24, 32, 17] and open source large
dataset [46, 10, 37, 15, 51] have been drawing much atten-
tions in this research field. Additionally, researchers have
been investigating privacy-preserving face recognition tech-
niques to protect individuals’ privacy by not storing their
raw face images in the system. Instead, they have developed
methods to generate privacy-preserving representations for
the faces that can be used for person identification.

Recently, researchers have explored the use of synthetic
data and applied data augmentation techniques to improve
the model generalization capability to compute unseen data.
Promising results have been reported in reducing bias and
improving the recognition accuracy on diverse datasets.
However, there are still certain cases where noticeable gaps
exist between real and synthetic images, especially in the
frequency domain. For instance, the artifact on synthetic
data can be revealed by using the frequency spectrum anal-
ysis and can be recognized by a simple classifier on spec-
trum [14, 9]. Therefore, reducing the domain gap between
real and synthetic datasets can lead to more robust and ef-
fective recognition systems trained on synthetic data, which
can have significant practical applications in areas such as
security, surveillance, and biometrics.

To sum up, these recent advancements have the poten-
tial to improve the accuracy, efficiency, and fairness of face
recognition systems, making them more suitable for real-
world applications.

In this section, we first introduce deep face recognition
using margin-based softmax loss functions. We then ex-

plore the performance gap between the models trained on
synthetic and real datasets (SynFace and RealFace). Lastly,
we introduce 1) identity mixup to enlarge the intra-class
variations and 2) domain mixup to mitigate the domain gap
between synthetic and real face images.

2.1. Training of face recognition

Training of face recognition system is to teach a com-
puter vision model to recognize and identify human faces
in images or videos. The training process involves feeding
the model with a large amount of labeled face data, that is,
images or videos of people’s faces along with correspond-
ing identity labels. The model then learns to extract unique
features from each face and uses those features to differen-
tiate one’s face from another.

During training, parameters of the model are determined
through various techniques such as deep learning algo-
rithms, convolutional neural networks (CNNs), and trans-
fer learning to improve its accuracy while reducing errors
in identifying faces. The accuracy of the face recognition
model is evaluated with a separate dataset that is unseen to
the model.

The ultimate goal of face recognition training is to de-
velop a robust and reliable system that can accurately rec-
ognize and identify faces in real-world scenarios, such as
security systems, access control, and biometric authentica-
tion. In the past few years, researchers mainly focus on the
loss design for face recognition training.

2.1.1 Losses for face recognition

In general, face recognition methods adopt unified (hybrid)
loss functions, which combine three losses involving spe-
cific constraints on the angles between the weight vectors
of different classes, and govern the distance metrics among
them.

Let xi be the input feature vector under class i, yi be the
ground truth label of class i, and W be the learnable weight
matrix of the loss function with size of C ×D, where C is
the number of classes, and D is the feature dimension. The
joint loss function can then be written as:

L = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

log
es·δ

es·δ +
∑

j ̸=yi
es·cos(θj)

δ = cos(m1 · θj +m2)−m3 ,

(1)

where N is the batch size, mi∈1,2,3 is the margin parameter,
s is the scale factor, and θj indicates the angle between the
weight Wj and the feature xi. In detail, sphereface [22], ar-
cface [6], and cosface [34] have the parameters (m1, 0, 0),
(1,m2, 0), and (1, 0,m3), respectively. By using this joint
loss function, we can train the network to learn discrimina-
tive features that are well-separated in the embedding space,



while also minimizing the computational overhead of mul-
tiple loss functions.

Recent research studies begin to investigate other de-
signs of loss function, such as those considering the image
quality effect [24, 32, 17]. In this paper, we conduct experi-
ments on the SOTA method, Adaface [17], which proposed
the adaptive margin function by approximating the image
quality with feature norms. Their margins can be written
as:

mAdaface
1 = 1

mAdaface
2 = −m2 · ∥̂zi∥

mAdaface
3 = m3 · ∥̂zi∥+m3

∥̂zi∥ = ⌊∥xi∥ − µz

σz/h
⌉ ,

(2)

where ∥xi∥ means the norm of the feature vector xi, h is a
constant, µz and σz are the mean and standard deviation of
all ∥xi∥ within a batch.

2.2. Privacy-preserving face recognition

Privacy-preserving face recognition is an emerging area
of research. One approach is to use Masked Autoencoders
in FaceMAE [36], where face privacy and recognition per-
formance are considered simultaneously. Alternatively,
learnable privacy budgets in the frequency domain [13] can
be used. The other approach is to use differential privacy to
convert the original image into a projection on eigenfaces
and to add noises for better privacy. Specifically, differen-
tial privacy works by adding random noises to the data or
query results in a way that guarantees whether the presence
or absence of any individual in the dataset does not signifi-
cantly affect the outcome. This means that an observer can-
not determine whether any individual’s data is included in
the dataset or not. The amount of noise added is calibrated
based on a privacy parameter called epsilon ϵ, which deter-
mines the level of privacy protection. A smaller value of ε
provides stronger privacy protection but may result in less
accurate query results. Differential privacy offers a theoret-
ical guarantee of privacy [4]. However, the methods above
still need to access real information such as RGB images
and related identity information. To refrain from any pri-
vacy invasion, we need to use synthetic data and avoid any
privacy information in the training pipeline. Synface [28]
use the pre-trained GAN [8] to generate massive of syn-
thetic images to decrease the needy of the real image, which
only uses 1 over 10 real image [46] for domain mixup in the
training pipeline.

3. Methods
To improve the accuracy of face recognition network, in

this study, we propose a spatial augmentation and spectrum

mixup (SASMU) module which operates in the spatial and
frequency domains, respectively. We first describe how the
synthetic faces are controlled, rendered, and aligned to pre-
pare the dataset (Section 3.2). After providing the dataset
statistics (Section 3.1), we introduce the proposed spectrum
mixup method for minimizing the synthetic-to-real domain
gap (Section 3.3).

3.1. Dataset statistics

In this paper, we conduct our study upon the setting
of SOTA face recognition with synthetic image data, Syn-
face [3] and Digiface-1M [2]. These two works develop
their face recognition model on two different types of
datasets, in which the former one use the generated data
from GAN and the later one create the images using the
traditional simulation and rendering pipeline. Specifically,
Synface [3] uses the pretrained DiscofaceGAN [8] to gen-
erate the facial images. DiscoFaceGAN [8] can generate re-
alistic and diverse face images of virtual people with disen-
tangled and controllable features. It uses 3D priors to learn
latent representations for identity, expression, pose, and il-
lumination, and then synthesizes face images by imitating
a 3D face deformation and rendering process. DiscoFace-
GAN [8] can produce high-quality face images with fine-
grained control over each feature. Despite the fast synthetic
images production, DiscofaceGAN [8] suffers from identity
consistency, especially in large poses or severe environment
conditions shown in Fig. 1. In contrast, Digiface-1M [2]
leverage the well-developed 3D CG technique to render the
image. They first create the synthetic 3D model of a per-
son then follow a predefined instructions to obtain a set of
synthesized face images. As shown in Fig. 1, Digiface-1M
well produces a variety of face images for the same identity
with given context settings. In the following experiment,
we also show that the lack of identity consistency decreases
the performance of face recognition.

3.2. Data augmentation

Data augmentation is widely used in the vision tasks
[30] to extend the amount and variety of training dataset.
Starting from light augmentation, such as cropping, rescal-
ing, and photometric jittering, to heavy augmentation in-
cluding but not limited to random affine, random masking,
and warping, performance improvements can be achieved
by adopting data augmentation in various vision systems. In
the face recognition research field, however, we surprisingly
found that there is almost no additional data augmentation
applied in the previous methods. One intuitive reason might
be assocaited with the increasing amount of datasets [51],
which could meet the requirement of scale issues for model
training. In practice, we found that only slight data augmen-
tation, for example, the applied probability of grayscale,
pgrayscale = 0.05, is beneficial for using Adaface loss [17]
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Figure 1: Comparison of DiscofaceGAN [8] and Digi-
face1M [2] datasets. For each dataset, the images of the first
and second rows are samples from two different identities.
Obviously, DiscofaceGAN [8] fails to maintain identity
consistency among generated face images, whereas Digi-
face1M [2] performs great in generating various face im-
ages for the same identity.

on real image dataset [46]. However, the performance de-
creases rapidly when pgrayscale becomes larger.

In contrast with the diversity of real images, synthetic
images are usually monotonous. For example, the face in
the real image could be occluded, over-exposed, and dis-
torted. It is hard for GAN model [8] to mimic those artifacts
without changing the identities. As for traditional rendering
pipeline, the current technique [2] could generate various
face images for the same identity, at the expense of high
costs of hardware, software, and computational time.

In our study, the data augmentation is beneficial for using
synthetic data. Taking Synface training method as an exam-
ple, adding random erase (RE) with probability pRE = 1
can increase the testing performance on LFW [11] by more
than 1%. It is worthwhile to investigate the data augmenta-
tion when using synthetic image to train the face recognition
model.

We split the data augmentation into two groups,
appearance-based and geometry-based methods. While
keeping the structure of the face, the appearance-based
method only changes the color tonality, such as grayscale,
Gaussian noise, blur, salt and pepper, channel shuffle,
equalization, and auto contrast. The geometry-based
method changes the structure of face images, such as crop,
flip, affine, and perspective.

3.3. The proposed spectrum mixup (SMU)

The main objective of this study is to develop a privacy-
preserving face recognition model by training it on a syn-
thetic dataset. To this end, we propose a novel data aug-
mentation technique called Spectrum Mixup (SMU) that re-
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Figure 2: The proposed spectrum mixup (SMU) module.

duces the domain gap between real and synthetic datasets
by immigrating information from the amplitude spectrum of
real images. In contrast to other mixup strategies in the fre-
quency domain, as shown in Fig. 3, that use weighted sum
operation or hard-assignment mask, we integrate the ampli-
tude components of synthetic data and the amplitude com-
ponents of real data using a Gaussian-based soft-assignment
map, and enhance high-frequency information, as illus-
trated in Fig. 2. Our approach is based on the following
hypotheses: 1) semantic content (identity information) is
mainly encoded in the phase components; 2) incorporating
amplitude information from real data into synthetic data re-
sults in a better fit to the distribution of the real dataset; and
3) enhancing high-frequency information is more effective
than low-frequency information since deep neural networks
prioritize fitting certain frequencies [43], usually from low
to high, which indicates that synthetic data carry realistic
low-frequency information but lack high-frequency details.

To obtain the frequency components of an image* x ∈
RM×N , we use the 2D discrete Fourier transform, which
can be expressed as:

F(x)(u, v) =
M−1∑
m=0

N−1∑
n=0

x(m,n)e−j2π(um
M + vn

N ), (3)

where (m,n) denotes the coordinate of an image pixel in
the spatial domain; x(m,n) is the pixel value; (u, v) rep-
resents the coordinate of a spatial frequency in frequency
domain; F(x)(u, v) is the complex frequency value of im-
age x; e and j are Euler’s number and the imaginary unit,
respectively. Accordingly, F−1(·) is the 2D inverse dis-
crete Fourier transform which converts frequency spectrum

*For simplicity, the single-channel image is used to illustrate the proce-
dure of discrete Fourier transform, while the extension to color images is
straightforward by processing on each channel separately using the same
way.
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(a) Yang et al. [44] (b) Yang et al. [45] (c) Xu et al. [42] (d) Liu et al. [21]

Figure 3: Comparisons of different mixup strategies in frequency domain. Yang et al. [44] replaced the amplitude spectrum
of the source image directly with the amplitude spectrum of the target image. Yang et al. [45] applied a frequency mask to
swap the low-frequency components of the source amplitude spectrum. Xu et al. [42] integrated two amplitude spectra by
using a weighted sum operation. Liu et al. [21] retained the high-frequency components of the source amplitude spectrum
and combined the low-frequency components of the source amplitude spectrum with those of the target image.

to spatial domain. Following Euler’s formula:

ejθ = cos(θ) + j sin(θ), (4)

the natural exponential function in Eq. (3) can be rewritten
as:

e−j2π(um
M +vn

N )=cos 2π
(um
M

+
vn

N

)
−j sin 2π

(um
M

+
vn

N

)
.

(5)
According to Eq. (3) and Eq. (5), the image is decom-
posed into orthogonal sine and cosine functions which con-
stitute the imaginary and real part of the frequency com-
ponent F(x), respectively. Then, the amplitude and phase
spectra of F(x)(u, v) are defined as:

A(x)(u, v) =
(
R2(x)(u, v) + I2(x)(u, v)

)1/2
, (6)

P(x)(u, v) = arctan

(
I(x)(u, v)
R(x)(u, v)

)
, (7)

where R(x) and I(x) represent the real part and imaginary
part of F(x), respectively.

Furthermore, to implement our SMU method, we use a
Gaussian kernel to create a soft-assignment map, denoted
as G. The soft-assignment map is defined as follows:

G(u, v) = e−D2(u,v)/2D2
0 , (8)

where D0 is a positive constant that represents the cut-off
frequency, and D2

0 is the distance between a point (u, v)
in the frequency domain and the center of the frequency
rectangle, that is,

D(u, v) =
(
(u−M/2)2 + (v −N/2)2

)1/2
, (9)

where M and N represent the height and width of the fre-
quency rectangle and image, respectively.

The SMU procedure for two randomly sampled images
xsyn and xreal, can be formalized as follows:

x′syn = F−1((1−G) ◦A(xreal) +G ◦A(xsyn),P(xsyn)),
(10)

where ◦ denotes the element-wise multiplication operation.
We maintain the low-frequency information of synthetic
data and immigrate high-frequency details from the ampli-
tude components of the real image. The resulting amplitude
components are then combined with the phase components
of xsyn to obtain the final augmented synthetic image x′syn.

To summarize, the SMU procedure uses a soft-
assignment map to combine the low-frequency components
of the synthetic image with the high-frequency components
of the real image, resulting in a more realistic augmented
synthetic image. Note that, the SMU method only uses
the amplitude spectra of the real images to obtain high-
frequency components, while the labels or identity informa-
tion of the real images is not used during the training pro-
cess. It means that the method can be applied to any type
of image dataset without the need for manual annotation or
labeling, making it a useful tool for various applications in
computer vision.

4. Experiments
4.1. Experiment setup and evaluation protocol

In this paper, LResNet50E-IR model [6] is used as our
backbone for face recognition. We conduct all experiments
using the learning strategies and experimental hyperparam-
eters of the state-of-the-art methods [2, 28] on 4 NVIDIA
V100 GPUs. The batch size is 256, and the number of



epochs is 40. The initial learning rate is 0.1, and it is divided
by 10 at 24-th, 30-th, and 36-th epoch. The loss function is
Adaface loss [17], and SGD optimizer is used to train mod-
els. For a fair and steady comparison, our model is trained
from scratch and no early stop strategy is used in our ex-
periments. The trained model at the last epoch is used to
conduct inference on the testing datasets.

4.2. Datasets

In this study, the Digiface1M (synthetic) dataset [2] and
the CASIA-WebFace (real) dataset [46] are used to train our
face recognition model. For the Digiface1M dataset, there
are 720k face images with a resolution of 256 × 256 in to-
tal, in which each identity consists of 72 images. For the
CASIA-WebFace dataset, it consists of 528k images with
a resolution of 112 × 112 preprocessed by [6] for 10575
identities. Note that only face images from the CASIA-
WebFace dataset are used in the proposed SMU module;
therefore, the identity information is not adopted in our
training stage. For preprocessing, we randomly select 200
identities with 50 face images as our real image data on the
CASIA-WebFace, and crop all of the images into a size of
112× 112.

To evaluate the recognition performance, we test on
five common face verification benchmarks, including LFW
[11], AgeDB-30 [26], CALFW [49], CFP-FP [29], and CP-
LFW [48] datasets, and compute verification accuracy for
evaluation. The LFW is one of the most common bench-
mark datasets which contains 6000 pairs of images col-
lected in-the-wild. The AgeDB-30 and CALFW aim to test
the model performance under large age variation. The CFP-
FP and CP-LFW datasets are used to evaluate recognition
ability with large pose variation.

4.3. Choice of synthetic dataset

Recently, a study [51] reports that a higher number of
identities and image samples can improve recognition per-
formance with diverse and robust embedding. Bae et al.
[2] demonstrate that the robustness and efficiency of their
pipeline can generate face images with the same identity in
any conditions, and reveal a high correlation between im-
age number and performance. Also, the experimental re-
sults of several studies [28, 8] suggest a similar conclusion
to the above studies. However, there are significant biases
between face images when considering the consistency of
intra-identity images. These biases lead to difficulty rec-
ognizing whether they are the same identity even if gener-
ated by the same identity information, as shown in Fig. 1.
We further conduct experiments to investigate the impact
of sample numbers for each identity. As shown in Table 1,
higher sample numbers with identity inconsistency affect
the recognition performance, gradually. In this way, we
choose the Digiface1M as our training dataset to develop

Table 1: The impact of sample number for each identity in
DiscofaceGAN [8]. We have tested different settings with
the default Adaface training processing [17] without any
other data augmentation or modification methods.

#Sample LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg.
40 90.68 65.67 75.55 68.59 68.40 73.78
50 88.90 65.45 74.82 68.57 68.63 73.27
72 89.50 63.55 73.63 67.04 67.50 72.25

100 88.95 63.17 73.52 66.01 66.48 71.63
200 88.32 61.63 71.17 65.43 66.05 70.52

a face recognition system.

4.4. Ablation studies

4.4.1 SA selection

In this study, we conduct several experiments to find the best
combination of data augmentations for performance im-
provement. All details of the data augmentation setting are
reported in our supplementary document. Finally, our com-
bination of data augmentations consists of low-resolution
operation, random cropping operation, photometric aug-
mentation, grayscale operation, and perspective operations.
As shown in Table 3 and Table 2, the experimental results
suggest that better performance can be obtained when in-
creasing the strength (probability) of data augmentation.

4.4.2 Impact of the cut-off frequency in SASMU

In this experiment, the proposed SASMU method has been
tested with different settings of the cut-off frequency D0

for performance evaluation. As shown in Table 4, the aver-
age accuracy is 83.96% without the SMU operation, and the
performance can be improved by using proposed method
except for D0 = 15. The best average accuracy (84.56%) is
yielded by the proposed method with D0 = 60.

4.5. Quantitative results

4.5.1 Performance of frequency-based mixup methods

In this experiment, we compare the proposed method to
other mixup methods in frequency domain. For fair com-
parison, we adopted SA method for all experiments. As
shown in Table 5, we obtain the best accuracy on all datasets
when using our SASMU method. It is noteworthy that the
accuracy of other methods are lower than baseline which
is without any mixup operation in frequency domain. The
reason might be that they assumed that semantic informa-
tion is mainly encoded in high-frequency space, and thus
preserved them while combining the low-frequency compo-
nents of the target image for domain adaptation. However,
previous studies have claimed that there are serious domain
gaps between real and synthetic data spaces, especially in



Table 2: Notations and settings for SA. p∗ denote the probability of adopting data augmentation.

Name Description pLR pCrop pPho pGray pPer pGB pGN

DA-S0 Original in [17] 0.2 0.2 0.2 - - - -
DA-S1 Weakest SA 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.01 - - -
DA-S2 Forth strongest SA 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.2 - - -
DA-S3 Third strongest SA 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.4 - - -
DA-S4 Second strongest SA 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.4 - -
DA-S5 Strongest SA 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4

Table 3: Ablation study of the SA method.

Data Aug. LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg.
- 88.43 67.27 71.52 76.57 69.45 74.65
DA-S1 89.02 71.63 72.85 77.93 69.75 76.24
DA-S2 91.55 76.72 77.12 81.27 73.05 79.94
DA-S3 91.83 75.23 77.38 81.09 73.67 79.84
DA-S4 92.72 75.43 77.60 82.99 74.53 80.65
DA-S5 94.00 77.75 79.97 84.17 78.38 82.85

Table 4: Ablation study of the proposed SASMU method
for cut-off frequency D0 of Gaussian kernel (%). S denotes
a sample space (S = {15, 30, 45, 60} is used in this ex-
periment) and U stands for uniform distribution. The best
average accuracy is 84.56% with D0 = 60.

Cut-off freq. LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg.
- 95.32 78.37 81.37 85.21 79.53 83.96

D0 = 15 95.03 78.53 81.23 84.14 79.27 83.64
D0 = 30 95.72 79.75 81.72 85.33 79.78 84.46
D0 = 45 95.77 78.90 82.32 85.60 80.18 84.55
D0 = 60 95.75 79.72 81.97 85.63 79.75 84.56
D0 ∼ U(S) 95.72 79.32 81.57 84.97 80.33 84.38

Table 5: Comparison of different mixup method in fre-
quency domain (%). The SA method is used in all exper-
iments. Our method achieves the best performance on all
datasets than other methods.

Method LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg.
- 95.32 78.37 81.37 85.21 79.53 83.96
Yang et al. [44] 92.68 74.93 78.58 80.44 73.82 80.09
Yang et al. [45] 94.10 77.97 80.30 82.67 75.08 82.02
Xu et al. [42] 94.83 78.20 80.27 84.41 77.17 82.98
Liu et al. [21] 94.93 77.90 80.17 83.79 77.75 82.91
Ours 95.75 79.72 81.97 85.63 79.75 84.56

frequency domain [14, 9], and learning high-frequency in-
formation is difficult than low-frequency [43]. This is the
reason that we decide to immigrate the high-frequency in-
formation from the real space to synthetic data for minimiz-
ing the synthetic-to-real domain gap, instead of relying on
the low-frequency components.

4.5.2 Visualization of frequency-based mixup methods

To investigate the effect of mixup operations in frequency
domain, we have visualized the augmented images using
different methods, as shown in Fig. 4. The amplitude spec-
trum of synthetic images are combined with the amplitude
spectrum of real image using the proposed SMU method
and other methods. In these experiments, the optimal hy-
perparameters of other mixup methods are used. Yang et al.
[44] directly replace the amplitude of the synthetic image
with that of the real image, which causes the inconsistency
between the phase and amplitude of the synthetic image.
Yang et al. [45] swap low-frequency components using a
square mask between two images, leading to a ringing ef-
fect on the augmented image as the square mask works as an
ideal filter. Xu et al. [42] adopt weighted sum operation to
combine amplitude spectra, without considering that differ-
ent frequencies have different importance and information,
which produces artifacts in the augmented images. Liu et
al. [21] retain the high-frequency components of the syn-
thetic amplitude spectrum and combined the low-frequency
components of the source amplitude spectrum with those of
the real image. However, their setting leads to only a few
frequency points being adjusted on the synthetic image, re-
sulting in only image intensities being changed in the spa-
tial domain, merely. In other words, when enlarging the
hyperparameter of their method, it will cause the ringing
effect which is in line with the results of [45]. In addition,
we compute the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) values
of those augmented images and show them in Fig. 4. It
indicates that our method can produce high-quality images
which are similar to the original synthetic images.

5. Conclusion
In this study, we have investigated how to develop a

robust face recognition system with consideration for the
privacy-preserving issue using the synthetic dataset. The
proposed SASMU method is used to increase data varia-
tion and minimize the synthetic-to-real domain gap, which
consists of the best combination of spatial data augmenta-
tions (SA) and spectrum mixup (SMU). First, we have ana-
lyzed how common data augmentations improve the recog-



Real Image Synthetic Image PSNR=13.56 PSNR=14.00 PSNR=19.49 PSNR=16.52 PSNR=37.88

Synthetic Image PSNR=10.80 PSNR=10.98 PSNR=16.76 PSNR=15.94 PSNR=38.67

Synthetic Image PSNR=9.816 PSNR=9.954 PSNR=15.80 PSNR=22.53 PSNR=38.16

Yang et al. [44] Yang et al. [45] Xu et al. [42] Liu et al. [21] Ours

Figure 4: The visualization results using different mixup strategies in frequency domain and PSNR values indicating the
image quality and similarity between original synthetic image and the augmented image.

nition model for considering different conditions in the real
scene and various color spaces (e.g., RGB-/gray-space), and
have found the best combination of data augmentations for
face recognition when using synthetic dataset. Second, we
have investigated the reason for causing the domain gap
between real and synthetic datasets, and have proposed
a novel mixup method on the frequency domain, SMU,
to reduce the gap for improving recognition performance.
Note that only synthetic data and real images (without la-
bels) are used, and no data from the target dataset is used
in the training stage. Extensive experimental results have
demonstrated the effectiveness of SASMU, achieving state-
of-the-art performance on several common face verification
benchmarks, including LFW, AgeDB-30, CA-LFW, CFP-
FP, and CP-LFW. Our experimental results suggest that 1)
SASMU is a crucial and efficient training strategy for face
recognition; 2) applying SA can improve the recognition
performance, especially using synthetic data; and 3) using
the SMU method to immigrate high-frequency information
from real data outperforms other methods with the oppo-
site assumptions. For future work, we can further discuss
and analyze heavy data augmentation for face recognition
or other tasks. Furthermore, the SMU method may be ap-
plied to other computer vision tasks for domain generaliza-
tion and may be used to develop a generalized foundation
model for several studies.
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1. Comparison with SOTA
We not only discussed Digiface1M [1] but also com-

pared our approach with state-of-the-art research on the
DiscofaceGAN dataset [3]. The comparison results are
presented in Table 1. To ensure a fair comparison with
USynthFace [2], we trained our model using synthetic data
with the same number of training images (400K) from the
DiscofaceGAN dataset. It is worth noting that when con-
sidering the same training strategies, such as the number
of epochs, USynthFace achieved an average accuracy of
77.19%, while reporting an accuracy of 78.30% in their
study. Our method achieved competitive performance with
an average accuracy of 78.19% compared to other methods.

2. Implementation details
2.1. SA implementation

There are various types of data augmentation in visual-
related task [10, 7]. In order to maintain focus and facili-
tate implementation, our selection of candidate methods and
probabilities is restricted to the following items as Table. 2.

2.2. SMU implementation

The PyTorch-style pseudocode for the proposed SMU is
shown in Algorithm 1. SMU performs a mixup process-
ing in frequency domain to enhance the reality of the syn-
thetic image. In this algorithm, the inputs are synthetic
image, real image and cut-off frequency. First, we com-
pute a Gaussian-based soft-assignment map using function
GLPF. Then, synthetic and real images are converted into
frequency domain to obtain spectra using fast Fourier trans-
form (FFT) [8]. The augmented amplitude spectrum is
calculated by combining synthetic amplitude spectrum and
real amplitude spectrum using a soft-assignment map. Fi-

*Equal contribution
†Corresponding author

nally, the augmented image is obtained combination of the
augmented amplitude and synthetic phase spectra by in-
verse FFT.

3. SA experimental results
This section discusses the optimal choice for spatial data

augmentation (SA), including which approaches to use and
how to set their probabilities. In addition, we address the
order in which to apply data augmentation, specifically
considering whether grayscale and histogram equalization
should be applied before or after other approaches.

3.1. Appearance methods

Following the data augmentation setting of Adaface [4],
we combine low resolution (LR), cropping (crop), and
photometric (Pho) as base augmentation combination (SA-
B0) with the same probability of 0.2 in Table. 3. We also
introduce a stronger base augmentation with probability of
0.5, which we named SA-B1. All of our data augmentation
experiments base on these two base augmentations.

3.1.1 Using grayscale or not

To begin, we investigate the impact of applying grayscale
during our training stage. We have tested various combina-
tions of settings, as shown in Table. 3 and Table 11. Our
experimental results demonstrate the significant benefits of
using the grayscale method with both SA-B0 and SA-B1.
These results suggest that it is advisable to include grayscale
as a standard part of our SA pipeline.

3.1.2 Using channel shuffle or not

Building on our previous findings, we further investigate the
impact of channel shuffle as a data augmentation method. In
addition to SA-B0 and SA-B1, we also test SA-B1-G1 as a
new base augmentation, which we denote as SA-B2. The



Table 1: Comparison with state-of-the-art methods on DiscofaceGAN dataset.

Method #Images LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg
SynFace [9] 500K 88.98 - - - - -
SynFace (w/IM) [9] 500K 91.97 - - - - -
USynthFace [2] 400K 92.23 71.62 78.56 77.05 72.03 78.30
USynthFace (40-th epoch)[2] 400K 91.42 69.73 75.43 77.94 71.07 77.19
Ours (SASMU) 400K 92.60 73.53 78.17 74.36 72.28 78.19

Table 2: The details of data augmentation. p∗ denote the probability of adopting data augmentation.

Method Source and hyperparameter
Notation of

probability

Appearance

Crop Default in Adaface [4] pCrop

Low Resolution Default in Adaface [4] pLR

Photometric Default in Adaface [4] pPho

Grayscale Torchvision [6] built-in, remains 3 channels pGray

Gaussian Noise skimage [11] built-in, random noise(mode=”gaussian”) pGN

Gaussian Blur Torchvision [6] built-in, kernel size = (7, 7) pGB

Channel Shuffle Randomize the order of RGB channels pCS

Histogram Equalization Torchvision [6] built-in pHE

Autocontrast Torchvision [6] built-in pAC

Geometry
Random Affine

Torchvision [6] built-in,

degrees=(-30,30), translate=(0, 0.5), scale=(0.4, 0.5), shear=(0,0)
pRA

Random Perspective
Torchvision [6] built-in,

distortion scale=np.random.uniform(0.0, 0.5)
pRP

combination settings for channel shuffle are recorded in Ta-
ble 4, and the results are presented in Table 12. Although
channel shuffle showed promising results when applied to
SA-B0 and SA-B1, it had a negative impact on the perfor-
mance of SA-B1-G1. Given the importance of maintaining
a stable and reliable data augmentation pipeline, we decided
to remove channel shuffle from our list of SA methods.

3.1.3 Gaussian Noise and Gaussian Blur

Based on the results from section 3.1.1, we expand our SA
pipeline to include Gaussian blur and Gaussian noise. We
conduct the following experiment upon SA-B2. We have
tested various combinations of Gaussian blur and Gaus-
sian noise, and the experiment settings are presented in Ta-
ble 5. The results are shown in Table 13. Although Gaus-
sian blur had a more significant impact when applied indi-
vidually than Gaussian noise, using these two techniques

jointly in the SA-B1-G1 pipeline still showed a consider-
able improvement over using Gaussian blur alone. Thus,
we decided to pair Gaussian blur and Gaussian noise and
add them to the SA pipeline with equal probability. In addi-
tion, we get better performance when using SA-B1-G2 with
pGN = 0.4 and pGB = 0.4 (SA-B3-GB1-GN1).

3.2. Geometry methods

Real-world images present not only appearance chal-
lenges but also distortion challenges. To enhance the robust-
ness of our model when facing real-world images, we incor-
porated mimic distortion as a data augmentation method. To
prevent over-distortion, we select either random perspective
or random affine based on which method provides the great-
est performance boost.

We select SA-B1 from Section 3.1.1 and SA-B3-GB1-
GN1 from Section 3.1.3 as the new base augmentations, de-
noted as SA-B4. Table 6 shows the experiment settings, and



Algorithm 1: PyTorch-style pseudocode for SMU
def GLPF(H, W, D0):

# H, W: image size
# D0: cut-off frequency

for i in range(H):
for j in range(W):

G[i,j] = exp(-sqrt((i-H)**2+(j-W)**2)/(2*(D0**2)))
return G

def SMU(syn img, real img, D0):
# syn img/real img: synthetic/real image
# D0: cut-off frequency

H, W = size(syn img)
G = GLPF(H, W, D0)

# convert image into frequency
syn fft = fft(syn img)
real fft = fft(rea iImg)
syn amp, syn phase = abs(syn fft), angle(syn fft)
real amp = abs(real fft)
syn amp, real amp = fftshift(syn amp), fftshift(real amp)

# amplitude spectrum mixup
aug amp = G * syn amp + (1 - G) * real amp
aug amp = ifftshift(aug amp)
aug fft = aug amp * exp(1j * syn phase)
augImg = ifft(aug fft)
return augImg

Table 3: Notations and settings for SA about base augmentation and grayscale.

Name Description pLR pCrop pPho pGray

SA-B0 Original in [4], base augmentation 0.2 0.2 0.2 -
SA-B1 Stronger base augmentation 0.5 0.5 0.5 -
SA-B0-G0 Add grayscale into SA-B0 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.01
SA-B0-G1 Add stronger grayscale into SA-B0 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
SA-B1-G1 Add stronger grayscale into SA-B1 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.2
SA-B1-G2 Add much stronger grayscale into SA-B1 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.4

the results are presented in Table 14. Regardless of the base
augmentation, the random perspective consistently outper-
formed the random affine. Therefore, we have decided to
include the random perspective in our data augmentation
pipeline with a probability of 0.4.

3.3. Revisiting grayscale and similar augmentation

After selecting the basic appearance and geometry data
augmentation, we find that appearance augmentation could
efficiently improve the model generalization, leading to bet-

ter performance in real-world image tests. To explore the
potential of appearance augmentation while avoiding the
risk of losing facial details, such as adding excessive noise
or using GAN-based image editing that requires an addi-
tional model, we consider two smooth data augmentations:
histogram equalization and autocontrast. As shown in the
experiment details listed in Table 8 and the results in Ta-
ble 7, both histogram equalization and autocontrast improve
the test results, but histogram equalization has a greater im-
pact than autocontrast. To keep the data augmentation list



Table 4: Notations and settings for SA about channel shuffle.

Name Description pLR pCrop pPho pGray pCS

SA-B0-CS0 Add Channel shuffle into SA-B0 0.2 0.2 0.2 - 0.01
SA-B1-CS1 Add Channel shuffle into SA-B1 0.5 0.5 0.5 - 0.2
SA-B2-CS1 Add Channel shuffle into SA-B1-G1 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.2

Table 5: Notations and settings for SA about Gaussian noise and Gaussian blur.

Name Description pLR pCrop pPho pGray pGB pGN

SA-B2-GB0 Add GN into SA-B1-G1 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.2 -
SA-B2-GN0 Add GN into SA-B1-G1 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.2 - 0.2
SA-B2-GB0-GN0 Add GN into SA-B1-G1 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.2 0.2
SA-B3-GB1-GN1 Add GN into SA-B1-G2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.4

Table 6: Notations and settings for geometry methods.

Name Base pPer pAff

SA-B1-Per0 SA-B1 0.2 -
SA-B1-Aff0 SA-B1 - 0.2
SA-B4-Per1 SA-B3-GB1-GN1 0.4 -
SA-B4-Aff1 SA-B3-GB1-GN1 - 0.4

Table 7: Ablation study for histogram equalization and au-
tocontrast.

Data Aug. LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg.
SA-B0-HE0 89.37 70.03 73.45 77.66 70.13 76.13
SA-B0-HE1 90.77 72.85 73.93 79.17 70.68 77.48
SA-B1-HE1 90.63 72.63 75.93 79.64 71.90 78.15
SA-B1-HE2 91.00 74.10 76.10 79.93 72.17 78.66
SA-B0-HE3 92.40 74.37 75.58 80.64 72.33 79.07
SA-B1-HE3 92.17 75.07 77.08 81.46 74.23 80.00
SA-B0-AC0 88.33 67.46 62.66 76.51 68.37 74.67
SA-B0-AC1 88.70 70.22 72.65 77.09 69.88 75.71
SA-B1-AC1 88.83 71.77 73.95 78.14 69.48 76.44
SA-B1-AC2 89.48 71.60 73.02 78.29 70.78 76.63
SA-B0-AC3 89.80 68.90 72.32 77.59 69.43 75.61
SA-B1-AC3 89.35 72.63 73.87 79.11 71.28 77.25

manageable, we decide to use only histogram equalization.
In addition, we make an interesting discovery that the ex-
periments of both histogram equalization and autocontrast
suggest setting their probability to 1, which is counterintu-
itive.

We further conduct experiments on histogram equaliza-
tion based on SA-B4-Per1 in Section 3.2, but varied the
probability of grayscale, as shown in Table 9. The results
in Table. 15 show that both grayscale and histogram equal-
ization benefit from setting the probability to 1.0. Although
SA-B5-G3-HE3 does not have the highest average accu-

Table 8: Notations and settings for histogram equalization
and autocontrast.

Name Base pEqual pAC

SA-B0-HE0 SA-B0 0.05 -
SA-B0-HE1 SA-B0 0.2 -
SA-B1-HE1 SA-B0 0.2 -
SA-B1-HE2 SA-B0 0.4 -
SA-B0-HE3 SA-B0 1.0 -
SA-B1-HE3 SA-B0 1.0 -
SA-B0-AC0 SA-B0 - 0.05
SA-B0-AC1 SA-B0 - 0.2
SA-B1-AC1 SA-B0 - 0.2
SA-B1-AC2 SA-B0 - 0.4
SA-B0-AC3 SA-B0 - 1.0
SA-B1-AC3 SA-B0 - 1.0

Table 9: Notations and settings for histogram equalization
and grayscale with probability of 1.0.

Name Base pGray pEqual

SA-B5-HE3 SA-B4-Per1 - 1.0
SA-B5-G3-HE3 SA-B4-Per1 1.0 1.0

racy, we still chose it as our data augmentation combination
to simplify the conclusion. The discussion for setting the
probability to 1 is left as our future work.

3.4. Order of SA

After finalizing our SA list, SA-B5-G3-HE3, we con-
sider the order of applying SA to further optimize our model
performance. We focus on the order of grayscale and his-
togram equalization in combination with other SA meth-
ods. Moreover, we explore how many times we can apply



Table 10: Notations and settings for order. “T” denotes true,
and “F” denotes false.

Name Base Grayfirst Graylast HEfirst HElast

SA-B6-O1 SA-B5-G3-HE3 T F F T
SA-B6-O2 SA-B5-G3-HE3 F T F T
SA-B6-O3 SA-B5-G3-HE3 F T T F
SA-B6-O4 SA-B5-G3-HE3 T T T F
SA-B6-O5 SA-B5-G3-HE3 F T T T
SA-B6-O6 SA-B5-G3-HE3 T F T T
SA-B6-O7 SA-B5-G3-HE3 T T F T
SA-B6-O8 SA-B5-G3-HE3 T T T T

Table 11: Ablation study for base augmentation and
grayscale.

Data Aug. LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg.
SA-B0 88.43 67.27 71.52 76.57 69.45 74.65
SA-B1 88.77 69.40 72.05 76.50 70.50 75.44
SA-B0-G0 88.88 71.30 73.15 78.10 70.85 76.45
SA-B0-G1 90.33 72.10 75.43 79.53 72.05 77.89
SA-B1-G1 91.55 76.72 77.12 81.27 73.05 79.94
SA-B1-G2 91.83 75.23 77.38 81.09 73.67 79.84

Table 12: Ablation study for channel shuffle.

Data Aug. LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg.
SA-B0-CS0 87.97 70.13 72.82 77.43 68.87 75.44
SA-B1-CS1 89.37 73.00 75.72 78.61 71.43 77.63
SA-B2-CS1 91.87 75.45 77.47 81.09 73.52 79.88

Table 13: Ablation study for Gaussian noise and Gaussian
blur.

Data Aug. LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg.
SA-B2-GB0 91.97 76.02 78.68 80.77 74.05 80.30
SA-B2-GN0 91.45 74.85 76.75 81.86 72.67 79.51
SA-B2-GB0-GN0 92.10 76.63 78.17 81.79 73.17 80.37
SA-B3-GB1-GN1 94.00 77.92 79.68 82.39 77.05 82.21

Table 14: Ablation study for geometry methods.

Data Aug. LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg.
SA-B1-Per0 88.97 67.22 72.15 79.17 71.27 75.75
SA-B1-Aff0 89.47 67.88 71.70 77.80 70.30 75.43
SA-B4-Per1 94.00 77.75 79.97 84.17 78.38 82.85
SA-B4-Aff1 93.98 77.15 77.63 79.81 74.13 80.54

Table 15: Experimental results of histogram equalization
and grayscale with probability of 1.0.

Data Aug. LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg.
SA-B5-HE3 93.73 77.55 77.73 62.43 76.50 77.59
SA-B5-G3-HE3 95.47 77.97 81.65 84.89 79.22 83.84

grayscale or histogram equalization. Our initial implemen-
tation applied both grayscale and histogram equalization

Table 16: Ablation study for SA order.

Data Aug. LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg.
SA-B6-O1 95.35 77.57 81.33 84.19 78.63 83.41
SA-B6-O2 95.57 77.90 81.60 84.76 79.12 83.79
SA-B6-O3 95.62 77.62 80.92 85.27 79.67 83.82
SA-B6-O4 95.32 78.37 81.37 85.21 79.53 83.96
SA-B6-O5 95.15 78.48 81.45 85.01 79.22 83.86
SA-B6-O6 91.27 74.87 76.80 80.03 73.55 79.30
SA-B6-O7 95.27 79.28 81.43 84.50 79.03 83.90
SA-B6-O8 95.72 78.73 81.15 84.57 79.42 83.92

before other data augmentation methods. We test different
orders of applying SA, as shown in Table. 16. We use the
notation Grayfirst to indicate applying grayscale first, and
HEfirst to indicate applying histogram equalization first.
If both adopted simultaneously, we apply grayscale first fol-
lowed by histogram equalization. Graylast and HElast de-
note applying at the last. We choose SA-B6-O4 as our final
proposed SA based on the average accuracy.

4. Low-frequency vs high-frequency

In this study, the third assumption of SMU method men-
tioned in Section 3.3 is that enhancing high-frequency infor-
mation is more effective than low-frequency information for
domain generalization. However, previous mixup methods,
such as [14, 5], immigrate low-frequency components from
real image to synthetic image, rather than high-frequency
ones. Hence, we conduct the experiments to verify our as-
sumption, in which we swap the masks used to combine
real amplitude spectrum and synthetic amplitude spectrum
in [14, 5] methods. As shown in Table 17, their performance
can be improved (please see the accuracy with green color)
by modifying with our assumption. Moreover, consider-
ing the importance of different frequencies can obtain better
performance than the methods which swap or weighted sum
for synthetic and real amplitude spectra [13, 12].

Furthermore, we visualize the augmented images using
different methods, as shown in Fig. 1. The images with red
boxes are generated by those methods with our assumption,
their PSNR values are higher than the original methods.

5. Conclusion

In this supplemetary meterial, we first demostrate our
proposed method is generalized to other dataset, which out-
perform other state-of-the-art methods with the same con-
dition. Next, we provide implementation details of both SA
and SMU. We then report on the step-by-step selection pro-
cess of SA and provide extensive ablation studies to support
our choice. Finally, we analyze the impact of low-frequency
and high-frequency in frequency mixup methods and verify
our assumption.



Table 17: Comparison of different mixup methods in the frequency domain (%). Note that previous mixup methods, such as
[14, 5], are modified with our assumption that enhancing high-frequency information is more effective than low-frequency
information. The accuracy in black color is that immigrates high-frequency information from real data to synthetic data, and
the accuracy in green color are improvements compared with immigrating low-frequency ones.

Method LFW AgeDB-30 CA-LFW CFP-FP CP-LFW Avg
- 88.43 67.27 71.52 76.57 69.45 74.65
Yang et al. [13] 91.92 68.85 76.93 78.39 71.88 77.59
Yang et al. [14] 91.53 +5.08 71.22 +2.89 74.97 +3.60 79.37 +4.97 73.7 +6.33 78.16 +4.58
Xu et al. [12] 91.18 68.72 75.48 78.06 72.30 77.15
Liu et al. [5] 91.08 +4.06 71.28 +3.26 75.30 +3.63 79.36 +2.79 71.25 +3.82 77.65 +3.51
Ours 91.23 +2.21 73.62 +5.27 76.45 +3.12 80.43 +6.37 74.08 +5.40 79.16 +4.45

Yang et al. [13] Yang et al. [14] Yang et al. [14]* Xu et al. [12] Liu et al. [5] Liu et al. [5]* Ours

Figure 1: The visualization results using different mixup strategies in the frequency domain and PSNR values indicating the
image quality and similarity between the original synthetic image and the augmented image. “*” means that we modify their
methods with our assumption, in which we immigrate high-frequency information from real image to synthetic image.
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