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P AR B P a5 R I B AR T 4 47 [ 5000 RN 2 4 B B S0 3 i, Sy i SR ]
REMANE ST TEOA ST &SR, X EUE AT B SRR E E R R, Bus AEES
WHIE ARG &, X WL ANE T 3RIBOAR NI R & BRI nT B 315 Ry ke 22 ) [
FE 2018 £ 4 F, Pyid 5 [ A2 48 B S 5 {5y I O AAE BRI _E A%, iz D s MEAnt ¢ [
BURF T G036 F% T B EIAS RSN, T ELan, TR B4 O 3 1R 25 5 ol s T O adt L K e BB A
VIR I, T B 47— L8 R AR R N A BN B, (815 Dyt BOR s Pk 3k B 57 JE A5 [ 2K
AT R, 18 2019 48 1, ARMINE B GEH — BOF & BUR UG AL SOus 3571 Ak 1 Oh i AL
HANAZE S G e kAT R el O 2t AT 51 K S48, BeAh, RIAE 433 BE P i BOARIE F] RE A4 (] 1
B > A . B, 2019 4F 6 F SEICAL T Ik i TE 1M TN LR BEBORAE B REAR G T
FolF TN (Katie Jones) 7EHRMYAEAE W sk 4 5E 34T S 00y M, R H X — S 5 ECE B R P
MRV BN 55— 7 TH], i 73130 i T e 2 32 3OS 3h LS| Rk S R Ak 2 5 & B 1. B
B BB IEHAR B B R, 1R S8 71 Frop S e R BB i AT 9 A Bk 1) T
WL, DLGE BE 2 AR, AT AT DAPE AN SRS B R 47 20 14 [ B ik 280 FU0T A R M BOR, 28
B 5% 22 A AR i R EUK R .

AL IR L O i S5 RSO R0 FUE A B T ORBE AL A8 A Al ik A DE. i T O SoR A AL A
RANELART 5y SRIEF RS 1L, ANE 77 T RERINE IR AT RE MR R, 9140 Dyiss B 7 B S PRIEAUM, Rtzh %
AR, B R M EL AL k. R B AT B 20 B Oy i A B IF A 2, (HIE
FESETE UK. A SRR I IR P A B R 9 28, o R AL G BB B FE BT 2R, X DR AL A8 B
A EEE S —J7 T, MR D BRI REAR B AS RIBUEIG, X 2tk B AR BN A4 200 A 1 5
fEFH. AE 2019 F 6 H, —iEE TIRENIEH AT KK DeepNude Dhid ¥t 58 B 33 Fr LS AP
KV, S LRGN RA ™ E G, 2019 4 8 H, #H A ZAO v LS /£ T-HL b A e fE
SRR, B 5 AR FR TR0 P H AR BRI R AL 2019 4 9 H, 3 Boston University
EE R Danielle K. Citron £ TED JE P2 DU OyIE AT EIE1C 3 Rana Ayyub ) TAES
AETEIISZ I 9, RS T TR B D B AR AN N B R R IC A S B AR R IR, AUy E AR
(30 25 8 FH 0 T B AE P M 5 5 A8 FH T S R 50498 5 o0 T2 10 R BRI IR, 453 35 L L e 28, DA st
MCVERI RS, VED B10KRT LUR B AR O 38 45 VE S od 5% S AR B, DS WY 2% VE B AT . TR
Do A FIVE A IE A H ™ g (g 2. 3BvEEL 20N AT AR O Je B A OB B AT B,
— 7% R T AN U BCR AR 58, 53— 7 T AT BEFH TVABRE 28R A1 DARE V2 i %

BT kSR N AN, PRSI FE D& HORAE ZIR GUNE A2 47 Mk 45 st B AT — S IR 7
BAVER. 040, wT DUR F REAR G A BB I T s B2 B E Hh B AR R B FEZCE ATk, AT DRI A
NI T PR A B S BRI JF )y SE NI SRS, YT 52 [ g s B a kR oy, S A i sk
SR 5 S PGB R, BRI, T e O 55 R 0 LB AR AT 75 DA ol Bl G I AL AR P45 1 0 D 12k
FEIT JUAE R B9 N 8 e S AT 78 4.

LI ) PG B 2 P B USRS B R g B, T D& &5 RAEAE AP AE W B R, B Tl
N R BAE 45 1) 22 AR BGIE R AT Lokl B 8 2015 4 5 H Nature 28 E R RIRFES S0 3L [4] B
oK, IR BE 5 S R B S B FE AL AR A AR A B & A 2019 4 3 H, Science 2R ERKEIR
3C [5] TRV T BRGSO IEAT NAE BRI AT ML RIS, BEJSAE 2019 4F 10 H Nature % & KK (6]
PHE N LR e BOR R 5 AT e k4%, Bt & AN IR B2 £ 1 HOR 7T BE 24 S H 380 22 7 4%« 2 i)

1) http://apnews.com/bc2f19097adc4fffaa00de6770b8a60d.
2) http://www.ted.com/talks/danielle_citron_how_deepfakes_undermine_truth_and_threaten_democracy.
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T RE IS . 2019 4F 11 H, EEEBRMERDAERA T (M2 E0ME Bk%SE HEM
€N D, VAR O & AR AE BT AR Bl . 2 HUE hde i B 2020 4F 1 A HIBM _E R AT %
JE 25 S B M BRI A B S B AR BN 2 LR 25 7 ST BLRR, I HASHIE R AT AL 46 i
BT ME S, TR ) 2 2 MEATUIR 2515 5 $ A1k 28 I 244 30 283 = 0 S 5 AR 1) R DL B I R AR 3 R A1
B, N AT DU Dy & A G o 475 AN — BOdEAT O i 2. il an, Pt A IR 4 5 77 A
PP RILG, IR IRAEAE « - BASE AR R I AN S R SRRANEST, DU R TR AE
FEw . AR ST BORI AN & R, Pt BRI 38 JAR 0 H 23 92 m, AR EE N b AT Okl
AT NN AE. Oy 1 RN X — PR, Rk 2 AT 7T BRI e 1 B 4 D& SR AT 75, 140, 2019 4F
9 H Facebook A ] 7EZ 4 NI 3] 3 WG Kaggle RS T IR IERE Pk 5% 58 (Deepfake
detection challenge)?. 7E 2020 4 2 H, Google ¥ A #] Jigsaw KAH | —#K %N Assembler [ K4
LS55 LAFS Bl ) Aok 2 bRodeksr ) — i S 2 15 e TP A

I RIET X AT A0 B 3 VR P Dy adt ) R A K I 78 AR, SR T ) D & AR S AR BRI 75 i
AT B B A SC 32 B T R ATUR R ) AT A0 B 00 R FE Do S5 ksr DU AT 7, K I P A0 B 03T
JEONE 7 ik IR 15 B Dot B ARSI 20 A B RS D& A0 06 H A S Oh i 2 B Oyada kar 0 i F 72 S8
BEANTR], ASSORE B 3 Dyt K I T3 9 T A AR | IRk B T 1) L Dy & SRS I T vk LTI 1)
AR F DI 2 1z AR 0T AT 75, DA CTE [ R A Bt i) WIS Oy A AT 75, 72 A B, A SC
MRS A FEAEAN R 2807 105 J (R 2R s R 7 vk 2 IAIBEAT PR RE XS EL Ay A, B /04T 1 i T A Sk 3 R 2
TN R A I T VR A () S [F]. R, AR SO TR S TR Dy st ke W AU 2 AL 1) R PR
PERA KRB R s, TR I 4.

2 ASHREMNERZE

R 53 AT AW A7 VR FE D s 07 v 1Y) 3 AR 2 O & i R b B S A Bk B i H b, BRI RT 40 9 B bs
i thid (target-specific face forgery) F1JC B AR 4301 (target-generic face forgery), Wi 1 fios. H
AR S 4 O 77 ¥2 o AE AT B R D i A v, K- D H AR 1 B 0y B 1A S N B3 ) s
FiE H AR S0y AR E EUR O 2Ot T8 AT Re i FH T 20475 € S i D e SR E 9 ey DLy &
FEE St N RSSO T-55 1% H b5 N AT % S R BB ARAE B E 3. T8 B s & Phid 728
H LARENLAE BAE G S, A2 O S S AN AR B R ARG MR, AR o A A R e 1) D H
Wr Sy, G TR AT LAGS & REAR o A0 R A SO A 88 oA 2R 70 0 B 1 09, e REAR K X 48 A\ WDk AT
VA B GRS, B s B T R ABORT I PR L 585 SO0 CE RO R () S T AL e . R, PT RS
T AR B R FH RT3 1 SORT A 2 R RS ELA T 0B PR B

2.1 AEFANSHAE

A HER AL S A Dt 7 ik, RIE DGR R, 7T A7 A NG B e (face swap) M4 (face
manipulation) PN N B BB AR T 50 AL A PG H BN TG 348 DX dsl B Ak kAT B 4, T A MK
BRORAEAEAE CRER ST R 70 R AE AR H B4R N 4RI ke € @ Ak, B an S kgt . 1), 4
W T RGNESE. Hrd, N s —2 50 AR @ 1 9% (attribute manipulation). A

3) http://www.cac.gov.cn/2019-11/29/c_1576561820967678. htm.

4) https://ai.facebook.com/datasets/dfdc/.
5) https://projectassembler.org/.
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Visual identity forgery types
]

Target-specific face forgery Target-generic face forgery
.................. S v
Face swap Face mar}ipulation
Y ! v
Attribute manipulation {  Expression reenactment Cross-modality

face manipulation

sk

AAAA

1 (MEEhRFE) TS HREMELERG)

Figure 1 (Color online) Example types of deep face forgery

JR: 215 I (expression reenactment) F1FE T & HOCARIA KPS B N4 (cross-modality face

manipulation).

2.1.1 ARE#H®

NG B 480368 5 2 — T NG G A 1 T 8 DX 3 e 3] o — ok NI G, 1 R B 1 e sk ok
SR FEAE . RGNS B e AR BRI RN 22 0 VA SRS 1 AR A SRS A i
B £ 00 AT ANAS T SO PR IR P2 2 SIS, TR B 2 ST el J2 AR ORI 4% (generative adversarial
networks, GAN) [ NGB #e 77 7R U0 T DAMBGEL BLAO B e 23E. in, FFIRARAD Faceswap”) fil DeepFace-
Lab® #)72 FI R HIA/E N 5 e A ATURT 4 2 N\ 25 3 5040 4.

ELFIES Ghent University A1 Twitter A 78 1A (7§ Hy — i -5 R0 42 o0 285 (1) RO K 5 46 77
L RTINS e AT 55, I — M BB G il g — i BSOS 1 7 sk
. ZHTEAAERNIFIEARYS Faceswap 5 DeepFaceLab ZRALIIAS & 2 &b, B F5 x4 2\ 6 5 e P44
Xof I SRR BERR Y. L) Nirkin 55 8 42 R A SRR 20 0 2% st I A0 48 A 20 1 N 5 6 A
NI S IR AHE NI 2 AE 55 2 AR B e R vh, 07 8 e R TRk AT A Ko, B 5 9004 31
=4 NBY T RS . RIEENIETR G, AR HART 5t B SEIA K & #. Natsume &5 1)
P&t — B NI 350 X 45k Kl 7 PR A R T IR 8 A 28 - A MG 3 3. 7E1% 07525l |, Natsume %5 [10)
T AR P R0 A T 385 25 47 X S A% B 2 ()RR, 7R DR Sk R 5t XA AR (I 40 T 134T
NGB ¥ 1 757, LAREKS AN [F) 6 B AN 2225 A T I NI %55 4 1) 7.

R N B 4 A AR KRR I ZRAR O N GO A A2, SCHR [11] 3 H — i 1) 7%
KM B BT, SITER TE IR AR GRS 0E S, A7 — ik BEIRaE N LA R fh
R S 555 8, BV SEHUHTE & B NI B 4 T RE. Nirkin 5 121 52 HH— PO 75 B2 X 4RF 2 )
AT RN R NG 5 3 79, AR IR AR 28 0 NG R 75 R A S 34T A, 15 Bh =3

6) http://github.com/MarekKowalski/FaceSwap.

7) http://github.com/deepfakes/faceswap.
8) http://github.com/iperov/DeepFaceLab.
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T3 BRI NG T 8 X 3 AT T A Al (L M T S 15 T s, 0 i ) P PR SRR A BN G P A B4
IR, WO INET T e 18 a4t — i o B MR S 14 88 e ) A M B 45 5370 FaceShifter, i3 J& 1
G i s PRI 2 N S PR AE DAPZE H AR A & PRS2, RS2 R R R IR BE A A 2%
TR 53 A A PR B B A XK.

2.1.2 AB&4RiE

NI, AR N ELE, 48 8 OB R B R I N SERFALE, sk /e Bt s RS 46« T
MFNEE. SEINEFEZ BRI ERARITE R, Isola 55 14 Z 548 H GBI 1% Pix2Pix. %772
A O I ZRBm AT ISR, AT T B ARGE R . BB O E RGBS . BfS Zhu 55 19
e PR TR IA — BUMEXT BT 2% () R B 1 U735 CycleGAN, fift itk 1 AR O I 2R 8l i3 5 H I
BRI, BT SR Z A RE ). A SORYE NG B R P H AR B 00 5 2 KRIEAN R, 70 9 NI )&
Vg N2 1 RS S K g i e T A1 4.

(1) NBS kg, NG 1 g 48 75 V2508 % B0 TR NS R R 2 R YRR AL, b5t st it
FHCFRITFEN B3 (101 K N G P15 a8 1 2 4 i 1) 22 53 SN 22 R, IR 2B B 70 i 2% R 4T 72
R, AR o A A R A B 28 T S BN e P g R R S I R, S A A F 5] R 4
P 0 W o i i 00 2 B PR S PR 2 B RARVELYE, A P X i 2 3] BB AT M 2%tk SiEa
HIRAR 5% 18 SR 1R I N8 M B BUR. Facebook B FTIATIA U7 $i H R FH 2T — ARAL 28 1 10X 2% 25 44
3 A o e s ) 2 AR PR 0 2 A A A B SE BB S i

B H] Pix2Pix M 1 CycleGAN 2] S [RGB R GE R T WA UG Y 2 Al i 4, il T
NI PRI 22, BT oS T 1) PR B PR AL R I R 0 AT, 6 R K 20T 7 AT AL 1281 488 i —
Z YU BB G HESE StarGAN. 1ZJ7VE AT LM ZR— DG — AR BN BT E R, 3 2 Fha
R G BRAL ST T XZRAE R R T RIZE RRETER Z AR A R R, 35 Naver AR
090 T AR O3 B StarGANv2, IB I StarGAN A5 Y rf (1 5 A58 Kb B 46 Sy 403 P4 1 IXUAS
Gt B, DASEIL 2 FEAL AN I 1

o FEL Rk 22 e Lt 22 (AT A (200 [ 1 — b S0 5 B — Do A R R S 2 e A S 11 i A 95 FO
BLid: AttGAN. [F] StarGAN (8] BERIRH LY, 1275 V20 4D — AR5 ) 28 K0 N MG ME AR 2 ik 2
(] PRV BB AR HEAT A, St Ja 1k 70 SR L) SRRt DR I JR 1 0 e 5 SR A 2. T R 5 Tl K 2 e P o
HAZ A Y SR SGIERRAS ) STGAN B8 2% 8 Ja Wk 17 B 2 ) F) 22 55 T AR B8 e A e A 9 2K
bR, JEAEGREY — RS & (0 S5 A R g I RV E S N T, SR 1N R G R (1S AN D i P 1) o
A B R 20— T T ST BA (22) 5 th B R RS — AT 25 PO e 2 2 02 2 1) o R P A % DX
TN B AR R 20K, IR 3 1k 7 s R PR B R R 85 P s B U N .

TR P IAT BN (28] fi b —7flie P EL R0 £ e o0 B A\ KR 1k 45 X 2% Facelet-Bank, #1155 & th
SR Adobe BFFERE Bk N TRV REST0 3 24 SR 52t — Tl T4 SRR 20 At ) A I 12
BITIE, DRI TIEARAE I o PR R 25 R LS R B AS 2. 207 008 N s V20 il o 2 18
SCHBA, F A BEANTE SRS LA P AR e 2 DX, XA AN B P PR g o 8 8 i i
IG5 IR, BT LT A% R & B R 2 R R VR SOR

BT 3 A NI PR B0 Je P g 4 ) B, LR U7 vk i Tk = 78 R B IR, AEAEAE DAL 4 A
PEERIZCR. i, BRSO TERIA 2] Sl — Ml in e AR BR AR 7 19 2 it %, ek oxo PRI B ATAR
XTI IEAT 39 MBIk, Sl R NI R R PR IE 2. B RS A ik b ook 2 PO g —
T BTS2 HLRE ST N BB 2 4B 7572 MaskGAN, fifdk 7 A N R VEgm ST VEBRZ H P S BLRE
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AR BN FE I KA T — ARG 15 S IR AR CelebAMask-HQ H T A 7% 5 g
T Jt.

IR ITEAE NG 8 P Y R B 38 T R E BAR R H bR B B A S, SR — SRR A
Ji g (AN REAERE . 4T S ERAR) HE DU B A ) SR AR 23T %), R, Google AT
I ESLLG % 5 Boston University 27 BCAHR H — TRl B 4E T 10 BE R 9w %E /7% PuppleGAN.
ZITVEAN T B A R B AR R, R 7R R AL — e om0 BEG R 7 B SR 1) P G 80, R RT Sl
NI & P G AT 55

(2) NIt . NGt AT 55 32 B8 12 1 H AR AR AR b i K T 3B 2 1 5 S A\ AR A0 h
MG R A5 R — 5. 72 Friedrich-Alexander-Universitit Erlangen-Niirnberg [ Thies 25 28] ¥k
HAH RGB-D R AL IS I NS TH S R A TR A E i 7 vk, ARMZ VA TR BT T A R ENE
REEE S, UL Thies 55 29 $2 tH R 75 BAATECHE HEAT ST NI T 56 22 1% B 5% Face2Face. 1% 714
SR TR N GR FEAT 2 B, A i A A B I SR A 2 —. 7E Face2Face B2l |, Thies
25 (301 b — 254 R FE — 2 A 1) 7 0 G T 08 DXtk P o A7 2 V6 8 8 B 2 B IO 1) Sk i %
A RS VENL A R A s By, 2R, #EE Max-Planck-Gesellschaft ) Kim 25 B [RJREHE AL 3k
LA« MRAS VEALTT 1) FTHZ R S5 3 VR AE A ) N2 155 BV 7 7.

FER ERAAEGRTAAT NGNGB A S A R B, i N DG w5 20 1 i) ThT %6 38 A
BTz Ak B NI R 16 AR B2, i, Rz RH T 7T 1A 331 36 H ke N G 10 21 DG B A4
T N IG5 0 R s ], g R N G e P34 7 oy 1)ty (1) SR A EL . Otberdout %5 B4 42 R F
A RMERE (Hilbert) 8 BRIEDO A 5 2240 I R v (9 NG OB (5 R AT @ ABE, kT AR iR 1 18 B A
RS RIS E BN R G HEIH. Huang 55 35 8 H — P 9 A ORI 4 50925, B o & gk 2%
] JE N RAB VI UG FE R, (ELLIEA E A s mriim AR B

RN TR E NG R N E R R S HIBE 71, University of Maryland, College Park #iff 78 A i [36]
Pt —Fm il ) N A AR V. &R TR TR R A S s, DA AR R S
FE A TR AE SRR . Pumarola %5 B7) $ HH JE i1 27 A T 5 L A& B0 B 0 PR A RSO 7 I 28 A 1Y
GANimation, 18I A K& AG ShE 4 il v 2 ANz sh 5T, 1288842 3) 570 B0 F2 FE SE I E 3)
NI RNEG FJH. BT, Tripathy 55 P81 3 H —Flny AR Rl m] 45 i i NG 3155 5535 509% TCHace, %7
VEFFERI T TH 12 30 B e AN Sk 245 A BER R N R 1% R Pk, 72 S 2 4 B AT 55 1 R
B, 38 AT DL A28 ) 2 A58 A Sk BB A A AR AL R B

N T R REET D BN BOE B A N Rk RO AT NG G EE A ) B, = N TR R AR T
O B BRI FNFEAR S SRS S NG R s vk, B E Hyperconnect 23] 1401 B #£ 5] H
TS ) (SR AR AT NGRS EE, AR NG B 22 R R . B R AN Sk R S AR
B NG 2 15 B VA R 22 1 ) R 1207 V08 R 7 ML« RRAE R 55 R0 DG B U e S AR, 7R R
B H bR AR B A REAE B 1) ) 58 RSN G 3 175 EL V6.

(3) BB N dmiE. NgwiE T B AR 5015 B RIEIE T e S BB B S S5 8,
B0, University of Washington fff 78 F1PA 11 $& H — BRI & 45 Be & esh & NI 5. R T
AR, 1% 77 7% IR Sy B2 R s X 3k ok i B EL G v AR s 1l R R A, Mlassachusetts Institute
of Technology A T %4 B4 = 42) $ tH B+ & A& A K B 1K1 7715 Speech2Face, B K& L H &
A BEAT VR BE AR 22 I 25 (1)1 5, DA ST 8 B0 A A 2 B B B o 22 2B, Carnegie Mellon
University #ff 78 A1\ 431 4 H 500 B 3 B S 015 B AT NI & ) .

B 7 DLER ) S A B VR N & 1y %Eﬂ%/ﬁﬁl‘, Imperial College London M=2 N THEET R+
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O (4 4R 2R Bk NG PR — Bas RS U E BN, A2 s S8R 8 ) N PRSI, University
of Oxford ] Jamaludin 5 151 [FJFE LA S N G AT — BEE S ORI, 70 il 2oL B 473 4 i &5 A1
E G ER AT RS, SRS RIS S T, SEBLE T A RO NG . Ik, T RS Bk AR T
TR BN S R R 16 SRS — P i T8 B B N #6775 % P& BIAE B = KA
ZRBAR I DU AE DL ELRE A IR O 3R, HAN R SN G BB A7 AR BRI 2 BRI, 1207 iR HUR A
AR it 9 RS« T LTRSS AE A K 22 A1 23 18), B85 RSl N B U0 e AL 31 5 8 F AR R
RIETERF, WU S L5 T2 A RFFAAE, BIA] 5E 2k T3 A0 RS0 44T 55

SCARBLE LTI LME Y B bR S0 K5 TE 5 AN idi%E. Stanford University [#] Fried 4§ U7 $i H — il
TV SCR WA N B 48 7. 2558 — B RN B SCAR B, 205988 St N
MU )1 & 5 R REAT 20, X 45 5 SO A BB B, I ARSI R 33K S B SO R 5 v
ROARAL ORI B 2B e i NG B, RN BB b SEBLALAI (1 N\ K 8 9. DY )1 K22 0F 7T
AT A 1481 i — ol T A PR 70 0 255 ) SO B R AR 17 825, 8 B RIS 112 000 2% BT 2L J ) ST A
Gt i 5% A SCAS B v SR SURFAIE, S8 )5 M T A AR 22 100 48 TR S 1) LR SR D 2 R T SCRFIE RS AL O 15
JR R, AT i HY 5 SCAH A X I (1 i B 5

2.2 RBEFRARSRAE

IR B A P 3 TR I AR R NG R AR S . N A A B S SRS R D& AR R i H bR
S5 5, MG BAr S D& 7 RIE AR S 185 B8 T N T NG DhiE, AT A e sttt
T AR RN, %K R S IR T Tan Goodfellow FT$ H 1Az O TN 4% GAN J7
15 491 B S, Radford 45 101 1) F A5 4 40 I 286 485 460 J5 0 A2 SOG40 I 48 15 0 o 1 22 J2 SRR L, B8 H T
RIEGRUVE ST DCGAN AR S A s B T . Miyato &5 BY 1S3 W 2142 Box
PO b, 30— AL R RN 25772 SNGAN, DU B B2 T 25 S B0 2R A A E 11 9] 3. Tan
Coodfellow F1B\ 52 £ SNGAN #ERSIEAE -4 A ARALEIE: B L] 5INHER, $1 I8 A0 7 = Ok 3 ()
B SAGAN, HUAR T B 47 1A i EUE i =.

JeARIR AL PN 53] T 2018 A4 H — i T i I G AR BOR T 2851588 ProG AN, 1% 7572\
4x4 BERREIFMEINGR, LR B g B8 K EUR 2 #E, BZ&nT DU 10241024 43 HF 3 1) EiE
RIRAKEE. b5, SRET T RIT 2019 FAE S EG KRS TR 0 R, 52— P T BRI
A AT ZRAESE StyleGAN B4 1% 595 BAE ProGAN LAY (K 3LaE b, DATE B 2 ST iR 204 B e o
B NG B 0 [T BG40 B AT 420, DA i D i AR MG E SRR BE . fE % 7 VA B b, e fhsmt
FLHAIBN B3] S i — 2 TR T StyleGAN HEAY HRAZELE 1A 2, FHMBLRL kg R 257 =X E ATk
HEHEH T StyleGAN2 53%. Ivan Braun 255 F GAN #E7Y 491 I StyleGAN 71 B4 A= gl k& Hh it A
J UG H A FRPE ] A0S P SR RAG B  RAE WS EOHH TR, N TIEEZHAR
B R A it B AR TS B s JAR B, DA R ATETE B NG S 7T B2 i Y, University
of Washington K] Jevin West %ﬁU@T*/]\fféf%jﬁj\ﬂﬁ\@?%wwiﬁMﬁﬁw), Bt R s B sz N SRR T
EiE AN EHESE Flickr-Faces-HQ (FFHQ) B4 1 BRI BRI Gk BT StyleGAN2 A K
Ff s g NI EUE B s D

51T, DeepMind [A1BA 1561 e ik of X 266 S5 Ky dE AT VR 82, 75 58 KA 2R S H0B BRI 258 2 LA

9) http://generated.photos/faces/.
10) http://www.whichfaceisreal.com/.
11) http://www.thispersondoesnotexist.com/.

1457



AR AL R Dhig S5 R

GAN DCGAN SNGAN ProGAN StyleGAN StyleGAN2

B2 (MERFE) ERAREHRERRG]

Figure 2 (Color online) Examples of target-generic face forgery

— R PR AN R UG O SR BigGAN. 2507 1] LLEE 128%128, 256%256, 512x512 43 i
EUREE EEEAT IS, et m e RN EEMZ . B 2 BRT RN ArmEA
Her Ot SRl MNP Ra] DL 3 9028 485 11 et R )1 5 B A PR 484, R A G O o Joi
Zob i, BarCak BN T LR I8 AR L. O T AR O DU 45 (1 58 2 07V A mT A S % 4R 18
3 [57~59]) BEATIE— TR

3 BhERNTE

H A, 1 ) 0P S O 3 Ea R B A AT0 Ak T2 0 o B A0 O s A I 7792 32 B o) BEG
A B B ok, F Ot SR AR LU B R, AR SC R TR B TR B ST B T AL S O i s I A
AR B TR 2 A K G B AT BA (601 of 5 Folt L 1 00 ARG AT B 3 A0 g v AT T PR RE LU L. FR RS
WX G AR BUAR], BRI Nguyen 55 61 K- Py igkar il 77325 53 Oy it BGOR: U A0 Oy i R ARG I,
HH i 2 SCE 25 4 D B O A I RN 3 T 22 MR SRR AR R DA . % Ry Nl TR A, AT
A5 21 P 3 AATUAS ) 572 5 0 i PGS I 5 VR AR AR A7 AE — S FRARBUE . 2 RS o 52 110 £ i A2
AN, Tolosana 4§ 1921 M BUA Dt 75k B IE NGB B NGB e NI & M 2 R0 N IS 2 155 g
4 NG AR %I b, NRRIE SRS N E Mg iE 3 8 T NS dniE s, 4100 N e g 5
1% StyleGAN 54 AT DAF] A S JG & 08558 Ve gm0 KR Zm B Y T g Verdoliva (031 J47%
J5 £y 3 0] 5 G RS e 3 . BB, DL BIGIE B AR &5 1) 0, 5 38 T R Ak e Wt 9 2 vh . 2B R
FI AR SC 3 E ] A v A0S A O i A A 72, Wi 3 BT, AR SCRR I P 3 A A 72 A 00 2 A AN D, K 30
A 75 1R o T ) E 20 B 3 A 00 AR A R B ATE T T ) A R Py 3k 2R TR )92 AR B I T RTTET ) e P RE
AR AT ER AT T 3 A RAHAT A2, Horp ) ZETH 1) U0 O S A A 77 72 AR 4 D i 28 L 1
R RTTHI R IN 2R 2 A BT 22 57, TT DAE— 2D R o Sy a1 2 I 22 (V0 R 0 7 v RS T B 3 4 2R P AR
Jiik. T TGN 2A.

3.1 MEEEMAELRBFRBMEEMR
3.1.1 ETFTEELERENT5E

FL R D 3G I 7 v T I AL GENL S 2 ST SRS BL. AN, Zhang 2% 64 B IR S EAL SN
JSE VR A 1 SR B AT O AS I, S8 I 7R IS R E3R IO SR SR AR A @A S Y 5 R SRRl
Ml BENLARARR 2 2B EINLAE 2 FE AR 0T 7025, DA AN NG GO 75 R T it G IR IR 2435
i SR AR T BA 195) £ 8 2 ) 8 TR N SRR N S 7 Rkl EHGOR 75 Y GAN B2 i A i, L
RN D) GAN 8 b () R HGE AT R I, TR R AN SO S8R EUEEUR 2P Fabs . GAN
A3 Fe b BRI P 25 REURe 22 ) 2% 1 HRREAE J5 EAT A, Korshunov 25 166) 2255 AN FF 7 — AN /NS YR B Oy it
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—> Based on color artifacts
— Based on visual disparities

i —> Based on image processin,
—> Traditional forgery detection —, Spatial _| gep ¢

clue
—> Based on image classification
—> Based on multi-task learning
Face forgery . . Face forgery
detection research | Generalizable forgery detection detection methods —> Based on specific deep networks
—> Eye blinking detection
, ) T | = Head movement detection
—> Dependable forgery detection ez}gzra_

—> Biological signals detection

—> Frame-to-frame disparities

(@ (b)
3 hEKMEEDAE

Figure 3 Classification of forgery detection methods. (a) Research on face forgery detection; (b) classification on face
forgery detection

MUTH A Deepfake TIMIT, Hr P MG 5 A QA5 12 A2 1, IR 128800 48 RIGHIE 1845 o)
o SAER o A BGR EVEA RISCRF I N LE N B — R B IML GelLas o S A T AN 5 e fyig
FIRIIIRE /). 2 1 167~77) 3T 2 SRR I AR Dy A I 7 VA HEAT 1 8 S5 70 #T.

5 R B MR Dyt T7 i K 2 A2 A i R P R 5 FE I 2 TRV IR 20 5, DRI T RS 0 1 45 7 € 2 3t
AT DO I, R 22 5 kR BN 67 S A G BB e e AN [FI B e 2 () B HSV 81 YCObCr |,
AR50 (0 38 1 PR AS — Stk i PSR DR IE . McCloskey 55 (78 1 H UG H (1
VRLRNRRE AN FE AT O 38 ARG S, Nataraj 2 () $2HAE 3 ANEIEIEIE 12 BISREUK B34
FE R S SO E AN 2R . 25 RE B R e T3 R LK) 7 ik B 52 B B I S 4R AR RO i, 7)1
K2 IR FE AR AN 198 31 7 2 AN 00 2 () SR IURFAIE i 0t — 2B AT R AR R 45 BT, XA 2y
AT EIE IR S R G ZEE R, BT S BUR B IE I AT DR, fa PRI BEMLAR AR 2 K ds
BEAT Dy fer.

BRENE R FLAN, RIS O Dy i 45 2R b 22 A7 A2 o — LU 405 B AN — SO, [T w] LAE i
REIAL ST AT — BUERAEAE O IE HER AR, a0, NG B el SR rh AT A7 A2 B 48 N\ S 4 X
ST SR ABLE, 1R B E E R PR S S GAN BARMSCIRE R AR, 3
Bk [69] $ e AT A 2 15 A B A MR BEAT A e « B 7) 45 07 S A3 i i A A b 2R FOOK
HIWTE & T OE . Kumar 55 B0 [FIRESR H AT LUR I BZE S22 0 46 2 5] NG 5 4 SR Dy i L
(R BB R B, FFAEA I RARUE AR FE B T EAT Db & Rl Martern &5 (701 5t /E O i A R IR IR | 53
TR WA 48 T 4019 DX A AE — SR S 0T — SR A AN U I R TT BU - D NG, ] 4 fy it
NG R TR DX 32t B 7 A R I M € AN — 3, AE S RN & IS W IR, DRGSR RN
U DX A1 RS 5. SR [81) A DT GAN B A il (0 Dy it MR AE AR AAAE — FloRr € R LA,
TR BB B AL B U0 B h AT D 0 . Bk 1 9% i BR h O 4HT5 A —B05h, Michigan State
University XI/NB R AIBA 182 51N T LS00 BB ARt — 22 G IR i O it X 4k

TG PG AL BE B 7T DURE T Oy 3G AT 55 v 3 e D & KL AE A <. Durral 55 (71 S HH — i
T s RGO ARER BE 2 2 U7, i R AT B i L (Fourier) AR AL PR S , HSUISRFIE S

12) http://github.com/shaoanlu/faceswap- GAN.
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Table 1 Summary of face forgery detection methods based on spatial clues

Category Motivation Method Detection clues Face forgery types
Based on Existing face [67] Translating RGB images into HSV, YCbCr Target-generic fake
color forgery methods color spaces face generation
artifacts usually ignore [68] Translating RGB images into HSV, YCbCr Target-generic fake

constrains on color spaces, together with high-pass filtering face generation
color spaces
Based on Existing forgery [69] Using CNN to detect face swap contours Face swap
visual results contain
disparities visual disparities [70] Detecting visual disparities in details, such as Face swap,
in details eye colors, varying lighting, and teeth details reenactment, fake
face generation
Based on Using traditional [71] Conducting discrete Fourier transform, and Face swap, fake face
image image processing apply classification models on frequency generation
processing techniques domain
Based on Considering [72] Assuming fake images generated from the same Target-generic fake
image clas- forgery detection GAN model as one class face generation
sification as image
classification task (73] Using AdaBoost and XGBoost to deal with Face swap
unbalanced data between real and fake images
Based on Performing [73] Using multi-task learning to detect and Face swap,
multi-task forgery detection segment forgery faces reenactment
learning and location [74] Introducing semantic segmentation into forgery Fake face
together detection task generation
Based on Replying on [75] Monitoring neuron behavior for face forgery Fake face generation,
specific specific deep detection reenactment,
deep networks for [76] Using capsule networks for forgery feature Face swap,
networks forgery detection extraction reenactment
[77] Introducing Gram-Net architecture for face Fake face
forgery detection generation

N BZ R B S ) AL A3 8 4 b AT MG O M. o Ll RS2 B A B T A 1831 48 R Y e i
JEVE AR BEAT AL B DASR A ORI R A e # A B AT A B4 45 T DS B @ 7 (Gauss) SERIAN
8 o v S0 g P S5 PR TUAL B A SRRl D Oy s RS AN LS R TP A AE I AR E m UK B, AT B T2
>IN SRR ) D 3 A IE AR v Oy S A 00 ) 14 .

BEAN, DA R AT 25t ] DA% HE B4 0 R SR B% AT AR BE. University of Maryland, College Park
(1) Larry Davis 4% A1\ 851 $& ) —Fh 3T 008 8 1) Py it N A AR 42, e rh— N 18 R G F
20 X 25 K] 1l oy W B S B A NP o3 SR AR, 5 — A T R IR 3 B 2 M A RAR L IR 7 AT
GrRERAE, BUTHE A r ARG BT R G ok FE SR K2R AT AT A 1860 2t mT AR R B BE SR T
%0 AdaBoost 1 XGBoost 45773 288 2 At Dy 1 o i i 238 rh K540 400 AN — 03 3500 Bl AN 14 i 2.
Marra %5 B7 $5 tHEET GAN BB A i i A VR AR AT A0 B RF IR IR SURFAE, Ik University of
Maryland, College Park [f] Larry Davis 4% 1B 72 $&H —FhIE T CAN FeGURFER I J7v%. %05
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Table 2 Summary of face forgery detection methods based on temporal clues

Category Motivation Method Detection clues Forgery types

Eye blinking Detecting the frequency [91] Using CNN and RNN to detect eye Face swap
of eye blinking blinking
Head Detecting head poses [92] Locating disparities between head pose Face swap
movement and facial pose
Biological Extracting biological [93] Using PPG signals with SVM Face swap
signals signals for detection [94] Detecting heart rates for forgery Face swap
classification

Frame-to-frame Detecting disparities [95] Using RNN to extract spatial features Face swap
disparities between frames [96] Using optical flow for forgery detection Face swap

FHE A GAN BB P sl i) D i BB AR e AR R 0 268R, B RSEERIG AR T8 —2%, K5
Vo A B S N B AR 22 I 2 th g AT B O RIS R A2 7 AU RT BA23 % H B SR Oy i 1)
1%, AT DLIX 93 R[] GAN AR A: sl il Dyt A 115

FEBEAT Dy 1 Rr ) F4) ) ef 3 W] DK Dy it DX A 78 87 23 T 9528 RE Rk, M — 3 2 Ia) 3 i, dl i
ALK I ITIESEDL. Nguyen 55 (731§ HH — Pk T B AU I 25 (1) 2 AT 55 I HERL, SRR
D& AR [F) B 5 A7 D 8 X IR YE . Zafeiriou 55 (B8 48 tHAE 4 5 A2 I 28 e 19 I =G 23 T 55 1
A B B, RIAT )y S Py s PGS U R Py ad DX oz v EAR IR AR R 5 s UR N DR RERIE AT
Bt 189 S A St — R AEAR R PO BEAT Dy NG UG AN D als X 343 BB Tk, Bl Huang 55 74 6
P38 S B ARSI NHER, &3 2RI T GAN BRI NG B8 D it 8 A kAT Dhass N G AG D AN Dy
i X A7) .

e, R D I G I 1e] R AT DAV T 1T HIR BE I 48 G5 RSB, SR [75] e —Fh Db i A %
FrI 532 Fakespotter, 38 id $ HUM 28 W 23 A4 7Y vh i — R A 22 TO AT IRESAE D9 Dy Al A 45 40E. Jeon
2 OO FELA TN SRR BL R b Beih T — M S BRI 4%, W] DUR I b 5 A G 25 8 X 2% A5 7 ik
17456, Nguyen %5 [76] 6 i B W9 26 25 44 5| N B IE RS IT S5 . University of Oxford [ Philip Torr X
FRANF v SOR 22 DA A FIBA 77 a8t — xR S0 HE 08 9 VR AR Y. Gram-Net, i
REAE X 28 S5 R T R AR B A AT 55 BLH FH RS hi i (Gram) REREZ FH TRl 4 Jmy SOBAFAE, 7T
DAFEREAT O 368 A0r DU FRY [R] I 6 B T SRt o MR i o RGBSR e s 25 AT — e ) B k.

3.1.2 ETFEHEZ&REN A

TR T AR R AT TR 22 A X D i N P s Oy 3 A (1 St PG AT ARG, o
OB, 8 PT LA I SR 2 R 4R e Dy Ar T S0 g PR . 3 2 191~96) rhoxb e T IR & (4K
RGN T 24T TR, Afchar 58 170 5 005 R8BI Oy ISP ) IR, I e it 7 PR A
20 W A B R A I AL ) D I 2R

NEHIRZHRAT D92 — A WA AR BB HLAE I B R — 5 iRk, oA i D i 7 i AR 2
% 1 RE RN G 0 2 AR B P AR AT . ik, Li & 1 S 7 — i T B2 MRS I By Dy s ARG I 77 3. %
JTEE Se AT NISAIANRG 55, DA AL b Sk 4 s A0 M AR K T8 BB S SRR X35, 1)
AP 22 X 268 FEIURF AL S\ B IE A1 4 R 45 rp R BTHR I (IR, B 525 8 3 F SE AL )z MR ¢
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WREES: TSR Dyig Sl

T AERESM B 30 R AT T DR GE RRAI H () Iz AR AR A3 0 b R 3, 4 Uk, A1 AT DAAAE B R A K 8 A1 ok
X 7372 73 J T DA i LA

bR 7RSI BRZH R Ah, 38 W] DR ARSI 1) Sk B 42 3 FUE R 2R AT Dy s AT ) 48 501, STk [92) %
FERIE NG E Hd B G AAE AN 518 SN RO 2285 B 22, 2 tH I A 0N T8 S8t A
5y AR 1R NGO UG, 2 AR OB RS B AN R R SRR A A R DL I R A —
University of California, Berkeley [£] Agarwal 25 1981 $HF| ] OpenFace2 99 #E47 AGAGI, FHHREXA
JIG: T8 832 2 H TG AR FH T 58 e O s R AT s

M ARSI 38 v] DL HUAE VMG SRHEVE NG 2 2R STk (93] $2 Hh— PR AR 015 54
FEIEAT D& MR AT I () 559% FakeCatcher, ] LA o FH 8006 AU S ARk R R 12 (PPG, Pho-
toPlethysmoGraphy) 1EAAEYE S HRHE, N 2SR EAL AT D0 & A 4559, 4k, Fernandes
6 4] [ RESR HA AT DUR R 22 5 5 7 R R AT O e N JRE AT )0 2R A 1

DB AR - AR AR SEAFAEAR ST 8] PRI AS— 500, BRI AT DAE i i B ot [/ 22 St FH - O 3 A0 A0 P A ).
Purdue University A 78 A 5 951 2 S8 H R O 1 ALATIME () A — BUHEAE R 26 22 1205 1050 A AR
22 X 25 SR — I EHR R RFAE, 285 4 R N BIIE PR 22 W0 2t gR AT I8 PP RPAE R S, B e R 424
PR 2T 7 R DL A2 75 8 T O IE M. Sabir & 1001 [RIRESE H ) A5 FHURH 28 I 268 FAE A i 42
P 28 JEEAT 0% 1) By 1 AR WU 4 77 €. Amerind 55 (961 3 H W] DA G2 s A0 At ] (0) 22 S 12, 9
1% 22 MRS N B S R PP 28 0 285 vp 58 B Pk 3 AT A A DU 55

3.2 HEARMAELBEAZLEENTR

SR ETRR B A Oy 3G AS I 792K 2 75 ) P e e 2T 1 O 3 0 HEAT Ik, R AE DU i A A5 )
Pt K7 5 I SR 3dE — SOt v DA B I Dtk ISR SR, 4K EHE KR B S5 IR AR AN R Y
Phoits AL, AT DI fsr 7 VR R R REAEAEAR 22 DRI, T4 a D A IS AL Rz AL Re 7, X Rl
18 T 1 AT R S 03 WA B B8 AT AT 8RR 2 4 iR 7 ) 4 1)

SCHR [101] 8 BLIE#% 2 =) i AR, $ H T 55 M B 40U 1 3 2 9 O vk 3 e D A vz AL e 0D, IF
A RAREXS Y ZRFEAAS R AR R I i L. Du &5 1021 2t — R 0 i 0 B b 45 100 07 1%, A £3))
57 ST SR AR N O S Y ) B b e B BAT PRI A RE A HEAT FR e, RARR i AR A Dy R Y B )
KEMfE 1. Marra 25 193] S 7 NS AS W Bk GAN R AR AR, B 188 B2 ST 1) JELAB 5 N B4 i A
RIS R, JRdnt 241525 2 R FIR S GAN BUE SR AL 5> FAT 5 AP IE A I AT 55 . University
of California, Berkeley ] Alexix Efros Z(#ZHI\5 Adobe W F0BE 104 $& H {5 Bh AL HE 38 55 1) 77 238
Do R SR 2 A RE ), A8 R TRAL BRI B8 19 9 A 7 R O35 B B L « s B sams] . R4, LA
J 2 PG a7 G20 G BT SO I R B0 0 AT A0 3, DAAS B B AG B2 A RE 77 1 D i A AR Y.

IR, AT FE e AT AL 5B FT AT A 1105) 3t —Fh A Oh IE KT /7 1 Face X-ray. 1% 7572
R NI e o NI PR T S DX Atk A BT S5 RUR R0 R, el 1 I — ke EUR BE 5 Bl 20 R
AN [RS8 5, 2 17 S st NI 46 B4 B 36 10 SR A R R . 107 VAR B T B A
> B SR, AE YN ZRad 72 A AN W R FH S SN I B8 A p D 08, JF BT IR B 1z AL e

3.3 MEEXMHAR I A EHNHR

FEDIEAS N SR B B v I RE T, SR AFAE — AN T AL 1] At A2 Dy 3 RS S A A8 2 X UAE AT
IR O M I e 15 4K SR SR A AT M5 I DG A I 4518 . S50 (0 T {5 BT FUAE AR S 22 A AR DG A2 B L1
B FEURM 2 — [106) SRT£E 7T R B 4Oy 545 I S04k b BT T Je& (R R R BE FEAE AR 502D W PR AR MLt 1
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AR 073 3o A N PG R R HE A58 R N D), T AR 5 B G A £ R D B, I T
JS2FAE SR ) 08T H B [109) S8 SRUS PR RIF 58 24 . 285 H8 B0 URE AR ek o TR B A 22 10 2% 1 4
BB 70, DG AS I $5g A PR AT 5 8 i) e 9 /2 o S FX) A 7T PR AL

Nguyen 55 1100 15 YA H 75 LU0 UE P i Ko I 550923 S X HoAe A Beat 1) 1), 0 T~ 24 5525 2
(R D Rl B2 (731 vt 7 BT BB BE I B B Bt Uy &, IR AT IR Mty 07 10U S5 HLAh 14 Py Ao ) vk
H R E P I RS 7287 3 EUE TSI IE T GAN AR A il NG P 52 (48 SURFAE R AT P i PSR
1% 51, Neves 2 U 58 H A% o I e 8 SURFAE SRIR IR B 1 G O s A6 5592 (791, Boston University
(K] Ruiz & 112 558 7 AL G PURE A BT SR O i NG R B 2R B B2, DT AE A2 e 6 R s
IS B LSS o TR B O i SRR . Huang 25 18] $ H a] DUR AR i BRREA T o s 41 8
TR BRI DG 2R 2, AT I 213 B I AT £ 228 A0 I 77 925 600 E 1.

4 HBUREMBERMEESR

LRI (0 R AL S T P Dy e A SRR 3 S PR 5 aUREAT VAL — 2 B A TF I Al ML B D i 2
Patke, RN A TR AL s Oh i Bodle Ja 18 B i S 4 B T HRIRIE. AT EE A O A DG kel
S PR L BBt SR A 00 A B R IR SREAE AT Sl & L Sei 85 2R 5 7 i

4.1 (AERNEBIESE

TEOy &R WAT 55 i B B SE NGB 45 B B AN EUHE4E  CelebFaces Attributes Dataset
(CelebA)M4 [ mvk 0 B A IG B 55 CelebA-HQM™IB3 Al w15 NG 20 5 Flicke-Faces-HQ
(FFHQ)'™P4). CelebA ##fa 54020 20 T35k W NI Jr, SR 7 JE B 73 MR 2 UK. CelebA-HQ 1
AT 3 JTIRELE CelebA KR NREIG, HW H BB BRI mH] 1024x1024. FFHQ ¥4
W T 2 7 Tk mEiE AR ER, B RN 1024x1024.

IR T 1) 35 SR Dy A 0 5090 A B 7 54 2 Y 5 R &5 L3 3 [93~55,66,92, 114~ 119] - | fik Ay
P

(1) 100K-Faces-StyleGAN P4, g5 10 Jidkthig AR, FIFHTE B b1 H%: Style-
GAN B4 itk i, JEBE [ s AR SR FFHQ — i A TFRAT'O.

(2) 100K-Faces-StyleGAN2 5. [FFEELF 10 JiakOhig ARG MG, FIF NG SIE StyleGAN2 5] fip
AR AL, FEREE 1D E AT IET StyleGAN2 HEA D iE NG, S0 [71) 8 R
R AR it N F T O A AT AT

(3) UADFV 2, JbA 5 49 AN ECSUAIRT 49 AN PRIsE IS . 25 48 Hh B SRk i A K
BN 11 s AT, WIS /3 HE N 294500, HorP BUSEAATM YouTube W3 HFRAE, T i ALATUR FH
SCHiR [91] H BT 4R NG 5 o SRV A k.

(4) Fake Face in the Wild dataset (FFW) "5, S5 150 AN . H A P& AR 4 5
Youtube 3, i 7 A HE A& 4. THSAL I 2 b 345 2 P 2 A,

13) http://mmlab.ie.cuhk.edu.hk/projects/CelebA.html.

14) http://github.com /tkarras,/progressive_growing_of_gans.

15) http://github.com/NVlabs/ffhq-dataset.

16) http://github.com/NVlabs/stylegan.

17) http://github.com/NVlabs /stylegan2.

18) http://github.com/danmohaha/WIFS2018_In_Ictu_Oculi.
19) http://ali.khodabakhsh.org/research/ffw/.
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Table 3 Summary of face forgery detection datasets

Dataset Date Types Real data (number) Fake data (number)
CelebA [114] 2015 Real face images Image (202K) -
CelebA-HQ [53] 2018 Real face images Image (30K) -
FFHQ [54] 2018 Real face images Image (70K) -
100K-Faces-StyleGAN [54] 2018 Target-generic fake faces - Image (100K)
100K-Faces-StyleGAN2 [55] 2019 Target-generic fake faces - Image (100K)
UADFV [92] 2018 Target-specific fake faces Video (49) Video (49)
FFW [115] 2018 Target-specific fake faces - Video (150)
Deepfake TIMIT [66] 2018 Target-specific fake faces Video (320) Video (640)
FaceForensics++ [116] 2019 Target-specific fake faces Video (1000) Video (4000)
Celeb-DF [117] 2019 Target-specific fake faces Video (408) Video (795)
Celeb-DF (v2) [117] 2019 Target-specific fake faces Video (590) Video (5639)
DFDC [118] 2019 Target-specific fake faces Video (1131) Video (4113)
DeeperForensics-1.0 [119] 2020 Target-specific fake faces Video (10000) Video (10000)

(5) Deepfake TIMIT (66, 3408 320 4> HSLARATAN 640 APy A0, e rp B SEAATSRIE oK
F|. The University of Queensland KA ] VidTIMIT Audio-Video Dataset?"), Dhi& MUATR| FH IR AN
B AR A R, I AL FRAR AN B (64x64) MRS HESR (128x128) DRI 320 4.

(6) FaceForensics++ 1161, JLAL8 1000 /N FELSZAUTAT 4000 MNMuiE A2, Hrh ) FSZAUCREH
Youtube W3, T i MR AT 73 53l ) FH N J: 2 47 8 5% Face2Face 291 BT BN EDE 2L g A
Bk N FaceSwap??), DA K IE TR 2% ST A& #5075 DeepFakes?®) . Neural Textures 1290 4=
J. AZEEAE IR R AL 7RI o IR AR AR B R A A 3 A SRR R DG . A,
AR IS T AT AT Jigsaw A AR FE DGR I EE 5L (deep fake detection dataset,
DFD), fl&4 28 A RAEA R 5 N 3431 MG

(7) Celeb-DF M7 Z R A WA UK. WIGGRCAR LR E 408 AN FLSEMSIAT 795 M IEM
$125) ) Horh ELSERUAICRAE H Youtube Wk, T O MEAE I A & 4 B2 R . BB, £ 2019 4F 11 H
HORHUBL) Celeb-DF (v2) A, 3L 590 DI SLAIA 5639 A hiG ML),

(8) Deepfake detection challenge (DFDC) M8, 1ZH(#EHE N Facebook TETEFEM I Kaggle IR 2
TR P PR A TP e S SRR 2T, S0 Fr 1131 A 4113 AN B S O0E AR, Hdh BLEUAIA Facebook
A RAPAE S VS B0 J5 Frik % 66 44 11 BAT AL Dyis B A G B 4 Sk AR B, JF HL
AN T BEARARAREERS W Fii /SR 70 e 2R B AR 4 1% o7 1255 077 QAR B = i Dy i He .

(9) DeeperForensics-1.0 119, 2554 42 30 /1 5 A1 1) e KRB N i B 3 e 4, HL 8454 10000 4

20) http://www.idiap.ch/dataset/deepfaketimit.

21) http://conradsanderson.id.au/vidtimit/.

22) http://github.com/ondyari/FaceForensics.

23) http://github.com/MarekKowalski/FaceSwap/.

24) http://github.com/deepfakes/faceswap.

25) https://github.com/danmohaha/celeb-deepfakeforensics/blob/master/Celeb-DF-vl/README.md.
26) https://github.com/danmohaha/celeb-deepfakeforensics.

27) https://ai.facebook.com/datasets/dfdc/.
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Face forgery detection methods

4 (MEBRFE) £ Deepfake TIMIT HIFEEARRIMAS #HEE TRIAERMLE R 3TEL &
Figure 4 (Color online) Experimental results on DeepfakeTIMIT dataset. (a) Two-streamNN [85] (b) EVA [70]
(c) Multi-task [73]] (d) Capsule!78], (e) Xception 116] (f) FWA [69]  (g) Mesonet [°7), (h) HeadPose [92]

FLSERATAT 50000 MO RLATS). oAb HASEUATCRAE 26 ANE KK 100 44380 S B, H7E R
WG, B4 RIE TR R RES #4788 00E. OvidEes R Sk [119) AR, HRBGR & i A
MRS EUR AR AR AR55 35 FiAS [ S AL I 5t b 2, DUARSEADL L S 7 55 T A% ot A A I )
SO 2 HHE S N EE USRI Bl L SERR B B SSAE H AT O A T S rp AT 458 K

O AT EHR R R 2 R I 2 N B e i S A . FRILZ oh, 8 — 2077 E 2k
FATF AT AR S D i B AE it ie NG RS, 78 B @8R 4 EitAT A B s N8 1t 2 48 O i i
76 H b BB G A= B S5 2 B D s A DA 72 Bl SR YK 5 2 4k sC = A 67) SR A T DCGAN
1 ProGAN S5 5248 B R RN K PG K00 B0 iE 26 T B 2k LR Do kr I B9, Sk [72) fEFE T
ProGAN, SNGAN 7E PN ) 2 MR EE AR il R (BN T MR _EAill GAN A AR SURHIE FH TP MR
4395, SCHR [74,101~104] HREE T AHE CycleGAN, StarGAN, ProGAN, StyleGAN, BigGAN 7£ W [f] £
b NG A= BSR4 Oy it N\ i 58 USRI B 16 A I 505 1032 AL R
4.2 BARMEESH

EIA B D IERTIAT S5, EZER RN F TH WHIPE F8 bR, Wt RePE B bn A 22 %
BEVERFME (receiver operating characteristic, ROC) HZE NI (area under the curve, AUC). “FH4%
BWH (equal error rate, EER) FIALMIHER 2 (accuracy, Acc) 5. H BIAE Oy &AM in] @ Hp 475 3% 5 —
HIVEN TR AR bR i, ELER = B 0% in) #50) & F BL PP Al 79, AT RN — Se AR A Oy a4 I vk AE
AR EMRERHAT /M4, Celeb-DF (v2) #E4E . DFDC £#54EF1 DeeperForensics-1.0 (4
B2 TR AT TV 0HT, 8 IR = AR SRR AR IR Lo £ gk A7 S 0 32, DRI mT DA 2 28 Hdi R 0] B i
X [117~119] T fRFEAE S VLA X Se R 45 LR B

28) http://github.com/EndlessSora/DeeperForensics-1.0.
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Table 4 Experimental results on FaceForensics++ dataset (%)

Category Method Result (FaceSwap) Result (Face2Face) Result (DFD)
Two-streamNN [85] AUC (70.1) Acc (NC: 99.9, HQ: 96, LQ: 86.8) AUC (52.8)
EVA [70] AUC (78) AUC (86.6) AUC (77.2)
Multi-task [73] AUC (76.3), EER (HQ: 7.1) AUC (54.1), Acc (92.8),
EER (HQ: 15.1) EER (8.2)
Capsule [76] AUC (96.6) Acc (NC: 99.3, HQ: 96.5, LQ: 81) AUC (64)
Spatial Xception [116] AUC (99.7) - AUC (53.9)
clue FWA [69] AUC (80.1) - AUC (74.3)
Multi-Resnet [80] - Acc (NC: 99.9, HQ: 99.1, LQ: 91.2) -
Attention [82] - AUC (99.4), EER (3.4) -
DFT (7Y - - Acc (91)
Mosenet [97] AUC (84.7) Acc (NC: 96.8, HQ: 93.4, LQ: 83.2) AUC (76)
Temporal Headpose [92] AUC (47.3) - AUC (56.1)
clue RCNN [100] AUC (LQ: 96.3) Acc (LQ: 94.3) -
Opticalflow (96 - Acc (81.6) -

K 4 JoR TAUGRIESIELE Deepfake TIMIT 44 RN SE R . 28RS MBELD, JFHIRHE T
B FE R AN 20 2R P b SR RO AR, LSS UEARI 73 9% 2 0 D S A AL AR g 52mi . DA o] DA
AU B SR A, O IE MU I8 R P R S B e, 3 S D A 0 M B 1 K, AT A TR A v
PR A LRI 2. SR, 280 v v 2 SR A AR R U0 128128, BEE AL B
FRGE— AR T, Oy I A I th s T s BE K R Bk

FaceForensics++ BHEEE N E N RIEL O &E MAE R 2, AE5H AN E i FaceSwap- I 3400 B
HhiE Face2Face, LA MR ER IS DFD N MZ AN TFHE. B TRZ S — I fEirbs
1, B AR 2B S LI T35 AUC, EER, Ace TEN I ZFPERESE R, 11k 4 Fox. SR,
ZHWE RS AL T FIR R . i E R AR B (R aid oy NC, HQ, LQ) 3 AR AR OhiE 1
AL, VLSS R AE SEBR 7 55% TP AW s i o) O 6 At RS 2R fRg 5. T b B9 N B 4 FacSwap 14l 4K
Ui, A TERZRELT AUC 1ENIAVPAGFERR. 25T B R AR J77% Capsule (761 FIHE T
AR ) RCNN 1001 BEIHAG T 96% 1 AUC {f, 4B S RFE 4 I 2% Xception 1101 7E A
Ji: B4 BB E) T 99.7% AUC B S AR RCR. A2 VT AN T35 2 5 it K28 Face2Face AN 8RR FE O
IR EFEEE DFD I, BB TR T 2 PG Fa b, 40, 36T 905010 AR A1) Attention B2 V2
X0 1 1] 8 E Y8 O Al PT LIS 21 99.4% () AUC {H. fEEE TR Ace FabREIPEAGERE , WA
PN LA Two-steamNN 891 Al Multi-Resnet 80 HJik 3 T 99.9% HIHERAZR. 752 aIR FE D it kG
i DFD 1sieh, EVA 10 B0k al ME T fiabs AUC J7 ISR EFIN 77.2%, 4T 24555
I Multi-task (7 FVEAEZHEE 5 HIA ] Sm R AER 2% 92.8%. M SLEe4s R LU H, DFD ¥
SRR DR A DU M 2 B . A AR 2 Ace MELUE BIX 0 ARISE RIS, ROC #I4 T AUC
BRI LASE A 20 AN ) B0 2 T R PR e 22 S

5 o TAGRYESEVE(E UADFV /NMIBCERESEA Celeb-DF HdlafE ERISLIGAIR. Horp,
T UADFV #E BN, MA TR Z AT LA S 80% LB AUC $RARE. £ kEf iz sh A il i)
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Table 5 Experimental results on UADFV and Celeb-DF datasets (%)

Category Method Result (UADFV) Result (Celeb-DF)

Two-streamNN [85] AUC (85.1) AUC (55.7)

EVA [70] AUC (70.2) AUC (48.8)

Spatial clue Multi-task [73] AUC (65.8) AUC (36.5)
Capsule [76] AUC (61.3) -

Xception [116] AUC (80.4) AUC (38.7)

FWA [69] AUC (97.4) AUC (53.8)

Temporal clue Mesonet [97] AUC (84.3) AUC (53.6)

Headpose [92] AUC (89) AUC (54.8)

Generalizability Face X-ray [105] - AUC (80.6)

Headpose 92! 5750 LLIEF 89% [ AUC 18, 13 T 2k EAG I A 57E FWA 169 7F UADFV /NI
Bl LS T i) 97.4%. Celeb-DF HutERE R 1 b AR A7 AE B 405 A — BN R, Kl
A S BT PR 0, R e R 4 S A 2R R K BE Two-streamNN 51 Al Xception [116]
RERT 55.7% 1 38.7% 1) AUC {H, 1M %1 Az HR 12 S Ad i (19 535 Mesonet 071 % T3k 12 A
(115535 Headpose 2 FTiL 21 AUC (AT 55%. T[] EN Dt 8 AL I 7% Face X-ray 10° Jf
L2 R A Y ()2 AR 70, P AR IZ 8 4R B ISR I IS5 R (80.6%). BilE AT AL B 1 D it SRV )
AW, Dyat Heds b B BRSBTS 4 7 R ik LGRS Dy O 3 e I A R R
T T 1T 17 AR 0 Dy SR 28 e P R8s 2 AR R I BF AL R 2 —

5 [ERESHkEL

FIAL S D SR DN R AL T 7E H RTIE AR R D I B, B O KA T 2 MR 2 R 1Y
Dy A T332, ABHID Pt — L3R it U2 AL e 7 ARSI R FN Dy i SRR I B0, B D G BRI AN W
KRS, BUA RN 7C 8 HZ T s e AR BRYE, IF ELA LU A5 ok (14 1) LS Bk ik

(1) o3 st OhiE . 05 IEAS B T2 A, Do SE2orxt L sy o, Oh i WU sl A A AR A A7
FEUT R LI R AR Ee R . AR AR A D id S0 1 AN WA S SE00T, D e I O R ok 3B ™ g 215
I Vi RN . itn, DA Oy agAs I 1) @ik 2 R R8T IR T A R B, TR s
s PR T e T W 00 T A A ARG O3+ 21 4 NG Oy i AT U0 1 il ek, B D hse I 7 kil v R 2%
JE— R Ohig SR KR, SR AL SE PRI R R AT REAEAE 2 AP O IE SRR B e, Bl N s B e S
RIGEHOE S OhIE. Tt &6 0hiE SR (0 BeE AT I, v af 200 pr i i iy =, A2
R FC R R 8 I

(2) FENEREVEAL. IUA Dhigfe Il AR IR SR = W S 40— A PR R VP Al AR e, FEBLA TR K2 K
BT U 2 v R HRFR AT PERE VR AL, SR T I a4t SE Al HR AR 5 NS0 D it B i) 32 LR 2 2 1]
AFAE— € M ZE 5. (AL, A ZEEE0T AL B 03 i S A D0 1o AL AT R N T, B0t 5 AR IRz —
Bt Dy ks PP AR Y CLAE B O id S A N SR AT PR RE o T AL LAk, S LRI, BT A 0T 8t
FERZ DN B B0y ig M B N L, D& R s = SR, S N R EgniE . RIGEH, DLK
AR N G Gt 4 Dy 36 £ PN 1) 22 R Oy i et S B A2 I T el AR A2 ) 1
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(3) HHA AR IS B R IR 2R . WF TEAS ST A 43 K R WL B (R P D i SR A Hdfs 5 — S 4%
L AR FUSE By R TRV R, 1 AR G 4B Photoshop SRR . NI s AR IIAE 55 h
JLEFT B  « BEOR I =4k BRI 5, R RRAFIR R I A2 —. B AR RS S Hdls B A
USRI A 22 S PSR IR RIS R, — D7 T AT DA A% GEBL B A IAE 55 - A\ IR A AT 55 vh
FURBBE, JA AR ORI Sk e Sy — 7 I, W B AR 555 3] L BRE A SIS R, S —
ARG I 22 M SR AR S B it , B R BRI BB AT 705 S B B2 448

(4) FE DGR TT. £ BRI BT T, 73 AR &) %2 B HUREA RS2 . i O Al
AL — 5 A BB AT DUE AR R 70 28 1), PR B 7 5 32 2 A DA Bt h e N e sh TPt D e e A 7
Ry 2 SR AT IR 78 AR rp o Dy e I 50925 () TS E AR R b, DR AR AT Dy s ) SR ot
FRITRTRS, fiff o Dy g A I 45 SR A2 75 T4 (0 T, 6 T 58 38 A R BOR I B A AN TH BT HET I (L R A

6 ZEERIE

AT WAL B AR E Dy 3 5 A D R RIE 78 7592, 1 S s T B R R Dl ad [, AR Pyt it
FErPAE A BARE D& HAR AT B AR B0 D5 A1 B b B 0y O e A5 T BEAT [, PR Py i 7
FERIANTEL, AN 35 e« NG e P2 o NG s R s A 25 N\ G i 4 55 U T A I s B 4 Dy B T
FEHEAT T IR, U, 0T S O de 7 i B T IR R I 7 i BT RS R T i T R R
Dy FER ARSI 75 VR AT AT A Dy AT U 55 22 N D5 T AT 1. I, A4 7 BUA AR R L £k
Pa A LUBAREME T IR I SR ERE 72T, 38 17 T W B 0o P Oy A 00 4 sk T s £ ) REURT R SR AF 7
R
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Deep visual identity forgery and detection
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Abstract With the wide application of deep learning techniques in video and image generation, the quality
of visual identity forgery, especially face forgery, is becoming increasingly high. The detection of visual identity
forgery has been a hot issue because of its important influence on both national security and social stability.
In this paper, we introduce recent researches on deep visual identity forgery from target-specific face forgery
and target-generic face forgery. We further summarize the techniques of detecting visual identity forgery from
multiple categories, including the spatial clue based methods, the temporal clue based method, the techniques for
generalizable forgery detection and spoofing forgery detection models. We later present the public datasets and
performance of representative approaches on these datasets. Finally, the issues and challenges in existing research
are discussed.

Keywords deepfake, face swap, face manipulation, expression reenactment, face generation, forgery detection
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