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Survey on Generalization Methods of Face Forgery Detection
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Abstract The rapid development of deep learning technology provides powerful tools for the research of deepfake. Forged videos
and images are more and more difficult for human eyes to distinguish between real and fake. Videos and images on the internet
may have a huge negative impact on social life,such as financial fraud,the spread of fake news,and personal bullying. At present,
the fake face detection technology based on deep learning has reached a high accuracy on multiple benchmark databases such as
FaceForensics+ =+, but the detection accuracy on cross-databases is much lower than accuracy on the source database, that is,it is
difficult for many detection methods to generalize to different types of forgeries,or unknown types of forgeries,which also moti-
vates more scholars to focus on generalization methods. The generalization research of face forgery detection focuses on methods
based on deep learning. Firstly,the commonly used datasets including real-world datasets and multi-task datasets for forgery de-
tection are discussed and compared. Secondly.it classifies and summarizes the generalization of video and image tampering detec-
tion from three aspects: data, features,and learning strategies. The data refers to data augmentation in deepfake detection. The
features include single-domain features such as frequency domain features and multi-domain features. The learning strategies con-
sist of transfer learning, multi-task learning. meta-learning, and incremental learning. And the advantages and shortcomings of
three different types are analyzed. Finally, the future development direction and challenges of face tampering detection generaliza-
tion are discussed.
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Fig. 1 Classification of generalized methods for face forgery
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Fig. 2 Examples of FaceForenscis+ + dataset
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Fig. 3 Examples of commonly used deepfake datasets
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Table 1 Common deepfake detection datasets
. Real video/image Tampered video/image .
Dataset Resolution - - - Identity
Quantity Source Quantity Synthesis method/s
UADFV 294 X500 49 YouTube 49 FaceApp 49
64 X 64 LQ-320
DF-TIMIT 320 VidTIMIT Q Face swap 43
128 X128 HQ-320
Face2Face
raw-1000 FaceSwap
FF+ + 1280X720 LQ-1000 YouTube YouTube DeepFakes —
HQ-1000 Neural Textures
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DFD — 363 Actor 3068 Deepfake 28
DFDC preview 256 X256 1131 Actor 4113 Face swap 66
DF-128
DF-256
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WildDeepfake — 3805 Internet 3509 Internet —
DF-1.0 1920X1080 50000 Actor 10000 FaceSwap 100
DeepFacel.ab
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Face . -
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Tk B ERES I XA R B Ty v 2 ) B
AR B 1 5 A A T BE SR R (R Y L DO TR SRR A O R
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BB R AL A
3.2 ETFTHUEMZHERNAEZE

ANTRI 28 2 (Y R AE 0 RGB ReAiE A5 8R4 i 1 (8] 45 AiF 452
BB EAF M., RGB 45 AF FA5 R 4% 4k % H T+ K 1%
ARG T[] 4 A A2 TR A0S 0 AN ) A, AR A BT A
PRI 0 WA i v 2% b 6 B0 AR5 0 o 2 Ak T AN TR VR L A
WA ARl A 2 A RRAE . A WA T FE AL A
r G e S B I ) AR S R S R AR DR R A I U . SR T RIE 1Y
Z AP deepfake # J7 ¥ , W] LA 4y Ry 3 F 4 8 RF AF R & 4%
I L I 23 458 O 1R 5 P AR 5507 15
3.2.1 A& k4FiE

42 JRy R AIE AT BE — 5 43 g URRAE N SCBURRALE

(D WHURE . BR T % 2] 4R B E T i RGB RHAEZ 4
AR A IR R e P A A ) ) R AR R L R SEE RGB 3R B
AN A BE A BT AR 25 S b e 5 R G ke . R
43785 R FH R I 4% 5 485 WAk 3% 48 4t (Discrete Cosine Trans-
form,DCT) 5 #% il HLi- 25 #t (fourier transform) ¥4 RGB B4
8 48 A AR PR B T R R AR AR 5 5 TR B S S T VRS 4R TR 1Y
VB A AL MR R — B, PRI AR IR B 5 46 B RGB 31
{025 6]

Qian 550 $i HH A2 B T8 44 4 fige R Jeg 350 400 % 48 1+ 15 B
2 T SR IBOBUSRAE /Y 07 % - HOR I BB AE 9 7E FF+ + 19 ik
BT AR AR S TO0 S e A BE L H A W B 5 Rz AL
PEo Yu S5 L I F AR AL G B AL TR R R A R v
i# 18 22 4y I’ 1% (channel difference image) 1 % i% Fl 1% (spec-
trum image) H1 A N 7E 26 K . FIl Fil Octave Convolution ™ 47 %k
TR B o BE X AR Oh 8 5 72 b i A TR Y B R AR R
PE . Liu %550 % B0 b SRR 43 i AU 5 25 745 A, 5 301 2 A2 A A7
T, B, SCHR85 45 & =5[] P8 FIURE AL 388 o 1l 3K F R
P 3l it X F T 24 TRUZ R 0 = P08 SCRHE , DLBR U 3=
R R SCHRE . AR T SCHk(20,26,34,71,82,86-90] 0
B % B TE N FF+ + 3 Celeb-DF A9 5 504 FE 52 86 | B8
TSRz A2

(2) BUHURFE . SR AR AR SR T RO 0L 4 4% 10 2 T 1
BT AN PR SO KL AN PR % AR L R DL S BRI — R fe
)RR —E#E X (Local Binary Pattern, LBP) .\ K B 34 A= 46 Bf
(Gray Level Co-occurrence Matrix, GLCM) Fl /N i 725
(Wavelet Transform, WT) 484 $#2 5L,

SCHRLO1 1% 5 T 40 B (LBP) FEE T CNN J7 12 B4 A6 0
REHEAT T LA, 4 B AU 4R MR R U 4R A th i 2598 2
FET BT CNN Y 77 ¥ #- A BE I 4 A A1 80 1 $k
SR S I AF R 17 22 56 T S0 30 e DN 6 i e 4 o, i HL G
HR VR R T A XSS Iz A Y . RSB BN ]
152 HE AR A, XF ok A R TR GAN B9 A B B % o 58 fin B oA
AAEME . Liv 02 R AT G A R ERAE S8 1A W &
1922 5 R BT T — F0 OB 19 7R R 45 Gram-Net, # Gram
RE PR R 4 Jm 16 38 15 Ok il 2k & R SO AR AE L #2785 T CNN TE
i GANs Az B Y i b 75 T Y & P Rz A RE 1. Zhao
FEUEFBIENGIRT B TIR)Z SRR 9 E X

FHIEH FF++ EIIZRmRERITE Celeb-DF [ AUC (5 R A
67.44% . EARTITEE UL SCHAE B AT DAV S BORG AG N A 2 B
FEAE 22— LGB AE T Qi fof 45 i g AT S LA K i i K g B4R
IE5 P 4 FEAT AP RS .
3.2.2 By d4FAE

SOk G 2 AN ) A GO IR A A PRk BE o [
GRS Ye Z 847 78 2 A —Behe, a7 DU S He 22 (8] 19 48 0L
BESPRORBERE . BT R4 i BT Rk R B AN PR Y
PRI Ik SR (94 11 R e T 19 AN — S50 Sl A ) 145 v 0 5 47
EhER R, R RTERAREGhE N hERN RIS T
AP Bz A E AR T DUR I R B AN TR ST
FIRA MO WA th s 55 . R M L SCRRCO5 TR 10 A3 o i
T R Bk 1 B 422 B IR R, R BTG 43 BB AR 3R b A T B o
X3, R 5 B B DX Sl R A A 7 32 9T LA Ry e A R A
B E . A HE Xception Fll ResNet-500 25 W 4% , % J7 ¥k 1Y 5
A I A e A R S 3 i SR Y % B0 T2 S o D A BT AR AR
i P

Zhou % I F = AHRET Al EOE 9K 3 1Y Oy Aok
AL B SRR B AR R AR — BB M B TR i A 25 ) B2 0T,
ok E AN TR T4 1 e 22 ] 9 BE B 4R GE . Zhao 25 IA Sk B i ]
Btk AZ AR HE G, d il T —F— Bk
T5 5 38 2o ) R e 22 R 1 — SO ok 2 2] L B SR A Y Al
Bk . %07 B AE FE4 -+ Fl DFD #5348 2 1) 36 301 1 ik
SCHR94 177 1 R 0992 Ak . Shang %07 363 R A 2k 19
PR N X R R X 2 ] A I TE SRR A B BUR R X &
FIKIHC R AR B T A — Bk, BRTERZ 8 th
T2 T R A A SR T X 3 5 U TR AR DX O — B A
EG T A — B A — o i v R A T kA
B N2 58 A AN FEAE (9 5 RIS 5K B 33702 G B, S e A 2R A7
LR AN — B0 AR Ay s 00 fE G 1 0 90 el 2 2 T

b 6 B O RN B SN B e — S A i AT B i P
EIRVS N 1 W 2 o U IR GTI AR 102 W 3 = 8 AR L 2
™ 4 (separable convolutional neural network) 3 4 BURFAE , fifi
FHEG 53 FHE N6 1B A5 53 B, IF %0 H R F0 4 — B3 ] 6 47 e
M, 5% B S5 S . AH F MesoNet™™ Hl Capsulet
W 4% 1% 05 B 2 AL Pk e df . Chen 280010 — 3K A K 1R 2>
NN 6 N SR B AL JR EB CHIR B 5T I D R 4 )R (Y
S AN GO 18 SCIX B, 55 F Jr) 3 3 2 07 43 0l AT
o i T SO RO A BOR T A R AL IR G
T AR, HAE FF+ + 8085 8 AR GAN A4 il E % =z
&) B 32 Ak M RE AR B, B 8 Tk B 99, 95 % AU RS B . JETF deep-
fake [ 2% B M S5 R 23 (] JR) 35 M R AIE , Du 28500 48 T R 3
R A B g s ok v/ iz Ak 22 M5 Ll FH B4 B AR R G Dh i
JEEHEAT TE 0 Ak o DA% 3 3 SO N TE D 1 3R (R A R 5 £
7 AR IR R A 70 %,
3.2.3 BE4IE

B TA) R AR 7 5 2 T RRAE 45 G 7E — 2 T T A0 B4 3 A6
00T 425 4 R R 45 A LB ) B () SRR AE AT SR O — AN R AR D 1Y
[, Sun G50 P T — AN R RO & B 9 AE 3¢ LRNet,
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RS B 09 JL AT KR AR S AT B TR g Bk A I deepfake £ B
I TT 1 I 2 e R AE S R AE i A D9 2% T 2 B I S A
W 5 A5 1 5 1 B AR O BF 4 26 0 6 of 31 77 4
25, £ FF++Hl Celeb-DF #5402 3= B L 3% 77 vk i 9t
T 445 R 7 0 8 M AR O A L (H Rz A — ik DG AT LA SR
7 AR JALIE 2y 1) 38 R R T 1) A PR A 0 e R 2 A A
LA, Caldelli %0 % 3% F 32 XU phi 48 A DGR
2 AR — A ALY B 1 (8] 25 48 Th T BEAE TR 908 B 2
SCHRL78 70N SR T 28 8 19 45 L LSTM &5 #4 e il 3K 1 25 5 B
AN T T B AR AR I A LI 15 1 SCRR 88 J7E M 2% J5 0T X il & )
9 UL A AIE SR T XL 1] K 90 12 (Bilateral-directional
Long Short-Term Memory, Bi-directional LSTM) 22 ¥ 3 2% 3]
PRAT 51 22 18] (4 B (R ARR A . 7 FF+ -+ 50 48 B2 )5 . A L
SCHRL71 )05 ¥ A3 T Xceeption B2 M) 1) 15 % 1% 7 15 78 Celeb-
DF Iz fLhg )y R TP . SCRRL105 ]38 T = 445 B 42 W)
2 HEA A 23 FFAE L 4 JE R[] deepfake 22 18] (4 AH AL, 3858 T
WALz A RE ) A AR N sc e 07 1 iz fe ke 2. X
BRL106 45 & 25 [AVRIA (6] (5 B . 6 A sh A5 R AL, Bk B 4R 08 3)
S 18] P 52 A A — L 0 A B T 2K, 2% W TR &5 1) v I ) A
— B IR B R R AR 5 MR I AR R B A UL Y 2 o 19 Bl
A5 DA 22 A AR A HE AT O . Gu SEUOT BT TR s AN
2% > BiHe (Spatial-Temporal Inconsistency Learning, STIL)
39 XF deepfake #4430 H B BT A G2 2 i 2 ] A9 A — B0 AT
A% UM ELTERR, 7 FF+ +H8IEE Lilgh.
7 Celeb-DF 48 4 1LY , A AL IRAS T 4 F Xception I
Capsule ST LI 4550 .
3.2.4 @RA4FIE

IR AR 2 ] BB RRAE A B, IR 0 B o 8 22 BF 5 T dn A
ZAE B P AT G 2 2T . SCHRC 10142 Hh XU M 45, 235l 2
> RGB U1 34 f5 8 F0 £ 00 Be b i 003l A 8 5 e 2 S0 o
e 7 0 T A A A R N A Y [N RO DR R . B X R
e D 7 . Han 209 32 T 26F Inception3D(13D) W 45 fy 11
5 TR S 1y 0L AG 0 T 2% A Xk O i AR v 45 5 1 BT I TR
AN AR AN E AL ] S S0 A 00 R SRR AR B R, fH
£ Celeb-DF | Il 25 AR5 B, 70 H: o B4 48 1 il i vz Ak Ak
J1— A, H R FE TR BE CRTIE 9 26 2% 37 B 14 Dh 1 IR, T
WA Z B AR SR B GRS SUAD) BSZ i X g B T T
AEYE S R I B I AN E T T B s AR ) vz Ak . SCHk
[10915% HIHE T 3D CNNS Ay #5882 > O i A0 430 b i b =5
AR—5tk. #HEH CNN+LSTM 2849, 13D ¥ 45 RE 1% 3% BUTE Jin
LHEMER AR A, O 7k B AL TG 1 A
TE W BLBOUE SR T T AR 1 BB I L Zhou SFD R IE T —
ol UL 19 2% SR A 4T )8 0 e O 52 ) A MR 7 AR 22 TE A . B —
DA T GoogleNet 173260 ; 4 A i H TRy =&
AP, T AR R B R R AR 22, LA ARk A TR — BRI P
B A ik A 7S [A)E B9 T 30 T 2k 1B AN (] 1150 1Y B 22 ] B B T 52
FHAE S 0 SwapMe il FaceSwap A= i B9 B4l 45 ¥ £
T Bz A . SCERC 110 058 a6 A K B R UV g
P A3 A B Xeeption 26 42 B MR FRAE . = 2 (¥ 20 71

P AT LAt O T 05 B S S 8

FEATU P R I A v AR LSS S5 R AR
A AT, L SR T — Tl R U 2 0 R 2 ) HE
0 IR AT T A IE R A SRR A AR AR B, LB B 3h 1)
A KA BE R ARAE . 1205 35 X RGB AL A 385 45 i
HEAT T R ok 2 R 42 3 B0 52 o BAR A0 T IR 28 80 1) s 40 Jr ik
BHZ 2. X T hil K%, RGB 5 B A B T & i 5 &
B A RAF B MR T A RN . SRR (11445 B
T —A4~ RGB-J i3 25 7 Bk il & RGB RS B 15 5,
T & T JRHARAE . Luo S8 B ] g 450 1 75 ok 42
ZALRE S IR T T — A EE A A H) (dual cross-
modality attention) , ¥ SRM" 45 B 22 KR 3 45 FR 1F 5 M
RGB H $2 AR AR 20 3R AE AT Rl & . 5 0 3k i R 0y ik
Xception Fll Face X-ray A It , 1% )7 L 7E FF+ + N &8 85 & 07
P L B N FF + + 3 HoAth 4 F o 57 & 4 4% & (DFD,
DFDC, Celeb-DF, DF-1. 0) = Y 5 & i 2 _I- &% B A5 7 58 47 1)
AR . Wang VR T 5 SOk 82 ] Hh A Bl A Ak B T B, B
Sl DCT ¥4 A B R M RGB S8k 5% hy 45 55, 4R Jim 18 3 7T 2%
> 11 i U A% R AR IR L v LR AR {5 B i 8 R DCT % 4t
B RGB iR, %5 ¥k HE R H RGB A 8k 1) XU il &, A [
B H @A T2 5 T A TEE H (self-attention) B & . %
query-key-value #Ll ,
3.2.5 AbAriE

W T AR AR AR Ay i B R A SR AT BB A =2 A L S
FRAE AR #3287 00 A T 22 8] 1) 32 3l R /N R L. SCRR
(1173 F e 2k 1) Xception W 45 F1 & 24 W 1w LSTM, 25 & 3
SRRRAE AN 6 T A B S B R Ah FE RGB G838 B R AE . 5T
U5 25 AR W, B AR Rl A O i AE FE+ 4 %0408 4 1) DFDC 42
TEEM BT E F S TR MERR., Wang S0 I T
— 38 Sl AR AE A PLA IBOIE D ok L 8 I b A B RGBSl
2R LSRR 1 32 2 A58 =X 11 5 8 o U Db 3 WA, i Tk
524 Al R R . B2 5 U A 28 0GR, DRt B AT B AR R
45 TR 7 R P 38 e AR 2 R E A R I )
I8 BT AR A S SR R [R) WA P 25 0 i R M 1 O TR HE FE A+
BHE e NI R T B f iz At . TR BOIE bk A T
deepfake MUATURE I . 7 £ & 04T b, ml DL %% 31 3% 252 il 22 1]
H B 32 B W R AN ESRY N AT DU Ph i 4G T A 2R R .
SCTHRL119 168 R T 24 0 F o 42 B2 Ok 2 3] SR 0 32 o)) 1 R AT
SRJG B F B 32 2 R B L 5 2 R R () A AR 46 Ok
A U AT
3.3 EFEIRBAZHERN S Z

TN 22 0 AS 55 TR AR G o A I 5 32 AN {8 & v F F 53 40 ]
b PG A OR R AT R R AT 2R B0 . R TR
WU T G 1 M S B S [ B B 43 A L PR n e i )1
YRR — N B AR P o SRS B — AN B 4R AR
BRI, AT A R A I 7k R B LR S SR e
FEEBF T AT 552 ) 02 > s 2 o) 45 b o o)
W 1 45 s AN 8] 4 T
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s N . T H

S\D\flram test—> T~D, ;
. N J

THFA ! ‘QQZNDZ/\lrain (- 1 :

N mmimemimemimemimemsmrmemimemimem A p— . teSt® T~Dyss|

o T T T T T T T e N ‘/ .o /ll‘a!n \ J i

1

1

!

L

5
/

i 1 ~—/ nain
I (S~D, —trai —test—>7~D,) i (¢_p) N
i S~D; train—>{ ¢ 1\ |: ‘:SIFDly 5%
() . (T~
! [ S~D; —train—>] —test—> T Dyyos -
[ — rp,) 1+ ST IIIIIIIIIC
[ _Model| o S )
v [ e train— et ) S~Dys ) i
P =D\ 't (s-p, ) ] [
P~ | tests] D2 | 1! N . meta-test i
e ~D,;J—traln—P 1" ——— train !
i =D, ) 1! (SD: train (7 0
i e D testolTDy| |
Ji ‘/ ) /lra! —J i
SEEE : ; < train i
T:BRES i (S~Du T :
D:HER \

B4 2R xS L
Fig. 4 Comparison of learning strategies
3.3.1 E#BFI/HMAER

iE#%% 2J (transfer learning) $tJ& 76 IR AT 45 I E 4791 %k
SRJG RN 5 i A B e EH BR AT 55 b #E 47 f80M (fine tuning) ,
TR 2 2 Wi BB A A O R RATE 55 5 H AR S5 AR AL, 3]
H i& )i (domain adaptation) A& i B 2% > (1) 45 K 17 B0, 35 U5 45K
HH AR 0B 43 A O R, BRAE 5 M B AR AR S AH . FE R
J A L YRAT 5 5 AR AT 55 A R E R BN o) A rT RE R TR
P 2 A 1 T R U AT DS [R] 1) B4 v B B ORRAE
WL BT LIRS 2% 2 S R P30 A GG N . % T B A I T
IEHE 24 ) B H R QAT FE D FE A A 1 20 T B AR T — A Ji
B B o5 — A4k, HLAE TR A 7 A Sl R A 3R B A By PR RE

SCiRk 735 — IR AE BEAR BOE 9 50T, D 78 R 14
IR A I 2 a] DLYT R B2 B AR B Ay TR, JR 4R T — b
BB T o D - A A 4 1 R R A X U7 ik DA ES W O UK
A I AE B 2 R AE W AE =5 ], 4 1w 4 I 4% 76 R FE A 2% 5] (one-
shot learning) Fl /b £ 48 22 ) (few-shot learning) 1% i T B9 15§
T8 N RE HT . 3P A A AT E R R U AR — B R
FE R Tz Ak (K RO i B 2 BERUAE IR RS R
Bl4s Bk R B 2%, Bt 2 K OME % 38t O5 (catastrophic forget-
ting) "', SCHRL121 J48 H T — B BT 1 3 B8 2 3T 5 Uk Ok i
N 3 4 DU 5 B AT DR AT R, 5 AT —
T T 2 A0 VN R0 0k L DR 456 25 [R)IR & 1 53 OR W 3E
— e T Bz,

Jeon ZETR I T — A A A GAN BRI AT i 88 11
HEZL T-GD., 1% HE 42 Hy 20 il 452 80 1 2% A 452 700 20 %, M fig I F
ForensicTransfer, Tariq %7 42 i T 3 F & B LSTM 1) 5k
75 W 2% 55 G AT R 2% 2 1Y J7 1 ke 4R i R B Sl AT . AE kA
fitlh b SCHRC123 45 B % BRI 2% 2] 5 9T 2 3 FIE RS 2% 2] AT
SEE & AT 2 > 7E B A 38 A By AR O B0 Ty AR R
UL T A NI RS B IR B T AR A ) A 4R e AR 4G T
WA RAER A AT, Lee STV R T —F I TR %
5% 22 H 30 9 i 4 25 40 . R FH 2 BT % 00 J7 ik 7 B 50
ASELSE TR 50 AN R Wi A 1 O, L PR e I W R
20T T PERE TR R R AR S S T R AIZ AL
SCHRL78 KA A N DFDC i # %I FE+ + i, i Fl FF+ + 1 5¢
BRI MATHOR  FE FF+ + 8098 L sg 3t 1 & 4 /9 R Ik
BEo Yu % 5@ o e /NS B 4R AE 5 vk FE AT 43 A L 1 O

e BEAR 470 Ml 2, LA G 30EA 7 3800 5%
3.3.2 $ESET

Z AT % % 2 (multi-task learning) 3§ — M 51 [8] I 2% 3] &
AME S5 o R 55 BOE 43 A0 R (6] 2 AN AE 5558 W A7 78 AH DG HE
TE i S A I v, 22 4 55 2 o0 B e S TR BN N K O B ik
P4 TR) EF 50 00 {152 G 1789 5 o8 DX Al 3 S 0 A B 9 4 2 ok 4 o MR
4 1 9 B 4

AN F R AT =40 25 0 6 7 5, Nguyen 4800 i i £
55 2 21 3K [5] el A 0 49 458 N 094y PGB AT 3 5 £ o B 4 1) X
5 R B R BT T — > G i 45 I — A Y I il 10 8% L 0TS Y g
T AFAE ] T 0325 G i 8% 19 — S T 40 B L IX 0, 5y — 32
MATEMEA . SRR ERY, 02 0BT E M5 Z 6
15 B T 2 0 R R R . X T AR I e O L X
T3 ¥ g /b ) B R R S I L H BB RO I RS I
FOR I M 2 W T W . SCRR 205 I3k 7 i 2 0 1 05 ik
AL A A5 AR DI, I 7 S50 A A P A R D B AT — 438
Hiz bt —i.

W T 5 A A A v L A g B o DX A B R T 45 38 1) £
155 2 )B4 45 & T 2 AR O 3 4 T 114 22 78 461 2% > (mul-
tiple instance learning) , 7F deepfake ¥, £ 7x ffi 2% >J i & ¥
MBI AE— DR B 456 78 B FR F D 9 b 2 itk
(R P E LN ¥ A PN BB R | N
T #RBE B st . 20 0] 2 3T T LATE 43 28 0 [ e s o7 AR A0 e
IR

SCHR 901 5E T WA G Ar 28 34E A7 I S o 38 4o B 23 S A 4 %
FRF 18] 1 23 [ B9 AN — BOPE HE AT HAE, I X0 22 A7 1) 295 2R 46 il A
PEAT RO 3% ¥k AE AT G T2 1 E5HE R PN I R T
PETSCHR34 158 7 ik i S5 3 . SCRR( 4271 ek B 2 RO J 4
FAE AR AL RS B TR TR IE R G R E T
T i 1F D) P 28 26 PT BE BB AR A9 A IR 491, AHER T SCk[90 177
S SN A e i a1l = O Sl A R o
M FF+ +%#s 4 ) Celeb-DF #1 DFDC Preview %45 4 % 4
mz Atk
3.3.3 %I

JL% ) (meta-learning) J& — Ff 2 23 AT 25 2% > 1Y 5 2%,
7R 38 D 0 IR A R A DT A 55 . JT 2 ) IR R A
FEAE R A B W n B 28 B A R R AT 55 . EFXAE S
G328 O3 R I 5 3% TE T AR G st A W SR 0 T Tk 0 B
Sun SFUHR L T RE TACE A9 B AS R R 43 B A
i) OB, 45 5 28 N B 0 2% L LA OGOk 2 v B S0 2 A
127 TR R S Bdie 4R R I T Al L (E R RS
AT
3.3.4 WEFI/THERE

Marra ZEH27 7 T 3 T 19 2% 3 (incremental learning)
X GAN B i G GIEA T A6 0 RN 43 2 8 iCaRLEST iy 28
R 2E S gk f R TR GAN 2844 2E % 0 AR B AR — A8
LN FF T T W AR I T iCaRL BBk AT 55 IR A DL
fif P4 2 ANAG I 7] A, B E GAN 28 5l (038 £, 532k ik
AR LG 3% 7 Bk 0 e 0K B3 o v BT R G218, 7E BT 25 5 Style-
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GAN 453 787 m MR M. 51 X0 328 5% > i A] BB A7 AE
14 9 P 38 TR 1] L, Jeon S80I T T L F L2-SP W GE M4k Jy
% 4 PR ECHE A vh TN 25 A TR R SR I AL 43 kT A TR R
SZIAT L2 A, Kim FE0 R 0 IR 2 48 05 22 vk 2
2] (continual learning) ) J7 ¥, 45 & 3R 7n 2% 2, 78 Ui A A5 510 40
a3 S 2 AR R L FE AR Ok 3R B K B 24 TRk R o g b
TEFFLE2E 21 1Y deeplake 145 B Y 9 MEME I8 05
3.4 Hittizt s ix

H BT 19177 22 ST 6 A0 X ORI AR AT 48 I 3 1
BOO, DR 2 o R W R R O B . T X X FR R B, Dong
AETUOTH T — L T B 000 OK 2 0 Bk (0 TR G AR 4G
DRG0 B, 3 2 5 SR LA A0 1Y L 5 2 5 BB AR Sl S
B f5 B % AR R A 2 45 HE S MobileNed ™t JE il
FHE S2 R BEAT N 25, ok 2% 2 S 5 9 A0 NI A 4R 4E . %
7 AE JPEG FE4R 78 K/IN (M 3 S 45 1 TR i Pk R AT R T 3
BROOAD e R DU MR R B TR S 00 B ik

S A BL O R AE b A% 3 ) 45 22 1 AR 23 BEAT R
VRO JPEG FE 4 5 QAL HE, 3 F b HETT BB 45 2k R
1G9 R BIRFAE . X, Tanaka M52 JF 58 T — Fh & B 1 1A A
T3 i 38 o LB A ) R S 225 R Z 18] 19 DB B Bk PR A
HOMEARLEE | 2T 340 2 A 3 IR B

Transformer"** {E Jy — Fip 4b 3 7 31 1k A5 B W O 75 B2 AL,
WHI 2 HF A 85 5 &b #4503 (Natural Language Proces-
sing, NLP) , 55z 300 8 2 4k £ b FF 45 H F 3+ B AL 4 (Computer
Vision, CV) , 5 02 B8 73 2855 . TR A I AE 55 b, Trans-
former AN A] DL A BAAH i 22 (] 04 25 5 L 3 W LUK BT e ik
TG4 > . Miao Z5 ffi Fil Transformer 45 #4 X B[] 56
FHEAT Gt B B v A N 1) 3 Ak R R M O AU TR T
Al WA W B B 15 0 T A 2] Jmy &R £R i REAE  FEAE Celeb-DF (v1)
AR T SCHR(940 A J7 5 7E Celeb-DF (v2) Iz 1k
PEOE T SCRk[88 Ay Jr i . XHk[110]LL video transformer Ay

BTG BEHRA LK A3 A RRAE A g BARAE

F 2 TR TR A B A A TR IR A T
7735 T FH A TR0 18 i Oy =X LA R B8O 4R DL R Ak
. Wang S0V R4 T I AS [R5 14 B4 1 58 Jr o, A0 435 0 1Y
iR OBOM JPEG R4 AW S JPEG R 45 (0. 5) W 5 JPEG
JE4E (0. 1) B, A58 7E 10 Fi il 32 50 0 4 T 19 7 0RS B 45
(mean Average Precision, mAP) , Jll %k % & ProGAN, 3k
L7215 S07E —Bir S 3008 D 7 - = B S 5008 I 2% 3k 3046 142 R 23
0,25 ) 4 3 4 DB 3G 98 19 A5 4 T 3K T Xceeption Fl Fo-
rensicTransfer ¥ 7F StyleGANcanq # StyleGANpenq 912 1k
PERE , 2 i 0 45 SR FUR I Pl e 2500 T AN AL B S EE 1Y
e 2. Xuan 57K SR FH B S B0R0 S 307 0 75 347 Ak B Y
Y2415 B AR 73 B30 9 Mo, F Moy 38 a2 S 0 i i 7 3R
(Accuracy, ACC) , B FH # ( True Positive Rate, TPR) Fl1{E FH
# (True Negative Rate, TNR) AR PERE, He %17
PEAT 5 G I AF L T ProGAN m§ StyleGAN 7£ CelebA-HQ
AR R B R AR U R K StyleGAN B StyleGAN2 1E
FFHQ A BB R4 . Fh gl T 78 3 AR 1
RGBT BB e R R 4R T 34 45 2 o
., e R 4 B0 BR300 1 LR, STk 76 ] 9 455 TR A
PGGAN #| StyleGANZ [z £ AUC fH & 98. 13% ., Guo
SR G COR B HE 4 HEF A FFEUE 4 FF+ 43l
AT 258, 7 W At 248 Y A K 8145, 4 GB-mix, MED-mix,
GC-mix,JP2-mix fl SC-mix B} , HF RT3 R 95.17% . X
BRL78 IR T 76 FF+ +3X 3 Al WA T & T 1Y 4 Fh B0k 26 A
B P 3 B AT R L S R AR A A AR b e T o A R, SOk
[80J7E A FEA 2L ST YA L T . 8 DF A ProGAN 4 4 1
SRS S BE 4 A 93, 4% 1 62, 1%, Fung 877 435Il 5
FF-++,UADFV # Celeb-DF %4 4 I i)l g5 B AL, Jf: 7 o Alb
2 Al R AR AT I AR R, SR T R T AL TE 5 A1 T
KA HELE LK) AUCE .

* 2 FETHEAERRZ ATk

Table 2 Data-based generalization methods

Data augmentation
Work Model o :
method/s

Dataset Performance/ %

Gaussian blur

Wang et al. £69] ResNet-50

JPEG blur
Xception(X) High-pass filtering
Hulzebosch et al, [72] ForensicTransfer Co-occurrence matrix
(FT) Color conversion
. Gaussian blur
Xuan et al. L7 CNN

Gaussian noise

Super resolution(SR)

He et al, [ Residual network Colorization(C)

Gaussian noise(D)

Intra-class Cutmix

. PEG co ssio
Jeon et al. L76] EffificientNet-b0 J ‘ ¢ .r‘ﬂpre\sl "
Gaussian blur

Random horizontal flip

ProGAN mAP

StyleGAN., BigGAN
CycleGAN, StarGAN
GauGAN,CRN-10
IMLEM3) S1TD!198)
SANIY DR

StyleGANCAHQ—~>
StyleGANFFHQ

PGGAN—
WGAN-GPLHHO

{ProGAN, StyleGAN—>StyleGAN,

StyleGAN2L#

PGGAN—
StyleGAN2

No aug:90. 1
Blur only:84. 4
JPEG only:93.0
Blur+JPEG(0.5):90.8
Blur+JPEG(0.1):92. 6

ACC
X:37.8/62.1/31.2/44.7
FT:90.2/87.8/32.4/46.8

ACC/TPR/TNR
MGB:68.07/93.08/43. 06
MGN:68.28/94.65/41.91

ACC
SR:78.3
SR+C:87.0
SR+D:87.4

AUC98. 13
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(830
Data a tati
Work Model ata ’lugmen/ ation Dataset Performance/ %
method/s
JPEG compression
Scaling HFF ACC
Guo et al, L7 AMTEN Gaussian blur o
o FF-++ 95.17
Mean filtering
Median filtering
C t
( utou . ACC
Horizontal flip R 99 53
Li et al, 78] CNN-+LSTM Rotation DFDC—>FF+ + (‘2:‘97';9
Scaling o
. C40.:94.08
JPEG compression
DF Average Precision
ang ot al. (507 Net o
Yang et al. ResNet-50 Style-mixing ProGANLS] 93.4
62.1
Rand AUC
C ».ln rering FE 67.5/56.8
- V. T Jitterin .0/ 00,
Fung et al, [1%9] DeepFakeUCL oor ptenng UADFV ,
Gray scale 56.2/64.8
. Celeb-DF
Flip 58.9/85.6

% 3T A TR AE A 12 AR O L LS R O vk
7 R RS R U2 A S0 T A B 4 R Ak RE . S
BRC83 14 3% 3 iy 10 A AR AL AT G 8 2l YN 4 A
IKAERHZT WAL A 7E 8 2SI BHE A L 43 5 A 20 1 g
CHk[ 8617 SwapMe Fl FaceSwap ¥ 4 I 4 5l 47 VI 45,
RS — A BE 4 LIRZ btk . SCHRE8S ] BI4h T % s
T AE W% FIRLIB R L %) FF+ + F| Celeb-DF L AUC & Fl
TEHA #2 32 K (True Acceptance Rate, TAR), 3C#k [92] 7
CelebA-HQ I i A StyleGAN Fl PGGAN A= ol £ 95 4 , I
W7 2 MR EEARF B R T Wz Rh SR TE
HBEE T AR R . Li %007 FE+ + 5ol 22 3 ik
Pz AL IR, I 25 1 T Face X-ray 7E Hifth 3 Fh i & F
K AUC . SCHRL100 0% FF A -+ #5128 A0 H At H 45 12 34
BEAT Tz AP, b R4 i T FF -+ -+ 8006 41 3] 5 i %k

WAEMZ SR . Chen UV FE FF+ + #0448 79 38 A1
HF GAN M BIEE L4772 40 K, (1 3% 13
HTPE FE+ +8E 4 L st 25 1. DL FSZ Akt 6,
WAL e #E DF, F2F At NT Lt 4791 4, SR )5 78 FS Ltk
PR, SCER[104]7E FF+ + i c40 BUIE 4 1 k47 T %
Pl S8 3 DL Oy B TR 2Rk AT o b, B R BU(E
K. SCHRC10504 FE+ + 848 4 v iy 5 FhoJ7 i i 47
LA JF DI B0 R B L o T AU B 2% R P IR R 4 &5
B SCHRL 117 ] (9 # B XceptionNet * 78 1) #F 17 X i
il A B ST BT SR A R, R A T SR FE R U A A
B %F DFDC-mini ¥ 5% 040 | Ph 3 40088 A8 o 0 093z 1k
i, SCHR[118]%F FF+ + 8 & m 4 BB IT T2
oM S0 7R B — 7 vk B EAT N SR, B8 E HoA 3 R A HE
£ LA,

# 3 HETHRHCAYIZ AL Tr %

Table 3 Feature-based generalization methods

Work Model Feature/s Dataset Performance/ %
1 Multi-instance learning FF+ +—>Celeb-DF/ AUC
.t al, [13] CNN
Zhou et al. Attention DFDC preview 74.1/78.3
: . N ACC
W 41, (707 M2TR Frequency domain FF+ +—>Celeb-DF/SR-DF 65.7/62. 6
ang et al. Mutil-scale transformer SR-DF—FF+ + /Celeb-DF T
77.9/80.7
ACC
[78 < . . . . Raw:99.53
Li et al, L8] CNN+LSTM Spatio-temporal information DFDC—FF+ + .
C23:97.79
C40:94.08
StyleGAN
StyleGAN2
ExperGAN
GANimation! ! ACC
; SANE4Z] 97.2/98.92/98.59
Yu et al. [83] OctResNet-34 Attention-based feature fusion HomolnterpGAN ’ /,
CycleGAN 97.65/97.26/98.13/
StarGAN 98.09/97.19
STGAN
FaceSwap
DeepFakes
R AUC
Liu et al. [85] Xception Phase spectrum FF+ 4+ —>Celeb-DF 76 88
SwapM AUC
ap
Zhou et al, [86] (}ongeLeNetL“” Patch inconsistency W l‘ ¢ 82.9
FaceSwap

85.4
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(830
Work Model Feature/s Dataset Performance/ %
. AUC/TAR10%
Masi et al, 8] CNN+LSTM Frz‘qjemdy domain FF+ +—>Celeb-DF Frame level:73. 41/32. 22
olor domam Video level :76. 65/39. 70
ACC
StyleGAN—>PGGAN
. 1 [92] Sram- ~ p y
Liu et al. Gram-Net Global texture PGGAN->StyleGAN 89.26
87.52
; Texture enhancement ACC
a1, [93] b4 F —~DEDC
Zhao et al. EffificientNet-b4 Attention FF+ +—DFDC 67. 44
AUC

Li et al. 94

Hu et al. 9%

Zhao et al. 198

Shang et al. (993

Yu et al. [199]

Chen et al. [T

Du et al. 1102

Sun et al. 1193

Caldelli et al. 1104

Ganiyusufoglua et al. (105

Trinh et al. 1%/

Gu et al. 197!

Han et al. [198]

Xing et al. (109]

Khan et al, (110

Chen et al. [T

L [115]

Luo et a

Chintha et al, (117

Wang et al. (18]

Haliassos et al. 119

HRNet

DNN

ResNet-34

PRRNet

CNN

VGG-19

autoencoder

LRNet

CNN
CNN+RNN

DPNet

Inception3D

3D CNNS

Video transformer

CNN

Xception

XceptionNet

CNN

ResNet-18

Blending boundary

Splicing tampering

Patch-wise consistency

Pixel correlation
Regional correlation

Block detection

Global and local features

Local feature

Geometric feature
Spatial feature

Optical flow

Spatio-temporal feature

Spatio-temporal feature
Inconsistency

Spatio-temporal inconsistency

Eye and mouth area

RGB
Optical flow

UV texture map

Patch similarity
RGB-Frequency
domain
attention

High frequency noise
Attention

Edges and optical flow

Local motion consistency

Mouth movement

DF
F2F
FS
NT

DFD->TIMIT/FF+ + (0) /
FF+ +(c23) /FFW

FF++—DFD

FF+ -+ (raw—>HQ/LQ)

FF-+ +—
DeepFacel.ab/
StyleGAN

FS
DF
F2F
NT

F2F—>FS
StarGAN—>Glow
G&LMY > ContextAtten '

FF+ +—UADFV/
Celeb-DF

FF++
FF++

Celeb-DF—~DFD/DF-1. 0/
Celeb-DF

FF+ +—>Celeb-DF

FF+ +—DFDC/DFD/FF+ +

FF+ +—>Celeb-DF

{FS.DF}—>F2F,
NT,DFD, DFDC

FF+ +—Celeb-DF/
DFDC/DFD

FF-++—>DFD/DFDC/
Celeb-DF/DF-1. 0

FF+ 4>
DFDC-mini

DF
F2F
FS
NT

FF+ +—Celeb-DF(v2)/
DFDC/DF-1. 0

97.64/98.00/97. 97
99.03/98.64/98. 14
99.10/98.16/96. 66
99.27/98.43/97.85
99.17/98.57/98. 21

Average error rate
15.9/7.9/11.4/20.2
AUC
99. 07
ACC
84.70/56.42
88.73/50.83
91.75/63.03
77.72/53.80
ACC
80.5/84. ¢
ACC
80/81

ACC
94.47
99.95
99. 94
99. 84

ACC
68.06
62.11
64.42

AUC
92.44/90.80/68. 20
TAR
76.21/75.67/25.88
EER
16.21/17.30/37.08

AUC

75.58

ACC
52.29/59.63/73.39
60.45/63.64/68. 64

ACC:83
AUC:88
ACC
88.57
51.42
93.27
91.69

AUC
78.62/76.53/89. 24
EER
29.67/32.41/20. 32

AUC
91.9/79.7/79.4/73.8
ACC
73.33(real) /86. 81(fake)/
81.29(all)

ACC
92.15/93.45/95. 85
84.,25/76.75/84. 95
70.30/64.85/81.65
76.20/65.15/77.85

AUC
82.4/73.5/97.6
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4 XTI WM B A O kAT T B B e
il J5 3 A0 T B A 2R A O B9 2 ST SR L (8 T B B SR Rz

fetEfE. SCERL73]6 M T A C M4 4, H b Inpainting
B B 2 7E TmageNet ™ B 55 BB I AS 6l ) 158 S 3
US4 AT B PR A SR R B AR BCHE 4R . Jeon ZECTY
4390 LA AE A B % Bedroom 1 Bird Sy Y5 45 5 4 Il 25 B AL,
JEAE H Al SE T GAN B9 M 48 48 B i 47 X . Nguyen
R =NV {10 <1 B s i S e 7 e |
1% #* (Equal Error Rate, EER), CHK[ 145 RH T — % i

IS R ZE B MR R o ME R R, TR I NI
P HE R T N AE TS R LR I T A 3R x5 4l
GAN [ 5 B A0 Pk B8 . AR 4 1E D0 Ak 2 8009 R ), A6 I 2%
AR AR MT-SC Fl MT-MC, 32 th 5] 1 7 5 A~ B 78 7
NEMEMRR K 0,128,256,512,1024 Floomf, X 5 —
i GAN I 25 )7 19 K 0 o i % . Kim 07 % 3 F GAN
BZ I AF 5 1 P Il 2R T CoReD, #8 J5 18 HI 435 2 1k 2 21 1
W 2E AT 55 2 AT 55 34855 4. FHHIH T CoReD 7 2
2 4 ML S Z )5 A8 FF A+ -+ B Bl 46 J5 5 5008 48 b Y

R QAL A 24 2 S R P B TR T T B R [T
® 4 TR RIZ AT
Table 4 Learning strategies-based generalization methods
Work Model Generalization Strategy Dataset Performance/ %
AUC
DFFD—>UADFV/Celeb-DF 84.2/64. 4
Dang et al. [2] Xception Multi-task learning UADFV—Celeb-DF ':7 1 :
{UADFV,DFFD}—>Celeb-DF ;1' 5
AUC
Zhou et al. f4z] CNN Multiple instance learning FF+ +—>DFDC Preview,Celeb-DF 74.1
78.3
ProGAN—>CycleGAN ACC
CycleGAN—>StyleGAN 85.00
. (73] Few-shot learning [147] 90.53
Cozzolino et al. =% autoencoder . StarGAN—>Glow' _
Transfer learning o 82.05
) I‘npamtl‘ng ) 70.62
Face2Face—~FaceSwap 72.57
BiedroomPGGAN/
StarGAN/StyleGAN/
tarGs /Otyle! AUC

Jeon et al. L76] EfficientNet-b0 Transfer learning

[89]

Nguyen et al. autoencoder Multi-task learning

Aneja et al, 12! ResNet-18 Zero/Few-shot learning

CNN+LSTM Merged learning

. 123
Tariq et al, 1'%

(CLRNet) Transfer learning
Lee et al, (124 autoencoder Transfer learning
Sun et al, [126] CNN Meta-learning
Marra et al, [127] CNN Incremental learning
Continual learning
Kim et al. [12%] CNN Representation learning

Knowledge distillation

StyleGAN2/Bird
Bird>PGGAN/
StarGAN/StyleGAN/
StyleGAN2/Bedroom

86.25/88.08/90.47/90.25/90. 15
87.80/78.32/98.49/98.49/97.63

< or @ ACC:83.71
{DF,F2F}—FS

EER.15. 07
FF+ +—>DFD/AIF/ ACC
Dessa/Celeb-DF 81.21/60.79/74.28/68.83
. F1 score
(NT—>DF,FS,F2F}—>DFW
93.86-+0. 2
ACC
{DF—>FS)—~F2F 9. 1
{DF—>F2F)}—>FS 05 o
(F2F—>DF}—>FS :
98.3
(F2F—>FS}—>DF .
(FS—>DF)—>F2F .
(FS—>F2F}—>DF 0
95.5
ACC(¢23/c10)
{F2F,FS,NT}>DF cesre
85.6/69. 1
{DF,FS.NT)->F2F
65.6/65.7
(DF,F2F,NT}—>FS _
. 54.9/62.5
{DF,F2F,FS)—>NT
65.3/58.5
CycleGAN
e ACC
ProGAN-GP(256) ) o
69.15/92. 80/92. 42/96. 37/97. 22/97. 76
ProGAN(1024) _
: 67.71/86.47/93.50/95.36/94.5/
Glow 99, 37
StarGAN .
ProGA
roGAN ACC
StyleGAN HQ.01. 77
StarGAN . sto.
CelebA-HQ 8 99

FF+ + Average:86. 16
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4 KBS

AR TE G — b v T KA G 1 43 2K T 4% 3k AT 2 Ak
S0 3 o X R[] D0 455 4G 0 B 1Y B, WL R () vk 1 4G
WPERE (8 FREEEZ b M A PR D HE 2R . T L B i o A
4 ResNet-50, Xception F1 EfficientNet-b0 , $i# 45 ffi F§ FF+ + .
ResNet-50 3% F 2 #i (1) 5% 22 I’ 4% , T Xception #¢IA M & H /7
I (0 R Ay 28 %) . EfficientNet-b0 T 2019 4F 42 )5 .
ik O ik 22 1t Bl MR ARG U R ) 4% v R 4R BRURRAIE , 1
KR T H AT Xception IPERE, BT FF++HA
LR T VR I B E A L I TE PR+ 19 5 FhOR R B 07 1%
Z AT T2 At S
4.1 EXWiEE

TE FE+ -+ N ER B M L3 o, X FE+ + iy 5 Fh gL
B ¥k A I BB 43 ) AT TR (H RS B A K R
LS AT AN B OO B4 2 40 AT, S T U8/ iR
I 3 BB AR v A A R AL A v 0 ) B, G b g A B
HRAT A LA 3 ] MTCNN FEREFG 5 Wi ER B — W AR, 554>
WA B 22 B2 I 20 M0, B3040 3 43 S I 2 46 L 5 9F 4 A i 4
MRAEFRAE LB 72021402 140 #ATRI 4. e AE NI K] A 0 36 =2
JG s KA B B BB R 5 FTA . AR ISR
ST HOHE 43 1 45 R RO R I B LA

%5 FF+ MU 55 Mo

Table 5 Experimental data of FF+ + dataset
Number of images
Number — —
Dataset . Training Validation -
of videos Test set
set set
Real 1000 14316 2796 2796
DF 1000 14297 2790 2793
FS 1000 14326 2793 2787
F2F 1000 14293 2781 2796
NT 1000 14327 2797 2796
FSh 1000 14296 2796 2796

JI A BRI TE ImageNet Ui 48 B iEAT BUI 5, I 452
BAERWGASE BEZ EMINGEBR P ARE S, &
B 5 BN K T i AR L I BT — R RN O 299 X299, SR 5 it
TR —Ab AR 2248 0. 5. BERLIZRnd , il ] Adam
et ss I/ H 32, 91002 2T %K 0. 001, F &5 5 M
o JEORAY 0.5 A 52k B B0 22 SR B O . A 2 9
Y5 50 % 0 1 90 UE A E 0 o S Uk I R R AT DU
4.2 ETFr+ +HiEENEKREQNEZHE

H A, FF+ + 048 42 e 5 B 7 i, 43 5l /& Deep-
Fakes(DF) ,FaceSwap(FS) ,Face2Face(F2F) . Neural Textures
(NT) il FaceShifter(FSh) . FF-+ + {1 Sy £ i 1 {5 1 46 1) %%
T KB R Z H G MOrik 2. e FF+ -8R
Tz AV s, Y12 55 I Y o R e 2 AN SR T AOHE 1

I3 3 AREAVIEAR [R) (0 ¢ & 4T T FF+ + B £ A
[ BE 07 1 2 ) Bz AR P 92 3 . A MSE AT 45 R 7 ¥k B 2300
PEAT NG R B AETE HA RO 2 B EAT AT 3 17 AG 25
a6 Fral. U k5 503 A A [R] I A A 0 25 2R i ML AR
R 5 3 A AR T A (] — BSCHIE 2 TR 7 2 o 0 R s 1 R &)
Lhrih.

# 6 FT FF+-+ 564002 b GERH)

Table 6 Generalization accuracy based on FF++ dataset

A 20)
Model Training Test set
set DF FS F2F NT FSh  Average
DF 93.88 54.00 51.31 52.99 55.47 61.53
FS 56.99 89.47 50.36 48.00 52.41 59.45
Xception F2F 55.16 51.96 86.25 54.31 51.22 59.78
NT 53.37 49.17 51.95 97.41 77.07 65.79
FSh 57.09 51.23 50.70 57.17 93.38 61.91
DF 90.34 54.18 51.25 52.99 55.97 60.95
FS 62.64 85.00 51.56 47.62 53.11 59.99
ResNet-50 F2F 54.54 53.05 81.89 51.54 50.52 58.31
NT 51.17 49.38 51.47 94.67 76.14 64,57
FSh 57.09 51.60 50.70 60.68 93.38 62.69
DF 94.58 55.56 51.34 52.63 55.19 61.86
FS 61.82 92.14 50.59 48.67 51.11 60.87
Efficient- B B
F2F 56.00 52.37 85.89 52.67 51.02 59.59
Net-b0
NT 50.89 48.74 50.88 96.84 76.38 64.75
FSh 57.99 52.34 51.18 60.68 93.30 63.10

] LI & #], Xception, ResNet-50 Fl EfficientNet-b0 X 3
A RERITE B B 45 L DU 3 AT UG BRSO 45 1. (R
] G L R A B b R AT I SR R o R 2
BB S B IILT 50 % MR R . 7E BT SR B 5 RN RRAE A
P R BT 3 LA R R A M AR I 43 28 % 1 12 Ak T
B AR IO AR B AR A A T R AR AL TR L SR, BT 3
ol O 55 11 % (S AR v, 2 RO B R NT OB, 3 o A ) A 28 7
oA B 2 7 R bR R RS R AR 2 d s 1Y, T 3 4 A
65.79% ,64.57%F 64. 75% . i i b 5 A [l B 7 AE ] — Y
AR TR MUMERN T LR B, ResNet-50 B PERE S w4 25, RA
MBEAITE NT 8¢ F2F il 45 )5 Xception 1972 M6 A e T
EfficientNet-b0, 1fj 7 F fb 15 % F . EfficientNet-b0 1# £ & /=
9S24 T R . R I = A, EfficientNet-b0 EL 7 H. Xception
EONEES /8 [EZ NI R IR =1
4.3 ETHIBIEEMNEBRENZLE

3 Y 928 W] LA R B, EfficientNet-b0 78 38, 4 H1 48 &b
B R P BE #5948 T Xception A1 ResNet-50 , P Il 4 45 36 £ Ef-
ficientNet-b0 #E4T MK . T EfficientNet-bo £ % ) 5 5 5
SRS, H 9 TE TR 57 25 FhOBCHE 5 3R O 1 0 AR B0 V2 1L BE T 1Y
S L R R R AT 25 T 3275 deepfake #0121 1 0 42 1 19
BRI SR . ARSI BT B 4R 5 USRS 5O 06 4.1
Y T R[] 22 A 78 I 2R B T B0 AR . T A S die
B4R J7 B A % B Bl 4% (Vertical Flip, VF) B HL#E # (Random
Rotation, RR) \ B (878 #f (52 & Bright. B) LA & 41 4 ¥ 4R 14 8
(VF+RR+DB) 4%, # T EfficientNet-b0 %5 i 1 55 52 5 44
W 7 AR FERBIE I RIG R REF SR, NET
TR SCER ET LU L, FOR R B R S SR R e A — e R
HE BB FF+ -+ 50 88 22 M) 2 ek . i, )i FH 52 3 7S
{5 » EfficientNet-bo BRI 7E F2F K4 28 o I 42k v 4 06 5 42
m T 2.27% .76 DF 2| F2F MR b MAEERE T
2.06% . HHEF JUARNZE 4 o 1) B0 5 FOBE e L A0 AE e B AT 25
FHTHRIPERE . MR R 3 Rl S 5 4 Ak St DIl Y A
TR [ 6 W0 P R A A T Ak T AN S50 3 R 1 I BT L M e
HE— 25 0 B R R 2 R BUHE 46 O FaceShifter W, 2455 4l
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EHADEYEE LT R B E R T, (W rTLUE W,
FHACE B4 9% I . 7N BE 4 1T 4R R A I T A B 4R B i
Bl 2R, 28 n] 8 2 R A H e 3 40 B0 4 L A I R i

£ 7 T EfficientNet-b0 % 54 5 (HE# %)

Table 7 Accuracy of EfficientNet-b0 based data augmentation

CHLAE s 20
Data Training Test set
augmentation set DF FS F2F NT FSh
DF 93.04 56.19 51.31 51.14 54.76
FS 63.68 92.44 50.66 48.70 52.38
VF F2F 55.22 54.25 86.05 53.81 52.38
NT 50.74 48.85 50.50 97.21 75.72
FSh 57.52 51.41 51.74 61.12  92.87
DF 94.76  56.94 50.99 51.23 54.24
FS 60.46  90.78  49.95 49.11 51.67
RR F2F 55.11  51.60 85.94 52.13  50.00
NT 50.92 49.06 51.59 93.37 76.00
FSh 57.11 53.22 51.40 59.14 93.92
DF 93.97 55.56  53.40 51.95 55.47
FS 59.19  92.01 51.22 49.02 51.65
B F2F 55.50 53.16 88.16 53.20 51.43
NT 50.98 48.95 51.16 95.73  75.57
FSh 58.65 51.98 50.98 59.59 93.35
DF 94.53 56.44 51.82 50.72 55.24
FS 63.25 90.10 50.77 48.66  53.38
VF+RR+B F2F 55.38 52.55 85.03 53.15 53.32
NT 51.14 49.90 51.13 97.34 76.23
FSh 58.65 53.05 52.04 60.86 93.47

I 7 H AT LA LT G598 - 1) B0 18 5 7R B O AR I
A5 B S HUHE B b o 0 R 0 (R I L 2 W IR ) % A H A £ 3R
B b B0 I B 3 5 2) S O BERICT R T A Y R 5 T 8
3) BRI 5 . 21 & B0 % 3 b 5 — B0 B d0 8 i T BE 4R e A Y
TE AR RS AG I L 932 AR

5 RE

B A, V20075 1R 7 2 € 28 1T DA7E BN B0 4R ) 1k
FIAR = RS B L 3X AR 25 T U 2R 4B 5 003k 4 2 W) 4 A L A5 A
TEREHAR IG5 &= PR B T I R AE . 41 25
B 55 W0 B AN [ 4 A B AG N 2 0 PR BB R 2 WA R, U
A6 10 5 T 2 X B AN [ B3040 4 A AR T A0 0 AR . T X A
BN PO R R A BT VR AE AR W AR AL A BB (9 T 8 AE
N E S

T ey 2 i A 0 8% 7 IS 0z A L R T
AR — KRB, X E S B Lt Rl a2 kA
Wi 00 g PR3 AR A LR B LAy PR AR SE . HET AT
22 o DN ASE TR 3 08 A 2% 8 A AN [R) e 47 SR R AN R L300 43 W% T 1Y
12 Ak ) B i S (R HE 45 SRS 43 B S A 00 A R R AR
WILH . TER S srh B Ly B s R 2 G
FE 46 5 5 e 4 22 05 IR T O e R o AR IR AT
e s 228 T 0 0] AR Pl A0 0% i B2 AR AE o DA AT 8 o s DO uf 22

AR SCXZ AL T 0 B S A v TR Oy ik L T 3 3 B A
2B 1l deepfake 72 9 A9 — B 51 2 5 20, 3 o B 8 F R
FHS oK BV 25 Wh P 45 1 b B J7 2, 0 180 SR AR L
SU R AR BE B Y SR B Ak AR S DA L B B £ 3

Bk T B 5 Bl RO AT PR 3 22 A0 i O A 4 B O v R R
U Oh i 7 = AR SR E O R B S TS IR AR £
T AT X A 3 RS DN b A% G A5 5 Ak B A B IR B 2
3R AR Z A SR A R R B 2R A, SCiEk( 149 13E i
T 28 D0 22 1t 344 ik 1 K 320 BB Bt O pR %L (Large Margin Cosine
Loss Function, LMCL) il fii # £8 % 4% 2% ) 85 5 K A 55 A itk
VN NIES =2 SrE A

— BB T deepfake ¥ I A 1% 55 47 AR AR # £ 3 9l IR
2] B R AR AR AL G B R T A R L e A, Jia
ZELPO I F mini-batch SRS B B T — N TR B AT K EDAE 42 0k
PR BT X JPEG MR 46 (95 k. A L T 46 FUM 28 I 4% f2
TEUAY R, 2 55 1 B50R6E 5 3 8 IO 4 F T Jn B A T A R
AR S AR EL S B R TR B 2 20 5 1% B M PN AT ] 4G I 77 3% 5 Bao
ZGEUIV L R T T A 5 B A AR I O 9 A A S T X B
B K B AR SR ARSI T . R SR TR B RN AR T
T 1 B o A T 3 L B T BE T DL R £ B 1k R T 1Y 4K
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