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Abstract

Facial attribute editing aims to modify either single or
multiple attributes on a face image. Since it is practi-
cally infeasible to collect images with arbitrarily specified
attributes for each person, the generative adversarial net
(GAN) and the encoder-decoder architecture are usually in-
corporated to handle this task. With the encoder-decoder
architecture, arbitrary attribute editing can then be con-
ducted by decoding the latent representation of the face im-
age conditioned on the specified attributes. A few existing
methods attempt to establish attribute-independent latent
representation for arbitrarily changing the attributes. How-
ever, since the attributes portray the characteristics of the
face image, the attribute-independent constraint on the la-
tent representation is excessive. Such constraint may result
in information loss and unexpected distortion on the gen-
erated images (e.g. over-smoothing), especially for those
identifiable attributes such as gender, race etc. Instead of
imposing the attribute-independent constraint on the latent
representation, we introduce an attribute classification con-
straint on the generated image, just requiring the correct
change of the attributes. Meanwhile, reconstruction learn-
ing is introduced in order to guarantee the preservation of
all other attribute-excluding details on the generated im-
age, and adversarial learning is employed for visually re-
alistic generation. Moreover, our method can be naturally
extended to attribute intensity manipulation. Experiments
on the CelebA dataset show that our method outperforms
the state-of-the-arts on generating realistic attribute editing
results with facial details well preserved.

1. Introduction

This paper investigates the problem of facial attribute
editing, which aims to manipulate a face image by con-

Figure 1. Facial attribute editing results from our AttGAN. The
input faces are manipulated to exhibit specified attribute.

trolling the facial attributes of interest (e.g. gender, expres-
sion, mustache, and age). For conventional face recogni-
tion [21, 19] and facial attribute prediction [13, 3] tasks,
significant advances have been made along with the devel-
opment of large scale labeled datasets and deep convolu-
tional neural networks (CNNs). But for facial attribute edit-
ing, supervised learning generally is not applicable because
it is quite difficult (or even impossible) to collect images of
varying attributes for each person. Therefore, one feasible
solution to tackle this problem is resorting to the unsuper-
vised methods such as variational autoencoder (VAE) [9]
and generative adversarial network (GAN) [4].

Recently, considerable progress has been made on fa-
cial attribute editing [11, 17, 12, 20, 23, 10]. However,
most existing methods [12, 20, 23] are proposed to train
a specific model for each attribute editing subtask. Tak-
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ing both the number of attributes and their combinations
into account, one has to learn numerous models for han-
dling various attribute editing subtasks, further adding dif-
ficulty to their real deployment. Therefore, we focus on
arbitrary facial attribute editing which aims to use a single
model for any manipulations of facial attributes. In general,
the encoder-decoder architecture [11, 17, 10] seems to be
a natural choice. Obtaining the latent representation of a
face image from the encoder, arbitrary facial attribute edit-
ing can be conducted by decoding this latent representation
conditioned on specified attributes.

The key issue of arbitrary facial attribute editing based
on the encoder-decoder architecture is how to model the re-
lation between the attributes and the latent representation
of the face image. For this issue, VAE/GAN [11] represents
each attribute as the difference between the mean latent rep-
resentations of the images with and without this attribute.
By adding a single or multiple attribute vectors to the latent
representation of a face image, the decoded image from the
modified representation is expected to own those attributes.
However, such manner cannot separate attribute informa-
tion from the latent representation and the attribute vector
contains highly correlated attributes, making unwanted at-
tributes and artifacts inevitable on the editing results. In
IcGAN [17], the latent representation is sampled from nor-
mal distribution, which is independent of the attributes. In
Fader Networks [10], an adversarial process is introduced
to force the latent representation to be invariant to the at-
tributes. However, the attributes portray the characteristics
of the face image, meaning that the relation between the at-
tributes and the latent representation is highly complex and
difficult to be decoupled. Therefore the attempt to separate
all the attribute information from the latent representation
is excessive. Simply imposing attribute-independent con-
straint on the latent representation may result in loss of in-
formation and be harmful to the attribute editing, especially
for those identifiable attributes such as gender, race etc.

In this paper, we present an AttGAN model for arbitrary
facial attribute editing reconsidering the relation between
the attributes and the latent representation. From the per-
spective of attribute editing, what we need is not the invari-
ance of the latent representation to the attributes, but just the
correct change of the attributes on the generated image. To
this end, instead of imposing the independence constraint
on the latent representation [17, 10], we adopt an attribute
classification constraint on the generated image, just requir-
ing that the attribute manipulation result is correct. In com-
parison with IcGAN [17] and Fader Networks [10], in our
AttGAN, no constraint is imposed on the latent representa-
tion, which guarantees its representation ability for further
editing.

Besides the attribute classification constraint, AttGAN
introduces the reconstruction learning to preserve the

attribute-excluding details1 and only change the specified
attributes on the generated image. Moreover, the adversar-
ial learning is employed for the visually realistic generation.

Our AttGAN can generate visually more pleasing results
with fine facial details (see Fig. 1) in comparison with the
state-of-the-arts. Moreover, our AttGAN can be naturally
extended to attribute intensity manipulation and also pro-
duces visually plausible results. To sum up, the contribution
of this work lies in three folds:

• Properly modeling the relation between the attributes
and the latent representation under the principle of just
satisfying the attribute editing objective. Our AttGAN
removes the strict attribute-independent constraint on
the latent representation, and just imposes the attribute
classification constraint on the generated image to re-
quire the correct change of the attributes.

• Incorporating the reconstruction learning, the adver-
sarial learning and the classification constraint into
a unified framework for high quality arbitrary facial
attribute editing. The classification constraint guar-
antees correct attribute editing on the generated im-
age. The reconstruction learning aims at preserving
the attribute-excluding details. The adversarial learn-
ing is for visually realistic generation.

• Convincing results on arbitrary facial attribute editing.
AttGAN outperforms the state-of-the-arts with better
perceptual quality for arbitrary facial attribute editing.
Moreover, out method can be naturally extended to at-
tribute intensity manipulation.

2. Related Work
Facial Attribute Editing. Li et al. [12] present a

deep identity-aware attribute transfer (DIAT) model to
add/remove an attribute to/from a face image via adversarial
learning. Shen and Liu [20] adopt the dual residual learn-
ing strategy to simultaneously train two networks for re-
spectively adding and removing a specific attribute. Gene-
GAN [23] swaps a specific attribute between two given im-
ages by recombining the information of their latent repre-
sentation. These methods [12, 20, 23], however, train dif-
ferent models for the editing of different attributes, which
are inapplicable for multiple attribute editing.

Several methods have been proposed for arbitrary facial
attribute editing. In VAE/GAN [11], GAN [4] is combined
with VAE [9] to learn an latent representation and a gener-
ator (or decoder). Attribute editing is conducted by mod-
ifying and decoding the latent representation. IcGAN [17]

1attribute-excluding details mean all other details of a face image ex-
cept for the attribute details, such as face identity, illumination and back-
ground.



Reconstruction Loss

Adversarial Loss

Attribute Classification Constraint

Figure 2. Overview of our AttGAN, which contains three main components, the attribute classification constraint, the reconstruction
learning, and the adversarial learning. The attribute classification constraint guarantees correct attribute editing on the generated image.
The reconstruction learning aims at preserving the attribute-excluding details. The adversarial learning is for visually realistic generation.
Genc in same color is the same one.

separately trains a cGAN [15] and an encoder, requiring that
the latent representation is sampled from the uniform distri-
bution and independent of the attributes. Attribute editing
in IcGAN is performed by first encoding an image into the
latent representation and then decoding the representation
conditioned on the given attributes. Fader Networks [10]
employs the adversarial learning on the latent representation
of an autoencoder to learn attribute invariant representation.
Then, the decoder takes the latent representation and arbi-
trary attribute vector as input to generate the editing result.
The attribute-independent constraint on the latent represen-
tation of IcGAN and Fader Networks is excessive and harms
the representation ability, which may result in information
loss and unexpected distortion on the generated images (e.g.
over-smoothing).

Generative Adversarial Networks. Denoted by
pdata(x) the distribution of the real image x, and pz(z)
the distribution of the input. Generative adversarial net
(GAN) [4] is a special generative model to learn a gener-
ator G(z) to capture the distribution pdata via an adversar-
ial process. Specifically, a discriminator D is introduced to
distinguish the generated images from the real ones, while
the generator G(z) is updated to confuse the discriminator.
The adversarial process is formulated as a minimax game
as follow,

min
G

max
D

Ex∼pdata [logD(x)]+Ez∼pz [log(1−D(G(z)))]. (1)

Theoretically, when the adversarial process reaches the
Nash equilibrium, the minimax game attains its global op-
timum p(G(z)) ∼ pdata [4]. Subsequently, cGAN [15] and
AcGAN [16] have been developed for the conditional gen-

eration with given attribute or class label.
GAN is notorious for its unstable training and mode col-

lapse. DCGAN [18] uses CNN and batch normalization [7]
for stable training. Subsequently, to avoid mode collapse
and further enhance the training stability, WGAN [1] learns
to minimize Wasserstein-1 distance between the generated
distribution and the real distribution,

min
G

max
‖D‖L≤1

Ex∼pdata
[D(x)]− Ez∼pz [D(G(z))], (2)

where D is constrained to be the 1-Lipschitz function
implemented by weight clipping. Furthermore, WGAN-
GP [5] improves WGAN on the implementation of Lips-
chitz constraint by imposing a gradient penalty on the dis-
criminator instead of weight clipping. In this work, we
adopt WGAN-GP for the adversarial learning.

3. Attribute GAN (AttGAN)
This section introduces an AttGAN model for arbitrary

editing of binary facial attributes, i.e. each attribute is repre-
sented by 1/0 code for with/without it and all attributes are
represented by a vector of 1/0 sequence. In the following,
we describe the design principles of AttGAN and introduce
the objective for its optimization. Then we present an ex-
tension of AttGAN for attribute intensity manipulation.

3.1. Formulation

The architecture of our AttGAN is shown in Fig. 2. In
general, it is comprised of two basic subnetworks, i.e. an
encoderGenc and a decoderGdec, together with an attribute



classifier C and a discriminator D. Given a face image xa

with n binary attributes a = (a1, ..., an), the encoder Genc

is used to encode xa into the latent representation, denoted
as:

z = Genc(x
a). (3)

Then the process of changing the attributes of xa to another
attributes b = (b1, ..., bn) is conducted by decoding z con-
ditioned on b, i.e.

xb̂ = Gdec(z,b). (4)

Thus, the attribute editing problem is formally defined as
learning the encoder Genc and decoder Gdec which can ar-
bitrarily change the attributes of a real image xa to another
attributes b. This learning problem is unsupervised, be-
cause for each training image xa the expected image xb

with attributes b is unknown.
On one hand, the editing on the given face image xa is

expected to produce a realistic image with attributes b. For
this purpose, an attribute classifier is used to constrain the
generated image xb̂ to correctly own the desired attributes,
i.e. the attribute prediction of xb̂ should be b. Meanwhile,
the adversarial learning is employed on xb̂ to ensure its re-
ality.

On the other hand, an eligible attribute editing should
only change those desired attributes, while keeping all the
other details unchanged. To this end, the reconstruction
learning is introduced, making the latent representation z
conserve enough information for recovering the attribute-
excluding details. Specifically, for the given xa, the gener-
ated image conditioned on its own attributes a, i.e.

xâ = Gdec(z,a), (5)

should approximate to xa itself.
In summary, the relation between the attributes a/b and

the latent representation z is implicitly modeled in two
sides: (1) the interaction between z and b in the decoder
should produce an realistic image xb̂ with correct attributes,
and (2) the interaction between z and a in the decoder
should produce an image xâ, which approximates to the in-
put xa itself.

Attribute Classification Constraint. From the perspec-
tive of facial attribute editing, it is required that the gener-
ated image xb̂ should correctly own the new attributes b.
However, there is no ground truth image xb to guide the
correct generation of xb̂. Therefore, we deploy an attribute
classifier C to constrain the generated image xb̂ to own the
desired attributes, i.e. C(xb̂)→ b, formulated as follow,

min
Gdec,Genc

Lclsg = Exa∼pdata,b∼pattr [`g(x
a,b)], (6)

`g(x
a,b) =

n∑
i=1

−bi logCi(x
b̂)−(1−bi) log(1−Ci(x

b̂)), (7)

where pdata and pattr indicate distribution of the real im-
ages and distribution of the attributes, Ci(x

b̂) indicates the
prediction of the ith attribute, and `g(xa,b) is the summa-
tion of binary cross entropy losses of all attributes.

The attribute classifier C is trained together with the en-
coder and decoder with the objective below,

min
C
Lclsc = Exa∼pdata [`r(x

a,a)], (8)

`r(x
a,a) =

n∑
i=1

−ai logCi(x
a)−(1−ai) log(1−Ci(x

a)). (9)

Reconstruction Loss. As denoted, the reconstruc-
tion learning aims for satisfactory preservation of attribute-
excluding details. To this end, the decoder learns to recon-
struct the input image xa by decoding the latent representa-
tion z conditioned on the original attributes a. The learning
objective is formulated as,

min
Gdec,Genc

Lrec = Exa∼pdata
[‖xa − xâ‖1], (10)

where the `1 loss is used instead of `2 loss to suppress the
blurriness. The reconstruction learning produces an infor-
mative representation, which guarantees the preservation of
the attribute-excluding details on the generated image.

Adversarial Loss. The adversarial learning between the
generator (including the encoder and decoder) and discrim-
inator is introduced to make the generated image xb̂ visu-
ally realistic. Following WGAN [1], the adversarial losses
for the the discriminator and generator are formulated as
below:

min
‖D‖L≤1
Ladvd=−Exa∼pdataD(xa)+Exa∼pdata,b∼pattrD(xb̂), (11)

min
Gdec,Genc

Ladvg = −Exa∼pdata,b∼pattrD(xb̂), (12)

where D is the discriminator described in Eq. (2). The
adversarial losses above are optimized via WGAN-GP [5].

Overall Objective. By combining the attribute classi-
fication constraint, the reconstruction loss and the adver-
sarial loss together, an unified attribute GAN is obtained,
which can edit the desired attributes with all the attribute-
excluding details well preserved.

Overall, the objective for the encoder and decoder is for-
mulated as follows:

min
Gdec,Genc

Lenc dec = λ1Lrec + λ2Lclsg + Ladvg , (13)

and the objective for the discriminator and the classifier is
formulated as below:

min
D,C
Ldis cls = λ3Lclsc + Ladvd

, (14)

where the discriminator and the classifier share most layers,
λ1, λ2 and λ3 are parameters for balancing different terms.



3.2. Attribute Intensity Manipulation
In the above, the attributes are just considered discretely,

i.e. “with” or “without” an attribute. But in fact, many at-
tributes usually appear with continuity, such as long hair,
medium-length hair, and short hair etc. In order to freely
manipulate the attribute intensity, we extend our AttGAN
as shown in Figure 3(a), where the latent representation z is
divided into two parts, i.e. zint and z′. Thereinto, the func-
tionality of z′ remains the same as z in Eq. (3), which aims
for informative feature representation for arbitrary attribute
editing. Additionally, zint with the same dimension as a/b
is modeled as the attribute intensity controller.

Inspired by the adversarial autoencoder (AAE) [14], we
use the adversarial learning to make zint subject to the mul-
tivariate uniform distribution on [0, 1], denoted as U(0, 1).
Different from AAE where the adversarial learning is con-
ducted on the full latent representation, we only imposed
the adversarial learning on zint, thus avoiding to harm the
representation ability of the latent vector z′. Based on zint,
a continuous attribute indicator bint is obtained as

bint = zint · (2b− 1), (15)

where · denotes the element-wise product and bint is there-
fore subject to U(−1, 1).

We use bint as the condition vector for the decoderGdec

and the decoding process is re-formulated as below,

xb̂ = Gdec(z
′,bint). (16)

The whole extended AttGAN can be naturally obtained un-
der the same objective as that in Eq. (13) and Eq. (14).
When the optimization converges, each element binti in
bint uniformly lies on [−1, 1], and we can slide binti on
[−1, 1] to control the intensity of the ith attribute, generat-
ing images with attributes in different intensity as shown in
Figure 3(b) and Figure 8.

4. Experiments
To evaluate the proposed AttGAN, we conduct exper-

iments on the dataset of CelebA [13]. CelebA contains
about 200,000 images, each of which has the annotation of
40 binary attributes (with or without). Thirteen attributes
with strong visual impact are chosen in all our experiments,
including “Bald”, “Bangs”, “Black Hair”, “Blond Hair”,
“Brown Hair”, “Bushy Eyebrows”, “Eyeglasses”, “Gen-
der”, “Mouth Open”, “Mustache”, “No Beard”, “Pale Skin”
and “Age”. Officially, CelebA is separated into training set,
validation set and testing set. We use the training set and
validation set together to train our method while using the
testing set for evaluation.

Under the same settings, we compare our AttGAN with
two related works: VAE/GAN [11] and IcGAN [17], which
are trained with the authors’ released codes2. Model of

2VAE/GAN: https://github.com/andersbll/autoencoding beyond pixels,
IcGAN: https://github.com/Guim3/IcGAN

(a)

female male

(b)

Figure 3. Illustration of AttGAN extension for attribute intensity
manipulation. (a) shows the generator (Genc and Gdec) based
on the re-formulated latent representation and continuous attribute
vector, and (b) shows the visual effect of manipulating the gender
attribute by sliding binti .

64× 64 image is used for comparison with VAE/GAN and
IcGAN, while model of 128×128 image is used in the other
experiments for better visual effect.

Table 1 and 2 show the detailed network architectures
of our AttGAN. The network is trained by using the Adam
optimizer [8] (β1 = 0.5, β2 = 0.999) with the learning rate
of 2 × 10−4. The coefficients in the loss Eq. (13) and Eq.
(14) are set as: λ1 = 100, λ2 = 10, and λ3 = 1.

4.1. Comparison with the Existing Works
Single Facial Attribute Editing. Firstly, we compare

the proposed AttGAN with VAE/GAN and IcGAN in terms
of single facial attribute editing, as shown in Figure 4. As
can be seen, VAE/GAN produces unwanted attributes in
some cases, for example, all three male inputs become fe-
male in VAE/GAN when editing the blond hair attribute.
This phenomenon happens because the attribute vector used
for editing in VAE/GAN cannot decouple highly correlated
attributes such as blond hair and female. Therefore, some
other unwanted but highly correlated attributes are also in-
volved when using such attribute vector for editing. IcGAN
performs better on accurately editing attributes, however,
it seriously changes other attribute-excluding details espe-
cially the face identity. This is mainly because IcGAN im-
poses attribute-independent constraint and normal distribu-



Figure 4. Comparisons of single facial attribute editing among our AttGAN, VAE/GAN and IcGAN. For each input face, the first column
with red box are the results of AttGAN , the second and the third columns are the results of VAE/GAN and IcGAN respectively. For each
specified attribute, the facial attribute editing here is to invert it, e.g. to edit female to male, male to female, mouth open to mouth not open,
and mouth not open to mouth open etc.

Figure 5. Comparisons of multiple facial attribute editing among our AttGAN, VAE/GAN and IcGAN. For each input face, the first column
with red box are the results of AttGAN, the second and the third columns are the results of VAE/GAN and IcGAN respectively. For each
specified attribute combination, the facial attribute editing here is to invert each attribute in that combination.

tion constraint on the latent representation, which harms
its representation ability and results in loss of attribute-
excluding information.

Compared to VAE/GAN and IcGAN, our AttGAN ac-
curately edits both local attributes (bangs, eyeglasses and
mouth open) and global attributes (gender), credited to the
attribute classification constraint which guarantees the cor-
rect change of the attributes. Moreover, AttGAN well pre-
serves the attribute-excluding details such as face identity,
illumination, and background as shown in Figure 4. On
the one hand AttGAN imposes nearly no constraint on its
latent representation, which guarantees its representation
ability for conserving the attribute-excluding information.
On the other hand, with the help of the reconstruction learn-
ing, the encoder and decoder explicitly learn to preserve the
attribute-excluding details on the generated images.

Multiple Facial Attribute Editing. All of VAE/GAN,
IcGAN and our AttGAN can simultaneously edit multiple
attributes, and thus we investigate these three methods in
terms of multiple facial attribute editing for more compre-
hensive comparison. Figure 5 shows the results of simulta-
neously editing two or three attributes.

Similar to the single attribute editing, some generated
images from VAE/GAN contain unwanted attributes since
VAE/GAN cannot decouple highly correlated attributes. As
for IcGAN, distortion of face details and over-smoothing
become even more severe, because its constrained latent
representation performs worse in the more complex multi-
ple attribute editing task. By contrast, our method still per-
forms well under complex combinations of attributes, bene-
fited from the appropriate modeling of the relation between
the attributes and the latent representation.
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Figure 6. Facial attribute generation accuracy.

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

R
an

k 
1 

Id
en

tit
y 

A
cc

ur
ac

y

Bald
Bangs
Black Hair
Blond Hair

Brown Hair
Bushy Eyebrows
Eyeglasses

Gender
Mouth Open
Mustache

No Beard
Pale Skin
Age

Figure 7. Face identity preservation accuracy of our AttGAN.

Figure 8. Illustration of the attribute intensity manipulation by us-
ing our extended AttGAN.

4.2. Analysis of the Proposed AttGAN

Facial Attribute Generation Accuracy. To evaluate
the facial attribute generation accuracy of our AttGAN, a
well trained attribute classifier is used to judge the attributes
of generated faces. The attribute classifier is trained on
CelebA [13] dataset and achieves mean accuracy of 90.89%
per attribute on CelebA testing set. If the attribute of a gen-
erated image is predicted the same as the desired one by the
classifier, it is considered a correct generation, otherwise
an incorrect one. As shown in Figure 6, the generation ac-
curacy of our AttGAN is much better than VAE/GAN and
IcGAN, and AttGAN even achieves near-perfect generation
for some attributes such as “Bangs”, “Eyeglasses”, “Mouth
Open”, and “Pale Skin” etc.

Face Identity Preservation. Another aspect for eval-
uating the facial attribute editing performance is the abil-
ity of preserving attribute-excluding details, especially the
face identity preservation which is the most important
for real application. We train a face recognizer with
Inception-ResNet-v2 [22] architecture on the MS-Celeb-
1M [6] dataset. The testing set of CelebA [13] is used as the
gallery, while the results of attribute editing on the gallery
are used as the probe set. The identity preservation abil-
ity for editing each attribute by our AttGAN is evaluated
by the rank-1 recognition accuracy, shown in Figure 7. As
can be seen, the editings of most attributes by our AttGAN
well preserve the identity excluding the “Gender” one, since
gender is a kind of attribute related to the identity. There-
out, our AttGAN is an effective approach for only changing
those attributes what you want.

Attribute Intensity manipulation. To illustrate the in-
tensity manipulation ability of our AttGAN extension, we
slide the bint in Eq. (15) to obtain gradually changing
images as shown in Figure 8. As can be seen, the grad-
ual change of the generated images are smooth and natural,
benefited from the explicit modeling of intensity manipula-
tion.

Data Augmentation for Attribute Classification. We
also employ a well trained AttGAN to augment the
CelebA [13] dataset for attribute classification task. Each
sample of CelebA training set is augmented to 13 images
by editing the 13 chosen attributes respectively. Under a
same CNN model, the average attribute accuracies on test-
ing set for the chosen attributes are 93.78% and 94.64% be-
fore and after employing the data augmentation, showing
that our AttGAN model can be used to benefit the attribute
classification task.

Disadvantage of Attribute-Independent Constraint.
Both IcGAN [17] and Fader Networks [10] require the la-
tent representation of the face image to be independent of
the facial attributes. However, we argue that such constraint
is too strict and may harm the attribute editing performance.
To validate our argument, like Fader Networks [10], we add



Encoder Decoder Discriminator Classifier
Conv(64,4,2), BN, Leaky ReLU DeConv(1024,4,2), BN, ReLU Conv(64,4,2), LN, Leaky ReLU
Conv(128,4,2), BN, Leaky ReLU DeConv(512,4,2), BN, ReLU Conv(128,4,2), LN, Leaky ReLU
Conv(256,4,2), BN, Leaky ReLU DeConv(256,4,2), BN, ReLU Conv(256,4,2), LN, Leaky ReLU
Conv(512,4,2), BN, Leaky ReLU DeConv(128,4,2), BN, ReLU Conv(512,4,2), LN, Leaky ReLU

Conv(1024,4,2), BN, Leaky ReLU DeConv(3,4,2), Tanh Conv(1024,4,2), LN, Leaky ReLU
FC(1024), LN, Leaky ReLU FC(1024), LN, Leaky ReLU

FC(1) FC(13), Sigmoid

Table 1. Architecture of our AttGAN with input of size 128 × 128. Conv(d,k,s) and DeConv(d,k,s) denote the convolutional layer and
transposed convolutional layer with d as dimension, k as kernel size and s as stride. BN is batch normalization [7] and LN is layer
normalization [2]

Encoder Decoder Discriminator Classifier
Conv(64,5,2), BN, Leaky ReLU DeConv(512,5,2), BN, ReLU Conv(64,3,1), LN, Leaky ReLU

Conv(128,5,2), BN, Leaky ReLU DeConv(256,5,2), BN, ReLU Conv(64,5,2), LN, Leaky ReLU
Conv(256,5,2), BN, Leaky ReLU DeConv(128,5,2), BN, ReLU Conv(128,5,2), LN, Leaky ReLU
Conv(512,5,2), BN, Leaky ReLU DeConv(64,5,2), BN, ReLU Conv(256,5,2), LN, Leaky ReLU

DeConv(3,5,1), Tanh Conv(512,5,2), LN, Leaky ReLU
Conv(512,3,1), LN, Leaky ReLU

FC(1024), LN, Leaky ReLU FC(1024), LN, Leaky ReLU
FC(1) FC(13), Sigmoid

Table 2. Architecture of our AttGAN with input of size 64× 64.

an adversarial process on our AttGAN to enforce the la-
tent representation z in Eq. (3) to be independent of the
attributes. As shown in Figure 9 (c) and (f), the degradation
and over-smoothing happen after imposing such attribute-
independent constraint, as such excessive constraint weak-
ens the representation ability of the latent representation.
Furthermore, when we remove the attribute classification
constraint and only impose the attribute-independent con-
straint on our model, the editing results become even worse
as shown in Figure 9 (d) and (g). These experiment results
illustrate that the attribute-independent constraint on the la-
tent representation is too strict and harms the editing, while
our attribute classification constraint effectively benefits the
attribute editing.

5. Conclusion and Future Work
From the perspective of facial attribute editing, we

demonstrate the disadvantage of the attribute-independent
constraint on the latent representation, and we propose an
AttGAN model properly modeling the relation between
the attributes and the latent representation for more favor-
able facial editing which is able to only change those at-
tributes what you want. Our AttGAN incorporates the re-
construction learning, the adversarial learning and the at-
tribute classification constraint together, forming an end-
to-end network for arbitrary facial editing. Furthermore,
we extend our AttGAN to attribute intensity manipulation.
Experiments demonstrate that our AttGAN can accurately
edit facial attributes while well preserving the attribute-

Figure 9. Results of AttGAN with and without attribute-
independent constraint. Columns of (b) and (e) are the results of
our original AttGAN, (c) and (f) are the results of AttGAN with
attribute-independent constraint, and (d) and (g) are the results of
AttGAN with attribute-independent constraint and without the at-
tribute classification constraint.

excluding details, with much better visual effect than the
related works.

Facial attribute style manipulation such as modifying the
style of the eyeglasses is highly correlated with facial at-
tribute editing task, which concentrates on the finer facial
detail editing and is also an interesting problem. In future
work, we will concentrate on the research of the facial at-
tribute style manipulation.
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