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Abstract

We consider the problem of disentangling 3D from large
vision-language models, which we show on generative 3D
portraits. This allows free-form text control of appearance
attributes like age, hair style, and glasses, and 3D geometry
control of face expression and camera pose. In this setting,
we assume we use a pre-trained large vision-language model
(LVLM; CLIP [36]) to generate from a smaller 2D dataset
with no additional paired labels and with a pre-defined 3D
morphable model (FLAME [26]). First, we disentangle
using canonicalization to a 2D reference frame from a de-
formable neural 3D tri-plane representation. But, another
form of entanglement arises from the significant noise in the
LVLM’s embedding space that describes irrelevant features.
This damages output quality and diversity, but we overcome
this with a Jacobian regularization that can be computed effi-
ciently with a stochastic approximator. Compared to existing
methods, our approach produces portraits with added text
and 3D control, where portraits remain consistent when ei-
ther control is changed. Broadly, this approach lets creators
control 3D generators on their own 2D face data without
needing resources to label large data or train large models.

1. Introduction
Research into portrait generation now lets us create realistic
3D images via machine learning from photograph data-sets,
with use in visual effects, games, and virtual reality. How-
ever, the problem of how to control the generation process
to meet desired face attributes remains open. Such attributes
may span hair color, face shape or expression, or age or hair
style. Ideally, all of these attributes would be controllable
independently so that, say, editing the hair style of a person
does not change their expression.

Such controls are typically induced during learning
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“This man has bags under eyes” “This man has bags under eyes. He has beard”

3D Face Expression Shape 3D Face Expression Shape
Generation Manipulations Generation Manipulations

Figure 1. CLIPortrait allows text-guided 3D portrait generation
and editing of 3D portraits. Given input text, CLIPortrait can
synthesize high-quality 3D faces with disentangled geometry and
camera control using parametric 3D face models.

through labels. Existing methods have focused on two label
modes: 3D morphable models (3DMM) and text. 3DMMs
are linear statistical models obtained from precisely-aligned
3D scan datasets [26, 34]. Fitting a 3DMM to a dataset
allows conditioning a generator for precise control [2], but
most 3DMMs are of the face or head only and so offer no
appearance variation/control outside the 3DMM’s domain.
Text is less precise but may allow easier high-level control,
including all of the appearance. One approach is to pair
matching photos and text labels of attributes, e.g., hair color,
eye color, wearing glasses. However, every new attribute
requires labeling, leading to a limited set of controls, lim-
ited sample size, or limited sample diversity. For instance,
each photo in FFHQ-Text [59] has 9 text annotations, each
describing a subset of 162 attributes for detailed geometry
and appearance. But, the dataset only covers women, and
has only 760 photos in total.

An alternative approach is to train a large vision-language
model (LVLM) on many millions of in-the-wild photos and
captions to define latent spaces that correlate text and im-
ages, e.g., the popular CLIP [36] model’s public release
makes accessible a model that would be too costly to train
for many. But, these models can be inconsistent: as each
photo is not labeled with all desired text attributes, different
geometry and appearance attributes end up entangled due
to spurious correlations. Training a generator using CLIP
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is a challenge: changing one attribute invariably changes
another—an unsatisfying interaction.

To alleviate these limitations, we propose a method gen-
erate 3D portraits using both CLIP-derived text and 3D con-
ditioning. This produces comparable quality and diversity of
output to unconditional models but still allows independent
control of geometry and appearance attributes across low,
mid, and high levels. Our model is trained on a database
of unlabeled 2D face photos (e.g., FFHQ [20]), using the
pretrained LVLM CLIP and the 3DMM FLAME. Such an
approach requires disentangling CLIP itself to isolate con-
trol over all parameters that could be controlled by FLAME,
without damaging the ability of CLIP to describe diverse
portraits—naı̈ve approaches lead to low image quality, low
sample diversity, or limited control. To disentangle, we learn
to deform database faces to both 1) a 3D canonical space rep-
resented by a neural tri-plane, and to 2) a 2D canonical space
in which CLIP can provide more reliable pseudo-labels that
align text to images. In this way, CLIP only has to describe
the appearance unexplained by the deformation and projec-
tion of a 3D volume into a camera. To bypass per-sample
optimization, we define lightweight attribute mixing func-
tions that can be baked from CLIP text prompts, e.g., ‘blue
eyes’, ‘blonde hair’, for fast editing.

Beyond providing a model for high-quality controllable
generation of 3D portraits, our approach more broadly de-
fines a method to allow creators without the compute re-
sources to train an LVLM directly to instead adapt one to
their own smaller 2D face data, such as proprietary data
from games or VFX studios, to allow text and fine-grained
geometry control without expensive labeling.

It is worth noting that our contributions are orthogonal to
specific LVLMs and 3D generative models. While we pick
CLIP [36] as our LVLM and GNARF [2] as the generative
backbone given their readily availability, our contributions
are still applicable if, e.g., we swap CLIP with LLaVA [28]
or replace GNARF with gaussian splatting models [7, 18,
22] or 3D diffusion models [23, 58] as long as they allow
deformation for explicit geometry control.

2. Why LVLMs Struggle as 3D Labelers
Given a set of unlabeled images x̂ ∈ X , we aim to construct
a generator G(c, z) : C × Z → X where c ∈ C denotes
factors that allow us to control the generation process, and
z ∈ Z denotes a noise vector accounting for the unexplained
factors of variation in the synthesized appearance. To sim-
ply discussion, let c = [ccam, cgeo, cimp] where the camera
pose ccam and the geometry cgeo are explicitly controllable
in a deformable 3D generative model. Anything we want
to implicitly control by text, we leave in cimp. The goal is
to induce cimp from free-form text prompts t ∈ T to cre-
ate photorealistic face images x that aligns with cimp while
preventing cimp from a) interfering ccam and cgeo. b) over-

shadowing z. Our contributions focus on disentanglement;
to explain this, first we consider why entanglement arises in
LVLMs via their alignment objective.

Alignment Given text t, the alignment objective requires
that the generated sample x be semantically consistent with t.
Let Etxt(t) : T → R be an encoder that maps text t to some
representation r ∈ R; likewise, Eimg(x) : X → R maps an
image x to the same space R. We can define the alignment of
x to t as maximizing the mutual information I(x; t), which
is bounded by the mutual information I(rx; rt) between
rx = Eimg(x) and rt = Etxt(t).

For CLIP, Eimg and Etxt are trained with the InfoNCE
objective. Oord et al. [33] show that minimizing InfoNCE
maximizes the lower bound of I(rx; rt), given text-image
pairs (x, t) ∈ Y:

InfoNCE(x, t) = −E(x,t)∼Y

log exp(cos(rx, rt))∑
x′∼X
t′∼T

exp(cos(rx′ , rt′))


(1)

⩾ −I(rx; rt) + constant (2)

CLIP was trained on Internet-scale 2D image/text data Y .
For a target dataset X for which we would like a generator,
say, the high-quality close-ups in FFHQ, let’s assume that
CLIP happens to cover all portrait images. Then, text-guided
2D generation becomes viable even though FFHQ has no
text labels: we can use cimp = rx = Eimg(xFFHQ) to condi-
tion G during training, which requires no text labels. Then,
at inference time, we replace rx by rt—this allows G to gen-
erate an image from any text prompt provided by the user.
The contrastive objective while brings rx and rt as close as
possible, does not fully eliminate the modality gap in R [27]
and instead causes entanglement in rx for our concerns.

Entanglement. Y encompasses images of all things on the
Internet—not just portraits with detailed text captions. This
situation has two problems.

1) Only a small fraction of portraits in Y contain a de-
scription of geometry, and the description is coarse, e.g.,

‘smile’ does not define how wide the smile is, or ‘viewed
from side on’ does not define the 3D camera angle. This al-
lows Eimg to encode incomplete geometry information rxgeo

and camera information rxcam in rx as the result of spurious
correlations, e.g. celebrity faces are more likely to have a
front camera pose and smiley expression. As such, intro-
ducing a 3D representation within the generator and then
using rx as cimp leads to poor results since rxgeo and rxcam

are strongly at odds with ccam and cgeo. For instance, if ccam
specifies a camera pose different than what rxcam dictates,
G is ill-behaved as it receives conflicting conditions for the
same control. We address this conflict by proposing 2D and
3D canonicalizations to eliminate rxcam and rxgeo from rx. As
long as all instances of x share the same camera pose and
geometry, the generation process can no longer distinguish
such information from rx.
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Figure 2. Overview of Stage-1. We use a deformable 3D generative
model for Stage-1. We adapt GNARF [2] to improve the geometry
conditioning of the discriminator using mesh renders.

2) The contrastive objective forces rx to be as discrimi-
native as possible in Y , but the most discriminative factors
in rx could be irrelevant to portraits—non-portrait noise fac-
tors rxnoise can outweigh any useful factors when using rx as
cimp. Examples of rxnoise include the camera used to produce
the image, image format and quality, possible geographical
location where the picture was taken (Fig. 6). We show in
the supplemental that these noise factors can considerably
overshadow factors that describe the person in the image.
Since rxnoise is typically the most discriminative factors, it
tends to be unique and vary greatly for different instances
of x. As a result, this encourages G to be a deterministic
function of rx and completely ignore z, since each x can be
uniquely identified by just rxnoise (and therefore rx). We avoid
this degeneracy by introducing a Jacobian regularization that
penalizes the generator’s sensitivity to rxnoise .

3. Method

3.1. High-level Overview
Our overall approach is a 3D GAN (Fig. 3) that uses two
training stages to disentangle CLIP for an unlabeled obser-
vation dataset X . These two stages are necessary because
our full model requires an unconditional deformable gen-
erator to obtain the canonicalized appearance condition rx̂.
Furthermore, bootstrapping our full model from an uncon-
ditional model helps avoid degenerate solutions caused by
rxnoise which we show in Section 3.5.
Stage-1 (Unconditional Generation) First, we train a 3D
generator G with no a priori text understanding to output a
volumetric tri-plane representation (Fig. 2). This representa-
tion is deformed from its canonical format using a 3D map D
derived from 3DMM, and projected back to an intermediate
low-resolution image x‡ according to camera parameters
ccam (Sec. 3.2). Finally, we use a super-resolution module
to produce a sample x at desired target resolution from x‡.
To train Stage-1, we use a discriminator to assess whether
the rendered image x is real or fake and use an adversarial
objective to optimize model G.

Canonicalization Once G is trained, we can canonicalize
each sample x to a fixed-geometry 3D volume by inverting
D, and then render a frontal 2D image x̂ by inverting ccam.
We run pre-trained CLIP on each canonicalized 2D image
Eimg(x̂) to compute rx̂.
Stage-2 (Conditioning Appearance on Text) To add text
control, we use an alignment network TG to modify any
random style vector w according to rx̂. We disentangle 3D
information from CLIP using 2D canonicalization such that
rx̂ only contains frontal appearance information. The align-
ment network preserves the randomness of w, which main-
tains output diversity and enables interactive style mixing.
Disentanglement of 3D information from CLIP occurs be-
cause rx̂ is predicted from 2D images that all share the same
camera and geometry; any possible means to distinguish
such information has been factored out of the generator.

3.2. Generating Deformable 3D Portraits
We use a tri-plane reduction of a neural radiance field, like
EG3D [5]. Given a 3D point, we query the tri-plane for
a feature vector f′, and obtain volumetric features f and
density σ from f′ using an MLP. We obtain a pixel of the low
resolution render by integrating f and σ along ray r⃗:

F (r⃗) =

∫ tf

tn

T (t)σ(t)f(t)dt, where T (t) = exp

(
−
∫ tf

tn

σ(s)ds
)

(3)

where tn and tf are the near and far bounds of the ray r⃗(t) =
o+ω⃗t along the direction ω⃗ from the origin o. Precise camera
control is possible by changing the rays r⃗ along which F
is aggregated. To control portrait geometry, including face
shape and facial expression, we deform the ray along which
F is aggregated:

f(x′) = f(D(x)), (4)

where x is a coordinate in the observation space and D :
R3 → R3 is a deformation that maps x to a canonical space.
Deforming coordinates from the canonical space removes
the need for generator G to represent varying geometry.

D can be constructed from explicit 3DMMs. We use
FLAME [26]: it has controllable parameters β ∈ R100 for
face shape, θ ∈ R6 for jaw and head pose, and ψ ∈ R50

for facial expression. We estimate these for the observa-
tion mesh from x̂ using DECA [13]. We construct D from
FLAME analytically using the surface field (SF) method
in GNARF by Bergman et al. [2]. SF derives the deforma-
tion field from the canonical mesh and the observation mesh
aligned to x̂. For the canonical space, we set the FLAME
shape and expression coefficients to 0, but leave the jaw open
to synthesize the mouth interior.

Given a target coordinate x, SF locates its nearest triangle
tDx = [v0, v1, v2] ∈ R3×3 on the target mesh, and computes
the barycentric coordinates [u, v, w] of the projection of x
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Figure 3. Overview of Stage-2. (a) The conditioning networks remap CLIP embeddings to a space wr in which 3D information is ignored
to be considered in stage (b), while noise vector z maintains sample diversity. (b) We synthesize a neural radiance volume via a tri-plane in a
3D canonical space, and with a particular appearance defined by wr. Then, we deform this volume by FLAME parameters after fitting to the
dataset. A discriminator judges the rendered output image. (c) The alignment network in (a) can only achieve a wr free of 3D information if
all generated images are ‘3D equivalent’; we achieve this via canonicalization.

on tDx . To calculate the deformed coordinate, we retrieve
the corresponding triangle tCx on the canonical mesh and its
normal nC

tx
:

D(x) = tCx · [u, v, w]⊤ +
〈

x − tDx · [u, v, w]⊤, nD
tx

〉
nC
tx (5)

which we use to query the canonical volume. Since geome-
try variations are explicitly controlled by deformation and
have been factored out from G, entanglement between facial
expression and camera pose in EG3D no longer exists; as
such, we do not use generator pose conditioning [5].

Without informing the discriminator of the deformation,
there is no guarantee that the deformed volume matches
the expected deformation. To condition the discriminator,
Bergman et al. [2] concatenate the camera pose with FLAME
parameters. However, this leads to training instability, and
sample quality is severely degraded even with the noise per-
turbation trick [2]. As Huang et al. showed [17], this is
because the conditioning vector depends upon the unknown
PCA basis for FLAME, making it difficult for the optimiza-
tion to use this additional input. Instead, we adopt the Huang
et al. method. We texture the mesh with its vertex coordi-
nates in world space. Then, we render the observation mesh
under ccam and concatenate the render rdr with x as input
to the discriminator. We observe no training instability or
quality degradation using this conditioning.

3.3. Canonicalization
Given our deformable EG3D, canonicalization can be re-
duced to an inversion problem. Specifically, the sample
generation process of the deformable generator is given by:

w = MG(z) (6)

f = SG(w) (7)

x = V (f, ccam, cgeo) (8)

where MG and SG are the style mapping and synthesis
networks of G, V denotes deformable volume rendering.

For each image x in the training set, we estimate ccam and
cgeo using off-the-shelf models. The corresponding latent
vector wx can then be obtained by solving the following
optimization problem:

wx = argmin
w

DLPIPS (V (SG(w), ccam, cgeo), x) (9)

where DLPIPS denotes the LPIPS distance that we use as our
image similarity. Given wx, we can now re-render the canon-
icalized x̂ under neutral camera pose and neutral geometry.
We define the neutral camera pose cn cam to be fully frontal
and the neutral geometry cn geo to have canonical FLAME
parameters. The canonicalized x̂ is given by:

x̂ = V (SG(wx), cn cam, cn geo) (10)

and the disentangled condition vector cimp = rx̂ = Eimg(x̂).
Note that canonicalization happens before Stage-2 training
as a data preprocessing step, and so it has no impact on the
training time of Stage-2.

3.4. Conditioning on LVLM Text
We first visualize the importance of canonicalization in Fig-
ure 4: using the CLIP embedding from raw training images
x, generation tries to incorrectly flatten faces to stay frontal
regardless of the camera pose. Whereas conditioning on the
canonicalized rx̂ produces correct geometry since neither G
nor D can cheat with rx̂ for camera pose and geometry, and
they must rely on ccam and cgeo for such information.

To condition on rx̂, it is possible to either train a new
model from scratch that takes rx̂ as an input, or adapt our
unconditional deformable model from Stage 1 to handling
rx̂. We choose the latter as we show in the following sec-
tion that direct generation from rx̂ is prone to degenerate
solutions due to the presence of rx̂noise . Our Stage 2 model
splits conditional generation into two easier steps: uncon-
ditional generation (i.e. Stage 1) and alignment, where the
latter seeks to modify an existing random sample such that



Full Model Without Canonicalization

Figure 4. Without canonicalization before CLIP, faces look flat.
Depth renderings of the estimated volume underneath show the
more distorted space. [FFHQ 5mil. images.] This directly shows
our major insight: the CLIP embedding of the uncanonicalized
image inherently includes camera pose information that must be
disentangled, else it confuses the 3D generation.

α = 0 α = 0.3 α = 0.6 α = 0.8 α = 1

Figure 5. Increasing α increases prompt alignment. Text Prompt:
”Bearded man with long blond hair wearing glasses” CLIP corre-
lates regular glasses and sunglasses as increasing “glasses” intensity,
and we observe a similar phenomenon.

it aligns with rx̂. Note that our Stage 1 model already facili-
tates well-behaved unconditional generation, as long as the
alignment step is also well-behaved, we obtain well-behaved
conditional generation on rx̂.

Toward this goal, we introduce a CLIP alignment network
TG to G which predicts a personalized direction for the style
vector w of a random sample, along which the sample gains
alignment toward rx̂:

wrx̂(α) = w + αTG(w, rx̂) (11)

α ∈ [0, 1] is a scalar that controls the alignment strength,
unless otherwise specified, wrx̂ implies α = 1. Similarly,
we introduce an alignment network TD to the discriminator
D as follows:

u = SD(x, rdr) (12)

v = MD(ccam) (13)

vrx̂(α) = v + αTD(v, rx̂) (14)

D(x | rdr, ccam, rx̂) = u · vrx̂ (15)

SD denotes the stem layers of D and MD maps the camera
pose to the condition vector for the EG3D discriminator. We
implement TG and TD using a ResNet architecture and zero-
initialize both networks to ensure that the extra condition rx̂
blends into our existing deformable EG3D smoothly.

3.5. Regularizing Noise in CLIP Embeddings
Noise in CLIP. We verify its existence by showing the sim-
ilarity between face-related main prompts and noise prompts
that are not related to the face description when both are
compared against a CLIP image embedding of the target im-
age. To show this, we generate text of FFHQ training images

using the third-party CLIP-Interrogator tool 1. Given the
generated text prompts, we split them into two groups: face-
related (main prompt) and face-unrelated (noise prompt);
Figure 6. Then, we evaluate cosine distance between CLIP
image embedding and CLIP text embeddings. rx̂noise does
exist and can outweigh the main facial appearance informa-
tion in terms of cosine similarity. Furthermore, the average
cosine similarity between the noise prompts and the entire
FFHQ dataset shows that rx̂noise is unique enough to identify
each corresponding training image.

Distribution collapse from noise. This leads to distribu-
tion collapse during training of the proposed network. After
disentangling 3D control from rx, the remaining entangle-
ment arises from rx̂noise . As rx̂noise is highly specific to each
x, each x becomes identifiable solely from rx̂ and thus the
conditional distribution p(x | rx̂) collapses to a delta distri-
bution and all randomness of x is lost once rx̂ is determined.

Since G is trained to match p(x | rx̂), it is encouraged
to be a deterministic function of rx̂ and completely ignore
the source of randomness z, as sampling from p(x | rx̂)
involves no randomness. This lack of randomness is highly
undesirable forG: a generic prompt such as “a blond person”
will be mapped to a single deterministic output rather than
many diverse face images. This severely limits applications.
Although we replace rx̂ with rt at inference time and rt
contains no noise signal, the result will remain deterministic
given that G has learned to dissociate z during training.

For this dissociation to happen, either G has become a
constant function w.r.t z, or G is much more sensitive to the
change of rx̂ than to the change of z. More formally:

∂G

∂z
= 0 (16)∥∥∥∥ ∂G

∂rx̂

∥∥∥∥
F

≫
∥∥∥∥∂G∂z

∥∥∥∥
F

(17)

where ∥·∥F denotes the Frobenius norm of the Jacobian.
To address Eq. (16), we force our model to retain the

ability of unconditional generation by setting α = 0 with
50% probability during training. For unconditional genera-
tion, z is the only input to the volume synthesis process. By
forcing the distribution of unconditional generation to match
the training distribution p(X ), it is encouraged to produce
diverse samples, which is directly at odds with G being a
constant function w.r.t z.

For Eq. (17), a straightforward solution is to penalize
∥∂G/∂rx̂∥F. However, this Jacobian term is too expensive
to calculate. With the chain rule, we see that:∥∥∥∥ ∂G

∂rx̂

∥∥∥∥
F

=

∥∥∥∥ ∂G

∂wrx̂

∂wrx̂
∂rx̂

∥∥∥∥
F

⩽

∥∥∥∥ ∂G

∂wrx̂

∥∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥∥∂wrx̂
∂rx̂

∥∥∥∥
F

(18)

1https://huggingface.co/spaces/pharmapsychotic/CLIP-Interrogator



Input Image

Main prompt a close up of a man with dreadlocks a close up of a person
a person wearing a hat wearing a blue scarf wearing a suit and tie

Noise prompt ethnic group, canon in 2015, resistance, bondi beach in the background,
eos 1000d, shot on quebec, black turtleneck, loosely cropped, red carpet

anamorphic lenses, round mineral, exploitable image photography, post graduate,
dance, zun, emote, uncompressed png, anxious
colored vibrantly steward of a new castle,

ultra high definition quality
Cosine similarity 0.1838 0.2551 0.2273
with main prompt
Cosine similarity 0.3367 0.2701 0.3092
with noise prompt
Avg. cosine sim. 0.1221 0.1248 0.1537
with noise prompt
across FFHQ

Figure 6. The compari-
son of cosine similarity be-
tween CLIP image embed-
dings of training images and
CLIP text embeddings for
prompts related to faces and
those not related to faces.
Noise prompts can have
higher cosine similarity than
face prompts. Further, the
average cosine similarity be-
tween the noise prompts
and the entire FFHQ dataset
shows that rx̂noise is unique
enough to identify each cor-
responding training image.

Text Prompt Full Model Without Noise Regularization

This man has a
big beard and
black hair.

This young man
has bangs and
black hair.

Figure 7. Showing distribution collapse. Our noise regularization
improves diversity and quality. [FFHQ 5mil. images.]

∂G/∂wrx̂ is the computation bottleneck and not directly
relevant to rx̂, we thus omit this Jacobian term and pe-
nalize ∥∂wrx̂/∂rx̂∥F, which penalizes the upper bound of
∥∂G/∂rx̂∥F. We formulate this penalty as a regularization
term Rrx̂ and apply a stochastic approximator for efficient
compute:

Rrx̂ =

∥∥∥∥∂wrx̂
∂rx̂

∥∥∥∥2

F

(19)

= lim
σ→0

Eϵ∼N (0,σ2I)

[
1

σ2
∥wrx̂+ϵ − wrx̂∥

2

]
(20)

We show the proof of Eq. (20) in the appendix. Addition-
ally, we notice that the norm of wrx̂ has the tendency to
grow uncontrollably, driving conditional generation results
to unrealistic regions. We penalize norm growth:

Rnorm = (∥wrx̂∥ − ∥w∥)2 (21)

when deriving conditional style vector wrx̂ from uncondi-
tional w as in (11).

With our regularization techniques, we solve the distri-
bution collapse problem allowing high-quality and diverse
generation. Figure 7 verifies our hypothesis that the model
cannot help but dissociate the source of randomness z under
a stronger (text-)conditioning signal without the proposed
Jacobian regularization. With both regularizers in place,
we trade off a slight compromise in text-alignment overall

(‘bangs’). As a side control, we also provide a smooth transi-
tion from unconditional generation to conditional generation
by manipulating α, allowing the user to trade-off between
alignment and fidelity (Fig. 9).

4. Experiments
Datasets. We use FFHQ [20] and Multi Modal CelebA-HQ
(MMCelebA) [49] at 512×512 resolution following prior
work. While MMCelebA contains text annotations, we do
not use any when training our model, and the data processing
procedure follows exactly as in FFHQ.

We augment both datasets with horizontal flips and es-
timate the camera parameters for each image using an off-
the-shelf model following EG3D. For FLAME parameter
estimation, we adopt DECA to obtain initial results. The
DECA estimates are not directly applicable due to the camera
model differences between DECA (orthographic) and EG3D
(perspective). We further optimize the initial estimates from
DECA using a projected facial landmark loss to reconcile
this difference. Finally, we optimize the scale and transla-
tion of the FLAME mesh to match the cropping of EG3D;
other mesh postprocessing steps such as water-tightening
and simplification follow GNARF.
Model and Optimization. For the EG3D backbone, we
initialize the generator weights from the Egger et al. public
checkpoint on FFHQ and largely follow their training routine
and losses, including the non-saturating adversarial loss, R1
gradient penalty, and density regularization. However, we
remove generator pose conditioning and lower learning rate
γ = 0.001 for both generator G and discriminator D. For
faster deformation computation, we simplify the FLAME
mesh to 2500 triangles, but use the full mesh for generating
the mesh render rdr in discriminator conditioning. Lastly,
we add our regularizations Rcx and Rnorm to the training
objective, and empirically set their weights to 0.01 and 10.



She has black hair and wears eyeglasses. This woman has bushy eyebrows and straight hair. He has a long brown beard. She has straight brown hair and is wearing lipstick. Bearded man with long blond hair wearing glasses.

Figure 8. Qualitative Evaluation On text-to-3D portrait generation with explicit geometry control.

Method FFHQ Method MM-Celeb-A-HQ
FID ↓ KID ↓ FID ↓ CLIP Score ↑

Text2Mesh* [30] 219.59 0.185 SEA-T2F [44] 93.8 20.8
ClipMatrix* [19] 198.34 0.180 ControlGAN [25] 74.5 21.3
FlameTex* [26] 88.95 0.053 AttnGAN [51] 51.6 21.5
CLIPFace* [1] 80.3 0.032 TG-3DFace [52] 39.0 22.7
CLIPortrait 5.87 0.00217 CLIPortrait 31.8 23.1

Table 1. Quantitative comparison. See Fig. 10 for a qualitative
comparison. *: These models are rasterization-based and cannot
achieve the same level of fidelity as volume rendered models.

Metrics. For image generation quality, we use Frechet In-
ception Distance (FID) [15] and Kernel Inception Distance
(KID) [3]. For semantic consistency, we use CLIP score,
which is the cosine similarity between a CLIP image embed-
ding and a CLIP text embedding.

4.1. Comparison on Text-to-3D Face Generation
We evaluate the performance of CLIPortrait on open-
vocabulary text against the texture-mapping-based CLIP-
Face method [1] and generative TG-3DFace method [52].
In qualitative comparisons (Fig. 10, 8), we see improved
image quality against CLIPFace and improved diversity and
control against TG-3DFace. For quantitative evaluation, we
compare with six additional text-guided 3D face generation
methods (Tab. 1). On FFHQ [20], we evaluate the reality
and diversity of rendered images by computing FID and
KID scores using random samples for noise and CLIP em-
bedding. On MMCelebA [49], we follow the same random
sampling as FFHQ for FID score computation and we use
provided text annotations for CLIP score computation. For
experiment fairness, we use the given 3DMM coefficients
associated with the samples. On both datasets, our method
demonstrates higher fidelity and semantic consistency.
Text-Image Matching Performance. However, CLIP score
is not a reliable measure on its own without FID. In Ta-
ble 1, CLIPortrait achieves good scores in both. But, in a
comparison just of CLIP score, the CLIPFace method beats
CLIPortrait on the FFHQ-Text dataset [60] (Tab. 2). Since
the authors do not provide the text prompts used in the origi-
nal CLIPFace publication, we used the FFHQ-Text dataset
to compute CLIP score. While it is higher, even distant in-
spection shows that samples created by CLIPFace do not
look realistic. In contrast, our approach produces plausible
appearance for the face as well as details in the hair or the
presence of eyeglasses.

Method CLIP Score Generation Time Text Prompts:
(a) (b) (c) (d)

CLIPFace [1] 24.1 24 minutes

CLIPortrait 22.3 0.10 seconds

Table 2. CLIP score is a poor indicator of quality. Our approach
CLIPortrait generates more plausible portraits than CLIPFace. Text
prompts: (a) “She has blonde hair and wears eyeglasses” (b) “He
has straight hair, and bags under eyes. He is wearing a necktie”,
(c) “The person wears heavy makeup, necklace. She has arched
eyebrows, and black hair”, (d) “This young person has brown hair”
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Method

✓ ✓ ✓ EG3D [5]

✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ GNARF [2]

✓ ✓ ✓ Latent3D [4],Described3D [48]

✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ TG-3DFace [52],DreamPortrait [6]

✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ CLIPFace [1]

✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ CLIPortrait (Ours)

Table 3. Representative related methods in generative 3D face syn-
thesis. Ours (CLIPortrait) is the only method to allow text-guided
synthesis of high quality 3D portraits with explicit geometry/camera
control from an unlabelled 2D dataset.

Inference Time Efficiency. We present the generation speed
of our method against CLIPFace in Table 2. The metrics
were measured from the moment a new text prompt was
inputted until the generation of a 3D portrait. Optimization-
based text-to-3D face method CLIPFace [1] requires training
from scratch for every new text prompt, resulting in a mini-
mum time cost of 24 minutes. In comparison, CLIPortrait
achieves generation speed of approximately 0.10 seconds in
the same settings with CLIPFace [1]. These results demon-
strate the efficiency of our method in generating high-quality
3D-aware portraits from text prompts at smooth, nearly in-
teractive frame rates.

5. Related Work
3D-Aware Generative Face Synthesis. GANs [8, 20, 21]
became increasingly popular in the last decade for creating



TG-3DFace—Original TG-3DFace—“Blue eyes” α = 0 α = 0.3 α = 0.6 α = 0.8 α = 1

Figure 9. Text-guided 3D face appearance manipulation. Increasing α increases prompt alignment, which is not possible in TG-3DFace [52].
As there is no public TG-3DFace [52] code, we took images from their original paper and used the same “blue eyes” prompt.

Text Prompt CLIPortrait (Ours) CLIPFace [1] TG3DFace [52]

This woman has
arched eyebrows
and wavy hair.
She is wearing
red lipstick.

This woman has
blonde hair
and pale skin.

Figure 10. Text and 3D control (face shape, expression, and
camera). Our method shows improved quality against CLIPFace
[1], and improved diversity and control against TG3DFace [52],
which cannot vary face shape or expression. These examples have
α = 1, showing the most strong or dramatic response to the text
prompt, e.g., very red lips or very blonde (white) hair.

high-quality photo-realistic images. Recent works have used
3D-aware multi-view consistent GANs from a collection of
single-view 2D images in an unsupervised manner. The key
idea is to combine differentiable rendering with 3D scene
representations such as meshes, point clouds, voxels, and im-
plicit neural representations. Among these representations,
neural implicit representations [5] have recently become
a major focus of attention due to their superior rendering
quality. Even though previous 3D-aware GANs can control
camera viewpoints, they lack precise and semantically co-
herent control over the geometry and appearance attributes.
To tackle geometry control, recent works [2, 50] propose
articulated generative 3D faces with 3D parametric model
control. For appearance control, [52] achieves text-guided
3D face generation without precise geometry control. In
contrast, our method offers control over both appearance and
geometry in the generation of 3D faces.

Text-to-3D Face Generation. The goal here is to produce
an image that visually depicts a text description. This can
be accomplished with GANs [11, 25, 39, 45, 51, 54, 55, 61],
auto-regressive models [9, 10, 12, 24, 37, 37, 46, 53, 57] and
diffusion models [16, 32, 38, 41, 42]. Some works focus on
text-guided facial image generation [31, 35, 43, 44, 47, 49].
However, these methods only generate single-view images

He is a werewolf
Figure 11. Limitation: Out-of-
distribution Prompts. On ran-
dom FLAME parameters (pro-
ducing a thin face with side-
ways expression). Certain con-
cepts such as specific artworks,
celebrities, or mythical creatures
that should exist in Internet-scale
datasets used to train CLIP are
lost, as we train our generator on
a specific small subset of facial
images from FFHQ.

and do not consider 3D-aware face generation. For text-
to-3D face generation, existing methods [1, 56] build on
3D morphable face models and generate 3D faces with ge-
ometry and texture. Owing to the parametric model, these
approaches can explicitly control expression, pose; how-
ever, the generation results lack shape variation. To address
shape variation, TG-3DFace [52] proposed text-to-face cross-
modal alignment for high-quality 3D-aware face synthesis.
This method has two limitations: 1) lack of explicit 3D ge-
ometry control, and 2) requirement of text annotated training
dataset. Table 3 compares existing text-to-3D face gener-
ation methods. Ours is the only method that allows text-
guided synthesis of high-quality 3D portraits with explicit
geometry/camera control from an unlabelled 2D dataset.

6. Limitations and Conclusion

Limitations. While we enable generation using prompts
via an LVLM, there are bounds. As we train a generator
on a specific dataset like FFHQ and we disentangle CLIP
with respect to that dataset, prompting for attributes that are
not represented in the data samples or identity information
will not work well (Fig. 11). A generative approach will
struggle to represent a diverse set of people if the data is not
diverse, e.g., FFHQ has known skin tone biases; practical
deployment must carefully avoid such biases.

Conclusion. Our main contribution is to identify a funda-
mental problem with LVLMs—more specifically with their
alignment objectives—that makes them difficult to use as
plug-in text-conditioners within 3D generators. Demon-
strated on top of an EG3D backbone architecture, we pro-



pose regularization and canonicalisation techniques that (i)
effectively disentangle 3D factors from CLIP, and (ii) avoids
distribution collapse that otherwise leads to low diversity and
low quality output. We demonstrate that our techniques can
be important to language-guided portrait synthesis through
experiments against current approaches.
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Appendices

A. Proof of the stochastic approximator of the
Jacobian

Given a vector function f : RM → RN and its variable
x ∈ RM , the Jacobian J ∈ RN×M of f , we propose the
following two stochastic approximators for ∥J∥2F:

∥J∥2F = Ev∼N (0,IM )

[
∥Jv∥2

]
(22)

∥J∥2F = lim
σ→0

Eϵ∼N (0,σ2IM )

[
1

σ2
∥f(x+ ϵ)− f(x)∥2

]
(23)

Our proofs follow the same principles as the numerical ap-
proximation of the Hessian matrix norm in [40]. While eval-
uating ∥J∥2F naively using torch.autograd.functional.jacobian
is impractically slow, Equation (22) can be efficiently eval-
uated by torch.autograd.functional.jvp. Equation (23) is an
even faster finite difference approximation that we use in the
main paper for Rrx̂ .

Proof for Equation (22). Note that for i ̸= j, E [vivj ] =
E [vi]E [vj ] = 0. For i = j, E [vivj ] = E

[
v2i
]
= 1.

Ev∼N (0,IM )

[
∥Jv∥2

]
(24)

= E

[〈
M∑
i=1

vi
∂f

∂xi
,

M∑
i=1

vi
∂f

∂xi

〉]
(25)

=

M∑
i=1

M∑
j=1

E [vivj ]

〈
∂f

∂xi
,
∂f

∂xj

〉
(26)

=

M∑
i=1

〈
∂f

∂xi
,
∂f

∂xi

〉
(27)

= ∥J∥2F (28)

Proof for Equation (23). Apply Taylor expansion to f(x+
ϵ) at x:

f(x+ ϵ) = f(x) + Jϵ+R(x, ϵ) (29)

where

R(x, ϵ) =

∞∑
K=2

1

K!

∑
i1,...,iK

ϵi1 . . . ϵiK
∂Kf

∂xi1 , . . . , ∂xiK

(30)

which gives us

lim
σ→0

Eϵ∼N (0,σ2IM )

[
1

σ2
∥f(x+ ϵ)− f(x)∥2

]
(31)

= lim
σ→0

E
[
1

σ2
∥Jϵ+R(x, ϵ)∥2

]
(32)

= lim
σ→0
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1
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+ lim

σ→0
E
[
2

σ2
⟨Jϵ, R(x, ϵ)⟩

]
+

lim
σ→0

E
[
1

σ2
⟨R(x, ϵ), R(x, ϵ)⟩

]
(33)

= ∥J∥2F + lim
σ→0

E
[
2

σ2
⟨Jϵ, R(x, ϵ)⟩

]
+

lim
σ→0

E
[
1

σ2
⟨R(x, ϵ), R(x, ϵ)⟩

]
. (34)

We now analyze ϵi1 . . . ϵiK , which can be rewritten to
ϵp1

1 . . . ϵpM

M where p1 + · · · + pM = K. Note that
⟨Jϵ, R(x, ϵ)⟩ and ⟨R(x, ϵ), R(x, ϵ)⟩ imply K ⩾ 3 as we
have K ⩾ 2 from R(x, ϵ). In such scenario,
• Either there is at least one odd element in {p1, . . . , pM}

and E [ϵi1 . . . ϵiK ] = 0 because odd moments of a zero
mean Gaussian are zero,

• Or p1, . . . , pM are all even but E [ϵi1 . . . ϵiK ] is a
higher order infinitesimal than σ2, and we have
limσ→0

1
σ2E [ϵi1 . . . ϵiK ] = 0.

Therefore:

lim
σ→0

E
[
2

σ2
⟨Jϵ, R(x, ϵ)⟩

]
(35)

= lim
σ→0

E
[
1

σ2
⟨R(x, ϵ), R(x, ϵ)⟩

]
= 0. ■ (36)

To implement Rrx̂ , we empirically set σ = 0.1. We experi-
mented with using 1, 2, 4 and 8 ϵ vectors for the expectation,
but found no significant difference and thus settled for using
only one ϵ vector to minimize the computation cost.

B. Implementation Details
Our implementation extends the official PyTorch implemen-
tation2 of EG3D [6]. We initialize the generator backbone
with the weights from the official checkpoint provided by the
authors. For the most part, we follow the training strategies
of EG3D. However, we drop the second training stage of
EG3D and fix neural rendering resolution to 64×64 due to
computation budget limitations. We opt for lower initial
learning rates γ = 0.001 for both generator G and discrimi-
nator D rather than 0.0025 for G and 0.002 for D. We also
remove the generator pose conditioning, as mentioned in the
main paper.

For deformation, we use the surface-field implementation
from GNARF by Bergman et al. [2]. For faster deformation
2https://github.com/NVlabs/eg3d



computation, we simplify the FLAME mesh to 2500 trian-
gles. However, we use the full mesh for generating the mesh
render rdr in discriminator conditioning.

For objectives, we follow EG3D and use a non-saturating
adversarial loss [14], R1 gradient penalty [29], and density
regularization [6]. We additionally append our regulariza-
tions Rrx̂ and Rnorm to the training objectives, and empiri-
cally set their weights to 0.01 and 10 respectively.

C. Text-Guided Appearance Editing.
In addition to text conditional generation, our model is also
capable of fine-grained editing of existing portraits. The
nature of editing is no different from alignment: we can
adopt a specialized alignment network Et to align any style
vector w to our editing request t similarly to Equation (11)
in the main paper:

wt(α) = w + αEt(w) (37)

t is represented by text prompts such as “blonde”, “blue
eyes”, etc., and α controls the editing strength. We hypothe-
size that the W+ space is sufficiently disentangled for local
editing, i.e., it is achievable to apply the desired effect while
preserving the rest of the portrait by manipulating w. A
similar design has been proposed by Aneja et al. [1] in the
context of textured 3DMM editing.

The training scheme of Et remains a question. While it is
possible to optimizeEt using an adversarial objective as with
TG, the problem with the adversarial loss is that it encourages
alignment but not disentanglement. There is no incentive
to preserve the content of the initial portrait while applying
the desired effect, thus making it unsuitable for editing. To
promote disentanglement, we adopt the contrastive CLIP
loss from Aneja et al. [1] that allows us to single out the
components related to t and modify them. We render the
initial portrait and the edited portrait under a neutral camera
pose and 3DMM parameters. Then, the change induced by
Et in the CLIP embedding space is given by:

∆x = Eimg(G(wt, cn cam, cn geo))− Eimg(G(w, cn cam, cn geo))
(38)

Meanwhile, we define a template prompt t̄ =
“a photo of a neutral face” and the expected change induced
by t is:

∆t = Etxt(t)− Etxt(t̄) (39)

We freeze G and train Et with the objective of aligning ∆x
to ∆t. We additionally apply Rnorm: without norm growth
regularization, we observe instant collapse early in the train-
ing. The full training objective is:

1− ∆x∆t

∥∆x∥ ∥∆t∥
+ ηRnorm (40)

where η is empirically set to 10. We visualize our editing
results in Figure 12. Although a similar training objective
is adopted at inference time in TG-3DFace [52], our editing
results are considerably more realistic and disentangled as
we do not update G (main paper Figure 9).



Input Red Eyes Blue Eyes Long Hair Blue Hair Blonde

Figure 12. Text-guided appearance editing results.
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