
Controllable GAN Synthesis Using Non-Rigid Structure-from-Motion
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Abstract

In this paper, we present an approach for combining non-
rigid structure-from-motion (NRSfM) with deep generative
models, and propose an efficient framework for discover-
ing trajectories in the latent space of 2D GANs correspond-
ing to changes in 3D geometry. Our approach uses re-
cent advances in NRSfM and enables editing of the cam-
era and non-rigid shape information associated with the la-
tent codes without needing to retrain the generator. This
formulation provides an implicit dense 3D reconstruction
as it enables the image synthesis of novel shapes from ar-
bitrary view angles and non-rigid structure. The method
is built upon a sparse backbone, where a neural regressor
is first trained to regress parameters describing the cam-
eras and sparse non-rigid structure directly from the latent
codes. The latent trajectories associated with changes in
the camera and structure parameters are then identified by
estimating the local inverse of the regressor in the neigh-
borhood of a given latent code. The experiments show that
our approach provides a versatile, systematic way to model,
analyze, and edit the geometry and non-rigid structures of
faces.

1. Introduction
In recent years, Generative Adversarial Networks

(GANs) [15] have seen rapid improvements in image qual-
ity as well as training stability. GANs have achieved re-
markable results in tasks such as image synthesis [23–27],
image-to-image translation [11, 12, 37], semantic editing
[1,2,21,34,41,44,49] as well as regression tasks [32]. Espe-
cially the StyleGAN [24–27] family of models show state-
of-the-art results in unconditional synthesis human faces
images. However, the standard StyleGAN architecture pro-
vides no way to directly control semantics like the pose and
expression of the generated images. This has led to a large
interest in finding semantic directions in the latent space of
StyleGAN which controls specific semantic attributes such
as pose, expression, hairstyle, illumination, etc.

The non-rigid structure-from-motion (NRSfM) problem

Original ———————– Edits ———————–

Figure 1. Our method parameterizes the latent space of an un-
conditional generator in terms of camera, orientation, and shape
parameters. This allows for editing of rotation, translation, and
non-rigid shape deformation of images created with StyleGAN.
If coupled with a strong latent encoder, like e4e [46] or Hyper-
Style [5], our method allows for semantic editing of real images.

is a difficult, under-constrained problem with a long his-
tory in computer vision. NRSfM aims at obtaining the
three-dimensional reconstruction of a scene with dynami-
cal deformable structures from a sequence of 2D correspon-
dences. Given a set of 2D correspondences, the standard
assumption is that the deformable 3D shape is a linear com-
bination of basis shapes; the camera information, describ-
ing how the 3D structure is projected onto the image plane,
also needs to be recovered. In this work, we incorporate a
sparse 3D model based on NRSfM into a generative model
like StyleGAN. This is interesting for two reasons: first,
this allows us to find trajectories in the latent space corre-
sponding to well-defined semantic attributes corresponding
to the camera geometry and non-rigid structure. Second,
using a generative model in conjunction with NRSfM pro-
vides a way to obtain an implicit dense 3D reconstruction
by using only the sparse 2D inputs. In other words, our ap-
proach enables dense image synthesis of novel shapes from

ar
X

iv
:2

21
1.

07
19

5v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 1

4 
N

ov
 2

02
2



Figure 2. Our method is able to discover trajectories in latent
space corresponding to arbitrary rotations and translation. Note
that translations and roll rotations are only possible when the gen-
erator has been trained on an unaligned data set, like the recent
StyleGAN3 trained on FFHQU [25].

arbitrary view angles and non-rigid deformation without the
need for an explicit dense 3D reconstruction. An example
of latent trajectories corresponding to changes in the cam-
era parameters can be seen in Figure 2. Our method utilizes
a sparse backbone that is a 3D model based on the approach
for NRSfM given in [8, 16]. The 3D model is constructed
using solely 2D landmarks extracted from synthetic face im-
ages generated by StyleGAN, thus our approach required no
3D supervision.

In this approach, we first factorize the measurement ma-
trix, consisting of corresponding 2D landmark points, into
a rigid and non-rigid part. Any arbitrary 3D shape can then
be represented as the sum of a rigid basis shape and a lin-
ear combination of rank-one non-rigid basis shapes. Our
approach provides a way to recover a set of expansion co-
efficients that contains all the information about the 3D re-
construction of the extracted 2D face landmarks. Addition-
ally, for each set of 2D landmarks, we recover a projec-
tion matrix, describing the camera information for project-
ing the 3D shapes onto the image plane as well as informa-
tion about the orientation of the recovered 3D structure.

We then proceed to connect the information recovered
from the sparse 2D landmarks to the latent space of Style-
GAN by training a regressor in the form of a multilayer
perceptron (MLP) network to regress the shape and cam-
era information directly from the latent codes. By estimat-
ing the local inverse of the regressor at a given latent code,
we can identify trajectories in latent space corresponding to
changes in camera or non-rigid geometry, while preserving
other attributes of the generated image, like identity, texture,
and illumination. We show that the regressor network can
be used for semantic manipulation of latent codes, either
by using the first-order Taylor expansion of the trained net-
work to define linear directions in latent space or by using
the prediction of the network as a loss term for a gradient-
based optimization algorithm.

As noted in [48], performing semantic editing in Style-
GAN using only 2D landmarks is a very challenging prob-
lem since the 2D coordinates are extremely localized com-
pared to more global attributes like age or gender. In this
work, we propose an editing framework that relies solely
on 2D sparse landmarks. From the 2D landmarks, we use

NRSfM to extract camera and shape parameters describing
the 3D geometry. Our regressor then predicts these parame-
ters images directly from the latent codes and we show how
such a regressor naturally enables editing of the camera and
non-rigid geometry of the synthesized images.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as
follows.

• We propose a framework that incorporates the NRSfM
problem into the latent spaces of generative models.

• Based on NRSfM we suggest a framework to get artis-
tic control over images synthesized by StyleGAN.

• We show how our approach can model the camera,
pose, and dense structure of the synthesized images,
without an explicit dense 3D reconstruction.

• We propose a general method for enabling 3D aware-
ness in 2D GANs without requiring any retraining or
changes to the generator architecture.

• We propose a regularization technique that preserves
the identity of the synthesized faces during the edits.

2. Related Work

StyleGAN. The StyleGAN [24–27] generator is inspired by
the style transfer literature [14, 20] and consists of a map-
ping network f which maps a latent vector z ∈ Z , sampled
from the standard Gaussian N (0, I) in order to obtain an
intermediate representation w ∈ W . The latent space W
is more disentangled than Z [26]. To synthesize an image,
the latent code w is copied and fed to each synthesis block
of the synthesis network G which produces the final image.
Instead of feeding the same vector to each of the synthe-
sis blocks, if the vectors are allowed to differ, the resulting
space is typically denoted as W+. It has been shown that
usingW+ space can lead to lower reconstruction loss when
performing GAN inversion [36, 52], however at the cost of
lower editability [46] of the resultant latent codes.

Semantic Editing. Several methods have been proposed to
enable semantic edits of the images produced by StyleGAN.
InterFaceGAN [40, 41] enables editing of binary semantic
attributes like left/right pose, gender, presence or absence
of smile, etc. Here, a set of latent codes are first sampled
and the images are annotated using pre-trained binary clas-
sifiers. Following the annotation step, a support vector ma-
chine was fitted on the labeled data for each binary semantic
attribute. The normal vector for the supporting hyperplane
then defines the semantic direction in latent space. Another
approach for semantic editing is GANSpace [21] which pro-
poses to use PCA on sampled latent codes to find seman-
tic directions in an unsupervised fashion. Another related
approach also factorizes the weights of the trained gener-
ator [42] rather than the latent codes. Both methods then



change the semantics of the generated images by perturbing
latent codes in the direction of the found semantic direc-
tions. Additionally, [2] uses normalizing flows for attribute-
conditioned semantic editing and explores both linear and
non-linear trajectories in latent space. Related to our ap-
proach we also find StyleRIG [44] which facilitates seman-
tic editing in StyleGAN using 3D morphable models [7].
Recently it was proposed to regard the space of channel-
wise style parameters after the learned affine transforma-
tion in each block in the StyleGAN synthesis network as a
separate latent space, complementing the previously men-
tioned Z ,W andW+ spaces. This latent space was named
StyleSpace and denoted as S [49]. It has been shown that
S space has superior disentanglement properties, especially
in StyleGAN3 [4, 25], compared toW space thus enabling
fine-grained and highly localized edits, like the closing of
the eyes or changes to hair color [49].

Inversion. For purposes involving the editing of real im-
ages, it is necessary to find a good latent representation.
That is, we need to find a latent code that, when passed to
the generator, faithfully reconstructs the target image. This
problem is known as GAN inversion. Techniques for GAN
inversion have typically either used an optimization-based
approach, where the latent code is directly optimized in or-
der to minimize the error (typically MSE or LPIPS [51])
between the generated and target image [1, 27, 36] or an
encoder based approach, where a given target image is di-
rectly mapped into the latent space [3, 35, 37] or a hybrid
approach [6, 52].

Recent work [46] suggests that there is a trade-off be-
tween distortion and editability when selecting which latent
space to project a given target image into. Projecting im-
ages into extended W+ space typically leads to higher re-
construction quality [36], i.e., produces an image closer to
the target images. However, latent codes inW+ are gener-
ally less editable than latent codes in nativeW space.

The e4e encoder proposed in [46] seeks to find a good
trade-off between reconstruction and editability by project-
ing images intoW+ but constraining the latent codes to be
close to W . Recently [38] shows that real images can be
embedded into W space by fine-tuning the trained gener-
ator around the target image, thus circumventing the need
for projecting into W+ space. In [3], a combination of
the iterative and encoder-based methods is proposed. Here
the encoder predicts the residual with respect to the cur-
rent estimate of the latent code and thus is able to refine
the latent code using only a few forward passes of the en-
coder in a process referred to as iterative refinement. Re-
cently, [5] proposed to unite the ideas of fine-tuning the gen-
erator from [38] with the iterative refinement from [3] by
introducing a hypernetwork which predicts how the param-
eters of the generator should be changed in order to faith-
fully embed a given real image into the native, and more

editable,W space.

Explicitly 3D aware GANs. Several works have investi-
gated incorporating explicit 3D understanding into GANs
[17, 31, 50]. Compared to these, our approach can be used
to control the 3D structure in existing 2D GANs without the
need for adaptation of the generator architecture nor does
our approach require any retraining.

NRSfM. Structure-from-motion (SfM) deals with the prob-
lem of inferring the scene geometry and camera informa-
tion from image sequences. In [45] an orthographic cam-
era model was assumed to infer rigid shape and motion by
a factorization of the measurement matrix. In [10], this
problem was formulated to include non-rigid deformations
by assuming that a shape is a linear combination of 3D
basis shapes, hence proposing an approach for non-rigid
structure-from-motion (NRSfM). Various works have fol-
lowed up on this approach over the years this is still an area
of active research [22].

Recently, there have been attempts to solve the NRSfM
problem by employing neural networks. However, most re-
quire a large training data set [29], 3D supervision or an as-
sumption of an orthographic camera model [29,43]. Specif-
ically, [29] formulates the NRSfM problem as a multi-layer
block sparse dictionary learning problem converted into a
deep neural network. In neural NRSfM [43], the authors
rely on dense 2D point tracks to recover dense 3D represen-
tations, and train an auto-decoder-based model with sub-
space constraints in the Fourier domain. Our method differs
from these works in several aspects, because (1) it relies
only on sparse 2D points, (2) it does not rely on a block
structure, and (3) it assumes an affine camera model. This
makes our approach direct, lightweight, fast and efficient.

3. Method
Let I = G(w) be an image generated by the StyleGAN

generator by the latent code w. Our goal is to locally param-
eterize the manifold of latent codes, in the neighborhood of
a fixed latent code w0, by an attribute vector q so that

w = Ωw0
(q), (1)

where q describes the pose, shape, and camera informa-
tion of the generated image. This formulation facilitates
the transfer of the target attributes q onto the latent code
w0 to obtain an edited code w where only the target at-
tributes have changed in the image, while preserving all
other attributes such as identity, textures, illumination, and
hairstyle.

Our method is composed of three distinct elements. (1)
The sparse back-bone relies on a pre-trained landmark ex-
tractor ψL, which extracts the 2D landmarks X = ψL(I),
from a generated image I; and a closed-form parameteriza-
tion for the 2D landmarks as X = R(q), whereRmaps the



Figure 3. We first create a sparse 3D model R of facial landmarks from a data set of 2D landmarks X using NRSfM. The 3D model is
parameterized by an attribute vector q which contains information about the camera, rotation, and non-rigid 3D structure. We then train
a regressor φ to predict the parameters q directly from latent codes w. Once the regressor is trained, it can be used for semantic editing.
Given a latent code w0 with corresponding attribute vector q0 we can define a different, target attribute vector q̃ and transfer it onto w0

using the transformation Ωw0 which depends on the regressor φ.

3D shape defined by the attribute vector q onto the image
plane. (2) The attribute regressor φ predicts the attribute
vector q = φ(w) from the latent code w, where the regres-
sor is trained by minimizing by the square distance between
the ground truth landmarks X = (φL◦G)(w) and predicted
landmarks X̂ = (R ◦ φ)(w), respectively. (3) The regres-
sion inversion constructs the local inverse model of the re-
gressor φ around the latent code w0, i.e., finds the local
parameterization of the latent space so that w = Ωw0

(q),
where φ(w0) = q0.

The remaining part of this section is organized as fol-
lows. In Section 3.1 we introduce the landmark parameter-
ization R(q) and detail how the 3D basis shapes can be re-
covered from a data set of sparse 2D landmarks. The train-
ing of the attribute network φ is discussed in Section 3.2 and
finally, in Section 3.3 we detail how the regressor φ is used
to facilitate highly interpretable semantic editing.

3.1. Rank-one model

The rank-one approach for non-rigid structure from mo-
tion, proposed in [8, 9, 16], is an affine camera model for
non-rigid structure from motions which is able to recover
3D structure from sparse 2D correspondences using rank-
one basis shapes. In this paper, we frame the model as a pa-
rameterization of the space of possible 2D shapes in terms
of camera, rotation, translation, and shape parameters. We
propose to write the model of [8, 9] in closed-form as

R(q) = K[I2|0]R(θ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
M

[
B0 +

K∑
k=1

αkBk

]
+ t⊗ 1T

L, (2)

where K ∈ R2×2 an upper triangular matrix, containing
the camera parameters k = (k11, k12, k22). The rotation
matrix R ∈ R3×3 is here parameterized in terms of the
Euler angles θ = (θx, θy, θz). The rigid basis shape B0

describes the average 3D reconstruction while the non-rigid
basis shapes Bk, for k > 0 describe the non-rigid varia-
tion from the rigid basis shape. The expansion coefficients
α determine the strength of the contribution of each of the
non-rigid basis shapes Bk. Finally, the translation vector
t determines the offset from the origin. In (2), ⊗ denotes
the Kronecker product, 1L ∈ RL is a vector of ones, thus
t ⊗ 1T

L ∈ R2×L yields a matrix where t ∈ R2 is re-
peated L-times column-wise. To summarize, with (2) any
2D shape X can be parameterized in terms of an attribute
vector q as X = R(q) where the attribute vector contains
the camera, rotation, shape, and translation parameters as
q = (k,θ,α, t).

In (2), the only parameters which are not directly speci-
fied by the attribute vector are the rigid and non-rigid basis
shapes B0 and Bk, for k > 0, respectively. In the next sec-
tion, we will see how the rigid and non-rigid basis shapes
can be recovered given a data set of corresponding 2D land-
mark points.

3.1.1 Non-rigid Factorization.

Given a data set of N 2D shapes Xn ∈ R2×L, we initially
stack the 2D shapes Xn, n = 1, 2, . . . , N into a measure-
ment matrix X ∈ R2N×L. Our aim is to factorize X into a
rigid X0 and non-rigid δX part such that

X = X0 + δX = M0B0 + δMδB. (3)

To recover the rigid basis shape B0 from (2) we first cal-
culate the singular value decomposition (SVD) of the mea-
surement matrix as X = UΛVT. The rigid part X0 is then
constructed by selecting the three dominant singular vectors
such that

X0 = U0Λ0V
T
0 = M0B0 with (4)

M0 = U0Λ0 ∈ R2N×3, B0 = VT
0 ∈ R3×L. (5)



The matrix M0 contains the N affine projection matrices
Mn, associated with each shape in the data set, which are
stacked on top of each other in M0.

To recover the non-rigid basis shapes Bk, we subtract the
rigid part from the measurement matrix, i.e., δX = X −X0,
and calculate the SVD of the remaining part as

δX = δUδΛδVT = δMδB. (6)

In the following, we use δB = δVT ∈ RL×L to construct
the non-rigid basis shapes as Bk = dkb

T
k , where bT

k is the
kth row of δB, and dk is a 3 × 1 unit vector which will be
determined by gradient based optimization. Now our goal
is to recover D = [d1, · · · ,dK ] ∈ R3×K which defines the
non-rigid basis shapes. In [8, 9, 16], D was recovered by an
alternating least squares optimization scheme by exploiting
the orthonormality of the non-rigid basis shapes. Here we
use gradient-based optimization instead. For this purpose, it
is convenient to write the factorization of the measurement
matrix X as

X = M0B0 + MαB, (7)

with

Mα = (α⊗ 12×3)� (1K ⊗M0)

=


α11M1 α12M1 · · · α1KM1

α21M2 α22M2 · · · α2KM2

...
...

. . .
...

αN1MN αN2MN · · · αNKMN

, (8)

where � is the Hadamard product and

B = diag(vec(D))(IK ⊗ 13)δB =


d1b

T
1

d2b
T
2

...
dKbT

K

 =


B1

B2

...
BK

 .
(9)

Then we can jointly find D and α by minimizing

min
D,α
||X̂ (D,α)−X||2F + λ

K∑
k=1

(dT
k dk − 1)2, λ ∈ R+,

(10)

by gradient descent. Once we have found the D and α
which minimizes (10), the non-rigid basis shapes can be
constructed using (9). The found basis shapes Bi com-
pletely specify the parameterization in (2).

The parameterization of a new unseen set of landmarks
Xnew can be obtained as

q∗ = arg min
q

||R(q)−Xnew||2F . (11)

3.2. Connection to the latent space

Having found the parameterization R in (2), we train a
MLP network φ to regress the parameters q directly from
the latent codes w such that φ(w) = q̂. Predicting q is
equivalent to predicting the landmarks of the generated im-
ages asR(φ(w)) = X̂. We train the network φ to minimize
the objective function

L (w) = ‖R(φ(w))− ψL(G(w))‖2F , (12)

where ψL is some pre-trained landmark extractor.

3.3. Semantic Editing

In the following, we provide an analytic as well as a
gradient-based approach for locally inverting the trained
network φ, to control the pose and non-rigid shape of im-
ages generated by StyleGAN. For the analytic approach,
the first order Taylor expansion of φ around w0 yields

φ(w) = φ(w0) + J|w=w0
(w −w0), (13)

where J|w=w0
is the Jacobian of φ evaluated at w0. Now

since φ(w0) = q0 we can rewrite this as

w = w0 + J†(q− q0), (14)

where J† is the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse of J|w=w0
.

Thus we have a way of editing a latent code w0 which has
associated 2D landmarks X0 parameterized by q0 as X0 =
R(q0) in such a way as to obtain a new latent code w with
the corresponding landmark parameterized by q.

The analytic method described in (14) requires evaluat-
ing J at w0 and defines a linear path in latent space. As
an alternative to the analytic approach in (14) we propose
a gradient-based approach where we directly minimize the
difference between a target qtarget and the network predic-
tion φ(w) as

min
w
‖φ(w)− qtarget‖2 + λD(G(w), G(w0)). (15)

Where D(·, ·) is some image similarity metric such as
LPIPS [51] or Arcface [13], which we employ for regular-
ization purposes. The gradient-based editing is analogous
to what is proposed in [48]. However, here we allow for
the passing of gradients through the generator G in order to
calculate the identity loss in (15).

3.4. Manifold Considerations

Recent work has explored the manifolds of GANs in the
context of Riemannian geometry [39, 47]. Given a distance
metric D(·, ·), on the image space, we can define the dis-
tance d between the latent codes w1,w2 as the distance be-
tween the images they generate in terms of the image metric
D, i.e. d(w1,w2) = D(G(w1), G(w2)). The Hessian H



of the squared distance function can be viewed as the met-
ric tensor on the manifold [33,47], and as such, it induces a
norm on the latent space as ‖w‖2H = wTHw. It was shown
in [47] that the Hessian H changes very little at different
points on the latent space. Further, the eigenvalues of H
have a fast decay and where only the top few eigenvectors
induce a significant change in the generated images. For this
reason, we can truncate the bottom eigenvectors leading to
a speedup in training without affecting the editing quality.

4. Experiments
4.1. Implementation Details

We used the StyleGAN2 [27] networks pre-trained on
FFHQ [26] as well as StyleGAN3 pre-trained on FFHQU
[25]. FFHQ is a data set of 7 × 104 face images from
flicker and FFHQU is the unaligned version. To construct
the model R in (2) we first sampled N = 5 × 104 syn-
thetic images and from each extracted L = 68 landmark
points with Dlib [28] and L = 468 using MediaPipe [30],
which were then normalized to the interval [0, 1]. In each of
the experiments, we have set the number of non-rigid basis
shapes to K = 12. Further, we rotated the basis shapes to
face the camera when θ = 0 in (2) in order to stabilize the
training of the regressor. We trained the regressor φ, to pre-
dict the mean-centered output features q̂ for each of the N
samples. We used the Adam optimizer and a 10% train vs.
validation split, 5 hidden layers, each of size 512, and ReLU
activation. To evaluate image similarity we use the Learned
Perceptual Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS) [51] and as a
metric for identity similarity, we use Arcface [13].

4.2. Model Evaluation

To evaluate our approach we randomly sampled N =
1000 samples w from the generator G and measure the
landmark loss

LL(w) = ||(R ◦ φ)(w)− (ψL ◦G)(w)||2. (16)

We then perform a series of edits wedit = Ω(w,qedit) on
each sample of the linear baseline in (14) For each edit, we
measure the landmark loss LL(wedit) as well as three addi-
tional losses. We measure how well the landmark prediction
of the edited latent code agrees with the target R(qedit), i.e.,
how successfully we change the target attributes

Lφ = ||φ(wedit)− qedit)||2 (17)

we measure how well the new GT landmarks align with the
target

LR = ||R(qedit)− (ψL ◦G)(wedit)||2 (18)

as well as the identity loss LID(G(w), G(w0)), here [13],
between the original and edited image.

Table 1. Model evaluation. Performance is measured across Style-
GAN2 and 3 in Z , W , and W+ space, respectively.

G LL(w) LL(wedit) Lφ LR LID

sg2 Z 0.46 0.78 0.11 0.81 0.39
sg2W 0.23 0.73 0.15 0.81 0.32

sg2W+ 0.25 0.70 0.30 1.40 0.08
sg3 Z 0.39 0.76 0.14 0.80 0.39
sg3W 0.26 0.56 0.19 0.66 0.36

sg3W+ 0.25 0.71 0.28 1.28 0.18

For this experiment, we used Mediapipe [30] as the land-
mark extractor ψL and evaluated the full 10242 resolution
StyleGAN2 and 3 generators, both trained on the aligned
FFHQ data set. The results can be seen in Table 1. The
model φ had better performance in theW andW+ spaces
as compared to Z space when measuring the landmark loss
LL(w). This might be explained due to the fact theZ space
is more entangled than W [26]. We also observe that the
identity loss LID is very low for W+ space, however, LR
is also dramatically higher, indicating that it is much harder
to change the generated image in such a way that the ex-
tracted GT landmarks agree with the specified target when
performing edits inW+ space. The same point is supported
by the Lφ metric with is also substantially higher for W+
space.

4.3. Identity Regularization

We performed a qualitative comparison between the lin-
ear (14) and gradient-based method (15), proposed in Sec-
tion 3.3. We visually compared editing pose and smile, us-
ing both methods, and visualized the effect of adding iden-
tity regularization using ArcFace [13] to the gradient-based
method. The results can be seen in Figure 4. We observe
that the linear method is able to define directions in latent
space which changes mostly the target attribute, here pose
or smile, however, we note that the identity is not preserved
well in the edit. This can be alleviated by the gradient-based
method which defines a non-linear trajectory in latent space.
Further, the gradient-based method in (15) allows for ex-
plicit identity regularization using ArcFace [13] which sub-
stantially improves the degree of identity preservation for
both pose and smile edits as can be seen in Figure 4.

4.4. Attribute Transfer

Our approach enables attribute transfer in a straightfor-
ward manner. By attribute transfer, we refer to the process
of transferring the pose and face shape from one image to
another while preserving other attributes such as identity
and illumination as much as possible. Given two latent
codes, w1 and w2 with corresponding attribute vectors q1

and q2 we can transfer the pose and face shape from w1

to w2 by performing the edit w̃2 = Ωw2
(q1). Here both
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Figure 4. The effect of adding identity regularization. We ob-
serve that adding ArcFace to the loss function improves the iden-
tity preservation of two edits: rotation (top) and smile (bottom).
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Figure 5. Our method allows for attribute transfer. We transfer
rotation and expression from a source image and transfer these to
a target image while preserving identity.

q1 and q2 can be recovered using either the regressor φ or
using the minimization procedure in (11). In Figure 5 we
demonstrate attribute transfer by transferring the pose and
face shape from 3 target images onto 3 source images. We
see that the pose and face shapes are transferred while pre-
serving the identity of the source images.

4.5. Rotation and Translation with StyleGAN3

Our method is able to define trajectories in latent space
corresponding to roll rotation as well as translations. As
noted in [4] roll rotations and translations are a native
part of the architecture of the StyleGAN3 [25] generator
by manipulating Fourier features with the four parameters
(sinα, cosα, x, y) which are obtained from the first learned

Original Translation Rotation Rotation+Translation
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3-

na
tiv

e
O

ur
s

Figure 6. The effect of performing translation, roll rotation or both
with our method compared to directly editing the Fourier features
in StyleGAN3.

affine layer of the synthesis network. We qualitatively com-
pared the effect of performing roll rotation and translation
using our method to the effect of manipulating the Fourier
features directly. The results can be seen in Figure 6.
We note translations look very similar with both methods.
However, for roll rotations, we note that the axis of rota-
tion is located in the middle of the left-hand image border
when manipulating the Fourier features (see the location of
the nose in Figure 6), whereas, with our method, the axis of
rotation is located at the center of the face.

4.6. Comparison with other methods

We compared the editing directions corresponding to
pose (yaw rotation) and smile with three off-the-shelf
techniques for semantic editing: InterFaceGAN [40, 41],
GANSpace [21], and TensorGAN [18, 19]. Although our
method supports arbitrary 3D rotations in latent space, we
focused on editing yaw rotations and smile since previous
techniques have also been reported to enable these edits, en-
abling a direct comparison. A qualitative comparison of the
edits to smile and yaw rotations generated by each of the
four methods is shown in Figure 7b. When evaluating the
degree of identity preservation during the semantic edits it
can be seen that our method is on par with the competing
methods when performing yaw rotations and arguably bet-
ter when editing smile.

4.7. Editing real images

Coupled with an encoder, our approach facilitates the
editing of real images. We qualitatively compared the pro-
jection and editing results when using our method in con-
junction with e4e [46] and HyperStyle [5], respectively. The
results can be seen in Figure 8. The two methods oper-
ate in different spaces, e4e project images into W+ space
while HyperStyle instead makes an initial prediction in W
space and then fine-tunes the generator such that the pre-
diction more faithfully reconstructs the target. Despite the
fine-tuning of the generator it is not necessary to retrain the
regressor φ when using HyperStyle for GAN Inversion.
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(b) Yaw rotation edits

Figure 7. Qualitative comparison of editing smile and yaw rotation
and using our method with other off-the-shelf techniques.
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Figure 8. Qualitative comparison of projection and editing results
when combining our method with two state-of-the-art encoders,
e4e [46] and HyperStyle [5] respectively.

5. Conclusions

We have presented a framework for highly interpretable
image editing in pre-trained 2D GANs. Our framework pro-

vides an efficient method to find trajectories in the latent
space of pre-trained generators which change the generated
images according to camera, orientation, and shape param-
eters. With this, we can define trajectories in latent space
corresponding to arbitrary transformations of shape and ori-
entation of the generated images. Moreover, since our ap-
proach allows for the modeling of dense shapes, this work
can be seen as an extension of NRSfM for generative mod-
els.

To summarize our approach, we first used NRSfM to de-
rive a sparse 3D model on the domain of the generator. We
then trained a regressor to relate the 3D model to the la-
tent space of a 2D GAN. We proposed two methods for
using the regressor for semantic editing, a linear method,
and a gradient-based method. Our gradient-based method
is similar to the iterative editing algorithm proposed in [48],
however, in our work we integrate explicit identity regular-
ization which improves identity preservation when editing
face images.

Our method provides an efficient framework for manip-
ulating the 3D structure of objects generated by 2D GANs.
Compared to other methods, our approach is fast compared
to existing frameworks for training explicitly 3D aware
GANs [17, 31, 50] and compared to [44] our method is
lightweight and able to perform rotations and edits to face
shape without the need for a 3D morphable model. Since
our method only requires access to a landmark extractor
trained on the same domain as the generator, our approach
does not require any additional training data and can be
trained in a fully self-supervised fashion. Further, our ap-
proach does not require retraining of the generator or any
changes to the generator architecture.

As to limitations, our method allows for adjustments to
the position, orientation as well as non-rigid deformation of
the face shape of the generated images. Since our method
only captures the 3D orientation and face shape our method
is not able to add or remove face accessories, eye-glasses,
earrings, and hats nor change the skin tone or hair color.
Exploring how to extend our NRSfM model to overcome
these limitations is an interesting avenue for future work.

6. Ethics Statement
This work proposes a novel framework for combining

NRSfM with generative models. Coupled with a latent en-
coder, our method is able to edit the pose and non-rigid face
shape of real face images. As our method relies on a pre-
trained GAN, it inherits the biases which might be present
in the training data of the input GAN. Generative models,
particularly models which are trained on human faces, raise
several concerns as they can be used to generate manipula-
tive or offensive content such as deepfakes. However, these
concerns apply to the field at large and are not exacerbated
by this work.
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Jose M. Álvarez. Invertible conditional gans for image edit-
ing. In NIPS 2016 Workshop on Adversarial Training, Nov
2016. 3

[36] Yipeng Qin Rameen Abdal and Peter Wonka. Im-
age2stylegan: How to embed images into the stylegan latent
space? In Proc. ICCV, pages 4431–4440, 2019. 2, 3

[37] Elad Richardson, Yuval Alaluf, Or Patashnik, Yotam Nitzan,
Yaniv Azar, Stav Shapiro, and Daniel Cohen-Or. Encoding
in style: a stylegan encoder for image-to-image translation.
In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition (CVPR), June 2021. 1, 3

[38] Daniel Roich, Ron Mokady, Amit H Bermano, and Daniel
Cohen-Or. Pivotal tuning for latent-based editing of real im-
ages. ACM Trans. Graph., 2021. 3

[39] Hang Shao, Abhishek Kumar, and P. Thomas Fletcher.
The riemannian geometry of deep generative models. In
2018 IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pat-
tern Recognition Workshops (CVPRW), page 428–4288, Salt
Lake City, UT, USA, Jun 2018. IEEE. 5

[40] Yujun Shen, Jinjin Gu, Xiaoou Tang, and Bolei Zhou. Inter-
preting the latent space of gans for semantic face editing. In
CVPR, 2020. 2, 7

[41] Yujun Shen, Ceyuan Yang, Xiaoou Tang, and Bolei Zhou. In-
terfacegan: Interpreting the disentangled face representation
learned by gans. TPAMI, 2020. 1, 2, 7

[42] Yujun Shen and Bolei Zhou. Closed-form factorization of
latent semantics in gans. In CVPR, 2021. 2

[43] Vikramjit Sidhu, Edgar Tretschk, Vladislav Golyanik, Anto-
nio Agudo, and Christian Theobalt. Neural Dense Non-Rigid
Structure from Motion with Latent Space Constraints. In Eu-
ropean Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV), 2020. 3

[44] Ayush Tewari, Mohamed Elgharib, Gaurav Bharaj, Flo-
rian Bernard, Hans-Peter Seidel, Patrick Pérez, Michael
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