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Abstract

We introduce HY-Embodied-0.5, a family of foundation models specifi-
cally designed for real-world embodied agents. To bridge the gap between
general Vision-Language Models (VLMs) and the demands of embodied
agents, our models are developed to enhance the core capabilities required
by embodied intelligence: spatial and temporal visual perception, alongside
advanced embodied reasoning for prediction, interaction, and planning.
The HY-Embodied-0.5 suite comprises two primary variants: an efficient
model with 2B activated parameters designed for edge deployment, and a
powerful model with 32B activated parameters targeted for complex reason-
ing. To support the fine-grained visual perception essential for embodied
tasks, we adopt a Mixture-of-Transformers (MoT) architecture to enable
modality-specific computing. By incorporating latent tokens, this design ef-
fectively enhances the perceptual representation of the models. To improve
reasoning capabilities, we introduce an iterative, self-evolving post-training
paradigm. Furthermore, we employ on-policy distillation to transfer the
advanced capabilities of the large model to the smaller variant, thereby
maximizing the performance potential of the compact model. Extensive
evaluations across 22 benchmarks, spanning visual perception, spatial rea-
soning, and embodied understanding, demonstrate the effectiveness of our
approach. Our MoT-2B model outperforms similarly sized state-of-the-art
models on 16 benchmarks, while the 32B variant achieves performance
comparable to frontier models such as Gemini 3.0 Pro. In downstream robot
control experiments, we leverage our robust VLM foundation to train an ef-
fective Vision-Language-Action (VLA) model, achieving compelling results
in real-world physical evaluations. Code and models are open-sourced at
https://github.com/Tencent-Hunyuan/HY-Embodied.
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Fig. 1: Performance of HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B on spatial and embodied benchmarks as
well as downstream robot control tasks. HY-Embodied-0.5 pushes the frontier of embodied
VLMs, while excelling in downstream real-world robot evaluations.
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1 Introduction

Intelligent agents (Yao et al., 2023; Park et al., 2023; Yang et al., 2024a; Xie et al., 2024) have
emerged as a foundational paradigm for problem-solving (Lu et al., 2024) and workflow
automation (Yang et al., 2024a; Wu et al., 2024b), driven by revolutionary progress in
large language models (LLMs) (Google, 2025; OpenAl, 2025; Anthropic, 2025; DeepSeek-Al
et al., 2024). These agents are playing an increasingly pivotal role in diverse applications,
ranging from coding (Yang et al., 2024a) and personal assistance (Wu et al., 2024b) to
scientific research (Lu et al., 2024). Extending agents into physical environments naturally
becomes a promising next frontier. While Vision-Language Models (VLMs) (Liu et al., 2023;
Bai et al., 2023) have achieved substantive progress in recent years, developing VLMs
capable of seamlessly perceiving, reasoning, and acting within physical and embodied
scenarios remains a significant challenge. To enable robust real-world agents, current VLMs
require substantial advancements in two primary dimensions: (1) Fine-Grained Visual
Perception: Precise, fine-grained visual perception is the fundamental prerequisite for
understanding the physical world and making informed decisions for specific actions.
However, existing VLMs still exhibit notable deficiencies in capturing the granular details
required for physical grounding. (2) Embodied Prediction, Interaction, and Planning:
Mainstream VLMs, predominantly trained on static, web-scale datasets, excel in general-
purpose scenarios but remain inadequately optimized for embodied environments, lacking
the action-oriented capabilities essential for dynamic prediction, interaction, and planning
in the physical world.

In this report, we present HY-Embodied-0.5, a family of foundation models purpose-built
for real-world agents. Driven by the goal of translating digital intelligence into the physical
world, we build these models upon the VLM paradigm (Liu et al., 2023). We believe that
embodied VLMs uniquely bridge the gap between LLM agents and physical agents, enabling
the vast open-world knowledge of large language and multimodal models to be fully
leveraged for real-world tasks. The HY-Embodied-0.5 family instantiates two primary
variants: a highly efficient multimodal Mixture-of-Transformers (MoT) (Liang et al., 2024)
model (2B activated / 4B total parameters) optimized for real-time responsiveness and
edge deployment, and a powerful Mixture-of-Experts (MoE) (Shazeer et al., 2017) model
(32B activated / 407B total parameters) engineered to tackle complex visual perception
and embodied reasoning tasks. By innovating across model architecture, data curation,
and training strategies, we systematically enhance the models’ capabilities in both visual
perception and embodied tasks. Our models achieve state-of-the-art performance across
extensive perception and embodied benchmarks, with their practical effectiveness validated
in downstream robotic control tasks.

To improve the visual perception and embodied understanding capabilities of the model, we
propose several innovations to develop HY-Embodied-0.5. In terms of architecture, we in-
troduce a lightweight yet powerful native-resolution Vision Transformer (ViT) (Dosovitskiy
et al., 2020; Dehghani et al., 2023; Tschannen et al., 2025) for visual encoding, a Mixture-
of-Transformers architecture to enable modality-adaptive computation and improve the
model’s visual modeling capacity, and incorporate visual latent tokens (Zelikman et al.,
2024; Pfau et al., 2024) to better connect vision and language. For data, we build high-quality
perception and embodied pre-training data of over 100M training samples, covering basic
perception, spatial perception, embodied perception, and reasoning and planning. By con-
structing real robot data and high-quality reasoning data, we improve the model’s ability to
solve real-world problems and complex tasks. Regarding training, we design an iterative,
self-evolving post-training paradigm. We iteratively improve the thinking abilities of our
model by using a small amount of cold start data, combined with iterative reinforcement
learning (Shao et al., 2024) and rejection sampling supervised finetuning (SFT) (DeepSeek-Al
et al., 2025). Finally, through a large-to-small on-policy distillation (Agarwal et al., 2024;
Thinking Machines Lab, 2025) approach to transfer knowledge from the large model to the
small model, we significantly improve the performance of the edge variant of our model.
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Evaluation plays a central role in driving the development of HY-Embodied-0.5. To compre-
hensively evaluate the model’s capabilities in visual perception and embodied tasks, we
construct an evaluation suite comprising 22 public benchmarks, covering visual perception,
spatial reasoning, and embodied understanding. Our HY-Embodied-0.5-MoT-2B achieves
the best performance on 16 out of 22 benchmarks among compared generalist and specialist
embodied VLMs of similar sizes. It achieves an average score of 58.0% across all 22 bench-
marks, outperforming the generalist VLM Qwen3-VL-4B (Bai et al., 2025) and the specialist
embodied VLM RoboBrain2.5-4B (Tan et al., 2026)—both of which have larger activated
parameters—by 10.2% and 8.6%, respectively. Notably, our embodied model also achieves
comparable performance to the widely used open-source model Qwen3.5 on general VLM
understanding tasks, demonstrating that our model possesses both strong generalizability
and powerful embodied task capabilities. Our most powerful HY-Embodied-0.5-MoE-A32B
model achieves an average score of 67.0% across the 22 benchmarks, surpassing the frontier
model Gemini 3.0 Pro (63.6%) (Google, 2025). These results strongly validate the effective-
ness of our training strategy, data construction, and architectural design.

This report provides a comprehensive introduction to HY-Embodied-0.5. The rest of the
report is structured as follows: Section 2 details the model architecture and the underlying
design rationale. Section 3 presents the details of data construction, training recipes, and
training strategies during the pre-training phase. Section 4 details the comprehensive post-
training pipeline, covering data design principles and training strategies for both the SFT
and RL stages, as well as the iterative post-training process and the specifics of large-to-
small distillation. Section 5 presents comprehensive quantitative and qualitative results,
validating the superior performance of HY-Embodied-0.5 across various visual perception
and embodied tasks. Section 6 introduces our practices of applying the foundational VLM
to downstream robot control tasks, demonstrating the strong results of our VLA model in
real-world control scenarios.

2 Model Architecture

HY-Embodied-0.5 is built upon the common VLM paradigm and architecture comprising a
vision encoder and a large language model. To enhance the visual perception capabilities
of the model, we introduce several architectural improvements designed for the edge
variant (i.e., HY-Embodied-0.5-MoT-2B) to better understand visual inputs while achieving
a better balance between visual and language capabilities. Firstly, we train an efficient yet
powerful native-resolution Vision Transformer (ViT) (Dosovitskiy et al., 2020; Dehghani
et al., 2023) optimized for edge-device deployment. Serving as an advanced iteration of the
HY-ViT series (Hunyuan Vision Team et al., 2025), this model inherently supports arbitrary-
resolution inputs and achieves accurate, robust perception within a lightweight footprint
by distilling knowledge from a larger internal model. Secondly, we adopt a Mixture-of-
Transformers architecture (Liang et al., 2024) to enable modality-adaptive computation. By
introducing non-shared parameters specifically for the vision branch, we significantly boost
visual performance while mitigating the degradation of language capabilities often caused
by heavy visual training. We further design an independent full-attention mechanism
and apply auxiliary visual supervision for the vision component to facilitate better visual
modeling. Finally, inspired by recent progress in latent thinking (Zelikman et al., 2024; Pfau
etal., 2024) and vision registers (Darcet et al., 2023), we append dedicated visual latent tokens
to the end of each visual input sequence. With a specifically designed supervision, these
tokens further improve the models’ overall perceptual capacity. The overall architecture is
shown in Figure 2.

2.1 HY-VIiT 2.0: Efficient Native-Resolution Visual Encoder

The ViT model is the fundamental building block for adapting LLMs to multi-modal sce-
narios. It projects visual inputs into the language embedding space, enabling the LLM to
seamlessly process both visual and textual inputs. The ViT model used in HY-Embodied-0.5
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Fig. 2: HY-Embodied-0.5 Mixture-of-Transformers Architecture. The MoT design decouples
the processing of visual and textual tokens by employing modality-specific QKV and FFN
layers, alongside distinct attention mechanisms. Visual latent tokens and mixed optimization
loss are employed to bridge and stress the relationships between modalities during large-
scale training.

is an upgraded version of HY-ViT. Building upon its native support for arbitrary-resolution
inputs, HY-ViT 2.0 utilizes a larger scale of pre-training data, introduces a tiny LLM to
provide language supervision signals, and incorporates visual reconstruction supervision to
ensure minimal information loss in the visual signals fed to the LLM. To ensure real-time
performance on edge devices, we employ a 400M-parameter ViT model for HY-Embodied-
0.5 and train it via distillation from a more powerful internal ViT, helping our model achieve
efficient and accurate visual representations. Furthermore, we train a larger version of the
ViT to generate discrete visual representations capable of both understanding and recon-
struction. This representation features a codebook size of 2k and compresses every 8x8
image patch into a single discrete code. We use this discrete representation to supervise the
output of the model’s visual tokens. Further details are provided in Section 2.2.

2.2 Modality-Adaptive Computing with Mixture-of-Transformers

Adaptive computing architectures have been widely applied in Large Language Models
(LLMs) and Vision-Language Models (VLMs), demonstrating an effective balance between
computational efficiency and performance, typically through Mixture-of-Experts (MoE) and
Mixture-of-Transformers (MoT) strategies. We incorporate the MoT architecture into our
model. By introducing non-shared parameters for language and vision tokens, we improve
the visual modeling capacity while mitigating the degradation of the model’s inherent
language capabilities caused by heavy visual training. We find this strategy especially
effective for small edge models, as it doubles the inherently limited total parameter count
while introducing negligible overhead to training and inference efficiency. Specifically,
before multi-modal training begins, we duplicate the Feed-Forward Network (FFN) and
QKYV parameters of the language model, initializing these duplicated parameters with the
weights of the pre-trained LLM. During the forward process, all visual tokens output by the
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ViT are computed using this duplicated set of parameters, while text tokens are computed
using the original text-specific parameters.

Beyond employing the MoT architecture, we make
further improvements to better model visual inputs.
As illustrated in Figure 3, we design distinct attention 3 .
mask patterns for visual and text tokens. Since visual =~
data lacks the unidirectional nature characteristic of =~ =
language sequences, we find that bidirectional atten- & *
tion is more beneficial for visual modeling, which ~
becomes even more natural when we use the MoT  } .,
architecture. Additionally, given that over half of the =
tokens in multi-modal data are vision tokens, we in- e
troduce a visual next-code prediction task to better ™
optimize the vision branch in the MoT and provide | .
stronger supervision signals. Specifically, using the ¢ ..
discrete visual representations from the larger ViT as Full Attention ) Causal Atiention ) Masked
supervision, we apply an MLP module to the LLM
output features of the vision branch to predict the
discrete code of the next patch (see Vision Loss in
Figure 2). These designs enable the MoT to achieve
better visual modeling, effectively improving the
model’s overall visual capabilities and performance
on fine-grained perception tasks.

Fig.3: Attention Computation of
our Modality-Adaptive MoT. We vi-
sualize the attention computation un-
der actual interleaved multi-modal
sequences with distinct colors.

2.3 Visual Latent Tokens Connecting Vision and Language

Inspired by recent progress in latent thinking (Zelikman et al., 2024; Pfau et al., 2024) and
vision registers (Darcet et al., 2023), we find that appending a learnable visual latent token to
the end of each visual element (e.g., an image or a video frame) is beneficial for improving
the capabilities of small VLMs. Furthermore, during the pre-training phase, we use the
global features from a large ViT to supervise the output features of this token, which further
improves model performance (see Global Loss in Figure 2). We observe that this visual latent
token effectively connects visual and textual content. A more intuitive understanding of its
function can be seen from the visualization in Figure 12.

3 Pre-training

Building upon the HY large language model (Hunyuan-1.8B, Tencent Hunyuan Team (2025)),
our training pipeline embeds physical world understanding from the earliest phases of
training. Specifically, during the initial large-scale pre-training stage, we introduce a diverse
and extensive corpus of visual perception data—spanning 2D and 3D grounding, depth
estimation, and image segmentation. This early integration fundamentally enhances the
model’s capacity to perceive and interpret complex physical environments. Following this,
a targeted mid-training stage aligns the model’s capabilities with downstream embodied
requirements. By blending rich embodied and spatial datasets with general-domain data,
we effectively enhance the model’s spatial cognition and complex reasoning capabilities for
real-world agentic applications.

3.1 Pre-training Data

We compile a diverse and high-quality set of vision-language data to formulate our pre-
training and mid-training mixtures. Specifically, the data composition integrates low-level
visual perception data with dedicated datasets formulated for embodied tasks and spatial
cognition. To construct the overall training corpus, these specialized, domain-specific data
sources are directly combined with large-scale general understanding data.
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3.1.1 Visual Perception Data

Omni-Detection. We curate an Omni-Detection dataset comprising both 2D and 3D detec-
tion data to strengthen the model’s grounding and object recognition capabilities. Source
images are drawn from large-scale datasets, including Openlmages (Kuznetsova et al., 2020),
Objects365 (Shao et al., 2019), RefCOCO (Yu et al., 2016), SA-1B (Kirillov et al., 2023), etc. For
samples with high-quality annotations, we directly convert the existing labels into a unified
detection format. For unlabeled data or those with low-quality annotations, we employ
an automated labeling pipeline: we first utilize a VLM to identify objects, then combine
SAM (Carion et al., 2025) with VLM grounding to determine their coordinates. A stronger
VLM teacher is subsequently deployed to verify the accuracy of these generated annotations.
The detection tasks encompass object tagging and the prediction of 2D and 3D bounding
boxes. We obtain 62M Omni-Detection data in total. In our implementation, all coordinates
are normalized to integers ranging from 0 to 1000 and represented in a fixed output format.

Depth Estimation. Depth estimation, encompassing both absolute and relative depth, serves
as a critical channel for embodied VLMs to perceive the physical environment. We derive
sensor-based ground truth from large-scale indoor and outdoor 3D datasets, alongside
autonomous driving corpora, to construct question-answering pairs based on specific
image coordinates. To ensure data quality, our point-sampling strategy explicitly excludes
pixels located on object boundaries, at infinity, or within physically inconsistent regions. To
facilitate effective data fusion across diverse sources, we normalize the camera focal lengths
across all images, thereby standardizing the scale of depth measurements. In addition to
absolute metric depth, we generate a substantial volume of relative depth data based on
real-world distances to enhance the model’s comprehensive spatial understanding. This
process results in a specialized dataset comprising approximately 36M samples.

Segmentation. For semantic segmentation, we source high-resolution, high-quality seg-
mentation maps from the SA-1B dataset (Kirillov et al., 2023). Given the dense and highly
detailed nature of SA-1B annotations, we apply a filtering process to remove excessively
small, disproportionately large, and highly fragmented object masks. Upon obtaining the
refined binary mask matrices, we adopt the methodology established by PaliGemma (Beyer
et al., 2024). Specifically, we expand our tokenizer vocabulary to encode these masks, con-
verting them into structured question-answering pairs formatted for VLM prediction. This
pipeline yields approximately 5M segmentation samples, designed to enhance the model’s
fine-grained visual perception and edge-awareness capabilities.

Pointing and Counting. Object pointing and counting are notoriously challenging tasks for
VLMs, frequently leading to enumeration errors and spatial hallucinations. However, precise
point-level perception is essential for fine-grained embodied manipulation. To explicitly
reinforce the model’s comprehensive object comprehension, we formulate a specialized,
high-difficulty pointing and counting dataset. Specifically, we source ground-truth point
annotations from open-source datasets such as Pixmo-Points (Deitke et al., 2025). To ensure
sufficient task complexity, we deliberately filter and select scenes containing a high density
of target objects from our broader detection corpora. We obtain approximately 11M object-
counting and pointing data for training.

3.1.2 Embodied-Centric Data

To construct the embodied dataset, we aggregate open-source annotated data alongside
ego-view robotics manipulation sequences recorded in real-world environments. To sys-
tematically address the operational requirements of physical agents, we organize our data
into a three-tiered hierarchy: embodied perception, semantic understanding, and high-level
planning and manipulation. The perception tier establishes foundational spatial and physi-
cal awareness; the semantic tier bridges visual inputs with contextual reasoning; and the
planning tier provides supervision for sequential decision-making and action execution.



TENCENT
ROBOTICS X (‘ Tencent HY

236B
tokens,

General
Pre-Training

Embodied &
:' B Spatial Perception Spatial
" [ Robotics Pre-training Mid-training

Embodied

: Omni-Detection 200B+ Tokens
: Depth Estimation

: Pointing & Counting

1

1

Segmentation

Fig.4: Data Distribution for Pre-training and Mid-training Stages. We conduct large-scale
embodied pre-training and mid-training to establish foundational and advanced physical-
world competencies. The pre-training mixture encompasses over 200B tokens based on
spatial, robotics, and visual perception tasks. The mid-training stage leverages over 12M
high-quality QA pairs for complex real-world execution based on diverse spatial and
embodied domains.

Grounding. Visual grounding provides the foundational spatial guidance required for
embodied execution. Building upon the large-scale perception pre-training, we incorpo-
rate scenarios directly aligned with physical manipulation. This dataset is compiled from
open-source datasets, including Molmo (Deitke et al., 2025), RoboPoint (Yuan et al., 2024),
and RefSpatial (Zhou et al., 2025), alongside our in-house annotations. The defined tasks
encompass point-level object localization, bounding box prediction, and referring expres-
sion comprehension. During the data filtering and annotation process, we isolate elements
critical to embodied operations, such as target interactive objects and the robotic manipula-
tors themselves. This targeted selection explicitly reinforces the model’s spatial recognition
within operational environments.

Affordance. Affordance prediction integrates visual grounding with user instructions,
demanding a higher level of task comprehension. We source training data from established
affordance benchmarks, including RoboAfford (Hao et al., 2025) and ShareRobot (Tan
et al., 2026). Additionally, we repurpose a subset of our existing embodied grounding
data. Specifically, we employ a VLM to generate contextually appropriate user instructions,
directly pairing the original spatial grounding annotations with these generated operational
commands.

Trajectory. Trajectory prediction is essential for internal planning in embodied tasks; how-
ever, the utility of such data is constrained by factors like waypoint density and spatial
accuracy. We source annotated trajectory data from open-source datasets, including Mol-
moAct (Lee et al., 2025), ShareRobot (Tan et al., 2026), and FSD (Yuan et al., 2025). Further-
more, we extract actual motion trajectories from large-scale embodied manipulation video
clips (Wu et al., 2024a; O’Neill et al., 2024; Khazatsky et al., 2024) by employing the tracking
model cotracker3 (Karaev et al., 2025) to trace the position of the robotic arm or agent. For
these extracted trajectories, we retain the first frame of the video as the visual input for the
question-answering pair. The extracted sequences are then downsampled to a maximum of
15 waypoints and visually plotted onto the image. Finally, we deploy a stronger VLM judge
to evaluate the accuracy of these plotted trajectories and filter the data accordingly.

Understanding. Embodied understanding represents a synthesis of multi-level VLM capabil-
ities, encompassing foundational spatial cognition, task state evaluation, planning strategy
formulation, and the interpretation of in-image annotations. We source a substantial volume
of question-answering data from open-source datasets, including Robo2VLM (Chen et al.,
2025), RoboVQA (Sermanet et al., 2024), RoboRefit (Lu et al., 2023), and RoboInter-VQA (Li
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et al., 2026). To construct the final understanding dataset, we filter these raw QA pairs based
strictly on data quality and annotation accuracy.

Planning. Embodied planning requires the model to assess the current execution state and
comprehend the target task objective. To construct this dataset, we utilize a VLM to annotate
the primary tasks within robotic manipulation video clips (Wu et al., 2024a; Bu et al., 2025;
Wau et al., 2025). We then temporally segment these videos to extract ground-truth labels
for subsequent actions. The resulting segments are formatted into query-response pairs
that prompt the model to predict future action sequences. Additionally, we explicitly define
task constraints within the user instructions to enhance the model’s instruction-following
capabilities. Finally, we supplement these generated sequences with open-source planning
question-answering pairs sourced from datasets such as RoboVQA (Sermanet et al., 2024)
and Robolnter (Li et al., 2026).

Reasoning. To extend the model’s capabilities beyond standard operational instructions, we
construct a complex, in-house reasoning dataset situated in real-world embodied environ-
ments. This corpus specifically targets scenarios demanding long-horizon reasoning. The
problem scope encompasses action sequencing, multi-image action comprehension, future
state prediction, visual puzzle resolution, and intuitive physics reasoning.

3.1.3 Spatial-Centric Data

Spatial-centric data focuses on understanding and reasoning about three-dimensional
environments from visual observations. Unlike embodied-centric data that emphasizes
agent-environment interactions, spatial-centric data targets the fundamental capabilities of
perceiving geometric structures, establishing visual correspondences, and reasoning about
spatial relationships. We categorize spatial-centric data into five types: Correspondence,
Geometry, Configuration, Measurement, and Dynamics. Raw data is sourced from Scan-
Net (Dai et al., 2017), ScanNet++ (Yeshwanth et al., 2023), ARKitScenes (Baruch et al., 2021)
and our self-collected data.

Correspondence. Correspondence data establishes associations between visual elements
across different viewpoints, frames, or representational spaces (e.g., 2D to 3D). This ca-
pability is fundamental for multi-view understanding and serves as the foundation for
downstream spatial reasoning tasks. Our correspondence data includes two primary forms:
(1) cross-frame point matching that identifies corresponding points between temporally
adjacent frames, formulated as both coordinate-based and visual marker-based question-
answering pairs; and (2) 2D-3D instance mapping that links 2D bounding boxes in image
space to 3D instance identifiers in the scene representation. We leverage posed RGB-D
sequences, where camera intrinsics and extrinsics enable precise projection between coordi-
nate systems. The data generation pipeline first computes visibility information for sampled
frames, then generates QA pairs that query point correspondences using either explicit
coordinates or visual dot markers overlaid on images.

Geometry. Geometry data captures the three-dimensional structure of scenes, including
depth relationships and spatial extent. We focus on depth perception tasks that require
understanding relative and absolute distances from the camera viewpoint. The geometry
data encompasses: (1) depth estimation, where models predict the depth of specific points
indicated by coordinates or visual markers; and (2) depth comparison, where models
determine which of two indicated points is closer to or farther from the camera. Both
coordinate-based and visual dot-based formulations are included to evaluate different input
modalities. The pipeline samples point pairs with sufficient depth disparity (typically ;0.3m)
to ensure unambiguous annotations.

Configuration. Configuration data addresses the spatial arrangement and relationships
between objects within a scene. This category covers static spatial understanding without
explicit metric measurements. We generate four types of configuration QA pairs: (1) object
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counting that queries the number of instances for specific categories or combinations of
categories; (2) relative distance identification that determines which object among a candi-
date set is closest to a reference object; (3) relative direction determination that identifies the
directional relationship (left, right, front, back) of a target object relative to an observer’s
position and facing direction; and (4) distance ranking that orders multiple objects by their
proximity to a reference. The data is derived from 3D bounding box annotations and in-
stance segmentation. For relative direction tasks, we compute angles on the 2D ground
plane between the observer’s forward vector and the query vector, with filtering to exclude
ambiguous cases where angular differences are insufficient.

Measurement. Measurement data requires precise metric estimation of spatial quantities.
Unlike configuration data that focuses on relative relationships, measurement tasks demand
numerical outputs in physical units. We include three measurement types: (1) object size
estimation that predicts the longest dimension of an object in centimeters, derived from the
maximum axis length of oriented 3D bounding boxes; (2) absolute distance computation that
measures the Euclidean distance between two objects in meters, calculated as the minimum
distance between their 3D bounding boxes; and (3) room size estimation that predicts the
total floor area in square meters. These tasks are generated from scenes with calibrated 3D
reconstructions, ensuring metric accuracy. We apply filtering to exclude trivially close object
pairs (<0.2m) for distance tasks and restrict size queries to objects with unique instances to
avoid ambiguity.

Dynamics. Dynamics data captures motion and temporal changes in spatial environments,
including both camera ego-motion and object movement. For camera dynamics, we gen-
erate data that describes the spatial transformation between frames, including relative
rotation and translation patterns. The pipeline first computes frame-to-frame geometric
relations and stores them in a structured format, then generates QA pairs querying camera
movement characteristics. For object dynamics, we leverage dense 3D point tracks across
video sequences, with annotations containing 3D coordinates, visibility flags, and camera
extrinsics. QA pairs query object movement patterns using either coordinate-based or visual
marker-based formulations.

3.14 General Understanding Data

We incorporate a substantial volume of in-house general VLM data to establish the model’s
foundational reasoning and comprehension capabilities. This diverse corpus is systemati-
cally categorized to target several core domains: general semantics (e.g., image captioning
and world knowledge), STEM proficiency (e.g., mathematics, coding, and scientific reason-
ing), fine-grained visual parsing (e.g., document understanding, charts, and OCR), complex
problem-solving (e.g., logical reasoning, multi-round dialogues, multi-image contexts, and
complex instruction following), and agentic operations (e.g., GUI navigation). To optimize
the learning curriculum, we partition these general datasets into two distinct subsets based
on their scale and annotation quality, allocating them to the pre-training and mid-training
stages, respectively. Throughout both training phases, these broad-domain datasets are
jointly trained with the specialized embodied corpora, ensuring a robust baseline perfor-
mance alongside advanced physical-world competencies.

3.2 Training Recipe

As illustrated in Figure 4, our training recipe is structured into two sequential stages.
The first stage consists of large-scale pre-training, where the model is optimized over a
massive multimodal corpus comprising more than 600B tokens to establish foundational
visual-linguistic alignment. Following this phase, the model undergoes a dedicated mid-
training stage. In this second phase, training is conducted on a carefully curated mixture of
approximately 25M data samples, seamlessly integrating the aforementioned embodied,
spatial, and general understanding datasets.
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Fig.5: Training Pipeline for HY-Embodied-0.5 Series. Large-scale pre-training establishes
the models’ foundational multi-modal representations and robust spatial-embodied percep-
tion. The subsequent Embodied Post-training phase explicitly enhances complex reasoning
capabilities through iterative self-evolution and reinforcement learning. Finally, we employ
on-policy distillation to effectively transfer the knowledge from large variants to edge de-
ployment.

Pre-training. In this stage, the training corpus comprises 389 billion tokens of general
understanding data and 236 billion tokens of embodied and perception data. Within the
latter, spatial and robotics data account for 43%, and visual perception data make up the
rest. We allocate large-scale data with homogeneous patterns to this pre-training phase,
reserving more fine-grained data for the mid-training stage. We set the base learning rate
to 5e-5, the ViT learning rate to 5e-6, the weight decay to le-4, and the global batch size to
256. Training samples are packed to a maximum context length of 32k tokens based on the
length of each question-answering pair. The parameters of the ViT, the MoT module, and
the latent visual tokens are all trainable. The gradients for the ViT and visual tokens are
updated once every five steps.

Embodied-Spatial Mid-training. In the Embodied-Spatial Mid-training stage, we introduce
higher-quality and more complex embodied and spatial data, encompassing approximately
30 million instances. We mix the general understanding, embodied, and spatial data at a ratio
of 12:5:3, and unify all prompt templates and coordinate formats. We apply variant-specific
data strategies during this phase: for the MoT-2B model, we utilize a mixture of long and
short reasoning chains, differentiated via \ think and \no_think tokens following Qwen3-VL;
conversely, for the MoE-32B model, we exclusively employ short-chain data to concentrate
on embodied fine-tuning. During training, we retain the sequence packing method and
initial learning rate from the pre-training stage, while introducing a cosine learning rate
decay. We freeze all ViT parameters and exclusively update the HY-Embodied-0.5 modules.

3.3 Training Strategy

Based on our Mixture-of-Transformers (MoT) design, we adopt a vision loss, a global loss,
and a standard LLM loss to respective supervise the visual tokens, latent tokens, and
language tokens. For the visual next-code prediction task, we apply a cross-entropy loss
over the predicted logits from the vision branch. Let N, denote the number of visual tokens,
pi be the predicted probability distribution for the i-th token, and z; be the target discrete
code generated by the teacher ViT. The vision loss is formulated as:

1
Evision = _ﬁ Z log Pi(zi)

To explicitly align the visual latent token with the overarching image semantics, we compute
the negative cosine similarity between the mapped hidden states of the latent token (fiatent)
and the global CLS feature extracted from the teacher ViT (fieacher)- The global loss is defined
as:
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During the large-scale pre-training phase, the model is jointly optimized using the summa-
tion of these three objectives: Liotal = Liim + Lvision + Lglobal- In the subsequent mid-training
and all fine-tuning stages, we discard the vision and global supervision signals, exclusively
optimizing the standard autoregressive language loss (Lijy,).

4 Post-training

41 Supervised Fine-tuning
4.1.1 Data Construction

In the supervised fine-tuning (SFT) stage, we focus on reinforcing the models’ long-chain
reasoning capabilities. We sample a subset of high-complexity, multi-step problems from the
aforementioned spatial, embodied, and general data sources, together with more in-house
reasoning data. For these instances, we construct Chain-of-Thought (CoT) (Wei et al., 2022)
trajectories via a human-model collaborative pipeline. The generated CoTs are subsequently
evaluated by an LLM across multiple dimensions, including reasoning quality, logical
correctness, and sequence repetition. We additionally verify the exact match accuracy of the
final deduced answers. This pipeline yields approximately 100k cold-start CoT instances,
which are utilized to train the MoT-2B and MoE-A32B variants.

4.1.2 Training Recipe

During the cold-start SFT phase, we continue to optimize the models using the standard
cross-entropy loss. However, unlike the pre-training and mid-training stages, we explicitly
disable sequence packing. Each training sample is processed individually to isolate and
emphasize the independent reasoning chain of each data entry. We maintain the base
learning rate at 5e-5 throughout this training process.

4.2 Reinforcement Learning

4.2.1 Data Construction

For reinforcement learning, we dynamically construct the training data according to the cur-
rent model capability, rather than relying on a fixed dataset. We maintain a large candidate
pool covering diverse embodied capabilities, and in each RL round use the latest model
to perform multi-sample evaluation on this pool. Samples that are solved correctly in all
attempts are discarded as overly easy, while samples that fail in all attempts are removed
as overly difficult. We retain only samples with partial success, as these examples lie near
the model’s current capability frontier and typically provide the most informative learning
signals for policy improvement.

To avoid over-optimizing RL toward a narrow subset of embodied capabilities, we further
balance the selected data across different capability dimensions, including perception, pre-
diction, interaction, and planning. Each RL stage is trained on a newly constructed set of 50K
samples. As the model improves, this procedure continuously refreshes the effective training
distribution, forming a simple capability-adaptive curriculum that stabilizes optimization
and supports sustained gains in embodied reasoning.

4.2.2 Reward Designs

A key challenge of RL for embodied models is that the target outputs are highly heteroge-
neous, spanning geometric grounding, trajectory prediction, discrete decisions, continuous
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Fig. 6: Reward Designs for Embodied Reinforcement Learning. To accommodate diverse
embodied tasks during RL optimization, we systematically formulate reward functions into
four categories: Grounding-Based for spatial localization, Regression-Based for numerical
estimation, Trajectory-Based for motion and planning, and Textual-Based for general and
semantic reasoning.

estimation, and open-ended reasoning. A single uniform reward is therefore inadequate.
In our RL stage, we adopt a task-aware reward design, where each sample is assigned a
reward function according to the structure of its target output:

r=Re(y,y*) € [0,1]. (1)

Our principle is to use deterministic and structure-aware rewards whenever the target
admits reliable parsing, and to resort to an LLM judge only when deterministic evaluation
is insufficient.

For tasks with explicit geometric structure, we use dense rewards based on geometric
similarity rather than exact match. Concretely, grounding tasks are evaluated by overlap- or
distance-based measures such as IoU, Hungarian-matched IoU, normalized point distance,
and Chamfer distance, which provide graded supervision for localization and fine-grained
perception. For trajectory prediction and planning tasks, we similarly use path-aware
rewards based on sequence or curve similarity, such as DTW- and Fréchet-distance-based
scores, optionally combined with endpoint consistency terms. These rewards are important
for embodied settings, where partial spatial or temporal correctness should be distinguished
from complete failure.

For outputs with discrete or strongly constrained formats, we use lighter-weight exact-
match-style rewards. This includes multiple-choice prediction, binary judgment, counting,
and other structured-answer tasks. When the target is sequential but discrete, such as
sorting or ordering, we instead use partial-credit rewards based on sequence similarity,
e.g., normalized longest common subsequence. For continuous estimation tasks, we adopt
regression-style rewards that decay smoothly with relative error, which provide more
informative signals than hard-threshold accuracy.

Finally, for open-ended embodied reasoning tasks whose correctness cannot be robustly
determined by rules alone, we use an LLM-based judge as a fallback:

Tfree = ](qz Y }/*)/ )

where g is the input, y is the model response, and y* is the reference answer. This fallback
extends the reward framework to free-form reasoning tasks while preserving deterministic
scoring whenever possible.

Overall, our reward design follows a simple principle: reward structure should match
output structure. Dense geometric and regression-style rewards are used where partial
correctness is meaningful, exact matching is used where the answer space is unambiguous,
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and LLM-based judgment is reserved for genuinely open-ended cases. We find this hybrid
design important for stabilizing RL over diverse embodied capabilities.

4.2.3 Training Recipe

We optimize the model in the RL stage with a GRPO-based objective (Shao et al., 2024).
For each multimodal input x = (I, Q), we sample a group of G responses from the current
policy 7y, and score them with the task-aware reward in Section 4.2.2. Let the resulting
rewards be {ry,...,rg}. We compute group-relative advantages by normalizing rewards
within each sampled group,

Ai:m, I':{T’l,...,T’G}, (3)

and share the same advantage across all tokens in the corresponding rollout. This relative
normalization is particularly suitable for embodied RL, where tasks are highly heteroge-
neous and raw reward scales are not directly comparable across samples.

The policy is then updated with a clipped policy-ratio objective:

N :
Lru(x) = —=z——2_ ), mln(Pi,tAi/ clip(pit, 1 — €1ow, 1 + Ehigh)Ai)r 4)
i lyil (3=
where ( | )
TTo\Yit | X, Yi <t
i = - - : )
pl ﬂ:gold (]/i,t X, ]/i,<t)

In practice, we use a group size of G = 16 and adopt an essentially on-policy update scheme
by matching the PPO (Schulman et al., 2017) mini-batch size to the rollout batch size.

To stabilize training, we further incorporate several practical controls. We mask groups with
zero reward variance, since they do not provide meaningful relative learning signals. We
also apply quality control to overlong and repetitive responses, and use additional length-
related shaping for selected subjective tasks. Moreover, we adopt asymmetric clipping
with an effective importance-ratio range of [0.8, 1.35], which we find more stable than a
symmetric clipping rule in long-chain multimodal RL.

In all RL experiments, we use a maximum prompt length of 16,384 tokens and a maximum
response length of 16,384 tokens. Rollouts are sampled with temperature 1.0, top-p = 1.0,
and top-k = —1. The training batch size is 128, the learning rate is 8 x 1077, and each RL
stage is run for 5 epochs. We also enable standard memory-efficient training techniques
such as gradient checkpointing and parameter/optimizer offloading to support stable
optimization of the large embodied model.

4.3 Evolving Deep Thinking with Iterative Training

While RL directly improves task reward, it does not necessarily guarantee high-quality
reasoning traces. In embodied tasks, correct answers may arise from very different internal
processes, ranging from coherent spatial reasoning to unstable shortcuts. To further improve
the depth and consistency of reasoning, we introduce an iterative self-evolving training
paradigm based on rejection sampling fine-tuning (RFT).

Starting from the latest model checkpoint after RL, we perform multi-sample rollout on a
curated data pool and evaluate the sampled responses offline using criteria aligned with
the reward functions in RL. We then retain only samples that are solved correctly in some,
but not all, rollouts. This filtering removes examples that are already saturated as well as
examples that remain out of reach, and concentrates on the model’s current learnable frontier.
Among these retained samples, we further score the quality of the reasoning traces with a
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stronger teacher model and keep only those whose thinking quality exceeds a predefined
threshold. In practice, this process filters approximately 1M candidate examples into around
300K high-quality traces for the subsequent SFT stage.

The role of RFT is complementary to RL. RL is effective for exploration, as it helps the model
discover better behaviors through reward-driven search, but its supervision is indirect
and relative. RFT instead converts these discoveries into explicit positive supervision by
selecting high-quality successful traces and training the model to reproduce them. In this
sense, RL expands the capability frontier, while RFT consolidates the best newly discovered
reasoning patterns into more stable behavior.

We therefore alternate RL and RFT throughout post-training. In each cycle, RL improves the
model through online optimization, and RFT distills the resulting high-quality reasoning
traces through supervised refinement. This iterative process gradually transforms occasional
success into reliable capability, and we find it particularly effective for cultivating deep
thinking in embodied models.

4.4 Large-to-Small On-Policy Distillation

Although the large HY-Embodied-0.5 model exhibits substantially stronger embodied rea-
soning ability, our practical deployment target is the compact model. We therefore introduce
a large-to-small on-policy distillation stage to transfer the teacher’s reasoning behavior into
the student. The goal of this stage is not merely model compression, but preserving as much
of the teacher’s embodied competence and thinking style as possible under a much smaller
capacity budget.

The key observation is that reasoning ability is not only reflected in final outputs, but also
in the token-level continuation distribution along the generation process. Standard offline
distillation on teacher-generated responses is therefore insufficient, since it only exposes
the student to teacher trajectories and does not supervise the student on its own decoding
states. To address this, we adopt an on-policy distillation strategy: the student first rolls out
its own response

v= 1 ...,yr) ~ ms(- | x), (6)

and the teacher is then applied under teacher forcing on the same student-generated prefixes.
Let 74 (- | x,y<t) and 775(- | x,y<¢) denote the teacher and student next-token distributions
at step t, respectively. We optimize the student by minimizing

1 |yl
Lorp = By, yorm(-|x) Wl YKL (- | % y<e) | 70 (- | %, y<e)) | - )
=1

This design allows the student to learn from the teacher precisely on the states induced by its
own policy, where its errors actually occur. Compared with conventional offline distillation,
it substantially reduces the mismatch between training and inference, and transfers a richer
signal than final-answer imitation alone. In our setting, this is particularly important because
the capabilities acquired by the large model through RL and RFT are distributed across the
entire reasoning process rather than concentrated only in the final answer.

OPD also fits naturally into our post-training pipeline. RL expands the capability frontier of
the large model, RFT consolidates newly discovered high-quality reasoning traces, and OPD
then transfers these refined behaviors into the compact model. In this sense, OPD serves as
the final bridge from capability discovery in the large model to capability deployment in
the small model, enabling the released compact model to inherit a substantial portion of the
teacher’s embodied reasoning ability.
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Table 1: Results for HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B under 22 Embodied-Relevant Benchmarks.
We compare HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B with existing state-of-the-art embodied founda-
tion VLMs under 7B parameters across benchmarks for Embodied Understanding, Spatial
Understanding, and Perception. We use and to denote the best and second-best
results. Results for HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B are reported in thinking mode, while for all
other models, we report the better performance between non-thinking and thinking modes.

Capability Benchmark HY-Embodied = Qwen QOwen  RoboBrain MiMo-Embodied
0.5 MoT-2B 3-VL* 2B 3-VL*4B 2.54B 7B
Visual CV-Bench 89.2 80.0 85.7 86.9 88.8
Preception DA-2K 92.3 69.5 76.5 79.4 722
ERQA 54.5 41.8 47.3 43.3 46.8
EmbSpatial-Bench 82.8 75.9 80.7 73.8 76.2
RoboBench-MCQ 49.2 36.9 45.8 444 43.6
Embodied RoboBench-Planning 54.2 36.2 36.4 39.2 58.7
Understanding g boSpatial-Home 55.7 453 63.2 623 618
ShareRobot-Aff. 26.8 19.8 25.5 255 9.0
ShareRobot-Traj. 73.3 41.6 62.2 81.4 50.6
Ego-Plan2 45.5 35.5 38.8 52.6 39.9
3DSRBench 57.0 39.9 439 448 42.0
All-Angles Bench 55.1 42.3 46.7 43.8 49.0
MindCube 66.3 28.4 31.0 26.9 36.2
MMSI-Bench 33.2 23.6 25.1 20.5 31.9
RefSpatial-Bench 45.8 28.9 453 56.0 48.0
Spatial SAT 76.7 45.3 56.7 51.3 78.7
Understanding  gBench-mini 58.2 420 50.9 47.3 53.1
SITE-Bench-Image 62.7 52.3 61.0 57.9 49.9
SITE-Bench-Video 63.5 52.2 58.0 54.8 58.9
ViewSpatial 53.1 37.2 41.6 36.6 36.1
VSIBench 60.5 48.0 55.2 41.7 48.5
Where2Place 68.0 45.0 59.0 65.0 63.6

5 Evaluation
5.1 Results of HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B

Evaluation Settings. We evaluate HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B on a comprehensive suite of 22
benchmarks covering visual perception, embodied understanding, and spatial understand-
ing.

We evaluate HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B on a comprehensive suite of 22 benchmarks cov-
ering visual perception, embodied understanding, and spatial understanding. To assess
foundational visual and multimodal capabilities, we utilize CV-Bench (Tong et al., 2024)
and DA-2K (Yang et al., 2024b). Moving beyond basic perception, the model’s physical and
geometric reasoning is tested through benchmarks focusing on 3D spatial comprehension
and multi-view geometry, including 3DSRBench (Ma et al., 2025), EmbSpatial-Bench (Du
et al., 2024), RoboSpatial-Home (Song et al., 2025), All-Angles Bench (Yeh et al., 2026),

* We observe that small models from Qwen3.5 series produce repetitive thinking patterns in
some benchmarks and leads to a lower overall results, so we compare Qwen3-VL models in our
evaluations.
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MindCube (Yin et al., 2025), and MMSI-Bench (Yang et al., 2025b). We further evaluate its
situated environmental awareness and spatial grounding using RefSpatial-Bench (Zhou
et al.,, 2025), SAT (Ray et al., 2024), SIBench-mini (Yu et al., 2025), SITE-Bench (Wang et al.,
2025), ViewSpatial (Li et al., 2025), VSIBench (Yang et al., 2025a), and Where2Place (Yuan
et al., 2024). Finally, to measure embodied agency, encompassing affordance recognition,
trajectory prediction, and complex task planning, the model is evaluated on ERQA (Team
et al.,, 2025) RoboBench-MCQ (Luo et al., 2025), RoboBench-Planning (Luo et al., 2025),
ShareRobot (Ji et al., 2025)-Affordance and Trajectory, and Ego-Plan2 (Qiu et al., 2024).

Unless otherwise specified, we report the micro-average score over all evaluation samples.
For several benchmarks with task-specific protocols, we follow their corresponding metrics:
3DSRBench and SAT are evaluated using circular accuracy, ShareRobot-Bench-Affordance
is evaluated using mloU, and ShareRobot-Bench-Trajectory is evaluated using 1-DFD,
where DFD denotes Dynamic Fréchet Distance. Since lower DFD indicates better trajectory
similarity, we report 1 — DFD so that higher values consistently indicate better performance
across benchmarks. We use the same evaluation setting for the A32B model, so that results
are directly comparable across model scales.

Baselines and Reporting Protocol. We compare HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B with represen-
tative generalist and specialist embodied VLMs, including Qwen3-VL (Bai et al., 2025),
RoboBrain (Tan et al., 2026), and MiMo-Embodied (Xiaomi Embodied Intelligence Team,
2025). For the Qwen family, we use Qwen3-VL as the main baseline rather than Qwen3.5-VL.
In our evaluation setting, we observe that Qwen3.5-VL often produces excessively repet-
itive outputs, which can lead to overlong thinking sequences and significantly degraded
evaluation results. To reduce the impact of such mode-specific instability and make the
comparison more robust, for all baseline models we report the better result between thinking
and non-thinking modes. In contrast, for HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B we report the result in
thinking mode. This makes the comparison conservative with respect to our model.

Main Results. Table 1 summarizes the benchmark results of HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B.
Overall, our model achieves the best performance on 16 out of 22 benchmarks and ranks
second on 4 additional benchmarks, showing strong and consistent performance across a
broad range of embodied tasks.

Across the three evaluation categories, HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B demonstrates a well-
balanced capability profile. It achieves leading results on visual perception benchmarks,
indicating that the proposed visual architecture provides a strong foundation for down-
stream embodied reasoning. On embodied understanding tasks, the model also performs
competitively and shows clear strengths in perception, grounding, and structured decision-
making, while remaining competitive on planning- and trajectory-intensive benchmarks.
Its most significant advantage appears on spatial understanding benchmarks, where it
consistently outperforms competing models on the majority of tasks. This strong spatial
performance suggests that HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B has developed particularly effective
fine-grained spatial reasoning ability, which is a key requirement for real-world embodied
agents.

Another notable observation is that HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B remains highly competitive
despite its compact size. Compared with larger baselines, our 2B model still achieves
superior performance on most benchmarks, suggesting that the gains do not come from
scale alone, but also from our embodied-centric design in architecture, data construction,
and post-training. Overall, these results show that HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B achieves a
strong balance between compact model size and embodied capability, making it a strong
edge model for real-world agent deployment.

Results on General Benchmarks. To evaluate our model’s general visual understanding
capabilities, we test it across several domains. These include general visual knowledge and
hallucination mitigation (RealWorldQA (xAi, 2024), Hallusion-Bench (Guan et al., 2024)),
perception and reasoning (BLINK (Fu et al., 2024), CharXiv-RQ (Wang et al., 2024)), as
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Fig.7: Performance on General Understanding Benchmark. Comparison of HY-Embodied-
0.5 MoT-2B with size-matched general VLMs. The results demonstrate that while our model
is specifically optimized for spatial and embodied reasoning, it successfully maintains com-
parable and highly competitive performance across diverse general visual understanding
tasks.

well as document parsing and text-centric visual question answering (DocVQA (Mathew
et al., 2021), OCRBench (Liu et al., 2024), TextVQA (Singh et al., 2019)). In Figure 7, we
compare HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B with two size-matched general VLMs, namely Qwen3-
VL-2B-Thinking and InternVL 3.5-2B, on these benchmarks. The results show that while
HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B demonstrates strong performance in embodied and spatial un-
derstanding, it also achieves performance comparable to the size-matched general VLMs on
general visual tasks.

5.2 Results of HY-Embodied-0.5 MoE-A32B

We evaluated our HY-Embodied-0.5 MoE A32B against several state-of-the-art visual
agents, including Kimi K2.5 (Kimi Team, 2026), Seed 2.0 (Bytedance Seed, 2025), Gemini 3.0
Pro (Google, 2025), and Qwen 3.5 A17B (Qwen Team, 2026), using the same benchmarking
methodology described above. For Gemini 3.0 Pro and Seed 2.0, assessments were con-
ducted via their official APIs under thinking mode. Results are summarized in Table 2.
Across 22 benchmarks, HY-Embodied-0.5 MoE A32B achieved first place in 7 tasks (32%)
and second place in 6 tasks (27%), yielding an overall score of 67.0, outperforming Gemini
3.0 Pro by 3.4 points (vs. 63.6), Seed 2.0 by 0.8 points (vs. 66.2), Qwen 3.5 A17B by 0.9 point
(vs. 66.1), and Kimi K2.5 by 5.9 points (vs. 61.1).

5.3 Analysis

In this subsection, we provide a detailed analysis of the HY-Embodied-0.5 model. We first
present qualitative results on critical tasks involving visual perception and embodied envi-
ronments. Then, leveraging our mix-chain architecture, we illustrate the chain-of-thought
process to demonstrate the model’s test-time scaling capabilities in long-chain mode. Finally,
we validate our design choices through efficiency evaluations of the MoT architecture and
attention visualizations of the visual latent tokens.

Qualitative Results on Visual Perception Tasks. Empowered by our large-scale, high-
quality visual and embodied perception datasets, as well as comprehensive spatial recogni-
tion data, our model demonstrates robust proficiency across foundational visual tasks. As
illustrated in Fig. 8, in depth estimation scenarios—encompassing both the absolute distance
from a specified point to the camera and the direct distance between objects across multiple
views—our model yields predictions that are significantly closer to the Ground Truth (GT)
compared to baseline models such as open-sourced model Qwen3 VL, proprietary model
Seed2.0 VL, and embodied-specific model RoboBrain-2.5. Furthermore, in visual grounding
tasks, the model exhibits high precision, delivering accurate results in bounding box detec-

18



TENCENT
ROBOTICS X (#] Tencent HY

Table 2: Results for HY-Embodied-0.5 MoE-A32B Compared with Existing Frontier VLMs.
We evaluate our model against state-of-the-art agents across 22 benchmarks under visual
perception, embodied, and spatial understanding. We use and to denote the best
and second-best results.

Capability Benchmark HY-Embodied Kimi Seed Qwen Gemini
0.5 MoE A32B K2.5 2.0 3.5 A17B 3.0 Pro
Visual CV-Bench 88.8 89.0 88.5* 88.6 85.4*
Preception Aok 90.2 83.4 92.3* 833 83.6°
ERQA 62.3 59.8 61.8* 61.0 65.0*
EmbSpatial-Bench 84.1 81.5 81.0* 83.8 83.6*
RoboBench-MCQ 62.8 59.0 66.5* 63.8 69.2*
Embodied RoboBench-Planning 59.3 60.0 60.1* 56.7 60.0*
Understanding - 2 5bhoSpatial-Home 76.6 66.0 71.7* 749 57.1*
ShareRobot-Aff. 28.6 215 27.5* 29.3 24.8*
ShareRobot-Traj. 76.9 68.5 71.8* 73.8 68.7*
Ego-Plan2 51.4 47.4 56.6* 55.3 60.0*
3DSRBench 56.6 55.9 58.2* 56.6 58.3*
All-Angles Bench 71.8 64.8 69.3* 72.1 73.4*
MindCube 69.2 57.8 55.2* 59.0 66.0*
MMSI-Bench 39.2 36.5 47.6* 43.8 48.0*
RefSpatial-Bench 57.2 43.3 72.2* 61.0 33.2*
Spatial SAT 87.3 79.3 86.2* 86.0 88.0*
Understanding  g1Bench-mini 67.3 63.0 65.9* 66.3 68.0*
SITE-Bench-Image 74.7 73.8 75.6* 77.1 75.4*
SITE-Bench-Video 72.5 71.5 68.9* 72.3 69.8*
ViewSpatial 59.8 45.2 56.4* 52.2 50.8*
VSIBench 68.3 54.2 51.0* 61.1 57.9*
Where2Place 70.0 64.0 73.0* 76.0 52.0*

* Results self-collected via API in March 2026.

tion, point-level localization, and region-level captioning. Notably, for complex counting
tasks, our model effectively leverages a visual Chain-of-Thought (CoT) reasoning process.
By sequentially identifying and assigning precise spatial coordinates to each target object
during the reasoning phase, it logically deduces the accurate final answer. Collectively,
these results underscore our model’s exceptional capability in low-level visual perception,
which inherently establishes a robust foundation for its superior performance in complex
embodied environments.

Qualitative Results on Embodied Tasks.Benefiting from the extensive and diverse em-
bodied and spatial understanding data utilized during training, our model demonstrates
comprehensive and highly accurate performance across multiple hierarchical levels of em-
bodied tasks, specifically Embodied Perception (Grounding), Scene Understanding, and
Task Planning. As illustrated in Fig. 9, in the Grounding task, the model exhibits precise
localization capabilities, successfully outputting accurate bounding box coordinates for
specific target objects (e.g., a pot, an orange, a basket, and a red star) amidst various cluttered
robotic environments. For Scene Understanding, the model proves adept at parsing complex
3D spatial relationships. It accurately answers questions by correctly identifying objects
based on their relative positions (such as locating a green cube between other blocks) and
verifying intricate spatial statements among multiple items. Furthermore, in Task Planning
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Detection

i
1

Depth Estimation

How far is the point indicated by
the yellow arrow from the camera?

GT: 2.32 m

Seed?.0 VL RoboBrain-2.5 all objects in this picture

Pointing

What is the direct distance between
the window and the sofa? GT: 1.0 m

3.0 A W Ours
1.47 Qwen3 VL
o L Seed2.0 VL
. RoboBrain-2.5

Locate a point in the
rectangular border
Counting
. L . Region Caption

Question: How many cow(s) are in this room? Please answer the question R

using a single word.

<Think> Got it, let's count: first the front black cow, then the black one behind it, then the
white one with black spots. So that’s 32 <point>(316,450)</point> that's one,
<point>(410,275)</point> second, <point>(637,317)</point> third. Oh right
three? ...Yep. </Think>

<Answer> 3 </Answer>

A smiling woman in a teal
top holding a birthday cake.

Fig.8: Visualization Results on Visual Perception Tasks. Empowered by our comprehen-
sive visual perception training, HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT-2B demonstrates superior proficiency
across foundational vision tasks, including depth estimation, object detection, and complex
counting, outperforming competing embodied-specific and general VLMs.

Embaodied Task
Task Planning

Question Question
You are pursuing ‘put the
tomato on the plate and
then on the tray’. After

completing ‘retrieve the
tomato from the basket’,
what are the immediate
next tasks?

Answer
1. Place the tomato on the plate,
2. Transfer the tomato from the plate to the tray

Localize the
Which object is positioned
between the red cube and
the stack of blocks?
Choices: A. Yellow block. B.
Green cube. C. Cylindrical
block. D. Blue block.

Localize the
Answer

B. Green cube.

Question
Which statement is
correct? Choices: A. The
pink bunny is the closest
object to the robot
gripper. B. The blue toy is
located to the left of the
pink bunny. C. The green
dragon is positioned between the blue toy and the
brown bear. D. The brown bear is located in the top-
left corner of the table.

Question

You are picking up items &
in a supermarket. After
completing the steps:
retrieve a cucumber from
the shelf, place the
cucumber into the plastic &=
bag in the shopping cart, ~
retrieve an onion from the shelf, place the onion into
the plastic bag in the shopping cart, and retrieve a
corn from the shelf, what should you do next?

Localize the

Localize the

Answer
Place the held corn into the shopping cart's plastic
bag.

Answer
C. The green dragon is positioned between the blue
toy and the brown bear.

Fig.9: Visualization Results on Embodied Tasks. Our model demonstrates comprehensive
proficiency across embodied tasks, including precise visual grounding, logical action plan-
ning, and scene understanding.

scenarios, the model showcases strong sequential reasoning. Given a high-level objective
and a history of completed steps, it accurately deduces the logical next actions—whether
it involves determining the sequential placement of a tomato across different receptacles
or inferring the next manipulation step in a multi-step supermarket picking task. More
visualizations are provided in the Appendix.
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yellow path) onto the wooden to the turkey bowl. Let's check at the video frames: the door is in the area that's
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Let's check the options: A says bowl (gravies? No, pink has radiator, turning back would face the direction of the
put on wooden steps, which broccoli), Purple is from maybe door, then go forward). Wait, the starting position is
matches the direction. The other another place, Green is to the chair facing radiator. To get to the door, first, the
options are moving in front, top, cranberry, Blue i from the gravies robot needs to tum back (so face the opposite direction
or picking up, which don't ft the o the turkey. So the correct one is of the radiator, which is towards the door area), then
path going to the wooden tray. C Blue go forward. Let's check the options o the first
</Think> </Think> action is Turn Back, option A.</Think>

<Answer> A </Answer> <Answer> C </Answer> <Answer> A </Answer>
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Fig. 10: Illustration of Chain-of-Thought Process. Our HY-Embodied series demonstrates
exceptional long-chain reasoning capabilities when tackling complex visual and embodied
challenges. Regarding the specific thought process, rather than simply guessing outcomes,
the models systematically analyze spatial relationships and affordances step-by-step, exhibit-
ing advanced self-reflection and error-correction mechanisms within the thinking phase.

Illustration of CoT. Empowered by our efficient, scientifically designed, multi-stage embod-
ied post-training pipeline, our models exhibit exceptional long-chain reasoning capabilities.
As illustrated in Fig. 10, we showcase the profound ability of both the HY-Embodied-0.5
MoT-2B and A32B variants to resolve complex visual and embodied challenges through
a robust Chain-of-Thought (CoT) process. Across Embodied Reasoning tasks, the models
do not simply guess the final action; instead, they systematically analyze spatial relation-
ships and affordances step-by-step—such as evaluating the correctness of different robot
trajectories for manipulating objects or determining the precise interaction points for un-
buckling a backpack. Notably, the < think > process reveals advanced self-reflection and
correction (e.g., explicitly pausing to reconsider structural details with phrases like "Wait,

”). Furthermore, in Spatial and General Reasoning scenarios, the CoT mechanism en-
ables the models to perform complex perspective-taking (inferring unseen environments
from multi-view images), sequential navigation planning from video frames, and intricate
3D geometric deduction (matching polyhedral parts). These results demonstrate that our
models engage in a transparent, logical, and highly reliable cognitive process when faced
with complex, multi-step problems.
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Fig.11: MoT architecture enables faster convergence than the standard transformers (left),
while delivering comparable inference speed (right). (a) presents the training loss curves,
and (b) details the inference efficiency by comparing the total inference time, theoretical
total FLOPs, prefill time, and decode time across different models.
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Fig.12: Attention Visualizations for Visual Latent Tokens. Visual attention accurately
localizes salient objects and key spatial regions, while language attention concurrently
focuses on the corresponding core semantic entities, states, and action instructions.

Efficiency for HY-Embodied-0.5 MoT. The proposed Mixture-of-Tokens (MoT) architecture
demonstrates highly desirable characteristics, achieving faster convergence and lower final
loss during training, while introducing almost no additional overhead during inference. To
ensure a fair comparison, both models are trained using identical training data, initialization
methods, and hyperparameters. For the inference evaluation, we simulate practical real-
world settings by fixing the input image tokens at 576 and the generated output tokens at
100. As illustrated in Figure 11, we present the training loss curves with and without the
MoT structure, alongside the actual total inference time and theoretical FLOPs. The training
curves clearly show the efficiency of MoT, and during inference, the MoT architecture yields
results closely approaching the Dense-2B baseline. Furthermore, we provide a detailed time
breakdown for the prefill and decode stages. Because the decoding process dominates the
total inference time in practical scenarios, the overall additional time overhead introduced
by the MoT structure is negligible.

Attention Visualizations for Visual Latent Tokens. Visual latent tokens act as a connection
between the visual full attention and the language causal attention. To demonstrate this,
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Fig.13: Robot Experimental Setup and Success Rates for the Evaluated Tasks. (a) Real-
world setup of three representative tasks. Our platform employs a dual-arm Xtrainer
equipped with head-mounted and wrist-mounted cameras. The benchmark includes: (1)
Precision Plug-in Packing, (2) Tableware Stacking, and (3) Mug Hanging. Success rates are
evaluated over 20 trials per task. (b) Object poses are randomly initialized at the start of
each trial. We conduct 20 real-robot trials per task per model. The success rates (%) are
summarized above.

we provide the visualization for the attention map to visual tokens and the attention to text
tokens in Fig. 12. We can observe from the figure that the visual attention maps precisely
localize salient objects, highly specific object parts (such as the right end of the potato chip
can or the handles of the drawers), and key spatial regions relevant to the scene context.
Concurrently, the language attention weights are strongly concentrated on core semantic
entities, state descriptions (e.g., "closed”), spatial relationships (e.g., “positioned against”,
“next to”), and action-oriented instructions (e.g., “grab”). This demonstrates that the visual
latent tokens effectively bridge the modality gap by extracting fine-grained, semantically
meaningful visual features and aligning them explicitly with the corresponding linguistic
concepts. Consequently, our model exhibits a strong capacity to ground complex visual
observations and embodied affordances into natural language, validating the effectiveness
of our latent token design for cross-modal understanding and reasoning.

6 Robot Control Results

Building upon the MoT architecture of HY-Embodied-0.5-MoT-2B base model, we extend
the Action Expert module following the structural design of 710/70.5, resulting in the
Vision-Language-Action (VLA) model for robot control experiments in real-world scenarios.

To better unlock the potential of the VLA on real-robot tasks, we first fine-tune the network
using 5K hours of UMI data. Since all training data in this stage originates from UMI, the
network has not been exposed to any specific robot embodiment during this process. We
use a per-GPU batch size of 32 across 32 GPUs, for a total of 200K iterations.

We then perform supervised fine-tuning (SFT) with real-robot data on the following three
tasks and conduct deployment evaluations. Depending on the difficulty of each task, varying
amounts of demonstration data are collected, ranging from 300 to 700 episodes. As baselines,
70 and 770.5 undergo SFT under identical conditions using the same real-robot data, with
both the data volume and training iterations.

The robot experimental setup and results are shown in Figure 13. As illustrated, our HY-
Embodied-0.5 VLA model demonstrates robust and highly competitive performance across
all three evaluated real-world tasks compared to the 770 and 710.5 baselines. For the Precision
Plug-in Packing task, HY-Embodied-0.5 achieves a success rate of 85%, matching the perfor-
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mance of 770.5 and surpassing 770 (80%). In the Tableware Stacking task, our model attains
an 80% success rate, which is a substantial improvement over the 60% achieved by 710 and
remains competitive with the 85% success rate of 770.5. Most notably, in the Mug Hanging
task—which appears to be the most challenging given the baseline performances—HY-
Embodied-0.5 demonstrates superior control capabilities, achieving a success rate of 75%.
This represents a significant margin of improvement over both 70 (45%) and 770.5 (50%).
These compelling results suggest that the initial fine-tuning on the extensive 5K-hour UMI
dataset, combined with the underlying MoT architecture, successfully equips the model with
rich, generalizable representations that effectively transfer to complex, embodiment-specific
manipulation tasks following supervised fine-tuning.

7 Conclusion

In this report, we propose HY-Embodied-0.5, a strong foundation vision-language model
designed for real-world embodied tasks. HY-Embodied-0.5 represents a vital step forward
in bridging the divide between general VLMs and the dynamic demands of real-world
agents. By pioneering a modality-adaptive Mixture-of-Transformers (MoT) architecture
alongside visual latent tokens, the model achieves the fine-grained spatial and visual per-
ception required for physical grounding. Furthermore, its embodied post-training pipeline
successfully compresses deep, complex reasoning capabilities into a highly efficient 2B
parameter variant tailored for edge deployment. Ultimately, the suite’s state-of-the-art per-
formance across 22 demanding benchmarks and its robust execution in real-world robotic
manipulation tasks demonstrate that HY-Embodied-0.5 effectively translates expansive
digital intelligence into tangible, physical-world competence. We aim to further explore and
bridge the gap between language and action models, ultimately training a real-world brain
that is more conducive to complex real-world applications.
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B Visualizations

Trajectory Prediction under End-Effector Control.

Trajectory Case 1

Question: You are a WidowX robot using
the end effector control. The task is move
towel to lower right corner. Please
predict up to 10 key trajectory points to
complete the task. Directly give me a list
of points, i.e.
[<point>(x1,y1)</point>,<point>(x2,y2)</
point>,...] of the trajectory, where x and y
should be between 0 and 1000,
indicating the normalized locations of the
coordinates in the image.

Thinking Process: Got it, let's see. First, the end effector is above the towel right now? [ ... ]
the towel is the purple one at <point>(535,409)</point>? [ ... ] the end effector position is
around <point>(421,275)</point>? [ ... ] first point is the current gripper position, then
midpoint to the towel, then the lower right corner of the table. [ ... ] the towel is at around
<point>(527,414)</point>, so first point is the gripper position, which is above near the spoon.
[...]1gripper is at <point>(414,286)</point>. [ ... ] the towel is the purple rectangle. So first,
move to the towel: grab it, then move to lower right. [ ... ] start at current end effector
position (around <point>(409,279)</point>), then midpoint to the towel's center (like
<point>(510,376)</point>), then end at lower right corner [ ... ] the table's bottom right is at
<point>(734,676)</point>. [ ... ] The towel is at (544, 414) roughly. So trajectory: start at (414,
276) [gripper], then (490, 340) [midway to towel], then (634, 518) [midway to target], then
(701, 614) [target lower right]. [ ... ] Yeah, that makes sense.

Response:[<point>(417,279)</point>,<point>(528,387)</point>,<point>(657,553)</point>] J

Fig.B1: Example of end-effector trajectory prediction.
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Trajectory Prediction under Joint Control.

Trajectory Case 2

‘ ‘ Question: You are a robot using the joint

control. The task is "move the spatula
towards the front edge of the table". Please
predict up to 10 key trajectory points to
complete the task. Directly give me a list of
a list of points, i.e.
[<point>(x1,y1)</point>,<point>(x2,y2)</poi
nt>,...] of the trajectory, where x and y
should be between 0 and 1000, indicating
the normalized locations of the coordinates
in the image.

Thinking Process: Got it, let's see. First, the spatula is at the roboticarm, right?[ ... ] the
spatula's head is at <point>(294,289)</point>, and the front edge of the table is the bottom
edge of the wooden board, right? So first pointis the current position of the spatula| ... ] the
robotic arm is at the top, so trajectory starts at the spatula's position, then moves towards the
front edge (lower part of the table). Let's calculate: first point is the spatula's location, like
<point>(320,245)</point> [ ... ] then midpoint would be like <point>(380,400)</point>, then
end at the front edge [ ... ] image coordinates: y increases downward, right? [ ... ] so the
table's front edge is the bottom part of the wooden board, so y is higher there. So the spatula
is at the top part of the table, moving down towards the front edge. So start point: the
spatulais at <point>(306,276)</point> [ ... ] then middle point: maybe
<point>(350,400)</point>, then end point at the front edge, like <point>(380,580)</point>? [
... ] the spatula's end is at (300, 280), then moving towards the front edge (around y=600, x
around 350). Yeah, that makes sense. So trajectory is [<point>(304,264)</point>,
<point>(342,380)</point>, <point>(367,531)</point>] [ ... ] the spatula is being held by the
robot arm, so the end of the spatulais at <point>(297,292)</point>, so starting there, then
moving towards the front edge of the table [ ... ] so that's the trajectory.

Response: [<point>(314,263)</point>,<point>(347,389)</point>,<point>(376,537)</point>]

Fig.B2: Example of joint-control trajectory prediction.
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2D Bounding Box Grounding.

2D BBox Case 1

Question: What object can be worn to
protect the head during activities like
cycling or construction? Your answer
should be formatted as a list of box tags,
i.e. [<box>(x1,y1),(x2,y2)</box>, ...],
where (x1,y1) and (x2,y2) are the x, y
coordinates of the top-left corner and
bottom-right corner of the bounding box,
normalized to the range [0, 1000].

Thinking Process: Gotit, let's see. The object is a helmet, right? The bounding box is
<box>(301,489),(367,588)</box>? Wait no, let's make it correct. Oh right, the white helmet. So
the box is <box>(300,488),(368,590)</box>? Wait no, normalized. Let me see: x from 301 to
366, y from 490 to 587. Yeah, so [<box>(302,490),(367,588)</box>] that's the helmet, which is
a protective headband (helmet) for the skier's head.

Response: [<box>(301,489),(367,589)</box>]

y
2D BBox Case 2
7 Question: What appliance can be used to
heat or cook food quickly using
electromagnetic waves? Your answer
should be formatted as a list of box tags,
i.e. [<box>(x1,y1),(x2,y2)</box>, ...],
where (x1,y1) and (x2,y2) are the x, y
coordinates of the top-left corner and
bottom-right corner of the bounding box,
normalized to the range [0, 1000].
y
Thinking Process: Got it, let’s see. The microwave is the appliance that uses electromagnetic
waves to heat food. Looking at the image, the microwave is <box>(126,415),(204,479)</box>?
Wait no, let me confirm. Oh right, the black microwave under the cabinets. So the box is
<box>(127,414),(203,481)</box> ? Wait no, let’s get the coordinates right. Yeah, the
microwave is there. So the answer is [<box>(126,416),(204,480)</box>]? Wait no, let me
make sure. Oh right, microwave is the correct appliance. Yep, that's the one.
v
Response: [<box>(128,414),(206,483)</box>]
y

Fig.B3: Examples of 2D bounding box grounding.
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Point-Based Localization.

Pointing Case 1

Question: The image features an area outlined
by a red rectangle. Locate a few points within
an unoccupied space on the marked area. Your
answer should be formatted as a list of point
tags, i.e. [<point>(x,y)</point>, ...], where (x,y)
are the x and y coordinates of a point on the
object, normalized to the range [0, 1000].

Thinking Process: Got it, let’s look at the red rectangle, it’s on the green foreground object.
So unoccupied space there: let’s see, <point>(376,626)</point>, <point>(393,627)</point>? [
...] Soyeah, <point>(373,625)</point>, <point>(390,623)</point>, <point>(358,622)</point>
are allin that red marked area, empty space.

Response:[<point>(365,626)</point>,<point>(381,624)</point>,<point>(398,622)</point>] J

Pointing Case 2

Question: The image features an item
encircled by a red rectangle. Locate
several spots within a vacant area next to
the circumscribed item. Your answer
should be formatted as a list of point tags,
i.e. [<point>(x,y)</point>, ...], where (x,y)
are the x and y coordinates of a point on
the object, normalized to the range [0,
1000].

Thinking Process: Got it, let's see. The red rectangle is the picture frame on the counter. The
vacant area next to it is on the counter to the right

The frame is at <box>(200,104),(290,217)</box>, so the adjacent empty area is to the right of
this region. [... ] So selecting points on the counter to the right of the frame, in the vacant
area:[<point>(319,200)</point>, <point>(337,189)</point>]. Let's see: the red box is the
picture. To the right of the picture, on the counter, that's empty. So yes, those points are in
the vacant area next to it.

Response: [<point>(324,206)</point>, <point>(348,195)</point>] J

Fig.B4: Examples of point-based localization.
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Metric Reasoning: Distance Estimation.

Regression Case 1

Question: These are frames of a video. Measuring from the closest point of each object, what
is the direct distance between the tv and the chair (in meters)? Please answer the question
using a single word or phrase.

Thinking Process: Gotit, let's see. The TV is on the dresser, and the chair is next to the lamp.
So we need the distance between the chair and the TV. Looking at the frames: the chairis
close to the lamp, and the TV is on the dresser right next to the lamp. So both objects are
positioned around the same reference point (the lamp). [ ... ] From frame 8 (chair + lamp) and
frame 9 (TV + dresser + lamp), the chair and TV are separated by roughly one unit distance. So
the distance between the chair and the TV is about 1.0 meters.

Response: 1.0

Fig.B5: Example of distance estimation from multi-frame visual input.
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Metric Reasoning: Area Estimation.

Regression Case 2

Question: These are frames of a video. What is the size of this room (in square meters)? If
multiple rooms are shown, estimate the size of the combined space. Please answer the
question using a single word or phrase.

Thinking Process: Got it, let's calculate the area. First, look at the frames: the kitchen area plus
the hallway? [ ... ] the space from the water cooler to the fridge to the door. [ ... ] the kitchen
partislike [ ... ] the width is about 2m, length is about 4.5m [ ...] 2*¥4.5is9 [ ... ] the user
wants square meters. [ ... ] the frames: the kitchen has cabinets, fridge, sink, then the door
leading out. [ ... ] the water cooler is 0.5m x 1m, the cabinet next to itis 0.6m x 0.8m, the trash
canis 0.4m x 0.8m, the kitchen cabinets are ~2m long, 1m deep, the fridge is 1.7m x 0.6m, the
floor area is like 3m x 3m? No that's 9. Yeah, I think 9 is right.

Response: 9

Fig.B6: Example of room-area estimation.
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Multi-View Spatial Reasoning.

Spatial Reasoning Case 1

Question: Based on these four images (image 1, 2, 3, and 4) showing the red bottle from
different viewpoints (front, left, back, and right), with each camera aligned with room walls
and partially capturing the surroundings: From the viewpoint presented in image 4, what is to
the left of the red bottle? A. Wall and door B. Gray-green tufted backrest C. Curtain D. TV and
electric fan

Thinking Process: Got it, let's work through this step by step. The four images correspond to
different viewpoints around the bottle: image 1 shows TV and fan (D), image 2 shows wall and
door (A), image 3 shows the gray tufted sofa backrest (B), and image 4 shows the curtain (C).
These views form a cyclic order around the bottle. The question asks: from image 4's
viewpoint, what is to the left of the red bottle? From image 4, the curtain is behind the bottle,
and we determine the leftward direction by referencing adjacent viewpoints in this cyclic
arrangement. [ ... ] The viewpoint immediately to the left of image 4 corresponds to image 3,
whose background is the gray tufted backrest. Therefore, the answer is B (gray-green tufted
backrest).

Response: B

Fig.B7: Example of multi-view spatial reasoning.
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Orientation-Aware Spatial Reasoning,.

Spatial Reqsonmg Cqse 2

Question: Based on these four images (image 1, 2, 3, and 4) showing the black sneaker from
different viewpoints (front, left, back, and right), with each camera aligned with room walls
and partially capturing the surroundings: From the viewpoint presented in image 4, what is to
the right of the black sneaker? A. Wooden dining table B. TV C. Brown curtains and windows D.
Light purple sofa

Thinking Process: Gotit, let’s work this out. First, let’s list the views: imagel is front, image2
left, image3 back, image4 right. The question asks: from image4 (right view), what’s to the
right of the sneaker. Imagel background is TV, image2 is dining table, image3 is sofa, image4 is
curtains and windows. So the views correspond to front (TV), left (table), back (sofa), right
(curtains). Now, if you are at the right view (image4), facing the sneaker, your right-hand side
corresponds to the front direction of the sneaker, which is where the TV is. Another way: the
views are arranged around the sneaker in order: front > left - back - right - (back to
front). So from image4, moving to the right corresponds to imagel, which shows the TV. [ ... ]
So, from image4's viewpoint, the right side of the sneaker corresponds to the front direction,
which is the TV.

Response: B

Fig.B8: Example of orientation-aware spatial reasoning.
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Embodied Perception.

Embodied - Perception Case 1
Question: Which object, in relation to your
current position, holds the farthest
placementin the image? A. plant B. pillow C.
cabinet D. table Answer the question by
choosing A, B, C, or D directly.
V.
Thinking Process: Got it, let's see. The cabinet is the farthest one, right? Wait, let's list the
positions: the table is in the foreground, the plantis on the table, then the cabinet is against
the back wall. Oh right, so cabinet is farthest. So answer C.
Response: C
4
Embodied - Perception Case 2
Question: What is the spatial configuration
between dresser and mirror in relation to
each other within the image? A. The dresser
is touching the mirror. B. The dresser is
above the mirror. C. The dresser is blocking
the mirror. D. The dresser is below the
mirror. Answer the question by choosing A,
B, C, or D directly.
W,
Thinking Process: Got it, let's see. The mirror is on the wall above the dresser, right? Wait no,
the dresser is under the mirror? Wait option D says dresser is below the mirror. Oh right, the
mirror is mounted on the wall above the wooden dresser. So the dresser is below the mirror.
Let's confirm: mirror is <box>(70,448),(230,716)</box>, dresser is
<box>(44,747),(268,998)</box>. So yes, dresser is below the mirror. So answer D.
Response: D
4

Fig.B9: Examples of embodied perception.
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Affordance-Aware Localization.

Embodied - Affordance & Localization Case 1

.

Instructions: Given a question and an image with a set of points on it, the points formatis (x,
y). In this format, x and y typically represent the coordinates of the point, which has been
normalized to the range [0, 1]. Please answer the question based on the points.

Question: Which point in the image corresponds to the object affordance that should be
manipulated to fulfill the instruction, place a spoon on the towel? A. P1(0.5991, 0.3946) B. P2
(0.4325,0.3755) C. P3 (0.6566, 0.5747) D. P4 (0.5029, 0.6571) Please answer only one word,
eg., A B,C, orD.

Thinking Process: Got it, let's see. The instruction is to place a spoon on the towel, so the
object to manipulate is the spoon. To fulfill this task, the first step is to grasp the spoon,
meaning the relevant affordance is the part of the spoon that can be manipulated. From the
given points, P2 lies on the spoon, while P1 is on the towel and the other points correspond to
unrelated objects. [ ... ] Since the action requires picking up the spoon before placing it on the
towel, the correct affordance is the point on the spoon itself. Therefore, the answer is B (P2).

Response: B

Fig.B10: Example of affordance-aware localization.
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Navigation-Oriented Localization.

Embodied - Affordance & Localization Case 2

a &,

W,

Instructions: Given a question and an image with a set of points on it, the points formatis (x,
y). In this format, x and y typically represent the coordinates of the point, which has been
normalized to the range [0, 1]. Please answer the question based on the points.

Question: Which point is the right point when navigating to the black speaker? A. P1 (0.0959,
0.5564) B. P2 (0.3006, 0.7266) C. P3 (0.4349, 0.9185) D. P4 (0.1279, 0.8969) Please answer
only one word, e.g., A, B, C, or D.

Thinking Process: Gotit, let’s see. The black speaker is the tall black object located at
<box>(239,422),(344,703)</box>. The task is to identify the point to the right of it on the floor.
From the candidate points, P2 is positioned to the right side of the speaker relative to its
bounding box, while other points lie in different regions (e.g., under the table or elsewhere). [
Wait ... ] Therefore, the point that correctly lies to the right of the speaker is P2. Hence, the
answer is B (P2).

Response: B

Fig.B11: Example of navigation-oriented localization.
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Task Planning Verification.

Embodied — Planning Case

Instructions:

Please only answer one word, yes or no.

**Examples**

Single-arm Task Example: Q: With <Put tea bagin a cup> as the goal, steps so far are shown in
the video, is step 1-move_to(none, tea_bag),2-grasp(tea_bag),3-pick_up(tea_bag) finished?
A:No

[Dual-arm Task Example ...]

[Mobile-manipulation Task Examples ...]

[Mobile-manipulation-with-dual-arm Example ...]:

Output skills can only be selected from the predefined skill library.

You are asingle-arm robot.

Question: With <Put the coffee capsules into the coffee machine and close the trash can lid>
as the goal, steps so far are shown in the video, is step 2-grasp(coffee_capsules) finished?

v,

Thinking Process: Got it, let’s see. The goal is to put the coffee capsules into the machine and
then close the trash can lid. The question asks whether step 2 (grasp the coffee capsule) has
been completed. From the images, the robotic arm is already holding the capsule, indicating
that the grasp action has been successfully executed. [ ... ] Since the capsule is in the gripper,
step 2 is finished. Therefore, the answer is Yes.

Response: yes J

Fig. B12: Example of task planning verification.
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Embodied Question Answering.

Embodied QA Case 1
Question: Which trajectory should the
gripper follow in order to pick up an object
without colliding with another object?
Imagine the gripper will move along the
colored arrows and close its gripper at the
arrow tip. Choices: A. Green. B. Blue. C.
Yellow. D. Red. Please answer directly with
only the letter of the correct option and
nothing else.
v,
Thinking Process: Gotit, let’s see. The gripper is located at the bottom of the image, and the
task is to pick up an object without colliding with others. Among the candidate directions, we
need the path that moves the gripper toward the target object while avoiding obstacles.
From the arrows, the green direction points toward the objects on the table and provides a
feasible collision-free path, whereas other directions either move away from the target or risk
collision. [ ... ] Therefore, the correct direction for the gripper to follow is the green arrow.
Hence, the answer is A.
Response: A
4
Embodied QA Case 2
Question: Which of the arrows points at a
motorcycle? Choices: A. Yellow. B. green. C.
Purple. D. blue. Please answer directly with
only the letter of the correct option and
nothing else.
V.
Thinking Process: Got it, let's see. The task is to identify which arrow points at a motorcycle.
The motorcycle is located in the lower-left region of the scene, identifiable by its red body and
wheels. Among the arrows, the purple arrow is directed toward this lower-left area where the
motorcycle is located, while the others point elsewhere. [ ... ] Therefore, the arrow pointing at
the motorcycle is the purple one. Hence, the answer is C (Purple).
Response: C
v

Fig.B13: Examples of embodied question answering.
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Sorting-based Reasoning Task.

Reasoning Task — Sorting Case

v,

8% NEERRRTTHERENDS R, HRREBNLRINFNE R HF.

v

BEEE: ARPUAERRAREHIESIEAFYE, BEEZSR: EREHEZNIL?
BEMKE, SHMENEENRI, MUNE—NR4. REETREZELER, FZ
KEEEE WFNE, A&H WL RAREKEARTLEREE, FEERXEER
M. REREEMHF T? AR, FT, EKEMFNEE? AFY, BE &
%, BIELR: 13T, HIRE4, EBFHNHENEENNT. RF2. £FHE,
=E2, FEEERHFNAGTE, A&iE. AE3 BT, REE3, FEEHLE. R
BERERMM? FANAY, ELIZMAREEXE? B, HF24, 2, 3, 17 FTHK
xtoE%k, RITEE, S4B, BE ORE BHKENE. REEE, FoKE
EEHUHNE, A&, REHEE F=KEERER. REZAREEKNEE,
XEy . FTARFFRZ4S. 2. 3. 17 ANFET, EBEENEE EIZEET, Xi. 5
A E4 BRE, FE—4. E2 EEESEFNE F-H. B3 EBREBALE, F
=%. Bl EHETH FHEL. X, KE.

E%: EFRMFERFR: **5H45K > 25K > E35k > F 13K+
BT :

1. 543k EEAERS, EHANEERNL, AEBERES.
2. 5825k MBS, ARHTHERE.

3. 8353 BEIFNEMIEARENRES, H#HTEEERE.

4. 315K HEFEZR, RBEW.

Fig.B14: Example of sorting-based reasoning task.
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Counting-based Reasoning Task.

Reasoning Task — Counting Case

£

Question: These are frames of a video. How many trash bin(s) are in this room? Please answer

the question using a single word or phrase. )

Thinking Process: Got it, let's see. The trash cans: there's a blue one and a gray one, right?
Wait, no, wait the image shows two? Wait no, let me check again. Oh right, in one of the
frames there's a blue recycling bin and a gray trash bin, so two? Wait no wait no, wait the
question is how many. Wait no, looking at the images, there are two? Wait no, wait
<point>(655,247)</point> is blue, <point>(764,276)</point> is gray, so two? Wait no wait no,
wait maybe | miscounted. Wait no, the answer is 2? Wait no wait no, wait let me see again. Oh
right, two trash/recycling bins. Wait no, the user says trash bin, so 2? Wait no wait no, maybe
I'm wrong? Wait no, looking at the frames, yes, there are two: blue and gray. So the answer is
2? Wait no wait no, wait no, maybe 1? No no, no, both are there. Wait wait no, let me check
again. Ohright, in frame 4, there's a blue bin and a gray one, so two. Yeah, so the answer is 2.

Response: 2 J

Fig.B15: Example of counting-based reasoning task.

45



TENCENT
ROBOTICS X () Tencent HY

General Visual Question Answering Task.

General QA Case 1
Question:
A CAU I I 0 N Why is the warning sign placed here?
. Options:
WET A. To show where to buy cleaning tools
B. Because the floor might be slippery
FLO o R ) C. To decorate the space
-—p D. To block people from entering
4
Thinking P s: Gotit, let's look at the sign. It says CAUTION WET FLOOR, there's a falling
person symbol. So the reason is because the floor is wet, so you need to be careful. Let's
check options: B is "Because the floor might be slippery" — that makes sense. Let's eliminate
others: Ais wrong, it's not about cleaning tools. C is decorative, no, it's warning. D is blocking
entry, no, this is a warning, not blocking. So answer is B.
A
Response: B
4
General QA Case 2
Question:
What is the most likely reason the person is
organizing these items this way?
. Options:
=y 7 - \ J A. Preparing to leave home for a period of
e S time
(S — B. Sorting clf)thfes after doing laundry
C. Rearranging items for storage at home
D. Choosing an outfit to wear later
y
T g s: Got it, let's work through this. The image shows a person handling clothes
and arranging them inside an open suitcase, so the scene is most consistent with packing for
travel. Among the options, laundry does not fit because there is no washing context, choosing
an outfit does not fit because multiple items are being packed rather than selected for
immediate wear, and rearranging storage is less likely because the container is clearly a
suitcase rather than a normal storage space. [ ... ] Since the person is placing clothes into a
suitcase in preparation for taking them away, the most likely reason is that they are preparing
to leave home for a period of time. Therefore, the answer is A.
V.
Response: A J

Fig. B16: Examples of general visual question answering tasks.
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