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Interactive video generation models such as Genie, YUME, HY-World, and Matrix-Game are
advancing rapidly, yet every model is evaluated on its own benchmark with private scenes and
trajectories, making fair cross-model comparison impossible. Existing public benchmarks offer
useful metrics such as trajectory error, aesthetic scores, and VLM-based judgments, but none
supplies the standardized test conditions—identical scenes, identical action sequences, and a unified
control interface—needed to make those metrics comparable across models with heterogeneous
inputs. We introduce WorldMark, the first benchmark that provides such a common playing field
for interactive Image-to-Video world models. WorldMark contributes: (1) a unified action-mapping
layer that translates a shared WASD-style action vocabulary into each model’s native control format,
enabling apples-to-apples comparison across six major models on identical scenes and trajectories;
(2) a hierarchical test suite of 500 evaluation cases covering first- and third-person viewpoints,
photorealistic and stylized scenes, and three difficulty tiers from Easy to Hard spanning 20-60s;
and (3) a modular evaluation toolkit for Visual Quality, Control Alignment, and World Consistency,
designed so that researchers can reuse our standardized inputs while plugging in their own metrics
as the field evolves. We will release all data, evaluation code, and model outputs to facilitate future
research. Beyond offline metrics, we launch World Model Arena (varena.ai), an online platform where
anyone can pit leading world models against each other in side-by-side battles and watch the live leaderboard.
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1 Introduction

A World Model [12] should not merely synthesize plausible video frames [44, 4, 13, 38]; it must function
as an interactive environment [11, 32] that responds faithfully to user actions and camera controls while
preserving long-term scene memory. Recent months have seen a surge of systems pursuing this goal through
heterogeneous control interfaces: YUME 1.5 [27, 26] accepts WASD keyboard inputs via natural-language
captions, HY-World 1.5 [30] takes structured pose commands, Matrix-Game 2.0 [15] exposes custom action
functions, and Genie 3 [9], building on the earlier Genie [3], maps gamepad-style controls. Yet each of
these models publishes results on its own private benchmark with bespoke trajectories and scenes, making
it nearly impossible to determine which model truly advances world modeling and which merely excels
under favorable test conditions.

Existing public benchmarks do not fill this gap. VBench [18] and VBench++ [17] comprehensively evaluate
text-to-video and image-to-video generation quality, but contain no notion of action control or camera
trajectory. WorldScore [6] introduces 3D-aware consistency metrics via SLAM-based reconstruction, yet
its drone-flythrough viewpoints and passive camera paths are a poor proxy for the first-person, action-
driven interaction that characterizes world models. The concurrent MIND benchmark [41] does target
interactive generation, but conditions evaluation on ground-truth camera trajectories—a modality that
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Figure 1 Overview of WorldMark. Current interactive world models each define their own control interfaces, scenes,
and evaluation protocols, making cross-model comparison impossible. WorldMark resolves this fragmentation through
three pillars: (a) A curated test suite of 500 cases spanning first- and third-person views with both photorealistic and
stylized reference scenes, ensuring broad coverage of real-world evaluation conditions. (b) A unified action-mapping
layer that translates a shared action vocabulary—WASD for movement and L/R for yaw rotation—into each model’s
native control format (caption prompts, pose parameters, gamepad signals, action vectors, etc.), so that all models
receive semantically identical instructions. (c) Under these standard conditions, feeding the same reference image and
same action sequence to different models reveals striking quality divergence that proprietary benchmarks obscure.

most keyboard-controlled models (YUME, Open-Oasis, Genie) simply cannot accept. Other recent ef-
forts—PhyGenBench [28], WorldModelBench [22], and 4DWorldBench [25]—assess physical plausibility or
3D/4D consistency but likewise lack standardized interactive action sequences for cross-model comparison.
In every case, a critical disconnect persists: no benchmark jointly evaluates action controllability, visual quality,
and long-horizon world consistency under the interactive paradigm that defines emerging world models. As a
result, the strikingly divergent outputs produced by current models under the same reference image and
action sequence (Fig. 1(c)) remain invisible to existing evaluation protocols.

We argue that the root cause of this evaluation gap is not a lack of metrics—trajectory error [6, 41], aesthetic
scores [17], and VLM-based judgments [22, 28, 29] all exist—but rather the absence of standardized test
conditions. When every model is evaluated on its own scenes, its own trajectories, and its own action
definitions, even identical metrics yield incomparable numbers. What the field needs first is a common
playing field: the same scenes, the same action sequences, and a transparent translation layer that feeds
each model semantically equivalent inputs through its native control interface.

We address this need with WorldMark, the first standardized benchmark purpose-built for interactive
Image-to-Video (12V) world models (Fig. 1). The design centers on two pillars.

(i) Unified test infrastructure. We define a shared WASD-style action vocabulary and build an action-
mapping layer that translates it into each model’s heterogeneous control format—caption-based prompts
for YUME [26], structured pose parameters for HY-World 1.5 [30], one-hot action tensors for Open-Oasis [5],
and so on—so that all six evaluated models receive semantically identical instructions on exactly the same
scenes. We further curate a hierarchical test suite of 500 cases drawn from 50 reference images spanning
first-/ third-person perspectives and photorealistic/stylized scenes, with three difficulty tiers: Easy (single-



Table 1 Comparison of evaluation benchmarks. Key differentiator: WorldMark provides standardized scenes and action suites
enabling unified cross-model comparison for interactive world models. ? Provides trajectories but no action-to-control
mapping for interactive models. ” Requires GT camera trajectories that most keyboard-controlled models cannot accept.
In the table, “T2V”, “I2V”, “V2V”, “12-3D”, and “Traj cond.” denote for “Text to Video”, “Image to Video”, “Video to
Video”, “Image to 3D”, and “Trajectory conditioned”, respectively.

Std. Scenes Unified Keyboard Difficulty

Benchmark Target Task & Actions Cross-Model Interactive Hierarchy
VBench [18] T2V X X X X
VBench++ [17] 2v X X X X
WorldScore [6]  Traj cond. 12V /12-3D v ~ X X
MIND [41] Traj cond. 12V /V2V v ~P X X
WorldMark (Ours) Interactive 12V v v v v

segment, 20s), Medium (two-segment, 40s), and Hard (three-segment, 60 s) action sequences ranging from
simple forward motion to complex patrol routes and 360° rotations. A VLM-based scene-aware filtering
step automatically selects physically plausible actions for each image, ensuring that the test suite is both
challenging and semantically grounded.

(i) Default evaluation toolkit. On top of this standardized infrastructure, we provide a ready-to-use metric
suite covering three dimensions—Video Quality, Control Alignment, and World Consistency—combining
geometric trajectory metrics with VLM-based scoring. Because all models are evaluated on identical inputs,
even simple metrics suffice to reveal meaningful cross-model differences. Meanwhile, the open design
allows researchers to plug in their own metrics or scoring models as the field matures.

Our main contributions are as follows:

e We present WorldMark, the first standardized benchmark for interactive 12V world models. Its core is
a unified action mapper and a curated test suite of 500 cases that enable apples-to-apples comparison
across six models with heterogeneous control interfaces (YUME 1.5 [26], Matrix-Game 2.0 [15],
HY-World 1.5 [30], HY-GameCraft [23, 31], Open-Oasis [5], and Genie 3 [9]).

* We provide a default evaluation toolkit covering Visual Quality, Control Alignment, and World
Consistency via both geometric and VLM-based metrics. The toolkit is modular: researchers can reuse
our standardized inputs while substituting or extending metrics as needed.

* We conduct the first systematic cross-model evaluation under controlled conditions, revealing that
visual quality and world consistency are largely uncorrelated—the model producing the most aes-
thetically pleasing frames (YUME 1.5 [26]) ranks poorly on long-horizon coherence, while the most
geometrically consistent model (Genie 3 [9]) has only moderate visual fidelity—and that the third-
person setting remains a pronounced failure mode in which several open-source models lose much of
their control precision, providing actionable insights and open data for the community.

2 Related Work

2.1 Interactive Video Models for World Simulation

Video generation has advanced rapidly from early GAN- and VAE-based methods to diffusion architec-
tures [16, 2] with camera- and motion-controllable extensions [14, 37], and, more recently, to large-scale
Video Diffusion Transformers such as Sora [24], CogVideoX [40], HunyuanVideo [20], and Wan [36].
These breakthroughs in quality and duration have prompted researchers to explore video generation
models as interactive world simulators [39]. MineWorld [11] jointly models discrete visual and action
tokens via an autoregressive Transformer, while Open-Oasis [5] combines a DiT backbone with Diffusion



Table 2 Evaluation dimensions of WorldMark.

Category | Metrics

Visual Quality Aesthetic Quality; Imaging Quality
Control Alignment | Translation Error; Rotation Error
World Consistency | Reprojection Error; State; Content; Style Consistency

Forcing for frame-by-frame autoregressive generation; both pioneered action-aware real-time interaction
within the Minecraft domain, alongside GameNGen [35] and DIAMOND [1]. Matrix-Game 2.0 [15] and
HY-World 1.5 [30] subsequently extended interactive generation to photorealistic open worlds through
streaming inference and long-horizon geometric consistency, while closed-loop refinement further improves
temporal coherence. HY-GameCraft [23, 31] achieves fine-grained control through a unified camera repre-
sentation, YUME 1.5 [26] enables event-driven exploration via text-controlled generation, and Genie 3 [9]
maps gamepad-style controls to open-ended 3D worlds.

Despite this rapid progress, the evaluation systems for these models remain fragmented: each typically
reports results on a private benchmark with its own scenes, trajectories, and metrics—e.g., yume-Bench for
YUME [26], GameWorld Score for Matrix-Game [43], and InterBench for HY-GameCraft-2 [31]. This makes
cross-model comparison effectively impossible.

2.2 Evaluation Benchmarks for Video World Models

Evaluation standards for video generation have evolved along multiple axes. VBench [18] and VBench++ [17]
define multi-dimensional quality metrics for text-to-video and image-to-video generation, respectively.
PhyGenBench [28] tests physical common sense across 27 laws, and WorldModelBench [22] probes world-
model rigor by detecting subtle physical violations such as mass conservation. WorldScore [6] and
4DWorldBench [25] evaluate scene controllability and consistency through explicit camera trajectories and
3D/4D reconstruction quality. The concurrent MIND benchmark [41] directly targets interactive world
models, assessing memory consistency and action control at 1080p.

Taken together, these benchmarks provide a rich set of metrics—trajectory error, perceptual distance [42],
video fidelity [34], aesthetic scores, VLM-based judgments, physical-violation detection—but none provides
standardized test conditions for interactive models. Each interactive model still evaluates on its own private
scenes and action definitions, so even shared metrics produce incomparable numbers. As shown in Tab. 1,
WorldMark addresses this gap by supplying a common set of scenes, action sequences, and a unified
control-interface translation layer, so that existing and future metrics can be applied on equal footing across
models.

3 WorldMark Suite

WorldMark is a standardized benchmarking toolkit for interactive image-to-video world models. It comprises
five components: (i) an Evaluation Dimension Suite of eight metrics spanning Visual Quality, Control
Alignment, and World Consistency; (ii) an Image Suite covering diverse scenes (nature, city, indoor) and
viewpoints (first-/third-person); (iii) an Action Suite of 15 trajectories with varying complexity; (iv) a Unified
Action Interface that translates a shared WASD+L/R action vocabulary into each model’s native control
format; and (v) a modular Evaluation Workflow tying the above components into a four-stage pipeline.

Users may also evaluate with custom metrics on our standardized image-action pairs, ensuring fair
cross-model comparison. We introduce each component in turn below.

3.1 Evaluation Dimension Suite

As summarized in table 2, WorldMark evaluates generated videos along three complementary dimensions:
Visual Quality assesses per-frame fidelity, Control Alignment measures faithfulness to input actions, and
World Consistency captures temporal coherence and 3D plausibility. A key design principle is multi-level



coverage: Visual Quality captures frame-level distortions detectable by image quality models; Control
Alignment reconstructs 3D camera poses to verify geometric fidelity against ground-truth trajectories; and
World Consistency combines geometric reprojection with VLM-based semantic judgment to detect temporal
degradation invisible to either method alone. This layered design ensures that a model cannot achieve a
high aggregate score without excelling across fundamentally different aspects of generation quality.

Visual Quality. We evaluate per-frame visual fidelity from two perspectives.

Aesthetic Quality. We measure human-perceived aesthetic appeal using the LAION aesthetic predictor [21],
which is trained on large-scale human preference data and captures layout, color harmony, lighting balance,
and photo-realism.

Imaging Quality. Complementing subjective aesthetics, we quantify low-level distortions with MUSIQ [19]
trained on the SPAQ [7] dataset, which detects artifacts such as over-exposure, noise, compression, and blur.

Control Alignment. Beyond visual quality, it is crucial to verify whether the model faithfully obeys input
control signals. We measure this through two pose-based metrics.

Translation Error. We evaluate spatial consistency between the generated video and the conditioning camera
trajectory. DROID-SLAM [33] reconstructs camera poses from the synthesized frames, and we compute the
scale-invariant Euclidean distance:

er = [[tge — st[| @)

where tg, t € R? are the ground-truth and estimated camera positions, and s is the least-squares scale factor.
This metric ensures the synthesized scene reflects true camera displacements rather than mere 2D pixel
shifts.

Rotation Error. Complementary to translation, we measure orientational alighment via the geodesic angular
deviation between predicted and ground-truth rotation matrices:

tr(ReeRT) =1\ 1
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where Rgt, R € SO(3) are the ground-truth and estimated rotation matrices. Since most evaluated models
primarily exhibit yaw-axis motion with negligible roll and pitch, this metric effectively captures heading
deviations.

World Consistency. This dimension evaluates the model’s ability to maintain a coherent world over time.
We employ two complementary approaches: geometric reconstruction and vision-language model (VLM)
judgment [45].

Reprojection Error. We assess 3D spatial coherence by running DROID-SLAM [33] with its Dense Bundle
Adjustment (DBA) layer, which jointly refines camera poses and per-pixel depth. The reprojection error is:

1
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where V is the set of co-visible pixel pairs, pl’»‘j is the observed 2D coordinate, P;; is the reconstructed

3D point, and I1(-) denotes camera projection. A higher ereproj indicates severe geometric inconsistency,
implying that the scene’s 3D structure collapses, morphs, or drifts unnaturally over time. Conversely, a
lower score reflects superior spatial coherence and a highly stable 3D geometry throughout the generated
video.

State Consistency. We evaluate the spatiotemporal stability of objects—whether their shape, texture, and
motion remain continuous. A VLM is prompted with uniformly sampled frames to track primary subjects
and detect abrupt mutations or jerky movements, outputting a score reflecting physical consistency.
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Figure 2 Overview of the Image Suite. Diverse scenes and styles are covered, each shown in first-person and generated
third-person views.

Content Consistency. This metric penalizes sudden appearance or disappearance of objects, targeting common
artifacts such as object hallucination and the “popping effect.” The VLM compares scene elements across
consecutive keyframes and scores the frequency and severity of spatiotemporal hallucinations.

Style Consistency. This metric assesses the global visual fidelity and aesthetic uniformity of the generated
video, targeting anomalies such as color shifting, unnatural distortions, and fluctuations in the overall
artistic or photorealistic style. Given a sequence of uniformly sampled frames, the VLM analyzes global
visual characteristics—aesthetic tone, lighting, and color palette—and compares them across the timeline to
detect stylistic degradation, ultimately producing a quantitative score of aesthetic stability.

3.2 Image Suite

We curate a compact yet diverse set of 50 reference images from the WorldScore dataset, which aggregates
images from multiple existing sources. Starting from their curated pool, we remove duplicates and near-
duplicate scenes to maximize visual diversity while keeping the total count practical, given the high
inference cost of current interactive models.

Since the source dataset does not distinguish camera perspectives, we treat all original images as first-person
views. To enable cross-viewpoint evaluation, we use an image generation model [10] to synthesize a
corresponding third-person view for each scene (figure 2), yielding 100 test images in total. The resulting
Image Suite spans three scene categories (Nature, City, Indoor), two visual styles (Real, Stylized), and
two viewpoints (first-/third-person). The stylized subset covers diverse aesthetics including oil painting,
Ukiyo-e, cyberpunk, and Minecraft, ensuring that evaluation is not biased toward photorealistic domains
alone.
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Figure 3 The 15 standardized action sequences, ranging from elementary translations and rotations to combined and
cyclic trajectories.

3.3 Action Suite

Interactive evaluation requires standardized input actions alongside reference images. We define 15 action
sequences of increasing complexity (figure 3): unidirectional translations (actions 1-4), unidirectional
rotation (action 5), combined translation-rotation trajectories (actions 9-10), and cyclic or repetitive motions
(actions 11, 14). All actions are expressed in a shared vocabulary of WASD movement plus L/R yaw rotation,
and translated to each model’s native input format via per-model action-mapping adapters (section 3.4).

To systematically probe models at increasing levels of difficulty, we organize evaluation into three tiers:
Easy—single-segment trajectories lasting 20s (e.g., pure forward motion), testing basic action compliance;
Medium—two-segment compositions of 40's (e.g., forward then rotate), requiring smooth transitions between
movement types; and Hard—three-segment sequences of 60s involving complex patrol routes or 360°
panoramic rotations, demanding sustained world consistency over long horizons. Combined with the 100
test images from the Image Suite, this yields approximately 500 standardized evaluation cases.

For each reference image, we employ a VLM to select contextually plausible actions from this library. The
VLM analyzes the scene to identify physical constraints—for example, lateral obstacles in an enclosed space
make prolonged sideways translation implausible (figure 4)—and retains only feasible trajectories.

3.4 Unified Action Interface

A central challenge in benchmarking interactive world models is that each model consumes actions in
a proprietary format (table 3): YUME [26] interprets WASD instructions embedded in natural-language
captions, HY-World 1.5 [30] and HY-GameCraft [31] take structured 6-DoF pose parameters, Genie 3 [9]
accepts gamepad-style controls, Matrix-Game [15] exposes custom action functions, and Open-Oasis [5]
operates on 25-dimensional continuous action vectors. This heterogeneity has been a primary obstacle to
cross-model comparison: even if two models are given “move forward,” the actual input representation
differs entirely.
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Figure 4 Context-aware action selection. A VLM analyzes the initial image to identify physical constraints and selects
plausible action sequences from the predefined library.

Table 3 Action-mapping adapters translate the shared WASD+L/R vocabulary into each model’s native control format.

Model Native Format Mapping Strategy

YUME 1.5 [26] Caption prompts Directional keywords in text
HY-World 1.5 [30]  6-DoF pose params  Latent timescale matching
HY-GameCraft [31] 6-DoF pose params  Pose — Pliicker ray embeddings

Genie 3 [9] Gamepad controls Directional button presses
Matrix-Game [15]  Action functions Corresponding action API calls
Open-Oasis [5] 25-dim action vectors Set movement dimensions

WorldMark resolves this with a unified action interface. We define a shared action vocabulary of six discrete
primitives—forward (W), backward (S), strafe-left (A), strafe-right (D), yaw-left (L), and yaw-right (R)—each
parameterized by duration. All 15 trajectories in the Action Suite are composed from this vocabulary. For
each supported model, we implement an action-mapping adapter that translates the canonical representation
into the model’s native format. Because individual models differ in angular velocity and movement speed,
the adapters calibrate per-model parameters (step size, yaw rate) so that the intended semantic action is
faithfully reproduced. This design ensures that all models receive semantically identical instructions while
respecting their architectural constraints. Adding support for a new model requires implementing only a
single adapter.

3.5 Evaluation Workflow

The preceding subsections define what to evaluate (Evaluation Dimension Suite), what to show the model
(Image Suite), what actions to issue (Action Suite), and how fo bridge heterogeneous control interfaces (Unified
Action Interface). The Evaluation Workflow specifies how these components compose into a complete,
reproducible evaluation run.

Given a target model, the user first performs Image Selection—choosing images by viewpoint, scene category,
or visual style, or supplying custom references for which a VLM script automatically infers suitable action
sequences. The selected images and actions then pass through Action Mapping, where per-model adapters
(section 3.4) translate the shared WASD+L/R vocabulary into the target model’s native control format. With
the (text, image, action) triplet constructed, Video Generation runs the model under standardized conditions.
Finally, Metric Evaluation scores outputs using the eight-metric suite in table 2. The modular design allows
users to plug in custom or third-party metrics (e.g., VBench [18]) without modifying any other stage.



Table 4 Quantitative comparison on the First-Person Real scenario. Best results are in bold and second best are
underlined.

Method
YUME 1.5 Matrix-Game 2.0 HY-World 1.5 HY-Game Oasis Genie 3

Metric

Visual Quality

Aesthetic Quality 1 56.94 49.40 54.79 46.59 29.31  45.58

Imaging Quality 1 74.36 68.11 69.37 49.31 28.08 64.14
Control Alignment

Translation Error | 0.199 0.222 0.191 0.159 0.376  0.498

Rotation Error | 2.107 1.324 2.079 6.019 4.892  4.247
World Consistency

Reprojection Error | 0.549 0.688 0.702 0.447 1.938 0.441

State Consistency 1 5.344 4151 5.913 4.073 2.585 6.416

Content Consistency 1 3.820 7.415 6.352 5.814 3.748  6.914

Style Consistency 7119 3.181 5.142 3.726 1.797 8.158

4 Experiments

4.1 Experiment Setup

Evaluated Models. Six representative open-source and proprietary interactive 12V world models are
benchmarked on WorldMark. The five open-source models are YUME 1.5 [26], Matrix-Game 2.0 [15],
HY-World 1.5 [30], HY-GameCraft [23, 31] (abbreviated HY-Game in tables), and Open-Oasis [5]. As a
representative closed-source model, we evaluate Google’s Genie 3 [9]. For first-person evaluation, all six
models are tested. For third-person evaluation, only the three models that natively support third-person
viewpoints—Matrix-Game 2.0, HY-World 1.5, and Genie 3—are included.

Test Conditions. The Image Suite comprises 50 reference images, categorized into 25 realistic and 25 stylized
domains. For each image, we provide paired first-person and third-person views, along with 5 contextually
appropriate action sequences selected by a VLM. We utilize Nano-Banana-2 [10] for third-person image
generation and Gemini-3.1-Pro [8] as the VLM for both automated action selection and video evaluation.
All models receive exactly the same reference images and semantically identical action sequences via our
unified action interface (section 3.4). We evaluate on four scenario splits: First-Person Real, First-Person
Stylized, Third-Person Real, and Third-Person Stylized.

4.2 Quantitative Evaluation Results

First-Person View Evaluation. tables 4 and 5 present the quantitative comparison of the evaluated models in
the First-Person Real and First-Person Stylized scenarios, respectively. In terms of Visual Quality, YUME 1.5
and HY-World 1.5 demonstrate superior performance. Specifically, YUME 1.5 achieves the highest scores in
both Aesthetic Quality (56.94) and Imaging Quality (74.36) in the Real scenario, while HY-World 1.5 shows
competitive results, notably taking the lead in Aesthetic Quality (58.50) within the Stylized scenario.

Regarding control alignment, the results indicate a divergence in model capabilities. HY-Game exhibits
robust translation control, achieving the lowest Translation Error in both Real (0.159) and Stylized (0.116)
scenarios, as well as the lowest Rotation Error (0.932) in the Stylized setting. Matrix-Game 2.0 also shows
strong rotational alignment in the Real scenario (1.324).

For World Consistency, the closed-source Genie 3 significantly outperforms the open-source baselines across
almost all metrics. In both Real and Stylized scenarios, it consistently achieves the best or second-best
results in Reprojection Error, State Consistency, Content Consistency, and Style Consistency. Notably, in the



Table 5 Quantitative comparison on the First-Person Stylized scenario. Best results are in bold and second best are
underlined.

Method
YUME 1.5 Matrix-Game 2.0 HY-World 1.5 HY-Game Oasis Genie 3

Metric

Visual Quality

Aesthetic Quality 1 57.03 47.74 58.50 44.02 30.84 46.84

Imaging Quality 1 69.15 64.24 64.78 4091 28.44  53.27
Control Alignment

Translation Error | 0.223 0.182 0.244 0.116 0.350  0.261

Rotation Error | 2.732 1.561 4.316 0.932 3.808 2.835
World Consistency

Reprojection Error | 0.638 0.672 0.638 0.640 1.877 0.256

State Consistency 1 5.891 2.873 6.408 4782 3.523 6.835

Content Consistency 1 5.362 6.457 7.159 5.196 3.114 7.306

Style Consistency 4.216 4.934 6.817 4.051 2435 7.523

stylized scenario (table 5), Genie 3 dominates all four consistency metrics, highlighting its robust capability
in maintaining spatial-temporal coherence and stylistic stability over long-horizon generations.

Third-Person View Evaluation. table 6 details the evaluation results for the Third-Person scenarios. Because
YUME 1.5, HY-Game, and Open-Oasis lack support for third-person perspective generation, we restrict our
comparison to Matrix-Game 2.0, HY-World 1.5, and Genie 3. In these scenarios, HY-World 1.5 establishes a
clear advantage in Visual Quality, outperforming the others in both Aesthetic and Imaging Quality across
both Real and Stylized domains. HY-World 1.5 also demonstrates strong Control Alignment, particularly in
the Real scenario, where it achieves the lowest Translation Error (0.206) and Rotation Error (2.137).

Consistent with the first-person evaluations, Genie 3 maintains its dominance in World Consistency within
the third-person perspective. It achieves the highest scores in State, Content, and Style Consistency in both
Real and Stylized settings. While HY-World 1.5 shows competitive Reprojection Error in the Stylized scenario
(0.713), Genie 3’s overall performance underscores the current advantage of advanced proprietary models
in preserving complex world dynamics and temporal consistency during interactive video generation.

Real vs. Stylized. Comparing across visual styles, we observe that stylized scenes slightly improve aesthetic
scores for some models (HY-World 1.5: 54.79—58.50) but degrade control alignment—HY-World 1.5’s
Rotation Error increases from 2.08° to 4.32°. This suggests that non-photorealistic textures introduce
additional difficulty or that models struggle with out-of-distribution visual styles.

Key Takeaways. Four findings stand out. First, visual quality and world consistency are largely uncorrelated:
YUME produces the most appealing frames yet its worlds lack logical coherence, while Genie 3 maintains
the most consistent worlds with only moderate frame-level fidelity. Second, strong control alignment does
not imply overall quality—HY-Game follows commands precisely but at the cost of visual fidelity, whereas
Genie 3 has higher trajectory error yet preserves a globally coherent world. Third, third-person generation
exposes severe weaknesses: switching from first- to third-person inflates Matrix-Game 2.0’s rotation error by
roughly an order of magnitude (~20x), underscoring the difficulty of maintaining camera control around a
visible character. Fourth, domain-specific training does not transfer: Open-Oasis, trained on Minecraft, fails
across all metrics on real-world and stylized scenes.

4.3 Qualitative Evaluation Results

figure 5 illustrates a qualitative comparison demonstrating high and low performance across Visual Quality,
Control Alignment, and World Consistency. In the leftmost example, the top video exhibits high visual
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Table 6 Quantitative comparison on the Third-Person scenarios. Best results are in bold and second best are underlined.

Real Stylized
Matrix-Game 2.0 HY-World 1.5 Genie 3 Matrix-Game 2.0 HY-World 1.5 Genie 3

Metric

Visual Quality

Aesthetic Quality 1 52.78 57.69 51.04 51.60 60.57 53.76

Imaging Quality 67.26 70.76 60.20 65.24 66.45 63.98
Control Alignment

Translation Error | 0.284 0.206 0.212 0.230 0.220 0.129

Rotation Error | 27.606 2137 14.905 9.211 5.285 8.823
World Consistency

Reprojection Error | 0.814 0.640 0.584 0.744 0.713 1.148

State Consistency 1 5.136 6.628 7.082 3.625 5.274 7.565

Content Consistency 1 3.405 5.707 7.424 2.083 5.147 7.109

Style Consistency 1 1.659 4.491 8.247 2.942 7.236 8.541

Visual Quality Control Alignment World Consistency

o W
i E oo

B RV

Figure 5 Qualitative comparison across three evaluation dimensions. The top row demonstrates successful video
generation (v'), while the bottom row illustrates common failures (X) in Visual Quality, Control Alignment, and World
Consistency.

fidelity, whereas the bottom video suffers from significant visual degradation. In the middle example,
given the action input "R" (camera rotating right), the top video correctly executes the rotational movement;
conversely, the bottom video incorrectly translates to the right without the expected change in camera angle.
Finally, in the rightmost third-person example, the top video successfully maintains character, background,
and stylistic consistency, while the bottom video not only exhibits stylistic shifts but also hallucinates new
characters into the scene.

We further validate our metrics through a Human Preference Alignment study involving 20 volunteers
who manually ranked 50 sets of first-person videos from the six models. By comparing these human
rankings with our automated WorldMark Evaluation scores, we observe a good consistency. Quantitatively,
the Spearman’s rank correlation between the two sets of results reaches p > 0.9. This strong alignment
is visually evident in figure 6 : the automated metrics produce line trajectories and model performance
hierarchies across Visual Quality, Control Alignment, and World Consistency that are nearly identical to
those derived from human preferences.
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State Consistency Content Consistency Style Consistency
Spearman p = 0.943 Spearman p = 0.886 Spearman p = 1.000

o
e
o

@

Genie3

YUMEL5

HY-World

HY-Game
MatrixGame2.0
Open-Oasis

-~ Perfect Agreement (y=x)
—— Trend Line

IS

w
1000

Automated Metric Score

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 ) 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
Human Preference Score Human Preference Score Human Preference Score

Figure 6 Spearman correlation between human preference rankings and automated metric scores across three World
Consistency dimensions. Each point represents an evaluated model. The high p values demonstrate a strong positive
correlation, indicating our automated metrics closely align with human perceptual judgments.

5 Conclusion

We presented WorldMark, the first standardized benchmark for interactive 12V world models, featuring a
unified action interface across six heterogeneous control formats, a 500-case test suite, and a multi-level
evaluation toolkit. Our evaluation reveals that visual quality and world consistency are largely uncorrelated,
that precise control alignment does not imply overall generation quality, and that third-person generation
remains an open challenge, with the worst-case rotation error degrading by nearly an order of magnitude
relative to the first-person setting. We release all data and code; adding a new model to WorldMark requires
only a single action-mapping adapter.
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