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SenseNova-U1.5: Towards Native Unified Visual Intelligence

Abstract

We launch SenseNova-U1.5, an 8B-MoT native unified multimodal model that understands, reasons
about, and generates visual content within an encoder-free and VAE-free architecture. We strengthen
its visual interface through spatially coherent patch reconstruction and scale its training with carefully
curated generation and editing data, improved task formulation, structural prompt enhancement, and native
resolutions of up to 4K. For post-training, we optimize specialized experts for visual aesthetics, bilingual text
rendering, infographic generation, and image editing, and consolidate their capabilities through multi-expert
on-policy distillation. Across extensive evaluations, SenseNova-U1.5 largely advances image fidelity, text
rendering, complex composition, multi-reference editing, and interleaved generation, while improving
instruction following and preserving subject identity, geometry, and unmodified regions. Despite limited
exposure to structured formats in its generation data, SenseNova-U1.5 generalizes effectively to long,
complex, and structured visual instructions, further proving that multimodal understanding can transfer to
visual planning and creation. Together, these findings position native unified modelling as a promising path
towards systems that perceive, reason and create within a fully end-to-end framework. We will open-source
training code, including supervised fine-tuning, reinforcement learning, and on-policy distillation.

Official Demo: https://unify.light-ai.top/

GitHub Code: https://github.com/OpenSenseNova/SenseNova-Ul

HuggingFace Model: https://huggingface.co/collections/sensenova/sensenova-ulb
NEO-unify Blog: https://huggingface.co/blog/sensenova/neo-unify (March 5, 2026)
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Figure 1 Showcases of SenseNova-U1.5 in infographics and human generation.
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Figure 2 Showcases of SenseNova-U1.5 in image editing and multi-reference generation.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, visual generation is rapidly evolving beyond conventional image synthesis into a general medium
for visual creation, spanning multilingual typography, information-dense design, high-resolution rendering, multi-
reference composition, and fine-grained object-background editing, and interleaved generation. However, this broader
scope exposes a fundamental architectural divide: most systems perceive images through pretrained vision encoders
(VEs) [97, 107, 119, 152] but generate them through variational autoencoders (VAEs) [55, 57, 106, 145]. Consequently,
understanding and generation operate in distinct representational spaces: one optimized for semantic abstraction, the
other for pixel-level fidelity. Although effective, this separation limits how seamlessly perception, reasoning, and
generation can be coordinated within a unified visual framework across diverse forms of visual creation.

Native unified modelling takes a different route by learning directly from pixels and words. SenseNova-U1 [29]
established the feasibility of this paradigm through the encoder-free and VAE-free NEO-unify [101] architecture,
bringing perception, reasoning, and pixel-space generation into a single end-to-end model. Its deliberately lightweight
visual interface, however, reconstructs each visual token as an independent RGB patch. Although efficient, this
factorization prevents information exchange across neighbouring patches during the final stage of image formation,
making seams, texture discontinuities, and geometric inconsistencies increasingly pronounced at high resolutions.

Here we present SenseNova-U1.5, an 8B-MoT native unified multimodal model for visual understanding, reasoning,
and generation. At its core is a first major architectural shift: from independent patch prediction to spatially joint
reconstruction. Rather than mapping each visual token to pixels in isolation, we project tokens onto a two-dimensional
feature field and progressively reconstruct the image through spatial convolutions and Pixel Shuffle upsampling. This
allows neighbouring regions to exchange information before pixels are finalized, so colour, texture, and geometry can be
resolved jointly rather than patch by patch. The resulting design preserves the efficiency of compact visual sequences
while substantially improving spatial coherence and enabling native generation at resolutions of up to 4K.

The second major advance is a shift from joint reward optimization to a specialize-then-unify strategy. Visual creation
spans fundamentally different capabilities, from aesthetic synthesis and bilingual text rendering to infographic design
and image editing, each with distinct reward signals, rollout dynamics, and optimization challenges. Jointly optimizing
them within a single policy can entangle competing objectives and dilute task-specific gains. We therefore first specialize
and then unify: dedicated reinforcement-learning (RL) experts are optimized for distinct capabilities with tailored data,
rewards, sampling strategies, and regularization, and their complementary strengths are subsequently consolidated
through multi-expert on-policy distillation. By distilling along the student model’s own generation trajectories, this
process transfers expert capabilities into a single unified policy while preserving their complementary strengths.

Across extensive evaluations, SenseNova-U1.5 further demonstrates that a single native visual representation can
serve as a shared substrate for understanding, reasoning, generation, and editing, eliminating both parallel visual
pathways and repeated conversion between encoder features and VAE latents. Despite compressing each 32 x 32-pixel
region into a single visual token, this compact representation supports efficient inference while delivering strong
performance across image fidelity, bilingual typography, complex composition, multi-reference editing, interleaved
generation, instruction following, visual preservation, and fine-grained control. More strikingly, SenseNova-U1.5
generalizes to long, compositional, and highly structured visual instructions despite limited reliance on fixed generation
templates during training. This suggests that structural knowledge and planning capabilities acquired through multimodal
understanding and reasoning can transfer naturally to visual creation. Together, these results show that native unification
is more than an architectural simplification: a compact shared visual representation can efficiently support both seeing
and creating, while enabling capabilities learned through one form of visual intelligence to reinforce another.

2 Related Works

2.1 Native Multimodal Unified Models

Native vision-language models (VLMs), including Fuyu-8B [3], EVE [25, 27], Mono-InternVL [83, 84], NEO [26, 28],
Gemmad4-12B [113], and Inkling [117], directly process visual inputs without external encoders and have progressively
narrowed the performance gap with leading modular VLMs [44, 95, 104, 126]. A parallel trend is emerging in visual
generation, where recent works directly model pixels [18, 19, 65, 148], demonstrating that high-fidelity synthesis need
not rely on heavily compressed latent spaces [55, 120]. Building on these advances, native unified multimodal models



increasingly seek to combine understanding and generation within a single framework. Among them, discrete native
models [21, 60, 68, 71, 111, 115, 127] unify multimodal learning through token-level autoregression, while continuous
native approaches [10, 29, 80, 101] pursue end-to-end modeling without explicit tokenizers or latent bottlenecks.
Building on NEO-unify [101], our SenseNova-U series further scales this direction toward a fully native foundation
where understanding, reasoning, and generation emerge from a shared visual substrate.

2.2 Reinforcement Learning for Diffusion Models

In language modeling, reinforcement learning from human feedback (RLHF) established a general post-training paradigm
where learned rewards guide policy optimization, with PPO stabilizing updates against a reference policy [93, 98].
Notably, GRPO and DAPO improve efficiency and scalability by removing explicit value models and introducing
group-relative advantages and enhanced online optimization strategies [102, 147]. Online RL has also been extended
to visual generation, with ReFL, DDPO, and DPOK optimizing diffusion models via preference rewards or policy
gradients [5, 35, 140], while AlignProp and D3PO improve efficiency and reduce reliance on explicit reward models [94,
144]. More recently, Flow-GRPO and DanceGRPO extend group-relative optimization to diffusion and flow-matching
models, improving preference alignment, compositional accuracy, text rendering, and visual quality [74, 142].

For flow-matching models, online RL requires stochastic exploration beyond deterministic ordinary differential equation
(ODE) inference. Flow-GRPO [73] enables such exploration through stochastic differential equation (SDE)-based
rollouts, while coefficients-preserving sampling (CPS) [121] and Precise [163] improve finite-step sampling by better
preserving the underlying flow dynamics and balancing exploration with distributional fidelity. Beyond sampling,
GRPO-Guard [124] mitigates reward over-optimization through regulated clipping and noise-aware gradient reweighting.
Existing visual RL further relies on capability-specific rewards, including preference models for perceptual quality and
text—image alignment [76, 86, 133, 140], as well as specialized rewards for typography and editing [47, 52]. Motivated
by these advances, we adopt task-dependent RL post-training that combines CPS or Precise sampling with interleaved
or task-specific rewards to address the distinct optimization requirements of generation and editing.

2.3 On-Policy Distillation for Unified Models

Recently, on-policy distillation (OPD) [1, 81] mitigates the distribution mismatch of conventional knowledge distillation
by training the student on its own generated trajectories while receiving dense supervision from a teacher. Building on
this paradigm, MOPD [85] extends OPD to multi-teacher capability integration, where independently optimized domain
experts supervise the student’s on-policy rollouts, enabling diverse reasoning capabilities to be consolidated into a single
model. Beyond language modeling, OPD has been explored for multimodal understanding and reasoning [6, 149],
where teachers supervise student-generated multimodal trajectories. Its application has also recently expanded to
visual generation. Specifically, Flow-OPD, DiffusionOPD, and DanceOPD distill task-specialized generators along
student-generated denoising trajectories through teacher-consistency signals, transition matching, and velocity-field
regression, respectively [36, 64, 162]. Besides, DiffusionOPSD instead removes the external teacher and constructs
bounded self-distillation targets from differentiable reward gradients [161]. Our setting is complementary: rather than
forcing all tasks into a shared distillation recipe, we retain four task-specialized external experts and hard-route their
supervision into a single native pixel-space model. This design preserves the task-dependent conditioning, guidance,
and resolution policies of each expert, while consolidating their specialized capabilities into a unified model.

3 Methodology

3.1 Model architecture

Near-Lossless Visual Interface. SenseNova-U1.5 retains the lightweight native visual interface introduced in NEO [26],
directly transforming raw images or noise-corrupted visual inputs into compact token sequences without relying on an
external visual encoder or VAE. Specifically, two convolutional projections with GELU activations downsample the input
by factors of 16 and 2, respectively, yielding one visual token for each 32 x 32 image region. Two-dimensional sinusoidal
positional embeddings preserve spatial coordinates, while special <img> and </img> tokens delimit individual visual
blocks. Text is tokenized with the original language tokenizer, after which visual and textual representations are projected
into a shared hidden space and jointly processed by the unified backbone. This design preserves near-lossless visual
information while keeping the sequence length tractable for large-scale multimodal modeling.
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Figure 3 Overview of SenseNova-U1.5. Compared with SenseNova-U1, U1.5 further refines the near-lossless visual interface on
both encoding and decoding: resolution-aware noise conditioning is extended to the 4096 x 4096 range, while the original patch-wise
MLP head is replaced by a lightweight spatial decoder with Pixel Shuffle and 3 x 3 convolutions. These improvements preserve
compact 32 X 32 visual tokenization while enhancing spatial continuity, high-resolution fidelity, and downstream robustness.

Configuration ‘ Patch Size Pre-Buffer # Layers # Heads (Q/KV) Head Size (T/H/W) Hidden Size # Parameters (Und/Gen)

SenseNova-UL.5 ‘ 32 x 32 v 42 32/8 64/32/32 4,096 8.2B/8.2B

Table 1 Configurations of SenseNova-U1.5. It features a high spatial compression ratio, Pre-Buffer design, native RoPE for unified
spatiotemporal encoding, and a Mixture-of-Transformers architecture for joint multimodal understanding and generation.

For generation, the effective noise magnitude varies with image resolution, making resolution an important conditioning
signal for the denoising process. SenseNova-U1.5 therefore explicitly incorporates a resolution-dependent noise-scale
embedding. Compared with SenseNova-U1, whose normalization range is calibrated up to 2048 x 2048, we extend
the reference resolution to 4096 x 4096 to better support native high-resolution synthesis in Figure 3. Let oz (H, W)
denote the noise scale associated with resolution (H, W). We normalize it as dr = or(H, W)/0max, Wwhere omax
corresponds to the 4096 x 4096 reference resolution, and encode it using a dedicated sinusoidal MLP, NSEmb(+). The
resulting embedding is combined with the diffusion timestep representation: s; = 7 + NSEmb(Gg), providing the
denoiser with explicit awareness of both diffusion time and resolution-dependent noise statistics. This conditioning
helps the model adapt more consistently to variations across diverse image resolutions and aspect ratios.

Compact patchification greatly reduces image-modeling cost, but independently decoding each 32 x 32 token with
an MLP imposes an undesirable patch-wise factorization on the output. This is particularly problematic at high
resolutions, where local image continuity makes independent patch prediction prone to seams, grid artifacts, and texture
discontinuities. SenseNova-U1.5 therefore replaces the original MLP head with a lightweight spatially coupled decoder.
Given backbone hidden states H € RE*hwxd e first restore their two-dimensional topology, Hop € RBxdxhxw,
and progressively reconstruct the full-resolution RGB image through Pixel Shuffle stages with upsampling factors of 2,
2, and 8 in Figure 3. Between successive upsampling stages, 3 x 3 convolutions enable information exchange across
neighboring token regions, allowing pixels near patch boundaries to be determined jointly rather than independently.
The decoder complements compact token-space modeling by restoring local spatial interactions before pixel synthesis,
enabling global semantics, composition, and fine-grained structure to be jointly optimized within the same end-to-end
framework. Trained together with the backbone under the flow-matching objective, this lightweight design improves
cross-patch consistency and local continuity with only modest additional computation, substantially reducing boundary
artifacts while enhancing the stability of high-resolution generation and downstream adaptation.



Native Mixture-of-Transformers. SenseNova-U1.5 retains the native Mixture-of-Transformers (MoT) design [29],
integrating understanding and generation within a single Transformer backbone rather than completely separating
them into two independent networks. Clean image-text context and noise-conditioned visual states are interleaved
within a unified sequence, allowing semantic representations, visual evidence, and generative dynamics to interact
directly through shared self-attention. This design lets generation draw continuously on representations formed during
multimodal understanding, without introducing auxiliary fusion modules or cross-space feature conversion.

The attention pattern is structured to reconcile causal language modeling with bidirectional visual interaction. Text
tokens attend only to preceding context, while tokens within each clean image block attend bidirectionally to capture
spatial dependencies. Noise-conditioned generation tokens likewise interact bidirectionally within their image block and
attend to all preceding clean multimodal context. The reverse path is explicitly masked, preventing clean representations
from accessing stochastic generation states. This asymmetric information flow exposes generation to rich semantic and
visual context while preserving the integrity of representations used for understanding and reasoning.

Crucially, architectural unification does not imply parameter sharing everywhere. Understanding and generation retain
separate attention projections, normalization layers, and feedforward modules, dynamically routed by token type at
each Transformer layer. Shared attention therefore serves as the interface for cross-stream communication, while
stream-specific parameters preserve the distinct computation required by perception and synthesis. This combination of
dense interaction and parameter specialization allows the two capabilities to benefit from a common representational
space without forcing their different optimization objectives into the same computational pathway.

Unified Training Objectives. SenseNova-U1.5 is trained with a unified objective that jointly couples autoregressive
language modeling, native pixel-space flow learning, and perceptual supervision. For multimodal understanding, we
optimize the conditional likelihood of the target text sequence as follows:

N
1
LAR = N Zlo%pa (Tn | T<n, ), M

n=1
where x,, is the n-th target token and c denotes the preceding multimodal context.
For visual generation, SenseNova-U1.5 follows the x-prediction [65] and learns pixel-space flow matching directly in
RGB space. To accommodate varying image resolutions, we construct the training trajectory with resolution-adaptive
noise, sampling € ~ N(0,I) and ¢ € [0, 1] to form
7z =tx+ (1 —t)or(H, W)e, 2

where or(H, W) adjusts the noise magnitude according to the target resolution. After that, the model attempts to
predict the clean endpoint Xy, which induces the velocity estimate:

Xg — 24 , X—1Z
=— = . 3
Vo =", v - 3)
Finally, we supervise this trajectory with the pixel-space flow-matching loss as follows:
Lrtow = E [vo = v*II3] )

Beyond pixel-space trajectory supervision, SenseNova-U1.5 further introduces a perceptual objective to improve
structural consistency and local visual coherence:

Lpere = LPIPS (X4, %), 4)

where LPIPS [154] provides feature-space supervision complementary to the RGB-space flow objective. The entire
training process is jointly optimized under a unified objective:

L= )\AREAR + )\FlowﬁFlow + )\PerCEPerc- (6)

This brings three complementary signals into a single native model: autoregressive supervision establishes semantic
understanding and multimodal reasoning, flow matching learns the continuous transformation from noise to images
directly in pixel space, and perceptual supervision further regularizes the generated endpoint toward coherent global
structure, faithful local textures, and visually plausible appearance. Together, they couple high-level semantics with
low-level visual formation, enabling understanding and generation to be learned within a unified representation.



Training Stage Stage 1: Generation Pre-Training Stage 2: Unified Stage 3: Unified
Phase I Phase 11 Phase I11 Mid-Training SFT

Optimization

Training steps 180K 100K 185K 80K 10.5K

Peak learning rate 2x 1074 1x 104 1x 104 2x107° 2x 1075

Min learning rate 2x10~% 1x10% 2x 1075 2x 1075 0

LR scheduler Constant Constant Cosine decay Constant Cosine decay

Sequence length 8,196 20,480 20,480 32,768 32,768

Optimizer AdamW (81 = 0.9, B2 = 0.95, ¢ = 10~8)

Module settings

Understanding branch % % %

Generation branch

AAR : AFlow : APerc 0:1:0 0:1:0 0.1:1:0.1 0.1:1:0.1 0.1:1:0.1

Generation resolution 2562-10242 5122-40962 5122-40962 5122-40962 5122-40962

Data sampling ratio

Understanding data 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.30

Text-to-image data 1.00 1.00 0.60 0.40 0.40

Image-editing data 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.20 0.30

Interleaved data 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 0.10

Table 2 Training recipe of SenseNova-UL.5. 3 denotes frozen modules; & denotes trainable modules.

3.2 Training Procedure

SenseNova-U1.5 progressively builds native multimodal capabilities, beginning with generation pre-training, unified
mid-training, and unified supervised fine-tuning (Stages 1-3), as summarized in Table 2. These stages are followed by
capability-specific learning (Stage 4) and multi-expert on-policy distillation (Stage 5).

Stage 1: Generation Pre-Training. Building on a pre-trained understanding branch, we randomly initialize the genera-
tion branch and train it via pixel-space flow matching, conditioned on representations from the frozen understanding
branch. SenseNova-U1.5 increases the compute budget and introduces a dedicated native 4K training phase. Training
begins with text-to-image data at resolutions ranging from 256 x 256 to 1024 x 1024. During this phase, we train for
180K steps with a constant learning rate of 2 x 10~* and a sequence length of 8,196. We then extend to higher-resolution
text-to-image data ranging from 512 x 512 to 4096 x 4096, thereby strengthening the model’s native 4K generation
capability. This phase runs for 100K steps with a constant learning rate of 1 x 10~* and an increased sequence length
of 20,480. In the final phase, we introduce image-editing and interleaved-generation tasks and train for an additional
185K steps, broadening the model’s generative capabilities across diverse downstream scenarios. The training mixture
comprises 60% text-to-image, 30% image-editing, and 10% interleaved image-text data. We apply a cosine learning-rate
schedule that decays from 1 x 10~ to 2 x 10~°, while maintaining the sequence length at 20,480. Beginning in this
phase, we augment the flow-matching objective with an LPIPS-based perceptual loss [154] weighted by 0.1 to improve
the generation of fine-grained visual details and local visual coherence. Notably, we maintain this combined generation
objective throughout the subsequent unified mid-training and supervised fine-tuning stages.

Stage 2: Unified Mid-Training. We jointly optimize two branches, where shared attention facilitates cross-branch
information exchange while preserving task-specific representations. To balance general multimodal competence with
diverse generative capabilities, we construct a mixed corpus consisting of 30% text-only and multimodal-understanding
data, 40% text-to-image data, 20% image-editing data, and 10% interleaved image-text data. This mixture exposes the
model to complementary forms of perception, synthesis, editing, and multimodal interaction within a unified training
stage. We train the model for 80K steps with a maximum sequence length of 32,768 tokens and a constant learning rate
of 2 x 107°. The understanding and generation losses are weighted by 0.1 and 1.0, respectively. This weighting helps
preserve the pretrained understanding capability while assigning greater optimization emphasis to the more challenging
generative objectives, leading to stable joint training and more effective capability integration.

Stage 3: Unified Supervised Fine-Tuning. We further fine-tune the model on a curated collection of high-quality
instruction-following data, following a task composition similar to Stage 2. This stage further strengthens instruction
adherence and consolidates the capabilities acquired during earlier training into a unified model. Training proceeds for
10.5K steps with a cosine learning-rate schedule, decaying from 2 x 10~° to 0, while retaining the same loss coefficients
as in Stage 2 to preserve the balance between understanding and generation objectives.
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Figure 4 Post-training process of SenseNova-U1.5, including multi-expert reinforcement learning and on-policy distillation.

Stage 4: Multi-Expert Reinforcement Learning. In Figure 4, we train four experts for aesthetics, text rendering,
infographic generation, and image editing, each with task-specific data, rewards, sampling, and regularization.

(1) Aesthetic Expert. Optimizing visual preference alone can improve global appearance at the expense of text legibility.
We therefore train the aesthetic expert by interleaving aesthetic-preference and typography data across epochs. Samples
from each partition are routed to task-specific rewards: HPSv3++ [76] evaluates perceptual quality and prompt-image
alignment, while a bilingual OCR reward based on PaddleOCR [32] measures text fidelity. This routing avoids mixing
rewards with different scales and semantics, while preserving typographic accuracy during preference optimization.

For each prompt, we generate 16 candidates using a 30-step trajectory with guidance scale 4.0 and timestep shift 3. We
adopt coefficients-preserving sampling (CPS) with n = 0.7 [121] to introduce stochastic exploration while reducing
finite-step artifacts from conventional SDE sampling. At each update, we uniformly sample a contiguous five-step
window from the first ten trajectory steps, focusing optimization on early denoising stages that largely determine global
content and composition. Training uses dynamic resolutions and aspect ratios, a constant learning rate of 2 x 107>, and a
reference-policy KL coefficient of 0.01. To reduce this reward-induced drift, we freeze the final generation Transformer
block, the flow-matching output head, and its output-normalization layer during the RL process.

(2) OCR Expert. The OCR expert specializes the model for accurate bilingual text rendering. For each prompt, we
extract the intended in-image text as the target and apply PaddleOCR [32] to recognize the generated content. We then
compute a normalized multiset intersection-over-union score between the recognized and target text, matching English
at the word level and Chinese at the character level. Compared with exact matching, this graded reward better captures
partially correct generations while remaining sensitive to omissions, duplications, and rendering errors.

We generate 16 candidates per prompt using a 30-step trajectory with guidance scale 4.0 and timestep shift 3, and sample
a contiguous five-step optimization window from the first ten steps. Rollouts use Precise sampling with n = 1.5 [163],
while GRPO-Guard [124] stabilizes optimization under sparse high OCR rewards. Training uses dynamic resolutions
and aspect ratios, a constant learning rate of 2 x 10~°, and a reference-policy KL coefficient of 0.02. We also freeze the
final generation Transformer block, flow-matching output head, and output-normalization layer during RL.

(3) Editing Expert. Effective image editing requires balancing three objectives: instruction adherence, preservation of
unedited content, and the visual quality of edited regions [123, 131]. Under-editing can leave instructions only partially
fulfilled, while over-editing may alter content that should remain unchanged. The editing expert must therefore learn
what to modify, what to preserve, and how to integrate the requested changes naturally into the source image.

The editing expert is trained with a constant learning rate of learning rate of 4 x 10~°, KL coefficient of 0.01, rollout
size of 24, and noise scale of 0.7, with an exponential moving average (EMA). We avoid SDE-based trajectory sampling,
as excessive stochastic perturbations can introduce residual noise and visual artifacts. Under this setup, we further
introduce two editing-specific strategies for targeted reward supervision and more effective optimization.
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(i) Multi-dimensional reward. We utilize a VLM-based reward framework that evaluates editing quality along five
dimensions: instruction fulfillment, edit execution, overall visual quality, text-editing quality when applicable, and
preservation of unedited regions. These complementary signals provide targeted supervision for distinct failure modes
while jointly balancing edit accuracy, visual fidelity, and content preservation.

(ii) Progressive training. We adopt a progressive sliding-window strategy, shifting optimization from early stages that
establish semantics to later stages that refine textures. This coarse-to-fine progression first secures the intended structural
change and then improves local fidelity and visual integration with the surrounding content.

Infographic Expert. Infographic generation requires accurate text rendering, coherent dense layouts, clear information
hierarchies, and strong overall visual quality. The infographic expert first undergoes a complete training process from
infographic-oriented mid-training to task-specific RL, aiming to achieve more substantial improvements in small-text
rendering and related capabilities. During mid-training, we introduce high-quality real and synthetic data and rebalance
both the infographic subcategories and the mixture of infographic and other categories of data. This further improves
small-text rendering, complex layout handling, information organization, and overall visual design quality.

Here, we further refine the infographic expert in three stages. The first improves text rendering using the same training
data and text-fidelity reward as the OCR expert. The second applies direct preference optimization (DPO) [61] to curated
preference pairs to enhance overall visual quality, using a constant learning rate of 5 x 10~%, a DPO loss coefficient
of 8 = 10, and one timestep sampled from steps 1-20 at each update. The final stage alternates text-rendering and
aesthetic data, routing them separately to the text-fidelity reward and HPSv3++ [76], rather than merging the two scores.

The first and final stages use group relative policy optimization (GRPO), generating 16 candidates per prompt over
a 30-step trajectory with coefficients-preserving sampling (CPS) [121]. Classifier-free guidance is used only during
rollout collection for reward evaluation, while the policy objective is computed from conditional predictions alone. Both
stages use a constant learning rate of 2 x 10~° and a reference-policy KL coefficient of 0.01.

Stage 5: Multi-Expert On-Policy Distillation. In Figure 4, we apply on-policy velocity-field distillation to consolidate
four specialized experts for aesthetic quality, text rendering, infographic generation, and image editing into a single
unified model. Each training sample is hard-routed to the frozen expert corresponding to its capability. Given a text-only
or text-image condition ¢ from capability m, the student first generates its own trajectory {Xg : }+—,. The student and
routed expert are then evaluated at the same student-generated state, timestep, and condition:

£OPD = E|:||V9(Sg(§<9,t>7t7c) - Vm(Sg(f(e,t)a@C)H;} .

Here, sg denotes stop-gradient, preventing gradients from propagating through the full sampling trajectory. Each epoch
uses a single capability partition and its paired frozen expert, rotating in a fixed order.

Both text-to-image generation and image editing use fixed 30-step deterministic ODE denoising steps, with one queried
timestep per trajectory. To learn both high-noise states that establish global structure and low-noise states that determine
local details, we progressively shift the query distribution over training. At the n-th epoch, the continuous query location
and its discrete 0-based index are determined by t. ~ Beta(2 + 3n/N, 5 — 3n/N), where N is the total number of
epochs. The distribution therefore moves smoothly from Beta(2, 5), which emphasizes the early high-noise portion of
the trajectory, to Beta(5, 2), which emphasizes late low-noise states and hence fine details and text fidelity. To align
training and inference, we directly optimize the velocity under classifier-free guidance (CFG). We use scale s = 4 for
the aesthetic, OCR, and infographic experts, with global-norm clipping, and scale s = 1 for the editing expert.

For text-to-image generation, we first choose a target area from A = {10242, 15362, 20482, 30722, 40962}, and a
target aspect ratio from {1:1, 16:9, 9:16, 4:3, 3:4, 3:2, 2:3, 1:2, 2:1}. The final width and height are computed by
preserving the area and rounded to the nearest multiple of 32. For image editing, the generation resolution follows that
of the source image, with only rounding to the nearest multiple of 32 pixels.

The student is trained for 800 optimizer steps with a global batch size of 128 and gradient accumulation of 1, using
25,600 samples per domain. We use AdamW with learning rate 2 x 1073, B1 = 0.9, B3 = 0.999, weight decay 104,
maximum gradient norm 1, and BF16 mixed precision. The understanding branch, the final three generation layers, and
the generation output head are frozen. The entire training process adopts a 30-step trajectory, but terminates immediately
after the sampled query transition to avoid computing the unused trajectory suffix.
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3.3 Reward Modeling

Aesthetic Reward. Aesthetic quality is difficult to capture with hand-crafted objectives, as it jointly reflects compo-
sition, visual fidelity, semantic consistency, stylistic coherence, and broader human preference. We therefore adopt
HPSv3++ [76] as the preference reward Rypsyva++. Its capability- and iteration-aware training makes it particularly
suitable for RL post-training, where the model distribution continuously shifts as generation quality improves. This
provides more robust and adaptive preference supervision than scorers trained on a fixed generation distribution, helping
the model pursue perceptual improvements without overfitting to a narrow reward landscape.

OCR Reward. Preference rewards alone are insufficient for typography, where visually plausible images may still
contain missing, duplicated, or malformed text. We therefore introduce an explicit OCR reward. Target transcriptions are
extracted from text spans specified in the prompt, while generated images are recognized using PaddleOCR [32]. After
normalizing case, punctuation, and whitespace, English text is tokenized into words and Chinese text into characters.
Let g; and o; denote the multiplicities of token ¢ in the target and OCR transcription, respectively. We define:

_ Zt min(gt, Ot)
oo = 5%, max(gi.on) "

This multiset IoU rewards correct token occurrences while symmetrically penalizing omissions, hallucinations, and
errors in repeated text. It is also robust to unreliable OCR reading order in dense or multi-region layouts. During
post-training, aesthetic and OCR prompts use their respective rewards and are interleaved at the epoch level, avoiding
the need to combine heterogeneous reward scales within each sample.

Infographic Reward. Note that we do not introduce an additional infographic-specific reward model. Instead, the
infographic expert reuses the OCR and aesthetic rewards above through stage-conditioned and task-conditioned routing.
Here, the first training stage is optimized exclusively with the OCR reward for warmup:

Riso " (%9, €) = Roex(%9, ), ®)

where Xy is a generated image and c is its corresponding text prompt. In the final training stage, let m € {ocr, aesthetic}
identify the prompt partition. The reward is assigned as follows:

final ()ACG c m) _ Rocr ()A((h C)v m = ocr,
b ) -

€))

info Rupsvs++(Xg,¢), m = aesthetic.

The OCR and HPSv3++ scores are therefore not summed or normalized against one another. This routing preserves
their distinct scales and semantics while providing complementary supervision for textual fidelity and perceptual quality.

Editing Reward. Reinforcement learning for image editing requires reward signals that assess not only whether the
requested change is successfully completed, but also whether the result is visually convincing and unrelated source
content is preserved. A single holistic score can obscure these distinct failure modes, allowing strength in one aspect
to compensate for critical errors in another. We therefore employ a set of dimension-specific rewards. (i) Instruction
fulfillment measures the semantic correctness of the edited result and the completeness of the requested changes.
(ii) Edit execution quality evaluates the visual quality of the target region and how naturally it integrates with the
surrounding context. (iii) Overall visual quality captures global technical quality and coherence with the intended style.
When visible text modification is required, (iv) text-editing quality further assesses textual correctness and rendering
quality. (v) Unedited-region preservation compares the source and edited images and penalizes unintended semantic,
structural, or visual changes outside the target region. For criteria with multiple sub-dimensions, we retain the minimum
sub-dimension score to expose the weakest aspect. After normalization, the applicable scores are aggregated as

Redit = min({ Rinst, Rexecs Rvisual; Rpres } U { Riext | text edit is applicable}) . (10)

The text-editing criterion is omitted for instructions that do not involve text modification, while the edit-execution score
is set to zero when no requested change is visibly realized. This bottleneck-style aggregation emphasizes the weakest
aspect of each edit and prevents strong performance in one dimension from masking critical failures in another. As a
result, the reward remains sensitive to incomplete edits, unintended modifications, and local quality defects, providing
more balanced and reliable supervision for image-editing RL during the training process.
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Figure 5 Training corpus of SenseNova-U1.5. From left to right, the charts show the hierarchical composition of the Image
Generation, Image Editing, Interleaved, and RL Training datasets. The inner ring denotes major data categories and their proportions,
while the outer ring further decomposes them into fine-grained subclasses. Together, these distributions highlight the broad coverage
of natural and synthetic imagery, diverse editing scenarios, interleaved image-text and video content, and post-training data.

4 Data Construction

In Figure 5, SenseNova-U1.5 substantially expands the training corpus of SenseNova-U1 [29], with an emphasis on
data diversity, visual quality, high-resolution generation, complex instruction following, and fine-grained image editing.
Beyond increasing data scale, we systematically improve data curation through quality-aware filtering, distribution
rebalancing, stronger image-text alignment, and targeted synthesis for underrepresented capabilities.

4.1 Image Generation Data

The image-generation corpus combines large-scale real-world image—text pairs, carefully curated public and proprietary
sources, and high-quality synthetic data. Compared with SenseNova-U1, we introduce approximately 59M additional
text—image pairs collected from 78 sources, substantially broadening the training distribution across general scenes,
human-centric content, objects and materials, text-rich imagery, infographics, and other specialized visual domains.
Importantly, high-resolution samples constitute a substantial fraction of the overall training mixture, with approximately
88.2% of the effective training volume exceeding 10242 resolution and 64.4% exceeding 20482. This exposes the model
to rich visual statistics at multiple spatial scales, providing supervision not only for globally coherent scene composition
and layout, but also for fine-grained local structures, textures, materials, and other high-frequency visual details.

To improve instruction alignment, captions are constructed at multiple levels of granularity, ranging from long detailed
descriptions to concise captions and lightweight semantic tags. We further strengthen bilingual Chinese-English
coverage, particularly for text-rich images, and explicitly verify the consistency between the language and text specified
in the prompt and that rendered in the image. To complement real-world data, we collect web-scale data and also
introduce targeted synthesis for rare concepts, complex layouts, and text-intensive designs. Both synthetic and real
samples are processed through a shared filtering pipeline that jointly evaluates perceptual quality, prompt fidelity, text
correctness, layout quality, and visual diversity, ensuring a high-quality and well-balanced training distribution.

4.2 Image Editing Data

Our image-editing corpus contains approximately 38M examples and is designed to cover four complementary settings:
general image editing, infographic editing, reference-conditioned editing, and spatially controlled editing. Together, these
settings span a broad range of editing scenarios, including localized attribute modification, object insertion and removal,
scene-level transformation, pose and action editing, restoration and enhancement, text and layout manipulation, reference-
guided customization, and region-controlled operations. To improve robustness beyond fixed instruction patterns, we
diversify both the underlying visual content and the formulation, granularity, and complexity of editing instructions. For
challenging multi-target or multi-constraint edits, we further incorporate structured prompt-enhancement and chain-of-
thought examples that explicitly characterize the editing intent, target regions, desired attributes, spatial or semantic
constraints, and content that should remain unchanged. This structured supervision reduces instruction ambiguity and
provides stronger guidance for precise, faithful, and preservation-aware editing.
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The corpus comprises ~ 43% general editing, ~ 42% spatially controlled infographic editing examples, together with a
substantial ~ 15% reference-conditioned subset that supports both single- and multi-reference editing. Infographic data
combines programmatically rendered source—target pairs with model-generated examples, enabling precise manipulation
of text, visual elements, layout structures, and overall styles. Reference-conditioned data emphasizes subject and
identity preservation, attribute transfer, compositional integration, and controlled transformations across viewpoint, pose,
geometry, and illumination, with each example containing up to ten reference images. Spatially controlled data further
introduces explicit region-level guidance through bounding boxes and visual markers, supporting more precise and
interactive manipulation. Across all editing settings, data curation jointly evaluates instruction fulfillment, target quality,
reference or identity fidelity when applicable, and preservation of content outside the intended edit region.

4.3 Interleaved Data

The majority of the corpus is drawn from lifestyle-oriented trajectories (~ 44%), including procedural tutorials, everyday
scenarios, and picture-book narratives. These examples provide rich supervision for maintaining long-range semantic
coherence, visual consistency, and cross-modal dependencies across alternating text and image segments. Infographic
data contributes another ~ 29%, emphasizing structured composition, dense textual content, and coordinated generation
of linguistic and visual elements. Video-derived sequences account for approximately ~ 19%, introducing temporal
evolution, state transitions, and cross-frame dependencies. The remaining ~ 8% consists of reasoning-intensive
examples augmented with explicit intermediate reasoning for complex multi-step understanding and generation.

Rather than treating these sources as isolated task collections, we convert them into a unified trajectory format in which
textual and visual states are progressively interleaved [21, 139]. This unified formulation exposes the model to a broad
spectrum of multimodal dependencies, ranging from local image—text grounding to long-range semantic progression,
temporal continuity, and reasoning-conditioned generation across multiple steps. It is worth noting that all trajectories are
constructed through a shared pipeline that combines source preprocessing, domain-specific transformation or synthesis,
and trajectory-level validation. The resulting corpus is jointly filtered for linguistic validity, visual quality, cross-modal
consistency, and the coherence and correctness of the complete multimodal progression.

4.4 RL Training Data

Aesthetic, OCR, and Infographic Samples. For aesthetic samples, we construct approximately 280K prompts by
combining HPSv3++ [76], Pick-a-Pic [56], bilingual prompts expanded with Cosmos3PE [89], and internally generated
prompts covering diverse subjects, styles, compositions, and spatial configurations. Multiple images are generated for
each prompt and scored with HPSv3++; prompt groups with weak reward variation are removed to retain examples that
provide more discriminative relative supervision. The OCR corpus contains approximately 60K bilingual text-rendering
prompts with balanced Chinese and English coverage. It includes approximately 20K short-text prompts collected from
Flow-GRPO [74], which are further rewritten and expanded into approximately 40K longer prompts with denser text
and more complex rendering requirements; the specified text is extracted as the reference transcription for online OCR
reward computation. For infographic samples, the first GRPO stage reuses the OCR corpus, while the later GRPO stage
jointly iterates OCR and aesthetic prompts according to their task-specific rewards. We further introduce approximately
120K filtered preference pairs derived from the Linear-DPO corpus [61] for DPO, with additional balancing over
portrait/non-portrait content and Chinese/English prompts to improve overall visual-preference alignment.

Image Editing Samples. The editing expert is trained on approximately 120K examples, with local and global editing
accounting for roughly 80% and 20% of the corpus, respectively. Local editing covers infographic and document
manipulation, scene- and object-level edits, human action and pose adjustment, portrait retouching, text replacement,
image restoration and enhancement, and bounding-box- or mask-conditioned editing, while global editing focuses on
coherent image-level transformations. Chinese, English, and mixed-language instructions are included, with instruction
lengths balanced across predefined ranges and training resolutions spanning from 512 x 512 to 2048 x 2048. Data
curation follows three stages. We first remove corrupted, duplicated, low-resolution, or visually degraded samples and
retain a diverse set of common aspect ratios. We then verify that the entities, text, spatial regions, and visual attributes
specified by each instruction are grounded in the source image and that the target image faithfully realizes the requested
modification. Finally, both source and edited images are evaluated for aesthetics, technical quality, and structural and
textural richness, with conservative pairwise aggregation exposing deficiencies in either image. The retained samples
are then rebalanced across task categories and resolution levels to form a diverse and challenging distribution.
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Benchmark SenseNova-U1.5 SenseNova-Ul Qwen3VL Qwen3.5 Gemmad

8B-Think 8B-Think 8B-Think 9B 12B
STEM & Reasoning
MMMU [150] 73.86 74.78 74.10 78.40 64.67"
MMMU-Pro [151] 66.47 67.69 60.40 70.10 69.10
MathVistamini [82] 85.85 84.20 81.40 85.70 74.70*
MathVision [125] 73.55 75.82 62.70 78.90 79.70
General VQA
MMBench-EN [77] 90.47 90.25 87.50 90.10 83.85™
MMStar [17] 77.53 78.27 75.30 79.70 70.13*
OCR
InfoVQA [87] 82.51 82.46 86.00 90.76 88.40
OCRBench-v2 [37] 59.07 61.30 61.55 66.54 67.46*
AI2D [48] 92.03 91.74 84.90 90.20 84.00"
OCRBench [78] 82.46 82.10 81.90 89.20 76.90*
Hallucination
HallusionBench [46] 68.53 67.75 ‘ 65.40 69.30 66.43*
Visual Reasoning
BabyVision [16] 25.52 25.00 17.78 25.80 2243
TiR [62] 28.68 28.15 22.30 31.90 27.32*
Knowledge
MMLU-Pro [128] 86.67 81.44 77.30 82.50 77.20
MMLU-Redux [40] 86.33 87.61 88.80 91.10 88.33*
C-Eval [51] 90.41 84.40 83.88 88.20 84.23"
SuperGPQA [31] 49.55 49.67 51.20 58.20 48.43*
Instruction Following

TFEval [159] 93.35 91.13 83.20 91.50 97.20
IFBench [155] 69.00 67.01 29.93 64.50 74.00

Table 3 Quantitative evaluation results on multimodal and language understanding benchmarks. Note that * denotes results
reproduced using VLMEvalKit [33]. SenseNova-Ul, SenseNova-U1.5, and Qwen3-VL are all initialized from Qwen3 LLM
weights [143]. Besides, Gemma4-12B [113] represents a recent state-of-the-art encoder-free model for visual understanding.

5 Experiments

5.1 General Understanding

Multimodal Understanding. In Table 3, SenseNova-U1.5 shows consistently strong performance across diverse
multimodal benchmarks, covering STEM reasoning, general VQA, OCR, hallucination, and visual reasoning. Compared
with SenseNova-U1 [29], U1.5 preserves or improves performance on most benchmarks while substantially extending
its image-generation and editing capabilities, indicating that stronger generative modeling does not come at the expense
of visual understanding. In particular, U1.5 achieves competitive results on MMMU, MathVista, MMBench, MMStar,
AI2D, OCRBench, HallusionBench, BabyVision, and TiR, and remains comparable to or better than strong modular
baselines such as Qwen3-VL [2] on many tasks. Notably, despite adopting an encoder-free architecture, U1.5 also
compares favorably with the recent encoder-free Gemma4-12B [113] across various visual understanding evaluations,
highlighting the effectiveness of native multimodal unification for general-purpose perception and reasoning.

Language Understanding. Beyond multimodal capability, SenseNova-U1.5 retains strong language understanding
and instruction-following performance after unified multimodal training. It achieves particularly strong results on
MMLU-Pro and C-Eval, reaching 86.67 and 90.41, respectively, while remaining competitive on MMLU-Redux and
SuperGPQA. More importantly, U1.5 substantially improves instruction-following performance over SenseNova-Ul,
achieving 93.35 on IFEval and 69.00 on IFBench. This suggests that visual generation and editing capabilities introduced
in U1.5 do not significantly dilute its underlying language competence. Instead, the model maintains a strong text
reasoning foundation while supporting a substantially broader multimodal capability space within a single unified model.
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Real-world Creative

Model # Params | Quality Aesthetics Alignment Fidelity Generation | Overallt
Closed-source Models
GPT-Image-2 [92] - 59.09 68.48 65.78 59.40 75.34 65.23
GPT-Image-1.5 [91] — 55.78 62.87 61.39 55.86 67.06 60.42
Nano-Banana-2.0 [43] - 54.86 62.63 61.11 54.66 64.49 59.59
Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 55.30 61.38 60.30 55.91 64.54 59.33
Seedream 5.0 [99] - 54.01 59.96 58.63 53.86 63.64 57.80
Seedream 4.5 [7] - 54.05 60.11 57.44 51.55 59.82 56.95
Qwen-Image2-Pro [156] — 55.16 60.36 57.86 53.06 63.59 57.90
Open-source Models
SenseNova-U1.5 (w/ PE) 8B 54.74 63.72 61.79 53.40 67.89 60.22
LLaDA-Image [13] 6B 53.22 58.22 54.77 43.90 51.09 53.53
SenseNova-Ul.5 8B 51.27 55.19 54.64 48.67 51.87 52.82
Qwen-Image-2512 [129] 20B 51.84 54.40 51.44 47.80 47.75 51.32
Boogu-Image 0.1 Base [14] 10B 50.38 53.90 52.62 46.54 47.52 51.00
SenseNova-Ul [29] 8B 47.30 50.30 50.58 43.13 46.15 48.28

Table 4 Quantitative evaluation results on Qwen-Image-Bench-EN. Results are reported on the English subset. # Params denotes
the number of parameters in the generation component; A in this column denotes activated parameters during inference.

Real-world Creative

Model # Params | Quality Aesthetics Alignment Fidelity Generation | Overallt
Closed-source Models
GPT-Image-2 [92] - 58.65 67.53 65.85 57.38 75.23 64.69
Nano-Banana-2.0 [43] - 54.77 61.08 62.40 54.28 67.05 59.82
GPT-Image-1.5 [91] - 55.14 60.88 61.72 53.95 66.35 59.65
Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 55.67 60.26 61.25 54.07 66.23 59.45
Seedream 5.0 [99] - 52.55 58.40 58.90 51.92 65.29 57.22
Seedream 4.5 [7] - 54.41 58.72 57.31 51.69 60.64 56.78
Qwen-Image2-Pro [156] - 54.39 58.67 59.28 51.83 64.94 57.84
Open-source Models
SenseNova-U1.5 (w/ PE) 8B 54.42 62.21 62.61 52.39 68.56 60.13
LLaDA-Image [13] 6B 52.92 56.92 54.87 44.86 52.10 53.38
SenseNova-U1.5 8B 51.37 54.33 54.66 47.13 51.31 52.43
Qwen-Image-2512 [129] 20B 51.76 54.74 52.72 47.00 50.19 52.06
Boogu-Image 0.1 Base [14] 10B 50.41 53.14 5291 45.42 48.62 50.96
Qwen-Image [129] 20B 48.44 52.25 50.72 43.16 47.30 49.23
SenseNova-U1 [29] 8B 45.79 47.07 47.78 42.53 43.88 45.99

Table 5 Quantitative evaluation results on Qwen-Image-Bench-ZH. Results are reported on the Chinese subset. # Params denotes
the number of parameters in the generation component; A in this column denotes activated parameters during inference.

5.2 Image Generation

General Generation. We evaluate general text-to-image generation on Qwen-Image-Bench [63], GenEval [42],
GenEval2 [54], DPG-Bench [49], and OnelG-Bench [12], covering visual quality, prompt alignment, compositional
generation, dense instruction following, text rendering, style, and diversity.

QOwen-Image-Bench. In Tables 4 and 5, SenseNova-U1.5 delivers strong overall performance on both the English and
Chinese subsets of Open-Image-Bench. With prompt enhancement, it achieves scores of 60.22 and 60.13, respectively,
reaching the best overall performance among the evaluated open-source models. Even without prompt enhancement,
SenseNova-U1.5 consistently improves over SenseNova-U1 and remains competitive with larger open-source baselines,
demonstrating strong bilingual generation quality and narrowing the gap with leading closed-source systems.
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Model # Params ‘ Single Object Two Object Counting Colors Position Attribute Binding ‘ Overallt

Closed-source Models

GPT-Image-2 [92] - 0.99 0.98 0.85 0.93 0.85 0.77 0.89
GPT-Image-1 [90] - 0.99 0.92 0.85 0.92 0.75 0.61 0.84
Seedream 4.0 [100] - 0.99 0.92 0.72 091 0.76 0.74 0.84
Nano-Banana-2.0 [43] - 1.00 0.96 0.71 0.84 0.86 0.65 0.83
Open-source Models
SenseNova-Ul1.5 8B 1.00 0.97 0.93 0.92 0.92 0.81 0.92
SenseNova-U1 [29] 8B 1.00 0.96 0.92 0.92 091 0.76 0.91
HiDream-O1-Image [10] 8B 1.00 0.99 0.79 0.89 0.93 0.78 0.90
Tuna [79] 7B 1.00 0.97 0.81 091 0.88 0.833 0.90
OneCAT [60] 9BA3B 1.00 0.96 0.84 0.94 0.84 0.80 0.90
NEO-unify [101] 8B 1.00 0.96 0.90 091 091 0.77 0.90
Mogao [69] 7B 1.00 0.97 0.83 0.93 0.84 0.80 0.89
ERNIE-Image [72] 8B 1.00 0.96 0.78 0.93 0.86 0.79 0.89
Lumina-DiMOO [138] 8B 1.00 0.94 0.85 0.89 0.85 0.76 0.88
Qwen-Image [129] 20B 0.99 0.92 0.89 0.88 0.76 0.77 0.87
NEO-unify [101] 2B 0.99 0.92 0.89 0.86 0.77 0.76 0.87
Tuna-2 [80] 7B 0.99 0.96 0.80 091 0.84 0.76 0.87
LLaDA-Image [13] 6B 1.00 0.98 0.53 0.93 0.78 0.84 0.85
Boogu-Image 0.1 Base [14] 10B 0.99 0.95 0.80 0.84 0.85 0.68 0.85
LongCat-Next [115] 68BA3B - - - - - - 0.84

Table 6 Quantitative evaluation results on GenEval. The parameters of the generation component are denoted as # Params.

Model # Params \ Attribute Counting Object Position Verb \ Overallt
Closed-source Models

GPT-Image-2 [92] - 0.98 0.89 0.98 0.90 0.70 0.81

Qwen-Image-3.0 [96] - 0.97 0.85 0.98 0.91 0.54 0.76

Seedream-5.0-Pro [99] - 0.95 0.81 0.98 0.88  0.55 0.68

Gemini-3-Pro-Image [22] - 0.97 0.74 0.96 0.84 0.47 0.59

Qwen-Image-2.0 [156] - 0.93 0.70 0.98 0.66 047 0.48

Open-source Models

SenseNova-U1.5 (w/ PE) 8B 0.99 0.83 0.98 0.90 0.55 0.71
SenseNova-U1.5 8B 0.89 0.77 0.98 0.77 0.41 0.55
SenseNova-Ul1 [29] 8B 0.85 0.71 0.98 0.78 0.38 0.43
Qwen-Image [129] 20B - - - - - 0.42
Z-Image [8] 6B - - - - - 0.31

Table 7 Quantitative evaluation results on GenEval2. The parameters of the generation component are denoted as # Params.

GenEval. In Table 6, SenseNova-U1.5 achieves the best overall performance among open-source models on GenEval,
reaching 0.92 and surpassing both SenseNova-U1 and larger baselines such as Qwen-Image. The improvements are
particularly clear in counting, position, and attribute binding, while performance on single- and two-object generation
remains consistently strong. These results indicate that U1.5 not only preserves basic object-level generation quality, but
also improves compositional consistency and the ability to satisfy multiple visual constraints within a single prompt.

GenEval2. 1In Table 7, SenseNova-U1.5 further shows stronger compositional reasoning and instruction following
under complex constraints. With prompt enhancement, it substantially outperforms all evaluated open-source baselines,
while further narrowing the gap to leading closed-source systems. The improvements are particularly notable in attribute,
counting, and verb-related generation, indicating better modeling of object properties, quantities, and interactions.
Notably, SenseNova-U1.5 is more capable of faithfully translating structured, relation-intensive prompts into coherent
visual compositions, especially when multiple constraints need to be satisfied simultaneously.
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Model # Params \ Alignment Text Reasoning Style Diversity \ Overall?

Closed-source Models

Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 0.889 0.962 0.333 0.483 0.247 0.583
Qwen-Image-3.0 [96] - 0.888 0.976 0.336 0420  0.193 0.563
Seedream-5.0-Pro [99] - 0.899 0.886 0.341 0.431 0.207 0.553
GPT-Image-2 [92] - 0.903 0.741 0.352 0.443 0.139 0.516
Open-source Models
Emu3.5 [21] 32B 0.902 0.994 0.345 0.427 0.151 0.564
ERNIE-Image [72] 8B 0.891 0.967 0.295 0.447 0.169 0.554
SenseNova-U1.5 8B 0.883 0.988 0.329 0.402 0.159 0.552
SenseNova-U1 [29] 8B 0.882 0.969 0.330 0.396 0.166 0.549
Qwen-Image [129] 20B 0.882 0.891 0.306 0.418 0.197 0.539
HiDream-I1-Full [9] 17B 0.829 0.707 0.317 0.347 0.186 0.477
SD3.5 Large [34] 8B 0.809 0.629 0.294 0.353 0.225 0.462
FLUX.1 [Dev] [57] 12B 0.786 0.523 0.253 0.368 0.238 0.434
BAGEL [24] 7B 0.769 0.244 0.173 0.367 0.251 0.361
BLIP3-0 [15] 1.4B 0.711 0.013 0.223 0.361 0.229 0.307

Table 8 Quantitative evaluation results on OnelG-EN. The parameters of the generation component are denoted as # Params.

Model # Params \ Alignment Text Reasoning Style Diversity \ Overall?
Closed-source Models
Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 0.856 0.968 0.313 0470  0.239 0.569
Qwen-Image-3.0 [96] - 0.836 0.950 0.320 0.413 0.196 0.543
Seedream-5.0-Pro [99] - 0.855 0.887 0.302 0.421 0.202 0.533
GPT-Image-2 [92] - 0.861 0.868 0.321 0432  0.146 0.526
Open-source Models
Qwen-Image [129] 20B 0.825 0.963 0.267 0.405 0.279 0.548
SenseNova-U1.5 8B 0.831 0.985 0.307 0.392  0.165 0.536
SenseNova-U1 [29] 8B 0.826 0.977 0.303 0.392  0.176 0.535
Emu3.5 [21] 32B 0.853 0.941 0.300 0.386  0.166 0.529
ERNIE-Image [72] 8B 0.842 0.898 0.266 0.421 0.177 0.521
BAGEL [24] 7B 0.672 0.365 0.186 0.357 0.268 0.370
HiDream-I1-Full [9] 17B 0.620 0.205 0.256 0.304  0.300 0.337
BLIP3-0 [15] 1.4B 0.608 0.092 0.213 0.369  0.233 0.303

Table 9 Quantitative evaluation results on OnelG-ZH. The parameters of the generation component are denoted as # Params.

OnelG-Bench. In Table 8 and 9, SenseNova-U1.5 exhibits a notably balanced generation profile across English
and Chinese evaluations. Note that its strongest advantage lies in bilingual text-centric generation. Besides, the
model maintains competitive alignment, reasoning, and style scores despite its relatively compact 8B scale. This
balanced performance is particularly important for practical generation scenarios, where accurate typography, semantic
consistency, and visual quality must be satisfied simultaneously rather than optimized in isolation.

DPG-Bench. 1In Table 10, SenseNova-U1.5 achieves an overall score of 88.11, placing it among the top-performing
open-source models. It delivers consistently strong results across entity, attribute, relation, and other fine-grained
dimensions, reflecting solid semantic grounding and compositional fidelity. Compared with SenseNova-U1, U1.5
improves the overall score while maintaining a balanced performance profile across different prompt components,
indicating more reliable generation under complex and structured instructions.
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Model # Params | Global Entity Attribute Relation Other | Overallf
Closed-source Models
Seedream 4.5 [7] - 89.24 94.30 92.14 9223 9383 | 88.63
GPT-Image-2 [92] - 84.67 92.76  89.49 9542 8434 | 87.32
Seedream-5.0-Pro [99] - 85.00 92.85  90.09 95.02 86.80 | 87.02
Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 84.19 9247 89.58 9474  81.12 | 86.59
Qwen-Image-3.0 [96] - 84.66 92.06 89.82 9446 83.74| 86.00
Open-source Models
Qwen-Image [129] 20B 91.32 91.56  92.02 9431 9273 | 88.32
Z-Image [8] 6B 93.39 91.22 93.16 9222 91.52| 88.14
SenseNova-Ul1.5 8B 86.54 93.61 9152 93.33  92.13| 88.11
JoyAl-Image [105] 16B - - - - - 88.05
SenseNova-U1 [29] 8B 88.74 9090 9243 9243 9250 | 87.78
LLaDA-Image [13] 6B 90.86 92.31 92.37 92.55 9196 | 87.48
Boogu-Image-0.1-Base [14] 10B 89.33 90.64 92.22 93.72 9332 | 87.13
NEO-unify [101] 8B 91.00 91.53  92.06 94.14 9043 | 86.71
Tuna-2 [80] 7B 89.50 9140  92.07 91.91 88.81| 86.54
NEO-unify [101] 2B 89.49 92.87 91.26 9229 92.13 | 86.54
BAGEL [24] 7B 88.94 90.37  91.29 90.82 88.67 | 85.07
LongCat-Next [115] 68BA3B - - - - - 84.66
OneCAT [60] 9BA3B - - - - - 84.53
Mogao [69] 7B - - - - - 84.33

Table 10 Quantitative evaluation results on DPG-Bench. The parameters of the generation component are denoted as # Params.

Word Accuracy

# Params ‘ NED CLIPScore ‘ ‘ Average?

Model
|2 regions 3 regions 4 regions 5 regions |
Closed-source Models
Seedream 4.5 [7] - 0.948 0.807 0.878 0.895 0.908 0.901 0.899
GPT-Image-1 [90] - 0.948 0.798 0.878 0.866 0.873 0.822 0.857
Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 0.875 0.737 0.737 0.775 0.786 0.793 0.779
Open-source Models
SenseNova-U1.5 8B 0.977 0.819 0.933 0.941 0.955 0.954 0.948
SenseNova-U1 [29] 8B 0.972 0.825 0.945 0.954 0.944 0.936 0.940
HiDream-O1-Image [10] 8B 0.956 0.808 0.909 0.916 0.922 0.901 0913
Emu3.5 [21] 32B - - - - - - 0.912
LLaDA-Image [13] 6B 0.945 0.818 0.892 0.878 0.882 0.857 0.875
JoyAl-Image [105] 16B 0.937 0.799 - - - - 0.874
Z-Image [8] 6B 0.937 0.797 0.901 0.872 0.865 0.851 0.867
Boogu-Image-0.1-Base [14] 10B 0.927 0.801 0.852 0.863 0.866 0.863 0.863
Qwen-Image [129] 20B 0.912 0.802 0.837 0.836 0.831 0.816 0.829

Table 11 Quantitative evaluation results on CVTG-2K. The parameters of the generation component are denoted as # Params.

Text-centric Generation. We further examine text rendering under more demanding text-centric settings using
CVTG-2K [30] and LongText-Bench [41], focusing on multi-region layouts and long-form bilingual text generation.

CVTG-2K. 1InTable 11, SenseNova-U1.5 achieves the best overall performance among all evaluated models, reaching
an average score of 0.948. Impressively, it demonstrates particularly strong gains in dense text rendering, with word
accuracy remaining above 0.95 even in the more challenging four- and five-region settings. Compared with SenseNova-
Ul, UL.5 further improves NED and high-region word accuracy, while maintaining a comparable CLIPScore, indicating
stronger text fidelity and robustness as the amount of rendered text increases.
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Model

# Params | LongText-Bench-EN1 LongText-Bench-ZH{

Closed-source Models

0.987
0.971
0.949
0.983
0.946

Seedream 4.5 [7] - 0.989
Qwen-Image-3.0 [96] - 0.982
Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 0.976
GPT-Image-2 [92] - 0.964
Seedream-5.0-Pro [99] - 0.941

Open-source Models
SenseNova-U1.5 8B 0.988
SenseNova-Ul1 [29] 8B 0.979
Emu3.5 [21] 32B 0.976
JoyAl-Image [105] 16B 0.963
Boogu-Image-0.1-Base [14] 10B 0.952
ERNIE-Image [72] 8B 0.968
Qwen-Image [129] 20B 0.943
LLaDA-Image [13] 6B 0.923
Z-Image [8] 6B 0.935
LongCat-Next [115] 68BA3B 0.932
X-Omni [41] 12B 0.900
InternVL-U [118] 1.7B 0.738
NEO-unify [101] 2B 0.748

0.989
0.962
0.928
0.963
0.969
0.959
0.946
0.913
0.936
0.891
0.814
0.860
0.495

Table 12 Quantitative evaluation results on LongText-Bench. A in # Params denotes activated parameters during inference.

Model # Params ‘

Question Type

‘ Overall

‘ B Comp. <[> Enc

. 122 Order & Marks [ Anno. ¢ Axes

= Leg.

B Chart H Title % Deco. | Q-ACC?T 1-ACC

Closed-source Models

Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 084 086 090 0.87 093 093 09 092 098 0.94 0.90 0.49
GPT-Image-2 [92] - 089 061 093 0.87 094 098 095 093 099 095 0.88 0.38
Qwen-Image-3.0 [96] - 065 043 077 077 084 084 0.87 0.85 0.80 0.88 0.74 0.13
Seedream-5.0-Pro [99] - 064 047 071 073 0.77 085 0.83 0.83 0.86 0.88 0.73 0.17
Open-source Models
SenseNova-U1.5 (w/ PE) 8B 065 047 076 077 082 082 0.89 0.84 0.87 0.92 0.76 0.17
SenseNova-Ul.5 8B 041 033 058 056 066 067 083 0.72 0.83 0.88 0.62 0.08
SenseNova-Ul [29] 8B 027 023 049 045 054 061 070 0.65 0.74 0.82 0.51 0.04
Qwen-Image [129] 20B 0.10 0.13 0.19 029 043 037 051 048 056 0.78 0.36 0.01
Z-Image-Turbo [8] 6B 0.10 0.16 0.16 025 038 031 058 042 0.61 0.73 0.35 0.00
HiDream-I1 [9] 17B 0.01 003 003 0.10 007 0.14 0.10 026 0.19 0.20 0.11 0.00
FLUX.1-dev [57] 12B 0.00 0.03 001 008 006 006 0.01 024 0.09 0.39 0.10 0.00

Table 13 Quantitative evaluation results on IGenBench. The parameters of the generation component are denoted as # Params.

LongText-Bench.

In Table 12, SenseNova-U1.5 achieves leading open-source performance on both English and Chinese

tracks, with particularly strong gains over SenseNova-U1 in Chinese. Its accuracy remains robust as text length and
layout complexity increase, demonstrating improved stability in dense, structured, and bilingual text rendering.

Complex Infographic Generation. We further evaluate SenseNova-U1.5 on complex infographic and commercial
content generation using IGenBench [110] and BizGenEval [66]. They require the model to jointly satisfy textual
content, layout organization, chart semantics, visual attributes, and domain knowledge.

IGenBench. As shown in Table 13, SenseNova-U1.5 already achieves the strongest open-source performance without
prompt enhancement, and improves further with PE. These gains indicate more reliable infographic generation and
stronger structured visual planning, although a gap to the strongest proprietary systems remains.

20



Model #Params | Layout  Attribute Text Knowledge | Average?

Closed-source Models

GPT-Image-2 [92] - 88.5/953 819/91.0 83.9/92.6 742/909 |82.1/92.5
Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 72.2/912 65.6/922 86.4/950 82.6/96.2 |76.7/93.7
Qwen-Image-3.0 [96] - 79.3/89.5 74.0/87.6 72.0/883 76.8/90.5 |75.5/89.0
Nano-Banana-2.0 [43] - 68.4/91.0 574/91.6 83.4/946 64.6/93.0 | 68.5/92.5
Seedream-5.0-Pro [99] - 75.5/87.6 74.1/873 63.2/81.1 49.8/753 |65.7/82.8

Open-source Models

SenseNova-U1.5 (w/ PE) 8B 82.5/923 66.5/869 674/865 72.0/87.9 |72.2/88.4

SenseNova-U1.5 8B 78.1/912 559/80.0 66.6/86.1 4.8/234 |51.4/70.2
SenseNova-U1 [29] 8B 61.6/81.6 47.5/72.8 463/746 35/179 |39.7/61.7
Emu3.5 [21] 32B 304/634 142/526 7.0/33.6 1.2/11.0 | 13.2/40.2
Hunyuanlmage-3.0 [11] ~ 80BAI13B | 27.8/65.0 13.8/53.6 10.2/39.6  0.0/2.0 13.0/40.1
Z-Image [8] 6B 26.8/69.2 26/476 28/450 0.6/132 | 82/438
Qwen-Image-2512 [129] 20B 222/706 12/478 1.8/39.2 0.0/6.4 6.3/41.0
FLUX.2-dev [58] 32B 172/67.8 1.2/492 1.0/43.0 0.0/8.2 4.91/42.0
Qwen-Image [129] 20B 104/51.2 0.2/222 0.6/17.6 00/4.4 2.8/23.8

Table 14 Quantitative evaluation results on BizGenEval. Each cell reports hard / easy testset scores.

Model # Params \ Cultural Time Space Biology Physics Chemistry \ Overallt
Closed-source Models
Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 0.89 0.80 0.89 0.88 0.86 0.85 0.87
GPT-Image-1 [90] - 0.81 071 089 0.83 0.79 0.74 0.80
Seedream 4.0 [100] - 078 073 085 0.79 0.84 0.67 0.78
Open-source Models
SenseNova-U1.5 (w/ CoT) 8B 082 073 086 0.80 0.86 0.76 0.81
SenseNova-U1-SFT (w/ CoT) [29] 8B 078 073 082 0.80 0.85 0.77 0.78
NEO-unify (w/ CoT) [101] 8B 073 067 079 0.70 0.75 0.66 0.72
SenseNova-Ul1.5 8B 0.66 068 082 0.69 0.80 0.66 0.70
BAGEL (w/ CoT) [24] 7B 076 069 0.75 0.65 0.75 0.58 0.70
SenseNova-U1-SFT [29] 8B 0.65 066 082 0.68 0.81 0.66 0.69
Qwen-Image [129] 20B 063 062 076 0.60 0.72 0.39 0.63
BLIP3-0 [15] 1.4B - - - - - - 0.62
Emu3.5 [21] 32B - - - - - - 0.58
LongCat-Next [115] 68BA3B - - - - - - 0.57
UniWorld-V1 [70] 12B 0.53 055 073 045 0.59 0.41 0.55
BAGEL [24] 7B 044 052 065 042 0.62 0.41 0.49
NEO-unify [101] 8B - - - - - - 0.47

Table 15 Quantitative evaluation results on WISE [88]. The parameters of the generation component are denoted as # Params.

BizGenEval. As shown in Table 14, SenseNova-U1.5 substantially improves over SenseNova-U1 on both easy and
hard splits, with prompt enhancement further achieving leading open-source performance. The gains are especially clear
in knowledge-intensive cases, while remaining consistent across layout, attribute, and text-related dimensions.

Reasoning-centric Generation. We further evaluate knowledge- and reasoning-intensive generation capabilities using
WISE [88], covering cultural knowledge, time, space, biology, physics, and chemistry.

WISE. As shown in Table 15, SenseNova-U1.5 is already competitive without chain-of-thought (CoT) reasoning,
while enabling CoT yields a substantial improvement and establishes leading open-source performance. The gains are
particularly evident in knowledge-intensive domains such as cultural knowledge, biology, and chemistry, highlighting
the benefit of explicit reasoning for grounding visual generation in world knowledge.
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Model # Params\Add Adjust Extract Replace Remove Background Style Hybrid Action\OverallT

Closed-source Models

UniWorld-V2 [67] - 429 444 432 4.69 4.72 4.41 491 383 483 4.49
Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 444 462 342 4.60 4.63 4.32 497 3.64 4.69 4.37
Seedream 4.5 [7] - 457 465 297 4.66 4.46 4.37 492 371 456 4.32
Seedream 4.0 [100] - 433 438 3.89 4.65 4.57 4.35 422 371 461 4.30
GPT-Image-1 [90] - 461 433 290 4.35 3.66 4.57 493 396 4.89 4.20
Open-source Models
SenseNova-U1.5 8B 4.64 4.66 4.20 4.84 4.54 4.59 491 436 4.6l 4.59
FireRed-Image-Edit [116] 20B |4.55 4.66 434 4.75 4.58 4.45 497 407 471 4.56
Qwen-Image-Edit-2511 [129] 20B |4.54 4.57 4.13 4.70 4.46 4.36 489 416 4381 4.51
Boogu-Image-0.1-Edit [14] 10B  [4.71 450  3.69 4.65 4.75 4.44 494 404 490 4.51
LongCat-Image-Edit [114] 6B 444 453 383 4.80 4.60 4.33 492 375 482 4.45
Emu3.5 [21] 32B  [4.61 432 396 4.84 4.58 4.35 479 3.69 457 441
FLUX.2 [Dev] [58] 32B  |450 4.18 3.83 4.65 4.65 4.31 4.88 346 470 4.35
Z-Image-Edit [8] 6B 440 414 430 4.57 4.13 4.14 4.85 3.63 450 4.30
Qwen-Image-Edit [129] 20B 438 4.16 343 4.66 4.14 4.38 481 3.82 4.69 4.27
SenseNova-Ul [29] 8B 383 415 312 4.32 3.26 4.18 485 3.03 441 3.90
OmniGen?2 [130] 4B 3.57 3.06 1.77 3.74 3.20 3.57 481 252 4.68 3.44

Table 16 Quantitative evaluation results on ImgEdit. The parameters of the generation component are denoted as # Params.

Model #Params\ GEdit-Bench-EN | GEdit-Bench-CN
|G_SC G_PQ G_O1|G.SC GPQ GOt

Closed-source Models

GPT-Image-2 [92] - 942 8.31 8.73 | 943 831 8.76
Seedream 5.0 Pro [99] - 9.02 845 853 | 9.07 837 853
Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 7.86 8.33 7.54 751 8.31 7.25
Seedream 4.0 [100] - 8.24  8.08 7.68 8.19 8.14 7.71
Qwen-Image-2.0 [156] - 9.02 8.02 837 | 899 8.04 835
Qwen-Image-3.0 [96] - 868 837 840 | 884 834 8.49
Open-source Models

SenseNova-Ul.5 8B 9.15 779 826 | 9.06 7779 8.24
FireRed-Image-Edit [116] 20B 836 825 794 | 828 822 7.88
Qwen-Image-Edit-2511 [129] 20B 800 786 756 | 7.82 779 1.52
LongCat-Image-Edit [114] 6B 8.18 800 7.64 | 808 799 17.60
Emu3.5 [21] 32B 811 7.70 7.59 - - -

Z-Image-Edit [8] 6B 811 772 7.57 | 803 7.80 7.54
Qwen-Image-Edit [2509] [129] 20B 815 786 754 | 805 7.88 7.49
SenseNova-Ul [29] 8B 827 749 747 | 861 736 7.70
FLUX.2 [Dev] [58] 32B 7.84 8.06 741 7.69 8.04 728
LLaDA-Image [13] 6B 804 7.8 733 | 771 1759 7.29
BAGEL [24] 7B 736  6.83 652 | 734 685 6.50

Table 17 Quantitative evaluation results on GEdit-Bench. The parameters of the generation component are denoted as # Params.

5.3 Image Editing

General Editing. We evaluate general editing capability on ImgEdit [146], GEdit-Bench [75], WeEdit [153], and
OmniRef-Bench [50], covering diverse edit types, semantic consistency, text-centric and reference-based editing.

ImgEdit.  As shown in Table 16, SenseNova-U1.5 achieves leading overall performance across a broad range of edit
types, with substantial gains over SenseNova-U1. The improvements are consistent across categories, indicating stronger
edit execution while maintaining source-image preservation and visual quality.
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| Add | Replace | Delete | Rearrange | Translate | Style | Combined | Reasoning | Overall | Avgt

|IA TC BP|IA TC BP|IA TC BP|IA TC BP|IA TC BP|IA TC BP|IA TC BP|IA TC BP|IA TC BP|
Closed-source Models

Gemini-3-Pro-Image [22 9.389.66 9.43|9.06 8.80 8.05/8.33 8.56 8.04/8.05 8.49 8.26|8.08 9.07 9.55(9.76 9.51 9.50(9.31 9.72 9.45|4.91 9.47 9.42/8.58 9.10 8.85| 8.84
GPT-Image-1.5 [91] 8.029.32 6.80|7.16 7.58 5.55|6.43 6.49 3.82|5.44 6.91 5.35|4.09 6.97 7.71|9.30 9.44 8.31|8.12 9.12 6.34|3.37 7.02 7.93|6.52 7.78 6.15| 6.82
Seedream 4.5 [7] 6.86 8.21 6.40(7.23 7.93 5.91|6.60 7.37 4.70|5.29 7.08 5.36/4.97 6.93 7.15|8.76 9.08 8.37|7.33 8.62 7.66(2.17 5.69 7.67|6.29 7.66 6.38| 6.78
Gemini-2.5-Flash-Image [23] |5.88 8.06 7.58|3.35 6.05 7.50/6.01 8.17 6.05|1.77 6.86 7.11|1.75 6.06 8.83|7.95 9.54 9.58|4.08 7.57 8.83|1.70 4.82 8.76|3.92 7.14 7.80| 6.29

Model

Open-source Models

SenseNova-Ul.5 8.40 8.54 8.528.83 8.56 8.22(8.20 8.75 7.38|5.71 7.18 7.67|2.19 4.16 8.11|8.60 8.58 7.91|8.58 8.52 8.68|1.84 4.17 7.94|6.81 7.50 8.08| 7.46
FireRed-Image-Edit [109] 5.447.54 7.67|4.58 6.30 6.26|6.80 8.81 5.97|1.76 4.78 5.52|1.39 2.67 8.44|9.30 9.23 9.78|4.19 7.23 7.48|1.25 5.45 8.90|4.15 6.33 7.14| 5.87
HY-image-3-instruct [11] 6.04 7.55 7.68|3.91 5.42 5.79|6.32 7.85 4.69|1.73 4.26 6.59|1.45 3.52 8.67|9.43 9.35 9.52|4.73 6.62 7.43|1.12 4.67 8.654.16 5.99 7.03| 5.73
Qwen-Image-Edit-2509 [129]]4.96 7.05 6.55|3.44 5.17 5.90(4.97 7.84 5.07|1.35 4.90 5.91|1.26 2.72 8.77|8.97 9.15 9.11|3.90 6.48 7.24|1.22 5.17 8.51|3.49 5.84 6.80| 5.38

FLUX.2-dev [58] 5.407.59 4.92|3.59 6.09 4.95|3.07 8.14 5.27|1.44 5.73 5.84|1.24 3.59 8.78|8.04 8.88 8.31|4.60 7.31 5.52|1.26 6.33 9.55|3.37 6.53 6.19| 5.36
LongCat-Image-Edit [114] |5.23 6.10 6.80(3.03 4.51 5.16|4.65 7.18 5.84/1.33 4.91 5.92|1.29 4.42 8.29(8.40 8.95 9.27(3.89 5.47 6.87|1.17 5.05 8.38|3.39 5.59 6.71| 5.23
Step1X-Edit-v1.2 [75] 2.733.98 7.38|2.44 3.22 6.75|5.68 7.01 6.45/1.26 3.46 4.76|1.34 2.84 7.64|7.78 8.54 8.67|2.12 3.79 7.89(1.09 5.81 9.37|2.78 4.36 7.03| 4.72
Emu3.5 [21] 4.89 6.60 3.72|3.26 4.60 2.81]4.76 5.20 2.29|1.46 3.94 3.36|1.27 2.73 5.93|8.27 8.66 8.41|3.96 5.98 4.13|1.23 3.34 6.32|3.42 4.96 4.07| 4.15
Qwen-Image-Edit-2511 [129](4.80 5.94 3.73|3.36 3.73 3.77|3.89 4.46 3.34|1.42 2.67 3.95|1.28 1.60 6.97|8.50 8.88 8.48|3.27 4.21 4.23/1.09 1.97 6.04|3.18 3.93 4.63| 3.91
BAGEL [24] 2.323.035.99|1.48 2.41 4.30|3.03 6.46 2.92/1.07 3.53 5.66|1.03 4.88 7.68|7.36 7.76 8.98|1.44 2.33 5.83|1.02 4.42 8.89|1.97 4.01 5.75| 3.91
OmniGen2 [130] 1.72 3.11 3.86|1.26 3.30 3.61|1.53 3.54 2.52|1.07 3.34 3.32|1.00 3.35 3.85|3.67 5.29 4.21|1.21 3.41 3.92|1.01 4.15 6.24|1.40 3.48 3.68| 2.85

Table 18 Quantitative evaluation results on the WeEdit benchmark. Note that IA, TC, and BP denote Instruction Adherence,
Text Clarity, and Background Preservation, respectively. Avg. is the arithmetic mean of the three Overall scores.

Model | Objective Metrics | MLLM Evaluation
‘Subject Style Background Lighting Pose Avg.T‘Subject Background Style Lighting Aesthetics Instruction Avg.?
Closed-source Models
Nano-Banana-Pro [22] 0.64 046 0.89 0.77 0.72 0.70 | 8.50 8.61 837 8.75 8.37 8.39 8.50
Seedream 4.5 [7] 0.65 0.34 0.89 0.74 074 0.67 | 8.77 8.92 6.27 8.8 8.08 7.97 8.13
Open-source Models
SenseNova-U1.5 (w/ PE) 0.63 0.47 0.88 0.70  0.70 0.68 | 8.45 8.37 7.89 831 7.98 7.90 8.15
FLUX.2 [klein] [58] 0.63 0.21 0.87 0.69 0.74 0.63 | 8.25 6.32 218  7.69 7.95 6.53 6.49
DreamOmni2 [135] 0.57 0.28 0.85 0.71 0.67 062 | 6.75 3.43 345  6.07 6.65 4.71 5.18
Qwen-Image-Edit-2511 [129]| 0.55 0.15 0.84 071 071 0.59 | 6.50 435 1.61  6.81 6.09 4.46 4.97
BAGEL [24] 0.58 0.15 0.85 0.67 0.69 059 | 6.21 3.66 .13 631 5.98 4.54 4.64
OmniGen?2 [130] 0.59 0.11 0.85 0.65 0.65 057 | 447 2.31 037  4.68 6.73 4.16 3.79

Table 19 Quantitative evaluation results on OmniRef-Bench. We adopt both objective and MLLM-based evaluation protocols.

GEdit-Bench. In Table 17, SenseNova-U1.5 achieves the strongest overall performance. The gains are particularly
evident in semantic consistency, indicating that the model can more reliably identify the intended edit, modify the correct
visual content, and preserve the semantic context of the original image. At the same time, U1.5 maintains competitive
perceptual quality, suggesting that improved instruction execution does not come at the cost of visual realism or local
coherence. This reflects a better balance between edit correctness, preservation, and overall image quality.

WeEdit. As shown in Table 18, SenseNova-U1.5 substantially outperforms other open-source models and remains
competitive with leading proprietary systems. Its strong instruction adherence, text clarity, and background preservation
demonstrate robust text-centric editing, where requested textual changes must be accurately executed while unrelated
visual content remains intact. The results further suggest improved coordination between semantic editing and visual
reconstruction. Translation-related and reasoning-intensive edits, however, remain relatively challenging, indicating
room for further improvement in tasks requiring deeper linguistic and contextual understanding.

OmniRef-Bench. In Table 19, SenseNova-U1.5 achieves leading open-source performance on OmniRef-Bench under
both objective and MLLM-based evaluation protocols. The gains are particularly pronounced in style consistency and
background preservation, indicating that the model can more effectively exploit reference information while minimizing
unintended modifications to the target image. Besides, strong subject and pose consistency show that identity, appearance,
and structural cues are reliably preserved across diverse editing conditions. These results suggest that U1.5 not only
improves reference fidelity, but also achieves a better balance among reference utilization, transformation accuracy, and
preservation of the original scene, which is critical for robust multi-reference and customization-oriented editing.
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Model # Params | Temporal Causal Spatial Logical ‘ Overallﬂ IR AC VP

Closed-source Models

GPT-Image-1.5 [91] - 54.1 60.0 62.0 21.2 50.0 69.7 92.5 949
Nano-Banana-Pro [22] - 41.2 61.1 48.0 37.6 472 77.0 855 944
Nano-Banana [23] - 25.9 47.8 37.0 18.8 32.8 61.2 86.0 91.3
GPT-Image-1 [90] - 34.1 32.2 37.0 10.6 28.9 62.8 80.2 949
Seedream 4.0 [100] - 12.9 12.2 11.0 7.1 10.8 589 674 912
Open-source Models
SenseNova-U1.5 (w/ CoT) 8B 38.8 522 42.0 20.0 38.6 64.7 86.8 94.8
SenseNova-U1.5 8B 34.1 37.8 49.0 10.6 33.6 59.7 853 95.2
SenseNova-U1-8B-MoT-SFT (w/ CoT) [29] 8B 31.8 333 27.0 15.3 26.9 60.8 86.6 88.2
SenseNova-U1-8B-MoT-SFT [29] 8B 224 333 27.0 11.8 23.9 58.2 84.1 824
Qwen-Image-Edit-2511 [129] 20B 21.2 18.9 31.0 4.7 194 499 71.0 915
BAGEL (w/ CoT) [24] 7B 5.9 17.8 21.0 1.2 11.9 459 73.8 80.1
Qwen-Image-Edit-2509 [129] 20B 4.7 10.0 17.0 2.4 8.9 372 664 86.9
BAGEL [24] 7B 2.4 5.6 14.0 1.2 6.1 36.5 53.5 73.0
FLUX.1-Kontext-Dev [59] 12B 2.3 55 13.0 1.2 5.8 26.0 71.6 852
Lumina-DiMOO [138] 8B 2.4 1.1 4.0 1.2 2.2 340 50.7 723
Step1X-Edit [75] 12B 0.0 2.2 2.0 3.5 1.9 25.1 41.5 735
OmniGen [136] 3.8B 1.2 1.0 0.0 1.2 0.8 22.0 326 553
Emu2 [108] 37B 1.2 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.5 22.6 382 783

Table 20 Quantitative evaluation results on RISEBench. The parameters of the generation component are denoted as # Params.
Note that CoT denotes chain-of-thought prompting before outputting the resulting image.

Model #Params\Complete Quality Richness Correct Human Align. IT Coherency Multi-step\OverallT
Closed-source Models
Nano-Banana [23] - 9.34 8.58 8.00 9.17 8.88 9.27 8.70 8.85
Wan-Weaver [139] - 9.41 8.32 8.03 8.90 8.69 8.78 8.56 8.67
GPT-4o0 [53]+DALL-E3 [4] - 8.66 8.01 7.42 7.98 8.77 8.15 8.38 8.20
Gemini [112]+Flux [57] - 7.58 7.26 6.48 7.03 7.98 6.98 7.33 7.23
Open-source Models
SenseNova-U1.5 (w/ CoT) 8B 9.13 9.21 8.51 9.19 9.45 9.58 9.21 9.18
SenseNova-U1-SFT (w/ CoT) [29] 8B 9.14 9.03 8.43 9.08 9.35 9.40 9.09 9.07
SEED-X [39] 17B 5.65 6.07 4.92 5.77 7.03 5.72 5.72 5.84
Emu3 [127] 8B 5.90 5.96 5.52 5.43 6.47 5.66 5.37 5.76
Anole [20] 7B 6.27 6.02 5.28 5.06 6.91 4.90 5.81 5.75
SEED-LLaMA [38] 14B 5.59 5.50 4.61 4.59 6.50 443 5.13 5.19
VILA-U [134] 7B 5.60 5.14 4.68 4.78 5.69 4.74 4.79 5.06
Show-o [137] 1.3B 4.37 4.79 3.83 3.76 5.78 4.04 4.33 441
MiniGPT-5 [158] 0.86B 3.91 4.50 3.61 3.63 5.51 3.56 4.10 4.12
NEXT-GPT [132] 1.3B 3.89 4.25 3.35 3.61 5.35 332 3.85 3.95

Table 21 Quantitative evaluation results on OpenING. The parameters of the generation component are denoted as # Params.

Reasoning-centric Editing. Beyond direct instruction following, we further evaluate edits that require the model to
infer temporal, causal, spatial, or logical consequences before modifying the image, using RISEBench [157].

RISEBench. As shown in Table 20, SenseNova-U1.5 already outperforms the evaluated open-source baselines without
CoT, while explicit reasoning provides a further substantial improvement. The gains are most pronounced for causal,
logical, and temporal edits, indicating that CoT is particularly effective when the required transformation must first
be inferred rather than directly localized. In contrast, spatial editing benefits less consistently, suggesting that explicit
reasoning is most valuable for implicit multi-step transformations rather than directly grounded edits.
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Model \ Overallt \ In-Domain by Category \ Out-of-Domain by Category

‘Avg. Abst. Know. Perc. Spat. Trans. ‘ Avg. Abst. Know. Perc. Spat. Trans.

Closed-source Models (Image Generation)

Seedream-5.0-Pro [99] 55.7 485 673 349 679 441 307 | 629 689 565 744 559 223
Qwen-Image-2.0 [156] 31.3 248 350 220 300 187 186 [37.8 463 292 440 384 8.8
Open-source Models (Image Generation)

FLUX.2-dev [58] 15.7 10.8 114 122 96 11.0 93 |20.6 268 205 207 24.1 8.5

Qwen-Image-Edit [129] 13.4 10.8 12.0 9.2 134 120 79 |[159 239 7.8 158 18.2 9.1

BAGEL [24] 8.9 66 50 9.5 89 5.0 38 11.1 272 3.9 82 28 13.3
Closed-source Models (Interleaved Generation)

Nano-Banana-Pro [22] 56.4 48.0 674 473 682 313 246 |648 751 619 739 585 243

GPT-Image-2 [92] 50.7 428 593 356 571 227 424 |587 540 513 712 480 335
Open-source Models (Interleaved Generation)

SenseNova-U1.5 68.2 67.6 784 752 70.5 60.8 487 [689 69.8 599 716 678 650

VBVR-SenseNova-U1 [141] 40.8 469 463 351 497 425 674 |347 395 393 309 480 263

ThinkMorph [45] 15.4 11.3 13.0 9.2 134 16.2 4.4 195 238 206 183 253 114

Table 22 Quantitative evaluation results on VBVR-Pro-Bench. We evaluate two model settings: image generation and interleaved
generation. We report both in-domain (ID) and out-of-domain (OOD) scores as percentages, together with category-wise performance.

Model # Params ‘ Uni-MMMU-GaU ‘ RealUnify-GEU

‘ Jigsaw-T Maze-T Sliding-T Geometry-T Avg? ‘ MR MT AF CN Avgt
SenseNova-U1.5 8B 86.0 17.3 0.0 15.0 29.6 | 38.0 84.0 51.0 52.0 563
SenseNova-U1-SFT [29] 8B 87.3 28.6 0.0 242 35.0 | 36.0 63.0 51.0 40.0 475
BAGEL [24] 7B 48.0 0.0 1.2 32.8 20.5 | 380 250 52.0 28.0 358
OmniGen?2 [130] 4B 48.0 0.0 0.0 5.7 134 | 420 24.0 38.0 19.0 30.8
Ovis-Ul1 [122] 1.2B 53.0 0.0 0.0 35 14.1 | 38.0 25.0 31.0 240 295

Table 23 Quantitative evaluation results on Uni-MMMU-GaU and RealUnify-GEU. For Uni-MMMU-GaU, we report text
accuracy (T) for all tasks and sample-level accuracy for the multi-step Maze and Sliding Puzzle tasks. For RealUnify-GEU, MR, MT,
AF, and CN denote mental reconstruction, mental tracking, attentional focusing, and cognitive navigation, respectively.

5.4 Interleaved Generation

Interleaved Generation. We evaluate this capability on OpenING [160] and VBVR-Pro-Bench [141] that integrate un-
derstanding, reasoning, and generation for open-ended interleaved generation and generation-mediated visual reasoning.

OpenING. 1In Table 21, SenseNova-U1.5 with CoT achieves leading overall performance on OpenING, improving over
SenseNova-U1 and outperforming the compared proprietary pipelines. Strong results in image-text coherency, human
alignment, and multi-step consistency demonstrate reliable open-ended interleaved generation.

VBVR-Pro-Bench. In Table 22, SenseNova-U1.5 achieves new state-of-the-art results across cognitive faculties,
showing its ability to reason directly through interleaved text-image generation. It also generalizes strongly to out-of-
domain tasks, outperforming leading proprietary models such as Nano-Banana-Pro [22] and GPT-Image-2 [92].

Unified Reasoning. Uni-MMMU [164] evaluates generation-aided understanding (GaU), while RealUnify [103]
evaluates generation-enhanced understanding (GEU) across reconstruction, tracking, focusing, and navigation.

Uni-MMMU-GaU and RealUnify-GEU. In Table 23, SenseNova-U1.5 achieves leading performance on RealUnify-
GEU with a considerable improvement over SenseNova-U1-SFT, while remaining competitive with the previous
SenseNova model on Uni-MMMU-GaU. These findings show that generation in SenseNova-U1.5 is not only an output
modality, but can also function as an intermediate representation that supports multimodal reasoning and understanding.
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6 Conclusion

We present SenseNova-U1.5 as a further step toward native multimodal systems in which visual understanding and
generation are learned within a common computational substrate rather than connected through separate perceptual and
generative pipelines. Our extensive results demonstrate that this direction can scale beyond basic image synthesis: a
compact native representation can simultaneously sustain strong understanding while impressively supporting high-
fidelity generation, editing, interleaved generation, and reasoning-intensive visual tasks.

More broadly, SenseNova-U1.5 suggests that the central opportunity of multimodal unification is not architectural
simplification, but capability interaction. Reasoning can improve how visual content is created and transformed, while
generation can itself become part of the model’s internal process for solving visual problems. This blurs the conventional
boundary between perception and creation, and points toward a class of foundation models in which seeing, reasoning,
and generating are no longer trained as loosely coupled functions, but emerge as different expressions of a shared visual
intelligence. We view this as an important step toward multimodal models that do not merely combine modalities, but
develop a unified mechanism for interpreting, imagining, and acting upon visual worlds.
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