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Abstract

Document parsing converts document images into structured content and requires reliable
performance across diverse layouts and acquisition conditions. Yet training corpora are bi-
ased toward common document types and clean digital pages, while expanding coverage alone
does not specify how to address a parser’s remaining weaknesses. We present WeVisDoc, a
two-stage data-centric framework for robust end-to-end document parsing. Stage I broadens
semantic, structural, and appearance coverage through heterogeneous data and structure-
preserving degradation synthesis. Stage II uses a held-out probe to measure the Stage I
parser’s residual errors within fixed visual-structural clusters. These diagnostics guide tar-
geted data construction and reallocation of the target-token budget. WeVisDoc-4B achieves
an Overall score of 95.38 on OmniDocBench v1.6 and a mean Overall score of 75.54 across the
three PureDocBench tracks, ranking first among the compared end-to-end parsers in all four
settings. Compared with Stage I, Stage IT improves Overall scores for the 2B and 4B models
on both benchmarks, with larger gains on the degraded PureDocBench tracks, including a
4.03-point gain for the 4B model on the Real Degraded track.
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Figure 1 WeVisDoc-4B leads the compared end-to-end parsers across all four reported settings. Bars show
scores on OmniDocBench v1.6 and the three PureDocBench robustness tracks; WeVisDoc-2B delivers top-tier end-to-
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1 Introduction

Document parsing maps a document image to structured text while preserving textual content, element types,
structural organization, and reading order. Modern parsers either decode an entire page directly [3, 20] or
combine global layout understanding with regional recognition [12, 37]. Despite rapid architectural progress,
reliable parsing remains challenging because documents vary simultaneously in language, layout, content
density, element composition, and acquisition condition. These variations produce distinct failure modes
that extend beyond character recognition. Benchmarks such as OmniDocBench [39] and PureDocBench [27]
evaluate complementary aspects of this variation and underscore the importance of training-data composition
alongside parser architecture.

Recent work has therefore devoted substantial effort to improving document training data. Large-scale cura-
tion, annotation repair, and controllable synthesis broaden linguistic and structural diversity [19, 23, 51, 53].
Degradation pipelines expand appearance variation for training [16], while source-aligned acquisition tracks
measure robustness under such variation [27]. Model-aware strategies in document parsing and language-
model pretraining use output divergence, proxy mixture search, or representation-space diagnostics to prior-
itize training data or optimize data mixtures [5, 7, 61]. A central challenge for refinement is to distinguish
weaknesses that reflect missing data support from those associated with insufficient exposure to patterns
already represented in the training distribution.

Expanding empirical support and increasing exposure to existing support are distinct interventions. Collect-
ing, retrieving, or synthesizing records expands empirical support, whereas replaying or reweighting existing
records changes their exposure. For autoregressive parsers, we characterize the supervised optimization bud-
get in terms of loss-bearing target tokens rather than record count because records vary substantially in
target length. Residual error alone is also insufficient evidence of a coverage deficit: it may arise from unreli-
able targets, low visual observability, decoding failure, or model limitations that additional nearby examples
cannot resolve. Effective allocation therefore requires an explicit assessment of whether the relevant training
support is absent.

We organize document-data scaling into two stages: coverage construction followed by capability-aware refine-
ment. The first stage establishes broad training support; the second diagnoses residual weaknesses, validates
targeted additions, and reallocates supervised exposure over the revised pool. We introduce WeVisDoc, a
two-stage data-centric framework that implements this procedure for document parsing, with a separate
target-token budget for each stage.

Stage I constructs broad, validated coverage from approximately 40 million records spanning supervision
granularities, layouts, languages, data sources, and acquisition conditions. It combines heterogeneous super-
vision, executable page synthesis, and source-conditioned appearance generation using unified parsing targets
and annotation-quality checks. Source-aware balancing limits domination by large corpora, while appearance
variants expand visual coverage without being treated as additional semantic support. Stage II then refines
the parser according to its residual weaknesses. A diagnostic probe, disjoint from training, hard-example
mining, and final evaluation, measures residual parsing errors. Together with audits of existing support,
these measurements guide the choice between adding validated data and increasing exposure to available
records. Validated additions, Stage I replay, and separately audited hard examples form a refinement pool
of approximately 5 million records, with all exposure counted against a fixed Stage II target-token budget.

We instantiate WeVisDoc from Qwen3-VL-Instruct [1] at 2B and 4B scales, keeping the backbone, output
serialization, and autoregressive objective fixed within each scale. Figure 1 compares the resulting models
with five representative end-to-end systems on OmniDocBench v1.6 and the three PureDocBench tracks. On
OmniDocBench v1.6, the final 2B and 4B models achieve Overall scores of 95.06 and 95.38, respectively;
their corresponding Avgs scores on PureDocBench are 73.86 and 75.54. The 4B model ranks first among the
compared end-to-end parsers in all four settings, while the 2B model remains competitive with half as many
parameters. The complete Stage II protocol improves both benchmarks at both scales, with larger gains on
degraded pages than on clean pages. These stage-wise results are consistent with the benefit of the complete
refinement protocol, particularly under degraded acquisition conditions; because Stage II combines several
interventions, they do not identify the effect of residual-aware allocation in isolation.



2 Related Work

2.1 Parsing Architectures

Generative document parsers convert document images into structured text, providing a common output in-
terface for text, tables, and formulas. Early image-to-sequence methods, including Donut [20], Pix2Struct [22],
and Nougat [3], established this direction through document understanding, screenshot pretraining, and sci-
entific page conversion. More recent systems improve how page information is represented and encoded:
SmolDocling [36] uses DocTags to express content and structure, while DeepSeek-OCR [54] and DeepSeek-
OCR 2 [55] explore visual context compression and semantic reordering of visual tokens, respectively.

Another line of work uses page layout to organize regional recognition. Dolphin [12] and MonkeyOCR. [26]
decompose parsing into structural analysis and content recognition, while MinerU2.5 [37] and PaddleOCR-
VL-1.5 [5] combine page-level layout analysis with high-resolution regional processing. PaDoc [59] connects
parallel regional decoding with shared full-page visual context. These approaches explore different ways to
coordinate global structure and local recognition. WeVisDoc adopts end-to-end parsing and studies how
training-data coverage and allocation improve a parser within the same backbone architecture at each model
scale.

2.2 Data Coverage and Curation for Document Specialists

The coverage and quality of supervision shape which document patterns a specialist can learn. Vary [53]
emphasizes dense document perception, including non-English content; mPLUG-DocOwl 1.5 [17] combines
structural supervision with text localization across diverse visual domains; and dots.ocr [25] uses multilingual
data to jointly learn layout, content, and relations. Together, these works highlight complementary dimen-
sions of document supervision. Benchmarks such as OmniDocBench [39] make this diversity visible through
evaluation across heterogeneous pages and element types.

Recent data-centric systems make corpus construction an explicit part of parser development. MinerU2.5-
Pro [51] combines diversity-aware sampling with annotation verification and repair. DocHumming [23] and
Infinity-Parser2 [19] broaden supervision through layout composition and controllable rendering, respectively,
while Infinity-Parser [49] pairs a curated parsing corpus with layout-aware reinforcement learning. These
efforts motivate broad, reliable coverage, but effective training also requires deciding which patterns need
additional data or greater exposure. WeVisDoc connects these decisions through two stages: broad coverage
construction followed by refinement guided by the trained parser’s remaining weaknesses.

2.3 Robustness to Document Degradation

Beyond content and layout diversity, document parsers must remain reliable under degradations introduced
by scanning, photography, and reproduction. Document unwarping methods such as DewarpNet [6] and
UVDoc [48] correct geometric distortions to recover a flat view before recognition. Data augmentation offers
a complementary route: Augraphy [16] simulates artifacts from printing, scanning, and related processes to
expose models to degraded document images during training.

Recent parsing studies evaluate how document degradation affects parsing quality. PaddleOCR-VL-1.5 [5]
and DocHumming [23] cover geometric distortions and degradation in photographed or screen-mediated
documents. PureDocBench [27] evaluates aligned clean and degraded views using a common source-derived
target. For supervised parser training, degraded views provide valid supervision only when their content
remains readable and consistent with the target. WeVisDoc incorporates degradation-based augmentation
into Stage I coverage, validating degraded image—target pairs and controlling their training exposure to
improve robustness while preserving semantic and structural supervision.

2.4 Model-Aware Data Allocation

Data selection and weighting seek to use finite training budgets more effectively. Curriculum learning [2]
organizes exposure by difficulty, while DoReMi [57] and Nemotron-CLIMB [7] use proxy models to optimize
domain or cluster mixtures. Rho-1 [28] instead selects tokens according to excess loss relative to a reference



model. At the sample level, Core-Set [43], JTT [29], and LESS [56] prioritize representation coverage, initial-
model errors, and gradient similarity to target examples, respectively. These methods provide complementary
ways to decide where training effort should be spent.

Document-specific methods increasingly connect such decisions to diagnosed parsing weaknesses. Uncertainty-
Aware Cluster Sampling [5] uses stochastic-output divergence to allocate samples across visual clusters.
MinerU2.5-Pro [51] and PaddleOCR-VL-1.6 [61] combine data grouping and model feedback with targeted
data expansion or annotation repair, while HunyuanOCR-1.5 [24] turns long-tail weaknesses into data-
construction requirements. Training feedback can also shape optimization directly: Infinity-Parser [49] and
FD-RL [65] use reinforcement learning with document-specific rewards. Together, these approaches motivate
connecting model diagnosis to both data construction and subsequent training.

WeVisDoc combines broad coverage with model-aware refinement in two-stage supervised training. Stage I
trains the parser on diverse document content, structures, and degradations. Stage II uses the resulting
model’s remaining weaknesses to guide further data construction and training. We measure page and compo-
nent errors against ground-truth targets on a diagnostic probe disjoint from training, hard-example mining,
and final evaluation, and aggregate them over representation-space groups. Combined with checks on exist-
ing data coverage, these signals guide targeted additions and exposure allocation under a fixed budget of
supervised output tokens. Pool expansion and exposure reallocation are therefore separate interventions in
supervised model training. Within each model scale, training updates model parameters while preserving the
backbone architecture, output serialization, and autoregressive objective.

3 Method

Our method first builds broad data coverage, then adds data and adjusts training to address remaining
parsing errors. Section 3.1 defines the task and training objective; Sections 3.2 and 3.3 describe the two
stages, and Section 3.4 gives the experimental configuration.

3.1 Task Formulation and Method Overview

Unified document parsing. Document parsing converts document images into readable text while preserving
their structure and reading order. For record ¢, the input image x; may contain a complete page, a text
crop, a mixed-content region, an isolated formula, or a table. Its target y; represents the visible content in
reading order: text uses Markdown, formulas use LaTeX, and tables use HTML. Full pages and mixed-content
regions combine these representations in one sequence; crops use the corresponding format for the content
they contain.

A parser with parameters 6 models the target sequence y; = (v;.1, - .., ¥i,1;) autoregressively:
T;
po(yi | z:i) = Hpo(yi,t | @iy Yi,<t)- (1)

t=1

where T; is the target length, ¢ indexes its tokens, and y; «; denotes the preceding tokens. The same parser
and output formats apply to pages, regions, and components. During evaluation, the target is represented
as a decoded, normalized string.

Supervision and training exposure. Let m;; € {0,1} indicate whether target position ¢ contributes to
training. The effective target length L; and summed negative log-likelihood ¢;(6) are

T;
L, = Zmi,t > 0,
t=1
; o)
C;(0) == > mylogpe(yi | iy Yi,<t)-
t=1

Only target tokens included in the loss count toward L;; input tokens, padding, and discarded target positions
do not. For a record-sampling distribution ¢, where ¢(4) is the probability of drawing record ¢, the training



objective, normalized by supervised target length, is

EiNQ[Zi(G)}

L(0;q) = Er L

(3)
This defines loss per supervised token rather than an equal average of per-record losses. Long pages con-
tribute more supervised tokens per sampled record than short components, so pool size and record-sampling
probability do not directly determine training exposure. Section 3.2.1 describes how desired token shares are
converted into record-sampling probabilities.

From coverage to capability. Starting from pretrained parameters 6y, Stage I produces checkpoint 6, by
sampling from distribution ¢; under a supervised-token budget B;. It establishes broad parsing capability
across content, layouts, languages, and acquisition conditions, with appearance augmentation adding visual
variation while keeping the content readable (Section 3.2).

Stage II diagnoses the remaining errors of 61, separates annotation errors from verified model errors, and adds
supervision for insufficiently covered patterns. It then trains under a revised distribution ¢, and token budget
B> to obtain 65. The revised mixture assigns more training tokens to examples with verified model errors
while retaining Stage I examples to reduce forgetting. Sections 3.3.1-3.3.4 describe verification, diagnosis,
targeted additions, and rebalancing. Both stages use Equation 3; Stage II freezes the visual encoder and
updates the language model (Section 3.4).

3.2 Stage |: Broad-Coverage Data Construction

Stage I builds a pool of approximately 40 million records by combining data sources, converting annotations,
filtering low-quality data, and generating new examples. Supervision conversion turns source annotations
into training pairs for complete pages, regions, or components (Section 3.2.1). Coverage spans document
domains, layouts, output structures, languages, and acquisition conditions, with these attributes tracked
separately. Figure 2 summarizes the construction process.

3.21 Data Sources and Coverage

Diverse data sources. The corpus combines open-source datasets, in-house collections, targeted web and PDF
crawling, and generated documents. Public datasets provide broad OCR coverage and reusable annotations
for articles, books, forms, receipts, tables, and formulas. In-house collections add production documents and
acquisition conditions underrepresented in benchmarks. Targeted crawling adds examples from underrepre-
sented domains and patterns, including educational material, newspapers, handwriting, and mixed-language
pages.

Real documents preserve the relationships among content, layout, fonts, and visual effects introduced during
capture or scanning. Synthetic data systematically vary structures that are rare in collected sources. Source
information keeps collected and synthetic data separately traceable for analysis. Appearance variants remain
linked to their source page, separating visual augmentation from new document content.

Source and generation metadata support split construction, deduplication (removing or grouping repeated
content), source-aware sampling, and error analysis.

Page, region, and component supervision.  The corpus includes complete pages, pure-text crops, mixed-
content regions, isolated tables, and isolated formulas. Full pages teach global reading order and relations
among text, tables, formulas, and captions. Text crops preserve recognition resolution for small or densely
packed characters; mixed-content regions retain local interactions, such as formulas with explanations or
figures with captions.

Tables and formulas receive dedicated supervision for their structural requirements. HTML tables encode cell
content and structure, including row and column spans. LaTeX formulas encode symbols, operator hierarchy,
and grouping. Component records provide more training on these structures.

Supervision conversion uses each source’s most informative reliable annotation. Verified page elements and
reading order yield a Markdown target and, where valid, corresponding text, mixed-region, table, or formula
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Figure 2 Stage I data construction. Collected sources are normalized through multi-model labeling, while general
synthesis generates exact semantic and structural targets. Both data sources enter a shared clean pool. Appearance
augmentation is then applied according to the source to form the Stage I mixture.

crops. Sources containing only table or formula annotations use the corresponding component representation
without invented page context. Crops receive only visible-content targets, normalized consistently with their
page-level counterparts. Source and conversion identifiers link derived records, keeping page, region, and
component targets consistent and limiting repeated exposure from one page.

Before training-specific sampling, roughly 40% of records provide full-page supervision, 25% text or mixed
regions, 25% isolated tables, and 10% isolated formulas.

Diverse document layouts. Layout coverage includes single- and multi-column pages, changing column
counts, sidebars, floating elements, footnotes, and forms with field-based reading order. Handwritten notes,
posters, and presentation material add layouts without a regular grid. These examples require local grouping
and reading-order inference beyond a fixed top-to-bottom template.

Density and scale vary within each layout family, from sparse title pages to dense academic or legal documents.
Tables may occupy a full page or be embedded in prose. Layout labels and component statistics support
coverage analysis and batching, while all inputs retain the shared output representation.

Image sources and languages. Acquisition coverage spans born-digital pages, scans, photographs, screen-
shots, and screen recaptures, introducing variations in geometry, illumination, resolution, noise, and com-
pression. Languages include Simplified Chinese, English, Traditional Chinese, and mixed-language pages.

Quality checks remove corrupt or unreadable images and route uncertain targets to annotation review. Image
hashes detect exact duplicates; normalized visual embeddings identify near duplicates under source-aware
thresholds. Deduplication precedes supervision conversion, and derived views retain their duplicate-group
identity so repeated content does not overstate data coverage or dominate training.



These attributes guide source-aware sampling and later residual analysis.

Source allocation and token accounting. To retain source diversity without letting large sources dominate,
we balance sources using their available supervised-token counts. Let s index data sources and Z; contain
the eligible record indices from source s after filtering and duplicate control. Using L; from Section 3.1, we
define

Mg
]\4-322_[47 UJS:W, O§p§1 (4)
i€T, s/ s

where M counts the supervised tokens in eligible records once, and wy is the desired source token share. The
index s’ runs over nonempty sources. Setting p = 1 follows available token counts; p = 0 gives equal shares;
intermediate values reduce the influence of large sources.

Token shares require length correction to become record-sampling probabilities. A stream is a subset sampled
for a particular role, such as clean pages or hard examples. For G nonempty streams indexed by g, with h
a summation index, let ¢(9) (i) be the within-stream record probability, L, = > q\9(i)L; its mean target
length, and v, > 0 its desired token share, with > g Vg =1. The resulting record-sampling distribution is

G —
i) = agq\9 (i oy = __Ylly .
q(7) gz:; 997 (i), g Zg;:l 'Uh/ih (5)

The stream-selection probability «, yields expected token share agig / Zle apLy, = vg. Thus a stream of
shorter targets requires more record draws to supply the same token share.

For source balancing, stream g corresponds to source s, with vy = w,; the resulting sampler is geiecan. Records
have one sampling role per mixture. Duplicate-group caps limit repeated exposure, and actual token shares
are monitored against planned shares.

3.2.2 Unified Expert Annotation and Difficulty Assessment

The Stage I pool combines converted source labels with model-generated annotation. Both are mapped to
common element categories and representations. Categories identify content such as text, headings, tables,
and formulas; page and region instead describe how much of a document the input contains. Text symbols,
whitespace, and equivalent markup are normalized consistently, with shared HTML-table, LaTeX-formula,
and reading-order Markdown conventions.

When source labels are incomplete, inconsistent, or unavailable, we obtain candidate targets from three
expert systems. The expert parsers are MinerU2.5-Pro [51], PaddleOCR-VL-1.6 [61], and dots.mocr [63].
The multi-model labeling branch in Figure 2 shows how normalized agreement determines whether a target
enters Stage I directly, requires review, or becomes a difficult candidate for Stage II.

Multi-model joint annotation and difficulty control. Expert outputs first undergo common normalization
and representation-specific syntax checks. Let m,n index expert parsers and ﬂgm), ﬂfn) be their normalized
predictions for image x;: candidate annotations for y;, not verified references. Their normalized edit distance
(NED) is

ED@™, 3"
max{1, 5], 7"}

Here ED is character-level Levenshtein distance and | - | counts characters. High-confidence annotation
requires predictions from all three experts, with every pair’s NED below the annotation-agreement threshold
0ann (ann denotes annotation).

d(m,n,) _

(3

(6)

Agreement is combined with HTML/LaTeX parseability and structural checks. Converted source ground
truth remains preferred when valid; otherwise a valid representative of agreeing expert outputs is selected.

If two experts agree and the third differs, the agreed output requires image-based review before inclusion
in training. If all three differ, the record is withheld from ordinary Stage I supervision and reviewed by a



stronger multimodal model and human reviewers for possible Stage II use. Missing predictions or unresolved
disagreements likewise require review: agreement alone does not establish correctness.

Confidence concerns target reliability; difficulty concerns visible content, characterized by structural com-
plexity, component density, and expert disagreement. Reliable records are stratified into Easy, Medium, and
Hard levels according to these attributes; the strata guide Stage I sampling and Stage II hard-example min-
ing. Corrupt images, invalid markup, incorrect reading order, severe repetition, and duplicates are filtered or
reviewed. Hashes, visual embeddings, recognized content, and layout support duplicate control. Unresolved
image-target disagreements enter the audit in Section 3.3.1.

3.2.3 Broad-Coverage Data Synthesis

Broad-coverage synthesis creates executable page programs—structured specifications that produce both a
page image and its target—for combinations rarely found in collected data. Content and structure are
generated before appearance augmentation in Section 3.2.4. Related work also uses compositional synthesis
for controllable full-page supervision [23].

Compositional document programs. A page program specifies content dependencies, language, layout, read-
ing order, elements, and visual style. Its source and random state permit regeneration. Joint semantic and
rendering constraints require consistent table structure, formulas compatible with their explanations, and
visible content.

Source and structural metadata identify underrepresented combinations after duplicate control. The annota-
tion review in Section 3.2.2 identifies uncertain targets, while generator-family limits prevent a few templates
from dominating.

Programs establish semantic relations before layout: claims connect to evidence, line items to totals, and
concepts to equations. These relations determine headings, tables, caption attachment, and cross-region
reading order. Content and style vary within the resulting constraints.

Dual compilation from semantic HTML. Semantic HTML is the executable intermediate representation. Each
block becomes a Document Object Model (DOM) node with an element type and unique identifier; CSS
controls its visual layout. One compilation path renders the image and node geometry, while another traverses
the same tree to produce element labels, reading-order Markdown, HTML tables, and source LaTeX. Shared
identifiers align image regions and structured targets, yielding exact supervision from the generating source.

Generated pages undergo the same normalization, validation, and duplicate control as collected data. Failed
rendering, clipped content, invalid tables or formulas, and unreadable text are rejected. Complexity and
expert disagreement characterize difficulty, with program-level caps preserving diversity. Figure 3 shows
representative outputs.

3.2.4 Appearance Degradation and Augmentation

Appearance augmentation follows source-specific acquisition paths: born-digital pages may be resized or
recaptured, paper documents printed or scanned, and historical material affected by aging. Applied to
collected pages and the clean synthesis in Section 3.2.3, it expands acquisition coverage while retaining valid
semantic targets. We group compatible degradation operators by acquisition path into operator families,
each specifying the operation order and parameter ranges. This organization draws on document-image
augmentation and source-aware robustness comparisons [16, 27].

An acquisition scenario combines compatible operator families, their parameters, and their physical order.
For example, a photocopied photograph passes through paper and ink formation, device reproduction, and
camera capture. Source media constrain valid paths; content density, symbol size, formula strokes, and
table-rule width constrain severity.

A transformed view retains its source target only while all supervised content remains visible and readable.
Views that lose content are rejected or assigned visible-content crop targets following Section 3.2.1.
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Figure 3 Representative pages produced by general data synthesis. The gallery spans a structured technical report,
an equation-rich educational page, and a long-form scholarly page, illustrating joint variation in semantic context,
element composition, page density, typography, and layout organization.

Paper, copying, and transmission effects. Paper texture, aging, stains, and ink fading or bleeding simulate
changes to the paper and print. Printing, photocopying, and scanning introduce halftone patterns, blur,
stripes, and contrast loss, while digital transmission adds resizing, re-encoding, and compression artifacts.
Effects are scaled to resolution and stroke width, preserving relevant differences among text, formulas, and
table rules.

Physical acquisition. Surface maps and constrained meshes vary perspective, page curvature, and creases,
following document-unwarping representations [6, 48]. Illumination follows the sampled geometry to produce
spatially consistent shadows and exposure variation. Screen recapture models the display-to-camera sampling
chain, producing moiré and colored edges; camera effects also include motion or depth-dependent blur.

Difficulty and observability control.  Content retention and local legibility determine admission; expert
disagreement indicates difficulty but does not establish target validity. Variants retain their clean page’s
duplicate-group identity, so semantic-support statistics count the source once while sampling controls variant
exposure. Figure 4 illustrates the transformations.

Stage I combines the clean-data sampler gglean from Section 3.2.1 with validated appearance variants. The
degraded stream samples a clean record and a transformation that preserves its target. The desired degraded-
token share is selected by internal validation; Equation 5 converts the clean and degraded shares into record-
selection probabilities, defining ¢;. Duplicate-group caps limit repeated views, and actual token exposure is
monitored separately from record draws.

The resulting parser ¢; supports the Stage I diagnosis of whether remaining weaknesses require replay, new
collection, or targeted synthesis.

3.3 Stage ll: Capability Diagnosis and Targeted Refinement

Stage II constructs an approximately 5M-record refinement pool around the weaknesses of ;. Residual error
is parsing error remaining after Stage I; replay is continued training on high-quality Stage I examples. We
call a record high-error when its page- or component-level error exceeds the review threshold; because this
may reflect annotation errors or unreadable content, refinement verifies target reliability before treating it as
a hard example.



S g
3 aw >e ub [P0 le o i, mtenoa ] 3 aw >e b [P 0ols o fino ™t vhep}
Lotk cadng uh. lxplen, Weze £aoth cad gy a. fxplet, Vean

- T (Tedap).

Moty T WT. (Todey),

o o e, @ i lnad b,

ERUREY T T e
RATE M B B
SPIOTR T o7 LISV T S

=1 130

) e ouoske) VS,

Fopabn 34
g QM (R - e (Bat(E )

ofsecT

> |
W (0~ [ 1 30 o ot - e ey

99 - &y W0 = T ZEE (69" - oty =

CETIL W (R ) z0 VosreToy Wi T w ()20 VosreT-y

(a) Paper tone, texture, and signal noise

il
S—
PERBRRRSA, ASTRREAT, GTEASTIATSN

v, RARAR. MG, SO -

R AR RR WA £, AAARRRRZE

A e

B

. HERIE
s, G

(c) Perspective and handheld capture (d) Curvature and uneven illumination

Figure 4 Representative appearance transformations. Each cell shows the source page on the left and the transformed
view on the right: (a—b) paper, copying, and transmission effects, and (c—d) physical acquisition effects.

Diagnosis combines document-level errors with component metrics that reveal failures occupying little page
area. The photographed contract in Figure 12(b), for example, contains formulas missing from the Stage I
output despite readable surrounding text. Record-level mining selects verified hard examples; group-level
analysis identifies recurring errors with insufficient data coverage. Figure 5 links diagnosis (Section 3.3.2) to
targeted construction (Section 3.3.3) and allocation.

Each model scale is diagnosed with its frozen Stage I checkpoint. Hard examples come from training-pool
mining or separately audited annotation candidates. A held-out allocation probe, Dprobe, estimates group-
level weaknesses and is excluded from training, mining, and final benchmark evaluation. Pages and derived
crops stay within the same content split. Targets must pass image—target correspondence, format, and
structural checks; Sections 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 describe verification and group-level aggregation.

3.3.1 Hard-Example Mining and Verification

Document-level mining. Let Dyine be the analysis sample from the Stage I training pool, disjoint in content
from Dprobe- Annotation candidates withheld in Section 3.2.2 follow a separate verification queue; they are
not Stage I training records. Both routes exclude probe and benchmark content.

For a full-page image x;, let 7j; be the Stage I prediction and y; the reliable full-page target. Both are reading-
order Markdown strings containing text, HTML tables, and LaTeX formulas. Their complete-page error is
d; page = NED(7;,v;), using Equation 6. This compares complete serialized content and reading order, not
an average of element scores. The score selects review candidates rather than certifying hard examples, and
scores are recomputed for each Stage I checkpoint.

The representation in Section 3.3.2 groups related failures for review. Training-pool scores select hard exam-
ples; held-out probe errors determine allocation across document groups.

Component-level mining. Whole-page NED includes tables and formulas, but a small failed region can
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Figure 5 Stage II data construction. A disjoint allocation probe determines cluster-level residual priorities, while
training-pool mining supplies a separately audited hard-example stream. Verified retrieval and targeted page-program
synthesis then add examples for underrepresented patterns before training tokens are allocated according to residual
errors under a fixed budget.

contribute little to the page score. We therefore examine text, tables, and formulas separately; figures and
charts are excluded from these component metrics. For record i, let ¢ denote a component type and let y; .
and ¥; . denote its reference and predicted content. The corresponding error is

NED(¥i,e: Yie)s ¢ = text,
Cic = 1 - TEDS[OJ] (@\i,CJ yi,C)a Cc= table, (7)
1- CDM[0,1] (YiresYire), ¢ = formula.

The subscript [0, 1] indicates a similarity score expressed on the unit scale. Tree-Edit-Distance-based Similar-
ity (TEDS) [64] measures table content and tree structure, while Character Detection Matching (CDM) [50]
compares rendered formulas through character detection and matching. Subtracting either similarity from
one makes all three metrics increase with error. Component correspondence and aggregation follow a consis-
tent type-specific evaluation protocol. Reading-order consistency is evaluated with the serialized page target,
while Equation 7 characterizes localized errors for text, tables, and formulas.

Separate page and component thresholds retrieve review candidates; they do not certify target correctness.
For allocation, e;(61) € [0, 1] summarizes record i’s available page and component errors under checkpoint 6.
The scoring protocol is fixed across groups and applied to the held-out probe. Component channels remain
available separately to reveal weaknesses hidden by the combined score.

High-error audit. High-error candidates are checked for three other possible causes of error. Incorrect targets
may omit content, misorder regions, or contain invalid markup. OCR-EDR’s rendering-aware diagnosis and
repair uses DocEDR to compare the image, editable target, and rendered output [62]; repairs must remain
structurally valid and visually consistent. Repetitive or outputs that fail to stop receive a decoding-failure
label. Content that cannot be read because of cropping, blur, occlusion, or low resolution is excluded from
hard-example training but may still help assess robustness.

Human reviewers and a stronger multimodal model verify difficult image—target pairs and structured outputs.
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The model supplies a second interpretation, not automatic ground truth; unresolved disagreements require
review or exclusion. Accepted records retain scores, checkpoint, error type, verification route, and target
revision.

Let H be the verified hard set. A record is included only if the mining checkpoint still makes substantial
errors against the final reliable target. If repair removes the apparent error, the record may enter ordinary
supervision but not hard-example oversampling. Duplicate and exposure caps limit repeated templates and
decoding failures.

3.3.2 Visual-Structural Clustering and Coverage Diagnosis

Clustering groups Stage I records by visual structure and component composition to reveal recurring failures.
These groups are described after fitting using content, language, layout, and acquisition metadata.

Visual-structural representation. Each clustering record is a complete page or supervised region, with
features describing its actual input content. Let h; be the unit-length embedding of z; from a frozen SigL.IP2
encoder [47]. Its clustering feature is

s = [PCA(h)imuuchi] ®)

Here PCA denotes principal component analysis, which reduces the visual embedding dimension; brackets
and the semicolon denote concatenation. The normalized metadata vector b; describes component composi-
tion, content density, language, layout, acquisition condition, and target length. The subscript str denotes
structural metadata, whose weight ns, > 0 controls its contribution relative to the image embedding.

The transform is fitted on a Stage I dataset after deduplication; records retain input-granularity metadata
and source-page links. A cluster center is the mean feature of its fitting records. Features are grouped by
squared distance to centers, with groups split further when their features vary widely. After fitting, clusters
are indexed by k and their centers and transform are frozen. Training, probe, and new records are assigned
to the nearest center without refitting.

rec

Coverage and residual diagnosis. Before targeted additions, p;°® denotes the fraction of deduplicated fitting
records assigned to cluster k; here, a record is a sampling unit that may be a page or a derived crop.
Coverage priority combines the negative logarithm of the cluster’s record fraction with its within-cluster
feature dispersion. Small or diffuse clusters are flagged for coverage review, while residual error is measured
separately on reliable probe records.

Errors from the held-out allocation probe provide complementary evidence. Let Dprobe,r contain the probe
records assigned to cluster k£ whose image-target pairs pass the reliability checks in Section 3.3.1. Their
record errors e;(#1) are defined in that section. Let w; > 0 be the fixed evaluation weight of record i. Equal
weights summarize the observed probe; sampling-correction weights instead summarize a specified reference
population. Let R denote the weighted mean error over all reliable probe records. For a nonempty group, its

raw and stabilized residuals are

Zie'mebe.k wi€; (01)
Rk = - ;
ZiGmebe,k Wy

R = Ry + (1 — )R

(9)

The superscript sh denotes shrinkage toward the pooled mean. The support coefficient is v = nsz (nsz—i—)\sh),
where Agy, > 0 controls pooling strength and nsz is the effective (eff) probe count: the square of the sum of
weights divided by the sum of squared weights within the group. With equal weights it is simply the record
count. Small groups rely more heavily on the pooled estimate; empty groups use R as a prior, not as an

observed group-specific error. At least one reliable probe record is required.

Let gr be the stabilized residual after subtracting its across-cluster mean, dividing by its across-cluster
standard deviation with a positive numerical floor, and clipping to a fixed symmetric interval. A positive
value indicates above-average estimated error. For a group without local probe evidence, this value reflects
the pooled prior rather than a measured parsing weakness. Applying the same aggregation and stabilization
separately to each component channel reveals concentrated text, table, or formula errors. Let Dzlem be the
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largest positive standardized component residual, or zero when none is positive; elem denotes element-level
error. Only channels with reliable probe support are used; prior-based estimates are distinguished from
locally observed failures.

Priorities for data review combine standardized coverage priority, overall residual g, and component residual
Dzlem through a nonnegative weighted sum. The ranking guides review rather than automatic inclusion in
training. New data require an audited failure pattern and insufficient existing supervision; groups with
enough data but persistent errors may instead need more training. Rare groups without local probe evidence
remain coverage-audit candidates.

Representative failures turn group priorities into data requests, such as Chinese mathematical text, nested
tables, or cross-region reading relations. Requests are met through real-data retrieval or targeted synthesis
(Section 3.3.3), with additions passing supervision, reliability, and duplicate checks before reassignment.
Figure 6 shows two example clusters.
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(a) Handwriting and notes (b) Colorful textbooks

Figure 6 Representative groups obtained by global unsupervised clustering. Handwritten pages share ruled-paper
texture, stroke organization, and free-form annotation patterns, whereas colorful textbooks are grouped by section
frames, worked examples, exercise blocks, diagrams, and illustrated explanations.

3.3.3 Residual-Driven Targeted Data Synthesis

Targeted synthesis generates examples for verified requests from Section 3.3.2 using the page-program family
in Section 3.2.3. It focuses on structures the model still parses poorly rather than broad coverage.

Requests specify failed element relations, layouts, or language combinations. Candidates are rendered, val-
idated, and assigned using the frozen representation and cluster centers from Section 3.3.2; after rendering,
each candidate is re-encoded and assigned to the nearest frozen cluster center. Priority guides construction,
while content and style variation preserve diversity. When the generator cannot meet a request, new real
data or an extended generator is needed, with the same validation checks.

Page programs for difficult element families. Formula programs combine inline notation, display equations,
derivations, piecewise expressions, and explanations with consistent variable meanings, including Chinese
mathematical text. Table programs vary borders, nested headers, merged cells, and mixed cell content.
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Cross-element programs connect captions, notes, references, and equations. Layout controls vary columns,
density, adjacency, and reading order, while content and style diversity prevent repeated templates.

Co-generated supervision and cluster validation. The semantic-HTML compiler jointly produces the image,
element regions and categories, reading-order Markdown, HTML tables, and source LaTeX. Examples are
accepted only when their targets match the visible content, they contain the requested structure, and they
address the identified weakness. Fixed-cluster assignment alone does not establish that the target difficulty
has been reproduced.

Synthetic records retain source information and program identifiers, with family-, program-, and duplicate-
group caps. Their contribution can therefore be distinguished from new real data, hard examples, and replay.
Figure 7 illustrates representative constructions.

(a) Formula-intensive pages (b) Table-intensive pages

L o

IR LN R R TRANEY: 57ARSING F

anpre o

ALK

(c) Dense examination layouts (d) Dense newspaper layouts

Figure 7 Representative targeted constructions for diagnosed low-coverage capabilities: (a) formula-rich composition,
(b) table-rich composition, (¢) multi-region examination structure, and (d) dense newspaper structure.

3.3.4 Training Rebalancing after Targeted Data Addition

Validated additions retain their assignments to the fixed cluster centers. Let C.os be the residual-stream pool:
eligible Stage I replay records, newly collected records, and validated targeted synthesis. Records assigned
to the separately controlled hard stream are excluded from this pool for that sampling role.

For each cluster k, sum the effective target lengths L; of its records in C,os and normalize by the pool total.
The resulting fraction, pi°¥, is its natural token share after data addition (tok denotes tokens). It differs
from the pre-addition record fraction p;°° used for coverage diagnosis. Let K4 be the set of clusters with a
positive number of eligible target tokens. Empty clusters keep their identities and frozen centers but receive

no allocation; they are not merged or refitted.

The proposed training token share combines the updated pool composition with the standardized residual
gi defined in Section 3.3.2:

- (p};{ok)anat exp(Balocgk)

Vi = ,
ZjelCJr (p;_Ok)anat eXp(ﬁallocgj)

keky. (10)
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Here vy is the unconstrained token-share proposal. The nonnegative coefficients ay,y and SBajoe weight the
natural token share (nat) and residual-driven allocation (alloc), respectively. To prevent extreme changes,
we choose the closest distribution satisfying relative exposure bounds:

* . Uk
v* = argmin E v log —,
v
v kek, k

subject to Z v = 1, IminPi™ < Uk < DonaxDi™.
kel

(11)

The vector v contains candidate token shares, and v* is the selected distribution. The objective is Kullback—
Leibler divergence from the proposal. The lower and upper multipliers satisfy 0 < ¥pin < 1 < Opax, so the
natural token-share vector is feasible. These bounds limit each cluster’s training share, while Stage I replay
provides broad supervision to reduce forgetting.

Within the residual-stream pool (pool), let q}zOOI(i) be the conditional record sampler for cluster k, after

source, program-family, and duplicate-group exposure limits. Equation 5 converts v} and the mean target
lengths of these samplers into record-selection coefficients al,zo')l. Let gnarq sample verified hard records from
H. Tts desired token share is Aparg € [0,1], and the same length correction gives the hard-stream selection

probability apa.rq. The two levels of sampling are

Qresidual(i) - Z a£OOlCIII€)OOl(7;)7
kel (12)

q2 (Z) = (1 - ahard)Qresidual(i) + ahardqhard(i)'

Here @resiqual samples the rebalanced pool and ¢s is the Stage II distribution introduced in Section 3.1. When
both streams contribute, aparg equals Aparq only if their mean effective target lengths are equal. Actual token
shares are monitored separately from the planned shares.

Reallocation holds the Stage II token budget Bs fixed, not the cumulative training of both checkpoints.
Stage-wise experiments assess the complete Stage II training procedure rather than isolating rebalancing
under equal total training budgets.

The process combines diagnosis, targeted additions, fixed-center reassignment, and bounded rebalancing;
Section 3.4.1 describes how training exposure is recorded. Figure 8 shows the allocation shifts across page
elements, layouts, and acquisition conditions.

3.4 Experimental Setup and Controls

We use matched model and optimization settings for the two-stage method. Comparisons within each model
scale assess complete training protocols rather than isolating the effects of individual data changes.

3.4.1 Training Stages and Data Allocation

Stage I uses the approximately 40M-record broad-coverage pool; Stage II uses the approximately 5M-record
refinement pool with high-quality Stage I replay. Before training, records undergo quality checks, cross-source
deduplication, and benchmark-overlap screening. Pages and derived views share a content-group identity for
split assignment. The allocation probe is excluded from training, mining, and final evaluation, while the
mining sample belongs to the training split.

Stage | broad-coverage training. Stage I jointly updates the visual encoder and language model using the
page- and component-level supervision in Section 3.2. Source and appearance shares are specified in target
tokens included in the loss and converted to record probabilities with Equation 5. Optimization follows
Equation 3, with training shares tracked by input granularity and limits on repeated sampling from each
duplicate group. The resulting checkpoint initializes diagnosis and the controlled Stage II comparisons.

Stage Il capability refinement. Stage II combines verified hard examples, targeted real and synthetic addi-
tions, and broad replay. Hard examples originate from training-pool mining or separately reviewed annota-
tion candidates and are assessed against final targets. Additions address audited gaps in Stage I coverage.
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Figure 8 Equal-budget cluster rebalancing. (a) Page-element cluster support, (b) layout and structural difficulty,
and (c) appearance and acquisition conditions before and after residual-aware allocation. Gray dashed and green
solid profiles denote the pre- and post-rebalancing mixtures, respectively; the light-gray unit contour denotes uniform
support. Within each panel, expected target-token support is normalized to a mean of 1.0, and the values in the two
profiles have the same sum.

Additions and replay form the residual stream; records assigned to the separately capped hard stream are ex-
cluded from that sampling role. Equations 10-12 define rebalancing and stream combination, with Equation 5
providing token-to-record conversion. Sampling roles change exposure without changing targets.

Pool sizes count unique eligible records and exclude the probe; repeated draws do not increase these counts.
The budgets B; and Bs instead constrain supervised target tokens consumed in each stage.

Exposure. Training logs record source, input-granularity, and duplicate-group identifiers, target shares and
sampling probabilities, replay and augmentation policies, and total token budgets. Planned and actual token
shares are tracked alongside record-draw counts to distinguish corpus size from training exposure.

3.4.2 Backbones, Output Representation, and Training Controls

WeVisDoc uses 2B and 4B Qwen3-VL-Instruct backbones [1]. Both scales retain the native dynamic-resolution
vision transformer (ViT), autoregressive large language model (LLM), tokenizer, and positional encoding, and
neither introduces an external document detector, OCR engine, table parser, or specialized decoder.

Training targets and predictions share the representations in Section 3.1: reading-order Markdown, HTML ta-
bles, and LaTeX formulas. Crops retain their visible-content representation. Training normalization remains
separate from benchmark-specific scoring conversion.

Table 1 reports the shared optimization settings used for the 2B and 4B runs and labels only the settings
that differ by stage. Stage I updates the full model, whereas Stage II freezes the visual encoder and refines
the language model from a Stage I checkpoint of the same model size. The different device and accumulation
configurations preserve a global batch of 512 sequences at both scales.

Here 81 and (s are AdamW's first- and second-moment decay rates, and e provides numerical stabilization.

3.4.3 Inference and Evaluation

Training-pool inference supports error analysis and hard-example mining; the separate allocation probe es-
timates group residuals (Section 3.3.2). Thresholds and mixture settings are calibrated on pre-specified
training-pool folds, not final benchmarks. These diagnostic results guide data construction and are not an
additional evaluation set.

16



Table 1 Training settings for the reported checkpoints. Stage-specific settings are labeled explicitly; all unlabeled
settings are shared by Stage I and Stage II.

Item | Setting

Initialization Stage I: Qwen3-VL-Instruct; Stage II: corresponding Stage I checkpoint
Trainable modules Stage I: ViT and LLM Backbone; Stage Il: LLM Backbone only (ViT frozen)
Optimizer Fused AdamW, 8, = 0.9, fo =0.95, ¢ = 1078

Learning rate 5x 1079, cosine decay, 500-step warmup

Weight decay / gradient clip | 0.1 / 1.0

Global batch size 512

Sequence length 8,192

Numerical and systems setup | bfloat16, gradient checkpointing, FlashAttention, DeepSpeed ZeRO-2

Public-benchmark inference is performed only after the dataset contents and training configuration are fixed.
Across reported benchmarks, models of the same scale use the common document-parsing system prompt
reproduced in Appendix A, together with a shared image-preprocessing policy and deterministic decoding con-
figuration. Predictions are generated directly in the shared parsing representation without external reranking
or content-level correction, and each benchmark is scored with its official protocol under the same evaluator
for every controlled variant. For robustness, we repeat inference three times for each checkpoint and report
the mean benchmark scores.

4 Experiments

We evaluate WeVisDoc at two complementary levels. First, we compare the final 2B and 4B models with
existing systems on OmniDocBench v1.6 and PureDocBench. Second, we assess the aggregate effect of
capability-aware refinement through Stage I-Stage II comparisons at both model scales and examine the
corresponding changes in representative predictions from each benchmark split.

4.1 Evaluation Setup

OmniDocBench v1.6: coverage under document diversity. OmniDocBench v1.6 [39] contains 1,651 document
pages spanning diverse document types, layouts, languages, and combinations of text, formulas, tables, and
reading-order structures. We use this benchmark to assess document parsing under heterogeneous, naturally
occurring content and layout conditions.

PureDocBench: paired degradation robustness. PureDocBench [27] complements annotation-based evalu-
ation with source-derived ground truth. Its audit found 2,580 confirmed annotation errors among 21,353
evaluator-scored blocks in OmniDocBench v1.5; this finding does not estimate the error rate of v1.6, but it
motivates evaluation against independently generated, exactly traceable targets. PureDocBench comprises
1,475 HTML/CSS source pages from 10 domains and 66 subcategories. Each source is rendered into aligned
Clean, Digital Degraded, and Real Degraded views that share the same ground truth; the latter two tracks cover
ten synthetic degradation scenarios and four physical or screen-mediated acquisition pipelines, respectively.

Metrics. Both benchmarks report TextEdit), FormulaCDM?, TableTEDS?, and ROEdit], together with
an Overall score. Equation 13 defines Overall as the arithmetic mean of text accuracy, FormulaCDM, and

TableTEDS:
100(1 — TextEdit) + FormulaCDM + TableTEDS

3

ROEdit is reported separately and does not enter Overall. Equation 14 defines the PureDocBench mean
Overall across the three tracks:

Overall =

(13)

Overallgiean + Overallgigital + Overallyear
3 )

Avgs = (14)

Baselines. We compare against three complementary classes of document parsing systems: general-purpose
VLMs, pipeline-based parsers, and specialized end-to-end OCR models. This grouping separates general
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multimodal scale, modular parsing, and document-specific end-to-end specialization. The end-to-end group
includes FD-RL [65], which uses format-decoupled reinforcement learning. Among the baselines, a superscript
* denotes a result produced with our evaluation pipeline under the stated benchmark protocol; unmarked
results are taken from previous work.

4.2 Main Results

Table 2 reports the OmniDocBench v1.6 comparison. WeVisDoc-4B establishes a new state of the art among
the compared end-to-end specialists, achieving 95.38 Overall and improving the previous leading result by
0.64 points. It also leads this series in TextEdit (0.036), FormulaCDM (96.81), TableTEDS S (95.34),
and ROEdit (0.125). WeVisDoc-2B delivers top-tier end-to-end performance with 95.06 Overall, together
with 95.94 FormulaCDM, 93.03 TableTEDS, and 95.26 TableTEDS__S. These results place both scales on
the leading end-to-end parsing frontier, with the 4B model setting the strongest aggregate result. Because
OmniDocBench uses annotation-derived ground truth, this comparison is conditioned on the frozen v1.6
benchmark and evaluator revisions.

Table 2 Comparison of document parsing results on OmniDocBench v1.6. We report Overall together with text,
formula, table, and reading-order metrics; our results are means over three inference runs. A superscript * marks
baseline results obtained with our evaluation pipeline, whereas unmarked baseline results are taken from previous
work [24, 61]. Bold and underlining highlight the two leading results within each model series. Baseline rows are
ordered by Overall from low to high; our models are reported separately at the end of the end-to-end series.

Model Type  Model Size  Overallt Text™ | Formula®™ 1 Table™DPS 1+ TableT®PS-S 4+ ROEdit|
InternVL3.5-241B [52] 241B 83.76 0.130 89.95 74.35 79.78 0.215
Kimi K2.5 [46] 1T 84.53 0.107 83.50 80.76 84.00 0.211
1 .. GPT-5.2 [38] - 86.59 0.114 88.21 82.95 87.93 0.193
Ge“{;‘ilﬁi‘fp‘”e Qwen3-VL-235B [1] 235B 89.78  0.063 92.55 83.07 86.75 0.166
Gemini 3 Flash [9] - 92.62 0.066 95.16 89.29 93.51 0.172
Gemini 3 Pro [14] - 92.91 0.064 95.99 89.15 92.96 0.165
Ovis2.6-30B-A3B [32] 30B 93.70 0.035 95.17 89.44 92.40 0.135
Dolphin-1.5 [12] 0.3B 86.52 0.094 87.49 81.43 84.82 0.167
MonkeyOCR-pro-3B [26] 3B 88.57 0.074 88.74 84.35 88.62 0.189
Dolphin-v2 [13] 3B 89.50 0.069 91.01 84.40 87.44 0.150
OpenDoc-0.1B [10] 0.1B 90.67 0.049 93.02 83.88 87.45 0.140
Pipeline-based ~ MinerU2.5 [37] 1.2B 93.04 0.045 95.77 87.88 91.47 0.130
systems Youtu-Parsing [21] 2.5B 93.74 0.044 93.63 92.02 95.00 0.116
PaddleOCR-VL-1.5 [5] 0.9B 94.93 0.038 96.89 91.67 94.37 0.130
GLM-OCR [11] 0.9B 95.22 0.044 97.18 92.83 95.39 0.133
MinerU2.5-Pro [51] 1.2B 95.75 0.036 97.45 93.42 95.92 0.120
PaddleOCR-VL-1.6 [61] 0.9B 96.33 0.033 97.49 94.76 97.1 0.127
Nanonets-OCR2" (34] 3B 83.20 0.108 80.35 80.10 85.26 0.211
OCRFlux-3B* [4] 3B 83.31 0.126 88.75 73.78 77.98 0.217
POINTS-Reader [30] 3B 83.37 0.096 85.72 73.98 77.40 0.198
Nanonets-OCR-s [33] 3B 83.61 0.108 81.46 80.18 84.51 0.213
olmOCR-2-7B" [41] B 85.51 0.106 88.84 78.32 82.81 0.223
olmOCR [40] B 85.74 0.139 88.10 83.00 87.17 0.216
DCCpSCOk—OCR* [54] 3B 86.31 0.077 84.71 81.87 86.07 0.171
OCRVerse [66] 4B 88.60 0.063 89.61 82.44 86.27 0.163
UniRec-0.1B” [10] 0.1B 88.91 0.088 92.14 83.40 86.79 0.146
End-to-end DeepSeek-OCR 2 [55] 3B 90.25 0.050 91.84 83.89 87.75 0.144
specialists dOtS.OC£ [25] 3B 90.77 0.048 89.95 87.18 90.58 0.138
FD-RL" [65] 4B 91.21 0.055 92.92 86.22 90.92 0.145
HunyuanOCR [45] 1B 92.03 0.048 88.60 92.37 93.99 0.138
dots.mocr” [63] 3B 92.57 0.042 92.09 89.78 92.92 0.133
FireRed-OCR [44] 2B 93.26 0.037 95.44 88.04 91.06 0.131
Logics-Parsing-v2 [31] 4B 93.33 0.041 95.65 88.42 91.98 0.137
Qianfan-OCR (8] 4B 93.90 0.040 95.08 90.53 93.31 0.130
Unlimited-OCR [58] 3B-A0.5B  93.92 0.042 95.79 90.16 93.32 0.129
HunyuanOCR-1.5 [24] 1B 94.74 0.039 94.50 93.67 94.71 0.129
WeVisDoc (Ours) 2B 95.06 0.038 95.94 93.03 95.26 0.130
WeVisDoc (Ours) 4B 95.38 0.036 96.81 92.95 95.34 0.125

Table 3 reports the PureDocBench comparison. WeVisDoc-4B establishes the highest reported Avg, at
75.54, exceeding the leading broad-domain baseline, Qwen3.5-122B-A10B, by 1.43 points. It also achieves
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the highest Overall scores on Clean (79.81) and Digital Degraded (77.74), while its 69.08 on Real Degraded
advances the previous end-to-end state of the art by 1.44 points. WeVisDoc-2B delivers top-tier end-to-end
performance with 73.86 Avg,, including 79.36 on Clean and 76.62 on Digital Degraded. Scaling from 2B to
4B yields gains of 0.45, 1.12, and 3.48 points on Clean, Digital Degraded, and Real Degraded, respectively,
indicating that additional capacity is most beneficial under stronger appearance shifts.

Table 3 Three-track leaderboard on PureDocBench. Each track reports Overall (Ovr), TextEdit (TxE), FormulaCDM
(FCM), TableTEDS (TDS), and ROEdit; our results are means over three inference runs. Avg, is the mean of the
three track-level Overall scores. A superscript * marks baseline results obtained with our evaluation pipeline, whereas
unmarked baseline results are taken from previous work [27]. Bold and underlining highlight the two leading results
within each model series. Baseline rows are ordered by Avg, from low to high; our models are reported separately at
the end of the end-to-end series.

Clean Digital Degraded Real Degraded

Model Params  Avg,
Ovrt TxE| FCM? TDSt ROEdit| Ovrt TxE, FCMt TDSt ROEdit| Ovrt TxE| FCMt TDS1 ROEdit|

General VLMs

MiniCPM-V-4.5 [60] 8B 46.26 51.81 0.439 4597 53.36  0.481 49.38 0.461 42.79 51.50 0.489 37.59 0.583 32.01 39.06  0.552
Step3-VL [18] 10B 50.48 53.65 0.496 53.41 57.16 0.509 52.74 0.516 53.62 56.15 0.529  45.06 0.579 45.42 47.66 0.573
Qwen3.5-0.8B [42] 0.8B 55.99 60.77 0.376 54.39 65.54 0.500 59.28 0.386 54.22 62.22 0.510 47.93 0.498 44.60 48.98  0.557
Qwen3-VL-2B [1] 2B 62.09 66.37 0.300 59.04 70.03 0.439 65.81 0.314 60.25 68.52 0.448 54.09 0.428 51.05 53.99  0.511
Qwen3.5-2B [42] 2B 62.46 66.24 0.348 62.84 70.70 0.473 65.22 0.350 5830 72.36 0.477 55.92 0.440 50.99 60.79  0.521

Qwen3.5-35B-A3B [42] 35B-A3B  65.68 68.40 0.232 64.94 63.45 0.374 68.04 0.245 64.78 63.86 0.379  60.59 0.310 59.68 53.07  0.419
Qwen3.5-397B-A17B [42]  397B-A17B 66.72 69.12 0.233 65.26 65.40 0.366 68.34 0.244 63.91 65.53 0.376 62.70 0.287 60.70 56.12  0.399

Qwen3-VL-4B [1] 4B 67.50 72.04 0.262 65.10 77.17 0.418 70.84 0.272 63.54 76.13 0.425 59.61 0.378 55.15 61.47  0.480
Qwen3-VL-8B [1] 8B 69.07 72.44 0.261 65.10 78.35 0.411 72.03 0.266 64.88 77.82 0.409 62.73 0.342 55.55 66.81  0.448
Qwen3.5-27B [42] 27B 69.57 72.07 0.227 66.36 72.51 0362 70.73 0.236 64.61 71.17 0.367 65.92 0.283 61.23 64.82  0.390
Qwen3.5-4B [42] 4B 69.82 73.45 0.276 69.96 78.02 0.410 72.53 0.281 68.88 76.78 0.412 63.47 0.380 61.27 67.17  0.477
Kimi-K2.6 [35] 1T-A32B  70.10 72.32 0.303 66.93 80.30 0.466 69.95 0.322 64.69 77.31 0.475 68.02 0.335 62.44 75.14 0.481
Gemini-3.1-Pro [15] - 70.43 70.04 0.306 65.63 75.08 0.409 69.28 0.322 65.81 74.24 0.417 71.98 0.300 68.62 77.26 0.386
Qwen3.5-9B [42] 9B 70.89 73.87 0.254 67.60 79.39 0.388 73.34 0.260 67.00 79.01 0.396 65.45 0.332 60.91 68.59  0.437

Qwen3.5-122B-A10B [42] 122B-A10B 741 7614 0.226 67.96 83.03 0.375 7634 0.220 (7.82 83.21 0.366 69.85 0.281 62.19 75.44  0.401

Pipeline-based Systems

OpenDoc-0.1B [10] 0.1B 52.34 60.28 0.411 53.09 68.86 0.519 5246 0.501 48.41 59.04 0.577 44.27 0.547 3846 49.06 0.603
MonkeyOCR-pro-1.2B [26] 1.2B 53.54 61.09 0.358 47.43 71.60 0.498 55.72 0.416 43.91 64.83 0.529 43.82 0.556 36.94 50.07 0.609
MonkeyOCR-pro-3B [26] 3B 55.37 62.23 0.346 48.46 72.83  0.492 57.40 0.397 45.57 66.32  0.526 46.49 0.511 38.18 52.43  0.600
Dolphin-v2 [13] 3B 57.02 65.90 0.342 59.80 72.12 0429 60.24 0.393 52.20 67.86 0.461 44.92 0.553 39.98 50.04  0.558
GLM—()CRJH] 0.9B 63.34 68.65 0.314 57.89 79.44 0.470 63.06 0.383 53.23 7421 0.520 58.31 0.433 50.34 67.83  0.543
Dolphin-1.5" [12] 0.3B 64.15 72,51 0.260 62.78 80.75  0.383  65.37 0.347 57.96 72.83 0.441 5459 0.459 46.93 62.75  0.507
PaddleOCR-VL-1.5 [5] 0.9B 66.75 73.01 0.266 63.53 82.12 0.428 66.73 0.339 58.03 76.07 0.478 60.50 0.398 54.00 67.33  0.510
PaddleOCR-VL-1.6" [61]  0.9B 66.98 72.15 0.263 64.80 77.92 0422 67.17 0.314 61.53 71.35 0.455 61.63 0.383 56.44 66.71  0.500
MinerUz2.5 [37] 1.2B 67.66 74.90 0.184 62.08 81.04 0327 68.92 0.245 56.99 74.24 0.374 59.15 0.370 49.01 65.41  0.446
Youtu-Parsing [21] 2.5B 68.32 75.02 0.230 67.34 80.74 0.358 69.66 0.270 61.44 74.49 0.388 60.29 0.360 52.20 64.69 0.430
MinerU2.5-Pro [51] 1.2B 70.07 75.87 0.222 65.14 84.68 (0.346 71.77 0.272 6179 8073 0.378 6256 0.375 52.70 72.47  0.446
End-to-End Specialists

OCRFlux-3B [4] 3B 42.06 47.14 0.454 38.35 48.46 0.424 41.82 0.486 31.90 42.17 0.437 37.21 0.559 32.65 34.87 0.491
DeepSeek-OCR [54] 3B 46.98 53.50 0.419 45.39 57.06 0.514 46.95 0.478 39.99 48.64 0.548 40.48 0.537 34.04 41.12 0.575
UniRec-0.1B [10], 0.1B 48.59 58.91 0.422 51.31 67.60 0.526 52.42 0.501 48.37 59.04 0.578 34.44 0.658 30.97 38.16  0.685
POINTS-Reader™ [30] 3B 49.24 53.78 0.405 55.27 46.53  0.542 51.24 0.431 52.49 44.38 0.544 42.69 0.517 41.60 38.14 0.575
DeepSeek-OCR 2 [55] 3B 49.51 55.53 0.354 46.00 56.01 0.466 49.41 0.412 40.78 48.67 0.493 43.60 0.486 37.30 42.06 0.533
Qianfan-OCR (8] 4B 51.04 57.22 0.370 49.79 58.83 0.443 50.85 0.438 44.41 51.96 0.485 45.06 0.494 39.08 45.53  0.509
olmOCR [40] 7B 55.90 62.56 0.388 58.69 67.77 0.466 57.84 0436 55.44 61.66 0.499 47.30 0.542 46.26 49.80  0.568
Nanonets-OCR2 [34] 3B 58.36 64.83 0.254 44.98 74.94 0.377 61.23 0.307 45.40 68.97 0.408 49.03 0.435 35.50 55.09  0.468
HunyuanOCR [45] 1B 60.56 65.61 0.269 55.74 68.02 0.382 61.49 0.308 51.62 63.68 0.400 54.58 0.421 48.30 57.54  0.459
Unlimited-OCR" (58] 3B-A0.5B  62.76 71.28 0.248 62.68 7595 0.374 63.62 0.317 54.91 67.71 0.418 53.39 0.440 46.89 57.22  0.470
olmOCR-2-7B [41] 7B 63.78 69.36 0.284 56.89 79.59  0.358 65.87 0.318 54.57 74.81 0.378 56.10 0.417 48.79 61.25  0.439
dots.ocr [25] 3B 64.55 72.01 0.248 61.37 79.51 0.379 65.95 0.307 56.67 71.86 0.417 55.68 0.403 47.70 59.63  0.467
Nanonets-OCR-s" [33] 3B 65.37 71.26 0.271 6220 78.65 0.388 66.56 0.307 58.31 72.09 0.409 5828 0.417 53.63 62.87  0.467
FireRed-OCR [44] 2B 65.57 70.81 0.287 63.86 77.23 0.396 6849 0.319 62.64 74.77 0422 5742 0415 51.60 62.16 0.474
HunyuanOCR-1.5" [24] 1B 68.79 73.98 0.243 68.69 77.55 0.391 70.81 0.271 66.68 72.87 0.407 61.59 0.365 57.50 63.81  0.461
OCRVerse [66] 4B 69.40 73.18 0.273 63.78 83.09 0.393 71.36 0.302 63.95 80.36 0.415 63.66 0.363 57.03 70.30  0.452
dots.mocr [63] 3B 70.39 76.27 0.151 66.23 77.65 0.273 73.16 0.198 64.32 7495 0309 61.73 0.312 54.39 61.97 0.393
Logics-Parsing-v2 [31] 4B 72.61 76.35 0.213 67.67 82.67 0.342 73.85 0.248 67.33 79.02 0.375 67.64 0.304 61.65 71.64 0.416
FD-RL [65] 4B 73.92 78.38 0.193 6821 86.22 0.334 76.33 0.214 67.16 83.22 0.350 67.04 0.298 58.82 72.08 0.391
WeVisDoc (Ours) 2B 73.86 79.36 0.214 71.63 87.79  0.347  76.62 0.247 70.74 83.84 0.370 65.60 0.361 58.90 74.05  0.437
WeVisDoc (Ours) 4B 75.54 79.81 0.213 71.90 88.81 0.340 7774 0.241 71.31 8599 0.361 69.08 0.336 63.14 77.64 0.416

4.3 Effect of Stage Il Capability-Aware Refinement

We assess the aggregate effect of the complete capability-refinement stage by comparing the checkpoints ob-
tained after broad-coverage Stage I training with their Stage II continuations at both model scales. Within
each scale, the backbone, output representation, and evaluation protocol are held constant. Stage II neverthe-
less combines continued optimization, residual-aware allocation, curated hard examples, targeted additions,
and replay, so this comparison does not isolate the contribution of any individual component. Accordingly,
“stage-wise ablation” in Table 4 refers to comparing the model before and after the complete Stage II protocol
rather than to a component-wise ablation. Each entry is the mean of the three reported inference runs.
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Table 4 Stage-wise ablation at both model scales. Values are Overall scores averaged over three inference runs; Avg,
is the mean over the three PureDocBench tracks. Gains are computed as Stage II minus Stage I using the displayed
two-decimal scores.

Scale Training stage OmniDocBench?t PureDocBench
Cleant Digital Degradedt Real Degradedt Avg; 1
2B Stage I: broad coverage 93.50 78.90 74.24 63.23 72.12
2B Stage II: capability-aware refinement 95.06 79.36 76.62 65.60 73.86
Gain +1.56 +0.46 +2.38 +2.37 +1.74
4B Stage I: broad coverage 94.22 79.32 75.19 65.05 73.19
4B Stage II: capability-aware refinement 95.38 79.81 71.74 69.08 75.54
Gain +1.16 +0.49 +2.55 +4.03 +2.35

At both scales, Stage II improves OmniDocBench Overall and all three PureDocBench tracks. The 2B
model gains 1.56 points on OmniDocBench and 1.74 points in Avgs, while the 4B model gains 1.16 and 2.35
points, respectively. Improvements are largest on Digital Degraded (+2.38 and +2.55 for 2B and 4B) and
Real Degraded (42.37 and +4.03). Clean performance changes by only +0.46 at 2B and +0.49 at 4B. This
pattern is consistent with the intended emphasis of Stage II on distributional tails and acquisition-induced
appearance shifts, but the stage-wise comparison does not isolate residual-aware allocation from the other
Stage II interventions.

Stage-wise qualitative comparisons that localize representative structural and recognition errors are pro-
vided in Appendix B.1. In particular, Figure 12(b) shows the correction of a name transcription error and
the restoration of formula serialization in a photographed Chinese contract. Additional end-to-end pre-
dictions across general, formula-rich, table-rich, and scanned or photographed documents are provided in
Appendix B.2.

5 Conclusion and Future Work

We have presented WeVisDoc, a data-centric framework for specializing end-to-end document parsers through
semantic coverage, structure-preserving degradation, and capability-aware refinement. Instantiated at 2B
and 4B scales, WeVisDoc achieves Overall scores of 95.06 and 95.38 on OmniDocBench v1.6 and Avgs, scores
of 73.86 and 75.54 on PureDocBench. The 4B model establishes state-of-the-art performance among the
compared end-to-end parsers across all four settings, while the 2B model delivers top-tier performance at half
the parameter count. Stage-wise comparisons show consistent gains after the complete capability-refinement
stage, although they do not isolate its individual interventions. Together, these results support treating the
training mixture as a measurable interface between corpus coverage and model capability rather than as a
static collection of datasets.

The current evidence remains bounded by benchmark coverage and by the fidelity of synthetic degradations.
Although the 4B model establishes a new end-to-end state of the art on Real Degraded pages, handwriting,
historical scans, severely damaged documents, and broader acquisition conditions remain insufficiently mea-
sured. Residual rebalancing also depends on the probe set, representation model, clustering choices, and
evaluator, and introduces additional computation. Future work will therefore prioritize broader authentic
acquisition data, more stable and interpretable capability estimation, and lower-cost mixture updates, along-
side evaluation across additional languages and document domains. High-stakes deployment should continue
to pair model outputs with provenance controls and appropriate human review.
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A

The following fixed system prompt is used for document-parsing training and inference across all controlled

Document Parsing System Prompt

variants.

You are an AI assistant specialized in converting PDF images to Markdown format. Please follow these

i

Please strictly follow these guidelines to ensure accuracy and consistency in the conversion. Your task
is to accurately convert the content of the PDF image into Markdown format without adding any extra

instructions for the conversion:

Text Processing:

Accurately recognize all text content in the PDF image without guessing or inferring.
Convert the recognized text into Markdown format.

Maintain the original document structure, including headings, paragraphs, lists, etc.

. Mathematical Formula Processing:

Convert all mathematical formulas to LaTeX format.
Enclose inline formulas with \( \). For example: This is an inline formula \( E = mc™2 \)
Enclose block formulas with \[ \]. For example: \[ \frac{-b \pm \sqrt{b~2 - 4ac}}{2a} \]

. Table Processing:

Convert tables to HTML format.
Wrap the entire table with <table> and </table>.

Figure Handling:
Ignore figure content in the PDF image. Do not attempt to describe or convert images.

Output Format:

Ensure the output Markdown document has a clear structure with appropriate line breaks between elements.
For complex layouts, try to maintain the original document's structure and format as closely as

possible.

explanations or comments.
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B Qualitative Case Studies

B.1 Stage-wise Comparisons

For qualitative analysis, pages are ranked within each benchmark split by the Stage II per-page Overall score,
averaged over the same three inference runs. We scan each ranking in descending order and retain three
pages with a Stage I Overall below 70, subject to the additional requirement that the scored discrepancy
be attributable to a localized and unambiguous error mechanism. The displayed prediction for each stage
is taken from its median-scoring run. The resulting examples complement the aggregate comparison by
separating recurrent structural failures from isolated recognition errors; they are not intended to estimate
error prevalence.

Figures 9, 10, 11, and 12 present the twelve stage-wise examples. Across these cases, Stage II corrects several
failure modes: omitted tabular regions, column-major reading order, unpaired field—value labels, omitted
diagram and peripheral content, page-wide or local overuse of table markup, loss of mathematical serialization,
and cross-document hallucination. Residual numeric and character-level transcription errors remain in the
Real Degraded examples, showing that stronger structural recovery does not eliminate recognition errors
under physical acquisition conditions. These observations are consistent with the larger aggregate gains on
the degraded PureDocBench tracks in Table 4.
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Input

(a) Table coverage

olo|v|alw|rn|n|ole
wlofs]|e|lv|afan|w|o
Slo[e|alo|[n|a|s|n
olun|a]|a|n|w|v|e|l~

Fig. 103 Solved sudoku puzze.

10.4 Hybrid Optimization

(b) Diagram coverage

Stage | Prediction

Fig. 10.3 Solved sudoku puzzle.

#+ 10.4 Hybrid Optimization

Hybrid methods may be required to solve particularly difficult
real-world optimization problems. Implementation of hybrid
methods typically requires non-trivial scripting

## IESHIER

ESAUS AFFRIES. MEEFSTEMNES.
EIMES XA LHEREN.

## — BRRES

FR&E SRR AIE RBRAES . RIAE.

## EUEMER. SENLENZRG
ROLEZE. HENEFERUARETLE

#4 B

D010 I N : 900fz 2%

e

20194EIG N 5101Z% 4

R Y SR SRR

Stage Il Prediction

Overall: 65.87 — 99.22 TableTEDS: 0.333 — 1.000

<table><tr><td>5< /td><td>3< /td><td>4< /td><td>
6</td><td>7</td><td>8< /td><td>9< /td><td>1</td>
<td>2</td></tr>

<tr><td>3</td><td>4< /td><td>5</td><td>2< /td>
<td>8</td><td>6</td><td>1< /td><td>7</td><td>
9< /td>< /tr>< /table>

Fig. 10.3 Solved sudoku puzzle.

### 10.4 Hybrid Optimization

Overall: 58.98 — 100.00 TextEdit: 0.410 — 0.000

## SRR

ESAS ARRIRES. FEESMEINES.
ERNESNE EMEREY.
BRRIES

HEES

BES

AR

FHiAMEER

had + id %417

ERNES

should + ZhiFAER

## — BRRiES

Overall: 67.66 — 100.00 TextEdit: 0.323 — 0.000

## EIE3 BMEFER— Tk,

TR FIFE AR B EEHEENER
lERFHER. £EMEBHIEN

HOHESE. HENMEFERUARETEE
HR

20194 UGN : 900124

B
2019 N 5101ZE &

FRRR SRR B BARTARFA
SHMEEBONG . IREEE
9

1 Highlighted source regions localize the comparison. Displayed text preserves the model serialization; red type marks literal error

spans, and ellipses mark omitted spans.

Figure 9 OmniDocBench v1.6. Stage I omits the Sudoku grid in (a), drops a semantic hierarchy in (b), and misses
peripheral title and footer text in (c); Stage II restores the corresponding structure and coverage.
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Input

(a) Document hierarchy

(b) Reading order

Stage | Prediction

<table><tr><td>PART A — MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSION
AND FUEL STANDARDS< /td>< /tr><tr><td>§7521. Emission
standards for new motor vehicles or new motor vehicle

engines< /td>< /tr>

<tr><td>Table 1 — National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS)< /td>< /tr><tr><td>Pollutant< /td><td>Primary
Standard(Level)</td><td>Secondary Standard(Level)< /td><td>
Averaging Time</td><td>Form</td></tr>

</table>

## Airport Pickup Matrix #4224k (Apr 19-20)
CA1501 PEK — PVG

Apr 19 14:20 | 8 pax | Shuttle Al

KE897 ICN — PVG

Apr 19 17:10 | 8 pax | Shuttle B1

BA169 LHR — PVG

Apr 20 06:15 | 15 pax | Shuttle C1

UA857 SFO — PVG

Apr 20 07:45 | 14 pax | Shuttle C2

(c) Measurement-grid coverage

ZMFABNRK Left Carotid

BERSHT Plaque Analysis (Left)

J%£FITE Stenosis Calculation
<table><tr><td>#HS</td><td > B < /td><td>
Khmm</td><td>EE</td><td>FRE</td><td>
GSM< /td><td> &< /td></tr>

</table>

HMFEHBK Right Carotid %

BERSHT Plaque An
<table><tr><td>#HS < /td><td>FIE < /td><td>
Kihmm< /td><td>EE</td><td>RE</td><td>
GSM</td><td>igzH</td>< /tr>

Stage Il Prediction

Overall: 3.46 — 98.30 TextEdit: 0.996 — 0.033

## PART A — MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSION AND FUEL
STANDARDS

## §7521. Emission standards for new motor vehicles or new
motor vehicle engines

(a) Authority of Administrator to prescribe by regulation.—
Except as otherwise provided in subsection (b), the Administrator
shall by regulation prescribe

#+# §7409. National Ambient Air Quality Standards

Table 1 — National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS)
<table><tr><td>Pollutant< /td><td>Primary Standard
(Level)</td><td>Secondary Standard (Level)</td><td>
Averaging Time</td><td>Form</td></tr>

Overall: 49.00 — 94.64 TextEdit: 0.510 — 0.054

## Airport Pickup Matrix #£#1%2HE (Apr 19-20)
CA1501 PEK — PVG

Apr 19 14:20 | 8 pax | Shuttle A1

MU5101 CAN — PVG

Apr 19 15:45 | 6 pax | Shuttle Al

NH919 NRT — PVG

Apr 19 16:35 | 12 pax | Shuttle B1

KE897 ICN — PVG

Apr 19 17:10 | 8 pax | Shuttle B1

Overall: 48.88 — 91.96 TableTEDS: 0.366 — 0.901

## EMFAZHPK Left Carotid
<table><tr><th>M&¥H < /th><th>IMT mm</th><th>
ID mm</th><th>PSV cm/s</th><th>EDV cm/s</th>
<th>RI</th></tr><tr><td>CCAILEE </td><td>0.8</td>
<td>6.4</td><td>76.5< /td><td>21.2< /td><td>

0.72< /td>< /tr>

<tr><td>VA V3 </td><td>-</td><td>3.2</td><td>
44.8< /td><td>15.2</td><td>0.66< /td>< /tr></table>

BERSI AT Plaque Analysis (Left)

[ Highlighted source regions localize the comparison. Displayed text preserves the model serialization; red type marks literal error
spans, and ellipses mark omitted spans.

Figure 10 PureDocBench Clean. Stage I collapses page hierarchy in (a), reads a 3-column pickup grid in column-
major order in (b), and omits both carotid hemodynamics tables in (c¢). Stage II restores the document hierarchy,
intended reading order, and measurement grids.
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Input Stage | Prediction Stage Il Prediction

(a) Formula serialization Overall: 65.28 — 98.70 FormulaCDM: 0.000 — 1.000
## 5.2 LOTO 5 Permit-to-Work ### 5.2 LOTO 5 Permit-to-Work
WITRIE. E. FFE. HEARPENELET, @Rt WATHAE . . TP, BEABPEAMELET, BT
Lockout / Tagout. Lockout / Tagout.
IE);)\;vntime Risk #### Downtime Risk
Downtime Risk = Fault Frequency x Recovery Time $$Downtime\ Risk = Fault\ Frequency \times Recovery\
BTFREREMEZE TR A maintenance escalation Time$$
HAE LR ATRESEMRRE LA maintenance escalation

## 5.3 BE4H KPI 5 Toolbox Meeting RAE L UERE.
e ##4 5.3 PE4H KPI 5 Toolbox Meeting

(b) Table-boundary recovery Overall: 51.76 — 98.59  TextEdit: 0.862 — 0.027
<tr><td>Diluted EPSNote 2</td><td>$3.28< /td><td> <tr><td>Diluted EPSNote 2</td><td>$3.28</td><td>
$2.54< /td><td>$1.25< /td><td>+29.1%< /td>< /tr> $2.54< /td><td>$1.25< /td><td>+29.1%< /td>< /tr>
<tr><td colspan="5">NOTE: This consolidated statement of < /table>
operations reflects combined performance across all operating NOTE: This consolidated statement of operations reflects
segments including: combined performance across all operating segments including:
<tr><td colspan="5">AUDITOR&#x27;S CERTIFICATION: This AUDITOR'S CERTIFICATION: This Consolidated Statement of
Consolidated Statement of Operations, including all notes and Operations, including all notes and supplementary schedules, has
supplementary schedules, has been audited . . .</td></tr><tr> been audited
<td>Chief Financial Officer</td><td>Controller</td><td> L
</td><td>Chief Executive Officer</td><td></td></tr> Chief Financial Officer

Controller

Chief Executive Officer

(c) Field-value pairing Overall: 57.25 — 92.47  TextEdit: 0.428 — 0.075
Device Model ig& RIS Device Model i&#&%IS: GW-10T-4200 Edge Gateway
Current FW Y4 BIE 4: Current FW HBTE4: v4.1.8 (build 20250911)
Target FW B#REH: Target FW B#REI#: v4.2.1 (build 20260401)
Build Date #33& H #8: Build Date 33 H #3: 2026-04-01 08:30:00 UTC
Architecture Z2#4): Architecture Z2#4: ARMv8-A Cortex-A72
Image Size 1R K/ Image Size $E{&K/\: 48.7 MB

GW-10T-4200 Edge Gateway ## [NEW] #1818k / New Features
v4.1.8 (build 20250911) P

v4.2.1 (build 20260401)

2026-04-01 08:30:00 UTC

ARMv8-A Cortex-A72

48.7 MB

[ Highlighted source regions localize the comparison. Displayed text preserves the model serialization; red type marks literal error
spans, and ellipses mark omitted spans.

Figure 11 PureDocBench Digital Degraded. Stage I loses display-math serialization in (a), extends a table across
non-tabular notes in (b), and splits metadata labels from their values in (c). Stage II restores formula serialization
and table boundaries and re-pairs the firmware fields.
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Input

Stage | Prediction

(a) Cross-document hallucination

(b) Text and formula recovery

## THE FINANCIAL CHRONICLE
Vol. 02171, No. 69
S&P 500 3,738.92 +42.18 (+0.75%)

L 2017, AF5LBHERERRITROFRASE

EVT (X TFERBFREFRRLRTRALEEOH .
The Ground Truth image displays a single, solid horizontal line.
According to Rule 2 (UNDERSCORE & LINE RULES), this is a

stylistic or background line, not a placeholder underscore.

k\‘tl“lerefore m = \frac{3}{11}$

Stage Il Prediction

Overall: 31.43 — 94.13 TextEdit: 0.681 — 0.057

## THE FINANCIAL CHRONICLE

Vol CXIV, No 20

Sunday, March 17, 2025

New York London Hong Kong Tokyo Frankfurt
DJIA 42.186.57 - 287.41 (+0.65%)

S&P 500 3,738.92 +42.18 (+0.74%)

#+# Fed Holds Rates Steady, Signals Two Cuts Remain on Table
for 2025

Powell cites "unusually elevated uncertainty" from tariff policies;
dot plot unchanged from December projections

BY JAMES WHITFIELD AND SARAH CHEH | FEDERAL
RESERVE CORRESPONDENTS

WASHINGTON — The Federal Reserve held its benchmark
interest rate unchanged at 4.25%-4.50% on Wednesday, as
widely expected

Overall: 64.61 — 97.70 FormulaCDM: 0.024 — 1.000

5 BFEAREE

<table>

<tr><td>Z % (Fik ) </td><td colspan="3">
RYIBTSTERF SR EW(EREK)</td></tr><tr><td>
G—it£1E AREI</td><td>91440300MASFP7TNBK < /td>
<td>HITEZ A A </td><td>FEHR< /td></tr>

%)t‘ab|e>
F LR BARE
7.1 EA—FEREDINTT THINE . RS RIER, . . .

B E = BAVEILET x 10% HREFREE x 0.05% x
AR

: BT RESE Cause of Death Chain
<table><tr><td>la HIERE</td><td>

BT . Z2EEERIB(MOF) Septic shock with multiple
organ failure</td></tr><tr><td></td><td>t fF due
to</td>< /tr><tr><td>1b FiE</td><td>
ERERR (Z EMZ5E ) Severe pneumonia . . .</td></tr>
.<'/t.able>

=, HiEREFIER

<table><tr><td>;CIREI: 300 {EBEEIfi</td></tr>

% BFEARR

<table>

<tr><td>Z }(Fik75)</td><td colspan="3">
RYETGECER A SR (BRER)</td></tr><tr><td>
G—it 215 AREI</td><td>91440300MASFP7TNSK < /td>
<td>SHITEZAMUA</td><td>HEH</td></tr>

% )t‘ab|e>

LR BARE

7.1 EA—FERELTTHINE . BRRSHGFIER, . . .
$$

\text{iIEAE} = \text{BAEIL BN} \times 10 \% +
};ext{ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ} \times 0.05 \% \times \text{IfI#I K%L}

Overall: 67.08 — 96.66 TextEdit: 0.648 — 0.056

## . E#FTRES% Cause of Death Chain

la HiERE Bittht. SEEMRERIB(MOF) . . .
1 BT due to

Ib BTE EEMR(ZEMAEBE) . . .

1 BF due to

lc ARE HRRSUEME, RENERT ...

Il R EE 2BUPERF(204E, HbALc 9.8%) . . .

## =. WERFIER
TIREND: 2R (ERRE

BRHSDER: THE £EER
U BRI EEN

[ Highlighted source regions localize the comparison. Displayed text preserves the model serialization; red type marks literal error

spans, and ellipses mark omitted spans.

Figure 12 PureDocBench Real Degraded. Stage I diverges into unrelated Chinese disclosure text and repeated
mathematics in (a), loses formula serialization in (b), and overtabularizes a clinical form in (c). Stage II restores page-
consistent newspaper content, mathematical serialization, and linear section structure, while localized recognition
errors remain under physical acquisition conditions.
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B.2 Results across Document Scenarios

Figures 13, 14, 15, and 16 show the model’s predictions across diverse document scenarios. Each compar-
ison contains the input, the complete predicted Markdown, and its rendering; a display-only transcription
correction is disclosed in the corresponding caption.

Across these scenarios, the model preserves reading order while representing tables with HTML and mathe-
matical expressions with LaTeX.

Input Predicted Markdown Rendered Output
o ( $$\int _ {\log3} " {0} \frac1{e~{t}+1}dt$$
c‘j% e
-{: ‘* \ /10“ el +1
,Qag.'% a
$$\begin{array} { r1r}{a} & {=}&{-\frac{r_{1}}{10}
+ \frac { (2K 3)r_{2}}{10K _{2}} }\\{b}
&{=}&{-\frac{r {1} {2F}{100F-\frac{dc {1}
a = _n g QK3 r_{13}{2}}{80}+\frac{(2-3/K _{2})r {1}r_
5 0" 0K, {23341003 P\ &{}&{+\frac{(2K_{2}-3)r_{1} .« - _p g Bean
b = I_,‘—,ﬁ qufyll&m r {23}3}{100K {2} }-\frac{(1-4K {2})A{2}r A o (”,Az;mz
$ @ty _ (KA DTt : f(} e }{}z{}8 3 {<22}} {{22}}}}+{ Yook {2y }{ 3 }\\_ oy el S, ?"“" ari
100K, 80K 100K, . - B ' 100k, 7
9¢,r3 2 2 (2K,-3)rr fe&{=3&{- Vm{gc f13r {137{333{800}+ _ 9eird | 9e1(2-3/Ka)rin (zkz 3)rirs
¢ = _dary i Qb Vfac{9c {1}(2-3/K_{2})r {1} {2}r {2}} ¢ = . Tt
_9aCK I CYKICK | eV XI-4Ky) gigﬂ ¥ +{ \zﬁ}“}{}(\i E : }{ 32‘ }{ if)rac’{ é i ¥ { {1 2} }( i~ { 2{}2}}{71 a0k Irdry _ CYK)@HsYnet (z—afk;g&;rm e}
S0k 100K S00K; 3)r {1} - {23r_{2))(s00K_ 123} \frac {(2-3/
K_{2})(2K_{2}-3)r_{1}r_{2}~{2}}{1000
,{2}}+\f'ac{(2 3/K_{2})(1-4K_{2})~{2}r
{237 {3}}{800K_{23°{2}}.} \endfarray}$s
$9\begin{array}{rIrH{E\left[Y_{\tau}*{i}(\boldsymbol{\theta})Y _{\tau}
~{1}(\boldsymbol{\theta} )\right]}&{=}&{(\tau+1)" {2}\left\
{\left(\frac{1}{(2\pi)"{m\tau/2}\left|\boldsymbol{\Sigma}
(\boldsymbol{\theta})\right| *{1/2}P\right) *{2\tau}\frac{1}
{(2\tau+1) " {\frac{mH2}-+2}}\right 1\ &{}&{\Iefc.\left(\Delta_{2\tau} )
Bvievie)] = (1) { <*) “{iP\Delta_{2\tau}{j}+(2\tau-+1)\ trace\left(\boldsymbol{\Sigma} B[ViO)Yi(0)] = (1) {( o) i —
o \left(\boldsymbol{\theta}\right)  {-1}\left(\frac{\partial\ boldsymbol {\mu} ‘”‘”)‘5 o) “;‘:;
AL AL 4 (20 4+ 1) trace T o (\boldsymbol{\theta})}{\partial\theta_{i}}\right)*{T} Aj AL, + (27 + 1) trace o))" o
O R O - e A (e (mor (5)" )
e (50) MW»E ) ) \right)\right.\right. }\\ &{}&{+\frac{1}{2}trace\left(\boldsymbol{\Sigma} htrace (2 (6) ! zwwg(g)—x o) )
¥ @ \left(\boldsymbol{ \thetaP\right){-1}\frac{\partial\boldsymbol{\Sigma}
7( aial (\boldsymbol{\theta})}{\partial\theta_{i}}\boldsymbol{\Sigma} ~( ) A A]}
sl ‘ s \left(\boldsymbol{ \thetaF\right) -1 }\frac{\partial\boldsymbol{\Sigma} mrmer) e ArAl
- (4 12 K (8) (\boldsymbol{\theta})}\partial\theta_{j}F\right)\Bigg)}\\ &{}&{\left.- = (r+17 K7 (8)

\left(\frac{1}{(2\pi) *{m\tau/2}\left|\boldsymbol{\Sigma}
(\boldsymbol{\theta})\right| *{1/2} Pright) *{2\tau}\frac{1}{(1+
\tau)*{m+2}}\Delta_{\tau}"{i"\Delta_{\tau}"{jF\right\}}\\ &{=}
&{(\tau+1)" {21\, K_{\tau}*{ij}\lefe(\boldsymbol{\theta}\right)}
\end{array}$s

Figure 13 Qualitative examples on formula-rich documents. Each row shows the input, the predicted Markdown and
its rendered output.
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Input

Since iy (5,3,,5) = O for cvery x € X e can choose
(N7 of (%) such hat

e .0 for every kN,
Then for every subsequence () of (N7, we have

'

mas g )| €  for vy k€N
Using this timate and cxpanding the e bk, we deduce that
Beemma < for evry KX,
The result ollows -
Tl e of the sl b ot s gl e
wrsees bold

() Brery seuene N 26 has o susequence N — 5 sue tha the follwing
hold: for il %G, e et
o) N W L )

for N €, then the it
i Bac A S

erists in 20
9 B e ol ol of et

L%(3) and for some m < 0, ket
i with respct o T, Then every
FS Wi each that fo some L+ % the

v e for g, 3.€ X, the bt

i B

crists i L) for ol f; € ¥, €10, 5 4, and

* ().

e ey o e s

Prt Wi e
W

W -
1ot e .,.,‘xw.‘ o < Bl
e e S A S

oW EIWO8 .M
*umETE »

|}

° | @ (@

Thie o pho of my ful: 8y
My fothr nd it on the T, &
Futher helps me with my Jamar—k

My broer s i 0y T

ot s oy T Dot oy vih e T, 10 T

o
B
L TN
. BRCRARIS
AR ACOBERIER.
L 1¢s time to get vp. []6:0am. [ ]6:30 am]
2 Wt vegtbles e o e famt
[[omtow T pouons Toren bore] _cxmos ]
L T T ]

5 What airmals are on the farm?

homes

[ oo [ o [ om ]

4.1¢'s 12 o'clock. It's time for | dinner [:huxﬂ
AR AT, EROT T AR
35 The i sl b e

€ ORI mm, s e o fod e b

€ 1. Thersare 13 bores o the fum.

Aarsuas BeseNK BERIES WK

1

Predicted Markdown

Since S\im._ (ko oy W angle x_{LN_Kh.xangle = 08 for vy i X5 we ca chocs nductivey 3 ubsequence §
ke {\pimeS of SO0 sih hat

\m;,,mm[k I} Vnglex (N {5 Qorme}},x _ 0N () forimel} \rangle | Ve \irae {112 * (K3} Vst
£ e 3 a0
Thenfor every subsequence S(N_K')S of S(N_K'S, we have

b1 o (110 e il 03 (i i) Ve o Ve ()
»m)\m( Tor vy ki \mathéh {1}

Using this estimate and expanding the suare below; we deduce that

{m\\\\ et €1 e\ [ LN 00 (rme e e 2 Ve Ve G Vst iy 36

“The et fllows.

The ather

intoduced. Only later o, pare (1) gnerst
princpl used
Corllary 55.Let ST_(1 o a probabilty space

R e ¥ e i et i
() Every saquence SN_{K) \to \iniy$ has »subssqence SN_(k)"{\prime} \to intyS such tht the follmwing hods: for ol ST_{1},
\idots, £_Q\l} \in L Qnfy}\ma)S, i we et

s
AN (6 {1}, \dots € {\el) o= \mathbb (€} _ {0 \in [N} T _ {1} * (o _ {1} ()} _ {1} \dors T _ (il ~ o _
QO e Vo 51

for SN\ \mathBNJS . thn the it
55
6 o) Vs () e K1} A 00 i) €. €

edsts n SL°2 (\mu)$

@ funcions in SL~ 5 and for some Smin [\l et S\mo = \ine
(s e e o dcomosion of S\ i et sequence SN_{Kk}\to \nfiy§ has 3

subsaquence SNk \prime \to \nfyS such that for some SL (K)\nnunnw\mﬁyilhe/nﬂnwm‘hu\d;-!!A TR
\idots £ (\el1J8 i 3 n (45), the for S\moS.a.¢. Sxin X5, 1

s
Vim0 i Vo \math (61 i [L_{KHIPA_ (4 _ 40" Qrimel (5 _ (1, s £_ (i)

esists in SL2(\mu_{m <} or all $1_j \in \mathesHFS, 5 \in [\ellS. 5 \nq S, and $F_m \in LVify(\mo_{m})5

Remarks I is mportan that SN_{K*{\prime)$ and SL_{K}S arechosen ndependently ofthe functons i F and the
(uncountably many) fonctions $1_{m} \in L Vil (\mu_(m )8 . Sx \n XS

Note that i part (i), th transformations ST_(1}5 5 \in [\, 5} \nq . may not preserve the messures S\mu_{m )5

Proof, Without loss of generlity we can sssume that ll functions invaled are 1-bounded

o ) We considr inSL°2 (S the et of ol
ot i o U J
Jrochirioriigepiiaio i m‘,\mw 0. 50T 1 e s o o3 (1)
\ldots f_ (\rH)\m \mathcal{G}3. Using Lemma 5.4 (for H Ky=A_{\tilde{N}_k}F_1\dots £ \ell)$. $F_{1}.
Vs (Ll \mathl(c ,x,w..h,m.w«) 4 S avrce 0+ e et S

Aot T P 1S3t 1 1S ot S o T o 53 o 1 Gl el
Using the denseness property of S\ mathea (GJS,the foct that ST_{1} \idots .T_ {16l preseve the mesure 5\
approvimation argument, we deduce the asered convergence

I S5 ol ficesto
S 78 S 5 N e 2 rd ST o)~ s . e G
T A o e T e SR ) R

4 85 R EIR(S 5. 4 RH)
RS
1.
()= MR R B KRR WERIERY KSR 6, WERY KSR
0 1 DRE( o R

2.

()T A FEORMAESE EEERD—E, HREROTREADE () .
0 MERR. E4

A SLApS

8 s12p
 suaps

0.82\ps

SHRREMTERAT 2 RELWEAL ARD 1 -2HE QRS o
o RRBER 11 SANS o IR BU B R AR 0 2ie B W AREED
S (B
4 mtE— AESHD wTE.
(1)REFRKEROR( ) (SUFS) SEARRBR( Jdm.
(MR RRAIE —REEEDEHIRBRT

(Whers s you, Les?
()¥es What time i ¢ n Beiing?

(165920 pm. 1 ime t0 g0 0 bed. 1 hve . 10 bed befre 930
(i in Sydney.

#4 W ERE NS,

R AR NN
LLTr——

My b and i thech .

Father bl m it my o

[ —

0 s shouts my . D' oy with he b4 R ot

#4 5. FRE BRES.

B, L Xn BTG, M T-HIER Ay, TR, FRE, RRATES.
A TRE. A/ TR

Lits____wsimetsgetup C1600am 630

2 What egetbles v o th farm?

65t 14> 1> 1> i< 12be>

3. What aimals areon the Far?

oyt
4104 12l s tmefor____ (e

o SRR, AETHOTER EROS T RS T
(05 Th o i ml ot i,

(06K 730 8. 165t s te e,

(O There v 13 borss n the

Rendered Output

Since limyoc (1.5, 7}
such that

0 for every = € X we can choose inductively a subsequence (N}) of (Ni)

fis

(@i o) < y for every k € N.

Then for every subsequence (N{) of (N}). we have

1
(e, )| < g for every € 1

Using this estimate and expanding the square below, we deduce that

[N~

3
3 forevery K €N,

R foreven e

The resul follows.

The following consequence of the previous resalt shows that rather general mean convergence results
for mliple ergocic averages hold once an extra averaging = introduced. Only part (i) will be used
later on, part (i) s for expository reasons only o showcase the general princile used

Corollary 5:5. Let T, .., T be measure presenving transformations (not necessarlly commting) on a
probability space (X, %,1) and ay,..-,az s N - Z be seque

(i) Every sequence Ne — oo has a subsequence N, — oo such that the fllowing holds: for all
Foeonfr € L), f we let

Ax(fiseoos fo)

BT 1 T, (46)

for N € N, then the limit
Jim BucpAny (oo f0)
exists in L2(j1)
(if) Let F be a countable collection of functions in L=(x) and for some m € [€], let y1 = [ ptyodpt
be the ergodic decomposition of j with respect to Ty.. Then every sequence Ni. - 0o has a
subsequence N — oo such that for some Ly — oo the following holds: if Ax(fi, ..., fi) is as in
(46), then for prae. z € X, the limit
Jim Eici Ay (fi-oo0 f0)
exists in L(u,) for all f; € F, j € [£], 5 # m, and fry € L*(j1yns)
Remarks. - It is important that Nj and Ly are chosen independently of the functions in F and the
(uncountably many) functions fo € L*(ms) . & € X
« Note that in part (ii, the transformations T;. j < [¢] j # m, may not preserve the measures
b
Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that all functions involved are 1-bounded.
We prove (i). We consider a countable collection of 1-bounded functions G that is dense in L(s) in
the set of all measurable 1-bounded functions. Using weak compactness and a diagonal argument,
we have that every sequence Ni. has a subsequence Ny such that the weak limit
i A, (-, i) ts fo all .., € 6. Usig Lemma 54 (fr
5, Ag(fso J). fuse o fo € G). we get that Ny has a subsequence Nj such that the
limit limyg o0 Exeis Ang (1, - fe) exists in L*(u) for all fi,..., fe € G. Using the denseness
property of G, the fact that T, ... Ty preserve the measure 1, and an approximation argument, we
deduce the asserted convergence.

We prove (ii). Since the collection F is countable, using a diagonal argument it suffices to get the
conclusion for fixed f,.j € [£].j 7 m. So we fix f,,7 € [£],1 # m, and let
Ax(fw) == AN(f1r--s fr- - fo). N € N, where A(fi,..., fi) is as in (46). Recall

85 RE HR(B 3. 4 RE)

HRRGS

1z,

g—?m&maxzﬁm*&rxy@xmﬁ% DERRTRY KBRS () WERY KBIRRA ()

MR # | EDEE( et
LEH

25,

()T AV E A £ . -
g PERE. EA Li -

Alim

B.1:i2r
Cliar
D.2:x
3 ATAIRMOERAA 28 WELFAKE WER 4 1R R QERE. B K ZNF

RIFE MER 192 m EEEER 12 m MREE 4 0 R BRH—EEE SEEREE 02
ke . BA—RBESDTFREE (v R 3)

4 HHSHD O THIERIEE. WTFE.
(nimﬂmmzar VA (RS AR ( Jim.

(Q)BFRTTEARE —ABESDFHRKET

()Where are you, Leo?
()Yes. What time s it in Beijing?
(lt's 9:20 p.m. It's time to go to bed. | have to go to bed before 9:30.
()t'min Sydney.
m. HRE. A5
TR EE LR,
This is a photo of my family.
My father and | it on the ch s
Father helps me vith my homew k.
My brother is in a toy c.
#Oh nof" shouts my moth, "Don't play with the b d. ¢l h t you!"
. WRE. ®RES.
B L Xin EFFNRIGRE, WS T—HRERS Any. MESMRIFLR. TRE. FABGEES
A GERE. A/ HERBER.
Lit's . Itstime to get up. [16:00 am. []6:30 am.

2. What vegetables are on the farm?

[ = T ototons T “reon beans T = ]
[ 1 1 1 1

3 What animals are on the farm?

[ o I oo I e T o ]
L I I 1 1
4.1t's 12 ofclock. It's time for ____. [ dinner [] lunch

B B —ARE, HFTARFER ERYS T WRNE

(J5. The farm is small but nice

()6, It's 7:30 a.m. It's time to feed the sheep.

()7. There are 13 horses on the farm.

Figure 14 Qualitative examples on general documents. Each row shows the input, the predicted Markdown and its
rendered output.
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Input

iR AR A bR AR
do sih,
2) We think ¢ Jucessany 40 do sth

Alk?hruinfm(m)dinmll‘k

Figure 15 Qualitative examples on scanned and photographed documents. Each row shows the input, the
Markdown and its rendered output.

Predicted Markdown

4 RTEE. XE. B HE. TH

1) It is important (necessary, difficult, convenient, possible) for sb. to do sth.
2) We think it necessary to do sth.

3) It plays an important role in our life.

#5): Computers are now being used everywhere, whether in the government,
in schools or business. Soon, computers will be found in every home, too. We
have good reason to say that computers are playing an increasingly important
ole in our life and we have stepped into the Computer Age

5. RTIEHE

1) We should take some effective measures,

2) We should try our best to overcome the diffculties.

3) We should do our utmost in doing sth

4) We should solve the problems that we are faced with.

#1: The housing problem that we are faced with is becoming more and more
serious. Therefore, we must take some effective measures to solve it

6. RREH

1) Some changes have taken place in the past five years.

2) A great change will certainly be produced in the world's communications
3) The computer has brought about my changes in education.

#l: Some changes have taken place in people's diet in the past five years. The

major reasons for these changes are not far to seek. Nowadays, more and
more people are switching from grain to

## SME
## M=%, BRKXT
BagE. Ri2- - ElZACHKHEE, BREE—1 I

R—HHFLR %%m%ﬁﬂkk‘(

SERVAR, BRERVBROME, RATNRALRT
R

HRESBETRENGE, BRI T—ILBHRE. Zi8%E
SkHOEREE, HRSETF LEEL-

SEGORE, F-RELRFLMILESE RREK. B
REEROEK, RXETED

BORSME, B-HACRKERFHKEROER, ZREEY
ZE5EE, FELRBIFSKATH "B—2" HERSE
&, BRYMMEIEE. MEEM.

SREMRZELM, HRALEE B2 HEESRE, R
TRFHBERHTIEL .

BER

(1) $y=(3x5)"{10)s:
(@) Sy=\in(5c+7) {538,

(3) Sy=\san (x5}

(&) Sy=\frac{1}\sar{1+3:}}$

1 RTAE S

(1) Sy=(1)" {21230 3} ¢

() Sy=(3cs2)\snsxs

(3) 8y = \mathrm{e} {20} \cos 35
(@) 3y=2" (e (x2S

#4H128

L RTABHN S

(1) $y=\cos\sin2xs

(2) $y=(1+\cos )\sins

() Sy=(H)(42)0 )5

(4) Sy = x*{2}x + 1)(x - 2)$.

s Sy = x°3 - 266 FRE—3 52,
{o) Lright)$ RIS

RTAEHNSH
(1) 8y = 205x- 9" (2):

Sy = \tan 8 A o

(2) Sy=(7x-4)"{81}8;
(3) 8y=(305) " {\frac (3HAYJS,
(4) 8y = \mathrm{e} {2x + 1},

0B MR x SERED, 2015 GHS . R 15E3s A M T
EE, B M ETRE AR

B3 1=0 FHtY S B, EIRSHOLER (W 520 2} AT RH S ot
7 BHORRRE Sa'_{1)S .

1R Sy=\fac{1}()S BRM—KUIK, 0 | SEEMTERGZ
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Rendered Output

4 RTEE. BE. B, HE. ATHE

1) It is important (necessary, difficult, convenient, possible) for sb. to
do sth

2) We think it necessary to do sth
3) It plays an important role in our life

]: Computers are now being used everywhere, whether in the
government, in schools or business. Soon, computers will be found in
every home, too. We have good reason to say that computers are
playing an increasingly important role in our life and we have stepped
into the Computer Age.

5. FTHEME
1) We should take some effective measures.
2) We should try our best to overcome the difficulties.
3) We should do our utmost in doing sth.
4) We should solve the problems that we are faced with.

i The housing problem that we are faced with is becoming more
and more serious. Therefore, we must take some effective measures to
solve it.

6. RIREMN
1) Some changes have taken place in the past five years.

2) A great change will certainly be produced in the world's
communications

3) The computer has brought about my changes in education.

#l: Some changes have taken place in people's diet in the past five
years. The major reasons for these changes are not far to seek.
Nowadays, more and more people are switching from grain to

3k
BW—A. BRXT

WAL, Bid- - EIZASEKNHE,
%l E—HBEHLRRARBACSKAT ?
SERTEH, BEARIEROMRER, RADLARA
HILT KRB

SRFFETRENE, BEIT—WOEHTRE. #d
FFipskavekE, RERFLR@EN -
ZEFHRME, FoRESBRFAFHILLES, BRRE
. BERZHMHEL BXETEL
BRIME, S—HACHEKIRETIREROERE, 28
HENEIEEE, TREBRABSKATH “H—%"
MBERERE, ERUMMELEZ. MEAH.
SREMEFLR, FERTIEE "B WEEER
&, RBRFHELHITIER.

HERRE

BEREE

(1) y=3z-5)"

(@ y=I@e+7";

@) y=v2z-5;

@y=

1L R TFIIESH S

(1) y=(22-17@2-32)*;
(2) y = (32 +2)sina;

(3) y = e cos 3z
@)y = 2.
@-2B
L RTIERMSH
(1) y = cos 3z sin2z;
(2) y = (1+cosz)sin
@) y=(+)@++3);
@ y=a"(@@+1)(z-2)
BHEL y = o° — 20 HE E—R, XA S 2, REREYME v = tanz LA
(5.1) Motngkre.
RTFIEHHSE
(1) y =252 — 4)%
(2)y=(7z - 4™
(3)y=Bz-5)%
@ y—e.
BRA M iR x LERZ (s) . R
M AR, FA M ETXER E KT R 7
MEdZ =0 FHUARD t(s) W, SEERSEMRTE (% 9=27 1 3t TR, RE 5 BAAFE 7
FRRRAREE o , 3 B 43 A7

81 Ry =1 BRM—FYL. EW | SLRMTERN=

KM 1s 8| 3s
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Input

Predicted Markdown
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1< /18> <1d>31.
td><1d>57.9</1d> <1d>28 8< /td> < /tr><tr><td>M2M-GAN-+LMP (o;..s)</m><m>63 1</
J1d><td>617</
1> <10>37.2< 1> <1d>32.2</td> <1d>0.7< /1> <1d>60.8 /1> <td>20.7< 1> < 1r> < table>
Sunday, March 11th, 2018
#NCTOPBO
PROEHLIFIC PARK
4517 JESSUP GROVE RD
GREENSBORO, NC 27410
/1d><td>CITY<, SCHOOL</td><td>CLASS </
td><td>HEIGHT </td><td> JERSEY < /td> <td>TEAM< /td> < /tr> <tr> <td >Breon Pass</
. \) td><td>Reidsville< /td> <td >Reidsville High School</td><td>2021< /td><td>5&x2T:11</
o) =¥ td><td>4</td><td>4</td> < ftr><tr><td>Shakeel Moore< /td>><td>Cameron</
Sy ot 11,310 oo td><td>Piedmont Classical</td><td>2019< /td><td>6&Ax2T,0< /td><td>21< /td><td>4</
et 517 ESUP GO td></tr><tr><td> John Michacl Wright</td><td>>Fayetteville< /td><td>Northwood Temple
CRETNROR0.C 2410 Academy</td><td>2019< /td> <td>6 427 1< /td> <td>28< [td> <td>4< /td></
tr><tr><td> Jackson Gammons<td>><td>>High Point</td>><td>Calvary Day School</
; Jtd><td>a< [td><, Mckee</
P ic Reicsil Hign Stcal [ td><td>Charlotte<, g
e e G petmon sl p td><td>52< /td> <td>4< td>< tr><tr><td> Jalen Barr< /td><td>Charlotte</
o el W el oo gl alery EID td><td>de ftd></
G gt Gl sl 5 tr><tr><td>Dillon Hsmsﬁn</Ld><ld>Monroe</w><td>(omemus School< /td><td>2019</
e [ Inspencne i ool 2 |1 f1d><tdnde /zd Onyeodic/
penr [ ayme CE) Jtd Aca
i o eroe Coneis S n i /zd><m>o</m>< /lr><u><(d>Gavm Rains</td><td> Trinty< /td><td>Wheatmore
s vt gl oy CEm High Sch 1> <td>4< 14> <]
o s iy Yheanee Sl w
nBesler Henderonile _Hendersnlle {74 /td><td>ll7</ld><\d>0</td></1v><tr><td>Ja\en Benjamin< /
Jlen eamin Pl eeoille oad g ool ENENE td><td>Raleigh< /td><td>Leesville Road High School</td><td>2019< /td><td>5&#x27;11</
eyt Gy “““‘;”';"’f“"" o 1 B td><td>5</td><td>5</td> < /tr><tr> <td>Riley Adams< /td><td>Cary< /td><td>Cape Fear
:‘”‘“‘W" o e e e ) S0 Famb Christian< /td> <td>2019< /td> <td>6&Ax2T,0< /td> <td>20</td> <td>5< ftd> </
f o . Ea tr><tr><td> Justin Wright</td><td>Greenville</td><td>Farmuille Central High School</
e e s o T Eamn td><td>2020</td><td>6LAT1< ftd><td>29< /td> <td>5< /td> < ftr><tr><td> ackson
o il o Catnl Elb Gabrie< /1> <1d>Denver</td> <td>Lincoln Charter< 14> <1d>2010< /id><1d>64fp27.2</
o s Gulfed CEND td><td>44< /td><td>5</td>< aleb Mills<.
W stonburg Grvens Conil -1 w5 Christian<, d ftd><td>5</td></
s gy S s tr><tr><td> Jaden Springer</td><td>Charlotte< /td><td>Rocky River High Selool</
el Wl b5t oD e
2o b ih S s s Joh Hill<, 5</
teile Grdatiysirod ENN0 e /1d><td>5</1d>< /u><w><1d>Noah Alled< /td> <td> Colfax< /td> <td>Northwest
s 5 s Guilford<, J1d><td>5</1d></
Ousanfurgon Grenton e Gurd CENG entral High< /
et o s L o A td><td>6& 2T 7< /m><xd>m</m><m>5</m>< > <> <udBeau Maye</
ey Sotgor S S el B igh School<, .
pathes S e Inpencnc g ool L} td><td>116</td> <td>5< /td></tr><tr><td> Jalen Cone<, /td><td>Kemevslee< /
Jan e (e Nt Ctan 216 td><td>Walkertown High School</td><td>2020< /td><td>5&#x27:11< /td><td>6</
[CE ks e Gt 5[5 td><td>6</td></tr><tr><td>Lawrence Frust</ld><ld>Ra\e\gh</(d><ld>Athens Drive H\gh
School< Jtd><td>6< /td><,
xer Langstaff< /td><td>Asheville< /td> <td> Carolina Day School</td><td>2020</

Figure 16 Qualitative examples on table-rich documents. Each row shows the input, the predicted Markdown and

[y

td><td>68427 1< /td><td>30< /td> <td>6< /td> < /tr><tr><td>Ford Cooper</
td><td>Matthews</td> <td>>Carmel Christian School</td><td>2020< /td><td>6&#27:2</
td><td>43< /td><td>6</td>< /tr><tr><td>Christain Hampton</td><td>Greensboro</
Guilford<, Jtd><td>6</
td><, Johnson< /td><td /id>-<ti>Lake Norman High School</

MeKenney< /td><td>Southport</td><td>South Brunswick High Szhoo\</1d><zd>2019</
> <td>6< /td><, h</

/
td><td>091</1d><td>6</td></tr><tr><td> Jaden Seymour< /td><td>Charlotte</
Chrisitan< Jtd><td>6</
td>.</tr><tr> <td>Patrick Willams</td><td>Charlotte< /td><td>West Charlotte</
td><td>2019< /td> <td>6& AT 8< /td> <td>115< /td> <td>6</td>< /tr>< [table>

Rendered Output

Methods D->MA | MA->D | D->MS | MS>D | MA->MS = MS->MA

R1 |mAP| R1 |mAP| R1 |mAP| R1 |mAP| R1 mAP| Rl lmAP

LOMO 27.2/80123/48| - | - |123/48| - | - 27280

Bow 358148171 83| - - 171 83| - - 1358/148
EOLMA 409 - | - | - -l - - - --]-]-
UmMDL 345/12.4/185 73| - | - -l -1-1-1-
PUL 455(20530.0164 - | - | - | - | - - - | -
CAMEL 545263 - | - - - | - - - - - -
MMFA - | - 1453/24.7| - | - -1 -1-] -
PTGAN 386/ - 274 - (11833 - - |102 29 - | -
SPGAN 515(22.8/41.1223| - | - | - | - | - | - | - | -
SPGAN+LMP 57.7/26.7/46.426.2| - | - | - | - | - | - | - | -
TJ-AIDL 58.226.544.31230/ - | - | - | - - -

M2M-GAN OIHS)591296520293368119611375319108579288
MzM'(%ﬁ'r“s‘)’LMP 63.130.9)54.4(31.6/35.5(10.5[61.7/37.2(32.2] 9.7 |60.8/20.7

Sunday, March 11th, 2018
#NCTOPS0

PROEHLIFIC PARK

4517 JESSUP GROVE RD
GREENSBORO, NC 27410

[ v HIGH SCHOOL CAss | HEIGHT | JERSEY | TEAM
Breon Pass Reidsville | Reidsville High School | 2021 | 5'11 | 4 | 4
Shakeel Moore Cameron Piedmont Classical 2019 6'0 21 4
J°"M"1g'ﬂ'“‘ Fayetteville N""'x’(‘:‘é‘:;:"‘p'e 2009 | 61 | 28 | 4
Jackson Gammons | High Point | Calvary Day School | 2019 | 62 | 45 | 4
Aj Mckee Charlotte | ndependence Hieh 501 | g3 | sy | 4
Jalen Barr Charlotte Olympic 2019 6'4 69 4
Dillon Harrison | Monroe Comenius School | 2019 | 65 | 76 | 4
Williams Onyeodi | Racford | Fayetteville Academy | 2019 | 66 | 93 | 4
Gavin Rains Trinity | Wheatmore High School | 2019 | 67 | 100 | 4
Ben Becker | Hendersonville | Hendersonille | 2019 | 69 | 117 | 4
Jalen Benjamin Raleigh CeiDle] 2000 511 | 5 | 5
Riley Adams Cary Cape Fear Christian 2019 6'0 20 5
Justin Wright Greenville | Farmvile Central High | 5050 | g1 | 20 | 5
Jackson Gabriel Denver Lincoln Charter 2019 6'2 44 5
Caleb Mills Arden Asheville Christian 2019 6'3 53 5
Jaden Springer | _Charlotte | Rocky River High School | 2020 | 64 | 68 | 5
Donte Johnson Snow Hill Greene Central 2019 6'5 77 5
Nosh Allred Colfax Northwest Guilford | 2021 | 66 | 92 | 5
Imajae Dodd | Walstonburg | Greene Central High | 2019 | 67 | 101 | 5
Beau Maye | Huntersville | Hough High School | 2020 | 69 | 116 | 5
Jalen Cone | Kernersville | Walkertown High School | 2020 | 511 | 6 | 6
Lawrence Frost | Raleigh | Athens Drive High School| 2020 | 60 | 19 | 6
Lee Langstaff Asheville Carolina Day School | 2020 | 6'1 | 30 | 6
Ford Cooper Matthews Carmel Christian School | 2020 6'2 43 6
Christain Hampton | Greensboro | Northwest Guiford | 2020 | 63 | 54 | 6
DeMarcus Johnson | Mooresville | L2ke Norman Hieh | 519 | 614 | g7 | g
Jace McKenney | Southport | SOUth Brunswick High | 519 | gi5 | 7 | 6
Matthew Smith | Matthews | Independence High | 5510 | g6 | o1 | 6

School

Jaden Seymour | _Charlotte | Northside Chrisitan | 2020 | 67 | 102 | 6
Patrick Willams | _Charlotte West Charlotte | 2019 | 68 | 115 | 6

its rendered output. The school-name typo in the roster is manually corrected for display.
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