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ABSTRACT

Cinematic video generation requires both temporal inference from limited in-
puts (i.e., sparse rather than frame-by-frame guidance) and factor-aware con-
trol of character, scene, action, and camera. Multimodal large language mod-
els (MLLMs) offer useful priors for both capabilities, but their representations
are not automatically actionable for video generation: a Video Diffusion Trans-
former (DiT) may bypass them through native conditioning pathways, and using
them does not ensure either factor-aware control or generation-compatible tempo-
ral prediction. We propose Factor-Aware Predictive Learning (FAPL), which
establishes effective MLLM latent use as a shared prerequisite and then targets the
two capabilities with complementary learning signals. First, latent-only genera-
tor grounding trains the DiT with a frozen MLLM and connector, strengthening
the DiT’s use of MLLM latents for generation. Second, for factor-aware con-
trol, paired videos specify a target-factor change and non-target preservation, and
factor-span replacement trains the DiT to realize this relationship in its output.
Third, for temporal inference, text-only and text-plus-complete-video observa-
tions share a video target, and the trained DiT is then frozen while the MLLM
and connector are optimized through it. This final stage trains limited-input repre-
sentations for generation while retaining complete-observation reconstruction as
a complementary training mode. Extensive experiments demonstrate our consis-
tently better performance on three cinematic video generation tasks (i.e., sparse-
to-video, factor-aware editing, and multi-shot generation) over baselines and val-
idate FAPL’s contributions to MLLM feature use, temporal control, and factor
coordination.

1 INTRODUCTION

Cinematic video generation (Wang et al., 2025a; Wu et al., 2026; Zhang et al., 2026b; Yang et al.,
2026b; Tang et al., 2026) helps creators explore content, performances, and camera choices before
physical production. Beyond visual realism, it requires two capabilities (Fig. 1). (i) Temporal in-
ference from limited inputs requires the model to construct plausible action sequences and camera
motion from a script and a few visual references (Xiao et al., 2026; Zhang et al., 2026a), which only
sparsely specify how a shot unfolds (i.e., they do not provide a dense, frame-by-frame specification
of all visual content). (ii) Factor-aware control requires character, scene, action, and camera to
follow their respective instructions while remaining compatible: changing a character should pre-
serve the requested action, and changing camera motion should not replace the scene (Huang et al.,
2026b; Girish et al., 2026). Therefore, the central challenge is not only to infer missing content, but
also to make those inferences selectively controllable in the generated video.

Standard conditioning provides limited support for these requirements. Text encoders (Raffel et al.,
2020; Radford et al., 2021) offer limited visual and temporal grounding, while VAE-encoded ref-
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(i) Inferring Content From Limited Inputs

(ii) Factor-Aware Control

(a) Target Video

(b) Sparse Observation: Feed Only Text into MLLM

(c) Dense Observation: Feed Text and Video into MLLM

Prompt: A man in a light green button-up shirt, sleeves rolled to his elbows, holds a bundle of 
bamboo poles, the bundle linked to a vertical green pole fixed to a riveted wooden box with a 
slanted roof. He turns slightly toward the box, places his right hand on its top, steadies the
bundle with his left hand, and looks forward with a focused expression. Static camera. 

(a) Prompt a (b) Prompt bPrompt a: Woman, shoulder-length brown hair, dark blazer over light top, buckled in 
driver's seat, serious focused gaze ahead

Prompt b: Woman, short wavy blonde hair, navy trench coat over white blouse, buckled 
in driver's seat, serious focused gaze ahead

Figure 1: Cinematic video generation requires inference from limited inputs and factor-aware
control. (i) The man turns toward the box, places his right hand on top, and steadies the bundle
with his left hand. Text-only conditioning misses this sequence, while observing the complete video
enables the same model to reproduce it. (ii) Keeping the descriptions of all other factors fixed and
replacing only the character-related prompt, the non-character factors change as well. These cases
illustrate failures in temporal inference and factor control, with editing providing a probe of what
the generator changes and preserves.

(i) MLLM-Only Condition

(ii) Conflicting Conditions (for Character): Which Condition Dominates Generation

(a) Omni-Video 2 (1.3B DiT): Complete Bypass, Degenerating into Noise

(b) Omni-Video 2 (14B DiT): Semantic Neglect with Visible Artifacts

(c) UniVideo (13B DiT): Semantic Neglect

Prompt: A short-haired man in a pale long-sleeved shirt, dark vest, pale yellow shorts, socks,
and brown boots steps to the right and falls onto his side on green grass. Beside him is a rustic
thatched-roof hut, with a tall fence of wooden stakes and woven branches behind. One leg lifts
briefly as he lands, then he stays lying on his side. Fixed wide shot, soft daylight.

Prompt: A man with short brown hair wears a light beige coat over a white shirt. In a medium shot inside a log-walled room, he picks
up two books beside a television, turns toward the camera, and gestures with the books while speaking. A black television on a
wooden stand, large windows with beige curtains, and a small warm lamp remain in the background. Keep his hairstyle, face, body,
book handling, room layout, lighting, and camera view consistent. (Reference Key Frames)

(1-a) Omni-Video 2 (1.3B DiT): Consistent Conditions

(1-b) Omni-Video 2 (1.3B DiT): Conflicting Conditions

(2-a) Omni-Video 2 (14B DiT): Consistent Conditions

(2-b) Omni-Video 2 (14B DiT): Conflicting Conditions

(3-a) UniVideo (13B DiT): Consistent Conditions

(3-b) UniVideo(13B DiT): Conflicting Conditions

Figure 2: MLLM latents are easily bypassed in existing MLLM–DiT models. (i) Under MLLM-
only conditioning, Omni-Video 2 (1.3B DiT) produces noise, while Omni-Video 2 (14B DiT) and
UniVideo produce artifacts and depict one person’s successive actions as two people acting differ-
ently. MLLM latents alone therefore fail to provide reliable generation guidance in these examples.
(ii) Under conflicting conditions, VAE references dominate the output.

erences (Kingma & Welling, 2013) preserve appearance without explicitly representing action or
camera intent. Multimodal large language models (MLLMs) (Yang et al., 2025; Wang et al., 2024)
provide a promising alternative (Wang et al., 2026): their visual priors and semantic reasoning can
help interpret scripts and references, infer plausible temporal details, and coordinate cinematic fac-
tors. Recent methods (Yang et al., 2026a; Wei et al., 2026) therefore condition Video Diffusion
Transformers (DiTs) (Peebles & Xie, 2023) on projected MLLM hidden states.

However, making MLLM features available is different from making them effective for generation.
Two obstacles remain: First, MLLM feature bypass is a shared bottleneck for both capabilities:
native text-encoder and VAE-reference pathways can reduce the generation loss without substan-
tial reliance on MLLM latents (Fig. 2). Second, task-structured supervision is insufficient. For
factor-aware control, ordinary video-level training does not explicitly associate an intervention on a
particular MLLM span with the intended output change and non-target preservation. For temporal
inference, adapting the connector and DiT around a frozen MLLM does not train the MLLM itself
to produce temporally informative representations from sparse inputs. Thus, the generator must
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learn how to use MLLM representations, while the MLLM must also learn what representations to
produce for generation.

We propose Factor-Aware Predictive Learning (FAPL) to strengthen the use of MLLM repre-
sentations for temporal inference and factor-aware control through three training stages. First, to
strengthen the DiT’s use of MLLM features, Stage I freezes the MLLM and connector and trains
the DiT with their projected latents as the sole content conditions, using both text-only and text-plus-
complete-video observations. This establishes a generation interface that subsequent stages can use
for factor-aware control and predictive learning. Second, to enable factor-aware control, Stage II
uses paired videos that change selective cinematic factors while preserving the others. Structured
descriptions locate the projected latent spans corresponding to character, scene, action, and camera.
Keeping the MLLM and connector frozen, we replace the selected factor span between paired ex-
amples and train the DiT against the corresponding video target. The paired videos specify what
should change and remain, while span replacement explicitly associates this visual relationship with
a localized conditioning intervention, without assuming fully disentangled representations. Finally,
to learn temporal inference from sparse inputs, Stage III freezes the trained DiT and jointly
optimizes the MLLM and connector using text-only and text-plus-complete-video observations that
share a video target. The text-only mode trains prediction from limited evidence, while the complete-
video mode provides complementary reconstruction supervision through the same generation inter-
face. The fixed DiT directs learning toward generation-compatible representations without simulta-
neous decoder adaptation. Experiments evaluate FAPL on sparse-to-video generation, factor-aware
editing, and multi-shot generation, with stage-wise ablations examining the respective contributions
of strengthened MLLM feature use, factor interventions, and mixed-observation predictive learning.

Our contributions are threefold: (i) We investigate the gap between multimodal understanding and
its effective use in cinematic generation, and propose FAPL to translate MLLM understanding into
actionable guidance for inference from limited inputs and factor-aware control. (ii) We introduce
factor-aware supervision through latent interventions, turning paired edits into structured learning
signals for how the generator should change and preserve cinematic content, without assuming fully
disentangled representations. (iii) We formulate predictive learning through a fixed generator, link-
ing limited-input prediction and complete-observation reconstruction via shared video targets to
learn temporally informative, generation-compatible MLLM representations.

2 RELATED WORK

Cinematic Video Generation. Cinematic video generation (Yang et al., 2026e; Elmoghany et al.,
2025; Yang et al., 2026d) has recently received growing attention for producing shots with specified
content, performances, and camera motions from limited materials (Wang et al., 2025a; Meng et al.,
2026; Yang et al., 2026c). Existing studies target the two requirements: (i) Inferring content from
limited inputs. Reference-driven and multi-shot methods maintain identity and scene consistency
from given references (Xiao et al., 2026; Zhang et al., 2026a; Liu et al., 2025). (ii) Factor-Aware
Control. Camera motion, character replacement, action transfer, and scene modification are typically
handled separately (Wang et al., 2023; Tan et al., 2026a; Ye et al., 2026; Jiang et al., 2025; Huang
et al., 2026b; Girish et al., 2026; Fang et al., 2026; Huang et al., 2026a).

MLLM-Conditioned Video Generation and Editing. Recent video diffusion models achieve
high-quality synthesis and support a growing range of editing tasks (Blattmann et al., 2023; Kong
et al., 2024; Wan et al., 2025). To move beyond single-task systems, recent work couples MLLMs
with diffusion backbones, either through in-context conditioning (Ye et al., 2026; Ju et al., 2025;
Jiang et al., 2025) or through an MLLM understanding branch connected to a generation branch (Wei
et al., 2026; Yang et al., 2026a; Tan et al., 2026b). Related studies improve controllability over spe-
cific factors such as camera motion (Wang et al., 2023) and subject identity (Liu et al., 2025). These
systems differ in architecture and task coverage, but commonly inject MLLM features alongside
text-encoder and VAE reference features through a shared conditioning interface, and supervise
training at the video level. Such supervision does not determine how much each condition con-
tributes, and the generator may rely on familiar text and dense visual-reference pathways. Paired
editing examples are also typically consumed as additional supervised samples, without explicitly
indicating which factor should change and which content should be preserved. In contrast, FAPL
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Connector
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Figure 3: Overview of Factor-Aware Predictive Learning (FAPL). Stage I freezes the MLLM
and its original connector and trains the DiT using MLLM latents. Stage II retains this configuration
and swaps factor-specific output spans between paired examples to supervise factor-aware changes.
Stage III freezes the trained DiT and jointly updates the MLLM and connector through video recon-
struction, and text-only and text-plus-complete-video inputs share the same generation target.

strengthens the role of MLLM latents through latent-only training, and uses factor-span replacement
between paired examples to supervise factor-aware changes and preservation.

Predictive Representation Learning. Joint-embedding predictive architectures learn representa-
tions by predicting target features from partial observations rather than reconstructing pixels, avoid-
ing unpredictable low-level details (Assran et al., 2023), and extend to action-conditioned future
prediction for planning and control (Bardes et al., 2024; Assran et al., 2025). Generative mod-
els also decode predicted representations into visual outputs. However, such models usually learn
task-specific spaces without high-fidelity video decoders, or require separately trained decoders, and
rarely use paired editing data to supervise factor-level change and preservation. In contrast, we reuse
a pretrained MLLM and Video DiT and supervise prediction through visual reconstruction with a
fixed generator, preserving the decoding pathway while training the MLLM to infer video content
from limited observations.

3 METHOD

Factor-Aware Predictive Learning (FAPL) trains MLLM representations for limited-input temporal
inference and factor-aware control of character, scene, action, and camera. It structures supervision
in generation space: factor-span interventions use paired edits to link localized latent changes to
target-factor changes and non-target preservation, while shared-target predictive learning cou-
ples limited-input prediction with complete-observation reconstruction through a fixed generator.
MLLM-only conditioning strengthens the DiT’s use of these representations, supporting both mech-
anisms without architectural changes.

We first describe the framework and paired data in Sec. 3.1. Training then proceeds in three stages:
(i) MLLM-Only Generator Grounding strengthens the DiT’s use of MLLM features (Sec. 3.2); (ii)
Factor-Aware Control Improvement trains the DiT to realize target-factor changes while preserving
other content through factor-span replacement (Sec. 3.3); and (iii) Prediction From Limited Inputs
optimizes the MLLM and connector through the fixed DiT using shared targets across observation
modes (Sec. 3.4). All three stages use MLLM latents as the only content conditions. Fig. 3 illustrates
the framework, Algorithm 1 summarizes training, and Sec. 3.5 describes inference.
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Algorithm 1 Three-Stage Training of Factor-Aware Predictive Learning (FAPL)
Require: Pretrained MLLM Fθ0 , connector Pη0 , and DiT Gϕ0 ; observation dataDobs and editing pairsDedit.

1: Initialize θ ← θ0, η ← η0, and ϕ← ϕ0; Use only MLLM latents as content conditions in all stages.
2: Stage I: Enhance MLLM Latent Use (MLLM-Only Generator Grounding).
3: for each training step do
4: Sample (x, p) ∼ Dobs and observation mode m ∼ ρ; Compute Zθ0,η0(u

m).
5: Update ϕ using LFM(x | Zθ0,η0(u

m);ϕ); keep θ0, η0 fixed.
6: end for
7: Stage II: Improve Factor-Aware Control.
8: for each training step do
9: Sample (xa, pa, xb, pb, k) from Dedit; Compute Za, Zb and locate their factor-k spans.

10: Replace the designated spans as in Eq. 4; Update ϕ using Ledit; keep θ0, η0 fixed.
11: end for
12: Save ϕ∗ ← ϕ and freeze the DiT.
13: Stage III: Learn Prediction From Limited Inputs.
14: for each training step do
15: Sample (x, p) from Dobs and observation mode m ∼ π.
16: Construct ut = p if m = t, and utv = (p, x) otherwise.
17: Compute Zθ,η(u

m) and update θ, η using LFM(x | Zθ,η(u
m);ϕ∗); keep ϕ∗ fixed.

18: end for

3.1 PRELIMINARY: FRAMEWORK AND PAIRED DATA

The generator (i.e., Video DiT) must learn both to use MLLM information and to respond appro-
priately in a factor-aware manner. We provide these signals through paired observations and paired
edits, without introducing a new representation network.

3.1.1 FRAMEWORK: MLLM-CONDITIONED VIDEO DIFFUSION

MLLM-conditioned video diffusion (Yang et al., 2026a; Wei et al., 2026) connects an MLLM to a
pretrained Video DiT. The DiT is trained through flow matching (Lipman et al., 2022) and receives
three concatenated conditions: C = [Ctext;Cmllm;Cref ], comprising text-encoder features, MLLM
features, and VAE-encoded visual features, respectively. Here, [·; ·] denotes concatenation along the
token dimension. Individual backbones may omit a pathway. For example, UniVideo (Wei et al.,
2026) removes the original text encoders.

The MLLM condition is produced through the connector. Given a text or multimodal input u, the
MLLM Fθ produces hidden states Hθ(u) = Fθ(u), which the connector Pη maps to the DiT condi-
tioning space:

Cmllm = Zθ,η(u) = Pη
(
Hθ(u)

)
, (1)

where θ and η are the MLLM and connector parameters. We retain the original hidden-state extrac-
tion and connector. Our factor-level interventions operate on the projected sequence Zθ,η(u), after
the connector and before the DiT.

For a target video x with VAE latent z0, flow matching constructs zt = αtz0 + σtϵ, where ϵ ∼ N (0, I)

is Gaussian noise, t is the flow time, and αt, σt specify the interpolation schedule. The DiT Gϕ, with
parameters ϕ, predicts the target velocity v∗ = ∂zt/∂t:

LFM(x | C;ϕ) = Et,ϵ

[∥∥Gϕ(zt, t | C)− v∗
∥∥2
2

]
. (2)

We follow the pretrained backbone’s flow schedule and sampling procedure. This objective super-
vises generation under the combined conditions, but does not determine their individual contribu-
tions. The DiT may rely primarily on text and VAE features, so accurate reconstruction alone does
not establish effective use of MLLM latents.

3.1.2 PAIRED DATA

Two Observation Modes, One Video Target. For each training video x and its description p, we
construct two inputs: ut = p and utv = (p, x). Both are supervised with the same target video x. The
text-only input requires inference from a description, while the text-plus-video input provides direct
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visual evidence. We denote these examples by Dobs. The complete target video is never supplied to
the text-only branch.

Selective Factors Change, the Others Remain. We construct the editing set Dedit through factor-
specific selection and generation of source–target video pairs, covering changes to character, scene,
action, and camera motion. Each tuple (xa, pa, xb, pb, k) contains two videos xa, xb and their descrip-
tions pa, pb, with only the selected factor k ∈ F = {character, scene, action, camera} modified. Both
descriptions are structured prompts: we rewrite each caption into four ordered fields, character,
scene, action, and camera, and obtain pb by updating only the edited factor’s field while retaining the
others. Field labels and boundaries locate the corresponding token spans in the MLLM hidden states
and projected latents, giving each factor an explicit address for intervention. Span lengths follow the
text and need not match across examples, and we do not assume the contextualized spans are fully
disentangled.

3.2 STAGE I: MLLM-ONLY GENERATOR GROUNDING

MLLM representations can influence generation only if the DiT can reliably decode and use them. In
the original architecture, native text-encoder and VAE-reference pathways allow the DiT to reduce
the generation loss without sufficiently relying on MLLM latents. Stage I therefore isolates the
MLLM pathway and trains the DiT under both limited and complete observations. We freeze the
pretrained MLLM and connector and update only the DiT.

Mixed-Observation Latent-Only Grounding. For each video x and description p, we use the
text-only input ut = p and the text-plus-complete-video input utv = (p, x). The frozen MLLM and
connector produce Zθ0,η0 (u

m) for observation mode m ∈ {t, tv}. In both modes, the DiT receives
MLLM latents as its only content condition; the separate text-encoder and VAE-reference conditions
are disabled. Dense observations ground the DiT in the visual and temporal information carried by
MLLM latents, while text-only observations maintain compatibility with limited-input generation
and the text-based interventions in Stage II.

Mixed-Observation Objective. Stage I minimizes

Lground(ϕ) = E(x,p)∼Dobs

 ∑
m∈{t,tv}

ρm LFM

(
x | Zθ0,η0 (u

m);ϕ
) , (3)

where ρt + ρtv = 1. We optimize ϕ while keeping θ0 and η0 fixed. Because alternative content
pathways are unavailable, the DiT must learn to use MLLM latents across both observation modes.
Stage I adapts the generator to fixed MLLM representations, while Stage III later reverses this di-
rection and adapts the MLLM pathway through a fixed generator.

3.3 STAGE II: FACTOR-AWARE CONTROL IMPROVEMENT

Using MLLM features is not sufficient for factor-aware control. The DiT must also learn which
output changes correspond to a particular change in its conditions. Stage II introduces factor-level
latent augmentation with explicit video targets. The MLLM and connector remain frozen, and train-
ing uses text-only inputs with MLLM-latent-only conditioning.

Factor-Span Replacement. For a pair in Dedit, let Za = Zθ0,η0 (p
a) and Zb = Zθ0,η0 (p

b) be the
projected latents of the two descriptions. Define Rk(A,B) as replacing the factor-k span in A with
the corresponding span from B, leaving the remaining tokens unchanged. The augmented conditions
are

Za←b
k = Rk(Z

a, Zb), Zb←a
k = Rk(Z

b, Za). (4)

Replacement is applied after the connector and before the DiT, so no additional projection follows.
Complete spans are removed and inserted, so replacement does not require equal token counts;
sequence lengths and masks are updated accordingly. Since the pair changes only factor k, the
condition Za←b

k is supervised with xb, and the reverse condition is supervised with xa.
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Editing Objective. We update the DiT using both replacement directions:

Ledit(ϕ) = E(xa,pa,xb,pb,k)∼Dedit

[
LFM

(
xb | Za←b

k ;ϕ
)
+ LFM

(
xa | Zb←a

k ;ϕ
)]

. (5)

The target video supervises the effect of the replaced span and preservation of the remaining factors.
Thus, factor awareness is learned through the generator’s response to controlled replacements, rather
than through a feature-separation objective. We denote the DiT parameters after this stage by ϕ∗.

3.4 STAGE III: PREDICTION FROM LIMITED INPUTS

The first two stages establish a generator that uses MLLM features and responds to factor-aware
interventions. Stage III uses this fixed generator to optimize the MLLM pathway itself. The goal is
to produce generation-compatible representations from limited observations, while complete-video
observations provide a richer training mode for the same video target.

Shared Targets Across Observation Modes. We freeze the DiT at ϕ∗ and jointly fine-tune the
MLLM and connector, initialized from θ0 and η0. For each video x and description p, we use the
text-only input ut = p and the text-plus-complete-video input utv = (p, x). Both observation modes
use MLLM-latent-only conditioning and are supervised with the same target video x.

We define the mixed-observation objective as

Lobs(θ, η) = E(x,p)∼Dobs

 ∑
m∈{t,tv}

πm LFM

(
x | Zθ,η(u

m);ϕ∗
) , (6)

where πm denotes the sampling weight of observation mode m, with πt+πtv = 1. We minimize Eq. 6
over θ and η, while keeping ϕ∗ fixed.

Prediction Through a Fixed Generator. Although the DiT is frozen, gradients still pass through
it to the connector and MLLM. Under text-only observation, the MLLM pathway must produce rep-
resentations that let the fixed generator reconstruct the target video’s semantic, motion, and temporal
content from limited evidence. Under complete-video observation, the MLLM has direct visual evi-
dence but must express it through the same connector and generation interface. Training both modes
toward a shared video target therefore adapts the MLLM pathway without changing the DiT.

3.5 INFERENCE AND CINEMATIC CONTROL

At inference, FAPL supports three cinematic applications within one architecture. (i) Generation
from Scripts and References. Given a script and optional character or scene references, the MLLM
produces latents that condition the DiT through the trained connector and original interface, followed
by flow-based sampling and VAE decoding. No complete target video is needed. The DiT can use
MLLM latents alone or together with the original text and VAE reference conditions as separate
inference configurations. (ii) Factor-Aware Control. We modify only the target factor’s field in
the structured prompt and re-encode the edited prompt through the MLLM and connector. We
then replace the corresponding span in the original projected latents with the edited field’s span,
keeping all other spans unchanged, and condition the DiT on the resulting sequence. We evaluate
both the requested change and non-target preservation. (iii) Multi-Shot Generation. Shots are
generated independently from their descriptions and available references. Shared character and
scene references promote consistency, while action and camera instructions vary by shot.

4 EXPERIMENTS

4.1 IMPLEMENTATION

We build FAPL on UniVideo (Wei et al., 2026) with a 13B DiT and compare with the original Uni-
Video and Omni-Video 2 (Yang et al., 2026a) models (1.3B, 14B DiTs). Stages I and III sample text-
only and text-plus-complete-video observations at a 1:1 ratio, while Stage II uses text-only inputs
with factor-span replacement. We train Stages I–III for 10K, 15K, and 10K steps, respectively, using
AdamW with a learning rate of 1 × 10−5, zero weight decay, and a maximum gradient norm of 1.0.
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Table 1: Quantitative comparison across three evaluation tasks.
Sparse-to-Video Factor-Aware Editing Multi-Shot Consistency

Method Motion Order (%)↑ Trans. Error↓ Rot. Error (rad)↓ ∩-Acc (%)↑ Subject↑ Scene↑ FaceSim-Arc↑

Omni-Video 2 (1.3B) 33 0.1084 1.87 28 0.435 0.373 0.412
Omni-Video 2 (14B) 43 0.0817 1.49 37 0.476 0.423 0.468
UniVideo (13B) 48 0.0763 1.54 42 0.462 0.427 0.451

FAPL (Ours) 61 0.0586 1.02 58 0.516 0.471 0.523

Training uses the bfloat16 (BF16) format and gradient checkpointing. Inference uses 50 sampling
steps and a classifier-free guidance (CFG) scale of 5.0. All three stages share 100K quality-filtered
source–target video pairs (25K per factor), constructed through factor-specific selection and gener-
ation using CoinVE-200K (Long et al., 2026) as the primary source and OmniVBench’s released
training data (Li et al., 2026) for supplementary videos and references.

4.2 EVALUATION DATA, TASKS, AND METRICS

Test Data. CineFactor-10K comprises 10K single-shot test cases constructed from held-out source
groups in CoinVE-200K (Long et al., 2026) and the training dataset released with OmniVBench (Li
et al., 2026), with no source-video overlap with our training data.

Tasks. (i) Sparse-to-Video Generation. We evaluate on 5K cases using text-only prompts. (ii)
Factor-Aware Editing. We evaluate on 5K cases, with 1.25K cases per factor. Each case modifies
only the target factor’s field in the structured prompt while retaining the other three fields unchanged.
All methods receive the same modified prompt and permitted visual inputs through their standard
inference interfaces. (iii) Multi-Shot Generation. We evaluate separately on the 100 sequences in
the official ShotVerse-Bench (Yang et al., 2026c) test split. Each sequence comprises two to four
shots in their original order, with shared character and scene references and shot-specific action and
camera instructions.

Metrics. (i) Temporal generation from limited inputs. Within shots, we measure action sequenc-
ing with Motion Order (Zheng et al., 2025) and camera-trajectory fidelity with Translation Error
and Rotation Error (radians) (Yang et al., 2026c), using frozen π3 (Wang et al., 2025c) for trajectory
recovery. To complement these action/camera measures, multi-shot evaluation assesses character
and scene consistency as shot-specific instructions vary, using Subject Consistency, Scene Consis-
tency (Wang et al., 2025b), and FaceSim-Arc for facial identity (Yuan et al., 2025). (ii) Factor-aware
control. We evaluate single-factor edits using FiVE’s ∩-Acc (Li et al., 2025), requiring both yes/no
and multiple-choice checks to pass.

4.3 COMPARISON AND ANALYSIS

Tab. 1 compares FAPL with Omni-Video 2 and UniVideo on sparse-to-video generation, factor-
aware editing, and multi-shot generation. FAPL improves action ordering and camera-trajectory fi-
delity from text alone, achieves higher ∩-Acc for requested factor changes, and obtains stronger Sub-
ject and Scene Consistency across shots, indicating that shot-specific instructions remain compatible
with shared character and scene content. For multi-shot generation, FAPL achieves a FaceSim-Arc
score of 0.523, compared with 0.412 for Omni-Video 2 (1.3B), 0.468 for Omni-Video 2 (14B), and
0.451 for UniVideo (13B). This improvement complements the Subject and Scene Consistency re-
sults, indicating stronger facial identity consistency as action and camera instructions vary across
shots. In the examples shown in Figs. 4, 5, and 6, UniVideo captures the broad content but misses
specified details such as hair length, hand gestures, or the requested orbit, and some edits also al-
ter non-target factors. FAPL follows these specifications more closely while preserving unrelated
factors, and maintains the shared setting and character appearance across shots. These comparisons
suggest that FAPL improves instruction following and cross-shot consistency on the evaluated tasks.
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(i) Character (ii) Scene

(iii) Action (iv) Camera

(iii-a) UniVideo (iii-b) Ours (iv-a) UniVideo (iv-b) Ours

(i-a) UniVideo (i-b) Ours (ii-a) UniVideo (ii-b) Ours

Prompt: ... A woman with long dark hair wears a white long-sleeved cropped top
over a black sports bra and light gray sweatpants with white side stripes. ...

Prompt: ... A quiet garden with a stone path, a brown wooden bench beside it, a
wooden fence behind, green shrubs along the fence. An adult woman walks along
the path. ...

Prompt: ... His right hand holds the rifle while his left hand gestures outward, fingers
extended, as if explaining or emphasizing a point. He looks slightly to his right, his
mouth open mid-speech. ...

Prompt: ... The camera performs one smooth 30-degree arc around the stationary
woman, from a frontal view toward an oblique view. ...

Figure 4: Under limited inputs, baseline models fail to predict temporal visual details. With
only text and no visual references, we compare UniVideo with FAPL (Ours), highlighting represen-
tative baseline limitations across four cinematic factors. (i) Character. Long hair is generated as
short hair, failing appearance details specified only by text. (ii) Scene. The background is not pre-
served and incorrect content appears. (iii) Action. The requested sequence, e.g., gesturing outward
with the left hand and extended fingers, is missing. (iv) Camera. UniVideo ignores the instruction
and keeps the camera static, while Ours orbits around the character. FAPL better realizes prompt-
specified appearance, scene, and motion from text alone.

(i) Character (ii) Scene

(iii) Action (iv) Camera

light brown and short hair, dark navy 
beret, loose beige collared shirt

woman, long wavy hair, light brown and 
blonde hair, no hat, black garment

(i-a) UniVideo (i-b) UniVideo

(i-c) Ours (i-d) Ours

stage backdrop, tan upper area, gray 
lower area divided diagonally

(ii-a) UniVideo (ii-b) UniVideo

(ii-c) Ours (ii-d) Ours

sits on a black metal chair, looking down, 
fidgeting with her hands

stands and dances energetically, lifting 
both arms, moving rhythmically

(iii-a) UniVideo (iii-b) UniVideo

(iii-c) Ours (iii-d) Ours

close-up shot, steady camera, pan to the 
left, shifts toward the right side of frame

(iv-a) UniVideo (iv-b) UniVideo

(iv-c) Ours (iv-d) Ours

close-up, pans right, face moves toward
the left edge of the frame

warmly lit living room, cream sofa, framed
abstract art, side lamps, low table

Figure 5: FAPL improves factor-aware control. For each factor, we modify only the correspond-
ing description in the structured prompt and generate twice, comparing UniVideo with FAPL (Ours).
UniVideo does not confine the change to the requested factor and alters unrelated content, whereas
Ours modifies the selected factor while preserving the others. This indicates that factor-level latent
augmentation enables selective control.

4.4 ABLATION STUDY

Tab. 2 evaluates the three training stages on UniVideo (13B). Stage I improves action ordering and
reduces both camera errors relative to the pretrained model. Fig. 7 further illustrates improved gener-
ation under MLLM-only conditioning after Stage I on Omni-Video 2 (1.3B and 14B) and UniVideo
(13B). For Stage II, training with factor swapping achieves 57% ∩-Acc, compared with 48% for
training without factor swapping under the same paired data and optimization budget. Motion Order
and camera errors do not improve over this control, suggesting that the benefit is concentrated in
factor-aware editing. For Stage III, mixed-observation training improves Motion Order from 57%
to 61% and reduces translation and rotation errors from 0.0629 to 0.0586 and from 1.26 to 1.02
radians, respectively, compared with text-only training. Editing accuracy remains comparable to the
Stage II checkpoint, changing from 57% to 58%. These results suggest that complete-video obser-
vations during training help action ordering and camera control under prompt-only inference while
retaining factor-aware editing performance.

9



Shot 1 Prompt: A girl in a pink hoodie holds a 
leashed brown dog in a paved courtyard, talking 
to the camera. Single elevated continuous shot.

Shot 2 Prompt: The girl keeps holding the 
leashed dog and talking to the camera, with the 
same appearance and relationship.

(1-a) UniVideo (1-b) Ours

(2-a) UniVideo (2-b) Ours

Character  Scene

Character Scene

Figure 6: FAPL supports consistent multi-shot
generation without cross-shot memory.

(1-a) Omni-Video 2 (1.3B DiT) – Before 

(2-a) Omni-Video 2 (14B DiT) – Before 

(3-a) UniVideo (13B DiT) – Before 

(1-b) Omni-Video 2 (1.3B DiT) – After (Ours)

(2-b) Omni-Video 2 (14B DiT) – After (Ours)

(3-b) UniVideo (13B DiT) – After (Ours)

Prompt: A man in a white martial arts uniform with a red chest emblem stands on 
a purple mat, holding a yellow object. He swings it in a circular motion, extends 
his left arm, and performs a controlled kick. Background: a golden-yellow curtain 
with vertical folds against a white wall. Fixed camera.

Figure 7: MLLM latent enhancement general-
izes across MLLM–DiT models.

Table 2: Ablation of FAPL training stages on UniVideo (13B).
Exp Index Training Configuration Motion Order (%)↑ Trans. Error↓ Rot. Error (rad)↓ ∩-Acc (%)↑

0 Pretrained UniVideo 48 0.0763 1.54 42
1 Stage I only 54 0.0708 1.38 44

2 Stage II: training without factor swapping (based on Exp. 1) 54 0.0654 1.30 48
3 Stage II: training with factor swapping (based on Exp. 1) 53 0.0671 1.32 57

4 Stage III: text-only training (based on Exp. 3) 57 0.0629 1.26 56
5 Stage III: (Full FAPL) mixed-observation training (based on Exp. 3) 61 0.0586 1.02 58

5 CONCLUSION

This work studies how MLLM representations can support temporal inference and factor-aware con-
trol in cinematic video generation. FAPL makes these representations actionable by grounding the
DiT in MLLM latents, supervising factor-specific changes and preservation, and learning predic-
tion from limited inputs. FAPL demonstrates that targeting the right bottleneck delivers substantial
gains without added architectural complexity. Our findings further offer insights into how multi-
modal reasoning and generation can reinforce each other: reasoning guides controllable synthesis,
while generation provides grounded supervision for learning to infer missing content from limited
observations.

Limitations and Future Work. Although FAPL addresses a fundamental weakness of exist-
ing MLLM-conditioned DiTs by making MLLM latents more actionable, its performance remains
bounded by the underlying models. Current MLLMs struggle to interpret 3D blockouts or reason
about complex camera motion for DiT control, while the pretrained DiT limits visual fidelity and
complex factor realization, such as realistic acting. Future work may incorporate stronger MLLMs
and more capable video generators.
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