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Figure 1: Agentic Systems for Computer Graphics use language models to operate graphics tools and refine their outputs through feedback.
From left to right: drawing sketches through sequential strokes [VSZ*25] and refining SVG illustrations from rendered feedback [WYZ*26];
editing 3D scenes from language instructions [SWJ*26] and modifying geometry and appearance to match target images [GHJ*25]; gener-
ating articulated 3D assets [ZLL*26b] and inferring executable scene programs from videos [SKK*26].

Abstract
Computer graphics is built on code. Large language model (LLM) agents can now generate graphics code and iteratively refine
it through various feedback. This capability opens the door to a potentially new paradigm of computer graphics, with graphics
algorithms increasingly built around agentic systems to automate progressively complex tasks. Over the past years, research
on agentic graphics has expanded rapidly across a diverse range of tasks. This rapid growth makes it increasingly difficult for
manual literature reviews to keep pace with new developments. At the same time, similar ideas are often described using different
terminology across these tasks, further complicating efforts to develop a systematic understanding of the field. In this report, we
address these challenges through two contributions. First, we introduce a unified taxonomy for characterizing agentic systems
across diverse computer graphics tasks. Second, we develop an agentic literature system that can assist human researchers in
analyzing existing and newly published papers at scale. Building on these contributions, we analyze emerging research trends
and discuss open challenges in coordinating agents and tools across graphics tasks, designing interfaces and representations
for human–agent collaboration, sustaining long-horizon planning and refinement, and reliably evaluating interactive graphics
systems.

1. Introduction

In computer graphics, code defines executable procedures for cre-
ating and manipulating visual content [Coo84; MWH*06]. Recent
advances in large language models (LLMs), particularly their ca-
pabilities in code generation, reasoning, and tool use [CTJ*21;
YZY*23], open up new opportunities for automating complex

graphics workflows. By interacting with graphics environments,
LLM agents can execute operations, inspect the results, and use
feedback to guide subsequent actions [HYG24; HIJ*24; LCD*25].
We refer to systems that leverage these capabilities to perform
computer graphics tasks as agentic graphics systems. Agentic
graphics systems have demonstrated strong capabilities across di-
verse graphics tasks, including 3D asset creation and iterative
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editing [LCD*25], articulated object animation [ZDH*26], and
dynamic scene construction with rigid-body and fluid simula-
tions [LWC*26]. For example, instead of manually specifying and
adjusting shader programs [Coo84], users can guide an agent’s ma-
terial edits with a short language instruction and an optional ref-
erence image [HYG24]. The rapid growth of agentic graphics re-
search (Fig. 2a), and the strong capabilities demonstrated by current
agentic graphics systems motivate our survey.

The demonstrated capabilities of these systems have attracted
growing research interest across graphics applications. This ex-
panding body of work poses challenges of both scale and termi-
nology. First, the literature is large and growing at a seemingly
exponential rate: our collected corpus includes more than 300 pa-
pers published through September 2026 (Fig. 2a). This scale and
pace of growth make it increasingly difficult to organize existing
studies and synthesize the field’s methods and findings. Second,
studies across applications such as CAD, animation, and simula-
tion describe functionally similar components using different ter-
minology. Fig. 2b illustrates this variation in the names of feed-
back (top; Sec. 3.3.2) and planning (bottom; Sec. 3.3.1) modules.
These differences can obscure shared design choices and compli-
cate comparisons across works. These challenges make it difficult
to assess the field’s overall progress and identify broader research
trends across graphics applications.

To support a coherent understanding of this rapidly growing
field, we address these challenges through a unified taxonomy and
an agentic literature survey system built on it. First, we introduce
a taxonomy that characterizes agentic graphics systems along four
dimensions: specification, base model, harness, and graphics in-
terface and tooling (Fig. 3). Within each dimension, we define the
key design choices and provide a common vocabulary for describ-
ing system components and their roles. This allows similarities and
differences in system design to be examined across applications,
even when individual works use different terminology. Second, we
develop an agentic literature survey system that searches for rel-
evant papers, reads their content, and annotates their designs us-
ing this taxonomy (Sec. 4). The system records taxonomy labels,
design insights, and limitations alongside supporting source evi-
dence, producing structured reports that support comparison across
papers and analysis of broader research trends. By retaining these
records across runs, it allows new papers to be incorporated and ex-
isting annotations to be revisited as further evidence becomes avail-
able. The taxonomy and the resulting literature analysis enable us
to synthesize shared design patterns across applications (Secs. 6,
7, and 8), trace emerging research trends, and identify open chal-
lenges in agentic graphics (Sec. 9). We conclude by summarizing
the survey’s main findings (Sec. 10).

2. Background and Scope

In this report, we study agentic systems that use large language
models (LLMs) to perform computer graphics tasks. Here, we use
the term LLM broadly, including models with visual capabilities or
additional reasoning training. Such agentic graphics systems must
satisfy three criteria: (1) an LLM makes at least some action deci-
sions; (2) the system executes operations in a graphics environment
to create or modify graphics content; and (3) feedback on interme-

(a) Rapid Growth of the agentic graphics literature (b) Inconsistent naming for functionally similar modules

Figure 2: Motivation for organizing the agentic graphics litera-
ture. (a) Rapid growth of our collected paper corpus. (b) Different
names used across papers for feedback modules (top; Sec. 3.3.2)
and planning modules (bottom; Sec. 3.3.1), motivating a unified
taxonomy for comparing system designs.

diate graphics results or the execution of those operations is used
to select or revise subsequent actions during the task.

This definition is purposefully inclusive: we impose no restric-
tions on the graphics representation, software platform, training
strategy, or level of automation. These actions can draw on a broad
range of tools, including image generators, renderers, simulators,
and geometric solvers. We allow for diverse feedback sources,
which may come from learned models, structured analysis, or a
human working with the system. We cover systems that generate,
reconstruct, and edit graphics artifacts, across 2D media, as well as
static and dynamic 3D content, including operations on materials,
cameras, and lighting.

At the same time, we use the above definition to set clear bounds
on the scope of our report. The system must contain a learned
model capable of using tools and receiving feedback, which ex-
cludes many methods that train networks from scratch to directly
solve graphics tasks. It also excludes single-pass LLM generation
without subsequent feedback, and additionally methods that use
feedback only for model training or final evaluation. Moreover, not
all multi-step LLM pipelines are agentic, as the feedback stem-
ming from the graphics environment must influence what actions
the model takes. That said, an agentic workflow may still have pre-
defined stages, provided the model is influenced by results of the
previous stage.

Comparison with Prior and Concurrent Surveys. Prior graph-
ics surveys examine procedural modeling [STBB14], learned shape
and scene structure [CRW*20], neural representations and ren-
dering [XTS*22; TTM*22; KBM*20], and neurosymbolic model-
ing [RGJ*23]. These surveys establish the representations and con-
struction methods that agentic graphics systems can use. Surveys
of language model agents address general architectures [XCG*23;
WMF*24], multimodal tool use [XCZ*24; YZH*25], software
development and GUI interaction [LWC*24; DJQ*25; ZHQ*24;
NCW*25], and runtime harnesses [MWC*26; LXZ*26a; TPC*26].

Recent surveys organize agentic visual creation by the scope
of controller decisions [HTY*26], autonomy levels and functional
components [XWX*26], or the agent’s role in generation, edit-
ing, composition, and programming [MHQ*26]. Across artifact do-
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mains, related work examines the interaction between representa-
tions, construction policies, and runtime verification [WHX*26].
Domain-specific surveys also review applications of language mod-
els to CAD [ZLA*26].

Our survey organizes agentic graphics systems through a shared
design space covering specification, base model, harness, graphics
interface and tooling (Sec. 3). We examine how these choices in-
teract across graphics tasks, with particular attention to how repre-
sentations and available operations determine what agents can con-
struct, inspect, and revise. The application sections (Sec. 6, 7, 8)
use this design space to analyze how systems address the visual,
geometric, and physical requirements of different graphics tasks.

2.1. Background

Traditional Graphics Workflows. Graphics content is commonly
authored through sequences of modeling, material, lighting, anima-
tion, and simulation operations, exposed through interactive inter-
faces or scripts. Procedural rules, shading programs, and numeri-
cal solvers automate geometry construction, appearance specifica-
tion, and physical evolution [MWH*06; STBB14; Coo84; Sta99;
ZPW*26].These workflows can also incorporate learned methods
for shape and scene generation [CRW*20] and the inference of
graphics programs from observations [RGJ*23]. Artists and engi-
neers combine these capabilities, inspect rendered views or the un-
derlying graphics state, and revise content, parameters, or programs
to meet their goals. These workflows provide the representations,
operations, and inspection mechanisms on which agentic graphics
systems build.

Learning to Generate Graphics Programs. Graphics programs
can also be generated by specialized networks trained from scratch.
Shape2Prog learns to infer programs from input shapes, using a
learned approximation of program execution to train the gener-
ator [TLS*19]. ShapeAssembly similarly learns hierarchical pro-
grams that construct shapes by connecting parts [JBX*20]. In both
cases, the program describes how the shape is built, making its
structure available for inspection and editing. These representations
can support agentic workflows, but the generators themselves fall
outside our scope because they do not use a general-purpose LLM
to decide which graphics operations to perform.

Non-Agentic Uses of LLMs. LLMs can translate prompts and
references into descriptions that specify graphics content. Lay-
outGPT [FZF*23] provides layouts for image and scene synthe-
sis, while LLaMA-Mesh [WLW*24] generates mesh geometry as
text. This approach also supports program generation: StarVec-
tor [RPA*25] produces SVG code, and UniCAD [CJS*26] gener-
ates executable CAD programs. In these settings, each candidate is
generated in a single pass, without iterative refinement based on ex-
ecution feedback. Agentic systems use this feedback to guide sub-
sequent construction or revision.

Language Model Agents. Language model agents use an LLM to
select actions based on task instructions and observations from an
external environment [XCG*23]. A surrounding software harness
executes these actions through tools and returns their results to the

model, connecting language-based decisions with external compu-
tation and interaction [SDD*23; YZY*23]. By retaining observa-
tions and feedback in context or memory, agents can revise plans,
correct errors, and improve subsequent attempts without necessar-
ily updating model weights [YZY*23; SCB*23]. These capabilities
provide the basis for delegating parts of graphics authoring and re-
vision to a model while preserving access to existing graphics tools.

3. Design Space of Agentic Graphics Systems

Building on the definition and scope established in Sec. 2, we in-
troduce a unified taxonomy that organizes the shared structure of
agentic graphics systems (Fig. 3). This taxonomy defines a design
space with four dimensions: specification, base model, harness,
and graphics interface and tooling. The specification (Sec. 3.1) de-
scribes the task, available inputs, and expected outputs. Given these
requirements, the base model(Sec. 3.2) makes decisions about how
to proceed, while the harness(Sec. 3.3) coordinates planning, ex-
ecution, feedback, and memory. The graphics interface and tool-
ing(Sec. 3.4) provides the operations, resources, and representa-
tions needed to carry out the proposed actions.

Within each dimension, we identify key design choices and de-
note each option with an icon. A single system may combine sev-
eral options for the same choice, such as using both rendered im-
ages and execution diagnostics as feedback. We reuse these icons in
the application tables (Secs. 6–8), providing a consistent notation
for comparing methods across graphics tasks and connecting those
comparisons to the definitions introduced here.

3.1. Specification

Specification supplies the system with requirements and reference
content that guide planning and generation. It is characterized by
the target task, input form, and expected output.

Task. Task specifies what activity the system should perform:

• . 2D Graphics creates or edits vector graphics, diagrams, data
visualizations, posters, banners, presentations, and animations.

• å Static 3D Graphics generates and manipulates 3D assets,
such as parametric CAD constructs [LNC*26], Blender ob-
jects [LCD*25], material and texture modeling, and scene com-
position [PCZ*26].

• k Dynamic 3D Graphics specifies temporal changes in vi-
sual content, including object motion [ZWZT26; LWC*26],
procedural particle effects [ZYW*26; ZWZT26], and cam-
era motion [XWW*25]. It also involves constructing environ-
ments and behaviors governed by physical dynamics, includ-
ing real-to-sim reconstruction [RWP*26; LXL*24], generation
of simulation environments [XLL*26; PCZ*26], physical inter-
actions [ZLL*26a; LWC*26], and articulated assets [ZLL*26b],

Input Form. Input form describes the information and existing
content supplied by the user:

• × Language expresses intent and constraints [ZLL*26b].
• ë An image provides a visual reference [YGW*26; KLC*26].
• Å Video provides observations across views or time [RWP*26].
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Figure 3: Design Space of Agentic Graphics Systems. We taxonomize our design space into four dimensions: specification, base model,
harness, graphics interface and tooling. We detail subclassification within each system following the taxonomy.

• ó An existing 3D representation supplies content for modifica-
tion, such as Blender scenes with procedural geometry, material
graphs, and lighting configurations [HYG24], or monolithic 3D
Gaussian Splatting scenes that can be decomposed into individ-
ually editable objects [HGC*26].

• A A document provides source content for graphics authoring,
such as paper excerpts used to construct explanatory anima-
tions [JCS*26].

Output. Output specifies what content the system should return:

• Ð A program expresses construction operations as exe-
cutable code, such as Python code for articulated part assem-
bly [ZLL*26b], Blender scene-construction scripts [HIJ*24;
LCD*25], or JavaScript game logic [JHX*26].

• ú A structured specification encodes components and relation-
ships for a graphics backend, such as JSON particle-system con-
figurations [ZYW*26], CAD construction graphs with parameter
dependencies [LNC*26], or URDF joints [ZLL*26b; LXL*24].

• ò A graphics artifact retains editable content, such as scenes
with individually manipulable objects [HGC*26].

• � Rendered media encode the visual result as images or videos,
such as explanatory animations [JCS*26] or rendered dynamic
scenes [LWC*26].

3.2. Base Model

As the system’s decision-making component, the base model rea-
sons over user requirements and context supplied by the harness. It
returns plans, code, or tool calls to the harness, which coordinates
execution through graphics tools. Base models are characterized by
model type and model training.

Model Type. Model type describes which models make decisions
and what evidence they can interpret:

• Ú A large language model (LLM) processes textual instruc-
tions, code, and tool reports, with implementations based on
Qwen2.5-Coder [DCZ*24] or gpt-oss-120b [XLL*26].

• 4 A vision–language model (VLM) additionally interprets im-
ages, as in GPT-4V-based scene editing [HYG24] or Qwen3-VL-
based visual refinement [YGW*26].

• _ Hybrid systems combine distinct backbones across roles,
such as language-based planning paired with vision–language
scene analysis [XLL*26], or Claude-based code generation
paired with Gemini-based visual critique [LCD*25]. Separate
roles do not necessarily use distinct models.

Model Training. Model training describes how the base model is
used or adapted:

• g Off-the-shelf models are used without task-specific parame-
ter updates [ZLL*26b; YGW*26].

• � Supervised fine-tuning adapts a pretrained model using task-
specific input–output pairs, with training examples drawn from
graphics programs [DCZ*24; GDN*26] or interaction trajecto-
ries [HAW*26].

• � Reinforcement-learning post-training optimizes the model’s
policy to maximize task rewards. Rewards include geometric fi-
delity [HAW*26], sketch-token accuracy [YHHP26], and spatial
validity [NYW*26].

3.3. Harness

The harness connects the base model to the graphics interface and
tooling. It routes model decisions to graphics tools for execution
and returns observations, assessments, and relevant memory to the
model, allowing subsequent actions to respond to execution results.
Here, we identify three sub-axes in the design space: planning and
acting, feedback mechanisms, and memory.

3.3.1. Plan & Act

Planning and acting organize the construction and revision of
graphics artifacts. The base model uses task requirements and re-
tained context to propose actions, which the harness schedules and
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executes through the graphics interface. The harness returns execu-
tion feedback to the model for revision. This process is character-
ized by planning, workflow, and update strategy.

Planning. Planning describes whether a task plan is explicitly rep-
resented and how much of that plan is fixed in advance. We distin-
guish three levels, from more to less fixed:

• � Hard-Coded prescribes the task steps and their order, leaving
the model to carry out assigned steps [RWP*26; GHJ*25].

• � Hybrid combines predefined stages with model decisions
about how to complete them, as in Articraft [ZLL*26b].

• ☼ Non Hard-Coded lets the agent determine task steps and their
order during execution, as in SAGE [XLL*26].

Workflow. Workflow describes how these steps are connected and
scheduled, and specifies execution order and the flow of intermedi-
ate results:

• $ A sequential workflow executes actions in order, passing each
result to the next action [ZLL*26b; YGW*26].

• Ö A parallel workflow executes independent subtasks concur-
rently, such as configuring separate particle emitters [ZYW*26]
or furnishing different rooms [PCZ*26].

• ¨ A graph-structured workflow represents operations as nodes
connected by dependencies or alternative branches. Structures
include hierarchical task trees, such as room–furniture–object hi-
erarchies that place supporting furniture before dependent ob-
jects [PCZ*26], and branching search trees, such as compet-
ing scene edits expanded and pruned over successive itera-
tions [GHJ*25; HYG24].

Update Strategy. Update strategy specifies how feedback changes
the current plan or graphics artifact:

• M Regeneration replaces a candidate in full, such as an anima-
tion script [JCS*26] or a procedural modeling script [GSY*26].

• x A local patch modifies selected components, such as particle-
emitter parameters [ZYW*26] or object placements [XZY*26].

• � Rollback restores an earlier state, such as reverting unsuccess-
ful patch segments [ZYW*26] or restoring scene checkpoints af-
ter a score decrease [PCZ*26].

• È Replanning revises intended steps, such as updating a stage’s
tactical plan [LWC*26] or changing refinement priorities and
tool choices [YJZH25].

• Z Candidate selection chooses among proposed updates, such
as tournaments over edit scripts [GHJ*25] or pairwise tree
search [HYG24].

3.3.2. Feedback Mechanism

The feedback mechanism links execution results to subsequent de-
cisions. A verifier assesses observations from the graphics environ-
ment against task requirements. The harness combines this assess-
ment with the underlying observations into a feedback signal, using
it to control execution and guide the base model’s next action. The
mechanism is characterized by the verifier and the feedback signal.

Verifier. The verifier evaluates the graphics result using available
evidence and returns an assessment to the harness:

•   Self-verification has an agent assess its own output, for
example by comparing rendered and target views [YGW*26]
or inspecting simulated deformation during material tun-
ing [ZLL*26a].

• ¤ A critic employs a separate agent, which may use the same
underlying model as the acting agent, to assess outputs it did
not create, such as indoor layouts [PCZ*26] or particle-effect
appearance [ZYW*26].

• X Programmatic verification tests explicit constraints, such as
geometric conditions or joint-extent checks [ZLL*26b].

• Ó Environment-based verification tests behavior through exe-
cution, such as object stability under gravity [XLL*26] or actor
motion after simulation baking [LWC*26].

• § Human verification incorporates user judgments during re-
finement, such as critiques of generated assets [LCD*25] or
feedback on intermediate game content [EPB24].

Feedback Signal. feedback signals are sourced either from assess-
ment or environmental observation.

Assessment expresses a verifier’s judgment of a result:

• ¥A binary verdict indicates success or failure, for instance in
geometric connectivity checks [ZLL*26b]

• TA score quantifies an artifacts quality, such as visual align-
ment [ZYW*26] or scene plausibility [PCZ*26]

• �A ranking orders a set of alternatives through pairwise com-
parisons [GHJ*25; HYG24]

• 3A diagnosis identifies defects, such as violated spatial con-
straints [XZY*26] or visual mismatches [YGW*26].

Environmental observations report graphics state and execution be-
havior through tool outputs. These include:

• ë Visual observations, such as multi-view renders [YGW*26]
or motion-frame sequences [LWC*26]

• ó Structural scene state, such as joint axes [ZLL*26b], or ob-
ject poses and support relationships [PCZ*26]

• _ Runtime observations, such as compilation errors [ZYW*26]
or physics-cache and bake states [LWC*26].

3.3.3. Memory

Memory stores information for reuse during task execution or
across tasks. In an agentic graphics system, it connects the base
model with task inputs, execution records from graphics tools, and
assessments from the feedback mechanism. The harness stores se-
lected information in memory and retrieves relevant records into
the model’s context to inform subsequent decisions. Memory is
characterized by retention time and access scope.

Time. The temporal dimension describes how long information re-
mains available for model decisions:

• W Working memory is the context assembled for the cur-
rent model call, such as task and tool instructions [ZLL*26b;
XLL*26], or renders and plans [YGW*26; LWC*26].
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• Â Short-term memory retains context across calls within a run,
such as revision histories [ZLL*26b; LCD*25] or render histo-
ries [YGW*26; PCZ*26].

• õ Long-term memory stores knowledge for reuse across
tasks without changing model weights, such as reusable
skills [XZY*26; HIJ*24] or experience records [JCS*26;
LNC*26].

Reach. Reach specifies the scope within which stored information
can be retrieved for model decisions:

• ¬ Local memory is accessible only within an individual ex-
ecution context, such as separate designer and critic histo-
ries [PCZ*26], or stage-specific sessions [LWC*26; PCZ*26].

• ² Global memory makes a common store of information ac-
cessible across execution contexts, such as shared conversation
histories [LCD*25], requirement-status records [XZY*26], or
scene representations reused across stages [XZY*26; YLG*26].

Combining both scopes preserves specialized context while sup-
porting coordination.

3.4. Graphics Interface & Tooling

An agent interacts with graphics software through instructions that
create, inspect, or modify graphics content. The available opera-
tions depend on the software environment, the content representa-
tion, and the tools and resources provided to the agent. We examine
these choices along five dimensions: action type, graphics environ-
ment, representation, tools, and resources.

3.4.1. Action Type

Action type describes the form in which an agent specifies an op-
eration for execution. We distinguish four types: code/script, struc-
tured specification, tool/function call, and GUI action. These types
differ in how much of an operation the agent must specify and how
much is handled by the execution environment.

Ð Code/Scripts. The agent generates or modifies executable pro-
grams that construct or edit graphics content. Programs combine
graphics API calls with variables, loops, and functions, giving the
agent control over operation order, repetition, and parameter de-
pendencies. Applications include procedural modeling and scene
layout [SHD*25; HIJ*24], material and lighting editing [HYG24],
parametric CAD modeling [BLF26], and articulated object con-
struction [ZLL*26b; LXL*24]. Generated code may contain syn-
tax or API errors, and successful execution does not guarantee that
the resulting content satisfies the task requirements.

ú Structured Specification. The agent describes graphics con-
tent or edits using a predefined schema, which an interpreter,
solver, or converter translates into graphics operations. Examples
include particle-system specifications [ZYW*26], indoor scene
layout [BRYC25; ÇHS*24; WCR*26], and template-defined slide
components [FWZ26]. The execution layer handles construction,
while the agent controls the entities, relationships, and parameters
exposed by the schema. Edits through this interface are therefore
limited to those the schema can express.

å Tool/Function Call. The agent selects a predefined operation
and supplies its arguments. Calls support scene construction and
editing [XLL*26; YJZH25; PCZ*26], geometry inspection and
rendering [SGK*26], and spatial evaluation, including circulation
and clearance checks [WCR*26]. The agent determines which op-
erations to invoke and in what order, while each tool implements
the requested operation. This reduces the implementation detail the
agent must generate, but limits direct control to the operations and
parameters exposed by the interface.

W GUI Action. The agent operates graphics software through
mouse and keyboard input, including clicks, drags, shortcuts, and
text entry. Applications include building and mechanical model-
ing [DDNB25; DLM*26], and image and video editing [TZX*24;
WXN*26]. GUI actions provide access to existing interactive
workflows, but require the agent to locate interface elements and
track application state. The effect of an action can depend on the
current selection, active editing mode, or open dialog.

A system may combine several action types. We classify actions
by the graphics instruction rather than the mechanism used to sub-
mit it: a script passed to an execution tool remains a code action,
and mouse or keyboard commands remain GUI actions when en-
coded as function calls.

3.4.2. Graphics Software

The graphics environment provides the runtime and interfaces
through which an agent constructs, edits, and inspects graphics
content. We distinguish agent-native environments, agent-adapted
environments, and direct use of general-purpose software accord-
ing to how support for agent interaction is provided. This distinc-
tion concerns the environment configuration used by each system.
Source availability, API coverage, and documentation access are
considered separately, since they can vary within each category.

Æ Agent-native. The authoring interface, state representation,
and execution feedback are designed together for agent use. Ex-
amples include dedicated SDKs for defining geometry, parts, and
joints [ZLL*26b], domain-specific languages with relational op-
erators for composing geometry [WWH*26], and scene-authoring
runtimes that combine local operations with explicit state and con-
straint verification [XZY*26]. Construction and validation operate
on shared task entities, such as named parts or scene objects, allow-
ing the agent to relate execution feedback to the target content.

� Agent-adapted. An existing graphics environment is extended
with a dedicated interface for agent operations and state inspection.
The added layer translates requests into application-specific oper-
ations and returns structured state or diagnostic feedback. Exam-
ples include scene and simulation inspection in Blender [YGW*26;
LWC*26], and geometry queries and edit-history management in
CAD environments [SGK*26]. The underlying software supplies
the graphics capabilities, while the adapter determines how those
capabilities and their results are exposed to the agent.

ø General-purpose. The agent uses existing scripting APIs, pro-
cedural libraries, file formats, or GUI workflows without a ded-
icated authoring abstraction for agents. Examples include graph-
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ics editing through Blender’s Python interface [GHJ*25], mathe-
matical animation through Manim [JCS*26], and CAD or build-
ing modeling through application GUIs [DLM*26; DDNB25]. The
agent must follow the software’s conventions for addressing con-
tent, specifying operations, and interpreting state. A generic script
executor or GUI-control wrapper does not by itself make the envi-
ronment agent-adapted.

Source availability, API coverage, and documentation access are
separate properties across all three categories. Access to source
code supports inspection and modification of the implementation,
while documented APIs may also be available in closed-source
software. Human editing and agent control may coexist within the
same environment.

3.4.3. Tools

Tools provide callable capabilities for acting on or inspecting
graphics content. We distinguish graphics operations, perception
models, and validators according to the functions they provide
within a graphics workflow. This dimension describes the capabil-
ities available to the agent, while action type describes how opera-
tions are expressed and graphics software specifies the environment
in which they execute.

� Graphics Operations. Graphics operations create or modify
3D graphics state through authoring functions. These include con-
structing geometry, changing object transforms and materials, and
defining part relationships or motion controls. VIGA [YGW*26]
uses Blender operations to construct geometry and revise scene lay-
out, while Articraft [ZLL*26b] provides dedicated operations for
composing part geometry and specifying joints. The available op-
erations determine the granularity of editing: an agent may adjust
individual parameters, modify an existing object, or construct an
assembly through a sequence of calls. Their execution updates the
graphics state that subsequent observations and checks inspect.

4 Perception Models. Perception models provide learned capa-
bilities for analyzing visual inputs or generating graphics content.
As observation tools, they extract semantic and geometric informa-
tion from images, videos, or rendered views. For example, Sim-
Foundry [RWP*26] combines segmentation and depth models to
recover object masks and spatial structure, and uses a VLM to iden-
tify movable parts. Models can also supply assets for subsequent
authoring: SAM 3D [SCC*25] predicts object geometry, texture,
and layout from an image. Observation outputs inform planning
and editing, while generated assets become inputs to graphics op-
erations that place or modify them within the scene.

À Validators. Validators assess graphics content against specified
requirements and may compute states satisfying geometric or phys-
ical constraints. Solver validators explore alternative states through
optimization or simulation, potentially returning a revised config-
uration. SceneThesis [LLL*26], for example, adjusts object poses
under collision and support constraints, while physics simulators
can test stability by evolving a scene under gravity. Static valida-
tors inspect the supplied state directly, checking properties such
as intersections, unsupported objects, or mesh watertightness. For
presentation graphics, PosterMELD [HDL*26] applies checks to

layout bounds, overlap, and text size. These checks identify viola-
tions that subsequent edits can address without prescribing how the
content should be revised.

These categories can overlap within a single tool. In this way,
a VLM may extract information from rendered views or assess
whether a visual requirement is satisfied, while a constraint solver
may both diagnose violations and modify scene state.

3.4.4. Resources

Resources comprise reusable graphics content and reference
knowledge available during authoring. They may be incorporated
into the output or consulted to guide construction and repair. We
distinguish three categories: assets, examples and experience, and
documentation and rules.

â Assets. Assets provide reusable geometry, materials, and
other graphics components. Examples include object meshes from
BlenderKit and Poly Haven [ZLL*26a], scene objects from Ob-
javerse and 3D-FUTURE [YJZH25], and articulated models from
ArtVIP and surface materials from ambientCG [PCZ*26]. Asset
reuse reduces construction effort, while the available part structure,
joint definitions, and physical properties affect subsequent editing
and simulation.

_ Examples & Trajectories. Examples and trajectories pro-
vide construction patterns and diagnostic knowledge that can
guide new tasks. These include articulated-modeling code ex-
amples [ZLL*26b], CAD construction graphs and reusable sub-
graphs [LNC*26], diagnostic cases linking visual symptoms to
particle-system errors [ZYW*26], and success rationales and fail-
ure lessons from animation generation [JCS*26]. Such resources
may be curated in advance or accumulated from completed tasks,
then supplied as context or retrieved during construction and repair.

[ Documentation & Rules. Documentation and rules describe
supported operations, parameter meanings, and requirements for
valid use. Examples include Blender API references [LCD*25],
CadQuery documentation and modeling guidelines [AAMJ26], and
version-specific Blender schemas and manuals [LWC*26]. These
references guide operation selection and argument specification.
Their usefulness depends on coverage of the required operations
and consistency with the target software version.

These categories describe resource content, while access and
maintenance are separate design choices. Resources may be sup-
plied in advance or retrieved on demand, and may remain fixed or
be updated as the system accumulates experience.

3.4.5. Representation

Representation describes how graphics content is encoded for edit-
ing, simulation, and observation. It determines which entities and
properties can be addressed by operations or exposed through feed-
back. We distinguish six overlapping forms according to the infor-
mation they retain.

Ð Code. Code describes graphics content through operations, pa-
rameters, and dependencies. Examples include Python programs
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Figure 4: Overview of our agentic literature survey system. The agent searches for candidate papers and organizes them into a reading
queue, then examines text and figures to assess scope and assign taxonomy labels (Sec. 3). Curation tools check report structure and save
annotations with supporting evidence, design insights, and limitations. These records provide context for subsequent discovery and reading.

defining articulated parts [ZLL*26b], CAD construction graphs
recording modeling operations [LNC*26], and domain-specific
programs expressing component relationships [WWH*26]. Retain-
ing these descriptions supports coordinated changes through pa-
rameter edits and re-execution.

ò Geometry. Geometry encodes explicit shape and topology. Ex-
amples include CAD boundary representations with addressable
faces and edges [SGK*26], and object meshes accompanied by col-
lision geometry and articulated structure [PCZ*26]. These repre-
sentations support geometric operations and spatial queries. Their
topology and component boundaries determine the granularity of
editing and verification.

Ð Dynamic State. Dynamic state comprises variables updated
during simulation, such as object poses, velocities, particle at-
tributes, and deformation. Examples include cloth and fluid sim-
ulation states [LWC*26], and coupled rigid-body and deformable-
body states [ZLL*26a]. Simulators advance these variables under
specified dynamics. State queries and temporal observations sup-
port assessment of motion and interaction beyond the initial con-
figuration.

j Scene Structure and Layouts. Scene structure and lay-
out encode object identities, transforms, hierarchies, and spa-
tial relationships. Examples include room and furniture specifica-
tions [WCR*26], and object layouts with support and orientation
relations [YJZH25]. This structure supports object placement and
relational checks, while detailed shape is retained in the associated
geometry. Explicit relationships also provide references for edits
involving multiple objects.

ë Pixels. Pixels encode sampled appearance as images or
video frames. They provide visual observations for inverse
graphics [YGW*26] and comparisons between candidate

scenes [GHJ*25]. These observations support appearance assess-
ment but do not directly expose topology, occluded geometry, or
simulation variables. Viewpoint and temporal sampling therefore
affect which errors can be observed.

j Learned State. Latent representations encode visual identity
or appearance through features, such as entity embeddings associ-
ated with scene programs [ZLZ*25]. State representations instead
describe renderable appearance in 3D, as in Gaussian reconstruc-
tions of scene backgrounds [RWP*26]. Gaussian primitives have
explicit spatial and appearance parameters, but do not inherently
provide semantic object boundaries or collision surfaces. Physi-
cal interaction may therefore require object segmentation and addi-
tional mesh geometry [HGC*26].

A workflow may retain several representations at once, such as a
construction program, an explicit scene, and rendered observations.
The representation used for editing and the representation exposed
through feedback should therefore be identified separately.

4. Agentic Literature Survey System

Given the rapid growth of research in agentic graphics and the lack
of a unified taxonomy, identifying and organizing relevant literature
and keeping pace with emerging trends have become increasingly
challenging. To address this, we provide an agentic literature survey
system, that can automatically find new papers, classify them using
the taxonomy (Sec. 3), and curate a report. More precisely, the sys-
tem proceeds through stages of (1) paper discovery, (2) evidence-
based annotation, and (3) knowledge curation (Fig. 4). Each run is
instantiated with the taxonomy, collection of candidate papers, and
previous records, together with a date cutoff and reading budget.
Our harness also provides the base mode with the dedicated re-
search tools, following SWE-agent [YJW*24], along with instruc-
tions and resources as a portable skill usable with compatible agent
harnesses. We plan to release the system publicly.
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Table 1: Example outputs of our agentic literature survey system.

Output module SubDGuide [JFA*26] PLAYGROUND [LHP*26]

Scope Core, mesh-to-SubD reconstruction Core, 2D layout generation

Input Modeling, 3D Representation, Graphics Artifact 2D Graphics Authoring, Language, Image, Graphics Artifact

Base model VLM, Off-the-Shelf VLM, Supervised Fine-Tuning (retriever, planner, generator),
Off-the-Shelf (verifier)

Harness Hybrid, Sequential (feedback loop), Local Patch, Rollback,
Candidate Selection, Self-verification, Programmatic, Binary,
Score, Diagnosis, Visual, Structural Scene State, Short-Term
Memory, Local Memory

Hybrid, Sequential (feedback loop), Regeneration, Candidate
Selection, Replanning, Critic, Ranking, Binary, Diagnosis,
Visual, Structural Scene State, Short-Term Memory, Global
Memory, Local Memory

Graphics interface Structured Specification, Tool/Function Call, Agent-Adapted,
Graphics Operations, Perception Models, Validators, External
reference resources not reported, Geometry, Pixels

Structured Specification, Agent-Adapted, Authoring,
Observation, Examples & Trajectories, Documentation &
Rules, Scene Structure and Layouts, Pixels

Design insight Separating semantic decisions from geometric execution
allows proposed repairs to be checked before replacing the
current result.

Conditioning each planning step on the current render adapts
grouping and placement to the evolving canvas.

Limitation analysis Repairs depend on the initial cage and supported topology
operations; missing components and arbitrary edge flow
cannot generally be recovered.

Previously accepted groups remain fixed, restricting recovery
from early layout errors.

Evidence Secs. 3.1–3.5, 4.1, 5; Tables 6–7; Appendices C–D Secs. 4.1–4.6, 5.1; Algorithm 1; Appendices C.1, C.4

4.1. System Design

Paper discovery. To automatically identify new and relevant pa-
pers, our agent first scans publication listings and searches the web
using customized queries [NHB*21]. The query can be iteratively
refined based on retrieval results, following the framework in Re-
Act [YZY*23]. Throughout this process, the system maintains a
list of candidate papers by identifying and merging related works,
removing duplicates, and verifying publication versions against of-
ficial sources. The agent then reviews the abstracts of selected can-
didate papers, prioritizing full-text reading based on the date cutoff
and available budget, while deferring uncertain or unread candi-
dates to subsequent runs.

Evidence-based annotation. Once a paper is selected, the agent
reads its text and inspects relevant figures and tables using dedi-
cated tools [YJW*24]. Following PaperQA2 [SCL*24], the agent
gathers supporting evidence before classifying the work. Based on
this evidence, it identifies how the main agent interacts with graph-
ics content, determines whether the paper falls within the scope
of the survey, and assigns taxonomy labels. The agent classifies
each paper according to our unified taxonomy, ensuring consis-
tent categorization across works despite minor differences in ter-
minology. The generated annotation retains source references, dis-
tinguishes reported facts from the agent’s interpretations, and sepa-
rates training, inference, and evaluation procedures. The agent also
flags cases with insufficient supporting evidence.

Knowledge curation. To enable reuse and refinement in subse-
quent runs, the system maintains a curated record of paper versions,
annotations, and supporting evidence, independent of the agent’s
temporary working context [SYNG24]. Before saving each anno-
tation, the system verifies that all required fields are present and

that the assigned labels adhere to the taxonomy. We note that while
these checks identify missing or inconsistent entries, they do not
verify the correctness of the classifications. When a work is flagged
for insufficient supporting evidence, the agent can revisit the paper
within the allocated budget. Each paper is saved independently to
preserve progress in case of interruptions, allowing subsequent runs
to resume from unresolved candidates and revisit existing annota-
tions when new versions or evidence become available.

4.2. Agentic Survey Findings

4.2.1. Search Results

We ran the system using GPT-6 Astra with medium reasoning ef-
fort to automatically compile a corpus of 350 papers published be-
tween 2024 and September 2026, followed by manual verification
of relevance. For each retained paper, the system records taxonomy
labels, design insights, limitations, and source locations, support-
ing comparison and verification of the analysis. As an illustrative
example, we walk through the analysis of SubDGuide [JFA*26]
and PLAYGROUND [LHP*26] in Table 1 to demonstrate how
the system output facilitates comparison. For PLAYGROUND, the
analysis distinguishes fine-tuned retrieval, planning, and generation
modules from an off-the-shelf verifier. It also highlights how each
system’s limitations relate to its editing capabilities: SubDGuide
verifies local repairs but remains constrained by its initial control
mesh, whereas PLAYGROUND revises the current group of ele-
ments while keeping previously accepted groups fixed. Comparing
these update strategies helps explain why certain errors remain dif-
ficult to correct.
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Figure 5: Design patterns in the annotated corpus. Analysis in (a) observation types, (b) update strategies, (c) resources. (a.1–a.3) Task
distributions by observation category; (b.1) Temporal trends in update strategy and (b.2) Update strategy by task; (c.1) Temporal trends in
resources and (c.2) Resource counts by task. Task percentages use all assignments within each observation category; temporal percentages
use records annotated for each field and period.

4.2.2. Search Analysis

Our agentic literature survey system enables us to systematically
analyze a large body of existing works using our proposed taxon-
omy, providing new insights into common patterns and emerging
trends across the literature (Fig. 5). Our analysis reveals several
notable patterns, four of which we discuss below.

(1) Feedback observations: Visual feedback is the most widely
used observation type, appearing in 77.0% of the 304 works that
use observation as feedback (Fig. 5a). This is expected given the
rapid development of VLMs, which enable agents to interpret out-
puts and provide feedback without task-specific visual evaluators.
58.2% combine multiple observation categories, suggesting that a
single observation type may be often insufficient. For instance, geo-
metric measurements and simulations provide additional informa-
tion about structural and physical validity that may not be appar-
ent from visual feedback alone [BLF26; CZS*26]. The choice of
feedback also varies across tasks: scene generation accounts for the
largest share of assignments involving visual and structural obser-
vations (Fig. 5a.1, a.3), whereas CAD generation accounts for the
largest share involving runtime observations(Fig. 5a.2). This differ-
ence may reflect the greater emphasis on geometric precision and
executable correctness in CAD workflows.

(2) Update strategies: Different tasks utilize different approaches
to revising generated outputs. CAD generation more frequently re-
lies on full regeneration, whereas scene generation more frequently
uses local patch updates (Fig. 5b.2). One possible explanation is
that scene representations often allow individual objects and their
properties to be modified independently, while CAD operations
can involve dependencies between modeling steps, making local
modifications more challenging. Beyond choosing how to update
an artifact, some systems also evaluates whether a revision should

be retained. For example, SceneSmith [PCZ*26], restores previous
checkpoints when critic scores decline, allowing unsuccessful up-
dates to be reversed.

(3) Supporting resources: The type of assets systems utilize
also differ across tasks (Fig. 5c.2). Scene generation most fre-
quently uses asset libraries which supplies reusable scene compo-
nents [PCZ*26], while CAD generation relies on documentation
and rules, which helps agents select assets are the most frequently
recorded resource category for scene generation, while documenta-
tion and rules are the most frequent for CAD generation, which
helps agents select appropriate modeling operations [AAMJ26].
This distinction reflects the different requirements of these tasks:
scene generation often involves selecting and arranging existing
assets, whereas CAD generation requires precise use of modeling
tools and operations.

(4) Trend analysis: Our agentic literature survey system also en-
ables us to examine how system designs evolve over time, revealing
several notable trends. Local revision becomes increasingly com-
mon, with local patching rising from 50.0% to 83.0% across the
analyzed period (Fig. 5b.1). Additionally, documentation and rules
become more prevalent as supporting resources, reaching 85.3% of
records in the latest period (Fig. 5c.1). This may reflect the grow-
ing use of specialized graphics tools and APIs, where explicit doc-
umentation helps agents perform complex operations reliably. To-
gether, these trends suggest a shift toward systems that integrate
richer feedback, make targeted revisions, and rely more heavily on
explicit task knowledge.

5. Datasets and Benchmarks for Agentic Graphics

As agentic systems become increasingly capable of interacting
with graphics environments, evaluating their ability to reliably per-
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Figure 6: Existing benchmarks and datasets for evaluating static and dynamic artifacts. We show examples of datasets for
CAD [MKC*25], Blender objects [GSY*26], and scene generation [LLL*25] for static, and articulated objects [ZLL*26b], dynamic
scenes [TSM*26], and motion graphics [MA25] generation for dynamic outputs.

form graphics tasks is becoming increasingly important. General-
purpose vision-language and spatial understanding benchmarks
provide an important foundation for this evaluation, measuring ca-
pabilities such as object recognition, spatial relationships, visual
reasoning, and scene understanding [AMKK22; CCN20; STG*20;
MAZ*24]. Building on these general-purpose evaluation on spatial
perception, recent work on agentic graphics has introduced bench-
marks that evaluate models as interactive systems for more complex
graphics tasks: agents must interpret a graphics goal, reason about
the current scene or state, use graphics-specific tools or programs,
and produce a correct and usable artifact.

Spatial understanding in agents. A fundamental capability un-
derlying agentic graphics is the ability to understand and rea-
son about space. Existing benchmarks probe this capability
through identifying spatial relationships, estimating distances
and directions, or reasoning about the relative positions of ob-
jects [CXK*24; MYdM*25]. Recent work extends these eval-
uations through limited-view inference, multi-view integration,
3D grounding, and geometric reasoning [HZC*23; XWW*24;
ZWZ*25], testing whether multimodal models can form a coher-
ent understanding of 3D structure from visual observations. Other
approaches incorporate explicit 3D representations or geomet-
ric supervision to strengthen this capability [WKZ*25; JLW*26;
FZL*26; AMKK22; CCN20]. Some assess semantic understand-
ing and multi-step action planning in exploratory 3D environ-
ments [STG*20; MAZ*24]. These evaluations primarily measure
spatial and metric reasoning, providing a foundation for assessing
whether agents possess the 3D understanding required to subse-
quently interact with and manipulate graphics environments.

Evaluation of graphics artifacts. Building on these general-
purpose evaluation on spatial perception, recent work on agentic
graphics has introduced benchmarks that evaluate models as in-
teractive systems for more complex graphics tasks: agents must
interpret a graphics goal, reason about the current scene or state,

use graphics-specific tools or programs, and produce a correct
and usable artifact. Many existing benchmarks focus on evalu-
ating the correctness and quality of the resulting graphics arti-
facts on various aspects, such as material [CSL*23], artistic qual-
ity [HYS*24; LLLK22], or semantic understanding [QLF*25;
YXP*24]. CAD-Assistant [MKC*25] evaluates CAD genera-
tion given various input types. 3DCodeBench [GSY*26], Voxel-
CodeBench [ZB26], and BrickBench [KXJ*26] evaluate agents
that translate textual and visual specifications into executable
Blender programs, voxel representations, and lego assemblies re-
spectively. MoVer [MA25] does so in the motion graphics domain
through first-order spatio-temporal logic predicates to verify gen-
erations. IR3D-Bench [LLL*25] evaluates image-to-3D scene re-
construction on various aspects of spatial perception, including lo-
calization, visual appearance, and semantics. These benchmarks as-
sess whether the requested graphics task was successfully executed,
while also enabling evaluation of properties such as geometric va-
lidity and artistic preference.

At the same time, benchmarks also evaluate artifacts at multi-
ple levels, moving beyond simple, one-shot operations and towards
complex workflows that require multiple sequential edits, iterative
refinement, and reasoning. BlenderGym [GHJ*25] evaluates agents
that transform an existing Blender scene toward a specified target
through operations including object placement, lighting, material,
and geometry editing, with verification at each stage of the edit.
Op-CAD [BGX26] evaluates construction through long sequences
of CAD operations. VIGA [YGW*26] evaluates an iterative code-
render-inspect process in which agents generate graphics programs,
inspect rendered results, and revise their outputs. BVB [TSM*26]
and 4DCodeBench [SKK*26] extends this setting to video-to-3D,
evaluating both perceptual similarity and preservation of underly-
ing spatio-temporal information.

Evaluation of agentic interaction and coordination. As agentic
graphics systems become more complex, benchmarks are expand-
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ing beyond evaluation of the final artifact to assess agents’ ability
to directly interact with the environment and coordinate across a se-
quence of actions. ALE [SHZ*26] and OSWorld [XZC*24] evalu-
ate computer-use agents on various long-horizon tasks that require
the agent to execute GUI interactions and software tools. 3DHar-
nessBench [LGPO26] and SceneActBench [ZZY*26] evaluate re-
construction under various interactive settings, including single-
and multi-view inputs, arbitrary viewpoint access, and full 3D in-
teraction. CADWorld [DLM*26] extends this to CAD workflows
by evaluating computer-use agents on mechanical CAD workflows.
Collectively, these benchmarks enable evaluation at both the out-
come and process levels: in addition to assessing whether an agent
achieves the desired final result, they provide an interaction trajec-
tory that can be analyzed to evaluate how the agent plans, coordi-
nates, and executes a sequence of actions within the environment.

6. Application: 2D Graphics

2D graphics editing supports the creation, modification, and re-
finement of visual artifacts, ranging from vector illustrations and
sketches to scientific figures, data visualizations, and presentation
layouts. These artifacts differ in their underlying representations,
structural constraints, and intended uses. Unlike raster image gener-
ation, which primarily targets the final appearance, many graphics
editing systems operate on structured representations, such as SVG,
executable visualization code, or editable design elements, allow-
ing agents to reason about individual components and perform lo-
calized modifications. We organize agentic 2D graphics editing into
five application categories: SVG and vector graphics, visual design
and editing, scientific figures and diagrams, data visualization and
plot generation, and document and presentation graphics. Tab. 2
summarizes representative systems from each category.

For SVG and vector graphics, many works focus on construct-
ing editable visual artifacts from language, images, or other vi-
sual references. Unlike pixel-based representations, vector graphics
encode shapes, paths, and visual attributes explicitly, enabling lo-
calized editing and scalable rendering. For static SVG generation,
many works utilize VLM-based rendering feedback into iterative
generation [PKH*26; WYZ*26; LWH*26]. Beyond static graphics,
Decomate [PMS*25] and LogoMotion [LKW*25] organize visual
elements into semantic groups and animate them through code syn-
thesis. Others extend this workflow to visual templates [YFZ*26]
or shader-based motion graphics [YS25]. Together, these methods
highlight the importance of grounding structured visual representa-
tions in rendered evidence, while preserving component-level ed-
itability throughout the generation process.

Visual design and editing supports the creation and modification
of graphics through interactive tools, sequential drawing actions,
and structured layout representations. These tasks vary in the level
of abstraction at which agents operate, from direct manipulation
of existing graphics to the construction of new compositions from
high-level requirements. PSDesigner [STH*26] addresses graphic
design through a human-like creative workflow built around Pho-
toshop tool use, while [YLJ*26] explores editable visual design
through web-based representations. Beyond direct graphic edit-
ing, SketchAgent [VSZ*25] generates sketches through sequential
language-driven actions, allowing the user to collaboratively gener-

SketchAgent: Language-Driven Sequential Sketch Generation
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Figure 1. SketchAgent leverages an off-the-shelf multimodal LLM to facilitate language-driven, sequential sketch generation through an
intuitive sketching language. It can sketch diverse concepts, engage in interactive sketching with humans, and edit content via chat.

Abstract

Sketching serves as a versatile tool for externalizing
ideas, enabling rapid exploration and visual communica-
tion that spans various disciplines. While artificial systems
have driven substantial advances in content creation and
human-computer interaction, capturing the dynamic and
abstract nature of human sketching remains challenging. In
this work, we introduce SketchAgent, a language-driven, se-
quential sketch generation method that enables users to cre-
ate, modify, and refine sketches through dynamic, conversa-
tional interactions. Our approach requires no training or
fine-tuning. Instead, we leverage the sequential nature and
rich prior knowledge of off-the-shelf multimodal large lan-
guage models (LLMs). We present an intuitive sketching
language, introduced to the model through in-context ex-
amples, enabling it to “draw” using string-based actions.
These are processed into vector graphics and then rendered
to create a sketch on a pixel canvas, which can be accessed
again for further tasks. By drawing stroke by stroke, our
agent captures the evolving, dynamic qualities intrinsic to
sketching. We demonstrate that SketchAgent can generate
sketches from diverse prompts, engage in dialogue-driven
drawing, and collaborate meaningfully with human users.

1. Introduction
Sketching is a powerful tool for distilling ideas into their
simplest form. Its fluid and spontaneous nature makes
sketching a uniquely versatile tool for visualization, rapid
ideation, and communication across cultures, generations,
and disciplines [31, 113]. For example, designers use
sketches to explore new ideas [44, 114], scientists employ
them to formulate problems [55, 82], and children engage
in sketching to learn and express themselves [32, 33] (see
Fig. 2). Artificial systems, in principle, have the potential
to support and enhance human creativity, problem-solving,
and visual expression through sketching, adapting flexibly
to their exploratory nature [26, 109, 133].

Traditionally, sketch generation methods rely on human-
drawn datasets to train generative models [6, 8, 20, 41, 48,
67]. However, fully capturing the diversity of sketches
within datasets remains challenging [31], limiting these
methods in both scale and diversity. Recent advance-
ments in vision-language models, such as CLIP [88] and
text-to-image diffusion [92], have enabled sketch genera-
tion methods that reduce reliance on human-drawn datasets
[34, 53, 116]. These methods leverage pretrained model
guidance and differentiable rendering [66] to optimize para-
metric curves, creating sketches that go beyond predefined
styles and categories.
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Figure 7: SketchAgent [VSZ*25] provides a collaborative system
between the user and the agent to generate a sequence of sketch
strokes given a text prompt. The generated sketch can be addition-
ally edited or animated.
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Despite rapid advances in autonomous AI scientists powered by language models, generating publication-
ready illustrations remains a labor-intensive bottleneck in the research workflow. To lift this burden, we
introduce PaperBanana, an agentic framework for automated generation of publication-ready academic
illustrations. Powered by state-of-the-art VLMs and image generation models, PaperBanana orchestrates
specialized agents to retrieve references, plan content and style, render images, and iteratively refine
via self-critique. To rigorously evaluate our framework, we introduce PaperBananaBench, comprising
292 test cases for methodology diagrams curated from NeurIPS 2025 publications, covering diverse
research domains and illustration styles. Comprehensive experiments demonstrate that PaperBanana
consistently outperforms leading baselines in faithfulness, conciseness, readability, and aesthetics.
We further show that our method effectively extends to the generation of high-quality statistical plots.
Collectively, PaperBanana paves the way for the automated generation of publication-ready illustrations.

Google Confidential & ProprietaryGoogle Confidential & Proprietary 13

Methodology Diagrams Statistical Plots

Figure 1 | Examples of methodology diagrams and statistical plots generated by PaperBanana,
which show the potential of automating the generation of academic illustrations.

1. Introduction
Autonomous scientific discovery is a long-standing pursuit of artificial general intelligence (Ghahra-
mani, 2015; Langley, 1987, 2024; Schmidhuber, 2010). With the rapid evolution of Large Language
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Figure 8: PaperBanana [ZMS*26] generates paper-ready aca-
demic illustrations by orchestrating specialized agents, each for:
retrieving references, planning the content based on text, stylizing
aesthetics, rendering and generating executable code for visualiza-
tion, and finally refining the content through self feedback.

ate a sketch with the agent. AgenticDesigner [YLX*26] and World-
Craft [SFY*26] extends text-driven construction to layout and
scene generation. Together, these approaches span tool-mediated
editing, sequential drawing, and spatial composition, highlighting
the need to translate high-level design intent into localized opera-
tions while preserving the coherence and editability of the resulting
artifact.

Scientific figure and diagram generation aims to translate sci-
entific descriptions, concepts, or visual references into graphics
that communicate technical information while preserving domain-
specific conventions and relationships among components. For aca-
demic illustration, PaperBanana [ZMS*26] addresses the gener-
ation of methodology diagrams and scientific plots through or-
chestrating specialized agents. Many others invesigate agentic or
automated workflows for producing and refining editable scien-
tific illustrations, reflecting a growing interest in making scientific
figures not only easier to generate and refine, but also more ed-
itable and adaptable to iterative design needs [ZLW*26; LXZ*26b;
ZSW*26; SLXL26; HZG*26]. A related line of work focuses on
constructing diagrams from textual descriptions: text-to-diagram
generation and editing [WTC*25], compositional diagram genera-
tion [ZLL25], text-guided geometric construction where spatial and
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Method
Base Model Harness Graphics Interface & Tooling

Type Training Update Verifier Assessment Observation Action Software Tools Resources Representation

Decomate [PMS*25] 4 g M § 3 ë Ð ø � – Ðú

LogoMotion [LKW*25] 4 g x  X ¥3 ëó Ð � �À – Ðú

PSDesigner [STH*26] 4 �� x   – ëó å � � â ú

SketchAgent [VSZ*25] 4 g x – – ëó � Æ � _[ ú

PaperBanana [ZMS*26] 4 g M ¤ 3 ë – ø 4 _[ ë

DeTikZify [BPE24] 4 � Z X T ë_ Ð ø �4À – Ð

MatPlotAgent [YZW*24] _ g M  ¤ 3 ë_ Ð ø � – Ð

PlotGen [GMRD25] _ g –  ¤ 3 ë_ Ð ø � – Ð

PosterAgent [PLJ*25] 4 g x ¤ ¥3 ë � � �4 â_ ú

SeaSlides [FWZ26] 4 g x ¤X ¥3 ëó_ � Æ �À â[ ú

SLIDEFORGE [ZWX*26] 4 g x ¤ ¥3 ëó � � �4 â ú

4 VLM
_ Hybrid
g Off-the-Shelf
� SFT
� RL
M Regeneration
x Local Patch

Z Candidate Selection
  Self
¤ Critic
X Programmatic
§ Human
¥ Binary
T Score

3 Diagnosis
ë Visual
ó Structural state
_ Runtime
Ð Code/Script
å Tool/Function Call
� Structured Specification

Æ Agent-Native
� Agent-Adapted
ø General-Purpose
� Graphics Operations
4 Perception Models
À Validators

â Assets
_ Examples & Trajectories
[ Documentation & Rules
ú Layouts
ë Pixels

Table 2: Representative 2D graphics systems discussed in Sec. 6, characterized using the design space in Sec. 3.

1. Initial Construction

“Create a red fire hydrant”

2. First Repair 3. Verified Geometry

Missing top cap

Visual critic

Action: Add cap

Cap remains detached

Check repair

Action: Lower cap

Cap attachment confirmed

Figure 9: LL3M [LCD*25] generates editable Blender programs
using retrieved API documentation, then uses visual feedback to
guide iterative code revisions and verify whether they resolve the
identified issues. In this example, an initially missing hydrant cap is
added but remains detached, prompting a further revision to lower
it into place before a final visual check confirms its attachment.

geometric relationships constrain the resulting figure [ZWY*26].
Others focus on reconstructing existing visual content into editable
representations. DeTikZify [BPE24] targets the translation of exist-
ing scientific figures and sketches into executable TikZ programs,
while ViCo [DZL*26] and ChartCoder [ZLS*25] addresses chart-
to-code generation, translating chart images into code. These tasks
impose different requirements: illustration generation must orga-
nize scientific content into a coherent visual narrative, diagram con-
struction must realize specified relationships and constraints, and
graphic replication must recover the visual structure of a reference.
Across these settings, a central challenge is to combine semantic
understanding with reliable graphical construction, while support-
ing targeted revisions that preserve the correctness and coherence
of the resulting figure.

Data visualization aims to translate data and visualization re-
quests into charts and plots, typically through executable code. Un-
like scientific illustration generation, which primarily communi-
cates scientific concepts through diagrams and illustrations, data vi-

sualization transforms structured data into charts whose visual en-
codings must accurately reflect the underlying values and relation-
ships. Existing work addresses this problem from complementary
directions. Query-driven systems such as MatPlotAgent [YZW*24]
and PlotGen [GMRD25] focus on the generation process itself, us-
ing query interpretation, candidate code execution, and feedback to
identify and correct errors. A complementary line of work improves
the code-generation models themselves: [NNZ*25; NCC*25] de-
velop specialized visualization code-generation approaches, with
the latter extending support across multiple programming lan-
guages. These approaches address distinct bottlenecks: interpreting
ambiguous visualization requests, generating reliable executable
code, and aligning rendered outputs with visual requirements. To-
gether, they highlight the importance of evaluating visualization
systems not only by whether the generated code executes, but also
by whether it faithfully represents the data and satisfies the intended
visual design.

Document and presentation design involves arranging text and
visual elements into coherent artifacts while satisfying constraints
on layout, information hierarchy, and stylistic consistency. Un-
like isolated figure generation, these tasks require coordinating
multiple elements within a page or slide and, for presentations,
maintaining coherence across a slide deck. For posters and ban-
ners, Paper2Poster [PLJ*25] and PosterForest [CPSS26] explore
automated poster creation from scientific content, with Poster-
MELD [HDL*26] emphasizing controllable design diversity and
editable, print-ready outputs. BannerAgency [WST25] extends this
problem to advertising banners, where content and visual compo-
sition must fit a more constrained format. Presentation-generation
methods address the additional challenge of organizing content
across slides: [GWZ*25; ZMY*26; ZGK*25; XXC*25; LZX*25]
explore automated or agentic approaches to slide creation, with dif-
ferent emphases on visual generation, environment-grounded re-
flection, evaluation, and multimodal collaboration. Other methods
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Figure 10: Left: BlenderAlchemy [HYG24] uses visual feedback to
revise material programs, adjusting shader parameters and graph
structure to match text instructions. Right: ShapeCraft [ZJLD25]
uses the object’s component structure to guide texture generation,
aligning surface appearance with the text description.

Figure 11: ViSculpt [PPZ*26] decomposes language requests into
localized edits on existing meshes using a compact set of sculpting
primitives in Blender’s GUI. View selection and target masks con-
strain where these actions operate, while before-and-after visual
feedback guides refinement of localization and brush parameters.
Successful operations are stored in a reference library for reuse.

make slide generation more controllable and adaptable after ini-
tial creation. MemSlides [JXZY26] uses hierarchical memory to
support personalization and iterative revision, SeaSlides [FWZ26]
introduces a semantic abstraction layer for slide generation, and
SLIDEFORGE [ZWX*26] treats slides as structured artifacts to
facilitate controlled editing. Together, these methods address com-
plementary aspects of document design: organizing content within
a fixed canvas, coordinating visual structure across multiple slides,
and enabling revisions without rebuilding the entire artifact. This
makes both global consistency and local editability central chal-
lenges in automated document and presentation design.

7. Application: Modeling Static 3D Assets

7.1. Object Modeling

Object modeling creates and modifies the geometry and surface ap-
pearance of 3D assets, often through editable programs or direct
mesh operations. We discuss three related tasks: geometry con-
struction, texture and material modeling, and asset editing, with
engineering-oriented CAD tasks covered in Sec. 7.2. These tasks
overlap: an edit may change either geometry or appearance. Tab. 3
compares representative methods within our design space.

For geometry construction, a central challenge is translating de-
scriptions into geometry that reflects the intended part structure
and spatial relations. LL3M [LCD*25] addresses this through an

iterative Blender programming workflow (Fig. 9). Its planner di-
vides the request into modeling subtasks, which a coder imple-
ments using retrieved API documentation. After execution, multi-
view critique guides code edits, and a verifier checks whether they
resolve the reported defects. L3GO [YCL*25] also constructs ob-
jects incrementally, but guides part placement through bounding-
box observations and connectivity checks rather than visual cri-
tique. aDSL [WWH*26] retains iterative program refinement while
expressing part hierarchies and spatial relations through dedicated
modeling operators. Procedura [LYH*26] similarly makes assem-
bly relations explicit, determining placement from connections be-
tween named parts. Idea23D [CLY*25] also uses visual feedback,
but revises generation prompts and selects new candidates instead
of editing an existing program. Workflow design also involves al-
locating computation between exploring alternative constructions
and refining existing candidates [CLY*25; ZJLD25]. A useful di-
rection is to let the harness adapt this allocation as construction
progresses, deciding when to try another candidate and when to
continue refining the current one.

Texture and material modeling creates surface appearance
through texture maps or editable material programs. Multi-
Mat [BBK26] approaches this by constructing a procedural ma-
terial graph one node at a time. Each addition is executed, and its
visual output informs the generation of subsequent nodes. Once
the graph is complete, an optional differentiable optimization stage
refines its numerical parameters to better match the reference im-
age. BlenderAlchemy [HYG24] also uses visual results to guide
material programming, but revises an existing program through pa-
rameter and structural edits rather than constructing a graph incre-
mentally (Fig. 10). ShapeCraft [ZJLD25] shares the use of opti-
mization for appearance refinement, but optimizes surface textures
using both the global prompt and descriptions of individual com-
ponents. AGILE [SYL*26] likewise operates on texture maps in
its object-generation stage, but delegates corrections to an image-
editing model guided by VLM critique of discrepancies with vali-
dated synthesized views. Its refinement preserves the existing UV
layout. These comparisons suggest connecting material-program
editing with explicit surface correspondence: program controls de-
termine how appearance changes, while component descriptions
and UV mappings identify where those changes belong [BBK26;
ZJLD25; SYL*26]. Exposing both to the harness could support ma-
terial revisions that remain consistent with the intended appearance
of each part.

Asset editing aims to make requested changes while preserving
the rest of an existing asset. BlenderAlchemy [HYG24] exposes
selected aspects of a Blender scene as editable programs over a
fixed base state. A VLM proposes alternative edits, and pairwise
comparisons of their renderings select the program to refine next.
The current best result remains among the candidates, allowing
unsuccessful revisions to be discarded. ViSculpt [PPZ*26] shares
this reliance on visual feedback, but modifies existing meshes
through brush actions in Blender’s GUI rather than program ed-
its (Fig. 11). View selection and target masks constrain where
these actions operate, while before-and-after screenshots guide cor-
rections to localization and brush parameters. Preservation can
also be supported by constraints tailored to the asset: SmartA-
vatar [HLX*25] guides avatar customization with identity con-
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Method App.
Base Model Harness Graphics Interface & Tooling

Type Training Update Verifier Assessment Observation Action Software Tools Resources Representation

aDSL [WWH*26] Object 4 g x ¤Ó§ ¥3 ë_ Ð Æ � _[ Ð

LL3M [LCD*25] Object _ g x ¤Ó§ ¥3 ë_ Ðå � �4 _[ Ð

L3GO [YCL*25] Object Ú g xÈ ¤X ¥3 ó Ð � �À [ ò

Idea23D [CLY*25] Object 4 g MZ ¤ ¥�3 ë å ø �4 _ ò

ShapeCraft [ZJLD25] Object _ g xÈZ ¤Ó ¥T3 ë_ Ð � � [ Ð

AGILE [SYL*26] Object 4 g xZ ¤ ¥T3 ë � ø �4 – ë

BlenderAlchemy [HYG24] Object 4 g x�Z  ¤Ó ¥�3 ë_ Ð � � [ Ð

ViSculpt [PPZ*26] Object 4 g x ¤ ¥T3 ë W � �4 â_[ ò

CADCodeVerify [ATZ*25] CAD 4 g M ¤Ó ¥3 ë_ Ð ø � _ Ð

Seek-CAD [LLS*26] CAD _ g Mx ¤XÓ ¥3 ë_ Ð � �À _[ Ð

CADSmith [BLF26] CAD 4 g MxÈ ¤XÓ ¥3 ëó_ Ð � �À _[ Ð

CIT-CAD [DSXL26] CAD Ú g x� X ¥T3 ó_ Ð � �À [ Ð

CADReasoner [KKV*26] CAD 4 � MZ XÓ ¥T� ëó_ Ð � �À – Ð

Vision2CAD [CZC*26] CAD 4 g xÈ�  XÓ ¥3 ëó_ � � �À _[ ò

ReCAD [CHL*25] CAD 4 �� x ¤ 3 ë Ð ø � – Ð

AgenticCADedit [SGK*26] CAD 4 g x�  Ó ¥3 ëó_ Ðå � � [ ò

SceneCraft [HIJ*24] Scene _ g xÈ ¤X T3 ëó Ð � �À â[ Ð

PhyScensis [WYG*26] Scene Ú g x ¤XÓ ¥T3 ó_ � Æ �À â[ ú

SceneSmith [PCZ*26] Scene 4 g x� ¤X ¥T3 ëó å Æ �4À â[ ú

VIGA [YGW*26] Scene 4 g x�Z  ¤XÓ T3 ëó_ Ðå � �4 â[ Ð

Function2Scene [WCR*26] Scene Ú g x  ¤X§ ¥3 ëó �å Æ �4À _[ ú

LEGO-Anything [LSD*26] Scene 4 g x�  X ¥3 ëó_ Ðå � �4À [ Ð

LiteReality-Agent [HLC*26] Scene 4 – x  X ¥3 ëó Ðå � �4À â Ð

FirePlace [HBT*25] Scene 4 g xZ ¤X ¥T� ë � Æ �À [ ú

VULCAN [KLZ*25] Scene 4 g x�Z ¤X ¥T ëó å � �À [ ú

MUSE [XZY*26] Scene 4 g xÈ ¤X ¥3 ëó å Æ �À â_[ ú

Ú LLM
4 VLM
_ Hybrid model
g Off-the-Shelf
� SFT
� RL / preference tuning
M Regeneration
x Local Patch
È Replanning

� Rollback
Z Candidate Selection
  Self
¤ Critic
X Programmatic
Ó Environment
§ Human
¥ Binary
T Score

� Ranking
3 Diagnosis
ë Visual
ó Structural state
_ Runtime
Ð Code/Script
� Structured spec.
å Tool/Function Call
W GUI Action

Æ Agent-Native
� Agent-Adapted
ø General-Purpose
� Graphics Operations
4 Perception Models
À Validators
â Assets

_ Examples / trajectories
[ Documentation / rules
ò Geometry
ú Scene structure / layouts
ë Pixels / texture maps

Table 3: A summary of the methods of 3D asset modeling discussed in Sec. 7, characterized using the design space in Sec. 3.

straints, while Nova3D [NBHB26] exposes named parts that allow
source edits to target individual components. The comparison high-
lights the role of the editing interface in connecting a user’s request
to the controls that modify the intended part of an asset [HYG24;
PPZ*26; NBHB26].

7.2. CAD Modeling

Computer-aided design (CAD) supports the creation and modifica-
tion of engineering designs through geometric models [ZMST15].
Parametric CAD represents dimensions and relationships among
features explicitly, making geometric validity and conformance to
design specifications central to the task. We organize agentic CAD
methods into three tasks: specification-driven generation from de-
sign requirements, reference-based reconstruction from images or
scanned geometry, and model editing of an existing design. Tab. 3
compares representative methods within our design space.

For specification-driven generation, CADCodeVerify [ATZ*25]
targets mismatches between requested and generated shapes by

converting the design description into requirement-specific ques-
tions that a VLM answers from rendered views. Its critic re-
turns yes/no/unclear verdicts and supporting diagnoses, turning
unresolved requirements into feedback for code regeneration. To
address geometric errors that visual critique may miss, CAD-
Smith [BLF26] supplements rendered views with kernel-derived
measurements, including bounding-box dimensions, volume, and
face/edge counts. These measurements inform the judge’s assess-
ment, while a deterministic check rejects invalid solids regard-
less of that assessment. CIT-CAD [DSXL26] makes construction
intent explicit as constraints checked against the generated pro-
gram, accepting repairs only when they preserve satisfied con-
straints and reduce remaining violations. Verification can be or-
ganized around both design requirements and construction stages
(Fig. 12). CADCodeVerify formulates requirement-specific vi-
sual questions [ATZ*25], while Seek-CAD examines intermediate
shapes alongside the corresponding design reasoning [LLS*26].
Their comparison suggests coupling construction planning with
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Figure 12: Top: CADCodeVerify [ATZ*25] converts design re-
quirements into visual questions and uses the answers to guide code
refinement, addressing discrepancies between requested and gener-
ated shapes. Bottom: Seek-CAD [LLS*26] compares intermediate
shapes with the corresponding design reasoning to guide code re-
finement, exposing geometry that may be obscured in final views.

verification, so that each requirement can be assessed in a state that
exposes the relevant geometry.

For reference-based reconstruction, CADReasoner [KKV*26]
reconstructs CAD programs from target surface geometry, includ-
ing simulated scans, using a fine-tuned model to interpret multiview
overlays and point-cloud offsets encoding the location and mag-
nitude of geometric discrepancies. Each revision is executed and
compared with the target, allowing the harness to retain the best re-
construction or rank multiple candidates by geometric scores. For
image-based reconstruction, Vision2CAD [CZC*26] addresses un-
reliable feature placement by exposing tagged faces and edges with
a geometry table, so that structured operations can explicitly refer-
ence existing entities. Its backend converts view coordinates into
sketch coordinates and reverts candidate constraints that overcon-
strain the sketch, while a VLM checks modeling previews against
the target image before accepting an operation. Their observation
and assessment choices in Tab. 3 reflect the evidence available from
the reference: target geometry supports direct discrepancy mea-
surement and score-based selection, whereas a single image leaves
depth and hidden structure ambiguous even when the constructed
CAD model passes geometric checks.

For model editing, CAD-Assistant [MKC*25] uses execution
feedback to handle the unpredictable geometric effects of CAD
commands (Fig. 13). Its recognizer tools pair rendered views
with serialized geometric parameters, grounding the VLM plan-
ner’s subsequent Python actions in the current FreeCAD model.
ReCAD [CHL*25] addresses the difficulty of tracing geometric
discrepancies to code by training a feedback model to align compo-
nents in reference images with program blocks. Its central contri-
bution to verifier and assessment design is a learned critic that iden-
tifies erroneous blocks and error types, enabling a separate editor

Figure 13: CAD-Assistant [MKC*25] uses a VLM planner to ex-
ecute text- and sketch-guided CAD operations in FreeCAD. Ren-
dered views and structured geometry summaries enable the plan-
ner to adjust subsequent edits as the design evolves.

Figure 14: SceneSmith [PCZ*26] builds scenes hierarchically,
from architectural layouts to furniture and supported objects (top).
Room- and surface-specific prompts guide local placements while
retaining the overall scene requirements; designer (D), critic (C),
and orchestrator (O) interactions refine each stage. Bottom: gener-
ated scenes for different text prompts.

to make targeted corrections such as changing a translation or ro-
tation. AgenticCADedit [SGK*26] addresses uncertain edit targets
through geometry queries and visual inspection of selected faces
and edges before applying incremental edits. Its persistent execu-
tion environment preserves progress, restores the previous state af-
ter execution failures, and provides undo for completed edits that
produce unintended results. The training, observation, and action
choices in Tab. 3 illustrate two routes to identifying edit targets:
learning image–code correspondence and exposing geometric en-
tities for inspection. The former maps a discrepancy to a program
block; the latter lets an agent query and visually confirm an entity
before editing it, without task-specific model training.

7.3. Scene Modeling

Scene modeling supports the creation and modification of 3D en-
vironments through the arrangement of objects and architectural
elements [HIJ*24; PCZ*26]. Scene layouts represent object posi-
tions, orientations, and relationships, making spatial coherence and
conformance to scene requirements central to the task. We orga-
nize agentic scene modeling into three tasks: generation from user
requirements, reconstruction from images or geometric observa-
tions [KLC*26], and editing of an existing scene [XZY*26]. Tab. 3
compares representative methods within our design space.
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Figure 15: VIGA [YGW*26] reconstructs scenes through a code–
render–inspect loop. By separating read-only viewpoint inspection
from scene edits, it gathers visual evidence to localize spatial dis-
crepancies and guide targeted program revisions.

For generation, SceneCraft [HIJ*24] decomposes text descrip-
tions into sub-scenes and builds their relational scene graphs. It
translates these relationships into constraint functions and uses nu-
merical optimization to determine placements. A VLM reviewer
inspects rendered views to guide revisions to the graph or con-
straint implementations. An outer loop consolidates function revi-
sions across scenes into a reusable spatial skill library. PhyScen-
sis [WYG*26] similarly realizes proposed relations through a
solver, but incorporates physics to handle support and stacking;
solver feedback guides predicate revisions. SceneSmith [PCZ*26]
also refines scenes iteratively, but organizes construction by rooms
and supporting surfaces (Fig. 14). A designer edits the scene
through structured tools. Its critic assesses rendered views and
queried state, while an orchestrator requests revisions or re-
stores checkpoints. Session memory supports successive correc-
tions within each stage and is reset between stages. Beyond the
scene-level updates in Tab. 3, SceneCraft’s library learning and
SimWorld Studio’s evolving tools and skills [HIJ*24; KYL*26]
suggest coupling feedback with long-term procedural memory. An
open design question is how to verify that retained corrections re-
main useful across different scenes.

For reconstruction, VIGA [YGW*26] reconstructs an editable
scene from a reference image through a code–render–inspect loop
(Fig. 15). Its tools separate read-only viewpoint changes and scene
queries from persistent modifications, allowing the agent to in-
spect a suspected error before editing. Comparisons between ren-
dered and reference views guide targeted revisions to geometry,
layout, and appearance. A sliding-window memory retains recent
plans, code changes, and renders to support successive correc-
tions. LEGO-Anything [LSD*26] follows a similar reconstruction
loop, with safeguards against edits that undo earlier progress. Its
LEGO-Plugin uses layout cues from the reference image to guide
scene initialization and check subsequent edits. Changes that fail
these checks are revised or rolled back, helping preserve earlier
progress. LiteReality-Agent [HLC*26] similarly revises a scene
program, but grounds refinement in RGB-D scans, enabling cali-
brated image comparisons and metric measurements. Collision and
support checks additionally assess the scene’s geometric consis-
tency. Feedback and observation tools should be designed together
to support specific corrections. Object-level image comparisons

Figure 16: FirePlace [HBT*25] grounds placement instructions in
constraints between visually selected 3D surfaces. A solver gener-
ates geometrically feasible placements, followed by VLM-based se-
lection that assesses whether the resulting arrangements are plau-
sible in context.

and geometric measurements help identify errors in size or place-
ment [LSD*26; HLC*26], turning a general visual mismatch into
a concrete target for program revision.

For editing, FirePlace [HBT*25] translates placement instruc-
tions into geometric constraints between object surfaces. It uses
color-coded renderings to select the objects and surfaces involved
in each constraint. A solver generates feasible poses, and a VLM
selects placements that suit the scene and instruction (Fig. 16).
This separates the interpretation of spatial intent from the compu-
tation of precise poses. VULCAN [KLZ*25] similarly combines
constraint solving with visual assessment, but considers depen-
dencies between successive moves. It plans from visual history
and backtracks when earlier placements block further progress.
MUSE [XZY*26] also combines visual and geometric checks,
while recording satisfied requirements in memory and protecting
associated objects from incompatible edits. Whereas VULCAN re-
considers earlier placements when progress stalls, MUSE restricts
later operations to preserve requirements already met. The verifi-
cation and update choices in Tab. 3 suggest coupling placement
checks with scene history and requirement tracking. This could
guide which earlier placements to revisit when progress stalls and
which satisfied requirements subsequent edits must preserve.

8. Application: Modeling Dynamic Assets

Dynamic 3D asset modeling produces editable descriptions of how
objects and scenes move, deform, and interact [ZLL*26b; HPG*26;
CQX*26]. We distinguish three overlapping tasks: articulation de-
fines permissible part motions, animation specifies temporal behav-
ior, and simulation computes responses from physical models and
interactions. Across generation, reconstruction, and editing, these
tasks require feedback that connects the intended behavior to the
structures and controls responsible for producing it. Static scene
construction is covered in Sec. 7.3, while Tab. 4 compares the dy-
namic modeling systems within our design space.

For articulation, a shared strategy is to construct parts and
joints through executable programs; the main distinction is the
evidence used to accept or revise the resulting mechanism. Ar-
ticraft [ZLL*26b] provides an SDK for defining part geometry,
joint axes, and motion limits, together with a harness that exe-
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Method
Base Model Harness Graphics Interface & Tooling

Type Training Update Verifier Assessment Observation Action Software Tools Resources Representation

Articraft [ZLL*26b] Ú g x XÓ ¥3 ó_ Ðå Æ � À _[ Ð

Artisan [CZS*26] 4 g x  ¤XÓ ¥T3 ëó_ Ðå Æ � À â_[ Ð

Articulate-Anything [LXL*24] 4 g M ¤ T3 ëó Ð Æ �4À â_ Ð

Cutscene Agent [HPG*26] _ g x  ¤Ó ¥3 ëó_ å � � 4 â[ Ð

ArtiMo [ZDH*26] _ g x ¤ ¥3 ëó � � � â òÐ

StateFlow [YLD*26] 4 g xZ   T3 ëó � – � – òúÐ

ParticleGen [ZYW*26] 4 g x�Z ¤Ó T3 ëó_ � � � À â[ Ð

SimWorlds [LWC*26] 4 g xÈ� ¤XÓ ¥3 ëó_ Ðå � � À [ òÐ

DiagGen [CQX*26] 4 g M ¤XÓ ¥3 ëó_ �å � �4 À [ òÐ

CoDimRecon [XWL*26] 4 g x  XÓ ¥3 ëó_ – – � À _[ òÐ

4DCodeBench [SKK*26] 4 g –  X ¥3 ë_ Ð ø � À [ Ð

Ú LLM
4 VLM
_ Hybrid model
g Off-the-Shelf
� SFT
M Regeneration
x Local Patch
È Replanning

� Rollback
Z Candidate Selection
  Self
¤ Critic
X Programmatic
Ó Environment
§ Human
¥ Binary

T Score
� Ranking
3 Diagnosis
ë Visual
ó Structural state
_ Runtime
Ð Code/Script
å Tool/Function Call

� Structured Specification
W GUI Action
Æ Agent-Native
� Agent-Adapted
ø General-Purpose
� Graphics Operations
4 Perception Models

À Validators
â Assets
_ Examples / trajectories
[ Documentation / rules
ò Geometry
ú Layouts
Ð Dynamic state

Table 4: A summary of the methods of dynamic 3D asset modeling discussed in Sec. 8, characterized using the design space in Sec. 3.

Figure 17: Top: Articraft [ZLL*26b] builds articulated assets
through a predefined SDK that couples part geometry with joint
axes and motion limits, using geometric tests to guide code repair.
Bottom: Artisan [CZS*26] augments this construction with part
materials and masses, using MuJoCo collision and stability feed-
back to guide repairs and independent review to check that they
preserve the intended motion.

cutes the program and returns structured validation feedback. Pro-
grammatic checks and agent-authored geometric tests make as-
sembly requirements explicit and guide code repair. Articulate-
Anything [LXL*24] similarly exposes part placement and joint
specification through a Python API, but uses visual references to
evaluate the constructed articulation. In its video-conditioned con-
figuration, a critic compares rendered motion with the reference
and inspects the program to diagnose joint errors. The comparison
therefore concerns how intent is grounded: through explicit con-
struction tests or through agreement with a demonstrated motion.
Artisan [CZS*26] extends Articraft with physical attributes and
MuJoCo collision and stability feedback, adding evidence about
behavior under contact and gravity (Fig. 17). Its independent re-

Figure 18: ArtiMo [ZDH*26] connects visual diagnosis to con-
strained motion editing. It plans causally ordered joint trajectories
under URDF constraints, augments rendered keyframes with mo-
tion cues, and translates critic feedback into bounded parameter
updates through a deterministic actor.

viewer checks repairs against the intended function, for example
flagging a reduced door-opening range used to avoid collisions.
This additional check matters because passing a physical test can
otherwise come at the expense of a required motion; structural va-
lidity, reference fidelity, and functional usability are complemen-
tary criteria.

For animation, systems differ in how temporal intent is repre-
sented and how an observed discrepancy is mapped to an editable
control. Cutscene Agent [HPG*26] organizes character animation,
speech, facial expression, and camera motion as coordinated Unreal
Engine sequence tracks, using rendered frames to refine staging and
camera composition. StateFlow [YLD*26] also maintains an ed-
itable world, but organizes changes around persistent object states
containing geometry, pose, and semantic attributes. Its rendered
feedback guides camera-trajectory repair, while state transitions
preserve object identities across successive edits. Some events use
discrete target-state asset substitution, illustrating that persistent
identity does not by itself establish continuous physical dynamics.
At the level of joint motion and visual effects, ArtiMo [ZDH*26]
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Figure 19: DiagGen [CQX*26] uses simulated interaction to di-
agnose upstream construction errors. After generating deformable
geometry and material properties from an image, it probes the asset
through grasp-and-release episodes, routes repair to the responsi-
ble generation stage, and reruns that stage and its downstream de-
pendencies before retesting.

and ParticleGen [ZYW*26] both translate visual diagnoses into pa-
rameter updates, but constrain those updates differently. ArtiMo
plans causally ordered joint trajectories under URDF constraints
and augments keyframes with motion cues so that a critic can de-
tect incorrect direction, magnitude, or unintended motion (Fig. 18).
A deterministic actor then applies bounded changes to the motion
parameters. ParticleGen instead diagnoses discrepancies in coupled
emitter configurations through rendered sequences and procedu-
ral diagnostic resources, producing localized patches with selec-
tive rollback to retain effective changes. Its feedback targets artistic
alignment of the evolving effect, which differs from validating the
underlying physics. Across these approaches, effective refinement
requires both an observation that exposes the relevant temporal er-
ror and controls that allow it to be corrected without unnecessarily
changing the rest of the sequence.

For simulation, an incorrect response can originate in geometry,
physical properties, numerical settings, or the imposed interaction,
making failure diagnosis central to revision. DiagGen [CQX*26]
illustrates an interaction-based approach: it generates a deformable
asset from an image, selects informative regions, and probes
their deformation and recovery through grasp-and-release episodes
(Fig. 19). The observed behavior guides a repair to segmenta-
tion, material inference, or mesh processing; the selected stage and
all downstream stages are rerun before the asset is tested again.
CoDimRecon [XWL*26] likewise uses diagnostic interactions, but
supports rod, shell, and solid representations for deformable curves,
surfaces, and volumes. Its repair procedure distinguishes prob-
lems in motion, geometry, and numerics before revising the ma-
terial model. Thus, both methods use behavior to guide asset revi-
sion, while differing in the representations they support and how
a diagnosis determines the scope of repair. SimWorlds [LWC*26]
provides a complementary approach at scene level: deterministic
checks and runtime-state inspection test assembly relations and
motion phases alongside visual review, guiding staged construction
and recovery. These checks inspect how the mechanism is config-
ured, while interaction tests expose how an asset responds when
exercised. The comparison highlights why an implausible rollout
should not automatically trigger material changes: its cause may lie
in the geometry, the numerical setup, or the interaction itself. Be-
havioral tests assess the chosen model under selected conditions;

CoDimRecon’s material settings, in particular, are not calibrated
from real-world measurements.

Across these tasks, matching visible motion must be distin-
guished from recovering the physical mechanism that produces it.
4DCodeBench [SKK*26] makes this distinction explicit by bench-
marking reconstruction from video as executable graphics pro-
grams, allowing agents to choose prescribed motion or physical
simulation. During reconstruction, agents can inspect rendered out-
puts and use format checks to revise their programs; the benchmark
separately assesses appearance, geometry, and dynamics. Its results
show that strong static reconstruction does not ensure accurate tem-
poral behavior, while even a close trajectory match leaves the un-
derlying mechanism underconstrained. The authors therefore iden-
tify changed initial conditions, external forces, and longer-horizon
prediction as future tests of whether reconstructed dynamics gener-
alize beyond the reference sequence.

9. Open Problems

In this report, we review the emerging landscape of agentic graph-
ics workflows, formally defining their scope and examining the ca-
pabilities that enable agents to create and edit visual content. We
develop a taxonomy of existing systems and organize recent ad-
vances across a range of domains, including computer graphics,
computer vision, CAD, 2D graphics, and human-computer interac-
tion. This taxonomy reveals common patterns and shared capabili-
ties across different approaches, while also shedding light on gaps
and underexplored areas that warrant further investigation. Build-
ing on this analysis, we discuss key open problems and opportuni-
ties for advancing the field of agentic graphics.

Multi-agent collaboration and cross-task generalization
Graphics agents are evolving from task-specific systems with
predefined workflows toward more general frameworks capable of
handling complex tasks across modalities and applications. As we
move to more complex tasks that require effective collaboration,
this will require agents to dynamically decompose objectives,
coordinate specialized expertise, and integrate intermediate results
into a coherent artifact. Beyond coordinating agents within a single
workflow, an important challenge is enabling collaboration across
various tools and domains, where representations and assumptions
may not be directly compatible. Future work should investigate
how agents can share knowledge, transfer skills across tasks, and
adapt their collaboration strategies to unfamiliar requirements,
rather than relying on manually designed pipelines for each
application.

Action spaces and tool orchestration. Visual generation agents
increasingly operate through heterogeneous interfaces, including
code generation, GUI interactions, API calls, and domain-specific
programs. These action spaces offer complementary capabilities:
code enables precise, reproducible modifications, while GUI inter-
actions provide access to functionality that may not be exposed pro-
grammatically. As agentic systems expand to more diverse appli-
cations, a key challenge is determining which actions and tools are
appropriate for a given task, when to switch between them, and how
to combine them within a single workflow. Although recent works
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have begun to move beyond fixed tool-use strategies toward adap-
tive orchestration, selecting and coordinating actions across hetero-
geneous interfaces while balancing execution reliability, editability,
and cost remains an open challenge. An interesting research direc-
tions could be to study what is the optimal kind of action and tools
for an given application and agentic graphic system.

Agent-oriented interfaces and representations. Many existing
graphics tools and domain-specific languages (DSLs) were de-
signed primarily for human use, and may not provide the most ef-
fective abstractions for agents to reason about and manipulate vi-
sual content. A promising direction is to develop agent-oriented
languages and interfaces that facilitate more effective agent exe-
cution and inter-agent communication. For instance, an effective
abstractions could enable agents to express, exchange, and com-
pose actions and intermediate representations with minimal am-
biguity. For example, AIDL [JZH*25] introduces a hierarchical,
solver-aided language for CAD that aligns with the strengths of
language models by representing high-level structure explicitly and
offloading geometric constraints to a solver. Beyond manually de-
signing such languages, future agents could learn to identify, com-
pose, or even develop task-specific languages and neural primitives
that serve as reusable building blocks for visual actions and in-
teractions. However, representations optimized for agent reason-
ing and execution may not align with what is intuitive or inter-
pretable to human designers. Bridging this gap will require inter-
faces that translate between machine-oriented representations and
human-understandable concepts, preserving the efficiency and flex-
ibility of agent-native operations while enabling users to inspect,
understand, and edit the resulting artifacts.

Long-horizon planning, memory, and efficiency. Visual design
is inherently iterative. Human designers typically develop an ini-
tial concept and progressively refine it by evaluating intermedi-
ate results and revisiting earlier decisions. Such iterative work-
flows rely on retaining and reusing intermediate results, design de-
cisions, tools, and assets across multiple iterations. Enabling agents
to follow a similar process becomes increasingly important as gen-
eration tasks grow more complex and involve interdependent de-
cisions, multiple rounds of generations, and accumulated design
constraints. Agents must maintain project state across iterations,
track design decisions and dependencies, and preserve intermediate
outputs for subsequent refinement. Beyond retaining context, they
should learn from failed attempts, reuse successful strategies, and
develop new procedures as requirements change. Without such ca-
pabilities, early mistakes can propagate through later stages, mak-
ing corrections increasingly costly. Moving forward, the commu-
nity should explore how to build agentic systems that continuously
learn from their own outputs and performance, enabling them to
adapt, refine their strategies while balancing design quality with
computational costs.

Transparency and Interpretability. Agentic workflows can be
difficult to understand when intermediate decisions and operations
remain hidden behind a final output. Exposing plans, assumptions,
intermediate artifacts, and edit histories would allow users to in-
spect how a result was produced and identify the source of er-
rors. Making these processes understandable without overwhelm-

ing users with low-level execution details is an important yet un-
solved problem. Effective transparency should support both ret-
rospective inspection and intervention during generation, enabling
users to understand not only what changed but also why.

Human interaction and intent alignment. User requests are of-
ten incomplete, ambiguous, or expressed in subjective terms such
as “make it cleaner" or “move the stars lower". Without a shared
conceptual grounding between users and agents, such instructions
are difficult to interpret, evaluate, and follow precisely, as users and
agents may have different understandings of the intended outcome.
Following user instructions requires agents to determine when to
infer reasonable defaults, when to expose their assumptions, and
when to ask for necessary clarification questions. This is partic-
ularly important in graphics, where instructions are often under-
specified and multiple visually or structurally distinct outputs may
satisfy the same request, making it difficult to distinguish intended
design choices from incorrect assumptions. An important direction
is to develop interaction strategies that combine proactive clarifi-
cation, explicit assumption management, and fine-grained human
feedback, allowing users to steer the generation process without
specifying every implementation detail. An emerging direction in
this space studies systems where people and LLMs first work to-
gether to build a user-centric common vocabulary of reusable oper-
ations that improve alignment on future tasks [JGMR26; JWA26]

Reliable evaluation and validation Assessing generated visual
artifacts remains challenging because visual quality involves mul-
tiple dimensions, including semantic correctness, spatial relation-
ships, aesthetic quality, and domain-specific validity. While VLMs
are often used as critics, these models are known to overlook subtle
errors, not align well with human perception, or be insensitive to vi-
olations of physical and geometric constraints [KHC23; CXK*24].
Beyond assessing individual artifacts, evaluating agentic graphics
systems introduces additional challenges. First, the stochastic na-
ture of agentic workflows can lead to substantial variation across
runs, making it difficult to draw reliable conclusions from a limited
number of evaluations. Second, many systems rely on proprietary
foundation models, making it challenging to disentangle improve-
ments arising from agentic system design from those attributable
to the underlying models. Additionally, evaluation at scale remains
difficult, as assessing the quality of graphics artifacts often requires
specialized expertise and time-consuming human inspection. These
challenges call for not only stronger benchmarks but also evalua-
tion protocols that enable reliable and scalable assessment of both
artifact and agentic behavior.

Creativity and attribution As visual agents take on increas-
ingly substantial roles in ideation, composition, and refinement,
their place within creative workflows becomes less clear. Rather
than treating generation as a binary distinction between human-
and machine-produced work, future research should examine how
creative decisions are distributed between users and agents, how
human direction shapes the resulting artifact, and how gener-
ated contributions should be attributed. This raises broader ques-
tions about authorship, provenance, and accountability, particularly
when outputs incorporate user-provided materials, retrieved refer-
ences, or assets generated across multiple tools. Supporting trans-
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parent provenance and meaningful human control will be important
for integrating agentic systems into professional and academic de-
sign practice.

10. Conclusion

In this survey, we treat agentic graphics as a class of systems in
which a base model performs graphics operations through agentic
harness in a graphics interface (Sec. 2). The literature that meets
this definition is growing quickly and across communities that do
not share a vocabulary (Fig. 2). Our survey addresses such chal-
lenges by constructing a unified taxonomy that categorizes vari-
ous works according to four dimensions: user input, base model,
harness, and graphics interface and tooling (Sec. 3). To automate
this process, we also provide an agentic system that can conduct a
literature search to discover candidate works, annotate it with the
taxonomy, and retain records adaptively (Sec. 4). We also evaluate
benchmarks (Sec. 5) and agentic graphics systems spanning various
dimensions and tasks: 2D graphics, static 3D assets, and dynamic
3D assets (Secs. 6, 7, and 8). Finally, we discuss potential directions
for the field and open problems (Sec. 9).

Our survey reveals several key insights into the current land-
scape of agentic graphics systems. Across different tasks, we ob-
serve recurring design patterns, particularly in how systems ap-
proach planning, verification, and iterative refinement. Most exist-
ing systems rely on off-the-shelf base models, with relatively lim-
ited exploration of supervised or reinforcement post-training tai-
lored to graphics tasks. In contrast, harness designs exhibit consid-
erably greater diversity, reflecting different strategies for orches-
trating agentic workflows and incorporating feedback. We also find
that code and structured specifications remain the dominant forms
of interaction with graphics environments, while tool calls and GUI
actions are adopted depending on the available interfaces. Finally,
evaluation practices are gradually expanding beyond final artifact
quality to consider multi-step editing, interaction trajectories, and
the effectiveness of agentic workflows.

Given the rapid growth of agentic graphics research, establish-
ing a unified taxonomy is increasingly important for organizing
and comparing systems developed across different communities,
particularly as new tools, interfaces, and agentic mechanisms con-
tinue to emerge. We envision our taxonomy as an adaptive frame-
work whose high-level structure can accommodate future develop-
ments, while individual design dimensions and categories can be
expanded and refined as new approaches emerge. We hope this sur-
vey provides a common vocabulary and foundation for understand-
ing existing approaches, identifying emerging trends, and guiding
the development of more capable, reliable, and generalizable agen-
tic graphics systems.
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