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Abstract—Multimodal large language models (MLLMs) have
recently demonstrated remarkable reasoning abilities with re-
inforcement learning paradigm. Although several multimodal
reasoning models have been explored in the medical domain,
most of them focus exclusively on basic reasoning, which refers
to shallow inference based on visual feature matching. However,
real-world clinical diagnosis extends beyond basic reasoning,
demanding reasoning processes that integrate heterogeneous clin-
ical information (such as chief complaints and medical history)
with multimodal medical imaging data. To bridge this gap, we
introduce MM-Retinal-Reason, the first ophthalmic multimodal
dataset with the full spectrum of perception and reasoning. It
encompasses both basic reasoning tasks and complex reasoning
tasks, aiming to enhance visual-centric fundamental reasoning
capabilities and emulate realistic clinical thinking patterns. Build-
ing upon MM-Retinal-Reason, we propose OphthaReason, the
first ophthalmology-specific multimodal reasoning model with
step-by-step reasoning traces. To enable flexible adaptation to
both basic and complex reasoning tasks, we specifically design
a novel method called Uncertainty-Aware Dynamic Thinking
(UADT), which estimates sample-level uncertainty via entropy
and dynamically modulates the model’s exploration depth using
a shaped advantage mechanism. Comprehensive experiments
demonstrate that our model achieves state-of-the-art performance
on both basic and complex reasoning tasks, outperforming
general-purpose MLLMs, medical MLLMs, RL-based medical
MLLMs, and ophthalmic MLLMs by at least 24.92%, 15.00%,
21.20%, and 17.66%. Project Page: link.

Index Terms—Multimodal Reasoning, Reinforcement Learn-
ing, Ophthalmology, Dynamic Reasoning

I. INTRODUCTION

EDICAL diagnosis is a complex process that funda-
mentally relies on logical inference and clinical exper-
tise. In ophthalmology, this challenge is more pronounced, de-
manding the integration of diverse imaging modalities and ex-
tensive clinical contexts. Recent advancements in multimodal
large language models (MLLMs) [[19] [13]] [[11]] [44] [31] offer
a powerful solution. By incorporating explicit reasoning traces,
reinforcement learning (RL)-based models can significantly
improve interpretability and reliability thus fostering safer and
more trustworthy medical artificial intelligence (Al).
Most existing multimodal medical reasoning models [37]
[23]] [12] [55] are tailored for general medicine, pathology and
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Fig. 1: Comparison between basic and complex reasoning tasks. (a) Some
basic tasks focus on modality or organ recognition, which are clinically
irrelevant. (b) Other basic tasks pertain to diagnosis, involving shallow
reasoning due to limited information in the question. (c) Complex tasks
incorporate heterogeneous real-world clinical information, enabling deeper
reasoning. Our dataset includes both (b) and (c) tasks, and OphthaReason
dynamically adapts to varying reasoning complexities.

radiology. However, due to the lack of large-scale and well-
annotated ophthalmology-specific visual question answering
(VQA) data, the development of ophthalmic reasoning models
falls behind. Moreover, existing models primarily focus on ba-
sic tasks with simple queries as illustrated in Fig. [T(a)(b). The
former often involves questions of limited clinical relevance,
such as imaging modality recognition and orientation identifi-
cation, while the latter relies on visual feature matching with
shallow reasoning. Though effective for basic diagnoses, such
models often fail to address the complex reasoning required
in real clinical practice. Unlike standardized benchmarks, real-
world clinical scenarios involve ambiguous symptoms and
comorbidities that require more than knowledge matching
on a single imaging modality [45]]. Accurate diagnosis often
requires diverse imaging modalities and heterogeneous clinical
information, such as chief complaint (CC), history of present
illness (HPI), symptom progression, and physical examination
(PE) [38] (see Fig. (c)), which is not only helpful in
diagnosing common diseases but essential when confronting
complex or rare conditions.

These limitations underscore the necessity of developing
multimodal medical reasoning models that can handle multi-
source, heterogeneous reasoning tasks with varying levels
of diagnostic complexity. However, most existing approaches
treat all reasoning tasks indiscriminately [39]] [12] [23] [55],
without adapting the model’s exploratory capabilities to vary-
ing task complexity. This limits their ability to cope with
heterogeneous diagnostic scenarios, resulting in low reasoning
efficiency and inadequate exploration depth. Although QoQ-
Med [10] attempts to address the challenge of heteroge-
neous data by framing it as a domain imbalance problem,
its effectiveness is constrained by reliance on pre-defined
domains and a coarse-grained, cluster-level estimation strategy,
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underscoring the need for reasoning models with fine-grained,
sample-level dynamic thinking capabilities.

To address these challenges, we introduce MM-Retinal-
Reason, the first ophthalmology-specific multimodal reasoning
dataset designed for expert-level diagnostic tasks, integrating
both basic and complex reasoning tasks to reflect real-world
clinical scenarios. MM-Retinal-Reason is built from real-world
data collected from 45 public datasets and PubMed Central
(PMCO), supplemented with reasoning trajectories. It comprises
4 types of questions, including true/false questions, single-
answer multiple-choice, multiple-answer multiple-choice, and
open-ended questions, covering over 100 common and rare
ophthalmic abnormalities. MM-Retinal-Reason consists of
four components: basic reasoning VQA, chain-of-thought
(CoT) reasoning trajectories, image-caption pairs, and complex
reasoning VQA, providing comprehensive supervision for the
training and evaluation of ophthalmic MLLMs across the full
spectrum of perception and reasoning.

Furthermore, we propose OphthaReason, a multimodal
medical reasoning model for ophthalmic diagnosis that sup-
ports dynamic reasoning across tasks ranging from basic
questions to complex scenarios. It adopts a three-stage training
pipeline consisting of vision-language alignment, CoT super-
vised fine-tuning (SFT), and reinforcement learning, which
together enable perception enhancement, stepwise reason-
ing, and clinical decision-making. Specifically, we develop
Uncertainty-Aware Dynamic Thinking (UADT), which lever-
ages sample-wise entropy to guide adaptive reasoning. Based
on each sample’s uncertainty, UADT encourages broader
exploration of uncertain challenging cases while mitigating
excessive updates on confident trivial ones. This mechanism
allows OphthaReason to simulate the flexible cognitive process
of human experts, dynamically adjusting exploration depth to
match the complexity of each sample.

In summary, our key contributions are: (1) The construction
of MM-Retinal-Reason, which is the first multimodal oph-
thalmic dataset designed for both basic and complex reasoning
tasks, providing comprehensive supervision across perceptual
understanding and reasoning processes. (2) The introduction
of OphthaReason, which is the first RL-based multimodal
ophthalmic reasoning model to the best of our knowledge.
It is trained through a three-stage pipeline to enhance both
perceptual understanding and reasoning capability. (3) The
creation of Uncertainty-Aware Dynamic Thinking, which dy-
namically promotes deeper exploration for uncertain samples
while applying minimal updates to certain ones based on
sample-level entropy. (4) Extensive experiments demonstrate
that OphthaReason consistently enhances performance across
diverse imaging modalities and varying reasoning complexity,
achieving 24.92%, 15.00%, 21.20%, and 17.66% improve-
ments over general-purpose, medical, RL-based medical, and
ophthalmic MLLMs of 3-4 times its size.

II. RELATED WORK
A. Multimodal Medical Benchmarks

High-quality multimodal medical benchmarks are essential
for developing medical reasoning models. Several datasets

have been introduced to support vision-language learning in
the medical domain, such as VQA-Med [4], PMC-VQA [56],
and OmniMedVQA [16]]. These benchmarks primarily focus
on basic, single-image VQA tasks like disease or modality
identification, failing to capture the contextual complexity
of real-world clinical diagnosis. With the advancement of
MLLMs, several benchmarks have begun to incorporate more
complex reasoning. MedXpertQA-MM |[58] introduces expert-
level medical reasoning questions, yet lacks explicit reasoning
chains that make the decision-making process interpretable.
MedFrameQA [54] integrates multi-image inputs and reason-
ing processes. However, it falls short in modeling a complete
clinical encounter, lacking crucial patient information such as
clinical history and physical examination findings. To fill this
gap, we propose MM-Retinal-Reason, spanning from basic to
complex reasoning tasks with explicit reasoning trajectories.

B. Multimodal Medical Reasoning Models with RL

Reinforcement learning (RL) has played a pivotal role in
advancing multimodal medical reasoning. These models can
be broadly categorized into two streams: generalist mod-
els like MedVLM-R1 [37], Med-R1 [23]], QoQ-Med [10],
lingshu-RL [52], MedCCO [39], which target broad medical
reasoning tasks, and specialist models tailored to specific
clinical domains such as ChestX-Reasoner [12]], BoxMed-RL
[20] for radiology and Patho-R1 [55]], PathVLM-R1 [48] for
Pathology. Nonetheless, these advancements have not yet been
extended to ophthalmology. To bridge this gap, we introduce
OphthaReason, the first RL-based ophthalmic reasoning model
to the best of our knowledge. Unlike prior approaches that
apply uniform exploration strategies across all samples, Oph-
thaReason dynamically modulates exploration depth based on
sample uncertainty, improving both robustness and accuracy.

C. Ophthalmic VLMs and MLLMs

While early ophthalmic Vision-Language Models (VLMs)
like FLAIR [42], KeepFIT [51] [50], RetiZero [46], and Eye-
CLIP [41] excelled at image understanding, they lacked gener-
ative and instruction-following capabilities. This led to the de-
velopment of ophthalmic Multimodal Large Language Models
(MLLMs) to bridge this gap [32]. Retinal GPT [57] integrates
retinal images with structured vascular fractal features through
feature alignment and mixup instruction tuning. EyeCareGPT
[27] utilized adaptive resolution and dense connector for
fine-grained analysis. FundusExpert [30] enabled positioning-
diagnosis collaboration, directly linking image regions to text.
However, most ophthalmic MLLMs target single imaging
modality analysis and are designed for basic VQA tasks,
making them fail to handle the complex reasoning required
in real-world clinical scenarios. Moreover, they generally lack
an adaptive reasoning mechanism to regulate the exploration
progress based on sample uncertainty.

IIT. MM-RETINAL-REASON

MM-Retinal-Reason is an ophthalmic multimodal dataset
that provides comprehensive data across a full spectrum of
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Fig. 2: Construction pipeline of MM-Retinal-Reason and examples from the VQA subset. MM-Retinal-Reason consists of four interconnected components
covering a wide range of perception and reasoning tasks. The VQA subset includes basic tasks for fundamental visual reasoning and complex tasks simulating
real-world diagnostics with heterogeneous clinical information. This design enables OphthaReason to master tasks of varying cognitive complexity.

perception and reasoning tasks, featuring explicit reasoning
traces aligned with real-world clinical scenarios. The dataset
comprises four components: basic reasoning VQA, CoT rea-
soning trajectories, image-caption pairs, and complex reason-
ing VQA. The overall curation workflow is shown in Fig. [

A. Part 1: Basic Reasoning VOA

Due to the lack of large-scale ophthalmic VQA datasets
with multiple imaging modalities, we create this subset from
45 public fundus classification datasets, including 55,224 VQA
pairs for Color Fundus Photography (CFP), 34,159 for Fundus
Fluorescein Angiography (FFA), and 131,985 for Optical
Coherence Tomography (OCT), covering over 100 disease and
lesion types.

For question formulation, we adopt templates from Pub-
MedVision [6]], MeCoVQA-Complex [18]], and DeepSeek-R1
[13], including single-answer, multi-answer multiple-choice
questions (MCQs), and binary true/false questions.

Regarding candidate option design, we employ strategies
dependent on dataset type. For single-label datasets with
common diseases (e.g., LAG [26], RetinalOCT-C8 [34]), we
unify categories across datasets to form a shared candidate
option pool, increasing question difficulty by expanding the
choice space. For multi-label datasets with numerous diverse
and rare conditions (e.g., REMiD [36[, STARE [[14] [[15]), we
retain original labels to preserve inherent complexity.

To ensure an appropriate candidate option sampling proba-
bility, our label pool design is guided by the label distribution
of original dataset. This prevents models from exploiting
shortcuts by eliminating rare or unlikely answers and selecting
the most frequently correct choice.

B. Part 2: CoT Reasoning Trajectories

To better stimulate the model’s reasoning capabilities, we
construct CoT reasoning trajectories for the basic reasoning

VQA subset in Section [[TI-A] The final subset includes 10,270
CFP, 3,274 FFA, and 2,343 OCT CoT reasoning trajectories.

Following Vision-R1 [17], we first use Qwen2.5-VL-72B
[3] to convert visual content into textual descriptions, then
prompt DeepSeek-R1 to generate CoT data incorporating both
visual cues and step-by-step reasoning. We then conduct a
quality check on the generated CoT, retaining only samples
with correct answers. Additionally, to enhance the quality of
the reasoning process, we employ an MLLM-based validation
to assess the generated content across five dimensions: image
description clarity, reasoning transparency, reasoning validity,
reasoning integrity, and diagnostic rigor.

C. Part 3: Image-Caption Pairs

The image-caption subset comprises 80,520 pairs, spanning
diverse ophthalmic imaging modalities, including CFP, OCT,
FFA, Computed Tomography (CT), Slit-Lamp, Ultrasound,
and others. To construct this subset, we collect ophthalmology-
related articles and associated images from PMC up to June
20, 2025, which are subsequently filtered by modality names.
Compound figures are split either by morphological operations
or by Dab-DETR [29]. Subcaptions are parsed with Qwen2.5-
VL-72B and aligned to subfigures using spatial rules.

D. Part 4: Complex Reasoning VQA

Most medical VQA datasets are limited to single-image
input and basic reasoning (see Fig [I). While some explore
multi-image input or complex reasoning, they rarely integrate
all key elements: multimodal multi-image input, clinically
relevant questions with heterogeneous patient information, and
explicit reasoning trajectories. To bridge this gap, we construct
a complex reasoning VQA subset based on real ophthalmology
case reports from PMC, resulting in a total of 5,027 complex
reasoning VQA samples. Among them, 400 are reserved as a
test set that covers a comprehensive range of diseases.
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Fig. 3: Overview of OphthaReason. OphthaReason adopts a three-stage training framework consisting of multimodal alignment, CoT supervised fine-tuning,
and reinforcement learning. In the third stage, the Uncertainty-Aware Dynamic Thinking mechanism is introduced for adaptive exploration across samples with
varying uncertainty levels. OphthaReason demonstrates strong capability in both basic image-based diagnostic reasoning and complex clinical contextualized

reasoning, aligning with the reasoning patterns of ophthalmologists.

o Step 1: Raw Complex VQA Generation. We first apply
rule-based filtering to select cases. Inspired by [49]], we
develop a tailored pipeline to create structured VQA by
o4-mini [35]]. Each entry contains <Presentation
& Question>, <Reasoning Trace>, <Image
Caption>, and <Answer>. To ensure information
completeness for subsequent evaluation, image descrip-
tions are temporarily retained in <Presentation &
Question>, which will be removed in Step 3.

o Step 2: Component-wise Quality Evaluation. We con-
duct an automated evaluation using o4-mini to assess the
generated VQA across eight metrics under three principal
themes: case completeness, reasoning depth, and clinical
significance, following the rubric in [49].

o Step 3: Visual Information Extraction. After se-
lecting valid samples from Step 2, we prompt o04-
mini to remove redundant text in <Presentation &
Question>that overlaps with <Image Caption>.
Then, we use Qwen-Plus to align each case with its
corresponding figures and employ o4-mini to enrich the
<Image Caption>with data from Section

« Step 4: Hallucination Evaluation. We assess the source
fidelity to the original case report by extending the
approach in [49]]. Samples with low scores are excluded.

The primary distinction between our dataset and Med-

CaseReasoning [49] is that MedCaseReasoning contains only
textual QA, whereas we provide a multimodal, multi-image
ophthalmic VQA dataset. This dataset promotes a deeper level
of multimodal understanding and reasoning, aligning more
closely with real-world medical scenarios.

IV. OPHTHAREASON

Building upon the MM-Retinal-Reason, we further in-
troduce OphthaReason, a three-stage multimodal reasoning
model designed for the full spectrum of ophthalmic diagnosis,

from basic image-based reasoning to complex, clinically-
simulated reasoning. A key component of OphthaReason
is Uncertainty-Aware Dynamic Thinking (UADT), a novel
mechanism that enables the model to dynamically adapt its
exploration depth to tasks of varying difficulty. We developed
two versions of OphthaReason for the community, building
upon Qwen2.5-VL-3B-Instruct and InternVL3-2B, which are
two of the most prominent general-purpose MLLMs with
leading reasoning capability. The framework of OphthaReason
is illustrated in Fig. [3]

A. Stage 1: Foundational Vision-Language Alignment

While general-purpose MLLMs demonstrate strong founda-
tional vision-language alignment, their capability for interpret-
ing specialized ophthalmic images remains underdeveloped.
Furthermore, the text-centric architecture limits their visual
perception [47], weakening the contribution of visual features
in reasoning space. To address these issues, we first enhance
ophthalmic vision-language alignment using the image-caption
pair subset from the MM-Retinal-Reason and MM-Retinal
datasets [51] [50]. We selectively fine-tune only the vision
encoder and projector, leaving the LLM frozen to prevent
its advanced language modeling from being degraded by the
simple caption data.

B. Stage 2: Activating Reasoning via CoT-SFT

Prior works [17] [44] [43] have demonstrated that super-
vised fine-tuning on CoT data effectively unlocks the reason-
ing abilities of MLLMs through step-by-step logical processes.
In the second stage, we fine-tune the whole model using a
combination of the reasoning trajectories from both basic and
complex reasoning VQA subsets. This preserves the model’s
structured thinking ability, which would be undermined if
solely fine-tuned on final answers. Given a sample consisting
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of a set of K images X = {z1,22...,2x} (where K > 1),
a question ¢, a CoT reasoning trajectory r, and a final answer
a, the training objective is to maximize the likelihood of
generating the correct reasoning trace and answer:

T
JSFT(H) = _E[(quﬂn? CL) ~ ,P] Zlogﬂ-e(yt‘X7 q7y<t)7 (l)

t=1

where P represents the dataset, the image number K = 1 for
basic reasoning tasks, and K > 1 for complex reasoning tasks.
The term y is the concatenated sequence of reasoning trace r
and answer a, t indexes the token position in the sequence,
and T denotes the total sequence length.

C. Stage 3: Reasoning Enhancement with Uncertainty-Aware
Dynamic Thinking RL

1) Policy Optimization: Building on the reasoning-activated
model in stage 2, we apply Group Relative Policy Optimiza-
tion (GRPO) [40] to further enhance the model’s reason-
ing ability. Given an input sample ({z1,z2,...,ZK},q,7,a)
(where K > 1), the policy model my generates G candidate
outputs O = {01,09,...,0c}. Bach candidate output o; is
then evaluated by the reward function to yield a corresponding
reward r;, forming the reward set R = {ry,rs,...,rg}.
Instead of an additional value model, GRPO computes the
advantage directly by the following formulation:

r; —mean({ry,rs,...,rGg})
std({r1,72,...,7¢}) '

Then GRPO optimizes the policy model by maximizing the
following objective:

jGRPO(e) = ]E[(X, q, a) ~P, {Oi}iG:I ~ To1a (O‘X’ q)]

Ai = 2)

G
1 . m9(0i] X, q) UADT
G z:zl {mm |:7r90ld(0i|X7 q) Ai ’ 3)
m9(0i| X, q)

aip( TONX0D ) g
P ﬂ-aold(oi|X7 Q)

- /3DKL[7T0||7Tref]}7

where AVAPT s the advantage shaped by Uncertainty-Aware
Dynamic Thinking (UADT) described in Sec. which
adaptively adjusts the magnitude of the original advantage A;
from Eq. The hyperparameters ¢ and 3 set the clipping
range and regulate the strength of the KL divergence penalty,
respectively. The KL divergence serves as a regularization
term that constrains the policy model 7y, preventing excessive
deviation from the original policy 7.

2) Reward Function: We employ a composite reward func-
tion for each task, comprising a format reward and an accuracy
reward, with specific criteria tailored to the task type.

o Format Reward. This is a binary score for structural
adherence. For all tasks, it verifies whether reasoning is
encapsulated in <think ></think >tags, followed
by the answer in <answer></answer >tags. For
open-ended questions, it additionally requires the model
to first generate an image description within <caption

></caption >tags to encourage stronger attention on
visual content in complex reasoning tasks.

o Accuracy Reward. This score measures content cor-
rectness. For MCQ task, we compute an IoU score
Rrov = (yNg)/(yUg) between the predicted answer ¢
and the ground-truth answer y, which offers a robust mea-
sure for partially correct responses that a simple exact-
match would fail. For open-ended questions, the reward
is calculated as the weighted score of the model’s Top-5
answers, which are averaged across BLEU, ROUGE, and
METEOR to simultaneously evaluate precision, recall,
and synonym-aware alignment.

D. Uncertainty-Aware Dynamic Thinking

Vanilla GRPO treats all samples uniformly regardless of
task difficulty, thus lacking a dynamic mechanism to adapt
its exploratory behavior to varying levels of diagnosis case
complexity. When confronted with a mixture of basic and
complex reasoning problems, this one-fits-all strategy can be
suboptimal, leading to insufficient exploration for complex
problems and excessive optimization for simpler ones.

Thus, we propose Uncertainty-Aware Dynamic Thinking
(UADT), a novel advantage-shaping mechanism from an en-
tropy perspective, leveraging sample-level uncertainty to reg-
ulate the learning process dynamically. For challenging, high-
uncertainty tasks, it introduces an entropy bonus to promote
exploration. Conversely, for simpler, low-uncertainty tasks, the
policy model is encouraged for refinement and stabilization.

1) Quantifying Uncertainty via Policy Entropy: The intrin-
sic uncertainty of a policy model provides a potent proxy for
task difficulty relative to the model’s capability, which can be
quantified on the fly by the entropy of its output distribution
[8] [21] [33]]. This means that high policy entropy suggests
the model is struggling or exploring, indicative of a complex
task that is beyond the model’s current ability. In contrast,
the low policy entropy represents that the model is confident,
signifying a simpler task within the model’s proficiency.

First, we compute the entropy of the model’s prediction
on the current sample. For each token position ¢ in the
token sequence Y = {y1,¥2,...,yr}, the entropy of the
predictive distribution over the vocabulary V' is calculated by
the following equation:

Ht(yt|Xa q7y<t) = - Z ﬂ@(yt = U‘Xa q, y<t)
VeV “)

-log 770(yt = U\Xy Q7y<t)‘

We then average these per-token entropies across the entire
sequence to obtain the final sentence entropy:

T

Hseq(Y‘Xa q) = ;—,;Ht(yt|XaQ7y<t)a (5)

where X is the input image set, and 7y is the policy model.
Next, we measure the model’s uncertainty for each sample
by comparing its sequence entropy to a predefined threshold,
which distinguishes between low and high uncertainty. A fixed
threshold is suboptimal as it fails to adapt to the model’s
evolving reasoning capabilities during training. Thus, we use
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an adaptive threshold, updated as a moving average of recent
entropies, representing the model’s average uncertainty based
on recent samples. Specifically, we initialize the threshold by
computing the median entropy of the training samples using
the base model in inference mode. During model training, it is
updated dynamically using the following Exponential Moving
Average (EMA) formula:

Te=a-Te 1+ (1—a) Hs, (6)

where 75 and 7,_; are adaptive thresholds at the current and
previous steps, with 7 being the initial value. Hyperparameter
« denotes the EMA decay factor, and H indicates the average
sequence entropy Hgeq across the samples in the current batch.
2) Adaptive Advantage Shaping: The relationship between
the sample-level entropy and adaptive threshold is then
mapped to an uncertainty adjustment factor. Instead of a
linear function, we utilize tanh activation, which introduces
beneficial non-linearity, and normalizes the deviation between
the sample’s entropy and the threshold into [—1,1]. This
normalization mitigates the influence of entropy deviations,
preventing them from destabilizing the training process. The
uncertainty adjustment factor for sample ¢ is defined as:

7)) )

where -y is the scaling hyperparameter that controls the steep-
ness of the function.

The factor effectively transforms the uncertainty into a
continuous, normalized signal bounded within [—1, 1]. We then
leverage this factor to dynamically modulate the advantage.
The final shaped advantage for sample ¢ is as follows:

wis = tanh (v - (Hseq,is —

AVRPT = A o+ X wins - Heguivss ®)

where A; s stands for the original advantage, and X is a
scaling hyperparameter. This shaped advantage is then used
to compute the policy optimization objective defined in Eq.
thereby achieving a dynamic, uncertainty-aware policy update.

3) Discussion and Analysis: UADT modulates the policy
update by leveraging entropy to gauge sample-level uncer-
tainty and advantage to assess action quality. We analyze its
behavior across four scenarios, each defined by a combination
of entropy and advantage:

o High Uncertainty & Positive Advantage. The model
takes a beneficial action but is uncertain (A; > 0, H; >
;). UADT amplifies the shaped advantage AYAPT, acting
as a bonus to encourage exploration.

o High Uncertainty & Negative Advantage. The model
takes a negative action under high uncertainty (A4; <
0,H; > 7;) . The positive uncertainty factor promotes
further exploration of challenging instances, preventing
premature convergence, similar to hard sample mining.

o Low Uncertainty & Positive Advantage. The model is
confident and correct (H; < 7;, A; > 0). The shaped
advantage AVAPT is slightly suppressed, preventing over-
optimization on mastered samples and shifting focus to
more uncertain tasks.

o Low Uncertainty & Negative Advantage. This scenario
shows an overconfident mistake, where the model is

highly confident but the action is wrong (H; < 7, 4; <
0). UADT punishes these errors, encouraging mistake
correction and enhancing model reliability.

UADT introduces an advanced and effective approach,
offering several key strengths:

o Adaptive Exploration. It is critical for datasets with
varying difficulty. UADT intelligently allocates its explo-
ration budget to mitigate the dual risks of under-exploring
on complex tasks and over-exploring on simple ones.

o Automated and Self-Adaptive. UADT leverages intrin-
sic model entropy as a signal without external super-
vision. The EMA-based mechanism ensures robustness
against both evolving model proficiency and batch-level
difficulty fluctuations.

o Implementation Simplicity. UADT requires minor code
modifications to be incorporated into existing training
pipelines, making it plug-and-play in diverse scenarios.

V. EXPERIMENTS
A. Data and Experimental Setup

1) Training Data: OphthaReason is trained on the proposed
MM-Retinal-Reason dataset, with strict separation between
the training and evaluation sets at all stages to prevent data
leakage. In the initial multimodal alignment stage, the model
is trained on 72,861 samples from the image-caption subset
of MM-Retinal-Reason (excluding 7,659 samples overlapping
with the complex reasoning test set) and 9,437 samples from
MM-Retinal [51] [50]. In the subsequent second and third
training stages, the model is trained solely on the training
splits, comprising 20,308 CoT and 28,238 VQA samples.

2) Evaluation Data: For a comprehensive evaluation, we
assess the model on the MM-Retinal-Reason test set and
two other external datasets. The external part includes the
fundus and OCT branches of GMAI-MMBench [53]], which
are used for basic reasoning, and the selected ophthalmology-
related samples of MedXpertQA-MM [58]], which are used for
complex reasoning. The composition of MM-Retinal-Reason
test split is summarized in Tab. |ll} For each component dataset,
we sample a maximum of 400 cases while preserving its
original disease proportions. For those datasets dominated by
healthy samples, we moderately perform downsampling to
ensure a more substantial representation of diverse diseases.

3) Comparison Models: To validate OphthaReason’s ef-
fectiveness and generalizability, we compare it against 14
MLLMs across basic and complex reasoning tasks, comprising
proprietary and open-source general-purpose MLLMs, medical
MLLMs, and RL-based medical reasoning MLLMs. Among
them, we include FundusExpert and the fundus and OCT ver-
sions of Med-R1, which are specialized ophthalmic MLLMs.

4) Implementation Details: In the initial vision-language
alignment stage, Qwen-based variant and Intern-based variant
are trained for one epoch at learning rates of 2e —6 and 2e—5.
For the second CoT supervision stage, variants are trained for
two epochs with learning rates adjusted to 1le — 6 and le — 5.
In the third RL stage, both variants are trained for two epochs
using a learning rate of 1e—6. We use AdamW as the optimizer
throughout all training stages, and the sampling temperature
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TABLE I: Results on MM-Retinal-Reason basic reasoning subset of CFP and FFA modalities (%). MM denotes MM-Retinal-Reason dataset. S-MCQ and
M-MCQ denote Single-answer Multiple-Choice Questions and Multi-answer Multiple-Choice Questions. T The overlapping data between the MM-Retinal-
Reason test split and the FundusExpert training set are removed. The best results are highlighted in Bold.

MM-CFP MM-FFA
D (010)))
Model Params S-MCQ | S-MCQ M-MCQ AVG ID OOD AVG
Acc Acc  Jaccard Acc Precision Recall F1 AVG Acc  Acc
Open-Source GPT-4o [2] - 59.50 62.06 4581 30.79 53.61 5441 51.69 47.26 |56.27|24.00 57.50 | 40.75
General Models Gemini-2.5-Flash-Lite [9)] - 41.53 41.26 29.74 1589 3497 4298 3579 31.87|38.22|18.89 51.39|35.14
LLaVA-Next [25] 8B 17.18 24.59 24.05 12.09 31.29 34.53 29.26 26.24|22.67|26.25 38.25]32.25
Open-Source ~ Qwen2.5-VL-Instruct [3] 3B 31.07 32.62 26.21 13.59  34.87 3290 31.21 27.75|30.48|29.75 29.00|29.38
General Models Qwen2.5-VL-Instruct [3]] 7B 46.65 41.86 29.92 13.30 3745  42.08 36.63 31.88|40.13|37.75 38.00 |37.88
InternVL-3 [7] 2B 54.42 52.35 2752 1527 32.19 37.18 32.37 28.90 |45.22 (26.00 44.50|35.25
LLaVA-Med [24] 7B 31.29 33.22 25.88 19.07 34.88 25.88 28.48 26.84|30.45|26.53 28.95|27.74
Medical Models HealthGPT [28] 3.8B 42.36 38.08 3224 1842 38.22  47.16 3840 34.89 |38.44|26.75 32.00 |29.38
wio RL HuatuoGPT-Vision [5] 7B 57.38 50.22 38.07 28.25 50.46 38.32 41.75 39.37|49.06 | 39.25 45.75|42.50
Lingshu [52] 7B 71.28 63.38 4144 30.22 5292 4420 4586 42.93|59.20|36.25 40.75 | 38.50
FundusExpert? (CFP) [30] 8B 77.89 70.86 48.72 38.68 60.94  52.52 53.02 50.78 | 66.51 | 29.50 49.25 | 39.38
MedVLM-R1 [37] 2B 31.73 30.57 27.70 5.44 3292 48.12 36.54 30.14 {30.81|27.00 26.00 | 26.50
Medical Models Med-R1 (CFP) [23] 2B 38.17 35.78 32.23 1098 37.62  51.68 4091 34.68 |44.53|26.75 32.25|29.50
wi RL QoQ-Med [10] 7B 59.63 51.95 3433 16.74  39.81 48.93 41.40 36.24 |49.27|40.50 32.00 | 36.25
OphthaReason-Qwen 3B 74.25 71.08 42.11  31.01 51.42 46.30 46.46 43.46|62.93 | 64.75 45.00 | 54.88
OphthaReason-Intern 2B 83.75 73.78 49.48 38.70 61.33 50.76 53.52 50.76 | 69.43 | 74.25 61.75 | 68.00

TABLE II: The composition of MM-Retinal-Reason test split.

Subset Dataset Composition

In-Domain: PAPILA, PARAGUAY, ARIA, APTOS, HRF,
DeepDRiD, G1020, AMD, PALM, ORIGA, Drishti-GS1,
CHAKSU, Cataract, FUND-OCT,

Out-of-Domain: MESSIDOR, IDRID, RFMid, STARE, ROC,
Retina, SUSTech-SYSU, JICHI, EYEPACS, LAG, FIVES,
E-ophta, REFUGE, DR1-2, ScarDat, ACRIMA, OIA-DDR
In-Domain: Angiographic

Out-of-Domain: MPOS

In-Domain: GOALS, GAMMAI1, STAGE1, STAGE2, OIMHS,
OCTA_500, Large_Dataset_of_Labeled_OCT, DUKE_DME,
glaucoma_detection, Retinal OCT_C8

Out-of-Domain: OCTDL, OCTID

PubMed Central (up to June 20, 2025)

CFP

FFA

OCT

Complex

is 1.0. The UADT hyperparameters v and A are empirically
set to 0.5 and 1.0. We conduct training on 4 NVIDIA RTX
A6000 GPUs and perform evaluation using vLLM framework
[22]] on 4 NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4090 GPUs.

B. Quantitative Results on Basic Reasoning Tasks

We evaluate the basic reasoning performance of OphthaR-
eason under both In-Domain (ID) and Out-of-Domain (OOD)
scenarios by conducting assessments across CFP, FFA, and
OCT modalities. For the CFP modality, model performance is
evaluated on both single-answer and multiple-answer multiple-
choice questions. For the FFA and OCT modalities, only
single-answer questions are included due to the scarcity of
suitable public datasets.

1) In-Domain Effectiveness: As shown in Tab. [I| and
Tab. OphthaReason significantly surpasses all competing
models. Specifically, OphthaReason-Intern attains an accuracy

of 83.75% for CFP modality, outperforming the second-best
approach by a margin of 5.86%. This edge is also evident
in FFA and OCT modalities, where our model exceeds the
second-best models by 33.75% and 40.45%. This consistent
state-of-the-art performance across modalities underscores the
effectiveness of OphthaReason, establishing a solid foundation
for its generalization and efficiency.

2) Out-of-Domain Generalization: Results in Tab. [[] and
Tab. also illustrate that OphthaReason consistently out-
performs all competing models under the OOD settings. For
CFP, it achieves 73.78% accuracy on single-answer MCQs and
50.76% on multi-answer MCQs. Notably, results on multi-
answer MCQs are comparable to those of FundusExpert, de-
spite OphthaReason using only one-quarter of the parameters
(2B vs. 8B), and FundusExpert being more explicitly tailored
for the CFP modality. Furthermore, OphthaReason maintains
performance margins on both FFA and OCT modalities,
demonstrating its overall superior generalization capability. We
also conduct experiments on GMAI-MMBench. As illustrated
in Fig. @ OphthaReason remains superior in performance,
competitive with FundusExpert and Lingshu, while outper-
forming most other models.

3) Higher Parameter Efficiency: OphthaReason-Intern-2B
and OphthaReason-Qwen-3B are compared against similarly-
sized models, much larger 7B-8B models, and massive-scale
proprietary models like GPT-4o0. The results in Tab. [I| and
Tab. reveal that OphthaReason achieves leading perfor-
mance in a highly parameter-efficient manner. In the CFP
modality, its average score of 69.43% not only surpasses spe-
cialized models like Lingshu-7B (59.20%) and FundusExpert-
8B (66.51%), but also the proprietary GPT-40 (56.27%)
and Gemini-2.5-Flash-Lite (38.22%). Similarly, in the FFA
and OCT modalities, OphthaReason surpasses all baselines,
achieving the best average scores of 68.00% and 65.06%.
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TABLE III: Results on MM-Retinal-Reason basic reasoning subset of OCT modality and complex reasoning subset(%). MM denotes MM-Retinal-Reason

dataset. The best results are highlighted in Bold.

MM-OCT MM-Complex Reasoning
Model Params ;'c)c (1)3? AVG | Recall BLEU ROUGE-1 ROUGE-L METEOR BERTScore AVG
Proprietary GPT-4o [2] - 3448 52.63 43.56| 50.82 39.58 49.69 49.40 42.65 44.64 46.13
General Models Gemini-2.5-Flash-Lite [9] - 30.78 49.06 39.92 | 39.28 35.95 40.98 40.88 32.76 39.47 38.22
LLaVA-Next [25]7 8B 29.22 30.75 29.99 | 12.10 10.18 14.04 14.04 9.39 10.67 11.74
Open-Source  Qwen2.5-VL-Instruct [3] 3B 28.94 40.13 34.53| 12.03 9.11 12.90 12.90 8.89 11.10 11.16
General Models Qwen2.5-VL-Instruct [3] 7B 28.73 38.50 33.62| 17.93 13.94 18.97 18.90 13.07 16.51 16.55
InternVL3 [7] 2B 30.61 32.13 31.37| 16.70 13.26 17.91 17.83 12.46 15.00 15.53
LLaVA-Med [24] 7B 28.09 27.85 27.97| 18.88 4.74 9.27 8.92 12.13 7.22 10.19
Medical Models HealthGPT [28]] 3.8B |30.75 32.63 31.69| 20.77 17.61 22.97 22.87 16.15 20.60 20.16
wio RL HuatuoGPT-Vision [5] 7B 4142 53.63 47.53| 21.84 13.80 20.78 20.56 16.63 15.59 18.20
Lingshu [52] 7B 39.75 49.13 44.44 | 26.67 23.43 28.30 28.12 21.31 26.24 25.68
FundusExpert (CFP) [30] 8B 3145 4575 38.60 | 13.09 10.96 15.12 15.05 9.85 12.16 12.70
MedVLM-R1 [37] 2B 27.27 33.75 30.51| 12.36  9.90 13.52 13.52 9.08 11.68 11.67
. Med-R1 (OCT/CFP) [23] 2B 28.87 26.88 27.88 | 10.04 8.01 11.17 11.17 7.30 9.91 9.60
Medical Models
w/ RL QoQ-Med [10] 7B 30.47 41.30 36.05| 22.38 19.24 24.47 24.44 17.45 20.87 21.48
OphthaReason-Qwen 3B 56.07 54.63 55.35| 24.11 21.92 26.48 26.42 18.75 23.41 23.52
OphthaReason-Intern 2B 81.87 4825 65.06 | 25.65 23.82 27.55 27.52 20.79 26.75 25.35
50 — —_— — | [ GMAI-MMBench
— 1 MedXpertQA_MM
° 40
% 30
o
§ 20
<
AL 118
0 OphthaReasonOphthaReason- Qwen2.5-VL- Qwen2.5VL-  InternVL3  HealthGPT  HuatuoGPT Lingshu  FundusExpert MedVLM-R1 Med-R1 QoQ-Med

Intern Qwen 3B-Instruct 7B-Instruct -2B

Model

Fig. 4: Performance comparison on GMAI-MMBench (Fundus and OCT subsets) and MedXpertQA-MM (ophthalmology-related samples).

C. Quantitative Results on Complex Reasoning Tasks

In addition to the basic reasoning tasks, we further assess
OphthaReason’s advanced reasoning capabilities on the MM-
Retinal-Reason Complex Reasoning subset, a challenging task
designed to simulate real-world clinical scenarios, requiring
models to integrate information from both multimodal images
and detailed clinical information. Moreover, we also evaluate
our model on the public MedXpertQA-MM dataset, another
benchmark for complex reasoning. As it covers a broad
range of medical domains, we only conduct the evaluation
on ophthalmology-related samples.

1) Advanced Integrative Diagnostic Reasoning: As pre-
sented in Tab. OphthaReason achieves an average score
of 25.35% across standard metrics evaluating answer accuracy
and semantic alignment, outperforming a range of specialized
medical models, such as HealthGPT (+5.19%) and QoQ-Med
(+3.87%), as well as ophthalmic models, including FundusEx-
pert (+12.65%) and Med-R1 fundus version (+15.75%), and
is highly competitive with Lingshu. Comparison results on
MedXpertQA-MM (Fig.[d) show that OphthaReason surpasses
all the comparison models with an average score of 36.07%,
exceeding HealthGPT by 8.20%, FundusExpert by 8.95%, and
Lingshu by 14.75%.

2) Fundamental and Generalizable Representation: Al-
though FundusExpert achieves competitive performance on

CFP basic reasoning tasks (see Tab. [[), it underperforms
markedly on FFA, OCT basic reasoning tasks, and complex
reasoning tasks (see Tab. [ & and Fig. [). This high-
lights that OphthaReason learned a more fundamental and
robust representation of ophthalmic knowledge, demonstrating
advanced ability to reason and diagnose from complex and
multi-source clinical information. Moreover, OphthaReason’s
strong performance on the OOD dataset, MedXpertQA-MM,
underscores its generalization ability on complex reasoning,
supporting its potential for broader clinical applications.

3) Performance-Parameter Trade-off: OphthaReason con-
sistently exhibits clear parameter efficiency in complex rea-
soning. Despite being 2-4 times smaller than competing
models, it achieves results comparable to or superior to those
larger counterparts. However, a notable performance gap exists
when comparing our model to the proprietary model, such
as GPT-4o. We attribute this disparity to the massive scale
(> 100B [1]) and diversity of the training data used by these
models. This extensive and varied exposure is critical for
complex reasoning. Nevertheless, deploying such large-scale
models in real-world clinical use remains challenging, as most
institutions are constrained by the extensive resources required.
In contrast, our smaller-scale model offers a more feasible
solution for practical adoption.
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Reasoning: The image description details a fundus
photograph showing features of diabetic retinopathy.
Key observations include microaneurysms,

neovascularization or fibrosis rules out proliferative

A: Mild diabetic healthy retina (B) would lack these pathological A: dry age-related would e

Hyperfluorescence and leakage in the macular
region, indicating abnormal blood vessel activity. A

hemorrhages, and exudates, which are indicative of cluster of irregular, tangled vessels with significant
vascular damage from diabetes. The absence of leakage, which is characteristic of macular macular hole (C) is defined by a complete break
- § neovascularization...... Th cription rules out through all retinal layers, leading to central vision

) covaseutan 15 ru'es out pro’ N ; cally shows L ! 108S...... 2. Absence of Other Conditions: Gl

Question: What is the diabetic retinopathy (D). Mild diabetic retinopathy Question: What is the ther options: Dry AMD (A) typically shows drusen Question: What is being f\“‘ : . e — Ga““""‘z

image showing? (A) typically presents with fewer microancurysms focus of the image? and geographic atrophy without significant leakage, shown in the image? (E3B 1Al P QB IR (e
and no significant hemorrhages or exudates. A which is not present here. Retinal vein occlusion (B) increased intraocular pressure, 1ot 4 macular defect.

Reasoning: The image is an OCT scan showing a
full-thickness defect in the macular region with
well-defined edges and retinal layer separation
1. Macular Hole Characteristics: A full-thickness

Reasoning: The image description provides

.
) typi

A: glaucoma Diabetic Retinopathy (B): Presents with

xhibit blocked veins, hemorrhages, and

Reasoning: The combination of painful lumps in the legs and
mouth ulcers, along with ocular findings of a pale optic disc,
blurred disc margins, and extensive retinal hemorrhages,

strongly suggests Behget disease. The presence of painful
A 34 1d man presented to the emergency lumps in the legs and.moulh ulcers, which was undiagnosed,
aligns with the systemic inflammatory manifestations of Behcet

department with acute painless loss of vision of the left cye.
Past medical history included painful lumps in the legs and
frequent mouth ulcers, which was undiagnosed. On ocular

disease. The ocular findings of a pale optic discblurred disc

margins, and extensive retinal hemorrhages are characteristic of

examination, the patient’s visual acuity was 6/5 in the right [ [ Fetinal vascular occlusion in Behcet disease. The absence o
eye and countin fingers in the Ieft eye. The anterjor || Other retinal pathologies, such as diabetic retinopathy or
hypertensive retinopathy, furthcr supports Beheet discase as the

segments were unremarkable bilaterally, with intraocular

pressures of 13 to 14 mmHg in each eye. Which diagnosis || Underlying cause.

Answer: Behcet disease

i ] o nese cula i i B: diabetic retinopath; i s, h hages, dates, not o

ctopaty fndings. Th prcscnc of muliple mictoancurysms, | | macular degeneraion | | edema, which arc absent. Useitis (C) imvolves | | B dabti reinopathy | | microaneurysms, hemorthages o exudates, 10«

B: Healthy hemorrhages, and exudates without advanced B: retinal vein occlusion inflammation and diffuse leakage, not localized to macular hole full-thi ¢. Choroidal Neovascularization

C: Moderate diabetic cations . C: uveitis he macula. The conclusion directly states that the D: choroidal (D): In abnormal blood vessel growth beneath
complications aligns with moderate diabetic 5 3 izati 3 i the retina, often with fluid accumulation, o' 4 ¢lean

retinopathy retinopathy (C), as described in the context. D:macular focus is macular ization, cor 8 8 ez

D: Proliferative diabetic Answer: C neovascularization to option D..... C-

retinopathy L @i \_ Y, \ _Answer: D @; _ \ Answer: C @;
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Reasoning: The patient's nyctalopia began around age 18, «
pattern characteristic of retinitis pigmentosa, and the fundus
examination revealed a pale optic disc with a normal cup-to-
disc ratio, a normal macula, and a normal foveal reflex, which
macular degeneration. The fundus
autofluorescence showed a normal pattern, making central
serous chorioretinopathy unlikely. The presence of a large,
well-defined, hypopigmented area in the macula on funds
photography and autofluorescence, along with an enlarged
foveal pit on optical coherence tomography, is consistent with a
macular hole. The electrophysiologic findings of reduced rod
and cone responses with preserved 30 Hz flicker response

argues agains

Question: A 33-year-old man was referred for evaluation of
nyctalopia that began around age 18. He had no history of
consanguinity. On examination, his anterior segments were
normal and quiet. Best-corrected visual acuity was 20/30-2
in the right eye and 20/20-2 in the left eye. Which diagnosis
best explains this patient's clinical, imaging, and

best explains the patient's presentation? L

@

2

support a diagnosis of retinitis pigmentosa rather than......
@m

| clectrophysiologic findings? Answer: Retinitis pigmentosa
&

S )

Question: A 3-year-old boy was referred for ophthalmologic
evaluation and genetic testing...... Several family members
on both parental sides have extremely fair skin
Anomalous head posture: discrete levoversion with head tilt
to right shoulder. On dextroversion and on convergence:
! i di freq £ in direction of
fixation......Genetic testing showed: Heterozygosity for
Which diagnosis best explains this child's ocular
and systemic findings? )

Reasoning: The combination of extremely fair skin and hair
marked photophobia, and anomalous head posture with discrete
levoversion and head tilt to the right shoulder is characteristic
ol oculocutaneous albinism. nce of no iris
translucency on retroillumination and very lightly pigmented
irises further supports this diagnosis. The ocular findings of
alternating esotropia and nystagmus in the direction of fixation
I congenital nystagmus, 4 common feature of
albinism. The retinal dystrophy panel results showed
heterozygosity for which aligns wi
presentation of oculocutaneous albinism. The absence of other
systemic or devel 1 lies makes other synd

The

rese

are consistent w

the clinica

Answer: Oculocutaneous albinism

N
Reasoning: The presence of macular drusen in the right eye
and fundus autofluorescence imaging of the left eye showed
hyperfluorescence in the macular area suggests age-related
macular degeneration. Spectral-domain optical coherence
tomography of the left eye demonstrated subretinal fluid and
intraretinal fluid, which are characteristic of wet age-related
macular degeneration. Optical coherence tomography
angiography showed leakage from the choroidal neovascular

Question: An 85-year-old man presented with a sudden
decrease in vision in his left eye. He was being treated with
topical timolol for glaucoma. Best-corrected visual acuity
was 0.1 logMAR in the right eye and 1.0 logMAR in the left

eve. Anterior-segment examination was unremarkable in membrane, further supporting this diagnosis. The combination
e Seg ! i of drusen, subretinal fluid, intraretinal fluid, and choroidal
both eyes...... tral-d optical wore!

ization is most consistent with wet age-related

of the left eye demonstrated in Figure 1C. Optical coherence

tomography angiography showed in Figure 2.What is the
most likely diagnosis?

G J

macular degeneration.
Answer: Wet age-related macular degeneration

@

&2

&2

Fig. 5: Qualitative results of basic reasoning (first row) and complex reasoning (second and third rows). The content highlighted in orange indicates the key
reasoning cues, reflecting the model’s active process of evaluating evidence, eliminating differentials, and forming a diagnosis.

TABLE IV: Ablation of different training stages and UADT on the MM-
Retinal-Reason dataset. The best results are highlighted in Bold.

Setting CFP FFA OCT Complex AVG
Qwen2.5-VL-Instruct-3B 3048 29.38 34.53 11.16  26.39
+ Supervised Fine-Tuning 37.31 20.00 32.34 3.25 23.23
+ Stage 3 55.81 43775 4334 17.10  40.00
+ Stage 2&3 59.79 5238 4825  23.66  46.02
+ Stage 1&2&3 62.07 55.13 50.86 2252  47.65
+ Stage 1&2&3&UADT (ours) | 62.93 54.88 55.35 2352  49.17

06
-1.00 -0.75 -0.50 -0.25 0.00 025 050 075
Advantage

(b) Heatmap of Shaped Advantage (w/ UADT)

=075 =050 =025 0.00
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Fig. 6: Heatmaps of Advantage with and without UADT. (a) Distribution of
original advantage across entropy without UADT. (b) Distribution of shaped
advantage after applying UADT. The color indicates the magnitude of the
advantage, and white areas represent no data.

D. Qualitative Analysis of Case Studies

OphthaReason generates detailed, interpretable, and step-
by-step reasoning traces for both basic and complex reasoning
tasks. Qualitative examples are demonstrated in Fig. [5] Oph-
thaReason excels at interpreting image content and identifying
critical visual features (e.g., “microaneurysms, hemorrhages,

and exudates” (top left) and “irregular, tangled vessels with
significant leakage” (top center)). OphthaReason also exhibits
proficiency in differential diagnosis by integrating multi-
source clinically relevant information (e.g., “aligns with the
clinical presentation of oculocutaneous albinism” (bottom
left) and “leakage from ..., further supporting this diagnosis”
(bottom right)). These highlight OphthaReason’s ability to
integrate clinical evidence for reliable diagnostic reasoning.

E. Ablation Study

To validate the effectiveness of the three-stage training and
the Uncertainty-Aware Dynamic Thinking (UADT), we con-
duct ablation studies by incrementally adding each component
to the base model. The results are summarized in Tab. [V]

1) Impact of Different Training Stages: Qwen2.5-VL-
Instruct base model obtains an average score of 26.39%,
while Supervised Fine-Tuning (SFT) reduces the performance
to 23.23%, indicating naive SFT leads the model to simply
memorize patterns rather than reason from principles. In
contrast, progressively applying the introduced specialized
training stages boosts the model’s performance. Reinforcement
learning in Stage 3 brings the largest performance gain,
increasing the average score by 13.61%, which is essential
to enhance the model’s reasoning ability. The contribution of
CoT SFT in Stage 2 is also pivotal for developing the model’s
complex reasoning capabilities, which yields an improvement
of 6.02%.

2) Impact of Uncertainty-Aware Dynamic Thinking
(UADT): As shown in the last two rows of Tab. [[V] the
integration of UADT elevates the average score from 47.65%
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to 49.17%. The improvements across all tasks underscore
the criticality of UADT in enhancing model performance. To
further investigate the underlying mechanism, we present a
comparative visualization of the advantage heatmap in Fig. [
As shown in the right panel, UADT dynamically modulates
the advantage based on sample uncertainty. For high-
entropy samples, UADT amplifies advantage to encourage
exploration, evidenced by the color shift from blue/green to
brighter green/yellow. Conversely, for low-entropy samples,
UADT reduces the advantages, causing the corresponding
regions to darken. Moreover, the comparison of the two panels
reveals that UADT leads to a notable increase in sample
density within the low-entropy region, particularly in the
high-advantage area therein. This redistribution demonstrates
that UADT effectively guides the policy model to not only
generate correct answers but also with higher certainty,
thereby improving the overall reliability and factuality.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present MM-Retinal-Reason, the first mul-
timodal ophthalmic dataset that spans the entire spectrum from
visual perception to cognitive reasoning. Building on this foun-
dation, we introduce OphthaReason, the first ophthalmology-
specific multimodal reasoning model, trained through a three-
stage pipeline comprising multimodal alignment, chain-of-
thought supervised fine-tuning, and reinforcement learning.
To accommodate varying levels of task complexity and simu-
late the progressive, adaptive reasoning essential in clinical
diagnostics, we further propose an Uncertainty-Aware Dy-
namic Thinking (UADT) mechanism. Extensive experiments
show that OphthaReason consistently outperforms 14 general-
purpose and medical multimodal large language models across
diverse modalities and reasoning scenarios. Future work may
focus on scaling to larger foundation models and incorporat-
ing visual reasoning strategies, such as think-with-images, to
enhance explainability in multimodal diagnosis.
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