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Abstract—Visual Spatial Reasoning (VSR) is a core human cognitive ability and a critical requirement for advancing embodied
intelligence and autonomous systems. Despite recent progress in Vision-Language Models (VLMs), achieving human-level VSR remains
highly challenging due to the complexity of representing and reasoning over three-dimensional space. In this paper, we present a
systematic investigation of VSR in VLMs, encompassing a review of existing methodologies across input modalities, model architectures,
training strategies, and reasoning mechanisms. Furthermore, we categorize spatial intelligence into three levels of capability, i.e., basic
perception, spatial understanding, spatial planning, and curate SIBench, a spatial intelligence benchmark encompassing nearly 20
open-source datasets across 23 task settings. Experiments with state-of-the-art VLMs reveal a pronounced gap between perception
and reasoning, as models show competence in basic perceptual tasks but consistently underperform in understanding and planning
tasks, particularly in numerical estimation, multi-view reasoning, temporal dynamics, and spatial imagination. These findings underscore
the substantial challenges that remain in achieving spatial intelligence, while providing both a systematic roadmap and a comprehensive
benchmark to drive future research in the field. The related resources of this study are accessible at https://sibench.github.io/Awesome-
Visual-Spatial-Reasoning/.

Index Terms—Visual spatial reasoning, vision-language models, multimodal large language models, benchmarking, deep learning,
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INTRODUCTION

ISUAL Spatial Reasoning represents a fundamental cog-
Vnitive ability in humans [1], [2]. It enables us to derive
rich spatial information from observing the world, which
is crucial for navigating and interacting with real-world
environments. This capacity is not only vital for humans
but is also indispensable for advancing key Al domains such
as embodied intelligence and autonomous driving. Conse-
quently, achieving human-level visual Spatial Reasoning in
machines has been a long-standing pursuit in the research
community [3]-[10]. However, this objective remains highly
challenging, primarily due to the inherent complexity of
representing and reasoning about three-dimensional (3D)
space.

In recent years, Vision-Language Models (VLMs) [4],
[11]-[22] attract significant attention due to the powerful
visual understanding and reasoning capabilities, bringing
widespread applications in various Visual Question An-
swering (VQA) tasks [23]-[25]. Concurrently, an emerging
body of work [26]-[29] begins to apply VLMs to Visual
Spatial Reasoning (VSR). However, VSR presents a distinct
and more formidable set of challenges compared to general-
purpose VQA, which often focuses on semantic-level under-
standing, as illustrated in Fig 1. While general VQA targets
object recognition or attribute identification, VSR demands
intricate reasoning about complex spatial dynamics, such
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as the relative positions, orientations, distances, and object
motion. This need for deep spatial awareness is particularly
exacerbated in multi-view and video contexts, which not
only amplify the reasoning complexity but also increase
the model’s propensity for hallucinations. Furthermore, this
difficulty extends to data curation. Building robust VSR
datasets is substantially more demanding, requiring precise
spatial annotations and complex scene analysis that vastly
exceed the requirements of traditional VQA benchmarks.

Meanwhile, research in VSR advances rapidly, with
current efforts concentrating on two primary fronts. On
one hand, the community continues to drive innovation
in input modalities [27], model architectures [28], training
strategies [30], and reasoning mechanisms [29]. On the other
hand, there is a dedicated push [31]-[34] to develop higher-
quality and more diverse datasets that enable comprehen-
sive evaluation of VSR capabilities.

Despite a wealth of related research, there remains a lack
of a systematic review, particularly in terms of methodolo-
gies and the specific task settings. Crucially, despite the re-
cent proliferation of evaluation benchmarks, the landscape
remains highly fragmented. Each existing dataset typically
addresses only a narrow and specific set of tasks, thus failing
to provide a comprehensive assessment of a model’s visual
spatial reasoning capabilities. Given these issues, this paper
aims to provide a detailed review of the existing methods
and datasets in the field, while also curating, consolidating,
and organizing the current benchmarks into a compre-
hensive VSR evaluation dataset. It provides a convenient,
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Fig. 1: Performance of SOTA Models on 23 Visual Spatial Reasoning Tasks (left). The evaluation reveals that the
models have significant room for improvement, especially in tasks requiring precise numerical estimation, perspective
taking, temporal information processing, and, particularly, spatial imagination. See Table 2 and Table 3 for detailed results.
Comparison of Visual Spatial Reasoning and General VQA (Upper-right). While general VQA tasks primarily focus
on extracting semantic information from images, VSR necessitates a deeper capacity to model and reason about spatial
relationships. Data Formats and Task Settings for Visual Spatial Reasoning (Bottom-right). The evaluation includes 3

input formats and 23 task settings, covering three levels: Basic Perception, Spatial Understanding, and Planning.

objective, and comprehensive evaluation tool for assessing
the spatial understanding capabilities of VLMs.

In summary, this paper makes the following key contri-
butions:

e Thorough Review of Visual Spatial Reasoning Meth-
ods. We review and analyze existing methods, focus-
ing on input modalities, model architectures, training
approaches, and reasoning mechanisms, providing a
systematic reference for researchers.

e A Hierarchical Task Categorization Based on Cogni-
tive Levels. We introduce a systematic categorization of
VSR tasks organized by cognitive levels, outlining their
core objectives, inherent challenges, and the current
research progress to guide future work.

e Development of SIBench, a Comprehensive Evalua-
tion Benchmark. We introduce SIBench, which curates
nearly 20 open-source benchmarks covering 23 distinct
VSR task settings. Beyond serving as a rigorous and
comprehensive evaluation tool for VLMs, our analysis
using SIBench reveals that current models exhibit sig-
nificant deficiencies in VSR tasks. These shortcomings
are particularly pronounced in areas such as precise
numerical estimation, multi-view reasoning, temporal
information processing, and spatial imagination.

In the following sections, we provide a comprehensive
review of over 150 research papers related to VSR published
since 2023. Firstly, we define VSR and outline its research
scope in Section 2, followed by a thorough review of existing
methodologies in Section 3. Next, we categorize the tasks
involved in VSR based on cognitive levels and discuss the
primary challenges these tasks present in Section 4. We then
introduce a comprehensive evaluation dataset for VSR and
present evaluation results for several models in Section 5.
Finally, we conclude by summarizing future research direc-

tions and potential applications in Section 6, highlighting
key challenges that need to be addressed in the field.

2 BACKGROUND
2.1 Research Scope

In recent years, with the development of Vision-Language
Models [3]-[5], [19], [35]-[48], [48] (VLMs) and generative
models [49]-[66], the realization of spatial intelligence has
become increasingly promising. Spatial intelligence mani-
fests in various aspects. First, agents perceive the 3D world
through sensor inputs, gaining an understanding of its
basic properties, followed by the comprehension of spatial
relationships and physical laws. Furthermore, agents can
interact with their environment, such as performing spa-
tial navigation and manipulating objects. Additionally, the
ability to create and imagine entirely new worlds is also a
crucial aspect of spatial intelligence. The scope of spatial
intelligence is vast, covering a wide range of tasks and
applications, such as spatial reasoning, embodied artificial
intelligence [67]-[79], and video world models [80]-[88].
For agents, image/video input is a readily accessible and
cost-effective form of data. For biological organisms, vision
is also a vital pathway for spatial modeling. Therefore, this
paper focuses on the application of VLMs in spatial reason-
ing, which involves interpreting spatial information from
images, multi-view inputs, or videos, including basic per-
ception, spatial relationship understanding, and planning.
It should be noted that tasks involving point clouds [89]-
[99] as input for multimodal spatial reasoning or pure-
text-based [92], [100]-[103] spatial reasoning are not within
the scope of this research. Additionally, while generative
models [104]-[109] also reflect spatial intelligence, they dif-
fer significantly in their modeling mechanisms and spatial
representation form VLMs, and thus are not part of this



discussion. Our focus is primarily on the general ability
of VLMs in understanding spatial relationships, specific
applications like vision-language action models [110]-[119]
and vision-language navigation models are not the main
focus of our study.

2.2 Related Work

Several studies have provided comprehensive reviews of
the development and evaluation frameworks of Vision-
Language Models (VLMs). For example, [120] system-
atically organizes the technological evolution, evaluation
benchmarks, and application scenarios of VLMs, highlight-
ing the potential performance fluctuations when handling
complex tasks. The study further suggests introducing new
evaluation metrics, emphasizing the importance of visual
localization and multimodal understanding.

The study [121] investigates the integration of LLMs
with 3D spatial understanding, analyzing challenges in data
representation, model architecture, and evaluation metrics.
It also recommends improvements in these three areas. It
should be noted that the study in [121] primarily focuses on
using 3D representations as input, rather than image /video
input. Zha et al. [122] similarly explores the spatial reasoning
capabilities of LLMs, categorizing tasks based on input
modalities such as images, point clouds, and hybrid modal-
ities. Additionally, some studies [123]-[125] have revealed
shortcomings in the spatial reasoning abilities of VLMs,
citing issues such as the lack of effective spatial attention
mechanisms or the limited ability of existing attention mech-
anisms to align with object positions. Sapkot et al. [126] re-
views the development of Vision-Language Action Models
(VLA) and points out challenges in real-time control, dataset
bias, and system integration when applying these models
in practice. Researchers in [127] discusses the application
of VLMs in autonomous driving scenarios, noting that the
reliability of VLMs remains insufficient in complex traffic
environments. Guo et al. [128] summarizes the technological
evolution and applications of VLMs, highlighting challenges
in data quality and complex tasks within the biomedical
field.

The scope of this study is on the spatial reasoning abili-
ties of VLM, specifically targeting pure visual capabilities,
where the inputs are single images, multi-view images, or
videos. Our aim is to review current advancements in visual
spatial reasoning and categorize spatial reasoning into three
cognitive levels: basic perception, spatial understanding,
and planning. We provide a detailed and systematic anal-
ysis of existing task formulations. Additionally, we have
gathered and curated a high-quality, comprehensive dataset
from open-source benchmarks to evaluate the spatial rea-
soning abilities of VLMs.

3 METHODOLOGIES

VSR requires that VLMs not only understand semantic
information and localize targets but also reason about the
spatial relationships between multiple objects, imagine 3D
spatial structures from 2D images, and have the potential
for dynamic prediction. In this chapter, we analyze existing
research methods and summarize them into four areas for
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improvement: input modalities, model architecture, training
strategy, and inference methods (see Fig. 2 for more details).

3.1 Naive Solution

To better understand VSR methods, we begin by introduc-
ing the commonly used naive solutions. Similar to general
VLMs, a VSR model takes an image I and a spatially-related
question () as input to produce an answer A. The overall
process can be conceptualized as modeling the conditional
probability P(A|I, Q). The architecture typically consists of
three core components: a vision encoder fyision, @ projection
module gp,0j, and a Large Language Model (LLM) frrm.

Generally, the vision encoder processes the image to
extract a set of feature vectors F, = fyision(I), where
F, € RN*Dv is a sequence of N feature vectors, each
with dimension D,, capturing both semantic and spatial
information. Concurrently, the text question @ is converted
into embeddings E, € RM*P¢ by text encoder. Given
the potential mismatch in dimensions and feature spaces
between the two modalities, the projection module is em-
ployed to align the visual features with the text embedding
space. This module transforms F}, into a new representation
F) = gproj(F,). This projection is usually implemented
with a few linear layers or a cross-attention mechanism,
mapping the visual features so that F), € RY¥*Dt align-
ing their dimension with the text embeddings. Finally, the
features from both modalities are concatenated and fed
into the LLM, which then autoregressively generates the
answer: A = frpm(concat(F), E,)). Notable examples of
this structure include SpatialVLM [129], LLaVA-VSD [17],
and other related works [130]-[142]. This naive solution is
both concise and efficient. Subsequent work, focusing on
the specific characteristics of visual-spatial reasoning tasks,
typically introduces improvements in four key aspects: in-
put modalities, model architecture, training strategies, and
inference methods.

3.2 Assisted Input Modalities

RGB images are a planar projection of the 3D world, provid-
ing continuous texture information. However, during the
projection process, real 3D structural information is lost,
which is one of the challenges in visual spatial reasoning
tasks [143]. 3D point clouds offer a better representation of
structure, but their data scale, diversity, and quality fall far
behind that of images. As a result, some approaches [27],
[28] attempt to strike a balance between 3D and 2D. These
methods, often referred to as 2.5D [7], utilize depth maps
as an additional modality. The motivation is that combining
depth maps with images can yield a representation similar
to point clouds, enabling the recovery of 3D structure in the
real world, while the input images retain complete complex
texture. Furthermore, such RGB-D data is relatively easy to
obtain, especially in embodied scenarios.

Due to the substantial distribution gap between depth
maps and natural images, effectively encoding depth maps
is by no means a trivial task. Additionally, the visual en-
coders of most VLMs are only trained on text-image pairs,
and simply concatenating RGB and depth features may
negatively affect performance [27].



2 oy X gy s
@ / @ T A e NS
MM-Spatial RoboRefer Spatial-MLLM RoboRefer Svga-R1 Pixel Reasoner AdaptVis 3DLLM-Mem
g .7 v
S/ . 8 Josis Horkins o Joinys Horans NYU 1. ¥
SpatialRGPT  SpatialCLIP VG-LLM SpatialLLM Embodied-R  Spatial Reasoner VSI-Bench VADAR
5@" B2 Microsoft
SSR VLM-3R SpaceR Videochat-R1 Visual CoT VoT
Format Reward o . B
Caption Reward : : beastonllng
loU Reward Step by step: — =
‘ f ’ Accuracy Reward i - Ok. Let me || % g
LLM g ; & | &
T T GRPO ; think... K
< =7] CoT 93 Cognitive Map @
: ; Policy Model ] :
Single Image | gprog | [ Proj. | [ ¢ Y
o a2 — i KLloss
=& =4 ol e Y v
] N ® [ 7= Reference Model]
Multi-View 23 —— || Query
5]
Spatial ||~ Stage2:RL Depth
Enc.
Stagel:SFT ¢
Video RAG Lk API

IT: Model Architecture

I : Input Modality

III: Training Strategy IV: Inference Strategy

Fig. 2: An overview of the primary methods (Bottom). I: Incorporating an additional input modality, such as depth maps.
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Reinforcement Learning to improve generalization. IV: The inference phase employs methods such as cognitive maps to
perform structured reasoning. Representative methods for the four categories (Upper).

To address these issues, SpatialRGPT [27] first replicates
the single-channel depth map D to match the three chan-
nels of an RGB image. It then employs a shared vision
encoder, fyision to process both modalities, yielding fea-
tures F,, = fuision({) and Fy = fyision(D). These features
are subsequently passed to different projectors, a design
which ensures the model can still function normally without
depth input and avoids the need for large-scale image-
depth data training. Building on this, RoboRefer [28] uses a
completely separate Depth encoder fycptn to handle depth
inputs, thereby avoiding modality interference. This archi-
tecture choice can be expressed as: F, = fyision(I) and
Fy = faepth(D). This separation helps preserve general
VQA performance while enhancing the perception of depth
cues. SSR [144] also aims to integrate depth information in
a similar manner. In addition to using modular designs for
feature fusion, SpatialCLIP [143] is inspired by point cloud
reconstruction and 3D point cloud architectures. It utilizes
depth information to lift 2D tokens to 3D space, thereby
better modeling the 3D spatial relationships. Specifically,
for each transformer layer, it first lifts the 2D tokens to
3D voxels based on the average depth of each patch, and
then introduces 3D depth convolutions to capture spatial
patterns in the 3D space, thus providing enhanced spatial
information.

In addition to processing at feature space level, some
models introduce an explicit, symbolic reasoning step by
interacting with external tools. SpatialBot [145] provides a
method for querying depth values from a given depth map

D through an APIL The process begins when the model
receives an image [ and a question (). Based on the question,
SpatialBot first determines if depth information is required.
If so, it identifies the target coordinates (z,y) in the image
relevant to the question. For instance, when asked about
an object’s depth, it first computes the objects’s bounding
box, Bopj, and then determines its center point: (z., y.)
Center(Bobj). Subsequently, the model generates a symbolic
API call, such as Depth(z.,y.). This triggers an external
function that queries the depth map D to retrieve the
corresponding depth value d: d = APIL_Query(D, (z, yc))-
This numerical value d is then converted back into a nat-
ural language string, T,;. Finally, SpatialBot generates the
final answer A by processing a new augmented prompt
that concatenates the original question with the retrieved
depth information. This method of querying an API and
re-inputting the information as text is further explored
by MM-Spatial [146]. Their experiments also revealed that
this “Query-and-Re-input” cycle yields significantly better
results for spatial reasoning tasks in VLMs. While this class
of methods often achieves high accuracy, its pipeline is also
quite complicated.

3.3 Model Architecture Optimization

Numerous existing Vision-Language Models, such as
LLaVA [147] and its subsequent versions [18], [140], [148]
employ contrastive learning for pretraining visual encoders,
generating compact and expressive visual embeddings.
These models align well with natural language, demon-



strating strong performance in tasks like image captioning
and general visual question answering. However, similar to
the contrastive learning used in CLIP [47], they primarily
optimize for global semantic alignment and often neglect
fine-grained spatial reasoning. Consequently, the visual em-
beddings produced by these encoders, while capturing an
image’s overall semantic gist, provide only a coarse rep-
resentation of its contents and are inherently limited in
encoding precise spatial information.

To overcome this limitation, a powerful strategy has
emerged: the dual-visual-encoder architecture. This design
addresses the issue by creating two complementary visual
pathways. While the original encoder provides the high-
level semantic context, a second, specialized encoder is
introduced to supply the fine-grained details. For single-
image inputs, models like SpatialLLM [149] and ViCA2
[150] incorporate additional encoders pre-trained on detail-
oriented tasks. The reason for choosing models like MAE
[151], DINO v2 [152], and SAM [153] is that their training ob-
jectives, such as masked image reconstruction or large-scale
segmentation, force them to learn rich, pixel-level features
that the primary semantic encoder ignores. For inputs with
inherent 3D information, like video or multi-view images,
this approach is taken a step further. Standard fine-grained
encoders may not be sufficient to interpret the geometric
cues embedded in motion and parallax. Therefore, several
studies use 3D reconstruction models as the second encoder.
For instance, VLM-3R [154] incorporates CUT3R [155] to
model the scene’s underlying 3D geometry from multiple
views. By doing so, the model gains access to much richer
representation that include depth and structure. Similarly,
VG-LLM [156] and Spatial- MLLM [157] use advanced recon-
struction networks like VGGT [158] to provide the language
model with an even more sophisticated understanding of
3D space, significantly enhancing its spatial reasoning capa-
bilities.

3.4 Training Strategy Optimization

VSR goes beyond perceiving static structures, typically re-
quiring dynamic, multi-step reasoning grounded in com-
monsense knowledge. This multi-step nature makes it a
natural fit for reinforcement learning, especially Group Rel-
ative Policy Optimization (GRPO) [159], which has already
shown success in enhancing the textual reasoning and gen-
eration capabilities of LLMs and VLMs. Inspired by this
success, a growing body of work [28], [30], [160]-[164] is
now investigating RL’s potential for spatial reasoning tasks.
However, unlike mathematical reasoning [24] or code gen-
eration [25] tasks, where correctness can be directly verified,
spatial reasoning lacks a clear, well-defined reward signal.
This makes it difficult for RL to acquire spatial reasoning
abilities effectively, leaving the application of RL to VSR a
challenging and open problem.

To deal with such challenges, current works generally
adopt two strategies. The first category [28], [162]-[164]
adopts a two-stage paradigm, in which a Supervised Fine-
Tuning (SFT) stage is introduced before Reinforcement
Learning Fine-Tuning (RLFT) to provide explicit supervi-
sion for spatial reasoning. The SFT stage serves as a warm
start for training, while the RLFT stage empowers models
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with strong generalization ability. For example, RoboRe-
fer [163] first trains VLMs with depth, spatial understanding
data, and instruction tuning at the SFT stage and further
fine-tunes VLMs with multi-step reasoning data at the RLFT
stage. The second category adopts a one-stage paradigm,
which focuses on designing task-specific reward functions
tailored for spatial reasoning in RL training. Considering
the invariance and variations between original and flipped
images, Wang et al. [161] extend GRPO to Spatial-GRPO,
comparing rewards between the original and flipped groups
and penalizing the group with a higher score. SpaceR [30]
explicitly constructs an object-centric map and defines a
reward function based on this map to establish quantitative
feedback for spatial understanding. In the video spatial
reasoning domain, Li et al. [160] incorporate additional
explicit IoU-based and recall-based rewards into GRPO. By
training with different combinations of reward functions in
GRPO, these methods achieve improved performance and
generalization ability compared with SFI-trained variants.

3.5

VSR requires VLMs to conduct a series of steps, such as
scene understanding, object grounding, and various forms
of reasoning, including relationship and trajectory. There-
fore, introducing intermediate procedures (e.g., building a
map for the scene and integrating multimodal features) can
effectively strengthen both visual and spatial capabilities. To
provide a clear taxonomy, we categorize existing methods
according to the source of their enhancement signals.

Internal enhancement. Internal enhancement refers to
leveraging pretrained world knowledge inherent in LLMs
without injecting additional external knowledge. According
to the objects of enhancement, we divide this into three
categories. (1) Multimodal Chain-of-Thought (CoT). Prompting
LLMs to conduct several steps of linguistic reasoning has
shown effectiveness [165], [166]. Inspired by this, multi-
modal CoT has been introduced for VSR tasks, enabling
joint reasoning over visual and textual spaces and thereby
enhancing spatial awareness during intermediate reason-
ing. To elicit and enhance the reasoning steps, previous
works [103], [167] propose to visualize the intermediate
steps of reasoning. For instance, Wu et al. [167] prompts
the pretrained VLMs to generate reasoning traces z;. . ; and
spatial visualizations v . ; in a separate manner as follows:

Inference Strategy Enhancements

Zi '\’pf)(vim'vzl....iflvUl....ifl)v 1)
v; ~ po(vilT, 21 01, i—1)- ()

Inspired by ReAct [168], Yao et al. [103] propose to gener-
ate intermediate spatial visualizations and reasoning traces
simultaneously as follows:

Vi, Zi ~ Po(Vi, Zi|T, 21, i—1, V1. im1)- 3)

Both methods aim to make reasoning steps interpretable.
To deal with the lack of intermediate supervision for spa-
tial CoT, Visual CoT [169] collects a dataset consisting of
detailed spatial reasoning steps and bounding boxes of
Regions of Interest (Rol), serving as ground-truth for CoT
supervision. Based on the dataset, the VLMs can be trained
to extract visual tokens from the Rols and enhance reasoning



steps based on both Rols and the entire input, following
the ground-truth chain of thought. This design enables the
model to dynamically focus on the relevant regions during
spatial reasoning steps. (2) Scene Representation. Inspired by
the hippocampus’s central role in contextual memory [170],
some methods [31], [171] propose to generate internal repre-
sentations of spaces and conduct reasoning based on these.
Given a video input and a question, Yang et al. [31] first
construct a cognitive map consisting of object center posi-
tions in a grid format. Then the predicted map is leveraged
to answer the question, achieving robust results regarding
local distance awareness. Similarly, when exploring scenes
in embodied tasks, a powerful internal representation is
also useful to maintain past and current observations. For
example, some works [172], [173] adopt 3D voxels as in-
ternal scene representation, on which the occupancy and
exploration status are updated first. Afterwards, voxels are
projected onto a 2D semantic map [172]. For the unexplored
areas, this map is utilized to predict probabilities over
three candidate directions and to estimate whether further
exploration is worthwhile based on current observations.
(8) Attention re-distribution. During reasoning, there exists
an imbalance between visual and textual attention. Specif-
ically, image tokens constitute 90% of the input sequence
but only account for 10% of the total attention, leading to
misalignment between the actual spatial layout of objects in
images and instruction prior in texts [124]. To deal with this
imbalance, AdaptVis [124] introduces a dynamic attention
redistribution strategy that leverages output logits as guid-
ance. When the guidance is low, the attention distribution
is smoothed, encouraging the model to explore a broader
range of inputs. In contrast, when the guidance signal is
high, the attention distribution is sharpened, directing the
model to focus on key objects.

External enhancement. External enhancement supplements
VLMs with knowledge beyond their pretrained parameters
to understand illogical or uncommon spatial relationships.
One representative direction is the use of multi-agent system.
Marsili et al. [174] designs a cooperative system where differ-
ent agents interact in a code policy manner: API generation
agents first decompose the query into sub-questions, while
program synthesis agents receive these sub-questions and
generate code to solve each problem. Another line of work
is Retrieval Augmented Generation (RAG). For example, Yu et
al. [175] retrieves templates for subjects-objects relationships
as well as other spatial descriptions, and then integrates
these templates into the inference stage via in-context learn-

mg.

4 TASK SETTINGS

While the systematic evaluation of VSR capabilities in VLMs
has gained significant attention, current evaluation baselines
face several challenges. First, different benchmarks classify
task settings at varying levels of granularity, lacking a
systematic framework. Second, task settings are scattered
across various benchmarks, making it difficult to assess VSR
capabilities comprehensively.

In this section, we first provide a comprehensive
overview of VSR task settings, organizing it into three cog-
nitive levels: Basic Perception Section 4.1, Spatial Relation

Attributes
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Fig. 3: Taxonomy of visual spatial reasoning according to
cognitive levels.

Reasoning Section 4.2, and Spatial Planning Section 4.3, as
shown in Fig. 3. The classification is based on levels of
reasoning, where basic perception concerns the attributes or
states of a single object or category of objects, spatial under-
standing involves the spatial relationships among multiple
objects, and planning refers to seeking satisfactory solutions
under spatial constraints. For each level, we introduce the
definition of the corresponding task and the challenges it
presents.

4.1 Basic Perception

Current Vision-Language Models (VLMs) are typically first
pre-trained on vast corpora of text data, where fundamen-
tal object concepts from world knowledge are represented
and associated within an abstract vocabulary. Subsequently,
through multimodal training, connections are established
between this abstract vocabulary and continuous visual
representations or discretized image tokens. This process
endows them with basic visual question answering (VQA)
capabilities. However, compared to the goal of achieving
spatial intelligence, which entails a fine-grained understand-
ing of the 3D world, current VLMs still exhibit deficiencies
in foundational object perception. These shortcomings man-
ifest specifically in the perception of object attributes and
states. (See Fig. 4 for an overview of basic perception tasks.)

4.1.1 Attributes

Attributes of objects refer to characteristics that remain
relatively stable and are unlikely to change in the short
term. These typically include shape, color, size, and quan-
tity. The shape of an object is essential for distinguishing
between different objects and understanding scenes. Object
shape recognition tasks typically begin with simple 2D
geometric figures, which include two types of task setups:
whole-shape recognition [176], [177] and sub-shape recog-
nition [178]. MM-Bench [179] increases the difficulty by
requiring models to recognize object shapes in real images.
Additionally, some datasets use multi-view images as input,
such as MMSI-Bench [180], which asks the model to deduce
an object’s shape from multiple views, synthesizing the
information to infer the shape from a fixed viewpoint. Color
also plays a critical role in object recognition, and color-
related tasks are generally simpler, requiring the model to
identify the color of a specific object [179], [181], [182]. In
contrast, perceiving the size of an object is more complex.
Some studies present two objects for comparison, asking the
model to determine which is taller, shorter, wider, narrower,
larger, or smaller. Other research requires the model to
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estimate an object’s size quantitatively, which involves using
commonsense knowledge for direct measurement [27], [31],
[183]. In OMNI3D-Bench [184], a reference object’s physical
measurement is provided as a standard. Object quantity
recognition [34], [176], [181], [185]-[189] is one of the more
challenging tasks in static attribute understanding. It de-
pends on distinguishing between objects based on attributes
such as shape, color, and size. This makes hallucination phe-
nomena more pronounced in tasks involving object quantity
recognition.

4.1.2 States

In contrast to attributes, states refer to characteristics of
objects that are subject to change. Common state attributes
include an object’s posture, orientation, and its open/closed
status. In OpenEQA [182], the task requires the model to
estimate the open/closed state of a microwave door, while
other studies focus on determining an object’s front-facing
orientation in space [32], [181], [190]. Additionally, some
research [1688], [191] introduces a temporal dimension, re-
quiring the model to understand how states evolve over
time. For instance, this might involve describing changes
in an object’s rotational angle from the past to the present,
or transformations in its shape resulting from specific ac-
tions [192]. While the perception of state attributes typically
involves describing the properties of a single object or
category of objects, and thus falls under basic perception, it
is more complex than understanding static attributes. This
complexity arises from the diversity of state attributes and
the need for commonsense reasoning.

4.2 Spatial Understanding

Compared to basic perception, spatial understanding re-
quires the model not only to passively perceive the prop-
erties of individual objects or object categories, but also
to comprehend the relationships between multiple objects.
Furthermore, depending on whether the reasoning object
includes a temporal dimension or viewpoint changes, we
classify spatial understanding into static understanding and
dynamic understanding. See Fig. 5 for an overview of spatial
understanding tasks.

4.2.1 Static Understanding

The input to static understanding tasks consists of a single
image and the corresponding question, with no temporal
or viewpoint changes. The tasks primarily include under-
standing the spatial relationships between objects, object
localization, distance measuring, and spatial compatibility
reasoning.

Spatial Relationships. Early works in the paper VSR [193]
identified 66 types of spatial relationships e.g., under, in
front of, facing. The test data consists of image-text pairs,
where the text includes a description and a label indicating
correctness, such as: <Caption: The cow is ahead of the
person. Label: False. >. This requires VLMs to first localize
the two objects in the image and then determine whether
the abstract relation ‘ahead of” holds. Later studies intro-
duced additional positional relationships, such as occlusion,
reach, and containment. The difficulty in these tasks often
lies not in object recognition but in understanding specific
spatial relationships. The model must establish connections
between the spatial structural relations between objects and
the corresponding relation terms.

Object Localization. The object localization task requires
the model to accurately identify the position of a specified
target within an image. The specific localization methods
include detecting the precise spatial coordinates of the target
object, determining which bounding box best fits the target,
or estimating the coordinates of key points on the target.
The BLINK [194] test sample provides an image along with
a labeled bounding box for the target object, where the
model chooses the bounding box that best aligns with the
target from multiple options. The SITE [187] involves the
model locating a specific object based on a description or
hint and estimating the coordinates of its 2D bounding
box. Furthermore, the STI-Bench [195] requires the model
to localize the 3D bounding box of the target object within
a video. Object localization tasks are also included in other
benchmarks [29], [34], [179], [182], [182]. The challenge in
these tasks lies in the model’s need to possess strong object
detection capabilities while also handling various complex-
ities in the background and interference, such as partial
occlusion and similar objects.

Distance Measuring. Distance measuring tasks aim to es-
timate the distance between objects in an image or the
distance from an object to the camera, which is also re-
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ferred to as depth estimation. Distance measuring typically
involves two forms: qualitative judgment of proximity and
quantitative numerical estimation. For instance, in the paper
BLINK [194], the task requires the model to determine
which of two specified points is closer to the camera; in
SPAR-Bench [196], the task asks the model to judge which
object is closer to or farther from a reference point (such as
another object or an observer) based on the 3D center point
position of the objects. In addition to qualitative distance
analysis, Spatial VLM [26] employs an automated data con-
struction pipeline to obtain distance data, enabling quanti-
tative distance estimation. In the paper SpatialBench [34],
desktop-level distance estimation is introduced for use in
embodied scenarios. Subsequently, many studies have in-
corporated distance measurement as a crucial task in spatial
reasoning [27], [31], [154], [183]-[187], [195], [197]-[203]. The
challenge of this task lies in the need for the model to infer
spatial relationships using implicit cues such as structural
information in the scene, object size ratios, and physical
knowledge. Furthermore, varying camera parameters may
introduce misguidance in distance perception.

Spatial Compatibility Reasoning. Spatial compatibility rea-
soning tasks require VLMs to determine whether one object
can fit the spatial properties or another after thoroughly
understanding the object’s shape, size, and spatial relation-
ships. In real-world scenarios, this includes determining
whether an object can fit into a given space [182] ("Can
another cookie jar fit on the cookie jar shelf?’). This task as-
sesses the model’s reasoning abilities concerning spatial
constraints and physical adaptation relationships. Addition-
ally, OmniSpatial [33] introduces reasoning about motion
processes, such as determining whether an object can pass
through a narrow passage. Some synthetic datasets also
require the model to understand layout constraints and
graphical combination rules in a 2D space, enabling it to
provide fitting solutions. The difficulty of this task lies in

the model’s need to not only perceive the size and shape
of objects but also reason about physical world common
sense, such as “an object too large cannot fit into a small space”
or “some uniquely shaped objects cannot be stacked together”.

4.2.2 Dynamic Understanding.

Dynamic understanding typically involves inputs such as
multi-view images or videos, introducing the time dimen-
sion or changes in viewpoint. Compared to static under-
standing, dynamic understanding is more complex and
variable. The primary tasks include trajectory description,
velocity and acceleration estimation, as well as spatial imag-
ination.

Trajectory Description. The goal of the trajectory descrip-
tion task is to identify and describe the dynamic changes
in the object or camera pose over a time sequence based on
visual inputs, generating structured language descriptions.
In this context, the trajectory refers to the continuous record-
ing of the camera’s pose over time. The descriptions can be
divided into two categories based on the observer (camera
viewpoint) and the observed world (objective world): one
describes the camera’s orientation and pose, and the other
describes the objects within the observed world. In STI-
Bench [195], the model is required to infer the position
and orientation of the camera at a specific time based on
video input and initial pose information. In the Ego-ST
Bench [204], the test requires the model to qualitatively
describe changes in direction, such as “turn left first and then
turn right”. Additionally, multi-view reasoning tasks [33],
[154], [180], [194], [195], [198], [203], [205], [206] involve
numerous estimations of quantified camera parameters.
Another category of trajectory description pertains to the
observed world, involving tasks like recognizing changes
in the direction of other objects in the video, such as “the
car changes from moving straight to turning left”. In the VSI-
Bench [31], a task is designed that requires the model to



determine the order of appearance of objects in a spatiotem-
poral sequence. Similarly, in the SPACE [199], multiple
landmarks are introduced, and the model is required to
determine their sequence. The challenges in these tasks arise
from two key issues: first, the model must infer 3D spatial
from 2D RGB inputs, which involves geometric principles
such as perspective projection, a problem that cannot be
resolved by simple image feature matching alone. Second,
the estimation errors accumulate as the video sequence
length increases, requiring the model to have dynamic error
correction capabilities. This is a significant challenge in
video pose estimation.

Velocity and Acceleration Estimation. In dynamic spatial
reasoning tasks, models are required to estimate motion
parameters, such as velocity and acceleration, which are
crucial for subsequent planning and decision-making. The
OmniSpatial [33] requires models to qualitatively assess
the speed and acceleration of objects, like “Which car, A
or B, is moving faster?” or “Is the acceleration of the ball on
the slope increasing?”. In contrast, STI-Bench directly asks
models to estimate the numerical values of velocity and
acceleration from video, such as “What is the average speed
of the camera?” or “How quickly is the ball accelerating?”.
Additionally, STI-Bench [195] categorizes tests into three
different environments: desktop, indoor, and outdoor, based
on varying accuracy requirements for motion parameter
estimations. In DynSuperCLEVR [207], the test introduces
two additional settings: future prediction and counterfactual
reasoning. Future prediction requires the model to infer the
future motion state of an object based on its current speed
and acceleration, such as “How fast will the blue sphere be
moving after 2 seconds?”. Counterfactual reasoning, on the
other hand, asks the model to reason about hypothetical
scenarios where speed or acceleration changes, such as “If
the green cylinder’s acceleration were doubled, when would it
collide with the wall? The task of estimating velocity and
acceleration requires the model to integrate displacement
changes and temporal information within a 3D space while
relying on an understanding of physical laws. The chal-
lenges of this task arise from two key issues: first, velocity
and acceleration are multi-stage dynamic attributes. Esti-
mating speed involves calculating displacement, followed
by the estimation of acceleration, which creates a longer
inference chain. Second, counterfactual reasoning and future
prediction tasks require the model to reconstruct scenarios,
involving complex “what-if” logic chains that are more
difficult than simple factual queries.

Spatial Imagination. In this paper, we define spatial imagi-
nation tasks as those require reasoning from a hypothetical
viewpoint different from the input perspective, given a
visual input. It is important to note that some works [33],
[183], [208] refer to the camera viewpoint as the “egocentric
perspective”, while others [186], [209] refer to it as the “al-
locentric perspective.” To avoid ambiguity, we use the term
“hypothetic perspective” to distinguish it from the camera
viewpoint, which is the perspective directly provided to
the model. The inputs can be a single image, requiring
the model to reason from a hypothetical perspective. For
example, “If the waiter is on the side of the vase, then who is on
his left?” [33] The SQA3D requires the model to first locate
a hypothetical viewpoint in the video based on the descrip-
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tion and then perform a question-answering task, such as
“Sitting at the edge of the bed and facing the sofa, can I
go straight to the coffee table in front of me?” The MIND-
CUBE [171] considers reasoning from limited views, aiming
to assess the model’s ability to mentally model space, such
as “If you move from view 1 to view 2, what is the furthest
from you?” There is a significant body of research [31], [32],
[187], [196] in this area, some of which also accounts for
spatial understanding differences across various viewpoints
and language conventions [209], or conducts reasoning from
synthetic collections of images [210]. The naming of spatial
imagination tasks varies across studies, SQA3D [211] label-
ing it as situational question-answering, and SRBench [210]
referring to it as mental rotation. Spatial imagination tasks
are not simply direct perception of static object attributes
but require the model to construct spatial representations of
objects in the mind and perform viewpoint transformations,
involving dynamic operations on spatial structures. Thus,
the challenge of spatial imagination lies in the need of the
model to overcome the limitations of the input perspective,
build accurate topological and spatial structural relation-
ships from limited viewpoint inputs and imagine visual
cues from the hypothetical perspective.

4.3 Spatial Planning

Spatial planning aims to leverage previous observations
of the environment to produce feasible actions and future
predictions. Compared with spatial perception and under-
standing, spatial planning goes a step further by transform-
ing static recognition and relational reasoning into dynamic
decision-making processes. Given the different types of pre-
dictions, we divide spatial planning into three categories,
i.e., environment planning, maze planning, and embodied
planning. Four representative tasks are shown in Fig. 6.

4.3.1 Environment Planning

Environment planning requires VLMs to generate a spatial
representation of the surrounding environment and subse-
quently reason over it. This process consists of two stages.
In the first stage, VLMs receive a video walking through
the environment and build a representation based on it.
In the second stage, they perform reasoning based on the
constructed representation. VLMs start to reason based on
representation. Depending on the planning goals, this task
can be divided into three settings.

Shortcut Discovery. After observing a video walkthrough
from the start to the goal (with unnecessary steps), this task
requires VLMs to plan a never-seen shortcut from the start
to the goal [199]. The challenges of this task lie in (1) overall
understanding of the environment, (2) interactive planning
of actions given previous observations.

Route Retracing. In SPACE [199], this task requires VLMs
to retrace the route from the start after observing a video
from the start to the goal. The route in the video is always
the shortest path to the goal. Similar to shortcut discovery,
the challenge of this task also lies in the interactive planning
of actions.

Map Sketching. After observing a video walkthrough from
the start to the goal, map sketching [199] requires VLMs to
pick the best map representation of the environment from



10

Q: You are a robot beginning at the door facing the bathtub. You want to navigate to  Q: How many right turns are there in the

the toilet. You will perform the following actions (Note: for each

[please fill in], choose  provided path from S to E? Available

either 'turn back,' 'turn left,' or 'turn right.'): 1. Go forward until the bathroom sink. 2. gptions:

[please fill in] 3. Go forward until the toilet. You have reached the final destination. (A)4 (B)3 (C)7 (D)2
A: (B) A8
Vision and Language Navigation Maze Navigation Planning
G N aE S 8 Wi Shortcut Discovery Map Sketching ‘ . ‘X ". L .
walkthrough of some route to the You are shpwn a video walkthrough | st L start % !
1 3 i ! 1
goal from a start localtion. The route demonstrating el exploratory path | s R 5 1
may be long with unneccesary through an environment. Sketch a map  ;oeomoaeny | bessecaees
detours. You are placed at the start of the environment with the locations ~ ' ) P . X "
location. Find a shortcut to the goal of thestart, goal and landmarks. Pickthe | ***", b WP S 8
best option. LR P i_ _____ L
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multiple options. The map contains landmarks, including
the start and goal, with different spatial relationships. The
challenges of this task lie in (1) recognition of critical land-
marks, (2) comprehension of spatial relationships among
landmarks.

4.3.2 Maze Navigation Planning

Maze navigation planning [199] involves navigating in a 2D
grid world, from the start point to the exit point. Compared
with general environment planning, maze planning features
a clearly defined start and exit point, as well as a simpler
environment. The key challenge lies in multi-hop reasoning
while avoiding impassable locations.

Four types of elements are involved in this task, i.e., start
point, exit point, impassable points, and passable points. To
describe these elements for VLMs, two description modal-
ities are adopted, i.e., visual and textual. In the visual de-
scription, elements are encoded in an image, with different
colors indicating different element types. In the textual
description, elements are encoded in ASCII format, with
different characters representing different element types.

Maze navigation problems are often formulated as
multiple-choice questions. Depending on the input modal-
ity, maze navigation planning can be categorized into three
settings: (1) text only, where mazes are represented in ASCII
code [212], (2) visual-only, where mazes are depicted as
colored images [199], [212], [213], and (3) text-visual, where
both ASCII codes and colored images are provided [212].

4.3.3 Embodied planning

Embodied planning expects agents to leverage multi-modal
data to perceive the surrounding environment, generate
plans, and take actions in an autonomous manner. General
embodied planning tasks are designed around completing
a concrete goal. For example, in vision language naviga-
tion [214], agents are required to reach a specific location
following given instructions, with metrics like success rate
and average distance to goal used to measure planning accu-
racy. By contrast, instead of physically navigating to a goal,
embodied planning tasks in VSR require VLMs to solve
multi-choice questions, with each option corresponding to
possible actions. Depending on the action space, embodied

planning in VSR includes vision-and-language navigation
and mobile manipulation, both formulated as multi-choice
questions.

Vision-and-Language Navigation Vision-and-Language
Navigation (VLN) in VSR requires agents to answer multi-
choice questions while navigating through the environment.
In VSI-Bench [31], the questions are instructions with a
cloze (fill-in-the-blank) format, and the answer options cor-
respond to possible actions during the navigation process.
In OmniSpatial [33], each question includes the start point,
end point, and orientation, while the options represent
candidate navigation actions. OmniSpatial [33] also intro-
duces a dynamic analysis setting, where question-answer
pairs represent intermediate properties encountered during
navigation, such as the number of doors passed.

Mobile Manipulation. In VSR, mobile manipulation tasks
ask agents to select the correct option that combines nav-
igation with environment interaction, guided by the pro-
vided goals. A representative benchmark for this task is
SpaCe-10 [215], which focuses on room tidying tasks and
formulates each choice to reflect aspects of the task flow,
including navigation paths, goals, goal attributes, and the
corresponding actions to be executed.

5 EXPERIMENTS

In this chapter, we first introduce the process of constructing
the test data in the Section 5.1, including data collection,
sampling criteria, and organization methods. Then, we use
this test data to evaluate existing models and provide anal-
ysis and discussion based on the results in the Section 5.2.

5.1 Benchmark Construction

The current benchmarks for VSR exhibit several issues, such
as a lack of systematic and comprehensive task design, the
presence of low-quality samples, a lack of human-annotated
ground truth for some samples, and insufficient task ratio-
nale. To address these challenges, we survey existing open-
source VSR benchmarks, aiming to integrate high-quality
and diverse data. We ultimately develop SIBench, an eval-
uation benchmark that includes 23 task settings spanning
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TABLE 1: Comparison of Benchmarks for Visual Spatial Reasoning.

. Scale Input Type QA Type . )
Benchmark Annotation Diversity
(k) Single Multi-View Video T/F Multi-Choice Number
VSR [193] Synthetic 2.81 v X X v X X Concentrated
BLINK [194] Manual 0.28 v X X X v X Diverse
VSI-Bench [31] Synthetic 5.00 X X v X X v Diverse
Spatial-MM [32] Synthetic 230 / X X X v X Concentrated
SpatialRGPT [27] Synthetic 140 / X X v X v Concentrated
Spatial VLM [26] Synthetic 054 / X X X X v Concentrated
STI-Bench [195] Synthetic 2.00 X X v X v X Diverse
SpatialBench [34] Synthetic 039 / X X v v v Concentrated
RoboSpatial [216] Synthetic  6.00 / X X v/ X v Concentrated
What's up [217] Synthetic 049 / X X X v X Concentrated
Space3D-Bench [218] Synthetic ~ 1.00 / X X X X v Concentrated
EmbSpatial-Bench [219]  Manual 3.64 v X X X v X Concentrated
OmniSpatial [33] Manual 1.50 v X X v v X Diverse
PhysBench [185] Manual  10.00 v X v X v X Concentrated
VSI-100K [202] Synthetic 5.00 X X v X X v Concentrated
SpatialMQA [220] Manual 5.39 v X X X v X Concentrated
SRBench [210] Synthetic 1.80 v X X X v X Concentrated
Open3DVQA [183] Synthetic 1.24 X v X v X v Concentrated
Q-Spatial Bench [197] Manual 0.27 v X X X X v Concentrated
VoT [213] Synthetic 3.51 v X X X v X Concentrated
3DSRBench [221] Synthetic 2.77 v X X v v X Diverse
Super-CLEVR-3D [190]  Synthetic ~ 5.00 X X v v X Concentrated
SPHERE [186] Manual 2.28 v X X v X v Diverse
LEGO-Puzzles [191] Manual 1.10 v X v v v v Diverse
GEOBench-VLM [222] Manual  10.00 v X v X v X Diverse
OpenEQA [182] Manual 1.60 X v X X X v Concentrated
SPARE3D [206] Synthetic 2.50 X v X X v X Concentrated
VSP [223] Synthetic 440 v X X X v X Diverse
DynSuperCLEVR [207] ~ Synthetic =~ 1.00 X X v v v X Concentrated
SITE [187] Synthetic 8.06 v X v X v X Diverse
SIBench Manual 9.00 v v v v v v Diverse
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Fig. 7: Statistical data of SIBench. SIBench comprises VSR tasks across three cognitive levels, with a total of 8.8K data

samples and 23 task settings.

3 cognitive levels. Table 1 presents a comparison of current
benchmarks with SIBench.

Quality. In our data quality assurance process, we prioritize
datasets with manual annotations. For instance, when facing
with a choice between manually annotated data and model-
generated data for the same task, we consistently opt for the
former. Only in the absence of manually annotated test data
do we consider using semi-automatically annotated data
that has undergone human review. Additionally, we filter
out “images” composed of emoticons and text to ensure that
spatial information is derived from genuine visual input.

Diversity. To construct a comprehensive evaluation dataset,
we investigate more than 20 open-source benchmarks,
which we consolidate into 23 high-level task categories

(see Fig. 1 for benchmark statistics). These categories span
three cognitive levels: basic perception, spatial understand-
ing, and planning. For each task category, we strive to
enhance the diversity of the test data. For example, for object
size estimation, the data is sourced from three different
benchmarks: SPHERE-VLM [186], VSI-Bench [31], and STI-
Bench [195]. Our test data includes three types of input
formats: single images, multi-view images, and video data.
The questions are presented in three formats: multiple-
choice, true/false, and video data. Details regarding the
SIBench are available in Fig. 1 and Fig. 7.



12

TABLE 2: Performance Evaluation of Different Models on SIBench. Bold is the best, and underlining is the second best.

Basic Perception

Spatial Understanding  Planning

Models Rank Overall
Random Choices - 0.3091
Qwen2.5-VL-7B [41] 10 0.4172
Qwen2.5-VL-72B [41] 4 0.5114
LLaVA-OneVision-7B [18] 7 0.4844
LLaVA-OneVision-72B [18] 5 0.5103
GPT-40-mini [224] 9 0.4278
Gemini-2.5-Flash [21] 8 0.4389
InternVL-2.5-78B-MPO [41] 6 0.4983
InternVL-3-78B [42] 3 0.5197
InternVL-3.5-38B [225] 2 0.5252
Gemini-2.5-Pro [21] 1 0.5883

0.4182 0.2807 0.25
0.5196 0.3946 0.2832
0.5634 0.5019 0.4161
0.5821 0.4644 0.3355
0.6061 0.4889 0.3878
0.5505 0.3981 0.3050
0.5422 0.3942 0.6100
0.5991 0.4635 0.5425
0.5947 0.5001 0.4640
0.5726 0.5134 0.4815
0.6425 0.5559 0.8017

TABLE 3: Performance Evaluation of Different Models on the SIBench-mini. Bold is the best, and underlining is the second

best.

Models Rank Overall Basic Perception Spatial Understanding Planning
LLaVA-OneVision-72B [18] 7 0.4987 0.5951 0.4633 0.4268
Qwen2.5-VL-72B [41] 6 0.5006 0.6356 0.4526 0.3780
InternVL-3.5-38B [11] 5 0.5355 0.6113 0.5089 0.4878
GLM4.5-V-106B-A12B [22] 4 0.5822 0.6936 0.5404 0.5125
Doubao-Seed-1.6-Vision [226] 3 0.6216 0.6963 0.5922 0.65
Gemini-2.5-Pro [21] 2 0.6295 0.7317 0.5827 0.675
GPT-5 [20] 1 0.6906 0.7248 0.6487 0.775

5.2 Evaluation
5.2.1 Setup.

We perform a detailed comparative analysis of state-of-
the-art proprietary and open-source models. Our evalua-
tion of proprietary models includes Gemini-2.5-Pro [21],
Gemini-2.5-Flash [21] and GPT-40-mini [224]. The primary
open-source models under consideration are Qwen2.5-
VL-72B [41], LLaVA-OneVision-72B [18] and InternVL-3-
78B [42]. Consistency is maintained throughout our experi-
mental design. All models process images (both single and
multi-view) at an identical resolution. For video inputs,
we apply a standard procedure of uniformly sampling 30
frames. Furthermore, we utilize specific prompt templates
for each QA category; for example, multiple-choice ques-
tions are prefaced with “Select from the following choices,”
and numerical questions are prompted with ”Answer using
a number.”

By default, we do not employ Chain-of-Thought (CoT)
prompting. To handle any non-formatted outputs, we utilize
Gemini-1.5-Flash [21] for post-processing to standardize the
answers. The evaluation metric depends on the question
type. For True/False (TF) and Multiple-Choice Questions
(MCQ), we directly compare the post-processed predictions
against the ground truth. For questions requiring a numer-
ical answer, we adopt the Mean Relative Accuracy (MR.A)
metric from VSI-Bench [31], which is calculated as follows:
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where 4 is the model’s prediction, y is the ground

truth, 6 is a confidence threshold from the set C =
{0.5,0.55,...,0.95}.

To streamline the evaluation process, we construct a mini
version named SIBench-mini comprising 40 randomly se-
lected samples from each task setting for evaluating Gemini-
2.5-Pro [21], Doubao-Seed-1.6-Vision [226], GLM4.5-V-106B-
A12B [22], and GPT-5 [20]. This subset is as comprehensive
as the full benchmark in terms of task settings, but at a much
lower testing cost.

5.2.2 Main Results.

Comparison of Models. The experimental results indicate
that leading proprietary models establish the highest tier of
performance (see Table 2). Specifically, Gemini-2.5-Pro [21]
achieves the best performance across the three levels of
visual-spatial reasoning included in SIBench. Secondly,
while a performance gap persists between open-source
models and their leading proprietary counterparts, the for-
mer exhibit strong competitiveness against lightweight pro-
prietary models. Although representative open-source mod-
els, such as InternVL-3.5-38B [225] (overall score: 0.5252)
and Qwen2.5-VL-72B [41] (overall score: 0.5114), lag behind
the leading models, their overall performance still outper-
forms lightweight models like GPT-40-mini (0.4278) and
Gemini-2.5-Flash [21] (0.4389). Furthermore, we observe that
Gemini-2.5-Pro holds a significant lead in the dimensions of
spatial understanding and planning, which may imply that
these premier models possess superior abstract reasoning
capabilities. On SIBench-mini, similar patterns are observed.
Specifically, as shown in Table 3, the proprietary model GPT-
5 [20] achieves the best performance, followed by Gemini-
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TABLE 4: Performance evaluation of different models on SIBench-mini. Bold is the best, and underlining is the second best.

Models
Settings — —
Qwen2.5-VL-72B [41] LLaVA-OneVision-72B [18]  InternVL-3.5-38B [42]  Gemini-2.5-Pro [21]
Reach Prediction 0.6750 0.6000 0.5750 0.5500
Height 0.6033 0.6400 0.5733 0.7133
Existence 1.0000 0.9500 0.9000 0.9000
Basic Perception Occlusion 0.5600 0.6640 0.6160 0.7300
Object Shape 0.3462 0.3077 0.3000 0.4154
Counting 0.5504 0.5084 0.4916 0.4664
Object Size Estimation 0.6085 0.6045 0.6139 0.5968
Spatial Compatibility 0.3925 0.4019 0.5748 0.7103
Coordinate Conversion 0.6525 0.5950 0.5900 0.6900
Trajectory Description 0.6026 0.5513 0.5513 0.3333
Geometric Reasoning 0.2421 0.2579 0.2659 0.3730
Spatial Imagination 0.2950 0.2650 0.3100 0.2700
Spatial Grid 0.8050 0.5200 0.7525 0.9975
. . Temporal Appearance Order 0.4545 0.3636 0.2727 0.5455
Spatial Understanding o .
Multi-View Reasoning 0.4125 0.4295 0.3998 0.4687
Situational QA 0.5295 0.5095 0.5173 0.5474
Velocity Acceleration 0.4622 0.4403 0.5092 0.4034
Relative Distance 0.5438 0.4464 0.5462 0.5459
Camera Pose 0.4306 0.2871 0.5087 0.4041
Spatial Relation 0.8029 0.7884 0.8133 0.6660
Object Localization 0.3769 0.7570 0.2461 0.7041
. Maze Navigation 0.4350 0.3975 0.4850 0.8625
Planning .
Route Planning 0.2881 0.3220 0.4576 0.3898
Overall 0.5114 0.5103 0.5252 0.5883

2.5-Pro and Doubao-Seed-1.6-Vision [
open-source models, such as GLM4.5-V-106B-A12B [
InternVL-3.5-38B |
&ap-

Comparison of Various Settings. Our evaluation reveals
a stark contrast in the visual spatial capabilities of current
models (see Table 4, Table 5 and Table 6). They demonstrate
high proficiency in fundamental perceptual tasks, such as
identifying object existence, understanding occlusion, and
judging qualitative spatial relationships, indicating strong
static feature extraction. However, this proficiency does
not extend to higher-level cognitive reasoning. Fig. 1 and
Fig. 8 highlight four core deficiencies in the models, which
are substantiated by detailed experimental data in the Ap-
pendix (see Table 5 and Table 6). First, the models exhibit
poor quantitative reasoning, often failing to accurately esti-
mate physical quantities such as distance and size (see the
upper-left part of Fig. 8). This limitation likely arises from
their reliance on coarse visual heuristics rather than precise
metric representations. Second, they struggle with multi-
view reasoning, particularly in tasks requiring the inference
of camera pose transformations (see the upper-right part of
Fig. 8). This weakness may stem from the lack of explicit
geometric constraints in training. Third, their performance
degrades significantly on temporal tasks. This fragility in
handling non-static inputs suggests their underlying logical
inference is unreliable (see the bottom-left part of Fig. 8).
A plausible reason is that these models primarily process
frames independently, failing to capture coherent temporal
dynamics. Finally, and perhaps most critically, the models
demonstrate a near-total absence of spatial imagination. All

]. In contrast, other
] and
], still exhibit a noticeable performance

models failed on tasks requiring the creation and manip-
ulation of a mental model (see the bottom-right part of
Fig. 8). This exposes a fundamental limitation: they excel at
interpreting visible information but cannot conceive of what
is absent, functioning as observers rather than reasoners. In
short, while models have become adept at “seeing,” their
ability to perform cognitive ”thinking”—particularly spatial
imagination and precise inference—remains nascent.

6 DISCUSSION

In this section, we first summarize the challenges that VLMs
face in Visual Spatial Reasoning tasks in Section 6.1, and
then propose several potential solutions in Section 6.2.

6.1

While VLMs have advanced significantly in multimodal
understanding, they face critical challenges in complex VSR.
These challenges constrain their performance on bench-
marks and impede real-world deployment in fields like
robotics and autonomous driving. Based on the evaluation
of existing models, we summarize these challenges into the
following four main aspects (see Fig. 9).

Limited Robustness of Foundational Perception. Despite
the strong overall perceptual capabilities of VLMs, their
foundational perception capabilities often lack robustness,
particularly in complex or atypical scenarios. These uncer-
tainties at the perceptual level can directly undermine the
reliability of any subsequent spatial reasoning. For example,
Counting remains a significant challenge, especially in dense
or occluded scenes, while precise Object Localization and

Challenges
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GPT-5: 2.6 ANSWER: 5.5
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§ What is the average speed
e of the camera between
I | 10s and 18s? (unit: m/s)
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Camera Pose

The images are taken

continuously from a

first-person perspective.

In which direction is the
, ' camera rotating?

Options: A: Up, B: Down, C: Left, D: Right
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Option A Option B Option C Option D
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This image shows a 3D polycube shape. Which of the
options is simply the original shape in a rotated orientation?
GPT-5: C ANSWER: A

Fig. 8: Failure Cases in Spatial Reasoning Tasks, including quantitative reasoning (upper-left), multi-view reasoning
(upper-right), non-static logical inference (bottom-left), and spatial imagination (bottom-right).

Limited Foundational Perception  Lack of Quantitative Capabilities

G Banana Counting: 2
(s Banana Localization: Red box
(s Banana Shape: Cuboid

& Bananais on the left
(2 Banana—cup Distance
(s Banana Length

Deficiency in Spatial Imagination

G Pathfinding: How to get from
bedroom to bathroom?

Insufficiency in Dynamics

s Estimating Object Speed

(s Describing Motion Path
G Identifying Order of Appearance

2

(s Camera Pose:
camera pose change

estimate the

Fig. 9: Challenges for VLMs in VSR tasks. From left to right, examples illustrate VLM deficiencies in foundational
perception, quantitative reasoning, spatial imagination, and dynamic reasoning. Detailed examples can be found in the

supplementary materials.

fine-grained Shape Recognition are also far from perfect.
When deviations occur at these fundamental perceptual
stages, such as misidentifying the number or location of
objects, any reasoning based on this flawed information
becomes invalid. This “error accumulation” effect highlights
that even if a model possesses the potential for advanced
reasoning, its performance is ultimately constrained by the
bottlenecks within its foundational perception capabilities.

Lack of Precise and Quantitative Capabilities. VLMs ex-
hibit inherent shortcomings in precision and quantification,
a limitation that may stem from their reliance on learning
from human language, which is often ambiguous when
describing the physical world. Consequently, while these
models excel at processing qualitative spatial relationships,
such as ”A is to the left of B,” they demonstrate signifi-
cant deficiencies in tasks requiring quantitative geometric
computation. This deficiency is empirically validated by
benchmark results. As illustrated in Fig. 1, existing models
consistently underperform on tasks that demand precise
numerical regression, including Coordinate Conversion, Dis-

tance Prediction, and Object Size Estimation. This difficulty in
mapping visual features to precise physical coordinates or
metric units severely restricts the application potential of
VLMs in high-precision scenarios, such as robotic grasping
and the accurate placement of content in Augmented Reality
(AR).

Deficiency in Spatial Imagination and 3D Reconstruction.
Primarily relying on 2D images as input, VLMs generally
lack the ability to “imagine” or reconstruct a complete 3D
world from limited perspectives. This deficiency hinders
their ability to comprehend the physical properties of objects
and the spatial relationships involving occluded parts. Eval-
uation results intuitively reflect this issue. For instance, in
Situational Question and Answering tasks, models struggle to
infer the complete geometry of unseen objects. Similarly, in
tasks that require a mental simulation of spatial connectivity,
such as Route Planning and Maze Navigation, VLMs without a
robust 3D world model also perform poorly. This absence of
capability prevents the models from constructing a coherent
and global scene representation, which is a major obstacle



to high-level spatial cognition.

Insufficiency in Dynamic-Temporal and Cross-View Rea-
soning. The real world is inherently dynamic and variable,
necessitating that an intelligent agent integrate information
across time and viewpoints to form a coherent spatial cog-
nition. However, current VLMs demonstrate notable insuf-
ficiencies in this area. The Fig. 1 highlights the models’
weaknesses in tasks such as Multi-View Reasoning, Velocity
& Acceleration, and Trajectory Description. This suggests that
VLMs struggle both to track the spatio-temporal state of
objects effectively and to align and fuse information from
disparate camera viewpoints. This deficiency in processing
dynamic and multi-view information poses a critical barrier
to the advancement of VLMs into high-level applications re-
quiring continuous interaction with dynamic environments,
such as robotics and autonomous driving.

6.2 Potential Solutions

Constructing Higher-Quality and More Diverse Training
Data. A foundational solution to the current challenges for
VLMs is the construction of higher-quality and more diverse
training data. The core of this strategy lies in increasing
data diversity, not only in terms of sources (e.g., real-world
images, videos, synthetic data) but more critically, in the
breadth of task settings, as different tasks directly corre-
spond to distinct foundational spatial abilities. For instance,
relational reasoning in VSR can train a model’s understand-
ing of relative positions; maze navigation or route planning
tasks can foster a global spatial-topological cognition; and
simulated robotic manipulation tasks demand more fine-
grained localization and judgement of physical affordance.
An ideal training strategy should therefore combine di-
verse task settings with high-quality structured annotations.
Leveraging large-scale synthetic data with perfect ground
truth from simulation engines like Blender and CARLA is
also an essential component of this approach.
Incorporating 3D-Aware and Fine-Grained Perception
Tasks in Pre-training Stage. Incorporating 3D-aware and
fine-grained perception tasks into the pre-training phase
is crucial for endowing VLMs with robust spatial imagi-
nation and perceptual robustness. To facilitate a model’s
understanding of the 3D world, large-scale synthetic 3D
datasets (e.g., ShapeNet, Objaverse) can be utilized for tasks
such as novel view synthesis or 3D shape reconstruction.
These tasks compel the model to learn an internal, view-
invariant object representation. Concurrently, to enhance the
robustness of foundational perception, a multi-task learn-
ing paradigm can be employed where the visual encoder
learns auxiliary tasks like depth estimation, surface normal
prediction, and instance segmentation alongside its primary
vision-language alignment objective. This multi-task setup
acts as a powerful regularizer, compelling the visual back-
bone to learn features that are generalizable across various
geometries and semantics, thereby providing a more reliable
input for higher-level reasoning and effectively mitigating
the “error accumulation” effect.

Towards Advanced Unified Spatiotemporal Architectures.
Most existing VLM architectures are designed to process
static, discrete images, creating a fundamental disconnect
with the continuous, dynamic, and multi-view perception
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of an intelligent agent in the real world. Therefore, a key
direction for architecture evolution is the development of
a unified spatiotemporal architecture oriented towards Em-
bodied Al Such an architecture would no longer treat space
and time as separate dimensions but would instead per-
ceive the world as a continuous four-dimensional spacetime
stream. Its core objective is to enable the model to integrate
information from different times and viewpoints, forming a
dynamic, consistent, and ego-centric understanding of the
scene. This path aims to transcend the model’s limitation
as a passive ‘bystander’ and empower it with the ability to
perceive and predict the world as an active “agent.” This evo-
lution is an essential pathway toward advanced applications
such as robotics and autonomous driving.

6.3 Applications

As this review has elaborated, VSR represents not only a the-
oretical challenge but also the critical capability for translat-
ing digital intelligence into real-world action. The profound
impact of VSR is most vividly demonstrated across different
frontier domains, such as autonomous driving, embodied
robotics, and augmented reality.

Embodied Intelligence. For embodied Al and robotics, VSR
acts as the crucial bridge connecting abstract instructions
to concrete physical actions [31], [227]. It enables agents
to ground natural language commands (e.g.“place the cup
in the center of the table”) into precise 3D spatial co-
ordinates and action sequences [214], thereby facilitating
complex navigation [31], [33] and manipulation tasks [215].
Although current models still exhibit deficiencies in geo-
metric and physical commonsense reasoning, the rise of
Vision-Language-Action (VLA) models [228], [229], partic-
ularly those incorporating internal reasoning mechanisms
like the “visual chain-of-thought” [230], is advancing robotic
intelligence toward a ”think before you act” paradigm.
This approach effectively decomposes complex tasks and
improves the success rate of planning and execution.
Autonomous Driving. In the domain of autonomous driv-
ing, VSR serves as the cognitive cornerstone for safe nav-
igation. It elevates a vehicle’s perceptual capabilities from
simple object recognition to deep understanding of the 3D
structure of dynamic traffic scenes [231]-[233], the relative
relationships between objects [234], and their motion tra-
jectories [235]. This capability is a prerequisite for all ad-
vanced planning and decision-making. A central challenge
in this field is bridging the gap between the 2D image-
based reasoning abilities developed during model training
and the need for precise, quantitative inference in the 3D
physical world [236]. To this end, the field is shifting from
imitation learning towards explicit reasoning, developing
end-to-end models like EMMA [117] and neuro-symbolic
hybrid frameworks such as Logic-RAG [237], to build more
robust and interpretable driving intelligence.

7 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we presents a systematic and comprehensive
investigation into the domain of Visual Spatial Reasoning
(VSR) for Vision-Language Models (VLMs). We begin by
conducting a review of existing methodologies, analyzing



them through input modalities, model architectures, train-
ing strategies, and inference mechanisms. Concurrently, we
introduce a cognition-based hierarchical taxonomy that cat-
egorizes VSR tasks into three distinct levels: Basic Percep-
tion, Spatial Understanding, and Spatial Planning. Building
upon this framework, we curate SIBench, a comprehensive
benchmark that integrates nearly 20 open-source datasets
across 23 task settings to facilitate a holistic evaluation
of VLM capabilities. Our experiments on state-of-the-art
models using SIBench reveal a critical gap between per-
ceptual and cognitive abilities. While models demonstrate
proficiency in basic perception, they exhibit significant defi-
ciencies in higher-order reasoning, particularly in tasks re-
quiring precise numerical estimation, multi-view reasoning,
dynamic temporal understanding, and spatial imagination.
These findings underscore the substantial challenges that re-
main on the path to achieving spatial intelligence in artificial
agents.
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APPENDIX A
APPENDIX OUTLINE

This supplementary material includes 5 aspects:

1) Data Source: the distribution of the proposed SIBench.
2) Adaptation of test data.

3) Detailed Comparison of Various Settings.

4) Failure case analysis.

5) Timeline of Representative VSR Benchmarks.

A.1 Data Source

Single-Image (69.6%)
OmniSpatial (1.06K)
I spatialEval (0.8K)
W srBench (0.6K)
B Spatial-MM (0.5K)

SPHERE (0.8K)

M 3DSRBench (0.6K)

M Super-CLEVER-3D (0.5K)
B SpatialMQA (0.3K)

/ H BLINK (0.26K)

SIBench‘
N

Multi-view (14.6%)
W MMSI-Bench (0.5K)
M BLINK (0.13K)

Video (15.9%)

M sTI-Bench (0.64K)
M SITE (0.2K)

W spAR-Bench (0.5K)

o

M vsi-Bench (0.27K)
Il vsTiBench (0.12K)

Fig. 10: Data source of SIBench. The distribution of
SIBench across three input formats and nearly 20 open-
source datasets.

We construct SIBench by aggregating data from approx-
imately 20 open-source datasets into three distinct input
formats (see Fig. 10). The breadth of the data guarantees
the comprehensiveness of the evaluation.

A.2 Adaptation of test data

~
NN NN NN NN NN NN N O e NN

Fixed frame sampling in long videos may result in the loss of key frames.

Question: How many screen in the room? Answer: 1.

Missing time information @ Insert timestamp

Question: What is the camera's instantaneous acceleration around t=8s?

Fig. 11: Issues with the test data. i. (Upper) When the test
video is too long, the larger sampling interval may cause
some targets to be lost, leading to mismatches with the
ground truth. ii. (Bottom) The variable sampling interval
results in the loss of temporal information.

We conduct a thorough assessment of the task’s reason-
ableness. In our video test data, for example, we observe
that some videos are as long as five minutes, yet the testing
protocol requires sampling only 30 frames for model input.
This large sampling interval often leads to target loss, which
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adversely affects tasks such as object counting (see the upper
part of Fig. 11). To mitigate this, we restrict our video selec-
tions to a maximum duration of one minute. In another ex-
ample, when a model is tasked with estimating velocity and
acceleration from a video, the testing requirements mandate
a fixed number of sampled frames. However, the video
durations are variable, resulting in inconsistent sampling
intervals and a loss of temporal information, which renders
the test meaningless. Our solution is to add a timestamp to
each frame, ensuring that effective temporal information is
preserved regardless of variations in the sampling interval
(see the bottom part of Fig. 11).

A.3 Detailed Comparison of Various Settings

SIBench is a comprehensive benchmark consisting of 23
distinct task settings. The detailed results of various models
on SIBench and SIBench-mini are shown in Table 5 and
Table 6, respectively. Models generally excel at basic per-
ception tasks like identifying the existence of objects but
struggle significantly with tasks requiring complex, abstract
reasoning, such as spatial imagination, temporal ordering,
and precise quantitative estimation. Overall, Gemini-2.5-
Pro [21] is the top one in the SIBench, while the GPT-5 [20]
leads in the SIBench-mini.

A.3.1 Areas of Model Strength

In Table 5 and Table 6, models consistently perform well
on tasks that rely on recognizing objects and simple re-
lationships of objects. On the existence task, Qwen2.5-VL-
72B [41] achieves a perfect score of 1.0, and many others are
above 0.9. This indicates that identifying whether an object
is present in a scene is an easy task for current models. On
the Spatial Relation task, InternVL-3-78B [42] leads at 0.8402
and Qwen2.5-VL-72B [41] also receives 0.8216. This strength
suggests that models have a solid grasp of static relational
ability.

A.3.2 Areas of Model Weakness

The models exhibit several key weaknesses, consistent with
the analysis in Section 5.2.2. First, models are weak at
some tasks of Foundational Perception, such as Object Size
Estimation shown in Table 5 and Table 6. Second, mod-
els struggle with quantitative reasoning. This is evident
in tasks Relative Distance in Table 5 and Table 6. The
scores indicate that models like Gemini-2.5-Flash [21] and
InternVL-3-78B [42] rely on coarse visual clues rather than
precise metric representations. Third, models show a near-
total absence of spatial imagination. On the Spatial Imagi-
nation task, models like GPT-40-mini [224] and InternVL-
2.5-78B-MPO [42] receive almost the lowest scores. This
indicates that models fail on tasks that require the creation
and manipulation of a mental imagination. Models cannot
visualize and reason about objects or scenarios that are not
explicitly depicted, which is a key component of human-
like spatial intelligence. Second, models are weak at infer-
ring spatial properties from different viewpoints. This is
shown by the low scores in Multi-View Reasoning, Camera
Pose, and Geometric Reasoning. Models like Qwen2.5-VL-
7B [41], LLaVA-OneVision-72B [18], Gemini-2.5-Flash [21]
cannot intuitively understand how a camera’s movement



Limited Robustness of Foundational Perception

Counting

How many people are not wearing a
blue hat?

Select from the following choices.
(A)2 (B)3 (c)o (D)1

GPT-5: (A) ANSWER: (D)

In these two pictures, how many
different drawers with a width greater
than their height appear in total?
Select from the following choices.

(A) 9 (B)8(C)6 (D)5

GPT-5: (A)  ANSWER: (D)

Fig. 12: Limited Robustness of Foundational Perception.

changes a scene’s perspective, leading to poor performance.
Similarly, models struggle with temporal appearance order,
with LLaVA-OneVision-7B [18] scoring 0.0000. This confirms
that models” unreliable ability for non-static scenes.

A.4 Failure case analysis

As mentioned in Section A.3, there are four areas of model
weakness. i.e., foundational perception, quantitative capa-
bilities, spatial imagination, and multi-view reasoning. We
provide visualizations and analysis of failure cases of these
four aspects. For foundational perception, Fig. 12 shows
two failure cases, including counting and shape. For count-
ing, GPT-5 predicts close to the GT answer. For shape
analysis, GPT-5 predicts only half of GT number of drawers.

For precise and quantitative capabilities, the current
VLM also shows limited performance, as shown in Fig. 13.
Specifically, GPT-5 provides answers that significantly devi-
ate from the ground truth when tasked with estimating the
distance between objects and the size of a specific object
from an image. Current VLMs also show deficiencies in
spatial imagination and 3D reconstruction (See Fig. 14).
In these cases, GPT-5 is unable to correctly identify a ro-
tated 3D shape or determine the relative spatial position
of an object from a different perspective. VLMs are weak
at dynamics and multi-view reasoning. In Fig. 15, GPT-
5 incorrectly answers a question that requires it to first
identify the largest window dimension from the provided
specifications and then use that data to calculate the time
needed to open a curtain at a given velocity.

A.5 Timeline of Representative VSR Benchmarks

We survey over 60 benchmarks in VSR and categorize
them into two main types of contributions: methodological
advancements and novel benchmarks, as shown in Fig. 16.
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Lack of Precise and Quantitative Capabilities.

Distance Estimation

Assume the depth of chair (red
point) is 1.2. What is the depth
difference between crate (green
point) and storage cabinet (blue
point) in meters? Calculate or judge
based on the 3D center points of
these objects. Provide your input as
exactly one number.

GPT-5:0.8 ANSWER: 2

What is the length of the longest
dimension (length, width, or height)
of the trash bin, measured in
centimeters? Answer using a single
number and nothing else.

T

GPT-5:25 ANSWER: 40

Fig. 13: Lack of Precise and Quantitative Capabilities.

Deficiency in Spatial Imagination and 3D Reconstruction

Spatial Imagination

Original Shape

Option A Option 8 Option € Option D

b § o T

Situational QA

This image shows a 3D polycube
shape. Which of the options is
simply the original shape in a
rotated orientation? Only one of the
options is correct. Available options:
A. Left, B. Middle-Left, C. Middle-
Right, D. Right

GPT-5: (C) ANSWER: (D)

From the projection wall‘s point of
view, in which direction is the air
conditioner? Select from the
following choices.

(A) Right (B) left

GPT-5: (B) ANSWER: (A)

Fig. 14: Deficiency in Spatial Imagination and 3D Recon-
struction.

Insufficiency in Dynamics and Multi-View Reasoning
Velocity

W) o e diwereRoousisnoo
66120 (168-305 cm)
=]

Pick the largest three-panel window
below. If it opens at 50 cm/s, how
long does it take to fully open the
curtain?

Select from the following choices.

(A) 39s (B) 6.1s (C) 14.7s (D) 5.7s

55 137 om)

<
e
P

5 20 em)
—

witn§ rode
120" 214308 em) ————

GPT-5: (B) ANSWER: (D)

1}
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soning.
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TABLE 5: Performance evaluation of different models on visual spatial reasoning tasks. Bold is the best, and underlining is
the second best.

Settings

Models

Qwen25-VL-7B [

1

Quen25-VL72B [11]

LLaVA-OneVision-7B [11]

LLaVA-OneVision-72B [17]

GPT-4o-mini [

] Gemini-2.5-Flash [21]

InternVL-25-785-MPO [ 1]

InternVL-3-78B 1]

InternVL-3.5-38B [17]

Gemini-25-Pro [21]

Reach Prediction 0.6000 0.6750 0.6750 0.6000 06500 04750 05750 0.6250 05750 05500

Height 05117 0.6033 06117 06400 0.5883 06167 0.6050 06233 05733 07133

Existence 09750 1.0000 0.9000 0.9500 0.9250 09750 0.9250 0.9500 0.9000 0.9000

Basic Perception Ocelusion 0.5660 0.5600 06620 0.6640 0.5880 06160 07160 0.7980 06160 07300

Object Shape 02231 03462 02846 03077 02692 03692 03308 03231 0.3000 04154

Counting 0.5588 05504 05042 05084 04454 03991 05126 04495 04916 04664

Object Size Estimation 04966 06085 05459 0.6045 05530 04575 05590 04573 06139 05968

Spatial Compatibility 05280 03925 04673 04019 04813 04673 05701 05841 05748 0.7103

Coordinate Conversion 05100 06525 05413 05950 05113 03563 05950 0.6450 05900 0.6900

Trajectory Description 03205 0.6026 03372 055 02179 04615 03718 02692 05513 03333

Geometric Reasoning 0.2103 0.2421 02738 0.2579 0.2897 0.1786 0.2778 02971 0.2659 0.3730

Spatial Imagination 03100 02950 03075 02650 02325 02575 02425 02700 03100 02700

Spatial Grid 04675 08050 04025 05200 04375 05650 06375 06475 07525 09975

. _ Temporal Appearance Order 0.1818 04545 0.0000 03636 02727 0.3636 01818 0.0909 02727 05455
Spatial Understanding " o

Multi-View Reasoning 01718 04125 03892 04295 03287 04358 03775 03637 03998 0.4687

Situational QA 04961 05295 04972 05095 04729 04036 04838 05217 05173 0.5474

Velocity Acceleration 03613 04622 03882 04403 02605 03344 04202 04840 0.5092 04034

Relative Distance 02920 05438 04629 04464 03130 0.3608 03645 04189 05462 05459

Camera Pose 04041 04306 03372 02871 03198 03459 05029 0.5581 05087 04041

Spatial Relation 08216 08029 07448 07884 05892 04395 0.7905 0.8402 08133 0.6660

Object Localization 0.1994 03769 07290 0.7570 05763 05670 02523 03832 02461 07041

R Maze Navigation 02775 04350 03375 03975 02950 06400 05725 04950 04850 0.8625

Flanning Route Planning 03220 02881 03220 03220 03729 04068 0.3390 02542 04576 0.3898

Overall 04172 05114 04544 05103 04278 04389 04983 05197 05252 0.5883

TABLE 6: Performance evaluation of different models on the mini dataset. Bold is the best, and underlining is the second

best.

Models
Settings LLaVA-OneVision-72B [15] Qwen25-VL-72B [11] InternVL35-38B [£2] GLM4.5-V-106B-A12B [22] Doubao-Seed-1.6-Vision [226] Gemini-2.5-Pro [21]  GPT-5 [20]
Reach Prediction 0.5750 0.6000 0.5750 0.6500 0.5000 0.5750 0.6000
Height 0.5362 0.6522 0.5633 0.7750 0.7500 0.7500 0.8000
Existence 0.8750 0.9500 0.8750 0.9750 0.9500 0.9750 0.9250
Basic Perception Occlusion 0.6250 0.6000 0.6160 0.7250 0.8000 0.7250 0.6250
Object Shape 0.3000 0.2500 0.3000 0.4000 0.3250 0.2000 0.4750
Counting 0.8333 0.8889 0.4916 0.7222 0.9444 0.8333 0.7222
Object Size Estimation 0.5150 0.5075 0.6139 0.5800 0.5450 0.6175 0.6425
Spatial Compatibility 0.6250 0.7143 0.5748 0.7000 0.6500 0.7250 0.6250
Coordinate Conversion 0.6250 0.5500 0.5900 0.8000 0.7250 0.7000 0.6750
Trajectory Description 0.5500 0.5500 0.5513 0.3750 0.4500 0.4500 0.4750
Geometric Reasoning 0.3000 0.2750 0.2659 0.3000 0.3000 0.4000 0.3500
Spatial Imagination 0.2500 0.3750 0.3100 0.3250 0.3250 0.3250 0.3250
Spatial Grid 0.7250 0.6250 0.7265 0.9250 0.9750 1.0000 0.7750
. . Temporal Appearance Order 0.1818 0.3636 0.2727 0.1818 0.9091 0.1818 1.0000
Spatial Understanding o .
Multi-View Reasoning 0.2250 0.3750 0.2269 0.3750 0.5250 0.4500 0.5750
Situational QA 0.3438 0.3750 0.5173 0.3438 0.5000 0.4375 0.6250
Velocity Acceleration 0.4500 0.4000 0.5092 0.4750 0.5750 0.5000 0.5250
Relative Distance 0.4675 0.4393 0.4811 0.6775 0.7350 0.6675 0.7075
Camera Pose 0.5500 0.2292 0.4884 0.3000 0.4000 0.5000 0.4000
Spatial Relation 0.7500 0.7750 0.8133 0.7500 0.6500 0.6750 0.6000
Object Localization 0.2326 0.4651 0.2430 0.7500 0.8250 0.7750 0.8000
. Maze Navigation 0.3571 0.3810 0.3150 0.7750 0.8500 0.7750 0.7500
Planning Route Planning 0.5000 03750 04576 0.2500 0.4500 0.3750 0.4500
Overall 0.4987 0.5006 0.5355 0.5822 0.6216 0.6295 0.6906
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Fig. 16: Timeline of Representative VSR Benchmarks. Purple indicates novel evaluation methods and green denotes
methodological improvements.



