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Abstract

Recent advances in vision-language models (VLMs) have
enabled powerful multimodal reasoning, but state-of-the-
art approaches typically rely on extremely large models
with prohibitive computational and memory requirements.
This makes their deployment challenging in resource-
constrained environments such as warehouses, robotics,
and industrial applications, where both efficiency and ro-
bust spatial understanding are critical. In this work, we
present SmolRGPT, a compact vision-language architec-
ture that explicitly incorporates region-level spatial rea-
soning by integrating both RGB and depth cues. Smol-
RGPT employs a three-stage curriculum that progres-
sively align visual and language features, enables spa-
tial relationship understanding, and adapts to task-specific
datasets. We demonstrate that with only 600M param-
eters, SmolRGPT achieves competitive results on chal-
lenging warehouse spatial reasoning benchmarks, match-
ing or exceeding the performance of much larger alter-
natives. These findings highlight the potential for effi-
cient, deployable multimodal intelligence in real-world set-
tings without sacrificing core spatial reasoning capabili-
ties. The code of the experimentation will be available at:
https://github.com/abtraore/SmolRGPT

1. Introduction

Vision-language models (VLMs) have become the founda-
tion for many multimodal reasoning tasks, ranging from
image captioning to visual question answering and embod-
ied Al Recent advances have seen large, generalist mod-
els achieving impressive results by combining powerful lan-
guage models with sophisticated visual encoders [2, 12, 13].
However, the substantial computational resources and high
memory requirements of these models present significant

challenges for practical deployment in resource-constrained
environments, such as warehouses, robotics, or industrial
systems. Crucially, such real-world settings impose distinct
requirements: models must not only conduct efficient rea-
soning under strict hardware and memory limits, but also
exhibit robust spatial understanding and reasoning about
where objects are, how they are arranged, and what geo-
metric relationships they exhibit. Yet, despite progress in
scaling and generality, recent studies highlight that spatial
reasoning remains a key weakness for most VLMs [9, 24].
Several benchmarks now reveal that these models trail far
behind human-level or even text-only model performance
on basic spatial queries. To bridge this gap, benchmark
datasets [5, 9, 24] and emerging architectures [6, 8] have
targeted explicit spatial understanding via 3D scene graphs,
region-aware prompts, or depth-augmented input. How-
ever, most approaches demonstrating strong reasoning ca-
pabilities still rely on large model sizes, often exceeding 2B
or even 8B parameters, making them impractical for real-
time execution at the edge. Simultaneously, there is grow-
ing interest in the development of memory and compute-
efficient architectures for vision-language tasks [15, 30],
with models as small as a few hundred million parameters
now achieving promising performance on various bench-
marks. Notably, few works have successfully combined
both the architectural efficiency needed for practical de-
ployment and the complex spatial capabilities demanded by
logistics and warehouse robotics applications.

In this work, we introduce SmolRGPT, a region-aware
vision-language model that explicitly incorporates spatial
relationships using both RGB and depth cues, while main-
taining a compact parameter footprint suitable for con-
strained settings. Through an efficient training curriculum
and architecture, we demonstrate that region-level spatial
reasoning can be achieved without resorting to multibillion-
parameter models. Our results on challenging warehouse-
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focused tasks represent a step toward deployable spatial in-
telligence for real-world applications.

2. Related Work

Vision-language models have emerged as a powerful
paradigm for multimodal understanding, with recent ad-
vances focusing on both scale and efficiency. Large-scale
VLMs such as Flamingo [2], BLIP-2 [12], and LLaVA [13]
have demonstrated impressive capabilities by leveraging
billions of parameters. However, the computational de-
mands of these models limit their deployment in resource-
constrained environments such as warehouses and industrial
settings.

To address these challenges, recent work has increas-
ingly emphasized efficient VLMs suitable for edge deploy-
ment. SmolVLM [15] shows that models with as few
as 256M parameters can achieve competitive performance
while using less than 1GB of GPU memory, outperform-
ing models 300 larger through pixel shuffle tokenization
and architectural optimizations. MiniCPM-V 2.6 [30] at-
tains GPT-4V-level performance with 8B parameters, uti-
lizing 75% fewer visual tokens via perceiver resampler ar-
chitectures. Moondream?2 [23] and Florence-2 [26] further
show that models under 2B parameters can achieve strong
visual understanding while remaining deployable on mo-
bile devices. These efficiency-focused approaches often tar-
get model sizes in the sub-billion or low billion parameter
range to balance performance with deployment constraints
in real-world environments.

Despite significant progress in visual understanding, spa-
tial reasoning remains a fundamental challenge for VLMs.
Spatial VLM [5] addresses this limitation by introducing an
Internet-scale dataset with 2 billion spatial VQA examples,
demonstrating that VLMs can learn 3D spatial relation-
ships from 2D images when provided with sufficient train-
ing data. However, this approach relies on large-scale mod-
els and extensive computational resources.

Recent evaluations have also revealed notable limitations
in the spatial reasoning capabilities of VLMs. Kamath et
al. [9] show that VLMs achieve only 56% accuracy on basic
spatial relations (up/down, left/right), compared to 99% hu-
man performance. Wang et al. [24] demonstrate that VLMs
often underperform text-only LLMs on spatial reasoning
tasks. The SpatialEval [24] and What’s Up [9] benchmarks
provide comprehensive evaluations highlighting these fun-
damental gaps.

Among efforts to enhance spatial reasoning, Spatial-
RGPT [6] proposes a plugin-based architecture for flexi-
ble depth integration and regional representation learning
from 3D scene graphs, achieving improvements on spa-
tial reasoning benchmarks with an 8B parameter model.
RegionGPT [8] enhances spatial awareness in visual en-
coders via task-guided instruction prompts and automated

region caption generation. GLaMM [19] introduces pixel-
level grounded conversations with over 810M region an-
notations, while LISA [10] proposes reasoning segmenta-
tion that outputs masks based on complex queries requiring
world knowledge.

Region-level understanding has also been extended to
3D environments: VLM-Grounder [28] achieves zero-shot
3D visual grounding using only 2D images via dynamic im-
age stitching and multi-view ensemble projection; VLM-
3R [7] demonstrates robust 3D spatial reasoning from
monocular RGB video without external depth sensors; and
PointLLM [27] enables spatial understanding by directly
processing colored 3D point clouds.

Although these approaches demonstrate sophisticated
spatial grounding capabilities, they typically require large
model architectures or complex, multi-stage pipelines. The
Al City Challenge 2025 Track 3 [21] specifically highlights
the need for practical spatial intelligence in warehouse en-
vironments, where deployment constraints and real-time re-
quirements require efficient architectures. This ongoing
research direction seeks to demonstrate that small, well-
designed models can achieve competitive performance on
complex spatial reasoning tasks when combined with ap-
propriate training strategies and architectural innovations.

3. Methodology

SmolRGPT builds upon SmolVLM by integrating region-
level visual language modeling techniques from Spatial-
RGPT. We began our implementation with NanoVLM [25],
which provides a basic VLM framework from scratch. Our
approach uses a pretrained visual feature extractor, siglip2-
base-patch16-256 [22], to process both RGB and depth im-
ages. This extractor outputs fixed-size feature vectors of
dimension 256: I,, for RGB and D,, for depth.

First, the RGB feature vector I, passes through an RGB
Connector, which consists of pixel shuffling followed by
a linear layer, mapping it into the language model’s em-
bedding space. Next, the projected features are upsampled
to match the mask resolution in the subsequent stage us-
ing transpose convolutions within dedicated refiner mod-
ules, whose design is similar to that of [8]. This process
is performed independently for the RGB features (/,,) and
the depth features (D,,), using modality-specific refiners to
produce the refined features I, and D,., respectively. Af-
ter refinement, both 7,. and D, undergo mask pooling with
region masks to extract features for specific regions of in-
terest. These region-level features are then inserted into
the embedding sequence of the pretrained language model,
SmolLM2-360M [3]. By maintaining separate projection
and refinement pathways for RGB and depth inputs, this de-
sign follows the approach of Spatial GPT, ensuring the rep-
resentations for each modality remain distinct and avoiding
confusion between RGB and depth features.



It’s important to underline that SmolRGPT’s connectors
differ from the ones used in SpatiaRGPT: it employs pixel
shuffling, which rearranges spatial features into the channel
dimension. This reduces spatial resolution, but increases
channel depth, providing denser representations. This over-
all design enables SmolRGPT to effectively combine both
global and region-specific visual information, improving its
region-level language modeling abilities. Figure | shows
the overall architecture of SmolRGPT.

3.1. Tokenization and Prompt Format

Multi-turn conversation formats are used following [6, 8,
13]. In all datasets, the <image> token in the input se-
quence is replaced by the global image features, follow-
ing established protocols. For region-level datasets such as
the Warehouse dataset and OSD (Open Spatial Dataset) [6],
we introduce additional specialized tokens: each <mask>
placeholder in the data is replaced with <mask_rgb> and
<mask_depth>. These new tokens act as placehold-
ers that are subsequently substituted with their respective
region-specific RGB (/,.) and depth (D,.) embeddings from
the refiners. The resulting visual embeddings, interpreted
as special tokens, are interleaved with textual tokens and
together form the input sequence for the LLM. Figure 2 il-
lustrates this process for visual region-level datasets. In the
case of global-image datasets such as LLaVA-CC3M [13],
only the <image> token is present; it is replaced with the
corresponding global image sequence embeddings, as no
region-level segmentation is provided.

3.2. Training Scheme

SmolRGPT was trained in three sequential stages: (1)
RGB connector alignment, (2) depth connector and refiner
warmup, and (3) supervised finetuning. In the first stage, all
model components were frozen except for the RGB connec-
tor, which was trained on the LLaVA-CC3M [13] dataset,
a chat-formatted, filtered subset of CC3M containing 595k
image-text pairs for image captioning. This stage develops
the understanding of the global scene of the model, with
a relatively high learning rate of 10~* selected to facili-
tate effective learning in this newly initialized module. In
the second stage, the RGB connector was frozen, while the
depth connector and both the RGB and depth refiners were
unfrozen. Training took place on the first one million ex-
amples from the Open Spatial Dataset (OSD) [6], using the
same learning rate of 10~%. The goal in that stage was to
initialize these components in preparation for final finetun-
ing. Output quality at this stage was intentionally subopti-
mal, as it served primarily as a warmup step. We limited
training to one million OSD samples for efficiency, since
the dataset closely matches the data used in the next stage
and a full pass over all 8.7 million OSD samples would
be prohibitively time-consuming on our system that is only

equipped with two RTX 5090 GPUs. In the third and fi-
nal stage, all components except the image backbone were
unfrozen and jointly trained on the warehouse dataset [21],
which contains over 500k training samples. Here, we used
a lower learning rate of 5 x 1075 to prevent catastrophic
forgetting and maintain training stability.

3.3. Evaluation Scheme

As the outputs of the supervised finetuned models for
region-level modeling are sentences, it is challenging to
evaluate them both quantitatively and qualitatively. For ex-
ample, given a question such as: “From this viewpoint,
does the pallet <mask> appear on the right-hand side of
the pallet <mask>?", the expected answer may be “left” or
“right”, but the model might respond with a sentence like:
“From this viewpoint, the pallet [Region 0] is on the left
of the pallet [Region 1].” It is important to note that such
outputs are not inherently wrong; rather, they are not nor-
malized in a way that allows the computation of evalua-
tion metrics. To properly evaluate model performance, it
is therefore essential to normalize these outputs into a stan-
dard form suitable for quantitative assessment.

In the context of the warehouse dataset, we define four
question types: left-right, count, distance, and multiple-
choice grounding. To facilitate answer normalization, we
train two Longformer models [4] to classify the type of
question and the type of answer. Based on this informa-
tion, we use Qwen2.5-14B [18] running on Ollama [1], and
apply prompts tailored to each question and answer type,
enabling us to extract normalized answers. These normal-
ized answers can then be used to compute various metrics
such as accuracy or root mean square error.

It is important to emphasize that the Longformer models
and Qwen are used solely for evaluation purposes, and are
not part of the model’s inference pipeline.

4. Datasets

Our approach to developing SmolRGPT leverages a care-
fully curated progression of datasets, each serving a spe-
cific purpose in building robust spatial reasoning capabil-
ities for warehouse environments. We employ a three-
stage training curriculum that mirrors the complexity gradi-
ent from general vision-language alignment to specialized
spatial understanding, culminating in warehouse-specific
task performance. This section describes the three pri-
mary datasets utilized in our training pipeline: LLaVA-
CC3M-595K [13] for initial vision-language alignment, the
Open Spatial Dataset (OSD) [6] for general spatial reason-
ing capabilities, and the PhysicalAl-Spatial-Intelligence-
Warehouse dataset [21] for task-specific fine-tuning. Each
dataset contributes unique characteristics that collectively
enable our 600M parameter model to achieve competitive
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Figure 1. SmolRGPT architecture overview. The model processes RGB and depth images through a shared Visual Feature Extractor
(SigLip2) followed by modality-specific pathways. RGB features pass through an RGB Connector and RGB Refiner (shown in blue),
while depth features are processed by a Depth Connector and Depth Refiner (shown in orange). Both refined features undergo Mask
Pooling with region masks to extract spatial representations. These pooled features, along with the visual features, are integrated with
the SmolLM2 360M language model to generate spatial reasoning responses. The example shows the model answering a distance query
between warehouse regions. The frozen components (Visual Feature Extractor) are indicated by the snowflake symbol, while trainable
components are marked with fire symbols.
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Figure 2. Token substitution and replacement mechanism in SmolRGPT. The vision backbone and projector convert the warehouse image
into LLM embeddings, producing a sequence of visual tokens. During processing, special tokens in the input prompt (<mask_rgb> and
<mask-depth>) are identified and replaced with their corresponding mask-pooled regional embeddings. The example illustrates how
the model handles a spatial query containing multiple mask tokens, where each token is substituted with the appropriate region-specific
features extracted through the mask pooling mechanism. This approach enables precise spatial referencing within the warehouse scene
while maintaining the natural language interface of the language model.

performance on complex warehouse spatial reasoning tasks was filtered to achieve a more balanced concept coverage
while maintaining computational efficiency. distribution, addressing potential biases where certain vi-

sual concepts may be overrepresented in CC-3M. Each sam-
4.1. LLaVA-CC3M-595K Dataset ple contains the original image, its corresponding human-

generated caption, and an additional BLIP [11] synthetic
caption included for reference and comparison purposes.
The dataset is specifically constructed for the pretraining
stage of visual instruction tuning, where it facilitates feature
alignment between vision and language modalities. During

For our experiments, we utilize the LLaVA Visual Instruct
CC3M Pretrain 595K dataset [13], a carefully curated sub-
set of 595,000 image-text pairs derived from the original
Conceptual Captions 3M (CC-3M) dataset [20]. This sub-
set, representing approximately 20% of the original corpus,
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Figure 3. SmolRGPT evaluation pipeline for spatial reasoning in warehouse environments. The system processes RGB images, depth
maps, and region masks through the SmolRGPT model to generate natural language responses to spatial queries. The generated responses
undergo a two-stage extraction process: first, separate classifiers determine the answer type from both the question (Longformer Question)
and answer (Longformer Answer), then Qwen2.5-14B extracts the normalized answer (e.g., ”1.91”) based on the identified problem type
(Distance). This pipeline ensures robust answer extraction across different spatial reasoning categories including distance estimation,
counting, spatial relations, and multiple-choice questions. The example demonstrates distance extraction from a response about pallets in

a warehouse scene.

this stage, only the projection matrix connecting the frozen
vision encoder and language model is trained, enabling ef-
ficient feature alignment using a relatively compact dataset
compared to other multimodal pretraining approaches. The
balanced concept distribution ensures the model encounters
diverse visual scenarios during pretraining, while the inclu-
sion of both original and synthetic captions provides flexi-
bility in training strategies and enables investigation of cap-
tion quality effects on alignment performance.

4.2. Open Spatial Dataset

To enhance our model’s spatial reasoning capabilities, we
leverage insights from the Open Spatial Dataset (OSD) from
SpatialRGPT [6], which provides complementary large-
scale 3D spatial annotations. The OSD contains 8.7 mil-
lion spatial concepts grounded in 5 million unique regions
from 1 million images, offering extensive pretraining data
for spatial understanding. While OSD focuses on general
spatial reasoning across diverse scenes, its automated 3D
scene graph construction pipeline and metric-space ground-
ing provide valuable foundations for warehouse-specific
spatial intelligence. The integration of OSD’s spatial rep-
resentation learning benefits our approach in several key
ways. The dataset’s comprehensive coverage of distance
relationships, directional concepts, and size comparisons
aligns well with the warehouse spatial reasoning require-
ments. Its region-aware processing capabilities, which en-
able precise spatial localization and relationship queries be-
tween user-specified regions, directly transfer to warehouse
scenarios where accurate spatial referencing is critical. Fur-
thermore, the metric-scale spatial understanding developed
through OSD pretraining provides a strong foundation for

the precise dimensional and distance estimations required
in industrial environments.

4.3. Warehouse Dataset

For the AI City Challenge 2025 Track 3, we utilize the
Physical AI-Spatial-Intelligence-Warehouse dataset, which
serves as a pioneering benchmark for evaluating spatial rea-
soning in industrial environments [21]. This dataset ad-
dresses a critical gap in Al systems by focusing on the
ability to understand detailed spatial relationships within
warehouse-scale operational settings, moving beyond tasks
limited to synthetic or domestic scenes. It comprises real-
world warehouse scenes with comprehensive 3D object lay-
outs, accurate dimensional information, and intricate spatial
relationships, alongside natural language question-answer
pairs crafted to assess spatial reasoning capabilities.

The dataset’s questions are organized into four primary
categories to test different aspects of spatial intelligence.
Distance queries assess the understanding of metric spatial
relationships within the warehouse. Count questions eval-
uate the ability to enumerate objects contained within spe-
cific areas. Multiple-choice grounding tasks challenge mod-
els to make relative spatial comparisons and identify regions
with respect to given references. Spatial relation queries test
the comprehension of topological and directional relation-
ships between objects. This diverse set of questions types
ensures a thorough evaluation of both quantitative and qual-
itative spatial reasoning abilities.

To support consistent assessment, the dataset offers stan-
dardized training, validation, and test splits, with normal-
ized answer formats. Each instance includes objects in-
dexed by region within the warehouse, allowing for precise



spatial referencing via a unified coordinate system. The nor-
malization protocol accommodates common variations in
response formats, supporting a range of numeric and word
representations while maintaining consistency across differ-
ent types of queries. This structure enables robust bench-
marking of various model architectures, ranging from mod-
ular agent-based systems to end-to-end approaches combin-
ing 3D vision and language understanding.

5. Experiments and Discussion

In this section, we present a comprehensive evaluation of
SmolRGPT and compare its performance with state-of-the-
art large vision-language models on domain-specific spa-
tial reasoning tasks drawn exclusively from the AI City
Challenge 2025 Warehouse Track [21]. We analyze the ef-
fectiveness of our compact 600M-parameter architecture in
terms of accuracy, parameter efficiency, and generalizabil-
ity within this warehouse context. Performance is reported
for the specialized warehouse scenarios of the challenge,
enabling a clear understanding of the model’s capabilities
in a realistic industrial setting. Our findings demonstrate
that careful architectural and training choices can enable
small models to achieve competitive or even superior results
in complex spatial tasks traditionally dominated by much
larger models.

5.1. Training Details

SmolRGPT. We employed the three-stage training
scheme described in Section 3.2. In the first stage, we
trained on the LLaVA-CC3M dataset for 48,379 steps
(equivalent to 20 epochs), using a per-device batch size
of 30 and 4 steps of gradient accumulation on 2x5090
GPUs, resulting in an effective batch size of 240. In
the second stage, we switched to our subset of the OSD
dataset, running for 4,787 steps (1 epoch) with a slightly
reduced per-device batch size of 28 (effective batch size
224); this reduction was necessary due to the increased
memory requirements from unfreezing both refiners and
the depth connector. The final stage involved training on
the warehouse dataset, where we initially planned for 20
epochs but observed that model learning plateaued after
epoch 4 (18,000 steps), and the validation loss increased
up to epoch 9 (40,339 steps); accordingly, the batch size
was further reduced to 14 per device (effective batch size
112) to accommodate memory constraints. Throughout all
stages, we used the AdamW optimizer with stage-specific
learning rates (see Section 3.2), a weight decay of 0.01, a
cosine learning rate scheduler, linear warmup over 3% of
total training steps for each stage, and enabled automatic
mixed precision in PyTorch to optimize VRAM usage.

Longformers. For our inference pipeline, we trained two
Longformer models on OSD training and validation splits:

one for question classification and one for answer classi-
fication. Both models were trained for 250 steps with a
batch size of 128 on the dual 5090 GPU setup, using the
AdamW optimizer (learning rate 2 x 1075, weight decay
0.01), mixed precision, and gradient checkpointing to fur-
ther reduce VRAM usage.

5.2. Warehouse

SmolRGPT achieved 3rd place in the AI City Challenge
2025 Track 3 with a final S1 score of 90.68 as shown
in table 1 on the full test set, demonstrating that efficient
600M parameter models can compete effectively against
substantially larger architectures. The model maintained
exceptional performance on spatial relationship understand-
ing, achieving 99.80% accuracy on left-right directional
tasks, confirming that compact architectures can capture
precise spatial semantics when properly designed. Count-
ing tasks showed strong performance with 92.76% accu-
racy and an RMSE of 0.0750, validating our approach of
integrating depth information through dedicated refiners for
improved object separation in cluttered warehouse environ-
ments. Multiple-choice questions, which require holistic
scene understanding and reasoning, achieved 88.02% ac-
curacy, demonstrating robust comprehension of complex
spatial queries. Distance estimation remained the most
challenging task with 82.13% accuracy and an RMSE of
0.4740. While this represents our lowest individual met-
ric, it significantly outperforms what would be expected
from a 600M parameter model without proper depth inte-
gration, validating our architectural decision to include sep-
arate RGB and depth refiners. These results on the full
test set confirm that SmolRGPT successfully balances ef-
ficiency with performance. While spatial reasoning models
like SpatialRGPT require 8B parameters for general spa-
tial understanding tasks, our model achieved competitive
results on warehouse-specific spatial reasoning with 13x
fewer parameters while remaining deployable on consumer
hardware. This 3rd place among all participating teams val-
idates our hypothesis that carefully designed efficient archi-
tectures, combined with appropriate training strategies, can
achieve strong performance on complex spatial reasoning
tasks without requiring massive computational resources.

5.3. General Spatial Reasoning

To further test our methodology on a wider range of scenar-
ios, we decided to train our best model on OSD for 1 epoch
with a mix of the Warehouse Dataset to avoid catastrophic
forgetting and test it on SpatialRGPT-Bench [6]. The results
are available in tables 2 and 3.

5.3.1. Qualitative Spatial Reasoning Results

Table 2 presents the performance of various models on
qualitative spatial relation tasks. A critical observation is
the remarkable efficiency of our approach: SmolRGPT,



Rank Team Name Score

1 UWIPL_ETRI  96.0789
2 HCMUT.VNU 91.9735
3 Embia 90.6772
4 MIZSU 73.0606
5 HCMUS_HTH 66.8861
6 MealsRetrieval  56.6352
7 BKU22 50.3662
8 Smart Lab 31.9245
9 AICV 28.2993

Table 1. Leaderboard results.

with only 600M parameters, achieves an average accu-
racy of 65.6% across all spatial relation categories. This
significantly outperforms much larger models including
GPT-4 ( 1.76T parameters, 57.8%), GPT-4V ( 1.76T pa-
rameters, 58.1%), and LLaVA-v1.6-34B (34B parameters,
43.9%). The parameter efficiency ratio is striking - Smol-
RGPT achieves better performance with approximately
2,933x fewer parameters than GPT-4 and 57x fewer pa-
rameters than LLaVA-v1.6-34B. SmolRGPT demonstrates
particularly strong performance on the Behind/Front rela-
tion (79.0%) and Tall/Short relation (74.1%), suggesting ro-
bust understanding of depth and height relationships in im-
ages despite its compact size. This efficiency makes Smol-
RGPT particularly suitable for deployment in resource-
constrained environments such as mobile devices, edge
computing platforms, and embedded systems where com-
putational resources and energy consumption are critical
constraints. While SpatialRGPT and SpatialRGPT-Depth
achieve superior performance (89.8% and 91.7% average
accuracy respectively), it is important to note that these
models are specifically designed and extensively trained
for spatial reasoning tasks with significantly larger archi-
tectures. In contrast, SmolRGPT represents a more gen-
eral and efficient approach that balances spatial understand-
ing with computational efficiency. The performance gap
between SmolRGPT and models enhanced with Set-of-
Mark (SoM) prompting (GPT-4V+SoM: 54.3%, LLaVA-
v1.6-34B+SoM: 42.3%) demonstrates that our training ap-
proach effectively incorporates spatial understanding di-
rectly into the model rather than relying on external visual
prompting techniques. Kosmos-2, despite having approxi-
mately 1.3B parameters (more than twice the size of Smol-
RGPT), achieves only 17.0% average accuracy, highlight-
ing that model size alone does not guarantee spatial rea-
soning capabilities. This further emphasizes the effective-
ness of our training methodology in achieving strong per-
formance with minimal parameters.

5.3.2. Qualitative Spatial Reasoning Results

Table 3 evaluates the models’ ability to estimate quantita-
tive spatial properties. Here, we observe more varied per-
formance across different metrics. SmolRGPT achieves
competitive results on Direct Distance (35.8%) and Direc-
tion (35.5%) tasks, matching or exceeding the performance
of much larger models. For instance, SmolRGPT outper-
forms GPT-4V (29.7%) on Direct Distance estimation de-
spite having 2,933x fewer parameters. However, the model
shows lower performance on Width (18.05%) and Height
(20.30%) estimation tasks, suggesting areas for future im-
provement. The quantitative results reveal interesting pat-
terns: while larger models like GPT-4V excel at estimat-
ing object dimensions (Width: 51.1%, Height: 68.4%), they
struggle with distance-based measurements relative to their
size. SmolRGPT’s balanced performance across distance
and direction tasks, despite its compact 600M parameter
architecture, indicates that our training methodology suc-
cessfully captures essential spatial relationships without re-
quiring the computational overhead of billion or trillion-
parameter models. These results collectively demonstrate
that SmolRGPT provides an unprecedented balance be-
tween model efficiency and spatial reasoning capability.
With only 600M parameters, it achieves performance com-
parable to or better than models that are orders of magni-
tude larger, making it particularly suitable for deployment
in resource-constrained environments where spatial under-
standing is required but computational resources, memory,
and energy consumption are limited. This efficiency break-
through opens new possibilities for deploying spatial Al ca-
pabilities on edge devices, mobile platforms, and embedded
systems.

6. Conclusion

SmolRGPT demonstrates that strong region-level spatial
reasoning can be achieved without the scale of multi bil-
lion parameter vision language models. The key takeaways
are:

» Parameter—performance trade-off. With only 600 M
parameters, SmolRGPT ranks 3™ on the Al City Chal-
lenge 2025 Warehouse Track and matches or exceeds
GPT-4(V) and LLaVA-34B on several qualitative spatial
relations.

* Architectural contributions. Separate RGB and depth
connectors and refiners, a pixel shuffle projection, and ex-
plicit region token insertion give the model precise left
right, front behind and distance reasoning while keeping
sequence length modest.

* Curriculum design. The three stage schedule (global
alignment on CC3M, spatial warm up on OSD, task spe-
cific fine tuning on the warehouse data) builds spatial
competence progressively and avoids catastrophic forget-



Method Parameters Below/Above Left/Right Big/Small Tall/Short Wide/Thin  Behind/Front  Avg.
GPT-4 [16] 1.76T 64.1 42.8 42.8 61.6 61.6 49.0 57.8
GPT-4V [29] 1.76T 63.3 46.6 64.1 60.7 68.2 454 58.1
LLaVA-v1.6-34B [14] 34B 44.1 45.7 36.7 535 37.5 45.4 439
GPT-4V+SoM [29] 1.76T 75.0 55.2 42.4 54.4 49.0 47.2 54.3
LLaVA-v1.6-34B+SoM [14] 34B 44.1 40.0 339 47.3 413 46.3 423
Kosmos-2 [17] 1.3B 28.3 15.2 4.71 26.7 12.5 12.7 17.0
RegionVILA [8] 7Bt 30.8 47.6 358 44.6 355 49.0 404
SmolRGPT 600M 71.6 49.5 67.9 74.1 51.9 79.0 65.6
SpatialRGPT [6] 7Bt 99.1 99.0 79.2 89.2 83.6 87.2 89.8
SpatialRGPT-Depth [6] 7Bt 99.1 99.0 80.1 91.9 87.5 91.8 91.7

Table 2. Accuracy (%) on qualitative spatial relation tasks across different models. Each value indicates the percentage of correct predic-
tions for each spatial relation category (higher is better). SmolRGPT (highlighted) is our method with only 600M parameters. The last
column (Avg.) reports the average accuracy across all qualitative categories. 'Estimated based on LLaMA-2 7B backbone.

Method Parameters Direct Distance  Horizontal Distance  Vertical Distance =~ Width  Height Direction
GPT-4 [16] 1.76T 21.6 11.5 33.0 523 48.1 34.6
GPT-4V [29] 1.76T 29.7 254 33.0 51.1 68.4 43.9
LLaVA-v1.6-34B [14] 34B 243 24.5 30.4 30.8 42.8 33.6
GPT-4V+SoM [29] 1.76T 25.7 22.1 33.9 45.8 62.4 54.2
LLaVA-v1.6-34B+SoM [14] 34B 12.8 20.4 11.3 9.02 7.52 11.3
Kosmos-2 [17] 1.3B 4.05 491 18.9 3.01 3.10 3.82
RegionVILA [8] 7Bt 223 24.6 17.9 36.8 49.6 35.5
SmolRGPT 600M 35.8 18.3 339 18.05 20.3 35.5
SpatialRGPT [6] 7Bt 35.1 59.0 53.8 51.9 54.9 95.3
SpatialRGPT-Depth [6] 7Bt 41.2 65.6 51.9 49.6 57.9 95.3

Table 3. SpatialRGPT-Bench Quantitative Results: Numbers represent success rates within £25% of ground-truth in percentage. Quanti-
tative performance on spatial reasoning tasks with model parameter counts. SmolRGPT (highlighted) achieves competitive performance
with only 600M parameters. 'Estimated based on LLaMA-2 7B backbone.

ting.

e Current limitations. Absolute size estimation (width
and height) still trails state of the art, the answer extrac-
tion pipeline is external to the model, and robustness to
domain shift or changing layouts remains untested.

Careful architectural choices and a progressive training
curriculum allows SmolRGPT to narrow much of the gap
between compact models and very large VLMs while keep-
ing the parameter count modest. These results suggest
that efficient and deployable multimodal spatial reasoning
is feasible without the heavy computational overhead that
has often been viewed as necessary.
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