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Abstract

Multi-image Interleaved Reasoning aims to improve Multi-
modal Large Language Models’ (MLLMs) ability to jointly
comprehend and reason across multiple images and their
associated textual contexts, introducing unique challenges
beyond single-image or non-interleaved multi-image tasks.
While current multi-image benchmarks overlook inter-
leaved textual contexts and neglect distinct relationships
between individual images and their associated texts, en-
abling models to reason over multi-image interleaved data
may significantly enhance their comprehension of complex
scenes and better capture cross-modal correlations. To
bridge this gap, we introduce a novel benchmark MIR,
requiring joint reasoning over multiple images accompa-
nied by interleaved textual contexts to accurately associate
image regions with corresponding texts and logically con-
nect information across images. To enhance MLLMs’ abil-
ity to comprehend multi-image interleaved data, we intro-
duce reasoning steps for each instance within the bench-
mark and propose a stage-wise curriculum learning strat-
egy. This strategy follows an “easy to hard” approach,
progressively guiding models from simple to complex sce-
narios, thereby enhancing their ability to handle chal-
lenging tasks. Extensive experiments benchmarking mul-
tiple MLLMs demonstrate that our method significantly en-
hances models’ reasoning performance on MIR and other
established benchmarks. We believe that MIR will en-
courage further research into multi-image interleaved rea-
soning, facilitating advancements in MLLMs’ capability to
handle complex inter-modal tasks. Our code and dataset
are available at https://github.com/Shelly-
coder239/MIRBench.
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†Corresponding Author

1. Introduction

Question：Assume the Coca-Cola in <image3> is the same size as the cola in <image2>, 

and the truck in <image1> is the same size as the truck in <image2>,

Is the human palm in <image3> bigger or is the truck in <image1> bigger?

<image1> <image3><image2>

Conclusion

Image

Text2Region

Region2Region

Truck in <img1> Cola in <img2> Palm in <img3> Cola in <img3>Truck in <img2>

is the same as smaller than bigger than 

bigger than bigger than is the same as

is the same as

bigger than is the same as

Figure 1. An example from MIR. This question aims to compare
the sizes of the “truck” and “palm”. Dashed box content is inferred
by the model from context. Text2Region connects explicit textual
elements (“truck” and “cola”) and implicit objects (“human palm
in image3”, “truck in image1”) to image regions. Region2Region
establishes relationships between these regions, such as the cola
and truck in image2, the palm and cola in image3. By reasoning
over the relationship between “palm” “Coca-Cola”, and “truck”,
the correct size relationship is derived.

Interleaved image-text data refers to a sequence in which
multiple images and text segments are dynamically inter-
leaved, creating a cohesive flow that integrates both vi-
sual and textual information [10, 11, 49]. Textual content
alone often struggles to fully convey complex or nuanced
messages[19, 21, 27, 28, 64]. By interleaving multiple im-
ages with text, the integration of visual elements signifi-
cantly enriches information delivery[16, 38, 40, 61].

Multi-image interleaved data, widely prevalent
across social media platforms, news outlets, and digi-
tal publications[1, 2, 41, 42], plays a crucial role in a
wide range of applications within journalism and related
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Is the human palm bigger or is the truck in <img1> bigger? Assume 
the Coca-Cola in <img2> is the same size as in <img3>.

In <img1>, is the lion heavier or is the cat heavier? Assume the 
rabbit and bear in <img2> is the same weight as in <img3>.

Is the human bigger or is the pigeon in <img1> bigger? Assume the 
cat in <img2> is the same size as in <img3>.

The <img1> has been divided into a 4x4 grid and six patches 
<img2>...<img7> are given. Identify the four missing patches 
and list them in the order.

Based on the three datasets in <img2> <img3>, and model 
architectures in <img1>, how does the SSIM score change?

Based on <img1> <img2>, what is implied in this “Yes,But” condition?
W h i c h  i s  m o v i n g  f a s t e r :  t h e  y e l l o w  b u s  i n  < i m g 1 >  o r  t h e 
photographer? Assume <img2>...<img5> represent a chronological 
progression of moments in time.

Speed Comparison

#D4AF37

Determine the spatial relationship between the phone and the 
notebook. Assume <img1>...<img6> are taken from a panoramic 
view of a long table.

Location Relationship

Who is moving in these imgs: the bus in <img1> or the camera?  
Assume <img2>...<img5> are frames extracted from the video 
irsequential order.

Motion Detection

Considering the steps shown in <img3>, what key items in 
<img1><img2> would benefit from being prepared in advance?

·
·
·

·
·
·

·
·
·

Cooking Process
YES, BUT

“YES,BUT” Satire

Chart Analysis

The front, top and 3D views are shown in <img1><img2><img3>. 
Determine the number of blocks and their colors, and describe 
their characteristics.

3D View

How do the distances of the laptop and the red chair in <img1> 
compare based on <img2>?

Depth Relationship

Weight Comparison

Scale Blur

Forced Perspective
Image Puzzle

INTERLEAVED MULTI-IMAGE REASONING

SEQUENTIAL ANALYTIC
AL

SP
A

TI
A

L

MIR

Figure 2. Overview of our proposed MIR Benchmark. It comprises 22, 257 questions derived from 138, 277 images, organized into
three distinct categories—sequential (5, 455), spatial (9, 350), and analytical (7, 821)—which are further divided into 12 fine-grained tasks
to rigorously evaluate multi-image interleaved reasoning.

fields.[8, 15, 22, 37, 39, 43].

Recent advancements in multimodal large language
models (MLLMs) have demonstrated remarkable capabil-
ities across diverse multimodal contexts[7]. However, pre-
vious work primarily focused on pushing the performance
limits of single-image or multi-image tasks[18, 36, 50, 56],
with limited exploration of multi-image interleaved scenar-
ios. Multi-image interleaving tasks require MLLMs to ex-
hibit precise image comprehension, accurately align images
with corresponding texts, and establish correct associations
between them. Figure 1 illustrates a multi-image inter-
leaved Q&A example. Accurately answering the question
about the size ratio between the truck in image1 and the
palm in image3 involves two key challenges: Text2Region
and Region2Region. First, Text2Region requires matching
explicit textual elements like “truck” and “cola” to their cor-
responding images (image1, image2 and image3). It also
needs to implicitly link contextually inferred objects, such
as “ truck” and “palm” to their respective images (image1
and image3). Next, Region2Region involves establishing
the relationships between these regions, such as compar-
ing the “truck” and the “cola” in image2, the “cola” and the

“palm” in image3. By establishing the logical chain con-
necting “palm”, “Coca-Cola”, and “truck”, the correct con-
clusion can be derived. These challenges necessitate the de-
velopment of MLLMs that explicitly account for the unique
characteristics of interleaved multi-image data.

Previous studies have highlighted the critical role of
large, high-quality, and challenging benchmarks in devel-
oping and evaluating MLLMs for multi-image reasoning
tasks. Building on this foundation, existing benchmarks
have demonstrated their potential [17, 33, 50]. However,
they still exhibit limitations in addressing more practical
real-world scenarios: 1) Limited evaluation of multi-image
reasoning. Current multi-image benchmarks primarily fo-
cus on basic multi-image question-answering, often requir-
ing only the extraction of textual information from images
and relying on LLMs for text-based reasoning. Conse-
quently, they fail to incorporate interleaved textual informa-
tion and overlook more complex reasoning paradigms, such
as text-to-region and region-to-region inference, which are
essential for capturing the deeper interplay between visual
and textual content.[26, 29, 36, 45, 53]. 2) Lack of step-
by-step reasoning. Existing multi-image benchmarks focus



primarily on end-task accuracy, neglecting the intermediate
reasoning steps. 3) Data leakage. Since most of the existing
datasets are derived from other widely used public datasets,
which have already been pre-trained by MLLMs, this could
potentially result in data leakage issues[23, 33].

These limitations highlight the need for a benchmark that
not only integrates interleaved multi-image data but also
supports advanced reasoning capabilities. To this end, we
introduce MIR, a comprehensive benchmark consisting of
22,257 challenging image-text interleaved QA pairs across
12 diverse scenarios. Our dataset includes 138, 277 im-
ages, averaging six images per instance, as illustrated in
Figure 2. We equip each instance with 5 systematic and
structured reasoning steps: Summary, Caption, Text to re-
gion reference, Region to Region relationship, Conclusion.
Based on reasoning steps, we propose a stage-wise curricu-
lum learning approach, which prioritizes training on sim-
ple samples and gradually introduces harder ones. When
training on harder samples, we leverage reasoning steps to
continuously guide the MLLMs in mastering the reasoning
process. Through step-wise training schema, our method
guides the MLLMs to progressively master complex tasks
from “easy” to “hard”, thereby enhancing the model’s rea-
soning capabilities.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:
• We curate MIR, a novel benchmark focused on inter-

leaved multi-image reasoning and featuring a structured
five-stage reasoning process to enhance models’ ability
to reason across multiple images and textual contexts

• We propose a stage-wise curriculum learning method to
improve MLLMs reasoning capabilities and generaliza-
tion performance. This method helps the model progres-
sively grasp complex reasoning processes by advancing
from simple to difficult tasks.

• We conduct extensive experiments on MIR. Results show
that the MIR enables us to push the boundaries of current
MLLMs’ reasoning capabilities.

2. Related Work

2.1. Interleaved Multi-image Benchmarks

Recent advancements in MLLMs lead to the development
of numerous image benchmarks, which are crucial for eval-
uating multimodal large language models (MLLMs). Ex-
isting benchmarks for MLLMs primarily fall into two cat-
egories: multi-image benchmarks [23, 29, 34, 36] and
interleaved benchmarks [18, 25, 34, 46]. The multi-
image benchmarks comprehensively evaluate the perfor-
mance of MLLMs across multiple dimensions of multi-
image tasks. NaturalBench [29] incorporates a compre-
hensive set of adversarial samples to produce “blind” re-
sponses that fail to properly utilize visual information. Img-
Diff[26] is designed to enhance fine-grained image recog-

nition of MLLMs. Mantis-Eval [23] and MMIU [36] chal-
lenge MLLMs with more comprehensive multi-image data.
Nevertheless, multi-image benchmarks’ lack of interleaved
textual data limits their capacity to capture vision-language
connections and comprehend multimodal contextual infor-
mation. The interleaved benchmarks primarily concentrate
on image-text interleaved data. BLINK [18] focuses on
core visual perception abilities with visual prompting. The
ICL benchmarks [25, 44] provide a thorough assessment
of their interleaved capabilities across few-shot to many-
shot settings. LLaVa-Next-Interleave [31, 32] adopts the
interleaved multi-image data format to strengthen the cross-
modal capability in LMMs. However, they still face chal-
lenges in step-by-step reasoning and potential data leakage.
More detailed comparisons are available in Table 1.

2.2. Multi-modal Large Language Models

The development of reasoning capabilities in Large
Language Models (LLMs) has been a focal point of
research[52, 58]. Early studies often relied on neural-
symbolic methods, employing formal languages rather
than natural language to explicitly model the reasoning
process[3, 4, 13, 14]. However, with the emergence of
powerful LLMs, new approaches have been proposed by
leveraging their inherent reasoning abilities[47, 55]. Tech-
niques such as Chain-of-Thought (CoT) prompting, which
decompose complex problems into intermediate reasoning
steps, have demonstrated potential in guiding LLMs to gen-
erate structured solutions[6, 57]. These methods have been
further extended to MLLMs[24, 63]. Visual programming
[20] provides a modular neuro-symbolic system that uti-
lizes computer vision models as functions and integrates
CoT techniques with GPT-3 LLM for compositional vi-
sual reasoning. However, CoT-guided multi-step reasoning
still struggles with consistency, often leading to errors and
hallucinations[48]. Some methods [12, 62] leverage GPT-
4 to generate reasoning process and incorporate both cor-
rect and incorrect reasoning chains during training, enhanc-
ing the model’s reasoning capabilities through reinforce-
ment learning (RL). Nevertheless, RL-based reasoning is
slow and resource-intensive[9]. In contrast, our approach
employs a stage-wise reasoning strategy, guiding the model
from “easy” to “hard” tasks, which proves to be a more ef-
ficient approach for improving reasoning capabilities.

3. Dataset

In this section, we first give a brief overview of MIR in Sec-
tion 3.1. Then we describe each task in detail, providing an
in-depth explanation of the data curation process in Section
3.2. The quantitative analysis of the MIR is illustrated in
Section 3.3. More details can be found in Appendix A 1.1.



Dataset Samples Images Interleave Multi-image Rationale Steps Answer-type Annotator
MVbench[35] 4,000 4,000 ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ MCQ Auto
MMIU [36] 11,600 77,000 ✗ ✓ ✓ ✗ MCQ Auto
MIRBENCH [56] 925 3,496 ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ MCQ & Free-form Auto
BLINK [18] 3,807 7,300 ✗ ✓ ✓ ✗ MCQ Semi-Manual
MUIRBench [50] 2,600 11,264 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ MCQ Semi-Manual
LLAVA-INTERLEAVE [32] 17,000 - ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ MCQ & Free-form Auto
MMRA [53] 1,024 3,403 ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ MCQ Semi-Manual
MILEBench [45] 6,440 97,855 ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ MCQ & Free-form Auto
MMMU [60] 11,500 12,507 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ MCQ & Free-form Semi-Manual
MMIE[54] 20,103 26,535 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ MCQ & Free-form Semi-Manual
MIR(Ours) 22,257 138,277 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ MCQ Semi-Manual

Table 1. Comparison of Multi-image benchmarks. Compared to the existing benchmarks, MIR possesses the largest number of data
samples and the highest number of images. Each sample in MIR is accompanied by five reasoning steps. Additionally, MIR employs a
multiple-choice question (MCQ) format to ensure standardized and consistent evaluation.

3.1. Dataset Overview
Focusing on interleaved multi-image reasoning, our MIR
consists of 138, 277 images and 22, 257 multiple-choice
questions. MIR enhances MLLMs’ comprehension and
performance in complex multimodal scenarios by analyz-
ing intricate image-text relationships. Existing multi-image
benchmarks always focus on simple relationships between
images (e.g., similarity, spatial location, or long-context
reasoning). However, real-world reasoning tasks are far
more complex, requiring models to recognize spatial re-
lationships across multiple views or objects, infer sequen-
tial dependencies in dynamic temporal sequences or state
changes, and perform logical reasoning based on counterin-
tuitive or abstract concepts. Thus we adopt Spatial, Sequen-
tial, and Analytical classification framework as the founda-
tion for data collection, and further refine it into 12 specific
subcategories according to the types of the collected data.

3.2. Dataset Constrution
Data Collection: To mitigate risks of data leakage and en-
sure compliance, MIR adopts a multi-faceted data collec-
tion strategy. Specifically, the MIR comprises three primary
sources: (1) Original recordings captured by our research
team in controlled environments. (2) Publicly accessible
content curated from short-video platforms. (3) Educational
resources harvested from open-access learning platforms.
All collected data undergoes a rigorous multi-stage review
process, where sensitive materials including political con-
tent and explicit imagery are systematically filtered out.
Furthermore, proper authorization and usage rights have
been secured through official channels from both platform
providers and content creators, ensuring full legal compli-
ance and ethical data-handling practices. More details of
the collection process are available in the Appendix.
Data Processing: As shown in Figure 3, we adopt a
semi-automatic approach to generate Q&A pairs within our
benchmark. Towards different task types, we employ dis-

Data Collection

Videos Calculate Offset 
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Images Edit 
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& Motion Detection

Data Processing

Prompt LLaVAGPT-4o

QA & Reasoning
Step Generation

Filter

Our 
Generation 

Platform

Geometry Three Views

(x, y,  z)
color/item

Raw 
Data

Manual
Shooting

Text2Image
Generation

Short
Videos

Filter

No pornography.                             

LLMs Annotation

Manual Validation

(x, y,  z)
color/item

Depth

M
ul

ti
-R

ou
nd

Other Sources

No violence. No political bias or racial discrimination.

Manual
Annotation

SPATIAL

SEQUENTIAL

ANALYTICAL

Weight Comparison

Figure 3. Illustration of data construction. We collect and fil-
ter data from multiple sources to obtain raw images or text. For
spatial tasks, we generate/synthesize images by our platform; for
sequential tasks, we extract frames/calculate offsets from videos;
for analytical tasks, we leverage web scraping/model editing to
process images. The final dataset is created by annotating images
and text through multiple rounds using LLMs and human effort.

tinct image acquisition and preprocessing strategies. For
Spatial tasks, we develop a three-dimensional geometric
platform system. This platform is able to generate various
geometric shapes (including cubes, cylinders, and cones)
at any coordinate point in 3D space and automatically pro-



duce multi-view projections of these shapes, such as front,
side, and top views. For Sequential tasks, we mainly
rely on video frame extraction and calculating the posi-
tional changes of objects across different images to gen-
erate data samples. For Analytical tasks, we implement a
dual-channel image acquisition strategy: (1) targeted web
scraping from domain-specific sources to collect relevant
real-world images, and (2) synthetic image generation us-
ing state-of-the-art text-to-image models [5] to create tai-
lored scene representations.

Q&A Generation Our approach primarily leverages LLMs
for the automatic generation of question-answer pairs and
reasoning steps. During the process of Q&A Generation,
we adopt different generation strategies tailored to the char-
acteristics of various tasks: For tasks with a high degree of
structure, we utilize predefined question templates, where
specific entities or image region information could be di-
rectly embedded into the templates. For other tasks, we con-
struct questions based on multimodal information sources,
including image captions, prompts used for image gener-
ation, and contextual information related to the images.
Throughout the question generation process, we place par-
ticular emphasis on ensuring logical consistency and multi-
image coverage, guaranteeing that the generated questions
thoroughly assess the model’s ability to understand and rea-
son across multiple images. For structured questions, an-
swers are derived through manual techniques, including co-
ordinate calculations and logical reasoning. For unstruc-
tured questions, images are first converted into correspond-
ing textual descriptions, which are then concatenated with
the questions, and answers are generated using LLMs. Fur-
thermore, to construct Multi-Choice Questions, we employ
the LLM to generate three plausible yet incorrect answer
options for each question, ensuring a comprehensive and
challenging evaluation framework.

Reasoning Step Generation We primarily generate rea-
soning steps by combining human expertise with LLMs.
Specifically, we first annotate critical steps according to the
task difficulty, such as captioning or text-to-image genera-
tion, and then use LLMs to assist in annotating the remain-
ing steps. Finally, we manually inspect error-prone tasks
(e.g.Forced Perspective, ScaleBlur). This process is re-
peated multiple times to attain the final reasoning steps. The
requirements for each reasoning step are as follows: Sum-
mary: MIR provides a high-level summary interpretation of
the question, outlining the primary aspects of the problem it
intends to address. Caption: MIR delivers a brief and com-
prehensive summary of the images contained in each piece
of data. Text to region: MIR provides an in-depth exami-
nation of the methods for precisely aligning specific image
regions with their associated textual descriptions. Region to
region: MIR further illustrates the logical relationships be-
tween various image regions. Conclusion: MIR synthesizes

an answer based on the preceding reasoning. Through this
approach, we ultimately obtain MIR of high quality.

3.3. Dataset Analysis

Our MIR is organized into three primary categories, each of
which is further divided into four subcategories. The dataset
consists of 138, 377 images and 22, 257 annotations, with
each annotation averaging approximately 3, 970 characters.
The distribution of annotation categories in the dataset is
shown in Figure 4a, while the distribution of the number of
images is presented in Figure 4b. Additionally, the average
character count per annotation for each category is depicted
in Figure 4c. More details can be found in the Appendix.

  Forced Perspective: 1.42%

  Speed Comparison: 2.6%

  Motion Detection: 2.98%
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Figure 4. Statistics of our MIR dataset. Figure (a) shows the
categories of MIR along with their respective proportions. Figure
(b) illustrates the total number of images as well as the number of
images per group for each task type. The average character count
per annotation for each category is depicted in Figure (c)
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Figure 5. Architecture of the proposed method. We use an expert model to split the dataset into easy and difficult samples. After
fine-tuning on easy samples, we sample 40% of difficult ones for multi-stage curriculum learning. First, we combine the question with
summary, caption, text2region, and region2region as input to generate the conclusion. Next, we move region2region to the target output,
then add text-to-region from the question, followed by the caption, and finally the summary. The goal is for the model to autonomously
generate a full reasoning process from the original question and arrive at the correct answer.

4. Methedology
In this section, we propose a novel method to fine-tune
MLLMs based on curriculum learning, seamlessly integrat-
ing the reasoning steps of our MIR. As shown in Figure 5,
our method first employs a screening mechanism to clas-
sify all samples based on their difficulty. Then, we fine-
tune the MLLMs with simple samples to establish a solid
foundational understanding. Subsequently, more complex
samples are employed to further refine the MLLMs, en-
hancing its capability to grasp deeper knowledge and solve
intricate problems. Unlike traditional fine-tuning methods
that directly focus on question-answer pairs, our method
aims to guide the model not only in providing correct an-
swers but also in grasping the underlying thought process
and problem-solving methodology. This approach enhances
the MLLM’s adaptability to tasks of varying complexities
while simultaneously improving its generalization ability.

4.1. Adaptive Difficulty Filter
The adaptive difficulty filter aims to effectively distin-
guish between challenging and simple samples within MIR.
Specifically, we input each question into the Qwen-VL2.5[?
] model for inference and repeat this process 10 times to
obtain stable evaluation results. Based on the model’s per-
formance, we establish a clear classification criterion: if the
correct response rate for a given question exceeds 70%, it
is categorized as simple data; conversely, if the correct rate
falls below 70%, it is classified as challenging data. This
probability-based classification method ensures the objec-
tivity and reliability of data categorization. Here Q denotes
a question within MIR, n = 10 is the number of tests for
each question, c(Q) is the number of correct responses for
question Q out of n trials, and p(Q) = c(Q)

n is the correct

response rate for question Q. The adaptive difficulty filter
classifies Q as simple or challenging based on the following
rule:

Classification(Q) =

{
Simple, if p(Q) ≥ 0.7

Challenging, if p(Q) < 0.7
(1)

4.2. Training Strategy
Our training strategy is designed to progressively guide the
model in mastering the ability to solve complex problems.
To achieve this goal, we propose a progressive “easy-to-
hard” training framework. Specifically, our framework con-
sists of two parts: first, we fine-tune the model using simple
samples to help it develop a foundational problem-solving
capability. Then, we adopt a stage-wise approach to gradu-
ally enhance the model’s reasoning ability. At each training
stage, we sample 40% of the data from the pool of challeng-
ing examples and structurally refine them to align with the
current training objectives. In the first stage, the input ques-
tion Q is augmented by concatenating it with all reasoning
steps S = {s1, s2, . . . , sn}, where n is the total number of
steps. The answer A remains unchanged. The new input
Qnew and output Anew are defined as:

Qnew = Q⊕ s1 ⊕ s2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ sn Anew = A (2)

Here, ⊕ denotes the concatenation operation. In the second
stage, the input question Q is combined with all reasoning
steps except the final step sn. The answer A aligns with
the final reasoning step sn. The new question Qnew and the
answer Anew are defined as:

Qnew = Q⊕ s1 ⊕ s2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ sn−1 Anew = A⊕ sn (3)



Method In-domain Out-of-domain

Spatial Sequential Analytical Average MIRBENCH BLINK MUIRBench

Mantis 29.30% 28.57% 33.12% 30.46% 42.83% 47.21% 37.53%
Mantis(Tuning) 33.21% 30.11% 36.78% 33.71% 43.10% 48.03% 38.58%
Mantis(Ours) 35.25% 31.04% 40.26% 35.99% 40.82% 49.17% 39.01%

LLava-Next-Interleave 31.23% 22.74% 30.09% 28.79% 40.30% 48.87% 38.57%
LLava-Next-Interleave(Tuning) 39.07% 25.01% 35.44% 34.42% 41.21% 49.31% 41.32%
LLava-Next-Interleave(Ours) 42.25% 25.04% 37.85% 36.58% 43.19% 52.27% 40.25%

LLava-OneVision 42.31% 36.53% 38.12% 39.31% 45.91% 49.00% 40.61%
LLava-OneVision(Tuning) 45.17% 39.29% 41.20% 42.36% 47.04% 50.34% 42.22%
LLava-OneVision(Ours) 50.34% 41.27% 45.99% 47.60% 49.23% 52.93% 45.34%

Qwen2-VL 29.00% 56.60% 45.96% 40.44% 50.04% 50.34% 45.67%
Qwen2-VL(Tuning) 37.31% 58.33% 49.59% 45.15% 53.45% 52.19% 45.51%
Qwen2-VL(Ours) 40.42% 59.65% 52.93% 51.76% 54.47% 56.61% 46.67%

Mplug-Owl3 37.83% 28.65% 30.71% 33.13% 44.43% 49.90% 37.50%
Mplug-Owl3(Tuning) 40.34% 31.21% 35.66% 36.51% 46.09% 52.04% 37.93%
Mplug-Owl3(Ours) 44.17% 34.90% 39.64% 40.36% 49.31% 55.57% 39.25%

Table 2. Main results of our method. We evaluate the performance of the base MLLMs, fine-tuned MLLMs, and MLLMs enhanced with
our method across multiple benchmarks. The results show that nearly all MLLMs improved after fine-tuning with MIR, with our method
delivering the most significant performance gains.

In the later stages, we progressively reduce the guidance
on reasoning steps. The final objective is for the model to
autonomously generate a complete reasoning process based
solely on the original question and reach the correct answer.
This design enables the model to transition from relying on
external guidance to independently solving complex prob-
lems, achieving a fundamental shift from “learning to rea-
son” to “reasoning autonomously”.

5. Experiments
5.1. Implementation Details
In the experimental setup section, we select current state-of-
the-art open-source MLLMs for systematic evaluation. All
of these models possess functionality for multi-image inter-
leaved comprehension. Specifically, we choose five repre-
sentative models for comparative experiments: Mantis[23],
mPLUG-Owl3[59], LLaVA-NeXT-Interleave[33], Qwen2-
VL[51] and LLaVA-OneVision[31]. For each model, we
implement three training strategies: (1) Zero-shot evalu-
ation using the original pre-trained model, (2) Full Fine-
tuning, (3) Fine-tuning by our proposed method. To en-
sure the generalizability of our method. the evaluation cov-
ers both in-domain and out-of-domain perspectives. For
in-domain evaluation, we assess model performance on
our custom dataset in three dimensions: sequence anal-
ysis, spatial relations, and analytical inference. For out-
domain evaluation, we employ three cross-domain bench-
marks, including MIRB, BLINK, and MUIR. During the
evaluation phase, since lmms-eval[30] relies on rule-based

answer matching, long outputs often struggle to align with
the correct answers. Therefore, we uniformly employ GPT
to match model outputs with the ground truth. This evalu-
ation scheme ensures the reliability and comprehensiveness
of the experimental results.

5.2. Results of Our Method
The experiment results are illustrated in Table 2. We con-
duct comprehensive evaluations of the original MLLMs, the
fine-tuned MLLMs, and the MLLMs enhanced with our
proposed method across multiple benchmarks. During the
tests of in-domain, the models demonstrate a notable im-
provement after finetuning in in-domain testing, with an
increase of approximately 3% to 5%. By employing our
method, the model’s performance was further enhanced,
achieving a rise of 7%. During the tests of out-of-domain,
by adopting our proposed method, most models achieve a
performance improvement of 1%to 5% over the baseline. In
contrast, traditional fine-tuning methods yields a maximum
gain of only 2%. The experimental results demonstrate that
MLLMs fine-tuned with our method achieve significant per-
formance improvements across all benchmarks, fully vali-
dating the effectiveness of MIR. Notably, compared to us-
ing MIR alone, our approach lead to even more substantial
performance gains. This outcome strongly confirms that
our designed “easy-to-hard‘’ learning strategy effectively
guides the model to progressively master complex features,
thereby achieving better generalization capabilities.

Through experiments, we have discovered some interest-
ing phenomena: (1) The ability to follow instructions is crit-



To solve this problem, I will compare the relative sizes of the hand and the Eiffel Tower in the 
images.

I will analyze the perspective and scale of objects in each image, focusing on the car as a 
reference point for size consistency.

Image 1:  A hand appears to be pinching the top of the Eiffel Tower, creating an optical 
illusion that the hand is larger than the tower. This effect is due to forced perspective, where 
the hand is closer to the camera, making it appear larger compared to the distant tower. 

Image 2: A car is parked in front of the Eiffel Tower, providing a clear scale reference. The 
tower is significantly larger than the car, confirming its actual size relative to the hand in the 
first image.

Image 3: A woman smilingly lies on the hood of the car, providing a clear scale reference that 
proves the actual size of the car is much larger than a person.

The hand is in image 1 and image 3. The tower is in image 1 and image 2. The car is in image 2 
and image 3.

The hand in image 1 is the same size in image 3. The car in image 2 is the same size in image 3.  
In image 2, the tower is bigger than the car. In image 3, the car is bigger than the hand. Thus, 
the tower is bigger than the hand.

Based on the above, the correct answer is “C. The tower is bigger”.

The question asks whether the sightseeing place depicted in the image is located in London.

Let's analyze these images first:

Image 1: This image shows a clock tower that looks like the Big Ben clock tower in London. 
The clock tower is illuminated with golden light and surrounded by smoke or mist, creating a 
dramatic effect. The background is dark blue, which makes the clock tower stand out 
prominently. The overall composition of the image gives it a sense of majesty and grandeur.

Image 2: This picture shows a large classical building with a tall pillar in front. The building 
has a symmetrical structure, with columns supporting the roof and decorative sculptures on 
top. There are many people walking around the square in front of the building, and there is a 
blue trash can on the left side of the square. The sky above is cloudy, giving the scene a 
somewhat solemn atmosphere.

The architectural style of the building in <image2> is consistent with the classical 
architecture  found in London, specifically resembling the British Museum or similar 
structures. The presence of the blue trash can and the crowd of people in <image2> further 
supports the idea that this is a well-known sightseeing location in London. The lighting and 
smoke effects in <image1> add to the dramatic presentation of the building, which aligns 
with the artistic representation often used in promotional materials for London's landmarks.

Based on the visual elements and context provided, the sightseeing place depicted in the 
image is indeed in London. Thus, the answer is YES.

Image 3 :

<image1> <image2> Is the following sightseeing place in London?

Question

Reasoning & Answer

Is the hand or is the tower in <image1> bigger? Assume the car in <image2> is the same size as in <image3>. 
Select the correct option from the following options:
A. The hand is bigger. B. The tower is as big as the hand. C. The tower is bigger.

Question

Reasoning & Answer

Region2Region

Summary

Caption

Text2Region

Conclusion

Image 1 : Image 2 : Image 1 : Image 2 :

Figure 6. Case Study of our method. The model follows a structured reasoning process: it clarifies the question intent (summary),
analyzes the image (caption), localizes the target region (text2region), establishes relationships between regions (region2region), and
derives the correct answer (conclusion). These results demonstrate that the MLLM trained with our method is able to maintain a structured
reasoning pipeline, enabling it to produce more accurate and logically consistent answers.

ical for step-wise curriculum learning, as stronger instruc-
tion adherence enhances the effectiveness of the learning
process. (2) The model shows the least improvement in per-
formance on sequence tasks after fine-tuning, which may be
attributed to the fact that the images in sequential tasks are
extracted from videos. These extracted images often fail to
accurately represent the entire video, leading to the model’s
suboptimal performance in sequential tasks.

Qwen2-VL stage1 stage2 stage3 stage4 stage5

spatial 35.19% 34.60% 40.57% 46.29% 50.96%
Sequential 32.22% 35.55% 33.05% 34.44% 36.66%
Analytical 44.85% 38.97% 43.52% 48.52% 58.82%
Average 38.01% 36.73% 41.03% 45.97% 51.76%

Table 3. Ablation study. This table presents the Qwen2-VL’s
performance on MIR after completing training at each stage.

5.3. Ablation Study
As illustrated in the Table 3. The decline in Stage 2 stems
from higher task complexity, requiring more training data or
finer adjustments to adapt to the logically intensive struc-
ture. In contrast, Stage 3 and Stage 4 tasks align better
with the model’s reasoning capabilities, leading to perfor-
mance recovery. Stage 4, in particular, closely aligns with
the model’s core strengths, driving significant improvement.

5.4. Case Study
The first case is the output of mPLUG-Owl3 on the sight-
seeing task in MIRB[50] after tuning with our method. As

shown in Figure 6, mPLUG-Owl3 demonstrates a complete
reasoning process: it first clarifies the intent of the question
(summary), then conducts a detailed analysis of the image
content (caption), effectively establishes relationships be-
tween images (region2region), and ultimately derives the
correct answer (conclusion). Since this data is not strictly
interleaved, the text-to-region process is absent. The sec-
ond case aims to compare the sizes of a tower and a car.
The model first formulates its reasoning process (summary).
It then thoroughly analyzes each image (caption), identi-
fies and localizes the objects to be compared (text2region),
and establishes their relationships (region2region). Finally,
leveraging these relationships, the model derives the correct
answer (conclusion). These cases illustrate that the MLLM
trained with our method is able to follow a structured rea-
soning process and ultimately arrive at the correct answer.

6. Conclusion

This paper introduces MIR, a novel benchmark for multi-
image interleaved reasoning. Each data instance includes
a detailed reasoning step, designed to guide models in un-
derstanding the intricate relationships between multiple im-
ages and interleaved texts. Building on these reasoning
steps, we propose a stage-wise curriculum learning ap-
proach to enhance models’ reasoning and generalization
abilities through progressive learning. We believe MIR
will inspire further exploration and development in various
downstream tasks, such as cross-modal reasoning, scene un-
derstanding, and complex visual-textual analysis.
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