
AEON: Unifying Video and 3D World Models

Weiqi Zhang Wenyuan Zhang Yu-Shen Liu† Junsheng Zhou†

School of Software, Tsinghua University, Beijing, China

{zwq23, zhou-js24}@mails.tsinghua.edu.cn liuyushen@tsinghua.edu.cn
zhangweny98@gmail.com

“Static rustic cabin interior with stone fireplace, plaid sofa, and wooden beams. A slow, continuous 120-degree curved dolly shot arcs from left to right around the fireplace.”

“A steam locomotive thundering across a stone viaduct bridge with mountains in the background.”

“A black panther leaps between rooftops of a misty mountaintop monastery, paper lanterns swaying. The camera tracks the leap in slow motion.”

4DGS World Rendered Depth & NormalRenderings at Different Timesteps and Viewpoints

Scenes Dynamic & Static 
Decomposition with Motion

“Update the car to a 
walking robot.”
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“Detailed white delivery van driving right-to-left past a brick warehouse wall. Wide static shot, still background.”

Figure 1: AEON generates 4DGS worlds that support real-time rendering at different timesteps and
viewpoints. The 4DGS worlds are also ready for explicit editing and simulation (bottom).

Abstract

Current world models for explicit world simulation typically follow two distinct
pathways: (1) video generative models (e.g., Sora), which simulate realistic ap-
pearances but fail to preserve 3D consistency; and (2) 3D generative models (e.g.,
Marble), which generate geometrically consistent scenes but often yield static,
less realistic observations. We present AEON, a unified framework that bridges
video-based and 3D-based world models and combines the benefits of both. The
key insight of AEON lies in a generative model that operates within the text- or
image-conditioned video latent space while producing renderable 4D graphics
primitives—specifically, 4D Gaussian Splatting (4DGS)—as the explicit world rep-
resentation. We train a 4D reconstruction model to predict both 4DGS and camera
poses from monocular videos, serving as our initialized 4D decoder. Furthermore,
we design a domain adapter that translates generative video latents into reconstruc-
tive 4D latents through a distillation process on the video VAE. AEON naturally
supports video-based world modeling by rendering 4DGS at predicted camera
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trajectories, and constructs a persistent 4D environment with scene dynamics for
realistic world simulation. Consequently, AEON empowers a diverse range of
world modeling applications and achieves state-of-the-art performance on standard
benchmarks. Project Page: https: // weiqi-zhang. github. io/ AEON .

1 Introduction

World modeling has rapidly advanced to the forefront of AI research, driven by its immense potential
in embodied AI, autonomous driving, and game design. Despite this progress, there remains a lack
of consensus on the optimal representation for explicit world simulation, leaving the field divided
between two dominant paradigms: video-based [26, 38] and 3D-based world models [45, 14]. As
highlighted in Table 1, these approaches possess orthogonal strengths and suffer from fundamen-
tal, paradigm-specific bottlenecks. Consequently, a more powerful and unified representation is
imperative to achieve comprehensive world modeling.

We begin by asking a fundamental question: What constitutes a good world model? To train
robots to understand physical laws and perceive scenes, a world model should exhibit the following
properties: (1) generating realistic appearances that align with real-world domains; (2) modeling
dynamic scene evolution (e.g., fire, waves) and moving objects; (3) maintaining 3D consistent
environments free from geometric ambiguity; (4) ensuring scene persistence for continuous and
repeatable simulation; and (5) supporting real-time exploration to facilitate efficient interaction. We
argue that a representation unifying video- and 3D-based world models, thereby benefiting from their
complementary strengths, is the key to achieving such an ideal world model.

We present AEON, a generative world model that introduces 4D Gaussian Splatting (4DGS) [41, 53]
as its foundational representation, unifying video and 3D models to benefit from both paradigms.
4DGS represents scenes as a set of explicit graphics primitives localized in spatial geometry, and
models scene dynamics through the velocity-driven movement and time-varying visibility of these
primitives. Consequently, a learned 4DGS representation provides two independent yet crucial capa-
bilities: it models world appearances through direct rendering along user-defined camera trajectories,
and it establishes a persistent 4D environment that supports highly controllable 3D simulations.
Additionally, it enables explicit modeling of world geometry and physical states, including depth,
normals, motion, and optical flow.

Despite the comprehensive capabilities inherent to the 4DGS representation, most existing approaches
restrict its application to reconstruction tasks, and generating a persistent 4DGS world directly from
text or image conditions remains largely unexplored. In AEON, we propose a novel framework that
integrates the generative latent space of a pretrained video Diffusion Transformer (DiT) [38, 29] with
the reconstructive latent space of a 4D reconstruction model. Specifically, we train a 4D Gaussian
Reconstruction Model (4DRM) to jointly predict 4DGS attributes and camera poses from monocular
videos. By utilizing a large-scale annotated 4D video dataset and pretrained geometric priors from
MapAnything [17], a scalable geometry model, the 4DRM develops robust reconstructive capabilities
to recover world geometry and dynamics. A primary challenge, however, is the significant domain
gap between the video and 4DRM latent spaces. We address this by introducing a domain adapter
that seamlessly bridges the two. Finally, we employ a multi-stage training pipeline that optimizes the
adapter and fine-tunes the reconstruction model through end-to-end distillation from the video model,
supervised by video VAE-decoded outputs.

Consequently, AEON unlocks an extensive array of world modeling applications, including
text/image/video-to-4DGS generation, 3D world generation, robotics simulation, physical state
estimation (e.g., depth, normals, and optical flow), scene editing, and novel view and timestep
synthesis.

Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We introduce AEON, a unified world modeling framework that represents worlds as explicit
4D Gaussians, effectively bridging video-based and 3D-based models to benefit from their
complementary strengths.

• We propose a novel methodology that integrates the generative latent space of a pretrained
video DiT with the reconstructive latent space of a 4D Gaussian reconstruction model. To
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Table 1: Comparison of different world modeling paradigms across fundamental characteristics.

Paradigm Realistic 3D Consistent Dynamic Persistence Real-time Exp.

Video WM (e.g. Sora) ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗

3D WM (e.g. Marble) ✗ ✓ ✗ ✓ ✓

AEON ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

achieve this, we train a specialized domain adapter through an end-to-end distillation of the
video model.

• AEON demonstrates comprehensive versatility, natively supporting a diverse spectrum of
world modeling tasks, and establishes new state-of-the-art results on standard benchmarks.

2 Related Work

2.1 Video and 3D World Models

World modeling aims to generate explorable and realistic environments from conditional inputs
(e.g., text or images), serving as a foundation for embodied AI and autonomous systems. Current
paradigms primarily rely on video-based [26, 11, 32, 19, 52, 38] or 3D-based [45, 35, 51, 14, 33, 3, 10]
approaches. Within the video-centric domain, JEPA-style methods [2, 1] excel at forecasting future
latent states but lack explicit visual synthesis. Conversely, video world models [26, 38, 19] and their
action-conditioned variants [5, 44, 36, 37] can synthesize photorealistic frames, yet they struggle
with 3D consistency and incur heavy computational costs due to massive per-frame token generation.

Alternatively, 3D world models [45, 14] construct explicit environments for simulation. Recent
works have explored panoramic generation [35, 51], progressive expansion [14], or leveraging video
priors [3]. However, these methods typically employ static representations such as 3DGS [18] or
meshes, precluding the modeling of world dynamics and limiting their ability to scale on dynamic
internet video datasets. The same holds for 3D generation and reconstruction more broadly, which
mostly build on static Gaussians [62, 59, 58, 56, 47] or distance fields [63, 64, 25, 24]. To bridge
this gap, we propose AEON, a framework that generates renderable 4D Gaussian Splatting [53, 41]
(4DGS) primitives as an explicit world representation. AEON effectively unifies the strengths of
both paradigms, achieving dynamic modeling with 3D consistency while overcoming their respective
limitations.

2.2 4D Gaussian Splatting from Videos

4D Gaussian Splatting [53, 41] advances the success of 3D Gaussian Splatting [18] for modeling scene
dynamics. 4DGS learns from multi-view videos to predict Gaussian primitives with explicit temporal
attributes such as lifespan, velocity, and time-varying opacity, allowing Gaussians to appear, move, and
vanish independently. However, predicting 4DGS from monocular videos remains significantly more
challenging due to limited observational data. While optimization-based methods [39, 20, 34] can
achieve faithful visual appearances, they require lengthy fitting processes and struggle to generalize
or scale. More recently, feed-forward frameworks [31, 48, 50, 22, 60] have been proposed for
fast and scalable video-to-4DGS reconstruction, including bullet-time reconstruction at arbitrary
timestamps [21] and online reconstruction from uncalibrated video streams [46]. Some of these
works predict deformable 3DGS [22, 28] as their foundational representation, which often falls short
when modeling complex and diverse dynamics. Related feed-forward models also recover dynamic
geometry and camera poses from monocular videos [8]. All of these methods reconstruct scenes
from observed videos. Native 4DGS generation has also been explored for animated objects [57].
Closer to our setting, Diff4Splat [28] and Lyra [3] build Gaussian scenes on top of video diffusion
priors, but both require a camera trajectory as input and represent dynamics with deformable 3DGS
and per-frame 3DGS, respectively. AEON differs in both respects: it generates a world from a text
prompt or a single image without camera input, and it represents the world as one persistent set of 4D
primitives, each with its own reference time, duration, and velocity, so that content can appear, move,
and vanish independently and can be rendered at any continuous timestep.
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Figure 2: Overview of AEON. Top (1). The 4D Reconstruction Model (4DRM) decodes a monocular
video into a 4DGS world through four task-specific heads that respectively predict depth, Gaussian
appearance, dynamic evolution, and camera poses. The resulting primitives are rasterized into RGB,
depth, and normal maps for end-to-end supervision. Bottom (2). We train AEON for generative
world modeling by distilling the world generative capability of a frozen video diffusion model (e.g.,
Wan 2.2 [38]) and the 4D reconstructive capability of a teacher 4DRM via a Domain Adapter and
a learnable student 4DRM. The generated explicit 4DGS world enables versatile world modeling
applications.

3 Method

We present AEON, a generative world model that operates within the latent space of a pretrained video
diffusion model while producing explicit 4D Gaussian Splatting (4DGS) as the world representation.
Given a text prompt or conditioning image, our goal is to generate a set of 4D Gaussians encoding
both appearance and dynamics, enabling photorealistic rendering and persistent 3D simulation. The
overview of AEON is shown in Fig. 2. We begin by introducing the 4DGS representation in Sec. 3.1,
which models dynamic scenes through velocity-driven motion and time-varying visibility. In Sec. 3.2,
we present the 4D Gaussian Reconstruction Model, whose four task-specific heads jointly predict
depth, Gaussian appearance, dynamic evolution, and camera poses from monocular videos. We then
describe our domain adapter in Sec. 3.3, which bridges the generative video latent space and the
reconstructive 4D latent space through distillation. Finally, Sec. 3.4 details our multi-stage training
strategy that optimizes the full pipeline end-to-end.

3.1 4D Gaussian Splatting as the World Representation

An ideal world model should jointly capture realistic appearances, scene dynamics, and 3D-consistent
geometry within a persistent and efficiently renderable representation. To this end, AEON adopts
4D Gaussian primitives [41, 53, 60] as its foundational scene representation, where each primitive
simultaneously encodes geometry, appearance, and temporal evolution. Formally, a single primitive
gi is characterized by the following parameter set

gi = {xi, si, ri, oi, ci, ti, li,vi,ωi}. (1)

Specifically, xi ∈ R3 denotes the spatial center, si ∈ R2 parameterizes anisotropic scaling along the
principal axes, and ri ∈ R4 encodes the orientation as a unit quaternion. The base opacity oi ∈ [0, 1]
together with the color ci ∈ R3 jointly determine the visual appearance of each primitive.

In addition to these spatial attributes, four temporal parameters govern the dynamic behavior of each
primitive. The reference timestep ti ∈ [0, T ] specifies the moment of peak activation, while the
duration li ∈ R+ controls the temporal extent over which the primitive remains visible. The linear
velocity vi ∈ R3 and the angular velocity ωi ∈ R3 in axis-angle form capture translational and
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rotational motion, respectively. This decomposition into explicit spatial and temporal components
enables AEON to model both persistent scene structure and transient dynamic phenomena within a
unified representation.

3.2 4D Gaussian Reconstruction Model

While 4DGS offers an ideal world representation, directly generating 4D Gaussians from diverse
conditions is highly challenging without proper guidance and geometric initialization. To address
this, we first train a 4D Gaussian Reconstruction Model (4DRM) as a foundation, focusing on the
more tractable task of world recovery from monocular videos. In a single feed-forward pass, 4DRM
uses four task-specific heads to jointly predict depth, camera poses, and 4D Gaussian attributes of
appearance and evolution. The model is trained end-to-end via differentiable rendering. Once trained,
4DRM facilitates AEON’s generative world modeling in two ways: (1) it provides a reconstructive
foundation to initialize the student 4DRM that recovers the world from video latents, and (2) it
acts as a teacher model, guiding the student to acquire 4D Gaussian modeling capabilities through
distillation.

Encoding. Given an input video V = {It}Tt=1 of T frames, we extract per-frame dense features
Ft ∈ RH/p×W/p×D using a pretrained DINOv2 encoder [27]. To inject temporal identity, we add a
sinusoidal positional embedding of the timestep index t to each spatial feature map. The resulting
per-frame tokens are concatenated across all frames and processed by a transformer backbone of L
layers that alternate between intra-frame and cross-frame self-attention, balancing computational
efficiency with long-range temporal modeling. The output features FS ∈ RTHW/p2×D encode
holistic spatio-temporal context for subsequent decoding. We initialize 4DRM from the pretrained
weights of MapAnything [17], a feed-forward metric 3D reconstruction model.

Decoding. We decode the shared spatio-temporal representation FS
t through four task-specific

heads, each responsible for a complementary component of the 4DGS world. The Depth Head
predicts dense per-frame depth maps Dt ∈ RH×W , while the Camera Head regresses the intrinsics
Kt together with per-frame rotations Rt (unit quaternions) and translations tt. The predicted depths
are unprojected via Kt into the Gaussian centers xi, anchoring all downstream predictions in a
metrically grounded 3D space. Conditioned on these centers, the Gaussian Head predicts the
appearance attributes {si, ri, oi, ci} (scale, orientation, opacity, and color), and the Evolution Head
predicts the dynamic attributes {ti, li,vi,ωi} (temporal reference, duration, and linear and angular
velocities) that govern how each primitive moves and fades over time. This decomposition lets the
Gaussian and Evolution Heads focus exclusively on appearance and dynamics, while the Camera
Head’s joint pose estimation enables 4DRM to operate directly on raw monocular videos, removing
the dependency on pre-estimated poses or external Structure-from-Motion (SfM) pipelines required
by prior work [48, 22]. As a result, 4DRM recovers a complete dynamic world state from a single
monocular video and establishes a robust reconstructive latent space for the subsequent generative
integration.

3.3 Generative World Modeling

Overview. AEON is designed to generate persistent and explorable 4D worlds from diverse con-
ditions, such as text prompts and images. The complete pipeline is illustrated in the lower portion
of Fig. 2. Given a condition (e.g., a text prompt), we leverage a pretrained video diffusion model
(e.g., Wan 2.2) as the generative foundation to produce a video latent, zvideo. Given that zvideo
encapsulates profound world-modeling priors capable of decoding into realistic, high-quality videos,
we aim to unlock its full potential by recovering an explicit and persistent 4DGS world. We introduce
a Domain Adapter that performs latent translation, mapping the generative video latent zvideo to a
reconstructive 4D latent z4D. A learnable student 4DRM then utilizes z4D to explicitly recover the
4DGS world. A simpler alternative would decode zvideo into frames with the VAE and pass them
to the Stage-1 4DRM. We avoid this cascade because the 4DRM is trained on real videos, whereas
decoded generations carry VAE and generation artifacts outside that distribution, so decoding errors
would compound with reconstruction errors.

A primary challenge in connecting the video generative model to the 4D reconstruction model is
the significant domain gap between their latent representations. The video latent is optimized for
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generative denoising, while the 4DRM consumes DINOv2 [27] tokens that are trained for geometric
and semantic understanding. These two feature spaces therefore occupy fundamentally different
distributions. Naively replacing the DINOv2 patch embedding with a randomly initialized projection
would forfeit the geometric prior carried by the pretrained backbone and force the student 4DRM to
relearn its feature distribution from scratch. To avoid this, we introduce a learnable domain adapter
that bridges the two latent spaces while preserving the geometric capabilities of the pretrained 4DRM
backbone layers.

Dual-Path Domain Adapter. We implement the domain adapter as a dual-path architecture that
couples a linearly initialized convolutional branch with an expressive Perceiver Bridge. To establish a
robust baseline, we first solve a closed-form ridge regression to map the video latents to the target
DINOv2 activations at each candidate insertion depth ℓ. This linear mapping already recovers a
coarse alignment, which makes it a good initialization, although on its own it falls well short of the
full adapter (Sec. 4.4). Motivated by this, our dual-path design employs a linear branch to provide a
stable foundation, while an expressive residual branch captures complex nonlinear transformations.
Specifically, the linear branch L is instantiated as a strided 3D convolution initialized with the
closed-form ridge solution. The residual branch N comprises a Perceiver Bridge module, detailed
below. A learnable scalar gate γ fuses the two branches as:

Z = L(zvideo) + γ · N(zvideo), (2)

where γ is initialized to zero. Consequently, the adapter’s optimization begins entirely from the stable
linear solution and progressively incorporates the nonlinear residual branch as γ updates via gradient
descent, ensuring stable optimization from the outset.

Perceiver Bridge. Implementing the residual branch with standard convolutions inherently dilutes
fine-grained geometric information due to their restricted local receptive fields. Instead, we design
a highly expressive Perceiver [15] Bridge module that leverages a learned token-to-token retrieval
with a global receptive field. The video latent is first projected into the target feature dimension by
a spatio-temporal Conv3D. An asymmetric temporal upsampler then restores the original temporal
resolution by bypassing the independently encoded first frame and applying sub-pixel shuffle to
the remaining compressed tokens so that the output length matches the original video exactly. The
upsampled tokens are passed into a stack of Perceiver-style cross-attention blocks, where a set of
learnable spatial queries attend to the projected video tokens as key-value pairs. Both queries and
keys carry fixed 2D sinusoidal positional embeddings, enabling explicit spatial alignment without
any resolution-specific learned parameters. Each frame is processed independently through the stack,
confining the attention cost to the two-dimensional spatial grid while temporal modeling is handled
by the preceding Conv3D and upsampler. A final LayerNorm aligns the output distribution with that
of the DINOv2 tokens.

Token-Level Injection. The adapter output Z is integrated into the DINOv2 backbone at layer
ℓ by bypassing the patch embedding and the initial ℓ transformer blocks, utilizing Z as the input
tokens for the remaining blocks. Notably, these subsequent DINOv2 transformer blocks are fused
into the 4DRM as part of the learnable spatio-temporal ViT. The selection of ℓ requires a careful
trade-off: integrating the features too early imposes an excessive optimization burden on the adapter,
whereas a late integration sacrifices essential geometric features relied upon by the downstream heads.
Therefore, we set ℓ to the shallowest layer where the linear branch yields a reliable initialization.
This strategy maximizes the number of retained upper blocks, effectively incorporating DINOv2’s
geometric knowledge into the 4DRM.

We train the student 4DRM and the domain adapter with both distillation losses and end-to-end
rendering supervisions. The full training procedure is detailed in Sec. 3.4.

3.4 Training Strategy

We adopt a multi-stage pipeline that first builds a strong reconstructive backbone and then bridges the
generative video latent space through generative distillation and end-to-end rendering refinement.

Stage 1: Reconstruction Model Training. The 4DRM learns to map monocular video to 4D
Gaussian primitives through large-scale training on posed videos. From each training clip of T frames,
we select K frames as network input and predict a unified set of 4D Gaussians. These Gaussians
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are rendered back to all T frames via the differentiable rasterizer, yielding dense photometric
supervision that extends well beyond the temporal coverage of the input. Our objective consists of
three complementary terms that respectively enforce appearance fidelity, geometric grounding, and
dynamic disentanglement.

Appearance fidelity. We supervise rendered frames Ĩt against ground-truth observations It with a
composite loss that balances pixel accuracy and perceptual quality:

Lapp =
1

T

T∑
t=1

(
∥It − Ĩt∥22 + α · LPIPS(It, Ĩt) + β ·

(
1− SSIM(It, Ĩt)

))
. (3)

The perceptual and structural terms prevent convergence to overly smooth solutions and encourage
sharp, realistic textures in the rendered output.

Geometric grounding. Monocular video alone cannot resolve metric depth ambiguity. We therefore
supervise predicted geometry directly with ground-truth depth and normal annotations from our
training dataset. Specifically, we render per-frame depth d̃t and normals ñt from the predicted 4DGS
and minimize their discrepancy with the annotated counterparts d∗

t and n∗
t :

Lgeo =
1

T

T∑
t=1

(
µ∥d∗

t − d̃t∥22 + ν∥n∗
t − ñt∥22

)
. (4)

Unlike prior methods that rely on pseudo labels from monocular expert models, training against
metric ground truth provides an unambiguous supervisory signal and anchors all predictions in a
consistent world-scale coordinate frame.

Dynamic disentanglement. Without multi-view constraints, the network may collapse to a degenerate
solution where every primitive is assigned a short lifespan, leading the representation to per-frame
point clouds. To encourage proper separation of static structure from dynamic content, we penalize
unnecessary motion and favor long-lived primitives:

Ldyn =
1

M

M∑
i=1

(
η1∥vi∥1 + η2∥ωi∥1 + η3 l

−1
i

)
, (5)

where M is the total number of predicted Gaussians. These penalties ensure that non-trivial velocity
and short lifespans are assigned only to genuinely dynamic elements, enabling the model to learn
meaningful motion decomposition without explicit motion labels.

The complete Stage 1 objective combines all three components:

Ls1 = Lapp + Lgeo + Ldyn. (6)

Stage 2: Generative Distillation. In the second stage, we connect the generative video latent space
to the reconstructive 4D space through end-to-end distillation. We freeze the pretrained 4DRM as
a teacher and train the domain adapter alongside a student 4DRM. The teacher takes ground-truth
RGB frames as input, while the domain adapter and student 4DRM operate solely on video latents.
The training objective drives the student to reproduce the teacher’s 4DGS world reconstruction in a
generative manner from the video latents. The overall distillation loss combines three complementary
terms:

Ldistill = L4DGS + Lgeom + λ(t)Lfeat. (7)

4D Gaussian attribute alignment. L4DGS applies a weighted L1 loss between the per-primitive
attributes predicted by the teacher and the student, covering spatial position, anisotropic scale,
rotation, opacity, color, velocity, and lifespan. This term provides the most direct form of knowledge
transfer by enforcing primitive-level correspondence in attribute space.

Dense geometric alignment. Attribute-space supervision alone is insufficient since distinct sets of
Gaussian attributes can produce visually equivalent renderings, while small attribute deviations may
cause large visual discrepancies. To address this ambiguity, Lgeom supervises the per-view dense
geometric predictions from the student 4DRM heads, combining a robust log-depth regression loss,
a multi-scale depth gradient term for boundary sharpness, and an L1 penalty on predicted camera
parameters. We apply a global scale normalization before computing this loss to eliminate the trivial
scale ambiguity between the two models.
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Feature alignment. Lfeat regularizes the domain adapter by aligning the student’s intermediate features
at the bridge output with the corresponding teacher activations through an L1 loss. Its weight λ(t)
follows a cosine decay schedule that imposes strong regularization in early training to prevent
catastrophic drift of the adapter and gradually relaxes to let the task-specific losses dominate.

Together, these objectives supervise the distillation process at complementary granularities. The
attribute loss effectively instills the teacher’s 4D reconstruction capabilities into the student, while
the geometric and feature losses simultaneously drive domain adaptation by forcing the adapter to
project the video latent space onto the reconstructive 4D latent space.

Stage 3: End-to-End Rendering Refinement. Distillation losses operate in attribute and feature
space and do not directly reflect final rendering quality. We therefore fine-tune the domain adapter
and student 4DRM with an end-to-end rendering loss, where pseudo ground-truth frames are obtained
by decoding zvideo through the frozen VAE decoder and compared against the rasterized 4DGS
output using the same appearance objective as Stage 1. Gradients flow through the differentiable
rasterizer into the full pipeline, so the student is optimized for rendering quality directly rather than
only imitating the teacher. A linearly decayed distillation regularizer preserves the geometric structure
acquired in Stage 2.

4 Experiments

Ours Ground TruthMoVies NeoVerse4DGT

Figure 3: Qualitative reconstruction comparison on Dycheck and DaVis.

4.1 4D Generation

We evaluate AEON against 4DNex [7] and Lyra [3] for 4D generation. Unlike 4DNex (per-frame
point clouds) and Lyra (per-frame 3DGS), AEON predicts a unified 4DGS representation for real-
time exploration. We evaluate on 30 scenes, each specified by an image-text prompt. Evaluation
videos, rendered along shared camera trajectories from identical image-text prompts, are assessed
via VBench [13] metrics: I2V Subject, Subject Consistency, Motion Smoothness, and Aesthetic
Quality. As shown in Table 2, AEON outperforms all baselines. While per-frame reconstruction lacks
cross-frame coherence, AEON models scenes via persistent 4D Gaussians with explicit velocity and
duration, naturally ensuring temporal consistency. Additionally, AEON generalizes across backbones
(Wan 2.1 and Wan 2.2) without architectural modifications, yielding consistently strong results.
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Table 2: Quantitative comparison on 4D generation. All outputs are rendered along shared preset
camera trajectories and scored with VBench [13] metrics.

Method I2V_Subject ↑ Subject_Consistency ↑ Motion_Smoothness ↑ Aesthetic_Quality ↑
4DNex [7] 0.796 0.790 0.968 0.342
Lyra [3] 0.865 0.864 0.974 0.459

AEON (Wan 2.1) 0.912 0.864 0.976 0.519
AEON (Wan 2.2) 0.913 0.875 0.980 0.531

4.2 Video-to-4D Reconstruction

We evaluate AEON for 4D reconstruction on Dycheck [9] and DaVis [30] against SOTA baselines:
L4GM [31], 4DGT [48], MoVies [22], NeoVerse [50], and StreamSplat [46]. Unlike 4DGT and
MoVies, which rely on external poses (from GT or π3 [42]), AEON’s integrated camera head jointly
predicts camera parameters and 4DGS attributes from monocular RGB. StreamSplat additionally
requires monocular depth from Depth Anything V2 [49], which AEON does not need. For Dycheck’s
novel view synthesis, we assess our video-to-4DGS pipeline by encoding input video into the VAE
latent space and decoding it via the domain adapter and student reconstruction model.

Table 3: Video-to-4D reconstruction comparison.

Method Dycheck DaVis
PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

L4GM [31] 8.673 0.354 0.652 20.589 0.667 0.311
4DGT [48] 12.267 0.413 0.542 20.362 0.667 0.313
MoVies [22] 11.840 0.341 0.545 20.736 0.688 0.307
NeoVerse [50] 14.269 0.363 0.501 23.929 0.735 0.283
StreamSplat [46] 11.876 0.375 0.532 23.748 0.712 0.273

AEON 14.487 0.421 0.469 24.661 0.771 0.243
Teacher 4DRM 14.413 0.418 0.462 24.886 0.775 0.241

As summarized in Table 3,
AEON achieves superior PSNR,
SSIM, and LPIPS across both
benchmarks. Despite operating
through the video VAE latent bot-
tleneck, AEON’s domain adapter
effectively preserves the geomet-
ric details necessary for high-
fidelity reconstruction, with espe-
cially pronounced gains on com-
plex DaVis sequences. Further-
more, AEON needs neither camera poses nor depth at inference, and only Stage 1 uses annotated
videos, so the later training stages can scale to raw videos. Qualitative comparisons in Fig. 3 further
corroborate these quantitative trends.

4.3 Novel Trajectory Rendering

We collect 30 in-the-wild videos unseen during training and render each scene along several novel
camera trajectories. We compare against TrajectoryCrafter [54], RecamMaster [4], and NeoVerse [50],
reporting six VBench [13] metrics in Table 4. AEON achieves the best scores on four out of six
metrics while remaining competitive on the other two. Since rendering a new trajectory from 4DGS is
geometrically exact rasterization rather than learned hallucination, AEON naturally maintains strong
consistency and visual quality across viewpoint changes.

Table 4: Novel trajectory rendering comparison under VBench [13] metrics.
Method Subj. Consist. ↑ Back. Consist. ↑ Temp. Flick. ↑ Motion Smooth. ↑ Aesth. Quality ↑ Imag. Quality ↑
TrajectoryCrafter [54] 94.48 96.57 95.49 98.79 64.81 58.53
RecamMaster [4] 94.49 95.58 97.64 97.79 61.26 56.34
NeoVerse [50] 90.24 95.21 95.01 97.39 59.17 57.98

AEON 94.64 96.77 96.69 98.11 69.02 58.65

4.4 Ablation Studies

Table 5: Ablation study on Dycheck and DaVis.

Variant Dycheck DaVis

PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓
Conv3D projection 12.086 0.314 0.606 12.813 0.276 0.701
W/o Distill 12.390 0.349 0.537 16.718 0.503 0.489
W/o Duration 12.500 0.372 0.535 22.057 0.718 0.328

Full 14.487 0.421 0.469 24.661 0.771 0.243

We ablate three key design
choices of AEON under the Dy-
check and DaVis benchmarks in
Table 5. Conv3D projection re-
places the full dual-path domain
adapter with a single Conv3D
layer, showing that the expres-
sive Perceiver Bridge branch is
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essential for capturing the complex mapping between the two latent spaces. W/o Distill removes the
distillation losses and trains the adapter with rendering supervision alone, resulting in a significant
performance drop, especially on DaVis, which highlights the importance of the teacher 4DRM as a
geometric foundation. W/o Duration disables the temporal opacity evolution of 4DGS, forcing all
primitives to remain visible throughout the sequence; the degradation shows that explicit duration
modeling of 4DGS representation is critical for handling transient dynamics. The full model combines
all components and achieves the best performance on every metric.

5 Conclusion

We present AEON, a unified world modeling framework that bridges video-based and 3D-based
paradigms and combines the benefits of both. The core of AEON is a generative model that operates
within the latent space of a pretrained video diffusion model while producing explicit 4D Gaussian
Splatting as the world representation. We train a 4DRM for robust geometric guidance and design
a domain adapter that translates generative video latents into the reconstructive 4D latents through
end-to-end distillation. Experiments across 4D generation, dynamic-scene reconstruction, and novel
trajectory rendering demonstrate that AEON achieves state-of-the-art performance while supporting
a broad spectrum of world modeling applications within a single unified framework.

Limitations and future work. The temporal extent of generated 4D scenes is currently bounded by
the video diffusion model’s sequence length. Because AEON stores the world as a persistent 4DGS
rather than as frames, it offers a natural path beyond this window: render conditioning frames from
the current 4DGS at the latest camera pose, generate the next window, decode it into new primitives,
and fuse them with the existing world where they overlap. Since each step is anchored to explicit
geometry rather than extrapolated from previous frames, drift should accumulate more slowly than
in video-only autoregression. In addition, regions never observed in the generated video cannot be
recovered, so very large viewpoint changes may reveal holes that a generative completion module
could fill.
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A Implementation Details

The 4DRM encoder is built on DINOv2-Large [27] with 24 transformer blocks of dimension 1024.
The 4DRM is initialized from the pretrained MapAnything weights [17]. The domain adapter is
injected at layer ℓ=4, retaining the upper 20 pretrained transformer blocks as a geometric foundation
for the 4DRM. The Linear branch projects the 16-channel Wan video latent to 1024 channels, initial-
ized via closed-form ridge regression against the fourth-layer DINOv2 activations. The Perceiver
Bridge employs 4 cross-attention blocks with 16 heads and 1024 learnable queries, and a temporal
interleave of factor 4 inverts the video VAE’s temporal compression. All three stages are optimized
with AdamW using a weight decay of 10−4, a cosine schedule with 2 000 linear warmup steps, a base
learning rate of 5×10−6, and gradient clipping at a global norm of 1.0.

Stage 1 trains the full 4DRM for 20 epochs on video clips with ground-truth camera poses and depth
annotations. The appearance loss weights are α=2.0 and β=0.2, the geometry weights are µ=1.0 and
ν=0.5, and the dynamic regularization coefficients are η1=η2=η3=0.3. Stage 2 freezes the Stage-1
model as the teacher and trains the domain adapter and the student 4DRM for 30 additional epochs
with a 10× learning rate multiplier on the adapter parameters. Since the frozen teacher provides all
supervisory signals through distillation, Stage 2 requires only raw RGB videos as input, removing
the dependency on pose and depth annotations and enabling training on large-scale unannotated data.
The feature alignment weight λ decays from 1.0 to 0 following a cosine schedule. All experiments are
conducted on 16 NVIDIA H200 GPUs. The Stage-1 training corpus combines DynamicReplica [16],
SAILVOS3D [12], Spring [23], TartanAir [40], PointOdyssey [61], and OmniWorld [65], each
providing ground-truth camera poses and depth. Because these datasets differ in size by orders
of magnitude, we resample the smaller ones by the factors listed in Table 6, so that every source
contributes to geometric supervision. In Stage 2, we further incorporate Panda-70M [6] to expand the
training distribution beyond annotated domains; it supplies real-world appearance diversity without
geometric labels. Stage 3 continues to train the domain adapter and student 4DRM for 10 additional
epochs with the end-to-end rendering loss, using the same optimizer configuration as Stage 2. The
distillation regularization weight λreg is initialized to 0.5 and linearly decayed to zero over the course
of training.

Table 6: Training datasets. Resample is the factor by which each dataset is repeated during training.
Dataset Dynamic Pose Depth Real #Scenes Resample

PointOdyssey [61] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ 0.1K 100×
TartanAir [40] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ 0.5K 50×
DynamicReplica [16] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ 0.5K 20×
OmniWorld-Game [65] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ 0.06K 100×
SAIL-VOS 3D [12] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ 0.16K 50×
Spring [23] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ 0.03K 1000×
Panda-70M [6] (subset) ✓ ✗ ✗ ✓ 2.4M 1×

B Applications

Text/Image-to-world generation. As illustrated in Fig. 1, AEON synthesizes high-quality 4D
Gaussian Splatting (4DGS) environments from text or image prompts. This is achieved by first gener-
ating video latents using Wan-DiT conditioned on the input prompts. These latents are subsequently
translated into 4D spatial-temporal latents and decoded to reconstruct the final 4DGS world.

Video-to-world reconstruction. For video-to-world reconstruction, input videos are encoded into
video latents using Wan-VAE. These latents are then processed to generate 4DGS scenes, following
the same pipeline as our text/image-to-world generation.

Novel view synthesis. The generated 4DGS representations inherently support real-time novel view
synthesis across arbitrary viewpoints and timesteps.

Physical status estimation. The generated 4DGS encapsulates rich geometric and physical proper-
ties, which can be directly extracted to derive depth maps, normal maps, motion masks, and optical
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flow. Specifically, motion masks are obtained by filtering the lifespans of the Gaussians, as dynamic
elements typically correspond to Gaussians with shorter lifespans.

3D world generation. Beyond dynamic scene generation, AEON is also highly effective for static
3D world generation. An example of this capability is provided in the third row of Fig. 1.

Scene editing and simulation. Because AEON generates explicit 4D representations, it inherently
facilitates seamless scene editing and structural decomposition for downstream simulations (shown in
the bottom row of Fig. 1). By leveraging the motion masks derived from Gaussian lifespan filtering,
we can cleanly separate a generated scene into its static and dynamic components. These isolated
parts from various generated 4DGS worlds can then be freely recomposed to simulate novel scenarios.
The same explicit structure is what embodied simulation needs. The metric geometry of the static
component can supply occupancy and free space for an agent, the dynamic primitives move according
to their own velocities, and real-time rasterization renders egocentric observations at every step.
An agent can therefore be placed in a generated world, roll out its actions, and receive rendered
observations in a closed loop, and because the world is persistent, the same scenario can be replayed
for repeatable evaluation.

C Evolution of 4DGS Representation

Temporal opacity evolution. To faithfully represent the appearance and disappearance of scene
elements over time, the opacity of each primitive is modulated by a Gaussian kernel centered at its
reference timestep ti. Given a query time t, the effective opacity is computed as

σi =

√
(li/2)2

−2 log(ϵ)
, oi(t) = oi · exp

(
− (t− ti)

2

2σ2
i

)
, (8)

where ϵ = 0.05 serves as the activation threshold at the duration boundary. This temporal gating
mechanism ensures full visibility near the reference timestep while producing smooth fade-in and
fade-out transitions. As a result, the representation can naturally accommodate transient phenomena
such as fire, splashes, and object entrances without resorting to explicit per-object tracking.

Velocity-driven spatial evolution. The position and orientation of each primitive evolve over time
according to a constant-velocity motion model. At query time t, the updated position and rotation are
given by

xi(t) = xi + vi · (t− ti), (9)
ri(t) = ri ⊗AxisAngle2Quat(ωi · (t− ti)), (10)

where ⊗ denotes quaternion multiplication. The scaling si remains fixed across time, ensuring
that each primitive preserves its intrinsic shape throughout the sequence. Factoring translational
and rotational dynamics into independent velocity terms yields a compact yet expressive motion
parameterization that supports rigid-body motion while incurring minimal per-primitive overhead.
Combined with the temporal opacity mechanism above, the full 4DGS representation enables AEON
to unify the photorealistic rendering capability of video models with the geometric consistency and
persistence of 3D models.

D Evaluation Metrics

We describe all evaluation metrics used in the main paper. Our experiments rely on two families of
metrics: per-frame reconstruction metrics that measure pixel-level fidelity and VBench metrics that
assess perceptual video quality along multiple complementary dimensions.

Reconstruction metrics. We evaluate dynamic scene reconstruction with three standard metrics
that operate at increasing levels of perceptual abstraction. Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR)
measures per-pixel reconstruction accuracy in decibels:

PSNR = 10 · log10
R2

1
N

∑N
i=1(Ii − Ĩi)2

, (11)
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where R is the maximum pixel intensity, N is the total number of pixels, and I, Ĩ denote the ground-
truth and rendered frames respectively. Higher values indicate less distortion. Structural Similarity
Index (SSIM) [43] moves beyond pixel-level comparison by jointly evaluating local luminance,
contrast, and structural patterns:

SSIM(I, Ĩ) =
(2µIµĨ + C1)(2σIĨ + C2)

(µ2
I + µ2

Ĩ
+ C1)(σ2

I + σ2
Ĩ
+ C2)

, (12)

where µ and σ denote the local mean and standard deviation computed over sliding windows, σIĨ is
the local cross-covariance, and C1, C2 are small stability constants. SSIM ranges from 0 to 1, with
higher values indicating greater structural agreement. Learned Perceptual Image Patch Similarity
(LPIPS) [55] further captures high-level perceptual differences by comparing deep features extracted
from a pretrained network:

LPIPS(I, Ĩ) =
∑
l

wl

∥∥∥ϕl(I)− ϕl(Ĩ)
∥∥∥2
2
, (13)

where ϕl denotes the normalized activations at layer l and wl are learned linear weights. Lower
LPIPS values indicate higher perceptual similarity.

VBench video quality metrics. For 4D generation and novel trajectory rendering we adopt six
metrics from the VBench [13] benchmark, each targeting a distinct aspect of video quality. I2V
Subject measures the visual fidelity between the conditioning image and the generated subject,
quantifying how faithfully the output preserves the identity of the input. Subject Consistency
evaluates the temporal coherence of the foreground subject across frames by computing pairwise
feature similarity over the video. Background Consistency similarly measures the stability of
background regions to detect unwanted scene drift. Temporal Flickering captures high-frequency
luminance and color variations between consecutive frames, where higher scores correspond to
smoother transitions. Motion Smoothness assesses whether object trajectories follow physically
plausible paths without abrupt jumps. Aesthetic Quality and Imaging Quality respectively evaluate
the overall visual appeal and the low-level image attributes such as sharpness and color fidelity. All
VBench metrics are reported on a scale where higher values indicate better performance.

E Additional Ablation Studies

Table 7 reports additional ablations on Dycheck and DaVis, where each variant changes one compo-
nent of the full model.

Table 7: Additional ablation studies on Dycheck and DaVis.

Variant Dycheck DaVis

PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

Adapter
Conv3D projection 12.086 0.314 0.606 12.813 0.276 0.701
Conv branch only 12.332 0.333 0.533 15.409 0.465 0.533
Perceiver branch only 13.086 0.389 0.596 14.262 0.442 0.552

Training W/o Stage 3 13.670 0.361 0.517 22.953 0.705 0.299

4DRM W/o geometric prior 12.341 0.358 0.543 22.268 0.695 0.349
W/o Lgeo 12.260 0.331 0.578 20.347 0.655 0.323

Full 14.487 0.421 0.469 24.661 0.771 0.243

Adapter. Conv3D projection replaces the dual-path adapter with a single Conv3D projection, while
Conv branch only and Perceiver branch only use only a convolutional branch or only the Perceiver
branch, respectively. All three variants lower DaVis PSNR to 12.8–15.4 dB, so no single path can
bridge the two latent spaces on its own.

Training. W/o Stage 3 stops after Stage 2 and keeps Stages 1 and 2 unchanged. Skipping Stage 3
reduces DaVis PSNR by 1.7 dB, demonstrating the benefit of end-to-end rendering refinement.
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4DRM. W/o geometric prior trains 4DRM without the MapAnything initialization, and W/o Lgeo
removes the depth and normal supervision of Stage 1. Both variants perform worse than the full
model on Dycheck and DaVis, so the quality of 4DRM matters, although performance degrades
gracefully rather than collapsing.

F Additional Qualitative Results

We provide additional qualitative reconstruction comparisons on the DaVis benchmark in Fig. 4.
These results further corroborate that AEON recovers sharper appearance details and more temporally
coherent geometry than baselines, particularly in regions with fast motion and transient occlusions.
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Figure 4: Additional qualitative reconstruction comparisons on DaVis. AEON produces more
coherent geometry and finer details in dynamic regions.
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