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Discrete visual tokens represent vision in a discrete form analogous to language, offering a native inter-
face for multimodal modeling under a shared next-token prediction objective. However, quantization
error is widely assumed to cause unavoidable semantic loss, fundamentally limiting the semantic fidelity
of discrete visual tokens and positioning continuous visual representations as an intrinsic upper bound.
Using multimodal understanding as a proxy for semantic fidelity, we revisit this assumption and find
quantization error unreliable, as discrete representations with substantially larger errors can achieve
better understanding. Instead, the effective bit budget of discrete indices emerges as a key determinant
of downstream performance. However, existing quantizers eventually saturate as additional codebooks
contribute progressively less semantic information. As one approach to alleviating this saturation, we
introduce Factorized Vector Quantization (FVQ), which quantizes complementary, fixed-dimensional
views of the visual feature with symmetric parallel codebooks. It continues to improve at larger bit
budgets, ultimately matching continuous visual representations in multimodal understanding. Trained
on industrial-scale multimodal data, our model achieves state-of-the-art performance among discrete-
representation models, outperforming UniAR and Emu3-Chat by 22.8% and 59.2%, respectively, on a
nine-metric average. To our knowledge, it is also the first discrete-representation model competitive
with strong continuous-representation models such as Qwen3-VL, including on fine-grained OCR
tasks. We further identify the key principles and a practical recipe enabling this competitiveness.
Together, these results and insights support the potential of discrete visual representations to underpin
large-scale native multimodal foundation models.

& Project Website https://doctor-james.github.io/FVQ-Page/
) Code Repository https://github.com/hustvl/FVQ

1 Introduction

Recent multimodal models are moving beyond the conventional pipeline of attaching a standalone vision
encoder to a language model through approaches such as early-fusion pretraining (Qwen Team, 2026; Kimi
Team et al., 2026) and encoder-free designs (Diao et al., 2024, 2025, 2026). More ambitiously, recent work
pursues the grand unification of multimodal modeling by representing images as discrete tokens analogous to
text (Wang et al., 2024a; Geng et al., 2025; Meituan LongCat Team et al., 2026). By bringing vision and
language under a shared token interface, this formulation allows multimodal models to inherit the mature
architectures, training paradigms, and scaling recipes of LLMs. Beyond serving as a common modeling
interface, discrete visual representations can also function as visual chains of thought (Yang et al., 2026; Sun
et al., 2026) or intermediate semantic representations (Wang et al., 2026), providing explicit guidance for
image generation, spatial understanding, and depth estimation within unified multimodal models.

However, quantizing continuous visual features into a finite codebook inevitably incurs quantization error,
which is widely assumed to entail semantic loss. Under this view, discrete representations cannot serve as a
semantically faithful proxy for the original visual signal, making continuous visual representations a natural
upper bound on downstream performance.
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Figure1 Scaling the bit budget of discrete visual representations. (a) Average multimodal understanding performance
improves with the per-patch bit budget. FV(Q continues to improve in the high-budget regime and reaches the
continuous QwenViT baseline, whereas existing multi-codebook quantizers saturate. (b) Qualitative examples of
text recognition at increasing bit budgets. Higher budgets progressively recover the fine-grained textual information
required for correct predictions; green and red denote correct and incorrect answers, respectively.

In this work, we challenge this common assumption. We use multimodal understanding as a proxy for semantic
fidelity, since a representation that provides the information needed to answer any image-centric question can
be regarded as semantically lossless with respect to the original visual signal (Meituan LongCat Team et al.,
2026). Our experiments reveal that a discrete representation with an order-of-magnitude larger quantization
error can nevertheless achieve substantially better understanding performance. This result demonstrates
that quantization error is not a reliable measure of semantic fidelity, raising a fundamental question: What
determines the semantic fidelity of discrete visual representations?

Returning to first principles, raw visual signals, continuous features, and discrete representations are all
finite-bit encodings in digital systems, whose nominal capacities can be characterized by their bit budgets,
as illustrated in Fig. 2 (right). The semantic content of raw visual signals can in principle be represented
with far fewer bits owing to their high redundancy, suggesting that discrete representations may approach
semantic completeness with a sufficiently large bit budget. For discrete representations, the bit budget grows
linearly with the number of codebooks L but only logarithmically with the size of each codebook C, making
multi-codebook quantization a more efficient scaling strategy. To test this hypothesis, we systematically scale
the bit budget and observe steady improvements in downstream multimodal understanding, as shown in
Fig. 1(a).

However, existing multi-codebook quantizers face a scaling bottleneck as additional codebooks become less
semantically informative. Residual vector quantization (RVQ) (Lee et al., 2022) assigns later codebooks to
progressively smaller residuals, whereas product quantization (PQ) (Jégou et al., 2011; Ma et al., 2026a)
partitions the feature into increasingly narrow channel groups. Consequently, the effective semantic capacity
fails to keep pace with the nominal bit budget, limiting further scaling.

The observed saturation motivates quantizer designs that continue to provide newly added codebooks with
informative views as the bit budget grows. As one approach to alleviating this bottleneck, we introduce
Factorized Vector Quantization (FVQ), illustrated in Fig. 3, which constructs complementary, fixed-dimensional
views of the same visual feature and quantizes them with symmetric parallel codebooks. Fig. 1(a) shows
that FVQ continues to improve with larger bit budgets after RVQ and PQ saturate, ultimately matching
continuous visual representations in multimodal understanding.

Moving beyond small-scale feasibility studies, we train our model on industrial-scale multimodal data. The
resulting model achieves competitive performance with flagship multimodal models across a broad suite
of benchmarks, demonstrating the data scalability of discrete visual representations and supporting their
potential to underpin large-scale native multimodal foundation models.

Our main contributions are summarized as follows.



o We show that quantization error does not determine semantic fidelity. Starting from the first-principles
observation that digital RGB images are themselves discrete finite-bit signals, we further demonstrate
that a sufficiently large effective bit budget enables discrete representations to match continuous ones in
downstream understanding.

o We introduce Factorized Vector Quantization (FVQ), which provides one approach to alleviating the
high-budget saturation observed in existing multi-codebook quantizers. FVQ quantizes complementary,
fixed-dimensional views of the same visual feature with symmetric parallel codebooks and sustains gains
as the bit budget increases.

¢ We demonstrate the data scalability of our model through industrial-scale multimodal training, achieving
state-of-the-art performance among discrete-representation models with relative improvements of 22.8%
over UniAR and 59.2% over Emu3-Chat on a nine-metric average. To the best of our knowledge,
ours is the first discrete-representation model to achieve competitive performance against flagship
continuous-representation models such as Qwen3-VL. Beyond these empirical results, we distill the
key principles and a practical recipe that make such competitiveness possible, further supporting the
potential of discrete visual representations to underpin large-scale native multimodal foundation models.

2 What Determines the Semantics of Discrete Visual Representations?

Discrete visual representations provide a shared token interface for vision and language, enabling native
multimodal modeling and visual chains of thought while potentially reducing modality conflicts. Their limited
semantic fidelity, however, remains a central bottleneck. We therefore investigate what governs the semantic
fidelity of discrete visual representations. Section 2.1 tests whether quantization error necessarily implies
semantic loss, and Section 2.2 examines effective bit budget and the scaling bottlenecks of existing quantizers.
Fig. 2 summarizes the two analyses.
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Figure 2 Overview of the analyses in Section 2: reconstruction error versus semantic fidelity (left) and bit-budget scaling
across representative quantizers (right). Braw, Becont, and Baisc denote per-patch budgets for raw pixels, continuous
features, and discrete indices. f, n, V, b, D, L, and C denote patch side length, channels, values per channel, bits per
feature dimension, feature dimension, number of codebooks, and codebook size, respectively.

2.1 Rethinking Quantization Error and Semantic Fidelity

Finding 1: Quantization Error Does Not Determine Semantic Fidelity. Representations with similar errors
can exhibit substantially different understanding performance, whereas those with markedly different
errors can retain comparable semantic information.

In this section, we challenge the common assumption that continuous visual representations form an intrinsic
upper bound for their discrete counterparts. A prevailing view holds that mapping continuous visual features



to a finite codebook inevitably introduces quantization error and that this distortion necessarily entails
semantic loss. Under this view, discrete representations are inherently weaker than continuous ones.

However, the VLM operates on discrete indices rather than reconstructed features, so quantization error
need not translate directly into reduced semantic fidelity. We compare single-codebook VQ (van den Oord
et al., 2017) with eight-group RVQ and construct two partial representations by retaining alternating groups.
Fig. 2 (left) highlights the odd-group comparison, while Table 1 reports feature-reconstruction MSE on the
ImageNet validation set (Deng et al., 2009) alongside downstream multimodal understanding performance for
all variants.

Table1 Quantization error and multimodal understanding of discrete QwenViT representations. C' and L denote the
codebook size and number of selected codebooks, respectively. MSE measures feature-reconstruction error. Avg. is the
unweighted mean over the eight benchmarks, with OCRBench divided by 10.

Quantization Multimodal Understanding
Quantizer CxL MSE|] MathVista RealWorldQA MMStar OCRBench TextVQA AI2D ChartQA DocVQA Avg. T
VQ 16,384 x 1 0.027 39.4 52.4 40.5 367 51.3 67.1 54.2 68.2 51.2
RVQ (Odd) 16,384 x 4 0.246 414 56.2 41.7 615 66.9 75.1 63.5 79.5 60.7
RVQ (Even) 16,384 x4 0.028 40.3 56.2 41.7 564 66.1 73.6 61.7 78.4 59.3
RVQ (All) 16,384 x 8 0.016 437 59.3 431 652 716 788  67.3 828  64.0

The results reveal a counterintuitive pattern. Although the odd-group variant omits the coarse component
captured by group 0 and incurs substantially greater reconstruction error, it markedly outperforms VQ and
performs comparably to the even-group variant in understanding performance. Conversely, the even-group
variant exhibits reconstruction error comparable to VQ but achieves much stronger understanding. Together,
these contrasting cases show that reconstruction error does not determine semantic fidelity, raising a more
fundamental question: what governs the semantic capacity of a discrete representation?

2.2 Bit-Budget Scaling in Discrete Visual Representations

Finding 2: Larger Bit Budgets Improve Semantic Capacity When Added Codes Remain Informative. Increasing
the discrete bit budget improves semantic fidelity and downstream multimodal understanding, ulti-
mately enabling discrete representations to match the understanding performance of continuous visual
representations.

Returning to first principles, raw visual signals, continuous features, and discrete representations are all
finite-bit encodings in digital systems, and their nominal capacities can be characterized by their per-patch bit
budgets (Yu et al., 2026a), as summarized in Fig. 2 (right). The semantic content of raw visual signals can
in principle be represented with far fewer bits owing to their high redundancy. Accordingly, we hypothesize
that increasing the discrete bit budget improves semantic fidelity, provided that the additional codes remain
semantically informative.

To test this hypothesis, we scale the discrete bit budget and evaluate the resulting representations on
downstream multimodal understanding tasks. The discrete bit budget Bgisc = Llog, C grows linearly with
the number of codebooks L but only logarithmically with the codebook size C. Larger codebooks are more
difficult to optimize and may suffer from poor utilization or codebook collapse. Keeping the codebook size
fixed while increasing the number of codebooks therefore provides a more efficient and tractable scaling
strategy. We compare RVQ with product quantization (PQ) (Jégou et al., 2011; Ma et al., 2026a), which
partitions each feature into channel groups and quantizes them in parallel. Fig. 1(a) shows that both methods
improve as the bit budget increases and progressively approach the continuous representation. This trend also
extends to OCR, where discrete representations often struggle because quantization can discard high-frequency
details (Yu et al., 2026b). Larger budgets progressively recover the fine-grained textual information required
for correct predictions, as shown in Fig. 1(b). Detailed benchmark results are reported in Table 2.

Despite this trend, both RVQ and PQ saturate at high bit budgets. Increasing the number of codebooks
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Figure 3 Overview of FVQ. During quantizer training, multiple dense projections produce complementary views of the
same visual feature, which are quantized in parallel by independent codebooks. The selected codewords are combined
through tight-frame synthesis for feature reconstruction. In the subsequent VLM training stage, the quantizer is frozen,
and only the resulting discrete indices are mapped to newly initialized token embeddings for multimodal understanding.
The nine-metric average is computed over MMMU, MathVista, MMStar, OCRBench/10, ChartQA, CharXiv-DQ),
CharXiv-RQ, DocVQA, and InfoVQA.

from 8 to 16 doubles the nominal bit budget but yields only marginal gains in understanding performance.
We attribute this saturation to diminishing information per codebook, as later RVQ groups receive weaker
residuals and PQ partitions features into increasingly narrow channel groups. The nominal capacity therefore
grows without a corresponding increase in effective semantic capacity, showing that additional bits help only
when the added codes remain semantically informative. This observation motivates quantizer designs that
continue to provide informative representations to newly added codebooks as their number grows. In the next
section, we introduce FVQ as one such approach.

3 From Bit-Budget Scaling to Quantizer Design

3.1 Overview

The preceding analysis shows that a larger nominal bit budget is insufficient when the information available to
each codebook diminishes as their number grows. A scalable multi-codebook quantizer should therefore assign
symmetric roles to its codebooks, provide each with a fixed-dimensional view derived from the full feature,
and collectively preserve the original feature before quantization. Guided by these principles, we introduce
Factorized Vector Quantization (FVQ) as a concrete realization based on dense tight-frame projections, parallel
independent codebooks, and information-preserving synthesis, as illustrated in Fig. 3.

3.2 Factorized Vector Quantization

Complementary Tight-Frame Projections. Let z; € RP denote the projected VFM feature of the i-th visual
patch. FVQ maps z; into L fixed-dimensional dense views. Each projection R, € R**P is dense over all D
input channels, allowing every codebook to receive information from the full feature while keeping its input
dimension d unchanged as L grows. Unlike PQ, increasing L adds another view rather than dividing the
feature into progressively narrower channel groups. We stack these projections into an analysis operator A



and constrain them as follows: b
;¢ = Rlziv RZ eR x )

A=[R] - RZ]T € RL4XD, 1)
Ld
ATA =pIp, p= o

Dense projections provide global views of the same feature, but independently sampled projections do not
guarantee that these views preserve the feature collectively and may weight different directions unevenly.
We therefore impose the tight-frame condition AT A = pIp. This makes the aggregate transform isotropic,
such that ||Az;||2 = p||z:]|3. Every feature direction is scaled equally, and no nonzero direction is discarded
by all views simultaneously. The projected views therefore preserve the feature geometry collectively before
quantization.

For Ld > D, we construct A by applying reduced QR decomposition to a fixed Gaussian matrix and scaling
the resulting column-orthonormal matrix by /p. The projections remain fixed throughout training, providing
stable input spaces for the corresponding codebooks.

Symmetric Parallel Quantization. Each projected view u; ¢ is quantized independently using a codebook
Cr = {ce; }jC:17 where ¢, ; € R? and all codebooks contain C' entries. FVQ performs nearest-neighbor lookup
in parallel:

2

2 (2)

Here, k; ¢ is the selected discrete ID and cy, , is the corresponding codeword. Each visual patch is represented
by the tuple (ki 1,...,kir), yielding the nominal bit budget B = Llog, C illustrated in Fig. 2 (right).
Independent parallel quantization places all codebooks in symmetric roles, allowing this capacity to grow with
L without introducing the residual hierarchy of RVQ.

kig=arg min ||lujs—ce;
Jj€{1,....,C}

Tight-Frame Synthesis. To reconstruct the projected feature z; during tokenizer training, we combine the

selected codewords using the tight-frame synthesis operator p~'AT. Let u; = [u;rl, ey u;':L]T = Az,; denote

the stacked views before quantization. Then

1 L
ii = - ZRZC&]C@,(’
P (3)
1 1
*A u; = *A AZi =Z;.
P P

The second line follows directly from AT A = pIp and shows that the analysis-synthesis transform exactly
recovers z; before quantization. The factorization itself therefore introduces no reconstruction error. All
distortion arises from replacing the projected views with their nearest codewords.

Properties of FVQ. FVQ implements the three design choices described above. First, parallel independent
quantization assigns symmetric roles to all codebooks, avoiding the progressively weaker inputs induced by a
residual hierarchy. Second, dense projections provide each codebook with a fixed-dimensional view derived
from the full feature, so the information available to an individual codebook does not structurally diminish as L
increases. Third, the tight-frame analysis—synthesis pair makes these views collectively information-preserving
before quantization. Together, these choices enable the nominal bit budget to scale with L without structurally
reducing the information available to newly added codebooks.

4 Experiments

4.1 Implementation Details

We report two training configurations: an industrial-scale configuration for the main experiments and a shared
configuration based primarily on the LLaVA-OneVision data (Li et al., 2024) for the exploratory experiments
in Section 2 and the ablation studies.



Model Architecture. Our main model pairs Qwen3-8B (Yang et al., 2025) with an any-resolution visual
tokenizer constructed by applying 16-codebook FVQ to Qwen3 ViT (Bai et al., 2025a). To preserve a native
next-token prediction setup with minimal modality-specific modifications to the LLM, we use standard 1D
RoPE (Su et al., 2024) in the LLM and omit the DeepStack connections from Qwen3 ViT. Unless otherwise
specified, the exploratory and ablation experiments use Qwen3-1.7B and vary the quantization configuration
according to the experiment.

Training Schedule. Both configurations follow four stages. Quantizer training learns the visual tokenizer
by reconstructing frozen visual features. Alignment stage freezes both the tokenizer and the LLM and
optimizes the newly initialized visual token embeddings and merger to align the discrete IDs with the language
embedding space. Pre-training and supervised fine-tuning both keep the tokenizer frozen and jointly optimize
the LLM, visual token embeddings, and merger, using context lengths of 8K and 16K and maximum image
resolutions of 1024px and 2048px, respectively.

Training Data. For the main experiments, quantizer training, alignment, pre-training, and supervised
fine-tuning use 100B, 10B, 60B, and 30B tokens, respectively, drawn from mixtures covering STEM, OCR,
interleaved image-text sequences, image captioning and text-only data. For the exploratory and ablation
experiments, we train the quantizer on 50B tokens, use approximately 4B tokens for alignment, and adopt
LLaVA-OneVision (Li et al., 2024) for pre-training and supervised fine-tuning.

Fuvaluation. We evaluate general perception and reasoning on MMMU (Yue et al., 2024), its more challenging
and robust extension MMMU-Pro (Yue et al., 2025), MMStar (Chen et al., 2024a), and RealWorldQA (xAlI,
2024). We assess mathematical reasoning on MathVista (Lu et al., 2024). For text recognition and text-centric
understanding, we use OCRBench (Liu et al., 2024), OCRBench V2 (Fu et al., 2026), and TextVQA (Singh et al.,
2019); for document and infographic understanding, we use DocVQA (Mathew et al., 2021), InfoVQA (Mathew
et al., 2022), and OmniDocBench (Ouyang et al., 2025), which evaluates document parsing across diverse
PDF document types. We assess diagram and chart understanding on AI2D (Kembhavi et al., 2016) with
mask, ChartQA (Masry et al., 2022), and CharXiv (Wang et al., 2024b).

4.2 Main Results

Bit-Budget Scaling. We compare discrete quantizers with the original continuous Qwen3 ViT representation
under identical VLM training and evaluation settings. Table 2 reports the complete benchmark results
underlying the scaling trend in Fig. 1(a). Increasing the number of codebooks substantially improves RVQ
and PQ over single-codebook methods, but their gains diminish at high budgets. FVQ, by contrast, continues
to improve with larger budgets and ultimately matches the average understanding performance of continuous
QwenViT.

STEM & General. Table 3 shows that our model achieves state-of-the-art performance among discrete-
representation models while remaining competitive with strong continuous-representation models. It matches
Qwen3-VL-8B on MathVista and achieves the best RealWorldQA result, demonstrating that discrete visual
representations can support strong reasoning and general understanding under industrial-scale training.

OCR & Doc & Chart. Quantization is commonly thought to discard the high-frequency details required
for OCR, document, and chart understanding, causing discrete-representation models to lag substantially
behind continuous-representation models (Yu et al., 2026b). Table 4 shows that our model substantially
narrows this gap, achieving state-of-the-art performance among discrete-representation models, performing
comparably to Qwen3-VL-8B on OmniDocBench and DocVQA, and surpassing the continuous-representation
models on both CharXiv tasks. These results suggest that weak fine-grained visual understanding is not
intrinsic to discretization but instead reflects the information bottleneck imposed by an insufficient effective
bit budget. By expanding this budget, FV(Q alleviates the bottleneck and substantially improves fine-grained
visual understanding, challenging the view that discrete visual representations are inherently ill-suited to
OCR.



Table 2 Bit-budget scaling of discrete QwenViT representations under the shared experimental setting. All discrete
variants quantize the same features with codebook size C' = 16,384. L is the number of codebooks and B = Llog, C is
the nominal per-patch bit budget. Bold indicates the best discrete result. Continuous denotes the original QwenViT
representation.

Quantization Multimodal Understanding

Quantizer L B MathVista RealWorldQA MMStar OCRBench TextVQA AI2D ChartQA DocVQA Avg. T

VQ (van den Oord et al., 2017) 1 14 39.4 52.4 40.5 367 51.3 67.1 54.2 68.2 51.2

SimVQ (Zhu et al., 2025b) 1 14 37.9 49.7 39.1 204 32.2 63.9 41.9 49.9 41.9
2 28 41.4 54.8 42.7 563 65.8 74.3 64.4 79.0 59.8

=4

RVQ (Lee et al., 2022) 4 56 43.2 58.7 43.1 625 69.7 78.2 66.8 81.7 63.0
8 112 43.7 59.3 43.1 652 71.6 78.8 67.3 82.8 64.0
16 224 44.4 56.2 43.2 649 72.3 80.2 68.6 82.5 64.0
2 28 41.1 55.9 41.4 489 60.8 73.6 61.6 76.8 57.5

PQ (Ma et al., 2026a) 4 56 44.6 58.0 42.7 603 68.0 7.8 66.6 81.2 62.4
8 112 46.0 57.3 45.3 623 70.1 80.3 68.7 82.4 64.1
16 224 45.1 57.6 43.9 642 71.6 79.4 68.8 83.6 64.3
4 56 45.8 57.1 42.7 600 68.3 78.1 66.3 81.1 62.4

FVQ (Ours) 8 112 44.5 57.6 44.2 658 69.7 79.3 68.2 81.7 63.9
16 224 45.8 61.7 44.3 663 71.9 79.0 69.2 84.0 65.3

Continuous - - 45.7 60.1 45.8 676 71.3 76.7 67.4 81.9 64.6

Table 3 Comparison on STEM and general multimodal understanding benchmarks. For a fair comparison, results
marked with * are obtained by us under the same evaluation setting as our model.

Method MMMU MMMU-Pro MathVista RealWorldQA MMStar
Continuous

LLaVA-OV-1.5-8B (An et al., 2025) 55.4 31.3 69.6 68.1 67.7
LLaVA-OV-2-8B (An et al., 2026) - - - 69.7 64.8
InternVL3-8B (Zhu et al., 2025a) 62.7 - 71.6 70.8 68.2
InternVL3.5-8B (Wang et al., 2025) 73.4 - 78.4 67.5 69.3
Qwen2.5-VL-7B (Bai et al., 2025b) 58.6 38.3 68.2 - 63.9
Qwen3-VL-8B (Bai et al., 2025a) 69.6 55.9 7.2 71.5 70.9
Discrete

Emu3-Chat-8B (Wang et al., 2024a) 31.6 - 47.6" 57.4 46.5"
Tar-7B (Han et al., 2026) 39.0 - - - -
ViQ-7B (Yu et al., 2026b) 49.1 - - - 54.2
UniAR-8B (Peng et al., 2026) 44.3 22.7" 50.8" 68.5 56.7"
Ours-8B 64.3 40.8 774 72.0 68.5

4.3 Visualization of Fine-Grained Visual Understanding

Fig. 4 presents three cases that probe fine-grained visual understanding beyond standard OCR. They require
locating and aggregating sparse entries in a long table at an extreme resolution of 21,253 x 3,912 pixels,
extracting small and irregular handwritten selections from a dense scanned examination sheet, and sustaining
accurate transcription across a densely typeset page with more than 5,000 output characters. Our model
succeeds in all three settings, challenging the view that discrete visual representations are intrinsically incapable
of fine-grained visual understanding.



Table 4 Comparison of OCR, chart, and document understanding performance. For a fair comparison, results marked
with * are obtained by us under the same evaluation setting as our model.

Method OCRBench OCRBenchV2 (en/zh) ChartQA CharXiv (DQ/RQ) DocVQA InfoVQA OmniDocBench (en/zh)]
Continuous
LLaVA-OV-1.5-8B (An et al., 2025) 829 - 86.5 70.9/— 95.0 78.4 -
LLaVA-OV-2-8B (An et al., 2026) 782 - 85.9 - 95.2 74.4 -
InternVL3-8B (Zhu et al., 2025a) 880 - 86.6 73.6/37.6 92.7 76.8 -
InternVL3.5-8B (Wang et al., 2025) 832 - 86.7 72.2/44.4 92.3 76.2 -
Qwen2.5-VL-7B (Bai et al., 2025b) 864 56.3/57.2 87.3 73.9/42.5 95.7 82.6 0.308/0.398
Qwen3-VL-8B (Bai et al., 2025a) 896 65.4/61.2 89.6 83.0/46.4 96.1 83.1 0.170/0.264
Discrete
Emu3-Chat-8B (Wang et al., 2024a) 687 - 68.6 36.8"/14.17 76.3 42.7" -
X-Omni-7B (Geng et al., 2025) 704 - - - 88.6 - -
ViQ-7B (Yu et al., 2026b) 711 - 72.8 - 88.9 55.3 -
UniAR-8B (Peng et al., 2026) 833 43.0" /48.6" 75.9 63.3"/26.8" 91.4 68.9" 0.482" /0.434"
Ours-8B 867 58.7/59.5 83.9 86.1/49.3 95.4 T 0.179/0.249
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How many total ghost towns are there in Franklin TESTUERRIETAR, SABNESNER 4 2 BRTRAS A, W
County? g  H AR B
& (Assistant: 3 BRI T,
To determine the total number of ghost towns in Franklin &b [ Assistant:
County, d t t ided table for entri : {ELTAFERIE7ARID » S4BT EASE © A, C. D
res e e 1 s i
1. Scan the "County” column: Look down the second NP TLRETE = A 3
column of the table to find all rows labeled "Franklin 2483 LRRB B RHH cHpl  nREnS ERHE
County".
b 2. The first entry corresponds to Cott d. »
2 e oy comoponds o Coone (9) Dense full-page OCR

‘ User:

Read all the text in the image. Directly output the content and split the texts with space.

4. The third entry corresponds to Sikeston.

5. The next entry, Black Jack, is in Douglas County, not
Franklin County.

6. Scanning the rest of the table, no other towns are listed 5 "
as being in Franklin County. @b [ Assistant:
may pay bankers, in a country where rates for money are ruling high, to import gold at

There are exactly 3 ghost towns listed for Franklin an apparent loss, because of the high rates that get for the credit that they are thereby
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County: enabled to give. They thus, in effect, borrow gold, and recoup themselves by being able
1. Cottonwood to lend, on profitable terms, larger amounts than they borrow, since they can always
2. Minneola create credit to larger amounts than that of the gold in their vaults. Sometimes, in fact, in
3. Sikeston times of pressure banks find themselves obliged to import gold so as to strengthen their
) Anewen 3 position, whatever the loss on exchange may be.” (p. 161-162)...
wer:

OCR score: 0.98393 - 5,216 output characters

857

Figure 4 Challenging cases for fine-grained visual understanding: (a) reasoning over an extremely high-resolution long
document, (b) extracting irregular handwritten answers, and (c) long-form transcription of a dense full page.

4.4 Ablation Studies

Unless otherwise specified, all ablation studies are conducted using FVQ with eight codebooks under the
shared setting described in Section 4.1.

Generalization across Vision Encoders. We examine whether the bit-budget finding generalizes beyond
QwenViT by comparing single-codebook VQ with eight-codebook FVQ on features from MoonViT-v2 (Kimi
Team et al., 2026) and SigLIP2 (Tschannen et al., 2025) under the same setting. Table 5 shows substantial
average gains for both encoders, supporting our view that effective bit budget is a general determinant of
semantic capacity across visual representations.

Table 5 Comparison of VQ (van den Oord et al., 2017) and FVQ across vision encoders. B denotes the per-patch bit
budget; B = 14 and B = 112 correspond to single-codebook VQ and eight-codebook FVQ, respectively.

Encoder B MathVista RealWorldQA MMStar OCRBench TextVQA AI2D ChartQA DocVQA Avg. 1
MoonViT-va 14 34.9 47.5 36.5 198 36.7 63.3 27.9 43.0 38.7
OomVIL=VZE 119 44.6 54.1 39.9 608 62.1 78.4 69.5 79.7 61.1
SioLIP2 14 38.6 52.7 43.5 287 47.4 68.3 44.6 33.7 44.7
18 112 40.0 56.3 43.9 499 64.7 75.6 57.1 43.3 53.9




Comparison under LLaVA-OneVision SFT. To isolate the effect of FV(Q from industrial-scale training, we
retain only the alignment stage and then fine-tune the model on LLaVA-OneVision SFT data, omitting the
industrial-scale pre-training and SFT data used for our main model. Table 6 shows that FVQ achieves the
strongest overall performance among the compared methods.

Table 6 Comparison under LLaVA-OneVision SFT. LLaVA-OneVision uses Qwen2-7B (Li et al., 2024); all other models
use Qwen2.5-7B. LLaVA-OneVision results are from its paper, and the other baselines are reported by ViQ (Yu et al.,
2026b). Bold indicates the best discrete result.

Method MMMU MathVista RealWorldQA MMStar OCRBench ChartQA DocVQA
Continuous
LLaVA-OneVision (Li et al., 2024) 48.8 63.2 66.3 61.7 - 80.0 87.5
SigLIP2-g (Tschannen et al., 2025) 48.3 - - 57.2 671 72.8 75.0
AIMv2-H (Fini et al., 2025) 48.2 - - 55.2 687 72.5 80.1
InternViT-2.5-6B (Chen et al., 2024b)  48.1 - - 55.3 757 774 85.7
Discrete
ViQ (Yu et al., 2026b) 49.1 - - 54.2 711 72.8 88.9
Ours 53.1 60.2 65.2 58.5 791 81.6 90.3

5 Conclusion

We revisit the semantic fidelity of discrete visual tokens and show that feature reconstruction error does not
reliably predict downstream understanding. Instead, effective bit budget emerges as a key determinant of
semantic capacity. However, existing multi-codebook quantizers eventually saturate as additional codebooks
contribute diminishing semantic information. As one approach to alleviating this bottleneck, FVQ combines
complementary projections with symmetric parallel codebooks and sustains gains at larger bit budgets.
Moving beyond small-scale feasibility studies, our industrial-scale model achieves state-of-the-art performance
among discrete-representation models and remains competitive with strong continuous-representation models,
including on fine-grained OCR and document understanding. These results support discrete tokens as a
scalable interface for large-scale native multimodal foundation models.
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A Mathematical Formulation of Visual Quantization

This section provides the complete formulation underlying the visual quantizer and expands the FVQ
construction introduced in Section 3. We first define feature-space vector quantization and its training
objective, then derive the tight-frame analysis and synthesis operators used by FVQ.

A1 Quantizer Training

Nearest-Neighbor Quantization. Following Representation Autoencoders (RAEs) (Zheng et al., 2026), we
quantize semantically structured features from a pretrained Vision Foundation Model (VFM) rather than
pixel-space latents. This isolates discretization from the mismatch between high-frequency pixel signals
and semantic features. The tokenizer is trained solely to reconstruct frozen VFM features and receives no
pixel-level supervision.

Given an image I, the frozen VFM produces N patch features, X = fyrm(I) = {x;}¥;, with x; € RP=.
An input projection fi, : RP* — RP maps each feature to z; = fin(x;). For a codebook C = {c; }]C:1 with
c; € RP, vector quantization selects the nearest codeword:

. 2
ki =arg min |z; —cjlf;, qi = Cp,. (4)
je{l,...,
The integer k; is the discrete visual ID supplied to the VLM, while q; is used only within tokenizer training
to reconstruct the continuous target. A feature decoder fge. : RP — RP= produces &X; = faee(qs)-

Tokenizer Training Objective. The tokenizer is optimized using feature reconstruction, codebook, and
commitment losses:

N
1 .
Lroveniver = 7= 3 (IIsexi) — %13 + lsg(z) — il + 8 | — se(ai)3) (5)
=1

Here, sg(-) denotes stop-gradient and /3 controls the commitment strength. The reconstruction term trains the
quantized representation and feature decoder to recover the frozen VFEM target. The codebook term moves
the selected codeword toward the encoder output, while the commitment term encourages the encoder output
to remain close to its selected codeword. The feature-space objective preserves the semantic target supplied
by the VFM without requiring a pixel decoder.

A.2 Factorized Vector Quantization: Design and Derivation

Design Requirements. The analysis in Section 2.2 shows that increasing the number of codebooks expands
the nominal bit budget, but does not guarantee a corresponding increase in effective semantic capacity. A
scalable multi-codebook quantizer must therefore satisfy three requirements. First, each codebook should
receive a fixed-dimensional view derived from the full feature, so its input does not shrink as L grows. Second,
these views should collectively preserve the original feature before quantization, ensuring that the factorization
itself does not introduce another information bottleneck. Third, all codebooks should play symmetric roles,
so newly added codebooks are not restricted to progressively weaker residuals. These requirements lead
to Factorized Vector Quantization (FVQ), which combines dense fixed-dimensional projections, tight-frame
synthesis, and symmetric parallel codebooks. Each visual patch is represented by L indices with a per-patch
bit budget of Llog, C.

Fized-Dimensional Global Projections. To keep the information available to each codebook from structurally
diminishing with L, FVQ gives every codebook a fixed-dimensional view of the full feature. Let z; € R” be
the input to FVQ. For each codebook £ € {1,..., L}, a projection Ry € R**P produces

ui,[ = Rgzi. (6)
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Each Ry is dense over the D input channels, so every view is derived from the full feature. Unlike PQ, the
view dimension d remains fixed as L increases. Stacking the projections and their outputs gives

R, ;1
A= S RLdXD7 u; = = Az,. (7)

R, u; 1,

Tight-Frame Constraint. Fixed-dimensional dense views alone do not guarantee that their collection preserves
the input. If the projection matrices are constructed independently without a global constraint, their row
spaces may overlap substantially, repeatedly encoding some feature directions while providing little coverage
of others. In the extreme case, a direction in the null space of the stacked operator A disappears from every
projected view and cannot be recovered. Even when A has full column rank, unequal singular values can
strongly amplify some directions and attenuate others, yielding a poorly conditioned representation whose
geometry is difficult to recover. The dimensional requirement Ld > D makes full-rank recovery possible, but
does not by itself guarantee uniform or stable coverage. FVQ therefore imposes the tight-frame condition

Ld
ATA =plp,  p= o (8)

This is a collective constraint on the stacked operator rather than an orthogonality requirement on each
projection. Individual blocks Ry need not be square, orthogonal, or invertible. Since all eigenvalues of AT A
equal p, all singular values of A equal ,/p. The stacked transform consequently has full column rank, contains
no lost input direction, and preserves energy uniformly:

|Az|5 =2 AT Az = p|z3. (9)

Every feature direction is therefore scaled by the same factor rather than being amplified or suppressed
according to direction. The transform is well-conditioned, and its transpose yields the closed-form synthesis
operator derived below. The value p = Ld/D normalizes the aggregate transform as the number and dimension
of the views change.

QR-Based Construction. We use QR decomposition as a direct and numerically stable way to construct an
operator that satisfies Eq. (8). We first sample a fixed Gaussian matrix G € RE¥¥*P where Ld > D, and
compute its reduced QR decomposition:

G=QT, Q'Q=1Ip. (10)

Here, Q € RE4XD contains orthonormal columns and T € RP*P is upper triangular. We use T for the trian-
gular factor to avoid confusing it with the projection blocks R,. Only Q is required after orthonormalization.
We define

A=pQ,  ATA=,QTQ=lp, (11)

and partition the rows of A into L consecutive blocks to obtain {Rg}éL:l. QR decomposition is therefore not
an additional learned module. Its role is to turn a random dense matrix into a fixed column-orthonormal
basis whose scaled form exactly satisfies the tight-frame constraint. The resulting projections remain fixed
throughout training.

Symmetric Parallel Quantization. To keep all codebooks structurally equivalent as L grows, FVQ quantizes

the projected views independently and in parallel. Each view u; 4 is assigned to a codeword from Cy = {cy; }jczl,
where ¢, ; € R%. Nearest-neighbor assignment is performed independently for every view:

kio=arg mi

je{1,...

2
o [wie—cejlls Qi = Cok, - (12)

The patch is represented by the tuple (k;1,...,ki ). Because all codebooks receive views of the same
dimension and operate in parallel, none is conditioned on the output or residual of another. Increasing L thus
adds another structurally equivalent codebook and increases the nominal bit budget linearly.
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Synthesis and Exact Recovery. Let q; = [q;r Ls--+s q;':L]T denote the stacked quantized views. Since ATA =
pIp, the scaled transpose p~'AT is a left inverse of the analysis transform. FVQ therefore synthesizes the
quantized feature as

7ATq7, Z Ré qie- (13)
Before quantization, substituting u; = Az; gives

1 1
*ATUZ' = *ATAZZ' =Z;. (14)
P P
The analysis—synthesis transform is therefore exactly information-preserving before nearest-neighbor lookup.
If e; = q; — u; denotes the stacked quantization error, then

. 1 R 2 1 2
2, —z;=-Ae,, 2 — zilly < = [led]5 (15)
p p

Thus, the factorization itself introduces no reconstruction error. Any discrepancy in Z; arises from quantizing
the projected views.

FVQ Training Objective. The synthesized feature is decoded as X; = fgec(2;). The single-codebook objective
in Eq. (5) extends to FVQ by applying the codebook and commitment terms to every projected view:

N

1 o 112

Lrva = 3 > llsg(xi) = %ill5
=1

LN (16)
7 20> (Is(uie) = aielly + Bl — se(aio)ll3) -

i=1 (=1

The reconstruction term supervises the joint contribution of all codebooks after synthesis, while the remaining
terms train each codebook in its corresponding projected space. This preserves the structural symmetry of
the codebooks throughout tokenizer training.

Design Summary. FVQ directly realizes the three requirements above. Dense projections provide every
codebook with a fixed-dimensional view of the full feature, the tight-frame analysis—synthesis pair preserves
these views collectively before quantization, and parallel independent lookup gives all codebooks symmetric
roles. Together, these properties allow the nominal bit budget to grow with L without structurally reducing
the information available to newly added codebooks.

B Related Work

B.1 Native and Unified Multimodal Modeling

Multimodal foundation models are moving beyond the conventional paradigm of attaching a vision encoder and
lightweight adapter to a pretrained language model. Recent work pursues more native multimodal modeling
along two complementary directions. The first adopts early-fusion pretraining, introducing multimodal data
from the outset of language-model pretraining, as exemplified by Qwen3.5 (Qwen Team, 2026) and Kimi
K3 (Kimi Team et al., 2026). The second integrates visual processing directly into the multimodal backbone,
reducing the architectural separation between vision and language. EVE (Diao et al., 2024), EVEv2 (Diao
et al., 2025), Mono-InternVL (Luo et al., 2025), and SenseNova-Ul (Diao et al., 2026) pursue encoder-
free or monolithic designs, while TML-Interaction (Thinking Machines Lab, 2026) combines encoder-free
processing with early-fusion pretraining for real-time multimodal interaction. These approaches pursue native
multimodality by changing when multimodal learning begins or where visual processing occurs.

A complementary line of work pursues unification at the representation level. Chameleon (Chameleon
Team, 2024) and Emu3 (Wang et al., 2024a) represent images as discrete tokens and model vision and
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language under a shared autoregressive objective. X-Omni (Geng et al., 2025) uses a shared semantic
image-token space for understanding and generation, with a diffusion decoder translating predicted tokens
into images. LongCat-Next (Meituan LongCat Team et al., 2026) lexicalizes arbitrary-resolution visual
inputs through hierarchical discrete codes, while UniAR (Peng et al., 2026) uses a shared visual tokenizer to
connect multimodal understanding and generation. Beyond unifying understanding and generation, visual
representations can also serve as intermediate computational states. Representation Forcing autoregressively
predicts visual representations before pixels and retains them in context to guide pixel-space diffusion (Wang
et al., 2026). Context Unrolling enables explicit reasoning across multiple modal representations before
producing predictions (Yang et al., 2026). VoT generates discrete visual-plan tokens, such as objects and
layouts, to bridge high-level semantics and pixel rendering (Sun et al., 2026). Together, these works establish
discrete visual tokens as a promising interface for native and unified multimodal models (Zhou et al., 2025;
Chen et al., 2025; Ma et al., 2025; Deng et al., 2025; Xie et al., 2025; Wu et al., 2025; Zou et al., 2025).
Complementary work improves multimodal understanding through generative imagination for human—object
interaction (Yuan et al., 2026b) and tool-assisted action recognition (Yuan et al., 2026a). Our work addresses
the representation bottleneck underlying this interface by studying what determines the semantic fidelity of
discrete visual tokens and how that capacity can be scaled.

B.2 Semantic Visual Representations and Tokenization

Pretrained vision-language encoders provide the semantic feature spaces that modern visual tokenizers seek to
discretize. CLIP (Radford et al., 2021) learns transferable visual representations through contrastive language
supervision, while SigLIP (Zhai et al., 2023) improves the scalability of image-text alignment through a
pairwise sigmoid objective. SigLIP2 (Tschannen et al., 2025) further strengthens semantic understanding,
localization, and dense visual features.

More recent VLM-oriented vision encoders, including Qwen3 ViT (Bai et al., 2025a), MoonViT-v2 (Kimi
Team et al., 2026), and InternViT (Zhu et al., 2025a), are trained on large-scale task-oriented multimodal
data covering OCR, document understanding, and visual question answering. Compared with CLIP-style
image-text alignment, this richer supervision yields more fine-grained visual representations that better
preserve textual, spatial, and structural information.

These semantically structured continuous features provide a natural target space for visual tokenization.
RAE (Zheng et al., 2026) uses pretrained VFM features directly as continuous latents, demonstrating their
suitability for reconstruction and generation. UniTok (Ma et al., 2026a) combines reconstruction with semantic
supervision to support both understanding and generation. ViQ (Yu et al., 2026b) introduces text-aligned,
position-aware quantization, while dRAE (Ma et al., 2026b) uses hyperspherical codes that better match the
geometry of pretrained features.

Despite these advances, discrete visual representations continue to lag substantially behind continuous visual
representations in multimodal understanding. This persistent gap motivates us to study what governs the
semantic information retained when continuous features are mapped to finite discrete indices. We isolate this
process within a frozen VFM feature space and use downstream multimodal understanding to evaluate the
resulting representations. Our analysis shifts attention from reconstruction quality alone to the semantic
information carried by discrete indices.

B.3 Quantized Visual Encoders

Vector quantization maps continuous features to entries in a finite codebook (van den Oord et al., 2017).
Recent methods improve the optimization and utilization of this discrete space from different perspectives.
FSQ (Mentzer et al., 2024), LFQ (Yu et al., 2024), and BSQ (Zhao et al., 2025) replace unconstrained learned
codebooks with structured scalar or binary codes, while SimVQ (Zhu et al., 2025b) and IBQ (Shi et al., 2025)
improve the learning and utilization of explicit codebooks.

A complementary line of work expands representation capacity through multiple codebooks. Residual vector
quantization recursively encodes the residual left by preceding codebooks (Lee et al., 2022), while product
quantization partitions each feature into independent channel groups, as adopted by UniTok for visual
generation and understanding (Jégou et al., 2011; Ma et al., 2026a). However, their gains can saturate as the
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number of codebooks grows. Our work studies this limitation in semantic visual representations and presents
FVQ as one approach to sustaining scaling through fixed-dimensional full-feature views and symmetric parallel
codebooks.

C Additional Experiments

C.1 Additional Experimental Details

Our model follows four sequential stages: tokenizer training, alignment, pre-training (PT), and supervised
fine-tuning (SFT). Tokenizer training initializes from Qwen3-VL-8B ViT and optimizes the input projection,
codebooks, and feature decoder while keeping the tight-frame projections fixed, reconstructing frozen visual
features for 100B tokens. Alignment freezes both the tokenizer and the LLM and trains the visual token
embeddings and merger for 10B tokens. PT then unfreezes the LLM and jointly optimizes it with the visual
interface for 60B tokens while keeping the tokenizer frozen. SFT continues to optimize the LLM and visual
interface for 30B tokens with the tokenizer frozen. All four stages use AdamW (Loshchilov and Hutter, 2017)
with $1 = 0.9 and Sy = 0.96. Table 7 summarizes the remaining hyperparameters.

Table 7 Training hyperparameter configurations for tokenizer training, alignment, pre-training (PT), and supervised
fine-tuning (SFT).

Setting Tokenizer Alignment PT SFT
LLM LR - Frozen 1x107° 1x107°
Visual LR 1x1074 2 x 1074 1x107° 2 x 106
LR schedule Cosine Cosine Cosine Constant
Weight decay 0 0.05 0.05 0.05
Gradient norm clip 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Optimizer AdamW (51 = 0.9, B2 = 0.96)

‘Warm-up steps 10K 1K 1K 100
Training tokens 100B 10B 60B 30B

C.2 Additional Quantitative Results

Quantization Position. We compare quantization before and after the QwenViT merger, corresponding to
spatial downsampling factors of 16 and 32. The former retains the original merger, whereas the latter uses
the Pre-Buffer (Meituan LongCat Team et al., 2026). Table 8 shows that the 16x configuration performs
slightly better overall, suggesting that Pre-Buffer is not essential. Instead, discrete visual embeddings require
a learnable transformation that aligns them with the text embedding space, a role already fulfilled by the
QwenViT merger when quantization is applied before it.

Table 8 Effect of quantization position and post-embedding adaptation. 16x and 32x denote spatial downsampling
factors relative to the input image.

Configuration MathVista RealWorldQA MMStar OCRBench TextVQA AI2D ChartQA DocVQA Avg.

16x + Merger 44.5 57.6 44.2 658 69.7 79.3 68.2 81.7 63.9
32x + Pre-Buffer 46.0 59.2 43.3 634 71.5 75.9 66.8 81.9 63.5

C.3 Additional Qualitative Visualizations

Figures 59 present manually selected examples spanning dense OCR, long-document retrieval, fine-grained
chart comparison, and visual reasoning. They illustrate the textual and reasoning-relevant information
retained by the discrete representations, but are not intended as statistical evidence.
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Figure 5 Dense Chinese full-page OCR. The source page and beginning of the transcription appear on the left, with

the complete output continuing on the right. The model receives an OCRBenchV2 similarity score of 0.9690.
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Dense English Legal OCR

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT (EXCERPT)
442 0f 1976

15200amadd Opton by g s ippul, atons by public body;receptof writen appeal;udical review; civil
assignment of action or appeal
m heam\q. lnal‘ or argument; anomeys ms. costs, and disbursements; assessment of award; damages.

u) « a pubhc body makes a final determination to deny all or a portion of a request, the requesting person may do 1 of the folowing at
his or her option:
(a) Submit o the head of the public body a writen appeal that specifcally states the word "appeal” and identies the reason or
reasons for reversal of the denial.

(b) Commence a civl acton inthe circit court,or i the decision of a state public body is at ssue, the court of ciaims, to
compel the public body' disclosure ofthe public records within 180 days ter a public body's final determination to deny a
request.

(2) Within 10 by o
followi

receiving a wri to subsection (1)(a), the head of a public body shall do 1 of the
(a) Reverse the disclosure denial.

(b) Issue a written notice to the requesting person upholding the disclosure denial.

© the

(d) Under unusualcircumstances, ssue  notce extending for not more than 10 business days the period during which the
head ofthe pubic body shallrespond to the writen appeal. The head of a public body shallnotissue more than 1 nofie of
‘extension for a particular written appeal.

(3) A board or commission that is the head of a public body is not considered o have received a witen appeal under subsection (2)
unti the first regularly scheduled meeting of that board or commission following submission of the writen appeal under subsection
(1)(a). I the head ofthe public body ais o respond to a writen appeal pursuant to subsection (2),or i the head of the public body
upholds all or a portion of the disclosure denial that s the subject of the written appeal, the requesting person may seek judicial review
ofthe nondisclosure by commencing a Givi acton under subsection (1)(o).

{4)In an action commenced under subsection (1)(0), a court
{nk publc body 1 co wilinling or o procce o a poton of apul oo wronfly wibheld regadles of e acaton of
the pubic record. Venue for an action against alocal public body is proper inthe ciruit court for the county in which the public record
oran ofie of the publc body is located has venue over the acion. The court shalldetermine the matter de novo and the burden s on
the pubiic body to sustain its denial. The court, on its own motion, may view the public record in controversy in private before reaching
adecision. Faiure to comply with an order of the court may be punished s contempt o court

(5) An action commenced under this section and an appeal from an action commenced under this section shallbe assigned for hearing
andtial or for argument a the earlest practcable date and expecited n every way.

(6 a person assering the ight o inspect, copy, or receive a capy of allor a porion of a public record prevailsin an action
commenced under this section, the court shall award reasonable attorneys' fees, costs, and disbursements. I the person or public body
prevlls n ar te court may,infs discreton, award aor an aroprit prtonof easrileatoreys fos, costs,and

hall be d against the public body lable for damages under subsection (7).

(7 fthe court determines in an action commenced under this secton that the public body has arbirarily and capriciously violated this
act by refusal or delay in disclosing or providing copies of a public record, the court sl order the public body to pay a civi fne of
$1,000.00, which shall be deposited into the general und of the state treasury. The court shall award,in additon to any actual or
compensatory damages, puniive damages in the amount o $1,000.00 tothe person seeking the righ fo inspect o receive a copy of a
public record. The damages shall ot be assessed against an individual, but shal be assessed against the next succeeding public body
that s not an individual and that kept or maintained the public record s partof s public function.

History: 1976, Act 442, Eff. Apr. 13, 1977 ;-- Am. 1978, Act 329, Imd. Eff. July 11, 1978 ;-- Am. 1996, Act 553, Eff. Mar. 31, 1997 -
Am. 2014, Act 563, Eff. July 1, 2015

Q: Read all the text in the image and separate the text with
spaces.

A: [Model output]

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT (EXCERPT)

Act 442 of 1976

15.240.amended Options by requesting person; appeal; actions by public
body; receipt of written appeal; judicial review; civil action; venue; de
novo proceeding; burden of proof; private view of public record; contempt;
assignment of action or appeal for hearing, trial, or argument; attorneys'
fees, costs, and disbursements; assessment of award; damages.

Sec. 10.

(1) If a public body makes a final determination to deny all or a portion of
a request, the requesting person may do 1 of the following at his or her
option:

(a) Submit to the head of the public body a written appeal that specifically
states the word "appeal" and identifies the reason or reasons for reversal of
the denial.

(b) Commence a civil action in the circuit court, or if the decision of a state
public body is at issue, the court of claims, to compel the public body's
disclosure of the public records within 180 days after a public body's final
determination to deny a request.

(2) Within 10 business days after receiving a written appeal pursuant to
subsection (1)(a), the head of a public body shall do 1 of the following:

(a) Reverse the disclosure denial.

(b) Issue a written notice to the requesting person upholding the disclosure
denial.

(c) Reverse the disclosure denial in part and issue a written notice to the
requesting person upholding the disclosure denial in part.

(d) Under unusual circumstances, issue a notice extending for not more
than 10 business days the period during which the head of the public body
shall respond to the written appeal. The head of a public body shall not
issue more than 1 notice of extension for a particular written appeal.

(3) A board or commission that is the head of a public body is not
considered to have received a written appeal under subsection (2) until the
first regularly scheduled meeting of that board or commission following
submission of the written appeal under subsection (1)(a). If the head of the
public body fails to respond to a written appeal pursuant to subsection (2),
or if the head of the public body upholds all or a portion of the disclosure
denial that is the subject of the written appeal, the requesting person may
seek judicial review of the nondisclosure by commencing a civil action
under section (1)(b).

(4) In an action commenced under subsection (1)(b), a court that
determines a public record is not exempt from disclosure shall order the
public body to cease withholding or to produce all or a portion of a public
record wrongfully withheld, regardless of the location of the public record.
Venue for an action against a local public body is proper in the circuit court
for the county in which the public record or an office of the public body
has venue over the action. The court shall determine the matter de novo and
the burden is on the public body to sustain its denial. The court, on its own
motion, may view the public record in controversy in private before
reaching a decision. Failure to comply with an order of the court may be
punished as contempt of court.

(5) An action commenced under this section and an appeal from an action
commenced under this section shall be assigned for hearing and trial or for
argument at the earliest practicable date and expedited in every way.

(6) If a person asserting the right to inspect, copy, or receive a copy of all
or a portion of a public record prevails in an action commenced under this
section, the court shall award reasonable attorneys' fees, costs, and
disbursements. If the person or public body prevails in part, the court may,
in its discretion, award all or an appropriate portion of reasonable attorneys'
fees, costs, and disbursements. The award shall be assessed against the
public body liable for damages under subsection (7).

(7) If the court determines in an action commenced under this section that
the public body has arbitrarily and capriciously violated this act by refusal
or delay in disclosing or providing copies of a public record, the court shall
order the public body to pay a civil fine of $1,000.00, which shall be
deposited to the general fund of the state treasury. The court shall award, in
addition to any actual or compensatory damages, punitive damages in the
amount of $1,000.00 to the person seeking the right to inspect or receive a
copy of a public record. The damages shall not be assessed against an
individual, but shall be assessed against the next succeeding public body
that is not an individual and that kept or maintained the public record as
part of its public function.

History: 1976, Act 442, Eff. Apr. 13, 1977, Am. 1978, Act 329, Imd. Eff.
July 11, 1978, Am. 1996, Act 553, Eff. Mar. 31, 1997, Am. 2014, Act 563,
Eff. July 1, 2015

Figure 6 Dense English full-page OCR. The source page and beginning of the transcription appear on the left, with the

complete output continuing on the right. The model receives an OCRBenchV2 similarity score of 0.9828.

21




Extreme-Resolution Retrieval Dense Plot Comparison
7035 x 9660 pixels

CIGFIL LIMITED, CHENNAI
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NeyninBrass pich

Schedules annexed to and forming part of Balance Sheet as at 31.03.2011 NI
E) Value of imported/indigenous raw materials, stores & spare parts and components -
consumed :
1) Raw Materials : Percentage Rs. In lakhs
e ear — ] Q: In the FM__cf row, which subplot shows the lowest
Previous year [GEZ) 267147 correlation?
Q: What is the current-year percentage of raw-material A: In the FM_cf row (labeled as (c)), the subplot that shows
import? the lowest correlation is FAD, with a correlation value of 0.71.
A: 70.45%. This is explicitly written in the chart as “FAD corr = 0.71”

in the third column of the (c) row.
Answer: FAD

Figure 7 Qualitative examples of extreme-resolution document retrieval and dense plot comparison. The complete
model responses are shown with formatting adapted for typesetting.

C

Q: In circle O shown below, diameter DB
is perpendicular to chord AC at E. If
DB = 34, AC = 30, and DE > BE,
what is the length of BE?

Options: A. 14; B. 8; C. 25; D. 7; E. 12; F.
10; G. 15; H. 11; 1. 16; J. 9.

Geometry Reasoning

A: We are given a circle with center O, diameter DB = 34, and chord AC = 30, which is
perpendicular to diameter DB at point E. We are told DE > BE, and we are to find the
length of BE.

Step 1: Use the Perpendicular Chord Theorem

When a diameter is perpendicular to a chord, it bisects the chord. So, since DB is
perpendicular to AC at E, then E is the midpoint of AC. Thus, AE = EC = % = 15.
Step 2: Use the Power of a Point (or intersecting chords theorem)

The intersecting chords theorem states that if two chords intersect at a point inside the
circle, then the products of the lengths of the segments of each chord are equal. Here,
chords AC and DB intersect at E, so

AE -EC = DE - EB.
We know AE = EC = 15, so
15-15=DE-EB = 225=DFE-EB.

Also, since DB = 34, and DB = DE + EB, we have DE + EB = 34. Let EB = x, then
DE = 34 — x. Substitute into the equation:

(34 — z) = 225 = 34z — 2 = 225 = z° — 34z + 225 = 0.

Step 3: Solve the quadratic
Use the quadratic formula:

34+ 4/(—34)2 —4-1-225

xTr =
2
34+ /1156 — 900 _ 34++/256 34+ 16
- 2 - 2 -2

So,z:%:QSorz:M%w:Q Thus, EB = 9 or EB = 25. But we are told
DE > BE. If EB =9, then DE = 34 — 9 = 25, so DE > BE and the condition is
satisfied. If EB = 25, then DE = 9, so DE < BE and the condition is not satisfied.
Therefore, EB = 9.

Final Answer: J.9

Answer: J

Figure 8 Geometry reasoning with the complete model response, reformatted for typesetting.

22



Spatial Reasoning

A: We are given three different ways to place two identical bricks side by side, forming

72 cuboids with surface areas 72, 96, and 102 cm?. We are to find the surface area of one
102 brick.
Let’s denote the dimensions of onebrick as length [, width w, and height h. Since the
96 bricks are identical, when placed side by side, we combine them along one dimension.
So the three configurations correspond to combining the bricks along length, width, or
height. Let’s assume the three configurations are:
( T ( 1. Placing two bricks side by side along the length: so new dimensions are 2] X w X h.

2. Placing two bricks side by side along the width: so new dimensions are [ X 2w X h.
3. Placing two bricks side by side along the height: so new dimensions are | X w X 2h.
Q: Two identical bricks can be placed Each configuration gives a different surface area.

side by side in three different ways as The surface area of a cuboid is
shown in the diagrams. The surface

areas of the resulting cuboids are 72, 96,

and 102cm?. What is the surface area

(in ¢cm?) of one brick?

SA =2(lw + lh + wh).

So for each configuration:
Configuration1: 2 X w X h

SAr = 2[(20)(w) + (20) (k) + (w)(h)] = 2[2lw + 2lh + wh] = 4lw + 4lh + 2wh.
Given: SA; = 72.
Configuration2: [ X 2w X h

SAs = 2[1(2w) + I(h) + (2w)(h)] = 2[2lw + lh 4+ 2wh] = 4lw + 2lh + 4wh.
Given: SA; = 96.
Configuration3: [ X w X 2h

SAsz = 2[lw + I(2h) + w(2h)] = 2[lw + 2lh 4+ 2wh] = 2lw + 4lh + 4wh.
Given: SAs = 102.

Now we have three equations: Multiply both sides by w — I:
4lw + 4lh + 2wh = 72, 12(21 4+ 3w) = 66(w — 1).
4lw + 2lh + dwh = 96, Divide both sides by 6:

2lw + 4lh + 4wh = 102. 2020 + 3w) = 11(w — 1).

Let’s simplify these equations. Divide Equation (1) by 2: Expand: the left side is 41 + 6w, and the right side is 11w — 111.
2lw + 21h + wh = 36. (1a) Bring all terms to the left:
Divide Equation (2) by 2: 4l +6w — 11w+ 11l =0 = 15! — 5w =0 = 3l = w.
2lw + lh + 2wh = 48. (2a) So, w = 3l. Now plug back into Equation (A), h(w — 1) = 12:
Equation (3) remains: hBl—1)=12=h(2)) =12 = h = 9
l
2w + 4lh + 4wh = 102. (3)
Now we have w = 3l and h = £. Plug into Equation (1a),
Now subtract (la) from (2a): 2lw + 2lh + wh = 36:
(2lw + lh + 2wh) — (2lw + 2lh + wh) = 48 — 36, 6 6 2
bt wh 12, 20(31) + 21 (7) +(31) (7) =61+ 12+ 18
h(w—1) =12. (A) = 61° + 30 = 36.

Now subtract (1a) from (3): Thus, 612 =6, so 1> =1 and [ = 1 (since length > 0). Then

(2lw + 4lh + 4wh) — (2lw + 2Lk + wh) = 102 — 36, w=3l=3and h = 6.
2lh + 3wh = 66. (B) So the dimensions of onebrick are | = 1, w = 3, and h = 6. Now
compute its surface area:

SA = 2(lw + lh 4+ wh)
=2(1-3+1-6+3-6)
=2(3 + 6 + 18) = 2(27) = 54.

~io ||

From Equation (A), h(w — 1) = 12. Let’s solve for h: h = -12;.
Plug into Equation (B):

2lh 4+ 3wh = 66.

h(2L + 3w) = 66. Final Answer:

Factor h:

Substitute h = —12-:

w—1"

12
—~ (21 + 3w) = 66.
w —1

Figure 9 Spatial reasoning with the complete model response, reformatted for typesetting.
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