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Multi-GRPO: Multi-Group Advantage Estimation for Text-to-Image Generation
with Tree-Based Trajectories and Multiple Rewards
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Figure 1. (Left) Early branching produces richer diversity than delayed branching, indicating that early denoising steps are more critical
for exploration. Motivated by this observation, our tree-based trajectories concentrate branching in the high-entropy early steps. (Right)
[lustration of the reward-mixing problem and our reward-based grouping solution on the curated multi-objective OCR-Color-10 dataset.

Abstract

Recently, Group Relative Policy Optimization (GRPO)
has shown promising potential for aligning text-to-image
(T21) models, yet existing GRPO-based methods suffer
from two critical limitations. (1) Shared credit assign-
ment: trajectory-level advantages derived from group-
normalized sparse terminal rewards are uniformly applied
across timesteps, failing to accurately estimate the potential
of early denoising steps with vast exploration spaces. (2)
Reward-mixing: predefined weights for combining multi-
objective rewards (e.g., text accuracy, visual quality, text
color)-which have mismatched scales and variance—lead
to unstable gradients and conflicting updates. To address
these issues, we propose Multi-GRPO, a multi-group ad-
vantage estimation framework with two orthogonal group-
ing mechanisms. For better credit assignment, we intro-
duce tree-based trajectories inspired by Monte Carlo Tree

Search: branching trajectories at selected early denois-
ing steps naturally forms temporal groups, enabling ac-
curate advantage estimation for early steps via descen-
dant leaves while amortizing computation through shared
prefixes. For multi-objective optimization, we introduce
reward-based grouping to compute advantages for each re-
ward function independently before aggregation, disentan-
gling conflicting signals. To facilitate evaluation of mul-
tiple objective alignment, we curate OCR-Color-10, a vi-
sual text rendering dataset with explicit color constraints.
Across the single-reward PickScore-25k and multi-objective
OCR-Color-10 benchmarks, Multi-GRPO achieves supe-
rior stability and alignment performance, effectively bal-
ancing conflicting objectives. Code will be publicly avail-
able at https://github.com/fikry102/Multi-GRPO.
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1. Introduction

Flow matching models [18, 20] have become a dominant
paradigm for text-to-image generation [5, 14], yet they still
struggle with complex compositionality [10], fine-grained
attribute control, and accurate text rendering [3]. In parallel,
online reinforcement learning, especially Group Relative
Policy Optimization (GRPO) [23], has shown strong align-
ment capability in large language models (LLMs) [7, 28]
and vision language models (VLMs) [4]. Flow-GRPO [19]
first enabled stochastic exploration for flow matching via
an ODE-to-SDE conversion. When applied to iterative de-
noising, a key challenge is shared credit assignment: a sin-
gle terminal advantage is uniformly applied across all steps
and obscures which decisions matter. In addition, optimiz-
ing only a single reward type can sometimes lead to reward
hacking, as the model may overfit to one objective at the ex-
pense of others. At the same time, different aspects of text-
to-image alignment inherently require distinct objectives,
making multiple rewards necessary. However, directly com-
bining these rewards through a weighted sum easily leads to
reward mixing, where signals with mismatched scales and
variances cause one reward to dominate or drown out the
others, leading to unstable or biased optimization (see Fig-
ure 1).

To resolve these two issues, we propose Multi-GRPO, a
multi-group advantage estimation framework with two or-
thogonal grouping mechanisms. (1) Tree-based trajecto-
ries form temporal groups by branching at selected early
denoising steps, giving early states Monte Carlo estimates
over multiple descendants while sharing prefixes for effi-
ciency. (2) Reward-based grouping normalizes each reward
stream independently before weighted aggregation, pre-
venting domination by high-variance objectives and yield-
ing disentangled advantages.

In fact, some recent reinforcement learning methods
for large language models have shown that incorporat-
ing tree structures can improve fine-grained credit assign-
ment [8, 21, 29]. Our approach is conceptually aligned with
these works in that we also introduce tree-based trajectories
for better credit assignment. However, the text-to-image
setting presents a key difference: unlike token-level deci-
sions in LLMs, the ordering of denoising steps matters, as
early steps lie in a highly uncertain and noise-dominated
phase that has a disproportionately large influence on the
final image. MixGRPO [16] observes that early SDE sam-
pling yields a more discrete and diverse latent states, high-
lighting the importance of exploration at the beginning of
the denoising process. Consistent with this, our preliminary
experiments show that branching early shows richer diver-
sity, whereas branching at later steps yields highly similar
images, as illustrated in Figure 1. This observation under-
lies our design choice: in text-to-image alignment, branch-
ing should be focused on the early stages where decisions

play the largest role in shaping the final image.

To summarize, our contributions are three-fold: (i) a
tree-based trajectory design that concentrates branching in
early denoising steps for more accurate estimation of early-
step values; (ii) a reward-based grouping mechanism that
computes per-reward advantages prior to aggregation, pre-
venting reward-mixing and yielding a more balanced multi-
objective optimization; (iii) a curated visual text rendering
dataset with explicit color constraints OCR-Color-10, de-
signed to evaluate multi-reward alignment in T2I models.

2. Related Work
2.1. Diffuion and Flow Matching Models

Generative models based on time-evolving processes, in-
cluding discretized diffusion models (DDPM)[9], their de-
terministic counterpart DDIM[24], continuous-time score-
based models formulated via SDE and its corresponding
ODE variant [25], and flow matching models [18, 20],
have driven rapid advances in visual generation. DDPM
and DDIM realize the generative process through discrete
stochastic or deterministic updates, whereas score-based
SDE/ODE models provide continuous-time formulations
whose stochastic and deterministic trajectories share the
same marginal distributions. Flow matching models fur-
ther advances the ODE perspective by directly learning the
time-dependent velocity field, enabling high-quality synthe-
sis with only a few deterministic ODE steps.

2.2. Alignment for Flow Matching Models

Reinforcement learning has recently emerged as a pow-
erful tool for aligning text-to-image models with human
preference signals. Early work such as DDPO [2] demon-
strated that the denoising process can be viewed as a multi-
step decision-making problem, enabling effective policy-
gradient optimization of diffusion models toward down-
stream objectives. Building on this perspective, a new
line of work adapts Group Relative Policy Optimization
(GRPO) [23] to flow matching models. Flow-GRPO [19]
and Dance-GRPO [27] are the first to extend GRPO to
flow matching by converting deterministic ODE sampling
into SDEs-based sampling, enabling stochastic exploration
during training. Building on Flow-GRPO, a series of
follow-up works aim to accelerate the training process,
and enable precise reward assignment. MixGRPO [16]
accelerates training by applying GRPO only on selected
timesteps. TempFlow-GRPO [12] introduces a temporally-
aware GRPO framework for fine-grained credit assignment.

2.3. Tree Structure for Reinforcement Learning

Some recent works on reinforcement learning for large lan-
guage models improve multi-step reasoning by providing
more informative intermediate feedback via tree structure.



SPO [8] introduces SPO-tree for long chain-of-thought
(CoT) reasoning tasks, enabling tree-based advantage es-
timation. TreeRPO [21] uses tree sampling to compute
rewards based on step-level groups, and Tree-OPO [29]
leverages off-policy Monte Carlo tree rollouts to guide pol-
icy optimization. Together, these approaches demonstrate
that incorporating tree structure into reinforcement learn-
ing enables more effective credit assignment and leads to
improved performance on complex reasoning tasks. Our
approach is conceptually aligned with these works in that
we introduce tree-based trajectories by branching at early
steps for better credit assignment. More recently, we note
two closely related works, BranchGRPO [17] and Dynam-
icTreeRPO [6], explore similar tree structures in the text-
to-image domain. Their focus, however, is on improving
training efficiency by sharing prefix paths of the tree, and in-
corporating the sliding-window mechanism proposed from
MixGRPO [16] to further accelerate training. In contrast,
our motivation for introducing a tree-based trajectories lies
in obtaining more accurate estimates of the potential in the
early denoising steps. Furthermore, our preliminary exper-
iments indicate that branching should be performed only at
early denoising steps, as branching at later steps tends to
produce nearly identical images across branches, offering
limited benefit for exploring the potential of early-step de-
cisions.

2.4. Multiple Objective Alignment

Recent works have explored multi-reward alignment to
improve image generation. Multi-reward alignment pro-
vides richer training signals, better trade-off manage-
ment among objectives, and improved alignment between
prompts and generated images compared to single-reward
approaches. Parrot [15] formulates image generation as
a multi-objective RL problem and employs Pareto-optimal
selection to balance multiple rewards, including visual fi-
delity, textual alignment, and human preferences, thereby
enhancing overall image quality. Similarly, T2I-R1 [11] in-
tegrates an ensemble of rewards at both semantic and to-
ken levels, guiding the model through high-level planning
and fine-grained generation to produce images that are both
structurally coherent and visually detailed. Distinct from
prior works, we are the first to investigate multi-reward re-
inforcement learning in the context of Flow-GRPO.

3. Method

3.1. Preliminaries

Flow Matching and SDE-based Sampling. Modern T2I
models like FLUX [14] and Stable Diffusion 3 [5] are built
upon the Rectified Flow [20] framework. This framework
defines the transition from a data sample x to a noise sam-
ple x; via linear interpolation x; = (1 — ¢)xo + tx3, where

t € [0,1]. The model trains a velocity field vg(x;,t) to
match the target velocity v = x; — xo. The learned veloc-
ity field defines a deterministic ordinary differential equa-
tion (ODE):

dx; = vo(x¢, t)dt. (1

However, online reinforcement learning methods like
GRPO require stochastic exploration, which is absent in de-
terministic ODE solvers. Following [19], we can construct
a forward stochastic differential equation (SDE) that pre-
serves the marginal distribution p;(x;) of Eq. (1):

2
dxt = <V9(Xt, t) + ?Vlogpt(xt)> dt + Ot dw. (2)

Leveraging the relationship between a forward diffusion
process and its time-reversal [, 25], the corresponding re-
verse SDE can be derived as:

2
dx; = <V9(Xt7t) - U;VIOgPt(Xt)) dt + oy dw, (3)

where dw denotes the reverse Wiener process incre-
ments. In the Rectified Flow framework, the score function
V log pi(x¢) can be derived as:

X¢ 1—1t

- - TV6'<Xtat)- 4)

Vlogpi(x:¢) = ;

Substituting this into Eq. (3) yields:

2
dx; = [ve(xt,t) + % (x¢+ (1 — t)Va(Xt,t))} dt
+ atdv_v. (5)

Applying the Euler-Maruyama method to discretize this
SDE for a reverse step yields the final update rule:

2
e-au =0 [volent) + 5 (@+ (L Doolan )] A

+ Utmz, (6)

where z ~ N(0,T) injects the necessary stochasticity, and

o = a4/ ﬁ is the noise schedule with a scalar hyper-

parameter a controlling the noise level.

MDP and GRPO for T2I. DDPO [2] proposes to formu-
late the iterative denoising process as a multi-step Markov
Decision Process (MDP), which enables the application of
reinforcement learning techniques to T2I model fine-tuning.
GRPO [23], originally developed for language model align-
ment, is a lightweight, value-free policy gradient algorithm.
Liu et al. [19] adapt GRPO to flow matching models by
combining it with the MDP formulation. Specifically, for a
given text prompt c, a group of G trajectories {7°}{ | are
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Figure 2. Overview of Multi-GRPO. We introduces two orthogonal grouping mechanisms to address the limitations of standard GRPO.
(Left) Tree-Based Trajectories by branching at early steps: To solve the shared credit assignment problem, we replace independent rollouts
with tree-structured rollout. Early-step actions are evaluated based on a diverse set of descendant leaves, yielding more accurate estimates
for critical early decisions. (Right) Reward-Based Grouping: To solve the reward-mixing problem in multi-objective optimization, we
normalize advantages for each reward function independently before aggregation. This disentangles conflicting signals and prevents certain
rewards from dominating the learning process. n € {1,--- , N;},m € {1,---, M}. N; denotes the number of nodes at step j.

sampled from the current policy 7y . Each trajectory un-
dergoes T" denoising steps, starting from initial noise sy and
progressively denoising to the final image so. Each trajec-
tory 7% receives a terminal reward R = R(s}, c). Actually
each index j € {T,T — 1,...,1,0} corresponds to a con-
tinuous timestep value ¢; € [0, 1] controlled by a timestep
scheduler, with ¢ = 1 and ¢y = 0. In this way, the discrete
state s; is connected with the continuous-time notation x;,
in the SDE update rule (Eq. (6)).

The core idea of GRPO is to estimate the advantage Al
for each trajectory by normalizing the rewards within its
group:

_ R' — mean({RF}¢_))
std({RF}EL,)

(7

This advantage A is then applied uniformly to all 7" denois-
ing steps of trajectory 7¢. The policy model is updated by

maximizing the overall objective 7 (6):

G T
1 .
T(0) = Efriyanm,, WZZL;(H) . (8

i=1j=1

where E; (9) is the clipped, step-level objective for timestep
j of trajectory ¥ (transitioning from state s; to s;_1):

L£i(6) = min (r;i(e)fv‘, clip(ri(6),1 — ¢,1+ E)Ai)

— BDkL (7o (-S5, €) [ mret(-]s], €)). )

Here, € is a hyperparameter introduced in [22] for stablizing
training, and r} (0) is the ratio of action probabilities under
the current and old policy at timestep j:

mo(s)_1 | s}, )
TOo1a (S§-71 | Sé" C) .
3.2. Tree-Based Trajectories

Motivation. The standard GRPO approach [19] relies on
independent rollouts, where all timesteps within a trajec-

ri(0) = (10)
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Figure 3. Illustration of Tree-based Trajectories. (Left) Stan-
dard GRPO: It uses independent rollouts. Trajectory-level advan-
tages derived are uniformly applied across timesteps,, leading to
poor credit assignment for early steps. (Right) Our method (Tree-
Based Trajectories): We construct a tree by branching at selected
early steps (e.g., bk, br+1). This allows an early-step state to be
evaluated by a diverse set of descendant leaves, providing a more
reliable Monte Carlo estimate of its value.

tory share a single terminal signal. This shared credit as-
signment is insufficient for accurately estimating the poten-
tial of early steps (e.g.,t = T — 1,T — 2,...). These
early steps operate in a high-entropy latent space (near pure
noise) with vast degrees of freedom, and decisions made
here have critical impacts on the final image. Thus a single
trajectory-level advantage provides inadequate signal to re-
liably estimate the value of these critical early-step actions.

Tree-Structured Rollout. To better estimate the value of
early-step actions, we draw inspiration from Monte Carlo
Tree Search (MCTS) and replace independent rollouts with
tree-structured rollout. This process is visualized in Fig-
ure 3. Instead of generating G trajectories independently
from start to finish, we construct tree-based trajectories
by branching at predefined steps, allowing multiple sub-
trajectories to share their common prefixes.

Specifically, we define a branching schedule B, a dic-
tionary mapping selected step indices to branching factors.
Formally, B = {b1:B1,b2:Bs,...,bi:Bx} specifies that
at step by € {T,T — 1,...,1,0}, each existing trajectory
splits into By, children, where b; > by > --- > by (branch-
ing from early to late steps). For notational convenience in
describing temporal grouping, we introduce two auxiliary
indices: by = T (the initial step) and bx 41 = 0 (the fi-
nal step, where no further branching occurs). For a given
prompt, the tree starts with the same initial noise and branch
into By nodes at step T', where By represents the degree of
parallel sampling (in practice, By is the total batch size).
The total number of leaf trajectories is Ng = HkK:() By,.

To implement branching efficiently, we exploit the ad-
ditive structure of the SDE update rule (Eq. (6)). At each
branching step j € {b1,ba,...,bx} with branching factor

Blj] and corresponding continuous timestep ¢ ;, we compute
the velocity field vo(xs,,t;) once through a transformer
model. Then we compute the mean of the next-step dis-
tribution, which is deterministic and can be reused:

2

gy,
(@, + (1—t5)0) | A, (A1)
2t \

H=xy — |V
where At; = t;—t;_1, u denotes ug(x:,, ;) and v denotes
vg (x4, ,t;) for brevity. We reuse this shared mean g across
all B[u] child branches and sample 5[u] independent noise

vectors z(0 "X A7(0,T) fori = 1, ..., Blul:
x| = pt oy, /Bt (12)

This amortizes the expensive transformer computation
across all B[u] branches.

Temporal Grouping. This tree-based trajectoires natu-
rally enables temporal grouping for more accurate credit
assignment. At any step j € {T,T — 1,...,0}, the tree
contains [V; distinct states (nodes), which we denote as
{s? gil Each state s’ corresponds to a unique path from
the root and has a set of descendant leaf trajectories. Let
D? C {1,...,No} denote the set of leaf indices that de-
scend from state s'. We assign a descendant-based reward
to s} by averaging the terminal rewards of its descendant

leaves:
Ry = an > R, (13)

ZG'D”

where R = R(sf, c) is the terminal reward of the /-th leaf.

We compute advantages separately for temporal seg-
ments between consecutive branching steps. For all steps j
in the segment (b, bi+1] (i.e., from step by, —1 to step by.11),
the number of nodes remains constant at N; = Ny, . We
normalize the descendant-based rewards of all states at step
bi.+1 to compute advantages:

n —
in Rka Moyt

b - )
k1 Obyors

(14)

where pp, ., and oy, are the mean and standard devia-
tion of states at step byy1. This advantage fl,’jk“ is then
applied uniformly to all steps j € (by, bi+1] along the path
through state s, . This tree-based design improves credit
assignment in two ways: (1) early-step states are evaluated
via Monte Carlo estimation over multiple descendant out-
comes (Eq. (13)), providing more reliable estimates than a
single trajectory; (2) states at each branching step are nor-
malized by temporal grouping (Eq. (14)), so that states at
different denoising stages are compared within their respec-
tive groups.
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Figure 4. Illustration of Reward-Based Grouping. To address
the reward-mixing problem in multi-objective optimization, we
avoid mixing rewards before normalization. Instead, each reward
type (e.g., OCR,Color) is normalized independently against its
own group statistics (mean and std of “Group m”) to compute a
disentangled advantage. The final advantage A’ is then formed by
a scaled weighted sum of these individual advantages Al

3.3. Reward-Based Grouping

Problem of Reward-Mixing. T2I alignment often re-
quires optimizing for multiple objectives simultaneously.
The naive approach is to compute a weighted sum of re-
wards R = "M w,, R for each trajectory i (M is the
number of reward functions), then normalize this mixed re-
ward to compute the advantage (Eq. (7)). However, when
reward functions have mismatched scales and variances,
normalizing the weighted sum causes rewards with larger
magnitudes or variances to dominate the advantage signal,
suppressing contributions from other objectives.

Reward-Based Grouping. To address this, we propose
reward-based grouping (see Figure 4), which computes ad-
vantages for each reward type independently before aggre-
gation, rather than first mixing rewards into a weighted
sum. Specifically, for a group of G trajectories with M re-
ward functions, each trajectory ¢ receives a reward vector

(R:,...,R%,). We compute advantages for each reward
type independently:
. R —
&, = =m L, (15)
Om

where (i, and o, are the mean and standard deviation of
only the m-th reward across the group. The final advantage

is the scaled weighted sum:
o1 Y .
A= =N w, AL (16)

This ensures each reward contributes to the policy gradient
relative to its own scale and variance, providing a stable,
disentangled learning signal for multi-objective optimiza-
tion.

Although dividing the aggregated advantage by M is a
natural scaling choice—ensuring that the overall magnitude
remains comparable as the number of rewards increases, our
experiments show that a variant without this 1/M factor
seems perform better. Since M may be large in general
multi-objective settings, we keep the scaled version for bet-
ter scalability and discuss the unscaled variant in the sup-
plementary material.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experiment Setup

Task 1 (Single-Objective Alignment on PickScore-25k):
For the single-reward alignment task, we follow Flow-
GRPO [19] and use PickScore [13] as our reward
model. This experiment is conducted using FLUX.1-Dev
model [14], which we train 2000 steps. It is trained on
the PickScore-25k dataset introduced in Flow-GRPO, which
contains 25,432 training prompts and 2,048 test prompts.
This task aims to align T2I models with human preferences.

Task 2 (Multi-Objective Alignment on OCR-Color-10):
This task evaluates the model’s ability to follow complex,
multi-faceted instructions. This experiment is conducted
using SD3.5-M model [5], which we train 4200 steps. To
create a challenging multi-objective benchmark, we curate
the OCR-Color-10 dataset. Specifically, we extend the vi-
sual text rendering task from Flow-GRPO [3, 19] by adding
explicit color constraints to the generated text. We prede-
fined a set of 10 target colors and used Qwen3-30B-A3B-
Instruct-2507 [28] to identify prompts in the original dataset
that already contained explicit color descriptions, retaining
only those that matched our specified color set. For prompts
without a color reference, we randomly assigned one of the
10 colors to achieve an approximately balanced color dis-
tribution across the final dataset. The resulting dataset con-
tains 17,641 prompts for training and 974 prompts for test-
ing.

This task requires the model to optimize three potentially
conflicting rewards simultaneously: (i) R, (Text Fidelity):
Measures the textual accuracy by computing the normal-
ized edit distance between OCR-extracted and ground-truth
text. (ii) Reolor (Text-Color Consistency): Assesses whether
the rendered text matches the target color by querying



a vision-language model [26] with color-specific prompts
(e.g., “purple text?”’) and using the normalized “Yes” prob-
ability as the score. (iii) Rpickscore (Image Quality): Evalu-
ates overall image quality and text-image alignment using
PickScore [13].

Table 1. Results on the sinlge-objective PickScore-25k dataset.

Model PickScore 1
FLUX.1-Dev (Base Model) 22.04
Flow-GRPO (Sequential Rollout) 23.65

Multi-GRPO (Tree-based Trajectories) 24.24

4.2. Implementation Details

At each training iteration, we set By to 8 . Under the default
branching rule B = {T—2 : 3, T—4 : 2}, branching is per-
formed for target timesteps t = T'—2 and t = T—4, i.e.,
at the 2nd and 4th denoising steps from the end (see Sec. B
in the supplementary material). This yields a total of 48
leaf nodes per iteration for reward computation. Following
Flow-GRPO [19], the noise-level hyperparameter « is set to
0.7, and all models are trained at an image resolution of 512.
We also follow Flow-GRPO in adopting model-specific de-
noising schedules. For Flux.1-Dev, we use 6 training steps
and 28 inference (sampling) steps. For SD3.5-M, we use
10 training steps and 40 inference steps. These step counts
define the total timesteps 7. All experiments are conducted
on 8x NVIDIA H20 GPUs.

4.3. Main Results

Task 1: Tree-Based Trajectories Improve Single-
Objective Alignment. We begin by evaluating the impact
of tree-based trajectories in a single-reward setting using
the PickScore-25k dataset. As shown in Table 1, sequential
Flow-GRPO already improves over the FLUX.1-Dev base
model. However, when applying our Tree-Based Trajec-
tories, the model achieves a substantially higher PickScore,
reaching 24.24. This demonstrates that replacing sequential
rollouts with tree-structured rollouts provides better prefer-
ence alignment.

Task 2: Multi-GRPO Achieves More Balanced Multi-
Objective Optimization. We evaluate our full method on
the OCR-Color-10 benchmark. Flow-GRPO acts as a naive-
sum baseline: it first mixes the rewards into a unified re-
ward, R = w1 Roer + WoReolor + wSRpicka using the de-
fault setting w; = we = w3 = 1, and then computes a
single advantage. As shown in Table 2, this approach yields
clear improvements on both R, and R, but provides
only a marginal gain on PickScore from 22.24 to 22.59
(note that Rpc corresponds to PickScore normalized by

26), indicating that the PickScore objective is largely under-
optimized. In contrast, our Multi-GRPO—combining Tree-
Based Trajectories with Reward-Based Grouping (Eq. 15,
Eq. 16)—achieves consistent improvements across all three
objectives. The slightly lower Ro (by just 0.0046) may
stem from mild conflicts among the three objectives, yet
overall our method achieves a more balanced optimization
across all metrics.

Table 2. Results on the multi-objective OCR-Color-10 dataset.

Model Reolor T Roer T Rpick T PickScore 1
SD3.5-M 0.8141 0.6542 0.8554 22.24
Flow-GRPO 0.9471 09428 0.8689 22.59
Multi-GRPO 0.9516 0.9382 0.8966 23.31

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

Figure 5. Ablation on the OCR-Color-10 dataset. Relative to the
Flow-GRPO baseline, Tree-Based Trajectories show a generally
upward trend across all three rewards, although the gain in Rpick
remains modest. Adding Reward-Based Grouping on top of Tree-
Based Trajectories further boosts PickScore and leads to a more
balanced improvement overall, forming the full Multi-GRPO ap-
proach.

4.4. Ablation Analysis

Figure 5 shows the effect of adding each component on
the OCR-Color-10 dataset. Starting from the Flow-GRPO
baseline, introducing Tree-Based Trajectories generally
improves all three rewards, indicating that tree-structured
rollouts are beneficial even under multi-objective settings,
although the improvement on R is still limited. Adding
Reward-Based Grouping on top of Tree-Based Trajecto-
ries further boosts PickScore and yields a more balanced
improvement across the three rewards. Combining both
components (Multi-GRPO) results in the most balanced
overall performance.

Impact of Branching Rule. We study how the branching
schedule affects performance. Our default rule applies early
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Figure 6. Noise strength (o, y/At;) across different timesteps for
multiple denoising schedules (T=6, 10, 28, 40). Early timesteps
exhibit higher noise, where more stochastic exploration is needed
for effective credit assignment.

splits, B = {T—2 : 3, T—4 : 2}, and we compare it to a
late-branching variant with the same total number of leaf
nodes, B = {T'—3 : 2, T—7 : 3}. As shown in Table 3,
early branching yields better performance across all three
rewards. This supports that branching at early denoising
steps produces more informative trajectories and improves
optimization.

Table 3. Comparison of early vs. late branching rules. Both config-
urations produce the same number of leaf nodes, but early branch-
ing yields better performance across all reward dimensions.

Branching Rule Reoor T Roer T Rpiek T

(T—2:3, T—4:2} 09516 0.9382 0.8966
{T—3:2, T-7:3} 09449 0.9033 0.8912

4.5. Additional Analysis

Noise Strength across Timesteps. As defined in the SDE
update rule (Eq. 6), the noise coefficient o, v/At controls the
strength of the injected Gaussian noise z. To better under-
stand the stochasticity introduced during denoising, we vi-
sualize this coefficient across timesteps in Figure 6. This co-
efficient results in higher noise levels early in the denoising
process (when t is close to 1), reflecting the high-entropy
state near pure noise. In contrast, noise diminishes as ¢
approaches 0, aligning with the more deterministic nature
of the later steps. This visualization supports our core ar-
gument for concentrating branching in early stages, where
stochastic exploration is most critical for effective credit as-
signment.

Necessity for Multi-Objective Optimization. Optimiz-
ing a single reward can introduce a significant risk of re-

Training: OCR Training: PickScore (not used for optimization)
Training: PickScore

osi0 A Step 600

Reward
Reward

Training: OCR
Step 600

Training Steps
Evaluation: PickScore

“Training Steps
Evaluation: OCR
Evaluation: PickScore
Step 600

Evaluation: OCR
Step 600

Steps ) - ) - Steps

Figure 7. Optimizing only for the R (text fidelity) reward leads
to a significant drop in the PickScore (aesthetic quality), illustrat-
ing possible reward hacking in single-objective settings and high-
lighting the need for balanced, multi-objective optimization.

ward hacking, where the model over-optimizes one metric
at the expense of other, often conflicting, objectives such as
overall visual quality. As shown in Figure 7, we investi-
gate this effect by training a model to maximize R (text
fidelity) exclusively, using the original OCR dataset from
Flow-GRPO [19]. While text accuracy improves, the over-
all perceptual quality, as measured by PickScore, rapidly
degrades. This collapse underscores the necessity of multi-
objective optimization.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we propose Multi-GRPO, a multi-group ad-
vantage estimation framework that addresses two key lim-
itations of GRPO-based text-to-image alignment: shared
credit assignment and reward mixing. Tree-based trajecto-
ries provide better credit assignment by evaluating early de-
noising steps through multiple descendant leaves. Reward-
based grouping computes advantages for each objective in-
dependently, avoiding reward mixing and enabling more
balanced multi-objective optimization. To facilitate eval-
uation of multi-objective alignment, we curate the OCR-
Color-10 dataset. Experiments show that Multi-GRPO
achieves stronger performance in single-objective settings
and more balanced optimization in multi-objective settings.
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A. Unscaled Reward-Based Grouping

In the main paper (Section 3.3), we introduce reward-based
grouping, where advantages are first computed indepen-
dently for each reward type and then aggregated:

i Rin, — Hm
Al = e (17)
. 1 M

Al = M;wm%. (18)

The 1/M factor is a natural scaling choice that keeps the
overall gradient magnitude roughly stable as the number of
reward terms M increases, helping to avoid overly large up-
dates when M varies across tasks.

From an optimization standpoint, however, this global
scaling is not always required. In particular, when M is
small and fixed (as in our experiments with three rewards),
the overall gradient scale can often be absorbed into the
learning-rate schedule. To verify this, we also experiment
with an unscaled variant that removes the 1/M factor and
directly sums the weighted per-reward advantages:

M
Afmscaled = Z w’"lAin' (19)
m=1

Table 4 reports results on the OCR-Color-10 multi-
objective setting with color, OCR, and PickScore rewards.
We compare (i) the scaled reward-based grouping used in
the main paper as our default Multi-GRPO configuration
and (ii) the unscaled variant that does not divide by M. For
reference, we also include the original F1ow—-GRPO base-
line. On this dataset, the unscaled variant achieves higher
performance across all reward dimensions. Nonetheless, for
better scalability to larger M and to keep the aggregated ad-
vantage well-scaled as we add more reward terms, we adopt
the scaled version in the main paper and include the un-
scaled variant here for completeness.

Intuition. When advantage signals from different rewards
conflict, the aggregated gradient can be noisy; in this case,
multiplying by 1/M mainly acts as a global damping fac-
tor that reduces the influence of this noisy guidance with-
out changing its direction. When advantage signals from
different rewards agree, removing 1/M preserves a larger
gap between high- and low-advantage samples and can
strengthen the alignment signal. In our three-reward setting,
this stronger signal appears to be helpful, but this may be
specific to the dataset and training setup we study here. We
believe that more systematic experiments across different
models, datasets, and numbers of rewards would be valu-
able for understanding when including the 1/M factor is
beneficial.

Table 4. Reward-based grouping with and without the 1/M
scaling factor on the OCR-Color-10 multi-reward setting. Flow-
GRPO is the original baseline without reward-based grouping;
“Multi-GRPO (main paper)” uses the 1/M scaling, while “Multi-
GRPO (unscaled)” removes it under otherwise identical settings.

Method Rcolor T Rocr T RpiCk T
Flow-GRPO 0.9471 0.9428 0.8689
Multi-GRPO (main paper) 0.9516 0.9382 0.8966
Multi-GRPO (unscaled) 0.9840 0.9549 0.9147

B. Branching Rules from State and Action Per-
spectives: Timesteps vs. Denoising Steps

In Sec. 3.2 of the main paper, we define the branching rule
in terms of diffusion timesteps (state indices)

B = {bl:Bl7b2:BQ, .. .,bKZBK},

where each by, € {T,T—1,...,0} indexes a state x;, and
Bj; is the number of children each active trajectory branches
into at that timestep.

From an implementation perspective, it is more natu-
ral to think in terms of denoising steps (actions): step
i = 1,...,T denotes the transition from xp_;11 to Xp_;.
In code we simply write “step ¢~ for this update. When
describing implementation details in the paper, we instead
refer to the same denoising step ¢ by its target timestep
t =T — 1, e.g., “the denoising step 7'—2” means the up-
date xp_1 — Xp_o. This keeps the notation consistent
with the reverse-time indexing 7',7—1,...,0 used in the
method section.

For example, the schedule used in the implementation
detail B = {T'—2:3, T—4:2} means we branch when pro-
ducing xp_9 and x7_4; these are the 2nd and 4th denoising
steps from the end, so the code-level rule is branch_rule
= {2:3, 4:2}.

In short, timesteps by index states and are used in the
method description, while denoising steps ¢ index actions
and are used in the implementation; the two notations are
just different views of the same branching tree.

C. Early vs. Late Branching in Tree-Based
Trajectories  Without = Reward-Based
Grouping

In the main paper we study the effect of the branching rule
in the full Multi-GRPO setting, where tree-based trajecto-
ries are combined with reward-based grouping. That abla-
tion compares an “early” branching rule {T—2:3, T—4:2}
with a “late” branching rule {T—3:2, T—7:3}, and finds
that the former performs better across all three rewards.
Here we isolate the role of the branching rule itself by
turning off reward-based grouping and keeping only the
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Figure 8. Denoising trajectories in the FLUX single-reward experiment. From left to right: default F1ow-GRPO with bs = 3 (three
independent trajectories), our tree-based trajectories using branching rule {7'—2:3, T'—4:2}, and enlarged-batch F1ow—-GRPO with bs = 6

(six independent trajectories).

tree-structured rollouts. On the OCR-Color-10 task, we fix
all training hyperparameters and reward weights, train ev-
ery model for 4k steps, and vary only the branching rule.
Specifically, we compare our default early-branching rule
{T'-2:3, T—4:2} with a slightly later-branching variant
that moves the second branching point from 7'—4 to T'—7,
i.e., uses the rule {7'—2:3, T—7:2}, while keeping the total
number of leaf trajectories unchanged.

As shown in Table 5, the default rule again yields
higher color, OCR, and PickScore rewards than the alter-
native. This indicates that the benefit of branching at earlier
(higher-noise) steps comes from the tree-based trajectories
itself, and is largely independent of whether reward-based
grouping is applied.

Table 5. Comparison of branching rules on the OCR-Color-10
setting using tree-based trajectories only (no reward-based group-
ing). All models are trained for 4k steps with the same hyperpa-
rameters; only the branching rule differs.

Branching Rule

{T'-2:3, T-7:2}
{T—-2:3, T—4:2}

Reotor T Roer T Rpick T

0.9502 0.9338 0.8746
0.9612 0.9462 0.8890

D. Tree-Based Trajectories vs. Flow-GRPO
with Larger Batch Size

One may wonder whether the gains of our tree-based trajec-
tories are simply due to performing more ‘denoising steps”
per prompt. To address this concern, we run a controlled
single-reward experiment on the FLUX.1-Dev model using
PickScore only.

The default F1 ow—GRPO baseline uses batch size bs = 3
on 8 GPUs, giving 8 x 3 = 24 trajectories per batch. In
Flow-GRPO baseline, each trajectory follows a indepen-

dent denoising path from step 7" down to 0. We com-
pare three settings: the original bs = 3 configuration, an
enlarged-batch baseline with bs = 6, and our tree-based
trajectories with bs = 1.

Our method (tree-based trajectories), illustrated in the
right panel of Fig. 8, branches at timestep 5 and timestep
3, resulting in 1 x 2 X 3 = 6 leaf nodes per prompt. The
total numbers of denoising steps per gpu are as follows: (1)
Flow—-GRPO with bs = 3 uses 18 steps (3 x 6 = 18), (2)
Flow-GRPO with bs = 6 uses 36 steps (6 x 6 = 36), (3)
and our method uses 25 steps (1+2 x 3+6 x3 = 25). Thus,
the bs = 6 variant performs the most denoising updates, our
method uses fewer updates while still producing six leaves,
and the bs = 3 baseline uses the fewest.

Figure 8 visualizes the corresponding denoising trajec-
tories. Table 6 reports the quantitative results: even af-
ter increasing the batch size to bs = 6, the tree-structured
sampling achieves a higher PickScore reward while using
fewer denoising steps than the enlarged-batch F1ow—-GRPO
baseline, suggesting that tree-structured rollout is benefi-
cial for improving performance beyond simply performing
more denoising steps.

Table 6. FLUX single-reward experiment (PickScore only):
enlarged-batch F1ow-GRPO vs. our tree-based trajectories. Our
method attains the highest PickScore while using fewer denoising
steps than the bs = 6 baseline.

Method PickScore 1
Flow—-GRPO,bs=3 23.65
Flow-GRPO,bs=6 24.02

Tree schedule ({7'—2:3, T—4:2}) 24.64
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Woer=Weolor=1), and our reward-based grouping method (all weights fixed to 1 with per-reward normalization). Simply increasing wpick
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competitive Rpick.

E. Reward Weight Adjustment vs. Reward-
Based Grouping

This section asks whether the effect of reward-based group-
ing can be replicated by simply retuning the scalar reward
weights in a standard weighted sum. On the three-reward
OCR-Color-10 setting we use
Riotal = WoerRoer + Weolor eolor + wpiCkRpickv (20)
The original F1ow—-GRPO uses equal weights W =
Weolor = Wpick = 1. We treat this as the baseline and then
construct three reward weight adjustment variants by keep-
ing Woer = Weolor = 1 and changing only the PickScore
weight to wpick € {4,7,10}. Our reward-based grouping
method uses Woer = Weolor = Wpick = 1, but compute ad-
vantages via per-reward normalization.
The behaviour of reward weight adjustment is intuitive:
as wpick increases, the PickScore reward Rpicx improves, but
this consistently comes at the expense of Ry and Reolor,

which both decrease for larger wpick. In contrast, reward-
based grouping achieves a more balanced outcome: it at-
tains higher R;cx than the low-weighted variant (wpicx=4)
while remaining competitive with more aggressively up-
weighted runs, and at the same time yields the best R,
and Roor among all variants. This indicates that normal-
izing each reward dimension separately is not equivalent to
adjusting a single scalar weight, and actually gives a better
multi-objective trade-off.

Figure 9 visualizes this comparison by plotting training
rewards and evaluation rewards for the F1ow—GRPO base-
line (wpick=1), the three reward weight adjustment vari-
ants (wpick € {4,7,10}), and our reward-based grouping
method.

F. Qualitative Comparison on the OCR-Color-
10 Dataset

We first present qualitative results on the multi-objective
OCR-Color-10 dataset (Task 2), where SD3.5-M is opti-



mized with three rewards: text fidelity R, text—color con-
sistency Reolor, and image quality Rp;ck. For each prompt,
we compare the original SD3.5-M, the F1ow—-GRPO base-
line, and our method.

Across diverse prompts, the base model SD3.5-M al-
ready produces globally plausible scenes (lighting, compo-
sition, and color palettes), but often fails on the text: the
rendered text may be incomplete or distorted, contain
spelling errors, or appear in a color that does not match the
instruction.

The F1low—-GRPO baseline substantially improves legi-
bility and correctness: the rendered strings are more often
readable and match the target phrase. However, the text
layouts tend to become very regular and “boxy” (e.g., flat,
centered overlays), which often look pasted onto the im-
age instead of blending naturally with the background
geometry and perspective, thereby reducing perceived
realism.

Our method combines the strengths of both. As illus-
trated in Figures 10-13, the generated text is typically cor-
rect and clearly legible, while also intergrating more natu-
rally with the background in terms of viewpoint and light-
ing. The text color more reliably matches the specified
color, and the words appear visually embedded in the
scene rather than simply overlaid on top of the image.
These qualitative trends are consistent with the quantitative
gains reported in the main paper.

G. Qualitative Comparison on the PickScore-
25k Dataset

We next show qualitative results on the single-objective
PickScore-25k dataset (Task 1), where FLUX.1-Dev is
aligned using a single aesthetic reward Rpicx. We compare
three models: the original FLUX.1-Deyv, the F1ow-GRPO
baseline, and our method with tree-based trajectories (no
reward-based grouping is needed since there is only one re-
ward). To mitigate reward-hacking effects that can arise in
single-reward settings, all qualitative results are taken from
an early training checkpoint (step 1020), where the images
still maintain reasonable visual quality and no noticeable
degradation in image quality is observed.

The base FLUX.1-Dev model already generates visu-
ally pleasing images, but it tends to produce images with
less fine-grained detail and weaker overall composi-
tion. Some samples look slightly less refined or lack a
clear focus. The F1ow—GRPO baseline improves PickScore
and generally produces sharper textures and cleaner object
boundaries, but can still miss some aspects of the prompt.

Our method further improves both visual quality and
prompt adherence. In Figures 14 and 15, our samples typi-
cally exhibit richer fine-grained structures and better visual
quality, while avoiding an overprocessed appearance. The
generated images also more faithfully reflect the intended

content. For instance, in the first row of Figure 14, cor-
responding to the prompt “A website for a party resort ser-
vice”, neither the base FLUX.1-Dev model nor the Flow-
GRPO baseline produces an image that clearly reads
as a website, whereas our method explicitly renders a
website-style layout. Overall, these qualitative compar-
isons align with the quantitative results in the main paper,
where our method achieves the highest PickScore.

H. Limitations and Future Work

Unlike recent approaches [16, 30] that pursue efficiency by
hybridizing SDE-ODE sampling and training on a few key
denoising steps, our motivation for introducing a tree-based
trajectory by branching at early steps primarily lies in accu-
rately estimate the potential of early denoising steps. Thus,
we still follow Flow-GRPO’s [19] SDE sampling strategy to
ensure that later denosing steps can be effectively explored
during training. In practice, our framework is also compat-
ible with hybrid SDE-ODE designs—for example, using
SDE sampling near branching nodes by, (i.e., from b + 1 to
by, and from by, to by — 1) and ODE sampling elsewhere
to further accelerate training. In this case, to encourage
broader exploration across timesteps, branching steps could
be randomly selected from early steps. We leave such inte-
gration and exploration for future work.



SD3.5-M Flow-GRPO Ours

A beautifully crafted birthday cake topper shaped like "30 Years Young", adorned
with sparkly frosting and shimmering decorations, set against a backdrop of a
cozy, candlelit birthday party. The color of the text "30 Years Young" is orange.

-

A camping mug labeled "Campfire Brew" sits on a rugged, wooden log beside a
crackling campfire, surrounded by the serene, twilight forest. Steam rises gently
from the mug, blending with the cool evening air. The color of the text "Campfire
Brew" is orange.

A courtroom scene with a judge's gavel resting on a wooden plaque that reads
"Order in the Court", set against the backdrop of a quiet, solemn courtroom. The
color of the text "Order in the Court" is red.

Figure 10. Qualitative comparison on the OCR-Color-10 dataset (part I). For each prompt, we show SD3.5-M (left), F 1 ow—GRPO (middle),
and our method (right). Our approach produces text that is both legible and well integrated into the scene, while more faithfully following
the textual and color instructions and yielding images with higher perceived realism and aesthetics.



SD3.5-M Flow-GRPO Ours

A delicate perfume bottle, elegantly labeled "Midnight Serenade" in swirling,
sophisticated script, resting on a velvet surface under the soft glow of moonlight,
with a hint of mist swirling around it, enhancing its mystical allure. The color of the
text "Midnight Serenade" is brown.
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A sleek spy gadget watch with a futuristic design, its screen flashing "Mission
Complete" in a high-tech font, set against the backdrop of a dimly lit, high-stakes
environment. The color of the text "Mission Complete" is pink.

A realistic photograph of an android holding a protest sign that reads "Battery
Lives Matter" in a crowded, futuristic city square, with onlookers and news
cameras capturing the scene. The color of the text "Battery Lives Matter" is
green.

Figure 11. Qualitative comparison on the OCR-Color-10 dataset (part II). Additional examples under the same setting as Figure 10.



SD3.5-M Flow-GRPO Ours

HOME TEAM

WINS

A digital scoreboard at a bustling stadium, illuminated with bright lights, flashes
"Home Team Wins" in large, vibrant letters, as the crowd erupts in cheers and
confetti falls from the sky. The color of the text "Home Team Wins" is red.

A baking show contestant stands proudly in the kitchen, wearing an apron
embroidered with "Star Baker". The warm, golden light from the overhead lamps
highlights the intricate embroidery and the contestant's focused expression as
they pr‘epar‘e a dessert. The color of The text "Star Baker‘" is yellow.

Tre GRAT GREAT

A vintage poster design featuring the title text "The Great Gatsby" in elegant, Art
Deco typography, set against a backdrop of a glamorous 1920s cityscape at nhight,
with luxurious cars and fashionably dressed figures. The color of the text "The

Great Gatsby" is purple.

Figure 12. Qualitative comparison on the OCR-Color-10 dataset (part I1I). Additional examples under the same setting as Figure 10.



SD3.5-M Flow-GRPO Ours

An ancient, weathered scroll unfurled on a wooden table, revealing the faded ink
inscription "The Oracle Lies" against a backdrop of yellowed parchment. Soft,
ambient light illuminates the scene, casting gentle shadows and highlighting the
scroll's intricate texture. The color of the text "The Oracle Lies" is green.

Ask Again
Later

A magical 8-ball hovers in a dimly lit room, its surface reflecting a soft, eerie glow.
Inside, the answer "Ask Again Later" is clearly visible, floating in the dark, viscous
liquid. The atmosphere is mysterious and slightly suspenseful. The color of the
text "Ask Again Later" is pink.

A close-up of a candy wrapper design, featuring vibrant colors and playful
patterns, with the text "Sweet Treats Inside" prominently displayed in bold,
cheerful font, set against a glossy, slightly crinkled texture. The color of the text
"Sweet Treats Inside" is red.

Figure 13. Qualitative comparison on the OCR-Color-10 dataset (part IV). Additional examples under the same setting as Figure 10.



FLUX.1-Dev Flow-GRPO Ours

A pig and a rooster are playing poker. The rooster is winning.

Figure 14. Qualitative comparison on the PickScore-25k dataset (part I). For each prompt, we show FLUX.1-Dev (left), F1ow—GRPO
(middle), and our method (right). Our approach yields images with higher human-perceived aesthetics, featuring richer local details.
Moreover, it demonstrates stronger adherence to text prompts, consistent with the quantitative PickScore results.



FLUX.1-Dev Flow-GRPO Ours

artistic art print, Easter bunn
splashes of colours

y wi

space ship in stained glass style

Figure 15. Qualitative comparison on the PickScore-25k dataset (part II). The same ordering is used as in Figure 14: FLUX.1-Dev (left),
Flow—GRPO (middle), and our method (right).
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