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Abstract

With the advancement of computational re-
sources, Large Vision—Language Models
(LVLMs) exhibit impressive Perception and
Reasoning (P&R) performance on Graphical
User Interface (GUI) tasks. However, although
they demonstrate strong P&R capabilities in
English GUI scenarios, their performance in
multilingual settings has received little atten-
tion, which limits their global applications.
Moreover, existing studies on GUI tasks lack
fine-grained analyses, including widget func-
tions and elements’ spatial relationships, which
are fundamental for more targeted improve-
ments. To tackle these issues, we propose
MPR-GUI-Bench, a Multilingual fine-grained
Perception and Reasoning GUI Benchmark to
evaluate GUI agents’ P&R capabilities. Evalu-
ation results demonstrate that LVLMs exhibit
significantly worse P&R performance in non-
English languages than in English. To ad-
dress these gaps, we propose GUI-XLI, a GUI
Cross-Lingual Intervention method that ap-
plies interventions to the hidden states at P&R
capability-related layers to mitigate the gaps
between English and other languages, build-
ing on previous research showing that the hid-
den states of different language inputs exhibit
significant differences in the latent space. Ex-
perimental results indicate that our method im-
proves GUI agents’ multilingual P&R capabil-
ity by 6.5% on average.

1 Introduction

With the rapid development of large language-
visual models (LVLMs) (Nguyen et al., 2024a),
they exibit strong Perception and Reasoning
(P&R) capabilities across various Graphical User
Interface (GUI) benchmarks. As present in Ta-
ble 1, existing GUI benchmarks remain limited
in two aspects: (1) the evaluations are limited in
English environments (Rawles et al., 2024; Wang
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Figure 1: Performance of GUI agents on our MPR-
GUI-Bench benchmark. The left figure illustrates that
all GUI agents exhibit the strongest performance in
English, while the right one exhibits their fine-grained
P&R capabilities across multiple dimensions.

et al., 2024; Chen et al., 2025), which conflict
with the global need for multilingual support; (2)
current benchmarks lack systematic evaluation of
GUI agents’ fine-grained P&R capabilities (Cheng
et al., 2024; Lu et al., 2024; Chen et al., 2024a)
due to overlooking the inherent feature of GUI
scenarios (i.e., sparse visual elements and con-
cise layouts). To address these limitations, we
propose Multilingual fine-grained perception and
Reasoning GUI Benchmark (MPR-GUI-Bench),
the first benchmark to systematically evaluate the
multilingual fine-grained P&R capabilities of GUI
agents, featuring identical evaluation settings for
each language. As exemplified in Figure 2, to
construct MPR-GUI-Bench, we propose a semi-
automatic pipeline leveraging both human resource
and GPT-4o to automatically generate VQA (Vi-
sual Question Answering) samples and expand
them to other languages, which significantly re-
duces manual effort while ensuring data quality.
As presented in Figure 1, the evaluation results
of seven baselines on MPR-GUI-Bench reveal a
significant gap in fine-grained P&R capabilities be-
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Languages

Platform

Dataset EN ZH FR RU JA TI AR ‘ R ‘ Fine-grained | yep,  Mob. Desk. | S Type
GUI-WORLD v x x x x x x |v X | X | v 4 v | 12379  dataset
AndroidWorld v x x x x x x |x v | X — v X | 116 env.
Mobile-Agent-Bench | ¢ X X x X X X | X x| X — v X | 100 env.
ScreenSpot v x x x x x x|v x| x | v v v | 1200+  dataset
GUI-Odyssey | v X X X X X X | v v | X | x v X | 7735 dataset
SPA-Bench v v x x x x x|x x| x | x v X | 340 env.
MacOSWorld v v v v x x v |Xx x| x | x x v o] 201429 env.
MPR-GUIBench | v v v v v v X |v v | v | v v X | 12936  dataset

Table 1: Comparison between MPR-GUI-Bench and other GUI benchmarks. In Capability category, P means
the benchmark involves perception capabilities and R means reasoning capabilities. The Fine-grained category
means the benchmark involves fine-grained analysis on GUI agents’ P&R capabilities. In Platform catagory, Web.
means website, Mob. means mobile devices and Desk means computer desktop. In the Type catagory, env. means
interactive environments to evaluate GUI agents’ real-time performances, while dataset evaluates task-specific
performances through images the same as traditional multimodal benchmarks.

tween English and non-English languages, with an
average FPR-ACC accuracy of 75.3% and 67.7%,
respectively.

Building on previous works (Ye et al., 2025;
Peng et al., 2025; Chang et al., 2022) which have
shown that the hidden state distribution of LVLMs’
English input differs from other languages, and by
aligning the distribution of other languages with
English the competence gaps can be migrated, we
propose GUI Cross-Lingual Intervention (GUI-
XLI) method. GUI-XLI applies intervention to
the hidden state of non-English inputs at P&R capa-
bility related layers to migrating the cross-lingual
gaps. Experimental results demonstrate that our
GUI-XLI method significantly improves the per-
formance of open-source LVLMs on non-English
GUI tasks by 6.5% in average with low inference
latency.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:

* we propose a semi-automatic pipeline that lever-
ages compositional prompting with GPT-40 to
construct multilingual GUI datasets to reduce
manual effort while ensuring data quality.

* We present MPR-GUI-Bench, the first multi-
lingual benchmark to evaluate GUI agents’ fine-
grained P&R capabilities on mobile devices.

* We propose GUI-XLI, a training-free representa-
tion engineering method that mitigates LVLMs’
Scross-lingual P&R capability gaps.

2 Related Work

Multimodal LL.LM-based Agents The continu-
ous advancement of LVLMs in P&R capabilities

reveals their potential as Multimodal LLM-based
Agents (MLAs). In GUI scenarios, they can be
grouped into three categories: (1) Closed-source
LVLM-based GUI agents relying on standardized
protocols (Yan et al., 2025) in GUI scenarios; (2)
Open-source LVLMs-based GUI agents strength-
ened by incorporating GUI data into training cor-
pora (Chen et al., 2024b; Yao et al., 2024). These
two catagories intend to directly transfer the gen-
eral competence of foundational LVLMs to real-
time GUI scenarios, overlooking the intrinsic prop-
erties of GUI tasks. (3) Other GUI agents (Hong
et al., 2023; Qin et al., 2025; Yang et al., 2024)
trained on GUI datasets with stronger instruction
following and GUI-grounding capabilities while
reduced generalization and reasoning capabilities.

GUI Agent Benchmarks As presented in Ta-
ble 1, existing GUI agent benchmarks gener-
ally fall into two types: interactive environ-
ments and static datasets (Nguyen et al., 2024a).
Environment-based benchmarks (Rawles et al.,
2024; Wang et al., 2024; Chen et al., 2025) treat
each Status-Action-Operation cycle as a whole,
providing limited analysis on the agents’ P&R
capabilities. Dataset-based benchmarks are com-
posed of static screenshots (Cheng et al., 2024; Lu
et al., 2024; Chen et al., 2024a), present limited
analysis in GUI agents’ perception process. Most
of recent benchmarks only focus on English. How-
ever, with the increasing demand from users in
different linguistic environments, GUI agents must
possess balanced P&R capabilities across multilin-
gual contexts to achieve broader applications.(Tang
et al., 2025; Nguyen et al., 2024a). There have



been benchmarks (Yang et al., 2025; Chen et al.,
2025) that involve multilingual settings; however,
none of them systematically evaluate fine-grained
P&R capabilities, resulting in a lack of targeted
explainability. To address this gap, we propose
MPR-GUI-Bench, the first of its kind to system-
atically evaluate GUI agents’ fine-grained P&R
capabilities in multilingual GUI scenarios.

3 MPR-GUI-Bench

Existing studies for GUI applications on LVLMs
have mostly neglected fine-grained P&R capabil-
ities, leading to disparities in their development.
Moreover, even fewer studies have focused on
these capabilities in multi-lingual contexts. As
technology advances, users from diverse linguistic
backgrounds have an increasingly urgent demand
for LVLMs. Therefore, to achieve broader applica-
tions in GUI scenarios, it is crucial for LVLMs to
eliminate multi-lingual bias. To this end, we intro-
duce the Multi-lingual fine-grained Perception and
Reasoning GUI Benchmark (MPR-GUI-Bench),
a benchmark evaluating these capabilities in di-
verse multilingual GUI tasks.

3.1 Data Source

As shown in Figure 2, parallel screenshots in 6
languages: English, Chinese, French, Russian,
Japanese and Thai (EN, ZH, FR, RU, JA, TH);
spanning 39 distinct real-world GUI scenarios un-
der two operating systems: iOS and Android on 6
mobile device models are collected by annotators.

3.2 Task Definitions

As shown in Figure 3, we design eight fine-grained
dimensions to evaluate LVLMs’: (1) perception
capabilities including perception of the interactive
components (widgets) within the screenshots and
users’ interative actions; (2) reasoning capabili-
ties including spatial reasoning capabilities on the
location or to clarify spatial relationship between
elements and integrated reasoning capabilities on
synthesized perception information. The eight fine-
grained dimensions are defined as follows:

Perception Capabilities Evaluation Dimensions

* Widget Function Comprehension (WF) evalu-
ates LVLMs’ perception of the function of GUI
elements and the meaning of visual cues.

* Widget Interaction Comprehension (WI) eval-
uates LVLMs’ perception of the most suitable
way for users to interaction with widgets.

¢ Action Understanding (AU) evaluates LVLMs’
perception of the consequences of executed ac-
tions, including interface changes, system feed-
back, and impacts on future interactions.

* Action Prediction (AP) evaluates LVLMs’ per-
ception of action organization (e.g., types, tar-
gets, order, input content) to accomplish goals.

Reasoning Capabilities Evaluation Dimensions

¢ Absolute Element Location (AEL) evaluates
LVLMs’ reasoning capability to correctly locate
Ul elements and analyze their global positions.

¢ Relative Element Location (REL) evaluates
LVLMSs’ reasoning capability in relative spatial
relationships between GUI elements.

¢ Rich information (RI) evaluates LVLMs’ ca-
pability to synthesize and reason based on long
sequential screenshots with rich perception in-
formation, which requires a strong grasp of the
fine-grained perception capabilities.

» Sparse Information (SI) evaluates LVLMs’ ca-
pability to synthesize and reason about users’ in-
tentions based on shorter screenshot sequences
and less information and visual cues compared
to RI, leading to higher difficulty.

Notably, the first six dimensions involve samples
based on single screenshots, while the last two
involve those based on sequential screenshots.

3.3 Benchmark Construction Pipeline

Figure 2 illustrates our automatic dataset construc-
tion pipeline leveraging GPT-40 (OpenAl et al.,
2024) to reduce human effort. Annotators are re-
quired to collect screenshots, design prompts and
check GPT-40’s output to ensure data quality.
Step 1: Screenshot Collection Annotators are
required to collect parallel screenshots across six
languages and distinct GUI scenarios following
strict guidelines shown in Appendix A.6.

Step 2: Candidate VQA Lists Construction Fol-
lowing the definitions in Section 3.2, annotators are
required to carefully design prompts for each di-
mension and leverage GPT-40 to generate English
VQAs, forming the candidate VQA lists.

Step 3: Manually Checking Each candidate VQA
in the lists is independently reviewed by the anno-
tators according to the following principles:

* Questions should be challenging and answer-
able based on the reference screenshots, strictly
adhering to the definition of corresponding di-
mension.
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Figure 2: An overview of the MPR-GUI-Bench construction pipeline in §3.3. Step 1 Screenshot Collection:
Annotators collect parallel screenshots across 6 languages and diverse GUI scenarios. Step 2 Candidate VQA
Lists Construction: Manually designed prompts and the English screenshots are fed to GPT-40 to construct
candidate VQA lists. Step 3 Manually Checking: Annotators manually check the candidate VQA lists to ensure
quality. Step 4 Expansion & Final Check: English QAs and Non-English screenshots are provided to GPT-40 for
multi-lingual parallel VQA expansion, followed by annotators’ manual check to ensure cross-lingual consistency.
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Figure 3: The composition of MPR-GUI-Bench. As
shown with gray numbers, We generated 2156 samples
for each language, specifically 351 samples for the first
6 dimensions, and 25 for each of the last 2 dimensions.

* Given the checked questions and answers, the
distractors should also be based on the reference
screenshots while being sufficiently misleading.

Fleiss’ Kappa (Fleiss, 1971) is computed to mea-
sure the inter-rater agreement between annotators
with detailed analysis in Appendix A.1.

Step 4: Expansion & Final Check GPT-40 is
used to expand the English-version checked VQA
list to other five languages. All generated VQAs
are checked by annotators for cross-language con-
sistency in visual and textual modalities. We vali-
dated the translation quality using back-translation,
with results presented in the Appendix A.2.

3.4 Evaluation Metrics

Each sample in our benchmark is a question with
four options, including one correct answer and
three incorrect distractors. We consider the an-
swer right only when the model chooses exactly
the correct option. To represent the overall perfor-
mance considering dimension difficulty, We define
a weighted accuracy metric FPR-ACC:

8
FPR-ACC — Dim1 Wi ace

We categorize the eight dimensions into three
difficulty levels and assign different weights to
each level. Details are presented in Appendix A.3.

3.5 Experiment Setup

Baseline We select baselines from three model
types: (1) Open-source LVLMs: Intern2.5VL-
8B (Chen et al., 2024b), MiniCPM-o0 2.6 (Yao et al.,
2024), Qwen-2.5-VL-7B-Instruct (Bai et al., 2025)
and Keye-VL-7B (Kwai Keye Team, 2025a,b); (2)
Closed-source LVLMs: Gemini-1.5-flash (Gem-
ini Team et al., 2024) and Gemini-2.5-Pro (Co-
manici et al., 2025) ; (3) GUI agent: CogA-
gent (Hong et al., 2023).

Implementation Details Our evaluation is con-
ducted on 8 x NVIDIA A100 GPUs. For all base-
line models, we use default parameter settings.

3.6 Evaluation Result

From the evaluation results illustrated in Table 2,
we draw conclusions in two key aspects:
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Reasoning

Model Lang FPR-ACC
AU AP WF WI AEL REL RI SI
Open-source LVLMs
EN 812 899 795 921 820 820 80.0 440 75.2
ZH 724 85 751 880 784 678 640  60.0 71.9
Intern2. SVL-8B FR 771 839 756 85 727 765 800 520 73.5
: RU 702 814 704 833 683 669  80.0 48.0 69.1
JA 642 828 729 806 732 691 640 440 66.0
TH 579 675 526 727 429 383  80.0 520 58.5
EN 839 836 81.6 91.0 779 844 840  64.0 79.6
ZH 765 80 751 902 751 738 800  64.0 75.9
MiniCPM-02.6 FR 765 790 778 899 743 768 760  60.0 74.6
: RU 746 795 723 866 724 738 640  56.0 70.2
JA. 727 7716 740 858 740 672 680 = 64.0 71.7
TH 664 740 606 781  63.1 426 520 400 57.1
EN 861 894 860 934 860 81.6 960 72.0 87.1
ZH 836 88 778 888 792 743 680  68.0 80.4
FR 817 836 8.0 913 765 790 720 1720 80.3
Qwen-25-VL-7B-Instruct  pyy 776 861 767  89.6 773 751 720 720 80.4
JA 817 877 792 907 713 691 880  68.0 79.5
TH 768 85 775 888 735 653 760 720 75.7
EN 883 839 81.6 937 79.0 738 480  64.0 73.7
ZH 820 814 734 893 773 680 400 520 66.9
Keve-VL-7B FR 842 825 764 910 724 716 440 440 66.5
Y RU 80.1 8.0 721 866 757 683 440 280 61.8
JA 781 822 712 866 727 582 360  40.0 61.4
TH 751 773 660 844 683 440 360  36.0 57.0
GUI Agents
EN 638 781 638 819 520 408 440 360 54.6
ZH 628 743 593 781 540 316 600  36.0 55.0
CosAsent-OB FR 569 697 589 680 432 382 520 360 51.0
SAL RU 552 724 524 672 439 316 560 520 53.8
JA 483 735 548 680 360 263 400 440 479
TH 500 697 548 686 320 31.1 400 200 42.8
Close-source LVLMs
EN 850 8.8 762 934 716 615 640 400 68.4
ZH 862 814 685 899 645 492 = 68.0  64.0 70.5
Gemini. 1.5-Flash FR 84 806 740 904 648 650 640 360 66.0
: RU 80.1 812 726 899 661 593 600 480 66.9
JA 803 828 712 888 520 447 640  40.0 62.7
TH 779 795 677 863 590 404 640  48.0 63.5
EN 850 907 850 932 847 932 960  80.0 88.0
ZH 784 88 85 812 85 710 920  84.0 82.9
Gemini.2.5-Pro FR 869 645 816 929 814 653 880 760 79.6
: RU 634 904 540 921 754 708 920  80.0 78.3
JA 852 847 534 650 60.1 623  68.0 760 70.0
TH 828 713 816 834 81,6 837 720 800 79.2

Table 2: Model Performance (%) Across six Languages (EN, ZH, FR, RU, JA, TH). For each dimension, the highest
accuracy in each setting is bolded with a green background and the lowest accuracy with a yellow background.

Performance gap across languages & models
In terms of languages, GUI agents achieve the
highest accuracy in EN followed by other high-
resource languages, whereas their performances
drop sharply in low-resource languages (e.g., TH
and JA), which reveals GUI agents’ multi-lingual
bias. In terms of model types, open-source LVLMs
perform comparably with closed-source ones in
high-resource languages. Nevertheless, their per-
formances in low-resource languages is inferior
to those of closed-source LVLMs. Furthermore,

GUI Agent (e.g., CogAgent) shows a more signif-
icant cross-lingual performance gap compared to
the foundation models. Additionally, CogAgent’s
limited instruction-following capability inevitably
degrades its performance across all languages.

Performance gap across dimensions GUI agents’
varying performance across the 8 dimensions re-
veals an imbalance in their fine-grained P&R capa-
bilities. While all GUI agents handle basic per-
ception tasks (e.g., WI and WF) well, they ex-
hibit significant weaknesses in dimensions requir-



ing strong reasoning capabilities (e.g.,SI, REL and
AEL), These weaknesses reveals their limitations
in spatial reasoning capabilities, synthesizing per-
ceived information across sequential GUI scenar-
ios and reason about user intentions on it.

4 GUI-XL-Intervention

Prior studies indicate that representation tech-
nique can align language difference (Nguyen et al.,
2024b; Peng et al., 2025; Chang et al., 2022) and
enhance perception (Li et al., 2025b,a; Zhang et al.,
2025). Inspired by this, we propose GUI Cross-
Lingual Intervention (GUI-XLI) method to mi-
grate the P&R capability gaps. The overview of
GUI-XLI method is presented in Appendix B.

4.1 Preliminary

We consider a LVLM parameterized by 6. It first
embeds its visual input V = {v1,v9,..., vy} and
input textual input T = {¢1,%9,...,t,} into an
initial representation H'', where m and n denote
the text and visual sequence lengths. This sequence
of token representations is then propagated through
L Transformer (Vaswani et al., 2017) layers. For
each token at a given position j in the sequence,
its hidden state vector at layer /, denoted hy), is
updated via the residual stream:

(1) _ p(=1) O] O]
hj —hj +a;"+m;", (D)
where aél) and mg-l) denote the outputs of the multi-

head attention and the MLP block, respectively.
The final hidden representation H (L) is then fed
into the autoregressive language head.

4.2 GUI-XL-Memory

Due to LLMs’ autoregressive nature, the hidden
state of the last token is particularly informative.
Thus, for an input query () and image I, we de-
note the hidden state of the last token at layer [ as:
A (Q, T) € RY. To characterize cross-lingual dis-
crepancies, we define a difference vector between
two semantically equivalent inputs (Q,, [,) and
(Qp, Ip), expressed in languages a and b. This dif-
ference captures how the model encodes language-
specific semantics in its latent space:

AY = hO(Qu, 1) — B(Qu 1), @)

a—

Intuitively, Aglb encapsulates the representational

gap between two languages at the hidden-state
level. To effectively utilize it, we construct a

GUI Cross-Lingual Memory (GUI-XL-Memory),
which stores knowledge pairs of task-related repre-
sentations and corresponding difference vectors.

Specifically, we collect semantically equivalent
Visual Question Answering (VQA) pairs (Xen, le)
and (Xig, Iigr), Where X = (Q, A) denotes a QA
input with reasoning chain. For each VQA, we
extract the target language representation:

rig = 0 (Xigt, i), 3)
and the cross-lingual difference vector:

ul) i = WO (Xeny Ten) — hO (Xige, ). (@)

@ 0

We store (7, Uen.tgr) @S one entry in the GUI-

XL-Memory. Here, ri)

tgt
key, while ug])_tgt provides a transferable direction

that bridges the gap between target-language and
English P&R capability in the latent space.

serves as the retrieval

4.3 Cross-lingual Representation Intervention
We now introduce our intervention mechanism to
enhance LVLMs’ P&R capabilities in non-English
languages. Given an input VQA pair (Qig, Jigt)s
we first extract its hidden state ht(éz at layer [, then
retrieve the top-k semantically nearest entries from
GUI-XL-Memory by selecting the set of indices:

arg max Z

OO
TC{L..N}|T|=k ey ||ht(g2H2 HTZ( )H2

l l
. (hig) Tr”

Here, N is the total number of stored entries. The
corresponding difference vectors are retrieved and
averaged to form the intervention signal:

(1 1 !
u<(:n)—tgt y Z U§ ) (0)
JjeT
During decoding, we intervene on the hidden state
of the first generated token by injecting the aver-

aged difference vector and normalizing the result
to preserve the scale of the original representation:

l _(1
ht(gz +a ugn)—tgt

l _(l :
Hht(gz +a ugn)—tgt”2

7 (1 l
iy = 1hD]2 -

(7
Here, « is a tunable coefficient that controls the
strength of intervention. By injecting aé?_tgt only at
inference time, our method enhances non-English
representations toward English-like reasoning pat-
terns without modifying the model parameters.
This makes GUI-XLI training-free, and transfer-
able across different LVLM architectures.
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Model Lang GXI FPR-ACC
AU AP WF WI AEL REL RI SI
7H X 724 85.5 75.1 88.0 78.4 67.8 64.0 60.0 71.9
Intern2.5VL-7B v 819195 902 147 80.3 152 90.5 125 819 13.5 702 124 80.0 116.0 72.0 112.0 82.8 110.9
TH x 579 67.5 52.6 72.7 429 383 80.0 52.0 58.5
v’ 583104 694 119 558 132 71.7 /1.0 44.1 112 39.6 11.3 80.0 10.0 40.0 [12.0 62.2 3.7
A X 642 82.8 729 80.6 73.2 69.1 64.0 44.0 69.1
v 675133 855127 75.1 122 815109 724 ]0.8 68.7 104 72.018.0 56.0112.0 77.2 18.1
7H x  83.6 88.8 71.8 88.8 79.2 74.3 68.0 68.0 77.1
Qwen-2.5-VL-Instruct v’ 862126 892104 78.1 103 915127 79.6 104 74.6 103 84.0 116.0 76.0 18.0 83.1 16.0
RU x 716 86.1 76.7 89.6 77.3 75.1 72.0 72.0 78.1
v 84617.0 879 118 774 10.7 88.6 1.0 775102 745 /0.6 84.0 112.0 84.0 112.0 83.6 15.5
JA x  81.7 87.7 79.2 90.2 713 69.1 88.0 68.0 79.9
v’ 836119 883 10.6 81.7 125 935133 77.1 ]0.2 69.3 10.2 92.0 4.0 80.0 112.0 84.4 145

Table 3: Model Performance (%) Before and After Using the GUI-XLI (GXI) Method. The baseline (x) perfor-

mance is shown first, followed by the performance with GUI-XLI enabled (v'). The gain or loss is indicated next to
the score, with green background indicating performance improvement and red indicating decline.

5 Experiment

5.1 Setup

Baseline Models We evaluate the effectiveness
of GUI-XLI on two advanced LVLMs: InternVL-
8B (Chen et al., 2024b) and Qwen2.5-VL-7B-
Instruct (Bai et al., 2025) on our benchmark.

Memory for RI&SI We combine the memories
of the six single screenshot dimensions (i.e., AU,
AP, AEL, REL, WF and WI) to form the memory
for RI and SI, because these two dimensions as-
sess the model’s capabilities to integrate and utilize
these capabilities from the first six dimensions.

5.2 Main Results

Table 3 presents the models’ evaluation results on
our MPR-GUI-Bench before and after applying
GUI-XLI, leading to three key conclusions:

(1) Effective Multilingual P&R Capability En-
hancement Our GUI-XLI method significantly
improves the fine-grained P&R capabilities across
multiple languages. For high-resource languages
(e.g., ZH), we observe a notable improvement,
with Intern2.5VL-8B achieving a 10.9% increase
and Qwen-2.5-VL-7B-Instruct achieving a 6.0% in-
crease in FPR-ACC. Additionally, in low-resource
languages (e.g., TH, JA), the improvement is also
substantial, further reducing the performance gaps
between English and non-English languages.

(2) Data and Model Generalizability Our
method proves to be data- and model-agnostic
without depending on the specifics of the dataset
or the model used. When constructing GUI-XL-
Memory, we ensure that it does not overlap with

Before Intervention After Intervention
Py
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Figure 4: t-SNE Visualization of Multilingual Hidden
State before and after applied GUI-XLI.

our MPR-GUI-Bench. The improvements seen
across non-English languages are due to the P&R
capability they obtain from the difference vectors,
allowing the approach to generalize effectively.
The data-independent nature of the method is a
key strength, making it highly adaptable to a wide
range of tasks, models, and datasets.

(3) Significant Improvements across Tasks We
observe that the performance improvements are
more pronounced in tasks involving complex ac-
tion understanding and prediction (i.e.,AU and AP),
with Intern2.5VL-8B achieving a 3.7% increase
and Qwen-2.5-VL-7B-Instruct achieving a 2.4%
increase averagely in accuracy on these two dimen-
sions. In contrast, for simpler dimensions (e.g.,
WI) that already have high baseline performance,
the improvements are relatively smaller. For spatial
reasoning and integrated reasoning tasks (e.g., REL
and SI), the improvements are also more modest.

6 Analysis

6.1 Visualization of Multilingual Hidden State

To better understand how GUI-XLI improves mul-
tilingual performance, we use t-SNE to visualize
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Model Lang GXI FPR-ACC
AU AP WF WI AEL REL RI ST

ZH x 718 72.9 69.8 67.8 73.7 80.6 84.0 68.0 74.2

Qwen-2.5-VL-Instruct v’ 821 143 8351105 744 146 67.7 10.1 783 14.6 855 14.8 80.0 10.3 72.0 14.0 774 132
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Table 4: Reasoning Effect (%) Before and After Using the GXI Method. The Reasoning Answering (x)
performance is shown first, followed by the performance of Reasoning + GUI-XLI (v'). The gain or loss is
indicated next to the score, with green background meaning performance improvement and red meaning decline.
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Figure 5: Line chart of grid search on MPR-GUI-
Bench for intervention strength o and layer [ on Zh
and JA. The upper two figures present the grid search
results for [, and the lower two present those for a.

the last token’ hidden states of English inputs and
their semantically parallel non-English counter-
parts (i.e., ZH, RU, JA and TH) in Figure 4, before
and after applying GUI-XLI. Without GUI-XLI,
the hidden states of semantically parallel questions
in different languages are scattered, forming dis-
tinct clusters by language. After applying GUI-
XLI, these hidden state distributions are pulled
closer together, forming clusters centered around
their English counterparts. This phenomenon indi-
cates that our method effectively reduces the cross-
lingual gaps , making GUI agents to perform more
consistently in multilingual GUI tasks.

6.2 Ablation Studies

Figure 5 illustrates our systematic grid search to
select the optimal layer [ and intervention strength
«. Based on prior finding (Zhao et al., 2024) that
non-English queries initially produce non-English

embeddings but shift towards English-like repre-
sentations in the middle layers, injecting the P&R
capability difference vectors into the middle layers
best facilitates alignment of non-English hidden
state with English . We first fix o at 0.1 and conduct
a grid search across layers 11 to 18. Based on the
best layer configuration, we conduct a grid search
on «. The optimal configurations vary across lan-
guage settings, and we select the most suitable ones
for each model based on weighted accuracy. Ad-
ditionally, although experiments are conducted on
all settings, we only present three representative di-
mensions (i.e., AP, AEL and WI) for Qwen2.5VL-
8B-Instruct due to space limitations,.

6.3 Reasoning Enhancement of GUI-XLI

As present in Table 4, beyond its impact on non-
English P&R capability enhancement, experimen-
tal results indicates that GUI-XLI also benefits
tasks in our benchmark when required to output
reasoning chain before answering their options.
Specifically, we compare two settings: (i) Rea-
soning Answering, where the LVLM-based GUI
agents is prompted to generate intermediate rea-
soning steps before selecting an answer; and (ii)
Reasoning + GUI-XLI, where reasoning chain is
combined with our GUI-XLI method.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce MPR-GUI-Bench, the
first multilingual benchmark for evaluating GUI
agents’ fine-grained perception and reasoning ca-
pabilities. The evaluation results reveal that their
capabilities in English is stronger than in other
languages. To address this gap, we proposed GUI-
XLI, a training-free representation engineering
method which significantly reduces cross-lingual
perception and reasoning capability gaps.



Limitations

Due to limited resources, our MPR-GUI- Bench
only include mobile device models. We will work
on expanding it to more platforms including web-
site and desktop. Additionally, we are unable to
extend our GUI-XLI to closed-source LVLMs.
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A Additional Details of MPR-GUI-Bench

A.1 Inter-Rater Reliability Analysis using
Fleiss’ Kappa

1. Data Summary

An inter-rater reliability analysis is conducted to
determine the consistency of agreement among 6
annotators for 2,156 samples in each languages.
For all six languages we conducted certain anal-
ysis, here we take English as an example. Each
VQA sample is classified into one of two nominal
categories: “Compliant” or “Non-compliant”. The
distribution of ratings is summarized in Table 5.

Rater Agreement Distribution  Frequency
(Comp. vs. Non-Comp.) (Items Num.)

6vs. 0 1693
S5vs. 1 291
4vs. 2 110
3vs. 3 42

2vs. 4 16

1vs. 5 1

Ovs. 6 3

Total 2156

Table 5: Summary of Rater Agreement Distribution for
English Candidate VQA Lists Checking. Comp. means
Complaint and Non-Comp. means Non-complaint.

2. Calculation of Fleiss’ Kappa

Fleiss’ Kappa (k) is calculated to assess the degree
of agreement beyond what would be expected by
chance.[1, 2] The calculation followed three steps.

Step 1: Overall Observed Agreement (P)

The proportion of observed agreement for each
item (F;) is calculated using the formula:

where n = 6 is the number of raters and k = 2
is the number of categories. The average of these
proportions across all N = 2156 items yielded the
overall observed agreement:

P =0.9120

Step 2: Agreement Expected by Chance (P,)

The proportion of all ratings assigned to the “Com-
pliant” category (p;) and the “Non-compliant” cat-

egory (p2) is calculated from the total of 12,936
ratings (2156 items X 6 raters).

S (1693><6)+(2219516><X56)+~~+(1><1) — 0.9440

(3x6)+(1x5)+---+(291x1) __
ST56 %6 = 0.0560

.p2:

The probability of agreement by chance is the sum
of the squared proportions:

P. = p? +p3 = (0.9440)? 4 (0.0560)* = 0.8942

Step 3: Fleiss’ Kappa (k)
The final Kappa value is calculated using the stan-
dard formula:

]_3e _ 0.9120 — 0.8942 — 0.1682

"D 1—0.8942

The Fleiss’ Kappa coefficient for this analysis is
k = 0.17. According to the benchmarks proposed
by Landis and Koch (1977), a Kappa value in the
range of 0.00-0.20 indicates slight agreement.

A.2 Validation on GPT-40 Translation

To validate the translation quality of GPT-40, we
adopt the back translation method. First, we ran-
domly sample 500 English VQAs from our MPR-
GUI-Bench. Then we leverage GPT-4o to translate
these questions to other 5 languages according to
fefstep 4, followed by translating them back to En-
glish. Finally, we evaluate the accuracy of Qwen
2.5VL-7B-Instruct on these samples and the evalu-
ation result is present in Table 6.

Translation Path Accuracy (%)

Original (EN) 87.2
ZH — EN 87.2
JA — EN 86.6
RU — EN 86.0
FR — EN 87.0
TH — EN 86.2

Table 6: Back-translation Accuracy (%) of Qwen
2.5VL-7B-Instruct on 500 VQA Samples. The first
column shows accuracy on original English questions,
while subsequent columns show accuracy on questions
back-translated from the target language to English.

A.3 Details about FPR-ACC

We use the FPR-ACC parameter as the comprehen-
sive score for the fine-grained P&R capabilities of
the model on our MPR-GUI-Bench. Specifically,



we categorize the eight task dimensions into three
difficulty levels. The six static dimensions (Ta-
ble 2, d1-d6) involve only single-image perception
and are assigned a base weight of w; = 1. The
RI dimension (d7), which benefits from temporal
context across multiple screenshots, is assigned a
medium weight of w; = 1.5. The SI dimension
(d8), which requires inferring user intentions from
minimal visual evidence and sparse information
and represents the highest reasoning challenge, is
assigned the largest weight of wg = 2.

A4 Prompts

In this section, we list all prompts used during the
process of constructing MPR-GUI-Bench, which
include VQA generation for eight dimensions (Ta-
ble 7 - Table 13). Note that for RI and SI demen-
sions, we ask annotators to provide the goal for the
screenshot sequences, so the corresponding prompt
requires GPT-40 to only generate distractors.

A.5 Case Study

In this section, we present examples of incorrect re-
sponses generated by the baseline models for each
dimension, along with the corresponding ques-
tion categories included in our MPR-GUI-Bench
benchmark. (Figure 8 - Figure 11)

A.6 Data Collection Guidelines

In this section, we provide guidelines for annota-
tors on data collection and verification to ensure
data quality and consistency across annotators.

B Overview of GUI-XLI

In this section, we present the overview illustration
figure of our GUI-XLI method in Figure 12.



Prompt for AU Dimension

You are an Al visual assistant. You are given a single screenshot captured from a mobile UI during
user interaction. Your task is to design ONE multiple-choice question that evaluates the model’s
Action Understanding Ability, defined as the ability to:

Predict the immediate outcome and effects of performing a specific action given the current
interface state. Focus on:

1. Interface state changes (e.g., navigating to a new page, opening or closing a popup, expanding or
collapsing content areas, toggling an icon’s opacity or color)

2. Data state changes (e.g., saving data, deleting an item)

3. System feedback (e.g., displaying a success message, an error warning, or a loading indicator)

4. Impact on subsequent flow (e.g., unlocking the next step, resetting to the initial state, reaching a
terminal page, expiring a critical condition)

Notice: Ensure that the questions you design for these tasks are answerable and the answers
can be deduced from the GUI content. You must make each question as difficult and nuanced as
possible, requiring careful visual perception and contextual reasoning. Avoid obvious or overly simple
options. Include plausible distractors for each question to increase the difficulty.

For each given screenshot, create one multiple-choice question that tests one of the abilities
mentioned above. Each question should have four answer options: one correct answer and three that
are incorrect but closely relevant. Distractors should be designed to be tempting yet contain subtle
mistakes drawn from the interface that are difficult to detect.

Your reply must be structured like this, with no extra explanation:

question: {your question}
options:

A. {Option A}

B. {Option B}

C. {Option C}

D. {Option D}

answer: {Correct option letter}
type: Action Understanding

Please keep each answer as concise and difficult as possible, and only structured in this ex-
act format. Only include questions that you can answer confidently based on the image content.

Table 7: Prompt for AU Dimension



Prompt for AP Dimension

You are an Al visual assistant. You are given a single screenshot captured from a mobile UI during
user interaction.

Below, you will be provided with a hypothetical user task goal. Your task is to design ONE
multiple-choice question that evaluates the model’s Action Prediction Ability, defined as the ability
to:

1. Action Type: Select the correct interaction type from the set {tap, long press, swipe,
type text, press home/back/recent}.

2. Action Target: Identify the precise Ul element to interact with.

3. Input Content: If text input is required, specify the exact text.

4. Action Sequence: For multi-step tasks, determine the correct order of operations.

Your question must:
- Embed a clear user task goal (e.g., “The user wants to add a new contact with name X and phone
Y”).
- Ask: “To achieve this goal, which of the following description is true?*
- Provide four answer options (A-D), at least one option should describe a full sequence of actions,
it could be the correct one or a distractor.
- One correct sequence.
- Three distractors that each violate at least one of:
- Wrong action type on a step.
- Missing a critical step.
- Steps in the incorrect order.
- Wrong target element.
- Make options concise but nuanced—avoid obvious mistakes.

Structure your reply with NO extra text:

question: {your question embedding the user goal}
options:

A. {stepl — step2 — ...}

B.{...}

C.{..}

D.{...}

answer: {Correct option letter}

type: Action Prediction

Table 8: Prompt for AP Dimension



Prompt for AEL Dimension

You are an Al visual assistant. You are given a single screenshot captured from a mobile UI during
user interaction. Your task is to design one multiple-choice question that evaluates the Absolute
Element Location Ability. Specifically, you should strictly follow these guidelines:

1. Question Description:

- Clearly specify the element to be located (e.g., "Please determine the position of the blue button on
the screen").

- Ask the model to analyze the general area of this element within the global coordinate system.

2. Reference Layout Structure:

- Prompt the model to consider the overall interface structure (e.g., top navigation bar, central content
area, bottom action bar) when making its determination.

- Guide the model to identify which section the element belongs to, such as status bar / toolbar / main
content area / floating button area.

3. Absolute Position Description:
- Require the model to use standardized regions:
- Quadrant-based description: upper-left / lower-left / upper-right / lower-right;
- Alternatively, a three-part division: top / middle / bottom.
- The question stem or options must explicitly use the above-mentioned descriptive terms to clearly
define the location.

Notice: Ensure that the questions you design for these tasks are answerable and the answers
can be deduced from the GUI content. You must make each question as difficult and nuanced as
possible, requiring careful visual and contextual reasoning. Avoid obvious or overly simple options.
Minimize the repetition of the questioned objects as much as possible. Include plausible distractors for
each question to increase the difficulty.

For each given screenshot, create one multiple-choice question that tests one of the abilities
mentioned above. Each question should have four answer options: one correct answer and three that
are incorrect or irrelevant.

Your reply must be structured like this, with no extra explanation:

question: {your question}
options:

A. {Option A}

B. {Option B}

C. {Option C}

D. {Option D}

answer: {Correct option letter}
type: Absolute Element Location

Please keep each answer as concise and focused as possible, and only include the five ques-
tions in this exact format. Only include questions that have definite answers.

Table 9: Prompt for AEL Dimension



Prompt for REL Dimension

You are an Al visual assistant. You are given a single screenshot captured from a mobile UI during
user interaction. Your task is to design one multiple-choice question that evaluates the Relative
Element Location Ability. This refers to evaluating the model’s ability to reason about spatial
relationships in the interface. Specifically, the model’s ability to:

- Determine the relative location of elements on the interface.

Notice: Ensure that the questions you design for these tasks are answerable and the answers
can be deduced from the GUI content. You must make each question as difficult and nuanced as
possible, requiring careful visual and contextual reasoning. Avoid obvious or overly simple options.
Minimize the repetition of the questioned objects as much as possible. Include plausible distractors for
each question to increase the difficulty.

For each given screenshot, create one multiple-choice question that tests one of the abilities
mentioned above. Each question should have four answer options: one correct answer and three that
are incorrect or irrelevant.

Your reply must be structured like this, with no extra explanation:

question: {your question}
options:

A. {Option A}

B. {Option B}

C. {Option C}

D. {Option D}

answer: {Correct option letter}
type: Relative Element Location

Please keep each answer as concise and focused as possible, and only include the five ques-
tions in this exact format. Only include questions that have definite answers.

Table 10: Prompt for REL Dimension



Prompt for WF Dimension

You are an Al visual forensics analyst specializing in mobile UI screenshots. Design ONE expert-level
multiple-choice question that rigorously tests Widget Function Perception Ability with these
constraints:

Strict visual evidence requirements:

- All answers MUST be provable from explicit visual evidence

- Absolutely NO speculation beyond what’s visible

- Correct answers require synthesizing >3 distinct visual cues

- Reject any interpretation not confirmed by:
1. Standard platform conventions
2. Explicit visual affordances (shadows, highlights, depth cues)
3. State indicators (color coding, iconography, text labels)
4. Spatial relationships to adjacent elements

Core ability focus (evidence-based):
- MUST synthesize >3 distinct visual cues:
1. Primary text labels (e.g., "Weather", "Reminders")
2. Icon semantics (standard meanings only)
3. Data representations (charts, progress bars)
4. Contextual positioning (status bar vs. home screen)
- BANNED:
1. Speculation beyond visible elements
2. Prior knowledge of specific apps

Question design requirements:

- Ambiguous but decodable visual patterns (e.g., semi-transparent overlay on a search icon
requiring icon shape, faded color, and nearby label)

- Compound state indicators (e.g., lock icon + greyed-out button requiring icon meaning and color
state)

- Conflicting affordances requiring prioritization (e.g., send arrow and trash icon in the same area)

- are platform-specific edge cases (e.g., Android 11 share button long-press reveals hidden menu)

Your reply must be structured like this, with no extra explanation:

question: {your question}
options:

A. {Option A}

B. {Option B}

C. {Option C}

D. {Option D}

answer: {Correct option letter}
type: Widget Function

Table 11: Prompt for WF Dimension



Prompt for WI Dimension

You are an Al visual assistant. You are given a single screenshot captured from a mobile UI during
user interaction. Your task is to design ONE multiple-choice question that evaluates the model’s
Widget Interaction Perception Ability, defined as inferring how users can interact with visible
widgets by analyzing the given mobile Ul screenshot. Specifically, the ability to:

1. Identify Interactive Elements
Recognize actionable widgets (buttons, sliders, toggles, input fields, etc.) and distinguish them
from static elements.
2. Predict Interaction Methods
Determine valid operation types for each widget (tap, double-tap, long-press, swipe, pinch, etc.).
3. Anticipate Interaction Outcomes
Foresee the immediate results of interactions, including:
- Interface transitions (e.g., opening a settings panel)
- State changes (e.g., toggle switching)
- Function executions (e.g., alarm creation)
4. Understand Practical Utility
Explain how the interaction solves real-world problems or enhances convenience, such as:
- "Clicking ’+’ on clock widget enables quick alarm setting"
- "Swiping down the corner slider adjusts screen brightness"
- "Tapping screen time widget reveals detailed usage analytics"

Notice: Ensure that the questions you design for these tasks are answerable and the answers
can be deduced from the GUI content. You must make each question as difficult and nuanced as
possible, requiring careful visual perception and contextual reasoning. Avoid obvious or overly simple
options. Include plausible distractors for each question to increase the difficulty. For each given
screenshot, create one multiple-choice question that tests one of the abilities mentioned above. Each
question should have four answer options: one correct answer and three that are incorrect but closely
relevant. Distractors should be designed to be tempting yet contain subtle mistakes drawn from the
interface that are difficult to detect. The options should include at least one non-interactive distractor
(static element misuse). Your reply must be structured like this, with no extra explanation:

question: {your question}
options:

A. {Option A}

B. {Option B}

C. {Option C}

D. {Option D}
answer: {Correct option letter}
type: Widget Interaction

Please keep each answer as concise and difficult as possible, and only structured in this ex-
act format. Only include questions that you can answer confidently based on the image content.

Table 12: Prompt for WI Dimension



Prompt for RI & SI Dimensions

You are an Al assistant generating multiple-choice questions to evaluate understanding of mobile Ul
task flows.

The following screenshots capture a short interaction sequence in a mobile app.

The correct user goal is:
"{correct_goal }"

Your task is to generate three incorrect but plausible alternative user goals that could rea-
sonably be mistaken for what the user is trying to do, based on the visual context.

Guidelines:

1. Each option should look like a real user task — it doesn’t need to match the exact
phrasing or grammar of the correct goal, but should feel natural and fit within the app’s context (e.g.,
settings, messaging, shopping, file management).

2. Focus on plausible misinterpretations: the user might think the person is doing something related
but different — changing a setting instead of deleting, sharing instead of saving, searching for a
contact instead of calling, etc.

3. Vary the action, target, or intent: use different verbs (edit, find, enable, share, create, view, check,
etc.) or objects (a message, a photo, an account, a notification, etc.) that appear or could appear in the
interface.

4. It’s okay if the grammar is slightly informal or simplified — real users don’t always phrase tasks
perfectly.

5. Do neot include explanations, reasoning, or meta-comments (e.g., no “attempt to”, “mistake”,
“analyze”).

6. Make sure the options are clearly different from the correct goal, but still contextually grounded in
the screenshots.

Only output the three distractors in the following format:

A. ..
B. ..
C

Table 13: Prompt for RI & SI Dimensions



Data Collecting Guidelines

Annotators are required to collect screenshots in the following languages: Chinese (ZH), English (EN),
French (FR), Russian (RU), Thai (TH), and Japanese (JA).

a. First, check whether each app/website supports the above languages.

b. Select an app and begin capturing screenshots. For each app/website, capture as many different
screens as possible, each corresponding to one of the six language environments listed above. Try
to ensure that the screens represent different scenarios.

c. Next, to maintain consistency, check the initial screenshots based on the following three guide-
lines:

i.

ii.

iii.

It is recommended to select as many screenshots as possible, as many might be discarded
after checking. Ensure that the final dataset has at least 10 different scenes for each app.

Consistency must be maintained, meaning that apart from the language, the visual style,
background coherence, and text formatting should remain consistent. For example, in a
weather app, the temperature unit should be the same across different languages. If the
app includes recommended content (e.g., search recommendations in a browser), ensure
that the recommendations remain consistent when switching languages. Additionally, if
searching within a browser, the search terms should be translated according to the language
(e.g., searching "apple" in English should correspond to "pingguo” in Chinese). Make sure
the input method is set to the correct language as well.

An example of a valid scenario is as follows: ...the 6 screenshots from the same scenario
show only differences in language, while the layout remains almost identical. Such data
should be retained. An example of invalid data that should be discarded: the screenshots
show significant issues that hinder interface comprehension, such as inconsistent text content
across languages, mixed languages, and layout issues that obstruct understanding.

d. After checking, use GPT-40 to automatically generate questions. The recommended prompt
template can be found at the end of the task instructions.

e. After generating the questions, manually review and check them based on the following aspects,
then either ask GPT-40 to regenerate the questions or design them manually:

i.

ii.

For question design, check out Q&A pairs that are factually incorrect, have mismatched
objects/screenshots, or have questions that are too easy or too difficult.
For option design, check out Q&A pairs where the correct option is inaccurate, incorrect
options lack sufficient distractor quality, or the options are misleading.

f. Next, annotators need to input the semantically parallel non-English screenshots along with the
translation prompts into GPT-40, allowing the model to translate all the candidate VQA pairs
from the English list into the target languages.

g. Annotators must check each translated VQA pair in the target language to ensure cross-lingual
consistency. If any discrepancies are found, the translation should be redone or the example
discarded. This process will result in the creation of a complete dataset.

Table 14: Data Collecting Guidelines
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Question: What immediate change will occur in the interface state if the user toggles the "Multiple users" option to its active state?
Options:

A. The interface will display a list of currently set users along with options to add or delete users.

B. A warning message will appear indicating potential privacy risks when using multiple users.

C. The screen will navigate to a user setup wizard to configure new user profiles.

D. An error message will be displayed indicating that user setup is unavailable at the moment.

Answer: A

Type: Action Understanding

Predict: C X

Question: 724 FIRENRZT, X HEREE WREN BIRRREMN L7
Options:

A “RERIEAE RBAT %I, BRI Z.

B. Yt TGN X iEHE L B U P fHIR DI RE AR TE

C. G A B R B ME I e

D. U A LI X HE A BT

Answer: A

Type: Action Understanding

Predict: B X

Question: Quel est le résultat immédiat le plus probable de l'appui sur le bouton de lecture a coté de "Enregistrement standard 1" ?

Options:

A. L'enregistrement commencera a jouer et la synchronisation cloud reprendra.

B. L'enregistrement commencera a jouer avec un retour systéeme indiq que la synchronisation est toujours en pause.
C. L'enregistrement commencera a jouer et le systéme passera iq en "Mode haut-parleur".

D. L'enregistrement commencera a jouer mais sans retour visuel ou audio.

Answer: B

Type: Action Understanding
Predict: C X

[0 ion: Kakxoe nenocpeoc i pe. pa onyuu "Ouucmia éudeo” na smom dxpamne?
Options:

A. Ilepexoo na cmpanuy, 20e 61u0eo MOJCHO yOansimb O OMOETbHOCI.

B. Omxp 5 6CN. jee OKHO 01 HACMPOUKU NP pasmepa Daiinos Ons OUUCIKU.
C. 3anyckaemcs Kuil npoyecc 3ayuUU BUOEO.

D. Hnuyuupyemes ouucmka eudeo no 6ceii cucmeme 6e3 3anpocos nojtb306ameis.

Answer: A

Type: Action Understanding

Predict: D X

Question: [7 2G4 N DEICHES [+] T4 I3>F807F5EE5450FT57?

Options:

A (7oA R) 5[ fA—LFEBH) €2 a3>Dfy TICEBLET,

B. [F2EXGT ) AT fA—Nt > Z—(TEBNE N EERET ERAIA v €= FRENET,
C [F2EILAF) 25 3> bA—ILFEN €23 IEBMEHh, T FA—ItER—=D T2

RTEBLIICHLYET,
D. [F2ERHAF) DEICHE [+ T4 >5[ ICZDY, TTIEMIATNBILERLET,
Answer: D
Type: Action Understanding
Predict: C X
Question: yinglunsitl ‘mylluan® aadwsnassuiunsiiiilyiduniigaies:l
Options:
A. sunusnagens i Fnundni szl B. Bumefinalfesludomiranii soaidennismailuaasndumesiil
C. szuuuansdenoruuaasiefianatnds ifinsananiluan

D. sumsfiraidlnluldiminasioenitaromasanisaaniiuan
Answer: A 4

Type: Action Understanding

Predict: B X

Figure 6: Examples of incorrect responses by LVLMs in AU dimension across 6 language settings.



Question : The user wants to share their weekly step and distance summary on social media. To achieve this goal, which of the following description is true?
Options :

A. Tap "Sharing" — Choose social media app — Tap "Share"

B. Tap "Summary" — Tap the day with the highest step count — Tap "Sharing”

C. Tap the "W" tab — Tap "Sharing" — Choose social media app — Tap "Post"

D. Tap "Distance" under by day view — Tap "Sharing" — Choose contact — Tap "Send"

Answer: A

Type: Action Prediction

Predict: CX

Question: T/ 1ETHRE] WA BRAFRANA. XK BEr, X THRHHLEEFH 7
Options:

A. 7 IRH R LA Z B I VIRE AT L s

B. gy YA r 3 X TR AT

C. IR TR OTHZ) ST 1=

D. 7 fRf BRI L B 2B X TR E] AT B s

Answer: A

Type: Action Prediction

Predict: C X

-

Question: L'utili: souhaite définir un message sortant p lisé en I istrant. Pour
Options:

A. Appuyez sur "Personnalisée”, appuyez sur "Enregistrer”, le appuyez sur "Valider".
B. Appuyez sur "Par défaut", appuyez sur "Ecouter", appuyez sur "Valider".

C. Appuyez sur "Pe. isée", tapez le appuyez sur "Valider".

D. Appuyez sur "Personnalisée”, appuyez sur "Enregistrer", appuyez sur "Annuler".

Answer: C

Type: Action Prediction

Predict: A

cet objectif, laquelle des descriptions suivantes est vraie ?

O ion: ITons. xouem yo noumy ¢ Homepa +86 (21) 3986 5819 ¢ ycmpoiicmea. Imobui docmuys 5moii yenu, Kakoe u3 ciedyiouux
onucanuil A6AEMcst BepPHLIM?

Options:

A. Hasemume knonky "Ilpasums” — Iposeoume é1e6o no +86 (21) 3986 5819 — Haowemume "Yoanums".

B. Haxemume knonky "[pasums” — Haxemume 3uavok "i” paoom ¢ +86 (21) 3986 5819 — Haosemume "Yoanums".

C. dnumenvroe naxcamue na +86 (21) 3986 5819 — Haowemume "Yoanums .

D. Ilposedume 6neso no +86 (21) 3986 5819 — Hascmume "Voanums".

Answer: D

Type: Action Prediction

Predict: C X

pr——

Question: 2 —Y'— (1 KBEHADEEZH DFHMEEEELAEVEZFEZTOET, CDEREERTS/EDIC, RDHBED 55 EHUDIELTTH?
Options:

A [KEEH] #1454 F€2> 5> TXy 75 FHOFMEFT,

BNIZA bt a>n [KER] BAZEEICX T4 7L THMICT 24X,

C. FED [BIE] FXEHX 0 TN S4 p£2> 32T [KEA] #5227,

DA S htD >3 T [KEA] ERITL—EDOFHERT,

Answer: A 4

Type: Action Prediction

Predict: B X

Question: {15foamsat unguuitiiuarlni iitoussqulmunei mesuelade Wiihieie?
Options:
A. unz "nguuityhaldlng” — uaz "adoau”.

B. upz "ui " — unz “nguuituiranlar ",

C. nafii "doudy” — uag "ngunituianar i,

D. dalnadhoun "175 uay"” — unz "aquuiuiianldar ",
Answer: A

Type: Action Prediction

Predict: BX

Figure 7: Examples of incorrect responses by LVLMs in AP dimension across 6 language settings.



Question : Please determine the position of the "Save" button on the screen.
Options :
e A. Upper-left quadrant in the floating button area
B. Lower-right quadrant in the main content area

= C. Bottom section in the toolbar area D. Lower-right quadrant in the floating button area.
Answer: D
Type: Absolute Element Location
Predict: BX

“ " Question ! [FHEERL FTHFEEG TR E,
Options -

A HLEFR

B. g%

C. ZT5R

D. JRAB55%

Answer © D 4

Type - Absolute Element Location

Predict : B X

Question : Veuillez déterminer la position du bouton d'information bleu "i" sur l'écran
Options :

A. Quadrant supérieur gauche dans la zone de contenu principal

B. Quadrant inférieur droit dans la zone de bouton flottant

C. Quadrant supérieur droit dans la barre d'outils

D. Quadrant inférieur gauche dans la zone de contenu principal

Answer: C

Type: Absolute Element Location

Predict: A X

Question . Ioocanyiicma, onpedenume noioxcenue knonku "Ommenums” na sxpane.
Options '

A. Bepxnuii nebvitl KéaOpaunm, CmMpoKa COCMOSHUsL

B. Bepxnuii nesblil kKeadpanm, nameib UHCMpPYMeHmoe

C. Huoicnuii 1egwlti K6aOpamnm, OCHOBHAs 0OIACMb KOHMeHma

D. Cpeonsis uacmo, nanens uHcmpymeHmos

Answer : B 4

Type . Absolute Element Location

Predict : 4 X

Question : RED [V 21 >2 (BN) | F5 > DEE LOMEEREL T LEL,
Options -

A T FOPIRH, V= NN—T Y T

B. & FTDHAR, TEE7 2 >3 >/V—

C. P, X4 >3>F7> VT YT

D. ZLDPIRE, f v TFET =5 N —

Answer : C 4

Type . Absolute Element Location

Predict © DX

ad av &

Question © Wsassydumivvesaindadudmsy "uansgunsaiugysii hifise” luszuviidmiilan
Options A
A. Tasnavudhe

B. Tasmavuym

C. Tasinadnde

D. lasmnadnun

Answer : D &

Type - Absolute Element Location
Predict © B X

Figure 8: Examples of incorrect responses by LVLMs in AEL dimension across 6 language settings.



Question: Which element is located at the top-left corner of the screenshot?
Options:

A. Total focused time: 1467 mins

B. Year selection dropdown

C. Overview

D. Back arrow

Answer: D

I Type: Relative Element Location

Predict: C X

Question: “ ZE B M5 FF RAGXT F S ML RF) FFREIL BRI 47
Options:

A FA—EESFEEAR T,

B. A [A—EES|FERER LT,

C. Z—KFirF EREFREN.

D. f[m—K-FirH EEERZ.

Answer: A

Type: Relative Element Location

Predict: D X

Question: Quelle est la position relative de l'icone 'Play Store' par rapport a l'icone 'Chrome’?
Options:

A. Directement au-dessus

B. A gauche immédiate

C. Directement en dessous

D. 4 droite immédiate

Answer: A

Type: Relative Element Location

Predict: BX

Question: B omnowenuu 3nauxa npunodicenus 'bezonacnocms’, 20e Haxo0umcs 3Ha4ok np enus 'Play Map 'Ha pepetice?
Options:

A. Ipsamo nao snaukom npunosicenus 'besonacrnocme'.

B. IIpamo cnesa om 3nauka npunodxcenus 'Besonacnocms’.

C. Juazonanvno eévluie u cnpasa om snauxa npunosicenus 'besonacnocme .

D. Ilpamo cnpaéa om 3nauka npunoxcenus 'besonacnocms .

Answer: A

Type: Relative Element Location

Predict: BX

Question: [RED LR 57> 3>DF < LICHBREZENTTH ?
Options:

A JEE L e HEEEHRE

B. T 7% B Z506R

C. ITNTDBHFERE

D. BATERE & For

Answer: C
Type: Element Location
Predict: A X
Question: sadannsisanlaitagilenissann Humuhamnsiay’ laense?
Options:

A. fpiasnstaila

B. ulamiteuseiadn

C. nasarufiniia

D. dandidlntlagmsy wanideuarsmadn
Answer: A 4

Type: Relative Element Location
Predict: BX

Figure 9: Examples of incorrect responses by LVLMs in REL dimension across 6 language settings.



Question: Based on the visible cues from the screenshot, what is the primary function of the "Summary" tab highlighted at the bottom of this mobile UI?
Options:

A. To present detailed statistics about individual workout sessions

B. To provide a timeline view of various activities in chronological order

C. To offer a ion of rec led workout

D. To display a summary of total distances and activities grouped by months
Answer: B

Type: Widget Function

Predict: D X

Question: 1R FHIREEE FHIHIEIHE, 2 FIREMIREIHIRZHET T 1A/ BBIHLIEE?
Options:

A LHFUETR, 5/H T REYIEREL.

B. [EFHEN, HUESH S A%, REPIENREZ,

C. BHIENERAERE, BHERL, BHREHEIEFEN.

D. iS5 2" F9% s, BEYIBRRAER, ERRAE R,

Answer: B

Type: Widget Function

> Predict: C X

Question: En se basant sur les indices visuels présentés dans la capture d'écran, laquelle des fonctions suivantes peut étre directement activée a partir des
widgets visibles sans aucune navigation supplémentaire ?

Options:

A. Régler une nouvelle alarme dans le widget "Horloge"

B. Changer la fréquence sur le widget "Radio FM"

C. Calculer une expression mathématique dans le widget "Calculatrice”

D. Gérer les autorisations des applications dans la foncti lité "Gérer les applications”

Answer: A

Type: Widget Function

Predict: BX

Question: Kaxas gyynkyus udsicema modxcem Goimo 0eHa U3 cKp pghetica Ha OCHOBE 6U. IX OOKA3AMENbCME U3 MEKCMOBbIX MEMOK,
U UKOHOK U y oiceHUA?

Options:

A. QynKkyus noucka aKmusHa, 4mo 6UOHO NO 8blOENEHHOL UKOHKE JIYNbL, PACROI0dCeHHOU 8 "nanenu Oeticmeuil”.

B. @yuryus copmuposku no pasmepy akmugHd, 4mo 6uoHo no memxe "Pazvep” u cmpenke paoom ¢ 3a20108KoM.

C. Dynxyus 0obaenenus akmueHa, Ymo 6UOHO NO BbIOCIEHHON UKOHKe niloca 6 "nanenu oeicmeuil” u eé cmanoapmuou Gynkyuu.

D. @ynkyus yoanerus akmueHa, 4mo 6UOHO no UKOHKe | mHo2o MeHio", npeo. yetl O 1p Oeil 7]
Answer: C

Type: Widget Function

Predict: B X

Question: & DUI T, FRSEATOBRLEES >0 — X —ICEDV THREHNC L > TOBREIXENTTH ?
Options:

A FFRDZ 7 A NEFRT S

BRX2Y—=>F 4 TFr—b WX 77 INE [RIDZ 74 ] ICFT

C 77 ANEHL DT 771 f 77 ERETS

D. BrED EE

Answer: C &4

Type: Widget Function

Predict: 4 X

0 ion: snnmmine manszinlaiidasiRenanasadnldels
Options:

A. uviatu

B. wlinide

C. duih

D. ay

Answer: D

Type: Widget Function

Predict: C X

Figure 10: Examples of incorrect responses by LVLMs in WF dimension across 6 language settings.



Question: Which interaction with the "ldentification of Unknown Numbers" setting would most likely change its current status?
Options:

A. Tapping anywhere on the "ldentification of Unknown Numbers" text.

B. Swiping right over the "On" label to disable the feature.

C. Long-pressing the "Incoming calls" option for expanded settings.

D. Tapping the arrow next to "Reply with SMS" to access detailed settings.

Answer: A

Type: Widget Interaction

Predict: B X

Question: f7 /il By SRETBLE P AT BH B RZEA?
Options:

A. AR ER RN S = .

B. 1B[EIF] F—7RE.

C. P EE 6] 2 5 5 R BRI #E ) T

D. FHIHRHE, #5HZRIETAIF.

Answer: B

Type: Widget Interaction

Predict: D X

Question: Quelle interaction avec le paramétre "Identification des numéros inconnus" changerait probablement son statut actuel ?
Options:
A. Appuyer n'importe ou sur le texte "ldentification des numéros inconnus".
B. Balayer vers la droite sur le libellé "Activé" pour désactiver la fonctionnalité.
C. Appui long sur l'option "Appels entrants” pour des paramétres étendus.
D. Appuyer sur la fleche a céoté de "Répondre par SMS" pour accéder aux parameétres détaillés.
Answer: A
Type: Widget Interaction
Predict: B X

Question: B mysvikanbHom sudiceme, Kakoe Oelicmaue 6bl 8bIn. umobbl 8ocnpousgedeHie My3viku ¢ Hauana?
Options:

A. Haxxemume KHONKY 60Cnpou3eeoeHus

B. Hasicmume krnonky noemopa

C. Yoeporcusaiime 3Ha4OK My3bIKU

D. Jeaicobl Hadicmume KHORKY NPONYCKA HA3A0

Answer: D

Type: Widget Interaction

Predict: A X

Question: ZTRENTOBUIICHE > T, IXZE—FE [F—FL—F] ICEDICEESTS1 > %5203 > F%
tENTI D ?

Options:

A TEDE— Fi#RA 7> 3 > 5 EICR 74 7F 3,

B. [BEE] ZNNFGYEPEETRYEL Xy 7T 3,

C EHEFE>F1 > TE2—FHNT S, D. FRDF + TF 4+ K& > 5 ZBEINEE TRIFL T3,
Answer: A

Type: Widget Interaction

Predict: BX

Question: uasnsinraniiannsunsloneu ‘anmeniar meldsuusiinlog Siri Aaesls?
Options:

A. dlamswennsaloinialnsaziden silaasumimndaya GPS tlaqui

B. dsmsudaiouanmemaliglddmsudiianini

C. Lmmmfw’wﬁauw”uw?ﬂumid{uqmwjﬁﬁﬂwfuﬂmuﬁ‘ﬁ‘w']

D. isdaidinanmennialdiihsauanienisdaietiemaida

Answer: A 4

Type: Widget Interaction

Predict: C X

Figure 11: Examples of incorrect responses by LVLMs in WI dimension across 6 language settings.



? The user wants to change the language ) x ? WP RRHE S R E B SO . AT
setting to Spanish. To achieve this goal, e BLXASE AR, LR BBANA 2 I 2 *
which of the following description is true> ="~ \nOptions: A: ... B: siili"English (US)'—~ #£41] |

\nOptions: A: ..B: Tap \"English (US)\" —
Swipe to \"Spanish\" in list - Tap —
\"Spanish\" C: ... D: ... Prpe—

K F)" Spanish"— iili"Spanish” C: .
D: ..

- Reason: ZXHHIA T SHT... \n\n
Reason: After reviewing ...\n\nCorrect  © ==~ Correct Option :B: s B (RED "— fE
Option: B: Tap \"English (US)\" — Swipe o —  URTEEB VIS — AR oo
to \"Spanish\" in list — Tap \"Spanish\ P P
2] 2| l2
1.6UI-XL-Memory — — N
I 2

Question Difference
Vectors Vectors

2 F P EYE . . . _
T LAV T : : : : Average —
i, T X

AEFE, BURBEA —

e Reason: il /i) AL Rt

A B RITEC R A T R , -

%it. \n\nCorrect Option:B: ! ! !

1l — AL ‘ET—E“M‘ R — e ] I | -

XA C: LD o fg‘l)%%iﬂ)t?k e l‘) fEnoo cSES e
| = Similarity '4'

Figure 12: An Overview of our GUI-XLI method in §4.2. Step 1 GUI-XL-Memory: We sample semantically
parallel VQA pairs to form entries in GUI-XL-Memory. Step 2 Cross-lingual Representation Intervention:
When answering non-English questions, related entries are retrieved to calculate difference vectors and then injected
to certain layer as intervention to add P&R capabilities to non-English settings.
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