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Abstract

Graphical User Interface (GUI) agents require effective uti-
lization of historical context to perform sequential naviga-
tion tasks. While incorporating past actions and observa-
tions can significantly improve decision-making, naively us-
ing full history leads to excessive computational overhead
and potential distraction from irrelevant information. In
this work, we introduce HiconAgent, a GUI agent trained
with History Context-aware Policy Optimization (HCPO)
for effective and efficient utilization of historical information.
HCPO explicitly optimizes history usage in both sampling
and policy updates by integrating two complementary com-
ponents: (1) Dynamic Context Sampling (DCS) presents
the agent with variable-length histories during sampling,
enabling adaptive use of the most relevant historical context
to improve sequential decision quality; (2) Anchor-guided
History Compression (AHC) refines the policy update phase
via a dual-branch optimization strategy, where the com-
pressed branch drops history observations while keeping
history actions as information flow anchors. The compressed
and uncompressed branches are coupled through a history-
enhanced alignment loss to enforce consistent history usage,
achieving efficiency with minimal performance degradation.
Extensive experiments on mainstream GUI navigation bench-
marks demonstrate the strong performance of our model.
Despite its smaller size, HiconAgent-3B outperforms GUI-
RI1-7B by +8.46% grounding and +11.32% step successful
rate on GUI-Odyssey, while achieving comparable results on
AndroidControl and AITW, with up to 2.47x computational
speedup and 60% FLOPs reduction.

1. Introduction

Multimodal Large Language Model (MLLM)-based GUI
agents [7, 35] have recently achieved strong performance
in grounding and navigation tasks by leveraging textual in-
structions, visual observations, and historical trajectories.
Among various training strategies, reinforcement learning
(RL) [20, 25, 33] has demonstrated strong effectiveness by
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Figure 1. Comparison of existing GUI RL framework with our
HCPO framework. HCPO jointly improves the sampling and up-
date phases of training by integrating Dynamic Context Sampling
(DCS) and Anchor-guided History Compression (AHC).

allowing GUI agents to directly optimize task-oriented objec-
tives such as grounding accuracy and successful rate. Com-
pared to supervised learning approaches [10, 37], RL-based
methods [22, 23] significantly improve decision quality, ro-
bustness and generalization. As a result, RL has become a
mainstream paradigm for training advanced GUI agents.

Despite these advances, the role of history usage in RL-
based GUI agents remains largely underexplored. Most prior
works [18, 22, 23] adopt a simplified design in which his-
tory observations (past screenshots) are omitted, and only
history actions are included as the input context. While
this choice reduces memory and computational cost, it dis-
cards rich visual cues from past observations that are often
essential for resolving ambiguous instructions, grounding
visually similar elements, and maintaining temporal consis-
tency across steps [39]. Conversely, naively incorporating
complete history, including both past actions and observa-
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tions, substantially increases computational overhead due to
the quadratic complexity of attention mechanisms and the
large number of visual tokens from high-resolution screen-
shots. This trade-off between decision quality and efficiency
motivates the development of methods that can effectively
retain the most informative parts of historical context while
mitigating redundancy.

To this end, we propose History Context-aware Policy
Optimization (HCPO), a training framework designed to im-
prove both the effectiveness and efficiency of history usage
in GUI agents. As illustrated in Figure 1, HCPO improves
both the sampling and update phases of existing GUI RL
framework through two complementary components: Dy-
namic Context Sampling (DCS) and Anchor-guided History
Compression (AHC).

In the sampling phase, DCS addresses the variability of
history dependence across decision steps. Different from
conventional RL approaches that use a fixed-length history,
DCS samples multiple history variants for each rollout using
the exponential-biased distribution, encouraging the model
to adaptively utilize the most relevant context. Our sampling
distribution is motivated by empirical observations, ensur-
ing stable learning and avoiding the degeneration observed
with naive uniform sampling. In the update phase, AHC
jointly optimizes compressed and uncompressed branches
to enhance policy updates under history compression. The
compressed branch drops history observations after early
fusion, retaining only action tokens as anchors to preserve
essential decision signals. It is jointly optimized with the
uncompressed branch through a history-enhanced alignment
loss. This compression strategy is guided by our empirical
layer-wise token-drop analysis. Our contributions can be
summarized as follows:

¢ We conduct a comprehensive empirical analysis on his-
tory usage in GUI agents. Our findings show that different
tasks and decision steps prefer different history lengths
and history actions act as critical anchors for visual infor-
mation flow. These findings reveal important inefficiencies
in existing designs and directly motivate our method.

* We propose History Context-aware Policy Optimization
(HCPO), a novel reinforcement fine-tuning framework
that combines Dynamic Context Sampling and Anchor-
guided History Compression. Together, they enable agents
to learn adaptive history usage while reducing redundancy
and preserving decision quality.

* We validate our method on three GUI navigation bench-
marks: GUI-Odyssey, AndroidControl, and AITW.
HiconAgent-3B consistently outperforms existing rein-
forcement learning based agents. It outperforms larger 7B
agents such as GUI-R1-7B by +11.32% in step successful
rate on GUI-Odyssey, while achieving 2.47x computa-
tional speedup and a 60% reduction in FLOPs.

2. Related Work

2.1. GUI Agents and History Utilization

GUI agents aim to complete high-level tasks by interacting
with graphical user interfaces through sequences of low-
level actions such as clicking and typing. Recent advances in
multimodal large language models [1, 3, 11, 14—17, 28-30,
32,41, 43] have rapidly expanded their capability to integrate
and reason over diverse input modalities. This progress has
enabled GUI agents to achieve significant improvements in
multi-step navigation tasks [5, 7, 34-36].

Although historical information, including past observa-
tions and actions, is essential for GUI agents to understand
user instructions and make decisions, the issue of redun-
dancy in long histories remains a persistent challenge. Ex-
isting studies [4, 21, 40] under supervised fine-tuning show
that adding past actions improves performance with mini-
mal input cost. In contrast, incorporating full visual history
brings larger gains but incurs significantly higher computa-
tion, especially in long-horizon or high-resolution scenarios.
This trade-off highlights the inefficiency of naively using
full history and motivates more selective or compressed rep-
resentations of historical context.

2.2. Rule-based Reinforcement Learning

Large language models have shown remarkable improve-
ments in reasoning-intensive tasks such as mathematics and
programming when optimized with reinforcement learning.
This reinforcement fine-tuning paradigm is now being ac-
tively explored in the multimodal domain. In particular,
Group Relative Policy Optimization (GRPO) [8, 31] has
emerged as an effective alternative to conventional methods
such as PPO [27], especially for training multimodal models.
It simplifies the training pipeline by evaluating responses
using relative, normalized rewards computed within each
sample group.

In the GUI domain, rule-based RL typically uses exact
match or distance-based criteria for action types, coordinates,
or textual inputs, providing fine-grained rewards that guide
the agent toward correct execution [23, 24]. Although ex-
isting RL approaches have achieved notable performance
gains, there has been little to no discussion on effective and
efficient history utilization, and existing methods typically
overlook strategies for balancing the trade-off between com-
putational cost and the retention of critical historical context.
Our method extends rule-based RL with history-aware pol-
icy optimization to improve decision quality while reducing
computational overhead.

3. Preliminaries

Problem Definition. The goal of a GUI agent is to complete
high-level tasks by interacting with graphical user interfaces
through a sequence of low-level actions. At each timestep
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Figure 2. Different samples prefer different history lengths. Left: For each sample we evaluate a set of different history lengths 7 and
take the 7 that yields the highest mean reward. The preferred 7 differs across samples and action types. Right: Providing more history does
not necessarily yield the optimal result, suggesting effective usage of historical information is under exploration.

t, the agent observes a natural language task instruction I,
a current screenshot observation s;, and a history context
H, = ($4—r,at—7)y-..,(8¢—1,a1—1), where 7 denotes the
history window size, which is the number of previous steps
included in the history. The agent then generates an action
ay conditioned on (I, Hy, s;) and executes it in the GUI
environment. This interaction process defines a sequential
decision-making problem, which can be formulated as a
Markov Decision Process (MDP).

Application of GRPO in GUI Agents. When applying
GRPO to training GUI agents, we treat the agent as a policy
model and reorganize the inputs by defining ¢ = (I, Hy, s¢).
For each input ¢, the policy model generates a set of can-
didate responses O = 01, ..., 0q, where each response o;
consists of a thought process ¢; and a corresponding action
aj, i.e., 0; = (t;, a;). The standard GRPO algorithm adopts
the following training objective:

G

Z (min (M,Lh7 clip(M

Lcrpo = —E )
i—1 To1a (Oi ‘ q) T 001 (Oi ‘ q)

1—¢1+ G)Ai) — BKL(7g(0i | ) || 7m0 (0i | q))):|
(1

where ¢ is the clipping parameter, (3 is a hyperparameter.
A; is the advantage calculated by normalizing the group
level rewards {R;}% ,. By normalization, advantage A;
represents the relative quality of the ¢-th response.

4. Rethinking History Usage: Limitations of
Fixed Context and the Anchoring Role of
Actions

A key challenge in building strong GUI agents is how to
appropriately leverage historical context. To address this,
we conduct two empirical studies focusing on effectiveness
and efficiency. The first study analyzes how different sam-
ples benefit from different history lengths, showing that a
fixed-length context is often suboptimal. This highlights
the need for dynamically adjusting context length to match
step-specific dependencies. The second study examines how

historical information flows through the model and finds that
action tokens serve as anchors for aggregating and delivering
useful visual semantics. This highlights the importance of re-
taining history actions while compressing redundant visuals
to improve efficiency without compromising performance.

4.1. Analyzing the Impact of History Length

In GUI navigation, different steps may depend on varying
lengths of history context. We conduct an empirical analysis
to measure the impact of history length on decision quality
across different samples and action types. As shown in the
left plot of Figure 2, we perform rollout-based evaluation
over the training set using a base model with fixed policy
weights. For each sample, we conduct 8 rollouts under dif-
ferent history lengths 7 € {0, 1, 2}, and record the average
reward under each setting. We then determine the optimal
history length per sample by comparing these mean rewards.
Samples with negligible differences (mean reward difference
< 0.05) are discarded. The result reveals a clear pattern:
different samples exhibit different optimal history lengths.
While some steps benefit from short-term context, others
require longer to achieve higher reward.

Notably, we further analyze cases where shorter his-
tory lengths outperform longer ones, as shown in the right
plot of Figure 2. For each such sample, we compute
the mean-reward difference between the better-performing
shorter context and a longer one, i.e., Improvement =
mean_reward(Tshor) — mean_reward(Tiong). The resulting
distribution illustrates that these improvements are non-
trivial, shorter histories can yield significantly higher re-
wards in certain situations. This phenomenon suggests that
longer history is not always more beneficial, and in some
cases may even hinder performance (lower reward), likely
due to introducing irrelevant information. Together with the
left plot, this reinforces the insight that a fixed context length
T cannot accommodate the diverse temporal dependencies
across samples. Dynamically varying the length of histori-
cal context can lead to more effective model behavior and
improved decision quality.
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Figure 3. Layer-wise token-drop analysis. Left: Schematic of the layer-wise token-drop probe, illustrating the information flow of
image-drop and action-drop. Right: Dropping Auis at shallow depths (k<12) causes a much larger decline than dropping Viis. Even if rich
visual information is retained, later layers cannot directly extract effective cues from V45 without the action anchors. As k increases, the
action-drop curve rises toward the image-drop curve and the image—action drop curve converges rapidly.

4.2. History Actions as Information Flow Anchors

Naively appending historical observations to the context
inflates sequence length and computation cost, burdening
the model with tokens that contribute little to decision mak-
ing [38]. In practice, only the regions associated with past
actions tend to carry meaningful semantics for decision-
making, while most other areas tend to be redundant. This
motivates designing a method to compress redundant his-
torical information to improve efficiency without harming
performance. The central question is which tokens should be
preserved during layer interaction. Different from previous
work [4, 6] that adopts conclusions from information flow
studies of single-image VQA scenario [42] to identify tokens
for retention, we conduct an information flow analysis in
the GUI navigation scenario within a reinforcement learn-
ing framework, tracing how historical visuals and actions
interact across model depth.

Layer-wise token-drop setup. We probe how history
propagates through the LLM with a layer-conditioned to-
ken drop. Qwen2.5-VL-3B (36 layers) is trained on our
dataset (Section 6) with history image/action context and
evaluated on AndroidControl using step successful rate (SR).
At depth k, we remove from layer k+1 onward: (i) his-
tory actions Apis = {at—r,...,as—1}; (ii) history images
Viis = {St—r,...,St—1}; or (iil) both history actions and
images Hy = (St—r,at—7),- .., (St—1,a1—1). Sweeping k
yields the curves in Figure 3; gaps between them show that
later layers access history chiefly via action tokens, with a
smaller direct contribution from visuals.

Shallow depth (k<12): As shown in Figure 3, dropping
Apis in shallow layers causes a large performance degrada-
tion, while dropping V};s at the same depths is much less
harmful. This pattern indicates that effective use of histori-
cal information depend on the action tokens as the anchor:
even if rich visual information is retained, later layers cannot
directly extract effective cues from V};5 without the action
anchors. By contrast, dropping Vi,;s in this range is more
tolerable, since the model has already merged part of the

visual history into Ay;s; the action anchors then pass that
information forward through subsequent layers.

Deeper depth (k>12): For k > 12, the action-drop
curve rises quickly and, by mid depth, its gap to the image-
drop curve is small. This indicates that, in these layers,
predictions obtain historical information through interactions
with the action anchors. Once that interaction has already
occurred before the drop point, removing Ay;s or Vy;5 later
causes only little decline, and performance continues to
improve with depth. When k > 24, all three curves converge
to the no-compression accuracy, indicating that the model
has already integrated most historical information and can
proceed without retaining these history tokens.

Key discovery. From the layer-wise drop analysis in
Figure 3, relying only on history actions (2A) yields lim-
ited benefit: without their paired screenshots, history action
tokens Ay;s lack grounded semantics and provide little guid-
ance for decision-making. In contrast, incorporating history
observations (2A0) proves critical for navigation success.
However, the gain does not arise from directly attending to
history images. Instead, it emerges mainly at intermediate
depths, where Ay interacts with the history visual tokens
Vhis and delivers the extracted information to subsequent
tokens, highlighting the role of history actions as anchors for
multimodal information flow.

Implications for designing compression methods.
Guided by the above experimental results and analysis, we
adopt a single rule to balance efficiency and effectiveness:
compress history only after an early fusion depth k, pruning
Vhis While retaining Ay;s. On the efficiency side, removing
history images greatly reduces sequence length and com-
putation cost; on the effectiveness side, keeping the action
anchors preserves the historical cues that later tokens actually
use. To make the proposed compression method work better,
training is essential to strengthen cross-modal interaction in
the first k layers, so that by the time compression occurs, the
relevant visual context has been sufficiently transferred into
Apis, thereby preserving the necessary information flow.
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Figure 4. Overview of our history context-aware optimization framework for building HiconAgent. HCPO improves both the sampling and
update phases of policy optimization by incorporating two key components: (1) Dynamic Context Sampling (DCS), which introduces
varied history lengths during training to encourage context-effective decision-making, and (2) Anchor-guided History Compression
(AHC), which adopts a dual-branch architecture where both branches share sampled responses and group-wise advantages. The compressed
branch is trained using policy gradients, aligned with the uncompressed branch via a history-enhanced alignment loss.

5. HiconAgent

We propose History Context-aware Policy Optimization
(HCPO), a reinforcement learning framework that improves
history utilization by strengthening both the sampling and
update phases. Dynamic Context Sampling (DCS) varies his-
tory lengths during rollouts to guide effective context usage,
while Anchor-guided History Compression (AHC) reduces
redundancy during updates via alignment with full-history
supervision. Together, they enable policy optimization with
effective and efficient historical context usage.

5.1. Dynamic Context Sampling

As shown in the analysis in Section 4, relying on a fixed-
length history context is often suboptimal. This motivates
adapting the history length to step-specific dependencies,
allowing the policy to leverage the appropriate amount of
context as needed. To address this, we propose Dynamic
Context Sampling, which exposes the policy to diverse his-
tory lengths during training. This allows the agent to adap-
tively focus on the most relevant context, thereby improving
overall policy learning.

During training, instead of always feeding a fixed-length
history H;, we dynamically sample and select GG variants
of truncated histories {H},..., HE}, where H} uses a se-
lected history length 7; < 7 sampled from distribution p.
However, naively adopting a uniform distribution leads to a
degeneration phenomenon, as later shown in our sampling
ablation. Motivated by this empirical observation, we pro-

pose an exponential-biased distribution that mitigates train-
ing collapse by gradually shifting the sampling toward larger
T as training progresses. At training step u, our exponential-
biased distribution ExpBias(u) is defined as:

exp (A(u) 7;)
Z;V:o €xXp ()‘(u) J)

P(r; | u) = )

where A(u) is a linear function that increases with u. In
the early stage of training, A(u) ~ 0 and the distribution
is nearly uniform, encouraging random exploration. As
training progresses, A(u) gradually grows, yielding an in-
creasingly biased exponential distribution that favors larger
values of 7;. This schedule smoothly shifts the sampling
strategy from random selection to full-context history.

Each variant forms an input ¢; = (I, H, s;), and pro-
duces a response 0;. These G responses are evaluated as a
group, yielding an advantage value for each response. Re-
sponses with higher advantages receive stronger gradient
updates, allowing the policy to adaptively learn which his-
tory lengths lead to improved policy behavior. Importantly,
to maintain consistency between training and inference, we
combine each sampled response o; with the full history con-
text input (I, Hy, s;) to compute the logits for optimization.
This design allows the policy to explore effective solutions
under varying historical conditions while being evaluated
under a unified context length.



5.2. Anchor-guided History Compression

Leveraging the observation in Section 4 that history actions
preserve the historical cues that later tokens actually use,
we propose Anchor-Guided History Compression. AHC
keeps past actions as anchors, prunes visual history after
early fusion, and leverages alignment with an uncompressed
branch, preserving decision quality while reducing sequence

length and FLOPs.
Let ¢ = {I, Hy, s;} be the model input at step ¢, and
define the importance sampling ratio as p; = %.
old v

The responses from the uncompressed branch are optimized
using the standard GRPO objective:

G

Lo comp = — Z (min (piAi7 clip(pi, 1 —€,1+¢€) Ai)
i=1 3

— BKL[mo(0: | q) | mo.(01 | 9] )

To reduce redundancy, we remove all history vision tokens
Vhis = {St—r,-..,S:—1} while retaining the past action
tokens. The model continues forwarding with the com-
pressed sequence {I, Ayis, St}, where the retained action
tokens Ayis = {a¢—r, ..., as—1} constitute the compressed
history H. The compressed branch is further optimized with
a GRPO-style objective using the same responses and advan-
tages, leveraging the superior quality of responses generated
from the uncompressed branch, where ¢¢ = {I, Hf, s;} de-
notes the inputs with compressed history and the importance

c
sampling ratio as p§ = %;l{fg)
0019 \0i 19

G
Luseomp = =D ( min (pf Ay, clip(pf, 1 — e, 1+ €) A;)
=1 “

— BKL[76(0i | ¢°) || w0, (0i | qc)])

To ensure that the compressed branch retains the core
decision-making ability of the original model, we introduce
a history-enhanced alignment objective. Specifically, given
the original history H; and its compressed counterpart H/,
we perform parallel forward passes through both branches.
We then minimize the KL divergence between their output
distributions, effectively using the uncompressed branch as
a teacher to guide the compressed branch. Note that the un-
compressed branch is used only for guidance; we detach its
outputs to prevent gradient backpropagation in the KL loss.
This approach allows the compression module to reduce re-
dundancy while preserving critical behavioral patterns from
the original branch. The alignment objective is defined as:

G
Lxi =) KL[mo(0i | ¢°) [ mo(0s | 9], ®)

=1

The final HCPO loss is the sum of the uncompressed branch
loss, the compressed branch loss, and the alignment con-

straint:
EHCPO = Ew/o comp + Ly comp + >\£KL7 (6)

where A controls the strength of the alignment guidance.
This framework enables effective policy optimization under
compressed context while preserving temporal consistency.

5.3. Reward Design

In GUI navigation tasks, each action consists of a type and a
value. The type is chosen from a set of discrete options (e.g.,
CLICK, SCROLL), while the value format varies depending
on the type. Based on this characteristic of GUI tasks, we
introduce the following three rewards:

Format reward (r/): This term ensures the
model’s response adheres to a predefined structure like
<think>...</think><answer>...</answer>.
It returns 1 if the format is correct, O otherwise, promoting
structured reasoning and output generation.

Action type reward (r%): We assign 1 if the predicted
action type exactly matches the ground-truth type, and 0
otherwise. This term enforces correctness at the semantic
level of action selection.

Action value reward (rV): For actions without values
(e.g., PRESS_BACK), the reward is 1 if the type is correct.
For actions with textual values (e.g., TYPE, OPEN_APP),
we compute the F1 score between prediction and ground
truth, awarding 1 if F1 > 0.5. For actions with discrete
values (e.g., SCROLL), the value must exactly match the
ground truth. For coordinate-based actions (e.g., CLICK),
we calculate the Euclidean distance d between predicted and
actual coordinates, and assign a continuous reward r¥ =
1 — d to allow fine-grained feedback for grounding accuracy.

The final reward used for policy optimization is the sum
of the three components:

r=rl 4t Y @)

6. Experiments

6.1. Implementation Details

Metrics. We evaluate our model on three representa-
tive navigation-oriented datasets, AndroidControl-High[13],
AITWT[12] and GUI-Odyssey[21], considering only their test
splits under an out-of-distribution (OOD) evaluation setting
to assess generalization performance. We use three standard
metrics widely adopted in prior work on GUI agents, follow-
ing the evaluation protocol of Os-Atlas [35]. Specifically, we
report action type prediction accuracy (Type), GUI ground-
ing accuracy (Grounding), and step success rate (SR).
FLOPs is computed using deepspeed flops-profiler with
batch size 1. We include all model components when cal-
culating FLOPs. The reported number is averaged over 200
samples from the training set with history length 7 = 2.



Training and Evaluation. HiconAgent-3B is built upon
Qwen2.5-VL-3B. We follow the same training setting in
GUI-R1 [23]. In the reinforcement fine-tuning stage, we
adopt the following hyperparameter settings to ensure stable
optimization. The rollout batch size and global batch size
is set to 64, with 8 rollouts per update step. We use a small
learning rate of 1 x 1079 to stabilize training. To balance
computational efficiency and generation quality, the maxi-
mum number of input pixels is capped at 1,003,520. For the
language input and output, both the maximum prompt length
and the maximum response length are restricted to 2048
tokens. The rollout temperature is fixed at 1.0 to encourage
diverse yet consistent exploration during training.

To keep the number of tokens consistent with prior work,
we set the history window size to 2, meaning the agent
can access up to two past interaction steps. Each historical
step includes both the screenshot observation and the cor-
responding action, i.e., H; = {(s¢—2,a;—2), (s¢—1,a¢-1)}-
All images are resized to a fixed resolution, and the number
of visual tokens after encoding is limited to a maximum of
512 to ensure computational efficiency.

Model Configuration. From an efficiency perspective,
HiconAgent-3B adopts the drop k£ = 6 configuration by de-
fault in the following experiments. This setting achieves up
to a 60% reduction in FLOPs while maintaining competitive
accuracy, as shown in Table 5.

6.2. Experiment Results

We present the main experimental results in Table |
and Table 2 on three representative GUI navigation
datasets: AndroidControl-High [13], AITW [26] and GUI-
Odyssey [21]. Table 1 provides a detailed comparison under
the same data scale and training settings, highlighting the
effect of our history-aware optimization strategy against
both supervised fine-tuning and reinforcement fine-tuning
baselines. Table 2 further extends the comparison to recent
advanced GUI agents of varying model sizes and training
data volumes, demonstrating the generalization ability of our
approach in out-of-distribution (OOD) scenarios.

As shown in Table 1, HiconAgent-3B achieves con-
sistent improvements over all baselines trained under the
same data scale and training settings. We first observe
that HiconAgent-3B consistently outperforms the supervised
baseline Qwen2.5VL-3B, with clear gains in both grounding
accuracy and step successful rate. When trained with rein-
forcement learning, HiconAgent-3B further surpasses the
GRPO baseline GUI-R1-3B (+5.85% SR) and GUI-R1-7B
(+0.73% SR) on AndroidControl under the same training
setup, demonstrating a stronger decision-making ability.

The advantage of HiconAgent becomes especially pro-
nounced on the long-horizon GUI-Odyssey benchmark. De-
spite having less than half the parameters of GUI-R1-7B,
our 3B model achieves a remarkable +8.46% improvement

GUI-Odyssey
Grounding SR

\ AC-High
‘ Grounding SR

Models

Supervised Fine-Tuning

GUI-R1-3B [23]| 49.53 41.22 32.21 27.31
GUI-R1-7B [23]| 58.69 48.11 38.65 34.44
Qwen2.5VL-3B| 52.89 41.95 36.21 31.74

Zero-Shot

GPT-40 [11] 30.90 21.17 14.17 5.36
Qwen2.5VL-3B | 46.51 38.90 26.49 26.69
Qwen2.5VL-7B | 59.71 47.06 37.78 34.37

Reinforcement Fine-Tuning

GUI-R1-3B [23]| 56.24 46.55 41.52 41.33
GUI-R1-7B [23]| 65.56 51.67 43.64 38.79
HiconAgent-3B 65.51 52.40 -073)| 52.10 546 50.11 1132

Table 1. Performances on AndroidControl-High and GUI-
Odyssey. Red indicates improvement, indicates degradation
compared to GUI-R1-7B. Our 3B model outperforms GUI-R1-7B
by +8.46% grounding and +11.32% SR on GUI-Odyssey.

in grounding accuracy and +11.32% in step successful rate.
Compared with GUI-R1, which does not explicitly exploit
historical information, HiconAgent-3B adopts a more ef-
fective strategy for leveraging historical context, leading to
stronger sequential reasoning and consistent execution.
Table 2 summarizes OOD generalization across the three
benchmarks. Without relying on large-scale data filtering or
dataset curation, HiconAgent is trained on only 3K unfiltered
samples, yet it achieves the highest average step successful
rate (51.47%) among all compared models. Remarkably, it
surpasses stronger models such as OS-Atlas-7B, GUI-R1-
7B, and infiGUI-3B, which are trained with much larger data
volumes (13M-filtered, 3K-filtered, and 32K-filtered respec-
tively). Although infiGUI-3B achieves a notably high SR
on the AndroidControl benchmark (71.1%), its performance
drops considerably on AITW and GUI-Odyssey, indicating
weaker generalization under OOD conditions. This demon-

Model [#Data Filter|AC-High AITW Odyssey|Avg SR

GPT-4o [11] -

- 21.17 26.07 536 | 17.54
OS-Atlas-7B [35]| 13M vV 29.83 41.38 26.96 | 32.72
GUI-R1-7B [23] | 3KV 51.67 55.31 38.79 | 48.59
Ul-shift-7B [9] 2KV 52.16 54.38 32.75 | 46.43
UI-AGILE [18] 9K Vv 5097 48.66 36.96 | 45.53
infiGUI-3B [19] | 32K Vv 7110 46.51 33.15 | 50.25
X

HiconAgent-3B ‘ 3K 5240 5191 50.11 | 51.47

Table 2. Step Successful Rate evaluated on three representative
GUI navigation datasets, compared with recent models. Cells high-
lighted in red correspond to datasets that are IID for the respective
models, whereas cells highlighted in green indicate OOD setting.



Models IDCS Update 7 Sampling p(7) AC-High SR Train Hrs
HCPO (woDCS)| - 2 - 51.03 17h
HCPO (Uniform) | v 2 U(0,2) 50.53 17h
HCPO (Uniform) | v {0.12}  U(0,2) 51.62 30h
HCPO (ExpBias) | v 2 ExpBias(u) 52.40 17h

Table 3. Ablation study on different sampling distributions in
Dynamic Context Sampling (DCS). U (0, 2) denotes uniform dis-
tribution over 7 € {0, 1,2}, while ExpBias(u) represents the
exponential-biased schedule defined in Eq. (2).

strates that our HCPO framework is not only effective but
also highly data-efficient, enabling strong generalization
even without large-scale data curation.

6.3. Ablation Study

Impact of sampling distribution p. We perform an ab-
lation on the choice of p(7) to study how different sam-
pling strategies affect learning. A uniform sampling baseline
U(0,2) is first adopted for comparison, where 7€ {0, 1,2}
denotes the sampled history length. Under plain uniform
sampling U (0, 2), we observe a degeneration phenomenon
during training: the sampling quality of the shorter histories
(7 = 0, 1) weakens over time as shown in Figure 5. This is
because we only compute gradients and update parameters
using the context with 7 = 2 to ensure training—inference
consistency. To mitigate this, we design a variant that en-
forces the inclusion of all input contexts with 7 € {0, 1,2}
in the optimization. While this all-T update strategy partially
recovers the performance lost by naive uniform sampling,
it substantially increases training overhead and still fails to
match the performance of our proposed exponential-biased
distribution. The exponential-biased sampling ExpBias(u)
mitigates collapse by gradually biasing the sampling toward
larger 7 as training progresses, while still encouraging ex-
ploration of shorter histories in the early stage. This strategy
achieves the best trade-off between performance and compu-
tational cost, as reported in Table 3.

Short-History Reward Mean > Long-History Reward Mean Ratio per Step

== Short (1 €{0,1}) > Long (1=2)
060 3-step Moving Average

h&,@iﬂﬂ%‘l&ﬁw
- WY gl 1l
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[ 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
Step Number

Figure 5. Evolution of the short-vs-long history reward ratio under
uniform 7 sampling. The declining ratio reflects the gradual degra-
dation of short-history response quality during training.

Effect of DCS and AHC. Table 4 evaluates the impact
of Dynamic Context Sampling (DCS) and Anchor-guided

History Compression (AHC) across the three navigation
benchmarks. Training only a compressed branch using stan-
dard GRPO yields the weakest performance, indicating that
unguided compression fails to retain useful historical signals.
Adding an uncompressed branch without KL improves per-
formance, showing that full-history responses help guide the
compressed branch. Incorporating KL alignment between
the two branches further enhances performance, validating
the benefit of matching compressed outputs to the full-history
teacher. Finally, enabling DCS achieves the best overall re-
sults, confirming that DCS enhances the model’s ability to
utilize historical context more effectively.

Models 2Branch. KLDCS| AC-High AITW  Odyssey

GRPO - - - 44.89 45.62 43.21

HCPO (w/o KL, DCS) v —  — |48.70¢:351)49.23(:361)47.09+3.58)
HCPO (w/o DCS) v V' — |51.03¢:6.14)50.78+5.16) 48.68+5.47)
HCPO v v v 52406751 51.91:6.29) 50.116.90)

Table 4. Ablation study on the dual-branch architecture, alignment
loss, and DCS, evaluated using the SR metric. Experiments are
conducted with compression enabled.

Impact of layer drop position. We study how the po-
sition of the layer drop (k) affects the trade-off between
computation and performance. As shown in Table 5, drop-
ping earlier layers (e.g., & = 1) leads to the largest FLOPs
reduction (-33.81 % vs 3B), but comes at the cost of degraded
performance across all metrics. As k increases, computation
gradually increases while performance steadily improves.
Our choice of k = 6 offers a good balance, retaining com-
petitive performance with a 59.54% FLOPs reduction and
2.47x computational speedup (62.31T / 35.75).

Computation Performance
Drop k& FLOPs Avs3B Avs7B Tokens Type SR
k=1 23.66 -33.81% -62.02% 674 65.33 46.11

k=3 2428  -32.07% -61.04% 674 66.00 46.92
k=6 2521  -2947%  -59.54% 674 66.56 47.34
k=12 27.07 -2428% -56.57% 674 67.02 47.89

w/o drop  35.75 - -42.64% 1664  69.29 52.29

Table 5. FLOPs, token counts, and performance of base model
under different layer-drop settings, with relative FLOPs reduction
versus the 3B model (35.75T) and 7B model (62.31T).

Impact of HCPO on History Utilization across Action
Types. Beyond the overall improvements reported in Table
4, we further examine per-action performance to understand
how HCPO influences different types of decisions. As shown
in Figure 7, applying HCPO consistently improves accuracy
across most action categories on both AndroidControl and
GUI-Odyssey. The gains are especially pronounced on fin-
ished actions, which directly determine whether a trajectory



{ ion |

| In the Goibibo app, Find a flight from Delhi (DEL, Delhi Airport)
i to Brussels (BRU,National), departing on August 24, 2023, and H

returning on September 9, 2023. Qwen2.5VL-3B: <think>The current

[ ion |
- J -
My preferred brand of casual shoe is Red Chief, so please
; display this brand’s available shoes. i

: Qwen2.5VL-3B: <think>By
i | continuously scrolling through the

screen shows the airport

Si1 Sy page. According to the task, the
EXTTENNTUTY EIISMMMENITTN | Goibibo app has already been
« ) Flights € Fightsearch opened, and the next step is to
enter "Brussels" </think>
Delhi <action>type ("Brussels")</action>
d on [ Incorrect reasoning

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

Hicon-Agent-3B: <think>Since the
o Goibibo app is already open and the

g to the task requi
the next step is to input "Delhi" and
make the selection. </think>
<action>type("Delhi")</action>

Correct reasoning based
on history context

depar(ure location has been selected,

interface, the user has entered the
casual shoe selection interface. For
the current screen, they should
continue scrolling to search for the
target Red Chief. </think>
<action>scroll ("down")</action>

Si-1 St

AAAAAA - o Incorrect reasoning
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Figure 6. To illustrate HCPO’s enhancement in leveraging historical information, we present two scenarios: Left (Flight Booking) and Right
(Shopping Task). Our model correctly inputs Delhi by reasoning over historical context and selects Red Chief despite visual redundancy.
While the base model trained without HCPO misinterprets history and fails in both cases.

is successfully terminated, suggesting that HCPO strength-
ens the model’s ability to maintain global sequence control
rather than overfitting to local step transitions. Improve-
ments are also evident in challenging categories such as
scroll, which demands exact direction prediction, and type,
which often involves generating context-relevant input. Such
findings highlight that our history-aware training paradigm
remains effective in scenarios where historical cues are es-
sential for accurate action generation.

Per-Action Accuracy — AndroidControl Per.Action Accuracy — GUIOdyssey
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Figure 7. Per-action accuracy comparison before and after applying
HCPO. Both AndroidControl (left) and GUI-Odyssey (right) ben-
efit from history-compressed optimization, especially on finished
actions, showing improved sequential decision quality.

Case Study on Historical Context Utilization. To inves-
tigate how HCPO intuitively enhances the use of historical
context, we conduct a comparative case study on two repre-
sentative tasks, as shown in Figure 6. In the flight-booking
scenario (left), HiconAgent-3B correctly reasons over pre-
vious steps and inputs Delhi as the departure city, whereas
the base model trained without HCPO mistakenly enters the
destination Brussels. Similarly, in the shopping task (right),
where repetitive history screenshots introduce visual ambi-
guity, our model robustly focuses on the current frame to
accurately select the target brand Red Chief, while the base
model fails to resolve the ambiguity and deviates from the
intended action. These cases illustrate that HCPO enables
more reliable and effective usage of historical context.

7. Conclusion

In this paper, we present HiconAgent, a history-aware GUI
agent trained with History Context-aware Policy Optimiza-
tion. Through extensive empirical investigations, we first
revisited how history is utilized in GUI reinforcement learn-
ing agents. Our two key studies revealed that different de-
cision steps prefer different history lengths and historical
actions serve as information flow anchors. By pairing DCS
and AHC, our model outperforms larger models with fewer
FLOPs. These results highlight HiconAgent as a practical
path toward lightweight, high-performance GUI agents.
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A. Visualization of SSR curve during training

During training, we monitor the execution accuracy to evalu-
ate the learning behavior of the policy over time. As shown
in Figure 8, integrating DCS into the AHC framework leads
to a clear improvement in training dynamics. The curve
with DCS achieves both higher convergence speed and better
final accuracy compared to the AHC-only baseline. This
indicates that naively relying on fixed-length histories limits
the model’s ability to generalize. In contrast, DCS adaptively
determines the effective history length based on task com-
plexity, enabling the agent to access relevant information
while avoiding overfitting to noisy or irrelevant historical
states. These results verify that dynamically sampled history
promotes more stable optimization and enhances the agent’s
capability to learn meaningful sequential dependencies.

B. Visualization of sampling distribution in
DCS.

Sampling Distribution Evolution
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Figure 9. Evolution of the sampling distribution from uniform
exploration to exponentially biased selection as training progresses.

We sample the number of preserved history blocks ; €
{0, 1,2} from a time-dependent exponential distribution. At
training step u, the sampling distribution is defined as
P ) = o207
>0 exp (A(w) )

where A(u) is a linear function that increases with u. As
shown in Figure 9, in the early stage of training, A\(u) ~ 0
and the distribution is nearly uniform, encouraging random
exploration. As training progresses, A(u) gradually grows,
yielding an increasingly biased exponential distribution that
favors larger values of 7;. This schedule smoothly shifts
the sampling strategy from random selection to full-context
history.

We define A(u) as a function that increases from 0 to
Amax Within the first o/T steps, gradually shifting the sam-
pling distribution from uniform to exponentially biased:

A1) = Amax - min (1, aiT) (8)

T denotes the total number of training steps. Apax controls
the final steepness of the exponential bias (larger Ap,ax yields
a more strongly peaked distribution that favors larger 7;),
while o determines the fraction of training used for warm-up.

1

In our implementation, we set Apax = 2, = 3

C. GUI datasets

We construct our training data from the open-source AMEX
dataset[2], which contains high-level GUI interaction tra-
jectories. Preserving the original action distribution, we
randomly sample 3,000 steps without applying additional
filtering or cleaning procedures.

AMEX AMEX is a large-scale mobile GUI dataset for
training and evaluating control agents, comprising >104K
high-resolution screenshots from 110 Android apps with
multi-level annotations. Each episode contains about 13
actions on average.
Action distribution (full dataset ratio):
e click (start_box=' (x,y) ') 24815 (64.11%)
* scroll (direction="down or up or right
or left’) 7628 (19.71%)
e finished () 2828 (7.31%)
e type (content="") 2419 (6.25%)
e press_enter () 651 (1.68%)
e impossible () 220 (0.57%)
e press_back () 135(0.35%)
e press_home () 13 (0.03%)

AndroidControl AndroidControl is diverse benchmark to
study data scaling for UI control, containing 15,283 demon-
strations spanning 14,548 unique tasks across 833 Android
apps, with both high-level and low-level human-written in-
structions for each task. Each episode contains about 5
actions on average.
Action distribution (test split):
e click (start_box=' (x,y)") 5074 (50.81%)
* finished () 1543 (15.45%)
* scroll (direction="down or up or right
or left’) 1211 (12.13%)
e type (content="") 632 (6.33%)
e open_app (app_name="'") 608 (6.09%)
* wait () 567 (5.68%)
e press_back () 343 (3.43%)
e long_press (start box='" (x,y)’") 9(0.09%)

GUI-Odyssey GUI-Odyssey is a cross-app mobile GUI
navigation dataset for multi-step workflows across apps; the
paper reports 7,735 episodes over 6 devices, 6 task types, 201
apps and ~1.4K app combinations. Each episode contains
about 15 actions on average.
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Figure 8. Training accuracy curves of Hicon-Agent with and without DCS under the AHC framework. Models trained with DCS exhibit
consistently higher accuracy and faster convergence, demonstrating that adaptive history sampling facilitates more effective learning.

Action distribution (test split):

e click (start_box=' (x,y)") 19142 (65.05%)

e type (content="") 3113 (10.58%)

¢ scroll (direction="down or up or right
or left’) 2764 (9.39%)

e press_home () 2233 (7.59%)

e finished () 1875 (6.37%)

e long_press (start box=" (x,y)’) 106 (0.36%)

e press_recent () 74 (0.25%)

e press_back () 61 (0.21%)

e impossible () 58 (0.20%)

AITW  Android in the Wild (AITW) is a large-scale dataset
for Android device control using natural language instruc-
tions. The paper reports 715,000 episodes, 30,000+ unique
instructions, 8 device types (Pixel 2 XL through Pixel 6), 4
Android versions, covering hundreds of apps and websites.
Each episode contains about 6.5 actions on average.

D. Effect of history observation and compres-
sion

We first examine the impact of historical observations by
comparing Qwen2.5VL-3B(2A), which uses only past ac-
tions, with Qwen2.5VL-3B(2A0), which includes both ac-
tions and observations from the past two steps. Incorpo-
rating visual history brings clear improvements across all
metrics (+8.96% SR), highlighting the importance of vi-
sual context in guiding decision-making. When applying
inference-only compression to the 2A0 model, performance
drops significantly (-4.95% SR). In contrast, our Hicon-
Agent-3B, trained with history-aware optimization, recovers
most of this loss and improves performance(+5.06 % SR)
compared to the compressed baseline. It also exceeds the
uncompressed 2A0 baseline in SR and grounding accuracy,
demonstrating more effective and efficient usage of histor-
ical context. This highlights the advantage of our training

strategy in mitigating the trade-off between computational
efficiency and task performance.

Models Hist. Comp. Type  Ground. SR FLOPs
Qwen2.5VL-3B | 2A - 61.05 59.61 43.33 13.21
Qwen2.5VL-3B 2A0 - 69.29 63.88 52.29 35.75
Qwen2.5VL-3B 2A0 v 66.56 61.10 47.34 25.21¢1054)

Hicon-Agent-3B|2A0 v 67.79¢+123) 65.01+391) 52.400+5.060) 25.21¢-10:54)

Table 6. Study on different strategies for history utilization on
the AndroidControl dataset. Red indicates improvement,
indicates drop. Hist. denotes the history context format, and Comp.
indicates whether history compression is applied.

E. Algorithm details

Algorithm 1 details the HCPO training loop. We begin
with on-policy, group-wise rollouts using Dynamic Context
Sampling: for each of the G samples, we first construct the
full input context {1, Hy, s; }, then draw a truncated history
H} by sampling a history length 7; < 7 sampled from the
distribution p. Given this truncated context, we sample a
response o; ~ 7, (- | I, H},s;). The corresponding reward
{r;} is computed and converted into group advantages { 4;}.

Each sampled response is then evaluated by two forward
passes of the current policy with shared parameters: (i) an
uncompressed branch that uses {I, Hy, s;} end-to-end; and
(i1) a compressed branch that mirrors the first k layers and
then drops history vision tokens after layer k, retaining ac-
tion and other tokens to form H,°. Reusing the same {0, }
isolates the effect of compression.

We optimize two clipped-ratio gradient policy losses
against g, while adding a token-level consistency term that
pulls the compressed distribution 7y (- | I, H;*, s;) toward
the uncompressed distribution my(- | I, Hf, s;). Teacher
logits from the uncompressed branch are detached to prevent
gradient flow. The final objective Lycpo preserves on-policy
learning under complete history and aligns the compressed



path for efficient inference.

Algorithm 1 History Context-aware Policy Optimization
(HCPO)

Require: Policy model 7y, old policy 7y

_ e e e e e e e
I A T o T

20:

21:
22:

23:
24:
25:
26:

27:
28:

29:

: Evaluate rewards {rq, ..
: Compute group-wise advantages {A1, ..
: # Full history branch forward pass

: fori=1to G do

© PN AW =

> Feward model
R, task instruction I, current GUI observation s;, history
context Hy = {(s¢—r,at—r), ..., (8t—1,a¢_1)}, group
size GG, compression layer k, consistency weight A

: # Group rollout with DCS
: Initialize sampling distribution p
: Build full history sequence: {I, H;, s:}

fori =1to G do
Sample history length 7; ~ p to get H}
Sample and select response o; ~ g, (- | I, Hf, s¢)

end for
. ,T(;} < R({Ol, . ,Og})
. 7AG}

Compute logits 7q,,, (0; | I, Hf, 5¢))
Compute logits 7 (0; | I, H}, 5¢))
Compute reference logits mp,(0; | I, Hf, s¢)

: end for
: # Compressed history branch forward pass
: fori=1to G do

Reuse response o; and perform forward pass with
partial history compression:
Use uncompressed input {I, H}, s;} in first k
layers
Drop history vision tokens from H} in layers
k+1to get H" ‘
Compute compressed logits 7y (0; | I, H;C, s¢)
Compute token-level KL divergence: Dy (7g(0; |
I, H?C’ 5t) H mo(0i | 1, HZ’ St))
end for
# Compute policy-gradient loss and consistency loss
Compute uncompressed policy 10ss Lo comp
Compute compressed policy 10ss Ly comp
Compute consistency loss: Lxp = Zil Dgr(+)
Compute total 1oss: Lucro = Luwiocomp + Lwscomp +
ALk,
Update model: 0 < 0 — nVyLycro

F. Prompts for training and evaluation

You are a GUI agent. You are given a
task and your action history, with
screenshots. You need to perform the
next action to complete the task. You
FIRST need to think based on the
current image, task, and historical

actions. The reasoning process MUST BE
enclosed within <think> </think> tags.
Then output the action, which MUST BE

put in <action> </action> and MUST BE

in Action Space.

## Output Format
<think>...</think><action>...</action>

## Action Space

click (start_box=’ (x,vy)"’)

type (content="")

scroll (direction="down or up or right
or left’)

press_back ()

press_home ()

press_enter ()

finished ()

## Example:

<think>The user wants to search for
shoes. The current screen has a search
bar at the top.</think>

<action>click (start_box=’ (x,y)’)</
action>

Listing 1. AMEX training prompt template.

You are a GUI agent. You are given a
task and your action history, with
screenshots. You need to perform the
next action to complete the task. You
FIRST need to think based on the
current image, task, and historical
actions. The reasoning process MUST BE
enclosed within <think> </think> tags.
Then output the action, which MUST BE
put in <action> </action> and MUST BE
in Action Space.

## Output Format
<think>...</think><action>...</action>

## Action Space

click (start_box=’ (x,y)"’)
long_press (start_box=' (x,vy)")
type (content="")

scroll (direction='"down or up or right
or left’)

open_app (app_name=’'")
press_back ()

press_home ()

wait ()

finished()

## Example:
<think>The user wants to search for



shoes. The current screen has a search
bar at the top.</think>

<action>click (start_box=' (x,y)’)</
action>

Listing 2. AndroidControl evaluation prompt template.

You are a GUI agent. You are given a
task and your action history, with
screenshots. You need to perform the
next action to complete the task. You
FIRST need to think based on the
current image, task, and historical
actions. The reasoning process MUST BE
enclosed within <think> </think> tags.
Then output the action, which MUST BE
put in <action> </action> and MUST BE
in Action Space.

## Output Format
<think>...</think><action>...</action>

## Action Space

click (start_box=’ (x,y)"’)

long_press (start_box=’ (x,vy)")

type (content="")

scroll (direction="down or up or right
or left’)
impossible ()
press_back ()
press_home ()
press_recent ()

finished()

## Example:

<think>The user wants to search for
shoes. The current screen has a search
bar at the top.</think>

<action>click (start_box=' (x,y)’)</
action>

Listing 3. GUI-Odyssey evaluation prompt template.

You are a GUI agent. You are given a
task and your action history, with
screenshots. You need to perform the
next action to complete the task. You
FIRST need to think based on the
current image, task, and historical
actions. The reasoning process MUST BE
enclosed within <think> </think> tags.
Then output the action, which MUST BE
put in <action> </action> and MUST BE
in Action Space.

## Output Format
<think>...</think><action>...</action>

## Action Space

click (start_box=’ (x,vy)"’)

long_press (start_box=’ (x,vy)’)

type (content="")

scroll (direction='down or up or right
or left’)

impossible ()

press_enter ()

press_back ()

press_home ()

finished()

## Example:

<think>The user wants to search for
shoes. The current screen has a search
bar at the top.</think>

<action>click (start_box=' (x,y)’)</
action>

Listing 4. AITW evaluation prompt template.

G. Model Behavior Across Different History
Lengths

To better understand how history length affects agent be-
havior, we provide a case study comparing the base model
and our HiconAgent-3B under different history lengths
7 € {0,1,2}. As shown in Figure 10, the base model
performs correctly when using shorter contexts (7 = 0 or
7 = 1), but fails when the history is extended to 7 = 2,
where the additional observations introduce distracting or
misleading information, causing the model to attend to an
incorrect UI element and produce the wrong action. In con-
trast, our model, trained with Dynamic Context Sampling,
still produces the correct action when 7 = 2. Since DCS
exposes the agent to diverse and progressively biased history
lengths during optimization, the model learns to effectively
utilize extended context. This qualitative evidence supports
our quantitative results, demonstrating that naively increas-
ing history is suboptimal, whereas HCPO equips the agent
with robustness across variable context windows and enables
it to benefit from longer history when necessary.

H. Visualization of successful trajectories

To better illustrate how our proposed HCPO framework facil-
itates robust decision-making, we visualize several represen-
tative successful trajectories from the evaluation benchmarks
as shown in Figure 11a and Figure 11b.



Instruction: I'm going to meet my son in Berlin for important work with my wife and I decided to go there by flight,‘
so search for the one way flight from Stuttgart to Berlin airport on January 1,2024 in the Agoda app
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Hicon-Agent-3B: <think>Since the goal
is to wants to search for a one-way
flight from Stuttgart to Berlin, | need to
click on the "Search’ button to find
available flights from Stuttgart to
Berlin on January 1, 2024. </think>
<action>click(start_box="(209,421)")
<laction>

&)

Qwen2.5VL-3B: <think>The user wants to
go from Stuttgart to Berlin, the next
logical step is to click on the 'One-way'
option to switch the search from round-
trip to one-way. </think>
<action>click(start_box="(51,151)")

</action>

Input Context: =2 {S; ,,8; 1,5:}

&

Input Context: =1 {S; 1,5}

Qwen2.5VL-3B: <think>Since the
departure and destination are already
set, the next logical step is to initiate the
search for flights. The 'Search’ button is
visible and ready to be clicked to
proceed with the search. </think>
<action>click(start_box="(218,534)")
</action>

Input Context: =0 {S;:}

Qwen2.5VL-3B: <think>The current screen
is already set up with the correct
departure and destination airports. The
next logical step is to initiate the search
for available flights. The 'Search’ button is
visible and ready to be clicked. </think>
<action>click(start_box="(213, 534))
</action>

[ Instruction: In the CNN App, turn on the breaking news alert with vibration to receive an alert in Settings. ]
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Hicon-Agent-3B: <think>Since the goal is
to enable the vibration alert, | need to
enable the Vibration option to complete
the task of setting up the alert with pop-
up and vibration. </think>
<action>click(start_box='(375, 705)')

</action> 9

®)

Qwen2.5VL-3CBj): <think>The user wants to
turn on the breaking news alert with
vibration, and the vibration option is

already enabled, the task is complete. The|
user has successfully configured the

necessary setting. </think>

<action>finished()</action>

Input Context: T =2 {S; 5, S; 1,5;}

Input Context: =1 {S;_1,S:}

Qwen2.5VL-3B: <think>The goal is to turn
on the breaking news alert with vibration, |
need to enable it by clicking on the toggle
switch. This will allow the user to receive
an alert with a vibration. </think>
<action>click(start_box="(373, 708)")
</action>

Input Context: 7 =0 {S:}

Qwen2.5VL-3B: <think>l need to ensure
that the 'Vibration' toggle is switched
on. The current screen shows the
‘Vibration' toggle is off, so | need to click
on it to enable it. </think>
<action>click(start_box="(375, 711)")
</action>

(a) Trajectory example 1
Figure 11. Case studies of our model on downstream GUI navigation tasks.
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Instruction: Use Spotify to search for and play Think of Me.

(b) Trajectory example 2
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