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Abstract

Multimodal pre-training remains constrained by the descriptive bias of im-
age—caption pairs, leading models to favor surface linguistic cues over grounded
visual understanding. We introduce MMRPT, a masked multimodal reinforcement
pre-training framework that strengthens visual reasoning in MLLMs. We are
the first to incorporate reinforcement learning directly into the pre-training
of large vision-language models, enabling learning signals that reward visual
grounding rather than caption imitation. MMRPT constructs masked multimodal
data by estimating sentence-level visual dependency via attention over visual to-
kens and masking highly vision-dependent segments; the model reconstructs these
spans through vision-grounded reasoning guided by a semantic—visual reward.
Experiments show consistent zero-shot gains across diverse benchmarks and sub-
stantially improved robustness under supervised fine-tuning, demonstrating that
reinforcement-driven masked reasoning provides a more reliable and generalizable
pre-training objective for multimodal models.

1 Introduction

Multimodal large language models (MLLMs) have rapidly advanced the integration of vision and
languagellll, 2, 13} 4} |5]], achieving strong performance on tasks such as image captioning, visual
question answering, and instruction following. These models typically rely on large-scale image—text
corpora6l], where the dominant training paradigm is to align visual features with descriptive captions
and optimize autoregressive objectives[7, 18, |9, 10l [11} [12] by next token predictions or contrastive
learning[ 13| |14} [15]. While effective for learning general vision-language correspondences, this
paradigm exhibits a fundamental limitation: the model’s visual understanding capacity is bounded
by the descriptive quality, granularity, and bias of captions[16, [17,[18][19] 20, 21]]. Captions often
provide partial, object-centric, or stylistically constrained descriptions, leaving substantial portions of
the visual scene underexplored.
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Consequently, MLLMs trained in this manner tend to adopt text-first strategies|19} 22]], relying on
learned linguistic priors or dataset biases rather than deeply grounding their predictions in visual
evidence[23) 24] 25]]. This leads to well-documented issues such as visual hallucination, shallow
cross-modal alignment, and limited abstraction abilities when reasoning about fine-grained or implicit
visual content[26, 27, 28]]. As the field pushes toward human-level visual reasoning[29, 30], these
limitations reveal a growing mismatch between current pre-training pipelines and the cognitive
processes required for genuine visual understanding[22, [31]].

A key question therefore arises: How can we move beyond imitation-driven, caption-limited
learning and enable MLLMs to acquire deeper, inference-driven visual reasoning capabilities
during pre-training? A solution must not only reduce the over-reliance on captions but also provide a
scalable mechanism for encouraging models to actively infer visual information, rather than passively
mimic textual patterns.

To address these challenges, we propose MMRPT, a Masked Multimodal Reinforcement Pre-Training
framework that rethinks how visual understanding should be acquired during multimodal pre-training.
Instead of learning passively from captions, MMRPT encourages models to actively infer missing
visual information by embedding reinforcement learning directly into the pre-training pipeline.
This shift transforms multimodal pre-training from a descriptive, imitation-driven process into a
reasoning-centered paradigm.

The key idea behind MMRPT is to leverage the model’s own decoding behavior to identify which
parts of the text genuinely depend on visual evidence. We estimate a visual dependency score
for each sentence by analyzing attention distributions over visual tokens in selected Transformer
layers. Sentences identified as highly vision-dependent are then masked, forming a large-scale corpus
of vision-sensitive masked reasoning tasks constructed automatically from ordinary image—text
data. Unlike traditional masked modeling, where missing tokens can often be reconstructed through
language priors, MMRPT ensures that the masked segments require vision-grounded reasoning,
pushing the model to engage with the image rather than rely on textual co-occurrence.

A reinforcement learning objective further strengthens this process. A reward model evaluates both
the semantic correctness and visual faithfulness of reconstructed segments, guiding the policy toward
deeper perceptual reasoning during the later stages of pre-training. This mechanism allows MMRPT
to scale naturally with existing multimodal corpora, without requiring curated annotations or synthetic
reasoning traces.

Through this design, MMRPT introduces three conceptual advances to multimodal pre-training:

* (1) Active visual inference: enabling models to reason about masked content that truly
depends on visual evidence;

* (2) Attention-driven data construction: leveraging the model’s own attention patterns to
automatically create vision-sensitive training signals;

* (3) Reinforcement-based semantic grounding: using reward-driven optimization to culti-
vate deeper, meta-level visual reasoning abilities beyond imitation learning.

Together, these improvements move MLLMs closer to genuine visual understanding, reducing
reliance on caption priors and enhancing their ability to interpret implicit, fine-grained, or abstract
visual concepts that captions typically omit.

2 Method

2.1 Identifying Vision-Dependent Language Units

A core challenge in multimodal pre-training is that many caption tokens can be predicted without
relying on the image. To ensure our masked RL tasks genuinely require visual reasoning, we identify
visually dependent language at two granularities: sentence-level (coarse) and token-level (refined).

(1) Sentence-Level Visual Dependency Estimation: Given an image-text pair ((I,7 =
S1,.-.,5n)), where each (s;) is a sentence, we feed the model in autoregressive mode and extract
cross-attention matrices from selected Transformer layers. Let:



(V) denote visual tokens after encoding the image (T") denote text tokens (Attng(¢, z:)) denote the
attention weight from text token (¢) to token (x) at layer (¢)

For a sentence (s;), we compute its visual dependency score:

1 ZZ Zvev Attng(t,v)

Dvis(si) T 5 (1)
[s:]| L] e > wevur Attng(t, )
where (L) is a set of attention layers chosen for visual grounding.
A sentence is classified as vision-dependent if:
Dyis(s;) > T, (@)

where (7) is an adaptive threshold (e.g., mean + -std over the entire caption). This formulation
avoids token-level noise and captures semantic groups that genuinely require visual grounding.

(2) Token-Level Visual-Need Refinement via a Text-Only LLLM: Even in a highly visual sentence,
not all tokens require image evidence. We therefore refine candidate masks using a text-only LLM

(feext)-

Given a sentence (s;), we prompt the LLM to produce a binary label for each token (w):

Yw = frext(w | 84, instruction), (3)

where (y,, = 1) indicates that humans would need the image to determine the meaning of (w). We
keep only tokens satisfying:

Yw = 1 and Dvis(si) Z T. (4)

This two-step pipeline ensures that mask units are both cognitively aligned (from textual reasoning)
and model-grounded (from visual attention).

2.2 Constructing Vision-Sensitive Masked Data for RL

Simply masking tokens in captions is insufficient because models may reconstruct them using textual
shortcuts or accidental exposure during training. We design a principled construction mechanism to
guarantee that each masked sample requires vision-dependent inference, forming high-quality input
for RL.

(1) Masking Constraints to Prevent Shortcut Learning.
a) Only one masked token per generated RL sample.

For each caption (T"), assume we identify maskable positions (m1, ma, ..., my). Instead of masking
all at once, we produce k independent RL samples, each masking a single unit:

TV =T\ m;, j=1,...,k 5)
This prevents mutual inference between masked locations.

b) Only mask the first occurrence of repeated tokens.

While sentence-level visual dependency identifies which sentences likely require visual grounding,
not every token within such sentences is genuinely vision-dependent. To further refine the masking
targets, we employ an external text-only LLM that operates purely on the original caption text
without access to the image.

The LLM is instructed to identifies token spans within image captions that exhibit generative visual
necessity-i.e., segments that cannot be contextually inferred from linguistic priors alone and require
direct visual input for coherent generation.

¢) Truncating samples to avoid exposure of answers.



Let (s;) be the sentence containing the masked token. We define the final RL input as:

T =gy, ..., smasked, 6)

? %

discarding all subsequent sentences (s;+1, - . -, Sy). This prevents leakage of the unmasked token
later in the caption.

d) Maintain sequential order for samples derived from the same caption.
If a caption yields multiple masked samples (Té]{), cee Tlgf)), their internal training order satisfies:
T <1 << (7)
Globally, the dataset is shuffled, but within each caption group, ordering prevents premature exposure
to future information.
(2) Resulting Dataset Properties
The final dataset (Dp,sx) satisfies:
Dinask = U(Iia Ti(,{z)Lv mi ;) (3)
i,

where each entry forces the model to reconstruct (m;_ ;) only from image evidence, enabling the
subsequent reinforcement learning stage to optimize visual reasoning behavior.

2.3 Masked Multimodal Reinforcement Pre-Training

After constructing the vision-sensitive masked dataset (Dpask), we train the model to actively infer the
masked visual content using masked span reasoning. Unlike standard supervised masked-prediction
objectives, we formulate the task as a reinforcement learning (RL) problem [[12} 132} 33]], enabling
the model to learn deeper visual reasoning behaviors rather than merely fitting textual co-occurrence
patterns.

(1) Masked Span Reasoning with Structured Reason— Answer Outputs.
For each masked sample ((I, Tk, m)), where (m) is the masked span, the model generates two
structured segments:

* areasoning trace, enclosed in a special tag (e.g., ‘<think> ... </think>*), and

« afinal answer, placed inside ‘<answer> ... </answer>".
This format encourages the model to explicitly articulate its visual reasoning process before commit-
ting to an answer. Let the generative trajectory be (0), consisting of (Oink) and (Oanswer)-
(2) RL Objective design.
The RL objective is:

J(0) = E(1,1,m)~Dpss Bonro (1,7) [r(0, m)] -

We design reward (r(o,m)) using structure, semantic, and token-level correctness.

To ensure the model truly infers the masked span using visual evidence, we revise the answer reward
to incorporate strict prefix matching between the predicted answer and the ground-truth span, in
addition to string-level Exact Match(EM). The reward now becomes:

7"(07 m) = Tformat(o) + rans(oanswen m) )
a) String-level Exact Match (EM).

As before, EM checks whether the normalized decoded answer exactly matches the ground-truth
masked content:

1 if normalized strings are identical,

10
0 otherwise. 10)

EM(Oanswervm) = {



b) Strict Prefix Token Matching

Let (y = tok(m)) be the tokenized ground-truth span, (¥ = tok(0answer)) be the tokenized answer.
We define strict prefix match as:

1 if y is a strict prefix of y,
0 otherwise.

PrefixMatch(y,y) = { (11)

This design serves two important purposes: 1) It avoids penalizing the model when it predicts an
incomplete but correct beginning of the masked span. 2) It reduces brittleness caused by minor
tokenizer-level variations, while still preventing over-generous scoring for semantically unrelated
outputs.

c) Final Answer Reward
The correctness score is then:
rans = max(EM, PrefixMatch), (12)

ensuring that the model receives reward as long as it produces a correct prefix of the masked
content-even if the full span is not reproduced verbatim.

This softer yet principled correctness metric is particularly useful when the masked unit is long or
contains tokens whose boundaries are tokenizer-dependent.

3 Experiment

3.1 Experiment Setup

Masked-pretraining data: We use the publicly available image—caption set ALLaVA-Caption-
LAION-4V[34] as the source corpus for mask construction, which provides sufficiently diverse
visual contexts and rich natural language descriptions.

Proxy Multimodal Model for Visual Attention Measurement: To compute sentence-level visual
dependency scores (Section [2.I)), we adopt Qwen2.5-VL-7B [9] as the proxy vision-language model.
Following analyses in prior work on attention grounding and multimodal interpretability[35] 36} 37],
we use several last few layers of all the decoder layers (e.g., the last 3 to 6 of all the 36 layers) for
visual dependency computation. These bottom layers have been shown to best capture semantic-level
cross-modal interactions, making them appropriate for identifying genuinely vision-critical language
spans.

Text-Only LLLM for Fine-Grained Visual-Need Annotation: To refine visually dependent units
within each sentence (Section 2.1)), we employ Qwen2.5-Instruct-72B [9], a high-capacity text-only
LLM with strong semantic reasoning abilities. The model receives the raw caption text and outputs
a version annotated with {...} brackets marking tokens or phrases that cannot be reliably inferred
without visual information.

RL Framework: Our reinforcement learning pipeline is built on Easy-R1[38}139], a training frame-
work designed for scalable reasoning-oriented RL, combined with Verl[39]], a modular and production-
grade RL engine for large language models.

Benchmarks: We evaluate models, using VLMEvalKit [40], on a diverse suite of seven multimodal
reasoning benchmarks spanning perception, visual grounding, language—vision alignment, and
numerical or symbolic inference.

* MM Vet [41]], MMBench-v1.1 [42], and MMStar [43]] measure general-purpose visual
understanding and multi-step reasoning across real-world images;

* BLINK [44] evaluates fine-grained visual grounding and disambiguation under minimal
textual priors.;

» MathVista-MINI [45] and WeMath [46] focus on visual-mathematical reasoning involving
diagrams, equations, and implicit numeric cues;

* ChartQA [47] examines structured comprehension of charts and plots, emphasizing cross-
modal parsing and factual consistency.
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Figure 1: Layer-wise within- and between-sentence variance of token-level visual dependency in
Qwen2.5-VL-7B. Both metrics peak in the upper-middle decoder layers (29-31), indicating that these
layers best differentiate visually grounded content from language-only content. We therefore adopt
this layer region for dependency estimation in MMRPT.

Together, these benchmarks cover a broad spectrum of multimodal competencies and provide a
comprehensive assessment of visual grounding, cross-modal reasoning, and robustness.

3.2 Layer-wise Analysis of Visual Dependency

To determine which decoder layers provide the most reliable signal for visual-dependency estimation,
we probe Qwen2.5-VL-7B on 5k captions and compute token-level visual attention ratios for every
layer. For each caption, we segment the text into sentences and derive two simple statistics at layer

-

* Within-Sentence Variance (oyimin(!)): the average token-level variance inside each sen-
tence, measuring how strongly a layer highlights localized visual-dependent spans within
a sentence;

* Between-Sentence Variance (opetween(!): the variance of sentence-level means within
the same caption, indicating how well a layer separates vision-driven sentences from
language-driven ones.

The ideal layers for estimating visual dependency should (i) show clear token-level contrast inside
truly vision-dependent sentences, and (ii) yield large differences across sentences of a caption, since
mixed captions typically contain both visually grounded and purely linguistic segments.

Figure [1| reports (oyitin(!)) and (Opetween (1)) across all decoder layers. Both within-sentence and
between-sentence variance exhibit a characteristic “semantic-alignment pattern”: early layers remain
low, mid layers gradually increase, and upper-middle layers (roughly layer 29-31) reach the highest
contrast. This matches the common observation that cross-modal alignment emerges in the upper-
middle decoder layers of VL models, whereas the final layers increasingly favor linguistic decoding.
Qualitative inspection further confirms that these high-contrast spans correspond to salient objects,
on-image text, or simple visual attributes. Based on this trend, we select the last 4-6 layers for
visual-dependency estimation.

3.3 Main Results

To assess the effect of MMRPT as a pre-training paradigm rather than as a tuning trick, we directly
compare the original model (Base) and the model after masked multimodal reinforcement pre-
training (MMRPT) under identical conditions. Neither model receives supervised fine-tuning in this
comparison. Both models are evaluated in the zero-shot setting.



MMVet MMBench MMStar BLINK MathVista WeMath ChartQA
Qwen2.5-VL-3B-Instruct

Base 0.5940 0.7996 0.5604 0.4890 0.6230 0.2381 0.8408
MMRPT  0.60627 0.80567 0.58191  0.494017  0.63507 0.24641  0.83964

Qwen2.5-VL-7B-Instruct

Base 0.6740 0.8259 0.6390 0.5513 0.6820 0.3596 0.8725
MMRPT 0.68127  0.83367 0.65241  0.55897  0.690471 0.36881T  0.87337

Table 1: Zero-shot comparison between the original Base model and the MMRPT-enhanced model
across multiple Qwen2.5-VL scales. Green (1) indicates performance improvement; red (|) indicates
a decrease.

MMVet MMBench MMStar BLINK MathVista WeMath ChartQA
Qwen2.5-VL-3B-Instruct

Base+SFT 0.642217  0.7908. 0.58347 0.50167  0.5920) 0.25027  0.6769)
MMRPT+SFT 0.65087  0.80747 0.601217 0.51141  0.64067 0.26141  0.83667

Qwen2.5-VL-7B-Instruct

Base+SFT 0.72661  0.8150) 0.64771  0.57241  0.6612] 0.39621  0.8125]
MMRPT+SFT 0.73987  0.82967 0.656117 0.57881  0.70231 0.40061T  0.87987

Table 2: Fine-tuned performance comparison between the original Base models (Base+SFT) and the
MMRPT-enhanced models (MMRPT+SFT) under identical supervised training conditions across
multiple Qwen2.5-VL scales. All models are evaluated on the same set of multimodal reasoning
benchmarks.

Results in Table [T] show that MMRPT delivers consistent zero-shot gains over the Base model
across nearly all benchmarks, with absolute improvements typically in the 0.5-1% range. While the
magnitude is modest, the uniformity of the gains indicates that masked multimodal reinforcement
pre-training strengthens the model’s ability to extract and use visual evidence without additional
supervision. The only task showing no clear benefit is ChartQA, whose highly structured chart-
parsing nature relies less on the visual grounding mechanisms targeted by MMRPT. Overall, these
results demonstrate that MMRPT provides a stable and generalizable enhancement to multimodal
reasoning.

To assess whether MMRPT provides a better initialization for downstream learning, we fine-tune both
the original model (Base+SFT) and the MMRPT-pretrained model (MMRPT+SFT) on a 100k curated
WeMath-style corpus distilled from the WeThink [48]] dataset using GLM-4.5V [10] and Seed-1.5VL
[49], ensuring high-quality multi-step visual-math reasoning traces under identical optimization
settings. Both variants use the same architecture, tokenizer, multimodal adapters, training corpus,
optimization schedule, and hyperparameters; the only difference lies in whether MMRPT is applied
before fine-tuning. We evaluate all models again, as Table|2| shows, on the same benchmark suite as
in the zero-shot setting.

After supervised fine-tuning on domain-specific data (e.g., WeMath), the Base model exhibits
substantial in-domain gains but suffers pronounced degradation on out-of-distribution benchmarks
such as MMBench, MathVista, and ChartQA, indicating a clear overfitting tendency and a loss
of general multimodal competence. In contrast, the MMRPT-pretrained model maintains stable
performance across all OOD evaluations under the same fine-tuning setup, while still achieving
comparable or slightly higher in-domain improvements. This demonstrates that MMRPT provides a
more robust initialization for downstream learning, effectively preventing catastrophic degradation
and preserving general reasoning ability even after task-specialized fine-tuning.

4 Conclusion

We introduced MMRPT, a masked multimodal reinforcement pre-training framework designed to
strengthen visual grounding and cross-modal reasoning in large vision—language models. By identify-



ing vision-dependent spans and training the model to reconstruct them through RL-guided reasoning,
MMRPT pushes the model beyond caption imitation toward more faithful visual understanding.
Experiments across diverse multimodal benchmarks show consistent zero-shot gains and substantially
improved robustness under supervised fine-tuning, where MMRPT prevents the degradation com-
monly observed in standard models. These results demonstrate that integrating reinforcement-driven
masked reasoning into the pre-training pipeline offers a simple yet effective path toward more reliable
and generalizable multimodal intelligence.
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