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Figure 1. End-to-end 4D generation. Given a text prompt and a single input image (left), WorldReel generates a video (center) together
with explicit 4D scene representations: per-frame geometry (depth + point cloud) with calibrated camera poses, and per-frame motion
(optical flow, scene flow) with object masks (bottom panels). The rendered 4D scenes (right) exhibit consistent structure over time, even
under non-rigid dynamics, illustrating spatiotemporal consistency and tight coupling of appearance, geometry, and motion. Project page:
https://bshfang.github.io/worldreel/

Abstract

Recent video generators achieve striking photorealism,
yet remain fundamentally inconsistent in 3D. We present
WorldReel, a 4D video generator that is natively spatio-
temporally consistent. WorldReel jointly produces RGB
frames together with 4D scene representations, including
pointmaps, camera trajectory, and dense flow mapping, en-
abling coherent geometry and appearance modeling over
time. Our explicit 4D representation enforces a single under-
lying scene that persists across viewpoints and dynamic con-
tent, yielding videos that remain consistent even under large
non-rigid motion and significant camera movement. We train
WorldReel by carefully combining synthetic and real data:
synthetic data providing precise 4D supervision (geometry,
motion, and camera), while real videos contribute visual di-

versity and realism. This blend allows WorldReel to general-
ize to in-the-wild footage while preserving strong geometric
fidelity. Extensive experiments demonstrate that WorldReel
sets a new state-of-the-art for consistent video generation
with dynamic scenes and moving cameras, improving metrics
of geometric consistency, motion coherence, and reducing
view-time artifacts over competing methods [3, 10, 26]. We
believe that WorldReel brings video generation closer to
4D-consistent world modeling, where agents can render, in-
teract, and reason about scenes through a single and stable
spatiotemporal representation.

1. Introduction
Recent video generators [32, 56, 72] have rapidly gained pop-
ularity, delivering impressive perceptual quality and realism
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across diverse prompts and scenes. Despite their impressive
success in image fidelity and temporal smoothness, these
models do not maintain a single stable 3D scene that evolves
over time. The resulting inconsistencies manifest as view-
time drift, geometric flicker, and entangled camera/scene
motion; these limitations become acute when extrapolating
viewpoints or editing content as in emerging world model
settings.

A natural next aspiration is 4D generation, in which a
model maintains a coherent spatiotemporal scene represen-
tation. Prior efforts either optimize explicit dynamic scene
representations [2, 38, 43] or post-hoc lift controllably gen-
erated 2D videos into 3D structure [45, 52, 76]. These ap-
proaches improve geometric alignment, but either are com-
putationally heavy or fundamentally inherit the geometric
inconsistency of 2D video priors, with limited capability to
generalize to in-the-wild dynamics. None natively integrates
a true 4D structure into a generative prior.

We propose WorldReel, a unified 4D generator that jointly
produces RGB, per-frame geometry, and motion in both 2D
and 3D, explicitly outputting pointmaps, calibrated camera
trajectories, and scene flow. In contrast to 2D optical flow
or keypoint tracking used in prior methods [6, 25], scene
flow directly encodes 3D dynamics, (i) cleanly disentan-
gling camera motion from object motion and (ii) operating
in a physically-grounded evolving 3D frame. To prevent
appearance from leaking into geometry/motion channels,
we introduce an appearance-independent representation that
stabilizes learning signals across viewpoints and lighting of
both synthetic and real data.

At the core of WorldReel is an augmented geometry-
motion latent for a video diffusion transformer. This latent
explicitly carries geometry and motion information through
the generative process, yielding two benefits: (i) stronger in-
ductive bias for 4D consistency and (ii) appearance-agnostic
conditioning that improves generalization. Crucially, we
demonstrate how to leverage this appearance-independent
representation for effectively using synthetic datasets that
provide accurate 4D labels (geometry, motion, camera) with-
out sacrificing realism when mixed with real videos.

We design an architecture that predicts 4D from the geo-
motion latent via multi-task learning with a customized tem-
poral DPT-style decoder. Specifically, a lightweight shared
backbone captures correlations among geometric tasks, with
multiple task-specific heads for pointmaps, camera, dynamic
mask, and scene flow. We train these outputs jointly with
regularization terms that explicitly decouple static and dy-
namic components of the scene. This enforces geometric
consistency on static structure and motion consistency on
non-rigid regions, resulting in 4D coherence under both ob-
ject and camera motion.

We extensively compare WorldReel with state-of-the-art
video and 4D generation models [3, 10, 52] in terms of both

(i) geometry and motion consistency of generated videos,
and (ii) geometric quality of generated 4D scenes, where
WorldReel delivers consistent and substantial improvements.
For video generation, WorldReel produces stronger cam-
era and subject motion, achieving the best dynamic degree
on both general and complex motion, while maintaining
state-of-the-art photorealism. For generated 4D scenes, our
geometry is significantly more accurate, reducing depth error
from 0.353 → 0.287 and achieving the lowest camera pose
errors compared to recent 4D/3D-aware baselines [3, 10].

In summary, our main contributions are: (i) WorldReel as
a unified generative framework that outputs RGB, pointmaps,
calibrated cameras, optical flow, and scene flow, enforc-
ing a persistent dynamic 3D scene through time; (ii) an
appearance-agnostic geo-motion latent that embeds explicit
geometry and motion, improving generalization and enabling
strong supervision from synthetic and real data; (iii) a shared,
lightweight DPT backbone with multi-task heads and tar-
geted regularizers that decouple camera motion from dy-
namic components for tight geometric and motion consis-
tency. As a result, WorldReel sets a new SoTA in terms of
4D consistent output, especially for dynamic assets, taking a
step towards 4D-consistent world modeling, where scenes
can be rendered, edited, and reasoned about from a single
stable spatiotemporal representation.

2. Related Works

2.1. Diffusion Models for Video Generation

The success of diffusion models in image synthesis [15, 47]
has been extended to video generation, demonstrating
promising results [13, 19, 50, 67]. Specifically, latent diffu-
sion [5, 7, 16, 46, 55] is applied, where a variational autoen-
coder [31] first encodes the image or video into a compact
latent representation, and the diffusion process is performed
in the latent space. This variational approach forms the basis
for current state-of-the-art video generation models, includ-
ing cascaded diffusion systems [18, 64, 75] and large diffu-
sion models [20, 32, 56, 72] built on DiT backbones [39].
However, a commonly recognized limitation of these mod-
els [5, 20] is their struggle with physical plausibility; they
often fail to produce consistent 3D geometric structures and
coherent temporal motions.
Geometry-Aware Video Generation. To address the lack
of 3D consistency, many works have focused on integrat-
ing geometric priors into the generation process. Some
methods jointly model video and geometry in the form of
depth [3, 11, 23, 69] or point clouds [10, 11, 74], enabling
the simultaneous generation of video and its underlying geo-
metric structure; OmniVDiff [69] models appearance, depth,
Canny edges, and semantic segmentation simultaneously,
enabling multi-modal conditional control; GeoVideo [3] ad-
ditionally introduces an explicit geometric regularization
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loss, further improving 3D consistency in generated videos.
Furthermore, [66] uses a 3D foundation model [57] to implic-
itly incorporate geometric priors, aligning the video latent
space with the foundation model’s features. However, these
methods largely neglect scene dynamics and motion, focus-
ing primarily on static scenes.
Motion-Aware Video Generation. In a parallel effort to
improve temporal coherence, motion priors are incorporated
into the generation process and have shown effective re-
sults. Track4Gen [25] adds an auxiliary point tracking task
to provide explicit spatial supervision over diffusion latents.
Additionally, optical flow, as a simple, generic, and eas-
ily obtainable motion representation, is frequently utilized.
Videojam [6] jointly models video and optical flow during
generation, and introduces an inference-time guidance mech-
anism using the motion prediction as a dynamic guidance
signal. In addition, optical flow is also useful as an input
condition to achieve coherent and smooth motion during
generation [28, 48]. Alternatively [37, 62], optical flow is
used to assess motion quality and intensity, guiding video
generation models to generate smoother/dynamic motions.

2.2. Feed-Forward 4D Perception
Latest 4D feed-forward models aim to recover camera
parameters and consistent geometric properties, such as
depth and tracking, directly from image sequences. Fol-
lowing the success of Dust3R [61] on static scenes, sev-
eral works have adapted the transformer-based framework
to dynamic scenarios for image pairs [9, 14, 73] or longer
sequences [27, 60, 81]. Alternative approaches leverage
large-scale foundation models. For instance, Geo4D [26]
and GeometryCrafter [71] repurpose video generation mod-
els [5, 70] for multi-modal geometry generation, leveraging
the strong dynamic priors learned by pre-trained video dif-
fusion models. Meanwhile, L4P [1] utilizes a pre-trained
video encoder [59] to extract video features for various down-
stream 4D tasks. In our method, we generate various 4D
properties together with the videos.

2.3. 4D Generation
Early methods [2, 38, 43, 51] optimize explicit 4D scene
representations [41, 65] with score distillation sampling
(SDS) [40], leveraging priors from video diffusion models [5,
50] and 3D-aware multi-view diffusion models [35, 49].
These optimization-based pipelines suffer from high com-
putational cost and long generation times, and are typically
constrained to single dynamic object generation. To improve
scalability, recent methods have moved to feed-forward pre-
diction that outputs a 4D scene representation in a single
pass. L4GM [44] extends the LGM [53] to predict per-frame
3D Gaussian splats, but remains limited to single-object set-
tings. Others [45, 52, 68, 76] leverage controllable video
generation to synthesize dynamic videos, but require an ad-

ditional reconstruction stage to create the 4D representation.
TesserAct [77] proposes jointly predicting RGB-DN (RGB,
Depth, and Normal) videos to build a 4D world model. How-
ever, it is specifically tailored for embodied robotics and
focuses largely on manipulation scenarios. 4DNeX [10]
jointly models videos and point cloud geometry, training on
dynamic datasets to enable dynamic point cloud generation.
Despite this, their approach does not explicitly model scene
dynamics and produces nearly fixed camera motion.

We follow these works to build our method on a video
generation model. Moreover, we generate all 2D and 3D
geometry and motion simultaneously from an augmented
video latent space and design regularization terms to enforce
motion and geometry consistency across time.

3. WorldReel
Based on existing powerful video generation models, we
improve the spatio-temporal consistency of generated videos
by introducing 4D inductive bias. In the following part,
we first review the basics of video generation via latent
diffusion (Sec. 3.1). We then introduce two key designs of
WorldReel, including a latent space augmented by additional
2.5D inputs (Sec. 3.2), and the unified 4D outputs that are
directly supervised for improving consistent video and 4D
geometry modeling (Sec. 3.3).

3.1. Preliminary: Video Latent Diffusion
Our method is built on the latest latent diffusion video genera-
tion methods with transformer-based models [32, 56, 72, 79],
where the diffusion process occurs in a lower-dimensional la-
tent space of a pre-trained 3D VAE [72]. Given a clean video
clip X1:N ∈ RN×H×W×3, the latent can be denoted as
z0 = E(X1:N ), where E is the encoder of the 3D VAE. The
diffusion involves a forward process that adds a Gaussian
noise ϵ ∼ N (0, I) to obtain the noisy latent zt = αtz0+σtϵ,
where t = 1, · · · , T is the diffusion time step and αt and
σt are noise scheduler parameters. The reverse process is to
remove noise through a denoiser fθ with condition c, trained
by minimizing:

min
θ

Et∼U [1,T ], ϵ∼N (0,I)

[∥∥fθ(zt, t, c)− ϵ
∥∥2
2

]
(1)

3.2. Geometry-Motion Augmented Latent
Our objective is to generate dynamic 4D scenes using a
video diffusion model, which requires the ability to jointly
model video appearance, 3D geometry, and complex motion.
To achieve this, we propose to extend the latent space of
video generation models by introducing explicit priors for
geometry and motion. We use frame-aligned depth maps
and optical flow to jointly model 2.5-D geometry and mo-
tion. Concretely, depth captures the scene structure under
perspective, while optical flow summarizes the per-pixel
displacement induced by both camera and object motion.
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Figure 2. Overview of WorldReel. We augment a video diffusion transformer with a geo–motion latent (from RGB and 2.5D cues such as
depth/optical flow) to inject a 4D inductive bias for spatio-temporal consistency. A temporal DPT decoder is trained with direct supervision
and regularization to predict unified 4D outputs (depth/point cloud, calibrated camera, 3D scene flow, and masks).

Our choice of depth and optical flow as the preliminary
geo-motion representation is based on several advantages: i)
Both depth maps and optical flow fields possess a dense,
image-like structure that is intrinsically aligned to RGB
frames. This modality compatibility allows us to leverage
powerful, pre-trained 3D VAEs to directly encode and de-
code them (as shown in [21, 30]) and is easy to integrate into
existing video generation pipelines. ii) High-quality depth
maps and optical flow are readily obtainable from powerful
foundation models [21, 63], which enables our model train-
ing to be conducted at scale. iii) The geo-motion latent is
3D-focused, which factors out the appearance and texture
of the generated scene, resulting in a smaller distribution
gap between synthetic and real-world data. When training
subsequent 4D generation tasks, this disentanglement en-
ables better leverage of accurate ground-truth annotations
from synthetic datasets, leading to stronger generalization
performance.

To encode the additional inputs of depth Di ∈ RH×W×1,
and forward optical flow F 2d

i ∈ RH×W×2 with existing 3D
VAE, we need to align them to the same value range with
the RGB images. Thus, we get the normalized depth and
optical flow as D̃i = 2 · Di−dmin

dmax−dmin
−1 and F̃ 2d

i =
F 2d

i

|F 2d|max
,

where dmax and dmin are the maximum and minimum depth
and |F 2d|max is the maximum displacement scale across all
frames. The geo-motion latent can be encoded by the pre-
trained 3D VAE, denoted as zgm

0 = E([D̃; F̃ 2d]), where [·; ·]
denotes concatenation along the channel dimension. With
the original video latent zrgb

0 = E(X), we can obtain the
augmented latent for the diffusion model by channel-wise
concatenation z0 = [zrgb

0 ; zgm
0 ]

Adapt Existing Video Generation Models. We then train
the video diffusion DiT to model the joint distribution over
appearance and geo-motion in the augmented latent space.
To effectively leverage pre-trained weights, we adapt the

original transformer architecture with minimal modifications.
Specifically, only the input and output projection layers are
modified for the doubled channel dimension of z0, while all
intermediate blocks remain unchanged. To further stabilize
training, we employ a zero-initialization scheme for the input
projection layer: weights corresponding to the original video
latent zrgb are loaded from the pre-trained model, while new
expanded parameters corresponding to the geo-motion latent
zgm are initialized to zero. This strategy ensures that, at the
beginning of training, the model’s behavior is identical to
that of the original video diffusion model, improving training
stability.

3.3. 4D Video Modeling

Unified 4D Representations as Outputs. While leveraging
additional inputs of depth and optical flow provides strong
priors for improving video generation in latent space, they
are insufficient to recover the 3D scene structure, especially
for disentangling camera and object motion which is ill-
posed under the 2.5-D setting. Thus, we opt to predict finer-
grained 4D representations of the generated video clip and
apply explicit supervision. In detail, except for the video clip,
the model also outputs the corresponding camera trajectory,
point clouds, and object foreground masks. The supervision
of 4D representations enables consistent spatial alignment
across frames, by back-propagating geometry-related gradi-
ents to the latent space. This design choice also effectively
helps the disentanglement between camera motion and ob-
ject motion, encouraging the model to capture 3D dynamics
in a better latent space.

Formally, for a downsampled set of latent frames i =
1, · · ·N ′, we define the output unified 4D representation
as (Di, Pi, Ci, F

3d
i ,Mi). Ci ∈ R9 are camera intrinsics

and extrinsics following the parameterization in [57]. Pi ∈
RH×W×3 is the point cloud, F 3d

i ∈ RH×W×3 is the forward
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scene flow, and Mi ∈ RH×W is the dynamic (foreground)
mask. Camera parameters Ci, point clouds Pi, and scene
flow F 3d

i are all represented in the first-frame canonical
coordinate system for a consistent scene description.
Model Design. To predict the unified 4D representations, we
design a customized temporal DPT [42] architecture. The
model first extracts multi-scale dense features from the in-
put latent, which are then processed and aggregated using a
DPT-like fusion backbone incorporating temporal transform-
ers (see supp.). Critically, our design is motivated by the
high correlation between target geometric representations.
We utilize a single, shared DPT-style decoder to process and
generate unified dense features. Only at the final output layer
do multiple lightweight, task-specific heads predict their re-
spective tasks. This not only ensures significant parameter
efficiency but also acts as a strong form of regularization,
forcing the model to learn a unified and geometrically con-
sistent representation for all tasks.
Training. Our model is trained using a two-stage strategy
to ensure stability and optimize both generative quality and
4D accuracy. The first stage trains the video diffusion trans-
former and the temporal DPT heads in isolation. The second
stage then jointly trains the full model end-to-end with addi-
tional regularization terms.

Specifically, we first finetune the video diffusion trans-
former to accommodate the new geo-motion augmented
latent. We use a standard diffusion loss as defined in Eq. 1.
The total loss combines losses on the appearance component
and the geo-motion components: Ldiff = Lrgb

diff + Lgm
diff.

To pre-train the temporal DPT heads on 4D prediction,
we use the clean geo-motion latent zgm

0 as input and optimize
using a comprehensive multi-task loss Ldpt.

Ldpt = Ldepth + Lpc + Lcam + Lmask + λflowLflow. (2)

We use masked L1 loss for Ldepth and Lpc on pixels with
valid depth values; Huber loss for Lcam; BCE loss for Lmask.
In Lflow, we reweight the loss pixel-wise to focus on the pre-
diction of the foreground motion according to the dynamic
mask M̂i (see supp. for details).

Then, we jointly train the video transformer model and
the temporal DPT heads end-to-end. Regularization terms
are added for geometry and temporal consistency. To ensure
geometry consistency in the static background and motion
smoothness for dynamic objects, we apply different reg-
ularization terms. We use M̂ bg

i and M̂ fg
i to represent the

background and foreground masks derived from M̂i label.

Ldepth
reg =

∑
i

∑
j

∥∥∥M̂ bg
i ⊙ (Dj − Proj(Di, Ti→j))

∥∥∥
2

Lflow
reg =

∑
i

(∥∥∥M̂ fg
i ⊙∇xF

3d
i

∥∥∥
2
+
∥∥∥M̂ fg

i ⊙∇yF
3d
i

∥∥∥
2

)
Lreg = Ldepth

reg + Lflow
reg

(3)

Here Ti→j is the transformation matrix derived from
Ci, Cj . The joint training objective is

L = Ldiff + λdptLdpt + λregLreg (4)

3.4. 4D Data Preparation
Training a model for comprehensive 4D video generation re-
quires a diverse, high-quality video dataset with correspond-
ing 4D labels, encompassing a wide range of dynamics and
sufficient scene complexity. Therefore, we employ a mixed-
data strategy [4, 29, 58, 78, 80], leveraging both synthetic
datasets with ground-truth labels and real-world videos with
pseudo-annotations.

Synthetic datasets include PointOdyssey [78],
BEDLAM [4], Dynamic Replica [29], and
Omniworld-Game [80]. Synthetic data alone is lim-
ited in scale and complexity, which can impede the model’s
generalization to real-world scenarios. We therefore
supplement our training with real-world videos. While
some recent works construct 4D datasets [10, 58] by
filtering large-scale sources [8, 12] and using off-the-shelf
annotation models [33, 73], the resulting labels are noisy
and of insufficient quality. We start with high-quality raw
videos filtered from Panda-70M [8] by SpatialVid [58] and
re-annotate them using state-of-the-art vision foundation
models to obtain superior pseudo-labels. Specifically, for
per-frame depth, we use GeometryCrafter [71] to obtain
temporally smooth depth sequences. For feed-forward
4D task labels corresponding to latent frames, we employ
ViPE [22] to obtain camera parameters, depth maps, and
foreground masks. We obtain the point cloud annotations
by back-projecting the depth map with camera poses, and
all camera poses and point clouds are in the first-frame
canonical coordinates.
2D/3D Motion Labels. Accurate motion supervision is crit-
ical, yet ground-truth scene flow is rarely available. For
all datasets, we estimate frame-to-frame optical flow us-
ing SEA-RAFT [63]. Then, inspired by zero-MSF [34],
we compute large-scale, dense scene flow labels from op-
tical flow and corresponding geometry labels. We derive
dense 3D scene-flow pseudo-labels F̂ 3d

i ∈ RH×W×3 in
the first-camera canonical frame for each adjacent pair
(Xi, Xi+1). We first get the forward and backward op-
tical flow F 2d

i→i+1, F
2d
i+1→i ∈ RH×W×2, and their per-

pixel uncertainties σ2d
i→i+1, σ

2d
i+1→i ∈ RH×W using SEA-

RAFT [63]. For pixel u = (x, y) in frame i, define the
forward-mapped pixel q(u) = u+ F 2d

i→i+1(u). Scene flow
is then retrieved by

F̂ 3d
i (u) =

{
Pi+1(q(u))− Pi(u), if M̂i(u) = 1,

0, otherwise.
(5)

The scene flow labels generated by finding the cor-
respondence in adjacent point clouds may contain large
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Table 1. Quantitative comparison on image-to-video (I2V) generation under two splits: General motion and Complex motion. Metrics:
dynamic degree (d.d.; ↑), motion smoothness (m.s.; ↑), I2V-subject/background (i2v-s./i2v-b.; ↑), subject consistency (s.c.; ↑), Fréchet Video
Distance (FVD; ↓), and FID (↓). WorldReel achieves the best overall performance, with notably higher dynamic degree while maintaining
strong s.c. and perceptual quality (lower FVD/FID). Bold indicates best; underline second-best. Gray rows denote methods that primarily
focus on nearly-static scenes.

General motion Complex motion
method d.d. m.s. i2v-s. i2v-b. s.c. FVD FID d.d m.s. i2v-s. i2v-b. s.c. FVD FID

Cogvideox-I2V [72] 0.37 0.976 0.967 0.970 0.928 617.4 47.69 0.52 0.972 0.954 0.960 0.916 824.8 52.97
4DNeX [10] 0.03 0.994 0.993 0.990 0.983 712.5 44.97 0.19 0.994 0.987 0.985 0.983 632.8 49.79

DimensionX [52] 0.47 0.987 0.974 0.979 0.943 470.7 42.28 0.93 0.980 0.963 0.970 0.910 605.3 46.97
GeoVideo [3] 0.54 0.987 0.979 0.980 0.932 371.3 46.78 0.79 0.985 0.971 0.974 0.914 409.9 49.92

WorldReel (ours) 0.73 0.990 0.986 0.986 0.953 336.1 36.58 1.00 0.987 0.980 0.980 0.927 394.2 44.95

noise. Therefore, we utilize various existing information
to eliminate potentially incorrect scene flow labels. A per-
pixel validity mask Mflow

i only keeps pixels that pass fore-
ground/instance, uncertainty, and forward-backward consis-
tency checks (see supp.) During training, the motion validity
mask is applied when calculating Lflow and Lflow

reg . Also, to
align the frame number for 2D/3D flow, we retrieve one
more frame after the video clip during all data processing.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Settings

Implementation Details. We utilize CogVideoX-5B-
I2V [72] as our base video generation model, which gen-
erates videos at a resolution of 480 × 720 over 49 frames.
Our predicted 4D dynamic scene representations are gener-
ated at the same resolution but for a downsampled set of 13
frames. All training is conducted on the same mixed dataset
of synthetic and real videos described in Sec. 3.4, which
also details the generation process for pseudo annotations.
Following the two-stage strategy described in Sec. 3.3, we
first finetune the geo-motion augmented DiT for 20K steps
and separately train the temporal DPT heads from scratch
for 100K steps. In the second stage, the entire model is
trained end-to-end for an additional 10K steps. All training
is performed on 8×H200 GPUs with a batch size of 8. We
employ the AdamW optimizer [36] with a constant learning
rate of 2e-5. For optimization objectives, we set the loss
weight λflow = 5.0 in Eq. 2 and the final joint loss weights
λdpt = 0.1 and λreg = 0.5 in Eq. 4.
Evaluation. To assess 4D generation for dynamic scenes, we
construct two benchmarks from the SpatialVid [58] valida-
tion split. The (i) general motion set contains 500 randomly
sampled videos, while the (ii) complex motion set consists
of 500 videos with the highest 3D motion magnitude, rep-
resenting scenes with the most complex dynamics, ensur-
ing a rigorous test of dynamic scene modeling (see supp.
for details). We compare WorldReel with the base model
CogVideoX-I2V [72] and other recent 4D video generation

methods: DimensionX [52], 4DNeX [10], and GeoVideo [3].
We use the released checkpoints for DimensionX [52] and
4DNeX [10], and train GeoVideo [3] on our dataset. For
dynamic-scene video generation quality, we report five met-
rics from VBench [24]: (a) i2v-subject, (b) i2v-background,
(c) subject consistency, (d) motion smoothness, and (e) dy-
namic degree, which jointly measure the quality and consis-
tency of dynamics in a video. We also report FVD [54] and
FID [17] for video visual quality.

For 4D geometry generation assessment, we evaluate
the geometry terms generated with the videos. We utilize
ViPE [22], the state-of-the-art dynamic-scene reconstruction
method, to obtain a pseudo ground truth aligned with the
video. We normalize the scene’s scale using the median
depth. For generated depth, we report log-RMSE and δ-
accuracy. For generated camera trajectories, we report the
camera motion magnitude using the trajectory length (sum
of inter-frame translations) and the cumulative viewpoint
change (sum of inter-frame rotation angles). In addition, we
use standard error metrics to evaluate the camera poses gener-
ated: Absolute Translation Error (ATE), Relative Translation
Error (RTE), and Relative Rotation Error (RRE).

4.2. Experimental Results

Video Generation Comparisons. Table 1 demonstrates the
quantitative comparison with other baseline models. Across
both the general and complex motion sets, our method shows
superior performance. Our model substantially improves vi-
sual quality: relative to GeoVideo [3] that is trained on the
same data, FVD drops from 371.3 to 336.1 (-9.5%) on gen-
eral and from 409.9 to 394.2 (-3.8%) on complex. Most no-
tably, our model shows a significant improvement in the dy-
namic degree metric, far exceeding all baselines and achiev-
ing a perfect 1.0 on the complex motion set. Furthermore,
our method achieves leading scores on motion smoothness,
i2v-subject, i2v-background, and subject consistency, indi-
cating our ability to generate smoother and more consistent
dynamics. These results demonstrate that our method signif-
icantly enhances the effective motion of both the camera and
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Figure 3. Qualitative image-to-video comparison on in-the-wild scenes. Given a single input image (left), we show sampled frames from
videos generated by 4DNeX [10], DimensionX [52], GeoVideo [3], and WorldReel (ours). Prior methods often exhibit geometry drift and
motion inconsistencies (e.g., warped facades, misaligned vehicles), while our results better preserve scene layout and maintain coherent
camera and non-rigid dynamics. See the supplementary for prompts, full videos for all methods, and additional comparisons.

Table 2. Scene geometry evaluation on depth, camera pose, and
camera trajectory. WorldReel achieves the best depth and camera
accuracy across all pose metrics, with competitive trajectory esti-
mates. Ablations (w/o geomotion, w/o joint) degrade depth or pose
quality, confirming the importance of geo–motion latent and joint
training. Bold = best, underline = second-best.

Depth Camera Camera traj.
method log-rmse δ1.25 ATE RTE RRE length rotation

4DNeX [10] 0.479 39.9 0.006 0.017 0.378 0.034 0.55
GeoVideo [3] 0.353 63.4 0.011 0.012 0.443 0.331 4.61

w/o geomotion 0.352 67.2 0.010 0.013 0.372 0.379 5.34
w/o joint 0.399 57.6 0.006 0.014 0.410 0.294 5.86

WorldReel 0.287 71.1 0.005 0.007 0.317 0.358 3.83

the scene without sacrificing appearance quality or temporal
consistency (see Figure 3).

While GeoVideo [3] introduces geometry modeling and
regularization for consistency, our results suggest that the
focus on static geometry penalizes the generation of dynamic
content. In contrast, WorldReel, by jointly and explicitly
modeling both geometry and motion, avoids this trade-off
and prevents the model from preferring static content to
maintain geometric consistency. Also, although 4DNeX [10]
reports high framewise consistency (e.g., s.c.), its extremely
low dynamic degree (0.03) and poor FVD (712.5) indicate a
collapse toward near-static video generation.
4D Scene Quality. Table 2 assesses the fidelity of the gen-
erated 4D scene geometry. Because 4DNeX [10] outputs
raw point clouds, we follow their pipeline to register frames
and recover camera poses. Although 4DNeX attains a low
camera ATE, its trajectory length and rotation are near-zero,
indicating little actual camera motion, consistent with its ten-

dency to collapse toward static scenes observed in our video
metrics. In contrast, WorldReel delivers the best depth and
pose accuracy across all measures, with camera parameters
that faithfully match the generated videos.

Ablations further underscore our design choices: remov-
ing the joint training stage (“w/o joint”) noticeably degrades
both geometric and camera accuracy. This confirms that our
joint optimization with targeted regularization – decoupling
static structure from dynamic regions and supervising them
separately – is crucial for high 4D consistency. The result-
ing high-quality geometry and poses highlight WorldReel’s
potential for realistic dynamic 4D scene generation.
Ablation. We present an ablation study on video generation
results in Table 3. We show the effectiveness of two main
designs in our method: (i) the geo-motion augmented latent
for the DiT model; (ii) joint optimization of generation and
4D modeling with geometry and motion regularization. Re-
moving the geo-motion augmented latent causes a clear drop
in performance, especially on the complex set. Applying
joint training with regularization on the RGB-only model
(“w/o g.m.”) leads to even worse FVD results than simply
finetuning the base model (“base finetuned”) on the com-
plex set. This demonstrates that our geo-motion latents are
critical for modeling complex dynamics. On the other hand,
removing the joint training stage (“w/o joint”) also hurts
performance, which confirms that our regularization terms,
applied via joint optimization, successfully align appearance
and geometry, and improve motion quality. Additionally, we
present the results following the GeoVideo [3] setup, where
we freeze the temporal DPT heads (“freeze dpt”) during joint
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Table 3. Ablation study on image-to-video generation under General and Complex motion. Variants: base finetuned, w/o g.m. (without
geo–motion latent), w/o joint (no joint multi-task decoding/regularizers), freeze dpt (freeze temporal DPT backbone in stage-2), and full
(ours). Metrics: dynamic degree (d.d.; ↑), motion smoothness (m.s.; ↑), I2V-subject/background (i2v-s./i2v-b.; ↑), subject consistency (s.c.;
↑), FVD (↓), and FID (↓). Our full model delivers the best overall quality (lowest FID and highest d.d. on complex motion), while freeze dpt
attains the lowest FVD; removing geo–motion latent or joint training degrades consistency. Bold = best, underline = second-best.

General motion Complex motion
method d.d m.s. i2v-s. i2v-b. s.c. FVD FID d.d m.s. i2v-s. i2v-b. s.c. FVD FID

base finetuned 0.90 0.986 0.974 0.979 0.921 383.4 42.68 0.98 0.985 0.971 0.976 0.913 437.0 52.01
w/o g.m. 0.85 0.989 0.982 0.983 0.943 359.2 42.07 0.93 0.987 0.975 0.977 0.918 452.8 48.02
w/o joint 0.73 0.989 0.983 0.984 0.946 354.5 40.42 0.96 0.988 0.978 0.979 0.926 411.8 47.2

freeze dpt 0.77 0.991 0.984 0.985 0.956 336.0 38.02 0.98 0.990 0.981 0.981 0.94 382.3 45.33
full 0.73 0.990 0.986 0.986 0.953 336.1 36.58 1.00 0.988 0.980 0.981 0.928 394.2 44.95

Figure 4. Qualitative 4D generation and geometry. For two in-the-wild inputs (left, red boxes), we show selected frames from our generated
videos (top rows) alongside the corresponding dynamic point clouds rendered from our pointmaps and camera trajectories (bottom rows).
The persistent structure and consistent camera/object motion illustrate a single, stable 3D scene across time, evidencing strong geometric
consistency in the underlying world state. See supplementary for additional examples.

training and apply only regularization terms.

5. Conclusion

We have introduced WorldReel, a feed-forward 4D video
generator that natively couples appearance with object ge-
ometry and dynamics. By jointly emitting RGB, pointmaps,
camera trajectories, and dense (scene and optical) flow, Worl-
dReel maintains a single persistent scene state, yielding con-
sistent motion and stable geometry even for dynamic scenes.
Trained in a mix of synthetic and real videos, WorldReel
achieves state-of-the-art 4D consistency while requiring no
extra input at inference time, moving video generation one
step closer to editable and agent-ready world models.

Limitations and Future Work. WorldReel requires addi-
tional 4D supervision during training (e.g., camera, geome-
try, scene flow), which we currently obtain from synthetic
data; Although WorldReel introduces strategies to mitigate
domain gaps, domain gaps still remain that constrain gen-
eralization to unusual motion and dynamics. Also, since
the temporal window is finite, failure modes appear under
significant topology changes, heavy occlusions, and fast
motions. We expect future work to reduce supervision by
leveraging weak/self-supervised 4D signals from monocular
videos, extend temporal context with streaming/causal diffu-
sion and a persistent world state, and add controllable scene
decomposition for more faithful long-horizon, interactive
4D generation.
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