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Figure 1. In this paper, we present Unity Video, a unified generalist framework for multi-task multi-modal video understanding. It supports
text-to-video generation, controllable generation, and modality estimation, with strong zero-shot generalization to novel objects and styles.

Abstract

Recent video generation models demonstrate impressive
synthesis capabilities but remain limited by single-modality
conditioning, constraining their holistic world understand-
ing. This stems from insufficient cross-modal interac-
tion and limited modal diversity for comprehensive world
knowledge representation. To address these limitations, we
introduce UnityVideo, a unified framework for world-aware

t This work was conducted during the author’s internship at Kling Team,
Kuaishou Technology.
52 Corresponding Author.

video generation that jointly learns across multiple modali-
ties (segmentation masks, human skeletons, DensePose, op-
tical flow, and depth maps) and training paradigms. Our
approach features two core components: (1) dynamic nois-
ing to unify heterogeneous training paradigms, and (2) a
modality switcher with an in-context learner that enables
unified processing via modular parameters and contextual
learning. We contribute a large-scale unified dataset with
1.3M samples. Through joint optimization, UnityVideo ac-
celerates convergence and significantly enhances zero-shot
generalization to unseen data. We demonstrate that Uni-
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tyVideo achieves superior video quality, consistency, and
improved alignment with physical world constraints. Code
and data can be found at: https://github.com/
dvlab-research/UnityVideo

1. Introduction

Large language models (LLMs) have achieved strong
generalization and reasoning ability by unifying diverse
text-based modalities, including natural language, code,
and mathematical expressions, within a single training
paradigm [10, 22, 26, 29, 35, 41, 56]. This integration
of complementary text sub-modalities improves task per-
formance and supports emergent reasoning. Similarly, re-
cent video foundation models show promising world mod-
eling as scale and parameters increase [3, 19, 23, 43, 49].
However, visual scaling has largely centered on RGB video
alone, analogous to training language models only on plain
text. This gap motivates the question of whether unifying
visual sub-modalities—such as depth, optical flow, segmen-
tation, skeleton, and DensePose—can strengthen a model’s
understanding of the physical world, as unified text learn-
ing has done for LLMs.

Recent work indicates that video generation can bene-
fit from single auxiliary input, such as depth maps, optical
flow, skeletons, and segmentation masks [32, 48, 55, 59].
Many approaches use a one-way interaction: condition-
ing RGB generation on auxiliary modalities for controllable
synthesis [4, 16, 18, 51], or predicting these modalities from
RGB via inverse estimation [13, 17, 45]. A few recent
frameworks [1, 5, 6, 40, 53] explore bidirectional interac-
tions and report gains in motion and geometric understand-
ing through shared representations across modalities.

Despite this progress, the effect of a unified training
paradigm on cross-modal interaction and world awareness
remains unclear. Can joint training on multiple modalities
and tasks improve reasoning, accelerate convergence, and
yield emergent perception? Single-modal learning limits
a model’s ability to infer physical dynamics, encouraging
distribution fitting rather than reasoning. In practice, differ-
ent modalities provide complementary cues: instance seg-
mentation separates categories [20, 42, 62], DensePose dis-
tinguishes body parts [12, 34], and skeletons encode fine-
grained motion [30, 36]. This is demonstrated in Fig. 2,
jointly learning from complementary information across di-
verse modalities benefits the convergence in video genera-
tion, further offers a path toward more comprehensive world
modeling and improved zero-shot generalization.

UnityVideo is presented motivated by these obser-
vations. UnityVideo is a unified framework for mul-
timodal video generation, estimation, and joint model-
ing. UnityVideo integrates multiple modalities and train-
ing paradigms to accelerate convergence, enhance zero-
shot generalization, and promote mutual gains across tasks
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Figure 2. Training on unified modalities benefits video genera-
tion. Unified multi-modal and multi-task joint training achieves
the lowest final loss on RGB video generation, outperforming
single-modality joint training and RGB finetuning baseline.

and modalities. The framework introduces a light-weight
modality-adaptive learner that maps heterogeneous modal-
ity signals into a shared feature space, enabling plug-and-
play selection of inputs at inference. To further improve
generalization, we design an in-context learner that lever-
ages internal contextual cues to enable text-driven video ob-
ject segmentation without external detectors [28]. We also
devise a dynamic noise scheduling strategy that switches
among different training objectives, including joint genera-
tion, video estimation, and controllable generation, within a
single training cycle to encourage cross-task synergy.

We curate OpenUni, a large-scale dataset of 1.3M
multimodal video samples to enable this unified train-
ing paradigm, and construct a high-quality benchmark,
UniBench. UniBench contains 30K synthetic videos and
a subset of the training data, with ground-truth depth and
optical flow rendered in Unreal Engine. These resources
provide a solid basis for fair and comprehensive evaluation.
As shown in Fig 1, UnityVideo is a general-purpose model
that performs both video generation and estimation, and it
generalizes in a zero-shot manner to novel objects that not
provided in training data. Extensive quantitative and qual-
itative results demonstrate that our model outperforms ex-
isting approaches across multiple downstream tasks. Our
main contributions are summarized as follows:

* We propose UnityVideo, a novel unified framework for
integrating multiple video tasks and modalities, enabling
mutual knowledge transfer, better convergence, and im-
proved performance over single-task baselines.

* We introduce a modality-adaptive switcher, an in-context
learner, and a dynamic noise scheduling strategy that to-
gether enable efficient joint training across diverse objec-
tives and scalability to larger datasets.

* We construct and release OpenUni, a 1.3M-pair mul-
timodal video dataset, and UniBench, a 30K-sample
benchmark derived from Unreal Engine for fair evalua-
tion of unified video models.
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2. Releated Work

2.1. Video Generation

Large-scale video generation has advanced world modeling
and physical reasoning [7, 27, 39, 44, 49, 52], improving a
model’s ability to capture physical dynamics [2, 8, 15, 24,
49]. Recent work integrates additional visual signals such
as depth, camera pose, and optical flow to jointly model
video [1, 5, 40]. Two main directions have emerged: (i)
encoding multiple modalities into a shared latent space and
using flow-matching to jointly predict video and auxiliary
modalities, enabling mutual gains [5, 53]; and (ii) condi-
tioning generation on multi-modal inputs for controllable
synthesis, allowing simultaneous compliance with multiple
control signals and improved visual quality [16, 18]. De-
spite strong results, most studies isolate either a single ar-
chitecture or a single modality, limiting cross-task synergy.
In contrast, we unify multi-task learning in a single frame-
work and analyze how such unification enhances world per-
ception and generalization.

2.2. Video Reconstruction

Videos contain rich world knowledge, and classical vision
methods estimate depth, camera pose, and optical flow di-
rectly from RGB [21, 40]. Recent diffusion-based ap-
proaches learn bidirectional mappings between conditions
and video without external modules, revealing intrinsic
bidirectional capacity in flow matching frameworks [13,
17, 37]. Representative systems such as Aether [40],
GeoVideo [1], and 4DNex [9] couple video with geomet-
ric modalities, and EgoTwin [53] links skeletons and video.
Bidirectional interactions also appear between video and
audio [44] and between video and text [7, 54], for exam-
ple UniVerse-1 for audio and video [44] and UniVid or
Omni-Video for text and video. However, prior work has
not fully unified diverse modalities or systematically stud-
ied their synergy, and it rarely activates in-context abili-
ties for strong zero-shot generalization. Our approach ad-
dresses these gaps through joint training across modalities
and tasks, yielding a unified model with stronger zero-shot
performance and clearer insights into cross-modal coupling.

3. Method

UnityVideo unifies video generation and multimodal under-
standing within a single diffusion transformer. As illus-
trated in Fig. 3, the model processes RGB video V., text
condition C, and auxiliary modality V,,, through a shared
DiT backbone u(-). During training, we dynamically sam-
ple task types and apply corresponding noise schedules
(Sec. 3.1). To handle multiple modalities within this uni-
fied architecture, we introduce an In-Context Learner and a
Modality-Adaptive Switcher (Sec. 3.2). Through progres-

sive curriculum training (Sec. 3.3), the model achieves si-
multaneous convergence across all tasks and modalities.

3.1. Unifying Multiple Tasks

Conventional video generation models are trained for spe-
cific tasks in isolation, limiting their ability to lever-
age cross-task knowledge. We extend the flow matching
framework [25] to support three complementary training
paradigms within a single architecture. UnityVideo simul-
taneously handles three objectives: generating RGB videos
from auxiliary modalities (u(V}.|V;y, C)), estimating auxil-
iary modalities from RGB videos (u(V;,|V;)), and jointly
generating both from noise (u(V,,V;,|C)). The V,. and
V,. tokens are concatenated along the width dimension
and interact through the self-attention module. Follow-
ing [18, 38], we incorporate 3D RoPE within the DiT back-
bone’s self-attention to effectively distinguish cross-modal
spatiotemporal positions.

Dynamic Task Routing. To enable concurrent optimiza-
tion across these three paradigms, we introduce probabilis-
tic task selection during training. At each iteration, we sam-
ple one task type with probabilities Pcond, Dest> and Dioint
(where peond + Dest + Pjoint = 1), which determines the noise
schedule applied to RGB and modality tokens at timestep
t. For conditional generation, as depicted in the right part
of Fig. 3, RGB tokens are gradually denoised from noise
(t ~ [0,1]) while modality tokens remain clean (t = 0).
For modality estimation, RGB tokens remain clean while
modality tokens are noised. For joint generation, both to-
ken types are independently corrupted with noise. We as-
sign task probabilities inversely proportional to their learn-
ing difficulty: pcong < Pest < Pjoint- This strategy prevents
the catastrophic forgetting common in sequential stage-wise
training, allowing the model to learn all three distributions
concurrently.

3.2. Unifying Multiple Modalities

Joint training across different modalities can significantly
enhance the performance of individual tasks, as in Fig. 2.
However, processing diverse modalities with shared param-
eters requires explicit mechanisms to distinguish them. We
introduce two complementary designs: a context learner for
semantic-level modality awareness and a modality-adaptive
switcher for architecture-level modulation.

In-Context Learner. To leverage the model’s inherent
contextual reasoning capability, we inject modality-specific
textual prompts C,,, that describe the modality type (e.g.,
“depth map,” “human skeleton”) rather than video con-
tent. This design fundamentally differs from content-
describing captions C.. Given concatenated RGB tokens
V;- and modality tokens V,,,, we perform dual-branch cross-
attention separately: V! = CrossAttn(V,., C,.) for RGB fea-
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tures with content captions, and V!, = CrossAttn(V,,,, C,)
for modality features with type descriptions, before recom-
bining them for subsequent processing. This lightweight
mechanism introduces negligible computational overhead
while enabling compositional generalization. For instance,
training with the phrase “two persons” allows the model to
generalize to “two objects” during segmentation tasks, as
the model learns to interpret modality-level semantics rather
than memorizing content-specific patterns. Detailed analy-
sis is provided in the experimental section.

Modality-Adaptive Switcher. While text-based differenti-
ation provides semantic awareness, it may become insuffi-
cient as the number of modalities scales. We therefore in-
troduce a learnable embedding list L,,, = {L1, Lo, ..., Ly}
for £ modalities to enable explicit architecture-level mod-
ulation. Within each DiT block, AdaLN-Zero [31] pro-
duces modulation parameters (scale ~, shift 3, gate «) for
RGB features based on timestep embeddings. We extend
this mechanism by learning modality-specific parameters:
Vs By @m = MLP(Ly, + temp), where L, € P, is the
modality embedding and tenp is the timestep embedding.
This design enables plug-and-play modality selection dur-
ing inference. To further reduce modality confusion and
stabilize outputs, we initialize modality expert input-output
layers as a dedicated encoding and prediction head for each
modality. Further details are provided in the Appendix A.

3.3. Training Strategy

Curriculum Learning for Multiple Modalities. Naively
training all modalities jointly from scratch leads to slow
convergence and suboptimal performance. We categorize
modalities into two groups based on their spatial alignment
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Figure 4. OpenUni dataset. OpenUni contains 1.3M pairs of
unified multimodal data, designed to enrich video modalities with
more comprehensive world perception.

properties. Pixel-aligned modalities (optical flow, depth,
DensePose) allow direct pixel-to-pixel correspondence with
RGB frames, while pixel-unaligned modalities (segmenta-



tion, skeleton) require additional visual rendering steps. We
adopt a two-stage curriculum strategy: Stage 1 trains only
pixel-aligned modalities on curated single-person data, es-
tablishing a strong foundation for spatial correspondence
learning. Stage 2 incorporates all modalities and diverse
scene datasets, covering both human-centric and general
scenarios. This progressive strategy enables the model to
understand all five modalities while supporting robust zero-
shot inference on unseen modality combinations.

OpenUni Dataset. Our training data comprises 1.3 mil-
lion video clips spanning five modalities: optical flow,
depth, dense pose, skeleton, and segmentation. As il-
lustrated in Figure 4, we collect real-world videos from
multiple sources and extract modality annotations using
pre-trained models. The dataset includes 370,358 single-
person clips, 97,468 two-person clips, 489,445 clips from
Koala36M [47], and 343,558 clips from OpenS2V [60], to-
taling 1.3M samples for training. To prevent overfitting to
specific datasets or modalities, we partition each batch into
four balanced groups, ensuring uniform sampling across all
modalities and sources. More details on training data are
provided in Appendix C.

3.4. Training Objective

Following Conditional Flow Matching [25], our frame-
work employs a dynamic training strategy that adaptively
switches between three modes by selectively noising differ-
ent modalities. The mode-specific losses are:

Econd(e;t) = E [||U9(T’t, [m()actxt];t) - ,UTHQ] ) (1)
Lea(05t) = E [[lug(me, o, t) — viml|] , 2)
ﬁjoint(e;t) =E [||Ue([7"t7mt], Cixty 1) — [Urvvm]||2] , (3

where r; = (1 — t)rg + tr1 and my = (1 — t)mg + tmy
denote the interpolated latents at timestep ¢ € [0, 1], with r
and m representing RGB video and auxiliary modality (e.g.,
optical flow, depth) respectively. The velocity fields are de-
fined as v,, = 1 — rg and v,,, = my —mg, where rg, mg are
clean latents encoded from real data and r1, m; ~ N (0, I)
are independent Gaussian noise. The text conditioning ¢,
is obtained from a pre-trained text encoder. Eq. (1) enables
conditional generation of RGB video from auxiliary modal-
ity, Eq. (2) performs modality estimation from RGB video,
and Eq. (3) jointly generates both modalities from text.

During training, each sample in a batch is randomly as-
signed to one of the three modes, enabling all tasks to con-
tribute gradients within a single optimization step. This uni-
fied formulation allows seamless multi-task learning within
a single architecture.

4. Experiment

In this section, we first provide implementation details in
Sec. 4.1, followed by the main results in Sec. 4.2. We

conduct extensive benchmarks on both modality estimation
and video generation tasks, comparing UnityVideo against
state-of-the-art methods. The results demonstrate that Uni-
tyVideo exhibits strong unified capabilities across all set-
tings. Subsequently, Sec. 4.3 presents ablation studies that
validate the effectiveness of our design choices. Finally, we
analyze the convergence behavior and zero-shot generaliza-
tion ability of UnityVideo, complemented by a user study.
Additional analysis of UnityVideo’s zero-shot generaliza-
tion and its reasoning abilities about video modalities are
provided in the Appendix B.

4.1. Experimental Setup

Training Details. We use an internal DiT backbone with
10B parameters as our core architecture. Training is con-
ducted in two stages. In the first stage, the model is trained
on a human-centric dataset containing S00K video clips for
16K steps. In the second stage, we scale up training to a
larger dataset of 1.3M video clips for an additional 40K
steps. The model is trained with a batch size of 32 and a
learning rate of 5 x 107°. During inference, we use 50
DDIM sampling steps with a CFG scale of 7.5.

Baselines. Since our framework introduces a novel unified
paradigm for video generation and estimation, no directly
comparable models exist. We therefore evaluate against
leading models in three related categories: (1) Video Gen-
eration: We compare with text-to-video models, including
the commercial model Keling-1.6, and open-source models
OpenSora [33], Hunyuan-13B [19], and Wan-2.1-13B [43].
For controllable generation, we include VACE [16] and
Full-DiT [18]. We also consider models capable of jointly
generating video and depth, such as Aether [40]. (2) Video
Estimation: We evaluate against diffusion-based depth es-
timation models, including DepthCrafter [13], Geo4D [17],
and Aether [40]. Additional results are provided in the Ap-
pendix. (3) Video Segmentation: We compare with two
recent segmentation models that support prompt-based ob-
ject segmentation, SAMWISE [11] and SeC [61].

To ensure fair comparisons, all evaluations are conducted
on the public VBench [14] dataset and our newly con-
structed UniBench dataset, specifically designed for unified
video tasks. UniBench comprises 200 high-quality samples
obtained from Unreal Engine (UE) for accurate video esti-
mation evaluation [57], and 200 manually curated samples
covering diverse modalities from real-world videos [18]
for controllable generation and segmentation assessments.
More details are provided in Appendix C.

Evaluation Metrics. To comprehensively assess the per-
formance of our model, we evaluate it across three cate-
gories of metrics. (1) Video Quality. We measure vi-
sual and temporal quality using multiple perceptual and
consistency-based metrics [14], including subject consis-



Table 1. Quantitative comparison of UnityVideo on controllable generation , text-to-video generation , and video estimation tasks.

Best results are in bold, and second-best results are underlined. Compared to state-of-the-art methods and commercial models, UnityVideo

achieves superior or competitive performance across all metrics.

‘ Video Estimation - UniBench Dataset

\ Video Generation - VBench & UniBench Dataset

VBench |  Segmentation | Depth
Tasks Models Background  Aesthetic Overall Dynamic mloU1T mAP 1 Abs Rel | 4 <1.257
Consistency Quality Consistency Degree
Kling1.6 95.33 60.48 21.76 47.05
OpenSora2 96.51 61.51 19.87 34.48
Text2Video HunyuanVideo-13B 96.28 53.45 22.61 41.18
Wan2.1-14B 96.78 63.66 21.53 3431 - -
Aether 95.28 48.25 20.26 37.32 0.025 97.95
Controllable full-dit 95.58 54.82 20.12 49.50
Generation VACE 93.61 51.24 17.52 61.32
Depth Video depth-crafter - - 0.065 96.94
Reconstruction Geo4D - - 0.053 97.94
Video SAMWISE - - 62.21 20.12
Segmentation SeC - - 65.52 22.23
Unified ControGen, UnityVideo 96.04 54.63 21.86 64.42
T2V, and Estimation ~ UnityVideo 97.44 64.12 23.57 47.76 68.82 23.25 0.022 98.98

tency, background consistency, aesthetic quality, imaging
quality, temporal flickering, motion smoothness, and dy-
namic degree. These metrics collectively evaluate spatial
fidelity, aesthetic appeal, and temporal coherence of the
generated videos. (2) Depth Estimation. For quantita-
tive evaluation of video-based depth prediction [13], we re-
port the absolute relative error (AbsRel) and the percent-
age of predicted depths within a 1.25 factor of the ground
truth (6 < 1.25). (3) Video Segmentation. To evaluate
segmentation accuracy [61, 62], we adopt standard metrics
for both instance and semantic segmentation tasks, namely
the mean Average Precision (mAP) and mean Intersection-
over-Union (mloU).

4.2. Main Results

This section validates the superior performance of Uni-
tyVideo compared to single-task approaches. We com-
prehensively evaluate UnityVideo on text-to-video genera-
tion, controllable generation, and modality estimation tasks,
demonstrating both improved generation quality and en-
hanced world perception capabilities.

Quantitative Comparison. As shown in Tab. 1, Uni-
tyVideo achieves competitive results across all tasks,
demonstrating strong overall performance. For text-to-
video generation, we report the result of the depth-RGB
joint generation. Our model obtains the best results on all
metrics. We attribute this to joint training across multiple
modalities, which enables collaborative refinement and en-
hances the model’s world perception capabilities, leading to
superior video quality.

Compared to previous controllable generation methods,
UnityVideo excels in background consistency, overall con-
sistency, and dynamic degree, while maintaining compet-

itive aesthetic quality. This indicates that our model bet-
ter understands and leverages control conditions, benefit-
ing from multi-task joint training that enables the model
to go beyond simply following control signals. Fur-
thermore, through joint training with multimodal data,
UnityVideo outperforms single-modality models such as
Geo4D, Aether, and SeC on both video segmentation and
depth estimation tasks. These results confirm that the uni-
fied training framework enhances the model’s perception
and reasoning capabilities for complex visual scenes.

Qualitative Comparison. As shown in Fig. 2 (A),
compared to advanced text-to-video models, UnityVideo
demonstrates superior world perception. Our model ex-
hibits stronger adherence to physical principles, more ac-
curately reflecting the physical phenomenon of refraction.
Furthermore, as shown in Fig. 2 (B), compared to advanced
controllable generation methods, UnityVideo not only fol-
lows depth guidance more faithfully but also maintains
overall video quality. In contrast, other methods often ex-
hibit noticeable background flickering, with subject regions
sometimes distorted by surrounding context.

For modality estimation tasks, as shown in Fig. 2 (C) and
(D), UnityVideo produces finer edge details,a wider field
of view, and accurate 3D point clouds, benefiting from the
complementary nature of multiple modalities. Similarly,
in other modality estimation tasks (Fig. 2 (E)), our model
demonstrates strong reasoning capabilities, achieving accu-
rate estimation on unseen data and overcoming the overfit-
ting issues observed in other specialized models [12, 58].

Overall, these qualitative results confirm that joint train-
ing across multiple tasks and modalities yields signifi-
cant improvements over single-task or single-modality ap-
proaches. This unified framework proves effective in en-
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Table 2. Ablation study comparing single-modality and multi-
modal training. Only: single modality; Ours: multiple modalities.

Table 3. Ablation study on single-task versus unified multi-task
training. Only: single-task; Ours: unified multi-task.

Subject Background Imaging Overall
i 'y Consistency Quality Consistency
Baseline 96.51 96.06 64.99 23.17
Only Flow 97.82 97.14 67.34 23.70
Only Depth 98.13 97.29 69.09 23.48
Ours-Flow 97.97 (+1.46) 97.19 (+1.13) 69.36 (+4.37) 23.74 (+0.57)
Ours-Depth | 98.01 (+1.50)  97.24 (+1.18)  69.18 (+4.19)  23.75 (+0.58)

hancing the model’s perception and reasoning capabilities
for the physical world. Additional visual results can be
found in Appendix D.

4.3. Abalation Study

Our ablation study addresses two core questions: (a) Does
unified training across multiple modalities and tasks enable
mutual benefits between modalities, and in what aspects
are these benefits manifested? (b) Are our proposed ar-
chitectural designs effective? What roles do the In-Context
Learner and Modality Switcher play in the model? The fol-
lowing experiments address these questions.

Impact of Different Modalities. To quantitatively evaluate
the impact of unified multimodal training on video genera-
tion, we compare two commonly used modalities, depth and
optical flow, as shown in Tab. 2. The results show that joint
training consistently improves performance across all met-
rics compared to the baseline. Furthermore, unified train-
ing with multiple modalities yields additional gains, partic-
ularly in image quality and overall consistency. This in-
dicates that unifying diverse modalities not only provides
complementary supervision during training but also enables
mutual enhancement between modalities.

Effect of Multi-Task Training. To further quantify the mu-

Subject Background Temporal Motion
Consistency Consistency Flickering Smoothness
Baseline 96.51 96.06 98.73 99.30
Only ControlGen 96.53 95.58 98.45 99.28
Only JointGen 98.01 97.24 99.10 99.44
Ours-ControlGen | 96.53 (+0.02)  96.08 (+0.02)  98.79 (+0.06)  99.38 (+0.08)

Ours-JointGen 97.94 (+1.43)  97.18 (+0.63)  99.13 (+0.40)  99.48 (+0.18)

tual benefits between different training tasks within our uni-
fied framework, we train models separately on Joint Gen-
eration and Controllable Generation tasks, both guided by
depth modality. Results are summarized in Tab. 3. We
find that training only on the ControlGen task leads to per-
formance degradation compared to the baseline. However,
unified multi-task training recovers and even surpasses this
performance, achieving improvements across all metrics.
Similarly, compared to training only on Joint Generation,
unified training shows only slight decreases in subject con-
sistency and background consistency, while overall perfor-
mance still outperforms the baseline, demonstrating the ef-
fectiveness of multi-task interaction.

Impact of Architectural Design. We investigate the im-
pact of two architectural strategies, In-Context Learner and
Modality Switcher, on model performance. To ensure con-
sistent evaluation, we perform text-to-video generation con-
ditioned on depth guidance during inference. Results shown
in Tab. 4 and Fig. 6 demonstrate that each strategy effec-
tively improves performance through multimodal fusion.
Furthermore, combining both strategies yields additional
significant gains, confirming their complementary roles in
facilitating unified multimodal learning.



Table 4. Ablation study on architectural designs.

Subject Background Temporal Motion
Consistency  Consistency  Flickering ~ Smoothness
Baseline 96.51 96.06 98.73 99.30
w/ In-Context Learner 97.92 97.08 99.04 99.42
w/ Modality Switcher 97.94 97.18 99.13 99.48
Ours 98.31 97.54 99.35 99.54

Table 5. World perception evaluation comparing UnityVideo with
state-of-the-art models.

\ User Study Score (%) \ Automatic Score
Physical Semantic Overall Subject Motion
Quality Quality Preference Consistency Smoothness
Kling1.6 10.15 21.25 20.20 83.47 98.08
HunyuanVideo 24.15 26.10 20.35 97.53 98.35
Wan2.1 27.20 22.40 27.65 97.73 98.30
Ours | 3850 30.25 3180 | 98.01 99.33
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e’ e’
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A close up view of a person‘s arm with tattoos, worklng on a bicycle’s rear derailleur. The person is
adjusting the cable tension on the derailleur, .

Only
Joint RAFT

-5
3
g
£
=

Modalities

Only
Joint Depth

Figure 6. Unlike single-modality training, unified multimodal
learning provides complementary supervision that strengthens
both motion understanding and geometric perception.

4.4. Model Analyze

As shown in Fig. 7, the proposed In-Context Learner ef-
fectively generalizes a fixed two-person segmentation task
to unseen two-object scenarios. In contrast, using only
the Modality Switcher fails to achieve such generalization.
Moreover, during unified training, as the model gradually
learns additional modalities (e.g., depth), we observe im-
proved motion understanding and more accurate text re-
sponses in RGB videos, demonstrating the complementary
roles of different modalities throughout training.

User Study. We conduct a user study using a standard
win-rate protocol to evaluate our model’s understanding
of the physical world [50]. The questionnaire contains
12 randomly selected videos generated with WISA-80K
prompts [46], presented in random order. Each sample is
rated by at least three annotators on (i) physical quality, (ii)
semantic quality (PF), and (iii) overall quality. For auto-
matic evaluation, we adopt two VBench [14] metrics: dy-
namism and aesthetics. In total, we collect 70 completed
responses, and the results are summarized in Tab. 5. The
study shows that our method achieves the best performance

C2uE %)) In-Context Learner better helps the model generalize to any two objects

Switcher

In-Context Modality

RGBVideo Learner

Steplk  Step100 Origin

Step 10k

Figure 7. The In-Context Learner generalizes segmentation to un-
seen objects, while unified training enhances depth and semantic
understanding in RGB video.

across both human evaluations and automatic metrics.

5. Limitation and Future Work

While UnityVideo significantly advances unified visual
modeling, several directions remain for future work. The
current VAE occasionally introduces reconstruction arti-
facts, which could be addressed through fine-tuning or im-
proved autoencoder architectures. Additionally, scaling to
larger backbones and incorporating more visual modalities
may further enhance emergent world understanding capa-
bilities. Despite these limitations, UnityVideo establishes
a strong foundation for unified multi-modal video under-
standing and represents an important step toward compre-
hensive world models across diverse visual representations.

6. Conclusion

We present UnityVideo, a unified framework that mod-
els multiple visual modalities and tasks within a sin-
gle diffusion transformer. By leveraging modal-adaptive
learning, UnityVideo enables bidirectional learning be-
tween RGB video and auxiliary modalities (depth, opti-
cal flow, segmentation, skeleton, and DensePose), achiev-
ing mutual enhancement across both tasks. Our experi-
ments demonstrate state-of-the-art performance across di-
verse benchmarks with strong zero-shot generalization to
unseen modality combinations. To support this research,
we contribute OpenUni, a large multimodal dataset with
1.3M synchronized samples, and UniBench, a high-quality
evaluation benchmark with ground-truth annotations. Uni-
tyVideo paves the way toward unified multimodal modeling
as a promising step toward next-generation world models.
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Appendix

The appendix contains the following sections:
* More Analysis of Model Design

* More Experiments and Analysis

¢ Details of OpenUni and UniBench

* More Visuals and Applications

A. More Analysis of Model Design
A.1. Modal Interaction Analysis

To further investigate the cross-modal interactions within
our unified framework, we visualize the evolution of self-
attention maps throughout the training process. We partition
the attention map into four distinct regions based on modal-
ity interactions: self-modality regions comprising (RGB,
RGB) and (Flow, Flow), and cross-modality regions con-
sisting of (RGB, Flow) and (Flow, RGB), where Flow rep-
resents various auxiliary modality features. As illustrated
in Figure I, our analysis reveals three key findings. First,
as joint training progresses, the interaction between RGB
and auxiliary modalities becomes progressively more pro-
nounced (A), indicating deepening cross-modal feature ex-
change. Second, the visualization results demonstrate that
the model learns increasingly rich geometric representa-
tions with improved text-following capabilities (B), vali-
dating the effectiveness of our unified training paradigm in
enhancing both visual understanding and conditional gen-
eration quality. This empirical evidence confirms that our
unified framework not only enables technical integration of
multiple modalities but also facilitates meaningful feature-
level interactions that contribute to improved world model-
ing capabilities.

A.2. Modality-Specific Output Layers

While our modality switcher and in-context learner effec-
tively differentiate between modalities, we observed oc-
casional modality confusion as the number of modalities
scales. For instance, when instructed to generate segmenta-
tion masks, the model infrequently produces skeleton out-
puts instead. This confusion stems from all modalities shar-
ing a common output layer, which can conflate distinct
modality-specific features at the final projection stage.

To address this limitation, we introduce modality-
specific output layers (adaptive layer) while maintaining
a unified input layer (share layer) for cross-modal infor-
mation sharing. Each modality receives its own dedicated
output projection layer, initialized independently, while the

Table 1. Comparison of different layer strategies.

Subject Background Temporal Motion Averaged
Consistency Consistency Flickering Smoothness
Baseline 96.51 96.06 98.73 99.30 97.650
Share Layer 98.31 97.54 99.35 99.54 98.685
Adaptive Layer 98.26 97.49 99.44 99.61 98.700

Table 2. Comparison with standalone T2V. Joint generation
achieves better performance, with unified modality showing fur-
ther improvements.

Subject Background  Imaging Overall Averaged
Consistency Consistency Quality Consistency
Baseline 96.51 96.06 64.99 23.17 70.1825
T2V 96.51 97.23 66.52 23.44 70.9250
Depth Modality
JointGen 98.13 97.29 69.09 23.48 71.998
(Depth) (+1.62) (+0.06) (+2.57) (+0.04) (+1.073)
JointGen 98.01 97.24 69.18 23.75 72.045
(Unified) (+1.50) (+0.01) (+2.66) (+0.31) (+1.120)
Optical Flow Modality
JointGen 97.82 97.14 67.34 23.70 71.500
(Optical Flow) (+1.31) (-0.09) (+0.82) (+0.26) (+0.575)
JointGen 97.97 97.19 69.36 23.74 72.065
(Unified) (+1.46) (-0.04) (+2.84) (+0.30) (+1.140)
Densepose Modality

JointGen 98.08 97.38 67.05 23.49 71.500
(Densepose) (+1.57) (+0.15) (+0.53) (+0.05) (+0.575)
JointGen 98.03 97.30 70.20 23.53 72.265
(Unified) (+1.52) (+0.07) (+3.68) (+0.09) (+1.340)

input processing remains shared to preserve inter-modal
knowledge transfer. This architectural refinement ensures
clear modality boundaries during generation without sacri-
ficing the benefits of unified representation learning.

As shown in Table 1, this lightweight design effectively
eliminates modality confusion during scaled training while
maintaining comparable performance across metrics. The
modality-specific output layers provide improved flexibility
and achieve balanced performance across diverse evalua-
tion criteria, validating this architectural choice for scalable
multi-modal generation.

B. More Experiments and Analysis
B.1. Compare with T2V

While results in main paper demonstrates promising gains
from joint generation over the baseline, we further inves-
tigate whether joint generation provides advantages over
standard supervised fine-tuning (SFT) for text-to-video gen-
eration. We conduct extensive ablation studies across differ-
ent modalities, training models with identical data and steps
to ensure fair comparison of their text-to-video capabilities.
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movements are deliberate and precise. He adjusts the wooden planks on the table saw, ensuring they are
properly aligned before starting the saw. The saw's blade moves back and forth as it cuts through the planks.
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The manin the purple t-shirt is gesturing and talking, while the man in the jacket listens and occasionally looks
back. The man in the jacket is wearing a black and orange jacket with a distinctive triangle logo on the back. The
scene is set in aroom with a metal shelving unit filled with various motorcycle helmets.

Figure 1. Evolution of attention patterns in UnityVideo. Analysis of attention maps shows that interactions between RGB and auxiliary
modalities strengthen progressively across layers. Meanwhile, the model’s text-following behavior and spatial reasoning capabilities also

improve, reflecting more coherent cross-modal integration.

As shown in Table 2, all modality configurations with
joint generation achieve significant improvements over both
the baseline and T2V-only training. Each auxiliary modal-
ity contributes distinct supervisory signals that enhance the
model’s visual understanding, confirming the complemen-
tary nature of different modalities. Moreover, unified multi-
modal training outperforms single-modality joint training
by achieving better balance across evaluation dimensions,
with substantial gains in overall performance (Averaged
column). These results validate that diverse modality su-
pervision collectively strengthens video generation through
mutual reinforcement rather than simply additive improve-
ments.

B.2. Scalability with Increasing Modalities

To demonstrate UnityVideo’s ability to continuously im-
prove with expanded modality training, we evaluate per-
formance scaling on both joint generation and controllable
generation tasks. As shown in Table 3, UnityVideo achieves
consistent performance gains across all metrics as the num-
ber of modalities increases. Specifically, we compare mod-
els trained with three modalities (depth, optical flow, and
DensePose) against those trained with five modalities (ad-
ditionally incorporating skeleton and segmentation).

The results reveal monotonic improvements across all
evaluation criteria, confirming that our framework effec-
tively leverages additional modality supervision without
suffering from negative interference. This strong scalabil-
ity suggests that UnityVideo’s architecture can accommo-
date further expansion in both model parameters and modal-
ity diversity, potentially enabling emergent world percep-
tion capabilities as the framework scales. The consistent
gains validate our unified training paradigm as a promis-

Table 3. Analysis of the benefits brought by extended modal train-
ing for joint generation and control generation.

Subject Background Temporal Motion
Consi y Consistency Flickering Smoothness
Baseline ‘ 96.51 96.06 98.73 99.30
Joint Generation
Depth 96.53 95.58 98.45 99.28
Three Modalities 98.01 97.24 99.10 99.44
Five Modalities 98.31 97.54 99.35 99.54
Control Generation
Depth 97.78 96.79 98.80 99.30
Three Modalities 97.83 96.86 98.87 99.33
Five Modalities 97.87 97.32 99.57 99.39

ing foundation for developing increasingly comprehensive
video world models through continued modality integra-
tion.

B.3. The influence of different modalities

As shown in main paper, incorporating additional modal-
ities yields further improvements for the JointGeneration
task compared with training on a single modality. To exam-
ine whether this benefit also extends to ControlGeneration,
we conduct the ablation study summarized in Table 4. Here,
Only denotes models trained on ControlGeneration using a
single modality, while Ours refers to models trained jointly
with three modalities. All training data and iteration bud-
gets are kept strictly identical to ensure a fair comparison.

The results show that unified multimodal training con-
sistently outperforms single-modality training on the Con-
trolGeneration task. These findings demonstrate that Uni-
tyVideo effectively strengthens positive cross-modal inter-
actions across tasks, enabling each modality to benefit from
the shared training paradigm.”



(CYNEERTGE TTERVIGEGE The video captures a breathtaking view of a mountainous landscape shrouded in mist.
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The video captures a serene natural scene featuring a picturesque waterfall cascading down a rocky cliff into a flowing river
below. The waterfall is composed of multiple streams of water, creating a dynamic and soothing visual effect.

UnityVideo

HunyuanVideo

UnityVideo

The video captures amesmerizing display of the Northern Lights (Aurora Borealis) over a serene landscape. The sky is filled
with countless stars, creating a breathtaking backdrop for the vibrant green auroras that sweep across it.

A clear glass tumbler on a white table. Fresh white milk being poured from a ceramic pitcher into the glass, showing distinct
light refraction and bending effects through the transparent glass walls. The milk stream should appear distorted when
viewed through the glass. Camera angle from the side, studio lighting.
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The video captures a vibrant nighttime scene, the overall atmosphere is festive and celebratory,
enhanced by the bright lights and the spectacular firework.

(B) Compare with Wan2.1

Water flowing from a faucet into a kitchen sink. The stream should show realistic behavior including splash patterns when
hitting the sink bottom and proper water flow dynamics around the drain.

A pendulum swinging back and forth, gradually losing amplitude due to air resistance and friction at the pivot point. The
motion should follow natural pendulum physics with decreasing swing zngles
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) compare with Aether The video captures a serene sunset scene by a calm body of water. The sphere’s reflective surface
creates anillusion, making it appear as though the sunset is encapsulated within its transparent form.
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Figure 2. Comparison of physical understanding. UnityVideo demonstrates stronger physical reasoning and improved text alignment

compared with current state-of-the-art video generation models.

Table 4. The gain of joint modal training compared with single
modal on ControlGeneration tasks.

Subject Background Temporal Motion Averaged
Consistency Consistency Flickering  Smoothness
Baseline | 96.51 96.06 98.73 99.30 97.65
Depth Modality
ControlGen 97.78 96.79 98.80 99.30 98.1675
(Depth) (+1.27) (+0.73) (+0.07) (+0.00) (+0.5175)
Unified 97.83 96.86 98.87 99.33 98.2225
(Depth) (+1.32) (+0.80) (+0.14) (+0.03) (+0.5725)
Optical Flow Modality
ControlGen 97.40 96.59 98.67 99.23 97.9725
(Optical Flow) (+0.89) (+0.53) (-0.06) (-0.07) (+0.3225)
ControlGen 97.47 96.72 98.83 99.32 98.0850
(Unified) (+0.96) (+0.66) (+0.10) (+0.02) (+0.4350)
Densepose Modality
ControlGen 97.01 96.47 98.58 99.10 97.790
(Densepose) (+0.50) (+0.41) (-0.15) (+0.20) (+0.5050)
ControlGen 97.58 96.79 98.90 99.35 98.1550
(Unified) (+1.07) (+0.73) (+0.17) (+0.05) (+0.5050)

B.4. World perception comparison

To further assess our model’s world understanding capabil-
ities, we conduct comprehensive evaluations using physics-
focused prompts that test fundamental physical principles.
As shown in Figure 2, we evaluate models on scenarios in-

volving refraction, collision dynamics, and other physical
phenomena that require accurate world modeling.

Our results demonstrate that UnityVideo exhibits supe-
rior understanding of physical laws compared to baseline
methods. The model accurately captures light refraction
through transparent media, realistic collision responses be-
tween objects, and physically plausible motion trajectories.
These improvements stem from the complementary super-
vision provided by auxiliary modalities—depth enhances
spatial reasoning, optical flow captures motion dynamics,
and segmentation clarifies object boundaries—collectively
enabling more accurate physical world modeling. This en-
hanced physical reasoning capability further validates the
effectiveness of our unified multimodal training paradigm
in developing world-aware video generation models.

C. Details of OpenUni and UniBench
C.1. OpenUni

The OpenUni dataset leverages diverse data sources and
comprehensive modality extraction to create a large-scale
multimodal training corpus. We employ multiple pretrained
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Figure 3. UniBench consists of two complementary components: (i) high-fidelity Unreal Engine depth data for evaluating depth estimation,
and (ii) diverse real-world videos with rich multimodal annotations for assessing video generation quality.

models to extract modality-specific features and implement
rigorous filtering pipelines to ensure data quality and usabil-

ity.

Our data curation process follows strict quality crite-
ria. We first filter source videos based on temporal, aes-
thetic, and resolution constraints: minimum duration of 5
seconds, aesthetic score exceeding 80/100, and spatial res-
olution above 512 pixels. Videos containing embedded text
or subtitles are removed using OCR-based detection to pre-
vent contamination of visual modalities. For each retained
video, we extract corresponding modality annotations us-
ing specialized models—depth from Depth Anything V2,
optical flow from RAFT, segmentation from SAM, skele-
ton from DWPose, and DensePose from Meta’s implemen-
tation. Automated quality metrics further filter low-quality
modality extractions, ensuring reliable ground-truth anno-
tations across all modalities.

Through this systematic pipeline, we obtain approxi-
mately 1.3M high-quality multimodal video pairs, each
containing synchronized annotations across five modalities.
This comprehensive dataset enables effective unified train-
ing while maintaining consistency and quality across di-
verse visual representations.

C.2. UniBench

To address the absence of standardized evaluation bench-
marks for unified multimodal video tasks, we construct
UniBench with two distinct evaluation categories tailored
to different task requirements. For video estimation tasks
requiring ground-truth annotations, we generate synthetic
data using Unreal Engine to obtain pixel-accurate depth
maps and optical flow. As shown in Figure 3, for control-
lable generation and text-to-video tasks requiring diverse
modality conditions, we curate high-quality samples from
our test split.

Specifically, we create 200 synthetic video sequences
with precise ground-truth depth and optical flow using Un-
real Engine’s rendering pipeline. These sequences feature
significant camera and object motion to comprehensively
evaluate depth estimation capabilities under challenging
conditions. For generation tasks, we select 200 high-quality
samples from the test subset, each containing complete an-
notations across all five modalities. This dual-track eval-
uation strategy enables rigorous assessment of both recon-
struction accuracy and generation quality within our unified
framework.



D. More Visuals and Applications

Figure 4 and 5 showcases UnityVideo’s extensive gener-
alization capabilities across three core tasks: controllable
generation, video estimation, and joint generation. The
model accepts arbitrary modality inputs for precise control-
lable generation while supporting flexible modality estima-
tion for diverse subjects and scenarios.

Our framework demonstrates remarkable zero-shot gen-
eralization beyond its training distribution. While trained
primarily on single-person data, UnityVideo successfully
generalizes to multi-person scenarios for all modality esti-
mations. Similarly, skeleton estimation capabilities trained
on human subjects transfer effectively to animal motion
capture without additional fine-tuning. The model also
exhibits robust cross-domain transfer, accurately estimat-
ing depth and segmentation for out-of-distribution objects
and scenes. These diverse examples collectively demon-
strate that UnityVideo’s unified training paradigm not only
achieves technical integration across modalities but also de-
velops genuine world understanding that enables flexible
generalization to novel contexts and subjects.

Video Estimation

Figure 4. Representative outputs of Unity Video on Video Estima-
tion. The model consistently produces coherent RGB videos and
aligned modalities—including densepose, optical flow, skeleton,
and depth—demonstrating reliable cross-modal generation and es-
timation across diverse scenarios from human activities to animal
motion.
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Figure 5. Representative outputs of UnityVideo on Text2Video
and Control Generation. The model consistently produces coher-
ent RGB videos and aligned modalities—including segmentation,
densepose, optical flow, skeleton, and depth—demonstrating reli-
able cross-modal generation and estimation across various indoor
and outdoor scenes with multiple subjects.
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