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Abstract

Recently, reinforcement learning (RL) has become a
common choice in enhancing the reasoning capabilities of
vision-language models (VLMs). Considering existing RL-
based finetuning methods, entropy intervention turns out to
be an effective way to benefit exploratory ability, thereby
improving policy performance. Notably, most existing stud-
ies intervene in entropy by simply controlling the update of
specific tokens during policy optimization of RL. They ig-
nore the entropy intervention during the RL sampling that
can boost the performance of GRPO by improving the di-
versity of responses. In this paper, we propose Selective-
adversarial Entropy Intervention, namely SaEI, which en-
hances policy entropy by distorting the visual input with the
token-selective adversarial objective coming from the en-
tropy of sampled responses. Specifically, we first propose
entropy-guided adversarial sampling (EgAS) that formu-
lates the entropy of sampled responses as an adversarial ob-
jective. Then, the corresponding adversarial gradient can
be used to attack the visual input for producing adversarial
samples, allowing the policy model to explore a larger an-
swer space during RL sampling. Then, we propose token-
selective entropy computation (TsEC) to maximize the ef-
fectiveness of adversarial attack in EgAS without distorting
factual knowledge within VLMs. Extensive experiments on
both in-domain and out-of-domain datasets show that our
proposed method can greatly improve policy exploration via
entropy intervention, to boost reasoning capabilities. Code
will be released once the paper is accepted.

1. Introduction
Reinforcement learning (RL) advances large language mod-
els (LLMs) by enhancing their reasoning capabilities to re-
alize planning, reflecting, and generalizing beyond mere
memorization [13, 16, 30]. Motivated by this fact, RL-
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Figure 1. (a). Existing methods intervene in policy entropy from
the perspective of policy optimization in RL, by controlling the
update of specific tokens. (b). Our method utilizes entropy-guided
adversarial samples to intervene in policy entropy from the per-
spective of RL sampling. Here, yi represents a response, while yit
stands for a token in yi.

based post-training has been explored to boost vision lan-
guage models (VLMs), which equip LLMs with vision en-
coders, to solve complex problems like mathematical prob-
lems and code generation [9, 10].

Among advanced RL algorithms, group relative policy
optimization (GRPO) [13] has attracted extensive attention,
owing to its simplicity and scalability with competitive re-
sults. It allows LLMs to learn from a group of their own
outputs by estimating advantages in a group-based manner.
Notably, the diversity of their outputs is determined by pol-
icy exploration capacity, which is quantified by policy en-
tropy in the RL sampling. Meanwhile, recent studies [7, 44]
argue that GRPO cannot maintain a sufficient level of policy
entropy during finetuning LLMs, which results in a perfor-
mance plateau. To address this problem, entropy interven-
tion has been proposed to improve exploratory ability. As
shown in Fig.1 (a), most existing works achieve entropy in-
tervention by controlling the update of specific tokens dur-
ing the policy optimization of RL. For example, Cui et al.
[7] intervene in policy entropy by restricting the update of
tokens with high covariances between the action probability
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and the corresponding advantage value. Although entropy
intervention during policy optimization has been well ex-
plored, existing works overlook entropy intervention during
the RL sampling that can boost the performance of GRPO
by improving the diversity of responses.

Intuitively, entropy intervention during RL sampling can
be achieved by randomly disrupting the image-question
pair. However, we found that the performance of random
noise is sensitive to noise steps, as shown in Fig. 4. This
further indicates that it will be hard to find suitable noise
steps to achieve a precise control of entropy intervention.
The reason lies in the fact that random disruption lacks an
explicit relation to entropy. This leads to another natural
question: how to build relation between disruption and en-
tropy? To answer this question, we are motivated by the
fact that adversarial attack provides an approach to link ad-
versarial objective and adversarial sample through gradient
back propagation. Considering this, we argue that entropy-
guided adversarial samples can effectively control the de-
gree of entropy, thus benefiting policy exploration.

Based on the above insights, we propose a novel
Selective-adversarial Entropy Intervention (SaEI) that con-
tains entropy-guided adversarial sampling (EgAS) and
token-selective entropy computation (TsEC). Our key nov-
elty lies in that we achieve controllable entropy interven-
tion during RL sampling via an entropy-guided adversarial
attack. Specifically, EgAS aims to enhance policy entropy
by distorting the visual input with the adversarial objective
coming from the entropy of sampled responses. As the ad-
versarial gradient comes from policy entropy, adversarial
samples can enforce the policy model to explore a larger
response space during RL sampling. TsEC is further pro-
posed to maximize the effectiveness of adversarial attack in
EgAS without distorting factual knowledge within VLMs.
TsEC constructs an entropy rank for all tokens and discards
tokens with the highest and lowest rank. This approach con-
siders the fact that tokens with the highest entropy are able
to explore, while tokens with the lowest entropy contain fac-
tual knowledge [36], which should not be disrupted.

To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to explore
adversarial samples for intervening in the policy entropy to
benefit policy exploration of VLMs during RL-sampling.
Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:
• We propose entropy-guided adversarial sampling (EgAS)

that formulates the policy entropy as adversarial objective
and attacks the visual input, allowing the policy model to
explore a larger response space during RL sampling.

• We propose token-selective entropy computation (TsEC)
to select valuable tokens via entropy rank for better con-
structing adversarial samples.

• Extensive experiments on popular in-domain (e.g., Ge-
ometry3K and MM-Eureka ) and out-of-domain datasets
(e.g., HallBench and MathVista) verify that our SaEI can

greatly boost reasoning capabilities in our entropy-guided
adversarial manner during RL sampling.

2. Related Works

2.1. Reasoning in Language Models
Large Language Models (LLMs) [1, 8, 32] have achieved
great success in processing language information, and be-
come an important tool in our daily life. Furthermore,
VLMs [3, 5, 17, 35] integrate the vision encoder into LLMs
so that they can handle vision modality such as images
and videos. Reasoning techniques [31, 37], also known
as Chain-of-Thought (CoT) techniques, allow the model to
think step-by-step before deliversing the final prediction.
Some studies [4, 41] suggest that reasoning techniques can
greatly improve the performance of both LLMs and VLMs
in solving complex problems. Therefore, reasoning tasks
have attracted intensive research in this area.

Researchers have explored several approaches to stimu-
late the reasoning capacity of LLMs and VLMs. A stream
of researches [27, 39] performs SFT on pre-collected long
CoT data which follows specific steps, leading to improve-
ment of reasoning capacity. The CoT data can be col-
lected by guiding LLMs to generate structured reasoning
templates—such as first descriptions and then conclusions
[33, 41]. Other works generate the CoT data using ad-
vanced search methods such as Beam Search [38, 43], and
Monte Carlo Tree Search (MCTS) [40, 42]. However,
SFT-based reasoning approach suffers from two main chal-
lenges. First, it is costly to collect massive high-quality CoT
data. Second, SFT-based reasoning models merely memo-
rize the structured reasoning format and knowledge within
CoT, struggling to adapt to unseen tasks [6].

Recently, reinforcement learning (RL) has emerged as
another effective approach to activate reasoning capacity
[13, 16, 30]. During RL training, the model first generates
several candidate answers, which will be scored by a reward
model. The model is optimized to encourage answers with
high score while penalize answers with low score. Some
works [14, 45, 46] deploy value-model-based to estimate
advantage with a well-train value model which enables pre-
cise, and step-wise credit assignment. However, it is chal-
lenging to train a high-quality value model. In contrast,
value-model-free methods [13, 21, 44] eliminate the need
for value model computation by utilizing rule-based reward
function. Despite their implementation simplicity and ro-
bustness, these methods suffer from limitations like entropy
collapse [50]. In this work, we focus on mitigating entropy
collapse of value-model-free methods.

2.2. Reinforcement Learning in VLMs
Deepseek-R1 [13] proposes a new value-model-free RL al-
gorithm, Group Relative Reinforcement Learning (GRPO),
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which achieves great success in improving the reasoning ca-
pacity with massive verifiable questions. Inspired by the
success of Deepseek-R1, a lot of works [11, 15, 26] utilize
GRPO to enhance the general reasoning capacity of VLMs.
These works first build a large scale multimodal dataset
which consists of verifiable visual questions. They then de-
ploy LLMs like GPT-4o to generate high-quality CoTs for
a part of these questions. The questions with CoTs can be
used for SFT, enabling MLLMs to imitate reasoning behav-
ior in CoTs. Finally, they study how to combine SFT and
RL to improve the reasoning capacity of MLLMs.

Besides visual conversation tasks, some other works
demonstrate that RL can enhance reasoning in visual per-
ception tasks, like referring object segmentation [19], ob-
ject counting [20], and open vocabulary detection [22]. Un-
like visual conversation tasks with free text answer, these
visual perception tasks requires the model to predict answer
in specific format. Therefore, these works focus on design-
ing task-specific reward function to encourage MLLMs to
accurately perceive images. For example, Seg-Zero [19]
utilizes Bbox IoU Reward to encourage the predicted bbox
to match the ground-truth bbox.

Some RL mechanism researches have focused on sev-
eral limitations of GRPO like entropy collapse [7], training
instability [44], reward bias [21], insufficient policy explo-
ration [18], etc. Entropy Mechanism [7] notices the entropy
collapse of reinforcement learning for Reasoning Language
Models. It further proposes to mitigate entropy collapse by
restricting the update of tokens with high covariances be-
tween advantage and action probability. In our work, we
propose to intervene policy entropy with adversarial learn-
ing, disturbing the input of VLMs under the guidance of
policy entropy.

3. Preliminaries

Derived from Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) [29],
GRPO is a value-model-free RL algorithm widely used to
improve the reasoning capacity of VLMs through finetun-
ing. GRPO gets rid of the value model in PPO by utiliz-
ing rule based reward function, which mainly consists of
two types of rewards, i.e., accuracy reward and format re-
ward. The former one evaluates if the response is accurate
while the latter one enforces the model to output structured
responses. For a pretrained VLM πθref to be finetuned,
GRPO uses it to initialize a policy model πθ under opti-
mization and an old model πθold for sampling responses.
Given an image-question pair q = (I,Q) and correspond-
ing label y, the old model πθold first generates a group of
n responses {yi}ni=1. The rule-based reward function then
gives group rewards {Ri}ni=1 by evaluating these responses.
Next, all tokens in a response share the same advantage Ãi
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Figure 2. Comparison of our SaEI and vanilla GRPO in terms
of entropy dynamics and accuracy dynamics over training steps.
The comparison is conducted on the Geo3K dataset with group
size n=12. The dark curves in (a) show data processed with an
exponential moving average (EMA), while the light lines show the
original data.

which is estimated by normalizing the group rewards:

Ãi
t =

Ri −mean({Ri}ni=1)

std({Ri}ni=1)
. (1)

The policy model πθ is optimized by maximizing the PPO-
style objective:

JG(θ) =E[q∼PD,{yi}n
i=1∼πθold (·|q)]

1

n

n∑
i=1

1

|yi|

|yi|∑
t=1

{
min

[ πθ(y
i
t|q, yi<t)

πθold(y
t
t |q, yi<t)

Ãi
t,

clip
( πθ(y

i
t|q, yi<t)

πθold(y
i
t|q, yi<t)

, 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ
)
Ãi

t

]
− βDkl

}
,

(2)
where Dkl measures the KL divergence between the pol-
icy model πθ and the pretrained VLM πθref . ϵ controls the
clipping range to stabilize the training.

4. Methods
4.1. Overview
Previous studies [7] reveal that GRPO can benefit from a
sufficient level of policy entropy. However, as shown in
Fig. 2, vanilla GRPO can not maintain a sufficient level of
policy entropy during finetuning VLMs for mathematical
problems. To improve policy entropy, this paper provides
a new perspective from RL sampling to intervene in pol-
icy entropy, instead of previous studies that control the up-
date of specific tokens during policy optimization of RL.
Specifically, we introduce Selective-adversarial Entropy In-
tervention (SaEI) to sample responses with entropy-driven
adversarial samples. As illustrated in Fig. 3, SaEI takes pol-
icy entropy as an adversarial objective and backpropagates
the gradient of the adversarial objective to disturb the input.
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Figure 3. Overview of our proposed Selective adversarial Entropy Intervention (SaEI). It consists of entropy-guided adversarial sampling
(EgAS) and token-selective entropy computation (TsEC). EgAS intervenes in policy entropy from the perspective of RL sampling, by
taking entropy as an adversarial objective to disrupt visual input with the corresponding gradient. TsEC discards tokens with the highest
and lowest entropy, while keeping tokens with moderate entropy for the entropy computation of the adversarial objective.

A selective adversarial is further proposed in SaEI to select
tokens with an appropriate entropy pattern for the calcula-
tion of the adversarial objective. As shown in Fig.2, our
SaEI can improve policy exploration by adequately increas-
ing policy entropy during training. With better policy ex-
ploration, SaEI substantially outperforms vanilla GRPO.

4.2. Entropy-guided Adversarial Sampling
To encourage policy exploration in RL sampling, SaEI in-
troduces entropy-guided adversarial sampling, as shown in
Fig.3. In RL sampling, the policy model πθold generates a
group of n responses {yi}ni=1 for the image-question pair
q = (I,Q). We calculate the average of token-wise entropy
values to quantify policy entropy:

H(πθold , {yi}ni=1) = −E{yi}n
i=1,πθold

[log πθold(y
i
t|q, yi<t)]

= − 1

n

n∑
i=1

1

|yi|

|yi|∑
t=1

Eyi
t∼πθold

[log πθold(y
i
t|q, yi<t)].

(3)
Intuitively, we can intervene in policy entropy by dis-

rupting the image-question pair q. However, random disrup-
tion q lacks explicit relation between entropy intervention
so that it cannot precisely control the direction and degree
of entropy intervention. Adversarial learning provides an
approach to link adversarial objective and adversarial dis-
ruption (or adversarial attack) through gradient back prop-
agation. Based on adversarial learning, we take policy en-
tropy in Eq.3 as adversarial objective and back propagate
its gradient to q for disruption. q is composed of an im-
age I and a textual question Q. The continuous nature and
high dimensionality of the visual space make it widely ac-
knowledged that visual adversarial examples are ubiquitous

and can be easily generated [28]. In contrast, adversarial
disruption in textual domain is generally more demanding
and might incurring consequences like generating abnormal
texts [2, 48]. Therefore, we disrupt the visual input I in our
adversarial sampling.

In our adversarial RL sampling, we first generate a group
of n1 responses {yi}n1

i=1 based on clean image I . Then
we calculate policy entropy H(πθold , {yi}

n1
i=1) of these re-

sponses with Eq.3. We take H(πθold , {yi}
n1
i=1) as adversar-

ial objective to be enlarged and apply the projected gradient
descent (PGD) attack [25] to obtain adversarial image in an
iterative manner:

It+1
adv = Itadv + α · sign(∇It

adv
−H(πθold , {yi}

n1
i=1)), (4)

where t indexes the iteration, sign(·) is the sign function,
and α is a negative scalar representing the step size. By
subtracting gradient from −H(πθold , {yi}

n1
i=1), the obtained

Iadv is able to encourage policy exploration with the in-
creased policy entropy.

With the adversarial image Iadv , we generate another
group of n2 responses {yi}n2

i=1 using adversarial image-
text pair qadv = (Iadv, Q). Note that the question Q
keeps unchanged. We then mix the two responses {yi}n1

i=1

and {yi}n2
i=1 together to form a new group of responses

{yi}n1+n2
i=1 = {{yi}n1

i=1 ∪ {yi}n2
i=1}. A group of re-

wards are calculated by the reward function {Ri}n1+n2
i=1 =

{{Ri}n1
i=1∪{Ri}n2

i=1}. The token advantages for {yi}n1+n2
i=1

are estimated as:

Ãi
t =

Ri −mean({Ri}n1+n2
i=1 )

std({Ri}n1+n2
i=1 )

. (5)
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Our policy optimization objective is defined:

J (θ) = E[q∼PD,{{yi}
n1
i=1∼πθold (·|q)∪{yi}

n2
i=1∼πθold (·|qadv)}]

1

n1 + n2

n1+n2∑
i=1

1

|yi|

|yi|∑
t=1

{
min

[ πθ(y
i
t|q, yi<t)

πθold(y
t
t |q/qadv, yi<t)

Ãi
t,

clip
( πθ(y

i
t|q, yi<t)

πθold(y
i
t|q/qadv, yi<t)

, 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ
)
Ãi

t

]
− βDkl

}
.

(6)
Note that we use only clean images I for the calculation
of current policy likelihood πθ(y

i
t|q, yi<t), because current

policy model πθ should be optimized using images follow-
ing original distribution of I . Given the fact that we sample
responses with both clean images I and adversarial images
Iadv , herein, we use both I and Iadv for the calculation of
πθold(y

i
t|q/qadv, yi<t), to make πθold(y

i
t|q/qadv, yi<t) follow

the distribution of our actual sampling policy. Our method
only modifies the RL sampling, keeping the optimization
objective in the RL policy update unchanged.

4.3. Token-Selective Entropy Computation
Our adversarial sampling is guided by policy entropy
H(πθold , {yi}ni=1), which is calculated from token-wise en-
tropy values. As illustrated by Wang et al. [36], tokens with
varying entropy patterns impact reasoning performance in
different way, i.e., the tokens with the lowest entropy pri-
marily complete the ongoing linguistic structures with fac-
tual knowledge memorized by LLMs, while the tokens with
the highest entropy function as pivotal decision points that
determine the direction of reasoning trajectories. The to-
kens with moderate tokens blend continuation and directing
functions to varying degrees.

Inspired by Wang et al. [36], we assume that using ad-
versarial samples to intervene in tokens with varying en-
tropy patterns can impact our adversarial sampling in dif-
ferent ways. For the tokens with the lowest entropy, en-
tropy intervention might distort factual knowledge by in-
creasing their uncertainty. Since the tokens with the highest
entropy are able to explore, it is dispensable to intervene in
their entropy. Therefore, we equally divide tokens within
a response into three groups based on their entropy values,
resulting in groups of low, moderate, and high entropy. We
introduce the token-selective entropy computation as shown
in Fig.3, which only selects the tokens in the group of mod-
erate entropy for the calculation of the adversarial objective,
discarding the tokens in the groups of high and low entropy:

H(πθold , {yi}
n1
i=1) =

− 1

n1

n1∑
i=1

1

|ŷi|

|ŷi|∑
t=1

Eŷi
t∼πθold

[log πθold(ŷ
i
t|q, yi<t)],

s.t.
1

3
∗ |ŷi| < rank(ŷit) <

2

3
∗ |ŷi|.

(7)

5. Experiments
In this section, we first introduce the datasets used for train-
ing, baseline methods, and benchmark used for evaluation.
Then we present and analyze the comparison with baseline
methods. Lastly, we conduct ablation studies to analyze our
method in detail.

5.1. Datasets and Benchmarks
Our experiments are conducted with two mathematics re-
lated datasets: Geometry3K [23] and MM-Eureka [26].
Geometry3K is a dataset focusing on geometric problem,
consisting of 2.1K training samples and 0.6K test sam-
ples. MM-Eureka is a multimodal mathematical K-12 level
dataset, composed of 15.6K training samples and 2K test
samples. All answers in these two datasets appear in free-
text format to avoid model guessing.

Herein, we mainly evaluate model performance along
two dimensions. More specifally, we consider the two test
sets from Geometry3K and MM-Eureka as in-domain test
sets. Additionally, given the renowned generalizability of
reinforcement learning (RL), we evaluate our model on the
following four out-of-domain visual reasoning benchmarks:
MathVerse [47], MathVision [34], MathVista [24], and Hal-
lusionBench [12]. These benchmarks encompass a wide
range of tasks involving mathematical reasoning and visual
perception. We also report the average accuracy of these
four benchmarks to get an overall evaluation. For questions
with free-form ground truths, we employ the MathRuler
to judge the prediction, while for questions with multiple-
choice ground truths, we utilize the Gemini-2.0-Flash-001
to parse the prediction.

5.2. Baseline Methods
We compare our method with vanilla GRPO [13], KL-Cov
proposed by Cui et al. [7], and NoisyRollout [18]. KL-Cov
is designed to intervene in policy entropy by controling the
update of tokens with high covariances between the action
probability and the corresponding advantage value during
policy optimization of RL. NoisyRollout tries to improve
GRPO by adding Gaussian noise to visual input and con-
trolling noise strength with an annealing strategy. For both
datasets, vanilla GRPO and KL-Cov use the group size of
n = 12, while NoisyRollout and our SaEI use the group size
of n1 = 6, n2 = 6 for training. For a fair comparison, we
reproduce vanilla GRPO, NoisyRollout, and KL-Cov fol-
lowing the default settings and general hyper-parameters of
EasyR1, which is the same as our SaEI.

5.3. Implementation Details
We implement our method based on a widely used EasyR1
[49] codebase. We choose Qwen2.5-VL-7B-Instruct as our
base model, because it demonstrates robust foundational
abilities, making it an ideal candidate for RL finetuning.
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Table 1. Comparison with existing methods on MM-Eureka. We report the mean and standard variation of 3 runs. All results are reported in
percentages (%). † indicates that the model is not finetuned. Vanilla GRPO and KL-Cov use the group size of n = 12, while NoisyRollout
and our SaEI use the group size of n1 = n2 = 6, resulting in a total group size of n = 12 for fair comparison.

Method MM-Eureka HalluBench MathVista MathVerse MathVision OOD Avg.

Qwen2.5-VL-7B-Instruct † 41.70 64.00 67.14 42.87 25.95 49.99

Vanilla GRPO (Nature’25) [13] 62.45 ± 1.57 70.48 ± 0.43 71.67 ± 0.67 50.95 ± 0.57 27.50 ± 0.74 55.15
NoisyRollout (NeurIPS’25) [18] 62.93 ± 0.08 71.33 ± 0.61 74.16 ± 0.67 47.74 ± 0.94 27.96 ± 0.12 55.30
KL-Cov [7] 63.34 ± 4.51 70.67 ± 1.07 71.60 ± 1.25 50.97 ± 0.36 28.60 ± 0.82 55.46

SaEI (Ours) 64.45 ± 1.26 71.85 ± 0.46 72.10 ± 0.40 51.06 ± 0.28 29.21 ± 0.32 56.05

Table 2. Comparison with existing methods on Geometry3K. The group size is the same as Tab.1. The best results are marked in bold.

Method Geometry3K HalluBench MathVista MathVerse MathVision OOD Avg.

Qwen2.5-VL-7B-Instruct† 39.27 64.00 67.14 42.87 25.95 49.99

Vanilla GRPO (Nature’25) [13] 54.02 ± 0.08 70.18 ± 0.46 70.37 ± 0.57 50.63 ± 0.35 27.61 ± 0.23 54.70
NoisyRollout (NeurIPS’25) [18] 54.74 ± 1.26 70.11 ± 0.45 70.67 ± 0.45 46.24 ± 0.78 27.70 ± 0.35 53.68
KL-Cov [7] 55.91 ± 0.17 68.31 ± 3.07 71.33 ± 0.67 51.40 ± 0.89 27.92 ± 0.33 54.74

SaEI (Ours) 56.18 ± 0.51 70.38 ± 0.36 71.53 ± 0.72 51.15 ± 0.25 28.17 ± 0.47 55.31

Table 3. Comparison with KL-Cov on Geometry3K with the group
size of 8.

Method Group Size Geometry3K
Vanilla GRPO n = 8 52.47 ± 0.97

KL-Cov n = 8 53.86 ± 0.53
SaEI(Ours) n = 8(n1 = n2 = 4) 55.02 ± 0.10

We deploy the default settings and hyper-parameters from
EasyR1 to focus on the development of our algorithm.
Therefore, we keep vision encoder updated during training.
We use a rollout temperature of 1.0, a rollout batch size of
512, a global batch size of 128, a kl loss weight β of 1e-2,
and a learning rate of 1e-6. Our policy loss is computed
in token mean average mode. For our adversarial learn-
ing, the iteration number of the PGD attack T is set to 1.
The step size of adversarial attack α is set to - 2

255 and - 3
255

for MM-Eureka and Geometry3K, respectively. We run 60
steps for Geometry3K and 90 steps for MM-Eureka. We
run each experiment three times and report its average and
standard deviation. For evaluation, we again follow the de-
fault setting of EasyR1 to set the temperature to 0.6 and
report the average pass@1 accuracy. We evaluate the model
every 5 steps using in-domain test set during training, re-
porting the highest result. We then evaluate the model with
the highest in-domain result on out-of-domain benchmarks.
Our experiments are conducted using 8 H100 GPUs with
80G memory. The prompts used are presented in appendix.

5.4. Comparison with Other Methods

As shown in Tab. 1, after training on the MM-Eureka
dataset, the model trained using our method attains an ac-
curacy of 64.45% on the in-domain test set, demonstrating
a 2.00% improvement over the model trained with vanilla
GRPO. Our method outperforms NoisyRollout with a mar-
gin of 1.52%, which demonstrates our adversarial images
are more effective than randomly augmented images for im-
proving policy exploration. Although intervening in policy
entropy from different perspectives, our method also out-
performs KL-Cov with a gap of 1.11%. The superiority
of our method is further emphasized by its performance on
out-of-domain benchmarks. Our method achieves a 1.37%
improvement over the model trained with vanilla GRPO,
and outperforms KL-Cov with 1.18% on HallusionBench.
Our method also achieves the best results in terms of “OOD
Avg.”. Although NoisyRollout attains the best result on
MathVista, it achieves the lowest result on MathVerse. It
is noteworthy that KL-Cov shows extremely high standard
variation of 4,51% on MM-Eureka, which illustrates its in-
stability during training. Our method not only outperforms
KL-Cov regarding accuracy, but also shows superiority over
KL-Cov in terms of training stability.

As shown in Tab. 2, our method again significantly im-
proves the in-domain accuracy of 2.16% and slightly sur-
pass the second best KL-Cov of 0.27%. Although our
method is slightly left behind by KL-Cov on MathVerse,
it outperforms KL-Cov on HallusionBench, MathVista, and
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Table 4. Component analysis of SaEI. “Im.” is short for improve-
ment.

EgAS TsEC Geometry3K Im. over GRPO
52.47±0.97 0

✓ 53.86±0.53 1.39
✓ ✓ 55.02±0.10 2.55

200

55.02

52.30

49.72

52.9753.41

300 400 500

SaEIRandom Noise

47

49

51

53

55

Noise Steps

GRPO

52.47

Figure 4. Comparison with random noise. We add multiple-step
Gaussian noise to the image to create random noise.

MatchVision. Moreover, the improvement over KL-Cov is
up to 2.05% on HallusionBench. As shown in Tab.3, we
conduct comparison on Geometry3K with a smaller group
size n = 8. The capacity of policy exploration declines
with decreasing of the group size. Compared with KL-Cov,
our method can better improve policy exploration under
the smaller group size, with an improvement over vanilla
GRPO of 2.55% vs. KL-Cov’s improvement over vanilla
GRPO of 1.39%.

5.5. Ablation Studies
We conduct ablation studies on Geometry3K with the group
size of n = 8 and report in-domain accuracy.
Component Analysis of SaEI. Our SaEI consists of two
main components, i.e., entropy-guided adversarial sampling
(EgAS), and token-selective entropy computation (TsEC).
For the experiment with only EgAS, we use all tokens of
each sampled response to compute an adversarial objec-
tive whose gradient is then back-propagated to the visual
input. Sampling with adversarial samples enables the pol-
icy model to explore a larger response space. As shown
in Tab.4, after applying EgAS to vanilla GRPO, the perfor-
mance is improved by 1.39% due to the improved policy
exploration. Moreover, we use TsEC to discard the tokens
with the lowest entropy to avoid distorting factual knowl-
edge and those with the highest entropy, which are able to
explore. The TsEC results in a more substantial improve-
ment over vanilla GRPO, with gains of up to 2.55%.
Comparison with Random Noise. We compare our SaEI

(a) Original Image (b) Adversarial Image (c) Image Disrupted 
with Gaussian Noise

Figure 5. Visualization of an original image, its adversarial ver-
sion (1 adversarial attack iteration with step size α = 3/255), and
Gaussian noise (500-step) disrupted version.

53.86

54.02

55.02

54.02

52.47Vanilla GRPO

All Tokens

Highest 1/3 Tokens

Moderate 1/3 Tokens

Lowest 1/3 Tokens

Figure 6. Ablation on token-selective entropy computation.

with random noise, which is created by adding multiple-
step Gaussian noise to the image, as suggested by Nois-
eRollout [18]. For a fair comparison, we change the adver-
sarial gradient SaEI adds to the image with random noise,
while keep other experimental settings the same as SaEI.
As shown in Fig.4, 300-step Gaussian noise leads to the
best result (53.41%) among experiments with random noise.
However, its result is 1.61% lower than SaEI, which demon-
strates the superiority of SaEI. We can also observe that too
weak random noise, i.e., 200-step Gaussian noise can hardly
improve the result of GRPO due to it inability to intervene
in policy entropy. However, too strong random noise, i.e.,
500-step Gaussian noise leads to an accuracy drop up to
2.75%. The reason is that too strong random noise distorts
the distribution of original images too much as shown in
Fig.5 (c), thus impeding the learning from original images.
In contrast, our SaEI can effectively intervene in policy en-
tropy without distorting original image too much, as shown
in Fig.5 (b). The inefficiency of random noise comes from
lacking explicit relation with policy entropy. In contrast,
our SaEI directly links policy entropy and the model input
through adversarial attack.
Ablation on TsEC. In Fig.6, we study our token-selective
entropy computation (TsEC) by comparing taking different
groups of tokens to compute entropy as adversarial objec-
tive in EgAS. Our motivation is that the tokens with the low-
est entropy contains factual knowledge which should not
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<think> To determine if China, Hong Kong SAR, is the leading importing country of gold, silverware, 
and jewelry with the highest import value in 2018, let's analyze the bar chart:
1. The chart shows the import values in million U.S. dollars for various countries. 2. The longest 
bar represents the highest import value. 3. Observing the chart, the longest bar is for China, Hong 
Kong SAR, which reaches above 15,000 million U.S. dollars.
Since the bar for China, Hong Kong SAR, extends to the highest point on the chart, it indicates that 
this country has the highest import value among the listed countries.
Therefore, the answer is that China, Hong Kong SAR, is indeed the leading importing country with the 
highest import value in 2018. </think> \\boxed{yes}

Is China, Hongkong SAR, the 
leading importing country of 
gold, silverware, and jewelry 
with the highest import value 
in 2018?  Your final answer can 
only be \\boxed{yes} or 
\\boxed{no}.",

Ground-truth Answer: no
Benchmark:HallusionBench
ID: 0_1_0

<think> To determine if China, Hong Kong SAR, is the leading importing country of gold, silverware, 
and jewelry with the highest import value in 2018, I need to look at the bar chart and compare the 
import values for all the countries listed.1. The bar chart shows import values in million U.S. 
dollars. 2. The longest bar corresponds to the highest import value. 3. Observing the chart, 
Switzerland has the longest bar, indicating the highest import value among the countries listed. 4. 
The import value for Switzerland is above 15,000 million U.S. dollars.5. The import value for China, 
Hong Kong SAR is around 15,000 million U.S. dollars, which is not the highest.Therefore, China, Hong 
Kong SAR is not the leading importing country with the highest import value in 2018.</think> 
\\boxed{no}

SaEI:
(Ours)

Question:

Vanilla 
GRPO:

Figure 7. An example of a visual question-answer pair. The sample comes from HallusionBench, an OOD benchmark.
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Figure 8. Ablation on iteration number of adversarial attack.

be distorted. The tokens highest entropy are able to ex-
plore and we do not need to enhance their entropy. There-
fore, we equally divide the tokens within an response into
three groups according to their entropy value, i.e. highest
1/3 tokens, moderate 1/3 tokens, and lowest 1/3 tokens.
As shown in Fig. 6, taking “All tokens” leads to 1.39%
improvement over vanilla GRPO and the improvement in-
creases to 2.55% by taking “Moderate 1/3 tokens”. Taking
“Highest 1/3 tokens” and “Highest 1/3 tokens” also lead
to suboptimal results, compared with our method. The im-
provements of them are both 1.55%.
Ablation on Adversarial Attack Iteration Number. Our
SaEI takes T = 1 adversarial attack iteration, and we com-
pare it with T = 2. T = 2 causes a rapid entropy increase
and a rapid accuracy decline after 30 steps. Since a larger
T leads to training instability, we set T to 1, which is also

more computationally efficient.

5.6. Case Study
In Fig.7, we present an example of visual question-answer
pair. SaEI and vanilla GRPO are both trained on MM-
Eureka dataset. Fig.7 shows that even trained with a math-
ematics reasoning dataset, our SaEI model can provide cor-
rect reasoning processes and answers to general visual ques-
tions, even in cases where vanilla GRPO fails.

6. Conclusion
We investigate adversarial learning for entropy intervention
in RL for enhancing the reasoning capabilities of VLMs.
Then, we reveal that entropy-driven adversarial samples can
effectively benefit policy exploration in RL. To this end, we
propose Selective-adversarial Entropy Intervention (SaEI)
to achieve entropy intervention in RL sampling, instead of
previous studies that simply control the update of specific
tokens during policy optimization of RL. SaEI contains the
entropy-guided adversarial sampling (EgAS) that enables
the policy model to explore a larger answer space by for-
mulating the policy entropy as an adversarial objective and
attacking the visual input. Then, token-selective entropy
computation (TsEC) is proposed to maximize the effective-
ness of adversarial attack in EgAS without distorting fac-
tual knowledge within VLMs. Extensive experiments show
that our proposed EgAS can improve the generalization and
robustness of current VLMs, leading to state-of-the-art per-
formance across multiple visual reasoning benchmarks.
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