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Abstract

In this report, we present HyperCLOVA X 32B Think, a vision—language model
designed with particular emphasis on reasoning within the Korean linguistic and
cultural context, as well as agentic ability. HyperCLOVA X 32B Think is pre-
trained with a strong focus on reasoning capabilities and subsequently post-trained
to support multimodal understanding, enhanced reasoning, agentic behaviors, and
alignment with human preferences. Experimental evaluations against comparably
sized models demonstrate that our model achieves strong performance on Korean
text-to-text and vision-to-text benchmarks, as well as on agent-oriented evaluation
tasks. By open-sourcing HyperCLOVA X 32B Think, we aim to support broader
adoption and facilitate further research and innovation across both academic and
industrial communities.

1 Introduction

Human reasoning is not solely grounded in textual knowledge but is often informed by visual con-
text. Although large language models (LLMs) have demonstrated solid progress in reasoning ability,
their application remains largely confined to scenarios centered on textual information. Expanding
training beyond text is indispensable for achieving a deeper and more comprehensive understanding
of the real world (Huh et al.| 2024} |Chen et al., 2025)). Moreover, as models are more closely inte-
grated into real-world environments, the ability to interact with external tools is becoming essential.
Therefore, dedicated training phases aimed at instilling agentic ability are required. In parallel, there
is a growing demand for models with a deep understanding of the linguistic and cultural context
of Korea, while maintaining the ability to leverage the extensive knowledge available in English.
Addressing this requires a training curriculum that incorporates both English and Korean data.

Motivated by these needs, we introduce HyperCLOVA X 32B Think (THINK). THINK builds on its
predecessor (HyperCLOVA X Teaml, 2025)) to achieve the capability of understanding both text and
vision within a unified framework, while maintaining an emphasis on reasoning in the context of
the Korean language and culture, with an added focus on agentic ability. THINK is a decoder-only
Transformer with both text tokens and vision patches projected onto the same continuous embedding
space and processed together through standard self-attention. The pre-training curriculum consists of
multiple stages with particular attention to honing the ability to reason in Korean. Post-training first
instills multimodal capabilities into the model through supervised fine-tuning. Then, the model is
further refined in the areas of multimodal reasoning, agentic behavior, and human preference align-
ment via several reinforcement learning methodologies. This process is conducted in accordance
with the NAVER Al Ethics guidelines for enhanced safety.

We evaluate THINK on various text-to-text (e.g., KMMLU, HAERAE-1.0, MMLU, and PIQA),
vision-to-text (e.g., KoONET, K-DTCBench, SEED-IMG, and DocVQA), and agent (e.g., Tau? and
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Figure 1: Overview of HyperCLOVA X 32B Think. Text is tokenized into discrete tokens and
mapped to token embeddings, while images are encoded into continuous visual embeddings by
the vision encoder. Visual embeddings are projected to the Transformer embedding space and in-
terleaved with text embeddings, enabling joint multimodal processing with a single decoder-only
Transformer.

Terminal Bench) benchmarks in Korean and English. We find that THINK exhibits competitive per-
formance against comparably sized models on text-to-text and vision-to-text benchmarks in Korean,
as well as on agent benchmarks.

THINK is released as an open-weight model under a custom license that permits commercial use
subject to specified conditions. With its competitive performance in Korean and agentic abilities, we
present THINK as a valuable resource for academic and industry partners in both the Korean and
global research community.

2 HyperCLOVA X 32B Think (THINK)

As shown in Figure[I] THINK combines a decoder-only Transformer backbone with a text tokenizer
and a vision encoder to support unified text-image understanding. In the remainder of this section,
we describe the architecture, text tokenizer, and vision encoder in more detail.

Architecture. We adopt a standard decoder-only Transformer (Vaswani et al., 2017) and fol-
low design choices commonly used in recent LLMs to improve its training stability and infer-
ence efficiency. Specifically, the model applies RMSNorm (Zhang and Sennrich, |2019) as a pre-
normalization and adopts SwiGLU (Shazeer, 2020) as the activation function in the feed-forward
networks. We use Rotary Positional Embeddings (RoPE) (Su et al., [2023) for positional encoding
with the rotary base parameter set to 500,000 to enhance long-context modeling ability. To improve
KV-cache memory efficiency, we employ grouped-query attention (Ainslie et al., 2023 with eight
query groups. In addition, we remove bias terms from linear layers and untie the input and output
embedding weights. We instantiate the backbone with 72 layers and a hidden size of 5,120, yielding
a deep and wide model with sufficient capacity for modeling large-scale knowledge.

For multimodal integration, we employ a streamlined fusion strategy (Liu et al.| [2023a}, Deitke
et al.,[2025; Beyer et al., [2024)) that minimizes architectural complexity while improving efficiency.
Specifically, visual representations are projected into the Transformer embedding dimension and
interleaved with text token embeddings. To ensure stability and facilitate seamless collaboration,
we maintain the original RoPE configuration of the LLM backbone without introducing intrusive
multimodal extensions to the positional encoding. This architecture enables the joint processing of
visual and textual representations within a shared representational space while preserving the core
efficiency of the pre-trained decoder-only Transformer.



English Korean

Tokenizer

General Code STEM General STEM
Tiktoken (OpenAll|2022) 4.82 3.24 3.50 1.56 1.90
HyperCLOVA X Think (HyperCLOVA X Team, 2025) 4.74 3.14 3.48 1.82 2.11
HyperCLOVA X 32B Think (THINK) 4.55 2.72 3.35 2.15 2.18

Table 1: Tokenizer compression rate is measured as the average number of characters per subword
token across domains, where the general column represents all datasets except for code and math
domain datasets. Higher values indicate fewer tokens for the same domain datasets.

Text-Tokenization. The tokenization process sequentially employs a pre-tokenizer step and a sub-
word tokenizer step to convert text into a discrete token sequence. The pre-tokenizer step is specifi-
cally designed to prevent merging different language scripts, as implemented in DeepSeek-V3 (Liu
et al.,|2024). Such pre-tokenization rules play a crucial role in determining tokenizer compression ef-
ficiency and downstream performance (Dagan et al., [2024}; [Wegmann et al.| 2025} [Liu et al.,2025a;
Schmidt et al., 2025). An empirical study further indicates that tokenizers yielding a lower upper
bound on the Kolmogorov complexity of the tokenized text tend to achieve lower language model-
ing loss and improved downstream task performance, and that this complexity upper bound is highly
sensitive to pre-tokenization rules (Chung and Kim} 2025)).

Following the approach of LLaMA (Touvron et al.|[2023) and Qwen (Bai et al.,[2023), we implement
single-digit tokenization for numbers to prevent performance degradation in code and mathematics
tasks (Garreth Lee and Wolf}, [2024). To mitigate token boundary bias that may arise from this pre-
tokenization (Kudo, 2018)), we apply a regularization technique known as StoChasTok (Sims et al.,
2025). We deliberately set the StoChasTok probability to a low value, as high probabilities tend to
frequently split words into individual characters, which inflates the token count and consequently re-
duces training efficiency. We balance this by applying an appropriate probability value. For subword
tokenization, we modify a representative open-source tokenizer, e.g., , tiktoken (OpenAl, [2022),
originally optimized for English, Code, and Math. As shown in Table [I| these English-centric tok-
enizers achieve lower compression rates for Korean stems and general text than English. To address
this limitation while maintaining performance on the original target domains, we introduce a vocab-
ulary adaptation method comprising two stages: 1) pruning and 2) substitution.

First, the pruning stage removes existing merge rules associated with Korean letters, which are iden-
tified via an automated ISO15924 script detection. Moreover, we remove low-utility rules from non-
target languages to maximize the compression rate, resulting in degradation below 1%. The scope of
this trimming is carefully calibrated to ensure that the degradation of compression rate in non-Korean
text. Second, the substitution stage inserts new merge rules derived from a trained morpheme-aware
subword tokenizer trained on our internal corpus (HyperCLOVA X Team), |2025)). Unlike traditional
expansion methods (Kim et al., 2024b) that append new rules at the lowest priority, our substitution
stage inserts these rules directly into the priority slots vacated during the pruning stage. As shown
in Table [T} our tokenizer achieves a substantial increase in Korean compression efficiency (up to
2.15) compared to tiktoken and the tokenizer of the previous version, while maintaining comparable
performance across English and STEM domains with minimal trade-offs.

Vision-Encoder. For the visual understanding component, THINK adopts the Vision Transformer
(ViT) architecture from Qwen2.5-VL (Bai et al., 2025). The encoder employs a 3D-convolutional
layer for patch embedding with a 2 x 14 x 14 kernel, allowing for the unified representation of both
static images and video frame sequences (Bai et al.| |2025). To maintain computational efficiency
when processing high-resolution or long-duration inputs, the encoder incorporates a local-window
attention mechanism that constrains interactions to local neighborhoods.

We employ a simplified Vision-Language junction to ensure architectural stability and production
efficiency, leveraging the vision encoder that natively supports a multimodal extension of RoPE (Su
et al., 2024). Specifically, we utilize a linear adapter after the vision encoder module to project the
encoded dense representations, aligning them with the hidden dimension of the LLM backbone (Liu
et al.l |2023a; Deitke et al., 2025; |Beyer et al., 2024). This streamlined integration enables joint



multimodal processing without requiring intrusive modifications to the core attention mechanism of
the decoder-only Transformer.

A primary design objective of THINK is to improve the efficiency of visual tokens. During training,
images are constrained within a 1920 x 1080 pixel envelope (~2.1 MP), which reduces overall
training cost by approximately 53% in terms of GPU-hours compared to the original Qwen2.5-VL
setting (=12.8 MP), while maintaining comparable downstream performance.

While the vision encoder supports a larger pixel budget, we default to the training resolution at
inference time to reduce visual token count and improve serving efficiency. For video sequences, we
apply a uniform sampling strategy with a maximum of 120 frames, where each frame is constrained
to a 378 x 378 pixel resolution (=0.14 MP). Under this configuration, each video is compressed to a
maximum budget of approximately 11 K tokens, while static images are represented by at most 3 K
tokens. This approach offers significant computational advantages over contemporary models; for
instance, Qwen2.5-VL (Bai et al.l 2025) and SEED-1.5-VL (Guo et al.l 2025) often allocate over
16K and 82K tokens per input, respectively.

Notably, the vision encoder remains unfrozen throughout training to acquire Korean-centric multi-
modal capabilities. This full-parameter tuning is essential for internalizing Korean-specific visual
contexts, including cultural entities, local landmarks, and high-density Korean-script OCR. By op-
timizing token allocation and specializing the visual representation for the Korean domain, THINK
achieves a superior balance between multimodal reasoning performance and inference throughput
for large-scale deployment.

3 Pre-Training

A primary focus of the pre-training phase is to endow the model with the capacity to reason in
Korean. For this, we first build a Korean-centered training dataset with a scalable pipeline for clean-
ing, filtering, masking personal identifiable information (PII), and adding synthetic examples (Sec-
tion[3.T)). We then train with a four-stage curriculum that uses longer contexts and gradually increases
the proportion of high-quality reasoning data (Section 3.2).

3.1 Data Preparation

Consistent with the predecessor (HyperCLOVA X Team, 2025), we structured the THINK data
pipeline to prioritize scalability, reusability, and quick refresh. To achieve this, we implement the
pipeline with a hybrid processing framework that integrates Datatrove (Penedo et al., [2024b) and
NeMo-Curatoﬂ This approach minimizes the operational burden of updating datasets while main-
taining data integrity.

Our preprocessing pipeline comprises four stages: (1) collection and normalization stage: we apply
lightweight cleaning, render documents into a consistent representation, and map heterogeneous
inputs to a unified schema; (2) quality scoring stage: we compute document-level structural and
linguistic signals, store them as metadata, and detect and mask PII; (3) filtering stage: we construct
stage-specific corpora by combining threshold-based heuristics with learned quality scores; and (4)
serialization stage: we serialize the selected documents into sharded files designed for efficient,
streaming-based training.

Data Filtering. Data filtering plays an important role in determining the final training corpus for
THINK in the filtering stage of the data pipeline. We adapt a two stage pipeline that follows the same
structure as the predecessor (HyperCLOVA X Team, [2025). The first stage applies lightweight, rule-
based heuristics (Weber et al., 2024; |Penedo et al., 2024a) to remove structurally malformed or
clearly noisy documents, using document statistics such as symbol ratios, sentence statistics, and
boilerplate indicators. This first stage is identical to the previous version.

The second stage performs model-based quality scoring and threshold-based filtering to remove
low-quality content that is difficult to identify with heuristic filtering in the previous stage alone. For
English data, we retain lightweight scorers based on FastText (Joulin et al., 2016) and a transformer
encoder Merrick et al.| (2024); these models are trained to regress 0—5 quality ratings for efficient

Zhttps://github.com/NVIDIA-NeMo/Curator
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FineWeb2 Dataset In-house Dataset Average
Acc. Recall Acc. Recall Acc. Recall

HyperCLOVA X Think (HyperCLOVA X Team, 2025) 69.0 86.8 73.5 83.2 713 85.0
HyperCLOVA X 32B Think (THINK) 86.9 92.5 90.9 92.7 88.9 92.6

Classifier

Table 2: Comparison of Korean document quality classifiers measured in accuracy (Acc) and recall
(Rec). Labels are annotated 0—5 quality scores and binarized into high-quality (> 3) and low-quality
(< 3). Recall measures recall on the low-quality class.

large-scale filtering (Li et al., |2024b} Penedo et al.| [2024a)). This approach has been shown to work
well for scoring English educational and STEM documents.

In contrast, our Korean corpus is broad and includes substantial non-STEM, user-facing content
such as game guides, consumer reviews, and travel guides. When we applied the English educa-
tional scorer to Korean without adaptation, it struggled to distinguish low-quality documents and
frequently filtered out useful documents that are not related to the curriculum. To address this mis-
match, we train a Korean-specific 0-5 quality regressor on (document, score) pairs obtained from (1)
high-quality external corpora (e.g., , FineWeb-Edu2 (Penedo et al., [2025))), (2) internal corpora that
cover our target domains, and (3) an additional pool of clearly low-quality documents curated via
LLM-based annotation. We fine-tune a Qwen3-Embedding-0.6B with a lightweight regression head
(Zhang et al.,[2025) using our training dataset. Table[2]shows that our Korean scorer consistently im-
proves both accuracy and low-quality recall over a Korean reproduction of FineWeb-Edu-Classifier.
Motivated by recent work (Saada et al.| 2025) that the primary gains from data curation come from
excluding clearly low-quality documents rather than selecting clear high quality dataset, we choose
thresholds for Korean dataset and focus on low-quality removal. Finally, we apply MinHash-based
near-duplicate removal after filtering to improve dataset efficiency.

Synthetic Data Generation. To complement the data filtering strategy and to mitigate the lim-
ited availability of high-quality Korean data, we generate synthetic data using two complementary
approaches.

First, existing documents are improved and rewritten to enhance their quality. High-quality seed
data collected from diverse STEM sources are reformulated to improve coherence while preserving
information content. For example, we take high-quality problem—answer pairs and synthesize in-
termediate reasoning steps, producing self-contained examples that include complete, high-fidelity
reasoning traces. For mathematics, we further curate these traces to favor concise reasoning steps,
avoiding unnecessarily long solutions.

Second, new text is generated from carefully selected high-quality seed data. Many high-quality Ko-
rean documents contain figures, tables, or diagrams that include essential information. Since remov-
ing these elements in the normalization stage makes the remaining text incomplete for understanding
the document, we rewrite such documents into self-contained text by using LLMs to generate ex-
plicit descriptions from captions and surrounding context. Furthermore, for personally identifiable
information, naive masking often degrades fluency and can miss context-dependent PII. We apply a
two-step LLM pipeline: (1) detect PIl-bearing sentences or spans, then (2) rewrite them with safe,
generic substitutes while preserving meaning. This reduces residual PII in the corpus from 89.28%
to 0.13% without loss of the quality.

Table [3]illustrates the data composition across training stages, which are detailed in the next subsec-
tion. It illustrates how the proportions of general, code, mathematics, and instruction-oriented data
are progressively adjusted throughout the training curriculum.

3.2 Pre-Training Curriculum

We adopt a multi-stage curriculum learning strategy (Olmo et al., [2025; HyperCLOVA X Team,
2025)) in which the training signal becomes progressively more demanding across stages. Each stage
is designed to emphasize a distinct capability, starting from broad linguistic and factual coverage
and then moving toward long-context modeling and reasoning, while gradually increasing both the
context window and the proportion of curated high-quality data. Notably, we incorporate reasoning-



Domain Stage 1 Stage2 Stage3 Staged

General 794%  61.6%  59.1% 17.0%
Code 120%  20.1%  20.0%  25.2%
Math 8.6% 182%  20.0%  25.3%

Instruction tuning  0.0% 0.1% 1.0% 32.5%

Table 3: Pre-training data distribution across stages. The General domain dataset comprises all doc-
uments excluding code, math, and instruction tuning datasets. The instruction tuning dataset consists
of instruction-response pairs.

oriented synthetic data (e.g., , coda and math) during pre-training, rather than post-training, which
has been observed to improve downstream reasoning performance (Wang et al.l[2025a). The detailed
data compositions of each training stage are provided in Table[3]

Throughout all stages, we apply Fill in the Middle (Bavarian et al., [2022) to 10% of tokens, which
strengthens infilling behavior and improves code generation and long-context modeling. Because
longer contexts require higher memory and computation costs and lead to different effective batch
sizes across stages, we set a different learning rate for each stage to maintain stable and efficient
optimization.

Stage 1: Foundation Knowledge Construction. The first stage builds broad linguistic and factual
coverage from a multilingual corpus, primarily Korean and English. Training uses sequences up to
4K tokens and consumes 6 trillion tokens. The learning rate is linearly warmed up from 1.5e~° to
3.1e~? over the first 2,000 steps, and then kept constant until the end of the first stage.

Stage 2: Context Extension and Quality Up-sampling. The context length is expanded from
4K to 8K, accompanied by a substantial increase in long-form documents such as academic papers
and source code. From this stage onward, high-quality supervised fine-tuning data and chain-of-
thought data are mixed into pre-training to establish instruction-following capability. To ensure sta-
ble convergence, we apply a cosine decay learning rate schedule and reduce the peak learning rate
to approximately 10% of that used in the previous stage.

Stage 3: Advanced Reasoning and Long-Context Adaptation. In the third stage, we extend the
context length to 32K to further enhance long-context modeling and reasoning abilities. We apply
stricter filtering to general Korean and English documents and augment the mixture with reasoning-
oriented synthetic data from math and code. To better support very long contexts, we increase the
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ROoPE base frequency from 500K to 5M, and apply cosine decay down to 1.0e .

Stage 4: High-Quality Annealing. The last stage boosts reasoning ability with a carefully cu-
rated high-quality reasoning dataset. We use a carefully selected reasoning-oriented dataset, pre-
dominantly composed of math, code, and instruction data. The learning rate starts at 1.0e75 and is
annealed to one-third of its initial value to maximize reasoning and complex task performance.

4 Post-Training

As illustrated in Figure 2] the post-training of THINK is conducted in two phases—supervised fine-
tuning (SFT) and reinforcement learning (RL)—with the goal of strengthening reasoning, while also
instilling multimodal and agent abilities. More specifically, we first build a strong foundation for text
instruction following and extend it to multimodal capabilities via SFT (Sectiond.T). We then further
refine the model through RL with objectives targeting reasoning, agentic behavior, and alignment
with human preferences (Section .2). This section details the process with particular attention to
elements that differ from the predecessor (HyperCLOVA X Teaml, 2025).
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Figure 2: Training pipeline of HyperCLOVA X 32B Think.

4.1 Supervised Fine-Tuning (SFT)

THINK undergoes a two-stage SFT process for enhancing text-based and multimodal instruction
following. Since a well-defined chat template is essential for controlling the generation process, we
introduce a unified chat template to be used across various scenarios. See Appendix [A]for examples.

Text Supervised Fine-Tuning (TSFT). TSFT leverages three types of training data: non-
reasoning for general instruction-following; reasoning for multi-step reasoning; and agent for se-
quential decision making and tool-augmented interactions. These data types are not strictly disjoint
and may overlap in practice. Each data type is processed using a distinct filtering pipeline tailored
to its specific characteristics and training objectives. To ensure high-quality supervision signals,
we strictly retain only those trajectories directly sampled using our system that pass all associated
test cases. As a result, each selected trajectory captures the complete interaction lifecycle, includ-
ing code generation, execution, feedback observation, debugging, and verified solution production,
while failed or partial runs are excluded.

Multimodal Supervised Fine-Tuning (MSFT). MSFT consists of four stages: cross-modal align-
ment for aligning visual features to the text embedding space; multimodal knowledge learning for
broadening visual knowledge and representation capacity; fask-oriented instruction tuning for en-
hancing task-oriented multimodal interaction; and advanced reasoning and video understanding for
establishing long-context multimodal reasoning and temporal dynamics. This sequential approach
is designed to first establish cross-modal alignment and subsequently instill complex reasoning and
temporal understanding capabilities. To mitigate the degradation of previously acquired text-based
reasoning capabilities, TSFT data are continuously incorporated into all stages except Stage 1, with
their proportion progressively decreasing from 15.3% in Stage 2 to 6.9% in Stage 4.

4.2 Reinforcement Learning (RL)

THINK is trained using a combination of reinforcement learning approaches, including multimodal
reinforcement learning with verifiable rewards (MRLVR), agent reinforcement learning (Agent-RL),
and multimodal reinforcement learning from human feedback (MRLHF).

Multimodal Reinforcement Learning with Verifiable Rewards (MRLVR). THINK develops
its core reasoning capabilities through MRLVR across a broad range of tasks and domains. Train-
ing is structured into multiple MRLVR stages, each sharing a common verifiable reward framework
while targeting a distinct aspect of reasoning behavior: integrated domain RLVR for general reason-
ing; length-control RLVR for controlling reasoning length; multi-turn RLVR for checking objective
completion; and instruction-following RLVR for instruction-following.

Throughout training, verifiable rewards are complemented by auxiliary reward terms that regulate
output format, language consistency, and repetition. To control task difficulty, offline data sampling
is applied prior to training to filter out instances that are either trivially easy or excessively challeng-



General Agent SWE Agent

Context window size (tokens) 44K 128K
Max prompt length (tokens) 12K 8K
Max response length (tokens) 32K 120K
GRPO group size 8 16

Table 4: Context window size, maximum prompt length, maximum response length, and selected
training configurations for agent reinforcement learning. The context window size equals the sum
of the prompt and response lengths. Response length includes both model-generated outputs and
environment observations.

ing, using precomputed pass rates from the initial model. Training is carried out using variants of
Group Relative Policy Optimization (GRPO) (Shao et al., 2024b), augmented with techniques such
as dynamic sampling and adaptive clipping (Yu et al.|[2025}; [Xi et al.| [2025)) for sample diversity and
training stability.

Reinforcement Learning for Agent (Agent-RL). We distinguish general agents from SWE
agents and train them in different phases. The agents exhibit markedly different rollout characteris-
tics, particularly in rollout duration, interaction depth, and response length. On average, SWE agent
rollouts are longer (37k vs 4k tokens) with more turns (40 vs 11), resulting in higher computational
cost and longer interaction traces. Since environment characteristics differ across phases, we design
phase-specific environments and reward. Here, reward is a weighted sum of the following rewards,
where the weights are optimized for each domain and task difficulty level: environment for pri-
mary evaluation based on rule-based verifiable reward and LLM-as-a-judge-based natural language
reward; format for the output format; and language consistency for input-output language matching.

Training proceeds in two stages: we first stabilize the core behaviors of a general agent, and then
progressively specialize it into an SWE agent. We perform training using GRPO (Shao et al.| 2024a)).
To account for the substantial differences between general and SWE agents in interaction length
and learning dynamics, we decouple the token length configurations by phase. For general agent
training, we use a 44K context window, with the maximum prompt length capped at 12K tokens
and the maximum response length capped at 32K tokens. For SWE agent training, we use a 128K
context window, with the maximum prompt length set to 8K tokens and the maximum response
length set to 120K tokens. Consequently, the total token budget per agent rollout—defined as the
sum of prompt tokens and response tokens (including not only model-generated outputs but also
environment observation tokens)—differs substantially across phases, as summarized in the Table[d]

We also adjust GRPO’s group size by phase: we use a group size of 8 for general agent training
and 16 for SWE agent training. This choice is motivated by the observation that SWE agent tasks
exhibit markedly lower success rates and tend to have sparse, high-variance rewards; increasing the
group size helps obtain more reliable learning signals and stabilizes policy optimization under these
conditions. From an algorithmic perspective, following DAPO (Yu et al., [2025), we remove the KL-
penalty term that can suppress generation diversity, and we encourage exploration by setting the
upper bound of PPO clipping larger than the lower bound.

Building on these settings, Agent-RL adopts the following training strategies, which are designed to
reflect the characteristics of agent tasks and to improve training stability, robustness, and ease of de-
ployment in real-world services: offline reward filtering for curating problems of intermediate diffi-
culty for optimal learning; thinking mode fusion for switching between reasoning and non-reasoning
modes; adaptive rollout sampling parameter for improving sample efficiency and training stability;
self-correction via error feedback for learning recovery behaviors from tool-call exceptions; and
service caching for avoiding repeated queries.

Multimodal Reinforcement Learning from Human Feedback (MRLHF). We use MRLHF to
align the behavior of THINK with human preferences for improved harmlessness, creativity, and
other qualities. We begin by training a reward model (RM) on a diverse collection of open-source
and in-house ranking datasets. In these datasets, response preferences are annotated either by human
evaluators or by judge models. Once the reward model is trained, we optimize the policy model to
maximize the rewards assigned by the RM using the Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) (Schul-
man et al., 2017) algorithm. Through empirical experiments, we find that PPO, requiring only a



single rollout per prompt, enables substantially more optimization steps within a fixed training time
compared to variants of GRPO, which rely on multiple rollouts per prompt. Based on this efficiency
advantage, we adopt PPO as our primary policy optimization method.

We also introduce an auxiliary reward term to explicitly control both the output format and language
of the generated responses. The format-related component enforces adherence to the chat template.
The language-related component leverages per-prompt language statistics derived from the chosen
responses. If the model generates content in a language that is absent or has a low prior probability
under these statistics, a penalty is applied. Both reward model and policy model training are applied
exclusively to the final generated responses, while intermediate reasoning steps or think paths are
not used for training.

5 Evaluation

Recent studies have shown that evaluation of LLMs with reasoning ability are highly sensitive to
answer extraction and evaluation protocols (He et al.l [2024; Jo et al.| |2025). Therefore, we test all
models in this report using Omni-Evaluator a unified evaluation framework designed to support
reproducible benchmarking across various inference engines and modalities.

Omni-Evaluator decouples inference engines from evaluation logic, enabling consistent evaluation
across on-device inference (e.g., HuggingFace), API-based engines (e.g., VLLM, SGLang), and in-
house serving systems. In addition, it integrates modality-specific evaluation toolkits into a single
framework, which allows unified evaluation across understanding and generation tasks in text, vi-
sion, and audio, while ensuring consistency across implementations.

All evaluations are conducted under fixed, version-pinned configurations, including inference en-
gines and evaluation toolkits, ensuring fair and reproducible comparison across models, inference
engines, and modalities.

5.1 Baselines

We evaluate our model across three benchmark categories: Text-to-Text, Vision-to-Text, and Agent.
For both the Text-to-Text and Vision-to-Text benchmarks, we compare our model against widely
adopted open-source vision-language models of comparable scale. Specifically, we use Qwen3-VL-
32B-Thinking (Yang et al.,[2025)) and InternVL3_5 38B-Thinking (Wang et al.,2025b) as baselines,
as they are well-established VLMs known for strong multimodal reasoning performance. This com-
parison allows us to assess our model against representative open-source VLMs under both purely
textual and vision-conditioned reasoning settings. To assess our model’s fundamental reasoning ca-
pabilities beyond the scope of vision language models, we also include EXAONE 4.0 32B (LG Al
Research, |2025)) as a text-only baseline. Although EXAONE is trained as a text-only model without
multimodal inputs, it serves as a reference point for comparison between multimodal model and
text-only model performance.

Agent benchmarks focus on capabilities beyond standard question answering, including multi-step
planning, tool use, and interaction with environments. We compare our model not only with open-
source baselines but also with substantially larger and more capable commercial models. In partic-
ular, we include GPT-5.1 (OpenAlL 2025 and Qwen3 235B-A22B (Yang et al., 2025)), which are
widely regarded as strong frontier models for agentic reasoning. These models provide a realistic
upper-bound on agent performance in practical deployment scenarios.

5.2 Text-to-Text Benchmarks

We aim to develop a model that goes beyond achieving numerical superiority on global benchmarks
and instead intrinsically reflects a Korean-centric perspective, incorporating linguistic and cultural
inclusiveness. We parse the answer from the generated output using regular expressions. If the an-
swer cannot be found, the sample is considered incorrect.

Korean Benchmarks. On Korean Text-to-Text benchmarks, THINK generally outperforms the
baselines across most benchmarks. To systematically evaluate Korean text understanding and gener-

3The repository will be publicly released.



Language Dataset HyperCLOVA X EXAONE 4.0 Qwen3-VL InternVL3_5

32B Think 32B 32B-Thinking  38B-Thinking
Text-to-Text
KMMLU 71.3 75.2 474 61.2
KoBALT 50.6 483 21.1 31.9
Korean CLIcK 75.2 73.1 62.4 62.7
HAERAE Bench 1.0 87.4 64.3 51.5 43.0
Flores+ (En—Ko) 31.8 30.9 24.8 26.9
MMLU 87.7 89.9 71.5 76.7
Enelish HellaSwag 57.2 65.7 62.1 59.0
&S PIQA 76.7 75.7 88.0 81.1
Flores+ (Ko—En) 30.9 30.2 28.2 31.8
Vision-to-Text
KoNET 751 - 74.3 33.9
Korean K-MMBench 88.1 - 91.1 81.1
K-DTCBench 93.3 - 95.4 92.1
SEED-IMG 77.9 - 79.3 88.0
Enelish LLAVA-W 106.4 - 111.9 100.7
& TextVQA 85.4 - 82.5 82.2
DocVQA 95.5 - 96.5 93.3
Agent
Tau? — Airline 58.0 45.6 54.4 =
Tau? — Retail 71.6 59.5 57.0 -
English Tau? — Telecom 65.1 26.1 333 =
Terminal Bench 1.0 21.8 10.0 11.3 -
Terminal Bench Hard 9.9 3.6 6.9 -

Table 5: Performance comparison across Text-to-Text, Vision-to-Text, and Agent benchmarks (User-
simulator: GPT-4.1) in English and Korean.

HyperCLOVA X  GPT-5.1 Qwen3

Dataset 32B Think (Medium) 235B-A22B
User-simulator: GPT-4.1

Tau? — Airline 58.0 64 36.8

Tau? — Retail 71.6 78.1 51.4

Tau? — Telecom 65.1 80.9 20.5
User-simulator: GPT-5.1

Tau? — Airline 58.0 64 41.6

Tau? — Retail 67.2 73.6 58.4

Tau? — Telecom 92.3 81.2 242

Table 6: Tau? results under different user simulators, comparing HyperCLOVA X 32B Think with
large-scale frontier models.

ation capabilities, we categorize our evaluation suites into three complementary ability dimensions:
(1) Korean STEM and professional knowledge, (2) Korean cultural and commonsense knowledge,
and (3) Korean linguistic and grammatical competence.

For linguistic and grammatical competence, we use KoBALT (Shin et al.| [2025), which probes fine-
grained Korean linguistic knowledge (e.g., syntax, semantics, pragmatics, phonology, and morphol-
ogy) and therefore tests structural understanding beyond surface-level recall. For Korean cultural and
commonsense knowledge, we adopt CLIcK (Kim et al.| 2024a) and HAE-RAE Bench (HAERAE-
1.0) (Son et al.|[2024), both of which evaluate culturally grounded knowledge, vocabulary, and com-
monsense reasoning. Finally, to assess Korean STEM and professional knowledge, we report results
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on KMMLU (Son et al.,|2025), an expert-level multi-subject benchmark collected from original Ko-
rean examinations that measures broad-domain reasoning and professional knowledge expressed in
Korean.

Across all Korean benchmarks, THINK shows a clear advantage over comparable sized open-source
vision-language LLMs, such as Qwen3-VL and InternVL. This margin stems from our Korean-
aware training recipe, which integrates carefully curated Korean data and training algorithms to
enhance performance across all three evaluation dimensions. These results suggest that THINK has
internalized Korean linguistic characteristics as well as the social and cultural context required for
faithful expression and reasoning.

THINK outperforms EXAONE on most Korean text-to-text benchmarks, with the exception of
KoBALT. This achievement is particularly notable given that EXAONE is a pure text-only model,
which typically benefits from intrinsic advantages in text understanding without the complexity of
multimodal objectives. Despite the added complexity of a multimodal architecture, THINK main-
tains competitive Korean text reasoning and language understanding.

English Benchmarks. In contrast, on English Text-to-Text benchmarks, THINK shows rela-
tively lower performance than some baseline models. MMLU (Hendrycks et al.| 2021) and Hel-
laSwag (Zellers et al [2019) evaluate broad multi-task reasoning and commonsense-based contex-
tual completion in English. On MMLU, THINK performs competitively with VLM-based models,
while showing lower performance than the text-only EXAONE. On HellaSwag, the THINK gener-
ally shows lower performance than the comparison models, and it also underperforms on physical
commonsense reasoning benchmarks such as PIQA (Bisk et al., 2020). Nonetheless, the perfor-
mance gap between the THINK and state-of-the-art models of comparable scale remains moderate,
and the model maintains practical levels of reasoning stability and response consistency for real-
world use.

Translation Benchmarks. We evaluate 1-shot translation performance on the Flores+ bench-
mark (NLLB Team et al., 2024) using the BLEU metric for the English-Korean pair. For the English-
to-Korean direction, we apply Ko-Mecab pre-tokenization to the generated text to compute the
scores. As shown in Table [5] THINK achieves the best performance in English-to-Korean trans-
lation and the second-best performance in Korean-to-English translation. These results demonstrate
that THINK has strong cross-lingual capabilities between Korean and English compared to other
baseline models.

5.3 Vision-to-Text Benchmarks

We evaluate Vision-to-Text performance using image-based visual question answering (VQA)
benchmarks in both Korean and English. Table [5] summarizes the comparison between THINK and
open-source multimodal LLMs of comparable scale. As with Text-to-Text benchmarks, we also use
the same parsing rule.

Image Benchmarks. On Korean Vision-to-Text benchmarks, THINK demonstrates consistent
overall performance across a majority of tasks. To systematically assess Korean vision-to-text com-
prehension, we conducted a comparative analysis using the following benchmarks: (1) the Korean
national educational examination (Park and Kim, [2025)), (2) general vision-language understanding
tasks featuring Korean QA derived from English QA (Ju et al.l |2024), and (3) Korean document-
based VQA (Ju et al., [2024). Specifically, KoONET (Park and Kim| 2025) is a comprehensive multi-
modal benchmark based on Korean national educational standards, encompassing both the Korean
General Educational Development (KGED) tests—covering elementary, middle, and high school
levels—and the Korean College Scholastic Ability Test (KCSAT). K-MMBench (Ju et al., [2024)
evaluates general vision-language understanding capabilities, including object recognition, attribute
reasoning, and commonsense inference, while K-DTCBench (Ju et al.,2024) focuses on document-,
table-, and chart-based visual reasoning in Korean. THINK achieves the highest scores among the
comparison models on KoNET, indicating strong capabilities in Korean visual understanding and
high-difficulty reasoning involving mathematics. On K-MMBench and K-DTCBench, THINK ranks
second, with a marginal performance gap compared to the top-performing model. Overall, these
results demonstrate that THINK maintains consistent competitiveness on Korean-centric Vision-to-
Text tasks across both education-oriented and general-purpose benchmarks.
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HyperCLOVA X  1st-Grade Cut-off

Subject (Mathematics) 32B Think (Top 4%)
Probability & Statistics 92 87
Calculus 89 85
Geometry 92 85

Table 7: Performance of HyperCLOVA X 32B Think on the KCSAT 2026 Mathematics exam across
elective subjects. The model achieved scores exceeding the estimated 1st-grade (top 4%) cut-offs in
all categories, demonstrating top-level visual reasoning capabilities.

We also conduct a comparative analysis on English benchmarks to evaluate diverse visual-language
understanding capabilities, including open-ended visual question answering, document understand-
ing, and scene text recognition. We employ four widely adopted benchmarks: SEED-IMG (Li
et al.,[2024a)), LLaVA-W (Liu et al.,|2023b), TextVQA (Singh et al., 2019), and DocVQA (Mathew
et al.,[2021). THINK demonstrates robust text recognition capabilities in both scene-text and dense-
document contexts. Notably, THINK achieves the best performance on TextVQA by a significant
margin. However, on the remaining English Vision-to-Text benchmarks, THINK exhibits relatively
lower performance compared to the baseline models.

KCSAT 2026. To validate the model’s real-world reasoning capabilities on the most current aca-
demic standards, we evaluate THINK on the recently conducted KCSAT 2026. We specifically focus
on Mathematics, as it presents high-difficulty problems that necessitate the seamless integration of
textual instructions with complex visual diagrams. To ensure a robust and stable estimation of the
model’s performance, we employ consensus@64, deriving the final answer through majority vot-
ing across 64 independent generation paths. Furthermore, our evaluation follows a hybrid input
strategy: image-based inputs are provided for problems where visual context is vital, while textual
representation is also used for others to leverage the full capacity of the backbone. As summarized in
Table[7] THINK achieves an exceptional score, placing it within the top 4% of human examinees—a
performance level equivalent to the highest tier (1st grade) in the Korean grading system. In particu-
lar, THINK shows strong performance on geometry, where solving problems often requires precise
visual-spatial reasoning over 2D and 3D diagrams. These results demonstrate that the model can ro-
bustly perform sophisticated, image-based reasoning on novel and challenging academic materials
that demand human-level cognitive synthesis.

Video Benchmarks. While the primary design philosophy of THINK focuses on achieving high-
fidelity reasoning within the static visual domain, we extend the architecture to support video input
processing to ensure service versatility and meet diverse user needs. Video capability is integrated
through a uniform sampling strategy of up to 120 frames, capturing temporal dynamics while main-
taining computational efficiency. In evaluations on the Video-MME benchmark (Fu et al., [2025)
(conducted without subtitles), THINK achieves a score of 63.4, surpassing established models such
as GPT-4V (OpenAl 2023) (59.9) and our previous iteration, HCX-Video (NAVER Cloud, 2025)
(61.4). Although a performance gap exists relative to models specifically optimized for massive
video-reasoning benchmarks (e.g., Qwen3-VL-32B-Thinking at 77.3), THINK demonstrates supe-
rior robustness in localized, real-world content understanding. Notably, in an internal benchmark
assessing NAVER TV Contenﬂ comprehension, THINK scores 67.1, significantly exceeding GPT-
4V’s 50.0. These results highlight the model’s practical effectiveness in internalizing the temporal
and cultural nuances required for Korean-centric Al services.

5.4 Agent Benchmarks

We evaluate agentic capabilities using a collection of agent benchmarks that assess an agent’s abil-
ity to perform multi-step reasoning, interact with tools, and maintain task coherence over extended
interactions. Specifically, we employ the Tau? benchmark suite, which consists of tau?-telecom,
tau?-retail, and tau®-airline, to evaluate goal completion in interactive multi-turn environments Bar-
res et al.| (2025). These benchmarks are designed to test long-horizon planning, state tracking, and
consistent decision-making across sequential interactions.

*nttps://tv.naver.com/
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For SWE-agent—style evaluations that emphasize tool-oriented reasoning in command-line envi-
ronments, we use TerminalBench (Contributors| (2025). In this work, TerminalBench 1.0 refers to
evaluations conducted using the terminal-bench core implementation version 0.1.1. We addition-
ally report results on TerminalBench Hard, which corresponds to the 47 challenging tasks from the
artificial analysis split and is designed to assess robustness to execution errors and recovery from
failures.

As shown in Table[5] THINK consistently outperforms open-source baseline models across all eval-
uated agent benchmarks. On the Tau? tasks, our model achieves higher success rates than both
EXAONE 4.0 32B and Qwen3-VL 32B-Thinking, indicating stronger agentic reasoning and more
reliable execution of multi-step action sequences. The performance gap is particularly pronounced in
scenarios that require longer interaction horizons, suggesting improved state tracking and decision
consistency.

Similarly, on TerminalBench and TerminalBench Hard, THINK demonstrates clear advantages over
the baseline models. These results indicate that our model is more effective at integrating reasoning
with tool-driven actions even under challenging evaluation settings.

Table [6] further contextualizes these results by comparing our model with substantially larger com-
mercial and frontier models. While THINK underperforms relative to GPT-5.1, it consistently out-
performs Qwen3 235B-A22B across most agent benchmarks. Given the significant difference in
model scale, these results highlight a favorable efficiency—performance trade-off and demonstrate
strong agentic capabilities relative to model size.

Detailed evaluation protocols, prompting strategies, and success criteria for each benchmark are
provided in Appendix [C]

5.5 Discussion

Overall, the evaluation highlights the main strengths of THINK and its design characteristics. First,
the most prominent strength of THINK is its strong Korean language understanding and reasoning
capability. Across Korean Text-to-Text benchmarks, THINK performs on par with or better than
the text-only model EXAONE 4.0, despite being a multimodal model. In particular, THINK shows
clear advantages on CLIcK and HAERAE Bench, which require understanding of cultural and social
context. These results indicate that THINK goes beyond a translation-based approach and effectively
internalizes linguistic and cultural characteristics of the Korean language.

Second, THINK also demonstrates competitive performance on Vision-to-Text tasks. On Korean
Vision-to-Text benchmarks, THINK consistently outperforms the comparison models. This suggests
that aligning visual information on top of a text-centric pre-training foundation can be effectively
extended to the Korean language setting. Overall, these results support the practical applicability of
THINK as a Korean vision—language reasoning model.

Third, THINK exhibits strong performance efficiency on agent tasks relative to its model scale.
Across agent benchmarks, THINK consistently achieves better results than other models of similar
size, and in some settings, it shows competitive performance even against large commercial models.
This indicates that THINK has effectively learned agent behaviors that are critical in real-world
scenarios, such as long-term state tracking, appropriate tool usage, and recovery from errors.

At the same time, the evaluation also reveals clear limitations of THINK. On English-centric Text-
to-Text and Vision-to-Text benchmarks, THINK underperforms compared to some baseline models.
This can be understood as a natural trade-off that arises when building a global model while first
ensuring strong and stable performance in Korean.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we presented HyperCLOVA X 32B Think, a vision-language model trained with an
emphasis on reasoning within the context of the Korean language and culture, as well as agentic
ability. Experiments against comparably sized models demonstrate that HyperCLOVA X 32B Think
is competitive on text-to-text (e.g. KoBALT, CLIcK, HAERAE-1.0) and vision-to-text (KoNET and
K-MMBench) benchmarks in Korean, as well as agent (Tau? and Terminal Bench) benchmarks.
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Given such performance, we expect the public release of HyperCLOVA X 32B Think to benefit both
the academic and industrial partners.

THINK is built on a strong text-only backbone that is subsequently extended to vision understanding.
This sequential training paradigm enables rapid acquisition of multimodal capabilities by reusing
the extensive knowledge learned during text-based pre-training. As a result, competitive vision un-
derstanding performance can be achieved with relatively little additional training. However, we
observe that as multimodal training progresses, performance on text-based benchmarks gradually
degrades, consistent with previous reports on catastrophic forgetting in multimodal large language
models (Zhai et al., [2023} |Driess et al.l 2023 [Liu et al.| |2025b). More broadly, this highlights a
structural limitation of strictly sequential modality expansion, in which modalities are introduced
one after another rather than learned jointly. It becomes increasingly challenging to preserve strong
text-based reasoning performance while scaling multimodal capabilities.

In light of this, we do not rely strictly on sequential training in our subsequent model HyperCLOVA
X 8B Omni. Instead, we adopt a joint training strategy in which text, vision, and audio modalities are
learned together from early stages of training. This design mitigates catastrophic forgetting caused
by modality extension. Please see the HyperCLOVA X 8B Omni report for more details on the
omnimodal training strategy.
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Appendix

A Chat Templates

Al

A2

A3

Non-Reasoning

<|im_start|>user
{query}<|im_end]|>
<|im_start|>assistant
<think>

</think>

{response}
<|im_end]|>

Reasoning

<|im_start|>user
{query}<|im_end|>
<|im_start|>assistant
<think>
{reasoning_content}
</think>

{response}
<|im_end]|>

Agent
<|im_start]|>system

# Tools

You may call one or more functions to assist with the user
query.

You are provided with function signatures within <tools>
</tools> XML tags:

<tools>

{"type": "function", "function": {"name": "FUNCTION_NAME_1",
"description": "DESCRIPTION_1", "parameters": { ... } } }
{"type": "function", "function": {"name": "FUNCTION_NAME_2",
"description": "DESCRIPTION_2", "parameters": { ... } } }
</tools>

For each function call, output the function name and arguments
within the following XML format:

<tool_call>{function—name}

<arg_key>{arg-key-1}</arg_key>
<arg_value>{arg-value-1}</arg_value>
<arg_key>{arg-key-2}</arg_key>
<arg_value>{arg-value-2}</arg_value>

</tool_call><|im_end|>
<|im_start |>user
test<|im_end]|>
<|im_start|>assistant
<think>
{reasoning_content}
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A4

</think>

{response}
<|im_end]|>

Multimodal

<|im_start|>user

{multimodal embedding}\n{query}<|im_end|>
<|im_start|>assistant

<think>

{reasoning_content}

</think>

{response}
<|im_end]|>
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Figure 3: Multimodal Example.

B Examples

B.1 Vision-Language QA Example

Model response

HyperCLOVA X THINK (Translated Model Output — English)

Okay, let’s solve this problem. First, we need to carefully read the question. Thin-section
photographs of rocks A and B observed under a polarizing microscope are given, and A and B
are each either quartzite or gneiss. In addition, (a) and (b) correspond to either plane-polarized
light or cross-polarized light. The task is to choose the correct statements from the options.
First, let’s recall the difference between plane-polarized light and cross-polarized light in a
polarizing microscope. Plane-polarized light refers to the state where only the lower polarizer
is present, whereas cross-polarized light refers to the state where the upper and lower polariz-
ers are oriented perpendicular to each other. Under cross-polarized light, anisotropic minerals
display interference colors, while under plane-polarized light, extinction and general optical
properties of minerals can be observed.

Now, looking at the photographs, we need to determine which of (a) and (b) corresponds to
plane-polarized light and which to cross-polarized light. Examining the images of A and B,
the image of A in (a) appears somewhat dull, with mineral shapes looking indistinct. Under
cross-polarized light, minerals usually appear brighter due to interference colors, but (a) looks
relatively dark and unclear. In contrast, (b) shows minerals more distinctly, with visible band-
ing and patterns. Since anisotropic minerals exhibit interference colors under cross-polarized
light, (b) is more likely to be cross-polarized light. Accordingly, (a) would be plane-polarized
light. Therefore, statement 7 seems to be correct.

Next, we consider which of A and B corresponds to quartzite or gneiss. Gneiss is a metamor-
phic rock characterized by gneissic banding, where minerals are arranged in distinct layers or
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stripes. In the (b) image of A, minerals are clearly arranged in bands, which is characteristic of
gneiss. Thus, A is most likely gneiss. On the other hand, B shows a more uniform distribution
of minerals in both (a) and (b), without clear banding. Quartzite is composed mainly of quartz
and forms through metamorphism accompanied by recrystallization, resulting in uniformly
distributed mineral grains. Therefore, B is likely quartzite. Since statement L claims that A
is gneiss, it also appears to be correct.

Finally, statement T states that minerals that have undergone recrystallization are observed
in B. Quartzite forms through recrystallization during metamorphism, so its mineral grains
are typically well-developed and uniformly distributed. In the images of B, the minerals ap-
pear evenly distributed with clearly developed grains, indicating recrystallization. Therefore,
statement T is also correct.

In summary, statements 7, v, and © all appear to be correct. Among the answer choices,
option 5 includes all three statements, so the correct answer seems to be 5. Still, it is worth
double-checking.

If A is gneiss, the gneissic banding should be visible in the (b) image, and indeed the minerals
are arranged in stripes. B is quartzite, showing uniform mineral distribution and evidence of
recrystallization, so © is correct. Since (a) corresponds to plane-polarized light and (b) to
cross-polarized light, 77 is also correct. Therefore, all statements are correct, and the answer
. </think>

5

C Agent Evaluation

This appendix describes the evaluation protocols, benchmark configurations, and execution settings
used for agentic capability assessment. We evaluate models using interactive and tool-oriented agent
benchmarks, following standardized protocols to ensure reproducibility and fair comparison.

C.1 Tau? Benchmark Evaluation

We evaluate interactive agentic reasoning using the Tau? benchmark suite Barres et al.[(2025), which
is designed to assess long-horizon decision-making, state tracking, and goal completion in multi-turn
environments. The suite consists of three domains: tau2-telecom, tau2-retail, and tau2-airline, each
containing multiple user scenarios with predefined success criteria.

Evaluation Protocol. For each task instance, the agent interacts with the environment in a turn-
based manner until one of the following conditions is met: the task success condition is satisfied,
an explicit failure condition is triggered, or a maximum turn limit is reached. The final outcome is
recorded as a binary success or failure signal.

Configurable Evaluation Settings. Table [8| summarizes the primary evaluation parameters that
can be configured for the Tau? benchmark. For sampling parameters not listed in Table the default
settings of each model were used. All models were evaluated in reasoning mode.

Table 8: Evaluation settings for the Tau? benchmark suite Barres et al.| (2025).

Parameter  Value Description

Max turns 200 Maximum number of interaction turns allowed per
episode
Temperature 0.6 Sampling temperature used for action generation
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C.2 TerminalBench Evaluation

We evaluate tool-oriented agent performance using TerminalBench Contributors|(2025)), which mea-
sures an agent’s ability to solve command-line tasks through iterative tool use and execution feed-
back. TerminalBench focuses on precise command generation, correct tool usage, and recovery from
execution errors.

Benchmarks. We report results on TerminalBench 1.0 and TerminalBench Hard. TerminalBench
1.0 corresponds to evaluations conducted using the terminal-bench core implementation version
0.1.1. TerminalBench Hard consists of a subset of 47 challenging tasks selected according to the
difficulty definition used by Artificial Analysis, and is intended to stress-test agent robustness in
terminal-based execution scenario

Evaluation Protocol. Each task provides an initial terminal state and a natural language goal
description. The agent generates shell commands iteratively, which are executed in a sandboxed
environment. After each execution, the agent observes command outputs and error messages. A task
is considered successful only if the final system state satisfies all predefined assertions. To ensure fair
comparison, all evaluated models utilized the same Terminus-2 agent implementation with reasoning
enabled throughout the evaluation.

C.3 Metrics and Reporting

For both Tau? and TerminalBench, the primary evaluation metric is task success rate, defined as the
percentage of tasks completed successfully. All results are averaged across task instances within each
benchmark unless otherwise specified. Additional diagnostic metrics, such as average interaction
length and failure frequency, may be reported to provide further insight into agent behavior.

Shttps://artificialanalysis.ai/methodology/intelligence-benchmarking#
terminal-bench-hard
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