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Abstract

Vision Language Models (VLMs) have achieved impres-
sive performance in 2D image understanding, however they
are still struggling with spatial understanding which is the
foundation of Embodied Al In this paper, we propose Spa-
tialBot for better spatial understanding by feeding both
RGB and depth images. Additionally, we have constructed
the SpatialQA dataset, which involves multi-level depth-
related questions to train VLMs for depth understanding.
Finally, we present SpatialBench fo comprehensively evalu-
ate VLMs’ capabilities in spatial understanding at different
levels. Extensive experiments on our spatial-understanding
benchmark, general VLM benchmarks and Embodied Al
tasks, demonstrate the remarkable improvements of Spatial-
Bot trained on SpatialQA. The model, code and data are
available at https://github.com/BAAI-DCAT/
SpatialBot.

1. Introduction

Recently, Vision Language Models (VLMs) [7, 26, 43,
49, 63, 72] have demonstrated notable capabilities in gen-
eral 2D visual understanding and reasoning, based on the
vision-encoder based perception and language-model based
reasoning. However, it is still challenging for VLMs to
comprehend spatial information from 2D images merely,
which plays a significant role in various real-world tasks
[5, 19, 34, 40, 55], particularly in the application of embod-
ied Al tasks such as navigation [15, 41, 68, 75] and manip-
ulation [22, 45, 53, 61].

The main challenges for VLMs to have spatial under-
standing ability are in the following aspects: 1) Current
VLMs have limited capacity in understanding depth infor-
mation as they are only trained on RGB images without
depth maps. Consequently, directly inputting depth maps
into VLMs results in poor performance. 2) A well-designed
dataset for training VLMs to understand depth is absent.
The popular VLM tuning datasets do not have correspond-
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Human |<rgb> <depth>

Has the gripper touched the rag?

GPT-40 X

Yes, the gripper has touched the rag.
The gripper is visibly in contact with
the rag in the image.

Human

Can the robot close the gripper now
to pick up the rag?

GPT-40 X
Yes, since the gripper is already in St «

contact with the rag, the robot can No, because the gripper has not
proceed to close the gripper to pick up| |reached rag. The robot needs to lower
the rag. and stretch forward the gripper.

Human |<rgb> <depth>

Has the gripper touched the rag?

SpatialBot V

The gripper’s depth value is 584, and
the rag’s is 875. Since 584 < 875, it
can be inferred that the gripper has
not touched the rag.

Human

Can the robot close the gripper now
to pick up the rag?

Figure 1. SpatialBot has better spatial understanding ability than
GPT-40. From single RGB image, even human can not judge
whether the gripper has touched the rag. GPT-4o fails even if look-
ing at both RGB and depth images. SpatialBot first obtains depth
information of target objects from the depth map, and then judges
that the gripper has not yet touched the rag.

ing depth maps, meanwhile those depth related tasks do not
have question-answering-format data. 3) The inconsistency
of the scales between indoor and outdoor numerical depth is
also an important problem preventing VLM from uniformly
processing depth in various tasks. For example, tasks such
as indoor navigation and manipulation require millimeter-
level precision, whereas outdoor tasks do not necessitate
such high precision but demand a broader depth range.

To address these challenges, we propose SpatialBot
that can precisely comprehend spatial information through
depth images, along with the SpatialQA dataset for model
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Low-level

Pomt Depth: Depth of a single pomt

dlrectly retrieved from depth map
I ! Q: What is the depth value of point (0.60, 0.58)?
i A: point (0.60, 0.58) corresponds to a depth value of ... |

{ 1 Q: What is the depth value of point (0.31, 0.82)?
A pomt (0. 31, 0. 82) corresponds to a depth value of

Q: What is the metric depth of object: ROLEX clock?
A: The clock translates to a depth value of 4909, with
max depth 5051, min depth 4300, and mean depth
4512.

Q: How far is the pickup track from the camera?
A: The pickup truck is 17802mm from the camera.

High-level

Counting and enumeration
Q: How many orange bowls are there in the image?
A: There are 3 orange bowls.

Q: How many bowls that are upside-down are there in
the image?
A: One.

Depth descrlptlon and analysis
jQ Describe the depth map.

i A: The depth map appears to depict an outdoor scene
‘\’with a ground plane that extends into the distance.

! There are structures or objects in the middle to upper
3’ parts of the image that are further away. A vertical

i structure, can be seen extending upwards from the
,mlddle of the image

i
i

Q: Which is closer to the camera, the ROLEX clock, or
the pickup truck?

A: The clock has depth value of 4909, while the pickup
truck corresponds to a metric depth of 17802, so the
ROLEX clock is closer to the camera.

Q: Which appears to be more distant, point (0.62, 0.72)
or point (0.39, 0.74)?

A: point (0.62, 0.72) corresponds to a depth of 3312,
and point (0.39, 0.74) ...

Spatial relationship understanding
Q: Which is closest to the gripper?
A: An orange bowl.

Q: If the red cup is to the right side of the gripper, what
is the spatial relationship between the purple cup and
gripper?

A: The purple cup is to the left side of gripper, and
closer to the camera.

Figure 2. The proposed SpatialQA dataset consists of basic, middle and high level VQAs, aiming to: (a) help VLMs understands depth
image, (b) let VLMs learn to align RGB and depth images, (c) enable VLMs to do high-level tasks better by understanding both RGB and
depth images, as depth images provide clear boundary information and spatial relationships.

training. We source from various datasets, including
general object recognition (i.e., COCO [48] and Visual
Genome [38]) and robot manipulation tasks (i.e., Open X-
Embodiment, or RT-X [53]), and introduce a pipeline to ex-
tend datasets from RGB to RGB-Depth through a monoc-
ular depth estimator. We design various purpose-specific
QA tasks that highly rely on spatial understanding from low
to high levels. These tasks include the low-level depth es-
timation, middle-level object detection, referring QA, and
depth comparison, and high-level tasks requiring reason-
ing with depth such as counting, spatial relationship un-
derstanding and robot manipulation. To mitigate the prob-
lem of indoor-outdoor depth inconsistency, we design an
unsigned-integral-24 (uint24) format for numerical depth
representation that can preserve the raw depth values and
have a broad range of values from 1mm to 131m, in mil-
limeters. To enable the model to accurately obtain depth in-
formation, we designed a depth API that allows the model
to query the depth values of individual pixels or regions by
calling the APL.

We validate the capacity of spatial comprehension of

VLMs with SpatialBench which consists of manually an-
notated question-answer pairs about spatial understanding
and reasoning. The experimental results verify that our Spa-
tialBot can better understand the depth in the three levels.
Additionally, it is also verified that tuning VLMs on Spa-
tialQA can improve their performances on general VLM
benchmarks such as MME [20], GQA [29], etc. Finally, we
perform robot manipulation tasks in RT-X to demonstrate
the promising applications of SpatialBot. In summary, the
main contributions of our work are as follows:

* We propose SpatialBot that shows promising perfor-
mance in general visual recognition, spatial under-
standing, and robot manipulation. Especially, Spa-
tialBot outperforms GPT-40 [72] in several depth-
understanding related tasks.

e We curate a large-scale language-aligned RGB-D
question answering dataset, SpatialQA for training
SpatialBot and SpatialBench for evaluating VLMs’
spatial understanding performances. Three levels of
tasks have been designed for comprehensive analysis.



2. Related work
2.1. VLM and RGB datasets

In recent years, VLMs (or Multi-modal Large Language
Models, MLLMs) have achieved significant advance-
ments [33]. LLaVA [49] pioneered the visual instruction
tuning, which is followed by subsequent works [7, 26,
47, 52, 74] with more extensive datasets [83] and differ-
ent Large Language Models (LLM) backbones [1, 6, 13,
64]. These VLMs primarily tackle tasks related to per-
ception [20], reasoning [51] and OCR [42, 77]. Addi-
tionally, some works have introduced an encoder-decoder
structure beyond VLMs to perform pixel-level grounding
tasks [39, 70, 73, 76, 80, 81]. However, their performances
in counting and enumeration [17, 28] and spatial relation-
ship understanding [31] are mediocre. We posit that com-
prehending the entire space from a monocular RGB image
is overwhelming for VLMs. Integrating depth information
could effectively enhance the spatial understanding capabil-
ities of VLMs.

2.2. Spatial Understanding

Spatial understanding requires VLMs to comprehend
scenes beyond 2D RGB images. This is particularly crucial
in precision tasks such as robotic grasping [16]. Spatial un-
derstanding can be achieved through point clouds [16, 69]
or depth maps [31]. Some studies have attempted to per-
form depth estimation [44] and 3D detection [14] directly
from monocular RGB images, but the accuracy is limited
when it comes to metric depth estimation. Spatial VLM [10]
infers spatial relationships from 2D images only. However,
in robotic tasks (e.g. Fig. 1), depth from sensors is a must
in spatial understanding. Recently, Monocular Depth Esti-
mation (MDE) has seen rapid advancements. By utilizing
large amounts of unsupervised data [8, 71] and synthetic
data [35], MDE can accurately estimate depth in various
scenarios [57]. Therefore, we enhance the spatial under-
standing of VLMs by adding depth information to the RGB
images they use, leveraging MDE. Despite the strength of
monocular depth estimation models, training large models
to estimate depth directly is not always feasible. In em-
bodied Al scenarios, precise depth information is required
from hardware devices, which depth estimation models can-
not achieve. Additionally, enabling VLMs to precisely un-
derstand space from a single RGB image has proven to be
exceedingly difficult [14, 44].

3. SpatialBot

We use depth information to guide VLMs in understanding
space [30, 54], because compared to point clouds, depth in-
formation is easier to collect and process. Since the RGB-D
cameras are cheap, most of robots carry such cameras to
capture RGB and depth images instantly. In addition, due

to remarkable capacities of Monocular Depth Estimation
(MDE), one can adapt large scale RGB datasets to RGB-
D dataset in a fast and affordable way. Thus, we introduce
depth images for spatial understanding and construct Spa-
tialQA dataset with RGB-D images and depth-related QA
pairs. In this section, we elaborate on the pipeline of dataset
construction: collecting RGB and depth images, estimating
depth images from RGB images using MDE, unifying the
format of depth images, generating basic VQAs for VLM
training, and generating depth related VQAs. This pipeline
can be easily scaled up to construct larger datasets from
available RGB datasets.

3.1. Depth Map Encoding

Our depth encoding aims to preserve all depth information
for VLMs to use. A challenge is the indoor and outdoor
consistency. Indoor scenes like robot manipulation [53]
and indoor navigation [9, 25] may require millimeter-level
precision, while outdoor scenes include a large range of
depth values. Existing methods often adopt ordinal encod-
ing [21, 71], which, however, cannot be subjected to ba-
sic mathematical operations. To address the issue, we use
uint24 or three-channel uint8 to store depth values, mea-
sured in millimeters from 1mm to 131.071m. We directly
save the raw depth values and leave subsequent compu-
tations to the powerful fitting capabilities of VLMs. For
single-channel uint24, we use millimeter as unit directly.
This way, VLMs can directly query the required values from
the depth map. For three-channel uint8 images, we dis-
tribute the values across a broader range: the units for the
three channels are 29, 25, and 2'° millimeters, respectively.
Each channel has 2°, 2%, and 27 possible values. For an
image of size (H, W), to store depth value d y (in mil-
limeters) in three-channel uint8 image }”{’W, we encode the
image I following:

Ii(z,w = (dhﬂv//Qlo) * 217 (l)
Iy = (dnw//2°) % 2%, )
I} = (dp o %02°) % 2% 3)

The choice of 2!° mm as a unit for the first channel is in-
fluenced by the depth range in many desktop grasping tasks
in robotics [11, 18, 32, 36, 60, 66, 67], which typically have
a maximum depth of around 1m. A larger unit would result
in the first channel being predominantly zero in most sce-
narios. Similarly, we use multipliers of 2 and 8 to ensure
the better distinction between three-channel depth map. We
believe VLMs can easily learn the relationship between our
encoding method and the actual depth values, and our ex-
periments have validated this.

If the raw data includes depth estimated by sensors, we
use the raw depth values. Otherwise, for MDE, we use
the ZoeDepth [8] model for estimation, as it considers both
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i Point Depth
S kl l'l'S Q: Please prmﬁde the depth value
\of <point>.

@ /Depth Description

Q: Describe the depth map.
Q: What‘s the depth distribution?

Q: What objects seem to be in the

@age, considering the depth map?y
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Proximity:

Q: Which is closer to the camera, <point1> or <point 2>?

Q: Between <object1> and <object2>, which one is nearer?
Q: Is <object1>in front of or behind <object2> ?

Q: How far is <object1> from <object2>?

Object Depth

Q: What’s the mean/min/max/center depth of <object>?
Q: What proportion of points in <object> are between
<depth1> and <depth2>?

Q: Which objects are between <depth1> and <depth2>?
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Counting

1.Counting Objects 2.Counting and Categorizing
3.Counting Groups 4.Counting Items in a Scene
5.Counting Specific Details 6.Location-Based Counting

Figure 3. SpatialBot masters three levels of skills: (a) understanding depth images (b) aligning these RGB and depth inputs, and performing
proximity comparison, (c) applying RGB-D for spatial relationship understanding and counting.

indoor and outdoor scenarios and can accurately estimate
metric depth in these situations. Note that we do not use the
relative depth models, such as MiDaS [57]. It is incorrect to
directly take the inverse of the relative depth d,. as the actual
depth d. Suppose that the maximum and minimum depth in
an image is dy,q; and d,,;, ,the conversion should follow:

1 1
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Itis incorrect to ask for the depth value but uses d% as the
label in QAs [44]. While (Tlr can reflect the relative size of
depth, it does not maintain proportional relationships (e.g.
Tlr = 0.4 is not twice the depth of 0.2). Only when the
max depth is infinite can d% be considered as true depth
multiplies by a scale factor.

3.2. Depth Description of an Object

SpatialQA is a VQA dataset, and our model is a standard
VLM (Fig. 4): it takes images and text as input and out-
puts text. To maintain generality, we do not use a separate
image encoder, so SpatialBot cannot output pixel-level in-
formation. Intuitively, the center point of objects can simply
represent their depth. However, for example, in the case of
a cup, there is a significant difference between the depth of
the inner and outer surfaces, so a single value cannot ac-
curately represent the depth. Therefore, we use four depth

values—max, min, mean, and center—to describe the ob-
ject’s depth, if its mask is available. Considering that the
mask and depth map cannot be perfectly precise, we use the
95th and 5th percentile values as the max and min depth
values. Bounding boxes in Visual Genome (VG) [38] are
very inaccurate, and our experiments find that prompting
SAM [37] with these bounding boxes will yield undesirable
masks. In this case, to prevent incorrect depth from mis-
leading the model, we fall back to using only the depth of
the center point of the bounding box to describe depth.

3.3. Image Sources

A RGB-D VLM dataset should include detailed QAs that
help VLMs to understand the image, which may include
reasoning, conversation, description and referring [83].
Specific object descriptions are required, e.g. in Fig. 4,
woman is not a good description, but the woman in the
middle or the woman standing tallest are good descrip-
tions. Existing captioning, grounding and segmentation
models [12, 50, 58, 84] can not generate detailed and spe-
cific descriptions. To this end, we base Spatial QA mainly
on VLM data where detailed QAs are included [26].

In SpatialQA, we primarily include three data sources:
COCO [48], VG [38], and Open X-Embodiment
(RTX) [53]. Therefore, we base our dataset on
Bunny_695k [26], which includes COCO and VG.
Bunny_695k contains image QA covering reasoning,
detailed descriptions, grounding, etc. On this basis, we
added depth-related QA pairs. We use bounding boxes in
Bunny_695k and prompt SAM [37] with bounding boxes
and center points to get masks. We ensure that SAM masks



do not exceed the bounding box limits, then select the
mask with the highest confidence. RT-X integrates many
robotics datasets. For datasets containing sensor depth
data, we directly use the raw depth. For other datasets, we
use model-estimated metric depth. We select 7.5k of these
and manually annotated the bounding boxes, querying the
depth information of the objects. For the remaining images,
we only ask about the depth of certain pixels in the image.
Also, we use GPT-40 to generate conversations based on
RTX-7.5k, where we prompt GPT-40 to focus on: what
robot are doing, how should the robot finish robot task,
object count, object position, positional relationships and
object appearance. In future versions of SpatialQA, we will
include more images from a vast range of sources.

3.4. SpatialQA Pipeline

To help VLMs understand depth inputs, and use depth in-
formation to do high-level tasks like spatial relationship un-
derstanding, counting and enumeration, we design a three-
step QA pipeline. We aim to make this pipeline effective
and easy-to-follow: (a) This pipeline progressively let VLM
learn to understand depth, align depth and RGB, and use
depth for complex reasoning in high-level tasks. (b) exist-
ing RGB datasets can be easily converted to RGB-Depth
datasets with our pipeline. SpatialQA pipeline is shown in
Fig. 5, and the skills to learn are shown in Fig. 3.

Low level. To enable VLMs to understand depth images
and learn to query information from them, we ask depth
value of points. VLMs should learn to take the depth value
directly from depth inputs, and relate point coordinates with
pixels in image. In the meanwhile, since the visual encoder
does not see depth images in pre-training, we also expect
the encoder and projector to learn to encode depth images
together with RGB images. We also let SpatialBot describe
the depth map and infer what may be in the images, giving
only a depth map.

Middle level. As VLLMs have learnt to encode and query
information from depth images, they should now learn to
use depth information. Also, since image and depth inputs
are given to VLMs, they should also know the relationships
between them. First, we ask about proximity relationships,
namely which point is closer or further away. Second, we
let VLMs learn to describe the depth of objects or regions,
by using center point depth, minimum, maximum and mean
depth. VLMs should learn to locate an object in the RGB
image and then find depth information from depth input.
Third, we ask about proximity relationships between ob-
jects.

High level. Since VLMs can now understand depth in-
put, align depth with RGB and have some knowledge about
proximity relationships in the spatial world, we design tasks
to help VLMs apply depth at a higher level. When the
model sees the depth map, the boundaries of objects and

their surroundings become clearer, so we believe that the
depth map aids in grounding and counting tasks. Addition-
ally, in SpatialQA, the model gains a clear understanding
of the space, which helps the model determine spatial and
positional relationships.

3.5. SpatialBench

To evaluate VLM’s performance on high-level tasks, we an-
notate the SpatialBench. On 120 images, we ask following
questions:

* Has [Object 1] touched/reached [Object 2]?

* What is the spatial relationship between [Object]s?

* Counting and enumeration.

* Size comparison between objects.
All question are in Yes/No or multiple choice formats. Ad-
ditionally, SpatialBench includes depth and proximity ques-
tions on images from MME [20] dataset, and our manually
annotated 80 images (3 bounding box per image).

3.6. SpatialBot Architecture

SpatialBot uses a VLM structure: Images are processed
through an image encoder and a multi-modal projector, con-
verted into tokens, and then sent along with text tokens into
an LLM, which ultimately outputs responses. To enable
the model to accurately obtain depth information, we de-
signed Depth API. When the SpatialBot’s output contains
text with a format of Depth(point), the API will query the
depth value of that point in the corresponding depth map
and then input this depth value back into SpatialBot. Com-
bining the user’s question with the API’s return value, Spa-
tialBot will provide the final answer. The model can call the
API to get the precise depth value of a specific point. For ex-
ample, when SpatialBot wants to know the depth informa-
tion of an object, it first determines the bounding box of the
object and then calls the Depth API using the center point
of the bounding box. If the model wants to obtain the depth
range of this object, it first observes which points in the im-
age correspond to the maximum and minimum depth val-
ues and calls the Depth API using the coordinates of these
points. However, to enhance the model’s understanding of
the depth map itself, during training, we only allow Spatial-
Bot to call the API on a subset of the data. For the remaining
data, the model must directly use the depth map to answer
the depth of the object.

4. Experiments

We start with validating SpatialBot has the ability to un-
derstand depth, extract information from depth maps, and
perform high-level tasks. Then, we observe performance
improvements in general VQA tasks, such as MME [20]
and GQA [29], by introducing depth maps. This indicates
that training on SpatialQA can help VLMs perform better
on general tasks. Finally, experiments on RT-X [53] show
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Figure 4. The architecture of SpatialBot. It takes a pair of RGB and depth images as input, where depth images are optional. SpatialBot
can choose to call Depth API if it need accurate depth information.

Table 1. Results on SpatialBench. Best results of models with the same base LLMs are marked with bold text. LLM-RGB and LLM-RGBD
are trained on RGB images only and tested with RGB and RGBD inputs, respectively. SpatialBot with RGB input in depth estimation is
the same as MDE task.

Model ‘ Depth 1 Position T Existence T Counting T Reaching T Size 1
GPT-40-RGB - 70.6 85 84.5 51.7 433
GPT-40-RGBD - 61.8 90 85.2 51.7 40.0
Bunny-Phi2-3B-RGB 70.6 50.0 75 89.4 51.7 26.7
Bunny-Phi2-3B-RGBD 85.8 50.0 75 90.4 433 28.3
SpatialBot-Phi2-3B-RGB 84.1 64.7 80 88.0 61.7 28.3
SpatialBot-Phi2-3B-RGBD >99 61.8 80 91.7 55 26.7
Bunny-Phi3-4B-RGB 32.3 58.8 75 91.0 31.7 16.7
Bunny-Phi3-4B-RGBD 63.3 52.9 60 85.4 31.7 18.3
SpatialBot-Phi3-4B-RGB 83.2 64.7 75 91.0 40 23.3
SpatialBot-Phi3-4B-RGBD >99 67.7 70 91.7 35 21.7
QWen-1.5-4B-RGB 422 50.0 75 91.6 26.7 15.0
QWen-1.5-4B-RGBD 74.6 44.1 70 90.7 25.0 15.0
SpatialBot-QWen1.5-4B-RGB 89.9 52.9 75 88.6 46.8 18.3
SpatialBot-QWen1.5-4B-RGBD >99 52.9 60 90.5 41.7 26.7
Llama3-8B-RGB 58.1 50.0 75 91.7 38.3 23.3
Llama3-8B-RGBD 64.0 50.0 75 90.4 38.3 25.0
SpatialBot-1.lama3-8B-RGB 85.6 55.9 80 91.2 40.0 20.0
SpatialBot-1lama3-8B-RGBD >99 53.0 75 90.4 45.0 20.0
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Figure 5. Image sources and RGB to RGB-Depth dataset conversion pipeline. RGB and depth information, captions or conversations about
the images, bounding boxes or masks, and corresponding detailed descriptions of objects are required to make Spatial QA dataset.



Table 2. Results on general VLM Benchmarks. For same base LLM models, better results are marked with bold text. RGB-D inputs are

only used in MME. We report results of model trained with RGB and tested with RGB or RGB-D in it, split with slash.

Model MME? 1+  MME®“1t MMBT1+ MMBP {1 SEED-IT VQA“1 GQA{ POPE
Bunny-Phi2-3B 1472/1474  286/285 67.90 68.90 69.91 78.98 61.52 86.21
SpatialBot-Phi2-3B 1483/1487  310/312 70.12 68.56 70.85 79.80 62.28 87.04
Bunny-Phi3-4B 1417/1364  308/319 70.15 70.74 71.04 80.57 61.18 84.60
SpatialBot-Phi3-4B 1431/1433  337/329 73.49 73.11 71.64 80.01 62.16 85.47
Bunny-QWen1.5-4B 1340/1364  251/254 69.56 68.56 70.05 80.63 61.55 85.10
SpatialBot-QWenl.5-4B | 1378/1406  266/285 70.91 69.67 70.36 79.69 62.77 86.09
Bunny-Llama3-8B 1574/1542  342/318 73.67 74.15 72.32 80.50 62.18 85.22
SpatialBot-LLama3-8B | 1577/1576  352/333 75.78 74.83 72.40 80.94 62.90 85.33
that SpatialBot benefits from understanding depth in robot 4.2. SpatialBench

manipulation tasks.

Implementation. = We design SpatialBot based on
Bunny [26], a family of VLMs. Phi-2-3B, Phi-3-4B [1],
QWen-1.5-4B [6] and Llama-3-8B [64] are used as the base
LLM. SpatialBot model architecture is shown in Fig. 4. The
image encoder is SigLIP [79] with 384x384 image resolu-
tion. QWen-1.5-0.5B and CLIP [56] with 336x336 image
resolution are adopted in robot manipulation tasks. We pre-
train models on two million image-text pairs from LAION-
2B [59] (Bunny-pretrain-LAION-2M [26]) and finetune
them on Bunny_695k [26]. The learning rate is kept 2e — 4,
and learning rate for multi-modal projector is 2e — 5, ex-
cept for Llama-3-8B, where we halve both learning rates.
For manipulation tasks, we also halve the learning rate. The
multi-modal projector is trainable in both pretrain and fine-
tune stage, and we add a LoRA [27] module in finetuning.
We use 8 A100 for training. On SpatialQA, it takes about
15 hours for Phi-2 [1].

4.1. Spatial Understanding

We first validate that SpatialBot can get accurate metric
depth value from depth images or Depth API, and decide
proximity relationships, which are low-level and middle
level tasks in SpatialQA. We use bounding box and metric
depth from SpatialBench. We then ask about depth of ran-
dom points and objects in them. We tell VLMs the names w/
and w/o bounding boxes of target object. For ground truth
depth value d;, estimated depth value d.,; from VLMs, we
estimate depth accuracy by dg"d_iil"‘“‘ * 100%. Results by an-
swering with Depth API are sh(;wn in Depth and Proximity
column in Table. 1. Also, we ask the proximity relation-
ships. Sample conversations on depth map understanding
and high-level tasks are shown in Fig. 7.

We compare model performance on our SpatialBench,
which composes on positional relationship, object exis-
tence, reaching and size comparison tasks. GPT-40 and
LLaVA-v1.6-34B [49] without training on Spatial QA are
compared with models trained on SpatialQA. 3B, 4B and
8B models trained on Spatial QA reaches comparable results
with GPT-40. Results are reported in Table 1.

4.3. General VLM Benchmarks

We report results on general benchmarks: MME per-
ception [20] (MMEF), MME cognition (MMES®), MM-
Bench [51] test and dev set (MMBT and MMBP), SEED
Bench Image [42] (SEED(-I)), VQA [23] test-dev split
(VQA'?), GQA [29], and POPE [46] (the averaged F1-
score of three categories on the validation set of COCO).
In most of these benchmarks, RGB information along is
enough. We only use RGB-Depth input on MME® and
GQA since they contain counting, existence and position
questions, where we expect depth information can benefit
such cases.

4.4. RT-X Robot Manipulation

We test performance of VLMs with and without depth in-
put. Robot manipulations tasks are specified as: in cur-
rent time stamp ¢, given history and current image obser-
vations sz‘:o (with optional depth maps), models should
learn policy (|4, xj;:()). Action a; is sampled from 7 and
applied to robots. For a robot of two-finger end effector,
action space can be (AX,AY,AZ AR, AP,AYa,C,T),
indicating delta change in poses XY Z and rotation RPY a
(roll, pitch, yall), gripper closure C' and whether to termi-
nate action 7'. The delta change in position and rotation of
action space is encoded into 101 possible values, from 0,
0.01 to 1. We use QWen-1.5-0.5B [6] as the base LLM,
and CLIP [56] are vision encoder. The pretrain dataset is
Bunny-pretrain-LAION-2M, and Maniskill data are used
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Figure 6. Results on Maniskill episode 28000. By understanding depth, models can predict robot action better. From let to right, top to
down: (AX,AY,AZ,AR,AP,AY a,C,T). x-axis: t, y-axis: encoded control signal.

in finetuning. A history of 4 frames are used to predict
end-effector delta pose of the current frame. We use Man-
iskill [24] to evaluate model performance. 7000 episodes
are used in training. A sample open-loop control compar-
ison is shown in Fig.6. By understanding depth images,
SpatialBot can predict robot actions better.

5. Conclusion

We propose SpatialQA dataset and SpatialBench bench-
mark to train and evaluate SpatialBot, a family of state-of-
the-art VLMs with real world space knowledge and accurate
understanding of depth images. We design QAs to let VLM
first query depth information from depth maps, and then use
it to compare proximity relationships of points or objects.
We then design high level tasks where depth information
may help. Experimental results on our benchmark, general
VLM benchmarks, and robot manipulation tasks show that
SpatialBot can effectively understand and utilize depth in-
formation.

References

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

Marah Abdin, Sam Ade Jacobs, Ammar Ahmad Awan, Jyoti
Aneja, Ahmed Awadallah, Hany Awadalla, Nguyen Bach,
Amit Bahree, Arash Bakhtiari, Harkirat Behl, et al. Phi-3
technical report: A highly capable language model locally
on your phone. arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.14219, 2024. 3,
8,15

Iro Armeni, Sasha Sax, Amir Zamir, and Silvio Savarese.
Joint 2d-3d-semantic data for indoor scene understanding.
ArXiv, abs/1702.01105, 2017. 16

Dylan Auty and Krystian Mikolajczyk. Learning to prompt
clip for monocular depth estimation: Exploring the limits of
human language. 2023 IEEE/CVF International Conference
on Computer Vision Workshops (ICCVW), pages 2031-2049,
2023. 15

Dylan Auty and Krystian Mikolajczyk. Language-based
depth hints for monocular depth estimation.  ArXiv,
abs/2403.15551, 2024. 15

Daich Azuma, Taiki Miyanishi, Shuhei Kurita, and Mo-
toaki Kawanabe. Scanqa: 3d question answering for spatial
scene understanding. 2022 IEEE/CVF Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages 19107—
19117, 2021. 1

Jinze Bai, Shuai Bai, Yunfei Chu, Zeyu Cui, Kai Dang,
Xiaodong Deng, Yang Fan, Wenbin Ge, Yu Han, Fei
Huang, et al. Qwen technical report. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2309.16609, 2023. 3, 8



e N e N

\_ J \_ J
1. What is the depth value of the woman? 1. What is the depth value of the sign?
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Figure 7. Sample conversations of SpatialBot and baseline models. It first asks about depth value of objects, then lets models compare
depth between objects. Finally, spatial relationship questions are asked.
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SpatialBot: Precise Spatial Understanding with Vision Language Models

Supplementary Material

6. Monocular Depth Estimation by VLM

We let VLMs to understand depth input so as to get accurate
depth information. Readers may wonder that, is MDE for
a single point or object difficult? To verify this, we ask
SpatialBot to predict the depth of points or objects. The
results are reported in Table. 1 of main paper (Depth scores
of SpatialBot-RGB). It seems that VLMs has not been fully
prepared for MDE in a text-only output fashion. As reported
in [3, 4, 78, 82], an extra decoder may be needed to generate
accurate and pixel-level depth. We are not doing so since
this new structure limits the generality of SpatialQA.

7. SpatialBench Metadata

In SpatialBench, GPT-40 generate 34 multiple choice ques-
tions regarding positional relationships, and we use the cor-
rect selection ratio as accuracy. GPT-4o generated 20 posi-
tive and negative question pairs on another 20 image. Only
when the model answers both the positive and negative
questions of a problem correctly is it considered correct.
On 20 image, human experts choose a category of object
and annotate its quantity. We ask the model to count the ob-
jects. Human experts think of positive and negative multiple
choice questions regarding whether object A has reached
or touched object B, and size comparisons on 20 images
respectively. We first calculate the rate of correct choices
from models. When it answers a pair of positive and nega-
tive questions correctly, we give it a bonus score.

8. Data Generation in SpatialQA

We prompt GPT on about 50k images for depthmap under-
standing, spatial understanding and robot scene understand-
ing in Spatial QA. The data source and data selection proto-
col are shown in Table. 3. GPT prompts we use for three
seperate tasks are shown in Table. 4. Sample images and
generated QAs are shown in Fig. 8, 9, 10. Additionally, hu-
man experts annotated 3 bounding boxes per image in RTX,
and are asked to annotate gripper if it is clearly visible in the
image.

9. Dataset, Model and Benchmark Usage

The official repository of SpatialBot is https: //
github . com / BAAI - DCAI / SpatialBot ? tab=
readme—-ov-file, where we provide metadata, codes,
scripts, checkpoints, licenses and links to resources.
SpatialQA can be downloaded on Hugging Face:
https : / / huggingface . co / datasets /
RussRobin/SpatialQA.
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SpatialBench can be accessed through https :
/ / huggingface . co / datasets / RussRobin /
SpatialBench.

Checkpoint for SpatialBot-3B, which is based on Phi-
2 [1] and SigLip [79], can be downloaded at https://
huggingface.co/RussRobin/SpatialBot—3B.

The pretrained checkpoints of SpatialBot can be ac-
cessed through Bunny [26] model zoo: https://
github.com/BAAI-DCAI/Bunny.
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Table 3. RGB image and depth sources in SpatialQA. Depthmap is either from sensors, as included in the original datasets, or MDE depth

by ZoeDepth [8].

Data ‘ Aim ‘ Img. Num. Image Selection Protocol and Depthmap Source
Bunny695k [26] General MLLM abili- | 695k -
ties
VG, COCO depthmap understand- | 20k Random selection. GPT is prompted to first infer from the depth color
ing map and then verify its inference against the RGB data to ensure its
correctness. The inference of GPT is stored in QA format. MDE.
KITTI [65] spatial understanding 1.75k Randomly select images from each sequence of the KITTI dataset.
Since some scenes are captured when the car is stationary or temporarily
stopped (e.g., at a traffic light or due to a stopped vehicle ahead), there
are many repetitive images. We then Manually filter out those with a
particularly high repetition rate. Since depth information in KITTI only
include sparse points, and ZoeDepth has been finetuned on KITTI, we
use MDE.
NYU Depth v2 [62] ‘ spatial understanding 1.5k All images and sensor depth images are adopted.
RT-X [53] robot scene understand- | 7.5k We annotate 3 bounding boxes per image, and annotate the gripper if
ing it is visible. We also prompt GPT to generate general QAs. We use
depthmap from subsets if available. Otherwise, we use MDE to estimate
depth.
SA-1B [37] spatial understanding 15k ‘We randomly select real-world images from SA-1B and prompt GPT-40
to generate conversations regarding spatial relationships. MDE.
2D-3D-S [2] spatial understanding 2.9k We randomly select images from 2d3ds and manually exclude images
with no more than 3 objects in them. Sensor depth.
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Table 4. GPT prompts used in SpatialQA.

Aim

Prompts for GPT

depthmap understanding

Design a conversion between you and a human talking about the depth map. The human asks you
to describe the depth map. You should focus on depth value predictions. The colors just represent
depth values. Do not directly mention colors on the image in your response, instead, mention the depth
distribution they stand for. Looking at the depth map, you should also infer what may be in the image.
If something really exists in the rgb image, and can be inferred from the depth map, you can mention
they in your response. If possible, pay attention to spatial relationships. When referring to spatial
relationships, such as left and right, you should use the real-world left and right, rather than those in the
image coordinate system.

spatial understanding

Design a conversation, consisting of no more than 3 Question-Answer pairs, between you and a person
asking about this image. The content within the conversation should be logically connected. You should
think of what are spatial relationships of objects in the image. Then generate the conversation according
regarding the spatial relationships. Spatial relationships can be about, but not limited to these categories:
positional (left/right, below/above, behind/front), distance (further/closer to the camera, further/closer
to something), size(big/small, tall/short, wide/thin), reach (has A touched/reached B physically). When
describing spatial relationships, always use the real-world orientation as if you are standing in the real
scene. e.g. when using right side of object, it should talk about what is on the right side of object in the
real world, not on the right side of image’. Only describe the things that you are sure about.

robot scene understanding

Design a conversation, consisting of no more than 3 Question-Answer pairs, between you and a person
asking about this image. The content within the conversation should be logically connected. You
should first think of robot task: what may the robot want to do with the objects. And then generate the
conversation according to robot task. The conversations can include what robot are doing, how should
the robot finish robot task, object count, object position, positional relationships, object appearance, etc.
Only describe the things that you are sure about. Please note that you are talking to a person about the
image and robot. You are not the robot, and you are not talking to the robot.

17



e ~
Q: Can you describe the depth map for me?

A: The depth map shows varying depth values across the scene. The bottom portion of the image represents the
foreground with the closest depth values, indicating the presence of grass or a field. Towards the middle of the image,
there are structures with intermediate depth values suggesting the presence of multiple trees. The upper section depicts
the background with the farthest depth values, likely representing the sky. The trees are positioned such that the one to

the left is closer than the rightmost one in the scene.
\ J

( N\
Q: Can you describe the depth map for me?
A: The depth map indicates variations in distance within the scene. The foreground, from the ground plane closest to us,
shows the shallowest depth, hinting at the ground level area immediately in front. Further back, shapes that likely
represent standing people and possibly objects like posts or bollards can be inferred, with mid-range depth values.
Farther back still, we see deeper values, representing a building facade and a vertically elongated structure, probably a
lamp post or pole situated in front and towards the middle. It can be inferred that this scene is of a streetscape with

people, a sidewalk, and storefronts.
. /

Figure 8. Sample data of depthmap understanding in SpatialQA.
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Q1: What can you see on the left side of the canal?

and some buildings, including garages with closed doors.

Q2: What is the woman in the pink coat walking towards?

visible.

path.
-

A1: On the left side of the canal, there are several wooden boats docked, a large tree,

A2: The woman in the pink coat is walking along the path that runs parallel to the

canal, heading towards the background where more buildings and structures are

Q3: Can you describe the scene on the right side of the canal further up?
A3: Further up on the right side of the canal, there are more boats docked and some

trees and buildings in the background. There is also another person walking along the

J

-

Q1: Which penguin seems to be the tallest?

A1: The penguin sitting on top of the igloo seems to be the tallest.

Q2: Which penguin is the smallest in size?

A2: The penguin on the left, with the red hat, seems to be the smallest in size.

Q3: In the real world, which character is bigger, the igloo or the penguin on top of it?

A3: In the real world, the igloo is bigger than the penguin on top of it.

&

-
Q1: Has the yellow car reached the motorcycles?

between them.

Q2: Has anyone reached the area with the red stalls?

is standing independently.
\§

A1: No, the yellow car has not reached the motorcycles. There is a small gap

A2: Yes, there are several people around and inside the area with the red stalls.

Q3: Has the white structure near the motorcycles touched any buildings?

A3: No, the white structure near the motorcycles has not touched any buildings. It

J

Figure 9. Sample data of spatial understanding in SpatialQA.
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Q1: What is the robot doing in this image?
A1:The robot appears to be reaching

towards two cans placed on a table.

Q2: How many objects are on the table?

A2: There are two cans on the table.

Q3: What is the robot likely trying to do
with the cans?
A3: The robot is likely attempting to pick up

or move one or both of the cans.

Bounding boxes

Gripper: [0.3,0.117,0.42,0.235],
Can_1:[0.325,0.147, 0.403, 0.289],
Can_2:[0.232,0.131,0.319, 0.3]

-

~

J

/

Q1: What is the robot doing in this image?

A1:The robot appears to be holding a green object with its
gripper arm, placing it on or picking it up from a table.

Q2: What objects are present on the black shelf beside the
robot?

A2: There are three objects on the black shelf: a white cylindrical
object, a white cube, and a potted plant.

Q3: How should the robot approach picking up the white
cube?

A3: The robot should position its gripper arm directly above the
white cube, then lower the arm carefully to grip the cube
securely before lifting it.

Bounding boxes

Gripper: [0.462, 0.389, 0.514, 0.487],

Bowl: [0.425, 0.443, 0.505, 0.54],

Apple: [0.471, 0.412, 0.499, 0.475]

-

Figure 10. Sample data of robot scenes in SpatialQA.
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