
How can better data
help a 9B model
match Astra’s

grounding 
capabilities?

Where2Place
76.6 / 71.1

PixMo-Count
89.4 / 88.1

RoboSpatial
74.8 / 69.6

RefSpatial
68.4 / 80.1PointArena

74.3 / 75.4

RoboAfford
88.5 / 84.9

ShareRobot-Aff.
49.7 / 46.6

RobotGrounding
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ACE-Brain-0.6 (ours)  74.5
GPT-6 Astra  73.7
Claude Opus 5.5  67.3
Gemini 4 Argon  65.6

Qwen3.5-9B  65.7
ACE-Brain-0.5  63.7
Embodied-R1.5  68.1
PhysBrain1.5  67.4
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