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Abstract. Fabric manipulation dynamically is commonly seen in manu-
facturing and domestic settings. While dynamically manipulating a fab-
ric piece to reach a target state is highly efficient, this task presents
considerable challenges due to the varying properties of different fab-
rics, complex dynamics when interacting with environments, and meet-
ing required goal conditions. To address these challenges, we present One
Fling to Goal, an algorithm capable of handling fabric pieces with diverse
shapes and physical properties across various scenarios. Our method
learns a graph-based dynamics model equipped with environmental aware-
ness. With this dynamics model, we devise a real-time controller to enable
high-speed fabric manipulation in one attempt, requiring less than 3 sec-
onds to finish the goal-conditioned task. We experimentally validate our
method on a goal-conditioned manipulation task in five diverse scenarios.
Our method significantly improves this goal-conditioned task, achieving
an average error of 13.2mm in complex scenarios. Our method can be
seamlessly transferred to real-world robotic systems and generalized to
unseen scenarios in a zero-shot manner.

Keywords: Machine Learning in Robotics · Manipulation · Deformable
Objects

1 Introduction

Despite the underactuated nature of fabrics, humans can efficiently place a fabric
piece in a specified state by leveraging the dynamics of fabrics. Numerous exam-
ples can be found in domestic settings, such as flinging cloth onto a drying pole
or in industrial settings where an operator flings a fabric piece onto the board
of a screen printing machine, as shown in Fig. 1. While being a simple task for
humans, it has been challenging for robots. Two critical problems are identified:
1) How can a robot leverage the fabric dynamics to achieve this task in a single
shot like humans, and 2) How can a robot place the flung fabric object precisely
in a specified state in different environments?

Seminal works [1, 12] proposed a model-free method to manipulate deformable
objects with the assumption that the grippers move quasi-statically. Unlike
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Fig. 1: Goal-conditioned dynamic manipulation task in complex environments.
(Left) Fabric manipulation in manufacturing and domestic settings. (Right) Ex-
periment setup. We extract the depth information from an RGBD camera and
adjust the picker movement in real-time to achieve the final target state. We also
validate this policy across complex environments.

quasi-static fabric manipulation [23, 29, 7, 15] that gently moves a fabric ob-
ject, dynamic manipulation of fabrics is investigated in this study as it makes
use of acceleration to improve robots’ action efficiency and physical reachability,
allowing robots to achieve a specified target state of the fabric object with as
few as a single interaction [11]. However, exploiting the dynamics would come at
the price of modeling complex, non-linear deformation of the fabrics under this
high-speed manipulation.

In recent years, many approaches have been proposed for dynamic fabric ma-
nipulation, ranging from cloth unfolding [6, 3], goal-conditioned flinging [4], to
multi-step manipulation for folding [2]. Inspired by these related works and hu-
man dynamics when flinging fabric, our method generates a fling-and-then-pull
trajectory, where the fling and pull actions transition at a critical turning point.
Unlike FlingBot [6], which manually defines the turning point, our approach
robustly estimates it to generalize to specified goal conditions.

To achieve goal-conditioned tasks, one might choose the trial-and-error ap-
proach proposed in Iterative Residual Policy (IRP) [4], which iteratively mini-
mizes the residual between the target and the trial to find a desirable flinging
trajectory. Alternatively, we propose using an online controller that minimizes
the error between the predicted roll-out result and the goal state. This allows
our method to accomplish goal-conditioned manipulation tasks with only one
fling, rendering the multiple trials in IRP unnecessary.

While previous works [6, 3, 4, 2] focus on placing a fabric piece on a flat plane,
goal-conditioned manipulation tasks in daily life are diverse, such as hanging a
fabric on a drying pole or covering a table with a cloth. Therefore, our method
is designed to be environmentally aware, enabling it to cope with various envi-
ronments, as depicted in the bottom left of Fig. 1.

This paper presents an environment-aware approach to enable robots to
achieve a goal-conditioned task in various environmental setups through a single
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dynamic fling. By goal-conditioned, we refer to aligning the final state of the
manipulated fabric with a pre-specified target state. The goal state of a fabric
can be specified on a pole or an elevated platform, in addition to a simple flat
plane, as shown in Fig. 1. We term this property as environmental awareness.
Our approach achieves the goal state of the fabric with a single attempt instead
of combining multiple actions or conducting several trials. We use a model-based
method to optimize the fling trajectory parameterized by the turning point to
achieve this task. Since it is non-trivial to model deformable objects, especially
in complex environments, analytically, we use a data-driven method to train a
dynamics model with environmental information embedded. We also developed
a real-time control policy to handle unknown fabric properties.
Dynamics model with environmental awareness. First, our approach in-
cludes a dynamics model that can accurately simulate the high-speed motion of
fabrics with different physical properties. We achieve this by training the dynam-
ics model to predict the velocity of a graph-based representation of the fabric at
the next timestamp. To make our dynamics model environmentally aware, we
incorporate the signed distance and its gradient at each node of the graph-based
representation. This allows the learned dynamics model to accurately predict the
velocity at each node, even in environmental setups such as a pole or a tabletop.
It is important to note that our dynamics model is trained without specific goal
conditions, making it versatile and applicable to various object properties and
environmental settings.
Model-based real-time control policy. A control policy is necessary to place
a fabric object with unknown physical properties into a specified final state with
a single attempt. Due to fabrics’ high degrees of freedom and the large range
of possible actions, we employ a fling-and-pull strategy frequently observed in
human demonstrations. We propose a two-stage approach that achieves a real-
time control policy during execution, ensuring that a single attempt is sufficient
to reach the goal state. First, using the learned dynamics model, we virtually
sample several action trajectories with different turning points. Among these
samples, we select the trajectory with the final state closest to the goal as the
initial guess for execution. However, since the dynamics model is unaware of
the physical properties of the fabric, the initial trajectory is less likely to place
the fabric precisely in the specified goal state. Therefore, during execution, we
employ a model predictive control (MPC) method to adjust the fling trajectory
in real time. This controller takes the current visual observation of the fabric as
input and adjusts the velocities of both end-effectors (referred to as pickers) in
the next time step. This real-time refinement enables the robot to achieve the
goal-conditioned dynamic fling with just one attempt.

We validate our approach in five scenarios, each with a different rigid object
as its environmental setup: a flat plane, an elevated platform, a hemisphere, a
pole, and an unseen tabletop. Our results demonstrate that the proposed method
outperforms other state-of-the-art approaches using the fling action for dynamic
fabric manipulation. We conduct ablated studies to validate our design choices,
such as environmental awareness and the real-time control policy. The experi-
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mental results show that our method can be generalized to a held-out scenario
(the tabletop), fabrics with different physical properties, and varied environ-
mental setups. Additionally, we conduct real-world experiments in a zero-shot
manner. Our contributions can be summarized as follows:

1. The first approach to achieve goal-conditioned dynamic fabric manipulation
in a single attempt.

2. A dynamics model with environmental awareness to accurately predict fabric
motion and environmental interaction.

3. A model predictive control framework to adjust the fling trajectory in real-
time, enabling precise dynamic manipulation.

2 Related Works

This section discusses related studies on goal-conditioned manipulation, dynamic
manipulation of deformable objects, and graph-based representation for fabric
manipulation.
Goal-conditioned Manipulation. Goal-conditioned manipulation tasks in-
volve changing the state of objects to achieve a predefined goal state. Deformable
objects present particular challenges due to their complex dynamics and a high
degree of freedom [26]. Prior research has made notable advancements in de-
formable object manipulation tasks, such as water scooping [13], rope manipula-
tion [17, 26], fabric folding [21], and unfolding [6, 29, 3]. However, these methods
primarily focus on manipulation within a flat plane, simplifying the interac-
tion between the object and its environment and confining manipulation to a
two-dimensional plane. Our research aims to extend these methodologies by in-
troducing a closed-loop fling policy that operates in more complex environments
where the goal state could involve rich interaction with curved surfaces.
Dynamic Manipulation. Dynamic manipulation leverages high-speed actions
such as tossing [28], swinging [18], and blowing [22] to enhance the efficiency and
extend the workspace of robotic systems, contrasting with quasi-static mecha-
nisms that rely on sequential pick-and-place actions. Previous research in this
domain has primarily focused on predicting picking positions before flinging ac-
tions [6] or required multiple trials to adjust trajectories based on delta dynam-
ics [9]. Our work aims to develop a learning-based control policy that optimizes
trajectory in real-time, reflecting a significant step forward in the dynamic ma-
nipulation of deformable objects.
Graph-based Representation for Fabric Manipulation. Representing a
fabric as a graph has emerged as a popular method in various robotics domains,
including manipulation, locomotion, and physical modeling. Works such as [19,
25, 5, 16, 30] demonstrate the effectiveness of this approach. The particle-based
nature of graph representations offers significant advantages in modeling cloth
dynamics, leveraging the inductive biases of particle systems to capture the
behavior of deformable objects more accurately. Additionally, this representation
is invariant to visual features, facilitating sim-to-real transfer. Contrastingly,
previous studies have either relied on image-based representations that predict
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future states of cloth after an action [27, 15, 14] or utilized fixed-size latent
vectors for state representation [32]. These methods often struggle to generalize
across fabrics of varying shapes and properties.

Fig. 2: Overview of our proposed algorithm. The first stage (top) involves sam-
pling a batch of picker trajectories based on the current and target states before
executing the action. The dynamics model predicts the cloth state after exe-
cution, and the distance to the target state is evaluated using Eq. 1. The best
trajectory is selected. In the second stage (bottom), fine adjustments are made
at each action based on the current visual observation, allowing for either more
forceful or gentler movements.

3 Methodology

3.1 Problem Formulation

Overview. Given a fabric piece with an unknown physical property stably
grasped by two pickers at its corners (as shown in Fig. 1), this study proposes a
dynamic manipulation method to transform the given fabric into a user-specified
goal state of the fabric with arbitrary position and orientation. We propose a
learned dynamics model with environmental awareness to handle fabric pieces
with varying physical properties, such as elasticity, and different environmental
setups where rigid objects, such as poles or elevated platforms, have arbitrary
positions and orientations in the robot base frame. Furthermore, we present
a real-time model predictive control algorithm based on the learned dynamics
model with environmental awareness to achieve goal-conditioned dynamic fabric
manipulation tasks.
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State representation. We use a graph-based representation proposed in [9] to
represent the fabric’s state, which is robust for sim2real transfer. The fabric’s
state at time t is denoted St = ⟨Vt, Et⟩, where Vt = {vt

i}i∈[Nt]. For each node
i, in addition to its spatial coordinate xi, a feature vector pi is associated, con-
taining history velocities and environmental information. The distance between
the current state S and the goal state Sg is defined as the averaged distance
between corresponding points xi and xg

i derived from bipartite graph matching,
as in [9]. Specifically, the distance is calculated as:

D(S, Sg) =
1

N

∑
i

∥xi − xg
i ∥2, i ∈ [N ]. (1)

To achieve the goal-conditioned fabric manipulation task, we minimize the fol-
lowing cost function:

L = min
T

D(ST , Sg), (2)

to find a trajectory T that minimizes the deviation between its final state ST

and the specified goal Sg.
Action space. We assume that the cloth is gripped by two pickers that move
in a synchronized manner and consider a three-dimensional movement for two
pickers. Intuitively, the action at each time step can be naively defined as the
delta movement of both pickers:

a = (∆xl, ∆yl, ∆zl, ∆xr, ∆yr, ∆zr), (3)

where subscripts l, r denote the left picker and right picker, respectively. The
trajectory is a sequence of actions T = {a1,a2, ...,aT }. However, this naive
action parameterization is high-dimensional, lacking natural constraints for valid
actions. For instance, it does not consider that the left and right pickers should
maintain a constant distance L and move in sync to prevent the fabric from
being under or over-stretched, which is undesirable for high-quality fling.

To respect these constraints and reduce the search space of actions, we re-
formulate the action a as the motion of the virtual link connecting the left and
right pickers. This motion involves the translation of the link’s midpoint and the
link’s angular change around the z-axis of the robot’s base frame. Assuming that
the pickers move in sync, the angular velocity is constant. It can be calculated
as ∆θ =

θg−θs
T , where θg and θs represent the goal and initial angular offset,

respectively, and Z is the number of time steps. The control variable is the trans-
lational velocity, or delta movement, of the midpoint m from its initial position
to its target. We denote this delta movement as (∆mx, ∆my, ∆mz). Therefore,
the action can be simplified to the midpoint movement, a = (∆mx, ∆my, ∆mz).
The trajectory of the pickers can be easily derived from the trajectory of the
midpoint, considering the constants L and ∆θ. Moving forward, we will focus
exclusively on the midpoint trajectory.

To simplify the fling trajectory parameterization, we follow previous work [4]
and use via-points. These include the start point ms, the turning point mm in
the middle, and the target point mg. The turning point is crucial as it marks



One Fling to Goal: Goal-conditioned Fabric Flinging 7

the transition from flinging forward to pulling backward. The pickers fling the
fabric forward to the turning point, accelerating at 2m/s2 and then decelerating
at −2m/s2. They reach a static state at the turning point. Similarly, during
the backward pull, the pickers accelerate and then decelerate at the same rate.
Therefore, the trajectory can be easily derived once the turning point is deter-
mined.

Next, we define a manipulation plane Π spanned by msmg and the z-axis
of the robot base frame. If the turning point moves on either side of the plane
Π, such action will only shear the fabric, leading to undesired folds. Thus, we
constrain the midpoint to move in plane Π, and thus the turning point mm can
be parameterized by a 2D point um ∈ Π. In this way, the midpoint trajectory
can be represented as T = f(u) with u ∈ Π, leading to a much lower-dimensional
search space for high-quality manipulation trajectories.

Fig. 3: Reduced action space parameterized by the turning point. (A) In the first
stage, a batch of trajectories parameterized by a turning point are sampled. (B)
In the second stage, we refine the trajectory by adding delta actions and select
the best one based on real-time visual feedback and a trained, dynamic model.

3.2 Dynamics Model with Environmental Awareness

A dynamic model is a crucial component of the model-based approach. Given the
complexity of deformable object dynamics, we employ a data-driven method to
train a generic dynamics model in a simulation environment using an autoregres-
sive approach without requiring a specific goal condition. The dynamics model is
designed to predict the next-timestep state across various environmental setups
(to be introduced shortly).
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We use a graph neural network Gdyn with the state representation S = ⟨V,E⟩
to model the dynamics. Instead of directly predicting the next-timestep state of
the fabric, the model estimates the velocity ẋt

i at each node i at time t. The
Euler method is then used to obtain the updated position xt+1:

ẋt+1 = Gdyn(S
t,at|Θ), (4)

xt+1 = xt + ẋt+1∆t,

where at is the action taken at the current time step and Θ denotes the set of
trainable parameters of Gdyn.
Feature vectors at graph nodes. The feature vector at node i (denoted pi)
consists of two parts, i.e., the motion history and the environmental descriptor.
It is worth noting that the physical properties of fabric are typically inaccessible.
To accurately predict the velocity ẋt

i at node i, we store the velocities at i from
the previous n time steps, represented by Ẋn = (ẋt

i, ẋ
t−1
i , · · ·, ẋt−n

i ). Therefore,
each node i in the graph-based state S stores its velocity history Ẋn, part of the
introduced feature pi. In this paper, n is set to 5.

The environment descriptor ei is the other part of the feature pi and enables
the dynamics model to be aware of the future transition caused by the environ-
ment. For instance, our dynamics model should predict zero velocity for a node
that collides with the surface of a rigid object in the environment at the current
time step, as shown in Fig. 4(B). The environment descriptor is defined as:

ei = (sdf(xi), sdf
′(xi)) (5)

where sdf(x) is the signed distance value at x and sdf ′ is the gradient of the
signed distance field at this point4.

sdf(xi) = ∥xi − qj∥, sdf ′(xi) =
xi − qj

∥xi − qj∥
, (6)

where qj denotes the nearest point in the environment, such as a table or pole
surface point, to the fabric graph node xi. Thus, an environment descriptor
indicates the distance to the surface of a rigid object in the scene and the gradient
direction pointing towards the scene.

We concatenate (Ẋi, ei) to form the feature pi at node i. With this fabric
state representation as input, the proposed dynamics model is trained to predict
the future motion of the fabric as well as complex interactions with the envi-
ronment. At runtime, spatial coordinate xi and nodal feature pi are updated at
each time step.
Edge connectivity. Finally, we define the graph edges that connect each node
to other nodes in its vicinity as E = {∥xt

i − xt
j∥2 < r}, where r denotes the

distance threshold, and xt
i and xt

j refer to the positions of node i and j at time
t. As the fabric moves in the air, the edge connectivity is updated at each time
step to account for the evolving shape of the fabric.
4 Gradients of a signed distance field at differentiable positions are unit-length vectors.
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Training loss. We train the dynamics model to predict the velocity of the next
time step by minimizing the following loss with stochastic gradient descent:

L = min
Θ

∑
∥Gdyn(S

t,at|Θ)− ẋt+1
GT ∥. (7)

Fig. 4: Dynamics model with environmental awareness. A) The state of the fabric
is represented as a graph representation augmented with environmental infor-
mation and is fed into the dynamics model. The velocity for each point in the
graph is predicted. B) The dynamics model can predict the velocity of each point
well by augmenting the fabric state with environmental information. Points in
contact with the rigid objects in the environment will slide on the surface of the
rigid object.

3.3 Controller for Real-time Trajectory Refinement

We observe human demonstrations and identify two major motion primitives:
the flinging forward primitive and the pulling backward primitive. We mimic
the human performance of this task by simplifying any potential trajectory to a
fling-then-pull movement, parameterized by a single turning point, as discussed
in Sec. 3.1. However, this reduction alone is insufficient for achieving satisfactory
results, as our learned dynamics model is assumed to be agnostic to the physical
properties of the fabric. To accomplish the task, it is necessary to control the
trajectory instantaneously based on real-time visual feedback. We develop a two-
stage strategy to enable real-time control of the flinging trajectory using visual
feedback, as shown in Fig. 3.
Initial trajectory estimation. In the first stage, we sample a coarse trajectory
as an initial guess before action execution. The pickers’ trajectory is generated
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by randomly sampling the turning point T = f(u ∈ Π). For each trajectory,
we infer the final state of the fabric using the learned dynamics model Gdyn in
Sec. 3.2. The roll-out trajectory whose final state minimizes Eq. 8 is selected as
the initial estimation, as shown in Fig. 2A. In this stage, the control objective
is:

min
T =f(u∈Π)

D (Gdyn(Ss, T ), Sg) , (8)

where Ss, Sg denote the start state and goal state, respectively, and xt, zt denote
the coordinates of the turning point. Trajectory T can be derived from the
turning point. Distance function D (Eq. 1) calculates the distance between the
final state of the trajectory T and the goal state Sg. To find the initial guess,
we sampled 50 turning points and, thus, 50 trajectories in this stage.
Real-time trajectory refinement. In the second stage, we perform fine-
grained adjustments every 10 timesteps based on current visual observation
through a model predictive controller while executing the initial trajectory. The
control frequency was chosen as a trade-off between the inference cost and the
accuracy. For each control time step, we sample 9 delta actions, which are cate-
gorized into three types based on their impact on the trajectory:

1. Accelerate along the x- or z-axis of manipulation plane;
2. Remain the same velocity;
3. Decelerate along the x- or z-axis of manipulation plane.

This results in a total of 3× 3 = 9 possible delta actions. Each delta action
is added to the unexecuted trajectory, resulting in an updated turning point, as
shown in Fig. 3B. The updated trajectories are fed to the dynamics model to
infer the final state of the fabric. The trajectory whose final state has a minimal
distance from the target state is selected.

In this stage, the control objective is:

min
δa

D(Gdyn(Sc, T ′
u = f(Tu, δa)), Sg), (9)

where δa denotes the delta action added to the unexecuted trajectory Tu, re-
sulting in an updated trajectory T ′

u. Sc, Sg denote the current state and goal
state, respectively. This two-stage control policy, leveraging our robust dynamics
model, significantly improves the system’s ability to adapt to novel environments
and fabric with unknown properties.

4 Experimental Results

4.1 Simulation Setup

The Nvidia Flex simulator, wrapped in SoftGym [10], is utilized for data collec-
tion. Two pickers mimic the end-effectors of robot arms in the simulation and
grasp a corner node of the cloth mesh. Trajectories of the pickers are generated,
as described in the previous section, based on randomly sampled turning points.
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The pickers flip the fabric forward as it moves towards the turning point, then
pull it backward to reach the target configuration. To accomplish this, the pick-
ers should accelerate during the fling action, decelerating to zero at the turning
point. During the pull action, the pickers should accelerate and then decelerate
to reach the final target position. The physical properties of the fabric, such as
density, elasticity, and size, are randomly sampled to enable our model to gener-
alize to fabrics with unknown physical properties and minimize the sim-to-real
gap.

We considered five experimental scenarios in simulation:

1. Flat Scenario, where the objective is to place the cloth on a smooth, flat
surface with a desired configuration. The absence of obstacles or complex
terrain simplifies the cloth dynamics.

2. Platform Scenario, which introduces a raised platform with a side length
of 0.4m. The goal is to place the cloth at the center of the platform.

3. Hemisphere Scenario, where a hemispherical object in a flat environment
is introduced, similar to Platform Scenario. The objective is to cover the
cloth on the hemisphere. The cloth may contact the sphere’s curved surface,
introducing complex interactions.

4. Pole Scenario, where a long pole-like object is placed with a height of
0.15m and a width of 0.4m. The target is to place the cloth on the pole.
The cloth may wrap around or interact with the pole during manipulation.

5. Table Scenario, where the tabletop is placed with a height of 0.15m. It is
square with a side length of 0.4m. The target is to place the cloth on the
table.

The rigid object is randomly positioned for each manipulation trial in every
scenario, resulting in a randomly initialized target state. The Flat Scenario is
considered the simplest, while the Platform, Hemisphere, and Pole Scenarios are
collectively called Complex scenarios. The Table Scenario is held out for training
and serves as an unseen scenario for testing the generalizability of the proposed
method.

4.2 Evaluation of the Learned Dynamics Models

We evaluate the effectiveness of the learned dynamics model by investigating
two main aspects: whether environmental awareness in the state representation
helps predict the reference trajectories and whether training the dynamics model
across the four scenarios (i.e., Flat, Platform, Hemisphere, and Pole) is beneficial.
Data preparation. We collect 10,000 rollout trajectories recorded at 100 Hz
and use 90% of the data for training and the remaining 10% for testing. We
apply a 5-frame sliding window to each trajectory to extract training samples,
resulting in 200M training samples. During the test stage, we infer a trajectory
from the initial state with recorded actions to measure how well the learned
dynamics models can track the reference trajectory in the test set. To ensure the
dynamics model applies to a wide range of fabrics and environmental setups,
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we randomize the physical properties of the fabric and the rigid objects in the
environment. The Appendix provides more details about the simulation setup
and randomization.
Evaluation metrics. We use two metrics to measure the dynamics model’s
accuracy in predicting the fabric’s next-time-step state: Velocity Error and Po-
sition Error. The former calculates the square root of the velocity error for each
node in the model’s graph. At the same time, the latter measures the average
deviation of each node in the rollout trajectory inferred from the initial state.

Model Metric Flat Platform Hemisphere Pole

w/o EA Vel. Err. ↓ 9.1±1.1 17.3± 1.1 39.7±3.1 53.1±3.7
Pos. Err. ↓ 9.7±0.8 19.4±1.7 35.3±3.5 46.0±3.1

Specific Vel. Err. ↓ 7.6±0.3 10.9±0.8 12.3±1.1 13.1±1.8
Pos. Err. ↓ 11.7±1.2 11.8±1.7 12.6±2.1 12.9±2.1

Pole Vel. Err. ↓ 10.6±0.8 19.3±1.6 28.3±3.9 13.1±1.8
Pos. Err. ↓ 13.5±1.2 28.1±2.9 27.7±4.1 12.9±2.1

General Vel. Err. ↓ 7.9±0.6 10.3±0.6 11.9±1.4 11.7±1.3
Pos. Err. ↓ 9.1±0.7 11.3±1.0 13.2±1.8 11.5±1.4

Table 1: Quantitative evaluation of the dynamics models shows that the dy-
namics model trained across different scenarios (General) consistently improves
performance (unit: mm).

Result analysis. Tab. 1 presents the performance of the learned dynamics
model in all scenarios (referred to as General), a vanilla dynamics model without
environmental awareness, and dynamics models (referred to as Specific) specifi-
cally trained for each scenario.

Firstly, the dynamics model learned without environment awareness (w/o
EA) yields significantly lower results than specific and general models. This
supports the choice of incorporating environmental awareness into the model
design.

Secondly, we compare the general dynamics model’s performance with the
specific models trained on their respective scenarios. The results indicate that the
general model trained on a diverse set of scenarios can maintain, if not exceed,
the performance of each specific model, thus validating the decision to train a
general dynamics model.

Finally, we apply the dynamics model trained on the Pole Scenario to the
other testing scenarios. The experimental results reveal a significant domain gap
between different scenarios, highlighting the need for a general model trained
across various scenes to adapt the model to unseen scenarios.

4.3 Goal-conditioned Fabric Manipulation in Simulation

After validating the dynamics model, we validate the proposed control method
in goal-conditioned fabric manipulation tasks.
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Method Flat Scenario Complex Scenarios Unseen Scenario

IoU (%)↑ MPE (mm)↓ Time (s)↓ IoU (%)↑ MPE (mm)↓ Time (s)↓ IoU (%)↑ MPE (mm)↓ Time (s)↓

Flingbot [6] 85.8±13.9 19.3±12.2 2.42± 0.13 49.6±32.4 41.4±35.3 2.43± 0.12 51.2±23.1 36.2±18.4 2.35± 0.15
IRP (1st trial) [4] 80.7±3.2 23.8±7.6 2.51± 0.18 40.9±13.7 52.4±21.6 2.46± 0.14 30.5±7.1 89.4±23.3 2.45± 0.15
IRP (2nd trial) 86.1±3.5 15.3±4.9 4.91± 0.28 47.9±18.3 45.3±24.6 5.03± 0.31 43.2±15.9 40.8±15.1 5.01± 0.27
IRP (3rd Ttrial) 92.2±7.5 7.0±5.8 7.47± 0.43 56.4±20.4 39.5±27.1 7.25± 0.45 61.2±16.2 28.8±16.2 7.51± 0.41

w/o EA 90.2±7.2 13.4±10.2 2.47± 0.15 67.1±19.2 20.4±12.9 2.54± 0.21 60.4±14.1 29.7±18.2 2.39± 0.18
w/o MPC 91.5±3.9 8.7±2.2 2.39± 0.14 72.1±16.8 17.3±10.6 2.48± 0.18 72.0±15.1 18.2±9.3 2.41± 0.17

Ours 89.7±5.0 9.3±2.4 2.43±0.13 77.2±12.8 13.2±7.4 2.42±0.12 79.7±9.1 12.4±7.9 2.31±0.13

Table 2: Manipulation Evaluation and Comparison Results. IoU denotes the
Intersection over Union between the actual achieved and target states. MPE
denotes the Mean Pose Error that quantifies the mean particle pose error.

Comparison with state-of-the-art methods. We compare our method with
two state-of-the-art baselines, Flingbot [6] and IRP [4], dedicated to fabric fling-
ing tasks. Flingbot focuses on grasp point prediction and uses a fixed fling trajec-
tory for all scenarios. It randomly samples 100 turning points, parameterizing 100
distinct trajectories, tested across various scenarios within the training dataset.
The turning point of the best trajectory is selected as the fixed turning point
and applied to the test. Conversely, IRP targets goal-conditioned fabric flinging
tasks and learns delta dynamics while optimizing the action through a few trials.
IRP uses a 2D image that records the movement trajectory of 9 key points of
the fabric to represent the state. We report the performance of IRP with its first
three trials, where the turning point of the initial trajectory for the first trial
is the average point for all training data, which is consistent with the original
paper.
Ablation study. To validate the major design choices and their impact on ma-
nipulation performance, we compare our method with several ablated variants:

1. w/o EA: In this variant, we replace the environment descriptor in the node
feature of our proposed method with the nodal distance and vector to the
ground. As a result, this variant lacks information about its proximity to
rigid objects in the three complex scenarios.

2. w/o MPC: In this variant, we execute the initial trajectory from stage one
without the proposed real-time control policy during the manipulation.

Data preparation. We conducted the goal-conditioned manipulation task 20
times for each scenario to compare the abovementioned methods. The configu-
ration of the rigid object, physical properties of the fabric, and initial and goal
states are randomized in each trial within ranges specified in the Appendix.
Evaluation metrics. The performance metrics include the Intersection over
Union (IoU) between the resulting state and the target state and the Mean Pose
Error (MPE), which measures the average particle pose error. Additionally, the
time spent on the manipulation is reported to highlight the effectiveness of our
method, which is capable of completing the task in a single attempt.
Result Analysis. The results of comparative and ablation studies are presented
in Tab. 2. Our method demonstrates a lower Mean Pose Error (MPE) of approx-
imately 10 mm across the simple Flat Scenario, the three Complex Scenarios,
and the Unseen Scenario compared to Flingbot.
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In both Complex Scenarios and the Unseen Scenario, our method signifi-
cantly outperforms IRP even after it uses 3 trials. The only exception is the Flat
Scenario, where after using 3 trials, IRP achieves slightly better results than our
method, albeit at the expense of longer execution time.

Comparing our proposed method with its two variants, it becomes evident
that environmental awareness and trajectory refinement through MPC are cru-
cial for goal-conditioned tasks in complex scenarios. The absence of environ-
mental awareness in the variant leads to a significant decrease in performance,
highlighting the usefulness of environmental awareness in adapting to different
or unseen environmental setups. Furthermore, the consistent improvement of our
method over its variant without MPC trajectory refinement demonstrates the
necessity of real-time trajectory refinement.

4.4 Real-world Experiments

Robot setup. Real-world experiments were conducted using a dual-arm setup
consisting of a UR10e robot on the left and a UR16e robot on the right, equipped
with 2F-85 grippers (refer to Fig. 1). The robots were positioned 1.2 meters apart
and faced each other. A single RGBD camera (Intel RealSense D435) operating
at 30fps with a resolution of 640×480 was used to segment the background and
track the fabric. The RGB information was also utilized to efficiently segment
the area of interest, including the fabric and the rigid object (e.g., the pole) in
the environment. Depth information of the rigid object and fabric was calculated
to the point cloud. The point cloud of a fabric piece was used to construct the
graph-based state representation, as mentioned in Sec. 3.1. The point cloud of a
rigid object was used to derive ei in the object state representation.

Seen scenarios Unseen scenario

Flat Platform Hemisphere Pole Table/Stool

Sim (reference) 9.3±2.4 8.5±6.1 10.3±2.2 20.7±6.1 12.4±7.9
Real w/o MPC 12.3±7.9 13.5±5.2 35.1±11.6 33.9±17.1 27.1±9.1
Real 10.6±6.3 12.8±7.1 21.1±3.7 25.2±10.2 21.9±9.4

Table 3: Quantitative evaluation of our proposed method on real-world robot
setup. The error in the real-world robot experiment is measured by the double-
sided Chamfer distance, while the mean particle error in the simulation is pro-
vided as a reference. (unit: mm)

Acquisition of target state. Before each trial, the experimenter arbitrarily
positioned the rigid object and fabric. The point cloud of the fabric was then
set as the target state for the subsequent manipulation. It should be noted
that the target state in the real world may be partially observable due to self-
occlusion. Only the polygonal contour connecting the corners of the fabric pieces
was displayed for visualization purposes.

In the real-world experiments, we exclusively utilized the general dynamics
model for the goal-conditioned manipulation task. Commonly encountered ob-
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Fig. 5: Qualitative results of the real-world goal-conditioned manipulation ex-
periments. The first four rows showcase four rigid objects similar to those in the
simulation, including an elevated platform, a hemisphere, a wireframe mimicking
a pole, and a stool mimicking a table. The fifth row demonstrates our method’s
ability to generalize to an unseen fabric piece with a concave shape. In the final
row, our method is applied to fold a fabric piece in half, in addition to previous
unfolding or hanging tasks.

jects with shapes similar to the environmental obstacles in our simulation data
were used for training. Performance was evaluated using the Mean Pose Error
(MPE), as defined in the simulation studies, across four familiar scenarios and
one unseen scenario.
Result analysis. Tab. 3 presents the performance of our method with and with-
out real-time trajectory control in real-world settings. The performance in the
real-world experiments was measured by calculating the double-sided Chamfer
distance between the target point cloud and the point cloud of the fabric after
execution. Our method demonstrated satisfactory performance across the five
scenarios in real settings. Although the Chamfer distance in real-world scenarios
was generally higher than the corresponding MPE in simulations, this was ex-
pected due to the complexities and uncertainties inherent in real-world scenarios.
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When applied to an unseen scenario (the table), the proposed method yielded
a double-sided Chamfer distance of 21.9 ± 9.4mm, demonstrating its ability to
generalize to new situations.

To further validate the method’s generalizability to fabrics with varied phys-
ical properties, we performed the goal-conditioned manipulation task on an un-
seen fabric piece with a concave shape. This resulted in a double-sided Chamfer
distance of 13.1 ± 6.3mm. The results are shown in the fifth row of Fig. 5. It
is worth noting that this fabric piece is softer and different from the other fab-
rics, highlighting the effective application of our method to fabrics with varying
properties.

In addition to the unfolding or hanging tasks presented earlier, we demon-
strated that our dynamics model can be applied to a folding-in-half task be-
cause it does not rely on a specific target during training. For this task, we used
the folded target state shown in the bottom row of Fig. 5. Due to severe self-
occlusion, this task is challenging. However, our method achieved a double-sided
Chamfer distance of 21.6± 6.3mm.

These experimental results demonstrate the proposed method’s effectiveness
and practical utility in real-world settings. For videos of real-world robotic fabric
manipulation, please refer to supplementary materials.

5 Conclusion

In conclusion, our research showcases a substantial advancement in robotic
dynamic manipulation of fabrics within complex environments. The proposed
method, incorporating environment-aware dynamics and efficient goal-conditioned
manipulation, has demonstrated effectiveness in both simulated and real-world
settings. The experimental outcomes underscore the method’s practical applica-
tion potential.

However, the method has several limitations. Firstly, as we collect data from
simulations, the model’s accuracy is contingent upon the simulation’s fidelity.
This issue could be addressed with a more advanced simulator, such as [8]. Sec-
ondly, the partial observation of the fabric cloth may impact the model’s pre-
dictions. The point cloud quality might decrease, especially during rapid move-
ments. Cloth reconstruction methods like [20] for unobserved fabric or reactive
perception techniques like [31, 24] could be potential solutions and areas for
future research.
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1 Details of Dynamics Model

As mentioned in the main text, we use the graph-based network architecture
from [9] as the base model for our dynamics model (Gdyn). Each node i is asso-
ciated with an additional feature vector pi in this model. For the implementation
of the edge prediction model (Gedge), we follow the approach proposed in [9].

1.1 Input

The dynamics model takes the state representation of the fabric St as input
and presents it as a graph. In this graph, the nodes correspond to the points
in the voxelized point cloud of the fabric captured by the depth camera. This
approach helps to mitigate the sim2real gap. Each node i feature concatenates
its past n = 5 velocities, a one-hot encoding of the point type (picked or not
picked), and environmental information, as shown in Section 3.1. For each edge
ejk connecting nodes j and k, the edge feature includes the distance vector
(xj − xk), its L2 norm ||xj − xk||2, and a one-hot encoding of the edge type
(geometry edge or neighboring edge).

We modify the input graph when the gripper holds the cloth to incorporate
the picker action into the grasped node. We denote the picked point as u and
assume it is rigidly attached to the gripper. Thus, when considering the effect
of the robot gripper’s movement, we directly set the picked point u’s position
xu,t+1 = xu,t + a and velocity ẋu,t+1 = a/∆t, where ∆t is the time interval for
each prediction and a denotes the picker action.

1.2 Architecture

The dynamics model in the paper is a graph neural network consisting of an
encoder, a processor, and a decoder. The encoder utilizes two MLPs to convert
node and edge features into embeddings. The processor updates these embed-
dings through 10 Graph Network blocks, incorporating edge, node, and global
updates with residual connections to improve feature representation. The de-
coder then predicts point velocity based on the final node embeddings and uses
these predictions to update the node positions.

1.3 Hyperparameters

All hyperparameters for the dynamics model and simulation setup are listed in
Tab. 4.

2 Data Collection

As mentioned in Section 3.2, the data is collected in simulation. The hyperpa-
rameters of the simulation setup can be found in Tab. 4.
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Model Parameter Value
Encoder

Number of hidden layers 3
Size of hidden layers 128

Processor
Number of message passing steps 10
Number of hidden layers in each edge/node update MLP 3
Size of hidden layers 128

Decoder
Number of hidden layers 3
Size of hidden layers 128

Training Parameters
Learning rate 0.0001
Batch size 16
Training epoch 50
Optimizer Adam
Beta1 0.9
Beta2 0.999
Weight decay 0

Others
dt 0.01 second
Particle radius 0.00625 m
Downsample scale 3
Voxel size 0.0216 m
Neighbor radius R 0.045 m

Table 4: Hyperparameters for Dynamics Model

Fig. 6: Cloth manipulation scenarios in daily life and experiments.
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2.1 Bi-Partite Graph Matching

We employ bi-partite graph matching to map each voxelized point cloud point pi

to a corresponding simulated cloth particle xj . This matching process establishes
the correspondence between the N points in the point cloud {pi} and the M
simulated cloth particles {xj}.

To improve computational efficiency, we downsample the simulated cloth
mesh by a factor of three. For example, if the original cloth consists of 40 × 40
particles, it is downsampled to 13× 13 particles.

The bipartite graph connects each point cloud point pi to each simulated
particle xj . The cost of each edge is determined by the distance between the
connected points. Notably, distances exceeding a certain threshold are disre-
garded to eliminate outlier points.

2.2 Domain Randomization in Dataset

To ensure that the trained dynamics model can generalize to various types of
cloth, we introduce some randomness in the cloth mass, physical properties,
size, and the initial pose of rigid objects in the environment. Tab. 5 presents the
randomization range for each parameter.

Cloth Properties Randomization range

Mass (kg) U(0.05, 0.5)
Size (m) U(0.2, 0.4)
Stretchability U(0.5, 2.0)
Bendability U(0.5, 2.0)
Shearability U(0.5, 2.0)

Rigid Object Randomization range

z-axis coordinate (m) U(0.1, 0.3)
y-axis coordinate (m) U(−0.2, 0.2)
Rotation angle about z-axis U(−30◦, 30◦)

Table 5: Randomization range for cloth properties and rigid objects in the envi-
ronment.

3 Implementation Details for Baselines

This section details the baseline methods used for comparative analysis in our
study.
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3.1 Flingbot Implementation

Flingbot uses a simple yet effective approach to selecting flying trajectories. The
process starts by randomly generating 100 distinct flying trajectories. These
trajectories undergo a series of tests across different scenarios in the training
dataset.

The best trajectory is selected based on the performance across the tested
scenarios. This optimal trajectory is then applied to the test dataset, and the
performance of the fixed trajectory is evaluated on the unseen data.

3.2 Iterative Residual Policy (IRP)

The Iterative Residual Policy (IRP) represents the state of a trajectory as a
256 × 256 image projected onto the y − z plane. The pixel values correspond
to the occupancy probability of nine key points on the cloth. Similarly, any
environmental obstacles are projected onto the y − z plane.

IRP’s main mechanism involves learning delta dynamics, which captures the
incremental changes in the state representation. This learning is then used to
optimize the action iteratively. The policy’s performance is evaluated after three
trials.
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Fig. 7: Qualitative results for evaluating the learned dynamics model in
three complex scenarios: Hemisphere, Pole, and Table (unseen). Each node’s
predicted or ground-truth velocity is visualized as red arrows, with the arrow’s
length representing the velocity’s magnitude.
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Fig. 8: Qualitative results for the goal-conditioned manipulation task.
Rollout trajectories are visualized for four complex scenarios: Platform, Hemi-
sphere, Pole, and Table (unseen).


	One Fling to Goal: Environment-aware Dynamics for Goal-conditioned Fabric Flinging

