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Abstract—Articulated object manipulation is ubiquitous in
daily life. In this paper, we present DexSim2Real’, a novel
robot learning framework for goal-conditioned articulated object
manipulation using both two-finger grippers and multi-finger
dexterous hands. The key of our framework is constructing an
explicit world model of unseen articulated objects through active
one-step interactions. This explicit world model enables sampling-
based model predictive control to plan trajectories achieving
different manipulation goals without needing human demonstra-
tions or reinforcement learning. It first predicts an interaction
motion using an affordance estimation network trained on self-
supervised interaction data or videos of human manipulation
from the internet. After executing this interaction on the real
robot, the framework constructs a digital twin of the articulated
object in simulation based on the two point clouds before and
after the interaction. For dexterous multi-finger manipulation,
we propose to utilize eigengrasp to reduce the high-dimensional
action space, enabling more efficient trajectory searching. Ex-
tensive experiments validate the framework’s effectiveness for
precise articulated object manipulation in both simulation and
the real world using a two-finger gripper and a 16-DoF dexterous
hand. The robust generalizability of the explicit world model also
enables advanced manipulation strategies, such as manipulating
with different tools.

Index Terms—Dexterous manipulation, Sim2Real, articulated
object, world model

I. INTRODUCTION

RTICULATED object manipulation is a fundamental and

challenging problem in robotics. Compared with pick-
and-place tasks, where only the start and final poses of robot
end effectors are constrained, articulated object manipulation
requires the robot end effector to move along certain trajec-
tories, making the problem significantly more complex. Most
existing works utilize a neural network to learn the correlation
between object states and correct actions, and employ rein-
forcement learning (RL) and imitation learning (IL) to train the
neural network [1]-[3]. However, since the state distribution
of articulated objects is higher-dimensional and more complex
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Fig. 1. DexSim2Real® is a robot learning framework for precise goal-
conditioned articulated object manipulation with two-finger grippers and
multi-finger dexterous hands in the real world. It builds the mental model
of the unseen target object through one-step active interaction and uses the
model to generate a long-horizon manipulation trajectory.

than that of rigid objects, it is difficult for the neural network
to learn such correlation, even with hundreds of successful
demonstrations and millions of interactions [4], [5].

For humans, manipulation involves not only action respond-
ing to perception, as is the case with policy networks, but
also motor imagery and mental simulation, that humans can
imagine the action consequences before execution and plan
the action trajectory accordingly [6]. To model the world more
accurately, humans can actively interacting with the environ-
ment, changing its states and gathering additional information,
which is named as interactive perception [/, [8]].

In this paper, we propose a robot learning framework called
DexSim2Real? to achieve precise goal-conditioned manipula-
tion of articulated objects using two-finger grippers and multi-
finger dexterous hands, where we use a physics simulator as
the mental model of robots. Fig. [I] provides a brief overview
of our framework. Given a single-view RGBD image of the
articulated object at its initial state as input, the framework first
learns an affordance estimation network from self-supervised
interaction in simulation or egocentric videos of human-
object interactions. The network predicts a one-step motion
of the robot end effector. The reason why we first learn the
affordance is that affordance estimation is only attributed to
the object and can better generalize to novel objects. Also
the one-step interaction does not require fine manipulation of
the dexterous hand. Next, we execute the predicted action on
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RGBD image after the interaction. Then, we train a module
to construct an explicit world model of the articulated object.
We transform the two RGBD images into two point clouds and
generate a digital twin of the articulated object in simulation.
Finally, using the explicit world model we have built, we
utilize sampling-based model predictive control (MPC) to plan
a trajectory to achieve goal-conditioned manipulation tasks.

While dexterous manipulation with multi-finger hands en-
ables more flexible, efficient and robust manipulation, the
high-dimensional action space presents significant challenges
for MPC. To handle this problem, we propose to employ eigen-
grasp [9]] to reduce the operational dimensions of the dexterous
hand, enabling more efficient and successful searching. While
eigengrasp has been widely studied for robot grasping [10]-
[12], its application in dexterous manipulation remains under-
explored. Since our method constructs an explicit world model
of the articulated object, we can accurately predict its motion
upon contact with the dexterous hand. This allows us to search
for a feasible dexterous manipulation trajectory.

This article is an extension of our previous ICRA work:
Sim2Real? [13]. There are two main additional contributions
in this work:

(1) We broaden the framework’s scope from manipulation
with two-finger gripper to multi-finger dexterous manipulation.
To address the challenge introduced by the high-dimensional
action space of the dexterous hand, we propose to utilize eigen-
grasp to reduce the dimension, leading to more efficient and
successful manipulation. We conduct extensive experiments
both in simulation and on a real robot to validate our method’s
effectiveness for dexterous manipulation and the usefulness of
its different modules.

(2) In our previous work, we use self-supervised interac-
tion in simulation to generate training data for affordance
estimation, which requires interactable 3D assets which is
still inadequate currently. To eliminate such dependency and
enhance our framework’s scalability, we propose to learn
the affordance from egocentric human manipulation videos,
which are large-scale and freely accessible. However, since
trajectories in videos are in 2D pixel space, we propose a
spatial projection method to generate 3D robot motions from
2D trajectory predictions.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: Related
works are reviewed in Section[[Il Our proposed robot learning
framework is detailed in Section Experimental setup and
results are presented in Section Finally, conclusions,
limitations, and future directions are discussed in Section

II. RELATED WORK
A. Dexterous Manipulation

Compared with two-finger grippers, multi-finger dexterous
hands can manipulate a broader range of objects with more
human-like dexterous actions [14]. Traditional model-based
approaches formulate dexterous manipulation as a planning
problem and generate trajectories through search and opti-
mization [[15]-[18]]. These methods require accurate 3D shapes
of the manipulated object and the hand, which limits their
applicability to unseen objects.

In contrast, data-driven methods learn manipulation policies
through imitation learning and reinforcement learning [19]-
[24]. In [21], a single-camera teleoperation system is devel-
oped for 3D demonstration trajectory collection, significantly
reducing the equipment cost. Nevertheless, the time consuming
nature of human demonstration and the space required for
scene setup still limits the scalability of imitation learning.
RL eliminates the need for demonstrations and leads to
better scalability. Most existing RL methods learn a policy,
which directly maps the observation into the joint angles of
the dexterous hand [22]-[24]]. However, the high-dimensional
action space slows the learning efficiency and usually results
in uncommon hand motion which cannot be executed on
real robot hands. In [12], eigengrasps [9] are used to reduce
the dimension of the action space for functional grasping.
Experimental results show that the utilization of eigengrasp
can lead to more stable and physically realistic hand motion for
robot grasping. However, more advanced manipulation policies
are not studied in this work.

In our work, we combine the advantages of model-based
methods and data-driven methods by first learning a gen-
eralizable world model construction module and then using
the model to search for a feasible trajectory for dexterous
manipulation. Furthermore, we adopt eigengrasps to accelerate
the searching process and generate more reasonable hand
motions that can be directly executed on real robots.

B. World Model Construction

Building an accurate and generalizable transition model
of the environment capable of reacting to agent interactions
has been a long-standing problem in optimal control and
model-based RL [25]], [26]. Some existing methods model the
dynamic system in a lower-dimensional state space, reducing
computation and simplifying the transition model [27]—[29].
However, this approach discards the environment’s spatial
structure, which limits the model’s generalizablity to novel
interactions.

With increasing computational power and large network
architectures, image-based and video-based world models have
gain increasing attention [30]-[33]. In [33]], a U-Net-based
video diffusion model is used to predict future observation
video sequence from the past observations and actions. While
it shows great ability to emulate real-world manipulation
and navigation environments, it requires an extremely large-
scale dataset and computational resources for network training,
because the network contains minimal knowledge prior of the
environment. Additionally, the inference speed of the large
network limits its feasibility for MPC.

In our work, we focus on articulated object manipulation, so
we introduce the knowledge prior of the environment by using
an explicit physics model. Therefore, we are able to decrease
the number of samples required for model construction to
1. Moreover, the explicit physics model’s generalizability
guarantees that while we only use a simple action to collect the
sample, the built model can be used for long-horizon complex
trajectory planning composed of unseen robot actions.



C. Affordance Learning

In the context of articulated objects, affordances dictate how
their movable parts can be interacted by a robot to achieve
a desired configuration, which provides a valuable guide for
articulated object manipulation. Therefore, affordance learning
has been widely studied in the literature. Deng et al. built a
benchmark for visual object affordance understanding by man-
ual annotation [34]]. Cui et al. explored learning affordances
using point supervision [35]. While these supervised learning
methods can yield accurate affordance predictions, the cost of
the manual annotation process limits their scalability.

Another line of research focuses on learning the af-
fordances through interactions in simulation [1]], [3]], [36].
Where2act [36] first collects random offline interaction tra-
jectories and then samples online interaction data points
for training data generation to facilitate affordance learning.
However, the key bottleneck of simulation-based methods is
the requirement for 3D articulated object assets that can be
accurately interacted with and simulated. Unfortunately, most
existing 3D object datasets only include static CAD models,
which cannot be used for physics simulation [37]], [38]].

Videos of human-object interactions are free, large-scale,
and diverse, making them an ideal data source for robot
learning [39]-[41]]. In VRB [40]], the contact point and post-
contact trajectory are first extracted from videos of human
manipulation, and then they are used to supervise the training
of the affordance model. However, the predicted affordance is
only 2D coordinate and direction in the image, which cannot
be directly used for robot execution. Therefore, we propose
to generate the robot interaction direction in the 3D physical
space by synthesizing a virtual image from the RGBD data
and computing the 3D robot motion as the intersection of the
2 VRB predictions in the 3D space.

D. Sim2Real for Robot Learning

Physics simulation plays a pivotal role in manipulation
policy learning, offering large-scale parallelism, reduced train-
ing costs, and avoidance of potential damage to robots and
researchers [42]-[45]. Most existing methods utilize RL for
policy learning in simulation and then deploy the learned
policy on a real robot [46[]-[48]]. DexPoint [23] utilizes the
concatenation of observed point clouds and imagined hand
point cloud as inputs and learns dexterous manipulation policy.
However, since the neural network does not contain any prior
knowledge of the environment, a large amount of interaction
data is required to improve its accuracy and generalizablity. In
contrast, we propose to first build the explicit world model of
the target object and employ MPC to generate manipulation
trajectories based on the built model of the single object
instance. By avoiding the diversity of objects, we substantially
reduce the required interactions and improve the manipulation
accuracy in the real world.

III. METHOD

The goal of our work is to manipulate articulated objects
to specified joint states with various robot-effectors in the real

world, including two-finger grippers and multi-finger dexter-
ous hands. To better align with actual application scenarios, we
employ a single depth sensor to acquire a partial point cloud
of the object as the observation. Fig. 2] shows an overview
of our framework. It consists of three modules: Interactive
Perception (Section [lII-A), Explicit World Model Con-
struction (Section [[II-B), Sampling-based Model Predictive
Control (Section [[TI-C).

A single observation of an articulated object cannot provide
enough information to reveal its full structure. For example,
when humans first look at a kitchen door, it is hard to tell
whether it has a rotating hinge or a sliding hinge. However,
after the door is moved, humans can use the information from
the two observations to infer the type and location of the hinge.
Inspired by this, the Interactive Perception module proposes
an action to alter the joint state of the articulated object based
on learned affordance. This action is then executed on the
object in the real world, resulting in two frames of point
clouds: one before the interaction and one after.

With the two point clouds, the Explicit World Model
Construction module (Section infers the shape and
the kinematic structure of the articulated object to construct a
digital model. The digital model can be loaded into a physics
simulator for the robot to interact with, forming an explicit
world model of the environment.

The constructed world model can be used to search for a
trajectory of control inputs that change the state of the articu-
lated object from s;pijial to a target state Siargec USing Sampling-
based Model Predictive Control, introduced in Section [[II-C
With the model of a specific object, we can efficiently plan a
trajectory using sampling-based MPC to manipulate the object
precisely, rather than learning a generalizable policy.

A. Interactive Perception

At the beginning, the articulated object is placed statically
within the scene, and the robot has only a single-frame
observation of it. Understanding the articulation structure and
surface geometry of each part of the object from this limited
view is challenging. However, by actively interacting with the
object and altering its state, additional information can be
gathered to enhance the understanding of its structure. It is
worth noting that the interaction in this step does not require
precision.

To achieve this goal, it is essential to learn to predict the
affordance based on the initial single-frame observation. In
our work, we first learn the affordance through self-supervised
interaction in simulation. However, simulation requires inter-
actable 3D assets, which are still relatively scarce. Therefore,
we further study learning affordances from real-world human
manipulation videos, which are readily available and large-
scale.

1) Learn from self-supervised interaction in simulation: By
extensively interacting with articulated objects in the simula-
tion, actions that change the state of the articulated object to
some extent can be automatically labeled as successful. Using
these automatically labeled observation-action pairs, neural
networks can be trained to predict candidate actions that can
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Fig. 2. Overview of the DexSim2Real? framework. Our framework consists of three phases. (1) Given a partial point cloud of an unseen articulated object,
in the Interactive Perception phase, we train an affordance prediction module and use it to change the object’s joint state through a one-step interaction.
Training data can be acquired through self-supervised interaction in simulation or from egocentric human demonstration videos. (2) In the Explicit Physics
Model Construction phase, we build a mental model in a physics simulator from the two point clouds. (3) In the Sampling-based Model Predictive Control
phase, we use the model to plan a long-horizon trajectory in simulation and then execute the trajectory on the real robot to complete the task. For dexterous
hands, an eigengrasp module is needed for dimensionality reduction. The eigengrasp module also makes the motion more regular, e.g., it can reduce joint

jerk (VD).

change the object’s state based on the initial observation of fortunately, the availability of simulated datasets for articulated

the object.

For affordance learning in this method, we use
Where2Act [36]. This algorithm includes an Actionability
Scoring Module, which predicts an actionability score a,, for
all points. A higher a, indicates a higher likelihood that an
action executed at that point will move the part. Additionally,
the Action Proposal Module suggests actions for a specific
point. The Action Scoring Module then predicts the success
likelihood of these proposed actions.

In Where2Act, only a flying gripper is considered, and
primitive actions are parameterized by the gripper pose in
SE(3) space. This approach does not account for the robot’s
kinematic structure, increasing the difficulty of execution in the
real world due to potential motion planning failures. Although
this simplification eases the learning process, it complicates
real-world execution, as motion planning may not find feasible
solutions for the proposed actions.

To address this problem, we select n,, points with the highest
actionability scores as candidate points. For each candidate
point, we choose n, actions with the highest success likelihood
scores from the proposed actions. We then use motion planning
to attempt to generate joint trajectories for these actions
sequentially until a successful one is found. Empirically, we
find that this method improves the success rate for the motion
planner because the action with the highest success likelihood
is often outside the robot’s dexterous workspace.

2) Learn from real-world egocentric demonstrations: Ac-
quiring 3D affordance representations through self-supervised
interactions in simulation has shown promise as it doesn’t rely
on labeled data. However, certain limitation exists: the success
of this method hinges on interactive models in simulation. Un-

objects is limited, hindering the generation of training data.

To address this limitation, we propose another approach that
leverages real-world egocentric videos of humans interacting
with objects. This complementary data source allows us to
overcome the limitations of simulation-based learning and
broaden the scope of our affordance representation system.
Specifically, we utilize the Vision-Robotics Bridge (VRB)
to predict the affordance of articulated objects. VRB intro-
duces an innovative affordance model that learns from human
videos. It extracts the contact region and post-contact wrist
trajectory of the video. These cues serve as supervision signals
for training the affordance model. Given an RGB image of an
object as input, the VRB model generates two key outputs:
a contact heatmap, highlighting the regions where contact
occurs, and a 2D vector representation of the post-contact
trajectory within the image. Both of these two outputs are
within 2D space. However, for effective interaction between
robots and objects in the real world, a 3D manipulation
strategy is necessary. To address this issue, we need to convert
the 2D affordance generated by the model into valid 3D spatial
vector and contact region.

Fig. B(a)]illustrates how we generate a 3D trajectory for real
robot manipulation from 2D affordances. Firstly, we capture
an RGB image Iy and a 3D point cloud P using the mounted
RGBD camera, Hy, € R*** is its relative transformation
matrix respect to the robot coordinate system. Secondly, we set
a virtual camera, the relative transformation matrix of which is
H c R**4, Since the depth of each pixel in I is known, we
can generate the virtual RGB image I; by image wrapping.
Thirdly, we use Iy and I; as the input of the affordance model
and generate contact points ¢g = (ug,vg), ¢1 = (u1,v1)
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Fig. 3. (a)Framework of generating real robot manipulation trajectory from
2D affordances. (b)Calculation method of 3D post contact vector generation.

and post-contact trajectories 7o = (uéJ — uo,vé — vp) and
71 = (u] — u1,v; — v1). The camera intrinsic matrix is K,
the contact point in the mounted camera frame is p, € R3,
the 3D post contact vector in the camera frame is 7. € R3.
Fourthly, we respectively calculate the 3D contact point and
post contact vector. We use contact point ¢ to acquire 3D
contact point p, € R? in the robot base frame:

Uo
Vo

1

p.=H;'K™ 'z (1)

where z. represents the depth of p.. We use camera’s intrinsic
matrix to transfer ¢y to point in mounted camera frame than
use mounted camera’s extrinsic matrix to transfer it to the 3D
point cloud p..

However, generating 3D post-contact vector from 2D in-
formation can be comparatively difficult. we can regard the
2D post contact vectors as the projection of 3D vector on
their image planes. For each 2D vetcor, there exists countless
3D vectors whose projection on the image plane is the same
as the 2D vector. These vectors are all distributed in a same
“projection plane”. Given that two different 2D vectors have
been generated, we can use the intersection lines of two planes
to represent the 3D post contact vector.

Specifically, our method of calculating 3D post contact
vector is shown in Fig. [3(b) We respectively denote the
projection plane of Iy and I; as Sy and S;. For Sy, we use
@y and Lpé) to represent the projection plane. ¢ represents

one possible 3D vector on projection plane Sy. Its starting
point is p,, while its ending point can be calculated with:
up
=H;'K 'z |v, (2)
1

It is worth noticing that within the camera frame, p; and p,
share the same depth. ¢ starts from the origin of the camera
frame and ends at p,:

3)

¥o = Pc — Pc

Y9 =D.—0 S

where o, is the coordinate of camera frame’s origin in the
robot base frame. Then we calculate the norm vector of Sq: ng
=y X goé). We can calculate 77 in the same way. Finally, we
generate the 3D post-contact vector in the robot base frame:
Te=MNg X MNj.

Finally, we use motion planning to conduct the one-step
interaction with the articulated object. The motion planning
process can be divided into two phases: we first let the hand
move to the contact point and then we let the hand move a
little distance in the direction of the post contact vector.

B. Explicit World Model Construction

Building an explicit model of an articulated object is diffi-
cult because only if the geometries of all parts and kinematic
relationships between connected parts are both figured out can
the model of the articulated object be constructed.

In our work, we have two assumptions for the articulated
objects: (1) the articulated object only contains a single
prismatic or revolute joint; (2) the base link of the articulated
object is fixed.

We choose Ditto [49] to construct the physical model
explicitly. Given the visual observations before and after the
interaction (Py and P), Ditto uses structured feature grids
and unified implicit neural representation to construct part-
level digital twins of articulated objects. Different from the
original work where a multi-view fused point cloud is used,
we use a single-view point cloud as input, which is more
consistent with real robot application settings. Furthermore,
we simulate the depth sensor’s noise when generating training
data to narrow the domain gap [S0]. After we train the Ditto on
simulated data, we use the trained model on the real two-frame
point clouds to generate the implicit neural representation and
extract the meshes. The explicit physics model is represented
as the Unified Robot Description Format (URDF), which
can be easily loaded into widely used multi-body physics
simulators, such as SAPIEN [51].

The surface geometries of the real-world object are usually
complex, thus the extracted meshes can be non-convex. We
further perform convex decomposition using VHACD [52]]
before importing the meshes to the physics simulator, which is
essential for realistic physics simulation of robot interaction.



C. Sampling-based Model Predictive Control

Having an explicit physics model and a target joint state
Starget Of the articulated object, the agent needs to search for
a trajectory that can change the current joint state S;,tiq1 = S1
t0 S¢arget- The expected relative joint movement is Asyqrger =
Starget — Sinitial- Because of the complex contact between
the robot end-effector and the constructed object model, the
informative gradient of the objective function can hardly
be acquired. Therefore, we employ sampling-based model
predictive control, which is a zeroth-order method, to search
for an optimal trajectory. There are various kinds of sampling-
based model predictive control algorithms according to the
zeroth-order optimization method used, such as Covariance
Matrix Adaptation Evolution Strategy (CMA-ES) [53|], Cross-
Entropy Method (CEM) [54], and Model Predictive Path
Integral Control (MPPI) [55]. Among these methods, we
select the iCEM method [56] to search for a feasible long-
horizon trajectory to complete the task due to its simplicity
and effectiveness. We briefly describe how we apply the iCEM
method in the following paragraph.

Trajectory length T € N7 denotes the maximum time
steps in a trajectory. At each time step ¢(¢t < T'), the action
of the robot a; € RY is the incremental value of the joint
position, where d is the number of degrees of freedom (DOF)
of the robot. The population N denotes the number of samples
sampled in each CEM iteration. Planning horizon / determines
the number of time steps the robot plans in the future at each
time step. The top K samples according to rewards compose
an elite set, which is used to fit means and variances of a new
Gaussian distribution. Please refer to [56] for details of the
algorithm.

At each time step ¢, the agent generates an action for the
robot a; € R?, where d is the dimension of the action space.
For 2-finger gripper tasks, d = 8, which consists of the 7 DOF
of the robot arm and the 1 DOF of the gripper. However, for
dexterous hands, d = 23, which includes the 7 DOF of the
robot arm and the 16 DOF for the hand. The computational
cost of iCEM is multiplied due to the high dimensionality
of the action space. Consequently, directly searching in the
original joint space of the multi-finger dexterous hand is
not feasible. Moreover, the high-dimensional space of the
dexterous hand may lead to unnatural postures. Therefore, it
becomes essential to reduce the action space within the iCEM
algorithm when using the dexterous hands.

In our work, we propose to use eigengrasp [9] to reduce
the high-dimensional action space associated with dexterous
hands. This approach involves clustering a substantial number
of grasping object actions to extract low-dimensional principal
components. These components are then linearly combined to
approximate the hand’s grasping posture. We first generate a
dataset containing a diverse set of distinct grasping postures of
the dexterous multi-finger hand in simulation using DexGrasp-
Net [57]. We perform Principal Components Analysis(PCA)
method on the dataset to get the largest m eigenvectors e, ...,
€. The iCEM algorithm is then performed on the action space
a; € R7™™. The joint angles of the hand g;, are computed as
a linear combination of the m eigenvectors:

m
an =Y (ai-e) 5)
i=1
To speed up the search process, we use dense rewards to
guide the trajectory optimization:
1) Two-finger gripper: For the two-finger gripper, the re-
ward function consists of the following terms:
(1) success reward

_ Ws, lf‘starget - 5t| <e€
Tsuccess =
0, else

where s; denotes the joint state at current time step ¢, and €
is a predefined threshold.
(2) approaching reward

rtarget = —Wy * (starget - St)/(starget - Sinitial)

This reward encourages s; to converge t0 Siqrget-
(3) contact reward

|St - stargetl < 1

Weontact s if
|5tm°get - 5initial|

T~ R — . o .
contact if unexpected collision happens

—Weollision s

0, else

This reward encourages the robot to have first contact with the
object in the correct direction and to keep in contact with the
object when moving the part. Also, this reward tries to prevent
parts other than the fingertip or the target part of the object
from colliding.

(4) distance reward

Tdist = Wq * ||ppart - pgrasp||2

This reward encourages the gripper to get closer to the target
part of the object, where ppart, Pgrasp € R3 denotes the
position of the geometry center of the target part and the grasp
center of the gripper in Cartesian space, respectively.
(5) regularization reward
d
Treg = —Z(wa*ai—i—wv*vi)
i=0
This reward is a regularization reward that discourages the
robot to move too fast or move to an unreasonable configura-
tion. a; and v; denote the acceleration and velocity of the ¢th
joint respectively.

2) Dexterous hand: For the dexterous hand, apart from
the success reward rgyccess and approaching reward Tiqrget,
which remain consistent in the 2-finger gripper’s reward func-
tion, the other three terms are as follows:

(1) contact reward

Weontact; 1f ISCONTACT (palm, obj) AND
Peontact = ﬁgg:er ISCONTACT(finger,obj) > 2
0, else

This reward function encourages the dexterous hand to cage
much of the target link while searching for the trajectory.
With this reward, the dexterous hand can quickly find a stable



grasping position of the target link and keep in contact with
the object while moving the part.
(2) distance reward

Tdist = Wq * ||ppart - pgraspH2

This reward encourages the dexterous hand to get closer to the
target part of the object, where p,qrt, Pgrasp € R? denotes the
position of the geometry center of the target part and the grasp
center of dexterous hand in Cartesian space, respectively.

(3) regularization reward

d
Treg = fZ(wv * U+ Wy * €p)
i=0
This reward discourages the robot to move too fast by restrict-
ing the joints’ velocity. The reward also discourages position
error of the end link using cartesian error. v; denotes the
velocity of the i-th joint respectively and e, denotes the
cartesian error of the end effector.
Once the manipulation trajectory is generated, we execute
the trajectory on the real robot.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we evaluate the precision and effectiveness of
the proposed method for manipulating articulated objects for
both two-finger grippers and dexterous hands. We first conduct
a large number of real-world articulated object manipulation
experiments and quantitatively compare the performance. Then
we design 4 ablation studies to verify the effectiveness of
different modules of our method. Finally, we validate the
operational advantage of the dexterous hand against the two-
finger gripper by comparing the task execution efficiency in
simulation.

A. Experimental Setup

Fig. [] shows the real-world experimental setup. For the
robot, a 7-DOF robot arm (ROKAE xMate3Pro) is used and
an RGBD camera (Intel RealSense D415) is set to capture the
visual input. The robot arm base is fixed at the table. Two kinds
of end effectors are used: a 1-DoF 2-finger gripper (Robotiq
2F-140) and a 16-DoF 4-finger dexterous hand (Allegro Hand).

We choose 3 categories of common articulated objects for
experiments, which are drawers, faucets and laptops as shown
in Fig. For the drawer, we assume that only one part
of the drawer requires to be operated if there is more than
one movable part. Besides, we only consider the case that
the handle of the faucet rotates in horizontal direction. The
articulated object is randomly located on the table with its
base link fixed, and sg is randomly set. We randomly select
ASstarger Which does not exceed the joint limit and covers both
directions of possible movement.

To remove the influence of the background, we crop the
object point cloud out of the scene using a bounding box.
It is worth noting that we locate the camera on the right
side of the robot rather than the front. This setting is better
aligned with real application scenarios while increasing point
cloud occlusion and manipulation difficulty. We further build
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Fig. 4. (a) (b) Real-world experimental setup of two-finger gripper and

dexterous hand. (c) Articulated object for manipulation. There are 3 categories
of articulated objects in our real-world experiment.

the robot in simulation using the CAD models. We use
SAPIEN as the physics simulator to collect training
data for the Explicit Physics Model Construction module and
create simulation environments for the Sampling-based Model
Predictive Control module.

B. Data Collection and Training

Explicit Physics Model Construction. For drawers and
faucets, we choose 14 and 8 objects from Shape2Motion
datasets [58]|. For laptops, we choose 5 objects from PartNet-
Mobility dataset [59] because the joint limits of laptops
in PartNet-Mobility dataset are more reasonable than in
Shape2Motion datasets. The original meshes are not water-
tight in the PartNet-Mobility dataset, which cannot be used
to compute point occupancy, so we use ManifoldPlus
to fix the meshes. We reimplement the data collection code
using SAPIEN simulator to keep consistency. When collecting
data, the object is fixed on the origin and then randomly
rotated around the z-axis by [—60°,460°). The camera is on
a sphere centered on the object’s center. Azimuth and Altitude
of the camera are randomly sampled from [—60°,+60°) and
[15°,45°). 10000 samples are collected for each category. We
downsample the object point clouds to 8192 points. The 3
categories are trained jointly.

Eigengrasp Dataset Construction. To build the dataset for
eigengrasp computation, we utilize DexGraspNet to gen-
erate a collection of random grasping postures for the Allegro



Eigen Values

1.0

o o
EY @

Accumulated Ratio
)
S

0.0

Fig. 5. Results of accumulated ratios of different eigengrasp dimensions.

Hand. The dataset includes 60800 grasp postures across 474
objects. We then compute the eigengrasp based on this data.
Fig. [] shows the accumulated ratios of different eigengrasp
dimensions. Unless otherwise specified, we use eigengrasp
dimension m = 2 for dexterous manipulation experiments.

C. Experiments on 2-Finger Gripper

1) Real World Articulated Object Manipulation: For pa-
rameters of the Interactive Perception module, we choose
np, = 10 and n, = 10. For parameters of the Sampling-
based Model Predictive Control module, we find that 7" = 50,
N = 300, h = 10 and K = 20 are able to complete all
the tasks. The range of incremental value of joint position is
set to [—0.05, 0.05]. The parameters in the reward function are
determined manually according to experience in the simulation
environment. We set w; = 20, ¢ = 0.005(m or rad), w; = 50,
Weontact = 10, Weollision = 60, wg = 10, w, = 0.01 and
wy, = 0.03. We use 20 processes for sampling in simulation
on a computer that has an Intel Core i7-12700 CPU and an
NVIDIA 3080Ti GPU. It takes 4 minutes to find a feasible
trajectory.

We conduct about 30 experiments for each category. After
the trajectory is executed in the real world, we measure the
real joint movement AS,cq; = Sreal — Sinitial and compare it
with the target joint movement AsSiqrget = Starget — Sinitial-
We compute the error 6 = Asyeqi — AStarger and the relative
error 6, = 6/Astarget X 100%, results of all the experiments
can be found in Fig. [6] and statistical results can be found in
Table [Il Trajectories of both opening and closing the laptop
are shown in Fig.

Among all 3 categories, the drawer has the lowest |,.| and
the faucet has the highest |d,| according to Table [Il It is
reasonable because the size of the faucet is relatively small, a
minor inaccuracy in model construction or trajectory execution
will result in a big error in the joint state. About 70% of
manipulations achieve a |d,.| < 30% for drawers and laptops,
which shows the accuracy of our method.

Errors may be caused by the following factors:

(1) The constructed mesh is not accurate enough, especially
for the parts that are occluded. For example, the inside
face of the drawer front cannot be observed by the RGBD
camera, so when the digital twin is constructed, the
drawer front is thicker than the real one. It causes the
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Fig. 6. Experimental results of real-world articulated object manipulation
with 2-finger gripper. Each row refers to the results of one category. The left
column shows the error § of the manipulation. The right column shows the
relative error &, of the manipulation. The sign of the target movement denotes
the direction of the movement (e.g. opening or closing, clockwise (CW) or
counterclockwise (CCW).

TABLE I
ACCURACY OF REAL ARTICULATED OBJECTS MANIPULATION WITH
2-FINGER GRIPPER

Category Drawer  Laptop Faucet
Number of manipulations 31 32 30
. . <10% 12 7 0
Number (:ft .rrllgilipulatlons <30% 2 20 9
<50% 28 26 19
Avg |4] 1.15cm 5.69° 10.37°
Avg |6, | 21.81% 27.26%  56.21%

results of opening tasks of drawers (which has average
|6] of 2cm) to be worse than closing tasks (which have
average |6| of 0.5cm). It is worth noting that there is a
relative error of over 400% in turning faucet tasks. This
happens because the robot touches the part close to the
joint axis first (which does not occur in the simulation),
causing a huge rotation of the handle.

(2) The dynamic properties of the real articulated objects
are complicated. For example, the elastic deformation of
laptops is not modeled in the simulation.

(3) The kinematic structure of a real articulated object is not



ideal. For example, there might be gaps in the drawer
rails, which turns the original prismatic joint into a joint
with several DOFs.

Real

(b)

Fig. 7. Trajectories of laptop manipulation with 2-finger gripper: (a) open; (b)
close. The constructed digital twin precisely captures the kinematic property
of the articulated object, leading to the accurate alignment of Sim and Real.

2) Ablation Study on Reward Function: The reward func-
tion in the sampling-based model predictive control module is
designed to guide the robot to complete the task. To examine
the impact of each term of the reward function, we conduct the
ablation study. There are 5 terms in the reward function, so 6
groups of experiments are conducted to reveal each term’s
influence against the full reward function. The first group
runs iCEM with the full reward function as in Section [II=C]
Each of the other 5 groups drops one term of the full reward
function. In each group, 5 tasks are conducted to make the
results more general. The task that is considered to be failed
if not completed within 50 time steps. Fig. [§] summarizes the
experimental results.

The experiments using the full reward function are superior
in both success rate and steps to succeed, except for the
experiments without 7,..,. However, the trajectories searched
in w/o 7,4 are not suitable for real-world execution, because
the robot tends to move to an unusual configuration which
could be dangerous. Without 74,5, the robot cannot complete
the task because the horizon is too short to achieve a positive
reward. Omitting 7;4rget> Tsuccess» OF Tcontact TeSults in lower
success rates, and even when successful, the robot requires
more steps to complete the task.

D. Experiments on Dexterous Hand

1) Real World Articulated Object Manipulation: For each 3
categories, we choose one object for real object manipulation
experiments. Considering the FOV of the RGBD camera as
well as the workspace of motion planning, we randomly set the
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Fig. 8. Results of ablation study on reward function. The 5 tasks are

opening/closing drawer, opening/closing laptop and turning faucet. The task
is considered to be failed if it is not done when time step reaches 50.

location and initial joint status s of articulated objects on the
table in a certain range, such that the object is in the workspace
of the manipulator. We randomly select As;q,qe¢ Which does
not exceed the joint limit and covers both directions of possible
movement.

For each category, we conduct 30 experiments. For param-
eters of Sampling-based Model Predictive Control module,
we find that T = 50, N = 100, h = 10 leads to fast
searching as well as good performance. For the parameters
in the reward function, we make adjustments based on the
results of simulation experiments. We set ws = 20, w; = 50,
Weontact = 10, wg = 10, w. = 0.001 and w, = 0.01. We use
eigen dimension m = 2 to conduct real world manipulation.
We use 10 processes for sampling in simulation on a computer
that has an Intel Core i7-12700 CPU and an NVIDIA 3080Ti
GPU. It takes about 2.5 minutes to find a feasible trajectory.

Results of all the experiments can be found in Fig. [9] and
statistical results can be found in Table Trajectories of
opening and closing a drawer are shown in Fig.[I0] Similar to
manipulation with 2-finger gripper, the drawer has the lowest
|0-| and the faucet has the highest |4,.| according to Table

TABLE I
ACCURACY OF REAL ARTICULATED OBJECTS MANIPULATION WITH
DEXTEROUS HAND

Category Drawer  Laptop Faucet
Number of manipulations 32 31 26
Number of manipulations <20% 14 12 4
st |6y <40% 22 23 18
<60% 27 27 22
Avg |0] 1.90cm  6.92° 9.48°
Avg |67 | 2825%  30.76%  45.72%

2) Ablation Studies: For the ablation study of dexterous
hand manipulation, we investigate the impact of several key
factors. Specifically, we analyze the influences of eigengrasp
dimensions on Sampling-based Model Predictive Control,
study how pixel projection affects the Interactive Perception
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Fig. 9. Experiment results of real-world articulated object manipulation with
dexterous hands. Each row refers to the results of one category. The left
column shows the error § of the manipulation. The right column shows the
relative error §, of the manipulation. The sign of the target movement denotes
the direction of the movement (e.g. opening or closing, clockwise (CW) or
counterclockwise (CCW).

module and also explore the influences of different reward
functions.

Eigengrasp Dimension. In Section [I[II-C2] we propose to
utilize eigengrasp to reduce the dimension of action space,
enhancing the efficiency of our search process. To evaluate the
effectiveness of MPC with different eigengrasp dimensions,
we conduct experiments with dimensions m = 1,2,7,16. We
adopt 3 performance metrics: success rate, joint jerk, and com-
putation time. We evaluate on 5 different tasks in simulation:
opening/closing laptop, turning faucet, and opening/closing
drawer. Each task is repeated 10 times with randomized object
positions and initial robot configurations.

1) Success rate Fig[IT|presents the success rate of each task
with different dimensions. The tasks of opening laptop
and closing drawer achieve a 100% success across all
the 4 dimension numbers. This high success rate likely
stems from the simplicity of these tasks. However, in
the tasks of closing the laptop and opening the drawer,
trajectories generated with m = 1 shows a significantly
lower success rate compared to the other dimensions.

Sim

Real

Sim

Real

(b)

Fig. 10. Trajectories of drawer manipulation with dexterous hand: (a) open;
(b) close. The constructed digital twin precisely captures the kinematic
property of the articulated object, leading to the accurate alignment of Sim
and Real.

This may be attributed to the reduced dexterity of the
Allegro Hand when operating in a 1-DOF configuration.
Interestingly, for all the 5 tasks, the dimension reduced
to m = 2 performs comparably to m = 7,16. This
finding highlights the effectiveness of using eigengrasp
space with m = 2, achieving similar success rates while
reducing computation time.
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Fig. 11. Success rate with different eigengrasp dimensions.

2) Joint jerk For real robot control, joint jerk reflects the
smoothness of a robot’s movements. Our study investi-
gates how the eigengrasp dimension affects the jerks of
dexterous hand joints. To quantify jerk, we utilize the
third derivative of hand joint positions with respect to
time. Specifically, we calculate the average jerk for each
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finger at every time step, reflecting the smoothness of
finger movement. Fig [12] illustrates the results for the 5
tasks. Our experimental results consistently demonstrate
that finger joint jerks increase with higher eigengrasp
dimensions. Remarkably, for all the 5 tasks, dimension
m = 1 exhibits superior performance in terms of thumb
jerk compared to m = 2,7,16. However, for the re-
maining three fingers: both m = 1,2 demonstrate similar
advantages over higher dimensions.
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Fig. 12. Joint jerk with different eigengrasp dimensions.

3)

Computation time For each task, we generate 30
different trajectories and compare the average time per
step as shown in Fig[T3] It is shown that using eigengrasp
dimension m = 2 results in approximately 1 second less
per step compared to 16 dimensions. Consequently, it
takes nearly 1 minute less to find a feasible trajectory.
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Fig. 13. Computation time with different eigengrasp dimensions.

Pixel Projection. In Section [IICA2] we propose a pixel
projection method that leverages both RGB images and depth
information of an object to transforms a 2D post-contact vector
into a 3D robot trajectory. To evaluate the necessity of the pixel
projection approach, we compare it with randomly generated
vectors based solely on 2D affordance. Specifically, we select
one object per category and generate three random vectors for
each object. The results, shown in Fig. [[4] demonstrate that
the vector synthesized by pixel transformation is better suited
for executing one-step interactions compared to the randomly
generated direction vector.

é «
7
Fig. 14. Ablation study on pixel projection. The red vector represents

the vector generated by using pixel projection. The three blue vectors are
generated only based on 2D affordance.

Reward Function. In Section [[lI-C2] we design reward func-
tion in the sampling-based model predictive control module for
dexterous hand manipulation tasks. Five terms of reward func-
tions are designed, which include 7syccess, Ttargets Tcontacts
Tdist and 7..,. We conduct 5 groups of experiments to reveal
each term’s influence against the full reward function. The first



group runs iCEM with the full reward function as in[[lI-C| The
other 4 experiments drop one term of the full reward function.
To make the ablation result more generalizable, we conduct
3 tasks for each group: opening laptop, closing laptop and
turning faucet. In each task, we randomize the position of the
object, the initial joint angle of the robot as well as the target
gpos of the object to generate 30 different trajectory running
iCEM. The task that is not done when time step reaches 50
is considered failed. Fig. [[5(a)] and Fig. [I5(b)] respectively
summarize the experimental results.

The experiments using the full reward function consistently
outperforms others in terms of both success rate and steps
in completion, except for the experiments without rcontqct-
It’s worth noticing that the reward function without r¢optact
even exhibits a surprising advantage in terms of the number
of steps to success in task 2. This unexpected result may
be attributed to the absence of constraints imposed by the
human-like hand posture encouraged by 7contact- Without this
component, the iCEM algorithm might explore unconventional
hand postures to interact with the object. On the other hand,
omitting 74;5; from the reward function makes the tasks
impossible to accomplish for the robot. The short planning
horizon prevents the robot from accumulating positive rewards.
Similarly, excluding 7¢qrget and Tsyuccess leads to decreased
success rates. In successful cases, the robot requires additional
steps to accomplish the task.

3) Advantage of Dexterous Manipulation: In this section,
we validate the advantages of the dexterous hand over the
two-finger gripper through experiments on five tasks. For each
task, we randomize the object’s position and the robot’s initial
configuration 10 times. We then run the iCEM algorithm using
both the Allegro hand and the Robotiq gripper. We use the
number of steps to complete the task as the metrics.

Fig. [I6] summarizes the comparison results between the
dexterous hand and the two-finger gripper. Except for the
laptop opening task, the dexterous hand consistently requires
fewer steps on average. The anomaly in the laptop opening
task can be attributed to its simplicity, as it does not require
precise contact between the end effector and the object. Fig. [I7]
visualizes the trajectories for the laptop closing task, showing
that our method is able to find a shorter trajectory for the
dexterous hand by utilizing its additional degrees of freedom
to close the laptop efficiently.

E. Effectiveness of Interactive Perception

The Interactive Perception module is designed to improve
the accuracy of the constructed world model by utilizing the
two different point clouds captured before and after interac-
tion. To evaluate its necessity, we train another model using
a single-frame point cloud as the network input. For each
category of objects, we select one real object and compare the
modeling results of two-frame and single-frame point cloud
inputs. Fig. [T8] shows the comparison results. The findings
demonstrate that actively interacting with the movable part
of the object and altering its state allows us to build a
transition model with more accurate segmentation of movable
parts and joint axis estimation, which is necessary for precise
manipulation.
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Fig. 15. Results of numbers of steps to succeed (a) and results of success
rate (b). The task is considered to be failed if it is not done when time step
reaches 50.

F. Advanced Manipulation Skills

By utilizing a physics simulation as the explicit world
model, our method ensures generalizability to unseen actions.
This allows for easy extension to advanced manipulation skills,
such as manipulation with tools. As shown in Fig. [[9} when
the drawer is located out of the dexterous range of the robot
or the gap between the drawer front and body is too small,
the gripper alone cannot open it. In such cases, the robot can
employ nearby tools to complete the task.

To demonstrate our method’s tool-using capability, we use
two different tools for the drawer-opening task. Benefiting
from the explicit physics model, we can equip the robot with
a tool to interact with the articulated object in the simulation.
When using MPC to search for trajectories, we assume the
tool is mounted on the robot’s end effector. We simply
replace the gripper tips with the tool in r4;;; when computing
rewards. Remarkably, our method successfully finds a feasible
trajectory with most parameters unchanged.
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Fig. 16. Comparison of manipulation with dexterous hand and two-finger
gripper.
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Fig. 17. Trajectory comparison of a dexterous hand and a 2-finger gripper
performing the same laptop-closing task. The dexterous hand completes the
task in fewer steps.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we present DexSim2Real?, a novel robot
learning framework designed for precise, goal-conditioned
articulated object manipulation with two-finger grippers and
dexterous hands. We first build the explicit world model of the
target object in a physics simulator through active interaction
and then use MPC to search for a long-horizon manipulation
trajectory to achieve the desired manipulation goal. Quantita-
tive evaluation of real object manipulation results verifies the
effectiveness of our proposed framework for both kinds of end
effectors.

For future work, we plan to integrate proprioceptive sensing
and tactile sensing during real-robot interaction to refine the
constructed world model for more precise manipulation. 3D
generative Al has seen great progress in the last few years.
We also plan to integrate the AIGC technique to improve
the geometry quality of the digital twin. Besides, a module
that estimates the state of the object in real time will enhance
reactive manipulations. Lastly, we aim to expand the frame-
work to include mobile manipulation, objects with multiple
movable parts and deformable objects, thereby broadening its
applicability across various robotic tasks.
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Fig. 18. Ablation study on Interactive Perception. The model constructed
with Interactive Perception has more accurate movable part segmentation and
joint axis estimation.
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Fig. 19. Open drawer with tools. In real scenarios, the object may be beyond
the robot’s reach, or the gripper cannot fit into the object’s size. Our method
can be extended to tool-using cases. As shown in these two sequences, the
robot uses a T-shaped tool or a semi-ring to open the small drawer.
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