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Fig. 1: Framework Overview: TacDiffusion processes observations o, including both tactile and spatial information, to generate
6D wrench Fdf . It addresses the frequency misalignment between the diffusion model and the real-time controller through
a dynamic system-based filter, and regulates robot’s force and motion behavior using impedance control with feed-forward
force Fff .

Abstract—Assembly is a crucial skill for robots in both
modern manufacturing and service robotics. However, master-
ing transferable insertion skills that can handle a variety of
high-precision assembly tasks remains a significant challenge.
This paper presents a novel framework that utilizes diffusion
models to generate 6D wrench for high-precision tactile robotic
insertion tasks. It learns from demonstrations performed on a
single task and achieves a zero-shot transfer success rate of
95.7% across various novel high-precision tasks. Our method
effectively inherits the self-adaptability demonstrated by our
previous work. In this framework, we address the frequency
misalignment between the diffusion policy and the real-time
control loop with a dynamic system-based filter, significantly
improving the task success rate by 9.15%. Furthermore, we
provide a practical guideline regarding the trade-off between
diffusion models’ inference ability and speed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Assembly tasks are crucial in robotics, serving as the back-
bone of modern manufacturing and service applications [1].
As the demand for flexible manufacturing grows, robotic
assembly increasingly takes place in dynamic environments,
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where objects are not precisely positioned at known locations
and part holders are often not viable [2]. Achieving both
broad transferability and precise control capabilities in these
conditions remains a significant challenge. Human workers,
on the other hand, demonstrate exceptional dexterity in as-
sembling diverse objects with tight-clearance components,
primarily by leveraging tactile feedback from their fingertips
throughout the process [3], [4]. Similarly, a versatile high-
precision robotic assembly system must exhibit both task-level
transferability—generalizing across a wide range of objects
and parts—and control-level self-adaptability, enabling it to
respond to environmental changes often sensed through tactile
feedback [5], [6].

Throughout the history of robotics research, the importance
of tactile feedback and force control for high-precision assem-
bly has been consistently recognized [5], [7]–[13]. However,
several challenges persist in precise force control, including
the difficulty of accessing to appropriate robot hardware and
expensive force sensors, the complexity of ensuring stability
and safety while regulating force, the sensitivity of force
control to environmental changes, the difficulty of estimating
environment constraints and contact dynamics in dynamic
settings, and the challenge of collecting high-quality tactile
data for learning force control. Due to these barriers, the use of
simpler motion-domain action spaces, with impedance control
as an indirect force control method is often favored by the
robot learning community. Nevertheless, the increasing diver-
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sity of contact-rich manipulation tasks highlights the equal
importance of simultaneously regulating motion, compliance,
and force, so that agents can autonomously perform a wide
range of task stably and robustly, without the need for explicit
controller switching [14]. Despite the recent successes of im-
plementing transformer [15]–[20] and/or diffusion-based [21]–
[30] policies for robot manipulation that exhibit excellent
generalization capability, it remains unexplored how to in-
tegrate force control with these models for high-precision
tactile manipulation, so that the benefits of these generative
models for multi-modal modelling and prediction can be fully
exploited.

To address this gap, and aiming to achieve both task-
level transferability and control-level self-adaptability, we
propose TacDiffusion, a novel framework that leverages a
diffusion policy for high-precision tactile manipulation. To the
authors’ knowledge, it is the first framework to employ dif-
fusion models in generating force-domain actions for tactile-
based robotic manipulation in tight-clearance insertion tasks.
TacDiffusion learns from demonstrations performed by expert
policies on a single task and achieves an overall 95.7% zero-
shot transfer success rate across various novel high-precision,
sub-millimeter-level peg-in-hole tasks. By imitating the expert
policies, which are based on a behavior tree-based skill pro-
posed in our previous work [31], TacDiffusion successfully
inherits its self-adaptability, characterized by the ability to
switch skill primitives based on real-time tactile sensing.
Importantly, compared to the expert policy, TacDiffusion also
outperforms in execution time and robustness on these novel
tasks in a zero-shot transfer manner.

To further enhance real-time performance, we investigate
how model size affects the trade-off between accuracy and
inference speed, providing practical guidelines for optimal
model selection. Moreover, to handle the frequency mis-
alignment between the diffusion policy’s inference process
and the low-level controller, a dynamic system-based filter is
designed to smooth the output of the diffusion model for high-
frequency force-impedance control, significantly improving
the task success rate by 9.15%.

In summary, our main contributions are: (i) a novel diffu-
sion-based policy that outputs 6D wrench for tactile manipu-
lation; (ii) learning from a behavior tree-based expert policy
to inherent its tactile-based self-adaptability; (iii) a dynamic
system-based filter smoothing and aligning low frequency
outputs from diffusion model with high frequency control,
with experimental evidences showing significant effect on task
performance; (iv) investigation on trade-off between accuracy
and inference speed, resulting in insights for optimal model
selection in practice.

II. RELATED WORKS

In this section, we focus our review on (i) High-Precision
Assembly Tasks, (ii) Transferability and (iii) Diffusion model
in robotics.

A. High-Precision Assembly Tasks
Due to the robot’s accuracy limitation, position-based con-

trol methods are insufficient for high-precision assembly tasks
that require accuracy exceeding the robot’s precision [10]. To
address this issue, recent studies have shifted to designing

actions in the force-domain rather than the position domain
to perform high-precision robotic assembly tasks. According
to the control strategy, these methods span four main cate-
gories: force controller [9], admittance controller [8], hybrid
position/force controller [10], [13], and impedance controller
with feed-forward force [11], [12]. Nevertheless, these works
normally focus on a specific tight-clearance task and lack
investigation into the method’s transferability and adaptability
to novel tasks [5].

B. Enhancing Transferability in Robotic Assembly

In the last decade, there is extensive literature on gen-
erating robotic assembly policies with broad generalization.
Deep Reinforcement Learning-based methods, for instance,
typically achieve the generalization ability through training
with multiple objects [32], [33]. Another noteworthy case is
meta-learning, which trains a pre-trained model using online
or offline data from a diverse and comprehensive set of
tasks, enabling domain adaptation ability through fine-tuning
[34], [35]. Furthermore, sim-to-real based approaches have
gained attention for their cost-effective data collection in the
simulation environments, and zero-shot sim-to-real transfer
for perception-initialized assembly has been only recently
demonstrated [36], [37]. Besides, to tackle precise manipula-
tion, RVT-2 [20] trained a transformer-based multi-task policy.
Despite improving performance on multi-task learning bench-
mark, its success rate on high-precision (millimeter level)
insertion tasks, roughly 50%, is far from being satisfactory
to deploy to real assembly production. Aside from these
approaches, evolutionary algorithms with parameterized robot
skills have shown transferability across tasks via fine-tuning
[31]. However, achieving zero-shot transfer on high-precision
tasks with a satisfactory success rate in the real world remains
an open challenge

C. Diffusion Model in Robotics

Meanwhile, in other areas of robotics, diffusion models
[38] have made significant progress. Compared to traditional
discriminative models, diffusion models excel in generaliza-
tion, achieving superior performance on unseen tasks and
scenarios, by establishing a stochastic transport map between
an empirically observed target distribution and a known prior
[30]. Recent works have typically used scene images as input
to solve planning problems [23], [24], [29] and perform
manipulation tasks [25]–[28] in robotics. However, the appli-
cation of diffusion models with other input modalities remains
relatively underexplored in robotics, with only few studies
addressing this area [22]. In addition, considering diffusion
model applications in sequential behavior imitation [21] and
time series processing [39], there is great potential for adapting
diffusion models to force-domain actions in robotics.

In summary, although significant progress has been made in
insertion tasks, achieving zero-shot transfer in high-precision
assembly tasks remains an ongoing challenge. Additionally,
the application of diffusion models to force-domain actions
has not yet been explored. To bridge these gaps, we propose
a novel framework that leverages diffusion models to enable
more efficient zero-shot transfer in high-precision insertion
tasks.



III. METHODS

To solve the aforementioned issues, we develop a frame-
work that adapts the diffusion model to force-domain actions
for high-precision tactile assembly tasks. In the following
subsections, we first provide an overview of the framework,
followed by a detailed explanation of the concrete modules,
i.e., the diffusion model, the impedance control with feed-
forward force, and the dynamic system-based filter.

A. Framework Overview
Our framework comprises two key functional modules:

the diffusion policy-based action generation module and the
impedance control with feed-forward-based execution mod-
ule.1 As illustrated in Fig. 1, the diffusion-based policy is
integrated into the behavior tree (BT) based Insertion skill by
replacing the original sub-tree, which contained two primitives
and a state estimator. The resultant behavior tree is simplified
into a sequence of skill primitives, with “approach” and
“contact” as two preceding primitives. As the BT is simplified
into a sequence and the diffusion model handles primitive-
switching, the discussion of the preceding skill primitives for
contact initialization is beyond the scope of this work. For
more details, we refer readers to our previous work [31].

During the assembly process, the interaction between the
robot and the environment is captured as observation o,
which includes the external wrench, internal wrench, and
end-effector’s speed. The diffusion model then predicts the
force-domain actions (a := Fdf ) based on both the current
observation ocurr and the previous observation oprev . Due
to the restrictions of computational resources, the diffusion
model’s inference frequency typically ranges from 50 Hz
to 500 Hz (Table I), which is misaligned with the robot’s
1000 Hz real-time control loop. To mitigate this, we designed
a dynamic system-based filter to interpolate the diffusion
model’s predictions Fdf . The filtered action is then transmitted
to the impedance controller with feed-forward force. Based
on the desired goal xd (insertion hole’s pose) and the force
command, it regulates the robot’s motion and force behavior
simultaneously.

B. Diffusion Model
Denoising diffusion probabilistic model (DDPM) [38], [40],

[41] is a specific type of diffusion model designed to generate
data by learning to reverse a noise injection process. DDPM
consists of two processes: diffusion and denoising. The dif-
fusion process systematically transforms the data into noise,
while the denoising process is responsible for converting this
noise back into data.

1) Diffusion Process: The diffusion process is a forward
progressive process that destructs data with noise over a series
of steps. By progressively injecting noise into a “clean” initial
action a0, a sequence of “polluted” actions a1,a2, · · · ,aT

converging to a Gaussian distribution is obtained, according
to the diffusion rule [21]:

ατ = 1− βτ , (1)

aτ =
√
ατ aτ−1 +

√
βτ ϵτ , (2)

1A practical consideration here is the compatibility issues between the real-
time kernel and the NVIDIA CUDA Toolkit.
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Fig. 2: Network architecture of the noise estimator.

where τ ∈ [1, T ] denotes the diffusion step, with T referring
to the total number of denoising steps (not to be confused with
the environment time step, as it is common in time serials).
aτ and ϵτ ∈ N (0, I) represent the diffused action and the
corresponding noise in the τ -th diffusion step. ατ and βτ refer
to variance schedule parameters that regulate the noise mixed
in each diffusion step.

Furthermore, the noise ϵτ also plays a crucial role in
the subsequent denoising process. To account for this, we
construct the noise estimator ϵ̂(·) using a residual neural
network [42], as illustrated in Fig. 2, and train it by minimizing
the following loss function:

LDDPM = E[∥ϵ̂τ (o,aτ , τ)− ϵτ∥22], (3)

where o includes both the current and previous observations,
as incorporating historical information helps identify trends
and enhances the accuracy of predicting future actions. The
diffusion step τ serves as positional information, enabling
the network to recognize the current diffusion stage effec-
tively [43].

2) Denoising Process: In contrast to the diffusion process,
the denoising process reconstructs data from noise in reverse,
illustrated by the linen block in Fig. 1. Leveraging the pre-
viously trained noise estimator ϵ̂(·), the model progressively
removes the noise from a random sample aT ∈ N (0, I),
following the denoising rule:

στ =
√
βτ , (4)

ᾱτ =

τ∏
i=1

αi, (5)

aτ−1 =
1

√
ατ

[aτ − 1− ατ√
1− ᾱτ

ϵ̂τ (o,aτ , τ)] + στ ϵτ , (6)

where the variance schedule parameters ᾱτ and στ modulate
the subtracted noise in each step. After T steps (diffusion
horizon) iteration, we obtain a probabilistic reconstructed
action a0. An illustrative example is provided in Sec. IV-B3.

C. Impedance Control with Feed-forward Force
Consider a torque-controlled robot with n-Degree of Free-

dom, the second-order rigid body dynamics is written as:

M(q)q̈ +C(q, q̇)q̇ + g(q) = τm + τext, (7)

where q ∈ Rn is the joint state. M(q) ∈ Rn×n corresponds to
the mass matrix, C(q, q̇) ∈ Rn×n is the Coriolis matrix and
g(q) ∈ Rn is the gravity vector. The motor torque (control



input) and external torque are denoted by τm ∈ Rn and
τext ∈ Rn, respectively. The impedance control law with feed-
forward force profile is defined as [44]:

τm(t) =J(q)T[Fff (t) +K(t)e+Dė

+M(q)ẍd] +C(q, q̇)q̇ + g(q),
(8)

where Fff (t) donates the feed-forward wrench, xd is desired
trajectory. x indicates the robot’s current position. e = xd−x
and ė = ẋd−ẋ are the position and velocity error, respectively.
K(t) and D are stiffness and damping matrices in Cartesian
space. J(q) represents the robot Jacobian matrix. The internal
wrench Fin applied by the robot on objects is calculated with:

Jbinv = J†
body, (9)

Fin = JT
binv(τm −C (q, q̇) q̇ − g (q)), (10)

where Jbinv represents the pseudo-inverse of the body Jaco-
bian Jbody , which relates joint velocities to the End-Effector
(EE) twist expressed in the body frame (a frame at the EE).

D. Dynamic System based Filter
To solve the frequency misalignment between the diffusion

model and the impedance controller with feed-forward force,
we interpolate the diffusion model’s output Fdf with a dy-
namic system-based filter, according to the equation:

F̈ff = α(β(Fdf − Fff )− Ḟff ), (11)

where the Fdf refers to the raw output of the diffusion model
and Fff indicates the filtered and interpolated 1000 Hz feed-
forward force to be executed by the controller. The derivative
and second-order derivative of Fff are initialized as zero
vectors. α and β are two constant scales.2

IV. EXPERIMENT

To evaluate our proposed method, we designed a set of
experiments to: (i) demonstrate the effectiveness of our pro-
posed framework and validate its capability to generalize to
novel tasks, (ii) provide a practical guideline for balancing
inference ability and speed by evaluating the performance of
models with varying sizes, and (iii) showcase the feasibility of
our designed dynamic system-based filter to mitigate the fre-
quency misalignment between diffusion model and real-time
controller.

A. Experiment Setup
The experiment setup shown in Fig. 3 consists of a Franka

Emika Panda robot with 5 tight-clearance insertion objects.
The robot is controlled by a PC using Ubuntu 20.04 with
Intel i9-10900K CPU and real-time kernel, and the diffusion
module is implemented on the PyTorch framework. Training
and inference are performed on another PC with NVIDIA RTX
3090 GPU and CUDA Toolkit.

B. Data Collection & Training
1) Data Collection: To train the diffusion model, we col-

lect a comprehensive dataset comprising 1500 expert demon-
strations of the assembly task, using the setup shown in

2In this work, α and β are fixed as 0.9 and 0.3, respectively, based on
several trials that demonstrated their effectiveness.

Fig. 3: Experiment Setup. The object grasped by the robot
in the left figure is the training object: (a) Cuboid: A
35 mm × 25 mm × 60 mm dimensional cuboid (0.1 mm
clearance). The four objects on the right are applied to validate
the transferability: (b) Key: A 37 mm long key; (c) Cyl-S: A
50 mm long cylinder with a diameter of 20 mm (0.02 mm
clearance); (d) Cyl-L: A cylinder with a length of 50 mm
and diameter of 30 mm (0.025 mm clearance); (e) Prism: A
50 mm long octagonal prism with a side length of 11 mm
(0.05 mm clearance).

Fig. 4: An example view of observations in the dataset.

Fig. 3. Demonstrations are generated by executing our pre-
vious method [31] to perform the insertion task (Cuboid) in
various initial poses. The data is recorded at 1000 Hz, resulting
in a 24-dimensioned sequence, i.e., an 18-dimensional obser-
vation o which includes external wrench, internal wrench, and
EE’s speed (Fig. 4), paired with corresponding 6-dimensional
actions Fff .

TABLE I: Hyperparameters for Training Diffusion Models

Hyperparameters Value
Epoch 1500
Batch Size 4096
Learning Rate 10−3

Diffusion Horizon (T ) 50
Diffusion Weight (βτ ) increased from 10−4 to 10−2
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Fig. 5: Training loss and validation loss. Validation is con-
ducted every 5 epochs throughout the training process.



2) Training: There is a trade-off to select the optimal
model. Larger models offer stronger inference capabilities,
but smaller models provide faster inference speeds that are
better suited to our controller. Therefore, an appropriate size
is crucial for balancing performance and real-time control
requirements, especially in our scenario where computational
efficiency is critical.

TABLE II: Details of four Diffusion Models

Model Neurons (N) Final Loss Inference Frequency

DF1 128 0.2751 503.8 Hz
DF2 256 0.1653 297.5 Hz
DF3 512 0.0716 141.8 Hz
DF4 1024 0.0288 51.2 Hz

To address this problem, we train diffusion models with
varying neuron numbers N (highlighted in red in Fig. 2)
to provide a practical guideline. 80% of the data is used
as training data. Hyperparameters employed in this process
are detailed in Table I. Moreover, all trained models were
exported to the ONNX format to optimize the inference speed.
Table II provides the details of each model. In addition, as
shown by the corresponding learning curve in Fig. 5a, all
the candidate models successfully converge within 1,000,000
iteration steps. As the model size increases, there is a clear
improvement in accuracy on the training dataset, evidenced by
the decreasing final loss. However, larger models also require
more computational resources, leading to an evident frequency
drop from 503.8 Hz to 51.2 Hz.
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Fig. 6: Denoising process with model DF3. From the top
down, the red curves indicate the change in the diffused
actions during the denoising process. The black refers to the
corresponding ground truth.

3) Validation: The remaining 20% of the data is used
for validation. The validation losses in Fig. 5b imply that
models have successfully converged without overfitting. Fig. 6
provides an intuitive instance of the denoising process, where
the diffusion model reconstructs actions by progressively re-
moving noise from a random Gaussian sample (τ = 50). After
25 backward diffusion steps (τ = 25), the model’s output
exhibits a tendency towards the ground truth. By the final step
(τ = 1), the model’s prediction closely matches the ground
truth.

It is noteworthy that the diffusion model successfully in-
herits the self-adaptability of our previous method, selecting
appropriate primitives based on the assembly state. The model

TABLE III: Success Rate [%]

Model trained novel (zero-shot transfer)
Cuboid Key Cyl-S Cyl-L Prism Average

DF1 90.0 99.0 86.0 85.0 40.0 77.5
DF2 79.0 94.0 87.0 90.0 79.0 87.5
DF3 98.0 99.0 97.0 96.0 91.0 95.7
DF4 73.0 85.0 90.0 66.0 85.0 81.5

Baseline 92.0 94.0 61.0 82.0 96.0 83.3

*The highest success rate for each task is highlighted in bold font. The detailed
configuration of models DF1 to DF4 is provided in Table II.

performs a wiggle motion to align the object with the hole
before 0.9 s, and to resolve a stuck state from 1.2 s to 4.2 s.
When the object is properly aligned, it applies a force to push
the object into the insertion hole.

C. Real-World Experiment Performance
1) Performance Test: In this section, we validate the ef-

ficacy of our diffusion models using the experimental setup
depicted in Fig. 3. Among all demonstrated policies, we select
the best-performing one as our baseline. We evaluate not only
the performance of the candidates on the training object but
also emphasize their zero-shot transferability to four novel
objects.

As depicted in Table III, a total of 25 test cases are created
by combining the models with various objects. For each
case, the model is evaluated on the corresponding task with
50 random initial poses. At each pose, the robot performed
two insertion trials to account for variability and reduce the
influence of random occurrences. Consequently, the success
rate and corresponding execution time are represented in
Table III and Fig. 7, respectively.
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Fig. 7: Execution time. The colored bars represent the median
execution time for each model, and the black lines denote their
25th and 75th percentiles.

According to the Common Industry Format for Usability
Test Reports (ISO/IEC 25062:2006), the “core measure of
efficiency” is the ratio of the task completion rate to the
mean time per task [45]. We use this ratio as the performance
metric, to evaluate the performance of comparing models. The
results, illustrated by the radar plots in Fig. 8, show that DF3

outperforms the baseline on demonstrated tasks in terms of
efficiency.

Notably, for novel tasks, all diffusion models achieve over
a 10% improvement in efficiency, showcasing excellent zero-
shot transferability. Among these models, DF3 stands out with
the best comprehensive performance on novel tasks, achieving
an average success rate of 95.7%.
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Fig. 8: Radar plots for efficiency across different models

2) Trade-off between model accuracy and inference speed:
As the model size increases, the model better captures la-
tent relationships within the data, which is reflected in the
increasing overall success rate from DF1 to DF3, as shown
in Table III. However, larger models also experience a signif-
icant reduction in inference frequency, which exacerbates the
misalignment with the 1000 Hz control loop. As depicted in
TableII, DF3 maintains an acceptable frequency of 141.8 Hz,
whereas DF4 suffers a dramatic drop to only 51.2 Hz. This
extremely low output frequency limits the model’s deployment
potential despite its strong inference capability, resulting in
an overall significant performance drop. Consequently, DF3

(with N = 512) is the only model that outperforms the
baseline on both demonstrated and novel tasks. It exhibits the
most balanced and highest performance across all insertion
tasks, achieving a 129.5% improvement in overall performance
compared to the baseline.

3) Dymanic system-based filter: Our dynamic system-
based filter is designed to address the frequency misalignment
issue. To validate its effectiveness, we repeat the identical
experiments in Sec. IV-C1 for the diffusion models while
disabling the filter in the framework. To distinguish from
the previous models (DFx), these models are represented as
DFxN . For ease of comparison, the results are presented in
the same figure. As illustrated in Fig. 9, the models with
filter assistance achieve higher success rates in 16 out of 20
scenarios, with three unchanged and one decreasing by 6%.
Overall, our dynamic system-based filter mitigates the effects
of frequency misalignment, leading to a 9.15% increase in
success rates.
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Fig. 9: Impact of the dynamical system-based filter on the
success rate of high-precision assembly tasks

Moreover, we compare the model’s performance on both
demonstrated and novel objects as illustrated in Fig.11. The
inclusion of the filter results in enhanced performance across
both categories. Besides, a more concrete example is provided
in Fig.10, vividly illustrating the effect of our filter on diffusion
model outputs. The raw diffusion output, depicted by the black

curves, exhibits higher variability and fluctuations in force and
torque components. In contrast, the filtered feed-forward force
commands, indicated by the red curves, present a smoother
profile at 1000 Hz. These results confirm that the filtering
process mitigates the frequency misalignment issue.
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Fig. 10: Impact of the filter on diffusion model’s predictions.
The red curves represent the filtered feed-forward wrench,
while the black curves correspond to the raw outputs from
the diffusion model DF3.

0

0.2

0.4

0.6
Ef
fic
ie
nc
y

 

(a) demonstrated object
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

A
ve

ra
ge

 E
ff

ic
ie

nc
y

DF3

DF3N

DF1

DF2

DF2N

Baseline

DF4N

DF4

DF1N

 

(b) novel objects

Fig. 11: Model efficiency sorted in descending order.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we present a novel framework leveraging
diffusion models to generate 6D wrench for tactile manipu-
lation in high-precision robotic assembly tasks. Our approach,
being the first force-domain diffusion policy, demonstrated
excellent improved zero-shot transferability compared to prior
work, by achieving an overall 95.7% success rate in zero-
shot transfer in experimental evaluations. Additionally, we
investigate the trade-off between accuracy and inference speed
and provide a practical guideline for optimal model selec-
tion. Further, we address the frequency misalignment between
the diffusion policy and the real-time control loop with a
dynamic system-based filter, significantly improving the task
success rate by 9.15%. Extensive experimental studies in our
work underscores the effectiveness of our framework in real-
world settings, showcasing a promising approach tackling
high-precision tactile manipulation by learning diffusion-based
transferable skills from expert policies containing primitive-
switching logic. In future work, we will focus on extending the
framework’s applicability to a broader range of high-precision
assembly tasks and integrating additional sensing modalities
to enhance system adaptability and robustness in real-time
environments.
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