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Abstract— Teleoperation for robot imitation learning is bot-
tlenecked by hardware availability. Can high-quality robot data
be collected without a physical robot? We present a system
for augmenting Apple Vision Pro with real-time virtual robot
feedback. By providing users with an intuitive understanding
of how their actions translate to robot motions, we enable the
collection of natural barehanded human data that is compatible
with the limitations of physical robot hardware. We conducted a
user study with 15 participants demonstrating 3 different tasks
each under 3 different feedback conditions and directly replayed
the collected trajectories on physical robot hardware. Results
suggest live robot feedback dramatically improves the quality of
the collected data, suggesting a new avenue for scalable human
data collection without access to robot hardware. Videos and
more are available at https://nataliya.dev/armada.

I . I N T R O D U C T I O N

Imitation learning (IL) has become a leading approach
for enabling robots to perform complex manipulation tasks
[1,2]. In IL, a dataset of human behavior is collected, and
the robot is trained to mimic this behavior via supervised
machine learning. Prior work shows that a robot trained
with IL on expert data collected with specialized hardware
can autonomously perform dexterous tasks such as inserting
batteries, rinsing dishes, and tying shoelaces [3–5].

Meanwhile, large language and vision models have recently
achieved state-of-the-art results in natural language processing
and 2D computer vision via supervised machine learning with
Internet-scale datasets [6–10]. Can a similar approach be
applied to robot manipulation? Unfortunately, unlike vision
and language, there is no existing Internet-scale dataset for
robot control. While some works aim to learn robot control
from Internet-scale human video [11–13], these approaches
face a prohibitively large embodiment gap between human
and robot. Currently, no robot can accurately replicate human
hand actions, as the sensitivity, compliance, and actuation
of a human hand is superior to any robot end-effector, and
the kinematics and dynamics of existing robot arms do not
match those of humans. As a result, data collection efforts
for IL typically involve human teleoperation of physical
robots. While effective, this approach is not scalable as it is
bottlenecked by the availability of robot hardware platforms.

New capabilities in augmented reality suggest a compelling
possibility: can humans without access to a physical robot
provide data that is compatible with robots? We propose a
system for introducing a digital twin of a robot into augmented
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Fig. 1: Overview. (A) Human demonstrators wearing Apple Vision Pro can
collect data directly with their hands. (B) Egocentric view within Vision Pro
shows real-time robot execution overlaid on the user’s hands with augmented
reality. (C) High-quality demonstrations collected with this system can be
directly replayed on physical robot hardware.

reality with Apple Vision Pro. By overlaying a simulated
robot on the high-resolution passthrough of Vision Pro, a
human demonstrator can collect real-world manipulation data
with their bare hands while observing in real time how the
downstream robot would behave. This enables rich, two-way
feedback between human and robot that conveys critical
information such as robot kinematics, dynamics, and speed
during trajectory execution. Such feedback may enable human
demonstrators to collect data that is more compatible with
robot hardware than human hand data collected without this
feedback.

To enable new users to interact with the system, we
develop ARMADA, a user-friendly software application3

that can be used by anyone with access to an Apple Vision
Pro to collect data. In a user study with 15 participants,
including participants with no prior experience using a
virtual reality device, we collect a total of 675 robot-free
demonstrations on 3 tasks with our system. Results suggest
that demonstrations collected with real-time AR feedback can
be directly replayed on physical robot hardware, dramatically
increasing the average replay success rate from 1.3% to
71.1% when compared to demonstrations collected without
such feedback.

By enabling in-the-wild data collection from anyone with
a Vision Pro, ARMADA may facilitate the creation of large
datasets with tens of thousands of hours of manipulation
data, an order of magnitude larger than existing datasets
collected with robot teleoperation [14]. Such datasets may
enable imitation learning at unprecedented scale, an essential
ingredient for generalization across tasks, environments, and
robot hardware [14–16].

3Code will be available on the project website when finalized.
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I I . R E L AT E D W O R K

A. Data collection for imitation learning
Although robots can be engineered to perform tasks in

structured environments, general-purpose dexterous robot
manipulation that adapts to substantial variations in task
or environment remains challenging [17]. Dexterity is algo-
rithmically challenging due to the high-dimensional action
spaces and complex contact dynamics involved [18,19].
In robot learning, the challenges from contact modeling
and analysis are implicit, but require a careful design of
the model architecture and the data collection process. In
particular, imitation learning relies on the collection of expert
demonstrations to guide the robot’s learning process. A key
challenge for imitation learning is scaling up the training
data.

To help address this challenge, teleoperation has emerged
as a promising paradigm. Teleoperation allows the collection
of expert demonstrations by enabling operators to remotely
control a robot or virtual agent while performing tasks.
Various teleoperation approaches have been studied using
gloves [20–22], cameras [23–27], motion capture [28,29],
hardware twins, [3–5,30], and VR devices [31,32]. However,
teleoperation requires the operators and the robot to be
connected in a low-latency control loop. Although works
like Open-TeleVision [31] enable remote teleoperation, they
suffer from the limitations of the one-to-one hardware-to-
demonstrator requirement. In contrast, our work requires only
a kinematic simulation and Apple Vision Pro, a personal
device that already exists in thousands of homes.

Other works attempt to learn directly from human video
demonstrations, removing the need for robot data collection
altogether [33]. While passive human videos can provide
insight into how a human would accomplish a desired task
[34–38], their utility is bottlenecked the ability to ‘translate’
the human action into the robot’s embodiment. Data collected
in the camera space with highly articulated human hands
[37,39,40] often needs to be paired with a sequence of
teleoperation demonstrations to bridge the embodiment gap
[34–36].

B. Robot manipulation via augmented or virtual reality
Recent surveys have highlighted the growing importance

of using virtual reality (VR) and augmented reality (AR)
for robot manipulation [41,42]. Several works have demon-
strated the utility of AR/VR interfaces for controlling robots,
particularly in hazardous conditions. These interfaces often
involve using virtual markers or grippers to control the
robot’s motion in end-effector space [43,44]. While showing
a previews of robot motions in AR/VR before execution
can reduce cognitive load [45], the headset may result in
increased physical strain after continual use [46,47]. VR/AR
interfaces have also been compared with traditional input
devices such as space mice and kinesthetic teaching [48].
Although these works demonstrate the usefulness of AR/VR
for robot manipulation, they primarily focus on virtual teach
pendants. In contrast, our work introduces a real-time digital
twin of a robot system in AR.

AR2-D2 [33] pioneered an iOS app for providing robot
demonstrations without a physical robot, but it does not
provide real-time robot feedback or the intuitive egocentric
view of Vision Pro. In concurrent work, Park et al. introduce
DART [49], an augmented reality data collection system.
However, DART is designed for data collection in simulation,
which introduces a sim-to-real gap when deployed to phys-
ical environments. Similar to [50], we consider scalability
through AR, but we focus on the collection of expert hand
demonstrations rather than data expansion. The modeling of
hand-object contact is crucial to the success of IL and cannot
be expanded by their system.

Most similar to our work is ARCap [51], another portable
data collection system with real-time AR feedback developed
concurrently with ours. However, the ARCap system consists
of several unwieldy hardware components including a VR
headset, an additional RGB-D camera mounted on the headset,
motion capture gloves, and VR controllers mounted on the
wrists. In contrast, we require only an Apple Vision Pro,
enabling barehanded data collection unobstructed by hand or
wrist mounts that may be easier to collect as well as more
amenable to the demonstration of to a wider range of tasks.

I I I . S Y S T E M D E S I G N

A. Software system architecture

The ARMADA app on Apple Vision Pro and the robot
control node (on an external compute device) communicate
with each other using a combination of ROS and websockets,
as shown in fig. 2. This communication system enables a
plug-and-play interface for different hardware platforms. For
example, the system can integrate a Franka or UR5 robot
by simply swapping the 3D model files and piping the robot
information in the expected format to the headset device. In
addition, the channels provide a rich set of tools to expand
the information being passed and visualized.

The ARMADA app serves three important purposes:
visualization of robots and constraints, data storage, and
a user interface. First, to visualize the robot, the ARMADA
app receive the transformation frames of every robot link as
well as the robot’s constraints from the external compute. The
base of the robot is positioned relative to a QR code on the
table, and each subsequent link is added relative to the base
frame. The visualization of constraints is further described in
section III-C. Second, the app captures image frames from the
front-facing cameras as well as the human skeleton, which
can be exported for data processing. Finally, the app provides
a user interface feature to control the visualization and data
collection pipeline (Figure 5).

The robot node also serves three purposes: robot control,
data storage, and constraint calculation. The information
from the human skeleton is transformed into robot control
commands, as described in section III-B. Proprioceptive data
(joint angles, velocity, and torque) as well as any external
camera frames are stored locally on the external compute.
Finally, as the robot is executing an action, the information
about any singularity, speed, or workspace violations are



Fig. 2: Overview of the system architecture described in Section III-A. Human skeletal data is sent over websockets to an external compute device, which
runs a live robot simulation that follows the pose targets given by the human data. The robot proprioceptive data is then sent back to Vision Pro for AR
visualization. The full loop runs at 30 Hz.

calculated in the control loop to be passed to the ARMADA
app for visualization.

B. Robot arm control

The robot is controlled to move according to the human’s
finger and wrist positions, tracked via ARKit in visionOS
2.0. We found that using the detected wrist position provides
a valid position of the human’s intended manipulation target,
but lacks the valid orientation since the point falls just
below the wrist bend. Therefore, we use the average of
the four knuckle positions to track the human’s position and
orientation. The position is then shifted slightly towards the
thumb and offset by angle to place the human target directly
at the center between the thumb and the index. We use Drake
[52] to compute inverse kinematics (IK) to solve for the
joint positions given the desired end-effector pose (i.e., the
human hand pose), and send the joint position command to
the robot arm. In the case of IK solving failure, we use the
last commanded joint position.

The distance between the index finger and the thumb is
used to control the opening and closing of the gripper. If the
distance between the finger falls below a certain threshold,
the gripper is closed; if the distance increases beyond this
threshold, the gripper is opened.

Together, these two arm control systems simulate the robot
hand as a two finger pincher robot. The robot execution loop
runs at a rate of 30 Hz.

C. Augmented reality feedback methods

To demonstrate the system’s flexible architecture, we extend
its capabilities by enabling the robot to convey additional
information to the user. fig. 3 illustrates the user’s visual field
when the robot triggers specific constraints. The following
section discusses the significance of this visualization and its
potential applications.

Singularity A singularity occurs when a robot loses one
or more degrees of freedom (DOF) at a specific point in

its workspace. Singularities cause the robot to lose the
ability to move freely in certain directions, leading to control
issues, precision loss, and potential damage. To check for
singularities, we compute the determinant of JT J, where
J is the manipulator Jacobian. When the resulting value
falls below a certain threshold, the virtual robot starts to
gradually transition into a yellow color, smoothly indicating
the proximity to a singular configuration.

Workspace Constraints Robot manipulators and their
vision systems operate within a defined workspace range. If
the demonstrator’s hands leave this space, tracking may be
lost, resulting in inaccurate data. To visualize this constraint
violation, a red “wall” appears at the workspace bounds’
maximum or minimum position.

Speed To ensure accurate camera tracking when collecting
data, the demonstrator needs to move slowly and consistently.
Rapid motion can cause blur, which may mean having to
discard the collected data sample. If the robot moves too
quickly, a “Slow Down” text appears at the user’s eye level.

While all of these additional feedback modalities are
implemented in ARMADA, the user study experiments focus
on the subset of modalities described in Section IV-A to
limit the fatigue and time commitment of the user study
participants.

Fig. 3: Constraints. (A) The virtual robot gradually turns yellow as it
approaches a singular configuration. (B) The background turns red when
the robot moves beyond the Cartesian space boundaries. (C) The user is
alerted with a virtual text overlay when their hand motion exceeds the robot’s
velocity limits.



Fig. 4: Tasks. The three tasks from Section IV-B. Left: egocentric view of initial states during data collection with Feedback. Middle: egocentric view of
final states during data collection with Feedback. Right: mid-task robot execution during trajectory replay.

I V. U S E R S T U D Y

We recruited 15 participants, 11 male and 4 female, with
age ranging from 25 to 64. Participants have varying levels
of experience with virtual reality devices and robotics, from
none at all to significant experience (exact breakdown in
Section V). We describe the experimental setup for the user
study below.

A. Feedback Types

The participants provide demonstrations with their hands
under three feedback conditions in the following order:

1) No Feedback: The user does not see any AR feedback
of the robot. The user is instructed to demonstrate the
task with natural human motion.

2) Feedback: The user sees an AR digital twin of the
robot updated in real time. The user is instructed to
demonstrate the task such that the virtual robot is
controlled to execute the task.

3) Post Feedback: The user once again cannot see any AR
feedback of the robot. The user is once again instructed
to demonstrate the task such that the virtual robot is
controlled to execute the task. However, since the robot is
no longer visible, the user must make an educated guess
based on their experience with the Feedback condition
as to how the robot is responding to their motions.

B. Tasks

The participants provide demonstrations for the following
three tasks. After data collection, the robot trajectories

corresponding to the human arm movements are replayed
directly on the robot hardware. See Figure 4 for images of
the tasks.

1) Pick Tissue: With one hand, grasp a tissue and pull it out
of a tissue box. Robot execution is deemed successful
if the tissue has been removed from the box.

2) Declutter: With one hand, pick a soft toy from the
tabletop and place it into a cardboard box. Robot
execution is deemed successful if the toy has been placed
into the cardboard box.

3) Bimanual Wipe: With two hands, wipe a cloth across
the table surface in the direction away from the demon-
strator. Robot execution is deemed successful if both
end effectors push the cloth away from the respective
bases of the robot arms.

Each task has 5 distinct starting states that consist of a
unique tissue box position, toy position, and cloth position
respectively.

C. Experiment Protocol

Each user wears an Apple Vision Pro running the AR-
MADA software application on visionOS 2.0. The user
provides demonstrations under each of the three feedback
conditions in order (No Feedback, Feedback, and Post
Feedback). During each feedback condition, the user provides
demonstrations for all three tasks. The ordering of the tasks
is randomly determined for each user and then held fixed for
each condition. Since each task has 5 initial states, the user
provides 45 demonstrations in total: 5 demonstrations for each



of the 3 tasks under No Feedback, followed by 5 × 3 under
Feedback, followed by 5 × 3 under Post Feedback. After No
Feedback and prior to Feedback, the user is given a trial period
of 1 minute to get accustomed to the Feedback condition. To
begin a demonstration, the user places their hands within two
AR spheres in front of them, which then attach to their hands
as they demonstrate. To end a demonstration, the user holds
their palms face up for 3 seconds, after which the spheres
detach from the user’s hands and return to their original
locations. See Figure 5 for images of the user interface.

During each demonstration, as described in Section III,
wrist and finger poses are estimated in real time with ARKit
and streamed to a server. Robots are controlled in simulation
to follow these pose targets with IK. The robot states
are streamed back to the Vision Pro; under the Feedback
condition, the robots are visible. The joint angles of each
trajectory are recorded for trajectory replay. At the end of
the experiment, the user fills out a short survey about their
experience. The full data collection session takes about 45
minutes per user. Afterwards, for evaluation, all 45 saved
trajectories are executed on the robot hardware with the
environment reset to the appropriate starting states.

Fig. 5: User Interface. Left: main menu with toggle options. Right, Top:
hand placement in spheres to initialize demonstration. Right, Bottom: hand
placement to release spheres and end demonstration.

D. Robot System

The robot system consists of a pair of 6 DOF Interbotix
ViperX 300 S robot arms, each equipped with a 1 DOF pinch
gripper. During data collection, trajectories are executed in
simulation. During trajectory replay, the robot trajectories
are executed on physical hardware. For the Pick Tissue
and Declutter task, only the right arm is actuated. For the
Bimanual Wipe task, both arms are actuated. See Figure 1(C)
for the hardware setup.

V. E X P E R I M E N T S

A. Results

Here we summarize the key takeaways from Table I and
survey results.

Demonstrations collected with feedback visualization
attain a replay success rate significantly higher than
those collected without feedback visualization. In Table I,

Feedback Type Pick Tissue Declutter Bimanual Wipe
No Feedback 2.7%±6.8% 0.0%±0.0% 1.3%±5.0%
Feedback 78.7%±17.1% 48.0%±21.7% 86.7%±15.8%
Post Feedback 37.3%±27.2% 16.0%±19.6% 46.7%±23.9%

TABLE I: Replay Success Rate: Direct trajectory replay success rates
for each combination of feedback type and task. Success rate for each
participant is computed out of 5 trials, and the mean and standard deviation
are computed across 15 user study participants.

we observe that Feedback dramatically improves the replay
success rate over No Feedback by 76%, 48%, and 85% for the
Pick Tissue, Declutter, and Bimanual Wipe tasks, respectively.
Demonstrations collected without any feedback have zero
or near-zero replayability, suggesting visual robot feedback
is critical for collecting high-quality human demonstrations
without robot teleoperation.

Demonstrations collected after feedback visualization
attain a higher replay success rate over those collected
without feedback visualization. In Table I, we observe that
the Post Feedback condition significantly improves upon
the replay success rate of No Feedback by 35%, 16%, and
45% for the Pick Tissue, Declutter, and Bimanual Wipe
tasks, respectively. This suggests that human demonstrators
can learn to improve their demonstrations after sufficient
experience with live robot feedback, even when these visual
cues are subsequently removed. This may further facilitate
scalability by lifting the requirement of a live virtual robot
in the loop, provided that the demonstrators get sufficient
practice with one beforehand.

Demonstrations collected with feedback visualization
attain a higher replay success rate over those collected
after feedback visualization. In Table I, we observe that
the Feedback condition outperforms the Post Feedback
condition by 41%, 32%, and 40% for the Pick Tissue,
Declutter, and Bimanual Wipe tasks, respectively. Although
Post Feedback improves upon No Feedback, it remains
difficult to demonstrate accurately without real-time visual
feedback. Results suggest that live robot visualization is still
critical for high degrees of replayability.

Robot feedback visualization is intuitive and easy to
understand. In survey results, study participants indicated
their level of agreement with the statement “The robot
visualization was intuitive and easy to understand.” Responses
were recorded with a 7-point Likert scale, with 1 corre-
sponding to Completely Disagree and 7 corresponding to
Completely Agree. Mean and standard deviation response
across all participants was 6.4±0.6, indicating a high level
of agreement with the statement.

Robot feedback visualization is useful for understanding
robot motion. In survey results, study participants indicated
their level of agreement with the statement “The robot
visualization was useful for understanding robot motion. I
would not be able to predict the motions of the robots without
it.” Responses were recorded with a 7-point Likert scale, with
1 corresponding to Completely Disagree and 7 corresponding
to Completely Agree. Mean and standard deviation response
across all participants was 6.0±1.2, indicating a high level
of agreement with the statement.



The system does not require prior experience with
robotics or virtual reality devices. In survey results,
participants indicated their level of experience with robotics
and prior use of any virtual reality or augmented reality
devices. For robotics experience, 2/15 selected None, 3/15
selected Beginner, 3/15 selected Intermediate, 3/15 selected
Advanced, and 4/15 selected Expert. For the total duration of
the prior use of any VR or AR device, 1/15 had absolutely
none, 3/15 had less than 1 hour, 6/15 had between 1 and 5
hours, 1/15 had between 5 and 20 hours, and 4/15 had more
than 20 hours. Results indicate that the system accommodates
a wide range of experience levels ranging from none to expert.

B. Analysis

Failure Modes. Direct replay failure modes for demon-
strations collected without or after robot feedback include
excessive speed, imprecise robot pose, undetected opening
or closing of the gripper (e.g., due to hand occlusion),
and unpredictable inverse kinematics. Replay failures of
demonstrations collected with robot feedback largely consist
of imprecise robot positions or orientations (e.g., due to
inaccurate depth perception of the AR display), as even
slight imprecision at any point of the trajectory can result in
unsuccessful direct replay. For instance, the Declutter task has
consistently lower success rates as it requires higher precision
than the other tasks.

Qualitative Results. In survey results, study participants
were asked to self-evaluate in freeform text how they
behaved differently when collecting demonstrations with
robot feedback as opposed to without it. Participants reported
slowing down, adjusting their hand positions and orientations,
accounting for the opening and closing of the gripper,
changing approach angles, and focusing on the robot end
effectors rather than their own hands. When asked about the
After Feedback condition, participants indicated that they felt
they were able to mentally visualize the AR feedback after
it had been removed.

V I . C O N C L U S I O N

We present a system for high-quality data collection
with Apple Vision Pro via real-time AR feedback of robot
execution. Results suggest such feedback is critical for
collecting robot-free demonstrations that are compatible with
real robot kinematics, dynamics, and control.

One limitation of our work is that evaluation is limited to
relatively short-horizon manipulation tasks with compliant
objects. More complex tasks may be performed with more
experienced demonstrators and improved retargeting and
inverse kinematics.

An important direction for future work is the training of
robot control policies on this data via imitation learning.
Since human hand poses are estimated by Vision Pro and
the pose of the virtual robot is known, the egocentric visual
observations collected on Vision Pro can be transformed into
robot observations via precise masking and inpainting. Recent
work demonstrates that such a technique enables effective
policy learning [20,53].

R E F E R E N C E S

[1] A. Hussein, M. M. Gaber, E. Elyan, and C. Jayne, “Imitation learning:
A survey of learning methods,” ACM Comput. Surv., vol. 50, no. 2,
Apr. 2017. [Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.1145/3054912

[2] C. Chi, Z. Xu, S. Feng, E. Cousineau, Y. Du, B. Burchfiel, R. Tedrake,
and S. Song, “Diffusion policy: Visuomotor policy learning via action
diffusion,” 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.04137

[3] T. Z. Zhao, V. Kumar, S. Levine, and C. Finn, “Learning fine-grained
bimanual manipulation with low-cost hardware,” in Robotics: Science
and Systems (RSS), 2023.

[4] Z. Fu, T. Z. Zhao, and C. Finn, “Mobile aloha: Learning bimanual
mobile manipulation with low-cost whole-body teleoperation,” in
Conference on Robot Learning (CoRL), 2024.

[5] T. Z. Zhao, J. Tompson, D. Driess, P. Florence, K. Ghasemipour,
C. Finn, and A. Wahid, “Aloha unleashed: A simple recipe for robot
dexterity,” 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.13126

[6] H. Touvron, T. Lavril, G. Izacard, X. Martinet, M.-A. Lachaux,
T. Lacroix, B. Rozière, N. Goyal, E. Hambro, F. Azhar, et al.,
“Llama: Open and efficient foundation language models,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2302.13971, 2023.

[7] J. Devlin, M.-W. Chang, K. Lee, and K. Toutanova, “Bert: Pre-training
of deep bidirectional transformers for language understanding,” in North
American Chapter of the Association for Computational Linguistics,
2019. [Online]. Available: https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:
52967399

[8] A. Kirillov, E. Mintun, N. Ravi, H. Mao, C. Rolland, L. Gustafson,
T. Xiao, S. Whitehead, A. C. Berg, W.-Y. Lo, et al., “Segment anything,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer
Vision, 2023, pp. 4015–4026.

[9] Z. Tu, H. Talebi, H. Zhang, F. Yang, P. Milanfar, A. Bovik, and Y. Li,
“Maxvit: Multi-axis vision transformer,” in European conference on
computer vision. Springer, 2022, pp. 459–479.

[10] A. Radford, J. W. Kim, C. Hallacy, A. Ramesh, G. Goh, S. Agarwal,
G. Sastry, A. Askell, P. Mishkin, J. Clark, et al., “Learning transferable
visual models from natural language supervision,” in International
conference on machine learning. PMLR, 2021, pp. 8748–8763.

[11] S. Nair, A. Rajeswaran, V. Kumar, C. Finn, and A. Gupta, “R3m: A
universal visual representation for robot manipulation,” in Conference
on Robot Learning (CoRL), 2022.

[12] I. Radosavovic, T. Xiao, S. James, P. Abbeel, J. Malik, and T. Dar-
rell, “Real-world robot learning with masked visual pre-training,” in
Conference on Robot Learning. PMLR, 2023, pp. 416–426.

[13] Y. J. Ma, S. Sodhani, D. Jayaraman, O. Bastani, V. Kumar, and
A. Zhang, “Vip: Towards universal visual reward and representation via
value-implicit pre-training,” in International Conference on Learning
Representations (ICLR), 2023.

[14] A. Padalkar, A. Pooley, A. Jain, A. Bewley, A. Herzog, A. Irpan,
A. Khazatsky, A. Rai, A. Singh, A. Brohan, et al., “Open x-embodiment:
Robotic learning datasets and rt-x models,” in IEEE International
Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), 2024.

[15] Octo Model Team, D. Ghosh, H. Walke, K. Pertsch, K. Black, O. Mees,
S. Dasari, J. Hejna, C. Xu, J. Luo, T. Kreiman, Y. Tan, L. Y. Chen,
P. Sanketi, Q. Vuong, T. Xiao, D. Sadigh, C. Finn, and S. Levine, “Octo:
An open-source generalist robot policy,” in Proceedings of Robotics:
Science and Systems, Delft, Netherlands, 2024.

[16] M. J. Kim, K. Pertsch, S. Karamcheti, T. Xiao, A. Balakrishna,
S. Nair, R. Rafailov, E. Foster, G. Lam, P. Sanketi, et al., “Open-
vla: An open-source vision-language-action model,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2406.09246, 2024.

[17] J. Cui and J. Trinkle, “Toward next-generation learned robot manipu-
lation,” Science robotics, vol. 6, no. 54, p. eabd9461, 2021.

[18] E. Huang, X. Cheng, and M. T. Mason, “Efficient contact mode enumer-
ation in 3d,” in Algorithmic Foundations of Robotics XIV: Proceedings
of the Fourteenth Workshop on the Algorithmic Foundations of Robotics
14. Springer, 2021, pp. 485–501.

[19] X. Cheng, S. Patil, Z. Temel, O. Kroemer, and M. T. Mason, “Enhancing
dexterity in robotic manipulation via hierarchical contact exploration,”
IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 390–397,
2024.

[20] C. Wang, H. Shi, W. Wang, R. Zhang, L. Fei-Fei, and C. K. Liu,
“Dexcap: Scalable and portable mocap data collection system for
dexterous manipulation,” in Robotics: Science and Systems (RSS),
2024.

https://doi.org/10.1145/3054912
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.04137
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.13126
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:52967399
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:52967399


[21] H. Liu, X. Xie, M. Millar, M. Edmonds, F. Gao, Y. Zhu, V. J. Santos,
B. Rothrock, and S.-C. Zhu, “A glove-based system for studying
hand-object manipulation via joint pose and force sensing,” in 2017
IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent Robots and Systems
(IROS). IEEE, 2017, pp. 6617–6624.

[22] H. Liu, Z. Zhang, X. Xie, Y. Zhu, Y. Liu, Y. Wang, and S.-C. Zhu,
“High-fidelity grasping in virtual reality using a glove-based system,”
in IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA),
2019, pp. 5180–5186.

[23] A. Handa, K. Van Wyk, W. Yang, J. Liang, Y.-W. Chao, Q. Wan,
S. Birchfield, N. Ratliff, and D. Fox, “Dexpilot: Vision-based teleopera-
tion of dexterous robotic hand-arm system,” in 2020 IEEE International
Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA). IEEE, 2020, pp.
9164–9170.

[24] Y. Qin, W. Yang, B. Huang, K. Van Wyk, H. Su, X. Wang, Y.-W.
Chao, and D. Fox, “Anyteleop: A general vision-based dexterous robot
arm-hand teleoperation system,” Robotics: Science and Systems (RSS),
2023.

[25] A. Sivakumar, K. Shaw, and D. Pathak, “Robotic telekinesis: Learning
a robotic hand imitator by watching humans on youtube,” Robotics:
Science and Systems (RSS), 2022.

[26] S. Li, J. Jiang, P. Ruppel, H. Liang, X. Ma, N. Hendrich, F. Sun, and
J. Zhang, “A mobile robot hand-arm teleoperation system by vision
and imu,” in 2020 IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent
Robots and Systems (IROS). IEEE, 2020, pp. 10 900–10 906.

[27] T. Lin, Y. Zhang, Q. Li, H. Qi, B. Yi, S. Levine, and J. Malik,
“Learning visuotactile skills with two multifingered hands,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2404.16823, 2024.

[28] W. Zhao, J. Chai, and Y.-Q. Xu, “Combining marker-based mocap
and rgb-d camera for acquiring high-fidelity hand motion data,” in
Proceedings of the ACM SIGGRAPH/eurographics symposium on
computer animation, 2012, pp. 33–42.

[29] S. Liu, H. Jiang, J. Xu, S. Liu, and X. Wang, “Semi-supervised 3d hand-
object poses estimation with interactions in time,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition,
2021, pp. 14 687–14 697.

[30] P. Wu, Y. Shentu, Z. Yi, X. Lin, and P. Abbeel, “Gello: A general,
low-cost, and intuitive teleoperation framework for robot manipulators,”
IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent Robots and Systems
(IROS), 2024.

[31] X. Cheng, J. Li, S. Yang, G. Yang, and X. Wang, “Open-television:
Teleoperation with immersive active visual feedback,” Conference on
Robot Learning (CoRL), 2024.

[32] R. Ding, Y. Qin, J. Zhu, C. Jia, S. Yang, R. Yang, X. Qi, and X. Wang,
“Bunny-visionpro: Real-time bimanual dexterous teleoperation for
imitation learning,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2407.03162, 2024.

[33] J. Duan, Y. R. Wang, M. Shridhar, D. Fox, and R. Krishna, “Ar2-d2:
Training a robot without a robot,” Conference on Robot Learning
(CoRL), 2023.

[34] H. Bharadhwaj, A. Gupta, V. Kumar, and S. Tulsiani, “Towards
generalizable zero-shot manipulation via translating human interaction
plans,” in 2024 IEEE International Conference on Robotics and
Automation (ICRA). IEEE, 2024, pp. 6904–6911.

[35] M. Xu, Z. Xu, C. Chi, M. Veloso, and S. Song, “Xskill: Cross
embodiment skill discovery,” in Conference on Robot Learning. PMLR,
2023, pp. 3536–3555.

[36] C. Wang, L. Fan, J. Sun, R. Zhang, L. Fei-Fei, D. Xu, Y. Zhu, and
A. Anandkumar, “Mimicplay: Long-horizon imitation learning by
watching human play,” Conference on Robot Learning (CoRL), 2023.

[37] J. Yang, J. Zhang, C. Settle, A. Rai, R. Antonova, and J. Bohg, “Learn-
ing periodic tasks from human demonstrations,” in 2022 International
Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA). IEEE, 2022, pp.
8658–8665.

[38] H. Xiong, H. Fu, J. Zhang, C. Bao, Q. Zhang, Y. Huang, W. Xu,
A. Garg, and C. Lu, “Robotube: Learning household manipulation
from human videos with simulated twin environments,” in Conference
on Robot Learning. PMLR, 2023, pp. 1–10.

[39] K. Grauman, A. Westbury, E. Byrne, Z. Chavis, A. Furnari, R. Girdhar,
J. Hamburger, H. Jiang, M. Liu, X. Liu, M. Martin, T. Nagarajan,
I. Radosavovic, S. K. Ramakrishnan, F. Ryan, J. Sharma, M. Wray,
M. Xu, E. Z. Xu, C. Zhao, S. Bansal, D. Batra, V. Cartillier, S. Crane,
T. Do, M. Doulaty, A. Erapalli, C. Feichtenhofer, A. Fragomeni,
Q. Fu, C. Fuegen, A. Gebreselasie, C. Gonzalez, J. Hillis, X. Huang,
Y. Huang, W. Jia, W. Khoo, J. Kolar, S. Kottur, A. Kumar, F. Landini,
C. Li, Y. Li, Z. Li, K. Mangalam, R. Modhugu, J. Munro, T. Murrell,

T. Nishiyasu, W. Price, P. R. Puentes, M. Ramazanova, L. Sari,
K. Somasundaram, A. Southerland, Y. Sugano, R. Tao, M. Vo, Y. Wang,
X. Wu, T. Yagi, Y. Zhu, P. Arbelaez, D. Crandall, D. Damen, G. M.
Farinella, B. Ghanem, V. K. Ithapu, C. V. Jawahar, H. Joo, K. Kitani,
H. Li, R. Newcombe, A. Oliva, H. S. Park, J. M. Rehg, Y. Sato, J. Shi,
M. Z. Shou, A. Torralba, L. Torresani, M. Yan, and J. Malik, “Ego4d:
Around the World in 3,000 Hours of Egocentric Video,” in IEEE/CVF
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2022.

[40] D. Damen, H. Doughty, G. M. Farinella, S. Fidler, A. Furnari,
E. Kazakos, D. Moltisanti, J. Munro, T. Perrett, W. Price, and
M. Wray, “The epic-kitchens dataset: Collection, challenges and
baselines,” 2020. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.00343

[41] J. Fu, A. Rota, S. Li, J. Zhao, Q. Liu, E. Iovene, G. Ferrigno, and
E. De Momi, “Recent advancements in augmented reality for robotic
applications: A survey,” in Actuators, vol. 12, no. 8. MDPI, 2023, p.
323.

[42] Y.-P. Su, X.-Q. Chen, C. Zhou, L. H. Pearson, C. G. Pretty, and J. G.
Chase, “Integrating virtual, mixed, and augmented reality into remote
robotic applications: A brief review of extended reality-enhanced
robotic systems for intuitive telemanipulation and telemanufacturing
tasks in hazardous conditions,” Applied Sciences, vol. 13, no. 22, p.
12129, 2023.

[43] I. Jang, H. Niu, E. C. Collins, A. Weightman, J. Carrasco, and
B. Lennox, “Virtual kinesthetic teaching for bimanual telemanipulation,”
in 2021 IEEE/SICE International Symposium on System Integration
(SII). IEEE, 2021, pp. 120–125.

[44] J. van Haastregt, M. C. Welle, Y. Zhang, and D. Kragic,
“Puppeteer your robot: Augmented reality leader-follower teleoperation,”
2024 IEEE-RAS 23rd International Conference on Humanoid
Robots (Humanoids), pp. 1019–1026, 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:271218112

[45] L. Meng, J. Liu, W. Chai, J. Wang, and M. Q.-H. Meng, “Virtual
reality based robot teleoperation via human-scene interaction,” Procedia
Computer Science, vol. 226, pp. 141–148, 2023.

[46] F. P. Audonnet, I. G. Ramirez-Alpizar, and G. Aragon-Camarasa,
“Immertwin: A mixed reality framework for enhanced robotic arm
teleoperation,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2409.08964, 2024.

[47] F. P. Audonnet, J. Grizou, A. Hamilton, and G. Aragon-Camarasa,
“Telesim: A modular and plug-and-play framework for robotic arm
teleoperation using a digital twin,” in 2024 IEEE International
Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA). IEEE, 2024, pp.
17 770–17 777.

[48] A. Smith and M. Kennedy III, “An augmented reality interface for
teleoperating robot manipulators: Reducing demonstrator task load
through digital twin control,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2409.18394, 2024.

[49] Y. Park, J. S. Bhatia, L. Ankile, and P. Agrawal, “Dexhub and
dart: Towards internet scale robot data collection,” 2024. [Online].
Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.02214

[50] Y. Yang, B. Ikeda, G. Bertasius, and D. Szafir, “Arcade: Scalable
demonstration collection and generation via augmented reality for
imitation learning,” IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent
Robots and Systems (IROS), 2024.

[51] S. Chen, C. Wang, K. Nguyen, L. Fei-Fei, and C. K. Liu, “Arcap:
Collecting high-quality human demonstrations for robot learning with
augmented reality feedback,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2410.08464, 2024.

[52] R. Tedrake and the Drake Development Team, “Drake: Model-based
design and verification for robotics,” 2019. [Online]. Available:
https://drake.mit.edu

[53] S. Kareer, D. Patel, R. Punamiya, P. Mathur, S. Cheng,
C. Wang, J. Hoffman, and D. Xu, “Egomimic: Scaling imitation
learning via egocentric video,” 2024. [Online]. Available: https:
//arxiv.org/abs/2410.24221

https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.00343
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:271218112
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.02214
https://drake.mit.edu
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.24221
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.24221

	Introduction
	Related Work
	Data collection for imitation learning
	Robot manipulation via augmented or virtual reality

	System Design
	Software system architecture
	Robot arm control
	Augmented reality feedback methods

	User Study
	Feedback Types
	Tasks
	Experiment Protocol
	Robot System

	Experiments
	Results
	Analysis

	Conclusion
	References

