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Abstract— Robotic dexterous grasping is a key step toward
human-like manipulation. To fully unleash the potential of
data-driven models for dexterous grasping, a large-scale, high-
quality dataset is essential. While gradient-based optimization
offers a promising way for constructing such datasets, existing
works suffer from limitations, such as restrictive assumptions
in energy design or limited experiments on small object sets.
Moreover, the lack of a standard benchmark for comparing
synthesis methods and datasets hinders progress in this field. To
address these challenges, we develop a highly efficient synthesis
system and a comprehensive benchmark with MuJoCo for
dexterous grasping. Our system formulates grasp synthesis
as a bilevel optimization problem, combining a novel lower-
level quadratic programming (QP) with an upper-level gradient
descent process. By leveraging recent advances in CUDA-
accelerated robotic libraries and GPU-based QP solvers, our
system can parallelize thousands of grasps and synthesize over
49 grasps per second on a single NVIDIA 3090 GPU. Our
synthesized grasps for Shadow Hand and Allegro Hand achieve
a success rate above 75% in MuJoCo, with a penetration depth
and contact distance of under 1 mm, outperforming existing
baselines on nearly all metrics. Compared to the previous large-
scale dataset, DexGraspNet, our dataset significantly improves
the performance of learning models, with a simulation success
rate from around 40% to 80%. Real-world testing of the trained
model on the Shadow Hand achieves an 81% success rate across
20 diverse objects.

I. INTRODUCTION

Robotic dexterous grasping is foundational to general
manipulation and thus an important research topic. While
large-scale data collection and learning-based methods have
achieved significant success in parallel gripper grasping [1],
[2], their potential for dexterous hands remains largely unex-
plored, partly due to the absence of a large-scale, high-quality
dataset. For parallel grippers, sampling numerous gripper
poses and labeling them using analytic metrics is feasible.
However, direct sampling for dexterous hands, which often
have over 20 degrees of freedom (DoF), is impractical.
Furthermore, analytic metrics for dexterous hands are less
effective due to the complex contact interactions with objects.

To address these challenges and construct a grasp dataset
for dexterous hands, recent studies have explored gradient-
based optimization combined with simulation validation as a
promising approach. However, existing optimization methods
face several limitations. Some works [3], [4] rely on restric-
tive assumptions in the energy, such as equal contact forces
and no friction, while others [5], [6] study on a limited set of
objects. Moreover, differences in robot hands, simulators, and
evaluation metrics across studies make comparison difficult.
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Fig. 1: Comparison with analytic-based dexterous grasp
synthesis baselines on Allegro Hand. Our pipeline signifi-
cantly outperforms baselines on almost all metrics, especially
on the most important two, simulation success rate and speed.

This work aims to overcome these challenges by develop-
ing an efficient grasp synthesis system and a comprehensive
benchmark. We formulate grasp synthesis as a bilevel op-
timization problem: the lower-level quadratic programming
(QP) determines the optimal force combination for each
contact at the current hand pose to achieve a desired wrench,
while the upper-level process performs gradient descent on
the hand pose to minimize the difference between the desired
wrench and the best-applied wrench, as determined by the
lower-level QP. Our system also supports synthesizing pre-
grasp poses that maintain a certain distance from the object,
aiding in planning collision-free hand-arm trajectories and
controlling the hand to apply force on the object.

To accelerate the system and enable large-scale paralleliza-
tion, we leverage recent advances in the CUDA-accelerated
robotics library, cuRobo [7], and the GPU-based QP solver,
ReLU-QP [8]. To integrate these tools into our system, we
first propose a coarse-to-fine strategy to address imprecise
contact issues caused by sphere approximation in cuRobo.
We also implement a batched version of ReLU-QP to solve
multiple QPs in parallel on a GPU, achieving a 10x speedup
compared to CPU solvers like ProxQP [9] and OSQP [10].

Finally, we establish a benchmark with the MuJoCo
simulator [14] to compare various analytic-based synthesis
pipelines, grasp energy functions, and learning-based meth-
ods. As shown in Fig. 1, our system significantly outperforms
previous baselines across nearly all metrics, achieving a 50x
speedup in synthesizing higher-quality grasps. Compared to
previous grasp energies, our QP-based energy does not rely
on assumptions about contact forces and friction, resulting in
a higher success rate and better correlation with simulation
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Dataset Hand Sim./Real Objects Grasps Table Pre-grasps Collision-free hand-arm trajectory Method
DDGdata [11] Shadow Sim. 565 6.9k ✗ ✗ ✗ GraspIt!

DexGraspNet [4] Shadow Sim. 5355 1.32M ✗ ✗ ✗ Optimization
GenDexGrasp [12] Multiple Sim. 58 436k ✗ ✗ ✗ Optimization

RealDex [13] Shadow Real 52 59k ✓ ✗ 2630 Teleoperation
BODex-Floating Shadow Sim. 2440 3.62M ✗ ✓ ✗ Optimization
BODex-Tabletop Shadow Sim. 2440 3.41M ✓ ✓ 2.62M Optimization

TABLE I: Robotic dexterous grasping dataset statistic. All of our grasps and trajectories have been validated in MuJoCo.

outcomes (i.e. a grasp with lower energy is more likely to
succeed in simulation). The learning-based method trained
on our dataset also greatly outperforms the same model
trained on the previous large-scale dataset, DexGraspNet,
improving success rates from around 40% to 80%. Real-
world testing of the trained model on the Shadow Hand
achieves an 81% success rate across 20 diverse objects.

In summary, our contributions are: (1) a GPU-based effi-
cient grasp synthesis system using bilevel optimization; (2) a
large-scale, high-quality dexterous grasp dataset that enables
a better learning model; and (3) a reproducible benchmark
for grasp synthesis with the MuJoCo simulator.

II. RELATED WORK

Analytic-based dexterous grasp synthesis methods are
often used for constructing datasets to train learning-based
models, as analytic-based methods typically rely on complete
object geometry, which is difficult to obtain in real-time but
available in offline 3D assets. These methods commonly
focus on synthesizing force-closure grasps that can resist
any external wrench applied to the object. The most popular
metric for evaluating force closure is the Q1 metric [15],
which measures the radius of the largest inscribed ball within
the Grasp Wrench Space (GWS) — the set of all wrenches
that the hand can apply to the object. Early approaches, e.g.
GraspIt! [16], use sampling-based methods to find grasps
with a high Q1 metric but are inefficient for high-DoF hands.

More recent work has explored gradient-based optimiza-
tion for grasp synthesis. DFC [3], [12] introduces a dif-
ferentiable force closure energy that aims to include the
origin within the GWS, under the assumptions of no friction
and equal contact forces. DexGraspNet [4] accelerates the
pipeline of DFC and generates a large-scale grasp dataset for
over 5000 objects, but its speed and data quality still need
improvement. Grasp’D [17] and Fast-Grasp’D [18] explore
the use of differentiable simulators for grasp synthesis.
FRoGGeR [5] and SpringGrasp [6] propose novel energies
for optimization but study only a limited set of objects.
TaskDexGrasp [19] extends the formulation to both force-
closure and non-force-closure grasps.

The grasp energy proposed in [20] is the most similar
one to ours, utilizing QP and relaxing the assumptions of
DFC. However, [20] only uses it for post-processing network
outputs and not for large-scale dataset synthesis. We provide
comparisons of our synthesis pipeline and energy function
against previous works to show our effectiveness.

Learning-based dexterous grasp synthesis methods sup-
port inference from partial visual input, making them more
suitable as policies for real-time execution. Supervised learn-

ing methods [21], [22], [23] rely on offline datasets for train-
ing and often utilize generative models such as CVAE [24],
diffusion models [25], and normalizing flows [26]. Some
approaches [27] have also explored reinforcement learning
for dexterous grasping, though Sim2Real transfer of these
policies remains an open challenge. We benchmark several
supervised learning methods in simulation, showing that
models trained on our dataset outperform those trained on
the previous large-scale dataset, DexGraspNet.

Bilevel optimization for grasp synthesis [5], [20] in-
volves a lower-level optimization process and an upper-level
optimization that depends on the outcome of the lower-
level process. Therefore, it typically has higher computa-
tional costs than methods whose energies do not require
optimization. To address this, we implement a GPU-based
QP solver [8] capable of solving lower-level QPs in parallel,
preventing it from becoming a speed bottleneck.

III. PRELIMINARIES

This section introduces the most popular contact model,
point contact with friction. Consider an object O is grasped
by a robot hand with m contacts. For each contact i ∈
{1, · · · ,m}, let pi ∈ R3 be the contact position, ni ∈ R3

the inward-pointing surface unit normal, and di ∈ R3 and
ei ∈ R3 two unit tangent vectors satisfying ni = di × ei,
all of which are defined in the object coordinate frame with
the gravity center as the origin. The contact model is:

Fi =
{
fi ∈ R3 | 0 ≤ fi,1 ≤ 1, f2

i,2 + f2
i,3 ≤ µ2f2

i,1

}
(1)

Gi =

[
ni di ei

pi × ni pi × di pi × ei

]
∈ R6×3 (2)

where µ is the friction coefficient, Fi contains all possible
forces that can be generated by contact i, and the matrix Gi

maps the contact force fi to a wrench wi = Gifi.

IV. METHOD

A. Bilevel Optimization Formulation for Grasp Synthesis

We formulate the dexterous grasp synthesis as a nonlinear
bilevel optimization program as follows:

minimize
x,yj ,j∈{1,...,s}

s∑
j=1

Qj(x) (3)

s.t. xmin ≤ x ≤ xmax (4)
ci,w = FK(x, ci,l) ∈ δO, i ∈ {1, ...,m} (5)
No (hand-hand/hand-object) collision. (6)

The object mesh O and the expected hand contact points
{ci,l} in the link frame are the input, while the output is the
grasp pose x = [r, t,q] ∈ R9+3+n, including root rotation,



translation, and n joint angles. Constraint 4 ensures the pose
within specified ranges. Constraint 5 requires the hand points
ci,w in the world frame to contact the object surface, where
FK is forward kinematics. Eq. 3 is the grasp energy for the
upper-level problem, where each Qj is a lower-level QP as:

Qj(x) ≜ min
yj

∥βtj − Σm
i=1Gifj,i∥2 (7)

s.t. fj,i ∈ Fi, i ∈ {1, ...,m} (8)
Σm

i=1fj,i,1 ≥ γ (9)

where yj = [fj,1, ..., fj,m] ∈ R3m, tj is a given unit vector
indicating the desired wrench direction, β and γ are two
positive hyperparameters.

By finding the optimal contact forces yj for a desired
wrench βtj , the grasp energy Qj(x) measures the difference
between the desired wrench and the best-applied wrench
Σm

i=1Gifj,i at the hand pose x. To get a better hand pose, the
upper-level process performs gradient descent on Qj , which
is differentiable to x because Gi is differentiable to x. The
final grasp energy sums up several Qj with different tj to
encourage the applicable wrenches in multiple directions.
For a force-closure grasp, {tj} is set to be the six unit
vectors along the positive and negative 3D force axes, with
zero 3D torques, e.g., [1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0] and [−1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0].
If a grasp can resist these six tj , it can resist the object
gravity in any direction by a linear combination of these tj .
Our formulation is also more flexible in customizing desired
wrenches than the predefined primitive in TDG [19].

Contraint 9 is used to avoid the trivial solution of yj =
0, which makes Qj non-differentiable to Gi. Constraint 8
ensures the contact forces within the friction cones defined in
Eq. 1. To reduce the complexity, we approximate the elliptic
friction cones with 8-vertex pyramidal cones, transforming
the original quadratic constrained quadratic program (QCQP)
into a linear constrained quadratic program (LCQP).

B. Solving the Bilevel Optimization for Grasp Synthesis

In each iteration of the upper-level optimization, the hand
pose x is used to compute the transformation of each hand
link, represented as Ri and Ti, by forward kinematics (FK).
This yields the expected hand contact points in the world
frame, given by ci,w = Rici,l +Ti. Next, the object points
pi and normals ni are calculated by nearest-point query, as
shown in the left of Fig. 2. They are then used to construct
the grasp matrix Gi in Eq. 2 and the QPs in Eq. 7.

To efficiently solve the lower-level QPs, we implement a
batched version of ReLU-QP [8], a PyTorch-based ADMM
solver that enables the parallel solving of multiple QPs with
the same format on a GPU. For common constraints in the
upper-level problem, we utilize the corresponding energy
functions in cuRobo [7], such as the joint limitation energy
for Constraint 4, and self-penetration and inter-penetration
energies for Constraint 6. To integrate cuRobo into our
system, we made necessary modifications, such as adding
support for a floating base in both the FK and the optimizer.
The floating base represents the 6-DoF state of the robot’s
root, which is one of the optimizable variables in our system.
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Fig. 2: Coarse-to-fine Strategy.

C. Coarse-to-fine Contact Modeling

To balance speed and accuracy, we propose a coarse-to-
fine strategy for modeling contact in Constraint 5. As shown
in Fig. 2, the coarse stage approximates the robot’s geometry
with spheres, similar to cuRobo, allowing for fast nearest-
point queries. However, this approximation lacks sufficient
accuracy for grasp synthesis, particularly with small or thin
objects. The fine stage uses collision meshes for precise
contact modeling, but it is computationally slower.

In the first coarse stage, we set ci,l as the center of the
first sphere at each fingertip and define a distance energy as
Ec

d =
∑m

i=1(∥ci,w − pi∥ − α)2, where α is the radius of
the sphere. At this stage, the derivative of the nearest-point
query is approximated using finite differences.

In the second fine stage, we use the GJK algorithm [28] to
find the nearest points cfi,w on each fingertip and pf

i on the
object. Due to the non-differentiability of the GJK algorithm
and the heavy computational cost of finite differences, cfi,w
and pf

i are not differentiable with respect to x, making Qj

non-differentiable as well. To address this, we define the
distance energy Ef

d and an alternative grasp energy Q′ as:

Ef
d = Σm

i=1∥c
f ′

i,w − pf
i ∥

2, Q′ = Σm
i=1∥c

f ′

i,w − pc
i∥2 (10)

cf
′

i,w = RiDetach(c
f
i,l)+Ti, c

f
i,l = R−1

i (cfi,w−Ti) (11)

where pc
i is the object points obtained at the end of the coarse

stage. By detaching the gradient of cfi,l, we make cf
′

i,w dif-
ferentiable to Ri and Ti, enabling upper-level optimization.

To accelerate computation, we use HPP-FCL [29], a state-
of-the-art library implementing the GJK algorithm, along
with OpenMP for parallelization. Since the GJK algorithm
is limited to convex meshes, the object is decomposed into
multiple convex parts. To reduce unnecessary computations,
we introduce a broad-phase step that calculates the distance
between the oriented bounding box (OBB) of each object
part and the bounding sphere of the fingertip collision mesh.
Only object parts with OBB-to-sphere distances less than
the distance from the fingertip’s sphere approximation to the
entire object are considered for the GJK algorithm.

D. Collision-Free Hand-Arm Trajectory Synthesis

Our system can also synthesize collision-free trajectories
for each grasp pose x using cuRobo’s interface. However,
directly planning with x as the target is infeasible because
it involves contact with the object. Moreover, controlling the
hand to reach x does not allow to apply force on the object.

To address these challenges, we synthesize a pre-grasp
pose xp that maintains a minimum distance of 1 cm from
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Fig. 3: Visualization of Randomly Selected Grasps. Previ-
ous analytic-based synthesis methods show more penetration
(green circles), with fingers often not contact the object
(orange circles) and some unnatural poses (black boxes).

the object, achieved by reducing 1 cm when calculating the
distance between the hand and object points. This pre-grasp
pose also helps control the hand to apply force. Specifically,
we define a squeeze pose xs = 2x − xp as the target for
execution, both in simulation and in the real world.

In summary, our optimization consists of three stages:

• Coarse stage optimizes 300 iterations using collision
spheres, with the nearest distance reduced by 1 cm.

• Fine stage replaces collision spheres with meshes and
adjusts the energy Qj to Q′, as detailed in Sec. IV-C,
for another 100 iterations to get the pre-grasp pose xp.

• Final stage gets the grasp pose x by 100 more steps,
similar to Fine stage but without the distance reduction.

V. EXPERIMENTS

A. Simulation Environment and Object Assets

We use the widely-adopted MuJoCo [14] simulator due to
its high performance in handling contacts and constraints,
as well as its stability and reproducibility. Two popular
dexterous hands, Shadow Hand and Allegro Hand, are used,
whose assets are sourced from MuJoCo Menagerie [30]. To
ensure comparability with previous datasets and baselines,
we evaluate using a floating hand without a robot arm.

Most parameters of the simulator and robot assets are
retained as default, with only minimal adjustments: we set
noslip_iterations to 2 to prevent slow slippage, a characteris-
tic of MuJoCo for solving inverse dynamics that is irrelevant
to our task. The friction model uses a tangential coefficient
of 0.6 and a torsional coefficient of 0.02, as recommended
in [31]. Gravity uses 9.8m/s2. The object mass is set to 30g,
aligning with the maximum force of less than 3N per joint
in simulation, which is approximately 1

20 of the real-world
force according to the Shadow Hand’s documentation [32].

Object assets are taken from DexGraspNet [4]. All objects
are preprocessed using ManifoldPlus [33] and normalized so
that the diagonal of their bounding boxes measures 2m. To
address the issue of objects being too flat to grasp on a table,
we filtered out those with a shortest bounding box edge less
than 0.2m, resulting in 2, 440 valid objects. Each object is
then rescaled to four different sizes: 0.06, 0.08, 0.10, and
0.12, resulting in a total of 9, 760 scaled objects for grasping.

Ours-F(More)
Fig. 4: More visualization of our dataset.

B. Evaluation Metrics

The following metrics are used to evaluate the synthesis
pipeline and grasp quality. These metrics should be consid-
ered together, since either metric alone may be misleading.

Simulation Success Rate (SSR) (unit: %) represents the
percentage of successful grasps in simulation. To perform a
grasp, the hand is initialized to the pre-grasp pose xp and
moves to the squeezed pose xs. Then, the object’s gravity is
applied and we check whether the deviation in the object’s
translation and rotation angle remains within 5cm and 15◦,
respectively, for more than 3 seconds. Each grasp is tested
across six orthogonal gravity directions and is regarded as a
success only if it succeeds in all directions. Our environment
evaluates 30.6 grasps per second with 60 threads on CPUs.

Speed (S) (unit: grasp/s) measures the number of grasps
synthesized per second. Our speed is tested on an NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 3090 GPU with Intel Xeon Platinum 8375C
CPUs, while the speed of baselines came from their papers.

Penetration Depth (PD) (unit: mm) measures the maxi-
mum intersection distance between the object and the hand.
The GJK algorithm is used for the following three metrics.
The object is decomposed into convex parts by CoACD [34]
while the hand’s collision mesh is convex by design.

Self-Penetration Depth (SPD) (unit: mm) is the max-
imum self-intersection distance among the hand’s collision
meshes, ignoring the collisions between neighboring links.

Contact Distance (CD) (unit: mm) shows the proximity
of fingers to the object, calculated as the average minimum
distance between the object and each finger’s collision mesh.
Fingers that intersect the object are assigned a distance of 0.

First Variance Ratio (FVR) (unit: %) is the ratio of the
first eigenvalue in PCA, indicating the proportion of variance
explained by the first principal component. Each grasp data
point is a hand pose x with the root rotation in 3D axis-angle
format, normalized by setting the object to the identity pose.

C. Benchmarking Analytic-based Grasp Synthesis

1) Comparison with previous pipelines: We compare
with DexGraspNet (DGN) [4], SpringGrasp [6], and FRoG-
GeR [5], using the 16-DOF 4-fingered Allegro Hand, the
only hand type supported by the open-source codes of all
baselines. For each scaled object in a floating state without
a table, 10 grasps are synthesized, resulting in 97, 600 grasps
per method. All experiments in Sec. V-C follows this setting.

For baselines without pre-grasp and squeezed poses, we
generate these poses by scaling the grasp poses by factors of
0.9 and 1.1, respectively. This does not greatly impact the
performance of the Allegro Hand, as shown in Tab. III.



Name SSR ↑ S ↑ PD ↓ CD ↓ SPD ↓ FVR ↓
DexGraspNet 31.37 0.40 13.5 6.90 0.93 0.31
SpringGrasp 37.24 0.67 16.2 6.18 0.48 0.44
FRoGGeR 41.97 1.20 2.17 0.88 0.0002 0.28

Ours 89.55 61.5 0.37 0.28 0.008 0.32

TABLE II: Comparison with analytic-based baselines.

Fig. 5: Comparison of different grasp energy.

Since each baseline is designed and evaluated using its
own criteria, achieving a fully fair comparison, particularly
for simulation success rate, is challenging. To mitigate this,
we relax the rotation threshold for all baselines to 180◦.

Despite this concession, our pipeline still greatly outper-
forms previous methods across nearly all metrics, especially
in simulation success rate and speed, as shown in Table II
and Fig. 1. Moreover, our grasps show lower penetration
depth and contact distances, while maintaining comparable
diversity. Visualizations are provided in Fig. 3.

2) Comparison with previous grasp energies: We com-
pare various grasp energies as objective functions for grasp
synthesis and metrics for grasp evaluation. These include
Q1 [15], DFC [3], TDG [19], and QP_baseline [20].
QP_baseline is similar to a special case of our method with
β = 0 in Eq. 7. Here the Shadow Hand is used.

For synthesis, we re-implemented all energies within our
pipeline to ensure a fair comparison. We only report the SSR
metric, as other metrics are more pipeline-specific and less
sensitive to the choice of grasp energy. The Q1 energy is
excluded from synthesis due to its poor differentiability [3],
making it impractical for optimization-based methods.

For evaluation, we assess all grasps synthesized by the
above four energies. A good energy should ensure that grasps
with lower energy are more likely to succeed in simulation.
This is measured by the ROC curve, which plots the true
positive rate versus the false positive rate at varying energy
thresholds. A larger area under the ROC curve indicates
better performance as a grasp evaluation metric.

The results, shown in Fig. 5, demonstrate that our energy
greatly outperforms DFC and TDG for both synthesis and
evaluation, as our energy does not assume equal contact
forces. Compared to QP_baseline, our energy improves SSR
by 10% during synthesis, while the evaluation performance
is comparable. Interestingly, as the object scale increases, the
success rate decreases. This occurs because smaller objects
are easier for the hand to form a wrapping grasp and achieve
force closure, whereas larger objects make optimization
harder. Notably, this decline is less pronounced with our en-

Hand Coarse-to-fine Pre-grasp SSR S PD CD
Shadow ✓ ✗ 57.8 52.7 0.59 0.42
Shadow ✗ ✓ 68.4 55.3 0.64 0.87
Shadow ✓ ✓ 75.8 49.8 0.16 0.27
Allegro ✓ ✗ 83.2 65.2 0.38 0.68
Allegro ✗ ✓ 86.7 67.4 0.66 1.01
Allegro ✓ ✓ 89.6 61.5 0.37 0.28

TABLE III: Ablation study of our grasp synthesis pipeline.

Dataset Method SSR ↑ PD ↓ CD ↓ SPD ↓ FVR ↓
Ours-F GraspTTA 14.81 27.27 8.89 0.05 0.39
Ours-F ISAGrasp 20.74 17.31 5.69 0.006 0.38
Ours-F DP3 61.06 6.17 2.55 0.04 0.50
Ours-F UDG 80.12 4.31 1.64 0.001 0.38
DGN UDG 42.02 8.50 1.12 0.10 0.34
UDG UDG 36.85 12.03 1.19 0.16 0.32

Ours-T UDG 78.80 6.44 0.98 0.02 0.33

TABLE IV: Comparison of learning-based methods.

ergy, highlighting its advantages. Moreover, this phenomenon
explains why the Allegro Hand achieves a higher success rate
than the Shadow Hand, as it is considerably larger.

3) Ablation Study: As shown in Table III, the pre-grasp
and coarse-to-fine strategies improve the simulation success
rate, penetration depth, and contact distance, at the cost of
speed. The simulation success rate of the Allegro Hand is
less affected by these changes, likely due to the robustness
of its spherical end effector. Moreover, the Allegro Hand is
faster than Shadow Hand due to fewer fingers. Notably, all
hyperparameters are kept the same for these two hands.

D. Benchmarking Learning-based Grasp Synthesis

We benchmark 4 supervised learning architectures: IS-
AGrasp [22], GraspTTA [21], 3D Diffusion policy [35], and
UnidexGrasp (UDG) [23]. They are representative due to
their diverse architectures, ranging from naive regression and
CVAE to diffusion models and normalizing flows.

To ensure a fair comparison, we standardize the backbone
across these methods by a 3D SparseConv network [36] to
extract global features from the input partial point cloud.
Another change is that the network learns to predict both pre-
grasp and grasp pose. We also simplify the complex pipeline
of UniDexGrasp and only use the GraspGlow module com-
bined with Mobius Flow [37] for orientation generation. For
diffusion models and normalizing flows, we select the top 10
grasps from 100 samples for testing, as these models allow
for probability estimation of each sample, which indicates
the quality of the prediction, unlike the other two methods.

The 2, 440 objects are randomly split into a training set
and a testing set in a 4:1 ratio. 4 scales are applied to
each object, and 5 partial point clouds are rendered for each
scaled object from random camera viewpoints. Each model
is trained with 50, 000 iterations with a batch size of 256.

1) Comparison with previous datasets: To demonstrate
the superiority of our dataset over previous datasets for
downstream learning-based grasp synthesis, we train a sim-
ilar network on different datasets for comparison. We use
the official datasets from DexGraspNet and UniDexGrasp as
baselines and exclude grasps that fail in MuJoCo, obtaining
356k and 238k successful grasps for training, respectively.



Fig. 6: Real-world grasp gallery. All grasps are predicted by our trained network. The first two raws show one successful
grasp for each object, while the last raw shows more for some objects. Two typical failure cases are shown in the red box.

Fig. 7: Scaling the number of grasps.

The results, shown in Table IV, indicate that models
trained on our dataset consistently outperform those trained
on previous datasets, demonstrating the higher quality of
our dataset. Additionally, the diffusion model and normal-
izing flow methods perform significantly better than naive
regression and CVAE, likely due to their superior expressive
capabilities and the use of the top-10 selection strategy.

2) Comparison of different dataset sizes: We explore the
effect of dataset size on model performance, as shown in
Fig. 7. The performance curve for datasets with objects on a
table is more flat compared to floating objects, likely due to
the more constrained distribution of the hand root pose —
the hand is limited to positions over the table. The results
also show that increasing the grasp number in the training
dataset consistently leads to performance gains, though the
trend slows down around 1 million. Future work could study
enhancing model capacity to better leverage larger datasets.

E. Real-World Experiments

Finally, we validate the best-performing trained model
in the real world. The hardware setup includes a 22-DoF
Shadow Hand mounted on a 6-DoF UR10e robotic arm,
and an Azure Kinect sensor to capture the RGB and depth
images, as shown in Fig. 8. The experiments are conducted
on 20 objects, with 5 grasp attempts per object.

For each trial, we first segment the object on RGB by
Segment Anything [38] and feed the segmented depth point
cloud into the trained model. Next, a collision-free trajectory
is planned and executed. Due to the noise in camera calibra-
tion, depth sensing, and the network output, we find that 1cm
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Fig. 8: Real-world experiment setup. (Left) 20 test objects.

margin is not enough in the real world, so we instead use
x′
p = 2xp − x as the target for planning. Finally, the hand

is controlled to the squeezed pose xs and lifts the object.
Our trained model achieves an overall success rate of 81%.

As shown in Fig. 6, it successfully grasps both large objects,
such as bottles and toys in the first row, as well as thin and
flat objects, like the last three in the second row.

We also observe two typical failure cases, which tend to
occur more frequently with thin and flat objects. In one
scenario, the predicted grasp misses the object by a small
margin; in the other, the predicted grasp is too wide and
requires additional squeezing. Improving these cases may
require incorporating more in-domain data during training.

VI. LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE WORK

First, our pipeline requires designating contact spheres on
the hand, which we have placed on each fingertip. So the
generated grasps rely solely on fingertips and do not utilize
the palm. While fingertip-only grasps may facilitate future
studies on tactile feedback, they lack the robustness that
palm contact provides. Second, the collision-free trajectories
in our dataset are not currently utilized, which may enable
the training of a closed-loop visual policy in the future.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we present a scalable and efficient pipeline
for robotic dexterous grasp synthesis, designed to facilitate
the construction of large-scale, high-quality datasets and
enhance data-driven grasp synthesis methods. We also es-
tablish a benchmark with MuJoCo to compare with previ-
ous approaches, demonstrating the superiority of both our
pipeline and dataset. Real-world experiments further validate
our effectiveness and its potential for future applications.
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