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Figure 1. We proposed OmniManip, an open-vocabulary manipulation method that bridges the gap between the high-level reasoning of
vision-language models (VLM) and the low-level precision, featuring closed-loop capabilities in both planning and execution.

Abstract

The development of general robotic systems capable
of manipulating in unstructured environments is a signif-
icant challenge. While Vision-Language Models(VLM) ex-
cel in high-level commonsense reasoning, they lack the fine-
grained 3D spatial understanding required for precise ma-
nipulation tasks. Fine-tuning VLM on robotic datasets to
create Vision-Language-Action Models(VLA) is a potential
solution, but it is hindered by high data collection costs and
generalization issues. To address these challenges, we pro-
pose a novel object-centric representation that bridges the
gap between VLM’s high-level reasoning and the low-level
precision required for manipulation. Our key insight is that
an object’s canonical space, defined by its functional affor-
dances, provides a structured and semantically meaningful
way to describe interaction primitives, such as points and
directions. These primitives act as a bridge, translating
VLM’s commonsense reasoning into actionable 3D spatial
constraints. In this context, we introduce a dual closed-
loop, open-vocabulary robotic manipulation system: one

*: Equal contributions. †: Corresponding author

loop for high-level planning through primitive resampling,
interaction rendering and VLM checking, and another for
low-level execution via 6D pose tracking. This design en-
sures robust, real-time control without requiring VLM fine-
tuning. Extensive experiments demonstrate strong zero-shot
generalization across diverse robotic manipulation tasks,
highlighting the potential of this approach for automating
large-scale simulation data generation.

1. Introduction
Developing a general robotic manipulation system has long
been a challenging task, primarily due to the complexity and
variability of real-world [26, 47, 48]. Inspired by the rapid
advancements in Large Language Models (LLM)[1, 42] and
Vision-Language Models (VLM) [25, 28, 34, 54], which
leverage vast amounts of internet data to acquire rich com-
monsense knowledge, researchers have recently turned at-
tention to exploring their application in robotics[14, 53].
Most existing works focus on utilizing this knowledge
for high-level task planning, such as semantic reasoning
[4, 31, 37]. Despite these advances, current VLMs, primar-
ily trained on extensive 2D visual data, lack the 3D spatial
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understanding ability necessary for precise, low-level ma-
nipulation tasks. This limitation poses challenges in manip-
ulations within unstructured environments.

One approach to overcoming this limitation is to fine-
tune VLM on large-scale robotic datasets, transforming
them into VLA [2, 3, 8, 19]. However, this faces two major
challenges: 1) acquiring diverse, high-quality robotic data
is costly and time-consuming, and 2) fine-tuning VLM into
VLA results in agent-specific representations, which are tai-
lored to specific robots, limiting their generalizability. A
promising alternative is to abstract robotic actions into inter-
action primitives (e.g., points or vectors) and leverage VLM
reasoning to define the spatial constraints of these primi-
tives, while traditional planning algorithms handle execu-
tion [13, 15, 27]. However, existing methods for defining
and using primitives have several limitations: The process
of generating primitive proposals is task-agnostic, which
poses the risk of lacking suitable proposals. Additionally,
relying on manually designed rules for post-processing pro-
posals also introduces instability. This naturally leads to an
important question: How can we develop more efficient and
generalizable representations that bridge VLM high-level
reasoning with precise, low-level robotic manipulation?

To address this challenge, we propose a novel object-
centric intermediate representation incorporating interac-
tion points and directions within an object’s canonical
space. This representation bridges the gap between VLM’s
high-level commonsense reasoning and precise 3D spatial
understanding. Our key insight is that an object’s canon-
ical space is typically defined based on its functional af-
fordances. As a result, we can describe an object’s func-
tionality in a more structured and semantically meaningful
way within its canonical space. Meanwhile, recent advance-
ments in universal object pose estimation [7, 55, 56] make
it feasible to canonicalize a wide range of objects.

Specifically, we employ a universal 6D object pose es-
timation model [56] to canonicalize objects and describe
their rigid transformations during interactions. In parallel,
a single-view 3D generation network generates detailed ob-
ject meshes [29, 40]. Within the canonical space, interac-
tion directions are initially sampled along the object’s prin-
cipal axes, providing a coarse set of interaction possibili-
ties. Meanwhile, the VLM predicts interaction points. Sub-
sequently, the VLM identifies task-relevant primitives and
estimates the spatial constraints between them. To address
the hallucination issue in VLM reasoning, we introduce
a self-correction mechanism through interaction rendering
and primitive resampling that enables closed-loop reason-
ing. Once the final strategy is determined, actions are com-
puted through constrained optimization, with pose tracking
ensuring robust, real-time control in a closed-loop execu-
tion phase. Our method offers several key advantages: 1)
Efficient and Effective Interaction Primitive Sampling:

By leveraging the object’s canonical space, our approach
enables efficient and effective sampling of interaction prim-
itives, enhancing the system’s reasoning capabilities. 2)
Dual Closed-Loop, Open-Vocabulary Robotic Manipu-
lation System: Benefiting from the proposed object-centric
intermediate representation, our method implements a dual
closed-loop system. The rendering and resampling process
drives a reasoning loop for decision-making, while pose
tracking ensures a closed loop for action execution.

In summary, our contributions are threefold:
• We propose a novel object-centric interaction representa-

tion that bridges the gap between VLM’s high-level com-
monsense reasoning and low-level robotic manipulation.

• To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to present a
planning and execution dual closed-loop open-vocabulary
manipulation system without VLM fine-tuning.

• Extensive experiments demonstrate our method’s strong
zero-shot generalization across diverse manipulation
tasks, and we also highlight its potential for automating
robotic manipulation data generation.

2. Related Work
Foundation Models For Robotics The emergence of foun-
dation models has significantly influenced the field of
robotics[11, 18, 51], particularly in the application of
vision-language models[1, 4, 12, 23, 28, 50], which ex-
cel in environment understanding and high-level common-
sense reasoning. These models demonstrate the potential
for controlling robots to perform general tasks in novel and
unstructured environments. Some studies [2, 3, 19, 24]
have fine-tuned VLM on robotics datasets to create VLA
models that output robotic trajectories, but these efforts
are limited by the high cost of data collection and is-
sues with generalization. Other approaches attempt to ex-
tract operation primitives using visual foundation models
[9, 13, 15, 21, 27, 33, 52], which are then used as vi-
sual or language prompts for VLM to perform high-level
commonsense reasoning, combined with motion planners
[38, 39, 41] for low-level control. However, these methods
are constrained by the ambiguity of compressing 3D prim-
itives into the 2D images or 1D text required by VLM and
the hallucination tendencies of VLM themselves, making
it difficult to ensure that the high-level plans generated by
VLM are accurate. In this work, we demonstrate Omni-
Manip’s unique advantages in addressing these challenges,
particularly in fine-grained 3D understanding and mitigat-
ing large model hallucinations.
Representations for Manipulation Structural representa-
tions determine the capabilities and effectiveness of ma-
nipulation methods. Among various types of representa-
tions, keypoints are a popular choice due to their flexibil-
ity, generalization, and ability to model variability [32, 35,
36, 46]. However, these keypoints-based methods require



Pour tea into the cup. Task Relevant Object Grounding and Task Stage Partitioning

Vision
Language
Model

Ⅰ. Mesh generation and 
canonicalization

Vision
Foundation
Model

Teapot Cup

Object-Centric Interaction Primitives as Spatial Constraints
Ⅱ. Task related interaction 

primitives
Ⅲ. Primitives as spatial constraints

Multiple-Constrained Online Trajectory Planning

3D AIGC

6D Pose 
Estimator

CONSTRAINTS
1. Active axis and passive 

axis are aligned.

2. Active point is <5cm> 
<negative> along passive 
axis to passive point.

Optimized trajectory 
6D Pose 
Tracker

Closed-Loop Execution

Closed-Loop 
Planning

R
en

de
ri

ngPassiveActive

STAGES
  1. Grasp the handle of teapot with gripper.

• Action: Grasp
• Active: Gripper
• Passive: Teapot

2. Pour tea from teapot into cup.
• Action: Pour
• Active: Teapot
• Passive: Cup

Figure 2. Overview framework. Given instruction and RGB-D observation marked by VFM, VLM firstly filters task-related objects
and partitions the task into stages. For each stage, VLM extracts object-centric canonical interaction primitives as spatial constraints in a
closed-loop manner. For execution, the trajectory is optimized by constraints and updated in a closed loop using a 6D Pose Tracker.

manual task-specific annotations to generate actions. To
enable zero-shot open-world manipulation, studies such as
[15, 27, 33] have transformed keypoints into visual prompts
for VLM, facilitating the automatic generation of high-level
planning results. Despite their advantages, keypoints can
be unstable; they struggle under occlusion and pose chal-
lenges in the extraction and selection of specific keypoints.
Another common representation is the 6D pose, which ef-
ficiently defines long-range dependencies between objects
for manipulation and offers a degree of robustness to occlu-
sion [16, 17, 44, 45]. However, these methods necessitate
prior modeling of geometric relationships and, due to the
sparse nature of poses, cannot provide fine-grained geom-
etry. This limitation can lead to failures in manipulation
strategies across different objects due to intra-class varia-
tions. To address these issues, OmniManip combines the
fine-grained geometry of keypoints with the stability of the
6D pose. It automatically extracts detailed functional points
and directions within the canonical coordinate system of ob-
jects using VLM, enabling precise manipulation.

3. Method

Here we discuss: (1) How do we formulate robotic manip-
ulation via interaction primitives as spatial constraints(Sec.
3.1)? (2) How to extract canonical interaction primitives in
a generic and open vocabulary way (Sec. 3.2)? (3) Why can
OmniManip achieve a dual closed-loop system (Sec. 3.3)?

3.1. Manipulation with Interaction Primitives

In our formulation, complex robotic tasks are decomposed
into stages, each defined by object interaction primitives
with spatial constraints. This structured approach allows for
the precise definition of task requirements and facilitates the
execution of complex manipulation tasks. In this section,
we detail how interaction primitives serve as the foundation
for spatial constraints, enabling robust manipulation.
Task Decomposition. As shown in Figure 2, given a
manipulation task T (e.g., pouring tea into a cup), we
first utilize GroundingDINO[30] and SAM[20], two Vi-
sual Foundation Models (VFMs), to mark all foreground
objects in the scene like [49] as visual prompt. Subse-
quently, a VLM [1] is employed to filter task-relevant ob-
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Figure 3. Interaction points generation.
jects and decompose the task into multiple stages S =
{S1,S2, . . . ,Sn}, where each stage Si can be formalized as
Si = {Ai,Oactive

i ,Opassive
i }, where Ai represents the action

to be performed (e.g., grasp, pour), and Oactive
i and Opassive

i

refer to the object initiating the interaction and the object
being acted upon, respectively. For example, in Figure 2,
the teapot is the passive object in the stage of grasping the
teapot while the teapot is the active object and the cup is
passive in the stage of pouring tea into the cup.
Object-Centric Canonical Interaction Primitives. We
propose a novel object-centric representation with canoni-
cal interaction primitives to describe how objects interact
during manipulation tasks. Specifically, an object’s interac-
tion primitives are characterized by its interaction point and
direction in canonical space. The interaction point p ∈ R3

denotes a key location on the object where interaction oc-
curs, while the interaction direction v ∈ R3 represents the
primary axis relevant to the task. Together, these form the
interaction primitive O = {p,v}, encapsulating the essen-
tial intrinsic geometric and functional properties required to
meet task constraints. These canonical interaction primi-
tives are defined relative to their canonical space, remaining
consistent across different scenarios, enabling more gener-
alized and reusable manipulation strategies.
Interaction Primitives with Spatial Constraints. At each
stage Si, a set of spatial constraints Ci governs the spatial
relationships between the active and passive objects. These
constraints are divided into two categories: distance con-
straints di, which regulate the distance between interac-
tion points, and angular constraints θi, which ensure proper
alignment of interaction directions. Together, these con-
straints define the geometric rules necessary for precise spa-
tial alignment and task execution. The overall spatial con-
straint for each stage Si is given by:

Ci =
{
Oactive

i ,Opassive
i , di, θi

}
(1)

Once the constraints Ci have been defined, the task exe-
cution can be formulated as an optimization problem.
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Figure 4. Interaction directions extraction.

3.2. Primitives and Constraints Extraction

In this section, we detail the process of extracting interac-
tion primitives and their spatial constraints C for each stage.
As illustrated in Figure 2, we first obtain 3D object meshes
for both the task-relevant active and passive objects via
single-view 3D generation [29, 40, 57], followed by pose
estimation with Omni6DPose[56] for object canonicaliza-
tion. Next, we extract task-relevant interaction primitives
and their corresponding constraints.
Grounding Interaction Point. As shown in Figure 3, inter-
action points are categorized as Visible and Tangible (e.g.,
a teapot handle) or Invisible or Intangible (e.g., the cen-
ter of its opening). To enhance VLM for interaction points
grounding, SCAFFOLD [22] visual prompting mechanism
is employed, which overlays a Cartesian grid onto the in-
put image. Visible points are directly localized in the image
plane, while invisible points are inferred through multi-view
reasoning based on proposed canonical object representa-
tions, as illustrated in Figure 3. Reasoning begins from the
primary viewpoint, with ambiguities resolved by switching
to an orthogonal view. This approach enables more flexi-
ble and reliable interaction point grounding. For tasks like
grasping, heatmaps are generated from multiple interaction
points, improving the robustness of the grasping model.
Sampling Interaction Direction. In the canonical space,
the principal axes of an object are often functionally rele-
vant. As illustrated in Figure 4, we treat the principal axes
as candidate interaction directions. However, assessing the
relevance of these directions to the task is challenging due
to the limited spatial understanding of the current VLM. To
address this, we propose a VLM caption and LLM scoring
mechanism: first, we use the VLM to generate semantic de-
scriptions for each candidate axis, and then employ a LLM
to infer and score the relevance of these descriptions to the
task. This process results in an ordered set of candidate di-
rections that are most aligned with the task requirements.

Ultimately, the interaction primitives with constraints are
generated with VLM, yielding an ordered list of constrained



interaction primitives for each stage Si, denoted as Ki =

{C(1)
i , C

(2)
i , . . . , C

(N)
i }.

3.3. Dual Closed-Loop System

As outlined in Section 3.2, we obtain the interaction prim-
itives of the active and passive objects, denoted as Oactive

and Opassive, respectively, along with the spatial constraints
C that define their spatial relationships. However, this is an
open-loop inference, which inherently limits the robustness
and adaptability of the system. These limitations arise pri-
marily from two sources: 1) the hallucination effect in large
models, and 2) the dynamic nature of real-world environ-
ments. To overcome these challenges, we propose a dual
closed-loop system, as illustrated in Figure 2.

Algorithm 1 Self-Correction Algorithm via RRC
Input: Task T , Stage Si, Initial List of Primitives with Con-
straints Ki =

{
C(1)i , C(2)i , . . . , C(N)

i

}
Output: Successful Constraints Ĉi or Task Failure

1: k ← 1, maxSteps← N , refine← False
2: while k ≤ maxSteps do
3: k ← k + 1
4: Render: Ii ← Render(C(k)i )

5: Check: state← VLM(T ,Si, Ii, C(k)i , refine)
6: if state = ‘Refine’ and refine = False then
7: Resample: Update Ki ← Resample(C(k)i )
8: k ← 1, maxSteps←M , refine← True
9: else if state = ‘Success’ then

10: return C(k)i

11: end if
12: end while
13: return Task Failed

Closed-loop Planning. To improve the accuracy of in-
teraction primitives and mitigate hallucination issues in
the VLM, we introduce a self-correction mechanism based
on Resampling, Rendering, and Checking (RRC). This
mechanism uses real-time feedback from a visual language
model (VLM) to detect and correct interaction errors, en-
suring precise task execution. The RRC process consists
of two stages: the initial phase and the refinement phase.
The overall RRC mechanism is outlined in Algorithm 1. In
the initial phase, the system evaluates the interaction con-
straints Ki defined in Section 3.2, which specify the spa-
tial relationships between active and passive objects. For
each constraint C(k)i , the system renders an interaction im-
age Ii based on the current configuration and submits it to
the VLM for validation. The VLM returns one of three out-
comes: success, failure, or refinement. If success, the con-
straint is accepted, and the task proceeds. If failure, the
next constraint is evaluated. If refinement, the system enters
the refinement phase for further optimization. In the refine-

ment phase, the system performs fine-grained resampling
around the predicted interaction direction vi to correct mis-
alignments between the functional and geometric axes of
objects. The system uniformly samples six refined direc-
tions v(j)

i around vi and evaluates them.
Closed-loop Execution. Once the interaction primitives
and the corresponding spatial constraints C are defined for
each stage, the task execution can be formulated as an
optimization problem. The objective is to minimize the
loss function to determine the target pose Pee∗ of the end-
effector. The optimization problem can be expressed as:

Pee∗ = argmin
Pee


N∑
j=1

Lj(P
ee)

 , s.t.

L = {LC ,Lcollision,Lpath},

(2)

where the constraint loss LC ensures that the action ad-
heres to the task’s spatial constraints C, and is defined as

LC = ρ(C,Pactive
t ,Ppassive

t ), where Pactive
t = Φ(Pee

t ) (3)

Here, ρ(·) measures the deviation between the current
spatial relationship of the active object Pactive

t and the pas-
sive object Ppassive

t from the desired constraint C, while Φ(·)
maps the end-effector pose to the active object’s pose. The
collision loss Lcollision prevents the end-effector from collid-
ing with obstacles in the environment and is defined as

Lcollision =

N∑
j=1

max (0, dmin − d(Pee,Oj))
2
, (4)

where d(Pee,Oj) represents the distance between the
end-effector and the obstacle Oj , and dmin is the mini-
mum allowable safety distance. The path loss Lpath ensures
smooth motion and is defined as

Lpath = λ1dtrans(P
ee
t ,Pee) + λ2drot(P

ee
t ,Pee), (5)

where dtrans(·) and drot(·) represent the translational and
rotational displacements of the end-effector, respectively,
and λ1 and λ2 are weighting factors that balance the influ-
ence of translation and rotation. By minimizing these loss
functions, the system dynamically adjusts the end-effector
pose Pee, ensuring successful task execution while avoid-
ing collisions and maintaining smooth motion.

While Equation 3 outlines how interaction primitives and
their corresponding spatial constraints can be leveraged to
optimize the executable end-effector pose, real-world task
execution often involves significant dynamic factors. For
instance, deviations in the grasp pose may result in unin-
tended object movement during a grasping task. Moreover,
in certain dynamic environments, the target object may be
displaced. These challenges highlight the critical impor-
tance of closed-loop execution in handling such uncertain-
ties. To address these challenges, our system leverages the



Tasks VoxPoser CoPa ReKep OmniManip(Ours)
Auto Closed-loop Open-loop

Pour tea 0/10 1/10 3/10 7/10 6/10
Insert flower into vase 0/10 4/10 2/10 6/10 4/10
Insert the pen in holder 0/10 4/10 3/10 7/10 5/10
Recycle the battery 6/10 5/10 7/10 8/10 6/10
Pick up the cup on the dish 3/10 2/10 9/10 8/10 7/10
Fit the lid onto the teapot 0/10 2/10 3/10 5/10 3/10

Total 15.0% 30.0% 45.0% 68.3% 51.7%

Open the drawer 1/10 4/10 - 6/10 4/10
Close the drawer 3/10 3/10 - 8/10 6/10
Hammer the button 0/10 3/10 - 4/10 2/10
Press the red button 0/10 3/10 - 7/10 6/10
Close the lid of the laptop 4/10 3/10 - 6/10 4/10
Open the jar 2/10 0/10 - 6/10 5/10

Total 16.7% 26.7% - 61.7% 45.0%

Table 1. Quantitative results across 12 real-world manipulation tasks. The first six tasks focus on rigid object manipulation, while the
latter involves articulated object manipulation. ‘-’ indicates that the method can not handle this task due to its underlying principles.

proposed object-centric interaction primitives and directly
employs an off-the-shelf 6D object pose tracking algorithm
to continuously update the poses of both the active object
Pactive

t and the passive object Ppassive
t in real-time, as re-

quired in Equation 4. This real-time feedback allows for
dynamic adjustments to the target pose of the end-effector,
enabling robust and accurate closed-loop execution.

4. Experiment
In this section, we aim to answer the following questions:
(1) To what extent does OmniManip perform effectively
in open-vocabulary manipulation tasks across diverse real-
world scenarios (Section 4.2)? (2) What role do the sys-
tem’s critical features play in enhancing its overall perfor-
mance (Section 4.3)? (3) How promising is OmniManip for
automating the collection of robot manipulation trajectories
to enable scalable imitation learning (Section 4.4)?

4.1. Experimental Setup

Hardware Configuration. Our experimental platform is
built around a Franka Emika Panda robotic arm, with its
parallel gripper’s fingers replaced by UMI fingers[6]. For
perception, we employ two Intel RealSense D415 depth
cameras. One camera is mounted at the gripper to provide
a first-person view of the manipulation area, while the sec-
ond camera is positioned opposite the robot to offer a third-
person view of the workspace.
Tasks and Metrics. As shown in Figure 1, We designed 12
tasks to evaluate models’ manipulation capabilities in real-
world scenarios. Six of these involve rigid object manipu-
lation (e.g., pour tea), while the others focus on articulated
manipulation (e.g., open the drawer). These tasks cover a

diverse set of objects and are intended to assess the models’
ability to generalize and adapt in complex environments.
For each task, 10 trials were performed for each approach,
and the success rate was recorded. After each trial, the ob-
ject layout was reconfigured to ensure robust evaluation.
Baselines. We compare our approach with three baselines:
1) VoxPoser[14], which uses LLM and VLM to gener-
ate 3D value maps for synthesizing robot trajectories, ex-
celling in zero-shot learning and closed-loop control; 2)
CoPa[13], which introduces spatial constraints of object
parts and combines with VLM to enable open-vocabulary
manipulation; and 3) ReKep[15], which employs relational
keypoint constraints and hierarchical optimization for real-
time action generation from natural language instructions.
Implement Details We use GPT-4O from OpenAI API as
the vision-language model, leveraging a small set of interac-
tion examples as prompts to guide the model’s reasoning for
manipulation tasks. The specific prompts used are detailed
in the appendix. We employ off-the-shelf models [10, 43]
for 6-DOF universal grasping and utilize GenPose++[56]
for universal 6D pose estimation.

4.2. Open-Vocabulary Manipulation

We conducted a comprehensive evaluation of OmniMa-
nip on 12 open-vocabulary manipulation tasks, ranging
from straightforward actions such as pick-and-place to more
complex tasks involving object-object interactions with di-
rectional constraints and articulated object manipulation.
As shown in Table 1, our method exhibits robust zero-shot
generalization and superior performance across the board
without task-specific training. This generalization capabil-
ity can be attributed to the commonsense knowledge em-



Method 0◦ 25◦ 45◦ 75◦ 90◦

ReKep 0/10 1/10 3/10 5/10 7/10
OmniManip 7/10 8/10 8/10 7/10 7/10

Table 2. Quantitative analysis of the impact of viewpoints on the
performance, using ‘Recycle the battery’ as a case study.
bedded in VLM, while the proposed efficient object-centric
interaction primitives facilitate precise 3D perception and
execution. Additionally, we provide qualitative results in
the appendix. OmniManip exhibits a substantial perfor-
mance advantage over baseline methods, primarily due to
two key factors: 1) the efficiency and stability of the pro-
posed object-centric canonical interaction primitives, as fur-
ther validated through extensive experiments in Section 4.3,
and 2) the advanced dual closed-loop system for planning
and execution. By incorporating a novel self-correction
mechanism based on RRC, the system effectively mitigates
hallucination issues of large models. As shown in Table 1,
this closed-loop planning yields over a 15% improvement in
performance for both rigid and articulated object manipula-
tion tasks. A detailed qualitative analysis of the closed-loop
reasoning and execution is provided in Section 4.3.

4.3. Core Attributes of OmniManip

Reliability of OmniManip. To effectively bridge VLM
with low-level manipulation, reliable interaction primitives
are crucial. We evaluate this across two key dimensions:
stability and viewpoint consistency. Stability indicates the
reliable extraction of task-relevant interaction primitives.
As shown in Figure 5, ReKep extracts keypoint propos-
als through semantic clustering but lacks sensitivity to spa-
tial geometry and task, making it challenging to generate
sufficient task-relevant keypoints. CoPa extracts parts via
explicit pixel segmentation, exhibiting high sensitivity to
image texture and part shape. In contrast, OmniManip,
an object-centric interaction primitive, samples interaction
points in a canonical space aligned with the object’s func-
tionality, ensuring both robustness and task-specific preci-
sion. Consistency of primitive extraction across varying
viewpoints is critical to ensuring the stability of manipula-
tion. Both ReKep and CoPa exhibit difficulties in this regard
due to their reliance on sampling points directly from the
object’s surface. Taking ReKep as an example, Figure 6
illustrates the planning results of ReKep and OmniManip
for the ‘Recycle battery’ task across different viewpoints.
As shown, ReKep successfully identifies interaction points
from a 90◦ top-down view but fails under a 0◦ frontal view,
where the ideal target point is floating in the air. In con-
trast, OmniManip utilizes an object-centric primitive rep-
resentation in a canonical space, ensuring viewpoint invari-
ance. Table 2 presents the quantitative comparison, demon-
strating that OmniManip’s performance is nearly invariant
across varying viewpoints, whereas ReKep’s performance
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Figure 5. Stability analysis of interaction primitives. Visualiza-
tion of planning and corresponding execution results across differ-
ent methods, demonstrated using the ‘Pour tea’ as a case study.

OmniManip ReKep

90°
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45°

Figure 6. Qualitative analysis of the impact of viewpoints on the
performance, using ‘Recycle the battery’ as a case study.

is significantly affected by changes in viewpoint.

Sampling Recycle Battery Pour Tea
Method Suc. Rate Iter. Suc. Rate Iter.

Uniform 50% 1.8 30% 3.4
OmniManip 80% 1.7 70% 1.8

Table 3. Quantitative analysis of the primitive sampling efficiency.

Efficiency of OmniManip. Interaction direction proposals
in OmniManip are driven by a targeted sampling strategy.
Compared with uniform sampling in SO(3), OmniManip
samples along the principal axes of the object’s canonical
space. Since the canonical space is aligned with the object’s
functionality, this ensures both efficient and effective sam-
pling. To evaluate this efficiency, we compared OmniMa-
nip’s sampling strategy with uniform sampling in SO(3) us-
ing two key metrics: the number of iterations and the corre-
sponding task success rate. As shown in Table 3 OmniMa-
nip not only requires fewer iterations but also achieves supe-
rior task performance, demonstrating that aligning the sam-
pling process with the object’s functionality reduces sam-
pling overhead while improving overall performance.
Closed-Loop Planning. In current methods, the plan-
ning component of VLM operates in an open-loop man-
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Figure 7. Closed-planning. Self-correction mechanism via RRC.

ner, meaning it cannot verify the correctness of the plan
before execution. While ReKep achieves closed-loop con-
trol through point tracking, this only functions at the execu-
tion stage and does not provide feedback on the planning re-
sults generated by the VLM. In contrast, OmniManip intro-
duces a unique self-correction mechanism via RRC, achiev-
ing closed-loop planning, which significantly reduces plan-
ning failures caused by VLM hallucinations, thereby of-
fering more reliable planning. We report the results with
closed-loop planning disabled in Table 1, where the task
success rate decreases by over 15% in both rigid and artic-
ulated object manipulation tasks, demonstrating the effec-
tiveness of the closed-loop planning approach. In Figure 7,
we qualitatively illustrate the closed-loop planning results
using the ”Insert the pen in a holder” task as an example.
It is evident that OmniManip can effectively pre-render the
planning outcomes and achieve self-correction through the
RRC process, thereby enabling closed-loop planning.

Task Success Rate

Pick up the cup on the dish 95.24%
Recycle the battery 91.30%
Insert the pen in holder 86.36%

Table 4. Behavior cloning with demonstrations from OmniManip.

Closed-Loop Execution. Even with perfect planning,
open-loop execution can still lead to task failure. Figure 8
illustrates two typical examples where planning succeeds,
but open-loop execution causes failure. In the left image
of Figure 8, the relative pose between the gripper and the
object changes during the interaction, while the right image
of Figure 8 shows a scenario where the target pose is dy-
namic, such as when the object moves during the task. To
address these challenges, OmniManip employs pose track-
ing to enable real-time closed-loop execution. Recent work,
ReKep, uses point tracking for closed-loop control but suf-
fers from occlusions, leading to a 47% failure rate [15].
In contrast, OmniManip demonstrates greater robustness to
occlusions caused by object movement. This is a benefit of

Figure 8. Two typical failure cases without closed-loop execution.

object-centric pose tracking, enabling continued tracking of
canonical space interaction primitives based on the object
pose, even when the primitives are no longer visible.

4.4. OmniManip for Demonstration Generation

We employed OmniManip to generate automatic demon-
stration data. Unlike prior methods reliant on task-specific
privileged information, OmniManip collects demonstration
trajectories for new tasks in a zero-shot manner, without
needing task-specific details or prior object knowledge. To
validate the effectiveness of OmniManip-generated data, we
collected 150 trajectories per task to train behavior cloning
policies [5]. These policies achieved high success rates, as
shown in Table 4. Additional tasks and detailed results are
provided in the appendix.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we presented a novel object-centric intermedi-
ate representation that effectively bridges the gap between
VLM and the precise spatial reasoning required for robotic
manipulation. We structured interaction primitives in ob-
ject canonical space to translate high-level semantic reason-
ing into actionable 3D spatial constraints. The proposed
dual closed-loop system ensures robust decision-making
and execution, all without VLM fine-tuning. Our approach
demonstrates strong zero-shot generalization across a va-
riety of manipulation tasks, highlighting its potential for
automating robotic data generation and improving the ef-
ficiency of robotic systems in unstructured environments.
This work provides a promising foundation for future re-
search into scalable, open-vocabulary robotic manipulation.
Limitations. While advantageous, OmniManip also has
limitations. It cannot model deformable objects due to pose
representation. Its effectiveness also hinges on the mesh
quality of 3D AIGC, which remains challenging despite
progress. Additionally, multiple VLM calls present com-
putational challenges, even with parallel processing.
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