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Figure 1. RoboGSim is an efficient, low-cost interactive platform with high-fidelity rendering. It achieves demonstration synthesis with
novel scenes, novel objects, and novel views, facilitating data scaling for policy learning. Additionally, it can perform the closed-loop
simulation for safe, fair and realistic evaluation on different policy models.

Abstract

Efficient acquisition of real-world embodied data has been
increasingly critical. However, large-scale demonstrations
captured by remote operation tend to take extremely high
costs and fail to scale up the data size in an efficient manner.
Sampling the episodes under a simulated environment is a
promising way for large-scale collection while existing sim-
ulators fail to high-fidelity modeling on texture and physics.
To address these limitations, we introduce the RoboGSim,
a real2sim2real robotic simulator, powered by 3D Gaus-
sian Splatting and the physics engine. RoboGSim mainly
includes four parts: Gaussian Reconstructor, Digital Twins
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Builder, Scene Composer, and Interactive Engine. It can
synthesize the simulated data with novel views, objects, tra-
jectories, and scenes. RoboGSim also provides an online,
reproducible, and safe evaluation for different manipula-
tion policies. The real2sim and sim2real transfer experi-
ments show a high consistency in the texture and physics.
Moreover, the effectiveness of synthetic data is validated un-
der the real-world manipulated tasks. We hope RoboGSim
serves as a closed-loop simulator for fair comparison on
policy learning. More information can be found on our
project page https://robogsim.github.io/.

1. Introduction

Collecting large-scale manipulated data is of great impor-
tance for efficient policy learning. Some methods propose
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to capture the demonstrations as well as the actions through
the remote operation [11, 36, 38]. While such operation rel-
atively improves the collection efficiency, it tends to bring
extremely large costs with the increasing data size. To solve
this problem, some works [14, 33] attempt to generate the
synthetic data under the simulated environment, which is
further used to learn the manipulation policy. However,
those Sim2Real approaches suffer from the large domain
gap between simulated and real-world environments, mak-
ing the learned policy invalid.

Recently, some works introduce the Real2Sim2Real
(R2S2R) paradigm for robotic learning [3, 20]. The core
insight is to perform realistic reconstruction via radiance
field methods, such as NeRF [24] and 3D Gaussian Splat-
ting (3DGS) [15], and insert learned representations into
the simulator. Among those methods, the typical approach,
Robo-GS [20], presents a Real2Sim pipeline and introduces
a hybrid representation to generate digital assets enabling
high-fidelity simulation. However, it lacks the demonstra-
tion synthesis on novel scenes, views, and objects, as well
as verification as policy learning data. Moreover, it fails to
perform closed-loop evaluation for different policies due to
the misalignment between the latent representation, simula-
tion, and real-world spaces.

In this paper, we develop a Real2Sim2Real simulator,
called RoboGSim, for both high-fidelity demonstration syn-
thesis and physics-consistent closed-loop evaluation. It
mainly includes four parts: Gaussian Reconstructor, Digi-
tal Twins Builder, Scene Composer and Interactive Engine.
Given the multi-view RGB image sequences and MDH [6]
parameters of the robotic arm, Gaussian Reconstructor is
built upon 3DGS [42] and reconstructs the scene and ob-
jects. Then, the Digital Twins Builder performs the mesh re-
construction and creates a digital twin in Isaac Sim. In Dig-
ital Twins Builder, we propose the layout alignment mod-
ule to align the space between the simulation, real-world,
and GS representation. After that, the Scene Composer
combines the scene, robotic arm and objects in simulation,
and renders the images from new perspective. Finally, in
the Interactive Engine, RoboGSim works as the Synthesizer
and Evaluator to performs the demonstration synthesis and
closed-loop policy evaluation.

RoboGSim brings many advantages compared to exist-
ing (Real2)Sim2Real frameworks. It is the first neural sim-
ulator that unifies the demonstration synthesis and closed-
loop evaluation. RoboGSim can generate realistic manipu-
lated demonstrations with novel scenes, views, and objects
for policy learning. It can also perform closed-loop evalua-
tion for different policy networks, ensuring fair comparison
under a realistic environment. In conclusion, our core con-
tributions can be concluded as:
• Realistic 3DGS-Based Simulator: We develop a 3DGS-

based simulator that reconstructs scenes and objects

with realistic textures from multi-view RGB videos.
RoboGSim is optimized for some challenging conditions
like weak textures, low light, and reflective surfaces.

• Digital Twin System: We introduce the layout alignment
module in the system. With the layout-aligned Isaac Sim,
RoboGSim maps the physical interactions between ob-
jects and robotic arms from Real2Sim spaces.

• Synthesizer and Evaluator: RoboGSim can synthe-
size the realistic manipulated demonstrations with novel
scenes, views, and objects for policy learning. It can also
work as the Evaluator to perform model evaluation in a
physics-consistent manner.

2. Related Work

2.1. Sim2Real in Robotics
The Real2Sim2Real approach fundamentally seeks to ad-
dress the Sim2Real gap, which remains a persistent obstacle
in the transformation from simulation to real world [8, 26].
In order to bridge the Sim2Real gap as much as possible,
many feature-rich simulators have emerged in recent years,
including [7, 22, 27, 34, 37]. To this end, various datasets
and benchmarks have also been proposed for effective pol-
icy learning [12, 13, 16, 25].

Previous Sim2Real methods can be broadly classified
into three categories: domain randomization, domain adap-
tation, and learning with disturbances [39]. Domain ran-
domization methods are designed to expand the operational
envelope of a robot in a simulator by introducing random-
ness. The simulation environment should be capable of mi-
gration of the aforementioned capabilities in real-world set-
tings [1, 10, 14, 33]. Domain adaptation approaches aim to
unify the feature space of simulated and real environments,
facilitating the training and migration within the unified fea-
ture space [2, 18, 40]. The objective of learning methods
introduce the disturbances into the simulated environment,
in which the policy of robots is learned. It develops the ca-
pacity to operate effectively in the real world with noise and
unpredictability [5, 35].

2.2. 3D Gaussian Splatting in Robotics
As a significant advancement in the field of 3D reconstruc-
tion, 3DGS [15] represents the scene as a large set of ex-
plicit Gaussian points and combines it with efficient raster-
ization to achieve high-fidelity real-time rendering, extend-
ing the capabilities of NeRF [24].

More recently, a number of studies have explored the
use of 3DGS to perform manipulation tasks within em-
bodied simulators and the real world. For example, Mani-
Gaussian [21] introduces a dynamic GS framework along-
side a Gaussian world model, which respectively represents
Gaussian points implicitly and parameterizes them to model
and predict future states and actions. Similarly, Gaussian-



Figure 2. Overview of the RoboGSim Pipeline: (1) Inputs: multi-view RGB image sequences and MDH parameters of the robotic arm.
(2) Gaussian Reconstructor: reconstruct the scene and objects using 3DGS, segment the robotic arm and build an MDH kinematic drive
graph structure for accurate arm motion modeling. (3) Digital Twins Builder: perform mesh reconstruction of both the scene and objects,
then create a digital twin in Isaac Sim, ensuring high fidelity in simulation. (4) Scene Composer: combine the robotic arm and objects
in the simulation, identify optimal test viewpoints using tracking, and render images from new perspectives. (5) Interactive Engine: (i)
The synthesized images with novel scenes/views/objects are used for policy learning. (ii) Policy networks can be evaluated in a close-loop
manner. (iii) The embodied data can be collected by the VR/Xbox equipment.

Grasper [41] utilizes RGB-D images as inputs and embeds
semantic and geometric features into 3DGS through feature
distillation and geometric reconstruction, thereby enabling
language-guided grasping operations. To effectively trans-
fer the knowledge learned in simulation to the real world
and reduce the Sim2Real gap, recent works [17, 20, 28]
based on 3DGS have appeared. Among them, the most sim-
ilar to ours are Robo-GS [20] and SplatSim [28]. Robo-GS
achieves manipulable robotic arm reconstruction by bind-
ing Gaussian points, grids, and pixels, with a primary fo-
cus on high-fidelity Real2Sim transfer; however, it provides
limited discussion on the Sim2Real phase. SplatSim re-
constructs both the robotic arm and objects in the scene
and simultaneously verifies the feasibility of the method for
Sim2Real tasks. However, it lacks discussions on generat-
ing digital twin assets of the objects, which are critical for
achieving accurate manipulation.

3. Methods

3.1. Overall Architecture

As shown in Fig. 2, RoboGSim mainly includes four
parts: Gaussian Reconstructor, Digital Twins Builder,
Scene Composer, and Interactive Engine. Given multi-view
images and MDH parameters of the robotic arm, Gaus-

sian Reconstructor (Sec. 3.2) reconstructs scenes and ob-
jects using 3DGS, segments the robotic arm, and builds an
MDH kinematic drive graph structure to enable accurate
motion modeling of the robotic arm. Digital Twin Builder
(Sec. 3.3) involves mesh reconstruction of the scene and ob-
jects. Through layout alignment, the asset data flow can be
interconnected, facilitating the subsequent evaluation in In-
teractive Engine. Scene Composer (Sec. 3.4) achieves the
synthesis of novel objects, scenes, and views. Interactive
Engine (Sec. 3.5) synthesizes novel view/scene/object im-
ages for policy learning. It can also evaluate the policy net-
works in a closed-loop manner. Moreover, we can collect
the manipulated data in simulation using VR/Xbox equip-
ment of the real-world.

3.2. Gaussian Reconstructor
We employ the 3DGS method to reconstruct static scenes,
followed by point cloud segmentation of the robotic arm’s
joints. Subsequently, we utilize the MDH dynamic model
to control the point clouds corresponding to each joint, fa-
cilitating the dynamic rendering of the robotic arm.

3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [15] employs a set of
multi-view images as input to achieve high-fidelity scene
reconstruction. 3DGS represents the scene as a set of Gaus-
sians and utilizes a differentiable rasterization rendering



method to enable real-time rendering.
Specifically, for a scene G = {gi}Ni=1 represented by

N Gaussians, each Gaussian can be represented as gi =
(µi,Σi, oi, ci). Here, µ ∈ R3, Σ ∈ R3×3, o ∈ R and
c ∈ SH(4) denote the mean, covariance matrix, opacity
and color factor, represented by spherical harmonic coeffi-
cients, respectively.

During the rendering process, the final color value C of
the pixel can be obtained through a rendering method, sim-
ilar to alpha-blending [15]. It utilizes a sequence of N or-
dered Gaussians that overlap with the pixel. Such process
can be expressed as follows:

C =
∑
i∈N

ciαi

i−1∏
j=1

(1− αj) (1)

αi = oi · exp(
1

2
δ⊤i Σ−1

2Dδi) (2)

where αi is the opacity of the i-th Gaussian. δi ∈ R2 de-
notes the offset between 2D Gaussian center and current
pixel. Σ2D ∈ R2×2 represents the 2D covariance matrix.

Modified Denavit-Hartenberg (MDH) [6] convention is
a parameterized model to describe the kinematic chain of a
manipulator. Each joint and link in the kinematic chain is
characterized by a set of parameters. In MDH, a transfor-
mation matrix can be constructed for each link, achieving
an accurate representation of the manipulator’s pose at each
stage of motion. Let xi, yi, zi denote the coordinates of the
origin for the i-th joint. For a manipulator, the i-th joint
configuration can be represented as:

Θ = {βi, ai, di, θi} (3)

where βi represents the twist angle, which is the rotation
around the x-axis from the (i − 1)-th joint to the i-th joint.
ai denotes the link length, measuring the distance along the
x-axis from zi−1 to zi. di is the link offset, indicating the
displacement along the z-axis from xi−1 to xi. θi represents
the joint angle, rotation around the z-axis from xi−1 to xi.

The transformation matrix for each link Ti, using MDH
parameters, can be written as:

Ti=


cos θi − sin θi cosβi sin θi sinβi ai cos θi
sin θi cos θi cosβi − cos θi sinβi ai sin θi
0 sinβi cosβi di
0 0 0 1

 (4)

By sequentially multiplying these transformation matrices,
we can obtain the final transformation matrix from the base
to the end effector. We segment each joint and then treat
all Gaussian points within a joint as a point mass. We fur-
ther move all Gaussian points within a joint according to Ti,
achieving kinematic-driven Control of the Gaussian points.

3.3. Digital Twins Builder
Digital twins should not only map real-world assets but also
involve coordinate alignment. Through Real2Sim layout
alignment and Sim2GS sparse keypoint alignment, we can
digitize the real world, enabling the flow of digital assets
between the real, simulated, and GS representation. This
facilitates the conversion of digital assets in all directions,
achieving comprehensive asset flooding.
3D Assets Generation: We employ two methods to gen-
erate 3D object assets. For real-world objects, we cap-
ture high-quality multi-view images of the objects using a
turntable and extract matching features with GIM [32] to
address issues such as lack of texture and reflections. We
then integrate the COLMAP pipeline [31] to obtain the ini-
tial SFM point cloud, which is subsequently used for recon-
struction by 3DGS. Moreover, for novel objects available on
the web, we initially employ Wonder3D [19] to procure ge-
ometrically consistent normal vectors and textured meshes
of the objects. Subsequently, we utilize the method in Gaus-
sianEditor [4] that applies the diffusion model [30] to facil-
itate object reconstruction in 3DGS.
Layout Alignment: As shown in Fig. 2, since we follow the
local coordinate system of the robotic arm, the world coor-
dinates and Isaac Sim are axis-aligned. We first measure
the real-world scene to align the size of the imported table
scene in Isaac Sim. In the GS scene, a downward-facing
camera is placed 1.6 meters above the base joint to render
a segmentation map. For coordinate alignment, we place a
downward-facing camera 1.6 meters above the base joint in
Isaac Sim. By comparing the rendered scene from the BEV,
front and side view segmentation, with the views from Isaac
Sim, we adjust the shift to achieve layout alignment.
Sim2GS Alignment: Given the MDH-based transforma-
tion matrices T gs

i and simulated transformation matrices
T sim
i , there exists a transformation matrix T sim

gs (i) such that:

T sim
gs (i) = T sim

i · T i
gs (5)

To compute the average transformation matrix T sim
gs , we use

the weighted sum and apply normalization:

T sim
gs =

∑6
i=1 wi · T sim

gs i∥∥∥∑6
i=1 wi · T sim

gs i

∥∥∥ (6)

where wi is the weight of each joint.
For the target object T sim

obj in Isaac Sim, we can trans-
form it into the GS coordinate system using the following
formula:

T gs
obj = T gs

sim · T sim
obj (7)

Camera Localization: To transform the real-world coordi-
nate system into the GS coordinate, we apply the localiza-
tion approach from GS-SLAM [23]. For a pre-trained GS



model, G = {gi}Ni=1 , we froze the attributes of 3DGS and
optimize the external camera parameters TW

C .
In camera localization, only the current camera pose is

optimized without updates to the map representation. For
monocular cases, we minimize the following photometric
residual:

Lpho =
∥∥I(G, TW

C )− Ī
∥∥
1
, (8)

where I(G, TW
C ) represents rendering Gaussians G from

TW
C , and Ī is the observed image.

3.4. Scene Composer
Scene Editing: To merge the point cloud into the robotic
arm scene, the transformation T [R|t] of the marked point is
first calculated. Then the coordinates of the point cloud in
the new scene are projected into the arm coordinate based
on the transformation. Expanding the 3D Covariance Σ in
3DGS into scale s and rotation quaternion q by:

Σ = qssT qT (9)

The ratio r of the transformation can be isolated and ex-
tracted as an independent component:

r =
√

(RRT )(0,0) (10)

we can further use it to normalize the rotation matrix R:

Rnorm =
R

r
(11)

The scale attribute s of the Gaussian points is adjusted:

s = s + log(r) (12)

Apply the Transformation T to Gaussian point coordinates

µ′ = Rµ+ t (13)

Σ′ = RnormΣR⊤
norm (14)

Object Editing: The transformation here can extend the
transformation from the scene editing mentioned above.
However, the difference is that the target object’s coordinate
center is given by Eq. 7. The coordinate transformation for
its Gaussian points can be represented:

µ′ = R(µ− µ0) + µ0 + t (15)

3.5. Interactive Engine
Our interactive engine can work as: Synthesizer and Evalu-
ator. As Synthesizer, it produces large volumes of data with
low-cost for downstream policy learning. As Evaluator, it
can perform safe, real-time, and reproducible evaluation.
Synthesizer: We use the engine to generate numerous train-
ing trajectories, including robotic arm movements and tar-
get object trajectories. These trajectories drive the GS to

generate massive and photorealistic simulated datasets for
policy learning. This diverse data includes novel view ren-
derings, scene combinations, and object replacements.
Evaluator: For trained models, testing directly on phys-
ical devices may pose safety risks or incur high costs for
reproduction. Therefore, we convert the predicted trajecto-
ries into GS-rendered results to efficiently and rapidly eval-
uate the model’s prediction quality. Specifically, the Isaac
Sim [27] outputs an initial state of the target object and
robotic arm, and GS renders according to the status. The
rendered images are then fed to the policy to predict the
next frame’s action. The predicted action is passed to the
simulation for kinematic inverse parsing, collision detec-
tion, and other physical interactions. Then, Isaac sim sends
the parsed six-axis relative pose to the GS renderer, which
then sends the rendered result as feedback to the policy net-
work. This serves as visual feedback for predicting the next
action, and the process iterates until the task is finished.

4. Experiments

Since there is no benchmarks available for Real2Sim2Real,
we construct the following four groups of proxy exper-
iments to comprehensively evaluate the performance of
RoboGSim under simulation and real-world. We use UR5
robot arm for all experiments. The robot arm rendering is
partially built upon the codebase of Robo-GS [20].
Real2Sim Novel Pose Synthesis verifies whether the robot
arm pose captured in the real world can be effectively uti-
lized to achieve precise control in the simulator.
Sim2Real Trajectory Replay checks whether the trajecto-
ries collected in the simulator can be accurately reproduced
by the real-world robot arm.
RoboGSim as Synthesizer demonstrates the ability of
RoboGSim to generate high-fidelity demonstrations with
novel scenes, views, and objects, aligning with real world.
RoboGSim as Evaluator shows that RoboGSim can effec-
tively perform closed-loop evaluation for policy networks.

4.1. Real2Sim Novel Pose Synthesis
The objective of the novel pose synthesis is to validate the
performance of Real2Sim reconstruction, with a particular
focus on the accuracy of the robotic arm’s movements and
the fidelity of the image texture. The static scene is re-
constructed using the initial pose of the robotic arm from
the first frame of GT. The trajectory collected from the real
robotic arm is used as the driving force, and we employ the
kinematic control for novel pose rendering. As shown in
Fig. 3, the results demonstrate that our reconstruction ac-
curately captures both the texture and the physical dynam-
ics of the robotic arm, highlighting the fidelity achieved by
RoboGSim. To compare with the video sequence driven by
the real robot under the new viewpoint, RoboGSim achieves



Figure 3. Real2Sim Novel Pose Synthesis: ”Real” represents the capture of the real robotic arm from a new viewpoint. ”RoboGSim”
shows the rendering of the novel pose from the new viewpoint driven by the real recorded trajectory. ”Depth” shows the rendering depth
by GS. ”Diff” is the difference calculated between the Real and the rendered RGB images. We compute the pixel distance of the same
point between the Real and RoboGSim, which is 7.37.

Figure 4. Sim2Real Trajectory Replay: The ”Sim” row displays the video sequence collected from Isaac Sim. ”Real” represents the
demonstration driven by the trajectory in simulation. ”RoboGSim” is the GS rendering result driven by the same trajectory. ”Diff” indicates
the differences between Real and the rendered results.

a 31.3 PSNR and 0.79 SSIM rendering result, while ensur-
ing real-time rendering with 10 FPS.

4.2. Sim2Real Trajectory Replay

To verify whether the trajectories from Issac Sim can per-
fectly align with the real machine and RoboGSim, we de-
signed an experiment where the trajectory is collected using
Issac Sim, and then the trajectory is used to drive GS to ren-
der a Coke-grasping scene, while the same trajectory is used
to drive the real machine to grasp a Coke can. As shown in
Fig. 4, the comparison reveals a strong alignment between

the simulated policy and the actual physical behavior of the
robotic arm, highlighting the effectiveness of the Sim2Real
transfer in our system. These results suggest that our sim-
ulation can reliably model real-world dynamics, facilitating
successful policy transfer from simulation to the real world.

4.3. RoboGSim as Synthesizer

In this section, we use the vision-language-action (VLA)
model to validate the effectiveness of synthetic data by
RoboGSim. We use the LLAMA3-8B [9] as the LLM and
CLIP [29] as the vision encoder. Two-layer MLP is used



Figure 5. Novel Scene Synthesis: We show the results of the physical migration of the robot arm to new scenes, including a factory, a
shelf, and two outdoor environments. The high-fidelity multi-view renderings demonstrate that RoboGSim enables the robot arm to operate
seamlessly across diverse scenes.
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Figure 6. RoboGSim as Synthesizer: The first two rows show real robot videos captured from the test viewpoint, illustrating successful
and failed cases of the VLA model on the Pick task. The last two rows display real robot videos captured from the test viewpoint, showing
successful and failed cases of the VLA model on the Place task.

as the projection network. The VLA model is trained on
8xA100 (80GB) for 1 epoch. The training process is divided
into three stages: (1) Pre-training with only the connector
enabled, using the LAION-558K dataset. (2) Training with
LLM unfrozen using the LLaVA665K dataset. (3) Super-

vised Finetuning (SFT) with robotic image-action data and
the CLIP weight is frozen.

We perform the experiments on a challenging ring-toss
task (see Fig. 6), which is divided into two subtasks: picking
up the ring and tossing it onto the target. For real data, 1,000
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in real world
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RoboGSim
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Figure 7. RoboGSim as Evaluator: The first two rows, labeled ”Real” and ”RoboGSim”, show the footage captured from the real robot
and RoboGSim, respectively. They are both driven by the trajectory generated by the same VLA network. In the third row, the left side
shows the real-world inference where the robot arm exceeds its operational limits, resulting in a manual shutdown. The right side shows
an instance where a wrong decision from the VLA network, causes the robotic arm to collide with the table. The fourth row presents the
simulation results from RoboGSim, which can avoid dangerous collisions.

samples are collected manually. For a fair comparison,
we used 1,000 synthetic samples generated by RoboGSim.
During testing, each model was tested 10 times, with three
attempts allowed per trial for grasping. If all three attempts
failed, the trial was marked as unsuccessful.

As shown in Tab. 1, the synthesized data used for VLA
learning produces an overall 40% grasping and 50% plac-
ing success rate. In comparison, the VLA model using the
real data achieves 90% grasping and 70% placing success
rate. It should be noted that manual collection takes a to-
tal of 40 hours while RoboGSim only requires 4 hours for
synthesis. It is promising to further scale up the data size
of synthesis for further performance improvements. Fig. 6
shows the visualization of some success and failure cases.
Moreover, we also illustrate some more qualitative analy-
sis for novel scene synthesis. As shown in Fig. 5, we dis-
play the results of the physical migration of the UR5 robot
arm to new scenes, including a factory, a shelf, and two out-
door environments. The high-fidelity multi-view renderings
demonstrate that RoboGSim enables the robot arm to oper-
ate seamlessly across diverse scenes.

4.4. RoboGSim as Evaluator
Realistic closed-loop evaluation is crucial for validation and
comparison of policy networks. In this section, we mainly
explore the effectiveness of using RoboGSim as an Evalu-
ator. It aims to show its high consistency with real-world

Data Collected Time Grasp Suc. Place Suc.

Real 40h 90% 70%
Sim 4h 40% 50%

Table 1. Performance comparison between real robotic and syn-
thesized data. We use the manually collected manipulated and syn-
thesized data to train the VLA model, respectively.

inference. Given the well-trained VLA model, we deploy
it for both real-world robots and RoboGSim simulation. As
shown in Fig. 7, our closed-loop simulator RoboGSim can
reproduce results similar to those from the real world. For
similar bad cases, our RoboGSim can avoid the issues exist-
ing in the real world, like violations and collisions. There-
fore, our evaluator provides a fair, safe, and efficient evalu-
ation platform for policy.

5. Conclusion and Discussion

In this paper, we built a Real2Sim2Real simulator, based on
3DGS. We also introduce the digital twin system with spa-
tial alignment to enables 3D assert flow. With novel view-
point, object, trajectory and scene, our RoboGSim engine
can generate high-fidelity synthesized data. Additionally,
due to our precise spatial alignment, RoboGSim can serve
as evaluator that allows real-time online policy evaluation.



Despite its great progress, the current version of
RoboGSim has several limitations. It can only simulate
rigid objects and the lighting for synthesized objects is not
yet fully unified with the robotic arm. Moreover, generating
geometrically consistent object meshes remains challeng-
ing, which is often key to completing complex manipulation
tasks. In the near future, we will explore more advanced
mesh extraction methods, further expand the task categories
and establish the benchmarks to comprehensively evaluate
the performance across diverse scenarios.
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