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Abstract— Developing generalizable robot policies that can
robustly handle varied environmental conditions and object
instances remains a fundamental challenge in robot learning.
While considerable efforts have focused on collecting large
robot datasets and developing policy architectures to learn from
such data, naïvely learning from visual inputs often results
in brittle policies that fail to transfer beyond the training
data. This work presents Prescriptive Point Priors for Policies
or P3-PO, a novel framework that constructs a unique state
representation of the environment leveraging recent advances
in computer vision and robot learning to achieve improved
out-of-distribution generalization for robot manipulation. This
representation is obtained through two steps. First, a human
annotator prescribes a set of semantically meaningful points on
a single demonstration frame. These points are then propagated
through the dataset using off-the-shelf vision models. The derived
points serve as an input to state-of-the-art policy architectures
for policy learning. Our experiments across four real-world tasks
demonstrate an overall 43% absolute improvement over prior
methods when evaluated in identical settings as training. Further,
P3-PO exhibits 58% and 80% gains across tasks for new object
instances and more cluttered environments respectively. Videos
illustrating the robot’s performance are best viewed at point-
priors.github.io.

I. INTRODUCTION

A long standing goal in robotics has been to develop robot
policies that are robust to environmental changes and can
operate across variations in spatial configurations and object
instances. While significant advances have been made in this
direction for computer vision [1, 2] and natural language
processing [3, 4, 5], the majority of robot policies remain
confined to controlled laboratory environments with carefully
designed settings. Robotic policies struggle to generalize to
real-world scenarios because of the challenges and high costs
associated with gathering diverse, high-quality robotic data.

Recent efforts aim to address this data problem by ei-
ther aggregating existing robot datasets under a common
framework [6] or collecting extensive real-world datasets
through easy-to-use teleoperation tools [7, 8, 9, 10]. However,
aggregated datasets suffer from inconsistencies across actions
recorded for different projects [6], while large teleoperated
collections, though useful, are often specific to a single
robot type [8, 7] and it is unclear whether these approaches
would scale for different robot morphologies. Consequently,
developing generalized robot models still largely depends on
collecting more expert demonstrations.

Correspondence to: mlevy@umd.edu

Fig. 1: A human prescribes key points one time for one
instance of an object and those points are transferable to all
other instances of the same object.

One way to get around this data problem is to use strong
representation priors that transfer across scenarios and feed
these representations as input into existing policy architectures.
While priors such as object proposals [11, 12, 13] and pose
estimation [14, 15] have been used in prior work, they
often lose information which makes policy learning harder
or require accurate modeling of the object poses to make
the policy work. In this work, we explore if there exists
a representation that is flexible, serves as a strong prior,
and can provide the object-centric abstraction of a scene to
enhance generalization. Compared to segmentation and object
models, a point-based representation retains fine-grained
spatial information without requiring accurate modeling of
object boundaries or poses. By representing objects and
scenes as a set of unstructured points, these representations
extract only the essential geometric relationships between
relevant elements in the scene. This allows the policy to focus
exclusively on the key spatial interactions.

We present Prescriptive Point Priors for Policies or P3-PO,
a novel framework that leverages the generalization capa-
bilities of state-of-the-art computer vision models alongside
state-of-the-art robot policy architectures. Through P3-PO,
we demonstrate improved spatial generalization, the ability to
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Fig. 2: Overview of the Prescriptive Point Priors for Policies (P3-PO) framework. (a) A human annotator prescribes a set of
semantically meaningful key points on a single demonstration frame, typically in under 5 seconds. Off-the-shelf computer
vision models are then used to automatically propagate these key points throughout the entire dataset without further human
input. (b) The derived key points are leveraged by a transformer policy to predict the action. (c) P3-PO enables learning
policies with improved generalization capabilities, including spatial generalization (i.e. generalization to new locations),
generalization to novel object instances, and robustness to background distractors. P3-PO combines the strengths of vision
and policy prediction methods through simple yet effective human-prescribed semantic guidance.

generalize to novel object instances, and robustness to large
environmental changes. P3-PO is built on three key ideas.
First, a human annotator prescribes a set of semantically
meaningful points on a single demonstration frame, a process
that often requires less than 5 seconds. Second, a diffusion-
based visual correspondence model [16] and a state-of-the-
art point tracker [17] are used to seamlessly transfer these
points to the entire dataset without further human involvement.
Third, the derived points are combined with state-of-the-art
policy architectures like BAKU [18] for learning robust robot
policies. The novelty of P3-PO lies in strategically combining
the strengths of vision models and policy methods, yielding a
simple yet effective approach for generalizable robot learning.

We demonstrate the effectiveness of P3-PO through
experiments on four real-world tasks in an xArm Kitchen
environment. Our main findings are summarized below:

1) P3-PO exhibits an overall 43% improvement over prior
state-of-the-art policy learning algorithms across 4 real
world tasks (Section V-E).

2) P3-PO generalizes to novel object instances, exhibiting a
58% improvement on a set of held-out objects as compared
to prior work (Section V-F).

3) Policies trained with P3-PO are robust to the presence of
background distractors (Section V-G) and work with both
true depth and predicted metric depth from state-of-the-art
models like Depth Anything [19, 20] (Section V-H).

All of our datasets, and training and evaluation code are
publicly available. Videos of our trained policies can be seen
here: point-priors.github.io.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Imitation Learning (IL)

Imitation Learning (IL) [21] refers to training policies
with expert demonstrations, without requiring a predefined
reward function. In the context of reinforcement learning
(RL), this is often referred to as inverse RL [22, 23], where
the reward function is derived from the demonstrations and
used to train a policy [24, 25, 26, 27, 28]. While these
methods reduce the need for extensive human demonstrations,
they still suffer from significant sample inefficiency. As a
result of this inefficiency in deploying RL policies in the real
world, behavior cloning (BC) [29, 30, 31, 32] has become
increasingly popular in robotics. Recent advances in BC
have demonstrated success in learning policies for both long-
horizon tasks [33, 34, 35] and multi-task scenarios [18, 36, 6,
37]. However, most of these approaches rely on image-based
representations [38, 18, 39, 36, 6, 40], which limits their
ability to generalize to new objects and function effectively
outside of controlled lab environments. In this work, we
propose P3-PO, which attempts to address this reliance on
image representations by directly using points priors as an
input to the policy instead of raw images. Through extensive
experiments, we observe that such an abstraction helps learn
robust policies that generalize across varying scenarios.

B. Object-centric Representation Learning

Object-centric representation learning aims to create struc-
tured representations for individual components within a
scene, rather than treating the scene as a whole. Common
techniques in this area include segmenting scenes into
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bounding boxes [41, 34, 42, 43, 12] and estimating object
poses [44, 45]. While bounding boxes show promise, they
share similar limitations with non object-centric image-
based models, such as overfitting to specific object instances.
Pose estimation, although less prone to overfitting, requires
separate models for each object in a task. Another popular
method involves using point clouds [13, 46], but their high
dimensionality necessitates specialized models, making it
difficult to accurately capture spatial relationships. In contrast,
P3-PO leverages point prescription, eliminating the need to
learn a representation because it is predefined by a human.
This enables zero-shot generalization to both new objects
and new spatial configurations. Similar to our method prior
work [47] uses correspondence to identify where to interact
with an object, however, this method relies on anygrasp [43],
which is limited to a certain set of objects. Additionally,
this method requires learning the affordance of an object,
which can introduce errors that are less likely with point
prescription.

III. BACKGROUND

A. Behavior Cloning

Behavior cloning [48, 49] aims to learn a behavior policy
πb given access to either the expert policy πe or trajectories
derived from the expert policy T e. This work operates in
the setting where the agent only has access to observation-
based trajectories, i.e. T e ≡ {(ot, at)Tt=0}Nn=0. Here N
and T denote the number of demonstrations and episode
timesteps respectively. We choose this specific setting since
obtaining observations and actions from expert or near-expert
demonstrators is feasible in real-world settings [7, 50] and
falls in line with recent work in this area [18, 51, 52, 7, 39].

B. Semantic Correspondence

Finding corresponding points across multiple images of
the same scene is a well-established problem in computer vi-
sion [53, 54]. Correspondence is essential for solving a range
of larger challenges, including 3D reconstruction [55, 56],
motion tracking [17, 57, 58, 59], image registration [54], and
object recognition [60]. In contrast, semantic correspondence
focuses on matching points between a source image and an
image of a different scene (e.g., identifying the left eye of a cat
in relation to the left eye of a dog). Traditional correspondence
methods [54, 53] often struggle with semantic correspondence
due to the substantial differences in features between the
images. Recent advancements in semantic correspondence
utilize deep learning and dense correspondence techniques
to enhance robustness [61, 62, 63] across variations in
background, lighting, and camera perspectives. In this work,
we adopt a diffusion-based point correspondence model,
DIFT [16], to establish correspondences between a reference
and an observed image, which is illustrated in Figure 3.

C. Point Tracking

Point tracking across videos is a problem in computer
vision, where a set of reference points are given in the first
frame of the video, and the task is to track these points

Prescriptive Points Corresponding Points

Fig. 3: Results of the correspondence model when used on
the pick mug and plate off rack tasks. On the left is the frame
that is annotated by a human. On the right we show that
semantic correspondence [16] is able to identify the same
points across a variety of instances of each object.

across multiple frames of the video sequence. Point tracking
has proven crucial for many applications, including motion
analysis [64], object tracking [65], and visual odometry [66].
The goal is to establish reliable correspondences between
points in one frame and their counterparts in subsequent
frames, despite challenges such as changes in illumination,
occlusions, and camera motion. While traditional point
tracking methods rely on detecting local features in images,
more recent advancements leverage deep learning and dense
correspondence methods to improve robustness and accu-
racy [17, 57, 58]. In this work, we use Co-Tracker [17] to
track a set of reference points defined in the first frame of
a robot’s trajectory. These points tracked through the entire
trajectory are then used to train generalizable robot policies
for the real world. This can be visualized in Figure 2.a.

IV. PRESCRIPTIVE POINT PRIORS FOR POLICIES (P3-PO)

Given demonstrations for robot manipulation tasks that
cover a small set of possible object configurations and types,
we seek to learn a generalizable robot policy that is robust to
significant environmental variations and applicable to diverse
object locations and types. To achieve this, we introduce P3-
PO, an algorithm that decouples perception and planning to
promote generalization. P3-PO operates in two phases. First,
given a small set of robot demonstrations, the user annotates
a single task frame with a set of semantically meaningful
points. These reference points are propagated to the rest of the
dataset using a combination of semantic correspondence and
point tracking. The points obtained are fed into a transformer-
based policy model for action prediction. An overview of our
method has been provided in Figure 2. Below, we describe
each component in detail.

A. One-Time Point Prescriptions

Our method begins by collecting robot demonstrations
for a task through robot teleoperation [50]. The user then
randomly selects one demonstration and annotates semanti-
cally meaningful points on the first frame that are relevant
to performing the task, such as points on the robot and the
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Fig. 4: Illustration of spatial variation used in our experiments.

objects being manipulated. This process often requires less
than 5 seconds. These user-annotated points serve as priors
for the rest of the data generation process. Using an off-the-
shelf semantic correspondence model called DIFT [16], we
transfer the points on the first frame to the corresponding
locations on the first frames of all other demonstrations
in the dataset. This allows us to initialize the key points
across the entire dataset without additional human effort. For
each demonstration, we then employ an off-the-shelf point
tracking algorithm, Co-Tracker [17], to automatically track the
initialized key points through the entire trajectory. In this way,
by leveraging existing vision models for correspondence and
tracking, we can efficiently compute the key points on every
frame in the dataset while requiring the user to only annotate
a single frame. This process, visualized in Figure 1, takes
advantage of large, internet-scale pre-training of the vision
models to generalize to new object instances and scenes
without additional training. We prefer point tracking over
correspondence at every frame due to its faster inference speed
and ability to handle occlusions by continuing to track points.
During inference, DIFT is used to mark the corresponding
key points on the first frame, followed by Co-Tracker tracking
the points during execution.

B. Policy Architecture

We employ the BAKU [18] architecture for policy learning.
Instead of feeding in raw images, we use points derived from
the previous section as input to the policy. Each 2D image
point is first back-projected to 3D using the depth information
from the camera. The points are flattened into a single
vector in the order in which they are annotated. This point
representation is then encoded using a multilayer perceptron
(MLP) encoder. Given the noise in real-world depth sensing,
we aggregate a history of observation features and feed them
as separate tokens into the BAKU causal transformer policy.
The policy predicts the action corresponding to each historical
token using a deterministic action head and action chunking
with exponential temporal averaging [7].

Pick mug Lift plate

Mug on plateTake out bottle

Fig. 5: Illustration of objects used in our experiments. In each
image, the left pile depicts the in-domain objects while on the
right are novel objects used in our generalization experiments.

V. EXPERIMENTS

Our experiments are designed to answer the following
questions: (1) How well does P3-PO work for policy
learning? (2) How well does P3-PO work for novel object
instances? (3) Can P3-PO handle background distractors?
(4) How does P3-PO perform with estimated depth? (5) Can
P3-PO be improved with stronger priors?

A. Experimental Setup

Our experiments are performed on a Ufactory xArm 7
robot with an xArm Gripper in a kitchen environment. The
policies are trained with RGB-D images from a third-person
camera view and robot proprioception as input. The action
space is comprised of the robot end effector pose and the
gripper state. We collect a total of 160 demonstrations across
4 real-world tasks with varied object positions and types. The
demonstrations are collected using a VR-based teleoperation
system [50] at a 30Hz frequency, which are then subsampled
to 5Hz. The learned policies are deployed at 5Hz.

B. Task Descriptions

We experiment with four manipulation tasks that exhibit
significant variability in object position, type, and background
context. Figure 6 provides rollouts of the tasks performed in
our real-world setup. For each task, we collect expert demon-
strations across a variety of object sizes and appearances.
We refer to objects and environments seen in our collected
data as in-domain. During evaluations, we add novel object
instances that are unseen in the training data. The variations
in positions and object instances for each task are depicted
in Figure 4 and Figure 5 respectively. We provide a brief
description of each task below.

a) Pick mug: The robot arm picks up a mug placed on
the kitchen counter. The position of the mug is varied for
each evaluation. We collect 15 demonstrations for 4 different
mugs, resulting in a total of 60 demonstrations for the task.
During evaluation, we introduce 3 novel mugs.



TABLE I: In-domain policy performance

Method Pick mug Lift plate Mug on plate Take out bottle

RGB [18] 13/40 22/30 8/40 5/20
RGB-D 19/40 22/30 7/40 6/20
GROOT [13] 7/40 7/30 0/40 0/20
P3-PO 39/40 29/30 32/40 13/20

b) Lift plate: The robot arm lifts a plate placed on the
upper level of a rack. We collect 8 demonstrations for 3
different plates, resulting in a total of 24 demonstrations.
During evaluation we introduce 2 novel plates.

c) Mug on plate: The robot arm picks up a mug placed
on the kitchen counter and places it on a plate. We collect
15 demonstrations for 4 different mugs placed on the same
plate, resulting in a total of 60 demonstrations for the task.
During evaluation we use 1 novel mug and 1 novel plate.

d) Take out bottle: The robot arm takes a bottle out
from the lower level of a rack. We collect 8 demonstrations
for 2 different bottles, leading to a total of 16 demonstrations.
During evaluation we introduce 2 novel bottles.

For all tasks, the xArm is initialized at its home position,
while the object locations are varied across trials. During
evaluation, the objects are placed in a held-out set of positions
to keep comparisons fair across baselines.

C. Baselines

We compare P3-PO with three primary baselines.
a) Full RGB Representation: This method utilizes the

BAKU transformer architecture [18], which takes the full
RGB image of the scene and robot proprioception as input.

b) RGB-D Representation: This is a depth-based ex-
tension of BAKU that separately processes the depth image
using an encoder and appends a depth token to the policy
input for action prediction.

c) GROOT [13]: GROOT is a transformer-based imita-
tion learning algorithm that constructs an object-centric 3D
representation using Segment Anything [60] and a clustered
point cloud which makes it robust to background distractors
and novel objects. We refer the reader to the paper [13] for
more details about GROOT.

D. Considerations for policy learning

P3-PO generates a point-based representation from
512x512 pixel images. For correspondence, P3-PO leverages
DIFT [16], using the first layer of the hundredth time step
with an ensemble size of 4. Point tracking in P3-PO is
performed by a modified version of online Co-Tracker that
enables tracking one frame at a time, rather than in chunks.
P3-PO and GROOT utilize observation history while the
RGB and RGB-D baselines do not [18]. Additionally, the
RGB and RGB-D baselines incorporate robot proprioception
as an input, while we follow GROOT and do not use robot
proprioception as an input to P3-PO.

E. How well does P3-PO perform for policy learning?

We first evaluate P3-PO’s performance on the in-domain
environment configurations using in-domain objects. We

TABLE II: Policy performance on novel object instances

Method Pick mug Lift plate Mug on plate Take out bottle

RGB 6/30 5/20 0/20 2/20
RGB-D 3/30 10/20 1/20 4/20
GROOT 4/30 5/20 0/20 0/20
P3-PO 29/30 18/20 16/20 10/20

TABLE III: Policy performance with background distractors

Method Pick mug Lift plate

In-domain Novel object In-domain Novel object

RGB 0/5 0/5 4/5 0/5
RGB-D 1/5 0/5 2/5 0/5
GROOT 0/5 1/5 1/5 1/5
P3-PO 5/5 5/5 5/5 5/5

conduct 10 trials per object per task resulting in a variable
number of total trials per task. The results have been reported
in Table I. We observe that P3-PO outperforms the strongest
baseline on average by 43% across our four real-world tasks. It
must be noted that we only use 8-15 demonstrations per object
per task, which is much smaller than prior works studying
spatial generalization in robot policy learning [9, 7, 8]. For
the full RGB and RGB-D baselines, most failures stem from
minor errors, suggesting these policies could be improved
with additional demonstrations. In the case of GROOT,
having introduced larger variations in both the rotations
and spatial locations of objects than the original paper [13],
we observe that the policy is unable to generalize. We
believe this limitation arises because GROOT normalizes each
object-specific point cloud by its centroid, losing information
about its position in space. To address this, GROOT adds
the positional embedding of the centroid to the processed
representation. However, this may not optimally reinforce
the positional information. Videos on our website provide
examples supporting these hypotheses.

F. How well does P3-PO work for novel objects?

Table II compares the performance of P3-PO with the
baselines when tested on novel objects. These objects can be
seen in Figure 5. We conduct 10 trials for each novel object for
each task resulting in a variable number of total trials per task.
We observe that P3-PO’s visual representation allows it to
effectively generalize to novel object instances, outperforming
the strongest baseline by 58% across all tasks. The RGB
and RGB-D baselines exhibit reduced performance on novel
objects due to their reliance on visual features learned from
the training set. While designed for generalization, GROOT
struggles with spatial variations resulting in lower accuracy.
These results suggest that P3-PO, with its point-based non-
image specific representation, is better equipped to generalize
to novel objects than prior methods.

G. Can P3-PO handle background distractors?

We evaluate the performance of P3-PO in the presence
of distractors in the task background. An illustration of the
distractors has been included in Figure 2(c). We study this
on two tasks - pick mug and lift plate. For each, we evaluate
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Fig. 6: Real-world rollouts showing P3-PO’s capability on (a) in-domain objects and (b) novel objects.

TABLE IV: Effect of camera vs. predicted depth on P3-PO

P3-PO Pick mug Lift plate

In-domain Novel object In-domain Novel object

Camera Depth 5/5 5/5 5/5 5/5
Depth Anything 5/5 5/5 5/5 5/5

the performance using 5 trials each on an in-domain object
and a novel object. Table III provides these results. We
observe that P3-PO outperforms the strongest baseline by
80%. The image-based baselines exhibit low accuracy due to
their reliance on visual features while GROOT struggles with
spatial generalization. These results reinforce that P3-PO’s
point representation, decoupled from raw pixel values, enables
policies that are robust to environmental perturbations.

H. How does P3-PO without ground truth depth?

Given recent advances in monocular depth prediction [19,
20], we investigate the importance of true depth values for
the performance of P3-PO. To evaluate this, we compare
P3-PO when using true depth from an RGB-D camera
versus predicted depth from an off-the-shelf monocular
depth estimation model, Depth Anything 2 [20]. As shown
in Table IV, we observe that P3-PO achieves equivalent
performance on two tasks, with one in-domain object and
one novel object, regardless of whether true or predicted depth
was provided. This is an interesting result, as it implies that
P3-PO may be applicable to large-scale robot datasets [6, 67]
which might not always include depth data.

I. Can P3-PO be improved with stronger priors?

Prior work has shown that encoding relational structure
between inputs can improve policy learning generalization [68,
69, 70, 71]. In this section, we investigate whether encoding
the spatial relationships between key points as a graph prior
could further enhance P3-PO’s performance. Specifically, we
represent the key points as a fully connected graph, with
edges encoding the 3D distance between each pair of points.
Leveraging the annotation order, we flatten this graph into a
vector representation encoding the spatial relations between all
point pairs. Policies are then trained on this graph-structured
input. As shown in Table V, encoding the key points as a
graph prior results in similar performance to directly using
the key points as input. While additional structure did not
provide clear benefits in this case, future work could explore
more sophisticated relational encodings or combining our
approach with other structural priors.

J. Can P3-PO complete more complex tasks?

In this section, we demonstrate that in addition to the tasks
shown above, P3-PO excels at tasks that are more complex
and dexterous than simple pick-and-place operations. First,
we present results for a sweeping task where the robot picks
up a broom and sweeps a nearby cutting board (Fig 7). This
task is challenging for two reasons - (1) The broom’s handle is
rounded, requiring precise handling to prevent slipping. This
demonstrates that the point-based context provides sufficient
environmental understanding for precise manipulation. (2)
The task is long-horizon, consisting of two stages: lifting the
broom and sweeping the board. P3-PO is able to understand
its place in the sequence and act accordingly.



Fig. 7: Rollouts of the two complex tasks. On the top we show that for both of these tasks P3-PO can generalize to the object
being in a different location. On the bottom we show that P3-PO can also generalize to different orientations of the object.

To evaluate P3-PO’s adaptability, we tested the task with
two different baskets, showcasing its ability to handle varying
vertical and horizontal angles. This is demonstrated in Fig 7
The model achieves an 80% success rate when trained on
30 demonstrations and evaluated on 10 trials.

Next, we present results for an open-microwave task, which
requires the robot to navigate into the thin opening between
the handle and the microwave. Despite relying solely on
point-based input, the robot is able to succeed with a high
level of precision. This task is further challenging due to the
wide range of orientations and variations in the microwave’s
initial placement. The results demonstrate P3-PO’s ability to
generalize to new locations and accurately interpret object
orientations. P3-PO achieves an 80% success rate on this
task when evaluated on 10 trials and trained on 22 expert
demonstrations. Variations in microwave locations and task
execution are shown in Figure 7.

K. What do failures look like in P3-PO?

In Figure 8, we present examples of both successful and
failed episodes across all six tasks. These examples highlight
that while P3-PO does not always succeed, its failures come
close to achieving the task objectives. For instance, in the
"open microwave" task, the failures occur when the robot
cannot open the microwave door far enough for the door
to remain open. Similarly, tasks like "pick mug" and "lift
plate" likely fail due to noise in the depth measurements.
Notable these failures are infrequent and we believe they can
be addressed in future iterations of this work.

TABLE V: Effect of stronger priors on P3-PO

Input Lift plate Take out bottle

In-domain Novel object In-domain Novel object

Point 5/5 4/5 3/5 3/5
Graph 5/5 5/5 4/5 3/5

VI. CONCLUSION AND LIMITATIONS

In this work, we presented Prescriptive Point Priors for
Policies (P3-PO), a simple yet effective framework that
leverages human-provided semantic key points to enable
more robust policy learning. P3-PO demonstrates improved
generalization to spatial variations, novel objects, and distract-
ing backgrounds compared to prior state-of-the-art methods.
We recognize a few limitations in this work: (a) P3-PO’s
reliance on existing vision models makes it susceptible to their
failures. For instance, point tracking failures under occlusion
hurt policy performance. However, we believe that continued
advances in computer vision will serve to further strengthen
performance of P3-PO. (b) While point abstractions facilitate
better generalization, they lose information about scene
context that could be important for navigation amid obstacles
or clutter. Future work developing algorithms to retain sparse
contextual cues while maintaining P3-PO’s object-centric
representation may help address this. (c) In this work, we
primarily study the single task performance of point prior
policies. Extending the framework to multitask learning would
be an interesting research direction. Overall, we believe P3-
PO takes an important step toward developing general, data-



Fig. 8: Demonstrations of success and failure for each task. On the left we show successful demonstrations and on the right
demonstrations of episodes that fail.

efficient robot policies suitable for real-world deployment by
grounding them in human point priors.
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