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Figure 1: Overview of DexJoCo. DexJoCo is a dexterous manipulation benchmark with a toolkit
for data collection and policy evaluation, covering tool-use, bimanual coordination, long-horizon
execution, and reasoning. It includes 11 tasks, 1.1K human demonstration trajectories, and supports
trajectory replay under domain randomization for robustness evaluation.

Abstract: Achieving human-level manipulation requires dexterous robotic hands
capable of complex object interactions. Advancing such capabilities further de-
mands standardized benchmarks for systematic evaluation. However, existing
dexterous benchmarks lack tasks that reflect the unique manipulation capabilities
of dexterous hands over parallel grippers, as well as comprehensive evaluation
pipelines. In this paper, we present DexJoCo, a benchmark and toolkit for task-
oriented dexterous manipulation, comprising 11 functionally grounded tasks that
evaluate tool-use, bimanual coordination, long-horizon execution, and reasoning.
We develop a low-cost data collection system and collect 1.1K trajectories across
these tasks, with support for domain randomization to assess robustness. We
benchmark modern models under diverse settings, including visual and dynamics
randomization, multi-task training, and action-head adaptation. Through extensive
empirical analysis, we identify several important insights and common limitations
of current policies in dexterous manipulation, highlighting key challenges for future
research in dexterous hand robot learning.
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1 Introduction

Learning from human demonstrations is an effective pathway toward generalist robot manipulation.
In recent years, the robotics community has developed low-cost data collection pipelines [1, 2] and
introduced a wide range of foundation models based on the VLA architecture [3, 4, 5, 6, 7]. However,
most existing systems and datasets primarily focus on manipulator-gripper platforms. Human-level
manipulation requires dexterous hands capable of fine-grained and contact-rich interactions, making
dexterous manipulation learning increasingly important [8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. Advancing dexterous
manipulation learning also requires standardized evaluation benchmarks to systematically measure
model capabilities and guide future research.

Due to differences in environmental setups and robot configurations across laboratories, evaluating
dexterous manipulation algorithms requires a benchmark. Although evaluation benchmarks for
manipulator-gripper robotic systems have become relatively mature, and several benchmark efforts
have also been introduced for dexterous hand manipulation, existing approaches still suffer from the
following limitations: (1) Many existing works omit the manipulator and consider hand-only setups
to enlarge the effective workspace, resulting in benchmark trajectories that are difficult to realize in
real-world scenarios. (2) Current benchmarks evaluate in-hand manipulation or pick-and-place tasks;
however, in-hand manipulation tasks are limited in functional diversity, while pick-and-place tasks
fail to reveal the distinct capabilities of dexterous hands compared to simple grippers, restricting
progress toward general manipulation. (3) Existing works lack reliable and user-friendly systems
for collecting high-quality dexterous manipulation trajectories. Since complex dexterous hand
behaviors are difficult to generate using conventional motion planning, most existing works rely
on reinforcement learning or automated generation pipelines to obtain trajectories, which often
produce behaviors that are inconsistent with natural human manipulation patterns. (4) Existing
dexterous manipulation benchmarks lack standardized language instructions and unified data formats
for modern VLA models, making systematic training and evaluation difficult.

Benchmark Hand Tool-Use ~ Bimanual = Reasoning  Hand MoCap System  Trajectory collection methods
CALVIN [13] v Motion Planning
LIBERO [14] Human Demonstration
RoboTwin 2.0 [15] v Motion Planning
DexMimicGen [16] v v Few Human + MimicGen
Bi-DexHands [17] v v RL Policy
DexJoCo (ours) v v v v Human Demonstration

Table 1: Comparison with existing manipulation benchmarks. DexJoCo features more comprehensive
evaluation task categories that highlight the unique capabilities of dexterous hands, together with an
easy-to-use infrastructure for hand-motion-based data collection.

The robot learning community still lacks a standardized benchmark for dexterous hand manipulation,
highlighting the need for an evaluation framework. Therefore, we present DexJoCo, a benchmark
and toolkit for task-oriented dexterous manipulation, with comparisons to existing manipulation
benchmarks summarized in Table 1. In designing the tasks, we emphasize functionally grounded
interactions that highlight the unique capabilities of dexterous hands, particularly in tool-use scenarios
that require fine-grained finger coordination and complex object interactions. Furthermore, we
introduce long-horizon tasks, bimanual coordination tasks, and reasoning tasks to evaluate policy
performance across multiple dimensions. A comprehensive evaluation framework requires not only
diverse and functionally meaningful task definitions, but also an efficient system for collecting
manipulation trajectories. To this end, we develop a low-cost teleoperation hardware setup together
with a retargeting module that reduces the embodiment gap between human hand motions and
dexterous hand control. Using this system, we collect demonstration data across our task suite and
evaluate several modern manipulation policies, leading to several insights into the limitations and
challenges of current dexterous manipulation policies, which may facilitate future progress in robot
learning. Our contributions are summarized as follows:



(1) DexJoCo benchmark: We introduce a dexterous manipulation benchmark featuring functionally
grounded tasks that evaluate the unique capabilities of dexterous hands, including fine-grained
manipulation, tool-use, bimanual coordination, long-horizon execution, and reasoning capabilities.

(2) DexJoCo toolkit: We develop a low-cost teleoperation system with a retargeting module for
efficient collection of dexterous manipulation demonstrations.

(3) DexJoCo datasets: We collect 1.1K human demonstration trajectories in simulation and evaluate
several modern policies, where dexterous hand trajectory data remains relatively limited in prior
work.

2 Related Works

Dexterous Manipulation Benchmark When designing benchmarks for manipulator—gripper
robotic systems, the relatively low degrees of freedom of these robots make it possible to col-
lect large amounts of trajectory data at low cost or through automated procedures [18, 14, 19, 20, 13,
15,21, 22, 23, 24, 25]. However, achieving human-level manipulation requires dedicated benchmarks
for manipulator-hand robotic systems. Several existing dexterous hand benchmarks [17, 26, 27] are
primarily designed for reinforcement learning and mainly focus on in-hand manipulation. While
effective for evaluating low-level dexterous control, their task formulations often provide limited
coverage of functional, task-oriented interactions with the environment. Moreover, without access
to high-quality human demonstrations, reinforcement learning alone often struggles to generate rea-
sonable and physically plausible manipulation trajectories. Some recent works have adopted human
demonstrations or automatically generated trajectories to enable imitation learning for dexterous hand
systems [28, 16, 29]. Nevertheless, the resulting task designs are often not sufficiently challenging or
functionally rich to assess human-level dexterous manipulation, and therefore fail to highlight the
fundamental differences between hand-based manipulation and gripper-based manipulation. There-
fore, the tasks in the DexJoCo benchmark are designed to be more functional and closely aligned
with real-world scenarios. By comparing dexterous hand systems with gripper-based systems, the
DexJoCo benchmark explicitly reveals the advantages of dexterous hands in achieving human-level
manipulation.

Dexterous Hand Trajectory Collection The technical pipeline for collecting trajectories on
manipulator—gripper robotic systems has become increasingly mature [30, 31, 2, 1]. In practice,
action recording only requires tracking the target 6D pose of the robot end-effector, while the gripper
itself typically has only a single degree of freedom, eliminating the need for specialized hardware.
Trajectory collection for dexterous hand systems is considerably more challenging due to their high
degrees of freedom. In practice, specialized hardware is often required to capture the pose of each
fingertip and retarget it to the robotic hand. Standard RGB camera-based solutions offer the lowest
hardware cost [32, 33], but they frequently suffer from severe occlusion and inefficient hand pose
estimation. VR headset-based systems can improve the efficiency of hand pose tracking [34, 35, 36],
yet they are often uncomfortable for prolonged use and still remain susceptible to partial occlusion.
In contrast, motion-capture gloves or exoskeleton devices can largely eliminate occlusion issues
and avoid the need for dedicated vision-based hand pose estimation algorithms [37, 38, 39, 40,
41, 42, 43, 44], enabling the direct acquisition of high-frequency and high-precision hand motion
data. Their main drawbacks, however, are the relatively high hardware cost, and in the case of
exoskeletons, limited wearing comfort. Therefore, we aim to design a data collection system based
on motion-capture gloves, together with an effective retargeting algorithm, to achieve both low cost
and ease of use.

3 DexJoCo Benchmark and Toolkit

DexJoCo provides a benchmark and toolkit for dexterous manipulation, including task environments,
human demonstration collection tools, policy training interfaces, and evaluation utilities. Fig. 2 illus-
trates the overall DexJoCo pipeline, from task construction and trajectory collection to policy training



and evaluation. In this section, we describe the Robot Setup and Observation State, teleoperation
system, task design, domain randomization settings, and policy evaluation.

Structured scene construction in MuJoCo Human teleoperation Data collection
model!= mujoco.load_xml("scene.xml") ) demo/
state!= init_state(model) p replay.zarr/
task-= Task(success_condition) r===== ) data: [ 1
= - I Retargeted ! I i
2 PN W e
% x>\ - e e - : ]
Ry A
Policy evaluation Data format conversion and policy training Domain r ization via replay

Dataset v3.0 Third-person
camera pose Table texture

l T
(e ] S
C—J Server Policy inference Zarr — Lighting direction
D and color

Q Client Task environment LeRobot- ‘I: @' .
-

Table height

Figure 2: DexJoCo pipeline. 3D assets are first imported into MuJoCo, where structured success
conditions are defined based on object poses, articulated joint states, contact conditions, and temporal
constraints. Human demonstrations are collected through the teleoperation system, with actions
directly recorded as robot position control commands. Replay-based visual augmentation can
optionally be applied to the collected trajectories. The data can then be converted into mainstream
formats such as LeRobot and DP Zarr through the provided interface. After training, policies are
evaluated in the constructed task environments using a server—client framework.

3.1 Robot Setup and Observation State

DexJoCo is developed on top of the MuJoCo physics simulator, enabling accurate and realistic
physics modeling. The robotic system consists of three main components: a Rethink Robotics mount
as the base, a Franka Panda manipulator, and an Allegro Hand for dexterous manipulation. These
assets are mature, precisely modeled, and widely adopted in the robotics community. DexJoCo
provides rich perceptual observations from the simulation environment, including third-person and
wrist-mounted RGB and RGB-D images, object poses of the interactive entities in the scene, the
robot’s motion states, the current end-effector pose, and the joint angles of the hand. The action space
in the collected robot trajectories is defined as follows: manipulator actions are represented by the
target absolute end-effector pose in the world coordinate frame, while hand actions are specified as

target absolute joint angles.
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Figure 3: Human demonstration data collection system. The left figure shows the overall teleoper-
ation system. A Rokoko glove is used to capture hand poses, while an HTC Vive tracker is employed
to track the wrist pose. The right figure shows that a retargeting mapping is trained to convert human
fingertip poses into joint configurations of the Allegro hand.

3.2 Human Demonstration Data Collection System

Vive tracker

Hardware Design The hardware system in DexJoCo is designed to balance low cost and usability.
Hand motion capture is performed using Rokoko Smartgloves, avoiding the occlusion issues of
camera-based methods, while two HTC Vive Trackers and two HTC Base Stations are used to track
wrist motions and control the Franka end-effector pose. This setup enables accurate teleoperated



trajectory collection and remains low-cost at approximately $2,300 USD. A simple 3D-printed
connector is further designed to integrate the trackers and gloves into a unified assembly.

Teleoperation Algorithm The teleoperation system consists of hand motion retargeting and wrist
motion tracking. Due to the structural differences between human and robotic hands, direct linear
mapping is infeasible. We adopt GeoRT [38], a lightweight self-supervised retargeting method
without requiring paired human-robot annotations. The retargeting model f maps human fingertip
keypoints x g to robot joint positions gr = f(x g ) by minimizing:

L= £dir + )\l»ccover + )\2£ﬂat + )\?wcpinch + )\45001 (1)

where Lg;; preserves fingertip motion directions, Loy, enlarges workspace coverage, Lg, maintains
uniform sensitivity, Lpincn preserves pinch behaviors, and Lo avoids self-collisions. Only fingertip
workspaces are recorded during data collection and used for training, enabling accurate real-time
teleoperation. For wrist tracking, the tracker is fixed such that human wrist motions align with the
Franka end-effector. The initial wrist pose is recorded as a reference, and subsequent actions are
represented as relative pose changes. The robot then executes these delta actions to reproduce the
desired motion.

3.3 Task Design in the Benchmark

Task Design
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Figure 4: Task design in DexJoCo. The top panel illustrates the task environment design, showing
the initial state of each task. The bottom panel presents the visual and interactive properties of the
task assets.

Formulation Each task in DexJoCo is defined by a set of interactive objects and task goals:
T = (0,G), where O = {01,09,...,0,} denotes the set of interactive objects in the scene. The
task goal is formulated as a set of functional success constraints G = { Jseq> Gpose Jioint Jeontact 1» Where
Jseq denotes temporal or sequential execution constraints, gpose Specifies target object pose conditions,
Gioint TEpresents articulated joint-state requirements, and geontact defines collision. A task is considered
successful only when all task-dependent goal constraints are satisfied simultaneously.

Task Design Principles DexJoCo tasks are systematically constructed to cover diverse dexterous
manipulation capabilities, as shown in Fig. 4. We follow several core design principles. (1) Functional



Interaction: Tasks are designed with functional semantics that reflect everyday human activities
rather than simple object relocation. Moreover, the involved objects provide explicit visual interaction
feedback, enabling intuitive perception of task progress and completion. (2) Dexterity Dependency:
Tasks are designed such that successful execution fundamentally depends on dexterous manipulation
capabilities, including fine-grained finger coordination and articulated object interaction, which
cannot be reliably achieved by parallel grippers. (3) Long-Horizon Compositionality: Tasks involve
multi-stage execution with temporal dependencies between sub-goals. (4) Bimanual Coordination:
A subset of tasks requires coordinated bimanual manipulation with asymmetric functional roles
between the two hands. Based on these principles, tasks are organized into capability-oriented
categories, including tool-use tasks, reasoning tasks, bimanual coordination tasks, and long-horizon
tasks, ensuring broad and structured benchmark coverage. The construction cost of each individual
task is relatively low, enabling efficient and scalable benchmark expansion.

Task Asset Construction The base scene design follows RoboSuite [45], and we adopt robot
assets from MuJoCo Menagerie [46]. New tasks are constructed by instantiating task-specific
objects within the base scene and defining corresponding success conditions. For each task, we
curate high-quality assets from RoboCasa [22] and PartNet-Mobility from SAPIEN [47], which
typically provide predefined physical and dynamic parameters. For assets without such annotations,
we generate them using Hunyuan3D [48] and manually assign physically plausible properties. To
enhance functional interaction realism, we additionally incorporate explicit visual state changes into
task assets. For example, in the Water Plant task, water is displayed when the watering can handle
reaches a predefined joint state threshold. In the iPad Unlock task, buttons are highlighted upon finger
contact. In the Click Mouse task, pressing the mouse button activates the computer display, indicating
successful interaction.

3.4 Domain Randomizations

To evaluate the policy over a broader data distribution, we introduce a domain randomization option
for all task scenarios. To generate more diverse trajectories, we not only randomize the placement of
objects on the table plane but also vary the table height. To increase visual diversity, we randomize
the third-person camera poses, the direction and color of scene illumination, and the tabletop textures.
Notably, visual randomization can be efficiently applied by replaying the same trajectories under
different rendering settings, enabling scalable augmentation without additional teleoperation effort.
For camera pose randomization, we first densely sample camera poses uniformly on a spherical
surface, and then select 50 poses with minimal occlusion. For lighting randomization, we follow a
simple procedure inspired by our implementation. Each light in the scene is randomized in terms of its
position, direction, and diffuse color to introduce diverse illumination conditions. For tabletop texture
randomization, we sample textures from a pre-constructed texture library. Detailed visualization and
task-specific settings are provided in App. C.

3.5 Imitation Learning Policy Evaluation

Baseline Models We benchmark four policies on DexJoCo: ACT [49], Diffusion Policy [50] (DP-T
and DP-C), 7g 5 [6], and GROOT N1.5 [7]. ACT (via C-VAE) and DP (via diffusion) are trained from
scratch using vision and proprioception. In contrast, mg 5 and GROOT N1.5 (fine-tuned via LoRA [51])
use flow-matching and additionally condition on language. Because their default 32-dimensional
action heads are insufficient for bimanual tasks, we retain these pretrained weights but randomly
initialize the extra dimensions (partial pretrain-AH). All baselines formulate action chunking as:

fp(at:tjtkfl) = 7r9(at:t+k:71 ‘ 5t7h+1:t>l) ()

In the formula, given h frames of historical observations s and an optional language instruction [, it
models the conditional probability of a future k-step action chunk.

Model Deployment For evaluation, we use an asynchronous inference mechanism inspired by
SmolVLA [52]: the next action chunk is generated while the current one executes, eliminating idle



waiting. Overlapping chunks are temporally ensembled for smoothness. This mirrors real-world
deployment and highlights the impact of inference frequency: lighter policies run faster, utilizing
more recent observations to reduce idle frames and improve reactivity.

4 Experiments
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Figure 5: Performance evaluation and failure mode analysis. DP denotes Diffusion Policy, with
-T and -C representing Transformer and CNN-based architectures, respectively. (a) Comparison of
average success rates across different baselines under the “rand-obj” (Table 2) condition. (b) and (c)
provide a detailed breakdown of failure modes for 7 5 and DP-C. These statistics are aggregated from
550 evaluation trials (50 runs across 11 tasks) to identify main bottlenecks in dexterous manipulation.

Task DP-T DP-C ACT 0.5 GROOT N1.5
) rand-obj rand-full | rand-obj rand-full | rand-obj rand-full | rand-obj rand-full | rand-obj rand-full
Hammer Nail | 81.3+3.1 18.7+12 | 58.74+4.2 19.3+3.1 | 50.0+£7.2 22.7+6.1 | 84.7+£5.0 17.3+5.0 | 67.3+42 38.7+83
Click Mouse | 62.0+2.0 25.3+8.1 | 74.04£53 34.7+4.2 | 61.3+£3.1 48.7+5.0 | 64.7+8.1 54.7+7.0 | 85.3+£3.1 74.0+2.0
Pick Bucket | 83.3+3.1 58.7+15.0 | 70.0£2.0 68.0+£35 | 64.0£4.0 36.0+£53 | 84.0+72 78.7+6.1 | 72.0£6.0 69.3+6.1
Pinch Tongs | 22.74+5.8 18.7+3.1 | 57.3+6.4 28.7+11.7 | 31.3+3.1 23.3+£7.0 |24.0+£69 18.7+1.2 | 12.74£23 53+23
Fold Glasses | 53.3+3.1 11.3+12 | 54.0£159 153+7.6 | 47.3+£11.0 7.3+3.1 | 72.0+3.5 39.3+3.1 | 27.3+£23 20.7+3.1
Water Plant | 84.0+£3.5 56.0+8.7 | 63.3+3.1 54.04£53 |47.3+4.6 52.7+8.1 |88.7+3.1 75.3+64 | 72.7+£12 66.0+53
Unlock iPad /B | 8.0+2.0 2.04+2.0 |52.04+2.0 12.0+3.5 9.3+3.1  0.7£12 | 12.0+£35 0.0£0.0 | 12.7+11.0 0.040.0
Hanoi /B | 24.7+46 0.7+12 | 127431  9.3+6.1 6.0+2.0 4.7+23 |153£3.1 15.3+23 | 0.7+12 0.0£0.0
Assembly /B | 4.7+3.1 0.0£00 | 3.3+12 0.0£00 | 0.0+00 0.0£00 | 53+12 0.0+00 | 0.7+12 13+12
Microwave /B | 73.3+£11.6 21.3+4.6 | 54.0+12.5 62.7+6.4 | 66.04+2.0 50.0£6.9 | 70.04+3.5 54.7+6.1 | 50.7+4.6 42.0+7.2
Photograph /B | 56.7+4.6  7.3+1.2 |24.0+87 8.7+42 | 73412 3.3+1.2 |56.74+5.0 21.3+23 | 40.7+£7.0 18.7£7.0
Avg. | 504+14 20.0+14 |47.6+£2.0 28.4+15 |3554+2.0 22.7+13 | 52.5+1.4 34.14+29 | 40.2+03 30.5+1.1

Table 2: Performance comparison on benchmark tasks. Mean success rate (%) =+ std over 11
tasks for five models. “/B”: bimanual tasks; “rand-obj”: only object placement and table height
randomized; “rand-full”: additionally randomizes camera poses, illumination direction/color, and
tabletop textures. Each task is trained under both “rand-obj” and “rand-full” data regimes.

Challenging DexJoCo Bench Exposes Trade-offs Among Pre-training, Scale, and Architecture.
As shown in Table 2 and Fig. 5, the benchmark proves highly challenging: some policies never
succeed on difficult bimanual tasks. For each task, policies are trained on in-domain data under both
“rand-obj”” and “rand-full” regimes. Under visual randomization (“rand-full” in Table 2), success rates
drop sharply across nearly all policies, indicating limited robustness. g 5 achieves the highest overall
success rates, benefiting from large-scale pre-training, yet the much smaller DP-T (~100M, trained
from scratch) performs comparably: 7 5 dominates single-arm tasks while DP-T is competitive on
bimanual ones, likely because training the extra action dimensions from scratch diminishes 7 5’s
pre-training advantage. Surprisingly, DP-C substantially outperforms all other policies on Unlock
iPad and Pinch Tongs. The right panel of Fig. 5 reveals that DP-C excels at precise operations (e.g.,
button pressing) and hinge interactions (e.g., squeezing tongs). We hypothesize that this advantage
stems from being the only policy to use FiLM [53] for observation injection, rather than self or cross
attention, which may provide stronger fine-grained visual perception and benefit precise manipulation.
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Figure 6: Visualization of failure cases in typical tasks.

Failures in Fine-grained Actions, Insertion, and Memory As Fig. 6 shows, in button-based tasks
(Unlock iPad, Click Mouse, Photograph), the policies are able to pick up the tablet or camera, push
the mouse onto the mousepad, yet often fail to click the intended buttons, suggesting they can perceive
the object but overlook its interactive elements. Insertion steps pose a high probability of failure, as
observed in Assembly and Hanoi. In Pinch Tongs, the policies often grasp but fail to squeeze and
release the tongs, possibly due to insufficient temporal memory. In Microwave, the policies typically
place the hot dog into the microwave but then withdraw it alongside the hand.

multi-task rand-dynamics | rand-AH  Vulti-task Training Degradation When
Task DP-T  mos | DPT 705 | 7os  jointly training on all tasks (Table 3, multi-

Hammer Nail | 58.7+£5.0 86.743.1 | 77.34+6.4 82.0+12.5|76.7+1.2 task) with the same number of Steps as
Click Mouse | 38.7+3.1 80.7+3.1 0.0+£0.0 653442 | 54.04+2.0 . ..
Pick Bucket | 55.3+76 833+8.1 | 807431 907+12 |860+s3  single-task training, DP-T degrades on ev-

Pinch Tongs | 6.0+£5.3 45.3+6.1 153442 17.347.6 |26.042.0 ery task, Whlle 0.5 achieves a success rate
Fold Glasses | 11.3450 42.0460 |40.7+46 60.7470 | 640435 . ) )
Water Plant | 60.0469 840440 | 760460 88.0+40 |90.7+s0 increase on Click Mouse and Pinch Tongs,

Unlock iPad /B | 0.04£0.0 0.741.2 0.7+12  0.7+£12 2.743.1 though its average success rate dropS.
Hanoi /B | 8.0+2.0 6.0+0.0 |29.34+23 11.3£3.1 |20.7+1.2

Assembly /B | 13423 33423 | 8.0£53 27£12 | 3.3+42
Microwave /B | 427464 39.3£130 | 700402 413+122 | 61321  70.5 Shows Stronger Robustness  Under
Photograph /B | 28.0+£6.0 29.3+12 |59.3+64 52.0+20 |50.0+00 randomized joint friction, stiffness, and ob-

Avg. | 332424 455415 | 416203 465426 |48.7409 ject mass (Table 3, rand-dynamics), 7.5 av-

erages higher success than DP-T. This con-

Table 3: Multi-task, dynamics, and action-head eval- .

. « : 5. . - firms our simulated benchmark captures per-
uations. “multi-task”: models trained jointly on all f ds und ine d i
tasks; “rand-dynamics”: evaluation with randomized orrr}ance trends under varying ynaml'cs,
dynamics parameters; “rand-AH”: 7 5 with randomly = S€rVing as a proxy for real-world capabili-
reinitialized action head. ties despite sim-to-real gaps.

Retaining Pretrained Action-Head Performs Better We compare partial pretrain-AH (Table 2)
against fully random reinitialization (Table 3, rand-AH), and find that retaining pretrained weights
yields higher success rates on most tasks and a better average.

VLA Model Fails to Exhibit Language Generalization We train my 5 on Unlock iPad using
single-digit passwords (1-5) and evaluate on seen digits (1,2,4), arithmetic expressions (1+1, 2+2),
and English words (two, one plus one). The results show that the model defaults to a fixed action bias
rather than true language conditioning, see App. A.

5 Discussion

Through our study, we identify several limitations in existing approaches: Lack of Dexterous Hand
Centric Foundation Models. Current VLA models are largely pretrained on gripper-based data,
resulting in an action space mismatch for dexterous hands. Their action heads fail to capture high-
dimensional joint coupling, limiting expressivity and transfer, and motivating embodiment-aware
representations with hand-centric pretraining. Limitations of Vision-Only Policies in Contact-
Rich Manipulation. Vision-only policies are insufficient for contact-rich manipulation. Even with
proprioception, they miss critical cues such as contact forces; incorporating tactile sensing enables
more complete interaction modeling, making multi-modal policies necessary for precision. We note
that the following aspect is not addressed in this work and is left for future investigation: Sim-to-Real
Transfer via More Realistic Modeling. Improving simulation fidelity across physical, visual, and
sensing aspects (e.g., object properties, rendering, and sensor signals) can yield more consistent
dynamics and perception, improving zero-shot transfer and motivating systematic sim-real alignment
beyond domain randomization.
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Appendix

A Statistical Analysis for Language Generalization Results

1 0153

2 0.067 0.307

4 0113

141 0.053

Instruction

242 0.067

two  0.133 0.300

one 0,080

0.380 0.013 0.027

As shown in Fig. 7, the policy exhibits severe mode
collapse. While certain unseen prompts like “two”
o008 I (30.0%=5.3) and “1+1” (24.7%=+10.3) appear to yield
- . os0 moderate precision, the heatmap reveals this to be a
-~ Bl statistical illusion caused by the model’s prior bias.

OROM o000 003 ou  [itoso Specifically, the probability of outputting “2” remains

nearly constant ( 30%) even when the correct answer
£ is “1”7 or “4”. This lack of language conditioning is
further evidenced by the model’s failure on the seen
digit “4”, where precision drops to only 4.0%=2.0 be-
000 cause the model stubbornly outputs “2” (0.273) or “3”

0.027 0.027

0.053 0.060 0.193

» 7 (0.307) instead of the requested digit. Quantitatively, al-
. though a chi-square test rejects the hypothesis of strict
ety o independence (p = 2.15 x 10~%), confirming that the

VLA does react to varying language instructions, the

Figure 7: Output distribution of 7.5 Normalized Mutual Information between instruction

(trained on single digits 1-5) across instruc-
tions on the Unlock iPad.

and output is only 0.018, indicating a negligible rela-
tionship. The average JS divergence across all pairs of

instructions is 0.026, with a maximum of 0.057 (between “1” and “1+1”), further demonstrating
that the policy’s action distribution remains nearly identical regardless of the prompt. We therefore

conclude that the

model fails to achieve true language generalization. The average precision (%)

=+ std across 3 seeds is “1”’: 15.3%=+5.8; “2: 30.7%+12.7; “4”: 4.0%=+2.0; “1+1”°: 24.7%=+10.3;

“2427: 1.3%+1.2;

“two”: 30.0%=5.3; “one plus one”: 20.7%=+2.3.

Table 4: Detailed Language Instruction of Language Generalization Experiment
Password Language Instruction

“1”  “Grasp the iPad and enter the password 1 to unlock the device.”

“2”  “Grasp the iPad and enter the password 2 to unlock the device.”

“3”  “Grasp the iPad and enter the password 3 to unlock the device.”

“4”  “Grasp the iPad and enter the password 4 to unlock the device.”

“5”  “Grasp the iPad and enter the password 5 to unlock the device.”
“1+1”  “Grasp the iPad and enter the result of 1+1 as the password to unlock the device.”
“2+2”  “Grasp the iPad and enter the result of 2+2 as the password to unlock the device.”
“two”  “Grasp the iPad and enter the password two to unlock the device.”

“one plus one”

“Grasp the iPad and enter the result of one plus one as the password to unlock the device.”

B Visualization and Language Instruction of DexJoCo Tasks

Table 5: Visualization and language instruction of DexJoCo tasks.

Task

Visualization Language Instruction

g

10

20 &4
7CFS

Use the hammer to drive the

LS
Hammer Nail ? n | 2 ﬁ ﬁ ﬂ nail into the wooden board.

Continued on next page
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Table 5: Visualization and language instruction of DexJoCo tasks (continued).

Task

Visualization

Language Instruction

Click Mouse

Pick Bucket

Pinch Tongs

Fold Glasses

Water Plant

Unlock iPad /B

Hanoi /B

Assembly /B

Microwave /B

Move the mouse to the purple
mouse pad and click the left
mouse button.

Place the boxed food into
the bucket and then lift the
bucket.

Grasp the tongs and perform
three consecutive open-close
motions.

Fold the glasses and place
them into the case.

Grasp the watering can and ap-
ply water to the plant.

Grasp the iPad and enter the
password 123 to unlock the
device.

Execute the final two moves
of the three-level Tower of
Hanoi: move the medium disk
from the middle peg to the
right peg with the right hand,
then move the small disk from
the left peg to the right peg
with the left hand.

Grasp the tray with the left
hand and the peg with the
right hand, then insert the peg
into the hole.

Open the microwave door,
place the food inside the mi-
crowave, close the door, and
press the start button.
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Table 5: Visualization and language instruction of DexJoCo tasks (continued).

Task Visualization Language Instruction

Grasp the camera with the left
hand, align it with the logo,
and press the shutter button
with the right hand.

Photograph /B

C Randomization Settings of DexJoCo Tasks

Default Domain randomizations
(| )
Ay

t ‘O (5 (W)
h %W A

Table height Third-person Lighting direction Table texture
camera pose and color

Figure 8: Domain randomization settings. The left panel shows the default scene configuration,
while the right panel illustrates the effects of domain randomization, including variations in table
height, third-person camera viewpoints, lighting conditions, and tabletop textures.
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Figure 9: Preset third-person camera poses used for visual randomization.

The visual randomization protocol is shared by all 11 task environments. At reset time, each
environment samples one preset third-person camera pose from the replay-camera pool, randomly
selects a tabletop texture from the texture library, and perturbs scene lighting. Specifically, each light
position is perturbed in the = and y axes by U (—0.3, 0.3), each light direction is perturbed in the = and
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y axes by U(—0.4,0.4), light diffuse RGB values are sampled from U (0.3, 0.8), headlight ambient
RGB values are sampled from U(0.3,0.7), and headlight diffuse RGB values are sampled from
U(0.2,0.6). Fig. 9 visualizes the preset camera-pose pool used for third-person view randomization.

Table-height randomization is also shared across all task environments. At reset time, the table height
offset is sampled as Ah ~ U(0,0.05) m, and task-relevant object heights are shifted consistently
with this offset.

Table 6: Task-specific randomization settings for the 11 DexJoCo task environments. Object place-
ment bounds are reported as planar (z, y) sampling ranges following the corresponding environment
implementation; shared visual and table-height randomization are described above.

Task Object randomization Dynamics randomization

Hammer Nail Hammer (x, y): low [—0.25, —0.35], high [-0.40, —0.50]; Hammer mass multiplier ~ U (0.75, 1.25).
yaw ~ U(—10°,10°).
Nail (2, 3): low [—0.10, 0.00], high [0.00, 0.10].

Click Mouse Mouse (z, y): low [—0.20, 0.00], high [—0.25, 0.05]; yaw Mouse mass multiplier ~ U (0.75, 1.25).
~ U(-10°,10°).
Monitor/mouse-pad target (z, y): fixed at [0.12, 0.30].

Pick Bucket Bucket (z, y): low [—0.20, —0.20], high [—0.15, —0.25]; yaw  Bucket joint friction multiplier
~ U(-10°,10°). ~ U(0.75,1.25).
Boxed food (z, y): low [—0.35, 0.15], high [—0.30, 0.20]; yaw  Bucket and boxed-food mass multipliers
~ U(—-10°,10°). ~ U(0.75,1.25).

Pinch Tongs Tongs (z, y): low [—0.35, —0.25], high [—0.30, —0.20]. Tongs joint friction loss ~ U (0, 0.05).

Joint stiffness multiplier ~ U (0.75, 1.25).
Tongs mass multiplier ~ U (0.75, 1.25).

Fold Glasses Glasses (z, y): low [—0.40, —0.225], high [—0.35, —0.175];  Glasses joint friction loss ~ U (0, 0.05).
yaw ~ U(—10°,10°). Joint stiffness multiplier ~ U (1.0, 1.5).
Storage box (z, y): low [—0.275, 0.25], high [—0.225,0.30];  Glasses mass multiplier ~ U (0.75, 1.25).
yaw ~ U(—10°,10°).

Water Plant Spray bottle (z, y): from [—0.35, —0.25] to [—0.30, —0.20].  Spray joint friction loss ~ U (0, 0.05).
Plant (x, y): from [—0.10, 0.15] to [-0.05, 0.20]. Joint stiffness multiplier ~ U (0.75, 1.25).
Spray body mass multiplier
~ U(0.75,1.25).

Unlock iPad /B iPad stand (z, y): low [—0.35, 0.05], high [—0.30, 0.10]. iPad mass multiplier ~ U (0.75, 1.25).
iPad and stand heights are shifted by the shared height offset.

Each disk mass multiplier

Hanoi /B Hanoi base (z, y): low [—0.25, 0.00], high [—0.20, 0.00]. ~ U(0.75,1.25)
All disks are translated consistently with the base and shared height I
offset.
Assembly /B Peg (z, y): from [—0.30, —0.25] to [—0.25, —0.20]; yaw Peg and socket/tray mass multipliers

~ U(—10°,10°). ~ U(0.75,1.25).

Socket/tray (z, y): from [—0.30, 0.15] to [—0.20, 0.25]; yaw
~ U(—20°,20°).

Microwave /B Hot dog (z, y): low [—0.35, —0.30], high [—0.25, —0.40]. Microwave joint friction multiplier
Hot dog yaw ~ U (—20°,20°). ~ U(0.75,1.25).

Hot dog and plate mass multipliers
~ U(0.75,1.25).

Photograph /B Logo (y, z): from [—0.10, 1.22] to [0.10, 1.38]. Camera mass multiplier ~ U (0.75, 1.25).
Camera (z, y): from [—0.30, 0.10] to [—0.20, 0.20].
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