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Figure 1. DUALVLA first constructs a sparse, information-dense embodied reasoning dataset by combining video event prediction with
kinematic cues, mitigating the negative impact of redundant reasoning on action generation. It then adopts a dual-teacher strategy: an action
teacher offering fine-grained supervision for manipulation, and a reasoning teacher maintaining general reasoning capability. Together,
these components enable DUALVLA to achieve strong performance in both simulation and real-world robotic evaluations.

Abstract

To build a generalizable Vision–Language–Action (VLA)
model with reasoning capability, a common approach is to
first train a specialist VLA on robot demonstrations to ac-
quire reliable manipulation skills, and then introduce mixed
annotated-robot data with multimodal data to restore gen-
eral reasoning. However, we observe that the resulting
reasoning VLA exhibits degraded action performance com-
pared to the specialist VLA before fine-tuning. We define

this phenomenon as action degeneration. To tackle this is-
sue, we propose DUALVLA, which improves action perfor-
mance through carefully designed post-training while pre-
serving the reasoning ability. We first propose a dual-layer
data pruning method to remove redundant embodied rea-
soning and alleviate its adverse guidance on action learn-
ing. To further enhance the model’s action generation capa-
bilities, we adopt a dual-teacher adaptive distillation strat-
egy that assigns different supervision signals to different
data domains and maintains its reasoning ability. To fill the
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evaluation gap of generalist VLAs, we introduce VLA Score,
which decouples VLA capabilities into reasoning, intention,
action, and alignment, enabling a more fine-grained evalu-
ation. Experiments show that DUALVLA achieves an aver-
age success rate of 61.0 in SimplerEnv and an average score
of 65.4 across eight competitive multimodal benchmarks,
demonstrating a stronger balance between action execution
and multimodal understanding. Project Website.

1. Introduction
An embodied agent is an AI system that perceives,
reasons, and acts within complex environments,
grounding intelligence in real-world interaction. Vi-
sion–Language–Action(VLA) models represent a key
step toward such agents by leveraging the rich priors of
Vision–Language Models (VLMs) and large-scale robotic
datasets [42, 44, 57] to map observations and instructions
to control signals. Recent advances [2, 23, 27, 35] show
strong manipulation accuracy, generalization, and long-
horizon capability, highlighting the promise of VLAs for
embodied intelligence.

Previous specialist VLAs [23, 44, 48, 74] fine-tune a
VLM on robotic datasets and thus achieve strong manip-
ulation performance, though their multimodal reasoning
ability remains limited. To enrich the reasoning capacity
of VLAs, which helps models leverage VLM priors dur-
ing manipulation and interpret complex scenes. Recent
works augment robot trajectories with reasoning annota-
tions and mix them with multimodal corpora during fine-
tuning [7, 9, 52, 64, 67, 76]. This paradigm provides a prac-
tical route toward building reasoning VLAs. Building on
this direction, we observe that enhancing a specialist VLA
with additional reasoning may reduce its manipulation per-
formance, a phenomenon we refer to as action degeneration.
This suggests that reasoning and action rely on shared inter-
nal representations, and that reasoning-oriented supervision
can inadvertently reshape the model’s visuomotor behavior.
Importantly, this decline arises even when the training data
becomes larger and more diverse. Such a deviation from the
expected trend predicted by the scaling law [20] highlights
a fundamental challenge: increasing data volume alone is
insufficient unless the supervision signals for reasoning and
action are properly balanced.

To address this issue, we propose DUALVLA, a reason-
ing VLA equipped with a dedicated post-training frame-
work that enhances action performance while preserving
multimodal reasoning capabilities. Our central insight is
that action degradation arises from two factors: the mis-
leading influence of repetitive, low-entropy embodied rea-
soning in the training data, and the lack of differentiated,
fine-grained supervision for simultaneously learning rea-
soning and action. Guided by this insight, we first observe

that redundant embodied reasoning can bias the optimiza-
tion process and deteriorate action execution. To mitigate
this effect, we introduce a dual-layer data pruning strategy
that leverages both embodiment cues and scene-level event
changes to remove unnecessary reasoning segments while
retaining action-critical content. To explicitly strengthen
manipulation ability, we further utilize the specialist VLA
as a natural provider of high-quality action supervision.
Building on mix training, we develop a dual-teacher adap-
tive distillation strategy that assigns distinct soft-label su-
pervision to robot data and multimodal reasoning data, en-
abling the model to learn both capabilities under balanced
and fine-grained guidance. Finally, we note that existing
VLAs evaluations do not disentangle reasoning from ac-
tion and therefore cannot faithfully reflect the performance
trade-offs observed in reasoning VLAs. To address this
limitation, we introduce VLA Score, the first evaluation
pipeline tailored for reasoning-capable VLAs. By incorpo-
rating a strong VLM as an evaluator, VLA Score provides
comprehensive assessment along four dimensions—action,
reasoning, intention, and reasoning–action alignment—and
brings the MLLM-as-a-Judge paradigm into the evaluation
of VLA systems.

In summary, our contributions are three-fold:
• We propose DUALVLA, a reasoning VLA with a post-

training framework that decouples reasoning and action
learning at the data and loss levels. Through dual-layer
reasoning pruning and dual-teacher adaptive distillation,
DUALVLA effectively preserves multimodal reasoning
while improving manipulation ability.

• We introduce VLA Score, the first evaluation framework
tailored for reasoning VLAs. By leveraging a strong
VLM as an assessor, VLA Score provides fine-grained
evaluation across reasoning, intention, action, and reason-
ing–action alignment, offering deeper insight into model
behavior and failure modes.

• We conduct extensive experiments across simulation and
real-world tasks, showing that DUALVLA consistently
mitigates action degeneration and improves overall VLA
performance. VLA Score further reveals important bot-
tlenecks in current VLA development and validates the
strengths of our approach.

2. Related Work
Vision-Language-Action(VLA) Models. Leveraging the
rich visual priors and zero-shot generalization capabilities
of VLMs, VLAs fine-tune VLMs on robotic manipula-
tion datasets [22, 44, 57] to produce action signals, emerg-
ing as a scalable and promising direction in embodied in-
telligence [23, 49, 75, 78]. OpenVLA [23] exemplifies
this paradigm by finetuning Prismatic-7B [21] and map-
ping discrete tokens to action bins, while subsequent stud-
ies further explore architectural designs and action model-
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Table 1. Comparison of base model, data, reasoning capability,
and action capability from VLMs to specialist VLAs and finally
to reasoning VLAs. SVLAs denotes specialist VLAs and RVLAs
denotes reasoning VLAs.

Base Model Data Reason Act

VLMs LLMs Corpora ↑ -
SVLAs VLMs Robot Data ↓ ↑
RVLAs SVLAs Both ↑ ↓

ing [2, 4, 25, 29, 35, 38, 39, 60]. However, such special-
ist VLAs typically sacrifice general multimodal and rea-
soning capabilities, motivating the development of reason-
ing VLAs. By distilling reasoning traces from advanced
VLMs, recent works construct high-quality embodied CoT
data for supervised finetuning [52, 56, 67]; for example,
Emma-X [52] employs Gemini [54] to generate embodied
CoT annotations for finetuning OpenVLA [23]. Incorpo-
rating multimodal corpora further enhances general under-
standing and reasoning [12, 24, 64]. Nonetheless, com-
pared with pre-finetuned specialist VLAs, these reasoning
VLAs consistently exhibit degraded action performance, in-
dicating catastrophic forgetting not only in the VLM-to-
VLA transition but also in the specialist-to-generalist adap-
tation—ultimately hindering the development of truly gen-
eralizable embodied agents.

MLLM as a judge. In natural language processing, the
LLM-as-a-Judge paradigm [73] leverages the strong priors
and zero-shot generalization of large language models to
evaluate model outputs through contextual prompts [11],
achieving notable success in mathematical reasoning [51,
71], function calling [13, 47], agentic tasks [77], and other
domains [8]. With the rise of R1-style models, assess-
ing a model’s generated reasoning has become increas-
ingly important [19, 43]. This motivates extending the
paradigm to multimodal settings, which are inherently more
complex and difficult to evaluate. Recent advances in
VLMs [46, 58, 59, 68, 69, 72] and early explorations of
MLLM-as-a-Judge [3] demonstrate its feasibility, further
supported by systems like Llava-critic [62], which pro-
vide both scores and rationales. MLLM-based evaluation
has also shown robustness in tasks such as spatial rea-
soning [18] and controllable image generation [6, 14, 15].
In contrast, existing VLA evaluations rely heavily on task
success rates [28, 33, 42], overlooking reasoning quality
and failing to capture beneficial trial-and-error behaviors.
To address this gap, we introduce the MLLM-as-a-Judge
paradigm into VLA evaluation. As VLMs continue to ad-
vance, we believe they will play an increasingly important
role in evaluating VLA systems.
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Figure 2. VLMs possess strong reasoning ability but lack action
skills. Specialist VLAs achieve strong action capability but lose
general reasoning. Reasoning VLAs partially recover reasoning
through additional supervision, yet their action performance drops,
illustrating the action degeneration problem. Our goal is to build a
model that excels at both reasoning and action simultaneously.

3. Method
In this section, we begin with the preliminaries of VLAs in
Sec. 3.1. Then we introduce DUALVLA, which combines
dual-layer pruning in Sec. 3.2.1 and dual-teacher distilla-
tion in Sec. 3.2.2 to balance reasoning and action learning.
Finally, we present VLA Score in Sec. 3.3, a fine-grained
evaluation framework for assessing both capabilities.

3.1. Preliminaries
Given a robotic dataset [57] of expert trajectories

D = {τi}Ni=1, τi = {(ot, it, at)}Ti
t=1, (1)

where ot is the visual observation, it the instruction, and
at ∈ Rd the action. A specialist VLA πθ(a | o, i) is trained
via the autoregressive action loss:

Ls(θ) = −
∑
τi

∑
t

∑
k

log πθ(at,k | ot, it, at,1:k−1), (2)

where at,1:k−1 are previously generated tokens.
For reasoning VLAs, each trajectory is augmented with

reasoning (ot, it, rt, at). Multimodal samples share the uni-
fied form (o, i, r, ∅), and the policy πθ(r, a | o, i) jointly
predicts reasoning and actions using:

Lg(θ) = −
∑
τi

∑
t

∑
k

log πθ(yt,k | ot, it, yt,1:k−1), (3)

where yt denotes the joint reasoning–action sequence.

3.2. DUALVLA

A general embodied agent should exhibit both strong mul-
timodal reasoning and precise action prediction. The emer-
gence of Action Degeneration directly contradicts this goal.
Our analyses indicate that this degradation arises from two
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factors: (1) redundant, low-entropy embodied reasoning,
which dominates the training sequence and interferes with
visuomotor learning, and (2) the absence of fine-grained,
discriminative supervision needed to separate reasoning
learning from action learning. These observations highlight
the need to decouple the two processes and provide differ-
entiated supervision.

To address Action Degeneration, we propose DU-
ALVLA. Motivated by the negative impact of overfitted em-
bodied reasoning, we introduce a two-stage pruning strat-
egy that removes redundant reasoning while preserving
action-relevant segments. To directly enhance action capa-
bility, we further adopt a dual-teacher framework: an action
teacher offers fine-grained supervision for robot data, while
a multimodal teacher maintains general reasoning ability.
Together, the two teachers provide balanced, task-specific
guidance that jointly improves action execution and multi-
modal understanding.

3.2.1. Dual-Layers Data Pruning
Embodied reasoning is often treated as an implicit curricu-
lum that enables the model to learn high-level reasoning be-
fore acquiring fine-grained action skills [7]. However, the
reasoning tokens in embodied datasets are typically low-
entropy, repetitive, and weakly coupled to the underlying vi-
suomotor dynamics. This occurs because embodied scenar-
ios (e.g., kitchen tasks) have limited object and action diver-
sity (e.g., grasp, move, place), causing nearly identical rea-
soning text to be repeated across long temporal spans. Dur-
ing joint training, these abundant and homogeneous reason-
ing tokens dominate the loss and lead the model to overfit
the linguistic reasoning patterns rather than learning the es-
sential visuomotor relationships for manipulation. As a re-
sult, the action-relevant gradients are diluted or overridden,
ultimately degrading the model’s action execution capabil-
ity. To mitigate this undesirable supervision bias, we selec-
tively prune redundant reasoning and retain only segments
that are truly action-critical. Using advanced VLMs to an-
notate such segments is costly and difficult to scale [32],
while relying solely on robotic kinematics ignores scene se-
mantics and suffers from robustness issues [16]. Our dual-
layer pruning addresses both challenges by jointly consid-
ering scene event changes and action dynamics.

Inspired by perception–action coupling theory [10, 61],
which posits that cognitive effort is allocated only when
action demands and environmental changes jointly require
additional reasoning, we retain only reasoning contents
with high reasoning value by video event boundary detec-
tion and kinematic key-frame selection. For each frame,
we assign a reasoning scene label and a reasoning ac-
tion label. Keyframes are identified from two perspec-
tives: video event changes and robot motion changes.
Frames for which both labels are set to 1 are considered
essential for reasoning. For video event boundary detec-

tion, we manually annotate a small set of trajectories with
reasoning scene labels, indicating whether each step re-
quires reasoning. Using high-quality annotated data, we
retrained DDM-Net [53], which is designed for generic
event boundary detection. Based on this well-pretrained
detection net as the reasoning trigger, we obtain reason-
ing scene labels. For kinematic key-frame selection, we
focus on moments where abrupt velocity changes or grip-
per state transitions occur. Let the end-effector pose be
T (t) = [x(t), y(t), z(t), θx(t), θy(t), θz(t)]

⊤ and the grip-
per state be G(t) ∈ {0, 1}. The reasoning action label of
the keyframe at time tk will be set to 1 if:∥∥∥T̈ (tk)∥∥∥

2
>

1

N

N∑
i=1

∥∥∥T̈ (ti)∥∥∥
2

∨ lim
ϵ→0+

G(tk − ϵ) ̸= lim
ϵ→0+

G(tk + ϵ)

(4)

This approach is parameter-free compared with
NoTVLA [16]. We mark frames whose scene and ac-
tion labels are both 1 as keyframes, retain their reasoning
contents, and mask all others. By jointly using scene-
boundary detection and action-change cues, we prune
redundant low-entropy reasoning and build a sparse,
information-dense dataset. This selective retention nat-
urally forms a curriculum: the model first consolidates
action grounding, then learns reasoning only when nec-
essary, preventing early overfitting and mitigating Action
Degeneration.

3.2.2. Dual-Teacher Adaptive Distillation
While Sec. 3.2.1 focuses on suppressing the negative ef-
fect of embodied-reasoning overfitting on action behavior,
an orthogonal direction is to ask: can we directly improve
the model’s action capability rather than merely preventing
degradation? A key observation is that action degenera-
tion fundamentally results from misaligned supervision sig-
nals: during mixed-modality finetuning, action tokens re-
ceive weak or noisy gradients, while reasoning tokens dom-
inate the objective, leading the model to favor linguistic cor-
rectness over precise motor control. Inspired by the proverb
‘Turn inward and examine yourself when you encounter dif-
ficulties in life’, we revisit the source model from which
the reasoning VLA is finetuned. Since specialist VLAs in-
herently possess strong action execution capabilities, their
output distributions naturally provide fine-grained, action-
aligned supervision that the reasoning VLA can benefit
from. Thus, we introduce an action distillation loss that uses
the specialist VLA as an action teacher to provide smooth,
structured supervision over robot-centric samples:

Laction KD = T 2DKL

(
πθa(a | o, i)

∥∥ πθ(a | o, i, r)
)
. (5)

where T > 0 is the temperature parameter used to soften the
probability distributions and πθa denotes the action teacher.
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Figure 3. Overview of VLA Score evaluation pipeline. Given the policy trajectory, task description, and optional reasoning as input, VLA
Score first performs dual retrieval to fetch task-relevant textual examples and visually similar trajectories from a curated knowledge base.
The retrieved samples serve as few-shot context for the VLM judge, which evaluates the trajectory along four dimensions: Reasoning,
Action, Intention, and Alignment. These scores are then combined with the simulation outcome to produce the final VLA Score.

However, directly applying action distillation through-
out training would cause the model to inherit the special-
ist VLA’s limited multimodal understanding ability. This
reveals a second supervision-signal mismatch: while robot
data require action-aligned supervision, multimodal reason-
ing data require reasoning-aligned supervision. To preserve
multimodal competence, we therefore designate the finetun-
ing initialization, which is already strong in general reason-
ing, as a reasoning teacher and introduce an analogous dis-
tillation objective:

Lreason KD = T 2DKL

(
πθr (r | o, i)

∥∥ πθ(r | o, i)
)
. (6)

where πθr denotes the reasoning teacher. Applying both
teachers to all samples would be computationally expen-
sive and exacerbate conflicts between heterogeneous super-
vision signals. Instead, the mixed-modality training regime
naturally reveals which teacher to use: robot data receive
action-aligned supervision, and multimodal reasoning data
receive reasoning-aligned supervision. The final loss is:

Ltotal = LVLA + λLKD (7)

where Lkd =

{
Laction KD, if robot data
Lreason KD, if multimodal data

LVLA corresponds to the VLA training loss using hard-
label cross-entropy and λ is the auxiliary weight and set to
0.15. By constructing this isomorphic dual-teacher adaptive
distillation strategy and assigning supervision signals that
match the nature of each data modality, the model learns
both reasoning and action under fine-grained, aligned guid-
ance. Compared to hard labels, soft supervision reduces
gradient conflicts and restores the appropriate balance be-
tween linguistic reasoning and low-level control, thereby

alleviating action decay and leading to a more generalizable
embodied agent.

3.3. VLA Score

At present, VLAs evaluation primarily relies on the success
rate. However, this sparse and coarse-grained metric can-
not capture critical aspects of VLAs performance, such as
action smoothness, reasoning correctness, and the degree to
which actions adhere to the inferred plan. To address this
gap, we propose VLA Score, the first metric specifically de-
signed for fine-grained VLAs evaluation. It is worth not-
ing that VLA Score remains compatible with VLAs mod-
els lacking explicit reasoning capabilities and can be seam-
lessly adapted to various simulation environments. Fig. 3
shows the pipeline of VLA Score. Given the trajectory of
policy πθ, task description, reasoning content (if available),
and simulation success indicator, we prompt GPT-4o [17]
to perform evaluations from four perspectives as follows:

• Reasoning Score R: Measures the correctness, logical
consistency, and usefulness of the reasoning process in
guiding the agent toward successful task completion.

• Action Score A: Measures the coherence and smooth-
ness of the action sequence.

• Intention Score I: Determines whether the model’s ac-
tions contribute constructively to solving the task.

• Reason–Act Alignment Score RA: Measures how well
the action sequences align with reasoning content.

Combined with the trajectory’s simulation result B, we cal-
culate the overall VLAs Score using the following formula:

VLA Score =


(
R+A · I

2

)
·RA ·B, πθ ∈ RVLA

A · I ·RA ·B, πθ /∈ RVLA
(8)
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Table 2. Comparison of manipulation success rates between DUALVLA and specialist & generalist baselines in SimplerEnv. Google
Robot and WidowX Robot denote two embodiments in SimplerEnv. VM refers to visual matching and VA refers to variance aggregation.
† denotes models without released checkpoints, results are taken from their papers.

Methods
Google Robot WidowX Robot

AvgDrawer Pick Can Move Near Put
Spoon

Put
Carrot

Stack
Blocks

VM VA VM VA VM VA

RT-1-X [44] 59.7 29.4 56.7 49.0 31.7 32.3 0.0 4.2 0.0 26.8
RT-2-X [44] 25.0 35.5 78.7 82.3 77.9 79.2 - - - -
Octo-Base [55] 22.7 1.1 17.0 0.6 4.2 3.1 15.8 12.5 0.0 7.0
RoboVLMs [34] 43.5 10.6 77.3 75.6 61.7 60.0 45.8 20.8 4.2 38.8
TraceVLA [74] 63.1 61.6 45.0 64.3 63.8 60.6 12.5 16.6 16.6 38.6
OpenVLA [23] 63.0 28.8 18.0 60.8 56.3 67.7 4.2 0.0 0.0 27.2
SpatialVLA [48] 57.4 41.8 86.0 88.0 77.9 72.7 16.7 25.0 29.2 45.9
InstructVLA-E [64] 47.2 60.6 87.7 76.0 68.3 77.3 45.8 20.8 20.5 56.0

Magma [63] 9.7 5.8 46.0 46.4 60.0 82.0 45.8 33.3 8.3 30.5
ECoT [67] 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 4.2 4.2 0.0 1.0
Emma-X [52] 18.3 20.5 2.3 5.3 3.3 7.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.3
ThinkACT† [12] 50.0 47.6 92.0 84.0 72.4 63.8 58.3 37.5 8.7 57.1
InstructVLA-G [64] 55.0 55.2 77.2 90.8 54.1 70.0 33.3 29.2 12.5 53.0

DUALVLA 63.9 64.0 93.3 82.7 60.9 75.3 50.0 50.0 8.3 61.0

where B =

{
1, if success
0, if fall

To improve evaluation accuracy and generalization, we
adopt a retrieval-enhanced judge. We first collect 100 di-
verse trajectories and obtain preliminary scores using the
previous pipeline. Human experts refine these results to
form a VLAs knowledge base, which the judge retrieves
during evaluation. For each input trajectory, we apply a
dual-retrieval mechanism: task retrieval encodes the tex-
tual description and retrieves the most relevant task from
the knowledge base, and scene retrieval encodes the im-
age frames to fetch the most similar annotated trajectory
as contextual reference. This retrieved context improves
the VLM’s evaluation accuracy. We use text-embedding-
ada-002 1 as the text embedding encoder and CLIP ViT-
B/32 [45] as the image embedding encoder, both of which
are commonly adopted in Retrieval-Augmented Generation
(RAG) pipelines.

4. Experiments
4.1. Main Results
Implementation details. We first evaluate on Sim-
plerEnv [28], a widely adopted benchmark in the robotics
community. By configuring visual matching and vari-
ance aggregation, SimplerEnv enables a more reliable as-
sessment. We reconstruct the 650k VLA-IT [64] dataset
following the procedure described in Sec 3.2.1 and sub-
sequently fine-tune InstructVLA-G [64] on the recon-

1https://platform.openai.com/docs/models/text-embedding-ada-002

structed dataset. We designate InstructVLA-E as the ac-
tion teacher and InstructVLA-G as the multimodal reason-
ing teacher. The learning rate is fixed at 2e-5. DUALVLA
addresses Action Degeneration that emerges when transi-
tioning from specialist VLAs to reasoning VLAs. To prove
it, both types of VLAs are included in the comparison.:
(1) specialist VLAs, including RT-1-X and RT-2-X from
OXE [44], Octo [55], RoboVLMs [34], SpatialVLA [48],
TraceVLA [74], InstructVLA-E [64] and OpenVLA [23].
(2) reasoning VLAs, including ECoT [67], Emma-X [52],
Magma [63], ThinkACT [12], and InstructVLA-G [64].

Quantitative Results. In Tab. 2, DUALVLA achieves an
average success rate of 61.0 on the SimplerEnv benchmark.
DUALVLA improves upon the baseline InstructVLA-G by
8.0 average success rate. This indicates that DUALVLA
successfully resolved Action Degeneration. Compared with
other prior methods, DUALVLA improves the mean suc-
cess rate by 5.0 over the top-performing specialist VLA
InstructVLA-E method and by 3.9 over the report result
of top-performing reasoning VLA ThinkACT. Moreover,
we observe an emergent teacher surpassing phenomenon,
where DUALVLA achieves higher scores than the action
teacher. And our pruning strategy yields about a 20% in-
ference speedup over the baseline. Experimental results
demonstrate that the model consistently improves perfor-
mance across multiple tasks and settings, indicating that
our carefully designed data pruning and dual-teacher adap-
tive distillation strategy effectively resolves the action decay
phenomenon and further outperforms specialist VLAs.
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Figure 4. Visualization of the two real-world task progress.

Table 3. Quantitative results for real-world experiments. We re-
port the success rate of moving the 3 objects separately for the
long-horizon case. Bold indicates the highest score across all the
models.

Method
Move Handover

Average
O1 O2 O3 O1 O2 O3

InstructVLA [64] 60 60 50 60 40 40 45
Ours 90 80 70 80 60 50 60

4.2. Real-world Results
Real-world Setup. To systematically evaluate our ap-
proach, we designed two real-world dual-arm tasks on the
Galaxea R1-lite robot. For the dual-arm setting, three Re-
alSense 455 camera are used to get image observations, one
on the head and two on the left and right wrist, respectively.
The model takes the images of three views as image obser-
vation, and outputs a 14-DoF vector as the dual-arm action.

Self-collected Data. We designe two complex tasks:(1)
Move Objects, (2) Handover Objects. Both tasks require
the model to move three objects from right to left and fol-
low the order in the language instruction. For each task, we
collected 50 high-quality demonstration trajectories. Fig. 4
shows the progress of the two tasks.

Quantitative Results. We test 10 rollouts for each task
and use the average success rate as the quantitative result.
Tab. 3 shows that DUALVLA significantly improves manip-
ulation performance, raising the average success rate from
45% to 60.0% in real-world tasks. The gains in both Move
and Handover tasks demonstrate more reliable and coordi-
nated action generation in real robotic settings.

4.3. VLA Score Results
Can VLM evaluate VLA? Before analyzing VLA Score,
a natural question should be clarified: can GPT-4o evalu-
ate VLA capabilities? VLA Score evaluation can be formu-

Table 4. Comparison between DUALVLA and specialist VLAs on
VLA Score. Sim. denotes the average success rate on SimplerEnv

Methods A I Sim. VLA Score

RoboVLMs-2B [34] 62.0 71.8 38.8 31.2
TraceVLA-7B [74] 53.3 62.4 38.6 23.2
OpenVLA-7B [23] 45.3 57.7 27.2 14.2
SpatialVLA-3B [48] 61.9 70.5 45.9 40.1
InstructVLA-E [64] 63.1 73.2 56.0 45.3

lated as an extension of video understanding. It involves
recognizing objects, inferring required actions, determining
whether the action and reasoning are consistent, and assess-
ing whether the robot arm moves toward the target. Exten-
sive prior work [1, 26, 30, 31, 70] has demonstrated that
VLMs possess strong video understanding abilities.

Quantitative Results. In Tab. 4 and Tab. 5, DUALVLA
achieves the highest score in VLA Score in reasoning VLAs.
We observe that for specialist VLAs, the intention score is
consistently slightly higher than the action score, indicat-
ing that the main bottleneck in their development lies in
achieving smoother, more robust, and more efficient ac-
tion modeling. For reasoning VLAs, the reasoning score
is significantly higher than both the action and alignment
scores. From analyzing failure cases, we find that the low
action score primarily results from the model’s inability to
execute effective actions throughout the trajectory. Even
when it correctly reasons how to do, it often struggles to
approach or manipulate the target. DUALVLA inherits the
reasoning ability of the reasoning teacher while acquiring
the teacher model’s more refined and smooth actions, which
cross-entropy alone cannot achieve. We posit that this com-
bination is a key factor behind DUALVLA’s effectiveness.

4.4. Ablation Study
We still employ SimplerEnv for robotic manipulation eval-
uation, and assess multimodal tasks on MMMU [66],
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Table 5. Comparison between DUALVLA and reasoning VLAs.

Methods R A I RA Sim. VLA Score

ECoT [67] 47.2 27.9 39.9 29.6 0.8 0.0
Emma-X [52] 54.1 39.2 37.2 29.2 6.3 2.2
Magma [63] 66.0 61.0 71.2 36.0 30.5 19.5
Base [64] 72.3 48.6 68.0 43.3 53.0 35.1

Ours 74.0 64.8 74.7 51.0 61.0 42.9

Table 6. Ablation of two strategies introduced in DUALVLA.

Setting GR WR MM Average

Base 67.1 25.0 65.5 52.5
Base(ft) 66.1 33.3 65.1 54.8
w.o. Pruning 72.4 29.2 65.0 55.6
w.o. Distillation 70.4 28.1 65.2 54.5
Ours 73.4 31.1 65.4 56.6

Table 7. Ablation for different purning methods.

Setting GR WR MM Average

Ours 73.4 31.1 65.4 56.6
Random 63.6 23.1 64.6 50.4
w.o. Action 72.0 30.3 64.8 55.7
w.o. Scene 66.8 28.3 61.3 52.1

MM-Vet [65], MMStar [5], OCRBench [37], MMB [36],
TextVQA [50], InfoVQA [41] and DocVQA [40] for all
ablation studies. MM denotes the average of these mul-
timodal understanding and QA benchmarks. GR denotes
Google Robot set and WR denotes WidowX Robot. Ow-
ing to the limited default number of trials in WidowX (only
24 per task), we repeat every ablation experiment five
times in the main paper, yielding 120 trajectories per
task. Following a coarse-to-fine principle, we first perform
macro-level ablations to evaluate the overall contributions
of data pruning and distillation. As shown in Tab. 6, Base
denotes the baseline InstructVLA-G, and Base(ft) denotes
fine-tuning without data pruning and distillation strategies.
Plain fine-tuning results in only marginal gains, showing
diminishing returns. Teacher distillation significantly im-
proves action execution across tasks while preserving mul-
timodal capability. Data distillation further boosts perfor-
mance by reducing the adverse influence of excessive em-
bodied reasoning.

Pruning and Distillation. Tab. 7 shows that two-layer
data pruning achieves better performance than single-layer
pruning and random dropout. Scene pruning contributes
the majority of the performance gain, while action pruning
provides an additional complementary improvement. More-
over, the double-layer pruning strategy consistently outper-
forms proportional random dropout, showing that its effec-
tiveness stems from the deliberate pruning design rather
than randomness like ECoT-Lite [7]. For dual-teacher

Table 8. Ablation for distillation strategies. a t denotes the action
teacher and r t denotes the reasoning teacher.

Setting GR WR MM Average

Ours 73.4 31.1 65.4 56.6
w.o. a t 67.8 26.1 65.2 53.0
w.o. r t 74.3 34.7 30.7 46.6

adaptive distillation, we primarily investigate whether the
model can preserve its multimodal general capabilities
while improving action performance. As shown in Tab 8,
the dual-teacher adaptive design enables the model to si-
multaneously strengthen action generation capability and
preserve general multimodal understanding. Although us-
ing only the action teacher yields a slight improvement
in action performance, it comes at the cost of a substan-
tial drop in multimodal capability, highlighting that mere
action-specific supervision cannot maintain generalization.
Fig. 5 shows that distillation from the reasoning teacher ef-
fectively preserves multimodal reasoning capabilities, with
no significant difference compared to the reasoning teacher
or the base VLM. This suggests that the current bottle-
neck in advancing reasoning VLAs lies in their action profi-
ciency. Full distillation from a single teacher for all domain
data reduces to a plain Kullback-Leibler (KL) Divergence
loss, offering no performance gain.
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Figure 5. Ablation for distilla-
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OpenVLA Variant To assess the extrapolation ability of
DUALVLA, we extend our framework to OpenVLA [23]
and ECoT [67], yielding OpenVLA-Dual. OpenVLA-Dual
surpasses the action teacher (OpenVLA) in action perfor-
mance and outperforms the reasoning teacher (ECoT) in
multimodal generalization, confirming the practicality and
broad applicability of our method. Although the action
gains are modest, we attribute this to the inherent con-
straints of OpenVLA’s discrete-token action representation,
which limits the ceiling of motion optimization.

5. Conclusion, Limitations and Future Work
In this paper, we propose DUALVLA, which mitigates
action degeneration through dual-layer pruning and dual-

8



teacher adaptive distillation, achieving stronger action exe-
cution while preserving reasoning. A limitation is the re-
liance on two teachers; although both are pretrained and
introduce no extra training cost, this dependency still adds
structural complexity. Another limitation is the increased
forward passes required during distillation; although for-
ward computation is not the main bottleneck in VLA train-
ing, it still adds overhead, and our preliminary attempt at
attention-level distillation shows that similar benefits can
be retained with reduced computation. Future work will
focus on simplifying the distillation pipeline, reducing the
reliance on teacher models, and extending the framework to
broader embodied settings.
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A. VLA Score

The prompts are shown in Fig. 15 and 16.

B. Additional Qualitative Analyses
Data Pruning. Fig. 7 visualizes the embodied reasoning
embeddings from robot datasets. We observe that embod-
ied reasoning in robotic datasets is highly redundant and
densely clustered. As illustrated in Fig. 8, although the vi-
sual scenes continually change across an action sequence,
the associated reasoning remains nearly identical. For ex-
ample, when a robot approaches an object, multiple con-
secutive frames correspond to the same reasoning, such as
“Move Near”, despite perceptible motion in the visual in-
put. This redundancy arises from the nature of embodied
tasks: trajectories often contain many low-level movement
steps but only a small number of distinct semantic inten-
tions. As a result, different frames map to nearly identi-
cal reasoning statements, creating a low-entropy and tightly
clustered distribution. Such concentrated reasoning offers
limited additional supervisory value yet dominates the train-
ing signal, thereby biasing the model toward overfitting triv-
ial embodied reasoning rather than improving manipulation.
To mitigate the adverse effect of redundant embodied rea-
soning, we selectively prune repetitive samples rather than
uniformly preserving the full corpus. Consider a training
objective that combines action labels and reasoning super-
vision:

L = E ∗ (x, y) ∼ D
[
ℓact(x, y) + ℓreason(x, y)

]
(9)

When embodied trajectories contain highly repetitive states,
the distribution D becomes skewed toward low-information
reasoning segments, causing the expectation to overweigh
ℓreason at these redundant points. In this scenario, minimiz-
ing L encourages the model to focus on predictable, low-
entropy textual reasoning patterns instead of learning in-
formative action–state relations. Consequently, the train-
ing bias suppresses the action objective ℓact, degrading the
model’s motion capability. Pruning concentrated, repetitive
reasoning samples rebalances D, enlarging the contribution
of diverse state–action pairs and restoring meaningful su-
pervision. Thus, pruning is not merely data reduction, but
a necessary step to adjust the effective training distribution
and preserve action learning.

Why does DUALVLA work? Training a reasoning VLA
naturally involves optimizing two competing objectives,
namely accurate action execution and robust multimodal
reasoning. Let the corresponding goals be denoted as
Lact, Lreason. Since their gradients usually point to
different directions in parameter space, learning should not
be viewed as minimizing a single scalar objective, but as
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Figure 7. Embedding visualization of embodied reasoning and
multimodal data. Robotic reasoning samples form dense, low-
entropy clusters, whereas multimodal data remain more dispersed,
indicating higher semantic diversity.

converging to a Pareto optimal solution, where no capabil-
ity can be further improved without degrading the other. In
practice, naı̈vely mixing robot data with embodied reason-
ing drives optimization toward reasoning-dominant direc-
tions, because redundant and low-entropy reasoning traces
generate disproportionately strong update signals. As a re-
sult, the model tends to converge toward the interior of the
Pareto set, corresponding to suboptimal action performance
despite moderate reasoning improvements. To mitigate this
imbalance, our method suppresses over-represented reason-
ing signals through pruning while enforcing structured gra-
dient alignment via dual-teacher supervision. Pruning atten-
uates the dominance of ∇Lreason, caused by repeated con-
textual traces, whereas expert-guided distillation maintains
balanced gradients that avoid weakening ∇Lact. Together,
these mechanisms steer optimization toward the Pareto-
efficient frontier, yielding a VLA that enhances manipu-
lation performance without sacrificing general multimodal
capability. This geometric perspective explains why prun-
ing or distillation alone is insufficient, while their combi-
nation effectively leads to a more desirable Pareto-efficient
balance between action and reasoning.

C. Case Study

C.1. Additional Visualization
Simulation. Fig. 9 and Fig. 10 show successful execution
examples of DUALVLA on SimplerEnv.

Real-Task. Fig. 11 and Fig. 12 show successful execution
examples of DUALVLA on real-world tasks.
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“Move Right” “Move Down” “Finish”

“Move Near” “Move Near” “Move Near”

Figure 8. Example of redundant embodied reasoning across
consecutive robot frames. Despite scene and motion changes,
multiple frames share identical reasoning (e.g., “Move Near”), re-
vealing redundancy that motivates pruning.

C.2. Additional Failure Case Analysis
The failure cases of DUALVLA, illustrated in Fig. 13 and
Fig. 14, are primarily caused by insufficiently detailed ac-
tion modeling, which can lead to imprecise or unstable exe-
cution, and the lack of historical context, which sometimes
results in suboptimal or inconsistent decision-making. Ad-
ditionally, a portion of failures arises from evaluation bias
in the simulation environment, where tasks that are not per-
fectly completed are still marked as unsuccessful. These
observations underscore the importance of fine-grained as-
sessment, as provided by the proposed VLA Score.
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Task: Put spoon on the towel.

Task: Put carrot on plate.

Task: Stack the green block on the yellow block.

Task: Close the bottom drawer.

Task: Open the middle drawer.

Task: Pick Coke Can.

Task: Pick Coke Can.

Task: Move orange near Pepsi can. 

Task: Move 7up can near apple. 

Figure 9. Visual examples of SimplerEnv Google robot tasks driven by DUALVLA.
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Task: Put spoon on the towel.

Task: Put carrot on plate.

Task: Stack the green block on the yellow block.

Task: Close the bottom drawer.

Task: Open the middle drawer.

Task: Pick Coke Can.

Task: Pick Coke Can.

Task: Move orange near Pepsi can. 

Task: Move 7up can near apple. 

Figure 10. Visual examples of SimplerEnv WidowX robot tasks driven by DUALVLA.

Task1-success1

Task1-success2

Task: pick the three objects from the right plate to the left plate, follow the order of pen, 

toy, banana.

Task: pick the three objects from the right plate to the left plate, follow the 

order of toy, pen, banana.

Figure 11. The successful cases of DUALVLA in real-world tasks.
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Task: pick the three objects by the right arm and handover to the left arm, then put them 

on the left plate, follow the order of toy, pen, banana.

Task: pick the three objects by the right arm and handover to the left arm, then put them 

on the left plate, follow the order of toy, pen, banana.

Figure 12. The successful cases of DUALVLA in real-world tasks.

Task: Stack the green block on the yellow block.

Task: Move 7up can near apple.

Task: Open the bottom drawer.

Figure 13. The failure cases of DUALVLA in SimplerEnv.
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Task1-fail （夹爪关闭高度不对）

Task2-fail （handover错位）

Task: pick the three objects from the right plate to the left plate, follow the order of pen, 

banana, toy.

Task: pick the three objects by the right arm and handover to the left arm, then put them on 

the left plate, follow the order of banana, toy, pen.

Figure 14. The failure cases of DUALVLA in real-world tasks.
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VLA Score for Reasoning VLAs

System Prompt
Character Introduction
You are an engineer proficient in evaluating robotic operations. Your task is to perform a fine-grained, rigorous
evaluation of a robot’s behavior.
Input Information
You will receive the following four components:
1. Task Description — natural language description of the robot’s assigned task.
2. Motion Trajectory — a sequence of images representing the robot’s movements over time.
3. Reasoning Content — the robot’s moment-by-moment reasoning corresponding to the trajectory.
Your Task
Evaluate the robot’s performance along four dimensions, each scored on a 0–10 scale:

Dimension Description
Reasoning Score Measures the correctness, logical consistency, and usefulness of the reasoning in guiding

the task.

Action Score Measures the coherence, precision, and efficiency of the action sequence in achieving the
task.

Intention Score Evaluates whether the reasoning and actions constructively contribute toward solving the
task.

Reason–Act Alignment
Score

Measures the consistency between reasoning and corresponding actions, ensuring logical
and behavioral alignment.

Scoring Guideline: 10 = excellent; 5 = acceptable; 0 = poor or missing evidence.
Evaluation Requirements
• Be objective, thorough, and specific — do not overlook details or fabricate facts.
• If the task or data is ambiguous, acknowledge uncertainty explicitly.
• Mention any critical failure modes (e.g., collisions, unsafe motions, too slow).
• What you are seeing is the complete process of a robotic arm performing a task. A task must be fully executed

to be considered successful; if opening a drawer, it must be fully opened, and if closing a drawer, it must be fully
closed.

• Please provide a rigorous evaluation.
Example Output Format
Output must be strictly formatted in JSON and include your internal reasoning under "Thought".
{

"Thought": string, // Briefly describe your thought process and reasoning steps to evaluate the robot’s
performance.
"Result": {
"Action": int,
"Intention": int,
"Reasoning": int,
"Alignment": int,
"Success": bool [optional]

}
}

User:
Task: Pick Coke Can; Reasoning: [Reasoning Contents]; Trajectory:[Images]

Figure 15. An example prompt of VLA Score for reasoning VLAs.
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VLA Score for Specialist VLAs

System Prompt
Character Introduction
You are an engineer proficient in evaluating robotic operations. Your task is to perform a fine-grained, rigorous
evaluation of a robot’s behavior.
Input Information
You will receive the following four components:
1. Task Description — natural language description of the robot’s assigned task.
2. Motion Trajectory — a sequence of images representing the robot’s movements over time.
Your Task
Evaluate the robot’s performance along four dimensions, each scored on a 0–10 scale:

Dimension Description
Action Score Measures the coherence, precision, and efficiency of the action sequence in achieving the

task.

Intention Score Evaluates whether the reasoning and actions constructively contribute toward solving the
task.

Scoring Guideline: 10 = excellent; 5 = acceptable; 0 = poor or missing evidence.
Evaluation Requirements
• Be objective, thorough, and specific — do not overlook details or fabricate facts.
• If the task or data is ambiguous, acknowledge uncertainty explicitly.
• Mention any critical failure modes (e.g., collisions, unsafe motions, too slow).
• What you are seeing is the complete process of a robotic arm performing a task. A task must be fully executed

to be considered successful; if opening a drawer, it must be fully opened, and if closing a drawer, it must be fully
closed.

• Please provide a rigorous evaluation.
Examples Output Format
Output must be strictly formatted in JSON and include your internal reasoning under "Thought".
{

"Thought": string, // Briefly describe your thought process and reasoning steps to evaluate the robot’s
performance.
"Result": {
"Action": int,
"Intention": int,
"Success": bool [optional]

}
}

User:
Task: Pick Coke Can; Trajectory:[Images]

Figure 16. An example prompt of VLA Score for specialist VLAs.
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