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Abstract

Robust perception and dynamics modeling are fundamen-
tal to real-world robotic policy learning. Recent methods
employ video diffusion models (VDMs) to enhance robotic
policies, improving their understanding and modeling of the
physical world. However, existing approaches overlook the
coherent and physically consistent motion representations
inherently encoded across frames in VDMs. To this end,
we propose Video2Act, a framework that efficiently guides
robotic action learning by explicitly integrating spatial and
motion-aware representations. Building on the inherent rep-
resentations of VDMs, we extract foreground boundaries and
inter-frame motion variations while filtering out background
noise and task-irrelevant biases. These refined represen-
tations are then used as additional conditioning inputs to
a diffusion transformer (DiT) action head, enabling it to
reason about what to manipulate and how to move. To mit-
igate inference inefficiency, we propose an asynchronous
dual-system design, where the VDM functions as the slow
System 2 and the DiT head as the fast System 1, working
collaboratively to generate adaptive actions. By providing
motion-aware conditions to System 1, Video2Act maintains
stable manipulation even with low-frequency updates from
the VDM. For evaluation, Video2Act surpasses previous
state-of-the-art VLA methods by 7.7% in simulation and
21.7% in real-world tasks in terms of average success rate,
further exhibiting strong generalization capabilities.

1. Introduction
Robot learning aims to acquire action policies through in-
teraction with the environment, leveraging dynamic visual
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Figure 1. Overview of Video2Act. Unlike the static image–token
concatenation used in traditional VLA models (a) or the direct
VDM feature conditioning approach (b), our asynchronous dual-
system model (c) employs a slow-system perceptual VDM to explic-
itly extract spatial and motion representations, while a fast-system
action decoder performs high-frequency and stable robot control.

observations to guide decision-making [25, 31, 39]. From a
cognitive perspective, humans acquire manipulation skills
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not only by understanding the spatial structure of manip-
ulated objects but also by abstracting transferable motion
patterns across tasks [30]. For example, when closing a
laptop lid, humans rely on understanding the spatial relation-
ship between the screen and the hinge, while abstracting a
motion sequence that involves first grasping the screen and
then closing it. This insight suggests that effective robotic
policy learning requires representations expressly designed
for robust perception and dynamics modeling.

A straightforward approach is to concatenate visual to-
kens extracted from a static visual encoder, but this merely
allows the model to observe multiple frames without en-
abling it to understand the temporal and causal dependencies
among them. The recent success of video diffusion models
(VDMs) [20] in capturing realistic dynamics demonstrates
their strong ability to model physical environments. Inspired
by this, recent advances have incorporated representations
derived from VDMs to enhance robotic policy learning, en-
abling a richer understanding of scene context and future
evolution. However, most existing policies [12, 22] do not
explicitly explore the spatial structures and motion dynam-
ics inherently encoded in the raw representations of VDMs,
which could serve as more efficient and informative condi-
tions for action learning.

To investigate the spatio-motion information encoded
within them, we conduct a systematic analysis of the latent
features from VDM [43]. Following the inversion technique
applied to real videos [45, 50], we extract clean feature
signals from the early inversion stages to suppress noise in-
terference. We design two robotic validation scenarios: (1)
capturing manipulation trajectories with a static third-person
camera, and (2) observing manipulated objects using a dy-
namic wrist camera. The inferred features from both settings
are visualized with Grad-CAM [48]. As shown in Figure 2,
compared with static vision encoders (e.g., SigLIP [54] and
DINOv2 [42]), VDM exhibits a stronger ability to capture
the structures and motion consistency of foreground objects,
mitigating the effects of robot and viewpoint motion.

Building on these findings, we introduce Video2Act, a
vision-language-action (VLA) model that explicitly inte-
grates refined spatial- and motion-aware representations
from a VDM into policy learning. For spatial cues, we inno-
vatively apply Spatial Filtering Operators to high-resolution
images to extract salient foreground boundaries while fil-
tering out background noise and task-irrelevant biases. For
motion cues, we leverage the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT)
on long-frame sequences to highlight the motion dynam-
ics of both the robotic arm and the manipulated objects.
Both representations are injected into the DiT action head
via cross-attention conditioning, enabling the model to un-
derstand what to manipulate and how to move. Given the
computational cost of the VDM, we design an asynchronous
dual-system strategy. In this framework, the VDM functions

as a slow perceptual module (System 2) that provides spatio-
motional conditions, while the DiT action head serves as a
fast execution module (System 1), receiving real-time visual
inputs and low-frequency features from System 2. Notably,
we find that by explicitly providing motion-aware conditions
to System 1, it can adaptively generate stable actions when
receiving varying frequency inputs.

For evaluation, we assess the multi-task performance of
Video2Act on the RoboTwin simulation benchmark [10, 40]
and six real-world manipulation tasks using the ALOHA
dual-arm robot [56]. Video2Act achieves state-of-the-art
performance, outperforming previous methods by 7.7% in
simulation and 21.7% in real-world experiments in terms
of average success rate. Moreover, it operates at a real-
time action generation frequency, demonstrating both high
efficiency and robust control capability.

In summary, our contributions are as follows:
• We systematically analyze VDM representations in robotic

settings, revealing that they capture stable structural and
motion-consistent features that are robust to robot arm and
wrist-camera dynamics.

• We propose Video2Act, which explicitly integrates spatio-
motional representations through Spatial Filtering Opera-
tors and FFT into VLA model learning, enabling the model
to understand what to manipulate and how to move.

• We develop an asynchronous dual-system strategy, where
the VDM acts as a slow perceptual system and the DiT
head as a fast execution system, enabling adaptive and
stable action generation under high-frequency inputs.

2. Related Work
2.1. Video Diffusion Models for Robotics
Recent progress in video diffusion models (VDMs) has
significantly advanced the ability to generate temporally
consistent video sequences [20]. VDMs learn to model
long-horizon dynamics through iterative denoising in the
latent space, enabling strong representations of object mo-
tion, scene transitions, and causal dependencies across
time. These capabilities have led to growing interest in
using VDMs for downstream robotic perception and con-
trol [13, 16, 21, 24, 34, 53, 57]. Early works use VDMs to
predict future videos and employ inverse dynamics models
to infer actions [2, 6, 28, 38], but these approaches often
suffer from accumulated errors and high inference latency.
More recent work explores leveraging VDMs in an implicit
manner; for example, VPP [22] learns to extract intermedi-
ate feature maps from VDMs and inject them into policy
networks to end-to-end learn action policies. Despite these
advances, existing approaches typically directly use raw
VDM features without fully understanding or disentangling
the spatial structures and motion dynamics encoded within
them [12, 32, 34]. Such structural and temporal information

2



Head Camera View Wrist Camera View
O
ri
gi
n

D
IN

O
v2

Si
gL
IP

VD
M

Figure 2. Qualitative analysis of latent representations. We visualize Grad-CAM activations for DINOv2, SigLIP and the Video Diffusion
Model (VDM) during the block handover task, observed from two common robotic settings: a static third-person (Head Camera View)
and a dynamic ego-centric (Wrist Camera View). The heatmaps for standard image encoders (DINOv2, SigLIP) are diffuse, unstable, and
shift focus irregularly. In contrast, the VDM features consistently attend to the foreground objects being manipulated, demonstrating strong
spatial structure awareness even under severe ego-motion.

remains underutilized, even though it provides strong priors
for action learning. Our work addresses this gap by explicitly
extracting and refining spatial- and motion-aware representa-
tions, and integrating them as conditions for diffusion-based
action policy learning.

2.2. Vision-Language-Action (VLA) Models

Recent progress in developing robust and generalizable
manipulation policies has led to the emergence of Vi-
sion–Language–Action (VLA) models, which integrate vi-
sual observations, natural language instructions, and policy
learning into a unified framework [4, 5, 26, 33, 44, 51, 52].
Most VLAs employ image encoders to extract visual repre-
sentations that are fused with language embeddings to guide
an action decoder [23, 36, 41], which limits their ability to
capture long-horizon temporal dynamics and detailed spatial
structure in complex environments. To reduce the compu-
tational overhead of large vision–language models, several
recent approaches introduce a dual-system decomposition,
separating high-level reasoning from low-level action gen-
eration [3, 7, 9, 15, 19, 55]. In these frameworks, System
2 typically performs semantic or task-level processing to
produce a latent representation that conditions a diffusion-
based System 1 action policy. In our work, the VDM is also
computationally expensive, and its strong temporal modeling
capability naturally fits the role of System 2 within such a
dual-system design.

3. Method

To explore the inherent spatio-motional information encoded
within video diffusion models (VDM), we first conduct a
qualitative analysis of their latent feature representations
under two common robotic observation settings: a static
third-person camera view and a dynamic wrist-mounted cam-
era view (Section 3.1). The results show that VDM activa-
tions consistently emphasize foreground objects and exhibit
high temporal stability, revealing strong spatial structure
and motion-aware characteristics. Motivated by this obser-
vation, we introduce the Video2Act model in Section 3.2,
a vision-language-action (VLA) framework that explicitly
incorporates spatial- and motion-aware representations ex-
tracted from the VDM. To support real-time control, we
design an asynchronous dual-system scheme, presented in
Section 3.3, where the VDM operates as System 2, providing
perceptual updates, while a DiT-based action head serves as
System 1, producing high-frequency action generation.

3.1. Motivation
Existing VLA methods [4, 26, 35–37] rely on the static im-
age encoders of pretrained VLMs to extract visual features.
However, such image encoders lack the temporal perception
and dynamics modeling capabilities required for robotic ma-
nipulation. Recently, motivated by the strong ability of video
diffusion models (VDMs) to capture realistic dynamics in
the physical world, several VLA approaches [12, 22] have
begun to directly incorporate raw representations derived
from VDMs to improve robotic policy learning. However,
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Figure 3. Video2Act Framework. Video2Act employs an asynchronous dual-system framework consisting of a slow perceptual VDM
(System 2) and a fast action head (System 1). System 2 extracts refined spatial and motion representations from two image inputs: high-
resolution images for spatial filtering via Sobel operators and long-horizon sequences for motion extraction via FFT. These low-frequency
spatio-motional features serve as conditioning inputs to System 1, which simultaneously receives high-frequency image tokens. Through
cross-attention conditioning, these asynchronously updated signals are effectively fused, enabling robust and real-time action generation.

why and how the latent features of VDMs benefit robotic
manipulation has not been explicitly revealed. Therefore,
we conduct an intuitive qualitative analysis of VDM latent
representations under two common robotic observation set-
tings: (1) a static scenario with a third-person camera and
(2) a dynamic scenario with a wrist camera.

As shown in Figure 2, we visualize the Grad-CAM ac-
tivations [48] of two widely used image encoders in VLA
(SigLIP [54] and DINOv2 [42]), and compare them with
those from the VDM [29]. We use the block handover task
from RoboTwin [40] as the input sequence for all models to
generate class-discriminative localization maps by weighting
feature activations with their output gradients. The high-
lighted regions indicate spatial locations that contribute most
to the model’s feature response, providing an attention-like
visualization of where the model focuses. Under the static
third-person view, image encoders exhibit unstable and in-
consistent attention across consecutive frames, with their
focus regions shifting irregularly as the manipulation pro-
gresses. In contrast, VDM features consistently attend to the
foreground object over time. Even as the block is lifted by
the gripper, the highlighted regions remain stably aligned
with the manipulated object, demonstrating strong spatial
structure representation even under dynamic scenarios. This
consistency also persists under the dynamic wrist camera set-
ting, where ego-motion is severe, yet the attention of VDM
remains firmly anchored to the manipulated object.

3.2. Video2Act Framework

Building on these findings, we present Video2Act, a vision-
language-action (VLA) framework that explicitly integrates
spatial- and motion-aware representations from a video dif-

fusion transformer into policy learning.

3.2.1. Overview

Problem Definition. Following recent advances in VLA
model imitation learning [26, 37], our objective is to learn a
conditional policy that generates temporally coherent action
trajectories conditioned on multimodal observations. Given
the observations ot = (It−T :t, st) and the language instruc-
tion l, where I denotes the image sequence and s represents
the robot state. The policy πθ is trained to maximize the
log-likelihood of demonstrated future actions:

max
θ

E(ot, l, at+1:t+H)∼D
[
log πθ(at+1:t+H | ot, l)

]
.

The predicted action chunk at+1:t+H contains the joint posi-
tions used for robot control.
Model Architecture. We show the Video2Act architecture
in Figure 3. Specifically, we employ SigLIP-ViT-L/14 [54]
as the image encoder to extract visual tokens, and a text
encoder [46] to produce instruction embeddings. For System
2, we adopt the transformer-based Video Diffusion Model
Hunyuan [29], which includes a pretrained 3D VAE to en-
code images into latent space and consists of 60 transformer
blocks, from which we use the first 25 blocks to extract fea-
tures. The spatial and motion features are extracted using
our proposed spatial and motion filters, and are then com-
pressed by two lightweight Q-formers [27] to reduce token
redundancy while preserving global consistency. For System
1, we employ a 1B-parameter diffusion transformer. The
image tokens, text tokens, and VDM tokens are integrated
into action DiT through cross-attention.
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3.2.2. Spatio-Motional Representation Extraction
To obtain clean feature signals while maintaining efficiency,
we adopt an inversion-based feature extraction strategy. Fol-
lowing prior diffusion inversion works [45, 50], given an
RGB observation sequence {It}Tt=1, we encode it into the la-
tent space of the video diffusion transformer Vθ and extract
features from the beginning of the inversion trajectory (i.e.,
the denoising step at tdiff=0), where the features preserve
the original representation and minimize denoising artifacts:

Ft−T :t = Vθ(It−T :t; tdiff=0). (1)

To capture both fine-grained spatial details and long-
horizon motion dynamics, we decompose the input into two
complementary video streams processed independently by
the VDM Vθ:

FH
t−Ts:t = Vθ(I

H
t−Ts:t), FL

t−Tl:t
= Vθ(I

L
t−Tl:t

), (2)

where H denotes the high-resolution input IHt−Ts:t
∈

R512×768×3 with the short-horizon window (Ts = 2), and L
denotes the normal-resolution input ILt−Tl:t

∈ R256×256×3

with the long-horizon window (Tl = 16), and both feature
branches are extracted from the inversion step.

Building on the observations in Section 3.1, we adopt a
simple yet effective strategy to make these implicit cues
explicit by applying non-learnable, channel-wise opera-
tors in the high-dimensional feature space to separately ex-
tract structure-aware and motion-aware representations. As
shown in Figure 3, we apply a Sobel-based Spatial Filtering
Operator to extract structural boundaries for each frame, and
a frequency-domain Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) to capture
coherent motion dynamics across adjacent frames. Formally,
given the two types of features FH

t−Ts:t
∈R32×48×3072 and

FL
t−Tl:t

∈R16×16×3072, we define:

St = Sobel(FH
t−Ts:t), Mt = FFFT(F

L
t−Tl:t

). (3)

Spatial Structure Representation (Sobel). For each chan-
nel c, we compute spatial gradients over a short temporal win-
dow F

H,(c)
t−Ts:t

using the standard 3×3 Sobel kernels [8, 49]:

Sx =

−1 0 1
−2 0 2
−1 0 1

 , Sy =

−1 −2 −1
0 0 0
1 2 1

 .

The horizontal and vertical gradients are obtained via
channel-wise convolution for each frame:

G(c)
x = Sx ∗ FH,(c)

t−Ts:t
, G(c)

y = Sy ∗ FH,(c)
t−Ts:t

.

and the gradient magnitude is computed as

S
(c)
t =

√
(G

(c)
x )2 + (G

(c)
y )2.

The resulting representation St = {S(1)
t , . . . , S

(C)
t } is ob-

tained by applying the filter independently across channels
in the high-dimensional feature space, enhancing structure-
aware consistency across adjacent frames.
Motion Representation (FFT). For each spatial location
(i, j) and channel c, we apply a one-dimensional Discrete
Fourier Transform [14] along the temporal axis:

F̂
(c)
k (i, j) =

Tl−1∑
τ=0

F
L,(c)
t−τ (i, j) e− i 2πkτ/Tl ,

where k = 0, . . . , Tl−1. We then apply a frequency mask B,
corresponding to the high-pass filter in implementation, and
reconstruct the filtered sequence via an inverse DFT:

M
(c)
t−τ (i, j) = Re

(
1

Tl

∑
k∈B

F̂
(c)
k (i, j) e i 2πkτ/Tl

)
,

where τ = 0, . . . , Tl−1. This operation suppresses low-
frequency background components and highlights coherent
motion patterns over time. The resulting tensors St and
Mt explicitly encode spatial and motion cues for the action
generation head.

3.3. Asynchronous Dual-System Scheme
Robots require efficient control to perform closed-loop and
complex manipulation tasks, yet incorporating a VDM intro-
duces substantial computational cost. Since our approach ex-
plicitly extracts spatio-motional features from the VDM, we
investigate whether these features can be temporally reused,
enabling us to reduce the frequency of VDM inference with-
out sacrificing action generation stability. Therefore, we
propose an asynchronous dual-system paradigm within the
Video2Act VLA model, where the VDM serves as System
2, a slow perceptual module that provides spatially and tem-
porally rich representations, while an additional diffusion-
transformer (DiT) head serves as System 1, a fast execution
module that generates precise actions.
Asynchronous Frequency. Since System 2 (VDM) is a
large-scale pretrained model, it operates at a low frequency
to conduct high-level contextual reasoning and extract spatio-
motional features. As shown in Figure 3, the feature outputs
of System 2 serve as latent conditions that temporally guide
System 1’s action generation over the subsequent H time
steps. In contrast, System 1 focuses on real-time action exe-
cution. At each time step, it uses the most recent observation
to produce an action, while being conditioned on the period-
ically updated feature outputs from System 2. This design
resembles intuitive, reactive control, positioning System 1
as a high-frequency action generation module. Empirically
(Section 4.2.2), we find that with a reasonable operating fre-
quency ratio of 1 : n, control accuracy remains stable while
inference speed improves substantially. This asynchronous
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execution paradigm provides a practical balance between
computational efficiency and real-time responsiveness.
Training Objective. System 1 (the DiT head) is trained un-
der a conditional diffusion objective. At each diffusion step,
Gaussian noise ϵ is added to the action sequence [11], and
System 1 Dθ predicts noise conditioned on high-frequency
updated image features (FI ), low-frequency updated VDM
features (FV DM = Cat(St,Mt)), and textual features(Fl),
where τn denotes the diffusion timestep embedding:

ϵθ = Dθ(ãt:t+H , τn | FI , FV DM , Fl) .

These compressed tokens are injected into the DiT blocks
of Dθ via cross-attention layers. The denoising objective is
then defined as:

Ldiff = Eat:t+H , ϵ∼N (0,1)

[
∥ϵθ − ϵ∥22

]
. (4)

4. Experiments
To evaluate the capability of Video2Act, we first compare
the multi-task performance of our method with existing ap-
proaches on the RoboTwin bimanual manipulation bench-
mark [40] in Section 4.1. We then conduct ablation studies
in Section 4.2 to illustrate the effectiveness of the spatial and
motion features extracted from the VDM and to analyze the
relationship between system frequency ratios and manipula-
tion performance. In Section 4.3, we present six real-world
experiments to evaluate the robustness of our approach. In
Section 4.4, we analyze how our method facilitates action
learning through the visualization of action distributions and
generalization scenarios in real-robot experiments.

4.1. Simulation Experiment
Simulation Benchmark.

To systematically evaluate our method, we conduct ex-
periments in the RoboTwin simulation environment [40],
which is built upon the Sapien simulator. We adopt six ma-
nipulation tasks from RoboTwin: block handover, container
place, dual bottles pick easy, dual bottles pick hard, empty
cup place, and pick apple messy. All tasks are performed
using the ALOHA-AgileX dual-arm robot system. For each
task, we generate 100 expert demonstrations.
Baselines. We compare Video2Act against six represen-
tative methods in robot imitation learning: Diffusion Pol-
icy [11]; ACT [56], which uses a transformer-based CVAE
for bimanual manipulation; RDT-1B [37], which leverages
a large-scale diffusion transformer (DiT) conditioned on a
pre-trained SigLIP encoder to model bimanual action dis-
tributions; π0 [4] and which augment a pre-trained VLM
with a diffusion expert trained via conditional flow match-
ing; and the Video Prediction Policy (VPP) [22], which uses

one-step video predictive features from a fine-tuned UNet-
based Stable Video Diffusion model to condition the action
head. Notably, the first four rely on static image encoders
(e.g., CLIP and SigLIP) that lack explicit temporal reasoning,
whereas VPP uses raw VDM features.
Training and Evaluation Details. To ensure a fair com-
parison, all methods use a single model for multiple tasks
and are trained and evaluated under the same configuration.
For VPP, we fine-tune Stable Video Diffusion on the six-task
demonstration videos and replace its action head with the
same pretrained diffusion head used in our method to ensure
a fair comparison. During evaluation, we conduct 50 rollouts
for each task with different seeds, repeating the evaluation
three times per task and reporting the variance to ensure a
robust comparison.
Quantitative Results. As shown in Table 1, Video2Act
achieves an average success rate of 54.6% across six diverse
tasks, outperforming the previous state-of-the-art methods
RDT and π0 by margins of 9.7% and 7.7%, respectively.
Notably, Video2Act achieves superior performance on four
out of six tasks, demonstrating the robustness of its action
generation. By explicitly modeling spatio-motional represen-
tations, our approach gains a more accurate understanding
of the manipulated object’s structural and dynamic states,
enabling more precise action generation. In contrast, meth-
ods relying on static visual features lack temporal percep-
tion, limiting their effectiveness in dynamic modeling during
the manipulation process. While VPP also leverages VDM
features, it relies on raw representations that are not explic-
itly refined, and thus tend to contain noisy and redundant
information. Therefore, Video2Act achieves an 8.3% im-
provement over VPP across six diverse tasks. The results
demonstrate that Video2Act can explicitly extract spatial
structures and motion trajectories via Spatial Filtering and
FFT, filtering out task-irrelevant information while preserv-
ing clean structural boundaries and coherent motion patterns.

4.2. Ablation
To validate the effectiveness of each contribution, we conduct
detailed ablation studies on the six simulated tasks.

4.2.1. Spatio-Motional Feature Extraction in VDM
To evaluate the contribution of different visual representa-
tions extracted by the VDM, we compare five configurations:
(a) w/o VDM feature; (b) raw VDM feature, using the un-
processed VDM features; (c) +Sobel, using spatial-only fea-
tures; (d) +FFT, using motion-only features; (e) +Sobel+FFT,
combining both spatial and motion features. All variants use
a fixed dual-system operating ratio of 1:1 to ensure a consis-
tent comparison. As shown in Figure 5 (a), introducing the
Sobel-based spatial filter alone improves the task success rate
by 4.0%, while adding the FFT-based motion features alone
yields a 5.0% gain. When the two components are combined,
the model achieves its best performance (54.6%), reaching
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Table 1. Simulation experiment results across six RoboTwin manipulation tasks. We compare Video2Act with five baselines, including
Diffusion Policy (DP), ACT, RDT-1B, π0, and Video Prediction Policy (VPP). All methods are trained under a multi-task setting using 100
expert demonstrations per task and are evaluated over 50 rollouts with different seeds, repeated three times.

Methods Block Handover Container Place Cup Place Bottles Easy Bottles Hard Pick Apple Mean S.R.
DP 3.7± 0.6 10.0± 0.0 11.7± 1.5 76.3± 0.6 40.0± 1.0 13.0± 1.0 25.8± 0.2
ACT 13.7± 5.9 15.0± 5.6 23.0± 4.4 19.3± 7.6 19.7± 4.5 14.3± 4.0 17.5± 2.2
RDT 95.0± 2.0 11.7± 0.6 42.3± 2.5 78.0± 1.0 32.0± 2.0 10.7± 1.5 44.9± 0.5
π0 52.7± 3.2 25.3 ± 0.6 37.7± 0.6 93.3± 0.6 36.3± 2.1 36.0 ± 1.0 46.9± 0.8
VPP 82.7± 6.1 22.7± 1.2 34.7± 1.2 66.7± 4.2 45.3± 1.2 26.0± 3.5 46.3± 0.9
Video2Act 96.7 ± 1.2 18.0± 3.5 43.3 ± 3.1 96.0 ± 3.5 46.7 ± 1.2 26.7± 3.1 54.6 ± 1.1
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Figure 4. Real-world experiment results across six manipulation tasks on the Agilex Cobot Magic platform. All methods are trained on
100 demonstrations per task and compared against two closely related baselines, RDT and VPP. We report success rates over 10 rollouts per
task under diverse tabletop configurations.

Figure 5. Ablation Study. We investigate (a) the effectiveness of
spatio-motional feature extraction and (b) how the operating ratio
influences success rate and action generation frequency.

an overall improvement of 8.3%. These results indicate that
our method effectively extracts spatial and temporal cues that
provide complementary benefits: Sobel emphasizes struc-
tural information, while FFT captures motion consistency,
and together they enhance the stability of action generation.

4.2.2. Dual-System Operating Frequency Ratio
We further investigate how different operating frequency ra-
tios affect performance. The ratio between the slow VDM
component (System 2) and the fast action component (Sys-
tem 1) is varied from 1:1 to 1:16. The ratio corresponds
to different update intervals between the VDM latent fea-
tures and the action module’s visual features. As shown in
Figure 5 (b), the model achieves the best trade-off between
accuracy and inference efficiency when the ratio is set to 1:8,
resulting in a model inference frequency of 5.96 Hz. Since
we set the action chunk size to H = 64, the overall system
achieves real-time, high-frequency control (approximately
380 Hz). These results indicate that the VDM-extracted fea-
tures inherently preserve temporal consistency across time
steps, supporting asynchronous operation that improves in-
ference efficiency without sacrificing accuracy.

4.3. Real-World Experiment
Dataset Collection. In our real-world robot experiments
setup, we employ the Agilex Cobot Magic platform, which
is equipped with a front-view and two wrist-view cameras.
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Figure 6. Action Distribution Visualization. We project the
right-hand end-effector poses (X-Z dimensions) from 40 successful
rollouts in the dual bottles pick hard task. The comparison shows
the learned distributions for: (a) SigLIP Feature; (b) Raw VDM
Feature, and (c) +Sobel+FFT VDM Feature.

We perform six distinct manipulation tasks: 1) close laptop,
2) pick carrot, 3) pick dual carrots, 4) pick dual flowers,
5) handover cucumber and 6) push triangle, which involve
various objects and action types. For each task, 100 demon-
strations are collected via master-puppet teleoperation, with
objects placed in varying positions on the table to ensure
diversity. Additional real-world dataset details can be found
in Appendix A.
Training and Evaluation Details. All methods are trained
to learn task-specific policies under the same configuration in
simulation. We evaluate Video2Act against RDT [37], π0 [4]
and VPP [22]. The final checkpoint is used to perform 10
rollouts across varied tabletop positions.
Quantitative and Qualitative Results. As shown in the sec-
ond row of Figure 4, Video2Act achieves superior real-world
performance with an average success rate of 73.3% on the
Agilex Robot, outperforming all baseline methods across
six real-world tasks. Notably, Video2Act attains substan-
tially higher success rates on bimanual manipulation tasks
that require precise spatial reasoning and dynamic coordina-
tion. These results validate the effectiveness of our proposed
Video2Act and its explicit spatio-motional representations in
improving real-world robustness for complex manipulation
tasks. As shown in the first row of Figure 4, Video2Act can
accurately execute pick-and-place, articulated object manip-
ulation, bimanual handover, and other precise manipulation
tasks, highlighting the generality of our approach across di-
verse tasks. Additional visualizations, failure case analyses,
and execution videos are provided in Appendix C, Appendix
D, and the supplementary material, respectively.

4.4. Analysis
4.4.1. Action Distribution Analysis
To further analyze how our extracted spatio-motional fea-
tures contribute to policy robustness and generalization, we
visualize the action distribution of Video2Act. The experi-
ment is conducted in the dual bottles pick hard task, where
the initial positions of the bottles are fixed to ensure con-

Object Variation Background Variation Light Variation

Figure 7. Generalization results under unseen real-world scenar-
ios. We evaluate Video2Act on the pick dual flowers and handover
cucumber tasks across three shifts, including object variation, back-
ground variation, and lighting variation.

trolled experimental conditions. For each model configu-
ration, we collect 40 successful trajectories and record the
end-effector poses of the right hand.

We then compare the distributions along the X and Z ac-
tion dimensions across three different model configurations:
(a) SigLIP feature; (b) raw VDM feature; (c) +Sobel+FFT
feature, combining both spatial and motion features. As
shown in Figure 6, the base policy (a), which relies only
on static image features, exhibits a narrowly concentrated
action distribution. Interestingly, directly adding the unpro-
cessed VDM features (b) also demonstrates a relatively con-
centrated distribution, failing to fully learn the diverse trajec-
tories. In contrast, Video2Act (c), conditioned on the refined
+Sobel+FFT features, learns a significantly broader distribu-
tion. The results demonstrate that our method successfully
captures object structural information and inter-object mo-
tion relationships, enabling it to learn a more diverse range
of manipulation trajectories from the demonstrations rather
than overfitting to a narrow subset of the distribution.

4.4.2. Generalization Experiments
To further evaluate the zero-shot generalization capability of
our method, we conduct experiments under several unseen
configurations in the real-world tasks pick dual flowers and
handover cucumber. The unseen configurations include: 1)
Object Variation, 2) Background Variation, and 3) Lighting
Variation. As shown in Figure 7, Video2Act maintains con-
sistent success rates across all generalization scenarios. The
explicit spatial-aware representations enable our model to
preserve robust object-structure understanding under vary-
ing object appearances and background contexts, while the
motion-aware representations provide stable dynamic pri-
ors that exhibit strong consistency to visual disturbances.
The performance demonstrates that our approach has the
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potential to capture essential manipulation concepts that gen-
eralize effectively to novel environments.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we presented Video2Act, an asynchronous dual-
system VLA framework that leverages the spatio-temporal
representations of video diffusion models to enhance robotic
policy learning. Our systematic analysis revealed that VDM
features naturally encode spatial- and motion-aware repre-
sentations that remain robust to robot motion and viewpoint
changes. Building on this insight, we proposed explicit
spatial and motion representation extraction methods using
Spatial Filtering Operators and FFT, which effectively cap-
ture what to manipulate and how to move. Meanwhile, an
asynchronous dual-system strategy is introduced, in which
the VDM is designated as the slow perceptual System 2,
and the action head is assigned as the fast execution System
1, thereby enabling high-frequency and stable action gener-
ation. Extensive experiments in both simulation and real-
world environments demonstrate that Video2Act achieves
SOTA performance across various manipulation tasks.
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Figure 8. Real-world robot setup and experimental assets. We
utilize the Agilex Cobot Magic platform with four 6-DoF Agilex
Piper robotic arms, equipped with an Intel RealSense D435 head
camera and two Orbbec Dabai wrist cameras, along with the object
assets used across all real-world tasks.

We provide additional details, as well as quantitative and
qualitative results of our Video2Act in this supplementary
material. The outline is shown below.
• A. Additional Experimental Setup and Data Details

(Appendix A)
– Simulation Setup and Data Collection
– Real-World Robot Hardware Setup
– Real-World Data Collection

• B. Additional Ablation Study (Appendix B)
– Spatial Filter Choice Ablation
– Layer-Depth Configuration Ablation
– Further Action Distribution Analysis

• C. Additional Visualizations (Appendix C)
– Simulation Qualitative Results
– Real-World Qualitative Results

• D. Failure Analysis (Appendix D)
– Failure Case Analysis and Visualization

A. Additional Experimental Setup and Data
Details

In this section, we provide additional details on the simu-
lation configuration, real-world robot hardware, and data
collection procedures that complement the descriptions in
the main text.

A.1. Simulation Setup and Data Collection
In RoboTwin [40], demonstrations are automatically gener-
ated via a generative digital twin pipeline. First, diverse 3D
assets are created from single 2D images using generative
foundation models and annotated with functional axes and
contact points. Subsequently, GPT-4 [1] decomposes the

manipulation tasks and infers spatial constraints based on
these annotations. Finally, these constraints are translated
into executable code that drives a motion planner to solve for
collision-free, kinematically feasible trajectories. For each
task, we generate 100 expert demonstrations using this au-
tomated framework. Detailed descriptions of six simulation
tasks are as follows:

1. block handover. A long block is initialized on the left
side of the table. The left arm grasps the upper side of
the block and performs a handoff to the right arm, which
then places the block onto a blue mat on the right side.
This task requires high-level inter-arm coordination to
ensure a stable transition of the object between grippers
without dropping it.

2. container place. Random containers, such as cups or
bowls, are placed arbitrarily on the table. The robot
must identify the container’s location to select the ap-
propriate arm (left or right) and move the container into
a fixed plate. This task tests the model’s ability to han-
dle object diversity and make dynamic arm-selection
decisions based on spatial distribution.

3. dual bottles pick easy. A red bottle and a green bottle are
placed upright on the left and right sides of the table, re-
spectively. The robot utilizes both arms simultaneously
to grasp and lift the two bottles to a designated loca-
tion. This task demands synchronized control of both
end-effectors to execute parallel manipulation actions
efficiently.

4. dual bottles pick hard. Similar to the easy setting, but
the bottles are initialized with random postures (e.g.,
lying down) rather than standing upright. The model
must perceive the complex 6D poses of the objects and
perform precise orientation adjustments to align the
grippers for a successful dual-arm grasp.

5. empty cup place. An empty cup and a coaster are ran-
domly placed on either the left or right side of the table.
The robot must grasp the cup and accurately place it
onto the coaster. This task requires fine-grained spatial
reasoning to align the cup with the coaster’s surface
while avoiding collisions.

6. pick apple messy. An apple is placed on the table sur-
rounded by four random distractor items. The robot is
required to identify, grasp, and lift the apple amidst the
clutter. This task challenges the model’s visual robust-
ness and ability to plan collision-free trajectories in a
cluttered environment.

A.2. Real-World Robot Hardware Setup
In our real-world robot experiments, we employ the Agilex
Cobot Magic platform equipped with four 6-DoF Agilex
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Table 2. Agilex Piper Arm Joint Specifications

Joint Name Range Maximum Speed

J1 −154◦ ∼ 154◦ 180◦/s
J2 0◦ ∼ 195◦ 195◦/s
J3 −175◦ ∼ 0◦ 180◦/s
J4 −100◦ ∼ 112◦ 225◦/s
J5 −75◦ ∼ 75◦ 225◦/s
J6 −170◦ ∼ 170◦ 225◦/s

Table 3. Configurations for cameras

Parameter Head Camera Wrist Camera

Resolution (H×W) 640 × 480 640 × 480
FOV (H×W) 56◦ × 43◦ 67◦ × 52◦

Frequency 30 fps 30 fps

Piper robotic arms. Both the inference and execution puppet
arms are equipped with parallel grippers featuring an 85 mm
stroke. The robotic arms operate under joint position control,
with the motion range of each joint detailed in Table 2. The
robot is integrated with three cameras: a head-view Intel
RealSense D435 camera mounted on the head, and two wrist-
view Orbbec Dabai cameras—one attached to the left wrist
and the other to the right wrist. The specific parameters of the
two cameras are shown in Table 3. The head camera provides
a global perspective for environmental perception, while
the two wrist cameras offer localized visual feedback for
fine-grained manipulation tasks performed by the respective
arms. The overall hardware configuration and real-world
experimental assets are shown in Figure 8. All algorithms
utilize RGB information from all three cameras.

A.3. Details of Real-World Data Collection
Building upon our robot hardware setup, we collect six chal-
lenging real-world tasks, comprising three single-arm tasks
and three bimanual tasks. For each task, 100 demonstrations
were collected via master–puppet teleoperation [17]. Each
demonstration comprises time-synchronized recordings of
the puppet arm’s joint positions and RGB video streams
from three fixed perspectives. To ensure data diversity, ob-
jects were placed in varying positions on the table. Detailed
descriptions of six robotic tasks are as follows:

1. close laptop. The robot uses its arm to close the laptop’s
opened folding screen. This task requires precise spa-
tial perception to locate the screen and the hinge, as
well as controlled force exertion to avoid damaging the
screen during contact. The motion trajectory must be
smooth and consistent to ensure stable manipulation of
the articulated object.

2. pick carrot. The robot moves its arm to the carrot’s posi-
tion, grasps the carrot, transfers it above the plate, and
releases it into the plate. The task relies heavily on
visual localization of the carrot and the plate, while the
grasping and releasing actions demand accurate pose
prediction and gripper control. The motion must be sta-
ble to prevent the carrot from rolling or falling during
transfer.

3. pick dual carrots. The robot places the right carrot into
the right bowl, then the left carrot into the left bowl
(with carrot position variations). This bimanual task
requires coordinated motion planning and spatial rea-
soning to handle positional variations. The model must
perceive the geometric relationship between each car-
rot and its target bowl, and execute sequential actions
without interference between the two arms.

4. pick dual flowers. The robot first grasps the right flower
and inserts it into the vase, then grasps the left flower
and inserts it into the vase. The insertion process de-
mands fine-grained spatial awareness to align the flower
stem with the vase opening. The model must also avoid
colliding with the first flower when inserting the sec-
ond, highlighting the need for dynamic trajectory ad-
justment.

5. handover cucumber. The robot grasps the cucumber
from the plate with its left hand, transfers it to the right
hand, and places it into the right plate. This task in-
volves inter-arm coordination and precise timing during
the handover phase. The model must ensure a stable
grip transition and avoid dropping the cucumber, rely-
ing on both spatial and motion-aware representations
to synchronize the dual-arm actions.

6. push triangle. The robot pushes a triangle to complete a
tangram pattern into a square. The task requires under-
standing of geometric relationships and spatial compo-
sition. The pushing motion must be carefully planned
to align the triangle with the existing pattern, involving
both structural perception and trajectory optimization
to achieve the target configuration.

B. Additional Ablation Study
B.1. Spatial Filter Choice Ablation
Spatial filtering in Video2Act aims to extract stable structure-
aware cues from the VDM latent features. We compare
Sobel [49] with two representative alternatives: a second-
order Laplacian [18] operator and a high-quality first-order
Scharr [47] operator. We keep the motion branch (FFT [14])
fixed and only vary the spatial filter.

As shown in Figure 9, we can see that +Scharr+FFT
reaches an average success rate of 53.3 %, while Laplacian
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Figure 9. Spatial filter ablation. We add +Scharr+FFT and +Lapla-
cian+FFT to our spatial filtering module and evaluate their six-dtask
average success rates on RoboTwin under the same settings as in
the main text.

reaches 52.7 %, indicating that spatial filtering indeed ben-
efits manipulation and that Scharr performs very similarly
to Sobel. The slightly lower score of Laplacian may be due
to its isotropic second-order formulation, which tends to
amplify high-frequency noise and weaken directional edge
responses. In contrast, first-order operators such as Sobel
and Scharr emphasize gradient orientation and object con-
tours more effectively, producing spatial cues that are more
aligned with manipulation-relevant boundaries. This sug-
gests that preserving directional edge information is more
beneficial than enforcing rotational isotropy when extracting
structure from VDM latents.

B.2. Layer-Depth Configuration Ablation
The video diffusion model used in Video2Act follows the
dual-stream/single-stream hierarchy of the Hunyuan VDM
architecture [29]. The first 20 dual-stream transformer
blocks perform multimodal self-attention among the SigLIP
image embeddings, text embeddings, and latent features,
enabling early fusion of visual and instruction information.
The subsequent 40 single-stream transformer blocks apply
cross-attention between the latent features and the fused mul-
timodal tokens, progressively enriching the representation
with deeper semantic structure.

While this hierarchical design is well suited for video
generation, it is not clear how much depth is actually needed
for extracting the spatio-motional cues required by our policy,
or whether using more cross-attention blocks offers tangible
benefit beyond increasing inference latency. To investigate
this behavior, we perform a structured ablation aligned with
the natural stage boundaries of the dual-stream and single-
stream blocks.

We vary the depth across these two stages as follows:
• 5 dual-stream transformer blocks
• 20 dual-stream transformer blocks
• 20 dual-stream blocks + 5 single-stream blocks (ours)
• 20 dual-stream blocks + 20 single-stream blocks
• 20 dual-stream blocks + 40 single-stream blocks

We evaluate how the average success rate and the System-

Table 4. Layer-depth configuration ablation using different num-
bers of dual-stream (DS) and single-stream (SS) transformer
blocks.

Configuration Success (%) Latency (ms)

5 DS 51.3 253.6
20 DS 52.7 488.4
20 DS + 5 SS (ours) 54.6 587.9
20 DS + 20 SS 52.3 886.5
20 DS + 40 SS 54.0 1284.6

2 perceptual latency—measured as the combined time of the
VDM forward pass and feature-processing pipeline—change
across these configurations. The results show that adding
a small number of single-stream blocks on top of the 20
dual-stream blocks provides the best trade-off between depth
and performance. The 20 DS + 5 SS configuration (ours)
achieves the highest success rate of 54.6%, indicating that
a lightweight amount of cross-attention is sufficient for ex-
tracting the spatio-motional cues needed for policy learning.
Increasing the number of single-stream blocks to 20 or 40
does not consistently improve performance and instead leads
to diminishing or fluctuating gains, suggesting that deeper
cross-attention introduces additional latency without con-
tributing meaningful new information.

B.3. Further Action Distribution Analysis

We provide further visualization of the action distribution to
verify the robustness of our method.

Unlike the previous experiment where the green bottle
was fixed, we standardize the initial position of the red
bottle within the dual bottles pick hard task. To provide a
more comprehensive analysis of the manipulation strategy,
we record the end-effector poses of the left arm across 40
successful trajectories for each model configuration.

We maintain the same comparison settings: (a) SigLIP
feature; (b) raw VDM feature; and (c) +Sobel+FFT feature.
As illustrated in Figure 11 , the base policy (a) exhibits a
narrowly concentrated distribution, indicating a tendency
to overfit to a specific subset of expert behaviors. Similarly,
the inclusion of unprocessed VDM features (b) fails to sig-
nificantly expand the diversity of the learned trajectories,
resulting in a relatively restricted workspace usage.

In contrast, Video2Act (c), utilizing the refined +So-
bel+FFT features, generates a significantly broader and
more diverse action distribution. These results further con-
firm that our method effectively leverages spatio-motional
cues to learn robust, multi-modal manipulation strategies
that generalize well across different object configurations,
rather than collapsing into a single behavioral mode.
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Figure 10. Grad-CAM comparison on real-world scenarios. We compare DINOv2, SigLIP, and our VDM-based representation on close
laptop and pick and place carrot from the head camera view, and on pick and place carrot and pick dual flowers from the wrist camera view.
DINOv2 and SigLIP exhibit scattered and unstable attention that often drifts across frames, whereas the VDM representation consistently
maintains an object-centric focus.

C. Additional Visualizations

C.1. Real-World Grad-CAM Visualizations

We further visualize feature-level Grad-CAM [48] on real-
world scenarios and compare DINOv2 [42], SigLIP [54],
and our VDM-based representation. As shown in Figure 10,
across both the head camera and wrist camera views, our
method exhibits noticeably more stable and coherent activa-
tions over time, whereas DINOv2 and SigLIP often produce
inconsistent or scattered focus regions. In a few individual
frames—such as in the close laptop task from the head view
or the pick dual flowers task from the wrist view—DINOv2
can occasionally localize the target object well. However, in

most frames, its attention drifts to irrelevant regions, leading
to unstable and unreliable activation patterns. In contrast,
VDM representation consistently attends to the manipulated
objects and their immediate surroundings, aligning more
closely with task-relevant areas. A remaining limitation is
that VDM localization becomes less precise when the ob-
ject and background share nearly identical colors, such as in
the fourth frame of the close laptop task where both appear
white.

C.2. Simulation Qualitative Results

Figure 12 presents keyframe visualizations of Video2Act
executing six distinct tasks within the RoboTwin simulation
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Figure 11. Action Distribution Visualization. We project the
left-hand end-effector poses (X-Z dimensions) from 40 successful
rollouts in the dual bottles pick hard task. The comparison shows
the learned distributions for: (a) SigLIP Feature; (b) Raw VDM
Feature, and (c) +Sobel+FFT VDM Feature.

environment. These sequences demonstrate how our dual-
system framework effectively translates high-level reasoning
into precise, temporally coherent actions.
Bimanual Coordination. In the block handover task (Row
1), Video2Act exhibits precise inter-arm coordination. The
left arm stably grasps the object and synchronizes with the
right arm for a smooth transfer, validating the effectiveness
of our motion-aware features (FFT) in modeling temporal
dependencies between two end-effectors. Similarly, in dual
bottles pick easy (Row 3), the model demonstrates the ability
to control both arms simultaneously to grasp upright objects.
Crucially, in the dual bottles pick hard task (Row 4), where
bottles are initialized in random fallen poses, the robot accu-
rately perceives the complex 6D poses and adjusts the grip-
per orientation for a successful grasp. This highlights that
our spatial filtering (Sobel) effectively captures fine-grained
structural cues even under significant pose variations.
Robustness in Clutter and Variation. In the pick apple
messy task (Row 6), the robot successfully identifies and
grasps the target apple amidst distinct distractor objects (e.g.,
banana, brush), demonstrating that the VDM-based System
2 effectively filters out task-irrelevant visual biases. In con-
tainer place (Row 2) and empty cup place (Row 5), the
model shows robust spatial reasoning, accurately aligning
the grasped object with the target placement zone (plate or
coaster) despite variations in object appearance and initial
positions.

These qualitative results confirm that Video2Act does not
merely memorize trajectories but learns a generalized repre-
sentation of what to manipulate and how to move, enabling
stable execution across diverse dynamic scenarios.

C.3. Real-World Qualitative Results
Figure 13 visualizes the execution of six diverse real-world
manipulation tasks by Video2Act.These qualitative results
highlight three key capabilities of our system:
Dynamic Bimanual Coordination. In the handover cucum-
ber task (Row 5), the system demonstrates precise temporal

synchronization. The left arm (giver) and right arm (receiver)
align their velocities perfectly during the transfer phase, pre-
venting the object from falling. This verifies that our FFT-
based motion extraction effectively captures the inter-arm
temporal dependencies required for dynamic handover. Sim-
ilarly, in the pick dual carrots task (Row 3), Video2Act
exhibits robust sequential planning. It coordinates the two
arms to transport the carrots one after another, maintaining
continuous spatial awareness to execute the second grasp
accurately without causing interference or collisions with
the first arm’s trajectory.
Fine-Grained Geometric Reasoning. The push triangle
task (Row 6) requires precise spatial reasoning to align a
geometric shape with a target slot. Video2Act successfully
perceives the orientation of the triangle and plans a pushing
trajectory that completes the square pattern, validating the
benefit of our Spatial Filtering Operators in capturing object
boundaries. Furthermore, in the pick dual flowers task (Row
4), the model accurately locates and grasps thin flower stems,
which poses a significant challenge for traditional encoders.
This demonstrates the superior fine-grained perception of our
VDM-based representations during the sequential insertion
process.
Articulated Object and Trajectory Modeling. In the close
laptop task (Row 2), the robot exhibits an understanding
of the articulated object’s constraints, generating a smooth,
circular trajectory that follows the natural mechanics of the
laptop hinge without applying excessive force. Finally, the
pick and place carrot task (Row 1) confirms the baseline
stability of our method in standard pick-and-place scenarios,
showing robust grasping and precise release placement into
the plate.

D. Failure Analysis
Through real-world experiments on the Agilex platform, we
categorize the observed failure modes into four distinct types,
as visualized in Figure 14:
1. The first case illustrates a failure driven by common er-

rors during the pick dual flowers task. The extremely thin
geometry of the flower stems leads to a minor positional
offset during the initial grasp. This slight deviation ac-
cumulates throughout the trajectory, causing the robot to
drift from the optimal path and ultimately resulting in a
misalignment failure when attempting to insert the flower
into the vase.

2. The second case, observed in the pick dual carrots task,
involves manipulation height errors regarding the ma-
nipulation height (z-axis). The gripper initiates the clos-
ing action before reaching the optimal grasping depth for
the carrot, resulting in a “grasping air” failure.

3. The third case reveals a grasp slip during the handover
cucumber task. The left gripper (giver) releases the ob-
ject prematurely before the right gripper (receiver) has
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Figure 12. Robot execution progress in simulation tasks.We visualize key frames of the robot’s execution process from a static exterior
view in simulation tasks.

established a stable hold, causing the cucumber to fall.
This reflects a dissonance in the temporal logic between
the two arms.

4. The fourth case presents a limitation in minor hardware
inaccuracies during the push triangle task. The grip-
per tends to move further than needed (overshooting),
breaking the original shape and failing to build a square
in the end. This indicates a deficiency in the model’s
fine-grained control regarding motion termination.

To alleviate these limitations, we plan to scale up the collec-
tion of high-quality demonstrations and introduce rigorous
constraints during training, thereby enhancing robustness in
physical environments. Moreover, enabling our System 2 to
autonomously detect and rectify erroneous actions will be a
key direction for future work.
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Figure 13. Robot execution progress in real-world tasks.We visualize key frames of the robot’s execution process from a static exterior
view in real-world tasks.
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Figure 14. Failure cases in real-world tasks. We visualize the failure cases observed in four real-world experiments, with key error frames
during execution highlighted using red arrows.
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