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Abstract

Recently, vision-based robotic manipulation has garnered sig-
nificant attention and witnessed substantial advancements.
2D image-based and 3D point cloud-based policy learning
represent two predominant paradigms in the field, with re-
cent studies showing that the latter consistently outperforms
the former in terms of both policy performance and general-
ization, thereby underscoring the value and significance of 3D
information. However, 3D point cloud-based approaches face
the significant challenge of high data acquisition costs, lim-
iting their scalability and real-world deployment. To address
this issue, we propose a novel framework NoReal3D: which
introduces the 3DStructureFormer, a learnable 3D perception
module capable of transforming monocular images into ge-
ometrically meaningful pseudo-point cloud features, effec-
tively fused with the 2D encoder output features. Specially,
the generated pseudo-point clouds retain geometric and topo-
logical structures so we design a pseudo-point cloud encoder
to preserve these properties, making it well-suited for our
framework. We also investigate the effectiveness of different
feature fusion strategies. Our framework enhances the robot’s
understanding of 3D spatial structures while completely elim-
inating the substantial costs associated with 3D point cloud
acquisition. Extensive experiments across various tasks val-
idate that our framework can achieve performance compara-
ble to 3D point cloud-based methods, without the actual point
cloud data.

Introduction
In recent years, significant progress has been made in vision-
based robotic manipulation strategies. Current approaches
can be broadly classified into two categories. The first re-
lies on 2D image inputs and employs reinforcement learn-
ing (Yarats et al. 2021; Lobbezoo, Qian, and Kwon 2021;
Chen et al. 2022; Geng et al. 2023; An et al. 2024; Hu,
Mirchandani, and Sadigh 2023) or imitation learning (Fang
et al. 2019; Brohan et al. 2022; Li et al. 2023; Chi et al. 2023;
Zitkovich et al. 2023; Zhao et al. 2023; Kim et al. 2024; Liu
et al. 2024) to directly estimate the 3D end-effector pose.The
second category utilizes 3D point clouds as input, leveraging
their rich geometric information to build more accurate spa-
tial perception (Liu et al. 2022; Shridhar, Manuelli, and Fox
2023; Wang et al. 2024a; Jia et al. 2024). Research (Zhu
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et al. 2024) has shown that methods based on point cloud
data generally outperform 2D image-based approaches in
terms of policy performance and generalization.

Consequently, increasing attention has been directed to-
ward explicitly extracting 3D feature representations for
robotic manipulation. These approaches can be roughly di-
vided into two groups. The first processes raw point cloud
data by training 3D policy models from scratch (Chen et al.
2023; Ze et al. 2024; Zhang et al. 2024b). However, ac-
quiring 3D data typically requires specialized sensors, and
processing 3D or voxel-based features incurs high compu-
tational costs, limiting scalability and real-world deploy-
ment. The second group employs cross-modal transforma-
tion method—such as lifting 2D features into 3D space via
pre-training or projecting 3D point clouds into multi-view
2D images processed by pre-trained 2D models (Gervet et al.
2023; Ke, Gkanatsios, and Fragkiadaki 2024; Xian et al.
2023; Shridhar, Manuelli, and Fox 2022; Goyal et al. 2023,
2024; Wang et al. 2024b; Zhang et al. 2024a). However,
these transformations often result in spatial information loss
and lack end-to-end training capabilities.

Both approaches face challenges related to deployment
cost, computational overhead, and adaptability. Therefore,
we propose a central research question: Can we develop
a paradigm that enables robots to understand geomet-
ric spatial relationships solely from 2D images, with-
out introducing any additional 3D input modalities?
Fortunately, 2D images inherently contain 3D structural
cues (Yang et al. 2024), suggesting the possibility of build-
ing a 3D-perceiving policy based solely on image inputs. In-
spired by this insight, we introduce a novel framework No-
Real3D,as shown in Figure 1, that introduces the 3DStruc-
tureFormer, a learnable 3D perception module module that
to generate geometrically meaningful pseudo-point clouds
from monocular images and fuses them with raw image fea-
tures to enhance the robot’s understanding of 3D spatial
structures.

Specifically, We first designed a pseudo point cloud gen-
erator that uses a monocular depth estimation model and
camera intrinsic parameters to generate a pseudo point cloud
to construct a 3D representation that preserves the image
topology. We then design a pseudo-point cloud encoder that
avoids traditional symmetric aggregation functions (e.g.,
max or min pooling), thereby preserving richer geomet-
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Figure 1: Overview of NoReal3D. Our framework takes a monocular RGB image I as input. The 3DStructureFormer module,
comprising a Pseudo Point Cloud Generator and a Pseudo Point Cloud Encoder, extracts geometrically meaningful pseudo-
point cloud features F3d. These 3D features are fused with 2D visual features (extracted by a standard vision backbone like ViT
or ResNet) to create a 3D-enhanced fused representation Ffused. This fused representation improves spatial understanding and
geometric perception for robotic manipulation tasks, enabling plug-and-play enhancement of existing 2D foundation models
without requiring real 3D input or modifying the backbone architecture.

ric details. Furthermore, we introduce a cross-modal fusion
module that dynamically integrates 2D visual features with
3D geometric features, enhancing overall perception. To im-
prove adaptability in real-world settings, we also propose an
implicit 3D perception mechanism that can effectively esti-
mate 3D structural information even when camera intrinsics
are unknown or inaccurate.

We evaluate NoReal3D comprehensively on multiple sim-
ulated and real-world tasks , involving over 20 different grip-
pers and dexterous manipulation scenarios. Experimental re-
sults show that our method outperforms existing 2D and 3D
approaches (Majumdar et al. 2023; Nair et al. 2022; He et al.
2016; Banino, Balaguer, and Blundell 2021; Qi et al. 2017;
Ze et al. 2024) on benchmarks such as ManiSkill and RL-
Bench (Gu et al. 2023; James et al. 2020). For example,
on the RLBench benchmark, NoReal3D achieves an average
success rate improvement of 10% over prior 2D policy meth-
ods.In summary, this paper makes the following key contri-
butions:

• We propose a novel 3D perception paradigm, NoReal3D,

which integrates 3D representation mechanisms into ex-
isting 2D foundation models, enabling robots to perceive
3D spatial relationships using only 2D image inputs.

• We design the 3DStructureFormer and explore a cross-
modal fusion strategy that effectively combines 2D visual
features with 3D geometric information, significantly en-
hancing the spatial perception and manipulation capabil-
ities of policy models.

• We validate the effectiveness of the proposed method
across a wide range of simulated and real-world tasks,
demonstrating its broad applicability and robust general-
ization in complex 3D manipulation scenarios.

Related work
Manipulation Learning.Manipulation Learning is a signif-
icant research direction at the intersection of robotics and
artificial intelligence, dedicated to enabling robots to master
complex physical manipulation skills such as grasping, as-
sembly, and object manipulation through methods like rein-



forcement learning (An et al. 2024; Chen et al. 2022; Geng
et al. 2023)or deep learning(Radosavovic et al. 2023; Nair
et al. 2022; Majumdar et al. 2023; Chen et al. 2024). This
field aims to allow robots to autonomously learn from expe-
rience, optimizing performance through trial-and-error or by
imitating human behaviors, thereby continuously improving
the precision and environmental adaptability of their opera-
tions to achieve dexterous and robust autonomous manipu-
lation.
Robotic Representation Learning.In embodied intelli-
gence, observational inputs are primarily presented in the
form of images and point clouds. Image data is low-cost
and benefits from a vast number of available datasets. In
this domain, image encoders aim to construct visual rep-
resentations better suited to task requirements. R3M(Nair
et al. 2022) leverages temporal contrastive learning to cap-
ture sequential dynamics, while VC1(Majumdar et al. 2023)
and MVP(Radosavovic et al. 2023) employ masked autoen-
coders, effectively mitigating domain shift issues. However,
due to the lack of explicit 3D spatial structure, images face
challenges in achieving precise spatial perception and ge-
ometric reasoning.Point cloud data, containing 3D spatial
coordinates, provides rich geometric and appearance fea-
tures. Unlike images, point cloud data is unordered. To ad-
dress this disorder, existing point cloud encoding methods
typically use symmetric functions for feature aggregation,
which often leads to the loss of geometric details. Studies
such as SUGAR(Chen et al. 2024) and Point Cloud Mat-
ters(Zhu et al. 2024) have compared image inputs with point
cloud inputs, demonstrating that point cloud inputs generally
enhance policy performance and generalization capabilities.
However, acquiring high-quality point clouds relies on ex-
pensive specialized equipment, resulting in high costs that
restrict the widespread application of point clouds in em-
bodied intelligence.

Methodology
The goal of robotic manipulation learning is to learn a pol-
icy π(· | ot, τ) that maps visual observations ot and a
task specification τ to actions at, with the aim of max-
imizing the expected cumulative binary reward for task
completion. Using Behavioral Cloning (BC), the policy
is trained on a dataset D = {(Xi, τi)}Ni=1 consisting
of N pairs of successful demonstrations. Each demon-
stration τi comprises a sequence of T timesteps, includ-
ing visual observations {ot}Tt=1 and corresponding actions
{at}Tt=1 (Torabi, Warnell, and Stone 2018). The training ob-
jective minimizes a combined loss function composed of
Mean Squared Error (MSE) on gripper position and rota-
tion, and Binary Cross-Entropy (BCE) on the gripper open-
close state:L = 1

|NT |
∑

τ∈D
∑T

t=1(MSE(âxyzt , axyzt ) +

MSE(âqt , a
q
t ) + BCE(âot , a

o
t )).

In this work, we focus on robotic manipulation tasks
driven solely by monocular RGB images, where the ob-
servation ot is a single image It ∈ RH×W×3. In fact, due to
the lack of explicit 3D cues, conventional 2D vision-based
policies often struggle to perceive accurate spatial relation-
ships and geometric structures, limiting their generalization

in complex manipulation scenarios. To address this, we pro-
pose NoReal3D, a novel learning paradigm that integrates
both 2D vision with Pseudo 3D representations. Specifically,
we introduce the 3DStructureFormer, a learnable 3D per-
ception module that takes a monocular image It as input and
generates geometrically meaningful pseudo-point cloud fea-
tures F3d

t ∈ RH′×W ′×C via Pseudo Point Cloud Generator
and Pseudo Point Cloud Encoder. This pseudo-point cloud
features is then fused with 2D visual features to produce a
3D-enhanced representation Ffused

t ∈ RH′×W ′×C . The strat-
egy can be applied by the existing 2D foundation mod-
els (e.g., ViT (Dosovitskiy et al. 2020) or ResNet (He et al.
2016)) in a plug-and-play manner, enhancing their spatial
awareness without modifying the backbone architecture.To
the best of our knowledge, this work represents the first ef-
fort to enable 2D-to-3D lifting within a robotic manipulation
framework without relying on auxiliary input information.

3DStructureFormer
The term 3DStructureFormer refers to the core pipeline of
NoReal3D that transforms 2D images into 3D-structured
representations. This module does not operate on real point
cloud data but instead constructs a pseudo-point cloud from
monocular inputs, preserving both appearance and geomet-
ric topology. 3DStructureFormer consists of two main sub-
modules: the Pseudo Point Cloud Generator and the Pseudo
Point Cloud Encoder.

Pseudo Point Cloud Generator In computer vision and
3D reconstruction, given the camera intrinsic parameters and
a depth map, we can convert the depth value of each pixel
into a 3D point to generate a point cloud.The correspond-
ing 3D coordinates (Xw, Yw, Zw) in the camera coordinate
system can be computed as:

Xw = dtruth ·
u− cx
fx

Yw = dtruth ·
v − cy
fy

Zw = dtruth

This formulation is based on the pinhole camera model,
which back-projects 2D image coordinates scaled by depth
into 3D space, enabling the construction of dense point
clouds.

Considering that in our scene, there are only RGB images
I and no absolute depth map information, we can employ
depth estimation models Mdepth to predict relative depth
dpred. Ideally, the predicted depth dpred is affinely related to
the inverse of the true depth (i.e., disparity):

dpred = s · 1

dgt
+ t

where dgt denotes the true depth, s is a scale factor, and t is
a shift parameter. While the scale s does not affect the over-
all geometric structure of the point cloud (only changing its
global scale), the shift t distorts the inverse relationship and
leads to shape deformation in the reconstructed 3D points.



Notably, affine transformations (scale and shift) do not
affect the normalized depth map. Specifically, normaliza-
tion is invariant under affine transformations:

dpred −min(dpred)

max(dpred)−min(dpred)
=

1
dgt

−min
(

1
dgt

)
max

(
1
dgt

)
−min

(
1
dgt

)
Therefore, to recover a geometrically plausible point

cloud from relative depth, we first normalize dpred into the
[0, 1] range:

dnor =
dpred −min(dpred)

max(dpred)−min(dpred)

Since depth prediction models typically output values in-
versely correlated with depth (smaller values for distant re-
gions), we invert the normalized depth to ensure positive
correlation with true depth:

dr = 1− dnor

Finally, we substitute dr into the pinhole camera model to
generate a pseudo-point cloud:


XPseudo = dr ·

u− cx
fx

YPseudo = dr ·
v − cy
fy

ZPseudo = dr

(1)

This approach enables the reconstruction of point clouds
with reasonable geometry and relative proportions, even
without absolute depth supervision.

Specifically, given an input image I ∈ RH×W×3, we
first estimate its dense depth map dpred = Mdepth(I) ∈
RH×W×3 using a pre-trained depth estimation model
Mdepth, implemented as a lightweight encoder-decoder net-
work. This model is optimized end-to-end during training
without requiring ground-truth depth supervision. Subse-
quently, using the camera intrinsic matrix K, each pixel
(u, v) is back-projected into 3D space according to Equa-
tion (1) to generate the pseudo-point cloud P = {Puv} ∈
RH×W×3.The entire process can be summarized as:

P = G3d(I) (2)

The resulting pseudo-point cloud preserves the 2D topo-
logical structure of the original image (i.e., neighboring pix-
els remain locally continuous in 3D) and encodes prelim-
inary geometric layout. Notably, the pseudo-point cloud is
organized in a regular grid, allowing it to be treated as a
voxelized representation and processed directly by standard
vision networks.

Pseudo Point Cloud Encoder Traditional point cloud en-
coders, such as those based on PointNet or its hierarchi-
cal variants, typically operate on unstructured 3D point sets
and rely on symmetric aggregation functions (e.g., max or
min pooling) to achieve permutation invariance. While ef-
fective for general 3D recognition, these designs inherently

discard precise spatial relationships and local topology, lim-
iting their ability to model fine-grained geometric structures
critical in robotic perception tasks.

In contrast, our Pseudo Point Cloud Encoder explicitly
preserves and leverages topological structure by maintain-
ing the 2D grid organization of the input. Instead of pro-
cessing raw 3D points directly, we first project the generated
pseudo-point cloud P into a structured 3-channel coordinate
map:

P3d = [X,Y,Z] ∈ RH×W×3, (3)

where each pixel encodes the (x, y, z) coordinates of the
corresponding 3D point. This representation naturally re-
tains the spatial continuity and neighborhood relation-
ships present in the original 2D sensor layout (e.g., from
RGB cameras), effectively embedding 3D geometry into a
topology-aware 2D domain.

The structured tensor I3d is then fed into a slightly mod-
ified 2D vision backbone E3d, such as ResNet or Vision
Transformer, to produce geometry-enriched feature maps
F3d ∈ RH′×W ′×C . By avoiding hand-crafted point cloud
operators and symmetric pooling layers, our encoder allows
convolutional filters or self-attention mechanisms to natu-
rally capture both local geometric patterns and long-range
spatial dependencies within a consistent topological frame-
work. This is particularly advantageous in robotic scenarios
where spatial coherence and precise localization are crucial.

Furthermore, our design enables seamless integration
with off-the-shelf 2D foundation models. The encoder can
be frozen for efficient transfer, fine-tuned, or trained end-
to-end depending on task requirements and data availability.
The final 3D-aware representation is obtained as:

F3d = E3d(P), (4)

which is both computationally efficient and highly expres-
sive. In summary, by transforming unstructured point clouds
into structured coordinate maps, our Pseudo Point Cloud
Encoder introduces explicit topological modeling into 2D
backbones—overcoming a key limitation of conventional
point-based encoders—while eliminating the need for spe-
cialized and often inefficient point cloud operations.

Cross-Modal Fusion Module
To integrate the appearance-rich 2D features F2d from E2d
with the geometry-aware 3D features F3d from E3d, we sys-
tematically explore several fusion strategies, including addi-
tion, concatenation, cross-attention, and self-attention mech-
anisms. In addition fusion, the 2D and 3D features are di-
rectly summed: Ffused = F2d + F3d, enabling a simple and
efficient combination. Alternatively, concatenation fusion
preserves the integrity of both feature sets by concatenat-
ing them along the channel dimension, Ffused = [F2d,F3d],
followed by a 1 × 1 convolution to reduce dimensional-
ity. To enable more sophisticated interactions, we also in-
vestigate cross-attention fusion, where 2D features serve as
queries and 3D features as keys and values, formulated as
Ffused = MHCA(F2d,F3d,F3d), allowing 2D features to
selectively attend to relevant geometric cues in 3D space.
Lastly, self-attention fusion employs a Transformer encoder



layer on the concatenated features: Ffused = SA([F2d,F3d]),
aiming to model complex interdependencies.

Among these, ablation studies reveal that addition fusion
consistently achieves the best performance, offering effec-
tive feature integration with minimal computational over-
head. Detailed experimental analyses of these fusion mech-
anisms are provided in Feature Fusion Experiments .

We propose NoReal3D, a novel robotic manipulation
learning framework that enhances 2D vision-based policies
with pseudo-3D geometric understanding from monocular
RGB images. Our method is plug-and-play compatible with
existing 2D foundation models, marking the first effort to en-
able 2D-to-3D lifting in robotic manipulation without auxil-
iary inputs.

Experiments
To validate the effectiveness and generalization capability of
NoReal3D, we conducted systematic experiments combin-
ing various encoders and action generation strategies in two
simulated environments and a real-world scenario. We also
investigated the impact of different feature fusion strategies
on the results and provided our analysis.To verify the effec-
tiveness of the relative depth processing, we also conducted
visualization experiments on pseudo point clouds.Due to
space limitations, the experimental results of the implicit
branch without camera intrinsics will be presented in the
Appendix A.

Experiment Settings
Benchmarks and dataset. We evaluate on over 20 tasks se-
lected from two widely used manipulation simulation bench-
marks: RLBench(James et al. 2020), based on the Cop-
peliaSim physics engine, and ManiSkill2(Gu et al. 2023),
based on the SAPIEN physics engine(Xiang et al. 2020).On
RLBench, we use the pre-generated demonstration data for
18 tasks provided by PerAct, with each task containing
100 demonstrations for training and 25 demonstrations for
testing and validation. On ManiSkill2, we use the official
demonstration dataset: soft-body manipulation tasks contain
1,000 demonstrations, while rigid-body manipulation tasks
contain 200 demonstration samples.In the real-world exper-
iments, for each task, we collected 50 demonstration tra-
jectories from different spatial locations at a sampling fre-
quency of 30 fps.Detailed task descriptions are provided in
Appendix B.
Backbone.We conducted experiments on two state-of-the-
art action generation strategies, ACT (Fu, Zhao, and Finn
2024) and Diffusion Policy(DP)(Chi et al. 2023), as our ac-
tion generation frameworks. The core idea of ACT is to uti-
lize a Variational Autoencoder (VAE) to learn and encode
action sequences from expert demonstration data, generating
coherent action sequences through imitation learning. Diffu-
sion Policy, on the other hand, is based on diffusion models
and formulates action generation as a step-by-step denois-
ing process, iteratively recovering high-quality and diverse
actions from noise.
Baselines.To verify the applicability of our method across
different feature extraction architectures, we select four

representative 2D image encoders as baseline models:
VC1(Dosovitskiy et al. 2020), R3M(Nair et al. 2022), ViT-
B(Dosovitskiy et al. 2020), and ResNet-50(He et al. 2016).
These encoders cover two mainstream network architec-
tures (Transformers and ResNet) including general-purpose
visual encoders (ViT-B, ResNet-50) and specialized en-
coders pre-trained on embodied intelligence data (VC1,
R3M). Additionally, to extend the scope of comparison, we
also introduced two 3D point cloud encoders—PointNet(Qi
et al. 2017) and PonderV2(Banino, Balaguer, and Blundell
2021)—and included DP3(Ze et al. 2024), the current state-
of-the-art 3D perception policy method, in the comparative
experiments as one of the 3D model baselines, thereby com-
prehensively evaluating the performance of the proposed
method across different architectural types.
Training Details.To ensure a fair comparison, all mod-
els are trained and evaluated under identical configurations
within the same virtual environment. During training, the
AdamW(Kingma and Ba 2014) optimizer is employed with
a weight decay of 0.05 and a learning rate of 1 × 10−5.
For the RLBench experiments, models are trained for 3,000
epochs; for the ManiSkill experiments, models are trained
for 1,200 epochs. Performance is evaluated using the final
checkpoint obtained from training. Each task’s checkpoint
is independently evaluated 25 times, and the average success
rate is reported as the final result. All models are trained and
evaluated on a single RTX 4090 GPU.

Simulation Experiment
In presenting the results, for each 2D model and its cor-
responding version enhanced by our method, the better-
performing one is underlined; the best overall result among
all 2D and 3D models for each task is highlighted in bold
to facilitate clear comparison and analysis.As shown in Ta-
ble 1 and Table 2, NoReal3D significantly improves the per-
formance of specialized encoders pre-trained on embodied
intelligence data. For the VC1 encoder, under the ACT pol-
icy, the average task success rate increases by 0.10, repre-
senting a relative improvement of 38%; under the DP pol-
icy, the average task success rate increases by 0.05, a rela-
tive improvement of 33%. For the R3M encoder, under the
ACT policy, the average task success rate increases by 0.05,
a relative improvement as high as 55%; under the DP policy,
the success rate improves from nearly zero to 0.08, demon-
strating particularly significant enhancement. Furthermore,
NoReal3D also exhibits strong adaptability with general-
purpose encoders. Under the ACT policy, the previously
nearly ineffective ViT and ResNet models achieve success
rates of 0.22 and 0.10, respectively, marking a transition
from almost useless to practically applicable. These results
fully demonstrate NoReal3D’s excellent compatibility and
strong generalization capabilities across different 2D en-
coders and various action generation strategies. Compared
to 3D baseline methods, NoReal3D combined with the state-
of-the-art 2D encoder VC1 approaches the performance of
the 3D baselines on many tasks under the ACT policy, while
under the DP policy, it surpasses the 3D baselines on all
tasks, demonstrating superior practicality and competitive-
ness.Due to space limitations, the experimental results and



Table 1: Experimental results of different models combined with the ACT strategy on RLBench.

Taskname
2D Model + ACT 3D Model + ACT

vc1 vc1 r3m r3m vit vit resnet resnet PointNet PonderV2Ours Ours Ours Ours
close jar 0.08 0.32 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.24
meat off grill 0.28 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.72 0.76
open drawer 0.16 0.40 0.00 0.12 0.04 0.28 0.08 0.36 0.04 0.48
place wine 0.04 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.36
push buttons 0.36 0.44 0.04 0.12 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.16 0.68 0.52
put money 0.52 0.56 0.16 0.08 0.00 0.44 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.28
reach and drag 0.20 0.20 0.16 0.08 0.00 0.64 0.00 0.04 0.76 0.28
sweep to 0.72 0.96 0.44 0.92 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.36 0.96 0.92
turn tap 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.16
Mean S.R. 0.26 0.36 0.09 0.15 0.00 0.22 0.01 0.11 0.37 0.44

Table 2: Experimental results of different models combined with the Diffusion Policy strategy on RLBench.

Taskname
2D Model + DP 3D Model + DP 3D Policy

vc1 vc1 r3m r3m vit vit resnet resnet PointNet PonderV2 DP3Ours Ours Ours Ours
close jar 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
meat off grill 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.32 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.00
open drawer 0.20 0.32 0.00 0.08 0.08 0.16 0.56 0.68 0.08 0.16 0.04
place wine 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
push buttons 0.08 0.12 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.08 0.00 0.04 0.12
put money 0.24 0.16 0.04 0.12 0.16 0.52 0.16 0.20 0.04 0.04 0.00
reach and drag 0.36 0.76 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.12 0.48 0.40 0.16 0.04 0.04
sweep to 0.36 0.28 0.00 0.44 0.72 0.84 0.96 0.96 0.28 0.12 0.00
turn tap 0.12 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.08 0.04 0.00 0.00
Mean S.R. 0.15 0.20 0.00 0.08 0.13 0.21 0.29 0.31 0.07 0.04 0.02

quantitative analysis of ManiSkill2 are provided in the Ap-
pendix C.

Real-World Experiments
Task Design. We conduct real-world experiments using a
WOWROBO single-arm manipulator (Koch type), acquir-
ing visual inputs from two external cameras—a Hikvision
DS-E22S camera and a GESOBYTE C301 camera (total
cost under 40 USD)—from different viewpoints to construct
dual-view observations. The experiments involve three ma-
nipulation tasks: (1) stacking a cubic block onto a rectangu-
lar block; (2) placing an eraser into a designated container;
and (3) touching cubic block. All policies are trained inde-
pendently from scratch, and after training, each is evaluated
independently 10 times at unseen locations. A ResNet archi-
tecture is used for the 2D visual encoder. Camera intrinsic
parameters are estimated based on field of view and resolu-
tion, ignoring lens distortion. More experimental setup and
implementation details are provided in the Appendix D.
Quantitative results.Compared to baseline methods using
only a 2D encoder, our approach achieves significant success
rate improvements across all three tasks. This improvement
validates that our method can effectively enhance the 2D en-
coder’s understanding of 3D spatial structures. Even without
using expensive 3D sensors or pre-scanned point clouds, our
approach significantly improves the policy’s spatial percep-

tion and generalization performance by implicitly modeling
multi-view geometric information.

Feature Fusion Experiments

Results and Discussion.As shown in Table 3, for most
tasks, simple element-wise addition of features performs
better than channel-wise concatenation, and both methods
outperform subsequent approaches that incorporate atten-
tion mechanisms. This phenomenon may be attributed to im-
age features primarily carrying semantic information, while
pseudo point cloud features focus more on spatial informa-
tion expression. Given the one-to-one correspondence be-
tween pseudo point cloud features and image features, di-
rectly adding the two can simultaneously preserve seman-
tic and spatial information at each resolution level, whereas
concatenation might disrupt this precise positional corre-
spondence. Moreover, attention mechanisms aim to enhance
the representation of useful information by adjusting fea-
ture weights. However, for pseudo point clouds generated
from images, which essentially approximate rather than pre-
cisely replicate actual point cloud positions, applying at-
tention mechanisms after addition or concatenation could
lead the model to over-focus on these approximation errors,
thereby weakening overall performance.



Table 3: Results of Different Feature Fusion Strategies. VC1 encoder is used as the 2D encoder. Best performances are high-
lighted in bold.

Taskname plus plus contact contact cross
Attention Attention Attention

close jar 0.32 0.08 0.16 0.12 0.12
meat off grill 0.28 0.00 0.20 0.12 0.16
open drawer 0.40 0.24 0.24 0.16 0.24
place wine 0.12 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00
push buttons 0.44 0.44 0.52 0.40 0.40
put money 0.56 0.48 0.56 0.44 0.48
reach and drag 0.20 0.12 0.36 0.20 0.04
sweep to 0.96 0.56 0.80 0.80 0.80
turn tap 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.00
Mean S.R. 0.36 0.22 0.32 0.25 0.25

(a) Origin Image. (b) Taking the reciprocal of relative depth. (c) NoReal3D.

Figure 2: Pseudo-point cloud visualization experiment. (a) is an image taken from ScanNet++; (b) is the pseudo-point cloud
generated by taking the reciprocal of the relative depth and using camera intrinsic parameters; (c) is the pseudo-point cloud
generated by NoReal3D after normalization and other processing.
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Figure 3: Success rates comparison between ResNet and
Ours methods on three tasks.

Pseudo Point Cloud Visualization Experiments
Experimental Design. We employ Depth Anything as the
relative depth estimation model and select an image from the
ScanNet++(Yeshwanth et al. 2023) dataset to demonstrate
the visualization of pseudo point clouds. The experiment
compares two generation methods: one generates pseudo
point clouds by directly taking the inverse of the relative
depth map, while the other produces point clouds after ap-
plying normalization and other processing steps within the
NoReal3D framework. This comparison visually illustrates

the impact of different processing strategies on point cloud
quality.
Experimental Analysis.As shown in Figure 2,due to the
presence of an unknown offset, directly inverting the rela-
tive depth map results in significant positional misalignment
in the reconstructed point cloud. In contrast, NoReal3D ef-
fectively eliminates the impact of this offset through nor-
malization and other optimization techniques, producing a
detailed point cloud that closely aligns with the real scene.
Fine details present in the original image, such as chair legs
and other small structures, are well preserved in the recon-
structed result.

Conclusion
In this paper, we introduce NoReal3D, a novel framework
that enables robotic manipulation from monocular RGB im-
ages by fusing 2D vision with pseudo 3D representations.
First, we propose the 3DStructureFormer, a learnable mod-
ule that generates geometrically meaningful pseudo-point
cloud features from single 2D images, enhancing spatial and
structural perception. Second, we design a cross-modal fu-
sion strategy that seamlessly integrates 3D geometric cues
with 2D visual features in a plug-and-play manner, boosting
the performance of existing 2D foundation models without
modifying their architectures. NoReal3D achieves state-of-
the-art results on benchmarks such as ManiSkill and RL-



Bench, reaching performance on par with state-of-the-art 3D
policy methods. It also demonstrates strong capabilities in
real-world tasks.
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