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ABSTRACT

Vision–language–action (VLA) models have shown promise in robotic manipu-
lation, but imitation learning (IL) alone often struggles to master complex long-
horizon skills. Reinforcement learning (RL) offers an effective avenue for further
improving VLA policies. However, existing VLA-RL methods typically suffer
from delayed and biased credit assignment due to trajectory-level sparse rewards,
while imbalanced subtask mastery creates bottlenecks that limit overall perfor-
mance. To address these challenges, we propose AtomicRL, an RL post-training
framework that leverages atomic task structures for reliable credit assignment and
adaptive exploration. AtomicRL introduces Semantic-Aware Policy Optimization
(SAPO), which uses semantic-aware gating to constrain TD residuals from failed
atomic subtasks from propagating across task boundaries, mitigating credit contam-
ination while preserving intra-subtask credit assignment and value bootstrapping.
In addition, Bottleneck-Adaptive Target Exploration (BATE) dynamically coor-
dinates task sampling and local exploration incentives based on the mastery of
individual atomic subtasks, directing learning toward the remaining bottlenecks.
Finally, we develop a Real2Sim2Real pipeline that bridges online RL in simulation
with real-world deployment, facilitating practical transfer to physical robots. On
LIBERO-LONG, AtomicRL achieves absolute performance gains of 3.6% and
4.0% over PPO across two VLA architectures. On CALVIN ABC-D, it improves
full-task performance by up to 9.5% over PPO. Combined with the Real2Sim2Real
pipeline, AtomicRL further improves real-world task performance by an average of
21.3%. These results demonstrate that AtomicRL effectively improves the learning
efficiency and manipulation performance of VLA policies on long-horizon tasks.

1 INTRODUCTION

Recent advances in Vision-Language Models (VLMs) (Beyer et al., 2024; Deitke et al., 2024; Yang
et al., 2025) have established Vision–Language–Action (VLA) (Intelligence et al., 2025b; Kim
et al., 2025; Liu et al., 2025b) models as a prominent paradigm for robotic manipulation. Although
imitation learning (IL) from large-scale robot demonstrations enables VLA models to acquire diverse
manipulation skills, its performance is inherently constrained by the coverage of the demonstration
data. Reinforcement learning (RL) overcomes this limitation by directly optimizing policies with
task feedback obtained through environment interaction, and recent work (Li et al., 2026; Xu et al.,
2026) has successfully applied RL to VLA models. However, existing VLA-RL methods still face
substantial challenges in long-horizon manipulation tasks.

First, most methods rely on terminal-only success rewards. In an episode that completes the first k
subtasks but fails at subtask k+1, the absence of a terminal success reward causes generalized advan-
tage estimation (GAE) to propagate failure-related temporal-difference (TD) residuals backward to
t0, suppressing the advantages of correctly executed actions. We refer to this as credit contamination,
where useful behavior in failed trajectories is systematically devalued, with the effect worsening as the
horizon grows. Prior work (Chen et al., 2025; Yang et al., 2026a; Tan et al., 2025; Zhai et al., 2025)
mitigates reward sparsity through stage-level preference optimization or subtask-level intermediate
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Figure 1: Overview of AtomicRL. Unlike previous RL methods that use standard GAE which may
suffer from credit contamination, AtomicRL uses SAPO to promote more reliable credit assignment.
Together with BATE and the Real2Sim2Real pipeline, AtomicRL achieves strong performance on
long-horizon manipulation tasks in both simulation and the real world.

rewards, but these approaches alter reward density without resolving credit contamination. Second,
subtask mastery is uneven, with failures increasingly concentrated in a few bottleneck subtasks during
later training. Uniform task sampling and fixed exploration then waste interaction budget on saturated
subtasks while providing insufficient exploration for the bottlenecks.

To address these challenges, we propose AtomicRL, as illustrated in Fig. 1, an RL post-training
framework built around atomic task structure. Our key insight is that semantic subtasks provide a
unified basis for both the propagation of learning signals and the allocation of exploration resources.
AtomicRL couples Semantic-Aware Policy Optimization (SAPO) with Bottleneck-Adaptive Target
Exploration (BATE), supported by a lightweight Progress–Completion Critic (PCC) that estimates
atomic subtask progress and completion boundaries. PCC also provides progress estimates for con-
structing dense progress-based shaping rewards (PBSR). SAPO modulates TD-residual propagation
in advantage estimation with a soft gate conditioned on semantic boundaries. Within each atomic
subtask, it preserves standard GAE trace decay; across subtask boundaries, it maintains propagation
between successful subtasks while attenuating residuals from failed subtasks. By leaving one-step
TD residuals and value bootstrapping unchanged, SAPO reduces failure interference while preserving
intra-subtask credit assignment and successful subtask dependencies. BATE tracks the mastery of
each subtask via a moving average of its completion rate, jointly adjusts the sampling weight of full
tasks and the strength of subtask-level entropy regularization, directing interaction and exploration
resources toward bottleneck subtasks. Finally, to support physical deployment, we develop an auto-
mated Real2Sim2Real pipeline. Given a single real-world multimodal demonstration and the required
auxiliary information, the pipeline reconstructs an interactive simulation environment. It connects
simulation-based RL with real-robot deployment, shifting costly physical trial-and-error to parallel
simulation with reproducible resets.

We conduct extensive experiments in both simulation and the real world. On LIBERO-LONG (Liu
et al., 2023) AtomicRL achieves success rates of 99.0% with π0.5 (Intelligence et al., 2025b) and
98.8% with OpenVLA-OFT (Kim et al., 2025), improving over PPO by 3.6% and 4.0%. On CALVIN
ABC-D (Mees et al., 2022), the average completed sequence length improves from 3.56 to 4.56, while
the success rate of completing full five-subtask chain improves by 9.5% over PPO. Combined with the
Real2Sim2Real pipeline, AtomicRL further yields an average improvement of 21.3% on real-robot
long-horizon tasks. These results demonstrate the effectiveness of AtomicRL for long-horizon VLA
reinforcement learning. Overall, our contributions are as follows:

• We introduce AtomicRL, an RL post-training framework built around atomic task structure
for long-horizon robotic manipulation.

• We propose SAPO to mitigate cross-subtask credit interference and BATE to adaptively
direct task sampling and exploration toward bottleneck subtasks.

• We develop a Real2Sim2Real pipeline that streamlines simulation construction and RL
training for efficient real-robot deployment.
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• We validate the effectiveness of AtomicRL through extensive experiments conducted in both
simulated environments and real-world robots.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 REINFORCEMENT LEARNING FOR VLA MODELS

Reinforcement learning (RL) optimizes policies through environment interaction and task-level
feedback. Recent work has explored both offline and online RL paradigms for VLA policies. Offline
RL approaches leverage task feedback to enable continued policy improvement (Huang et al., 2025;
Zhang et al., 2025b;a). π∗

0.6 (Intelligence et al., 2025a) integrates expert demonstrations, autonomous
interaction data, and human corrections through advantage-conditioned learning. For scalable
online training, VLA-RL (Lu et al., 2025) and SimpleVLA-RL (Li et al., 2026) explore frameworks
for continually improving VLA policies through environment interaction, while RL4VLA (Liu
et al., 2026) systematically investigates how different RL algorithms affect VLA generalization.
Furthermore, Flow Q-Learning (Park et al., 2025), Flow-GRPO (Liu et al., 2025a) and πRL (Chen
et al., 2026a) investigate online RL fine-tuning for flow-matching policies, addressing challenges in
action likelihood computation and exploration.

RL for long-horizon manipulation introduces additional challenges due to sparse and delayed task
feedback (Chen et al., 2026b; Li et al., 2025c; Dalal et al., 2024). STARE-VLA (Xu et al., 2025)
exploits the semantic stage structure of trajectories to perform stage-level preference optimization
and reward shaping, while IG-RFT (Su et al., 2026) combines trajectory-level and subtask-level
rewards to provide intermediate guidance. However, dense reward shaping provides useful process
guidance over long-horizon trajectories, but cannot eliminate the spurious interference caused by
later-stage failures. In contrast, AtomicRL gates the propagation of advantage signals at the semantic
boundaries of atomic tasks to prevent cross-task interference from unreliable signals, while allocating
the exploration budget to bottleneck atomic tasks to improve the efficiency of long-horizon RL.

2.2 ONLINE REINFORCEMENT LEARNING IN REAL WORLD

Online reinforcement learning for real-world manipulation is constrained by interaction costs and
safety risks. To reduce reliance on real-robot trial and error, some research focuses on learning
action-conditioned world models and optimizing policies through imagined interactions (Team et al.,
2025; Li et al., 2025a; Zhang et al., 2026c; Jiang et al., 2026a). WoVR (Jiang et al., 2026b) addresses
prediction errors and their accumulation to improve the reliability of model-generated rollouts for VLA
reinforcement fine-tuning , while PlayWorld (Yin et al., 2026) and RISE (Yang et al., 2026b) learn
world models from autonomous robot interactions and transfers policies trained through model-based
reinforcement learning to real hardware. Although world models can effectively capture short-term
dynamics, long-horizon predictions still exhibit visual distortions and action–state inconsistencies.
Other studies adopt an explicit Real2Sim2Real method, combining real-scene reconstruction with
physics simulation to provide interactive environments for policy optimization (Li et al., 2025b;
Wang et al., 2026). GSWorld (Jiang et al., 2025) integrates Gaussian-on-Mesh assets with physics
engines to support visually faithful policy training, while RialTo (Torne et al., 2024) constructs digital
twins of real-world environments and uses reinforcement learning in simulation to improve policy
robustness. However, constructing environments requires coordinating scene reconstruction, physical
asset preparation, and control alignment, making it complex and costly to reproduce. AtomicRL
introduces an automated Real2Sim2Real pipeline that uses only a single demonstration to reconstruct
a real-world manipulation scene as an interactive simulation environment for long-horizon online RL.
The trained policies are then transferred to physical robots for evaluation.

3 METHOD

3.1 OVERVIEW

As illustrated in Figure 2, AtomicRL integrates semantic-aware credit assignment and bottleneck-
adaptive exploration for long-horizon robotic manipulation. Specifically, SAPO modulates credit
propagation across atomic subtasks (Section 3.2), while bottleneck-adaptive targeted exploration
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Figure 2: Overall pipeline of AtomicRL. (a) Progress–Completion Critic: PCC identifies atomic
task boundaries and estimates atomic task progress from interaction histories. (b) Semantic-Aware
Policy Optimization: SAPO uses these signals to regulate cross-subtask advantage propagation based
on subtask execution outcomes. (c) Bottleneck-Adaptive Targeted Exploration: BATE adapts
task sampling and local exploration according to subtask mastery, focusing training on insufficiently
mastered bottleneck subtasks. (d) Real2Sim2Real workflow: A complementary Real2Sim2Real
pipeline enables parallel simulation-based training and transfer to real-world robots.

adjusts full-task trajectory sampling and local exploration incentives (Section 3.3). Both components
are supported by a Progress–Completion Critic (PCC), which estimates subtask progress and identifies
completion boundaries (Section 3.4). For real-world tasks, we further introduce a Real2Sim2Real
construction workflow to support simulation training and subsequent transfer evaluation (Section 3.5).

3.1.1 PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider a language-conditioned partially observable Markov decision process for long-horizon
robotic manipulation. At each decision step t, the robot receives an observation ot, which may
include third-person images, wrist-camera images, and proprioceptive states, and outputs an action
chunk at = (at,1, . . . , at,Ha

), where Ha denotes the chunk length. A long-horizon instruction is
decomposed into an ordered sequence of K atomic subtasks, G = (g1, . . . , gK). We denote the
active subtask index by zt ∈ 1, . . . ,K. For nonterminal transitions, the semantic-boundary indicator
is defined as bt = I[zt+1 ̸= zt], indicating whether execution of at leads to a subtask transition. Our
objective is to maximize full-task success under a fixed environment-interaction budget by improving
credit assignment and directing exploration toward bottleneck subtasks.

3.2 SEMANTIC-AWARE POLICY OPTIMIZATION

SAPO addresses temporal credit assignment in long-horizon tasks. It leverages semantic boundaries to
selectively attenuate the contribution of TD residuals from failed subtasks to the advantage estimates
of preceding actions, thereby regulating cross-subtask credit propagation.

Let rt denote the chunk-level reward and dt indicate environment termination after executing at. The
one-step TD residual is

δt = rt + γ(1− dt)Vϕ(st+1)− Vϕ(st), (1)

where γ is the discount factor and st denotes the observation- and language-conditioned input
representation available to the value function, rather than a privileged simulator state. For an episode
containing T chunk-level transitions indexed by t = 1, . . . , T , the standard GAE estimate used by
PPO is

ÂPPO
t =

T−t∑
ℓ=0

(γλ)ℓδt+ℓ, (2)

where λ ∈ [0, 1] controls trace decay. This expression is evaluated within a single episode and does
not span environment resets.
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SAPO distinguishes semantic segmentation from environment termination and uses atomic subtask
outcomes to regulate cross-boundary credit propagation. Specifically, PCC (Section 3.4) identifies
semantic boundaries bt between atomic subtasks. Keeping the one-step TD residual unchanged,
SAPO applies an outcome-aware soft gate to the recursive GAE trace:

ÂSAPO
t =

T−t∑
ℓ=0

(γλ)ℓ

ℓ−1∏
j=0

(1− (1− κt+j)bt+j)

 δt+ℓ, κt ∈ [0, 1]. (3)

Within a subtask, bt = 0, and the trace follows the standard γλ decay. At a semantic boundary,
κt = 1 when the subsequent subtask succeeds, preserving ordinary propagation; when it fails, we
set 0 < κt < 1 to attenuate propagation across the boundary. Thus, when subtasks 1:k succeed
but subtask k + 1 fails, residuals from the failed segment propagate normally within that segment
and are additionally attenuated when entering the completed prefix. Residuals within the completed
prefix retain their standard trace weights. This design preserves within-task credit propagation and
connections between successfully completed subtasks while reducing the direct negative influence of
downstream failures on earlier successful behavior. We use the resulting advantages for updates and
construct the value targets as Vϕ(st) + ÂSAPO

t before advantage normalization. By making credit
propagation sensitive to semantic boundaries and local outcomes, SAPO improves credit assignment
and interaction-data efficiency in long-horizon tasks.

3.3 BOTTLENECK-ADAPTIVE TARGETED EXPLORATION

During the early stages of RL, broad exploration provides informative samples for most atomic
subtasks. As training approaches saturation, failures may concentrate in a few bottleneck subtasks,
making persistent aggressive exploration less effective and potentially disruptive to acquired skills.
BATE adapts task sampling and local exploration incentives according to atomic subtask mastery.

We estimate the mastery level of each atomic-task category using an exponential moving average of
its completion rate:

µ
(n)
k = βµ

(n−1)
k + (1− β)ŝ

(n)
k , β ∈ [0, 1), (4)

where n indexes statistics updates and ŝ
(n)
k is the fraction of successful outcomes among subtask

attempts whose outcomes are resolved during the update.

The competence gap, 1− µk, guides both full-task sampling and local exploration.

wi = 1 + ρ

[
max
k∈Ki

(1− µk)

]η
, Ptask(i) =

wi∑
j wj

, (5)

where Ki contains the subtasks of full task i, η > 0 controls sensitivity to the competence gap, and
ρ ≥ 0 limits sampling redistribution. The baseline weight of 1 preserves coverage of mastered tasks
to monitor forgetting.

Within each trajectory, mastery-dependent entropy regularization adjusts local exploration:

Lexplore = −αHEt

[
fexp

(
1− µ(n)

zt

)
Hθ,t

]
, (6)

where αH is the base entropy coefficient, Hθ,t denotes policy entropy, and fexp is a bounded
exploration weight for the active subtask zt. The exploration strength is thus increased for poorly
mastered subtasks and reduced as subtask mastery improves.

3.4 PROGRESS–COMPLETION CRITIC

To identify atomic-task boundaries bt, we introduce a lightweight Progress–Completion Critic (PCC),
denoted by Cω . PCC estimates within-task progress and completion from the recent L observation–
action pairs, providing semantic signals for SAPO and BATE and support the construction of
progress-based shaping rewards (PBSR).
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Conditioned on the current atomic task, PCC evaluates its status after executing at and outputs B − 1
ordinal progress logits uprog

t,j and a completion logit ucomp
t , where B is the number of progress levels.

We decode progress as

p̂t =
1

B − 1

B−1∑
j=1

1
[
σ
(
uprog
t,j

)
> τord

]
, q̂t = σ(ucomp

t ) , (7)

where σ denotes the sigmoid function and τord = 0.5 is the ordinal decoding threshold. An atomic
task is considered complete when q̂t ≥ τs and p̂t ≥ τp for N consecutive decision steps. Upon
confirming a non-terminal boundary, we advance the atomic-task index as zt+1 = zt+1 and reset the
tracked within-task progress while retaining the physical observation context. PCC is trained offline
on demonstration data using a cumulative ordinal loss together with a class-balanced completion loss:

LC = λpLord + λcLcomp, (8)

where Lord applies binary cross-entropy to cumulative progress targets, Lcomp is a class-balanced
binary cross-entropy loss for completion prediction. The coefficients λp and λc control the relative
contributions of the two objectives. The progress estimates can optionally be used to construct
progress-based shaping rewards (PBSR), yielding the training reward

rt = renvt + αnr
PBSR
t , (9)

where renvt is the sparse task reward, rPBSR
t is the progress-based shaping reward.

3.5 REAL2SIM2REAL PIPELINE FOR REINFORCEMENT LEARNING

We develop an automated Real2Sim2Real reinforcement learning pipeline that unifies interactive
environment construction, policy optimization in simulation, and deployment and evaluation on
physical robots. Given a single multimodal real-world demonstration τreal, metadata m specifying
the robot model and supplementary object observations Daux where needed, the pipeline constructs
a simulation environment aligned with the physical system, a shared observation–action interface
specification, and a set of reproducible randomized initial layouts:

(Esim, C,S0) = B(τreal,m,Daux), (10)

where Esim is the reconstructed interactive simulation environment, C specifies the shared obser-
vation–action interface, S0 is a set of reproducible randomized initial layouts, and B denotes the
pipeline workflow. The generated environment is then integrated into the RLinf (Yu et al., 2025)
distributed training framework, where SAPO and targeted exploration optimize the initial policy to
obtain θRL = Optimize(θ0; Esim, C,S0). Following pre-deployment validation, the optimized policy
is deployed on the physical robot through the same interface specification C for task evaluation.

4 EXPERIMENT

4.1 EXPERIMENTS SETUP

Simulation Benchmarks. We evaluate AtomicRL on two robotic manipulation benchmarks:
LIBERO Liu et al. (2023) and CALVIN Mees et al. (2022). We use the LIBERO-LONG suite(10
long-horizon tasks), and for CALVIN, we follow the ABC-D protocol, training on environments A,
B, and C and evaluating on the held-out environment D. All experiments are implemented within the
RLinf training framework Yu et al. (2025). On LIBERO-LONG, we compare AtomicRL against PPO
with two policy backbones, π0.5 Intelligence et al. (2025b) and OpenVLA-OFT Kim et al. (2025); on
CALVIN, we conduct additional evaluations with π0.5. Each training run consists of 200 optimization
steps.

Real World Robot. We conduct real-world experiments using an AgiBot G1 robot across three
long-horizon tabletop manipulation tasks, each consisting of 4 to 6 atomic subtasks. For each task,
we collect 100 expert demonstrations for SFT. The three tasks are:

• Bread Placement(BP): Place all pieces of bread on the table onto the white plate;
• Waste Disposal(WD): Place the tissue and the car into the trash bin;
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Table 1: Evaluation on LIBERO-LONG (%). ∆PPO denotes the improvement over PPO.

Backbone Method SR (%) ↑ ∆PPO (pp)

π0.5

SFT 89.0 –
+ PPO 95.4 –
+ AtomicRL (Ours) 99.0 +3.6

OpenVLA-OFT
SFT 86.5 –

+ PPO 94.8 –
+ AtomicRL (Ours) 98.8 +4.0

Table 2: Long-horizon Robotic Manipulation Evaluation on CALVIN Benchmark (%).

Method Task Tasks Completed in a Row Avg. Len ↑
1 2 3 4 5

π0.5 SFT ABC→D 92.8 83.5 73.2 61.5 45.3 3.56
+ PPO ABC→D 99.2 95.7 89.8 81.2 70.6 4.36

+ AtomicRL (Ours) ABC→D 99.4 97.0 92.6 87.3 80.1 4.56

• Tabletop Clean(TC): Place the remote control into the storage box and the snacks into the box.

Evaluation metrics. For LIBERO, we report the mean success rate across all tasks, with 50 trials per
task. For CALVIN, we report the success rates for completing one to five consecutive tasks and the
average completed sequence length over 1,000 evaluation trials. These metrics measure cumulative
sequence completion rather than independent subtask performance. For real-robot evaluation, each
task is tested over 25 trials per method, and we report the mean success rate across the three tasks.

4.2 RESULTS ON SIMULATION

Results on LIBERO. As shown in Tab. 1, AtomicRL achieves success rates of 98.8% with OpenVLA-
OFT and 99.0% with π0.5, exceeding their corresponding PPO baselines by 4.0% and 3.6%. The
consistent gains across both backbones support the applicability of AtomicRL to different VLA
architectures. Both policies reach near-perfect success rates after 200 optimization iterations, demon-
strating further improvements even when PPO already performs well. This efficiency can be attributed
to AtomicRL’s effective use of training data: SAPO preserves useful learning signals from completed
subtasks in failed trajectories, while BATE concentrates exploration on bottleneck atomic subtasks.
Together, these mechanisms enable faster convergence and higher final performance.

Results on CALVIN. As shown in Tab. 2, AtomicRL improves the average completed sequence
length from 3.56 with SFT to 4.56, compared with 4.36 for PPO. The success rate for completing
all five tasks increases from 70.6% with PPO to 80.1%, a gain of 9.5%. The larger gains on longer
sequences indicate more reliable execution across the full task chain, demonstrating the effectiveness
of AtomicRL for long-horizon reinforcement learning.

4.3 RESULTS ON REAL-WORLD ROBOT

We conduct online reinforcement learning in the constructed real-to-sim environments and
evaluate both the policy improvement after RL and its sim-to-real transfer performance.

Table 3: Real-world robot results(%).

Method BP WD TC Avg. SR ↑

π0.5 SFT 60 52 32 48.0
+ PPO 68 64 52 61.3

+ AtomicRL 76 72 60 69.3

Performance on real-world robot. As shown in
Tab. 3, AtomicRL improves over SFT by 21.3%
on average across three long-horizon tasks and
over PPO by 8.0%. As shown in Fig. 4, SAPO
preserves useful learning signals from successfully
completed subtasks in unsuccessful trajectories,
enabling more appropriate credit assignment for
suboptimal trajectories. Consequently, AtomicRL
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improves faster in early training, especially on the longer-horizon Bread Placement task. These
results demonstrate the effectiveness of AtomicRL for long-horizon manipulation.

Simulation–reality correspondence. Fig. 3 compares the success rates between simulation and the
real robot across nine combinations of three tasks and three methods. The aggregated Pearson corre-
lation coefficient is r = 0.909, indicating a strong positive correlation across the evaluated settings.
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As shown in Fig. 5, the SFT policy fails after completing
only part of the task, whereas the AtomicRL-optimized pol-
icy successfully completes the illustrated sequence in both
simulation and the real world. The qualitative consistency
in observations and execution outcomes between the two
environments indicates that the reconstructed environment
preserves the key visual and interaction structures relevant
to the task, supporting effective policy optimization. Com-
bined with the Real2Sim2Real deployment pipeline, Atom-
icRL shifts the otherwise costly and operationally complex
online RL process from physical robots to simulation en-
vironments that support fast and parallel interactions. This
reduces real-world interaction and reset costs while pro-
viding a practical approach for optimizing and deploying
long-horizon manipulation policies.
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Figure 5: Demonstrations show the execution process of SFT and AtomicRL.

4.4 ABLATION STUDY

We conduct policy-learning ablations on LIBERO-LONG using a weaker SFT checkpoint trained
with fewer demonstrations than those used in the main evaluations. This few-shot initialization allows
us to examine the contribution of each component under a less proficient initial policy.

Reward shaping and SAPO. To investigate the effect of reward granularity, we use the PCC module
to construct process-level dense rewards and subtask-level rewards, and compare them under both
PPO and SAPO. As shown in Tab. 4 (a), denser rewards do not always yield better performance:
under SAPO, relatively sparse subtask-level rewards outperform process-level dense rewards. When
the policy success rate is low, dense rewards provide stronger exploration guidance and accelerate
early learning. As the policy improves, however, their benefits diminish, while persistent auxiliary
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rewards may dilute the terminal success signal and shift optimization toward local gains. Motivated
by this observation, we use linear annealing to gradually reduce the PBSR weight, providing stronger
dense-reward guidance early in training and emphasizing the sparse terminal reward later. This
balances early exploration with late-stage task alignment.

Table 4: Ablations on LIBERO-LONG. (a) Reward shaping with and without SAPO. (b) Component
contributions. All results are success rates (%).

(a) Reward shaping and SAPO

Reward PPO SAPO

0/1 78.2 87.8
SubR 80.2 89.4
PBSR 81.8 89.0
Ours – 89.6

(b) Full-method ablation

SAPO PBSR BATE SR (%)

× × × 78.2
✓ × × 87.8
✓ ✓ × 89.6
✓ ✓ ✓ 91.2

Component analysis. Table 4 (b) presents the incremental effects of successively introducing SAPO,
annealed PBSR, and BATE. Starting from a PPO success rate of 78.2%, adding SAPO increases the
success rate to 87.8% (+9.6 pp); introducing annealed PBSR further improves it to 89.6% (+1.8 pp);
and finally incorporating BATE raises it to 91.2% (+1.6 pp), yielding a cumulative improvement of
13.0 percentage points over PPO. SAPO provides the largest performance gain, while annealed reward
shaping and bottleneck-adaptive exploration further improve the policy. Combined with the results in
Table 4 (a), where SAPO consistently improves performance across different reward settings, these
findings suggest that its gains do not simply arise from denser reward feedback. Together, these
results support the complementarity of the proposed components and their ability to further unlock
the potential of RL for learning long-horizon tasks.

PCC prediction quality and computational cost. We train PCC on 150 trajectories con-
taining both successful and failed executions and evaluate it on a test set of 500 rollout tra-
jectories. The reference annotations for training and evaluation are automatically generated
by a VLM and subsequently refined through manual correction. As shown in Tab. 5, PCC
achieves 95.92% precision and 89.20% recall, with an empirical inference latency of 42.4 ms.

Table 5: PCC performance and efficiency.

Category Metric Value

Prediction
quality

Accuracy 95.92%
False detection rate 4.08%
Recall 89.20%

Efficiency Trainable Parameters 28.8 M
Inference latency 42.4 ms

These results show that PCC can estimate subtask
progress and completion status with high precision
while maintaining low inference latency. As a core
component of AtomicRL, PCC converts the semantic
task structure in trajectories into progress and bound-
ary information for policy optimization, supporting
SAPO in regulating cross-subtask credit propagation
and BATE in estimating subtask mastery. Its pre-
diction accuracy and low inference overhead demon-
strate that this lightweight design provides a practical
perception and evaluation foundation for RL based
on atomic task structure.

5 CONCLUSION

In this work, we introduce AtomicRL, a VLA RL post-training framework for long-horizon robotic
manipulation centered on atomic task structure. To address temporal credit interference and im-
balanced atomic subtask mastery, AtomicRL uses PCC to estimate task progress and completion
boundaries, SAPO to regulate the cross-boundary propagation of TD residuals based on subtask
execution outcomes, and BATE to shift task sampling and local exploration toward insufficiently
mastered bottleneck subtasks. We further develop a Real2Sim2Real pipeline that connects real-task
reconstruction, simulation-based RL, and real-robot deployment, enabling policy improvement in sim-
ulation environments with fast parallel interactions and reproducible resets. We validate AtomicRL
in both simulation and real-world settings, and the results show that it converges faster to a higher
performance level, demonstrating its potential for RL-based long-horizon robotic manipulation.
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A APPENDIX/SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

A.1 FUTURE WORK AND LIMITATIONS

AtomicRL improves temporal credit assignment across atomic tasks through SAPO and concentrates
exploration resources on insufficiently mastered bottleneck subtasks through BATE. Although the
experimental results demonstrate its effectiveness in long-horizon robotic manipulation, the current
approach still has several limitations.

• AtomicRL improves the utilization of interaction data through more effective credit assignment
and exploration-resource allocation, but does not fundamentally address the overall efficiency of
online RL training. Even with open-source RL frameworks such as RLinf (Yu et al., 2025) and
SERL (Luo et al., 2025), online RL still requires substantial environment interaction and training
time, particularly in real-robot settings where interaction and exploration costs remain high.
Reducing the interaction required for effective policy learning, improving online RL training
efficiency, and lowering the cost of real-robot training therefore remain important directions for
future work.

• Our experiments primarily focus on long-horizon tabletop manipulation tasks and initialize RL
from SFT policies. The effectiveness of AtomicRL on more open and dynamic tasks requiring
stronger embodiment generalization remains to be further evaluated. Recent Agentic RL ap-
proaches, such as HarnessVLA (Zhang et al., 2026b) and AtomBridge (Pang et al., 2026) have
shown potential for open-world tasks and embodiment generalization, providing an alternative
direction for long-horizon robotic manipulation. A promising direction is to transfer AtomicRL’s
use and optimization of atomic task structure to Agentic RL frameworks, enabling robots to
dynamically form and adapt atomic task structures in more open environments and potentially
improving the generalization and training efficiency of long-horizon manipulation.

A.2 PROGRESS-BASED SHAPING REWARDS

We optionally supplement the sparse task reward with progress-based shaping rewards (PBSR), using
the atomic-task index and discrete progress estimates from PCC.

Progress potential. Let K denote the number of atomic tasks and ct = (B−1)p̂t ∈ {0, . . . , B−1}
denote the decoded progress level. After completion handling, let zt+1 be the active atomic-task
index and c̃t the tracked progress level. We set c̃t = ct unless atomic-task completion is confirmed,
in which case it is reset to zero. The task index advances only if another atomic task remains. The
updated progress potential is

Φt+1 =
zt+1 − 1 + c̃t/B

K
. (11)

The potential combines the atomic-task index with within-task progress, with the latter scaled by
1/B.

Shaping reward. For each valid non-terminal PCC update, we compute

rPBSR
t = γΦt+1 − Φt, (12)

where γ is the discount factor and Φt is the previously stored potential. The stored potential is
initialized to zero when the task tracker is reset and replaced by Φt+1 after each valid update. The
shaping contribution is zero on terminal transitions, including environment timeouts, and whenever
no valid update is available. The training reward is

rt = renvt + αnr
PBSR
t , (13)

where renvt is the sparse task reward and αn controls the shaping contribution at training iteration n.
The shaping reward can be positive or negative and is not clipped.

Shaping schedule. We linearly anneal the shaping coefficient:

αn = α0

[
1− (1− ρ) clip

(
n− ns

ne − ns
, 0, 1

)]
, (14)
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Figure 6: Training curves on LIBERO-LONG and CALVIN ABC-D.

where α0 is the initial coefficient, ns < ne specify the annealing interval, ρ ∈ [0, 1] is the final
retained fraction, and clip(x, 0, 1) clamps x to [0, 1]. Setting ρ = 0 removes PBSR after annealing.

PBSR modifies the reward used to compute TD residuals, whereas SAPO regulates their cross-
boundary propagation during advantage estimation.

A.3 ADDITIONAL ABLATIONS

Sensitivity to the SAPO Gating Coefficient. We examine the effect of the SAPO gating
coefficient κ on LIBERO-LONG under the same configuration as the component ablations.

Table 6: Effect of the SAPO gat-
ing coefficient.

κ Success Rate

0.0 87.2%
0.3 87.8%
0.5 85.0%
0.8 81.2%
1.0 78.2%

Here, κ controls trace propagation across boundaries preced-
ing failed subtasks, while gates preceding successful subtasks
remain fixed at one. Setting κ = 1 recovers standard GAE
propagation, whereas κ = 0 blocks cross-boundary trace propa-
gation from failed subtasks without removing the one-step value
bootstrap. As shown in Table 6, the highest observed success
rate is 87.8% at κ = 0.3, improving over the unattenuated base-
line (78.2%) by 9.6 percentage points. Performance decreases
to 85.0% and 81.2% as κ increases to 0.5 and 0.8, respectively.
Hard trace blocking (κ = 0) also performs well, achieving
87.2%, only 0.6 percentage points below κ = 0.3. These re-
sults support the use of soft attenuation of cross-boundary trace
propagation from failed subtasks in this setting.

A.4 TRAINING DETAILS

Training Setup. For all LIBERO and real-world experiments, we train PCC offline on annotated
demonstrations. PCC uses a frozen SigLIP visual encoder with approximately 400M parameters,
initialized from the π0.5 visual backbone, together with lightweight trainable temporal and prediction
modules. For data annotation, we adapt the annotation pipeline of AtomicVLA (Zhang et al., 2026a)
to generate fine-grained annotations for demonstration trajectories. We annotate 150 trajectories for
LIBERO and 50 trajectories per real-world task, which are subsequently used for offline PCC training.
The trained PCC is kept fixed during RL post-training.

All RL post-training experiments are implemented in the RLinf framework. All training is performed
on eight NVIDIA H200 GPUs, while inference is conducted on a single NVIDIA GeForce RTX 5090
GPU.

A.5 ADDITIONAL RESULTS

Detail Results on benchmarks. Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 show the training dynamics and value-function fit-
ting of AtomicRL. On both LIBERO-LONG and CALVIN ABC-D, AtomicRL improves more rapidly
during early training and consistently outperforms PPO throughout subsequent training. Meanwhile,
the critic explained variance in the later stages of training is higher than PPO by approximately 12%
on LIBERO and 5% on CALVIN, indicating that the value function explains a larger fraction of the
variance in the training targets. These trends are consistent with the design of SAPO and BATE:
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(a) LIBERO-LONG critic explained variance.
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(b) CALVIN critic explained variance.

Figure 7: Critic explained variance.
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(a) BP success rate.
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(b) WD success rate.
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(c) TC success rate.

Figure 8: Training curves on Real-world robot.

SAPO attenuates the cross-boundary propagation of TD residuals from failed atomic subtasks to com-
pleted prefixes, improving temporal credit assignment and reducing interference from downstream
failures with previously successful behaviors; BATE concentrates sampling and exploration resources
on insufficiently mastered bottleneck subtasks. The concurrent improvement in task performance and
value-function fitting further supports the effectiveness of atomic-task-structured optimization for
long-horizon policy learning.

Detail Results on real-world robot. As shown in Fig. 8, when online RL is performed in the
Real2Sim-reconstructed environments, AtomicRL exhibits better training performance than PPO
across all three real-world tasks. The advantage is particularly pronounced during early training on
Bread Placement (BP), which consists of six atomic subtasks: PPO remains around 50% success
over the first 40 training steps, whereas AtomicRL reaches 60% at around step 30 and continues
to improve thereafter. This gap reflects the difficulty of learning long task chains under sparse
feedback and is consistent with the design of AtomicRL, which attenuates cross-boundary credit
interference from downstream failures and thereby makes better use of successful prefixes in failed
trajectories. AtomicRL also achieves higher late-stage training success rates on Waste Disposal
(WD) and Tabletop Clean (TC), indicating that its training advantage is not limited to a single task.
Combined with the simulation–real-world performance correlation analysis in Fig. 3, these training
curves provide an indirect reference for the trend of real-world policy improvement.

A.6 DETAILS OF AUTOMATED REAL2SIM2REAL PIPELINE

As shown in Fig. 9, we develop an automated Real2Sim2Real workflow, with GPT-6 Astra assist-
ing tool orchestration and code implementation. The workflow connects real-task reconstruction,
simulation-based online RL in RLinf (Yu et al., 2025), and real-robot deployment, with the key steps
and validation requirements summarized in the figure.

A.7 ADDITIONAL VISUALIZATIONS

We provide additional visualizations of policy execution in simulation and the real world. As shown
in Fig. 10, SFT completes the initial actions but fails at a later stage, whereas AtomicRL successfully
completes the illustrated sequence in both simulation and real-world deployment.
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Automated Real2Sim2Real Pipeline
Role:
You are a robotics simulation and reinforcement learning engineer. Convert the supplied real-task data into an interactive simu-
lation with aligned camera views and action-space semantics for online RL.
Input:
One LeRobot demonstration containing images, states, actions, and task text; object multiview observations and material infor-
mation; an SFT checkpoint with its configuration and normalization.

Real demonstration: head and wrist views Object multiview observations
Workflow:
1. Initialize the environment. Build the robot in MuJoCo from its URDF, preserving joint structure, order, and limits. Use

COLMAP/PyCOLMAP and Open3D/Trimesh to reconstruct task objects, with explicit shape priors where needed.
2. Restore scene appearance. Map foreground photos to surface UV atlases; adjust color, specularity, and shininess. Bind

deformable textured surfaces to physical nodes. For complex static backgrounds, 3DGS is an optional rendering extension;
collision geometry remains separate.

3. Assign physical properties. Rigid objects use CoACD/primitive proxies with mass, inertia, and friction. Soft objects use
MuJoCo flex tetrahedra with mass/density, Young’s modulus, Poisson’s ratio, damping, and friction. Recoverable soft mate-
rials additionally use viscoelastic forces, relaxation times, and internal deformation states. Mark measured versus assumed
parameters.

4. Recover and diversify layouts. Combine RGB-D/scale evidence, robot kinematics, and SciPy multiview contour/landmark
fitting to align poses, support height, and cameras. Check overlays; sample seeded layouts within feasible regions and retain
physically stable initial states.

5. Validate the environment. Replay recorded actions and run the SFT checkpoint to check action semantics, contact, com-
pression/recovery, and numerical stability. Restore material memory when resetting viscoelastic objects.

6. Expose the RL interface. Provide observation, action, reward, termination, and reset APIs for parallel RLinf workers. Select
PPO, GRPO, or SAPO according to the implemented algorithm adapter; preserve the deployment control interface.

Output: scene preview and required checks

Simulation: head and wrist views

3 Camera-view / action-space alignment
3 Explicit physical material parameters
3 Rigid / deformable object interaction
3 Parallel RL training interface

Figure 9: Automated Real2Sim2Real workflow with essential tool calls and a real-to-simulation
scene example.
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Figure 10: Demonstrations show the execution process of SFT and AtomicRL.
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