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Video-to-Humanoid Control

Real-Time Video Teleoperation
Box transport Tabletop sweeping Kicking football Sitting & standing

Walking in a circleSquatting BoxingWaving hand

Figure 1: ViT-H transfers human motions from monocular videos to a physical Unitree G1.
The top rows show offline video-to-humanoid control. Each film strip shows frames of an input
video, and the frames below show the robot tracking the reference motion generated for the whole
video at once. The bottom rows show real-time teleoperation from a single RGB camera, in which
the autoregressive generator produces reference motions segment by segment for tasks spanning
locomotion and loco-manipulation. Please refer to our project page for video results.

ABSTRACT

Learning humanoid control from monocular human videos offers a scalable way
to acquire diverse whole-body behaviors. Yet, existing reconstruction-retargeting-
tracking pipelines are limited in system-level scalability by separately opti-
mized intermediate stages and cannot directly optimize reference motion exe-
cutability using downstream tracking feedback. We present ViT-H, a video-
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to-humanoid control framework following a generation-and-tracking paradigm.
ViT-H directly generates humanoid reference motions from videos with a dif-
fusion model, bypassing human motion reconstruction and retargeting, and uses
motion-tracking outcomes to post-train the generator with direct preference op-
timization. We further introduce an autoregressive variant that enables real-
time humanoid video teleoperation with sub-400 ms latency. Extensive ex-
periments on the Unitree G1 demonstrate that ViT-H outperforms state-of-the-
art reconstruction-retargeting-tracking pipelines in both motion quality and ex-
ecutability. We further show that ViT-H scales favorably with model size and
with both pre-training and post-training data scale, while motion-tracking feed-
back consistently improves executability across different motion trackers. Project
page: https://awfuact.github.io/vit-h/ .

1 INTRODUCTION

Monocular human videos record whole-body behaviors at a scale and diversity that motion cap-
ture datasets (Mahmood et al., 2019) cannot match, making them an attractive source of skills
for humanoid robots. Recent works have leveraged human videos to learn expressive whole-body
skills (He et al., 2025; Xie et al., 2025; Sleiman et al., 2026), environment-aware behaviors that in-
teract with surrounding geometry (Allshire et al., 2025), and interactive skills involving objects and
humans (Wang et al., 2026b). Most existing systems realize this capability through a reconstruction-
retargeting-tracking pipeline, which first reconstructs human motion from video, then retargets it to
the humanoid embodiment, and finally tracks the resulting reference motion. This modular sepa-
ration is increasingly practical as recent advances in general whole-body tracking enable a shared
tracker to execute diverse reference motions (Luo et al., 2026; Zeng et al., 2026). However, the
upstream reconstruction-and-retargeting stages remain an indirect route from video to humanoid
motion, where errors can accumulate to produce inconsistent, distorted, or dynamically infeasible
references, making downstream tracking more difficult.

Prior work has sought to improve reference motion quality by strengthening individual stages of
this pipeline, either by enforcing physical plausibility in reconstructed human motions (Zhang et al.,
2024; 2025; Feng et al., 2025) or by improving motion retargeting (Araujo et al., 2026; Lee et al.,
2026; Zhao et al., 2026a; Cao et al., 2026). However, such stage-local remedies expose two structural
limitations of the pipeline. First, its system-level scalability remains bounded by the remaining
stages. Human motion reconstruction is not optimized for the morphology and dynamics of the
target humanoid, while retargeting can only operate on reconstructed motions after upstream errors
have propagated and discarded visual evidence can no longer be revisited. Second, executability
is difficult to optimize end-to-end. Tracking results are observed only after reconstruction and
retargeting, making it difficult to use execution outcomes to directly improve the complete video-to-
humanoid mapping. Consequently, plausible reference motions at intermediate stages may still be
difficult for the control policy to track.

To this end, we introduce ViT-H, a generative Video-To-Humanoid control framework following
a generation-and-tracking paradigm. At the core of ViT-H are (i) a motion generator that maps
monocular videos directly into the target humanoid motion space, eliminating the intermediate bot-
tleneck of human motion reconstruction and retargeting, and (ii) whole-body control policies that not
only track the generated reference motions but also evaluate their executability, providing motion-
tracking feedback for post-training the reference motion generator, thereby closing the loop between
generation and control (Figure 2).

Concretely, our motion generator is a video-conditioned humanoid motion diffusion model (Ho
et al., 2020) first pre-trained on video-motion pairs and motion-only data. The whole-body control
policies are fine-tuned from a pre-existing general motion tracker, yielding a deployable tracking
policy and a privileged variant with additional global observations. We evaluate motions sampled
from the generator with both tracking policies and use the resulting tracking outcomes to construct
preference pairs for direct preference optimization (DPO) (Rafailov et al., 2023; Wallace et al.,
2024), explicitly incorporating executability into the humanoid motion generator. Because prefer-
ence pair construction needs no ground-truth motion, post-training extends to unannotated internet
videos. Additionally, we further extend ViT-H with an autoregressive variant of the motion genera-
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tor that produces motions in temporal segments, enabling online control from streaming video and
real-time video teleoperation of a physical Unitree G1 from a single RGB camera (Figure 1).

Our contributions are fourfold. First, we introduce ViT-H, a generative video-to-humanoid con-
trol framework that directly generates executable humanoid motions from monocular videos with-
out human motion reconstruction and retargeting. Second, we introduce DPO post-training with
motion-tracking feedback, which explicitly incorporates executability into reference motion gener-
ation while requiring no motion annotations. Third, extensive experiments demonstrate that ViT-H
outperforms state-of-the-art reconstruction-retargeting-tracking baselines in motion quality and ex-
ecutability. Fourth, we demonstrate that ViT-H scales favorably with model capacity and both pre-
training and post-training data size, while its post-training gains generalize to three held-out general
motion trackers (Qi et al., 2026; Zeng et al., 2026; Chen et al., 2026a).

2 RELATED WORK

Human motion reconstruction from video. Monocular 3D human reconstruction has been ex-
tensively studied with parametric body models (Loper et al., 2015; Pavlakos et al., 2019; Saito
et al., 2026). Early approaches primarily estimate human pose and shape from individual im-
ages (Kanazawa et al., 2018; Kolotouros et al., 2019; Kocabas et al., 2021; Li et al., 2021; Zhang
et al., 2023), while video-based methods exploit temporal information to improve motion consis-
tency and robustness (Kocabas et al., 2020; Wan et al., 2021; Shen et al., 2023). Recent work
extends human motion recovery beyond camera coordinates by estimating globally consistent tra-
jectories and disentangling human and camera motion (Yuan et al., 2022; Ye et al., 2023; Sun et al.,
2023; Kocabas et al., 2024; Shin et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2024; Shen et al., 2024; Li et al., 2025b;
Zhao et al., 2026b). Complementary approaches improve the physical plausibility of reconstructed
human motions through dynamics-aware refinement, motion restoration, or physics-based character
control (Zhang et al., 2024; 2025; Feng et al., 2025). While these methods operate in the human
motion space, our goal is not to recover physically plausible human motion as an intermediate rep-
resentation, but to directly generate robot-space humanoid reference motions and optimize them for
downstream tracking executability.

Human-to-humanoid motion retargeting. Motion retargeting converts human motions into hu-
manoid robot joint space through geometric alignment and optimization-based inverse kinemat-
ics (He et al., 2024b;a). GMR (Araujo et al., 2026) improves general-purpose retargeting by re-
ducing kinematic artifacts and preserving source-motion fidelity, while PHUMA (Lee et al., 2026)
introduces physical constraints to enforce joint limits and contact consistency. Concurrent work
NMR (Zhao et al., 2026a) learns a direct human-to-humanoid motion mapping to facilitate down-
stream whole-body tracking. In contrast, our approach bypasses human-to-humanoid retargeting
during inference and directly generates robot-specific reference motions from monocular videos.

Humanoid motion generation and whole-body tracking. Whole-body motion tracking provides
a scalable interface for executing diverse kinematic reference motions on humanoid robots (Ze et al.,
2025; Chen et al., 2025; Liao et al., 2026; Luo et al., 2026; Qi et al., 2026; Zeng et al., 2026; Chen
et al., 2026a;b). Building on such trackers, recent works generate text-conditioned humanoid motion
references for whole-body control (Jiang et al., 2024c; Rempe et al., 2026; Zhang et al., 2026b;
Harithas et al., 2026), extend motion generation to multimodal conditioning (Jiang et al., 2025a;
Huang et al., 2026), and predict kinematic trajectories for loco-manipulation (Wang et al., 2026a).
Our approach follows this generation-and-tracking paradigm, but rather than optimizing the two
components independently, we use tracking feedback to post-train the generator for executability.

Another line of work further collapses explicit motion generation and tracking, enabling retargeting-
free humanoid control from language (Li et al., 2026e), audio (Li et al., 2026c), or video (Li et al.,
2026d) by training dedicated control policies directly conditioned on motion latents. While this
formulation eliminates explicit motion decoding, it requires a specialized control policy for the
latent interface and is therefore less able to directly leverage advances in general motion trackers.

Post-training of motion generation models. Originally developed for language models,
DPO (Rafailov et al., 2023) has been extended to diffusion models (Wallace et al., 2024) and applied
to human motion generation to improve motion quality and text alignment (Pappa et al., 2026; Tan
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Figure 2: Overview of ViT-H. The diffusion-based generator (left) maps the camera orientations,
bounding boxes, keypoints, and image features of a video directly to G1 reference motions, and
its autoregressive variant also conditions on the preceding segment. For post-training (middle),
candidates sampled for the same video are executed by a deployable tracker, which scores local pose
accuracy and success, and by a privileged tracker, which scores global motion accuracy and success.
At deployment (right), the offline generator drives video-to-humanoid control and the autoregressive
generator drives real-time teleoperation.

et al., 2025). Closer to our setting, recent work post-trains text-conditioned human motion generators
with feedback from physics-based tracking or a whole-body controller to improve physical plausi-
bility (Yue et al., 2025; Zhang et al., 2026a). Despite enabling deployment on humanoid robots,
these methods require motion retargeting and optimize motions in the human motion space rather
than for the target humanoid embodiment. Our approach instead post-trains the video-conditioned
motion generator directly in the target humanoid motion space.

3 VIT-H

Formulation. Our goal is to convert the human motion in a monocular video I “ tItu
T
t“1 into

whole-body actions that make a Unitree G1 humanoid reproduce it. We decompose this problem
into reference motion generation and whole-body tracking. A video-conditioned generative model
πgen predicts a reference humanoid motion X „ πgenp¨ | Iq, and a whole-body tracking policy πtrack
executes it. At each step, πtrack outputs an action at „ πtrackp¨ | st,Xtq from the robot state st and
the current and upcoming reference frames Xt, and a proportional-derivative controller converts at
into joint torques. We consider offline generation, which produces the complete reference motion at
once, and online generation, which produces it autoregressively in temporal segments conditioned
on the preceding motion.

Overview. We propose ViT-H, a generation-and-tracking framework for video-driven humanoid
control. An overview of ViT-H is shown in Figure 2. We first train a diffusion-based motion genera-
tor πgen to directly predict reference humanoid motions from video, eliminating the need for human
motion reconstruction and retargeting at inference (Section 3.1). We then fine-tune a general mo-
tion tracker (Luo et al., 2026) into a deployable tracking policy πtrack and a privileged variant πpriv

track
with additional global observations. Beyond executing reference motions, the two trackers score
motions sampled from πgen, and these scores construct preference pairs for post-training πgen with
DPO (Section 3.2). For the online setting, an autoregressive variant πar

gen supports real-time video
teleoperation (Section 3.3). Appendix B.7 details real-world deployment.

3.1 HUMANOID MOTION GENERATION FROM VIDEOS

Data representation. We represent video frames with condition set C “ tccam, cbbox, ckp2d, cfeatu,
where ccam P RTˆ6 denotes relative camera orientations, cbbox P RTˆ3 denotes 2D bounding boxes,
ckp2d P RTˆ2K denotes 2D keypoints, and cfeat P RTˆ1024 denotes image features.

4



Preprint. Under review.

Inspired by the gravity-view coordinate system (Shen et al., 2024) introduced for human motion
reconstruction, we represent the humanoid motion X with: (i) root velocity vroot P RTˆ3, camera-
view root orientation Γcam P RTˆ6, and gravity-view root orientation Γgv P RTˆ6 to parameter-
ize the global trajectory, and (ii) local joint rotations Q P RTˆJˆ6 encoded using the 6D repre-
sentation (Zhou et al., 2019). Additionally, we predict the camera-relative scale and translation
τ P RTˆ3 and end-effector stationary probabilities pee P RTˆ6, resulting in the full humanoid
motion X “ pvroot,Γcam,Γgv,Q, τ ,peeq. Details on data representation are in Appendix B.1.

Video-conditioned humanoid motion generation. The reference humanoid motion generator
πgen is a diffusion model that takes the video-derived condition set C as conditional input. Fol-
lowing the DDPM framework (Ho et al., 2020), we implement a forward diffusion process that
progressively corrupts clean humanoid motions with Gaussian noise over N steps:

qpXn|Xn´1q “ N pXn;
a

1 ´ βnXn´1, βnIq, (1)

where n denotes the diffusion step and βn specifies the variance schedule. The generator πgen
learns the reverse process, iteratively denoising samples initialized from N p0, Iq. We adopt the X0-
prediction parameterization and train πgen to recover the clean motion from noisy samples directly:

Ldiffusion “ En„Ut1,...,Nu,Xn„qpXn|X0q

›

›X0 ´ πgenpXn, n, Cq
›

›

2

2
. (2)

Additionally, we recover the global trajectory from the predicted X̂0 and apply forward kinematics
to obtain joint and vertex positions, which are used to compute losses on joints, vertices, root trans-
lation, end-effector stationarity, and 2D reprojection. Details on network architecture and losses are
in Appendices B.2 and B.3, respectively.

3.2 POST-TRAINING WITH MOTION TRACKING FEEDBACK

Humanoid motion tracking. Our tracking policy πtrack is fine-tuned from SONIC (Luo et al.,
2026), a general humanoid motion tracker trained with proximal policy optimization (PPO; Schul-
man et al., 2017). To make it follow the global trajectory of the reference, we add rewards for
tracking the horizontal position and yaw of the anchor body, and give the critic the current and
future root transformations of both the robot and the reference motion.

The actor of πtrack does not observe the root pose offset between the robot and the reference, so
global deviations in its rollouts mix errors in the predicted trajectory with the tracker’s own drift.
We therefore fine-tune a privileged variant πpriv

track from πtrack whose actor also observes this offset,
keeping the remaining setup unchanged. Appendix B.6 details the training of both trackers.

Preference pair construction. For each video-derived condition set C, we sample M candidates
tXpiquMi“1 „ πgenp¨ | Cq using our motion generator. We denote by X̄piq and X̄

piq
priv the corresponding

rollout motions obtained with πtrack and πpriv
track, respectively. We score each candidate with a local

pose reward, a global motion reward, and a tracking-success reward. Let Eroot-pos, Eroot-ori, Epos, and
Eori denote the root translation, root orientation, root-relative joint position, and joint rotation errors,
respectively. We first convert each error into a normalized reward

ρkpX,X1q “ exp
`

´ EkpX,X1q{s2k
˘

P p0, 1s, (3)

where sk denotes the scale for error type k. The local and global rewards are then defined as

RlocalpX,X1q “ αJ
local

“

ρpospX,X1q, ρoripX,X1q
‰J

, (4)

RglobalpX,X1q “ αJ
global

“

ρroot-pospX,X1q, ρroot-oripX,X1q, ρpospX,X1q, ρoripX,X1q
‰J

, (5)

where αlocal and αglobal are normalized weights. We define the tracking-success reward as

Rsuccps, sprivq “ Irs “ 1 ^ spriv “ 1s, (6)

where s and spriv indicate whether the corresponding trackers successfully complete the rollout.

Using these formulations, we consider three rewards that do not require ground-truth motion:

r
piq
1 “ Rlocal

`

Xpiq, X̄piq
˘

, r
piq
2 “ Rglobal

`

Xpiq, X̄
piq
priv

˘

, r
piq
3 “ Rsucc

`

spiq, s
piq
priv

˘

. (7)
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When ground-truth humanoid motion XGT is available, we additionally consider

r
piq
4 “ Rglobal

`

Xpiq,XGT
˘

, r
piq
5 “ Rlocal

`

XGT, X̄
piq

˘

, r
piq
6 “ Rglobal

`

XGT, X̄
piq
priv

˘

. (8)

We form a preference pair pXpiq,Xpjqq when the reward advantage of Xpiq over Xpjq exceeds a
margin δ along each reward dimension: rpiq ´ rpjq ľ δ. Additionally, a sample is eligible to serve
as the preferred sample only if it is successfully tracked by both trackers. Let P denote the set of all
candidate pairs satisfying this condition. We select the pair with the largest total reward gap:

pi‹, j‹q “ arg max
pi,jqPP

wJ
`

rpiq ´ rpjq
˘

, (9)

where w denotes the weights. We finally construct the pair pX`,X´; Cq “ pXpi‹
q,Xpj‹

q; Cq.

DPO post-training. We fine-tune πgen against a frozen copy of its pre-trained parameters, πref
gen,

which serves as the reference model. For each pair, we sample a diffusion step n and a shared
Gaussian noise ϵ, which yield the noisy motions X`

n „ qp¨ | X`q and X´
n „ qp¨ | X´q. Under the

X0-prediction parameterization, the per-sample denoising loss of a model π is

ℓπpX,Xn, n, Cq “
›

›X ´ πpXn, n, Cq
›

›

2

2
. (10)

Following Diffusion-DPO (Wallace et al., 2024), the DPO objective is

LDPO “ ´E
”

log σ
´

βDPO
“

ℓπgen pX´,X´
n , n, Cq ´ ℓπref

gen
pX´,X´

n , n, Cq
‰

´βDPO
“

ℓπgen pX`,X`
n , n, Cq ´ ℓπref

gen
pX`,X`

n , n, Cq
‰

¯ı

,
(11)

where σ is the sigmoid function and βDPO controls how far πgen may deviate from πref
gen. The objective

lowers the denoising loss on X` relative to X´, measured against the reference model. We add
supervised fine-tuning (SFT) on the preferred motion and minimize

Lpost-train “ λDPOLDPO ` λSFTLSFT. (12)

Appendix B.4 details preference pair construction and post-training.

3.3 AUTOREGRESSIVE GENERATION FOR VIDEO TELEOPERATION

For the online setting, we extend ViT-H with an autoregressive motion generator πar
gen that enables

segment-by-segment motion generation for real-time video-to-humanoid teleoperation. Each seg-
ment has a fixed length of T frames, and consecutive segments share L overlapping frames. Each
motion segment Xs is conditioned on the preceding segment Xs´1. Following Jiang et al. (2024b;a;
2025b), we inject the overlapping context by replacing the first L frames of the noisy input Xs

n with
the last L frames of Xs´1. To preserve the ability to generate the initial segment without preceding
context, we randomly drop Xs´1 during fine-tuning.

During post-training, Xs´1 is provided as conditioning only for in-distribution samples with ground-
truth motion. For video-only samples, where the preceding ground-truth motion is unavailable,
we follow the same post-training procedure as in Section 3.2 without autoregressive conditioning.
Details on the adaptation of the autoregressive generator are in Appendix B.5.

4 EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we first compare ViT-H with reconstruction-retargeting-tracking pipelines and our
pre-training-only ablation variants on both datasets with 3D ground-truth annotations and video-only
datasets (Section 4.1). We then provide an empirical analysis of DPO post-training, investigating
how preference construction and post-training design choices affect humanoid motion executability
(Section 4.2). We finally study how ViT-H scales with model and data size and whether its post-
training gains transfer to other trackers (Section 4.3).
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4.1 COMPARISONS

Datasets. We train πgen on a mixture of AMASS (Mahmood et al., 2019), BONES-SEED (Bones
Studio, 2026), BEDLAM (Black et al., 2023), BEDLAM2.0 (Tesch et al., 2025), and Hu-
man3.6M (Ionescu et al., 2013). Datasets containing only human motions are retargeted to Uni-
tree G1 motions using our adapted GMR retargeter (Araujo et al., 2026). During post-training, we
fine-tune πgen on BEDLAM, BEDLAM2.0, Human3.6M, and video-only datasets without motion
annotations (Li et al., 2020; 2025a; 2026a) covering diverse motion categories, including dancing,
fitness, gymnastics, and martial arts. Both tracking policies, πtrack and πpriv

track, are fine-tuned exclu-
sively on BONES-SEED.

For evaluation, we use EMDB (Kaufmann et al., 2023) and RICH (Huang et al., 2022), whose 3D
ground-truth human motions are retargeted to Unitree G1 motions and filtered accordingly. We
further conduct evaluation on held-out splits of the video-only datasets. Details on dataset statistics,
human-to-humanoid conversion, and conversions across human body models are in Appendix C.1.

Evaluation metrics. For datasets with retargeted 3D ground truth, we report local mean per-joint
position error (MPJPE), the Procrustes-aligned MPJPE (PA-MPJPE), and the root translation er-
ror (RTE). We also report motion jitter (Jitter), and self-penetration (Pen.) to further evaluate
motion quality. For video-only datasets, we report Jitter and Pen., and conduct a two-alternative
forced-choice (2AFC) study comparing the offline generation mode of πgen against the baselines
and ablation variants. Details on the human study are in Appendix C.2.

We further evaluate the generation-and-tracking pipeline of ViT-H by executing the predicted hu-
manoid motions in MuJoCo (Todorov et al., 2012) with πtrack. We report the tracking success rate
(Succ.) under the termination criterion of Appendix B.4 for all evaluation datasets. For datasets
with retargeted ground-truth humanoid motions, we report MPJPE and PA-MPJPE against the
ground truth. Additionally, we report Trk. MPJPE and Trk. PA-MPJPE, defined as the MPJPE and
PA-MPJPE between the predicted motions and their corresponding tracked motions, respectively, to
measure how easily the motions can be tracked. Details on metrics are in Appendix C.3.

Baselines and ablation variants. We compare against reconstruction-retargeting-tracking
pipelines that reconstruct human motion with GVHMR (Shen et al., 2024) and GEM (Li et al.,
2025b), retarget it with GMR (Araujo et al., 2026), and track it with πtrack. For each reconstruction
method, we also report a variant retrained on our training data with the same image features and
a model size comparable to πgen. Camera motion is estimated with DPVO (Teed et al., 2023) for
GVHMR and ViT-H and with DROID-SLAM (Teed & Deng, 2021) for GEM. As ablations, we
evaluate the offline generator πgen and its autoregressive variant πar

gen, both without post-training,
denoted as “Ours w/o PT”.

For the executability evaluation in MuJoCo, since πtrack follows SONIC (Luo et al., 2026) in accept-
ing human motions directly as tracking references, we evaluate the motion reconstruction baselines
without retargeting. We additionally report tracking performance on the retargeted ground-truth
humanoid motions as a reference. Details on baseline adaptation are in Appendix C.4.

Results. We report quantitative results on humanoid reference motion quality in Table 1. Our of-
fline motion generator consistently outperforms the reconstruction-and-retargeting baselines across
motion accuracy and quality metrics, showing the advantage of directly predicting motions in the
G1 embodiment. The human study on video-only datasets further shows that participants consis-
tently prefer our results over the baselines, aligning well with the quantitative metrics. Additionally,
although the online generator is less competitive on root translation accuracy under the causal set-
ting, it still achieves lower MPJPE and PA-MPJPE than all pipelines, indicating that accurate local
motion can be preserved in the causal setting. Finally, comparisons with the w/o PT variants show
that post-training improves motion quality, as reflected by lower motion jitter and self-penetration
in most settings, while maintaining comparable motion prediction accuracy.

Table 2 compares executability. Both post-trained generators achieve higher tracking success than
all pipelines on every test set, and the tracked motions of the offline generator are also closer to
the ground truth than those of any pipeline. After post-training, πtrack follows the references of
both generators more closely than the retargeted ground truth, with lower Trk. MPJPE and Trk.

7
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Table 1: Quantitative comparison of motion quality. Results use estimated camera motion.
: marks baselines retrained on our training data with a model size comparable to ViT-H, and w/o
PT denotes a generator before post-training. The 2AFC column reports the percentage of trials in
which participants preferred each method over Ours (offline). Lower is better for all metrics except
2AFC. Bold and underline mark the best and second-best results.

Method
EMDB RICH Video-only

MPJPE PA- RTE Jitter Pen. MPJPE PA- RTE Jitter Pen. Jitter Pen. 2AFCMPJPE MPJPE

GVHMR + GMR 73.3 54.4 3.1 18.4 2.3 51.6 44.9 4.6 7.7 1.7 15.5 1.8 17.5
GVHMR: + GMR 71.4 49.1 3.5 16.5 1.6 69.6 51.5 4.4 10.3 2.2 16.8 2.1 23.8
GEM + GMR 62.3 38.4 4.6 19.6 1.3 56.5 49.4 4.7 11.9 2.2 23.9 2.2 16.3
GEM: + GMR 72.9 51.0 4.5 21.7 2.0 70.3 51.2 4.4 20.5 2.2 25.9 1.9 17.5

Ours (online) w/o PT 55.4 36.6 8.3 25.3 0.2 44.5 34.5 6.8 24.4 0.3 24.8 1.3 22.5
Ours (online) 55.5 36.8 6.4 18.5 0.1 44.3 36.1 6.3 17.4 0.2 13.6 1.2 28.8

Ours (offline) w/o PT 52.9 34.0 2.6 11.2 0.2 38.7 28.5 4.4 7.2 0.2 10.6 1.0 41.3
Ours (offline) 53.3 34.3 2.5 10.6 0.1 38.4 29.4 4.3 7.2 0.1 9.5 0.9 –

Table 2: Quantitative comparison of motion executability. All reference motions are executed by
πtrack in MuJoCo, using estimated camera motion. GT + GMR executes the retargeted ground-truth
motions, and rows without GMR track the reconstructed human motions directly. : and w/o PT
follow Table 1. Higher Succ. and lower errors are better. Bold and underline mark the best and
second-best results, excluding GT + GMR.

Method
EMDB RICH Video-only

Succ. MPJPE PA- Trk. Trk. PA- Succ. MPJPE PA- Trk. Trk. PA- Succ. Trk. Trk. PA-
MPJPE MPJPE MPJPE MPJPE MPJPE MPJPE MPJPE MPJPE

GT + GMR 91.0 35.2 22.7 35.2 22.7 100.0 30.3 19.6 30.3 19.6 – – –

GVHMR + GMR 61.7 101.2 59.8 47.5 29.8 90.3 64.6 47.2 36.4 28.9 50.3 91.9 52.2
GVHMR: + GMR 71.4 94.5 57.0 44.7 30.0 84.7 90.8 58.2 53.4 34.7 48.7 105.8 60.3
GEM + GMR 73.0 94.9 43.0 43.2 25.4 90.3 71.7 51.0 37.9 29.7 51.7 99.8 57.2
GEM: + GMR 73.0 100.0 58.1 43.9 29.4 90.3 90.9 55.1 52.5 34.2 46.7 106.8 59.8
GVHMR 56.4 91.3 45.7 – – 29.2 83.5 46.4 – – 20.5 – –
GVHMR: 54.9 85.8 45.7 – – 26.4 82.0 46.5 – – 21.9 – –
GEM 54.9 94.3 45.8 – – 30.6 86.8 47.5 – – 17.3 – –
GEM: 55.6 90.1 45.8 – – 23.6 83.7 45.9 – – 19.5 – –

Ours (online) w/o PT 76.9 85.8 41.3 34.0 23.1 87.5 76.0 40.9 34.3 21.6 49.6 71.7 41.9
Ours (online) 88.5 84.0 40.7 29.4 16.4 98.2 69.8 40.0 27.6 17.3 63.8 65.2 37.8

Ours (offline) w/o PT 89.5 75.4 40.0 32.0 18.6 100.0 62.0 34.3 26.3 18.2 74.8 59.0 37.1
Ours (offline) 90.2 75.1 39.7 31.5 18.0 100.0 62.0 34.6 25.9 17.7 80.0 54.2 34.7

PA-MPJPE than GT + GMR on EMDB and RICH, and their success rates approach those of GT +
GMR (90.2% and 88.5% against 91.0% on EMDB). Post-training raises or preserves the success rate
and lowers both tracking errors on all three test sets, with the largest gains for the online generator
and on the video-only test set, where the success rate rises from 74.8% to 80.0% offline and from
49.6% to 63.8% online.

To isolate the effect of camera estimation and assess the upper-bound performance of the approaches,
we repeat both comparisons with ground-truth cameras in Appendix D.1. The resulting trends are
consistent with our main experiments. Qualitative comparisons with baselines and ablation variants,
along with real-world deployment demonstrations, are available on our project page.

4.2 ANALYSIS OF DPO POST-TRAINING

We analyze three aspects of post-training: reward design, post-training data sources, and fine-tuning
depth. Since EMDB and RICH are less challenging under our evaluation protocol (Table 2), we
focus this analysis on the more challenging video-only test set. Results are shown in Figure 3.

First, rewards from the deployable tracker alone raise the success rate from 74.8% to 75.8% for the
offline generator and from 49.6% to 61.5% for the online generator, and adding the global-motion
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(a) Offline: Tracker feedback (b) Online: Tracker feedback

(c) Offline: Training-set video ratio (d) Online: Training-set video ratio

(e) Offline: Post-trained layers (f) Online: Post-trained layers
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Figure 3: Analysis of DPO post-training on the video-only test set. Panels (a,b) vary the tracker
feedback, from the pre-trained generator (base) to post-training with rewards from the deployable
tracker alone (deploy) and with the privileged tracker added (+ priv.). Panels (c,d) vary the amount
of in-distribution pre-training set data relative to video-only data during post-training, and panels
(e,f) the number of final Transformer layers updated during post-training. Error bars denote 95%
confidence intervals.

(a) Offline: Model size (b) Online: Model size

(c) Offline: Pre-training data size (d) Online: Pre-training data size

(e) Offline: Post-training data size (f) Online: Post-training data size
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Figure 4: Scaling behavior of ViT-H on the video-only test set. Panels (a,b) vary the model
size, with marker size indicating the number of parameters, panels (c,d) the percentage of pre-
training data, and panels (e,f) the percentage of post-training data, where base denotes the pre-
trained generator. Panels (a) to (d) use generators without post-training. Shaded regions denote 95%
confidence intervals.

reward from the privileged tracker πpriv
track raises it further to 80.0% and 63.8%. Since all evaluations

use the deployable tracker, this gain indicates that global tracking feedback supplies supervision that
local feedback misses. Second, we vary the amount of in-distribution pre-training set data relative to
the video-only out-of-distribution data. Performance exhibits a non-monotonic trend, with the best
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(a) Humanoid-GPT (b) ScaleBFM (c) HoloMotion

offline generator online generator

Figure 5: Post-training gains transfer to trackers not used in post-training. Motions generated
by the offline (circles) and autoregressive (squares) generators on the video-only test set are executed
by (a) Humanoid-GPT, (b) ScaleBFM, and (c) HoloMotion, before (w/o PT) and after (w/ PT) post-
training. Shaded regions denote 95% confidence intervals.

empirical results achieved when the amount of in-distribution data is half that of video-only data,
while further increasing the amount of pre-training set data degrades performance. Finally, we vary
the number of Transformer layers updated during DPO post-training. Among the 16 layers of our
generator, fine-tuning the last 8 yields the best empirical performance, while updating either fewer
layers or all 16 layers results in lower performance.

4.3 SCALABILITY AND CROSS-TRACKER GENERALIZATION

Scaling with model and data size. We study how ViT-H scales with model capacity and training
data on the video-only test set. Results are reported in Figure 4. Model-size and pre-training-data
results are obtained without post-training. Increasing the generator from 49.9M to 114.6M and
224.7M parameters consistently raises the tracking success rate and lowers Trk. MPJPE for both
the offline and the online generator. Pre-training on 25%, 50%, and 100% of the pre-training data
shows the same trend, with the largest gain in success rate from 50% to 100%. Post-training data
scale behaves similarly. Increasing post-training data consistently improves both metrics for both
the offline and the online generators.

Generalization across trackers. To test whether post-training merely fits πtrack, we execute the
motions of both generators on the video-only test set with three trackers not used in post-training,
Humanoid-GPT (Qi et al., 2026), ScaleBFM (Zeng et al., 2026), and HoloMotion (Chen et al.,
2026a). As Figure 5 shows, post-training raises the success rate and lowers Trk. MPJPE for both
generators with all three trackers, indicating that it improves the executability of the generated mo-
tions rather than overfitting to the tracker that provides the feedback.

5 CONCLUSION

We presented ViT-H, which generates humanoid reference motions from monocular video directly
in the motion space of the Unitree G1 embodiment and post-trains the generator on the outcomes
of the tracker that executes them. This design yields reference motions that are more executable,
and more accurate in local pose, than those of state-of-the-art reconstruction-retargeting-tracking
pipelines. Post-training on tracking feedback, which does not necessarily require motion annota-
tions, brings its largest gains on held-out internet videos, and these gains carry over to trackers never
used for feedback. ViT-H also scales with model and data size and, through its autoregressive vari-
ant, supports real-time teleoperation of a physical humanoid. Together, these results suggest that as
general-purpose trackers mature, the tracker can serve not only as the executor of reference motions
but also as the supervisor of the model that produces them.

Limitations and future work. Our scaling study is limited by available training data and com-
putational resources, while our current framework does not model dexterous hand poses, restricting
fine-grained object manipulation. Future work includes scaling to larger models and datasets, ex-
ploring alternative post-training algorithms and feedback from multiple trackers, and extending the
framework to support dexterous manipulation. A comprehensive discussion on limitations and fu-
ture directions is provided in Appendix E.

10



Preprint. Under review.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Long Liu, Yunhao Li, Yuyang Li, and Zhenghao Qi for hardware support. H. Li thanks
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A OVERVIEW

This supplementary material provides further details and additional results for the experiments pre-
sented in the main paper. We first describe additional implementation details of ViT-H (Appendix B)
and the experimental setup (Appendix C). We then provide additional experimental results (Ap-
pendix D). We conclude with limitations and directions for future work (Appendix E). We highly
recommend viewing our project page for demonstrations across diverse scenarios.

B DETAILS ON VIT-H

In this section, we provide additional details on the data representation (Appendix B.1), network
architecture (Appendix B.2), pre-training and post-training of our reference motion generator (Ap-
pendices B.3 and B.4). We further describe the adaptations to the reference motion generator for
its autoregressive variant (Appendix B.5). Finally, we provide details on the training of our motion
trackers (Appendix B.6) and the deployment of our framework in both offline and online settings
(Appendix B.7).

B.1 DATA REPRESENTATION OF MOTION GENERATOR

Video-derived conditions. We represent each video using relative camera orientations, 2D bound-
ing boxes, 2D keypoints, and image features. We estimate relative camera orientations with
DPVO (Teed et al., 2023), detect human bounding boxes with YOLOv8 (Jocher et al., 2023), ex-
tract human keypoints with ViTPose (Xu et al., 2022), and extract image features with Fast SAM 3D
Body (Yang et al., 2026a), an accelerated variant of SAM 3D Body (Yang et al., 2026b). For datasets
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without paired videos, we simulate camera trajectories, generate 2D bounding boxes, project 3D hu-
man motions into the image plane to obtain 2D keypoints, and set the image features to zero.

Global humanoid motion recovery. After predicting the humanoid motion represented by X “

pvroot,Γcam,Γgv,Q, τ ,peeq as described in Section 3.1, we discard τ and pee, which are used only
for loss computation, and recover the global root transformation following prior human motion re-
construction works that adopt the gravity-view coordinate system (Shen et al., 2024; Li et al., 2025b).
We then obtain the joint and vertex positions in world coordinates through forward kinematics using
the Unitree G1 kinematic model.

B.2 NETWORK ARCHITECTURE OF MOTION GENERATOR

We adopt a Transformer backbone (Vaswani et al., 2017) with rotary positional embeddings
(RoPE) (Su et al., 2024) for the video-conditioned reference motion generator πgen. The condi-
tions are independently projected by MLP encoders and then concatenated with the noisy motion
before being fed into the backbone. The Transformer outputs are then projected by an output MLP
to obtain the denoised motion sequence.

Specifically, the backbone of the reference motion generator consists of 16 Transformer encoder lay-
ers with 16 attention heads and a hidden dimension of 1,024, using GELU activations (Hendrycks
& Gimpel, 2016), resulting in 224.7M parameters in total. For the model-scaling experiments con-
ducted in Section 4.3, we additionally use a small variant with 12 layers, 8 attention heads, and a
hidden dimension of 512 (49.9M parameters), and a medium variant with 14 layers, 12 attention
heads, and a hidden dimension of 768 (114.6M parameters).

B.3 PRE-TRAINING OF MOTION GENERATOR

Training losses. Beyond the diffusion loss described in Equation (2), we introduce the following
auxiliary losses to facilitate training: (i) A local joint loss, which applies the Huber loss to root-
relative joint positions; (ii) A local vertex loss, which applies the Huber loss to root-relative vertex
positions; (iii) a global translation loss, which applies the ℓ1 loss to the recovered root translation;
and (iv) an end-effector stationary loss, which applies binary cross-entropy loss to the stationary
states of the hands and feet. For the local vertex loss, we preselect 384 vertices on the Unitree G1
surface using farthest point sampling, with denser sampling around the hands and feet. For the end-
effector stationary loss, the ground-truth stationary labels are determined from the velocities of the
corresponding joints.

We additionally include the following 2D reprojection losses during training: (i) a 2D joint loss,
which applies the Huber loss to reprojected 2D joint positions; (ii) a 2D vertex loss, which applies
the Huber loss to reprojected 2D vertex positions; and (iii) a 2D translation loss, which applies the
Huber loss to the root translation in camera coordinates following the formulation of CLIFF (Li
et al., 2022). For all 2D losses, we use the cameras associated with the paired 3D human motions.
We rescale the camera translation by a factor of 0.8 to account for the difference in body scale
between humans and the Unitree G1 humanoid.

Training setup. Our video-conditioned reference motion generator is trained using a DDPM
scheduler (Ho et al., 2020) with 1,000 diffusion steps. We use the Adam optimizer (Kingma &
Ba, 2015) with a fixed learning rate of 2 ˆ 10´4. For both offline and online generation, we train
the model with a fixed sequence length of 120 frames at 30 fps. We train all models on 4 NVIDIA
H100 GPUs with a batch size of 64 per GPU, yielding a global batch size of 256. All models are
pre-trained for 730k optimization steps.

B.4 POST-TRAINING OF MOTION GENERATOR

Preference pair construction. For each video-derived condition set C, we construct a candidate
pool by sampling M “ 128 reference motions, tXpiquMi“1 „ πgenp¨ | Cq, using DDIM sam-
pling (Song et al., 2021) with 50 denoising steps.

For a humanoid motion sequence X “ pvroot,Γcam,Γgv,Q, τ ,peeq generated by our reference mo-
tion generator πgen, we denote the recovered root translation, root orientation, and joint positions
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(including the root) in world coordinates as t P RTˆ3, R P RTˆ3ˆ3, and J P RTˆpJ`1qˆ3, respec-
tively (Appendix B.1). We further convert the output 6D local joint rotation Q into 1D joint angle
q P RTˆJˆ1. For two humanoid motions X and X1, we compute:

Eroot-pospX,X1q “
1

T

ÿ

t

›

›ptt ´ t0q ´ pt1
t ´ t1

0q
›

›

2

2
, (A1)

Eroot-oripX,X1q “
1

T

ÿ

t

d2
SO(3)pRt,R

1
tq, (A2)

EpospX,X1q “
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T pJ ` 1q
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›RJ
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J
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EoripX,X1q “
1

TJ

ÿ

t
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j

pqt,j ´ q1
t,jq2, (A4)

where dSO(3) denotes the geodesic distance on SO(3). We then convert each error into a normalized
reward using an exponential kernel. The scale factor in Equation (3) is calibrated from the empirical
error distribution as sk “

a

MedianpEkq. We calibrate the scales separately for different data and
generation settings to account for differences in their error distributions.

We assign equal weights to all components of the local pose reward Rlocal and global motion reward
Rglobal defined in Equations (4) and (5). For the tracking-success reward Rsucc, we determine track-
ing success following the evaluation termination criterion of SONIC (Luo et al., 2026). Specifically,
a rollout is considered failed at frame t if any of the following conditions is met:

|zref
root,t ´ ztrack

root,t| ą 0.25m, dSO(3)pR
ref
t ,Rtrack

t q ą 1.0 rad, max
ePBee

|zref
e,t ´ ztrack

e,t | ą 0.25m, (A5)

where Bee contains the left and right ankle-roll links and the left and right wrist-yaw links. The
rollout is considered successful only if no failure is triggered throughout the motion. We apply the
same criterion to obtain s and spriv for πtrack and πpriv

track, respectively (Equation (6)).

The reward dimensions used for preference-pair construction depend on whether ground-truth hu-
manoid motion is available. In our post-training data, ground-truth humanoid motions are available
for BEDLAM (Black et al., 2023), BEDLAM2.0 (Tesch et al., 2025), and Human3.6M (Ionescu
et al., 2013), while the video-only datasets (Li et al., 2020; 2025a; 2026a) do not provide ground-
truth motions. For videos without ground truth, we treat the root and local components of rpiq

2 in
Equation (7) as separate dimensions during preference-pair filtering.

We impose a margin δ on the reward advantage when constructing preference pairs. We use different
margin settings for the two sources of post-training data. For both data sources, the tracking-success
reward uses a zero margin with a non-strict constraint, rpiq

3 ´ r
pjq

3 ě 0. For the video-only datasets,
we set all continuous reward margins to zero to retain as much internet video data as possible.
For videos from the pre-training set, which are more abundant, we use the margins to control the
amount of preference data. Specifically, we first identify, for each condition, the candidate pair with
the largest weighted reward gap under zero continuous margins. We then compute the reward gaps
of these selected pairs along each reward dimension and set the corresponding margin δk to the p-th
percentile of its gap distribution. We tune the shared percentile p such that the number of retained
pre-training conditions is roughly comparable to that of the video-only datasets.

We finally select the preference pair from all candidate pairs satisfying the margin constraints by
maximizing the weighted reward gap, as described in Equation (9). We assign a weight of 10 to the
tracking-success reward and a weight of 1 to all other reward dimensions.

Training setup. For post-training, we set βDPO “ 10, λDPO “ 0.05, and λSFT “ 2 for the objective
defined in Equations (11) and (12). The SFT objective is applied to the preferred motion X`. We
use the AdamW optimizer (Loshchilov & Hutter, 2019) with a fixed learning rate of 1 ˆ 10´4,
weight decay of 0.01, and gradient norm clipping at 1.0. Unlike pre-training, we do not constrain
the motion sequences to a fixed length during post-training. We post-train all models on 4 NVIDIA
H100 GPUs with a batch size of 16 per GPU, yielding a global batch size of 64. All models are
post-trained for 30k optimization steps.
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B.5 ADAPTATION OF AUTOREGRESSIVE MOTION GENERATOR

Pre-training setup. For the autoregressive generator πar
gen, we use the same sequence length of

T “ 120 frames and sample the overlap length from L P t0, T ´ 5u. When L “ T ´ 5, the first
T ´5 frames of the noisy motion input are replaced by the corresponding frames from the preceding
segment, while L “ 0 corresponds to generation without preceding-motion conditioning. We use
two learnable conditioning tokens to distinguish these two cases, selecting the corresponding token
based on whether preceding-motion conditioning is provided. The remaining diffusion scheduler,
optimizer, and training configurations follow those of the offline generator (Appendix B.3).

Post-training setup. For post-training πar
gen, we follow the same DPO objective and training setup

(Appendix B.4). To match the deployment setting (Appendix B.7), we sample candidate motions
using DDIM with 4 denoising steps during post-training. For in-distribution videos from the pre-
training datasets with ground-truth motion, we include both samples with and without preceding-
motion conditioning. The former use fixed-length sequences of T “ 120 frames with ground-
truth preceding motion, while the latter retain their original sequence lengths without autoregressive
conditioning. Internet video samples are similarly used without preceding-motion conditioning and
retain their original lengths. We keep the numbers of the two types of pre-training-dataset samples
balanced, and their combined duration roughly comparable to that of the Internet video samples.

Autoregressive inference. During online generation, each segment is conditioned on the preced-
ing T ´ 5 frames and generates 5 new frames. We maintain a global humanoid motion queue
containing all previously generated motions. Before generating Xs, we canonicalize the latest T ´5
frames in the queue to construct the preceding motion context Xs´1. After generation, we align
the 5 newly generated frames to the global motion queue using the relative root transformation be-
tween the last context frame, i.e., the sixth frame from the end of Xs, and its corresponding frame
in the global queue, and then append the aligned frames to the queue. For long-sequence video-
to-humanoid teleoperation, we apply a lightweight damping operation to the root transformation of
each generated segment to reduce accumulated drift.

B.6 TRAINING OF MOTION TRACKER

Training of the deployable motion tracker. We fine-tune SONIC (Luo et al., 2026) into πtrack
with proximal policy optimization (PPO; Schulman et al., 2017). The added rewards track the
horizontal position and the yaw of the anchor body, each with a weight of 0.5 and a Gaussian kernel
with a standard deviation of 0.5 m and 0.6 rad, respectively. For PPO, we set the actor learning rate
to 5 ˆ 10´6 with an adaptive range of r5 ˆ 10´6, 1 ˆ 10´5s and reduce the desired KL divergence
from 0.01 to 0.005.

We add 108 dimensions of privileged global trajectory information to the critic observations, namely
the current root transformations of the robot and the reference motion, together with the reference
root transformations of the next 10 frames, which increases the critic observation dimension from
1,645 to 1,753 and leaves the actor observation unchanged. To initialize the expanded critic from the
released SONIC checkpoint, we copy the weights for the original observations and zero-initialize
those for the new observations, whose normalization statistics start from zero mean and unit vari-
ance. We train πtrack for 20k steps on 8 NVIDIA H100 GPUs.

Training of the privileged motion tracker. We initialize πpriv
track from πtrack and append the 3D

relative root position and 6D relative root orientation between the robot and the reference motion
to the actor observations, which increases the actor observation dimension from 930 to 939. The
expanded actor copies the weights for the original observations and zero-initializes those for the
new ones. We freeze the SONIC encoders and the auxiliary kinematic decoder and optimize only
the action decoder and the critic, keeping the rewards, critic observations, and PPO hyperparameters
of πtrack. We train πpriv

track for 200k steps on 8 NVIDIA H100 GPUs.
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Unitree G1

Human teleoperator

1.2 m

RealSense D455 camera

Figure A1: Video teleoperation setup. A RealSense D455 camera mounted 1.2 m above the ground,
with its optical axis approximately parallel to the ground, records RGB video of the teleoperator,
and the Unitree G1 stands beside the teleoperator.

Table A1: Latency breakdown of real-time teleoperation. We report the average and peak latency
of each module in ms, measured on the NVIDIA RTX 5090 GPU. The total is the sum of the average
latencies. Peak latencies are measured independently for each module and are therefore not summed.

Latency (ms) Frame Video Motion Motion Totaltransmission preprocessing generation tracking

Average 70.1 114.4 62.3 6.9 253.7
Peak 130.8 232.1 78.2 12.0 –

B.7 REAL-WORLD DEPLOYMENT

Deployment setup with offline motion generator. Consistent with our post-training setup (Ap-
pendix B.4), we use DDIM sampling with 50 denoising steps for the offline reference motion gen-
erator πgen. We apply no post-processing to the generated motions and directly track them with the
deployable motion tracker πtrack for real-world deployment.

Deployment setup with online motion generator. For real-time video-to-humanoid teleoperation
in the online setting, we use DDIM sampling with 4 denoising steps for our autoregressive reference
motion generator πar

gen to reduce inference latency.

We next describe the video teleoperation setup, illustrated in Figure A1. We use an Intel RealSense
D455 camera and only use its RGB stream as input, without depth. The camera captures 640ˆ480
images at 30 Hz and is mounted 1.2 m above the ground, with its viewing direction parallel to the
ground, to capture the human teleoperator. Each incoming frame is processed online to extract the
video-derived conditions (Appendix B.1). Since the camera remains fixed throughout teleoperation,
we do not estimate relative camera orientations.

At system initialization, approximately 10 seconds are required to generate the first motion segment
without preceding motion context. Afterwards, the system operates continuously by conditioning
on the preceding T ´ 5 frames and generating 5 new frames at a time. Once the preprocessing
results for 5 new video frames are available, they are passed to πar

gen to generate the corresponding
reference motion, which is appended to a reference-motion buffer for tracking. The buffered motion
is then interpolated to 50 fps before being passed to the deployable tracker πtrack. Since πtrack inherits
SONIC’s 10-frame future reference input, we repeat the current reference frame to avoid additional
latency. We provide a computational timing breakdown in Table A1. Our system achieves an average
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(a) Pre-training Data 
Duration by Dataset 

(b) Post-training Video-only Data 
Duration by Category

(c) Test Video-only Data 
Duration by Category

Figure A2: Dataset statistics. The charts show the duration of (a) each pre-training dataset, 383.8
hours in total, (b) each motion category in the video-only post-training data, 16.7 hours in total, and
(c) each motion category in the held-out video-only test set, 39.1 minutes in total.

end-to-end latency below 300 ms. We further reserve a 100 ms latency margin, enabling stable real-
time video-to-humanoid teleoperation with sub-400 ms latency.

C DETAILS ON EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we provide additional details on our experimental setup. Throughout our experi-
ments, we use the 29-DoF Unitree G1 as the common humanoid platform for both simulation and
real-world deployment. We first present statistics of the pre-training and post-training datasets and
describe the data conversion procedures across different representations (Appendix C.1). We then
provide details on the human study setup (Appendix C.2) and the formulation of our evaluation
metrics (Appendix C.3). We finally detail our adaptations of the baseline methods (Appendix C.4).

C.1 DATASET STATISTICS AND DATA CONVERSION

Dataset statistics. We summarize the dataset statistics for pre-training, post-training, and testing
in Figure A2. For pre-training, we use 383.8 hours of motion data, of which 79 hours are paired
with video input, while the remaining data are used without image features. For post-training, our
video-only dataset consists of 8,000 videos totaling 16.7 hours and covers diverse motion categories,
including dancing, fitness, gymnastics, and martial arts. Our held-out video-only test set contains
282 videos with a total duration of 39.1 minutes.

Adapted GMR retargeter. For both training and testing datasets without paired Unitree G1 mo-
tions, we use GMR (Araujo et al., 2026) to retarget the corresponding human motions to the G1
embodiment. We further adapt the original GMR pipeline to improve the robustness and quality of
large-scale retargeting.

GMR performs frame-wise inverse kinematics and uses the optimized robot configuration from the
previous frame to initialize the next frame. As a result, an inaccurate solution at the beginning of
a sequence can propagate throughout the subsequent retargeting. To improve robustness, we run
GMR multiple times with different initialization seeds. Each retargeted sequence is filtered and,
when necessary, split according to the quality criteria described below, and we retain the result with
the largest number of valid frames.

Following prior works on motion curation for humanoid retargeting (Lee et al., 2026; Zhao et al.,
2026a), we design a set of rules to filter the source human motions and retargeted robot motions. For
human motions, we filter sequences with excessive root jerk or insufficient foot contact. For robot
motions, we reject sequences with a minimum root height below 0.25 m, joint velocities exceeding
the corresponding hardware limits, severe self-intersection, or excessive foot floating. Specifically,
a frame is considered self-intersecting when the penetration depth exceeds 2 cm, and we reject
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sequences in which such frames account for more than 5% of the motion; we also require the mean
lowest-foot height to remain below 0.10 m.

For the test set, we additionally follow PHUMA (Lee et al., 2026) and apply a base-of-support
criterion to the human motion. We construct the support region as the convex hull of the horizontal
projections of the left and right ankle and foot joints, and require the average horizontal distances of
the pelvis and spine1 from this region to be below 6 cm and 11 cm, respectively.

For sequences containing only localized invalid portions, we split the sequence into shorter segments
and retain valid segments with at least 100 frames. Consequently, our adapted GMR retargeter does
not necessarily preserve the length of the input sequence, but instead returns the candidate that
retains the largest number of valid frames.

Data conversion between human representations. Our humanoid reference motion generator
takes human keypoints as input and does not rely on supervision from human body parameters.
However, adapting the baseline methods to our training data requires a unified parametric repre-
sentation of the human body. BONES-SEED represents human motion using SOMA (Saito et al.,
2026), whereas all other datasets use SMPL-X (Pavlakos et al., 2019). We therefore convert the
human motions in BONES-SEED to the SMPL-X representation.

We first fit the SMPL-X shape parameters β P R10 for each actor. We reconstruct the actor-specific
SOMA body mesh from its identity, scale, and bone-length parameters. Since the SOMA and SMPL-
X models use different rest skeletons and mesh topologies, we re-pose the SOMA mesh using the
rest-pose joint configuration of the corresponding SMPL-X model and then map the resulting mesh
to the native SMPL-X topology. We then fit β to the transferred vertices, using ℓ2 regularization on
the shape parameters and Huber weighting to reduce the influence of large vertex errors. With the
fitted β fixed, we fit the remaining SMPL-X parameters using the official fitting script provided by
SOMA.

C.2 HUMAN STUDY

We recruit 20 volunteer participants for the human study, all of whom have research backgrounds
in computer vision or robotics, including 12 with prior experience in humanoid research. In each
trial, participants are shown the original human demonstration video on top and two side-by-side hu-
manoid motion results below. One result is produced by our method and the other by a baseline, with
the left-right order randomized. Participants are asked to make a forced-choice judgment on which
result better transfers the human motion depicted in the input video to the Unitree G1 humanoid.

C.3 EVALUATION METRICS

Metrics for motion quality. To evaluate the quality of the generated humanoid reference motions,
we report local MPJPE and PA-MPJPE on root-relative joint positions. We additionally adopt root
translation error (RTE) and motion jitter (Jitter) from WHAM (Shin et al., 2024). Self-penetration
(Pen.) follows the metric used in OmniTrack (Li et al., 2026b) and is reported in ‰. Details of the
2AFC perceptual study are provided in Appendix C.2.

Metrics for motion executability. To evaluate the executability of the generated humanoid ref-
erence motions, we adopt the standard metrics used in humanoid motion tracking evaluation. The
definition of tracking success is provided in Appendix B.4. For EMDB (Kaufmann et al., 2023) and
RICH (Huang et al., 2022), we evaluate tracking success independently on each 250-frame segment
and report the average across segments, whereas no fixed segment-length constraint is imposed for
the video-only test sets. All remaining metrics are computed on root-relative joint positions. Mean
per-joint position error (MPJPE) and Procrustes-aligned MPJPE (PA-MPJPE) are computed between
the tracked motion and the retargeted ground-truth motion, while Trk. MPJPE and Trk. PA-MPJPE
are computed between the reference motion and its tracked motion.

C.4 ADAPTATION OF BASELINES

Adaptations. Compared with the original GVHMR (Shen et al., 2024) and GEM (Li et al., 2025b),
the adapted variants (:) differ in training data, model capacity, and visual encoder. First, we train all
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Table A2: Quantitative comparison of motion quality. Results use ground-truth camera motion.
: marks baselines retrained on our training data with a model size comparable to ViT-H, and w/o PT
denotes a generator before post-training. Lower is better for all metrics. Bold and underline mark
the best and second-best results.

Method
EMDB RICH

MPJPE PA- RTE Jitter Pen. MPJPE PA- RTE Jitter Pen.MPJPE MPJPE

GVHMR + GMR 73.3 54.4 2.3 17.7 2.3 51.6 44.9 4.6 7.7 1.7
GVHMR: + GMR 71.4 49.1 3.4 15.6 1.6 69.6 51.5 4.4 10.3 2.2
GEM + GMR 62.1 38.3 3.1 18.5 1.2 56.7 49.6 4.7 9.5 2.2
GEM: + GMR 68.8 46.1 3.3 20.5 1.3 70.3 51.2 4.4 20.5 2.2

Ours (online) w/o PT 55.4 36.6 8.3 24.0 0.2 44.5 34.5 6.8 24.4 0.3
Ours (online) 55.4 36.8 6.4 17.5 0.1 44.3 36.1 6.3 17.4 0.2

Ours (offline) w/o PT 52.9 34.0 1.6 9.3 0.2 38.7 28.5 4.4 7.2 0.2
Ours (offline) 53.2 34.2 1.6 8.9 0.1 38.4 29.4 4.3 7.2 0.1

Table A3: Quantitative comparison of motion executability. All reference motions are executed
by πtrack in MuJoCo, using ground-truth camera motion. GT + GMR executes the retargeted ground-
truth motions, and rows without GMR track the reconstructed human motions directly. : and w/o
PT follow Table A2. Higher Succ. and lower errors are better. Bold and underline mark the best and
second-best results, excluding GT + GMR.

Method
EMDB RICH

Succ. MPJPE PA- Trk. Trk. PA- Succ. MPJPE PA- Trk. Trk. PA-
MPJPE MPJPE MPJPE MPJPE MPJPE MPJPE

GT + GMR 91.0 35.2 22.7 35.2 22.7 100.0 30.3 19.6 30.3 19.6

GVHMR + GMR 61.7 96.0 60.0 47.2 29.7 90.3 64.7 47.2 36.4 29.0
GVHMR: + GMR 71.4 93.3 57.2 44.3 29.8 84.7 90.5 58.2 52.5 34.4
GEM + GMR 74.4 84.3 41.5 39.0 23.9 90.3 71.6 51.3 37.8 29.5
GEM: + GMR 75.1 89.2 52.4 41.6 27.6 90.3 88.8 55.1 50.8 33.4
GVHMR 54.9 87.5 46.0 - - 29.2 83.6 46.4 - -
GVHMR: 56.4 84.0 45.8 - - 26.4 82.0 46.5 - -
GEM 54.9 85.4 45.0 - - 30.6 86.7 47.7 - -
GEM: 56.4 83.4 45.4 - - 23.6 82.0 46.2 - -

Ours (online) w/o PT 76.2 82.2 41.3 31.7 22.4 87.5 76.8 41.5 35.0 22.2
Ours (online) 87.7 83.1 40.3 29.4 16.4 98.2 69.8 40.1 27.7 17.3

Ours (offline) w/o PT 89.5 73.9 40.1 32.0 18.6 100.0 62.0 34.5 26.2 18.0
Ours (offline) 90.2 71.8 39.7 31.3 18.0 100.0 62.0 34.6 25.9 17.7

baselines on the same datasets used to train our reference motion generator, with the data conversion
between different representations described in Appendix C.1. We set the number of Transformer
layers, hidden dimension, and number of attention heads to be the same as those used in our method
(Appendix B.2). Finally, we replace the original HMR 2.0 visual encoder (Goel et al., 2023) with
SAM 3D Body (Yang et al., 2026b;a), using the same image features as our method.

Training setup. We train all adapted baselines on 4 NVIDIA H100 GPUs. For each baseline, we
follow its original training hyperparameters while keeping the total training budget consistent with
our method, using 730k optimization steps.

D ADDITIONAL EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, we provide additional experimental results. We report quantitative comparisons
with the baselines and ablation variants using ground-truth cameras (Appendix D.1). We provide
qualitative comparisons against the baselines and ablation variants on our project page.

D.1 COMPARISONS WITH GROUND-TRUTH CAMERA

Tables A2 and A3 repeat the comparisons of Tables 1 and 2 on EMDB and RICH with the ground-
truth cameras provided by the datasets. The trends match those with estimated cameras. The offline
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generator outperforms all pipelines on every metric in both tables, and both post-trained generators
achieve higher success rates and lower tracking errors than all pipelines. Post-training reduces self-
penetration in every setting and jitter in most, lowers tracking errors, and raises or preserves success
rates, while keeping local accuracy comparable.

E LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE WORK

Limitations. Our experiments demonstrate favorable scaling behavior across the model and data
scales considered in this work, for both pre-training and post-training. However, the extent of our
scaling study is limited by the available training data and computational resources, and we therefore
do not explore substantially larger models or datasets beyond the regime studied here. Additionally,
our current motion representation and tracking setup do not model dexterous hand poses. Conse-
quently, the object-interaction behaviors considered in this work are primarily limited to whole-body
manipulation of relatively large and simple objects, rather than fine-grained manipulation such as
grasping small objects.

Future work. A natural next step is to further scale ViT-H with larger models, more diverse
pre-training and post-training data, and increased computational resources. Beyond DPO (Rafailov
et al., 2023), it would also be interesting to explore alternative post-training algorithms, such as
PPO (Schulman et al., 2017) or GRPO (Shao et al., 2024), for directly optimizing motion quality and
executability. Moreover, while our experiments show that the improvements from motion-tracking
feedback generalize across different trackers, future work could incorporate feedback from multi-
ple trackers during post-training to provide a more robust executability signal. Finally, extending
the motion representation and tracking framework to model hand poses would enable finer-grained
object interactions, including grasping and manipulation of smaller objects.
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