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ABSTRACT

This study presents a control framework leveraging vision language models (VLMs) for multiple
tasks and robots. Notably, existing control methods using VLMs have achieved high performance in
various tasks and robots in the training environment. However, these methods incur high costs for
learning control policies for tasks and robots other than those in the training environment. Considering
the application of industrial and household robots, learning in novel environments where robots
are introduced is challenging. To address this issue, we propose a control framework that does not
require learning control policies. Our framework combines the vision-language CLIP model with a
randomized control. CLIP computes the similarity between images and texts by embedding them in
the feature space. This study employs CLIP to compute the similarity between camera images and
text representing the target state. In our method, the robot is controlled by a randomized controller
that simultaneously explores and increases the similarity gradients. Moreover, we fine-tune the CLIP
to improve the performance of the proposed method. Consequently, we confirm the effectiveness of
our approach through a multitask simulation and a real robot experiment using a two-wheeled robot
and robot arm.

Keywords Vision-language model - CLIP - randomized control

1 Introduction

In recent years, control methods using vision-language models (VLMs) have attracted attention in robotics and have
been applied to navigation [[1H9] and manipulation [10-15] tasks. Because VLMs are trained using numerous images
and texts on the web, they are expected to improve the generalization of control policies for various tasks using arbitrary
texts as inputs that specify a task.

Existing control methods using VLMs have achieved high performance for various tasks and robots [[16H19]] in training
environments. However, these methods incur high costs in learning control policies for tasks and robots that differ from
the training environment. Consider a scenario in which a user utilizes a shipped robot at home or in a factory. In this
scenario, the user cannot easily train the control policies in these environments after the robot is introduced. Therefore,
it is crucial to construct a control framework that can reduce the cost of learning control policies.

In this study, we proposed a control framework without learning control policies. Our framework combined the vision
language model CLIP [20] with randomized control [21]], as shown in Figure CLIP is a model trained using numerous
images and text on the web. It computes the similarity between images and texts by embedding them into the feature
space. In our method, the similarity between camera images and text representing the target state was computed using
CLIP. The robot was controlled using a randomized control system that alternately repeated stochastic and deterministic
movements. The former was used to compute the gradient of similarity, and the latter increased the similarity using
the gradient. Moreover, we fine-tuned the CLIP to improve the performance of the proposed method. Although the

*This is a preprint of an article submitted for consideration in ADVANCED ROBOTICS, copyright Taylor & Francis and Robotics
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Figure 1: Chair rearrangement task using CLIP feature-based randomized control. The text instruction is “place a green
chair under the table.”

proposed method commonly employs VLMs to be applicable for multiple tasks and robots, it differs from those in the
literature [[16H19] in that it does not require learning control policies.

To confirm the effectiveness of the proposed method, we conducted a multitask simulation using a robot arm and real
experiment utilizing a two-wheeled robot and robot arm. We confirmed that the proposed method could be applied to
multiple tasks in which a robot arm closes and opens a drawer, door, or window. Furthermore, we confirmed that the
proposed method can be applied to different robots through a task wherein a two-wheeled robot places a chair under a
table, and that in which a robot arm places a box next to another box.

The contributions of this study can be summarized as follows:

* We proposed a CLIP feature-based randomized control that can apply to multiple tasks and robots without
learning control policies.

* We confirmed the generalization of the proposed method for multiple tasks via a multitask simulation using a
robot arm.

* We verified the generalization of the proposed method for different robots via a real experiment using a
two-wheeled robot and robot arm.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces related work. Section 3 outlines robot control
strategies using images and text for multiple tasks. Section 4 presents multitask simulation results utilizing a robot arm.
Section 5 describes a real experiment using a two-wheeled robot and robot arm. Section 6 discusses the limitations of
this study and the scope of future work. Finally, Section 7 summarizes the study.

2 Related work

In recent years, VLMs have attracted attention in the field of robotics and have been applied to various tasks, including
object-goal navigation [TH6], room-to-room navigation [[7H9]], pick and place [I0H12], and rearrangement tasks [I3H15].
Leveraging the numerous images and texts on the web, VLMs are expected to enhance the generalization of control
policies for extensive tasks.

Several studies employing VLMs have succeeded in generalizing multiple tasks and robots [16H19]]. For example,
Brohan et al. [16] proposed Robotics Transformer 1 (RT-1), which is a vision-language-action model based on
transformer architecture. RT-1 inputs camera images and task instruction text, encodes them as tokens using a pre-
trained FiILM EfficientNet model [22]], and compresses them using TokenLearner [23]]. The compressed tokens are input
to the transformer, which outputs the action tokens. Training on extensive real manipulation data enables applications
in various tasks in real-world environments. Moreover, based on RT-1, they introduced Robotics Transformer 2
(RT-2) [[17], which employs VLMs such as PaLI-X [24]] and PaLM-E [25]. Training on both real manipulation and
web data improves generalization performance for unknown tasks better than RT-1. Furthermore, Vuong et al.
proposed the Robotic Transformer X (RT-X), which can be applied to different types of robots. They presented two
model architectures, RT-1-X and RT-2-X, which employed RT-1 and RT-2, respectively, and trained these models using



CLip

Text

T, = ‘Place a green chair under the table’ Text
T, = ‘Place a green chair away from the table’ encoder
It —1] Similarity . Control input
i a] Randomized

control

A

o

Positions of robot and object

Figure 2: Overview of our control framework

data collected from 22 types of robot arms. Although these methods exhibit high performance for extensive tasks and
robots in training environments, they incur high costs for learning control policies for tasks and robots other than the
training environments.

The proposed framework combines a vision-language model, CLIP, with randomized control [21]] for multiple tasks and
robots without learning control policies. To the best of our knowledge, no similar work using randomized controls with
VLMs has been reported so far. Although the present study has commonly used VLMs that can be applied to multiple
robots and tasks, it differs from in that our method does not require learning control policies. Moreover, we
confirmed the generalization of our method for different types of robots, including a two-wheeled robot and robot arm,
whereas other studies were limited to robot arms.

3 Robot control using images and text for multiple tasks and robots

3.1 Problem setting

This section describes the problem setting for robot control using images and text. The environment was observed using
a camera at a fixed position and orientation. Moreover, text instructions were used to enable the robot to perform tasks.
For example, in a chair-rearrangement task, the text instruction is given as “place a green chair under the table.” In this
study, we assumed that the position and orientation of the robot and position of the object can be observed, and these
values were assigned to the robot as inputs.

This study aims to control the object position to reach the target position for multiple tasks and robots.

3.2 Overview of our control framework

An overview of the control framework is presented in Figure 2] In our framework, the robot computes a similarity
that determines whether the difference between two image features is close to the instruction text or text representing
an action opposite to the instruction using CLIP. We used the difference between two image features because object
motions such as open and close cannot easily be determined using a single image.

The robot inputs the positions of the robot and object, image I[¢] at the current control step ¢, image I[t — 1] at the
control step ¢ — 1, instruction text 77, and text representing the opposite action to instruction T5. The robot computes the
image features h[t] and k[t — 1] using the CLIP image encoder. Moreover, the robot computes the text features g; and
g, of 71 and T using the CLIP text encoder. The robot computes the similarity R;[¢] (i = 1, 2) between h[t] —h [t — 1]
and g,. The control input is computed such that the similarity difference R;[t] — Ro[t] is positive.



3.3 CLIP feature-based randomized control

This subsection describes the details of our CLIP feature-based randomized control. To generate motion from two
images, we compute the cosine similarity of h[t] — k[t — 1] and g, (i = 1, 2) using

(ht] —h[t—1]))" -g

Rilt] = ey
1R[t] = h[t = 1]]l]lg;l]
Furthermore, the similarity gradient is computed using
av;ly = = T 2)

iL’i’R[t] — xi,R[t — 1}
where z; g [t] represents the position of the robot along the axis 7 at control step ¢.

Next, we introduce our CLIP feature-based randomized control method, which increases the similarity between images
and text. Randomized control [21] is a control law that maximizes an unknown evaluation function by alternately
repeating stochastic and deterministic movements. The former computes the gradient of the evaluation function, and
the latter increases the evaluation function using the gradient. Using this control law, the control input is computed as
follows:

wlt] = {cAi[t] if ¢ is odd 3)

f(dV;[t]) otherwise’

where i is the , y, or z axis; A;[t] is a random variable that randomly becomes +1 or —1 with a probability of 0.5,
¢ > 0; and f is a function that determines the updated amount using the gradient. If ¢ is an odd number, the robot
selects a stochastic movement in each axis direction to compute the similarity gradient. If ¢ is an even number, the robot
selects a deterministic movement by using a gradient to increase the similarity. In [21]], the control input is calculated
using f(dV;[t]) = kdV;[t] (k > 0). However, if dV;[t] changes significantly, the position of the robot may vibrate.

In this study, the function f is computed using RMSprop [26] as follows:

o dVilt]
faVilt]) = il +e “)
vilt] = Built — 1] + (1 = B)dV;[t]?, Q)

where @ > 0, € > 0, and 0 < 8 < 1. The moving average in (5) was employed to prevent the vibration of the robot,
even if dV;[t] changed significantly. We adopted RMSprop because RMSprop achieved a better performance than
Adam [27] when applying randomized control.

As our method calculates control inputs using the similarity of CLIP features by alternately repeating stochastic and
deterministic movements, it can be applied to different robots without learning control policy.

3.4 Fine-tuning of the CLIP model for multiple tasks

This section introduces the fine-tuning of the CLIP model, which can be applied to multiple tasks. Although the original
CLIP model is suitable for classifying the names of objects, it is not appropriate for classifying object motions such as
open and close. Therefore, we aim to fine-tune the CLIP model to classify the object motions for multiple tasks. The
fine-tuning algorithm is presented in Algorithm [I]

The first step is the collection of data for multiple tasks. For task i (i = 1,--- , N), data D*[k] = {I[k], y[k]} at control
step k, where y[k] is a negative value of the distance between the object position and its target position, as follows:

y[k‘] = _Hro _xo[kHIa (6)

where r, € R3 represents the target position of the object, and x, € R? indicates its current position. In addition, to
collect images when the object motion changes, data are collected if ||y[k] — y[k — 1]|| > 4, is satisfied, where §, is the
threshold for data collection. Data collection was repeated until the number of data reached a certain value M for each
task.

From the collected data D* = {D*[1],--- ,D*[M]}, Dt = {I1,y1}, and D} = {I5, >} are randomly sampled. The
ground truth of the text is given by

[Ty, To]  ify2 >

: 7
[To,T1] otherwise N

T = (17,73 = {



Algorithm 1: Fine-tuning of the CLIP model for multiple tasks

# Data collection for N tasks
fori=1,...,Ndo
Sett=1
fork=1,...do

L Collect D*[t] = {I[k], y[k]} if [[y[k] — y[k — 1]|| > 4,

t+—t+1
if t = M break

# Fine-tuning of CLIP model
fori=1,...,N do
Set T and 15
fork=1,..., K do
Sample D} and D} from D' = {D'[1],--- , D'[M]}
Compute ground-truth text 7™ using
Compute image features k1 and k2 using an image encoder
Compute k™~ = [hy — hy,hy — hs)
Compute g* using 7 with a text encoder
Compute loss using A~ and g* and update the CLIP model according to [20]

Using the CLIP features k; and hy of images I; and I5, the difference in CLIP features k™~ = [ho — hy,hy — ho] is
computed. For text 7, the CLIP feature g* = [g7, g3] is computed.

Finally, the cosine similarity is calculated for each element of A~ and g*, and the CLIP model is updated to minimize
the cross-entropy loss. See [20]] for details of the optimization.

4 Simulation

In this section, we confirm the generalization of the proposed method for multiple tasks through a multitask simulation
using a robot arm. This simulation is aimed to confirm that the presented method can perform multiple tasks even if the
target position of the object is unknown.

4.1 Simulation environment

The simulation was performed using a simulator Metaworld [28], which can verify various tasks using a robot arm. The
simulation environment is shown in Figure [3] The success of each task is determined as follows:

 drawer-close/open: the distance between the position of the drawer handle and its target position is within 0.03
m.

* door-close/open: the distance between the position of the door handle and its target position is within 0.05 m.

» window-close/open: the distance between the position of the window handle and its target position is within
0.05 m.

4.2 Control implementation

The control time step was set to 0.1 s, and the total number of steps was set to 5.0x10% for window-close and
window-open tasks and 1.0x 103 for other tasks. Moreover, we set ¢ = 0.2, o« = 1.0, 8 = 0.5, and e = 1.0 x 1078,
These parameters were set such that the robot arm could reach the target position of the end effector while avoiding
overshooting.

In the simulation, the positions of the robot and object were considered as those of the end effector and handle,
respectively. To make the end effector approach the handle, we add the distance between the end effector and handle to
(@) as follows:

_ miolt] — 2w EI* = lwiolt — 1] — zin[t — 1|

dV;[t] < dVi[t] zir[t] — ziR[t — 1]

. ®)
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Figure 3: Simulation environment (the green dot indicates the target position of the handle)

where z; ,[t] € R represents the handle position along the i-axis.

Furthermore, to prevent the gradient from changing significantly, we adopted the upper and lower limits in (2)) as
follows:

-\ if de(t) < =\
dVi(t) + ¢+ if dVi(t) >+, )
dV;(t) otherwise

where we set [\, Ay, A;] = [1.0, 1.0, 0.1] in the simulations.

Moreover, the robot sometimes encountered a stuck where the handle did not move, even if it moved the end effector
when it was sufficiently close to the handle. To address this issue, we replace the position of the object with

X,[t] +[0,0,0.05] T if do[t] < 8 & [|xo[t] — x,[0]]] < Jo

1
Xolt] otherwise ) (10)

Xo[t] + {

where the first condition determines that the end effector is stuck if the travel distance of the end effector d.[t] in the
last 1.0 s is less than a certain threshold J.. The second condition determines whether the end effector is stuck if the
distance between the initial and current positions of the handle is less than a certain threshold 6,. If the two conditions
are satisfied, the robot arm avoids being stuck by setting the target position to be a point, which is located 0.05 m above
the handle position. In the simulation, we set . = 0.02 m and §, = 0.05 m.

To confirm the effectiveness of the proposed method, we compared it with our method with a reinforcement-
learning algorithm PPO [29], which is a deep actor-critic algorithm. The inputs of the policy are set as
[i/N,x,[t],xRr[t],xo[t — 1],xr[t — 1]], where ¢ (i = 1,---, N) is a task ID, and the target position of the handle
is unknown. The reward function is used as described in [28]. We trained the same policy for six tasks by using the code
in [30]]. The critic and actor networks contained two hidden layers of 128 units, respectively. The activation function of
the output layer in the critic network is linear, whereas that in the actor network is tanh. The hyperparameters used in
the PPO algorithm are presented in Table[T]

Moreover, we evaluated several control methods using the proposed method. To evaluate performance under ideal
conditions, where the robot knows the target position of the handle, we evaluated a control method by setting the first



Table 1: Hyperparameters used in the PPO algorithm

Parameter Value
Number of episodes 3.0%x10°
Discount factor 0.99
Clipping parameter 0.2
Number of episodes for update 80

Learning rate for the critic network ~ 3.0x107*
Learning rate for the actor network ~ 1.0x1073

Table 2: Texts used in a multitask simulation

Task Variable Text
drawer-close Ty close a drawer w'ith a drawer handle
T open a drawer with a drawer handle
drawer-open T open a drawer wi_th a drawer handle
Ty close a drawer with a drawer handle
door-close Th close a door w.ith a door handle
Ty open a door with a door handle
door-open T open a door wi'th a door handle
T> close a door with a door handle
window-close T close a wi_ndow ip the right c_iirec_tion
15 open a window in the left direction
window-open Ty open a w.indow.in the 19ft difecti(.)n
Ty close a window in the right direction

term in (8] to

_ 73,0 = Zio [t = llri,0 — Tiolt = 1|2

Tio[t] = wiolt —1] ’

where 7; , represents the target position of the handle on the i-axis. This control method is denoted by the Goal.
Moreover, we evaluated several control methods using the CLIP models ViT-B/32 and ViT-L/14, which employ a
Vision Transformer [3 1] with a higher performance than ResNet [32]. In addition, we evaluated a control method using
fine-tuned ViT-B/32, which was trained on the same model for multiple tasks, using the method described in Subsection
3.3. These methods are denoted as ViT-B/32, ViT-L/14, and ViT-B/32 (finetune).

The texts used in the simulation are presented in Table 2] These texts were determined through prompt engineering to
improve the performances of ViT-B/32 and ViT-L/14.

Y

4.3 Result

Table 3] compares the success rates of applying each method to six tasks for 100 trials. Notably, the target positions of
the handles are unknown except for Goal. The results showed that the PPO method could not perform the drawer-open
and door-open tasks. In these tasks, the PPO method could make the end effector approach the handle but could not
move the handle toward the goal. Meanwhile, ViT-B/32 and ViT-L/14 achieved higher success rates than the PPO
method. Furthermore, ViT-B/32 (finetune) achieved higher success rates than ViT-B/32 and ViT-L/14 for various
tasks, indicating that the performance of our method could be improved by fine-tuning the CLIP model. Furthermore,
the number of collected images for fine-tuning the CLIP is 1.0 10° while those for training the policy using PPO is
1.5x106. This result indicates that the proposed method requires fewer images than PPO.

To investigate the factors that ViT-B/32 (finetune) achieved a high success rate, we evaluated the accuracy rate of
the text for the two images. This is because the higher the accuracy rate of the text, the more accurate the sign of the
gradient in (2)), which can increase the similarity. The accuracy rate of the text is defined as

1
AL a. (12)
N, ; !
o — 1 if (Ry - Ro)(yh —y2) >0 ’ (13)
0 otherwise



Table 3: Comparison of success rates for the multitask simulation (the target position of the handle is unknown except
for 1)

Task PPO  Goalt ViT-B/32 ViT-L/14 ViT-B/32 (finetune)
drawer-close  0.80  (0.93) 0.59 0.66 0.93
drawer-open  0.00  (0.98) 0.22 0.49 0.94

door-close 096 (0.99) 0.96 0.98 0.99
door-open 0.00 (0.89) 0.17 0.21 0.82
window-close  1.00  (0.96) 0.93 0.93 0.93
window-open 091 (0.93) 0.87 0.89 0.90

Table 4: Comparison of text accuracy rates for the simulator images

Task ViT-B/32 ViT-L/14  ViT-B/32 (finetune)
drawer-close 0.50 0.73 0.94
drawer-open 0.49 0.69 0.95

door-close 0.55 0.73 0.97
door-open 0.63 0.78 0.94
window-close 0.52 0.71 0.90
window-open 0.68 0.73 0.91

where N, in (I2) is the total number of trials, and R; (i = 1,2) in (I3) is computed using (I)) for the two randomly
sampled images.

Tablecompares the text accuracy rates for 2.0 x 10 trials when each CLIP model is applied to the 2.0x 102 images.
The results show that ViT-B/32 (finetune) achieved higher text accuracy rates than ViT-B/32 and ViT-L/14 for all tasks.
Furthermore, the text accuracy and success rate of ViT-L/14 were higher than those of ViT-B/32 for all the tasks, as
presented in Tables[3|and[d] These results indicated that the higher the text accuracy rate, the higher the success rate.

Overall, we confirmed that the proposed method can control an object for multiple tasks without learning the control
policy. Moreover, we improved the performance of our method by fine-tuning the CLIP model through a multitask
simulation.

5 Real robot experiment

In this section, we confirm the generalization of the proposed method for different robots through real robot experiments
using a two-wheeled robot and robot arm. This experiment aims to confirm that our method can control objects for
different robots, even if the target position of the object is unknown.

5.1 Experimental configuration

The experimental configuration is shown in Figure[d] The position of the object was observed using motion capture
Optitrack V120: Duo at 100 fps. We set the position of the robot to be the same as that of the object because the robot
was rigidly attached to the object. Images were captured using an Intel RealSense D435 camera at 30 fps with a fixed
position and angle.

To confirm the effectiveness of our method, we performed two rearrangement tasks using a two-wheeled robot
vizbot [33]] and a robotic arm, myCobot 280 M5 (Elephant Robotics Co., Ltd.). The tasks are described as follows:

* chair-rearrangement: the vizbot places a green chair under a table. Success is determined when the position of
the chair is inside the edge of the table.

* box-rearrangement: the myCobot, which is fixed on the table, places a red box next to a yellow box. Success is
determined when the position of the red box is within 0.05 m from the position exactly adjacent to the yellow
box.
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Figure 4: Experimental configuration
Table 5: Texts used in the experiment
Task Variable Text
chair-rearraneement Ty place a green chair under the table
£ Ts place a green chair away from the table
box-rearrangement T place a red box next to the yellow box
& 15 place a red box away from the yellow box

5.2 Control implementation

The control time step and total number of steps were set to 0.2 s and 2.0 x 102 steps, respectively, for the vizbot and
these values were set to 1.0 s and 5.0 x 10" steps for the myCobot. The control inputs are the linear and angular velocity
inputs for vizbot and the amount of movement of the end effector in the - and y-axes for myCobot. We set ¢ = 0.1 and
¢ = 0.02 for vizbot and myCobot while setting the parameters of RMSprop similar to the simulation. These parameters
were set so that the robots could allow the object to reach its target position while avoiding overshooting. The texts used
in the experiment are shown in Table[5]

We evaluated several control methods, Goal, ViT-B/32, ViT-L/14, and ViT-B/32 (finetune), as described in the
simulation. In the experiment, we collected 4.0 x 103 data for each robot via manual control, and the CLIP model was
trained on the same model for the robot arm and two-wheeled robot.

5.3 Result

Table 6] compares the success rates when applying each method to 30 trials, where we set five different initial positions
and performed six experiments for each. The target positions of the objects are unknown except for Goal. The results
show that ViT-B/32 and ViT-L/14 could perform both tasks in several trials without fine-tuning the CLIP model.
Furthermore, ViT-B/32 (finetune) achieved higher success rates than ViT-B/32 and ViT-L/14 for both tasks, indicating
that the performance of our method could be improved by fine-tuning the CLIP model.

Table [7| compares the text accuracy rates for 2.0 x 10 trials when applying each CLIP model to 2.0 x 103 images.
The results showed that ViT-B/32 (finetune) achieved higher accuracy rates than the other methods for both tasks.
Furthermore, ViT-L/14 achieved a higher text accuracy and success rate than ViT-B/32 for the box-arrangement task,
whereas ViT-B/32 achieved these values higher than ViT-L/14 for the chair-rearrangement task. These results indicate
that the higher the text accuracy rate, the higher the success rate.

Figure [5] shows an example of the control results when each method was applied to two tasks for the same initial
position. The results show that ViT-B/32 could not accomplish either task, whereas ViT-L/14 could only accomplish
the box arrangement. Furthermore, ViT-B/32 (finetune) completed both tasks.

Overall, we confirmed that the proposed method can control an object for different robots without learning control
policies. Moreover, we improve the performance of our method by fine-tuning the CLIP model through a real
experiment.
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Table 6: Comparisons of success rate for the real robot experiment (The target position of the object is unknown except
for 1)

Task Goalt ViT-B/32 ViT-L/14  ViT-B/32 (finetune)
chair-rearrangement  (1.00) 0.43 0.23 0.83
box-rearrangement  (1.00) 0.27 0.50 0.80

Table 7: Comparison of text accuracy rates for the real images

Task ViT-B/32 ViT-L/14  ViT-B/32 (finetune)
chair-rearrangement 0.66 0.50 0.89
box-rearrangement 0.48 0.73 0.95

6 Discussion

This section discusses the limitations of this study and future work.

Through a multitask simulation, it was confirmed that the proposed method could be applied to six tasks using the same
CLIP model. However, the original CLIP could not achieve a high performance, and our method required fine-tuning
for each task to improve performance. Therefore, a generalized CLIP model that can extract information about robot
movement should be constructed.

Several assumptions were made in the simulations and experiments. In the simulation, we assumed that the position
of the object handle was known because the current system could not make the end effector approach the handle.
Therefore, an object handle should be detected using object detection methods such as YOLOVS [34] or Detic [35]] and
the position of the object handle should be estimated. Moreover, the effectiveness of the proposed method should be
confirmed using the estimated object position. In the experiment, we assumed that the robot was rigidly attached to the
object because the current method cannot determine which part of the object the robot should push. To address this
issue, we combine our method with AffordanceNet [36] to determine the pushing point of the object.

A possible future direction is to apply our method to robots equipped with onboard cameras. To this end, we should
make our method robust to changes in camera position and angle by collecting several combinations of camera positions
and angles and confirming the effectiveness of our approach. It would be interesting to apply our method to various
types of robots other than two-wheeled robots and robotic arms. Furthermore, we may combine our method with VLMs
other than the CLIP to examine which VLM model is the best suited for our method.

7 Conclusion

In this study, we proposed a CLIP-feature-based randomized control system without learning control policies. Our
framework combines the vision-language CLIP model with a randomized control. In our method, the similarity between
the camera images and text instructions was computed using CLIP. Moreover, the robot was controlled by a randomized
control system that alternately repeated stochastic and deterministic movements. This renders our method applicable to
multiple tasks and robots without learning the control policy. Through a multitask simulation and real robot experiment,
we confirmed that our method using the original CLIP could achieve a success rate to some extent without learning the
control policy for multiple tasks, and its performance was improved by fine-tuning the CLIP model. In future work, we
plan to improve the CLIP model to extract knowledge regarding robot movements and confirm the effectiveness of the
proposed method for numerous robots and tasks.
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