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1 Project Overview

As modern computers evolve to have better performance and larger computation power, new modes
of interaction emerge along with novel designs of devices. Augmented Reality (AR), which allows
users to interact with common objects via virtual interfaces, establishes a new space of designs
and development and hence poses a significant challenge to machines’ spatial perception of the
complex real-world environment. Pose estimation of 3D objects, as one of the most commonplace
and important tasks in 3D perception, is still a challenging task for modern algorithms, especially
in complex real environments with alternating scene properties and irregular object geometries.
Our project is at the forefront of addressing critical challenges in human-robot interaction within
dynamic mobile AR environments. We focus on exploring the potential ways of interacting with
robots in space, especially in a non-intrusive manner. This interaction is made possible by integrat-
ing three key components: a non-intrusive head-mounted device serving as a user interface, voice
control to enable astronauts to manipulate the interface and interact with robots using verbal com-
mands, and a robot tracking algorithm that accurately localizes the robot’s position in 3D space.
Enabled by these technologies, we proposed URSA, an LLM-driven immersive AR user interface
for robotics and space exploration, and participated in the 2023 NASA Spacesuit User Interface
Technologies for Students (NASA SUITS) [1]. This project aims to develop solutions for future
spaceflight needs, particularly for the Artemis missions, which seek to establish a sustained human
presence on the Moon and Mars. The NASA SUITS project focuses on developing user interfaces
for spacesuits and mission control consoles, which are critical for the e[edtive operation of rovers
and other equipment on the Martian surface.

Industries that rely on robotics to perform complex tasks are the main stakeholders. Researchers
in the fields of computer vision, robotics, and augmented/virtual reality have also invested heavily
in similar challenge for object tracking in AR dynamic space. In a human-robot interaction set-
ting, especially when dangerous or complex tasks are involved, there has been needs for intuitive
interactions and precision.

To foster intuitive interaction, we have explored multiple aspects of the user interfaces within AR
devices. Display technologies, serving as the visual output for these devices, have seen extensive

development, evidenced by pioneering products such as the Microsoft HoloLens [2], Google Glass
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Figure 1: Structure of Augmented Reality Control Flow

[8], and HTC Vive XR Elite [3]. These technologies o[er a spectrum of possibilities for presenting
information to users. On the input side, modalities like gaze tracking, hand tracking, voice control,
and physical controllers have been rigorously investigated for their e Lcady in interfacing with AR
devices. This paper focuses on non-intrusive AR interfaces by integrating the discreet visual output
capabilities of the HoloLens [2] with the sophisticated interaction o [ered by large language models
(LLMs) for voice control.

To achieve precision, we used digital twin localization technology. For example, in the early versions
of the Digital Twin Tracking Dataset (DTTD) [6], and DTTD2 [13], have set the groundwork for
data collection under varied conditions and introduced algorithms that improve accuracy amidst
real-world data noise. Similarly, by utilizing digital twin technology, we control robots via AR
headset to perform accurate and dangerous tasks. Through such a control, the robot is capable of
moving around to carry out work, while its position and poses being captured by external sensors and
reflected on the AR headset simultaneously, enabling real-time remote control. This is particularly
useful when robots need to be tracked with high accuracy without ground truth sensors. Our ongoing
work emphasizes addressing the challenges of noise variance and real-time tracking accuracy with
specialized camera systems like the ZED2, positioning our research at the forefront of digital twin

applications in robotics. This focus provides novel insights and solutions in a rapidly evolving field.



The development of robust datasets and algorithms for digital twin technology not only advances
technical capabilities but also revolutionizes industrial processes, with a focus on industries that
utilize complex robotics.

Our specific solutions for realizing these are as follows:

1) We implemented an intuitive AR user interface using non-intrusive display and LLM-
based voice control.

2) We created a comprehensive robot-specific dataset using the ZED2 camera, specifically
designed for non-rigid bodies.

3) We designed an local Mission Control Console (LMCC) user interface to provide intuitive
and real-time monitor of the space exploration task.

4) We deploy the dataset to the transformer-based 6DoF pose estimator (DT TDNet) with
depth-robust designs on modality fusion and training strategies to enable real-time, high-level track-
ing accuracy.

5) We apply our datasets, model tracking, and associated technologies within the industry
to fulfill the requirements of astronauts’ missions, and developed a comprehensive AR user interface,

as demonstrated in Figure 3.



Figure 2: Non-intrusive design for HMD (Showing the Suits Panel, EVA Task Panel and Virtual
Voice Assistant — Ursa

2 Non-Intrusive AR User Interface for Head-Mounted Displays

In the demanding and dynamic environment of space operations, the user interface for augmented
reality (AR) systems, especially for astronauts, must prioritize minimal cognitive load and high e [=_1
ciency. Astronauts require a system that maintains their awareness and focus on their surroundings,
rather than diverts attention to manual controls or complex navigation menus. Our solution har-
nesses voice control to manage the AR interface non-intrusively, enhancing the interaction without

overwhelming the user.

2.1 Non-Intrusive Design

In the context of space exploration, where environmental awareness and visual clarity are paramount,
our AR interface is designed to be non-intrusive, prioritizing the astronaut’s unobstructed view of
their surroundings (Figure 2). Traditional AR interfaces often employ methods like gestures, touch
pads, or gaze tracking. While these are e Ledtive on Earth, in the unique conditions of space, they can
complicate interactions by cluttering the visual field or requiring manual inputs that are impractical

in a bulky spacesuit.



2.2 Integration with Head-Mounted Display (HMD)

For our augmented reality user interface, we selected the Hololens 2 [2] as the preferred head-
mounted display (HMD) due to its specific features that cater to the safety and operational require-
ments of astronauts. The Hololens 2 [2] stands out among various HMD options for several critical
reasons, particularly its non-intrusive design and fail-safe visibility features, which are essential in
the challenging environment of space. One of the paramount concerns in designing AR interfaces
for space is ensuring that astronauts maintain an unobstructed view of their surroundings. The
Hololens 2 [2] is designed with a transparent visor, allowing users to see their environment directly,
with digital overlays enhancing but not obscuring their real-world view. This transparency is cru-
cial in space, where situational awareness is vital for safety and e [Cciehcy. Importantly, even if
the Hololens 2 [2] experiences a failure or powers down, the astronaut’s view remains unblocked,
ensuring continuous visibility of their surroundings, which is a critical safety feature not provided
by all HMDs.

Our User Interface presents necessary data without overlaying directly over the astronaut’s main
field of view. Information is displayed in peripheral areas or in a minimally invasive manner,
ensuring that the most critical sightlines are always clear. The system is designed to respond to
a set of predefined voice commands, which can control the display’s configuration, toggle through
data screens, or activate tasks without manual input.

Our project also encompasses comprehensive product management processes. This includes the
development of prototypes ranging from low-fidelity to high-fidelity using Figma, Ul development
in Unity, and establishing backend server connections. Furthermore, we have employed techniques
such as user experience mapping and lean startup market testing to gain a deep understanding of

astronaut needs for Mars missions.

3 Voice-Controlled AR User Interfaces

3.1 Traditional AR Controls And Their Limitations

In the field of AR traditional control methods such as hand gestures, eye gaze, and handheld con-

trollers are used to enhance user interaction. These methods are pivotal for improving the immer-



siveness and intuitiveness of AR environments — Hand gestures are utilized for direct manipulation
in virtual environments, o [ering a natural way to interact without the need for physical contact [18];
Eye gaze detection provides a means for selecting and activating items simply by looking at them,
making interactions quicker and reducing the physical e Lant required [7]; Handheld controllers con-
tinue to be relevant due to their precision and the tactile feedback they provide, which are crucial
for complex interactions that require precision. Haptic controllers also o [er physical shapes to the
user to experience a sense of touch, including sounds, pressure, and vibrations [4].

These traditional controls are foundational in AR technologies, supporting a range of applications
from gaming and virtual training to medical and educational uses. However, in the realm of space
exploration, these methods face significant practical limitations. For example, astronauts often need
their hands free for critical tasks such as sample scanning and rover control, making hand-based
interaction methods impractical. Additionally, the need for astronauts to continuously observe their
surroundings means that using gaze tracking could undesirably restrict their ability to move their
gaze freely. Furthermore, the bulky design of space suits limits astronauts’ mobility, complicating
the use of handheld controllers and reducing the precision of gesture and eye-tracking systems. Most
critically, the cognitive demands of operating in space necessitate interaction methods that minimize

cognitive load, favouring simpler and more robust control mechanisms that enhance intuitiveness.

3.2 Voice-Controlled Interfaces Leveraging Large Language Model

In response to the limitations of traditional AR control methods in space exploration, voice-
controlled interfaces leveraging large language models (LLMs) present a promising alternative.
These interfaces utilize advanced natural language processing technologies to interpret and exe-
cute commands spoken by astronauts and manipulate the user interfaces following the command.
Such a method significantly reduces the physical interactions required. At the same time, voice
commands can be highly intuitive and adaptable to various operational contexts, it ensures mini-
mum cognitive load and allows astronauts to maintain their focus on critical tasks. By integrating
voice recognition systems, astronauts can perform complex operations e Lciehtly, even while wearing
bulky space suits or when their hands are occupied with other tasks.

Recent advancements in function-calling capabilities have significantly enhanced the integration of

voice-controlled interfaces in AR technologies through the use of large language models (LLMS).
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Figure 3: Flow of Voice-Controlled User Interface in AR

Gorilla, a model fine-tuned on the LLaMA architecture, stands out in this regard by expertly
crafting API calls [19]. This model not only addresses the shortcomings of its previous works
like GPT-4 but also excels in generating precise API calls while reducing common issues such as
hallucinations [19]. Equipped with an integrated document retriever, Gorilla adeptly adapts to
changes in documentation at test time, ensuring that API calls remain accurate and current [19].
Such advancements are crucial for dynamic and precise tool usage in AR environments, especially
in contexts like space exploration where traditional physical controls are impractical.

Gorilla is seamlessly integrated into the AR user interface, which streamlines the process from issuing
a voice command to performing corresponding command on the user interfaces. For example, as
illustrated in Figure 3, an astronaut might issue a command like "Ursa, open the map for me" (Ursa
is the cue word for voice command) to their Hololens, which is equipped with voice recognition
capability. The Hololens converts the spoken command to text using its voice-to-text function and
forwards text "open the map for me" to Gorilla. Gorilla then processes the text command and,
using its function-calling ability, executes the open__map() function. Gorilla picks the function
referencing to the function descriptions stored in OpenAl function calling format as shown in 4.
The function call then triggers the Hololens to display a 2D map to the user.

This intuitive user interface, which e [edtively bridges the gap between verbal commands and com-
plex digital interactions, exemplifies the potential of LLMs like Gorilla in enhancing user experiences

in technology-augmented environments.



{"type": "functio
"function": {
"name": "open_map",
"Description":"open a 2d map showing my current location,

and the location of all stations",
"parameters":

"type': "object",
"properties": {},
"required": [1,

Figure 4: Function Description Example

Temporsure

02 Consumpton ’ y Heart Rato
1148 pemin o\ 42 F N\ sotpm

H20 Gas
Pressure
0psi

H20 Liquid
Pressure

95.67344 psi

Secondary Fan
30001 1pm.

Helmet CO2
Pressure 2
e A
/ Scrubber B 23.67584 %
et
el

Scrubber A
Pressure

Suit 02
Pressure
3.072071 psi

Primary 02
Pressure
710.2651 psi

condary O:
Storage

0%

condary O: v
Pressure

Opsi —

1080.2 psi

//sunotrer \
/ Pressure \

/ 11.5542 psi

Display & Control Unit

Ban | ON

Lunar Mission Control Console
\ EVA Time /
210 6

Latest Rock Scan:
Vesicular Basalt

oren  Umbilical Interface  oren

sioz | 259
Tio2 | 068
A1203 [ 4,75
FeO | 141

mno [0.24

Mo 1122

cLose
Cao SRS SUPPLY
k20 [023 on

P203 | 065 ]
OFF
POWER

other [33.02

‘ Assembly [ ]

OPEN

cLose

& o

cLose
OXYGEN

L
oN CLOSE

i SUPPLY

OFF =5

Depress

Primary 02
Storage.

17.77664 %

Primary 02
Pressure
0024279 psi

econdary O:
Storage
0%
econdary O:
Pressure

0psi

cLose
WASTE

OPEN

cLose
OXYGEN

Figure 5. LMCC Ul

BLiaaTar

Batay Tine Left /
(1753 sonde

Helmet CO2
Pressure /
9775699 psi
Scrubber A
Pressure

Suit CO2, Suit 02
Pressure Pressure
psi 3.07175 psi

Pressure
/ 115542 psi

Display & Control Unit
Batt | OFF Fan | ©ON
oxy | N Pump [ ON

Comm| "GN coz [ oN

Pressure
11.40562 psi

'H20 Liquid
Pressure
8486192 psi

0rpm

C5)

Secon Fan
30001 rpm

Latest Rock Scan:
Pigeonite Basalt

sioz |39.41

Tioz [0:39

AI203 194

FeO [293

mno [0.71

MO [18.27
cao | 38
k20 [ 012
P203 | 03

other | 4.76




4 Local Mission Control Console User Interface

The LMCC interface e [edtively integrates critical features to support space missions. As 5 shows,
it prominently displays essential biomedical data, such as heart rate and oxygen levels, and detailed
spacesuit system information, including helmet CO2 and suit oxygen pressures. The interface also
includes a live 2D map for tracking crewmembers and rover locations, with functionality for dropping
and syncing customizable pins across di [erent platforms. While it displays scientific data like rock
scan compositions and supports task management with mission timers, the Ul can be enhanced
by adding rover system state data, remote piloting capabilities, and a caution and warning system
for monitoring o [=nominal telemetry. Additionally, the integration with Hololens 2 head-mounted
displays allows astronauts to view critical data without obstructing their field of view, ensuring
continuous situational awareness. To further improve the interface, features such as real-time task

procedure displays and seamless data storage for scientific information could be integrated.

5 Rover Tracking for AR User Interfaces

Another vital functionality of the AR User Interface is real-time rover location tracking with visual-
ization on the Head-Mounted Display (HMD). This task encounters two primary challenges: firstly,
there is a lack of 3D object tracking datasets that specifically feature robots; secondly, the devel-
opment and availability of object tracking algorithms tailored for rovers are limited. Addressing
these issues is essential for enhancing the functionality and reliability of AR systems used in rover
navigation and monitoring.

The core idea for precising tracking is to develop the a dataset that can e [edtively handle the
variance in noise across di Lerknt data types. The dataset will be curated through camera calibration,
pose estimation, and annotation using OpenCV technology. We analyze our progress and project
outcomes using clear data metrics, such as field-standard metrics of average point distance (ADD)
and average closest point distance (ADD-S) to evaluate the performance of the model. In parallel,
digital-twin technology serves as a virtual representation of an object or system, continually refreshed
with real-time data while leveraging simulation and machine learning capabilities.

When applying the rover tracking to NASA SUITS, we overlay a 2D circle highlight to indicate the

precise position of the Leo Rover in the AR user interface (Figure 6).



Figure 6: NASA SUITS HMD Ul with Rover Tracking Overlay.

5.1 Rover Tracking Dataset
5.1.1 The novelty of DTTD3

The development of 3D object tracking technologies has greatly benefited from synthetic and real-
world datasets, which provide essential data for training object detection algorithms. Synthetic
datasets like ShapeNet6D, the synthetic dataset from Hinterstoisser, and the FAT dataset, oler
photo-realistic images that are easily accessible and require less human elant for annotation, yet
they may su [ed from domain shift issues that a[edt model robustness in real scenarios [10, 12, 21].
Real-world datasets, gathered through various sensors including stereo cameras and structured light
devices, provide valuable data directly from real-life conditions. These datasets, like YCB-Video
and TOD, are collected using complex setups to ensure the capture of detailed and accurate object
poses but require extensive manual annotation and are subject to inaccuracies from the capturing
devices [23, 17, 14].

Identifying the need for pose estimation for non-rigid-body objects, we collected the DTTD3 specif-
ically for robots with movable parts under several conditions. Utilizing a motion capture system

as the anchor of ground truth coordinates, we collected a total of 18 scenes of approximately 5,000
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Figure 7: The conceptual setup for collecting the Digital-Twin Tracking-Dataset. A ZED-2 camera
is utilized to capture RGB-D data from robots (ex. the Leo Rover) from multiple angles. The
ARUCO marker is utilized as an initial calibration of the ZED-2 camera extrinsic matrix before
scene collections and is occluded in every scene.

labelled images. The scenes all contain Leo Rover, each with a dilerknt pose and orientation, a
distance of 0.5m, 1m, or 2m from ZED camera, and the rover being placed at 0.5m or 1m. To
enhance the dataset for training and validation purposes, we further enhanced the dataset with
30,000 synthetic images using the 3D ground truth model collected either from the manufacturer

or via Polycam. Below, we illustrate the data collection process in detail.

5.1.2 DTTD3 Data Collection Pipeline

The DTTD3 data collection pipeline utilizes 10 OptiTrack Prime 17W infrared cameras to track
specialized infrared reflective markers to establish the 6D ground truth pose of the camera frame,
alongside a Stereolabs ZED2 RGB-D camera for capturing high-resolution images and depth data.
This setup, including multiple robots with varied features, is calibrated using an ARUCO marker
to align the OptiTrack and ZED2 camera frames. (Figure 7)

Intrinsic camera calibration is conducted using OpenCV, and the transformation between the Op-
tiTrack and ZED2 spaces is determined through measurements on the ARUCO marker. Depth
images, paired with calibrated intrinsics, allow for the creation of a dense 3D point cloud which is
aligned with the global OptiTrack coordinates. We manually create high-quality 3D mesh models
for each object. The models correctly represent the object’s geometry and texture. We load the

3D scene point cloud and object models into labelling software and manually annotate the 6D pose
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Figure 8: An example of pointcloud labeling with the leo rover model

for all visible objects in the first RGB-D frame. Poses are refined using ICP registration between
models and point clouds. For subsequent frames, we run a pose tracking algorithm to automatically
propagate the labels using point cloud registration and render the overlay. (Figure 8) A human
reviewer verifies the quality and manually fixes any erroneous frames. We also generate per-pixel
semantic segmentation labels for each RGB-D frame through the projection of the object models
using the 6D poses.

The end result is a dataset with Leo Rover captured in 6 real-world scenes with pixel-level semantic
segmentation and accurate 6D poses for all objects in all frames. This pipeline allows us to e Lciehtly
generate massive amounts of annotated data. This multi-stage pipeline combining calibration, 3D
alignment, automatic propagation and manual review allows us to e Lciehtly annotate massive

volumes of accurate ground truth data.

5.2 Rover Tracking Neural Networks

For 3D localization, robust systems can be classified as either predicting the poses of known objects
in specific scenes (closed-set algorithms) [22, 23, 9, 11] or generalizing the prediction to a broader

scope (open-set algorithms) [10]. However, open-set algorithms typically have less accuracy due to
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the lack of information for the target object as well as the large domain gap between the synthetic
dataset and the real scenes. As a result, we opted to develop and employ a closed-set algorithm for

our robot-specific interaction task.

5.2.1 DTTDNet Model Architecture

Here, we introduce the DTTDNet for performing 6D pose estimation of robots. Figure 9 illustrates

the model architecture. The approach involves two stages: detection and pose estimation.

Figure 9: Model Architecture Overview. The pipeline starts with performing object detection with
the YOLO [15] network. Then the cropped RGB images, together with segmented depth maps are
fed to the two feature extractors. The point cloud from the depth map and RGB colors are encoded
and integrated point-wise. The embeddings then go through an attention-based two-stage fusion.
Finally, point-wise prediction, rotation and translation are output from the pose predictor.

In the detection stage, YOLOV8 [15], a SOTA model initially trained on the COCO [16] and Im-
ageNet datasets [5], is used to identify areas in each image containing the target object, which, in

this context, is a robot. A 2D bounding box delineating such an area allows for cropping the image
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to include only the robot, which is then processed in the next stage. In our work, we fine-tuned
YOLOVS8 using the DTTD3 dataset [20]. In the pose estimation stage, we adopt DTTDNet, an
RGBD-based transformer network developed by Huang et al. [13], renowned for its robust object
pose estimation and localization capabilities. DTTDNet processes segmented depth images and
cropped RGB images. It uses two feature extractors: one transforms segmented depth pixels into
3D point clouds, and the other, an image embedding network, handles RGB features. The extracted
features are then encoded and integrated on a point-wise basis. These fused features serve as input
of an attention-based two-stage fusion process, encompassing both modality fusion and point-wise
fusion [13]. The final component of DTTDNet is a pose predictor, which provides point-wise predic-
tions along with rotation and translation data. The final 6DoF pose estimation result is determined

based on an unsupervised confidence scoring system [13].

5.2.2 Depth Data Robustifying with Two Loss Functions

Specifically in the DTTDNet, two modules are used to improve the point-cloud encoder’s ability
to handle noisy sensor data. First, a Chamfer Distance Loss (CDL) is used to address the issue of
depth data corruption due to noise and errors in data collection. It operates by comparing a decoded
point set from the embedding with a reference point set (from a depth map or an object model) to
guide the decoder. The second module is the Geometric Feature Filtering (GFF). GFF includes a
Fast Fourier Transform (FTT) along with a single layer of MLP and an inverse-FFT. GFF handles
non-Gaussian noise, and helps select significant features from noisy input signals. Together, these
modaules significantly improve the robustness of depth data processing in the presence of noise and

low resolution, enhancing the overall performance of the DTTDNet system [13].

5.3 Experiment Process

As a validation of our data collection process, we run two experiments by separating our dataset
di Lerkntly and training the pose estimation pipeline introduced in DTTD?2 [13] independently for 2
times.

In each experiment, we used 17 out of 18 real-world scenes, comprising about 5,000 image frames,
as training data. Additionally, we created 30,000 synthetic frames featuring various postures of Leo

Rover against a dark background, showcasing both its rigid and non-rigid properties.
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Figure 10: Output evaluation from the pose estimation pipeline. The frame represents the detected
bounding box from the YOLOV8 network, and the point cloud represents the pose estimation result
from the DTTDNet. ADD-S metric is used to evaluate the model’s performance on the Leo Rover
for both rigid-body and non-rigid-body testing scenes.

5.3.1 YOLOvS8 Training

We trained the YOLOV8 network using bounding boxes derived from manually annotated point
clouds. The training used both synthetic and real-world data over 500 epochs, with epoch 500
proving optimal.

5.3.2 DTTDNet Training

We utilize our dataset to train a simple DTTDNet as the pose estimator, which is based on pre-

trained layers for feature extraction, modality fusion, and point-wise fusion.

5.3.3 Experiment Analysis

Trained with the primitive dataset, the model becomes able to conduct rough pose estimation of the
robot. As shown in figure 10, the model’s point-cloud predictions closely align with the Leo Rover,

showing substantial robustness even with the non-rigid-body robot. We showcased this prediction
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pipeline at Jacobs Winter Design Showcase and performed quantitative analyses on our dataset.
Employing the ADD-S metric [23] for evaluation, the model’s performance on a rigid-body testing
scene with an Area-Under-Curve (AUC) of 62.66 is better than its performance on a non-rigid-body
testing scene (38.73 AUC).This di Lerential suggests a significant challenge in robust pose estimation

for non-rigid objects.

6 Challenges and Limitations

In this study, we explored the challenges and limitations associated with developing enhanced
human-robot control and interaction mechanisms. Our findings identified several areas requiring
further refinement to improve the rover tracking algorithm and its applicability in real-world sce-
narios. Furthermore, our research highlighted that the tracking dataset itself also faces limitations
when applied under actual conditions. Additionally, for the non-intrusive interaction, we discussed

the hallucination nature of LLMs which may lead to inaccurate function execution.

6.1 Data Collection:

One of the primary challenges encountered in this study was related to data collection. The motion
capture system used for ground truth data acquisition exhibited noise, which necessitated refine-
ment to improve accuracy. Additionally, ensuring consistent data quality across diCerent lighting
conditions and robot configurations proved to be a significant challenge. Addressing these issues is

crucial for obtaining reliable and representative data for training and evaluation.

6.2 Network Training:

The limited diversity of our dataset impacted the model’s ability to generalize to new scenarios.
A simple network architecture was employed, which led to suboptimal performance in complex
scenes. Enhancing the dataset’s diversity and exploring more sophisticated network architectures

are essential steps toward improving the model’s robustness and performance.
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6.3 Dataset for NASA SUITS:

Our initial DTTD dataset, which includes 5000 frames of the Leo Rover, yielded unstable and
jittery tracking results. We encountered two primary challenges: the dataset’s size limitation and the
discrepancies between the data collection environment and the rover’s actual operating environment.
To address these issues, we expanded the dataset by incorporating 8000 additional frames derived

from real competition videos of the rover, which were used for 2D labeling.

6.4 Hallucinations in LLMs:

Hallucinations in LLMs often involve the misinterpretation of function call parameter values, which
can result in inaccurate function execution. While setting the exploration temperature to zero
can help limit such errors by reducing randomness in the response generation, it does not entirely
eliminate the possibility of inaccuracies. Consequently, there is a need for close supervision of the
outputs and active monitoring of results, ideally with the assistance of human experts to ensure

reliability and accuracy.

7 Future directions of research

As we look to the future, the integration of augmented reality (AR) into 3D object tracking could
greatly enhance the interactivity and precision of robotic operations. Here are several key research
directions:

Enhanced AR Interfaces:

" Adaptive Interfaces: Develop AR interfaces that adapt to user preferences, context, and

environmental conditions, optimizing information display for clarity and ease of use.

" Contextual Data Overlay: Provide contextual information overlays, such as operational stats

or historical data for Leo Rover on the 3D model.
Dataset Enhancement:

" Increase Diversity: Expand the dataset to include more diverse lighting conditions, camera
angles, and backgrounds. Incorporate scenes with varying degrees of clutter and occlusion to

challenge the model’s robustness.
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~ Real-World Scenarios: Extend the dataset to cover more complex scenes involving dynamic
interactions between robots and their environment. Include a wider variety of robot types and

configurations to represent real-world applications.

Network Improvements:

Complex Architectures: Explore deeper and more sophisticated network structures for en-
hanced pose prediction accuracy. Investigate the integration of attention mechanisms and

transformer models for improved feature extraction.

~

Movable Parts Prediction: Develop methods to separately predict the pose of movable parts
in non-rigid-body robots. Implement constraints and relationships between dilerknt robot

parts for coherent pose estimation.
Optimization and Robustness:

" Speed Optimization: Implement techniques such as model pruning, quantization, and hard-
ware acceleration to achieve real-time performance. Explore lightweight convolutional neural

networks for faster inference.

~ Noise Robustness:Enhance the model’s ability to handle sensor noise, especially in depth
data. Investigate advanced filtering techniques and the use of generative adversarial networks

(GANS) to generate synthetic training data for robust models.

8 Conclusion

Through this project, we presented an in-depth exploration of AR interactions, specifically focus-
ing on robot-related tasks in space. Leveraging the power of LLMs, we developed a non-intrusive
voice-controlled HMD user interface. In addition, to improve the precision of interaction with mov-
ing robots, we highlight our work with a comprehensive Digital-Twin Tracking Dataset, providing
18 annotated scenes totaling 5000 frames with varied environments and capturing scales of the
Leo Rover. The dataset was then tested using the prior pose estimation pipeline [13], exhibiting

promising results. Through our work, we outline future directions that elevate the capabilities of
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AR in industrial and research applications, focusing on enhancing user interfaces and improving the
adaptability of pose estimation technologies.

Looking ahead, the future of robotics pose estimation research as informed by our work, suggests
several exciting directions. Enhancing the dataset’s diversity and complexity remains a pivotal goal,
aiming to further refine the generalizability of pose estimation models. We propose to augment our
dataset with additional scenes that capture a broader variety of robotic forms and operational

environments.

References

[1] url :https://www.nasa.gov/learning-resources/spacesuit-user-interface-technologies-

for-students/.
[2] url : https://www.microsoft.com/en-us/hololens.
[3] wurl : https://www.vive.com/us/product/vive-xr-elite/overview/.
[4] url : https://kth.diva-portal .org/smash/get/diva2:1801210/FULLTEXTO1. pdf.

[5] Jia Deng et al. “ImageNet: A large-scale hierarchical image database”. en. In: 2009 IEEE
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition Miami, FL: IEEE, June 2009,
pp. 248-255. isbn: 978-1-4244-3992-8. doi: 10.1109/CVPR . 2009 . 5206848. url : https:

//ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5206848/.

[6] Weiyu Feng et al. “Digital Twin Tracking Dataset (DTTD): A New RGBD 3D Dataset for
Longer-Range Object Tracking Applications”. en. In: 2023 IEEE/CVF Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition Workshops (CVPRW). Vancouver, BC, Canada: IEEE,
June 2023, pp. 3289-3298. isbn: 9798350302493. doi: 10.1109/CVPRW59228 . 2023 . 00331.

url : https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/10208522/.

[71 Shreya Ghosh et al. “Automatic Gaze Analysis: A Survey of Deep Learning based Approaches”.
In: CoRR abs/2108.05479 (2021). arXiv: 2108.05479. url : https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.
05479.

[8] Joe Gvora. Google glassesApr. 2023. url : https://screenrant.com/google-glass-smart-

glasses-what-happened-explained/.

19


https://www.nasa.gov/learning-resources/spacesuit-user-interface-technologies-for-students/
https://www.nasa.gov/learning-resources/spacesuit-user-interface-technologies-for-students/
https://www.microsoft.com/en-us/hololens
https://www.vive.com/us/product/vive-xr-elite/overview/
https://kth.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1801210/FULLTEXT01.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1109/CVPR.2009.5206848
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5206848/
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5206848/
https://doi.org/10.1109/CVPRW59228.2023.00331
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/10208522/
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.05479
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.05479
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.05479
https://screenrant.com/google-glass-smart-glasses-what-happened-explained/
https://screenrant.com/google-glass-smart-glasses-what-happened-explained/

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

Yisheng He et al. FFB6D: A Full Flow Bidirectional Fusion Network for 6D Pose Estimation.
arXiv:2103.02242 [cs]. Mar. 2021. url : http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.02242.

Yisheng He et al. “FS6D: Few-Shot 6D Pose Estimation of Novel Objects”. en. In: 2022
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR). New Or-
leans, LA, USA: IEEE, June 2022, pp. 6804-6814. isbn: 978-1-66546-946-3. doi: 10.1109/
CVPR52688.2022.00669. url : https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/9878633/.

Yisheng He et al. “PVN3D: A Deep Point-Wise 3D Keypoints Voting Network for 6DoF Pose
Estimation”. en. In: 2020 IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR) . Seattle, WA, USA: IEEE, June 2020, pp. 11629-11638. isbn: 978-1-72817-168-5.
doi: 10.1109/CVPR42600.2020.01165. url : https://ieeexplore. ieee.org/document/
9157414/.

Stefan Hinterstoisser et al. “Model Based Training, Detection and Pose Estimation of Texture-
Less 3D Objects in Heavily Cluttered Scenes”. en. In: Computer Vision — ACCV 2012
Vol. 7724. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2013, pp. 548-562. isbn: 978-3-
642-37330-5 978-3-642-37331-2. doi : 10.1007/978-3-642-37331-2_42. url : http://link.
springer.com/10.1007/978-3-642-37331-2_42.

Zixun Huang et al. “Robust 6DoF Pose Estimation Against Depth Noise and a Comprehen-
sive Evaluation on a Mobile Dataset”. In: Proceedings of the Computer Vision and Pattern

Recognition Conference (CVPR) WorkshopsJune 2025, pp. 1848-1857.

Roman Kaskman et al. HomebrewedDB: RGB-D Dataset for 6D Pose Estimation of 3D Ob-

jects. en. arXiv:1904.03167 [cs]. Sept. 2019. url : http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.03167.

Kundu. YOLO Algorithm for Object Detection Explained. url : https://www.v7labs.com/

blog/yolo-object-detection.

Tsung-Yi Lin et al. Microsoft COCO: Common Objects in Context en. arXiv:1405.0312 [cs].
Feb. 2015. url : http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0312.

Xingyu Liu et al. KeyPose: Multi-View 3D Labeling and Keypoint Estimation for Transparent
Objects en. arXiv:1912.02805 [cs]. May 2020. url : http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.02805.

20


http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.02242
https://doi.org/10.1109/CVPR52688.2022.00669
https://doi.org/10.1109/CVPR52688.2022.00669
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/9878633/
https://doi.org/10.1109/CVPR42600.2020.01165
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/9157414/
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/9157414/
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-37331-2_42
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-3-642-37331-2_42
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-3-642-37331-2_42
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.03167
https://www.v7labs.com/blog/yolo-object-detection
https://www.v7labs.com/blog/yolo-object-detection
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0312
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.02805

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

Nooruddin Nooruddin, Rahool Dembani, and Nizamuddin Maitlo. “HGR: Hand-Gesture-
Recognition Based Text Input Method for AR/VR Wearable Devices”. In: 2020 IEEE In-
ternational Conference on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics (SMCY020, pp. 744-751. doi:
10.1109/5MC42975.2020.9283348.

Shishir G. Patil et al. Gorilla; Large Language Model Connected with Massive API2023.
arXiv: 2305.15334 [cs.CL].

Haziga Sajid. Fine-tuning yolov8 for image segmentation with CometJuly 2023. url : https:
//www . comet . com/site/blog/fine-tuning-yolov8- for- image - segmentation-with-
comet/#:~:text=Fine%2Dtuning%20is%20performed%20by , all%20your %20machine%

20learning%20runs..

Jonathan Tremblay, Thang To, and Stan Birchfield. Falling Things: A Synthetic Dataset for
3D Obiject Detection and Pose Estimationen. arXiv:1804.06534 [cs]. July 2018. url : http:
//arxiv.org/abs/1804.06534.

Chen Wang et al. DenseFusion: 6D Object Pose Estimation by Iterative Dense Fusioren.
arXiv:1901.04780 [cs]. Jan. 2019. url : http://arxiv.org/abs/1901. 04780 (visited on
09/26/2023).

Yu Xiang et al. PoseCNN: A Convolutional Neural Network for 6D Object Pose Estimation in
Cluttered Scenesen. arXiv:1711.00199 [cs]. May 2018. url : http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.
00199.

21


https://doi.org/10.1109/SMC42975.2020.9283348
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.15334
https://www.comet.com/site/blog/fine-tuning-yolov8-for-image-segmentation-with-comet/#:~:text=Fine%2Dtuning%20is%20performed%20by,all%20your%20machine%20learning%20runs.
https://www.comet.com/site/blog/fine-tuning-yolov8-for-image-segmentation-with-comet/#:~:text=Fine%2Dtuning%20is%20performed%20by,all%20your%20machine%20learning%20runs.
https://www.comet.com/site/blog/fine-tuning-yolov8-for-image-segmentation-with-comet/#:~:text=Fine%2Dtuning%20is%20performed%20by,all%20your%20machine%20learning%20runs.
https://www.comet.com/site/blog/fine-tuning-yolov8-for-image-segmentation-with-comet/#:~:text=Fine%2Dtuning%20is%20performed%20by,all%20your%20machine%20learning%20runs.
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.06534
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.06534
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.04780
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.00199
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.00199

	Project Overview
	Non-Intrusive AR User Interface for Head-Mounted Displays
	Non-Intrusive Design
	Integration with Head-Mounted Display (HMD)

	Voice-Controlled AR User Interfaces
	
	

	
	
	Challenges and Limitations
	

	Future directions of research
	Conclusion

