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A B S T R A C T
Imitation Learning (IL), also referred to as Learning from Demonstration (LfD), holds significant
promise for capturing expert motor skills through efficient imitation, facilitating adept navigation
of complex scenarios. A persistent challenge in IL lies in extending generalization from historical
demonstrations, enabling the acquisition of new skills without re-teaching. Dynamical system-based
IL (DSIL) emerges as a significant subset of IL methodologies, offering the ability to learn trajectories
via movement primitives and policy learning based on experiential abstraction. This paper emphasizes
the fusion of theoretical paradigms, integrating control theory principles inherent in dynamical sys-
tems into IL. This integration notably enhances robustness, adaptability, and convergence in the face
of novel scenarios. This survey aims to present a comprehensive overview of DSIL methods, span-
ning from classical approaches to recent advanced approaches. We categorize DSIL into autonomous
dynamical systems and non-autonomous dynamical systems, surveying traditional IL methods with
low-dimensional input and advanced deep IL methods with high-dimensional input. Additionally,
we present and analyze three main stability methods for IL: Lyapunov stability, contraction theory,
and diffeomorphism mapping. Our exploration also extends to popular policy improvement meth-
ods for DSIL, encompassing reinforcement learning, deep reinforcement learning, and evolutionary
strategies. The primary objective is to expedite readers’ comprehension of dynamical systems’ foun-
dational aspects and capabilities, helping identify practical scenarios and charting potential future
directions. By offering insights into the strengths and limitations of dynamical system methods, we
aim to foster a deeper understanding among readers. Furthermore, we outline potential extensions
and enhancements within the realm of dynamical systems, outlining avenues for further exploration.

1. Introduction
With the growing demand for robotic manipulation tasks,

traditional pre-programming methods often face limitations
in handling complex scenarios due to the challenges in ac-
curately comprehending and modeling tasks [1]. Over the
decades, the field of robotics has experienced significant ad-
vancements propelled by progress in high-level artificial in-
telligence, low-level control theory, decision-making algo-
rithms, and planning techniques [2]. As a result, the robotics
community has shifted its focus towards the development
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of robots capable of imitating expert behaviors. The robots
are envisioned to learn and replicate complex natural motor
skills, akin to human capabilities. This shift holds promise
in simplifying complex tasks and optimizing industrial ap-
plications by harnessing expert-level skills through robot re-
programming.

In this vein, Learning from Demonstration (LfD) arises
as a user-friendly and intuitive methodology to teach robots
acquiring new tasks. LfD can be broadly categorized into
two categories: experience abstraction-based methods and
Movement Primitives (MP)-based learning methods [3]. Ex-
perience abstraction involves learning new task behaviors
by leveraging prior knowledge through policy improvement,
where the agent interacts with the environment and updates
its policy. Conversely, MP-based learning methods primar-
ily generate continuous control signals derived from Dynam-
ical Systems (DSs).

In practice implementation, demonstrations are collected
by human experts and transferred to robots. These demon-
strations serve as foundational dataset for generative models
that encode motion patterns, empowering robots to perform
a diverse range of tasks resembling the demonstrated actions
[4].

Demonstrations in Imitation Learning (IL) generally de-
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rive from three primary approaches: (i) Kinesthetic teaching
[5], (ii) observations [6, 7], and (iii) teleoperation [8, 9]. The
selection of an approach depends on the specific scenario at
hand and the technological resources available. Kinesthetic
teaching involves users manipulating the robot to move as
desired and recording trajectories in both joint and Carte-
sian spaces [10]. The quality of the dataset depends on the
smoothness of the user experience. However, this method is
limited, especially for certain types of robots, such as legged
robots. The observation approach is the passive observation
of the user performing a task without the robot’s active par-
ticipation. This method is suitable for robots with numer-
ous degrees of freedom or non-anthropomorphic designs, as
seen in scenarios like collaborative furniture assembly, au-
tonomous driving, and knot tying [11]. Teleoperation in-
volves controlling the robot remotely, often using a master-
slave setup or a remote interface. It proves convenient in sit-
uations where human intervention is unsafe or impractical
[12], such as underwater operations [8] or confined surgical
spaces [13]. Nevertheless, its applicability is limited due to
the need for specific input interfaces and hardware, such as a
joystick, graphical user interface, or force feedback device.

The essence of IL revolves around two key aspects: en-
suring the reproduction of demonstrated behaviors and fa-
cilitating the model’s ability to adapt to novel scenarios ab-
sent from the initial dataset. Selecting the appropriate ma-
chine learning algorithm or method for IL is of significant
importance. For instance, while some approaches are suit-
able for large dataset, they might not perform optimally with
sparse dataset. Additionally, specific approaches are capable
of handling noisy data while still delivering meaningful re-
sults. Therefore, the choice of the most suitable approach
depends on various factors, including the data nature and
the learning objectives. Several machine learning methods
have been proposed for IL. These include traditional meth-
ods, e.g., Dynamic Movement Primitive (DMP) [14, 15],
Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM) and Gaussian Mixture Re-
gression (GMR) [16, 17, 18], as well as Gaussian Process
Regression (GPR), Support Vector Regression (SVR) [19].
Additionally, Hidden Markov Models (HMMs) [20, 21] and
Deep Neural Networks (DNNs) [22, 23] have been explored.
These methods frequently incorporate principles from con-
trol theory or incorporate from control theory or leverage
deep learning to improve generalization performance, par-
ticularly when dealing with high-dimensional input data.

Several surveys have explored the field of LfD, cover-
ing a diverse range of approaches from MP to Reinforce-
ment Learning (RL) or inverse RL. Schaal et al. conducted
a survey on artificial intelligence and neural computation
in the context of IL, with a particular emphasis on appli-
cations for humanoid robots [24]. Their work provided in-
sights into the landscape of IL techniques, emphasizing their
relevance in humanoid robotics. Billard et al. contributed
to this field through a survey on programming by demon-
stration or LfD [25]. Their comprehensive survey exten-
sively explored human-robot interaction within LfD, cover-
ing a wide spectrum of techniques and methodologies in-

volved in teaching robots tasks through human demonstra-
tions. Additionally, the authors addressed the challenges in-
herent in this field while discussing potential applications
of robot LfD. Argall et al. focused on reviewing the litera-
ture related to example state-to-action mappings [26]. Their
survey categorized different approaches in terms of demon-
stration methods, policy derivation, and performance evalu-
ation, across various scenarios. A few years later, Billard et
al. addressed general challenges within LfD [27]. They ex-
plored fundamental issues such as what to imitate and the
evaluation metrics, as well as how to imitate, incorporating
aspects like agent motion and force-control tasks. Zhu et
al. presented a comprehensive overview of LfD specifically
within the context of industrial assembly tasks [28]. Their
work spanned various aspects, ranging from the method-
ology of performing demonstrations to the techniques em-
ployed in acquiring manipulation features for IL purposes.
Calinon [29] provided a succinct survey on LfD approaches,
highlighting key research findings related to data collection,
methodology, and application. Xie et al. [30] concentrated
on LfD within the domain of robot path planning. Their
study highlighted the differences between IL and inverse RL
in the context of robot learning. Ravichandar et al. [31]
presented an overview of machine-learning approaches for
robot learning from experts, including the latest advance-
ments up to 2020, while also addressing practical applica-
tions and inherent challenges. Saveriano et al. ’s work of-
fered an extensive overview of DMP and various extended
versions [15], elucidating their performance, and application
conditions, and provided a tutorial for further exploration in
this area. Si et al. [32] focused on immersive teleoperation-
based IL for manipulation skill learning. The comparison
between existing reviews about LfD and our survey is shown
in Table 1.

Despite the numerous surveys that have extensively cov-
ered the broader landscape of LfD methods and their appli-
cations, there is a noticeable gap when it comes to Dynam-
ical System-based Imitation Learning (DSIL). Due to the
rapid growth of the field, there is a need for a survey to sum-
marize the latest advancements within DSIL. DSIL repre-
sents a specialized form of IL, conceptualizing the learning
model as a DS, as outlined by Zadeh [33].

Figure 1 illustrates the proposed taxonomy that catego-
rizes existing directions in DSs. DSs encompass a set of dif-
ferential equations meticulously analyzing the influence of
time and force on an agent’s behavior, providing insights into
the continuous evolution of agents over time. The left side
pertains to Dynamical System-based Control (DSC), where
such systems are categorized into two types: linear control
systems and nonlinear control systems, or discrete control
systems and continuous control systems [34] [35]. In this
survey, we specifically concentrate on the DSIL depicted on
the right side of Fig. 1. The fusion of control theory princi-
ples with DS-based learning models via theory fusion yields
enhancements across various facets of system performance,
including stability, robustness, and convergence speed. This
intersection between control theory and learning systems re-
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Table 1
Comparison between existing reviews about LfD and our survey.

Survey Topics Description

Schaal et al. [24]
• Classical LfD methods
• AI and neural computation in

LfD
• Humanoid Robot

A survey on classical LfD methods that introduces concept of
LfD, and its application in humanoid robots. This survey draws
connections to mirror neurons and supramodal representation
systems and categorizes three major approaches to LfD: learn-
ing a control policy, learning from demonstrated trajectories, and
model-based LfD.

Billard et al. [25]
• Classical LfD methods
• Engineering/Biologically-

oriented methods
A survey on classical LfD methods that presents the two main
LfD methods: engineering and Biologically oriented methods.

Argall et al. [26]
• Classical LfD methods
• Demonstrator: both
• Policy derivation

A survey focuses on classical LfD methods, categorizing them
into two fundamental phases: gathering demonstration examples
from various demonstrators to record data; the second phase cen-
ters on deriving a policy by mapping states to actions based on
these examples.

Billard et al. [27] & Cali-
non et al. [29]

• Classical LfD methods
• Principle and concept of LfD

These surveys provide an overview of classical LfD methods, in-
troducing the fundamental principles and concepts that underlie
LfD approaches, encompassing key components such as demon-
strators, classical methodologies, and special functions.

Zhu et al. [28]
• Classical LfD methods
• Assembly operations tasks A survey that introduces the classical LfD methods for assembly

tasks.

Xie et al. [30]
• Classical LfD methods
• Path planning
• RL and Inverse RL

A survey offers a specialized perspective on LfD in the context of
path planning. This survey focuses on the classical LfD methods,
RL, and inverse RL methods on path planning.

Ravichandar et al. [31]
• General LfD methods
• Mature and emerging appli-

cation
A survey that conducts an extensive exploration of general LfD
methods, encompassing both mature and emerging applications.

Saveriano et al. [15]
• DMP
• RL, Deep IL, Lifelong

Learning
A survey that provides a comprehensive review and tutorial of
DMP, covering various versions of DMP and applications.

Si et al. [32]
• Classical LfD methods
• Demonstrator: teleoperation
• Manipulation

A survey that provides an overview of classical LfD methods,
with a specific focus on multimodal teleoperation demonstrator-
based general LfD techniques for robot manipulation, such as
force control.

This paper

• DSIL methods
• NDS, ADS
• Stability methods
• RL, Deep RL, Deep IL
• Generalization
• Online adaptation

This survey centers on DSIL, categorizing and presenting the evo-
lution of DSIL from classical methods to the latest advancements
in deep IL, and RL. Our survey also delves into the essential
stability characteristics, spanning from theoretical foundations to
published papers.

sults in a synergistic effect that magnifies the capabilities of
the learning models.

Similar to general IL methods, DSIL can also be classi-
fied into two primary categories: MP-based learning meth-
ods and experience abstraction-based methods. MP-based
methods inherently combine control system principles with

machine learning capabilities. This fusion enables the fine-
tuning of training parameters, thereby enhancing the model’s
robustness and convergence capabilities. On the other hand,
experience abstraction-based methods are effectively paired
with RL or inverse RL. This integration facilitates the refine-
ment of policy parameters within the DS during interactions
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Deep Imitation
Learning

Dynamical System-based Imitation Learning (DSIL)Dynamical System-based
Control (DSC)

Non-autonomous Dynamical
Systems-based Imitation

Learning (NDSIL)

Autonomous Dynamical
Systems-based Imitation

Learning (ADSIL)

Dynamical System
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Section 6
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Policy Exploration

Deep
Reinforcement

Learning

Reinforcement
Learning

Evolutionary
Strategies

Section 2

Section 5

Section 4

Figure 1: A taxonomy of existing directions for DS.

with the environment. Consequently, the model acquires
adaptability to new tasks, enabling actions such as rejecting
perturbations, navigating via points, and avoiding obstacles.

The contributions are summarized as:
• Comprehensive Survey in DSIL: This paper pro-

vides a comprehensive survey encompassing 213 pa-
pers on the landscape of Dynamical System-based Im-
itation Learning (DSIL) methods. It covers traditional
LfD approaches suitable for low-dimensional inputs
as well as the latest advancements in deep LfD tai-
lored for high-dimensional inputs.

• Exploration of Stability Methods in DSIL: The pa-
per extensively analyzes three common stability meth-
ods in the context of DSIL. it offers a deep exploration

of the theoretical foundations associated with ensur-
ing stability in DSIL.

• Policy Learning Methods in DSIL: This survey thor-
oughly explores a spectrum of policy learning tech-
niques, encompassing both traditional RL ones and
methods grounded in policy learning based on Evo-
lutionary Strategies (ES). Furthermore, it sheds light
on the most recent breakthroughs in deep RL method-
ologies specifically designed to address the nuances of
DSIL.

• Research Directions and Challenges in DSIL: Be-
yond providing an overview of the existing landscape
and methodologies, this paper identifies and outlines
the key research directions. It also discusses current
challenges and open problems in DSIL.
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Our exploration spans both theoretical advancements and
practical applications within the realm of DSIL.

The rest of this survey is organized as follows: Section 2
introduces two types of DSs: autonomous and non-autonomous,
contextualizing their roles within IL. Section 3 covers three
common stability approaches employed in DSIL, offering
insights into ensuring stability within DSIL. Section 4 dis-
cusses existing policy learning methods, including RL, ES,
and deep RL, among others. In Section 5, we introduce deep
IL with high-dimensional input. In Section 7, we discuss
challenges and future directions on DSIL. Finally, our sur-
vey is concluded in Section 8.

2. MP learning with low dimension input
MP can be categorized into two main types: (a) Dynamics-

based approaches: These methods are capable of generat-
ing smooth trajectories from any given initial state. A no-
table example of this type is DMP [36]. (b) Probabilis-
tic approaches: This category focuses on capturing higher-
order statistics of motion. An example within this category
is Probabilistic Movement Primitives (ProMP) [37]. These
two categories offer distinct approaches for modeling and
generating movements, each with its strengths and applica-
tions.

This section introduces an overview of MP-based DS
learning focusing on low-dimensional input. In [38], the au-
thors categorized MP learning methods into two categories:
autonomous and non-autonomous systems. Non-autonomous
Dynamical Systems-based Imitation Learning (NDSIL) is
a field that deals with the imitation and control of systems
whose behavior evolves, over time, in response to external
inputs or forces. NDSIL depends on time-varying factors or
control inputs to drive their trajectories.

1. Time-dependent behavior: NDSIL deals with systems
whose behavior is influenced by external factors or
control inputs, adding complexity to modeling and im-
itation. This time-dependent aspect requires sophisti-
cated approaches to accurately replicate and predict
behaviors that evolve over time.

2. Generalization: in NDSIL, LfD involves capturing not
only the nominal behavior but also the variations in-
duced by external inputs. Robust generalization in
NDSIL demands a broader understanding of how di-
verse external factors affect system behavior, enhanc-
ing adaptability and performance in varied scenarios.

The distinctions between autonomous and non-autonomous
DS lie primarily in how they evolve over time and the factors
that influence their behavior, Table 4.

�̇� = 𝑓 (𝑥) (1)
�̇� = 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑡) (2)

These MP models, described by (1) and (2), facilitate
the generation of motion sequences, incorporating an initial

state as part of their functionality. This allows the prediction
or simulation of behaviors based on the specified starting
conditions. For a better understanding, we have summarized
the used abbreviations and the key notations in Tables 2 and
3.

In the following subsections, we begin by introducing the
NDSIL methods. Subsequently, we present the Autonomous
Dynamical Systems-based Imitation Learning (ADSIL) meth-
ods.
2.1. Non-autonomous Dynamical Systems-based

Imitation Learning (NDSIL)
The evolution of non-autonomous systems relies on ex-

ternal variables beyond the system state. One of the classical
methods of NDSIL is the DMPs which was initially devel-
oped by Ijspeert et al. in 2002 [36] and further refined in
2013 [14].

The DMP framework is a straightforward damped spring
model coupled with a forcing function to learn trajectories.
The damped spring model attracts the robot towards a de-
fined goal position, while the forcing function guides the
robot to follow a given trajectory. Consequently, it exhibits a
property of globally converging towards a goal position from
any initial position. The concept behind DMP involves envi-
sioning complex movements as compositions of sequential
or simultaneous primitive movements. Consequently, DMP
is capable of imitating demonstrations and reproducing simi-
lar motions, particularly for point-to-point trajectories or pe-
riodic trajectories. Moreover, advancements in DMP extend
its capabilities to encode the orientation [39, 40, 41, 42, 43,
44] and Symmetric Positive Definite (SPD) [45] trajecto-
ries, facilitating continuous transitions between successive
motion primitives. Interested readers can refer to [15] for a
more comprehensive survey with various formulations and
extensions of DMPs.

The basic formulation of a single DMP is defined as:
𝜏�̇� = 𝛼𝑧

(

𝛽𝑧(𝑥∗ − 𝑥) − 𝑧
)

+ 𝑓𝜉,𝜃(𝜉, 𝜃) (3)
𝜏�̇� = 𝑧 (4)
𝜏�̇� = −𝛼𝜉𝜉 (5)

𝑓𝜉,𝜃 (𝜉, 𝜃) =
∑𝐾
𝑘=1 𝜃𝑘𝜑𝑘(𝜉)
∑𝐾
𝑘=1 𝜑𝑘(𝜉)

𝜉 (6)

𝜑𝑘(𝜉) = exp
(

−𝜔𝑘(𝜉 − 𝑐𝑘)
2) (7)

where Eqs. (3) and (4) are transformation system, Eq. (5) is
the canonical system, Eq. (6) is the forcing term, and Eq. (7)
is the Gaussian kernel. The parameters 𝜏, 𝛼𝑧, 𝛽𝑧, 𝛼𝜉 are pos-
itive constant and 𝜃 is the shape parameter which is used for
training. 𝑥∗ is the goal position of the DS. Indeed, DMP rep-
resents a time-dependent DS. The performance of NDSIL
utilizing DMP on the LASA dataset 1 [18] is illustrated in
Fig. 2.

In order to enhance the generalization performance of
NDSIL, various methods have incorporated a steering an-
gle term into the DS after training, aiming to avoid obstacles

1dataset:https://bitbucket.org/khansari/lasahandwritingdataset/src/master
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Table 2
Description of key abbreviations.

IL Imitation Learning RL Reinforcement Learning
LWR Locally Weighted Regression DMP Dynamic Movement Primitive
GMM Gaussian Mixture Model GMR Gaussian Mixture Regression
DoF Degree of Freedom GPR Gaussian Process Regression
SVR Support Vector Regression HMM Hidden Markov Model
DNN Deep Neural Network DSIL Dynamical System-based Imitation Learning

ADSIL Autonomous Dynamical Systems-based Imitation
Learning NDSIL Non-autonomous Dynamical Systems-based Imita-

tion Learning
ProMP Probabilistic Movement Primitives MP Movement Primitives
APF Artificial Potential Field MPC Model Predictive Control
EKF Extended Kalman Filter EM Expectation Maximization

HSMM Hidden Semi-Markov Model ADHSMM adaptive duration Hidden Semi-Markov Model
(HSMM)

PI2 Policy Improvement with Path Integrals CMA-ES Covariance Matrix Adaptation Evolution Strategy
MPG Motor Primitive Generalization SEDS Stable Estimator of Dynamical Systems

FSM-DS Fast and Stable Modeling for Dynamical Systems CLF-DM Control Lyapunov Function-based Dynamic Move-
ments

WSAQF Weighted Sum of Asymmetric Quadratic Function PC-GMM Physically Consistent-GMM
C-GMR contracting-GMR ESDS Energy-based Stabilizer of Dynamical Systems
PCA Principal Component Analysis K-PCA Kernel Principal Component Analysis (PCA)
BLS Broad Learning System QLF Quadratic Lyapunov Function
LTL Linear Temporal Logic SOS-CLF Sum Of Squares-control Lyapunov Functions
NS-QLF Neural Shaped-Quadratic Lyapunov Function (QLF) ICNN Input Convex Neural Network

PLYDS PoLYnomial Dynamical System LSD-IQP Learning Stable Dynamical systems with Iterative
Quadratic Programming

CT Contraction Theory CVF Contracting Vector Fields
CDSP Continuous Dynamical Systems Prior CCM Control Contraction Metrics

NCM Neural Contraction Metrics SDS-EF Stable Dynamical System learning using Euclideaniz-
ing Flows

SDE Stochastic Differential Equation FAGIL Fail-Safe Adversarial Generative Imitation Learning
DT Diffeomorphic Transform RSDS Riemannian Stable Dynamical Systems

ODE Ordinary Differential Equation PoWER Policy learning by Weighting Exploration with the Re-
turns

eNAC episodic Natural Actor Critic MMT Model Mediated Teleoperation
ELM Extreme Learning Machine NES Natural Evolution Strategies
ES Evolutionary Strategies xNES Exponential Natural Evolution Strategies (NES)
TR-CMA-ES Trust-Region CMA-ES DDPG Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient
NNMP Neural Network-based Movement Primitive SAC Soft Actor-Critic
ORB Optimal Replay Buffer rLfD residual LfD
PPO Proximal Policy Optimization CPG Central Pattern Generators
VPG Vanilla Policy Gradient CrKR Cost-regularized Kernel Regression
HiREPS Hierarchical Relative Entropy Policy Search MLP Multi-Layer Perceptron
CNN Convolutional Neural Network TP-DMP Trajectory Parameterized-DMP

IMEDNet Image-to-Motion Encoder-Decoder Networks CIMEDNet Convolutional Image-to-Motion Encoder-Decoder
Networks (IMEDNet)

STIMEDNet spatial transformer IMEDNet RNN Recurrent Neural Networks
DSDNet Deep Segmented DMP Networks AL-DMP Arc Length-DMP
VIMEDNet Variable IMEDNet NDPs Neural Dynamic Policies
H-NDP Hierarchical Neural Dynamic Policies (NDPs) LF Lyapunov Function
P-QLF Parameterize-QLF RBFNN Radial Basis Function Neural Network
DAgger Data Aggregation Approach LLM Large Language Model
CLF Control Lyapunov Function CBF Control Barrier Function
BBO Black-Box Optimization VSDS Variable Stiffness Dynamical System

in new environment [46, 51, 52, 53]. However, this Point-
steering solely relies on the steering angle without consid-
ering the distance between the robot and obstacles. Conse-
quently, it might lead to oscillatory behaviors due to the ab-
sence of distance-based adjustments. Similarly, in the Point-
static method, the Artificial Potential Field (APF) has been
employed within NDSIL of DMP [52]. This method utilizes
global convergence as an attraction force and calculates the
repulsion force between the robot and obstacles based on po-

tential functions. However, due to the absence of velocity in-
formation, there might be a tendency for non-smooth behav-
iors when encountering obstacles. Park et al. [49] proposed
an improved potential function that incorporates both dis-
tance and velocity information known as the Point-dynamic
method. However, methods like [46] and [49] are point ob-
stacle types, necessitating the calculation of information be-
tween the robot and surface point clouds of objects, result-
ing in a high computation burden for large volume obsta-
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Table 3
Description of key notations.

𝐾 ≜ # of basis/Gaussian function 𝑘 ≜ index ∶ 𝑘 = 1, 2,… , 𝐾
 ≜ # of demonstrations 𝑜 ≜ index ∶ 𝑜 = 1, 2,… ,
𝑁 ≜ # of trajectory length 𝑛 ≜ index ∶ 𝑛 = 1, 2,… , 𝑁
 ≜ # of samples in exploration 𝑖 ≜ index ∶ 𝑖 = 1, 2,… ,
𝜏 ≜ # time modulation parameter 𝑐𝑘, 𝜔𝑘 ≜ centers and widths of Gaussian
𝛼𝑧, 𝛽𝑧, 𝛼𝜉 ≜ positive gain 𝑇𝑝 ≜ rotation matrix
𝜂𝑝, 𝜇1, 𝜇2, 𝜇3, 𝐴𝑝 ≜ positive gain 𝑙1, 𝑙2, 𝑙3 ≜ axis length of 𝐶𝑝
𝜌 ≜ positive gain 𝑥1, 𝑥2, 𝑥3 ≜ centers of 𝐶𝑝
𝜅 ≜ adjusted parameter 𝜂𝑙 ≜ learning rate
𝜉 ≜ decay phase variable 𝑥, �̇�, �̈� ≜ trajectory data
𝐶𝑝 ≜ obstacle function 𝑈 (𝑥, �̇�) ≜ potential field function
𝑓 (𝑥), 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑡) ≜ dynamical system function 𝐺(𝑥, �̇�) ≜ repulsive force function
𝜃 ≜ learnable parameters 𝜗 ≜ angle between two vectors
𝑥∗ ≜ goal position 𝜑𝑖 ≜ basis function

𝑞, 𝑞𝑟 and �̇�, �̇�𝑟 ≜ actual and desired joint angle , its 1st time-
derivative 𝑧, �̇� ≜ scaled velocity and acceleration

𝑓𝜉,𝜃, 𝑓𝜉 ≜ forcing term for different spaces ℎ𝑖 ≜ weights
𝑝(𝑘), 𝑝(𝑥|𝑘) ≜ prior probability and conditional Probability 𝑅 ≜ parameter matrix
𝜇�̇�𝑘 , 𝜇

𝑥
𝑘 , 𝜇𝜃 ≜ mean 𝐷𝑖𝑠(𝑥) ≜ distance between robot and obstacles

Σ𝑥𝑘, Σ
�̇�𝑥
𝑘 , Σ𝜃 ≜ covariance 𝑉 (𝑥), 𝑉 (𝑥) ≜ Lyapunov function

𝜛 ≜ weight of PI2 𝑢𝑡𝑗 , 𝑢, 𝑢𝑓𝜔 ≜ control input
𝛿𝑥, �̇�𝑥 ≜ virtual displacement, its 1st time-derivative  ≜ a Riemannian manifold
𝐽 , 𝐽Ψ ≜ Jacobian matrix 𝜓 ≜ diffeomorphism mapping
ℏ ≜ coordinate transformation output 𝑆, �̄� ≜ cost function
𝜙𝑡𝑁 , 𝛾𝑡𝑖 ≜ terminal and immediate cost 𝜆 (𝑥) ≜ eigen values
𝑃 ≜ positive define matrix 𝑄, 𝐻 ≜ negative define matrix
𝕁 ≜ expected cost 𝜀𝑡, 𝜀𝑘,𝑡 ≜ exploration noise
𝜈𝑖 ≜ utilities function 𝑟

(

𝜃𝑖
)

≜ reward
Φ, Φ𝑘,𝑡 ≜ control matrix ∇ ≜ gradient
𝐿𝑖 ≜ i-th sample trajectory of PI2 𝐹 ≜ Fisher matrix
𝐾𝑝 ≜ stiffness gains 𝐾𝑣 ≜ damping gains

Figure 2: The imitation performance of NDSIL utilizing DMP is evaluated on a dataset containing 20 instances of human
handwriting motions. The black ‘⋅’ and ‘*’ symbols denote the initial and goal points, respectively. The blue dashed line
represents the demonstration, while the solid brown line illustrates the reproduced imitation.

cles. Addressing obstacles as entire volumes, Ginesi et al.
[48] proposed a Volume-static method, modeling obstacles
as convex 3D shapes., They introduced a Volume-based po-
tential function, improving real-time performance. Nonethe-
less, similar to the "Point-static method", the work in [48]
does not involve velocity information, potentially encoun-
tering analogous issues. In their subsequent work, Ginesi et
al. [50] proposed the Volume-dynamic method, which inte-

grates both volumes and velocity information into the po-
tential function. Table 5 summarizes these five methods for
reference.

In [54] and [55], Krug et al. introduced a Model Predic-
tive Control (MPC) approach for NDSIL using DMP. This
approach aims to generate predictive optimal motion plans
with a planning horizon of 𝑃 -steps. This allows for real-time
updates of trajectory generation at each time step, facilitat-
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Table 4
Autonomous DS vs. non-autonomous DS.

Autonomous DS Non-autonomous DS
The evolution of the system de-
pends solely on its current state.
There are no external inputs
or time-varying parameters that
directly influence the system’s
dynamics, e.g., equation (1)

The evolution of the system de-
pends not only on its current
state but also on external inputs
or time-varying parameters that
directly influence its dynamics,
e.g., equation (2)

They are often characterized
by fixed equations of motion
that describe how the system
evolves over time.

They are often characterized by
equations of motion that explic-
itly include time-varying terms
or external inputs.

Examples include simple me-
chanical systems like pendu-
lums, as well as more complex
systems like autonomous vehi-
cles navigating without exter-
nal control.

Examples include systems sub-
jected to time-varying exter-
nal forces, such as robots con-
trolled by external commands
or systems influenced by envi-
ronmental factors that change
over time.

ing obstacle integration through constraints within the MPC,
while adhering to spatial and temporal polyhedral constraints.
Another strategy addressing obstacles involves extending the
DS formulation with a repulsive function, similar to the one
represented in (8) [56]. This extension aims to incorporate
obstacle avoidance directly within the DS formulation.

In [54] and [55], Krug et al. introduced a MPC approach
for NDSIL using DMP. This approach aims to generate pre-
dictive optimal motion plans with a planning horizon of 𝑃 -
steps. This allows for real-time updates of trajectory genera-
tion at each time step, facilitating obstacle integration through
constraints within the MPC, while adhering to spatial and
temporal polyhedral constraints. Another strategy address-
ing obstacles involves extending the DS formulation with a
repulsive function, similar to the one represented in (8) [56].
This extension aims to incorporate obstacle avoidance di-
rectly within the DS formulation.

The formulation for obstacle avoidance within NDSIL is
presented as:

�̈� = 𝑓 (𝑥, �̇�, 𝑡)
⏟⏞⏟⏞⏟

attraction force

+ 𝐺 (𝑥, �̇�)
⏟⏟⏟

repulsive force

(8)

where the attraction force 𝑓 (𝑥, �̇�, 𝑡) embodies the trained
stable DS, akin to (3) and (4). Meanwhile, the additional
term 𝐺 (𝑥, �̇�) represents the repulsive force designed for ob-
stacle avoidance. The formulation outlines five different po-
tential functions, detailed in Table 5. The properties of var-
ious methods for obstacle avoidance are summarized in Ta-
ble 6. The first method, Point-steering, solely calculates
the steering angle for obstacle avoidance without accounting
for distance, which can lead to larger errors. Additionally,
the Point-steering, Point-static, and Point-dynamic methods
compute the repulsion force point-by-point using a 3D point
cloud of obstacles, resulting in computational burden com-
pared to volume methods. The Point-static and Volume-
static methods only support static obstacles as they do not in-

corporate velocity information. Acceleration and error char-
acteristics are depicted in Fig. 3. Although the Point-static,
Point-dynamic, Volume-static, and Volume-dynamic meth-
ods are not guaranteed to converge to the goal due to the
possibility of local minima, a perturbation term can be eas-
ily added to push the DS out of local minima. The compar-
ative performance evaluation of these methods is illustrated
in Fig. 3.

Generally, non-autonomous movement representations
fundamentally establish a direct relationship between a tem-
poral signal and the dynamic attributes of the motion. The
retrieval of movement from such models relies heavily on
this temporal signal, which might directly signify time or
employ an indirect representation through a decay term. In
addition to the DMP methods of IL, we are exploring other
classical NDSIL learning methods. These approaches of-
fer diverse perspectives and methodologies in capturing and
replicating dynamic behaviors.

In several studies [57, 58, 59, 60, 16, 61], the problem
of learning DS has been reformulated using GMR or HMM.
Unlike DMPs, this methodology allows for encoding multi-
ple demonstrations.

�̈� =
𝐾
∑

𝑘=1
ℎ𝑘(𝑡)

[

𝐾𝑝
𝑘(𝜇

𝑥
𝑘 − 𝑥) −𝐾

𝑣�̇�
] (9)

ℎ𝑘 (𝑡) =


(

𝑡;𝜇𝑡𝑘,Σ
𝑡
𝑘
)

∑𝐾
𝑗=1

(

𝑡;𝜇𝑡𝑗 ,Σ
𝑡
𝑗

)

where𝐾𝑝
𝑘 ,𝐾𝑣, and 𝜇𝑥𝑘 denote the full stiffness matrix, damp-

ing term, and attractor point, respectively, of the 𝑘-th vir-
tual spring. Equation (9) shares a structural similarity with
DMPs. However, it is important to note that the weight pa-
rameter ℎ𝑘 assumes distinct interpretations in the contexts
of DMPs and Eq. (9). In DMP, the determination of these
weights (ℎ𝑘) relies on the decay term 𝜉 as defined in the sys-
tem dynamics (5). These weights are inherently embedded
within the GMR/HMM representation of the motion. This
alternative approach offers several advantages over DMP:
(i) It provides enhanced flexibility in addressing spatial and
temporal distortions. (ii) Skill training and refinement are
accomplished using partial demonstrations. (iii) Learning
tasks involving reaching and cyclic motions become feasi-
ble without predefined dynamics.

In [62], Calinon et al. exploited HSMMs within IL for
non-autonomous systems. This focuses on integrating tem-
poral and spatial constraints, emphasizing adaptability in the
face of perturbations. Gribovskaya et al. [63] proposed an
innovative method for learning discrete bimanual coordina-
tion skills. This method integrates the automated extraction
of spatio-temporal coordination constraints with a resilient
motor system capable of generating coordinated movements.
It operates effectively even in the presence of perturbations
while adhering to learned coordination constraints. Forte et
al. [64] presented a GPR based Motor Primitive General-
ization (MPG) for real-time, on-line generalization of dis-
crete movements. Li et al. [65] developed a novel ProMP
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Table 5
Different potential functions for obstacle avoidance of NDSIL. 𝐷𝑖𝑠(𝑥) is the distance
between robot and obstacles; 𝐷𝑖𝑠0 is the threshold value; 𝜂𝑝, 𝜇1, 𝜇2, 𝜇3 and 𝐴𝑝 are
constant parameters.

Methods Repulsive functions Auxiliary function
Point-steering
[46] 𝐺 (𝑥, �̇�) = 𝜂𝑝𝑇𝑝�̇�𝜗 exp

(

−𝜇1𝜗
)

𝜗 = arccos
(

⟨𝑜−𝑥,�̇�⟩
‖𝑜−𝑥‖‖�̇�‖

)

Point-static [47,
48] 𝐺 (𝑥, �̇�) = −∇𝑥𝑈 (𝑥, �̇�) 𝑈 (𝑥, �̇�) =

{

𝜂𝑝
2

(

1
𝐷𝑖𝑠(𝑥)

− 1
𝐷𝑖𝑠0

)2
𝐷𝑖𝑠(𝑥) ≤ 𝐷𝑖𝑠0

0 𝐷𝑖𝑠(𝑥) > 𝐷𝑖𝑠0
Point-dynamic
[49] 𝐺 (𝑥, �̇�) = −∇𝑥𝑈 (𝑥, �̇�)

𝑈 (𝑥, �̇�) =

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝜂𝑝(− cos 𝜗)𝜇1 ‖�̇�‖
𝐷𝑖𝑠(𝑥)

if 𝜗 ∈
(

𝜋
2
, 𝜋

]

0 if 𝜗 ∈
[

0, 𝜋
2

)

cos 𝜗 = ⟨�̇�,𝑥−𝑜⟩
‖𝑥−𝑜‖‖�̇�‖

Volume-static
[48] 𝐺 (𝑥, �̇�) = −∇𝑥𝑈 (𝑥, �̇�) 𝑈 (𝑥, �̇�) = 𝐴𝑝 exp(−𝜂𝑝𝐶𝑝(𝑥))

𝐶𝑝(𝑥)

𝐶𝑝(𝑥) =
(

𝑥1−�̂�1
𝑙1

)2𝜇1
+
(

𝑥2−�̂�2
𝑙2

)2𝜇2
+
(

𝑥3−�̂�3
𝑙3

)2𝜇3
− 1

Volume-
dynamic [50] 𝐺 (𝑥, �̇�) = −∇𝑥𝑈 (𝑥, �̇�)

𝑈 (𝑥, �̇�) =

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝜂𝑝(− cos 𝜗)𝜇1 ‖�̇�‖
𝐶𝜇2 (𝑥)

if 𝜗 ∈
(

𝜋
2
, 𝜋

]

0 if 𝜗 ∈
[

0, 𝜋
2

)

𝐶𝑝(𝑥) =
(

(

𝑥1−�̂�1
𝑙1

)2𝜇1
+
(

𝑥2−�̂�2
𝑙2

)2𝜇1
)

2𝜇2
2𝜇1

+
(

𝑥3−�̂�3
𝑙3

)2𝜇2
− 1

Table 6
The properties of various methods for obstacle avoidance [50].

Methods Obstacle
type

Potential
type

Distance
dependent

Guaranteed
convergence

Point-
steering point dynamic No Yes
Point-
static point static Yes No
Point-
dynamic point dynamic Yes No
Volume-
static volume static Yes No
Volume-
dynamic volume dynamic Yes No

approach. This method bridges the gap between DMP and
ProMP, providing a unified framework that combines the
strengths of both approaches. it enables smooth trajectory
generation, goal convergence, modeling of trajectory corre-
lations, non-linear conditioning, and online replanning with
a single model. Their method demonstrates significant ad-
vantages in various robotic tasks, including reduced trajec-
tory computation time, high-quality trajectory distribution
generation, and adaptability to dynamic environments.
2.2. Autonomous dynamical system imitation

learning
Autonomous representations model movements as DSs,

capturing relationships among features like position, veloc-

ity, and acceleration independently of time. This inherent
time independence grants robustness to autonomous systems,
enabling them to endure disturbances that might otherwise
affect the system’s temporal evolution. ADSIL focuses on
imitating and controlling systems that exhibit self-contained,
self-evolving behavior.

Khansari et al. introduced Stable Estimator of Dynam-
ical Systems (SEDS) in [18] as a method for learning sta-
ble nonlinear DSs using GMM. SEDS encapsulates clas-
sical autonomous DSs, exhibiting inherent time-invariance.
It seamlessly merges machine learning principles with the
Lyapunov stability theorem2, guaranteeing global asymp-
totic stability within IL. The incorporation of SEDS presents
notable advantages in modeling a wide range of robotic mo-
tions.

The SEDS model multiple demonstrations using GMM.
This encoding is represented as:

�̇� =
𝐾
∑

𝑘=1

𝑝 (𝑘) 𝑝 (𝑥|𝑘)
𝐾
∑

𝑗=1
𝑝 (𝑗) 𝑝 (𝑥|𝑗)

(

𝜇�̇�𝑘 + Σ�̇�𝑥𝑘
(

Σ𝑥𝑘
)−1 (𝑥 − 𝜇𝑥𝑘

)

)

(10)

Equation (10) can be reformulated as a first-order DS:

�̇� = 𝑓 (𝑥) =
𝐾
∑

𝑘=1
ℎ𝑘 (𝑥)

(

Λ𝑘𝑥 + 𝑑𝑘
) (11)
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Figure 3: Different potential functions obstacle avoidance performance of NDSIL in DMP [50].

where:
ℎ𝑘 =

𝑝(𝑘)𝑝 (𝑥|𝑘)
𝐾
∑

𝑗=1
𝑝(𝑗)𝑝 (𝑥|𝑗)

(12)

Λ𝑘 = Σ�̇�𝑥𝑘
(

Σ𝑥𝑘
)−1 (13)

𝑑𝑘 = 𝜇�̇�𝑘 − Λ𝑘𝜇𝑥𝑘 (14)
Equation (11) presents a nonlinear combination of linear DSs.
Using the Lyapunov stability theorem, a Lyapunov Func-
tion (LF) can be established to derive conditions ensuring
the global asymptotic stability of the system.

To tackle obstacle avoidance challenges without the need
for re-teaching within the SEDS framework, Khansari et al.
presented a real-time obstacle avoidance method for DSIL.
This approach integrates the obstacle avoidance mechanism
by combining SEDS/DMP with a modulation matrix𝑀 [66].
The modulation matrix𝑀 is adjustable, allowing for the de-
termination of a safety margin and enhancing the robot’s re-
sponsiveness in the face of uncertainties in obstacle local-
ization. Although their work is tailored to scenarios involv-
ing convex obstacles, it contributes significantly to the field
of autonomous systems by providing valuable insights into
trajectory generation and safe navigation in complex and dy-
namic environments.

Apart from GMM, other parameterized machine learn-
ing methods can be derived as DSs and integrated with con-
trol theory for IL, such as Extreme Learning Machine (ELM).
In [67], Lemme et al. introduced an autonomous IL approach
based on ELM. Their approach employs ELM to approx-
imate vector fields representing DSs, incorporating stabil-

ity principles derived from Lyapunov theory within prede-
fined workspaces. The aim is to facilitate stable motion gen-
eration, particularly addressing challenges associated with
sparse data and generalization. Compared to SEDS, the ELM
model offers enhanced flexibility and is more trainable. Ad-
ditionally, Duan et al. [68] proposed the Fast and Stable Mod-
eling for Dynamical Systems (FSM-DS) approach. This method
combines ELM with stability constraints, providing improved
stability, accuracy, and learning efficiency in contrast to ex-
isting methods.

The SEDS framework faces accuracy challenges due to
an inherent conflict between accuracy and stability objec-
tives, especially in complex and non-linear motions featur-
ing high curvatures or deviations from attractors. This con-
flict arises from the constraints imposed by a QLF, which
enforces trajectories to monotonically decrease 𝓁2norm dis-
tances [69]. Given the significant impact of the LF on accu-
racy, one potential solution to enhance performance is to ex-
plore alternative LF. Khansari et al. [19] introduced Control
Lyapunov Function-based Dynamic Movements (CLF-DM)
approach ensuring global asymptotic stability in autonomous
multi-dimensional DSs. This method learns valid LFs from
demonstrations using advanced regression and optimal con-
trol techniques. CLF-DM facilitates modeling complex mo-
tions and supports online learning when required. More-
over, Khansari et al. proposed Weighted Sum of Asymmet-
ric Quadratic Function (WSAQF) parameterization to im-
prove imitation accuracy under stable conditions. In a re-
lated work, Jin et al. [70] presented a novel neural energy
function with a unique minimum, serving as a crucial stabil-
ity certificate for their demonstration learning system. This
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energy function is pivotal in enabling the convergence of
reproduced trajectories to desired goal positions while re-
taining motion characteristics from the demonstrations. The
study emphasizes the method’s robustness against spatial dis-
turbances, its capability to accommodate position constraints,
and its effectiveness in tackling high-dimensional learning
tasks. Unlike traditional methods reliant on predefined con-
trol strategies or heuristics, this approach learns an adapt-
able energy function, enhancing its ability to capture intri-
cate motion patterns. Furthermore, it excels at handling po-
sition constraints, ensuring that robots operate within prede-
fined boundaries, making it particularly valuable for safety-
critical applications.

In [71], Figueroa et al. presented a Physically Consistent-
GMM (PC-GMM) for IL. Their study extensively explores
GMM fitting, incremental learning, and the stability of merged
DSs. They enhanced physical consistency by introducing a
novel similarity measure based on locally-scaled cosine sim-
ilarity of velocity measurements, steering trajectory clus-
tering in alignment with linear DSs. Their approach not
only outperforms Stacked End-to-End LfD in terms of per-
formance without relying on diffeomorphism or contraction
analysis but also maintains the locality of Gaussian func-
tions, making it suitable for recognition and incremental learn-
ing.

Jin et al. [72] introduced a novel approach that utilizes
manifold submersion and immersion techniques to facilitate
accurate and stable imitation of DSs. Similar to SEDS, this
method relies on the Lyapunov stability theorem for DS to
establish stability conditions. By ensuring both stability and
accuracy in reproducing trajectories with high-dimensional
spaces, this approach presents a significant advancement in
autonomous systems and IL. In [73], Khoramshah et al. de-
veloped a parameterized DSs framework for modeling and
adapting robot motions based on human interactions. The
authors proposed an adaptive mechanism centered on min-
imizing tracking error, allowing the DS to closely replicate
human demonstrations. The study highlights the importance
of hyperparameter selection and sets the foundation for fu-
ture research aimed at improving the detection of human in-
teractions, ultimately enhancing the seamlessness of human-
robot collaborations.

Blocher et al. proposed the contracting-GMR (C-GMR)
technique [74]. By leveraging contraction theory, C-GMR
ensures stability and accuracy in generating point-to-point
motions. This method employs GMM to represent DSs and
demonstrates promising results in handling complex 2D mo-
tion tasks, focusing on enhancing accuracy and optimizing
training efficiency. Saveriano [75] proposed an innovative
approach called Energy-based Stabilizer of Dynamical Sys-
tems (ESDS). This approach incorporates LFs to stabilize
learned DSs at runtime, resulting in high accuracy with re-
duced training duration. ESDS distinguishes itself by achiev-
ing remarkable accuracy in motion imitation while signifi-
cantly reducing training times. Unlike other methods intro-
ducing substantial deformations and necessitating extensive
optimization, ESDS maintains fidelity in learned motions

without considerable distortion. Furthermore, ESDS offers
a favorable balance between accuracy and training duration
when compared to methods like C-GMR.

In the context of ADSIL, HMMs extend their applica-
bility beyond non-autonomous systems. Tanwani et al. [76]
introduced task-parameterized semi-tied HSMMs for learn-
ing robot manipulation tasks. This innovative approach ad-
dresses the complexity of encoding manipulation tasks by
integrating task-parameterization and semi-tied covariance
matrices. Consequently, robots can autonomously adapt to
various task scenarios, such as valve-turning and pick-and-
place with obstacle avoidance, even in novel configurations.
This work highlights the potential of HSMMs in empower-
ing robots to acquire versatile and adaptable manipulation
skills. Zeestrate et al. [38] presented an innovative approach
that combines Markov chain modeling with minimal inter-
vention control. Their approach emphasizes movement du-
ration as a crucial aspect of skill acquisition and control.
Leveraging HSMMs to represent movement variations and
employing MPC, the authors demonstrated efficacy in adapt-
ing to spatial and temporal perturbations. Moreover, their
study highlights the advantages of their approach over exist-
ing methods, particularly in its versatility and capability to
handle cyclic and non-cyclic behaviors.

3. Stable DSIL
In the context of DSIL, the stability of the system along-

side its accuracy. As robots acquire motor skills through IL,
ensuring robustness becomes crucial. The system must gen-
eralize effectively, maintaining convergence towards the de-
sired behavior despite disturbances or variations. Generally,
three main methods are employed to ensure the stability of
DSIL: LF [18], Contraction Theory (CT) [74], and diffeo-
morphism [69]. These methods aim to fortify the stability
aspects of the learning system, mitigating deviations and dis-
turbances that might affect the system’s performance. This
section delves into these three methods, highlighting their
underlying principles and their roles in enhancing the stabil-
ity of DSIL. The list of the surveyed stability methods for
DSIL is tabulated in Table 8. Additionally, the performance
of one of these methods, CLF-DM utilizing Lyapunov sta-
bility is illustrated in Figure 5.
3.1. Lyapunov stability

LFs are mathematical representations that characterize
the energy or potential of a DS. In control theory, LFs are
fundamental for analyzing and ensuring system stability, help-
ing to assess a control system’s convergence towards a de-
sired behavior. In IL, optimization techniques based on LF
involve identifying suitable functions that meet specific prop-
erties. These techniques typically use optimization methods
like gradient descent, trust-region methods, or Neural Net-
work (NN) training. The primary aim is to ensure stability
and convergence of learned policies by demonstrating the
decrease of the LF along the system’s trajectories.

In control theory, stability at an equilibrium point is de-
sirable. Assuming 𝑥∗ is the system’s attractor, stability can
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Figure 4: The robot performs the grasping task via LfD employing SEDS [78]. Left: the robot converges from the random initial
position to the goal position. Right: the robot converges towards a different goal position, suggesting a switch during the task.

be represented as:
lim
𝑡→∞

𝑥 (𝑡) = 𝑥∗ ∶ ∀𝑥 ∈ Ω (15)

This condition signifies stability, showing the system’s con-
vergence towards the desired attractor from any initial state
within the system’s domain Ω.

For a DS as represented in (1) and (2), the stability con-
dition can derived through the Lyapunov Stability Theorem
[77]:
Theorem 1. A DS is locally asymptotically stable at the
fixed-point 𝑥∗ ∈ Ω within the positive invariant neighbor-
hood Ω ⊂ ℝ𝑑 of 𝑥∗ if and only if there exists a continuous
and continuously differentiable function 𝑉 ∶ Ω → ℝ that
satisfies the following conditions:

𝑉 (𝑥) = 1
2
(

𝑥 − 𝑥∗
) ⊤ (𝑥 − 𝑥∗

) (16)

⎧

⎪

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎪

⎩

𝑉 (𝑥) > 0,∀𝑥 ∈ ℝ𝑑∖ {𝑥∗}

�̇� (𝑥) < 0,∀𝑥 ∈ ℝ𝑑∖ {𝑥∗}

𝑉 (𝑥∗) = 0 & �̇� (𝑥∗) = 0

(17)

These conditions ensure that the LF serves a QLF for the
autonomous DS defined by

𝑑 (𝑉 )
𝑑𝑡

= 𝑑𝑉
𝑑𝑥

𝑑𝑥
𝑑𝑡

= 1
2
𝑑
𝑑𝑥

((

𝑥 − 𝑥∗
)⊤ (𝑥 − 𝑥∗

))

�̇�

=
(

𝑥 − 𝑥∗
) ⊤�̇�

=
(

𝑥 − 𝑥∗
) ⊤ ⋅ 𝑓 (𝑥) (18)

This equation demonstrates how the derivative of the LF
with respect to time is related to the dynamics of the sys-
tem 𝑓 (𝑥) and the difference between the current state 𝑥 and
the equilibrium point 𝑥∗.

The mathematical representation of the time derivative
of the QLF in (10)–(13), and its relation to the variables and
matrices involved in the DS, is defined as in [18, 79]:

�̇� =
(

𝑥 − 𝑥∗
) ⊤

𝐾
∑

𝑘=1
ℎ𝑘 (𝑥)

(

Λ𝑘𝑥 + 𝑑𝑘
)

=
(

𝑥 − 𝑥∗
) ⊤

𝐾
∑

𝑘=1
ℎ𝑘 (𝑥)

(

Λ𝑘(𝑥 − 𝑥∗) + Λ𝑘𝑥∗ + 𝑑𝑘
)

=
𝐾
∑

𝑘=1
ℎ𝑘 (𝑥)

(

𝑥 − 𝑥∗
)⊤Λ𝑘

(

𝑥 − 𝑥∗
) (19)

The unknown parameters are denoted as 𝜃 =
{

𝐴𝑘, 𝑏𝑘
}𝐾
𝑘=1.

Finally, the objective function and the sufficient condition for
global asymptotic stability are presented as follows:

min
𝜃

1
2𝑁


∑

𝑜=1

𝑁
∑

𝑛=1

‖

‖

‖

�̇�𝑟𝑒𝑓𝑜,𝑛 − �̇�𝑜,𝑛
‖

‖

‖

2

s.t.

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝑑𝑘 = −Λ𝑘𝑥∗
Λ𝑘 +

(

Λ𝑘
)⊤ ≺ 0

Σ𝑘 ≻ 0
∑𝐾
𝑘=1 ℎ𝑘 = 1, ℎ𝑘 ∈ (0, 1)

(20)

The robotic grasping task employing SEDS is shown in
Fig. 4. Utilizing LF-based optimization offers a significant
advantage: it provides formal stability assurances. These
guarantees ensure that the learned policy converges to the
demonstrated behavior and maintains stability even in the
presence of disturbances or uncertainties. Shavit et al. [10]
proposed a method that combines joint-space DSs with task-
oriented learning. This technique allows robots to adapt to
various situations while maintaining stability. The approach
involves leveraging dimensionality reduction methods like
PCA and Kernel PCA (K-PCA) to encode activation func-
tions and extract behavior synergies. The study demonstrates
the effectiveness of this method in learning diverse behav-
iors, handling singular configurations, and converging to task
space targets using the Lyapunov stability theorem akin to
SEDS.

Xu et al. [80] presented a servo control strategy utiliz-
ing Broad Learning System (BLS) to achieve stable and pre-
cise trajectory imitation for micro-robotic systems. Their
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approach effectively merges BLS, which learns movement
characteristics from multiple demonstrations, with Lyapunov
theory to guarantee the stability of the acquired controller.
This emphasis on stability provides valuable insights into
enhancing the robustness and reliability of learned control
policies.

The conflict between accuracy and stability within SEDS,
as highlighted in Section 2.2, is mainly due to the selection of
a QLF. This function restricts trajectories to monotonically
decreasing𝓁2norm distances from the attractor, thereby con-
straining SEDS’s capability to manage highly nonlinear mo-
tions exhibiting high curvatures or non-monotonic behav-
ior. Consequently, the choice of an appropriate LF is of
paramount importance in resolving this conflict.

In [71] [81], a method utilizing linear parameter varying-
DS learning is presented for modeling complex systems. Through
a straightforward adjustment of the GMM’s parameters, this
method is capable of outperforming SEDS using standard
Lyapunov stability theory, which is without having to rely
on diffeomorphism or contraction analysis. The LF is de-
fined as Parameterize-QLF (P-QLF):

𝑉 (𝑥) =
(

𝑥 − 𝑥∗
) ⊤𝑃

(

𝑥 − 𝑥∗
) (21)

The time derivative of 𝑉 (𝑥) can be derived from (10)–(13)
and (21) as:

�̇� (𝑥) =
(

𝑥 − 𝑥∗
) ⊤

( 𝐾
∑

𝑘=1
𝜃𝑘(𝑥)𝑄

)

(

𝑥 − 𝑥∗
) (22)

where 𝑄 = 𝑃Λ𝑘 + (Λ𝑘)⊤𝑃 .
The study establishes three sufficient conditions for dif-

ferent learning models:
i) The condition for SEDS method with quadratic LF,

denoted as
(

𝐴𝑘
) ⊤ + 𝐴𝑘 ≺ 0, 𝑏𝑘 = −𝐴𝑘𝑥∗

ii) Nonconvex constraints consider an unknown matrix 𝑃
and the attractor at the origin, which might not satisfy
all conditions due to its nonconvex nature. The con-
ditions are
𝑄 ≺ 0, 𝑏𝑘 = 0, 𝑃 = 𝑃⊤ ≻ 0

iii) The GMM-based linear parameter varying-DS learn-
ing method in [71] and [81], always converging to a
feasible solution under the conditions
𝑄 ≺ 𝐻𝑘,𝐻𝑘 = 𝐻𝑘

⊤ ≺ 0, 𝑏𝑘 = −𝐴𝑘𝑥∗as long as𝑃 = 𝑃⊤ and possesses well-balanced eigen-
values.

The inclusion of matrix 𝑃 transforms the basic QLF into
an “elliptical” form, allowing for trajectories that demon-
strate high curvatures and non-monotonicity movement to-
ward the target. This flexibility accommodates complex mo-
tion behaviors, allowing for more diverse and intricate paths.
Moreover, authors in [81], utilized Linear Temporal Logic

(LTL) specifications and sensor-based task reactivity to en-
sure policy stability and reliability. The utilization of invari-
ance guarantees serves to address potential invariance fail-
ures, enhancing the approach’s robustness against adversar-
ial perturbations and execution failures.

In [19] [82] [68] [83], a parameterized CLF-DM is pro-
posed to learn the motor skills from demonstrations to guar-
antee the accuracy and stability simultaneously. This ap-
proach ensures global asymptotic stability for multidimen-
sional autonomous DSs by constructing a valid parameter-
ized LF through a constrained optimization process. This
key aspect sets it apart from other methods that employ pre-
defined energy functions. Furthermore, CLF-DM enables
the choice of the most suitable regression techniques based
on task requirements, enhancing its versatility. Similar to the
CLF-DM method, authors in [84] and [67], introduced a NN-
extreme learning machine-based DS for imitating demon-
strations. This method differs from CLF-DM, which ac-
quires LF parameters through optimization. Instead, it com-
bines NNs with Lyapunov stability theory to guarantee sta-
bility in robot control scenarios. By directly integrating Lya-
punov stability constraints into the network training process,
this approach elevates the accuracy and stability of the learned
dynamics, even when dealing with sparse data. The key in-
novation in this work lies in the integration of stability con-
straints during training, which results in DSs that can gen-
erate smooth and accurate reproductions of desired motions
in a three-dimensional task space. The authors emphasize
the importance of finding a suitable Lyapunov candidate to
ensure that the learning process aligns with stability require-
ments, highlighting the flexibility and robustness of the pro-
posed approach in terms of stability and performance. In
[85], Coulombe et al. also used NNs for learning LFs and
policies through IL. The approach discussed in the paper in-
troduces a novel method for learning a LF and a policy using
a single NN. The core innovation lies in satisfying the Lya-
punov stability conditions, thereby ensuring that the learned
policies are stable. Furthermore, the method addresses colli-
sion avoidance by incorporating a collision avoidance mod-
ule, which improves the applicability of these learned poli-
cies in real-world scenarios.

In [86] [87], Hirche et al. introduced a Sum Of Squares-
control Lyapunov Functions (SOS-CLF) for data-driven Lya-
punov candidate searches by solving a convex optimization
problem, significantly enhancing computational efficiency
and flexibility. The approach offers a critical contribution
to the stability and reliability of the Gaussian process-based
DS, which is of paramount importance in IL scenarios.

In [88], Jin et al. developed a Neural Shaped-QLF (NS-QLF)
that uses a Radial Basis Function Neural Network (RBFNN)
to represent the QLF. This approach combines the power
of a NS-QLF with minimal intervention control, providing
an effective solution for encoding human motion skills into
robotic systems. The NS-QLF offers a unique combination
of a quadratic function and a RBFNN, allowing it to fulfill
the essential requirements of being a valid LF while main-
taining flexibility to capture human motion preferences in its
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dynamic flow
demonstratios
reproduction
goal
initial

Figure 5: Imitation performance of CLF-DM on 20 human handwriting motions dataset [19]. The blue streamlines denote the
dynamic flow of the energy function. The purple dashed lines represent the demonstrations, and the solid red lines are the
imitation reproduction.

gradient. The proposed method is implemented as a convex
optimization problem, ensuring real-time applicability. As
discussed previously in Section 2.2 in [70], Jin et al. pre-
sented a concept similar to [88]. Their work introduces a
flexible neural energy function, which shares a similarity
with its primary goal, aimed at ensuring globally stable and
accurate demonstration learning. This approach leverages a
contraction analysis framework, ensuring the stability of the
DS, and thereby enhancing its robustness in handling tasks
with varying initial and goal positions.

In [89], Manek et al. introduced stable deep dynamics
models for IL, which employ Input Convex Neural Networks
(ICNNs) to jointly learn a convex, positive definite LF and
the associated DS, ensuring stability throughout the state
space. By incorporating stability and ICNNs into deep ar-
chitectures, this work paves the way for safe and reliable IL
in a wide range of application domains.

In [90], Abyaneh et al. proposed the PoLYnomial Dy-
namical System (PLYDS) algorithm to learn a globally sta-
ble nonlinear DS as a motion planning policy. The central
concept revolves around the polynomial approximation of
the policy described in Eq. (1) and the joint learning of a
polynomial policy along with a parametric Lyapunov candi-
date. This joint learning approach guarantees global asymp-
totic stability by design, which is a crucial element in ensur-
ing that the learned policies lead to safe and robust robotic
behaviors.

In [91], Gesel et al. proposed the Learning Stable Dy-
namical systems with Iterative Quadratic Programming (LSD-IQP),
which employs iterative quadratic programming with con-
straint generation to optimize and ensure the stability of learned
DSs. Unlike conventional energy-based methods, LSD-IQP
exhibits a unique capability: it allows the energy function to
encompass not only local maximums but also saddle points.
This distinctive flexibility enables LSD-IQP to acquire high
reproduction accuracy and increased flexibility, including con-
cave obstacle avoidance.

Comparisons between different Lyapunov-based meth-
ods, several variations and extensions of Lyapunov-based
methods exist in the context of IL, including Lyapunov NNs
and optimization methods, etc. It is essential to compare

and contrast these methods to understand their strengths and
limitations in different scenarios.
3.2. Contraction theory

CT is a mathematical framework that plays a crucial role
in ensuring the stability and robustness of learned policies
in IL. It focuses on characterizing the contraction proper-
ties of DSs that determine how quickly nearby trajectories
converge.

The differential relation from the DS Eq. (1) or (2) is
presented as:

�̇�𝑥 =
𝜕𝑓
𝜕𝑥
𝛿𝑥, 𝐽 =

𝜕𝑓
𝜕𝑥

(23)
The variable of virtual displacement 𝛿𝑥 denotes the gap be-
tween two neighboring trajectories which are separated by
an infinitesimal displacement. 𝐽 = 𝜕𝑓

𝜕𝑥 is the Jacobian ma-
trix. The squared distance of virtual displacement is 𝛿𝑥⊤𝛿𝑥and the rate of change of squared distance is defined as:

𝑑
𝑑𝑡

(

𝛿𝑥
⊤𝛿𝑥

)

= 2𝛿𝑥⊤
𝜕𝑓
𝜕𝑥
�̇�𝑥 = 2𝛿𝑥⊤𝐽𝑓 𝛿𝑥 (24)

According to contraction theory [92], if the symmetric
part of Jacobian 𝐽 is uniformly negative definite, the distance
between neighboring trajectories shrinks to zero. Therefore,
the formulation of the contraction condition is defined as:

1
2

(

𝜕𝑓
𝜕𝑥

+
(

𝜕𝑓
𝜕𝑥

)

⊤
)

⪯ −𝜆 (𝑥) 𝐼 (25)

where 𝜆 (𝑥) > 0. Then, the Eq. (24) can be further rewritten
as:

d
𝑑𝑡

(

𝛿𝑥
⊤𝛿𝑥

)

≤ −2𝜆 (𝑥) 𝛿𝑥⊤𝛿𝑥 (26)
By path integration of both sides, it can be achieved as:

‖

‖

‖

𝛿𝑥𝑡
‖

‖

‖

2

2
≤ ‖

‖

‖

𝛿𝑥0
‖

‖

‖

𝑒− ∫0
⊤𝜆(𝑥)𝑑𝑡 (27)

We can easily conclude that the distance between neighbor-
ing trajectories 𝛿𝑥 exponentially converges to zero. The con-
traction theory in IL can provide robustness and stability
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guarantees. Contraction-based methods ensure that the learned
policy remains stable even in the presence of uncertainties,
disturbances, or variations in the environment.

The CT-based IL method is stated in Section 2.2 of au-
tonomous DS. Here, we will introduce the work [74] in
terms of stability. This work explores the application of con-
traction theory to the learning of point-to-point motions through
GMR-based DSs. It introduces contracting GMR that lever-
ages the principles of contraction analysis to achieve both
stability and high-quality motion reproduction.

In [93], Sindhwani et al. presented a non-parametric frame-
work called Contracting Vector Fields (CVF) for learning in-
crementally stable DSs. Their approach combines contrac-
tion theory and kernel function to achieve stability in learned
DSs. The authors utilize kernel function to efficiently model
DSs by vector-valued reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces (RKHS),
effectively addressing both contraction analysis and stability
concerns. In [94], Khadir et al. introduced a contracting vec-
tor fields approach to teleoperator imitation, which method
relies on globally optimal contracting vector fields, provid-
ing continuous-time guarantees when initialized within a con-
traction tube around the demonstration. The contraction the-
ory serves not only the purpose of stability but also extends
to facilitating obstacle avoidance functions. Huber et al.
[95] used the contraction metrics and contraction analysis to
ensure convergence and stability in the presence of convex
and concave obstacles, even multiple obstacles. The con-
traction metric and the generalized Jacobian play a key role
in evaluating and ensuring the system’s stability. Ravichan-
dar et al. [96, 97, 98] proposed Continuous Dynamical Sys-
tems Prior (CDSP) algorithm for learning arbitrary point-
to-point motions using Gaussian mixture models. The al-
gorithm aims to ensure stability by developing and enforc-
ing partial contraction analysis-based constraints during the
learning process. The introduction of stable DSs under dif-
feomorphic transformations adds to the algorithm’s robust-
ness. In [99], Singh et al. introduced the concept of Control
Contraction Metrics (CCM) as a stability method, which en-
forces contraction conditions over continuous state spaces.
The approach leverages CCM to learn stable DSs, allowing
for bounded tracking performance in various scenarios.

When describing complex contraction metrics is chal-
lenging, another approach is directly learning contraction
metrics using NNs. In [100], Tsukamoto et al. proposed a
Neural Contraction Metrics (NCM)-based IL method, which
offers real-time, safe, and optimal trajectory planning for
systems dealing with disturbances. This method combines
IL and contraction theory to construct a robust feedback mo-
tion planner, particularly demonstrating its effectiveness in
decentralized multi-agent settings with external disturbances.
3.3. Diffeomorphism mapping

Diffeomorphism is a fundamental concept in mathemat-
ics, particularly in differential geometry and topology. It
represents a mathematical function that establishes a smooth
and bijective mapping between two differentiable manifolds
while preserving smoothness [101] [102].

Considering an original DS applying a diffeomorphism
to the state space, the transformed system will have the same
stability properties as the original system. The significance
of diffeomorphisms in stability analysis lies in their capacity
to change coordinates or state variables in a manner that sim-
plifies the analysis of system stability. By selecting an appro-
priate diffeomorphism, it is often possible to convert a com-
plex DS into a simpler, Hand-specified Stable DS (HSDS)
with well-understood stability properties. This transforma-
tion aids in simplifying the analysis of the system.

For a bijective map Ψ: ℝ𝑛 → ℝ𝑛, where Ψ denotes a dif-
feomorphism. According to the definition, we know that the
map Ψ and inverse map Ψ−1 are continuously differentiable.
Assuming Ψ is bounded, the diffeomorphism Ψ: 𝑥→ ℏ gen-
erate another global coordinate ℏ → ℝ𝑛 for the manifold 
by the map ℏ = Ψ(𝑥). Therefore, the DS in Eq. (1) or (2)
can be reformulated in other coordinate ℏ,

ℏ̇ =
{𝜕Ψ
𝜕𝑥
𝑓 (𝑥)

}

𝑥=Ψ−1(ℏ)

= 𝐽Ψ
(

Ψ−1(ℏ)
)

𝑓
(

Ψ−1(ℏ)
)

∶= 𝑓 (ℏ) (28)
where 𝐽Ψ (𝑥) = 𝜕Ψ

𝜕𝑥 denotes the Jacobian matrix.
Noted that Eq. (1) and (28) represent the same internal

DS evolving on the manifold , which means they share
stability properties. Assuming there exists a LF 𝑉 (𝑥) with
the equilibrium point 𝑥∗, which is globally asymptotically
stable, a LF 𝑉 (𝑥) is obtained through the diffeomorphism
Ψ:

̇̃𝑉 (ℏ) =
{

𝜕𝑉
𝜕𝑥

𝜕Ψ−1

𝜕ℏ
ℏ̇
}

𝑥=Ψ−1(ℏ)

=
{𝜕𝑉
𝜕𝑥

(

𝐽Ψ(𝑥)
)−1𝑓 (ℏ)

}

𝑥=Ψ−1(ℏ)

=
{𝜕𝑉
𝜕𝑥

(

𝐽Ψ(𝑥)
)−1𝐽Ψ(𝑥)𝑓 (𝑥)

}

𝑥=Ψ−1(ℏ)

=
{𝜕𝑉
𝜕𝑥
�̇�
}

𝑥=Ψ−1(ℏ)

= �̇�
(

Ψ−1(ℏ)
) (29)

According to Eq. (29), the system exhibits a globally asymp-
totically stable equilibrium ℏ∗ = Ψ(𝑥∗) after the transfor-
mation operation in Eq. (28). Meantime, according to the
bijective property: If there exists a LF 𝑉 under coordinate
space ℏ, the equilibrium point 𝑥∗ is globally asymptotically
stable [103].

In [69], Neumann et al. introduced 𝜏-SEDS algorithm
that uses diffeomorphic transformations to expand SEDS’s
abilities for complex motions. This approach enables SEDS
to work with various Lyapunov candidates, including non-
quadratic functions, allowing it to learn a wider range of
robot behaviors while maintaining stability through diffeo-
morphic transformations. In [104], Perrin et al. employed
diffeomorphic matching, offering a quick and simple pro-
cess for finding stable DSs that replicate observed motion
patterns. The stability method involves constructing Lya-
punov candidates highly compatible with the demonstrations
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to achieve global asymptotic stability. Rana et al. [103] pro-
posed the Stable Dynamical System learning using Euclideaniz-
ing Flows (SDS-EF) approach, which combines a DS with
a learnable diffeomorphism to ensure global asymptotic sta-
bility. This stability method leverages a Gaussian kernel and
Fourier feature approximation, requiring minimal parameter
tuning. In [105], Urain et al. introduced a deep generative
model that utilizes normalizing flows to represent and learn
stable Stochastic Differential Equations (SDEs). The key
contribution lies in the use of diffeomorphic transformations
to inherit stability properties, allowing for the representation
of intricate attractors like limit cycles. Fichera et al. [106] in-
troduced a graph-based spectral clustering method for stable
learning of multiple attractors in a DS using unsupervised
learning. They employed a velocity-augmented kernel to
capture the temporal evolution of data points in the system,
allowing for the generation of a desired graph structure and
the computation of the related Laplacian. Diffeomorphism
learning is achieved through Laplacian eigenmaps, resulting
in good accuracy and faster training times with an exponen-
tial decay in loss. Bevanda et al. [107] introduced the “Koop-
manizing Flow” method for learning stable and accurate dy-
namic systems. This approach utilizes diffeomorphism to
establish a connection between nonlinear systems and their
linearized counterparts, ensuring the preservation of Koop-
man features. By applying diffeomorphism, they construct a
stable Koopman operator model, which includes both linear
prediction and reconstruction, resulting in both stability and
accuracy.

Pérez-Dattari et al. [108, 109] introduced the conver-
gent dynamics from demonstrations (CONDOR) method to
learn stable DSs. Stability is ensured through the use of con-
trastive learning and regularization techniques. Specifically,
the authors employ a stability loss to enforce similar output
distributions for similar inputs and determine the Stability
Conditions using diffeomorphism. Zhi et al. [110] proposed
a Diffeomorphic Transforms (DTs) method for generalized
IL in robotics. DTs are utilized to transform autonomous
DSs while preserving asymptotic stability properties. This
framework allows for flexible adaptation of robot behavior in
response to environmental changes, such as adapting to ob-
stacles for collision avoidance and incorporating user-specified
biases into robot motions.

Diffeomorphism mappings can be applied not only in
Euclidean space but also in manifold space to achieve sta-
ble DSs in IL. Urain et al. [111] introduced a learnable
stable vector field on Lie groups from human demonstra-
tions for the robot system. It proposes a Motion Primitive
model that employs diffeomorphism functions to ensure sta-
bility in vector field generation. The model is evaluated in
various scenarios, including 2-sphere, SE(2), and SE(3) Lie
groups, demonstrating its superior stability and adaptabil-
ity in real-world robot tasks. Zhang et al. [112] presented
Riemannian Stable Dynamical Systems (RSDS) for learn-
ing stable vector fields on Riemannian manifolds using dif-
feomorphisms. RSDS ensures global asymptotic stability
and outperforms Euclidean flows. The paper introduces a

novel methodology for computing the pull-back operator by
leveraging neural Ordinary Differential Equations (ODEs)
and diffeomorphisms. It demonstrates the effectiveness of
RSDS in real-world robotic tasks with synchronized position
and orientation trajectories. In [113] and [114], Saveriano et
al. learned stable DSs governing stiffness and orientation tra-
jectories through Riemannian geometry and manifold-based
approaches. Their method involves the acquisition of a dif-
feomorphic transformation that enables the mapping of sim-
ple stable DSs to complex robotic skills, enhancing motion
stability and safety while preserving stability and adhering
to geometric constraints on Riemannian manifolds.

The comparison of three stability methods is shown in
Table 7.

4. Policy learning with dynamical system
While IL has demonstrated its capacity to generate mo-

tion [18] and generalize to specific tasks like obstacle avoid-
ance [66] and stability [95] through supervised learning [14]
or unsupervised learning [106], it faces challenges in gener-
alizing when dealing with limited dataset in new environ-
ments. To enhance its adaptability and generalization ca-
pabilities, high-level RL emerges as a promising solution,
capable of addressing single or multiple tasks in novel sce-
narios [115, 116]. In this section, we will introduce RL and
evolution strategies for DSIL. The list of the surveyed policy
learning methods for DS IL is shown in Table 9. The perfor-
mance of Policy Improvement with Path Integrals (PI2) for
the autonomous DS-ELM on the human handwriting mo-
tions dataset is illustrated in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 [117].
4.1. Dynamical system with PI2

As we stated in Sec 2.1, the NDSIL of DMP provides
a structured framework for encoding and reproducing com-
plex motions, making them suitable for a wide range of IL
tasks. They are defined by differential equations that repre-
sent desired trajectories and can be used to encapsulate hu-
man or expert demonstrations. Here, we take DMP as an
example to derive the formulas of PI2.

The DMP equation in (3)–(7) can be reformulated as:
𝜏�̈� = 𝛼𝑧

(

𝛽𝑧(𝑥∗ − 𝑥) − �̇�
)

+ 𝑓T
𝜉
(

𝜃 + 𝜀𝑡
) (30)

𝑓𝜉 =

𝐾
∑

𝑘=1
𝜑𝑘 (𝜉) 𝜉

𝐾
∑

𝑘=1
𝜑𝑘 (𝜉)

where the item 𝜀𝑡 is the exploration noise; The shape vector
𝜃 is the policy parameter. Generally, the shape parameters 𝜃
are obtained by supervised learning and then reproduce the
imitation trajectory. For new tasks, the policy parameters 𝜃
should be further tuned by policy improvement of RL.

The PI2 is a classical RL method frequently employed in
DS learning, particularly in the context of DMP [118] [119].
PI2 searches in the parameter space 𝜃 to optimize the cost
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Table 7
Comparison of three stability methods.

Category Advantages Disadvantages Application conditions

Lyapunov Sta-
bility

Rigorous mathematical frame-
work, handles nonlinear sys-
tems.

Construction of Lyapunov func-
tions can be challenging, lim-
ited information outside equi-
librium.

Systems with known or es-
timable dynamics.

Contraction
Theory

Provides insights into global
stability, handles uncertainties.

Finding contraction metrics,
computational complexity for
large-scale systems.

Requires background in differ-
ential geometry, limited to sys-
tems with specific geometric
properties.

Diffeomorphism Dynamical systems are known
or can be estimated.

Requires dynamical systems to
exhibit contraction properties.

Dynamical systems with known
geometric properties and sym-
metries.

Table 8
The list of the surveyed stability methods for DSIL.

Paper DS model Feature Stability type
Khansari et al. [18, 79], Shavit et al.
[10] GMM QLF

Lyapunov

Xu et al. [80] BLS
Figueroa et al. [71], Wang et al. [81] GMM Parametrized QLF
Khansari et al. [19], Paolillo et al. [83] Any regression

model WSAQF LFDuan et al. [68] ELM
Göttsch et al. [82] GMR
Neumann et al. [84] GMM

Neural LF
Lemme et al. [67] ELM
Coulombe et al. [85] NN
Jin et al. [70] [88] GPR
Kolter et al. [89] NN
Umlauft et al. [86], Pöhler et al. [87] GPR SOS LF
Abyaneh et al. [90] Polynomial

regression
Gesel et al. [91] Any regression RBFNN LP
Blocher et al. [74] GMR

Constrained optimization
Contraction theory

Sindhwani et al. [93] Kernel function
Khadir et al. [94] Polynomial

regression
Ravichandar et al. [96, 97, 98] GMM
Singh et al. [99], Khadir et al. [94] General DS model
Huber et al. [95] Any regression

model
Dynamic modulation

matrix
Neumann et al. [69] SEDS

Euclidean
Diffeomorphism

Rana et al. [103], Urain et al. [105],
Bevanda et al. [107], Zhi et al. [110],
Perrin et al. [104], Fichera et al. [106]

HSDS
Pérez-Dattari et al. [108] [109] DNN
Urain et al. [111], Zhang et al. [112],
Wang et al. [113], Saveriano et al.
[114]

HSDS Riemannian

Yingbai Hu et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 17 of 38



Fusion DS with ML in IL: A Review

Table 9
The list of the surveyed policy learning methods for DSIL

Paper Policy learning
methods

Learning
type DS model Tasks/Scenario

description
Theodorou et al. [118, 119, 120],
Stulp et al. [121, 122] PI2 RL DMP Trajectory

Buchli et al. [123, 124], Stulp et al.
[125, 126, 127], Li et al. [128] PI2 RL DMP VIC

Deng et al. [129], De Andres et al.
[130], Beik-Mohammadi et al. [131] PI2 RL DMP Trajectory of

grasping

Hazara et al. [132], Colomé et al. [133] PI2 RL DMP Physical contact
task

Yuan et al. [134], Zhang et al. [135],
Huang et al. [136] PI2 RL DMP Trajectory of

exoskeleton robot

Chi et al. [137], Su et al. [138] PI2 RL DMP Trajectory of
surgical robot

Rey et al. [139] PI2 RL GMM VIC
Hu et al. [117] PI-ELM RL ELM VIC
Hu et al. [78] xNES ES GMM VIC
Boas et al. [140], Stulp et al. [141] CMA-ES ES DMP Trajectory
Hu et al. [142] CMA-ES ES DMP VIC
Abdolmaleki et al. [143] TR-CMA-ES ES DMP Trajectory
Stulp et al. [144, 145, 146], Eteke et
al. [147] PI2-CMA-ES RL DMP Trajectory

Kim et al. [148] SAC Deep RL DMP Trajectory

Kim et al. [149] DDPG Deep RL NNMP Physical contact
task

Wang et al. [150] SAC Deep RL DMP Insertion task

Chang et al. [151], Sun et al. [152] SAC Deep RL DMP Physical contact
task

Davchev et al. [153] PPO/SAC Deep RL DMP Physical contact
task

Calinon et al. [154], Kormushev et al.
[155], Kober et al. [156] PoWER RL Any/DMP Trajectory

André et al. [157] PoWER/PI2-
CMA-ES RL DMP Biped locomotion

Cho et al. [158] PoWER RL DMP Order task
Peters et al. [159] eNAC RL polynomials Trajectory
Kober et al. [160] CrKR RL DMP Trajectory

Daniel et al. [161] HiREPS RL DMP Physical contact
task

function until convergence is achieved. Generally, the cost
function 𝐽 is designed in the following form:


(

𝐿𝑛,𝑖
)

= 𝜙𝑡𝑁 + ∫

𝑡𝑁

𝑡𝑛

(

𝛾𝑡𝑛 +
1
2
𝑢𝑡𝑛

⊤𝑅𝑢𝑡𝑛
)

(31)
𝑢𝑡𝑛 = 𝜃 +𝑀𝑡𝑛𝜀𝑡𝑛

where𝐿𝑛,𝑖 is the 𝑛-th point of the 𝑖-th sample trajectory; 𝜙𝑡𝑁represents the terminal cost, 𝛾𝑡𝑛 corresponds to the immedi-
ate cost, and 1

2𝑢𝑡𝑛
⊤𝑅𝑢𝑡𝑛 is the immediate control input cost.

It’s important to note that the specific definitions and values
of 𝑞𝑡𝑛 and 𝜙𝑡𝑁 are task-dependent and can be flexibly set by
the users.

𝜛𝑛,𝑖 =
exp

(

−𝜅
(

𝐿𝑛,𝑖
))

∫ exp
(

−𝜅
(

𝐿𝑛,𝑖
))

𝑑𝐿𝑖
(32)

Δ𝜃𝑡𝑛 = ∫ 𝜛𝑛,𝑖𝑀𝑡𝑛𝜀𝑡𝑛𝑑𝐿𝑛,𝑖 (33)

[Δ𝜃]𝑗 =

∑𝑁−1
𝑛=0 (𝑁 − 𝑛)𝜑𝑗,𝑡𝑛

[

Δ𝜃𝑡𝑛
]

𝑗
∑𝑁−1
𝑛=0 𝜑𝑗,𝑡𝑛 (𝑁 − 𝑛)

(34)

𝜃 ← 𝜃 + Δ𝜃 (35)
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where 𝜛 is the weight of PI2 and 𝑀𝑡𝑛 is

𝑀𝑡𝑛 =
𝑅−1𝑓𝜉,𝑡𝑛𝑓𝜉,𝑡𝑛

⊤

𝑓𝜉,𝑡𝑛
⊤𝑅−1𝑓𝜉,𝑡𝑛

The Eq. (32)–(35) represents the update rule of PI2. The
searching process stops when the cost function reaches a
small or sufficiently low value, indicating convergence.

In [120], Theodorou et al. proposed PI2 algorithm to
learn the DMP for multiple Degree of Freedoms (DoFs) via-
point task, which was not recorded in demonstrations. The
PI2 method is known for its efficiency in high-dimensional
control systems, as it eliminates the need for manual learn-
ing rate adjustments typically required in gradient descent-
based methods. The integration of the PI2-DMP framework
enhances the system’s ability to generalize and perform more
complex tasks not covered in the demonstrations. In [121]
and [122], Stulp et al. extend the PI2-DMP framework to
learn both shape 𝜃 and goal parameters 𝑥∗ of DMP and fur-
ther proposed an extension framework for sequences of mo-
tion primitives (PI2SEQ). In [121, 122], Stulp et al. extended
the PI2-DMP framework to learn both the shape parame-
ters 𝜃 and goal parameters 𝑥∗ of DMP. They further in-
troduced an extension framework for learning sequences of
motion primitives known as PI2SEQ. These extensions en-
hance learning capabilities and improve the robustness of
tasks such as everyday pick-and-place operations.

DSIL can also encode the stiffness of Variable Impedance
Control (VIC) within a control policy for trajectory or ori-
entation control. For instance, Michel et al. [162] built upon
the variable stiffness dynamical systems approach [163], fo-
cusing on orientation tasks. Their study enabled a robot
to follow a specified orientation motion plan governed by a
first-order DS. This plan involved a customizable rotational
stiffness profile, ensuring the closed-loop configuration fa-
cilitated agile and responsive robot behaviors. In [123, 125,
126, 127], Stulp et al. extended the PI2-DMP framework to
enable robots to learn VIC in complex, high-dimensional en-
vironments. This approach optimizes both reference trajec-
tories and gain schedules, making it model-free and highly
effective in learning compliant control while adhering to task
constraints. Fore more details regarding learning VIC read-
ers can refer to [164].

Generally, the PD controller with feed-forward can be
defined as:

𝑢 = −𝐾𝑝 (𝑞 − 𝑞𝑟
)

−𝐾𝑣 (�̇� − �̇�𝑟
)

+ 𝑢𝑓𝑤 (36)
𝐾𝑣 = 𝜌

√

𝐾𝑝

where 𝑢𝑓𝑤 denotes the feed-forward control; 𝜌 is a positive
constant parameter.

The stiffness of VIC can be represented as follows [124]:
𝐾𝑝
𝑡 = Φ𝑘,𝑡

⊤ (𝜃𝑘 + 𝜀𝑘,𝑡
) (37)

[

Φ𝑘,𝑡
]

𝑗 =
𝜑𝑗 (𝜉)

∑𝐾
𝑘=1 𝜑𝑘 (𝜉)

(38)

where 𝐾𝑝
𝑡 is the stiffness policy parameters of VICler, and

𝜀𝑘,𝑡 is the exploration noise. The equations (37) to (38) share
a similar structure with the shape parameters of DMP and
follow the same learning rule of shape parameters 𝜃.

The PI2-DMP framework can be applied in grasping sce-
narios for motion generation. In [128] and [129], Li et al.
introduced the PI2-DMP framework as a planner for ma-
nipulating and grasping tasks using a humanoid-like mo-
bile manipulator. In [130], Andres et al. proposed a hier-
archical planning method to teach a 4-finger-gripper how
to spin a ball. This approach utilizes high-level Q-learning
for discrete actions to represent the task’s abstract structure,
which is then used to initialize the parameters of rhythmic
DMP. The low-level PI2-DMP is employed for trajectory op-
timization by fine-tuning policy parameters. In [131], Beik-
Mohammadi et al. proposed the RL-DMP framework, incor-
porating methods such as PI2, Policy learning by Weighting
Exploration with the Returns (PoWER), and episodic Nat-
ural Actor Critic (eNAC), for Model Mediated Teleopera-
tion (MMT) of long-distance teleoperated grasping tasks.
This research emphasizes the potential of MMT and RL to
tackle the complexities of teleoperation, particularly under
significant time delays.

The PI2-DMP framework can be applied for contact tasks
in rigid or non-rigid environments, such as force control and
compliant control. In [132], Hazara et al. applied PI2-DMP
to enhance in-contact skills of wood planing and control.
The DMP is utilized to imitate both trajectories and nor-
mal contact forces, and the imitated force policy is updated
using PI2. In [133], Colomé et al. used applied PI2-DMP
for teaching robots to perform tasks involving deformable
objects in close proximity to humans, such as wrapping a
scarf around the neck. The approach incorporates feedback
mechanisms, including acceleration, external force estima-
tion, and visual cues, into a comprehensive cost function.
The PI2-DMP framework is also versatile and finds appli-
cations in medical robotics, such as planning and control in
walking exoskeletons [134, 135] [136] and surgical robots
[137, 138].

Autonomous DSs can also be learned using the PI2 frame-
work. In [139], Rey et al. proposed PI2-SEDS for ADSIL.
This approach combines PI2 with a GMM-based DS, allow-
ing robots to adapt their stiffness profiles for impedance con-
trol based on task requirements and environmental interac-
tions. By employing a combination of cost functions, the
authors demonstrate successful control for various tasks, in-
cluding stable and unstable interactions. The GMM-based
DS is presented in Eq. (10)–(14) and is reformulated as fol-
lows:

�̇�𝑡 = 𝑓
(

𝑥𝑡
)

+ Φ
(

𝑥𝑡
) (

𝜃 + 𝜀𝑡
) (39)

where
𝜃 =

[

𝜃1, 𝜃2,… , 𝜃𝐾
] ⊤

Φ𝑘
(

𝑥𝑡
)

= ℎ𝑘

[

𝑥1𝑡 𝑥2𝑡 0 0 1 0
0 0 𝑥1𝑡 𝑥2𝑡 0 1

]

𝜃𝑘 =
[

Λ𝑘,11,Λ𝑘,12,Λ𝑘,21,Λ𝑘,22, 𝑑𝑘,1, 𝑑𝑘,2
]
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Table 10
Comparison of different policy learning methods.

Method Differences Advantages Limitations Application conditions

VPG
Simplest form of policy
gradient methods, update
policy directly from policy
gradients.

Simple to implement and
computationally efficient.

Prone to high variance and
slow convergence, requires
careful tuning of learning
rates.

Suitable for simple en-
vironments with low-
dimensional action spaces.

NES/xNES
Utilizes natural gradient to
optimize the policy param-
eters.

Less sensitive to hyperpa-
rameters compared to other
methods, and handles noisy
gradients well. Exponential
NES (xNES) avoids com-
puting the inverse Fisher in-
formation matrix via a spe-
cial trick, making it more
principled than CMA-ES,
as all update rules stem
from a single principle.

May struggle with high-
dimensional action spaces
and complex environments,
and can be sensitive to hy-
perparameters.

Suitable for optimization
problems with large-scale,
continuous action spaces.

CMA-ES

Uses reward-weighted aver-
aging (rather than gradient
estimation) to update the
policy parameters. Main-
tains a covariance matrix
to adapt the search distri-
bution and updates it itera-
tively.

Efficient for optimizing
non-linear, non-convex
functions, handles noisy
gradients, and global opti-
mization.

Requires more computa-
tional resources due to its
iterative nature and may
struggle with stochastic
environments.

Suitable for optimization
problems with high-
dimensional, non-linear,
and non-convex objective
functions.

PI2

Utilizes path integral
formulation (a reward-
weighted averaging
method) to optimize
the policy parameters
directly.

Effective for optimizing
high-dimensional, non-
linear policies, and handles
stochastic environments.

Sensitive to choice of ker-
nel function and can be
computationally expensive
for large action spaces.

Suitable for problems with
continuous, multi-modal
action spaces and complex
environments with uncer-
tainty.

where the equation (39) represents a general stochastic dy-
namic system; 𝜀𝑡 is the exploration noise, and 𝜃 represents
the policy parameter. Therefore, as with the PI2-DMP learn-
ing framework, PI2 can also be applied to the equation (39).
In [117], Hu et al. replaced the GMM with an ELM and in-
troduced the modified PI2 algorithm called PI-ELM. This
approach retains the PI2 framework and incorporates the nat-
ural gradient of natural evolution strategies for learning the
policy parameters of ELM. The proposed PI-ELM method
surpasses PI2-SEDS in terms of faster searching speed, lower
cost value (accuracy), and reduced running time.
4.2. Dynamical system with evolutionary strategies

ES methods are known for their ability to explore a wide
space of policies to find effective solutions. They integrate
stochastic search techniques inspired by natural evolution,
allowing them to discover effective policies through the ex-
ploration of a population of policies.

We first introduce a classical member of the ES family
method-NES [165] for policy learning. Considering a gen-
eral DS in Eq. (39) and cost function  in Eq. (31). The pol-
icy parameter is represented as 𝜃 = ⟨𝜇𝜃 ,Σ𝜃⟩with𝐶⊤𝐶 = Σ𝜃
and 𝜎 = 𝑑

√

|det 𝐶|, enabling the expression of 𝑥 = 𝜇𝜃 + 𝐶𝜀(𝜀 ∼  (0, 𝐼)). To compute the policy gradient with respect
to the density function 𝑝 (𝑥|𝜃), the search distribution of the

expected cost function ̄ = − (for gradient ascent) in Eq.
(31) is defined as:

𝕁 (𝜃) = ∫ ̄ (𝑥) 𝑝 (𝑥|𝜃) 𝑑𝑥 (40)

𝑝 (𝑥|𝜃) = 1
(2𝜋)𝑚∕2 det (𝐶)

exp
(

−1
2
‖

‖

‖

𝐶−1 (𝑥 − 𝜇𝜃
)

‖

‖

‖

2
)

The policy gradient of 𝕁 (𝜃) is:

∇𝜃𝕁 (𝜃) = ∇𝜃 ∫ ̄ (𝑥) 𝑝 (𝑥|𝜃) 𝑑𝑥

= ∫ ̄ (𝑥) ∇𝜃𝑝 (𝑥|𝜃) 𝑑𝑥

= ∫ ̄ (𝑥) ∇𝜃𝑝 (𝑥|𝜃)
𝑝 (𝑥|𝜃)
𝑝 (𝑥|𝜃)

𝑑𝑥

= ∫ ̄ (𝑥) ∇𝜃 log 𝑝 (𝑥|𝜃) 𝑝 (𝑥|𝜃) 𝑑𝑥

= 𝔼
[

̄ (𝑥) ∇𝜃 log 𝑝 (𝑥|𝜃)
] (41)

The update rule is,
𝜃 ← 𝜃 + 𝜂𝑙∇𝕁 (𝜃) (VPG) (42)
𝜃 ← 𝜃 + 𝜂𝑙𝐹−1∇𝕁 (𝜃) (natural grident) (43)
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Algorithm 1: NES
Input: Σ𝜃 = 𝐶⊤𝐶, 𝜃 = ⟨𝜇𝜃 ,Σ𝜃⟩
while until convergence do

for i=1 ⋯  do
Sampling: 𝜀𝑖 ∼  (0, 𝐼);
𝑥𝑖 = 𝜇𝜃 + 𝐶⊤𝜀𝑖;
Calculate the cost function (𝑥𝑖);
Calculate the log-derivatives: ∇𝜃 log 𝑝

(

𝑥𝑖|𝜃
)

;
end
Calculate policy gradient:

∇𝜃𝕁 (𝜃) ≈
1



∑

𝑖=1
̄
(

𝑥𝑖
)

∇𝜃 log 𝑝
(

𝑥𝑖|𝜃
)

;

Update policy parameters:

𝜃 ← 𝜃 + 𝜂𝑙

∑

𝑖=1

 (𝑥𝑖)


∇𝜃 log 𝑝
(

𝑥𝑖|𝜃
)

(Vanilla Policy

Gradient (VPG));
or

𝜃 ← 𝜃 + 𝜂𝑙

∑

𝑖=1

 (𝑥𝑖)

𝐹 −1∇𝜃 log 𝑝

(

𝑥𝑖|𝜃
)

(natural

gradient);
end

Algorithm 2: xNES
Input: Σ𝜃 = 𝐶⊤𝐶, 𝜃 = ⟨𝜇𝜃 ,Σ𝜃⟩, 𝐶 ′ = 𝐶∕𝜎
while until convergence do

for i=1 ⋯  do
Sampling: 𝜀𝑖 ∼  (0, 𝐼);
𝑥𝑖 = 𝜇𝜃 + 𝜎𝐶 ′⊤𝜀𝑖;
Calculate the cost function (𝑥𝑖);

end
Sort

{(

𝜀𝑖, 𝑥𝑖
)}

w.r.t  and calculate utilities 𝜈;
Calculate gradient:

∇𝛿𝕁 =

∑

𝑖=1
𝜈𝑖𝜀𝑖;

∇𝑀𝕁 =

∑

𝑖=1
𝜈𝑖
(

𝜀𝑖𝜀𝑖⊤ − 𝐼
)

;

∇𝜎𝕁 = tr
(

∇𝑀
)/

𝑑;
∇𝐶′𝕁 = ∇𝑀𝕁 − ∇𝜎𝕁 ⋅ 𝐼 ;
Update parameters:
𝜇𝜃 ← 𝜇𝜃 + 𝜂𝛿 ⋅ 𝜎𝐶 ′ ⋅ ∇𝛿;
𝜎 ← 𝜎 ⋅ exp

(

𝜂𝛿
/

2 ⋅ ∇𝜎
)

;
𝐶 ′ ← 𝐶 ′ ⋅ exp

(

𝜂𝐶′
/

2 ⋅ ∇𝐶′
)

;
end

Algorithm 3: CMA-ES
Input: Σ𝜃 = 𝐶⊤𝐶, 𝜃 = ⟨𝜇𝜃 ,Σ𝜃⟩, 𝐶 ′ = 𝐶∕𝜎
while until convergence do

for i=1 ⋯  do
Sampling: 𝜀𝑖 ∼  (0, 𝐼);
𝑥𝑖 = 𝜇𝜃 + 𝜎𝐶 ′⊤𝜀𝑖;
Calculate the cost function (𝑥𝑖);

end
Sort

{

𝜀𝑖
}

w.r.t  and calculate utilities 𝜛;
for i=1 ⋯  do

𝜛𝑖 =
{

ln
(

max(∕2,𝑒) + 0.5
)

− ln (𝑖) , if 𝑖 ≤ 𝑒
0, if 𝑖 > 𝑒

end
Update mean:
Δ𝜇𝜃 =

∑
𝑖=1𝜛𝑖𝜀𝑖;

𝜇𝜃 ← 𝜇𝜃 + Δ𝜇𝜃;
Update covariance matrix:

𝑝𝜎 ← (1 − 𝑐𝜎)𝑝𝜎 +
√

𝑐𝜎
(

2 − 𝑐𝜎
)

𝜇𝑃Σ−1 Δ𝜇𝜃
𝜎

;

𝜎 ← 𝜎 × exp
(

𝑐𝜎
𝑑𝜎

(

‖
𝑝𝜎‖

𝐸‖𝑁(0,𝐼)‖
− 1

))

;

𝑝Σ ←
(

1 − 𝑐Σ
)

𝑝Σ + 𝜂𝜎
√

𝑐Σ
(

2 − 𝑐Σ
)

𝜇𝑃
Δ𝜇𝜃
𝜎

;

Σ𝜃 ←
(

1 − 𝑐1 − 𝑐𝜇
)

Σ + 𝑐1
(

𝑝Σ𝑝Σ⊤ + Δ𝜂𝜎Σ
)

+𝑐𝜇
∑

𝑖=1 𝑃𝑖𝜀𝑖𝜀𝑖
⊤;

end

Algorithm 4: PI2
Input: Σ𝜃 = 𝐶⊤𝐶, 𝜃 ∶= ⟨𝜇𝜃⟩
while until convergence do

for i=1 ⋯  do
for n=1 ⋯ N do

Sampling: 𝜀𝑛,𝑖 ∼  (0, 𝐼);
𝑥𝑛,𝑖 = 𝜇𝜃 + 𝐶⊤𝜀𝑛,𝑖;

end
for n=1 ⋯ N do

Calculate the cost function (𝑥𝑛,𝑖);
end

end
for n=1 ⋯ N do

for i=1 ⋯  do
Compute weight: 𝜛𝑛,𝑖 =

exp(−𝜅(𝑥𝑛,𝑖))
∑
𝑛=1 exp(−𝜅(𝑥𝑛,𝑖))

;

end
Δ𝜇𝜃𝑛 =𝑀𝑡𝑛

∑
𝑖=1𝜛𝑛,𝑖𝜀𝑛,𝑖;

end
Update parameters:
[

Δ𝜇𝜃
]

𝑗 =
∑𝑁
𝑛=0 (𝑁−𝑛)𝜑𝑗,𝑛

[

Δ𝜇𝜃𝑖
]

𝑗
∑𝑁
𝑛=0 (𝑁−𝑛)𝜑𝑗,𝑛

;

𝜇𝜃 ← 𝜇𝜃 + Δ𝜇𝜃;
(𝜃 ← 𝜃 + Δ𝜃)

end

Figure 6: Connection: policy improvement methods from evolution strategies to PI2. VPG ,ES, and PI2 all utilize parameter space
exploration, VPG is directly depend on policy gradient, NES and NES use natrual gradient, PI2 and Covariance Matrix Adaptation
Evolution Strategy (CMA-ES) update policy parameters through reward-weighted averaging. They have distinct characteristics
highlighted with different colors.

where 𝐹 is the fisher matrix; 𝐹−1∇𝕁 (𝜃) is the natural gradi-
ent. According to the Monte Carlo estimation, the function

in Eq. (41) can be approximated as,

∇𝜃𝕁 (𝜃) ≈
1



∑

𝑖=1
̄
(

𝑥𝑖
)

∇𝜃 log 𝑝
(

𝑥𝑖|𝜃
) (44)
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Substituting Eq. (44) into Eq. 42–(43):

𝜃 ← 𝜃 + 𝜂𝑙

∑

𝑖=1

̄
(

𝑥𝑖
)


∇𝜃 log 𝑝

(

𝑥𝑖|𝜃
) (45)

𝜃 ← 𝜃 + 𝜂𝑙

∑

𝑖=1

̄
(

𝑥𝑖
)


𝐹−1∇𝜃 log 𝑝

(

𝑥𝑖|𝜃
) (46)

The difference between VPG and natural policy gradient
method are shown in Eq. (42)–(43) and Eq. (45)–(46).

In [165], Wierstra et al. introduced the xNES method,
which is a modified version of NES. Compared to NES, the
key difference lies in the replacement of the Fisher matrix
and cost function in Eq. (46) with utility function:

∇𝜃�̃� =

∑

𝑖=1
𝜈𝑖∇𝜃 log 𝑝

(

𝑥𝑖|𝜃
) (47)

where 𝜈𝑖 is the utility function. The xNES can reduce the
burden of computation of the Fisher matrix because it re-
places the computation in another coordinate system with
a linear transformation. In [78], Hu et al. applied xNES
for GMM-based DS learning at the high level. The paper
presents experiments showcasing the effectiveness of their
approach in enabling robots to avoid obstacles, counter ex-
ternal disturbances, and adapt to different initial and goal
positions (Fig. 7).

The CMA-ES serves a role similar to PI2, NES and xNES
for learning DSs, as seen in CMA-ES-DMP [140] [141].
In [142], Hu et al. introduced CMA-ES-DMP for learning
adaptive VIC in robotics, particularly focusing on grasping
tasks under uncertain conditions. This approach combines
ES with DMP to optimize policy parameters, including not
only the mean but also the covariance parameters, which are
used to modify the exploration noise in the parameter space.

In [143], Abdolmaleki et al. proposed an enhanced Trust-
Region CMA-ES (TR-CMA-ES) algorithm, which optimizes
mean and covariance updates using an expectation-maximization
framework with information-geometric trust regions. Un-
like the standard CMA-ES, TR-CMA-ES utilizes trust re-
gions to adaptively adjust Lagrangian multipliers and step
sizes during optimization. The TR-CMA-ES method ex-
hibits stronger robustness in finding solutions and faster con-
vergence speed compared to standard CMA-ES.

In [144] [145], Stulp et al. established a connection be-
tween the PI2 and CMA-ES algorithms and proposed the
PI2-CMA algorithm to optimize policy parameters for DMP.
PI2-CMA combines the structural benefits of both PI2 and
CMA-ES, reducing the need for manual parameter tuning in
RL tasks. In [146], Stulp et al. summarized the commonal-
ities and differences between PI2, CMA-ES, and PI2-CMA,
along with various variants of PI2-CMA, and reported their
performance in different tasks. In [147], Eteke et al. en-
hanced the PI2-CMA method and proposed the PI2-ES-Cov
approach. This method combines a black-box strategy with
an adaptive exploration strategy for policy search in DMP.
In comparison to PI2-CMA, the 𝜎 parameter does not require

decay, eliminating the need for adjusting additional parame-
ters. Additionally, the exploration adapts to the robot’s per-
formance, facilitating faster convergence in learning.

The connection between policy gradient, NES, xNES,
CMA-ES and PI2 is depicted in Fig. 6, highlighting the sim-
ilarities and differences among these methods. NES, xNES,
and CMA-ES belong to a family of ES algorithms, which it-
eratively update a search distribution using an estimated gra-
dient on its distribution parameter. They have distinct char-
acteristics highlighted with different colors. Regarding natu-
ral gradient vs VPG: VPG is sensitive to parameter scale dif-
ferences leading slower convergence. In contrast, the natural
gradient converges faster and is more robust, but requires ad-
ditional computations for Fisher matrix.

ES vs RL: ES treats policy improvement as a Black-Box
Optimization (BBO) problem, neglecting the leverage of the
problem structure, while RL algorithms take a different ap-
proach. In summary, each method depicted in Table 10 has
unique strengths and limitations.
4.3. Dynamical system with deep RL

Deep RL methods are increasingly utilized for DSIL. Kim et
al. [148] developed a hierarchical deterministic actor-critic
(AC) algorithm tailored for DMP, which effectively enables
robots to learn and generalize skills from human demonstra-
tions. This algorithm excels in guiding robots through com-
plex tasks, demonstrated by its application in a robotic arm’s
pick-and-place operations.

In [149], Song et al. introduced the Deep Deterministic
Policy Gradient (DDPG) algorithm, a standard RL method
for the precise execution of peg-in-hole assembly tasks. This
approach leverages DDPG to train a Neural Network-based
Movement Primitive (NNMP), which generates continuous
trajectories for force controllers, improving efficiency and
stability over traditional methods.

Wang et al. [150] introduced an IL framework for com-
plex contact-rich insertion tasks in robotics. This framework
seamlessly integrates Soft Actor-Critic (SAC) and DMP to
efficiently generate high-quality trajectories and force con-
trol policies. Notably, this approach demonstrates sample ef-
ficiency, enhanced safety, and superior generalization com-
pared to conventional methods. It addresses the challenge of
reducing the need for repetitive human teaching efforts by
adapting learned trajectories to new tasks with similar topo-
logical characteristics, thereby alleviating the burden on hu-
man demonstrators. Chang et al. [151] introduced a frame-
work for IL to acquire both trajectory and force information
from demonstrations of peg-in-hole tasks. The framework
combines the use of SAC with admittance control and DMP
algorithms to learn a high-level control policy that adapts
impedance parameters. This approach demonstrates signifi-
cant robustness even in situations with minor offsets, thereby
expanding its applicability in safe and robust contact scenar-
ios.

Sun et al. [152] introduced an actor-critic method inte-
grated with DMP to learn controllers for nonprehensile ma-
nipulation in a hockey task. The method leverages an Op-
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Figure 7: NES learning for the task of reaching goal locations with obstacles [78].

timal Replay Buffer (ORB) with ranking sampling, leading
to a substantial acceleration in the convergence of the learn-
ing policy network for efficient RL. The integrated approach
demonstrates the model’s effectiveness, fast learning, and
generalization across different conditions.

In [153], Davchev et al. explored residual learning in
IL for orientation corrections in contact-rich insertion tasks.
The method integrates residual LfD (rLfD) with RL (Prox-
imal Policy Optimization (PPO), SAC) to learn the residual
correction policy and thus improve DMP’s generalization
abilities. The approach addresses challenges posed by exter-
nal factors in the environment, demonstrating increased ac-
curacy on out-of-distribution start configurations. The study
evaluates the speed of insertion and demonstrates success-
ful policy transfer across tasks with minimal training. The
residual learning technique proves effective in capturing cor-
rections for contact-rich manipulation.
4.4. Dynamical system with other RL methods

Beyond the PI2 and ES methods, there are additional
approaches to RL for DSs. The Expectation Maximization
(EM)-based RL method offers a probabilistic approach that
facilitates flexible exploration and exploitation in robot learn-
ing. Unlike policy gradient methods, EM-RL does not re-
quire a learning rate and incorporates importance sampling
to enhance the utilization of an agent’s prior experiences
when estimating new exploratory parameters. The update
rule is defined as:

𝜃𝑚 ← 𝜃𝑚−1+
∑
𝑖 𝑟

(

𝜃𝑖
) (

𝜃𝑖 − 𝜃𝑚−1
)

∑
𝑖 𝑟

(

𝜃𝑖
)

(48)

where ∑
𝑖 𝑟

(

𝜃𝑖
) is the cumulative reward; 𝜃𝑚 is the policy

parameter at the current iteration step 𝑚.
In [154, 155], Calinon et al. introduced a classical EM-

based RL approach called PoWER. This method is designed
to impart complex motor skills to robots, making them adept
for use in human-centric environments such as homes and
offices. PoWER is distinguished by its capacity to enable
robots to learn DS policies, facilitating task adaptation that
demands both compliance and variability, which are vital
for safe and efficient human-robot interactions. André et al.
[157] applied PoWER to enhance the walking capabilities of
bipedal robots on slopes. By incorporating Central Pattern
Generators (CPG) with DMP, the humanoid robot simula-
tion was able to modify its gait for different inclines, demon-

strating considerable versatility and practical application po-
tential. Cho et al. [158] expanded on PoWER by sequencing
the learning and transfer of motor skills in robots accord-
ing to the complexity of motion. They evaluated this com-
plexity using temporal and spatial entropy measures across
different motion trajectories. Their method streamlines the
RL process, allowing robots to efficiently master and adjust
motor skills from one task to another. In [159], Peters et
al. developed the eNAC algorithm, a RLs approach tailored
for humanoid robots’ complex motor skill acquisition. This
approach integrates motor primitives with stochastic policy
gradient learning, enabling the algorithm to handle the high-
dimensional continuous state and action spaces of human-
like limbs. In subsequent work [156], Peters et al. extended
their exploration to various RLs strategies for optimizing
motor primitive policy parameters. This enabled humanoid
robots to master intricate tasks, exemplified by training a
robotic arm to hit a baseball. Comparative analysis across
different RL methods, including VPGs, PoWER, and eNAC,
revealed that PoWER outperforms its counterparts in DSIL.

In [160], Kober et al. introduced the Cost-regularized
Kernel Regressions (CrKRs) method to learn the mapping
from situations to meta-parameters of DMP, such as goal
location, goal velocity, amplitude, duration, etc. This work
innovatively applied CrKRs in an on-policy meta-parameter
RLs algorithm, focusing on adapting and optimizing the meta-
parameters of DMPs in tasks such as table tennis and dart
throwing.

Daniel et al. [161] introduced a Hierarchical Relative En-
tropy Policy Search (HiREPS) framework to learn a hierar-
chical DMPs policy acquiring versatile motor skills in robot
tetherball tasks. They reformulated the task of learning a hi-
erarchical DMPs policy as a latent variable estimation prob-
lem and employed the HiREPS framework with episodic RLs
to facilitate the learning process. The experimental results
indicate that HiREPS exhibits faster convergence and the
ability to maintain multiple solutions, enabling the robot to
wind the ball around the pole from different sides.

5. Deep imitation learning
Deep learning stands out as a promising method with the

potential to significantly enhance IL capabilities, as demon-
strated by previous studies [166, 167]. The DSIL frame-
work is versatile, accommodating not only low-dimensional
trajectory input but also extending its application to high-
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dimensional image/trajectory input [168]. However, when
dealing with high-dimensional inputs such as images, the
challenge lies in designing an effective deep network struc-
ture and loss function that accurately represents the underly-
ing DS.

End-to-end learning from images represents a more intu-
itive method for IL, particularly applicable in environments
where human participation is impractical or unsafe, such as
extreme or hazardous conditions. Typically, the structure of
deep IL involves convolution layers for feature extraction and
Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP) to acquire the parameters of
the DS. Fig. 10 illustrates an example deep IL structure.

In [169], Affan et al. proposed Convolutional Neural Net-
work (CNN)-based deep-DMP to learn the mapping from
the clock signal and task parameters to the forcing term of
a DMP. The method employs a CNN to model the forcing
terms of a Trajectory Parameterized-DMP (TP-DMP) with-
out requiring specialized vision systems or markers. Tested
in a sweeping task with a KUKA robot, the proposed D-
DMP demonstrates adaptability to new objects and robust
performance against disturbances.

However, these methods do not explicitly address the
challenge of defining a proper metric for evaluating networks
that directly compute DMP. In [170, 171], Ude et al. intro-
duced deep IMEDNet and Convolutional IMEDNet (CIMEDNet)
designed to convert grayscale images into DMP. The dataset

comprises MNIST and synthetic MNIST 2 , generating image-
motion pairs for training. This method effectively recon-
structs handwriting movements from these image-motion pairs,
showcasing the network’s ability to generalize across diverse
digit variations and accurately reproduce dynamic trajecto-
ries. This suggests potential applications in human-robot in-
teraction systems. In [172], Ude et al. further developed a
spatial transformer IMEDNet (STIMEDNet) for image-to-
motion prediction. The spatial transformer module in STIMEDNet
aids in finding canonical poses for digits, significantly im-
proving trajectory prediction accuracy under affine transfor-
mations. Consequently, STIMEDNet outperforms its prede-
cessors, particularly excelling in predicting digit trajectories
compared to the existing IMEDNet and CIMEDNet. The au-
thors extended their approach to a humanoid robot, demon-
strating its capability to recognize and reproduce handwrit-
ten digits in arbitrary poses. In [173], Ude et al. proposed
a modified loss function that directly calculates the physical
distance between movement trajectories, departing from the
approach in [170, 171, 172] that computed the distance be-
tween DMP parameters. This new loss function can be ex-
tended to IMEDNet, CIMEDNet, STIMEDNet, Recurrent
Neural Networks (RNN), etc., demonstrating superior per-
formance compared to conventional loss functions in [170,
171, 172].

2dataset: https://github.com/abr-ijs/digit_generator
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Figure 10: An example deep IL structures with high dimension image input.

In [174], Anarossi et al. introduced a Deep Segmented
DMP Networks (DSDNet) for learning discontinuous mo-
tions through deep DMP. It presents evaluations across vari-
ous tasks, including object cutting and pick-and-place, com-

paring DSDNet with CIMEDNet. The results demonstrate
DSDNet’s superior performance in terms of generalization,
task achievement, and data efficiency. DSDNet overcomes
challenges faced by DSDNet, particularly in accurately pre-
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dicting DMP parameters for discontinuous motions. In [175],
Pahič et al. extend a previous methodology introduced in
[170, 171, 172] by incorporating Arc Length-DMP (AL-DMP).
Notably advantageous over standard DMP, AL-DMP exhibit
proficiency in managing paths with sharp corners and ac-
commodating trajectories with varying speeds, making them
particularly suitable for tasks such as handwriting. The pa-
per also introduces the Variable IMEDNet (VIMEDNet) ar-
chitecture, an extension of CIMEDNet, designed to process
images of variable sizes. The efficacy of VIMEDNet in re-
producing observed digits underscores its significance in han-
dling diverse input scenarios

In [176] [177], Mavsar et al. proposed a image-to-motion
recurrent NNs for the recognition of human intentions in dy-
namic human-robot collaboration. This work utilizes dataset
consisting of video-trajectory pairs derived from assembly
tasks within human-robot interaction contexts. The recur-
rent image-to-motion networks, trained on these datasets,
employ RGB-D images to predict motion trajectories in the
form of DMP parameters. Remarkably, the system not only
achieves high accuracy in trajectory predictions but also en-
ables real-time adjustments of robot trajectories based on
identified human intentions. This dynamic adaptation en-
hances overall efficiency in shared workspaces, emphasiz-
ing the potential of RNN in optimizing human-robot col-
laboration scenarios. In [22], Bahl et al. developed NDPs
for end-to-end sensorimotor IL. The framework incorpo-
rates the DMP structure as a differentiable layer into DNN-
based policies, enabling the robot to learn directly from im-
ages and generate globally stable motions due to the con-
vergence property inherent in DMP. The study highlights
NDPs’ superior performance in IL tasks, outperforming tra-
ditional NN policies such as CIMEDNet in dynamic scenar-
ios like digit writing. Additionally, NDPs shows enhanced
efficiency and performance in RL setups compared to base-
line methods such as PPO [178], demonstrating versatility
across tasks with varying levels of dynamism and maintain-
ing data efficiency. However, DNNs are inherently limited to
pick-and-place-style quasi-static tasks compared to the dy-
namic tasks achieved by DMP-based methods. Although
NDPs can improve this performance, they may face chal-
lenges in generalizing to unseen state configurations. In [179],
Bahl et al. introduced Hierarchical NDPs (H-NDP) for dy-
namic tasks. It involves both local and global policies, with
local NDPs prioritizing task success in specific regions, while
the global NDPs emphasizes learning from images in a gen-
eralizable manner. This hierarchical framework, leverag-
ing DSs, outperforms in dynamic tasks, demonstrating ef-
ficacy in capturing high-level variations and achieving bet-
ter sample efficiency compared to existing methods. Addi-
tionally, H-NDPs seamlessly integrate with imitation and RL
paradigms. In [180], Shaw et al. introduced VideoDex, in-
corporating NDPs as physical priors for robot imitation from
human video dataset. Utilizing 500-3000 video clips, the
study highlights the importance of action priors pretrained
on human internet videos for robust generalization of robot
behavior. Training involves pretraining with human action

priors and final policy training on teleoperated demonstra-
tions. VideoDex consistently outperforms baselines, empha-
sizing the effectiveness of action priors, and the study ex-
plores the impact of physical priors and architectural choices.

The aforementioned research primarily addresses deep
IL for non-autonomous DSs. Nevertheless, the same con-
cept can be extended to autonomous neural dynamic poli-
cies, enabling end-to-end IL with high-dimensional inputs.
In [181], Totsila et al. introduced Autonomous Neural Dy-
namic Policies (ANDPs) for achieving stable IL in robotics.
This method, building on the strengths of NDPs and the SEDS,
combines NNs and autonomous DSs. ANDPs is designed to
ensure asymptotically stable behaviors, making them well-
suited for various IL scenarios, including those involving
diverse sensor inputs like high-dimensional image observa-
tions. In [182], Auddy et al. presented a stable deep IL
framework by integrating two key NN components with high-
dimension trajectory input. The first NN captures the nomi-
nal dynamics model, while the second, a LF network, is built
using an ICNN. This dual-network structure establishes a
stable DS, facilitating effective adaptation to new tasks and
the retention of knowledge from previous experiences. The
incorporation of continual learning, Neural ODEs (NODEs),
and hypernetworks further strengthens the model, enhancing
its resilience and stability in dynamic learning environments.

6. Applications
DSIL offers a promising approach to imitate experts’ skills,

simplifying the programming of robots and making it widely
applicable across various scenarios. In studies such as [135],
[136], and [183], rehabilitative movements were gathered
from healthy individuals and trained using DSIL. These trained
movements were then utilized for motion or gait generation
in the rehabilitation training of exoskeleton robots. Further-
more, DSIL holds potential for applications in surgical robots,
enabling them to imitate the skills of surgeons. In [138], RL
combined with DSIL is utilized to learn puncturing skills
under remote center motion (RCM) constraints from surgeon
demonstrations. This approach allows for adaptability to dif-
ferent constraints without the need for re-teaching. Simi-
larly, in [184], DSIL is integrated into a shared control frame-
work, facilitating the transfer of skills from simulation to
a da Vinci Research Kit robot for robotic surgery, such as
the pick-peg task. In [185], an IL method was proposed to
imitate the versatile representations of motion to continuum
robots. DSIL was used to transfer motion patterns from an
octopus arm to a flexible surgical robot.

Beyond medical scenarios, DSIL finds application in agri-
cultural robots [186]. In this study, DSIL was used to encode
complex activities and transfer motion skills to robotics, achiev-
ing good performance in four agricultural activities, includ-
ing digging, seeding, irrigation, and harvesting. Similarly,
in [187], a modified DMP-based DSIL method was proposed
for ever-changing and mutable agricultural environments, en-
abling imitation of experts’ motion for similar agricultural
activities.
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Figure 11: An example of using DSIL in Peg-in-Hole [39].

Figure 12: An example of using DSIL in cooking [191].

For interaction or cooperative manipulation tasks where
the robot involves physical contact with the environment,
control of forces (torque) and positions becomes crucial. In
[188], Khoramshahi et al. proposed a DSIL-based impedance
control method to enable a robot to comply with human in-
tention. This work successfully addressed transportation tasks
where human and robot collaborated to carry and place a
heavy object across the aisles with shelves on each side. In
[39], Abu-Dakka et al. applied a DSIL method to imitate
orientation for peg-in-hole assembly tasks, considering po-
sition, orientation, and force in complex physical interaction
environments.

In underwater intervention tasks, DSIL plays a pivotal
role in control and motion generation. In [189], Carrera et
al. proposed a DSIL method to teach autonomous underwa-
ter vehicles intervention navigation towards goal positions
while navigating through underwater obstacles. Similarly, in
[190], Zhang et al. designed and controlled a robotic fish to
achieve pose regulation in a swimming tank while consider-
ing external disturbances. To simultaneously attain the goal
position and orientation, they proposed a learning frame-
work that combined DSIL and deep reinforcement learning
to train a policy from demonstrations.

DSIL can also be extended to daily life tasks, such as
cooking. In [191], Liu et al. modeled the skills of cooking
art stir-fry and proposed a DSIL method to learn deformable
object manipulation from a cook using a bimanual robot sys-
tem, shown in Fig. 12.

In addition to Euclidean space, DSIL in non-Euclidean
spaces such as Riemannian manifolds is also explored [114]
to solve some real-world applications, e.g., bottle stacking

Figure 13: An example of using DSIL in Bottle Stacking [114].

Figure 14: An illustration showcasing the application of DSIL
in assisted teleoperation for cutting skills [192].

shown in Fig. 13, that involves non-Euclidean data, e.g., ori-
entation and impedance. Their approach discusses the uti-
lization of mathematical techniques derived from differential
geometry to ensure that learned skills adhere to the geomet-
ric constraints imposed by these complex spaces. The bottle
stacking application highlights the versatility of DSIL-based
trajectory generators, allowing for convergence to different
goals even within complex non-Euclidean environments.

Another example of innovative use of DSIL in non-Euclidean
spaces, ensuring the safe execution of learning orientation
skills, represented in Lie group SO(3), within constrained
regions surrounding a reference trajectory, shown in [192].
The approach involves learning a stable DS on SO(3), ex-
tracting time-varying conic constraints from expert demon-
strations’ variability, and bounding the DS evolution with
conic Control Barrier Function (CBF) to fulfill these con-
straints. This approach holds promise for applications such
as tissue resection in robotic surgery, where the precise ori-
entation of surgical instruments is crucial for performing del-
icate procedures accurately and safely. Figure 14 is an illus-
trative example of such cutting skills.

7. Discussion
The fusion of machine learning and DSs in the context of

robot IL is a burgeoning topic that has captivated significant
attention within the research community, setting the stage for
further investigation. Despite notable achievements across
diverse domains, particularly in robotics, several challenges
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Table 11
A comparison of the main approaches for DSIL.

Approach Advantages Disadvantages

Ex
ist

in
g

Stability
methods

• Model-based solutions, leading to more efficient learning,
faster convergence, and reduced computational requirements.

• Robustness which ensures effectiveness in the presence of un-
certainties or variations in the environment.

• The stability contributes to overall system safety, minimizing
the likelihood of unsafe actions in real-world applications.

• Enhance generalization making them applicable across a di-
verse range of scenarios.

• Facilitate the convergence and ensure that the training process
is more reliable and converges to effective policies.

• Often require fewer training samples, leading to more efficient
and economical training processes.

• Align with fundamental principles of control theory, provid-
ing a solid theoretical foundation for the design and analysis of
DSIL. This integration can lead to more principled and well-
understood control strategies.

• Over-reliance on simplified models which could lead to limita-
tions in handling intricate environments.

• Complex systems with nonlinear dynamics may pose chal-
lenges for stability methods, as these methods might struggle
to accurately model and account for nonlinear behaviors.

• Despite their robustness, stability methods may face difficulties
in generalizing well to entirely unforeseen or extreme condi-
tions that were not adequately represented in the training data.

• Stability methods might encounter difficulties in effectively
handling high-dimensional state or action spaces, limiting their
applicability in certain complex robotic tasks.

• The success of stability methods relies heavily on having an
accurate understanding of the underlying system dynamics. In
cases where these dynamics are not well-known, the effective-
ness of stability methods may be compromised.

Exploration
learning

• Actively exploring the state-action space, making the learned
policies more resilient to uncertainties and variations in the en-
vironment.

• Promote better generalization, allowing the learned policies to
perform well across a wider range of scenarios, including those
not encountered during training.

• Mitigate the risk of getting stuck in local optima by encouraging
the exploration of different regions of the state-action space.

• Strike a balance between exploration (trying new actions) and
exploitation (leveraging known actions), optimizing the trade-
off to efficiently discover and exploit rewarding policies.

• Facilitate the adaptation of learned policies to changing envi-
ronments by continuously exploring and updating the model
based on new information.

• Active exploration methods may incur higher computational or
time costs.

• Improper balance between exploration and exploitation may
lead to suboptimal policies or inefficient learning.

• Excessive exploration can introduce noise in the learning pro-
cess, leading to a less stable policy.

• The effectiveness of exploration learning is closely tied to the
chosen exploration strategy.

• Sensitivity to hyperparameters.
• Limited exploration in limited time.
• They may face challenges in high-dimensional state or action

spaces, where the search for informative experiences becomes
more complex.

Deep IL

• Excel at automatically learning intricate representations of the
input data, enabling the model to capture complex relationships
in high-dimensional state and action spaces.

• They can automatically extract hierarchical features, allowing
them to capture both low-level details and high-level abstrac-
tions in the dynamical system, facilitating more effective policy
learning.

• Enable end-to-end learning, which simplifies the modeling pro-
cess and allows the model to learn directly from raw input data.

• Well-suited for capturing nonlinear relationships in dynamical
systems, making them effective in scenarios where the under-
lying dynamics are complex and nonlinear.

• Continuous improvement with more data.

• Often require large amounts of labeled training data to ef-
fectively learn complex representations, and obtaining such
datasets may be challenging or expensive.

• Training can be computationally intensive, requiring significant
computational resources, which may limit their applicability in
resource-constrained environments.

• Overfitting risk.
• Hyperparameter sensitivity.
• Adapting deep IL models to non-stationary environments,

where the underlying dynamics change over time, can be chal-
lenging, potentially leading to degradation in performance.

En
vi

sio
ne

d

• Accuracy, stability, and adaptability: DSIL is expected to demonstrate high accuracy and stability in imitation, along with the ability to adapt to
new tasks without requiring re-teaching from experts.

• Data-efficiency in learning: The system should exhibit efficiency in learning by effectively adapting to a wide range of scenarios with minimal
demonstrations.

• Safety exploration: Particularly in physical systems like robots, safety during exploration is crucial. DSIL should prioritize safety through RL or
evolution strategies in real-world environments.

• High-dimensional inputs: The capability to imitate from high-dimensional inputs, such as images or videos, is essential for addressing the com-
plexity of real-world tasks in DSIL.

persist, especially in complex environments. In this section,
we discuss the limitations of DSIL and outline potential fu-
ture research directions.
7.1. Guidelines

The preceding sections have provided an overview of
two categories of DSIL and the varied approaches within this
domain. Recognizing that each DSIL system or approach is
designed to address specific conditions in applications, this
section will delve into: (i) Advantages and Disadvantages:

A comprehensive discussion on the merits and drawbacks of
different DSIL systems and mentioned approaches provides
a nuanced understanding of their strengths and limitations.
(ii) Potential Challenges: Identification and exploration of
potential challenges in the context of DSIL, shedding light
on areas that require further attention and innovative solu-
tions.
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7.1.1. NDSIL vs DSIL
In the context of IL, a spectrum of machine learning

models can represent either DS or non-autonomous DS. The
distinction between NDSIL and ADSIL reveals a mutually
exclusive relationship. Non-autonomous models, such as
DMP [14, 15] and HSMMs [62], offer flexibility in mim-
icking time-varying behavior, proving beneficial for adap-
tation to changing conditions and providing a realistic rep-
resentation of system dynamics. These models are particu-
larly suited for systems influenced by external inputs or time-
dependent factors.

Nevertheless, non-autonomous models come with draw-
backs, including (i) increased complexity in learning algo-
rithms, (ii) challenges in interpreting and analyzing mod-
els, (iii) dependency on high-quality training pairs, and (iv)
heightened computational demands compared to autonomous
systems.

Autonomous systems, such as SEDS [18], characterized
by stable behavior, excel in learning and generalization. They
can cease at any time step without altering the agent’s agent
state, and their lack of external influences simplifies the pre-
diction and understanding of the model’s behavior over time.
Although autonomous systems may lack flexibility in captur-
ing time-varying dynamics, they stand out in stability, pre-
dictability, and simplicity, making them suitable for time-
independent applications.

The choice between NDSIL and ADSIL hinges on the
specific requirements and characteristics of the application
under consideration.
7.1.2. Choose the appropriate stability methods

Choosing the most suitable stability method depends on
the specific characteristics and requirements of the DS un-
der consideration. Each method has its unique strengths and
limitations, making them more or less suitable for different
application scenarios.

Lyapunov stability method is versatile and applicable to
a broad spectrum of DSs, serving as a fundamental stability
analysis tool. It provides a robust theoretical foundation, fa-
cilitating the development of rigorous stability proofs. More-
over, it is well-suited for global stability analysis, offering in-
sights into the system’s behavior across the entire state space.
Nevertheless, Lyapunov stability conditions can be overly
conservative, imposing strict constraints that may lead to re-
jecting potentially stable systems, and compromising accu-
racy. Additionally, identifying suitable Lyapunov candidate
functions can be challenging, especially for complex or non-
linear systems, thereby limiting its applicability.

CT stability method offers an effective alternative for
nonlinear and time-varying systems, quantifying contraction
properties and providing a metric for trajectory convergence.
Moreover, it excels in robust stability analysis, demonstrat-
ing resilience to disturbances and uncertainties. Neverthe-
less, the computational complexity of implementing con-
traction metrics, particularly for high-dimensional systems,
can impact real-time applications. Although it is effective
for nonlinear systems, CT may not be the preferred choice

for linear systems, where simpler techniques like Lyapunov
stability are more straightforward.

The diffeomorphism stability method preserves topolog-
ical properties, ensuring stability without sacrificing critical
structural features. Moreover, it applies to chaotic systems
[193], providing a method to stabilize and control chaotic be-
havior. Diffeomorphisms are inherently smooth transforma-
tions, ensuring smooth transitions in the state space. How-
ever, implementing diffeomorphism-based stability methods
can be complex, especially for high-dimensional systems.
Although diffeomorphism-based stability methods are pow-
erful, their theoretical foundation may not be as established
and general as Lyapunov stability.

Stability methods (Lyapunov, CT, and diffeomorphism)
rely on accurate models of DSIL, posing challenges in deriv-
ing precise stability conditions, especially for complex mod-
els such as deep NNs.
7.1.3. Safety of policy improvement

The incorporation of exploration techniques enhances the
efficiency of DSIL in exploring complex and uncharted tasks.
This is particularly valuable, in scenarios, when the initial
dataset lacks coverage of all possible situations. Combining
DSIL with exploration strategies, such as those from RL,
deep RL, or ES, enhances the robot’s ability to generalize
learned policies. This adaptability is crucial for navigating
diverse and dynamic environments. By incorporating ex-
ploration techniques, DSIL gains flexibility beyond the lim-
itations of demonstrations, proving beneficial in real-world
scenarios when encountering novel situations absent from
the training data.

However, ensuring the safety of robotic systems is im-
portant to prevent damage. Operating within appropriate
workspaces and adhering to joint physical limitations be-
comes challenging, especially in policy exploration scenar-
ios using RL within DSIL. Safety requirements impose con-
straints on the robot’s exploration space, potentially imped-
ing the discovery of optimal policies and leading to subop-
timal outcomes.

Therefore, the policy parameters getting stuck in locally
optimal solutions while considering safety constraints in safe
exploration presents a significant challenge. The candidate
solutions are listed as follows:

• Diverse exploration: Implement strategies that encour-
age RL agents to explore various actions and states to
avoid getting trapped in local optima.

• Soft constraint relaxation: Temporarily relax safety
constraints during training to allow for more explo-
ration without compromising safety.

• Reward shaping: Adjust reward functions to discour-
age unsafe actions, guiding RL agents towards safer
policies.

• Prioritized experience replay: Emphasize experiences
with safety violations in the replay buffer, helping RL
agents learn from past mistakes.
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Among exploration methods, PI2 operates as a closed-
loop method, lacking explicit gradient information for guid-
ing policy improvement. Alternately, ES methods function
as open-loop ones, capable of combining with policy gradi-
ents but utilizing gradient information solely as sorting in-
dices for the next generation. Addressing limitations inher-
ent in each approach involves a promising solution: com-
bining policy gradients with PI2, as demonstrated by stud-
ies like [117] and [194]. This hybrid approach leverages the
strengths of both methods, using gradient information within
the closed-loop framework of PI2 for more informed policy
improvement. This integration facilitates a more robust and
effective exploration strategy while maintaining a focus on
safety considerations.
7.1.4. Build deep DSIL model

Harnessing the capabilities of DNNs offers a promis-
ing avenue for enabling robots to learn directly from high-
dimensional data, e.g., images and videos. This approach fa-
cilitates the direct acquisition of stability skills directly from
perceptual inputs. The DS model is constructed using DNNs,
providing increased flexibility and trainability compared to
traditional machine learning models, which is particularly
valuable for when tackling complex tasks.

The primary challenge in the context of deep DSIL lies in
ensuring stability. While related works, such as IMEDNet,
NDPs and STIMEDNet, leverage DMP and inherit global
stability, establishing stability conditions for general deep
DSIL model becomes intricate due to the absence of an ex-
plicit expression. Similarly, incorporating additional con-
straints or employing policy exploration methods within the
deep DSIL model poses challenges.

Furthermore, related works, including IMEDNet, NDPs
and STIMEDNet have been trained with MNIST and syn-
thetic MNIST image-motion pairs dataset. The challenge
lies in collecting a diverse motion-image pairs dataset for
various tasks.

The advantages and disadvantages of the surveyed ap-
proaches are summarized in Table 11.
7.2. Challenges and future directions
7.2.1. Dataset

In IL, the dataset plays a crucial role by providing the
expert policy. It consists of pairs of observations and corre-
sponding actions, helping the algorithm in learning to mimic
expert behavior.
Imperfect or limited data: Typically, IL relies on high-
quality demonstration data. However, real-world demon-
strations often lack structure, containing noise and outliers.
Therefore, it necessitates the development of algorithms for
automatically identifying and handling unstructured data, en-
suring that the learning algorithm prioritizes meaningful in-
formation. Future research avenues include exploring ad-
vanced filtering methods [195] and outlier detection algo-
rithms [196] to enhance the model’s resilience to noisy demon-
strations, thereby promoting more accurate learning.

Acquiring a substantial number of expert demonstrations
is often impractical or expensive. Future research endeavors

should explore strategies for efficient learning from limited
demonstrations. Techniques like data augmentation [195,
197], transfer learning [198], and one-/few-shot learning [199,
200] can be investigated to optimize the utility of scarce data
resources. For instance, the Data Aggregation Approach
(DAgger) [201, 202] continually engages with the environ-
ment to generate new data and seeks guidance from the ex-
pert policy on the newly generated data. The algorithm iter-
atively enhances the dataset by integrating both cloned and
expert-guided samples. Similar strategies can be employed
to enhance the efficiency of sample utilization in DSIL.
High dimension data: Section 5 partially addresses aspects
of handling high-dimensional data in DSIL through models
like IMEDNet, NDPs, STIMEDNet, and VIMEDNet. How-
ever, the reliance on motion-image pairs data presents a chal-
lenge for effectively utilizing pure image or video data in
DSIL.

The primary challenge lies in developing robust feature
extraction methods for high-dimensional data. The objective
is to derive temporal logic trajectories through IL from im-
ages, a task that differs from conventional image processing
tasks in deep learning. Secondly, as DSIL is a set of differ-
ential equations, the main challenge is to represent the DSIL
model as a deep DS. This representation should handle the
intricacies of high-dimensional input-output mappings, ad-
dressing stability, robustness, safety constraints, and more.
Additionally, real-time performance becomes a challenge due
to the potential increase in computational demands with high-
dimensional input.

Future directions may concentrate on constructing a deep
DSIL model adept at extracting robust features from images
to facilitate motion imitation. Additionally, emphasis can be
placed on integrating considerations of stability, robustness,
and safety constraints into the model for comprehensive per-
formance. These advancements aim to enhance the adapt-
ability and efficiency of DSIL models when dealing with
high-dimensional data.
Geometry-constrained data: Traditional DSIL encounters
challenges in directly encoding skills with geometry con-
straints, particularly concerning orientation data [162]. In-
tegrating unit quaternions, for instance, may not maintain
quaternion norm unity, requiring additional constraints dur-
ing integration. While DSIL has partially addressed geom-
etry constraints with specific data types, such as orientation
profiles [203], stiffness/damping [163], and manipulability
profiles (manifold of SPD data) [45], extending similar ap-
proaches to other Riemannian manifolds like the Grassman-
nian or Hyperbolic manifolds remains non-trivial and has not
been fully addressed [15].

Future work can extend the DSIL method to other Rie-
mannian manifolds and represent the geometry constraints
with specific data types. This extension aims to enhance the
applicability and versatility of DSIL in handling a broader
range of geometry-constrained data, providing more com-
prehensive solutions for encoding skills in various robotic
applications.
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7.2.2. Skills generalization
Accuracy and stability: Achieving robustness to task vari-
ability while maintaining accuracy presents a pivotal chal-
lenge in skills generalization. The conflict between accuracy
and stability arises in modeling non-monotonic dynamics,
particularly scenarios where the system temporarily moves
away from the attractor [106]. Despite existing efforts to
partially resolve the conflict between stability and accuracy
with less conservative stability conditions, such as CLF-DM
[19], and NS-QLF [88, 93] (as discussed in Section 3), there
remains a gap in simultaneously improving robustness and
accuracy. The current state of research highlights the need
for advancements to harmoniously blend stability, accuracy,
and robustness in DSIL models.

The concentration on single-attractor DS, unless stabil-
ity constraints are integrated, demands prior knowledge of
the attractor’s location. This assumption significantly limits
the applicability of stability methods to learning uni-modal
dynamics. The incorporation of multiple dynamics into a
single control law based on DS adds complexity to effec-
tively model a broader range of dynamical behaviors [106].

Future research avenues should be directed towards en-
hancing DSIL model performance to achieve a harmonious
balance between stability, accuracy, and robustness. Ad-
vancements in this direction will contribute to the broader
adoption of DSIL models in real-world applications with di-
verse and dynamic task environments.
Unseen configurations: A significant challenge in DSIL
arises from the limitations of covering all situations within
the demonstrations. IL models often encounter difficulties
when confronted with scenarios featuring configurations not
present in the training demonstrations. To overcome this
challenge, research should focus on enabling models to ex-
trapolate knowledge from existing demonstrations, allowing
them to handle novel and unseen situations. This entails ex-
ploring techniques that capture underlying dynamics capable
of generalizing well across diverse environments, and recog-
nizing the inadequacy of imitating a static set of demonstra-
tions for dynamic and evolving environments.

Addressing the domain adaptation problem of unseen con-
figurations, transfer learning is a candidate solution [204].
This method facilitates the transfer of acquired skills across
diverse domains. Domain adaptation is particularly evident
in scenarios involving IL with policy exploration using RL,
such as simulation-to-real, simulation-to-simulation, and real-
to-real transitions [205]. To effectively tackle this challenge,
future investigations should concentrate on exploring domain
adaptation methods [206]. These endeavors aim to enhance
the transferability of acquired skills, ensuring their applica-
bility and effectiveness across varied and dynamic environ-
ments.

Another solution involves exploring continual learning
methods [207] tailored for handling unseen configurations.
This approach allows the model to adapt incrementally to
new situations over time, accumulating knowledge from on-
going interactions. Potential research directions include ad-
vancements in transfer learning, where efforts could be di-

rected toward developing transferable knowledge represen-
tations that empower the model to adapt efficiently to new
and unseen situations.
Advanced learning methods: Although Bahl et al. pro-
posed the structure of a deep DSIL–NDPs in [22], a persis-
tent challenge in the continuous evolution of deep IL is the
limited capacity of existing models to adequately represent
the diversity of movements. Consequently, the construction
of a larger DSIL model remains an ongoing challenge. The
progress in Large Language Model (LLM) offers a promis-
ing solution for DSIL [208]. LLMs possess the capability to
directly learn from diverse data modalities, including lan-
guage, images, and trajectories, leading to improved skill
generalization. This opens up new possibilities for enhanc-
ing the versatility and adaptability of robot IL systems. By
harnessing the expressive power of LLMs, robots can bet-
ter comprehend the contextual nuances of instructions, in-
terpret visual cues from images, and assimilate the temporal
dynamics of trajectories. This holistic learning approach en-
ables the robot to generalize acquired skills across a broader
spectrum of tasks and scenarios.

In addition to LLMs, drawing inspiration from the work
of Neural ODE by Chen et al. [209], which utilizes ODEs to
model the dynamics of the network’s hidden states in DNNs.
Instead of using discrete layers to model transformations,
Neural ODEs use continuous transformations defined by dif-
ferential equations. Since DSIL is a set of ODEs, future
research could explore integrating Neural ODEs into DSIL
[210].
Advanced control methods: Presently, most fusion of DSIL
with control theory are offline methods, e.g., stability method
LF. Despite the existence of online APF-based obstacle avoid-
ance methods, as discussed in Section 2.1, such as point-
static [47] and volume-dynamic [50], the challenge lies in
effectively applying control methods online to enhance gen-
eralization, especially concerning stability and safety. As
reported by Nawaz et al. [210], a nominal DSIL was trained
offline, selecting a target point at each time step using Neu-
ral ODEs. Subsequently, Control Lyapunov Function (CLF)
and CBF are employed to ensure stability and safety for on-
line motion correction. However, a limitation arises from the
potential risk of converging to a local minimum due to con-
flicting safety and task-completion constraints. Future re-
search directions may explore advanced online control meth-
ods to correct motion in real-time, aiming to achieve globally
optimal policies for skills generalization.

Passivity-based control approach can also be used to im-
prove the stability of first-order DSIL. In their works [163]
and [211], Lee et al. introduced a passivity-based control
approach aimed at creating a Variable Stiffness Dynami-
cal System (VSDS) through the regulation of desired mo-
tion within the original dynamical system. This VSDS is
distinguished by its safety, compliant interaction behavior,
and ability to converge to a reference motion. Additionally,
as the DSIL represents a classical dynamical system, alter-
native control methods such as sliding mode control [212]
and adaptive control methods [213] may offer viable solu-
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tions. Future research directions may explore different con-
trol methods to improve the stability of DSIL.

8. Conclusion
In this paper, we conduct a comprehensive survey on

DSIL, a theory fusion approach that combines machine learn-
ing with DSs. Our primary objective is to categorize and
review the extensive literature on DSIL, employing a sys-
tematic review approach and automated searches for rele-
vant papers. We first discuss two types of DSIL: NDSIL.
We then propose a taxonomy that includes three main sta-
bility methods: Lyapunov stability, contraction theory, and
diffeomorphism mapping. Our survey includes a thorough
examination and comparison of policy exploration models
in DSIL, encompassing traditional RL, evolution strategies
methods, deep RL, and establishing a connection from PI2 to
ES on DSIL. Furthermore, we delve into the realm of deep
IL models within DSIL. Finally, we highlight several open
problems and challenges within DSIL, identifying avenues
for future research.
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