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Abstract— Robotic tasks often require multiple manipula-
tors to enhance task efficiency and speed, but this increases
complexity in terms of collaboration, collision avoidance, and
the expanded state-action space. To address these challenges,
we propose a multi-level approach combining Reinforcement
Learning (RL) and Dynamic Movement Primitives (DMP)
to generate adaptive, real-time trajectories for new tasks in
dynamic environments using a demonstration library. This
method ensures collision-free trajectory generation and ef-
ficient collaborative motion planning. We validate the ap-
proach through experiments in the PyBullet simulation en-
vironment with UR5e robotic manipulators. Project Website:
https://sites.google.com/virginia.edu/oncoldmp/home

I. INTRODUCTION

Compared to the single-arm robot system, multiple robots
offer superior operation and control capabilities, particularly
in coordinated tasks and human–machine collaboration [1].
As industries increasingly adopt multi-robot systems, there
is a critical need for advanced, safety-aware motion planning
methods that can facilitate real-time cooperative manipula-
tion, ensuring precise and efficient control of multiple robots
in dynamic environments.

Currently, there are many motion planning methods avail-
able for robot arm control. Based on the primary focus, these
motion planning methods could be categorized into two key
aspects: high-level task sequencing and low-level execution
control.

At the high level, learning-based methods such as Imita-
tion Learning (IL) ([2], [3]), Reinforcement Learning (RL)
([4], [5]), and Graph Learning ([6], [7]) are frequently
employed to sequence sub-tasks for each robotic arm based
on the given task. While effective, these approaches often
require extensive, costly datasets, limiting their scalability.
Additionally, rule-based learning [8] and temporal logic
[9] are commonly used to decompose tasks into primitive
motions, with high-level controllers producing a sequence
of actions and inverse-kinematics solvers generating motion
plans. However, these approaches primarily focus on task
sequencing, with limited attention to motion planning and
task execution integration.

At the low level, optimization techniques such as Model
Predictive Control (MPC) ([10], [11]) and Trajectory Opti-
mization [12] are used to compute optimal joint trajectories
by leveraging dynamic models that prioritize safety and
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Fig. 1. Combining RL with enhanced DMP, the proposed method generates
online trajectories in real-time to enhance collaboration.

collision avoidance. Despite their precision, these meth-
ods are computationally intensive, making real-time imple-
mentation challenging. Alternatively, dynamic system-based
methods like Dynamic Movement Primitives (DMP) have
proven effective in generating stable, collision-free trajec-
tories with minimal demonstration requirements [13], [14].
However, their imitation-driven nature limits their ability
to enable higher-level collaboration among multiple robotic
arms. Ginesi et al. [15], [16] proposed static and dynamic
volume potential field methods that enable multiple robots
to collaborate while avoiding self-collisions. However, these
methods often treat each arm as an obstacle, which hinders
the generation of collaborative trajectories, particularly in
novel scenarios.

In this work, we introduce a method that leverages one-
time human demonstrations to generate online executable
trajectories for multi-arm robotic systems using Dynamic
Movement Primitives (DMPs) to enable collaborative task
completion. The proposed approach adopts a hierarchical
structure. Given the task specifications, the higher level
utilizes a library of human-demonstrated trajectories to in-
dependently generate a trajectory for each arm using Q-
learning. These reference trajectories are then passed to
the lower level, which manages online execution with a
focus on collaboration and collision avoidance. To bolster
generalizability, an optimization step is introduced which
computes the parameters of both the DMP and the artificial
potential field. Additionally, considering the end-effector
pose, a new potential field calculation step is integrated.
Finally, a heuristic approach is developed to enable real-time
cooperation. We refer to this enhanced DMP as (Optimized
Normalized Collaborative) ONCol-DMP.

The main contributions of the proposed method are pre-
sented in two aspects:

• Integration of Kinematic Skill Learning and Dy-
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namic Trajectory Planning: Developing a unified
framework that links kinematic skill learning with
dynamic trajectory planning for effective real-world
robotic execution.

• Collaborative Execution Using ONCol-DMP and
Heuristic Control: Proposing a novel framework
named Optimized Normalized Collaborative Dynamic
Movement Primitives (ONCol-DMP) for efficient obsta-
cle avoidance with a heuristic phase control technique
to regulate execution speed, minimizing collisions and
trajectory deviations, enabling seamless multi-robot col-
laboration.

The proposed method is validated in a simulated en-
vironment across multiple tasks. Our results demonstrate
that the method successfully generates real-time, collision-
free trajectories for multiple robotic arms, allowing them to
cooperatively complete the tasks.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows: in Sec. II
introduces the necessary mathematical background followed
by problem formulation. Section III details our proposed
method. The effectiveness and validation of our proposed
contributions is presented in IV. Section V entails the con-
clusion of our work and discusses the future work.

II. BACKGROUND
A. Dual-quaternion based Featurization

In this paper, we further extend the skill-learning method
and adopt the featurization technique proposed in [17]. For
our purposes, the demonstrations are defined in SE(3) space
to capture the pose of the end-effectors. We describe the
poses using a dual quaternion encoding both the rotational
and translational information. Given a 6 − DoF pose x ∈
SE(3), the equivalent dual quaternion is defined as

q = qr +
1

2
η(qt ⊗ qr) (1)

where η ̸= 0, but η2 = 0 and ⊗ represents the quaternion
multiplication. In eq. (1), qt is the quaternion representing
the pure translation of the rigid body, represented as

qt = (0, t̂) (2)

where t̂ = xî + yĵ + zk̂ representing the translation
in SE(3). Similarly, in eq. 1, qr represents the rotational
orientation of the rigid body which is defined as:

qr = cos(
ϕ

2
) + v̂sin(

ϕ

2
) (3)

where v̂ = vxî+ vy ĵ + vzk̂, is the unit vector in SE(3)
along the axis of rotation and ϕ is the angle of rotation.
Given, a trajectory of the poses as dual quaternions, T =
xee
0 ,xee

1 , · · · ,xee
Np

, the featured trajectory is computed as
T̃ = {δ0, δ1, · · · , δNp−1}, where

δi = qi ⊗ qNp
(4)

Additionally, to compare the similarity of any two poses
we use the semantic similarity is defined as,

S(δi, δk) = min (||δir − δkr||, ||δir + δkr||) (5)

B. Dynamic Movement Primitives

Dynamic Motion Primitive (DMP) is a versatile frame-
work for trajectory learning in robotics, based on an Ordinary
Differential Equation (ODE) that models motion using a
spring-mass-damper system with an added forcing term. We
utilize discrete DMP, which is a linear, second order dynamic
model with a nonlinear forcing term. We define DMP for a
single DoF trajectory x of a discrete movement is defined as
follows:

τ ż = αz(βz(g − x)− z) + f(s), (6)

τ ẋ = z, (7)

τ ṡ = −αss (8)

where s is the phase variable and z is an auxiliary variable.
The damping parameters αz and βz define the behavior of the
second-order system. τ is a temporal parameter that defines
the period of the trajectory. αs is the parameter controlling
the convergence speed of the phase variable s.

The Eqs. 6 and 7 are called the transformation system,
while the Eq. 8 is referred to as the canonical system. f(s)
is defined as a linear combination of C nonlinear Radial
Basis Functions (RBFs), which enables the robot to follow
any smooth trajectory:

f(s) =

∑C
i=1 wiΨi(s)∑N
i=1 Ψi(s)s

, (9)

Ψi(s) = exp
(
−hi(s− ci)

2
)
, (10)

where the weights wi could be updated by Locally Weighted
Regression (LWR) [18].

C. Problem Formulation

We define the task specifications as the sequence end-
effector poses X ee := {xee

0 ,xee
1 , · · · ,xee

K}, referred to as
critical configurations. Here K are the number of key config-
urations in the task trajectory. Given a task specifications as
a sequence of end-effector poses for the N robots in scene,
T := {X ee1,X ee2, · · · ,X eeN}, devise the joint-trajectory
for each robot, {Θ1,Θ2, · · · ,ΘN} to follow the critical
configurations of each robot end-effector.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

Figure 2 shows the overview of our proposed method. The
hierarchical structure is introduced to separate the problem
from preliminary trajectory generation from cooperation and
collision avoidance.

At the higher level, we first train a Deep Q-Network
(DQN) agent, which, given the task specification for a
robot, learns to generate a trajectory from the skill library.
These DQN agents are then duplicated and provided to each
manipulator. The trained DQN agent generates trajectories
independently, i.e., without the awareness of the other ma-
nipulators present in the environment. These trajectories act
as the end-effector reference trajectories for the DMPs at
the lower level. At the lower level, each robot’s individual
DMP is responsible for executing the trajectory and ensuring



Higher Level Lower Level

Demonstration Skill 
Library

DQN 1 DQN 2

Initial Pose 1
Initial Pose 2

Goal Pose 1

Goal Pose 2

Task 
Constraints

Compute End-Effector Reference Trajectories for Each 
Robotic Arm Independently

Collision

ONCol-DMP

𝑡 = 0 𝑡 = nΔ𝑡 𝑡 = 𝑇

End Effector Reference 
Trajectories
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Control Sequence of 
Operation

Avoid Obstacles

Fig. 2. Overview of the proposed approach. The higher level, utilizing Q-Learning, generates independent motion plans. The proposed Collab-DMP
ensures collision avoidance and can also control the sequence of the operation.

collision avoidance. Additionally, the enhanced DMPs have
a collaborative term that allows the DMPs to reduce the
execution speed of the DMP, leading to exponentially-stable
collision-free trajectories.

A. Higher Level Trajectory Generation

The problem of skill learning is posed as a Markov
Decision Process (MDP). We define the state as a segment
of task trajectory at hand, st = {xee

t , ...,xee
K}. The action

is defined as a 2-tuple of the segment at hand and a
corresponding demonstration trajectory allowing us to define
the action space as At = {(st, T̃ d

i ) | ∀ i ∈ {1, ..., Nd}},
where δdi is the ith featurized demonstration and Nd are
total number of demonstrated skills. To identify the closest
matching demonstration task, we compute the reward based
on the semantic similarity (Eq. 5) of the two segments as:

rt =

K∑
j=t

Nid∑
l=1

S(δeej , δdl ) (11)

Here, Nid are the number of critical-configurations in the
ith demonstration.

We train a single DQN-agent and duplicate it for each
robot individually. The task specification for the rth robot,
i.e. X eer is passed as the input to it’s respective DQN-
agent referred to as DQN-i. The resultant output is matching
demonstration trajectory. It must be noticed that the resul-
tant trajectory can be either a single demonstration or a
sequential-combination of multiple demonstrations.

The Higher-Level outputs the trajectory for the N -robots
in the scene as T̂ := {X̂

ee1
, X̂

ee2
, · · · , X̂

eeN
}. This implies

that for the rth robot the resultant trajectory is defined as,
X̂

eer
:= {xee

0 ,xee
1 , · · · ,xee

Nr} where Nr are the number of
points in the resulting trajectory.

B. ONCol-DMP: Lower Level Trajectory Execution

1) Optimized-Normalized DMP: The volume dynamic
potential field [15], [16] is applied for online obstacle avoid-

ance, which added an additional perturbation term ϕ(x,v) 1

to the potential field:

τ ż = αz(βz(g − x)− z) + f(s) + ϕ(x,v). (12)

The dynamic potential function for the perturbation term
ϕ(x,v), whose magnitude decreases with the distance ∥x−
o∥ and angle θ while increases with the system velocity ∥v∥,
is defined as follows:

UD(x,v) =

{
λ (− cos θ)

β ∥v∥
Cη(x) if θ ∈

[
π
2 , π

]
,

0 if θ ∈
[
0, π

2

]
,

(13)

In Eq. 13, C(x) is an ellipsoid isopotential function which
indicates the distance between the obstacle and system:

C(x) =

(
x1 − o1

ℓ1

)2

+

(
x2 − o2

ℓ2

)2

+

(
x3 − o3

ℓ3

)2

(14)

where x1, x2, x3 and o1, o2, o3 are the respective components
of the system’s position x and the obstacle’s center position
o in the Cartesian coordinate system; l1, l2, l3 denote the
radii of the three principal axes of the ellipsoidal obstacle. θ
is the angle between the current velocity v and the system’s
position x relative to the position o of the obstacle:

θ = arccos

(
< x− o,v >

∥x− o∥∥v∥

)
(15)

λ, β, η are positive constant gains required to be opti-
mized. To ensure these parameters are adaptable to varying
scales of reference trajectories, the reference trajectory is
first transformed into a normalized space in the first quad-
rant through scaling, translation, and rotation. The potential
field is then applied in this normalized space for obstacle
avoidance, after which the deviated trajectory is mapped back
to the original space. The normalization mapping operation,

1As a notational convenience, we drop the subscripts and superscripts on
x for ease of presentation in this section.



denoted as N , and the rescaling mapping back operation,
denoted as R, are defined as follows:

x = N (x) =
1

αx
R(x− b), (16)

x = R(x) = αxR
−1x+ b, (17)

where x and x represent the original and normalized
trajectory respectively, αx is the scaling parameter, b is the
bias vector, R is the rotation matrix.

The force term ϕ(x,v) is the negative gradient of the
dynamic potential function UD(x,v):

ϕ(x,v) = −∇x(UD(x,v))

= −∇x

(
λ(− cos θ)β

∥v∥
Cη(x)

)
= λ∥v∥(− cos θ)β−1

(
−β∇x(cos θ) +

η cos θ

C(x)
∇x(C(x))

)
(18)

The constrained objective function fc is designed to de-
termine the parameters of potential field, which minimizes
the energy consumption and the deviation between adaptive
DMP trajectory xa and reference trajectory xr while avoid-
ing obstacles:

fc(p) =

Nt∑
J=1

∥xa(p, tJ)− xr(tJ)∥2δt

+
λpm

2

Nt−1∑
J=1

|∥ẋa(p, tJ+1)∥2 − ∥ẋa(p, tJ)∥2|δt,

s.t. fcc(p, tJ) = 1−C(xa(p, tJ)) < 0,∀ J ∈ {1, 2, ..., Nt}
(19)

where t is the time, Tend
2 is the period of the trajectory,

p is the vector consists of the potential field parameters,
i.e., p = [λ, β, η]. The first term in the Eq. 19 quantifies
the deviation between the obstacle avoidance and reference
trajectories, while the second term in the Eq. 19 measures
energy consumption due to kinetic energy changes. Since
both trajectories have identical initial point and goal, changes
in gravitational potential energy are consistent, thus only
kinetic energy is considered. Once end-effector trajectory is
determined by the DMP, we use inverse-kinematic solvers to
compute the respective joint positions in real-time.

2) Collaborative Execution: While the obstacle avoidance
is accomplished using the potential field, it is done so by
implementing it for each DMP independently. Since the
DMP is only for the end effector, it fails to prevent collision
between links of the two arms. To prevent such collisions and
to improve the cooperation among the arms, we introduce a
further improvisation to the DMP. Since, in some cases, one
of the robot arm might obstruct the way or deviation from
the trajectory might not feasible owing to the joint limits,
we can choose to slow down the execution of one of the
arm’s DMP. To control the speed of execution of the DMP,

2We drop the subscript and use T for rest of the manuscript.

we redefine the first order model of the phase transition from
as:

τ ṡ = −αs(x,x
′)s (20)

where x and x′ are two independent DMP variables. We
compute αs as:

αs(x,x
′) = α̂(1− e−d) (21)

In the above equation α̂ is a constant parameter and can be
same as defined in Sec.II-B. The variable d is introduced
as a measure of vicinity of the DMP trajectories at a given
point and is defined as:

d =

{
||x− x′||2, if ||x− x′||2 ≤ rs

0, otherwise
(22)

rs is a user defined parameter computed based on the
dimensions of the end-effector to prevent collision similar
to an inflation radius. Since the relaxation of the execution
is imparted using the parameter αs the exponential stability
of the trajectory is remains intact.

IV. EXPERIMENTS AND VALIDATION

To validate the effectiveness of the proposed method we
designed multiple experiments. We use two UR5e robotic
manipulators with Robotiq 2f-85 for end-effector on each
arm. We refer to them as arm-1 and arm-2 for the re-
mainder of the section. The experimental setup is based in
the PyBullet simulation environment. We study the ability
of the proposed method to i) devise online collision-free
trajectories, ii) prevent collision amongst the arms and iii)
complete distinct tasks collaboratively. For the purpose of
simplicity we assume complete observability, i.e. the position
and the velocity of each element in the scene is known and
can be measured in real time.

For training the DQN agents we collected 10 different
demonstration trajectories. The agents were trained using a
RTX 3090 GPU with a AMD Ryzen Threadripper processor.
Additionally, the DMP is executed at a frequency of 100 Hz
i.e. each time step is 0.01 s. The parameters of the DMP are
consistent for all tasks as follows: α̂ = 25/3, αz = 25, βz =
25/4.

Arm 2: 
Stop

Arm 1: 
Moving

Collision

Both Arms 
SafeInitial Pose

Initial Pose

Fig. 3. Setup in PyBullet environment for crossing arms. Top row shows
the trajectory for the case with the proposed ONColDMP, whereas bottom
row shows traditional DMP without collaborative term.



With proposed ONCol-DMP

t = T/3t = T/3 t = 2T/3 t = T

Without proposed ONCol-DMP

t = T/3 t = 2T/3 t = T

Fig. 4. Comparison of the DMP trajectories for end-effector with the
improvised ONCol DMP (top row) v/s without collaborative phase control
term (bottom row).

A. Cross-Trajectory Collaborative Task

We study the improvement of the trajectory execution as
proposed in Sec.III-B.2. To better highlight the strength of
the method we purposely devise trajectories with starting and
ending goal positions which require the two arms to cross
each other. As shown in Fig. 4, introducing the collaborative
reduces the execution speed of the second arm while the first
arm continues. This leads to a much smaller deviation in the
trajectory as compared to a case where the other arm is only
considered as an obstacle. For the purpose of this experiment
α̂ = 25/3 and rs = 0.25. All the other parameters were
the same for the two trajectories. The maximum deviation
for arm-1 and arm-2 were 0.01m for the first arm and
0.13m for the second arm respectively in case of ONCol-
DMP. Without any change in the phase control variable,
the maximum deviation of the first arm was measured at
0.12m and for the second arm it was measured at 0.14m
respectively. Since, only the second robot was equipped with
the enhanced αs, the reduced deviation for arm-1 coincides
with the hypothesis.

B. Long Sequence Collaborative Tasks

Lastly, the proposed method was used to complete three
long sequence tasks, namely block stacking, water transfer
and cleaning a table3. The task constraints are provided as a
sequence of critical-configurations as discussed in Sec. III-
A. The proposed method lead to successful collision free
completion of task for all three cases. Figure 5 shows the
trajectory for the block stacking task involving two UR5e
arms. Since the stack has to be made at a single place, when
arm-1 places a block, it can act as an obstacle for arm-2.
However, as evident from the plots, the motion along the
y-axis, starts slowing down for arm-2 after the 1.6s mark,
whereas the arm-1 continues the motion at the desired speed.
Once arm-1 places the block, it moves out of the way and

3For videos and more details of different tasks please visit the project
website

Fig. 5. Trajectory evolution of the two end-effectors with time. (Top
row) The (x, y, z) position of the end-effector after three equal intervals.
(Bottom three rows) Plot of (x, y, z) position v/s time(s) for the two
end-effectors.

Fig. 6. PyBullet setup showing collaborative stacking of blocks with two
arms.

arm-2 can continue placing block. The delay causes the arm-
2 DMP to be executed for longer duration.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

In this work we proposed a novel hierarchical method
which leveraged human demonstrations based RL technique
to generate a motion plan at higher level and employed an
improvised DMP to foster collaborative effort for multi-arm
systems.

Through various experiments we identified that the pro-
posed method can: i) generate trajectories for multiple arms
given their respective task constraints, ii) avoid obstacles
dynamically without parameter re-tuning, and iii) accomplish
collaborative tasks by heuristic collaborative phase control.
The proposed technique can be deployed to generate new
trajectories online and in real time. Users can enhance the
ability of the robots to generate contextual trajectories by
either adding more demonstrations or modifying the existing
ones. For example, in a robotic assembly task the demon-
strated skills can specifically focus on screwing/unscrewing,
bolting, stacking etc., giving the users a more flexible setup.



The proposed method works as an off-the-shelf plug and play
tool since it only requires training a single RL agent and then
deploying to multiple arms without re-training facilitating
collaboration. The independence of the trained RL agent
also allows user to impart distinct behaviors/roles to different
arms. Although the proposed method was validated using two
manipulators, it can also be extended to a larger number of
agents.

While the proposed method successfully avoids collisions
between the end-effector and the links using a combination
of potential fields and phase control, the current heuristic
approach cannot guarantee collision avoidance among the
links and may lead to deadlocks if not deployed correctly.
In the future, we aim to develop a multi-agent system to
enhance collaboration and reduce the possibility of collisions
among the robot links.
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