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Abstract— Human-to-humanoid imitation learning aims to
learn a humanoid whole-body controller from human motion.
Motion retargeting is a crucial step in enabling robots to
acquire reference trajectories when exploring locomotion skills.
However, current methods focus on motion retargeting frame by
frame, which lacks scalability. Could we directly convert large-
scale human motion into robot-executable motion through a
more efficient approach? To address this issue, we propose
Implicit Kinodynamic Motion Retargeting (IKMR), a novel
efficient and scalable retargeting framework that considers
both kinematics and dynamics. In kinematics, IKMR pretrains
motion topology feature representation and a dual encoder-
decoder architecture to learn a motion domain mapping. In
dynamics, IKMR integrates imitation learning with the motion
retargeting network to refine motion into physically feasible
trajectories. After fine-tuning using the tracking results, IKMR
can achieve large-scale physically feasible motion retargeting
in real time, and a whole-body controller could be directly
trained and deployed for tracking its retargeted trajectories.
We conduct our experiments both in the simulator and the
real robot on a full-size humanoid robot. Extensive experiments
and evaluation results verify the effectiveness of our proposed
framework.

I. INTRODUCTION

Achieving diverse motor skills on humanoid robots is a
long-term goal for whole-body imitation learning [1]-[7].
However, due to the limitations of humanoid robot hardware
assets, it is unrealistic to collect massive and diverse robot
motion data from real humanoid robots [8], [9]. In contrast,
human motion data is relatively easier to obtain than robotic
motion data [10], [11]. Human motion can be acquired
through motion capture systems [12]-[14], where actors wear
a series of magnetic or optical sensors to sample their key
body positions. In addition to optical motion capture, human
motion can be extracted from a vast number of videos on
the internet [15]-[18]. Moreover, motion with audio [19],
text [20]-[22], object and scene [23], [24], fill the gap
in multi-modal dataset. Recent years, by combining with
generative models, synthetic motion data can be generated
from collected human motion data through various diffu-
sion models [25]-[28] and auto-regressive models [29]-
[32]. Currently, substantial human data has great potential
to compensate for the scarcity of humanoid data, making
humanoid whole-body imitation learning based on diverse
human data extremely promising, as depicted in Figure 1.
Nevertheless, it lacks an efficient and scalable approach for
translating these large amount of data into robotic form.

Given motion data from a skeleton, the objective of motion
retargeting is to drive the source motion into the target
skeleton [33], ensuring that the character’s movements after
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Fig. 1: Human-to-humanoid imitation learning. Given a reference human
motion, a whole-body controller generates dynamically feasible actions for
a humanoid robot, enabling it to achieve kinematically similar and diverse
movements.

retargeting remain consistent with the source motion in terms
of geometric and semantic features [34]. It is difficult for
robots to learn directly from human data because the design
of humanoid robots differs from that of real humans in terms
of the number of joints and armatures, the length of bones
and linkages. Therefore, current solutions usually abstract
motion into sets of key points and model their relative
relationships in space [35]-[38], then conduct a numeric
optimization for each motion [39]. Some works apply post-
processing to improve motion quality [40] and then utilize
it for motion tracking. Kinematics-based approaches lack
dynamic constraints [33], [41], often resulting in physically
infeasible motions. While dynamics-based methods often
involve manually designing physical constraints [42], they
must balance numerical optimization precision against high
computational costs. In addition to explicit motion retar-
geting, another method is implicit retargeting by a neural
network. They extract latent space features [43] from motion
sequences and try to learn a domain mapping [44]-[46] for
computational efficiency. However, these approaches focus
on virtual avatars and do not consider the dynamic con-
straints, which makes it physically infeasible. Furthermore,
teleoperation from humans to robots requires precise and
real-time motion conversion to achieve tracking from human
posture to robotic posture. In this paper, we combine the
advantages of these two types of approaches, and propose
a novel framework Implicit Kinodynamic Motion Retar-
geting (IKMR), a scalable and real-time retargeting method
for imitation learning, which translates human motion into
robot-executable motion and allows whole-body controller to
directly mimic a period of human motion.
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To learn a unified topology representation between the
human and humanoid robot, we apply a dual encoder-decoder
architecture for retargeting human motions onto a humanoid
robot. In kinematics-aware pretraining, we construct paired
human and humanoid robot motion sequence, sample the
trajectory along the temporal dimension and leverage a
skeleton-based graph convolutional encoder for critical latent
motion feature extraction. Then, we reconstruct the motion
using a symmetric decoder. During training, we align the la-
tent space between human and humanoid robot. During retar-
geting, we reserve the reconstruct encoder while exchanging
the decoder. In dynamics-aware fine-tuning, we introduce a
imitation tracker for learning a physically feasible trajectory
in simulator, and then fine-tune the motion decoder. Given
a human motion, we could train and deploy a whole-body
controller to track its retargeting result directly. Extensive
experiment results verify the capability of our proposed
framework. To summarize, we introduce a novel retargeting
approach Implicit kinodynamic Motion Retargeting (IKMR),
the key contributions of our work are as follows:

o To address computation efficiency, we introduce an
implicit retargeting method into the human-to-humanoid
motion retargeting task. The neural network can process
large-scale motion rapidly.

o For robustly processing diverse motion, we propose a
kinematics-aware pretraining strategy, which aims to
learn a human-to-humanoid motion mapping through a
unified motion representation in terms of skeleton topol-
ogy. That facilitates IKMR able to deal with diverse
motion against noise.

o To improve motion quality, we propose a dynamics-
aware fine-tuning strategy in IKMR, which integrates
imitation learning to utilize simulation data for post-
training, enabling it to decode physically feasible mo-
tion.

o Our proposed approach is capable of translating large-
scale human motion into robot-executable motion in
real-time. We conduct extensive experiments on a full-
size humanoid robot Unitree G1, and the results in
simulation and real robot verify the capability of our
proposed framework.

II. RELATED WORKS
A. Motion Retargeting

Early motion retargeting methods primarily focused on
optimization with kinematic objectives and constraints [33],
[41], treating it as a fitting problem of joint positions or
link orientation between source and target skeletons. Then,
the inverse kinematics method [47] reserves the end-effector
positions and computes the joint angles to achieve higher
precision. To preserve essential physical properties of the
motion, some research proposes spacetime constraints dy-
namics [42] to maintain realism of the original motion. An
intermediate skeleton [36] was explored to convert move-
ments between hierarchically and geometrically different
characters. For human-to-humanoid motion retargeting, cur-
rent methods mainly employ a hierarchical process [39], [48],

Metrics PHC Mink GMR IKMR
[39] [48] [49] (Ours)
Type numeric | numeric | numeric network
Constraint FK IK IK FK+dynamic
Speed 21fps 49fps 64 fps 5000 fps
Real-time X v v v
Scalable X X X v

TABLE I: Comparison with current retargeting methods used in the task of
whole-body control. We test the speed using Intel Core i7-14700HX, RTX
4090. Scalability indicates whether the method supports vectorization for
parallel computing.

[49], first matching body scales, and then optimizing joint
poses. These approaches often operate frame-by-frame, and
require optimizing parameters for each trajectory.

B. Neural Motion Processing

With the development of deep learning, the neural network
performs a low-cost and high-efficiency approach to learn
the motion mapping. The primary learning-based retargeting
work [50] employs a convolutional neural network to reduce
the temporal dimension of the motion sequence, while it
ignores the topology structure of the character skeleton. To
address this problem, researchers begin to model the charac-
ter skeleton as a graph [51], where nodes and edges express
joints and bones, respectively. Then, the convolutional kernel
could be applied on the joint and its neighbors [52]. Inspired
by the CycleGAN [53], researchers begin to introduce this
architecture in the motion retargeting task, and develop it
to an unsupervised paradigm [44], [45]. Given the target
skeleton, pose2motion [46] learn a pose prior that transfers
source motion without target motion in the training dataset.
Recently, a dynamic graph transformation module [54] is
proposed to handle unseen skeletal structures for humanoid
motion retargeting.

C. Humanoid Imitation Learning

DeepMimic [55] pioneers imitation learning for humanoid
characters by deep reinforcement learning. It directly applies
the tracking error as a reward to encourage the agent to fit the
trajectory. Then ASAP [56] proposed a delta action model to
reduce the sim to real gap between simulator and real robot.
KungfuBot [40] introduce an adaptive sigma for each reward
function for high precision tracking. Also, some researches
model the motion transition as a distribution, AMP [57]
applies an adversarial network to provide a style reward
for imitating the state transition. Early imitation learning
methods usually train a policy to track one reference motion,
ASE [58] develops a high-level controller for scheduling
fundamental skills. To adapt for tele-operation, more ad-
vanced imitation methods have recently been proposed, such
as OmniH20 [2], Exbody [3], HumanPlus [59], TWIST [1]
and GMR [49]. However, current humanoid whole-body
control strategies mainly apply explicit motion retargeting. In
this paper, we introduce implicit retargeting into humanoid
imitation learning.
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Fig. 2: Overall pipeline for our proposed framework. We model motion retargeting as a sequence-to-sequence mapping from source to target skeleton.
In pre-training, we take a dual reconstruction and align the latent space. During retargeting, we reserve the encoder while exchanging the decoder. In
post-training, we train an imitation tracker for learning a robot-executable motion in the simulator, then fine-tune the motion decoder to make it output

physically feasible motion.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

A. Problem Formulation

In general, the motion representation consists of two com-
ponents: a static part that describes the physical structure,
and a dynamic part that expresses the state over time. For
the static branch, it contains a relation skeleton tree and
an initial skeleton state. The skeleton tree illustrates the
hierarchical structure of a digital human skeleton, specifying
the connections and movement relationships between joints
and links through nodes and edges. The agent skeleton is
defined as S € R7*°, where J is the number of joints, and
S is the dimension of the static offset features. It describes
joint offsets when the skeleton is in a particular initial pose.

For the dynamic branch, it contains a sequence of root
translation and joint rotation. The root translation presents
the position of the root node in the global coordinate system
over time frames. The joint rotation is defined as @ €
RT*7*Q it describes the joint state usually by local rotation
in each time frame, where T is the length of frames, J is
the number of joints, () is the dimension of the dynamic
features. In our setting, we use 3D vectors to represent static
offsets, and use unit quaternions to represent local rotation
from its parent’s coordinate frame in the kinematic chain.

The problem of learning-based motion retargeting is de-
fined using the following setup. Given a set of source motion
My = (S4,Q4) and the target motion Mp = (Sp,Qp) in
pairs. We consider a training dataset D = {(M, M5)}7" .
where each tuple comprises a human motion and a paired
robot motion. Similar to the supervised learning paradigm,
the implicit retargeting approaches aim to learn a functional
mapping that predicts the target Q% associated with source
Q% when the skeleton is predetermined, mathematically
denoted as f : Q4 — @p.

B. IKMR Network Architecture

Latent Motion Representation

NN T

/ /11\ \ o me oo § DY p
1 [ Encoder Encodss b
=1

Retargeting

SMPL Skeleton G1 Skeleton

Fig. 3: Latent motion feature alignment between the human and humanoid
robot. IKMR encodes motion from different structures into the shared
representation space.

For human-to-humanoid motion retargeting, a basic as-
sumption is that the source skeleton S4 and target skeleton
Sp are homeomorphic (All limbs are connected to the
torso), which means they are equivalent topologically in the
kinematic chain, while they have many differences in skeletal
structure, degree of freedom, and joint limitation. This will
result in different locomotion performances between humans
and humanoid robots when taking the same actions and
behaviors, as well as significant trajectory gaps at the end
effectors. For this reason, the retargeting process can suffer
from inherent bias. Consider this, we abandon directly fitting
joint angles and positions, instead we seek consistency at
the feature level before and after retargeting. Specifically,
given the input skeleton structure, each motion period could
be extracted as latent motion features. Since the human and
humanoid robots share the same topology chain, they could
be compressed into the same set of topological prototypes
shown in Figure.3, even if the number and length of joints
are different. Once given a set of motion sequence pairs,
the paired motion feature can be acquired through topology
encoding. One of the target functions is to align the human
and humanoid latent feature space.



C. Kinematics-aware Pretraining

Fig. 4: Skeleton-based graph convolution and pooling. The motion encoder
applies it to exact the spatial-temporal latent features for each joint and its
neighbor in terms of the skeleton topology structure.

To extract the spatial-temporal latent motion features ac-
cording to the skeleton topology, IKMR employs skeleton-
based graph convolution and pooling layers as Figure.4. For
each joint, its motion feature M is calculated as

1

S QLo S« Wi +b; (1)

JEN;

where M; € RT*(Q+5) represents the i-th joint’s feature, the
kernel ® is parameterized by weight WW; € RT*(@+S)xK
and bias b; € RT*(Q+5)*K  where K is the number of
learned filters. Adjacency lists IV; is the neighbor set of i-th
joint. The skeleton-based graph convolution layer traverses
each joint, with all topologically adjacent joints participating
in the computation. After that, the average pooling will be
employed via

) - 1 ~ri
Pooling{M;} = i Z M; (2)
¢ JEN;

For the network architecture, we follow the previous
works [45] using a symmetric dual autoencoder. Each
encoder-decoder contains a static block and a dynamic block.
In the static block, it only operates the skeleton offset .S. For
the dynamic block, it concatenates static feature and then
takes convolution in the whole motion as Figure.5.
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Fig. 5: Layer structure in motion encoder, it contains the static branch and
the dynamic branch. With the graph convolution and pooling, source skele-
ton and motion will be compressed into topology motion representation.

We denote the reconstruction as Q A = Dg(zA,SA)
and QB = Df (zB,Sp), where the latent features are
za =E$(Qa,S4) and zp = E}(Qp, Sp). The retargeting
process is formulated as Qp = Df(Eg‘(QA,SA),SB),
which uses the source motion encoder and target motion

decoder. In the pretraining stage, the main loss term is
calculated as follow

Latign = Es,, o4)~ms [|E7 (Qa, 54) — By (@, SB>||("'3)
Topology alignment loss. It is the core term for leading
motion encoders to learn a unified representation between
both the human side and humanoid robot side. This is the
key condition enabling thesubsequent exchange of decoders
for retargeting.

Lrecon = E(s, @ity | DA B (@Qas8),54) = Q||

+ Eisyapynts ||ID8(EF(@p, Sp), S4) — Q4[]

4)

Reconstruction loss. It is the main term for learning a

compress encoding such that the original motion and paired
retargeted motion can be recovered.

. 2
E; (Qa,S4) —Ef(Qa, SA)H
)
Latent consistency loss. It is a regularization term to ensure
that the encoded retargeted motion and its paired motion re-
main consistent. Thus, the objective function for pretraining
combines these loss terms together:

£consis - E(SA7Q£)N]\/[A

‘Cpretrain = Erecon + )\alignﬁalign + )\consisﬁconsis (6)

D. Dynamics-aware Fine-Tuning

After retargeting, we tracking the pretrained trajectory as
a standard reinforcement learning paradigm, where the robot
applies a optimal policy py to interact with simulator such
that the cumulative expected reward J(¢) can be maximized.

T
J(e) = ETNpg (1) [Z ’Vt'rt‘| (7)
t=0

We train several policies including walking, running, kicking
and upper body movements, and the main reward term is the
joint position function

a2
e = exp (_ llgt Qt||2> (8)

O jpos

where ¢; and ¢, is the target position and current position
from rolling out transitions. For stability, we also apply
the position limits, collision termination and torque penalty.
Once the policy can perform well, then we deploy them in the
simulator in order to collect the physically feasible motion.
According to the simulated motion with dynamic constraints,
we only use the robot side autoencoder, freeze the motion
encoder, and then fine-tune the decoder. We introduce an
end-effectors loss in order to learn precise contact positions
for foots and hands.

2
Lo — E MFK(Df(Eg*(QA,sA),SB)) - FK(QB)H
9)
The objective function for fine-tuning is following:

Lfine—tune = Erecon + /\eeﬁee (10)
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Fig. 6: Visualization of key frames of common methods PHC [39], Mink [48], GMR [49] and IKMR(ours) in human-to-humanoid imitation learning. The
left one is the source human motion in SMPL format [60]. And the others are the retargeting motion in hunmanoid robot G1 format. Our proposed method
can achieve diverse motion retargeting trajectories through feature encoding and decoding.

IV. EXPERIMENT

In kinematics-aware pretraining, our model is trained on
the 2200 human-humanoid trajectory pairs, which sampling
human data from AMASS dataset [61], and a rough retar-
geting by joint mapping. In dynamics-aware fine-tuning, we
train six policy to sampling 440 physical feasible motion
in simulator including walking, running, kicking and upper
movement. To evaluate our retargeting results, We conduct
our experiments on a full-size humanoid robot Unitree G1
with 132cm height, 35kg weight, and 29 degree of freedom
to validate our retargetting approach both in simulation and
real world.

A. Topology feature analysis
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Fig. 7: Correlation matrix of latent features. We sample 24 paired trajectories
from different types of motion, and obtain topology feature through the
motion encoder. Then the similarity of the each topology features is
calculated using Pearson correlation.

To perform a quantitative analysis of our unified topology
representation, we select 24 different paired motion clips and

employ the Pearson correlation coefficient as the similarity
to measure the distance between two latent space encoded
vectors. The results in Figure.7 show that our model align
well on the topology feature between human motion and
humanoid motion. In the similarity matrix, the max corre-
lation coefficient is 0.8638, it indicates feature alignment
is lossy, resulting in incomplete transfer of motion features
across the skeleton due to inherent differences in physical
structures. The mean correlation coefficient is 0.0195, It is
close to zero and presents the latent space exhibits uniform
distribution without clustering in any specific region. Our
unified topological motion representation effectively distin-
guishes different motion pattern, resulting in higher simi-
larity between paired motion encoding and lower similarity
between unpaired motion encoding.

B. Dynamics-aware fine-tuning

Although kinematic retargeting exhibit low error in static
position fitting, their motion contains numerous physically
unreasonable phenomena. Our dynamics-aware fine-tuning
effectively mitigates these physical errors, producing smooth
motion trajectories. To validate this, we introduced the ac-
celeration and jerk metric to compare trajectories before and
after fine-tuning. Acceleration measures the change rate of
angular velocity, while jerk calculates the change rate of
acceleration. Jerk reflects the force change rate in motion,
representing smoothness of movement and coordination.

We conduct a comparison experiment between pre-train
motion and fine-tuning motion in Table.Il. We randomly
samples 2,400 corresponding motion clips from the pre-train
and fine-tuning retargeting motion to calculate the average
acceleration and jerk per joint. Results indicate that when



inputting the same human reference trajectory, fine-tuned
retargeting motions typically perform a lower acceleration
and jerk values per joints, enabling more skilled and human-
like movements.

Mean Acc | Mean Jerk |
pre-train  30.20 rad/s?  456.60 rad/s3
fine-tune  29.15 rad/s?> 43537 rad/s>

TABLE II: Comparison of motion smoothness.

By fine-tuning our network using dynamics constrained
motion data, the decoder learns practical robot trajectories
based on the features of the topology. When performing
the same action, the fine-tuned trajectory enables execution
with lower acceleration compared to the pre-trained motion,
resulting in smoother and more coordinated movement. This
approach ensures the stability of the robot while preserving
the characteristics of the source data. Through experimental
comparison, unrealistic movements such as model penetra-
tion, slipping, and floating that existed in the pre-trained
network have been significantly mitigated.

C. Comparison experiment

We select some key frames in the retargeting motion and
visualize it in Figure.6, it illustrates the final appearance of
our retargeting trajectory compared with PHC [39], Mink
[48], GMR [49], three common methods used in whole-body
control. In terms of computational efficiency, we test above
retargeting approaches in Intel Core 17-14700HX, RTX 4090.
Our method achieves 5000 fps retargeting speed, nearly 100
times faster than numerical optimization techniques for one
motion trajectory retargeting shown in Table.l. Furthermore,
our approach has ability to scale across batch dimensions,
enabling parallel computation of multiple trajectories for
dataset-level retargeting.

To consider practically characteristics, this section focuses
on the robustness of retargeting methods to noisy data.
Because, in video motion capture and motion generation,
the source human motion data often contains noise. One
advantage of implicit retargeting is its robustness to the
noise from source data. Since the encoder extracts motion
features implicitly, which facilitates IKMR able to deal with
diverse motion against disturbance. We evaluate the impact
on retargeting results by adding noise artificially to the
source motion data and progressively increasing the noise’s
proportional coefficient level. The evaluation metrics are as
follows:

o Absolute Keypoints Trajectory Error.

Original ATE refers to the absolute error between
the camera pose trajectory and the estimated camera
pose trajectory in SLAM system. We introduce into
our motion retargeting task, to measure the accuracy
and consistency between the clean human motion and
retargeting motion from noisy source. We select key
joints contain the root, ankle, wrist, and knee. Lower
AKTE indicates more accurate with ground truth.
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Fig. 8: Comparison of motion precision metric (a) Absolute Keypoints
Trajectory Error and smoothness metric (b) Mean Key Joints Acceleration
under different noise levels. Our proposed method IKMR maintains lower
metric values with the noise increasing, indicating the robustness of our
method against source motion noise conditions.

o Mean Key Joints Acceleration.
Mean Key Joints Acceleration refers to the average
linear acceleration of the robot’s key joints, including
the root, ankle, wrist, and knee. Lower AKJA generally
indicates smoother movement.

To perform the evaluation, we inject zero-mean Gaussian
noise with increasing standard deviation into the root trans-
lation of the source human motion and retargeted the motion
to the G1 shown in Figure.§8. With the noise level increas-
ing, our method shows significantly robust performance in
terms of keypoints trajectory and key joints acceleration.
Numerical methods tend to fit motion noise, resulting in
sudden large local accelerations, whereas neural network-
based methods can mitigate local tremors caused by noise
to a certain extent. This indicates that our approach can
generate relatively smooth and stable robot motion in the
presence of disturbances in the source motion, such as jitters.
Experimental results demonstrate that our method achieves
comparable performance to optimization-based methods in
terms of keypoints trajectory error and key joints angular
acceleration. This tolerance for noise significantly enhances
the safety of the motor, making it promising for real-time
video motion capture and teleoperation.



D. Imitation learning in robot

We test the our retargeting results in full-size humanoid
robot G1. Given a human motion, a whole-body controller
could be directly trained and deployed for tracking our re-
targeting trajectory. We selected several movements covering
the upper and lower limbs with different directions:

« swinging arms for the upper body movement

« rapid leg kick for the lower body movement

o step forward with a human-like gait

o quickly running backward in a leaning-back posture

Fig. 9: Human-to-humanoid motion imitation in real robot.

Our implicit retargeting method enables downstream con-
trollers to accurately capture and learn the details of human-
like gait style, such as hip rotation and hip sway during for-
ward walking, and backward lean during backward running.
We validate the reliability of our retargeting results on actual
devices through these representative movement. Our retarget-
ing network provides an end-to-end approach enabling direct
conversion of human motion data into humanoid robotic data.
This method enables the tracker to reproduce the original
motion with a high degree of accuracy.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose Implicit Kinodynamic Motion
Retargeting (IKMR), a novel real-time and scalable frame-
work that considers both kinematics and dynamics motion
retargeting. For limitation, our model can only convert se-
quences of a fixed length. For longer sequence, It must be
split into sub-sequences and then reassembled. This results
in discontinuities at the connection between sub-sequence
output, leading to certain abrupt changes. For future work,
we present the advantages of the proposed method in com-
putational efficiency, motion quality, and noise robustness
through extensive experiments. For topology latent space, it
is promising to encode more robotics into unified represen-
tation. And network-based retargeting methods demonstrate
a significant potential to bridge the gap between multimodal
generative models and physics-based imitation learning.
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