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Abstract— Lifelong imitation learning for manipulation tasks
poses significant challenges due to distribution shifts that occur
in incremental learning steps. Existing methods often focus
on unsupervised skill discovery to construct an ever-growing
skill library or distillation from multiple policies, which can
lead to scalability issues as diverse manipulation tasks are
continually introduced and may fail to ensure a consistent latent
space throughout the learning process, leading to catastrophic
forgetting of previously learned skills. In this paper, we in-
troduce M2Distill, a multi-modal distillation-based method for
lifelong imitation learning focusing on preserving consistent
latent space across vision, language, and action distributions
throughout the learning process. By regulating the shifts in
latent representations across different modalities from previ-
ous to current steps, and reducing discrepancies in Gaussian
Mixture Model (GMM) policies between consecutive learning
steps, we ensure that the learned policy retains its ability to
perform previously learned tasks while seamlessly integrating
new skills. Extensive evaluations on the LIBERO lifelong imita-
tion learning benchmark suites, including LIBERO-OBJECT,
LIBERO-GOAL, and LIBERO-SPATIAL, demonstrate that our
method consistently outperforms prior state-of-the-art methods
across all evaluated metrics.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the field of robotics has made significant
strides in creating intelligent systems capable of performing
complex tasks autonomously. Among these advancements,
Imitation Learning (IL) has become a popular and effective
paradigm for robots to learn complex behaviors by observ-
ing and mimicking human demonstrations [1]–[3]. Recent
research further enhances the generalization ability of these
methods by leveraging multi-modal inputs, such as vision,
language, and actions, and the recent large vision-language-
action (VLA) models [4], [5].

Despite the impressive performance of IL models, the
current state-of-the-art IL models focus on either learning
from a single task or a known set of tasks in advance. This
impedes their applicability in complex real-world settings,
where robots need to continually learn new tasks as they
arrive while retaining the models’ performance on previously
learned tasks. This is known as Lifelong Imitation Learning
(LIL). Recently, a few studies [6]–[9] show promising results
in addressing imitating learning from sequentially arriving
tasks while avoiding catastrophic forgetting. Catastrophic
forgetting refers to undesirable behavior of the neural net-
works in which newly acquired skills (i.e., knowledge) can
degrade the preservation of previous ones [10], [11].
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Fig. 1: t-SNE visualization of latent space deformation for
AgentView images using Experience Replay (ER) method
across two consecutive steps (i.e., T 2 and T 3) in a lifelong
imitation learning scenario on LIBERO-OBJECT. The t-SNE
plot highlights significant shifts in latent representations,
contributing to catastrophic forgetting, while the accompany-
ing bar plot shows reduced representation drift in M2Distill
during the sequential learning of manipulation tasks.

Recent LIL methods, such as ER [12], method replay
a subset of examples from previous tasks alongside new
task data. However, imbalanced data distribution can cause
the latent representations of past tasks to drift, leading
the trained policy to favor the current task and reducing
its performance on earlier tasks. Methods like BUDS [7],
and LOTUS [9] rely on unsupervised skill discovery and
integration, but maintaining an ever-expanding skill library
becomes computationally expensive over time. PolyTask [13]
addresses this by distilling skills from task-specific policies,
but this approach requires access to all previously learned
policies, making it resource-intensive and unrealistic.

To investigate the factors contributing to catastrophic for-
getting in these scenarios, we visualize t-SNE plots of latent
representations for AgentView using a ResNet18 backbone
from ER policies at steps 2 and 3, respectively. The results,
shown in Figure 1, reveal significant deformation in the
latent space, with representations of prior tasks drifting
considerably. This trend is consistent across different modal-
ities and motivates us to design a multi-modal distillation
framework to preserve both latent representations and action
distributions as we continuously train our policy on new
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manipulation tasks.
To address these challenges, we introduce M2Distill, a

multi-modal distillation method for lifelong imitation learn-
ing. The primary objective of the proposed multi-modal
distillation method is to learn a consistent latent space across
multiple modalities (language, vision, and joints) that can en-
able robotic systems to continuously learn new manipulation
skills while effectively retaining acquired knowledge from
previous tasks. The distillation and alignment of knowledge
across modalities are achieved by minimizing the Euclidean
distance between feature embeddings extracted from the old
and current models. Additionally, ensuring action consis-
tency between the old and current policy is crucial for smooth
learning and adaptation without forgetting. Our method
addresses this by minimizing the Kullback-Leibler (KL)
divergence between the Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM)
policy of the old and current models. This approach ensures
that the actions predicted by both models remain closely
aligned for previously learned tasks, maintaining consistent
performance on these tasks while accommodating new ones.
Overall, our contributions in this paper are as follows:

• We present M2Distill, a lifelong imitation learning
framework that incorporates a multi-modal feature and
action distillation strategy. This framework preserves the
consistency of the latent space (language, vision and
joints) and action distributions of the GMM policies
while learning a series of manipulation tasks from
human demonstrations in memory-constrained settings.

• Our proposed method demonstrates significant perfor-
mance improvements across three LIBERO lifelong
imitation learning benchmark suites, such as LIBERO-
OBJECT, LIBERO-GOAL and LIBERO-SPATIAL.

II. RELATED WORK

Imitation Learning (IL), also known as Learning from
Human Demonstration, is a machine learning paradigm
where a robot learns to perform tasks by mimicking the
actions of an expert demonstrator [14]–[16]. The primary
goal of imitation learning is to learn a policy that maps
observations to actions and replicates the expert’s actions.
Lifelong Imitation Learning (LIL) extends this concept by
focusing on the continuous acquisition of skills over time
while retaining previously learned knowledge. In LIL, robots
are designed to adapt to new tasks and environments without
forgetting earlier skills, addressing the issue of catastrophic
forgetting [10], [11].

Catastrophic forgetting is well-studied for various prob-
lems in computer vision, including classification [17], detec-
tion [18], and semantic segmentation [19], within lifelong
learning scenarios. In the literature of lifelong learning,
dynamic architecture [20], [21], regularization [22], [23] and
memory-replay [6], [11], [24], [25] based approaches have
been proposed to tackle the catastrophic forgetting. Regular-
ization based methods control the changes in the network’s
weight by introducing new regularization terms. Memory-
replay based strategies store a subset of past examples and
replay with new examples.

Lifelong learning has shown promise in the field of
robotics; however, the volume of research specifically focus-
ing on lifelong imitation learning remains limited. ER [12]
preserves a limited number of past trajectories and replays
them in conjunction with new trajectories from the ongoing
manipulation task. In contrast, CRIL [6] leverages generative
adversarial networks (GAN [26]) to generate the first frame
of each trajectory and relies on an action-conditioned video
prediction network to predict future frames using states
and actions from the deep generative replay (DGR [27])
policy. BUDS [7] introduces a technique for skill discov-
ery in robot manipulation tasks that do not require pre-
segmented demonstrations. By employing a bottom-up ap-
proach, it autonomously identifies and organizes skills from
unsegmented, long-horizon demonstrations, enabling robots
to effectively handle complex and extended manipulation
tasks. LOTUS [9] allows robots to continuously learn and
adapt to new tasks by leveraging unsupervised skill discovery
and integration. It utilizes an open-vocabulary vision model
for skill discovery and a meta-controller for skill integra-
tion. PolyTask [13] proposes a method for learning unified
policies across multiple tasks through behavior distillation.
This approach distills knowledge from expert policies into
a single policy, enabling the robot to efficiently perform
various tasks with a generalized model. However, these
LIL approaches still need to tackle challenges related to
scalability and the effective integration of new skills across
varied environments.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

The Lifelong Robot Learning problem extends the tra-
ditional robot learning framework by requiring a robot to
continuously acquire, adapt, and retain knowledge across
a sequence of tasks {T 1, . . . , TK} over its operational
lifespan. This robot learning problem is formulated as a
finite-horizon Markov Decision Process (MDP), denoted by
M = (S,A, T , H, µ0, R), where S represents the state
space, A is the action space, T : S×A → S is the transition
function, H is the maximum horizon for each episode of a
task, µ0 is the initial state distribution, and R : S ×A → R
is the reward function. Given that the reward function R is
often sparse, a goal predicate g : S → {0, 1} is used to
indicate whether a goal has been achieved. In the context of
lifelong learning [11], the robot must develop a single policy
π that can adapt to the specific requirements of each task T k.
This policy is conditioned on the task at hand, allowing the
robot to tailor its policy to meet the unique objectives of
each task while remaining consistent in its structure. Each
task T k = (µk

0 , g
k) is characterized by its own initial state

distribution µk
0 and goal predicate gk, while the state space

S, action space A, transition function T , and time horizon
H remain unchanged across all tasks. The robot’s broader
objective is to maximize its performance across all tasks,
which can be mathematically represented as:

max
π

J(π) =
1

K

K∑
k=1

Eskt ,a
k
t ∼π(·;Tk),µk

0

 Lk∑
t=1

gk(skt )

 , (1)
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Fig. 2: Overview of our proposed M2Distill method. Multi-modal distillation aligns the latent representations from different
input modality encoders (e.g., Task, AgentView, Eye-in-Hand, Joint, and Gripper information), while policy distillation maps
the action distribution of the GMM policy between incremental steps T k−1 and T k.

where Lk is the length of the trajectory. skt , and akt are the
state and action pair sampled from policy π conditioned with
task T k.
Lifelong Imitation Learning. In this setting, a robot sequen-
tially trains a policy π through imitation learning over multi-
ple tasks. For each task T k, the robot receives a small dataset
of N expert demonstrations, denoted by Dk = {τki }Ni=1,
along with a corresponding language description lk. Expert
demonstrations are collected via teleoperation, with each
trajectory τki consisting of state-action pairs {(st, at)}L

k

t=1,
where Lk < H . The policy is trained using a behavioral
cloning loss [28], which aims to mimic the actions demon-
strated in the dataset.

min
π

J(π) =
1

K

K∑
k=1

Est,at∼Dk

 Lk∑
t=1

− log π(at|s≤t;T
k)

 .

(2)

One of the key challenges in lifelong imitation learning is
that, as the robot progresses to new tasks, it loses direct
access to the previous tasks T 1, . . . , T k−1 [29]. This lim-
itation necessitates that the robot not only performs well
on the current task but also effectively retains and transfers
knowledge from prior tasks, ensuring that the policy evolves
in a way that supports future learning. The goal is to balance
leveraging previously acquired knowledge and adapting to
new challenges, thereby optimizing the robot’s overall learn-
ing efficiency and performance over its entire operational
lifespan.

IV. PROPOSED METHOD - M2Distill

In our lifelong imitation learning framework, we priori-
tize maintaining a consistent low-dimensional latent space
across different modalities to address drift in the latent
representation distributions. We hypothesize that distilling
latent representations from prior models using expert demon-
strations can help mitigate shifts in data distributions during
incremental learning. Furthermore, we aim to preserve the

action distribution from previously learned manipulation
tasks while acquiring new skills, ensuring that the knowledge
gained from expert demonstrations is retained and leveraged
throughout the learning process.

Our architecture for learning manipulation tasks from
demonstrations is based on the ResNet-T design from
[8], incorporating task embeddings from a pre-trained lan-
guage transformer, two image encoders for different camera
streams, and additional modality encoders for joint positions
and gripper state data. The multi-modal tokens from various
time steps are processed by a temporal transformer, with the
final token passed to a GMM policy head to produce an ac-
tion distribution. In our approach, we focus on retaining both
the multi-modal token distributions and the GMM policy
head’s action distribution throughout incremental learning.
Figure 2 depicts the overall architecture of our proposed
distillation-based LIL approach. The following discussion
covers multi-modal distillation, after which we present policy
distillation.

A. Multi-modal Distillation
During the distillation process, we pass the same RGB

images through the old and new ResNet18 [30] encoders, and
our proposed distillation strategy is applied to the resulting
latent representations. We minimize the squared L2 norm of
the difference between the old and new latent representations,
ensuring that the latent space for expert demonstrations
in previously learned tasks remains intact. This constraint
preserves performance on prior tasks while enabling the
acquisition of new skills.

Let’s assume that for an input image batch of size B with
L timestamps, the extracted feature vectors from the image
encoder of our policy π have dimensions B × L× 64. This
holds true for both the current step k and the previous step
k − 1.

For image inputs fk and fk−1 at steps k and k − 1, and
considering both the AgentView and HandEye image views,
we have the following loss:



Limage = LAgentView + LHandEye, (3)

where the loss for each modality ϵ ∈ {AgentView,HandEye}
is defined as:

Lϵ∈{AgentView,HandEye} =
1

NL

N∑
i=1

L∑
j=1

∥fk,ϵi,j − fk−1,ϵ
i,j ∥22. (4)

Similarly, we feed the text instructions into a pre-trained
BERT [31] text encoder and project the output into a 64-
dimensional latent space using an MLP. Let gk and gk−1

represent the latent representations of the text instruction at
steps k and k− 1. The distillation loss for the text modality
is then:

Ltext =
1

NL

N∑
i=1

L∑
j=1

∥gk
i,j − gk−1

i,j ∥22. (5)

Moreover, we condition our policy on additional modali-
ties (e.g., joint information and gripper state) along with
the image and text. Consequently, we define the following
distillation loss to maintain a consistent latent space for this
extra modality as well.

Lextra =
∑

ϵ∈{joint,gripper}

1

NL

N∑
i=1

L∑
j=1

∥hk,ϵ
i,j − hk−1,ϵ

i,j ∥22, (6)

where hk and hk−1 represent the latent representations of the
given joint and gripper modalities encoded using respective
encoder at incremental steps k and k − 1.

B. Policy Distillation

In this paper, we prioritize preserving a consistent ac-
tion distribution for previously learned manipulation tasks
throughout the continual learning process. We address this
by replicating the action distribution of the previous GMM
policy within the current GMM policy, which helps maintain
consistency in the distribution of action space between the
two steps. This strategy is vital in preventing catastrophic
forgetting, where new tasks could potentially disrupt the per-
formance of previously learnt ones. By utilizing a Kullback-
Leibler (KL) divergence loss between the old model’s policy
and that of the current model, we can ensure that the
predicted actions for past tasks remain aligned with their
original action distributions.

Let πk and πk−1 denote the action distributions of the
policy at incremental steps k and k − 1, respectively. The
KL divergence between πk and πk−1 can be formulated as
follows:

Lpolicy = LKL(π
k∥πk−1) (7)

= Ea∼πk

[
log πk(a)− log πk−1(a)

]
=

∫
πk(a)

[
log πk(a)− log πk−1(a)

]
da.

When πk and πk−1 are Gaussian distributions, this KL
divergence has a closed-form solution. For mixtures of
Gaussians (GMMs), which is the case in this work, the

KL divergence lacks a closed-form expression due to the
complexity of the mixture components [32]. To tackle this
issue, we employ Monte Carlo sampling to approximate
the KL divergence. Specifically, we draw a set of samples
{as}Ns=1 from the distribution πk, and estimate the KL
divergence by averaging the log difference between πk(a)
and πk−1(a) over these samples as follows.

Lpolicy ≈ 1

N

N∑
s=1

(
log πk(as)− log πk−1(as)

)
, (8)

where πk(as) and πk−1(as) are the probability density
function (pdf) for sample as using GMM policy πk and
πk−1 respectively. By combining all the modality-specific
distillation loss functions, we have the following combined
distillation loss

ldistill(ŝt, ât) = λiLimage +λtLtext +λeLextra +λpLpolicy, (9)

where λi, λt, λe, and λp are hyperparameters that control
the balance between stability and plasticity of the policy
throughout the learning process.
Final Optimization Objective. Putting all together, to up-
date the policy, we optimize

min
π

J(π) =
1

K

K∑
k=1

Est,at∼Dk

ŝt,ât∼D̂k

 Lk∑
t=0

− log π((at ∪ ât) |

(s ∪ ŝ)≤t;T
k) + ldistill(ŝt, ât)

]
. (10)

Here, Dk and D̂k refer to the data distribution for the current
task and memory exemplars, consisting of a subset of prior
tasks’ examples.

V. EXPERIMENTAL SETTINGS

A. Training and Implementation Details

We train our approach on a NVIDIA H100 GPU, and
follow the data augmentation strategy proposed by [8]. For
a fair comparison, our model shares the exact parameter
configuration with the ResNet-T baseline and was trained
with the same training hyperparameters. We train our model
for 50 epochs at every incremental step and we set the
weight of our proposed regularization terms as follows; λt

and λe are set to 0.05 across all task suits. For LIBERO-
OBJECT and LIBERO-SPATIAL, we use 0.05 for both
λi and λp, whereas for LIBERO-GOAL, we increase their
values to 0.25. We evaluate our method against the following
baselines:

• SEQUENTIAL: This baseline involves naively fine-
tuning new tasks sequentially using the ResNet-
Transformer architecture from LIBERO [8].

• EWC [11]: A regularization based approach that reg-
ulates the network’s weights by selectively updating
relatively less important weights for prior tasks.

• ER [12]: A rehearsal-based method that preserves a
memory buffer containing samples from previous tasks
and uses this buffer to facilitate learning of new tasks.
We impose a capacity limit of 1000 trajectories on the
replay buffer.



TABLE I: Experimental results across three different LIBERO task suites. The reported values are averages from three seeds,
including the mean and standard error. Best values are highlighted in bold, and second-best values are underlined. The dash
(-) indicates failure to reproduce results.

Method LIBERO-OBJECT LIBERO-GOAL LIBERO-SPATIAL
FWT (↑) NBT (↓) AUC (↑) FWT (↑) NBT (↓) AUC (↑) FWT (↑) NBT (↓) AUC (↑)

Sequential .62 (± .00) .63 (± .02) .30 (± .00) .55 (± .00) .70 (± .01) .23 (± .00) .72 (± .01) .81 (± .01) .20 (± .01)
EWC [11] .56 (± .03) .69 (± .02) .16 (± .02) .32 (± .02) .48 (± .03) .06 (± .00) .23 (± .01) .33 (± .01) .06 (± .01)
ER [12] .56 (± .01) .24 (± .00) .49 (± .01) .53 (± .01) .36 (± .01) .47 (± .02) .65 (± .03) .27 (± .03) .56 (± .01)
BUDS [7] .52 (± .02) .21 (± .01) .47 (± .01) .50 (± .01) .39 (± .01) .42 (± .01) - - -
LOTUS [9] .74 (± .03) .11 (± .01) .65 (± .03) .61 (± .03) .30 (± .01) .56 (± .01) - - -
Ours .75 (± .03) .08 (± .05) .69 (± .04) .71 (± .01) .20 (± .03) .57 (± .02) .74 (± .01) .11 (± .01) .61 (± .02)

• BUDS [7]: A hierarchical policy baseline that utilizes
multitask skill discovery.

• LOTUS [9]: A hierarchical imitation learning frame-
work with experience replay that employs an open-
vocabulary vision model for continual unsupervised
skill discovery to identify and extract skills from un-
segmented demonstrations. A meta-controller within
LOTUS integrates these skills to manage vision-based
manipulation tasks, allowing for effective LIL.

Results for the baseline methods are extracted from
LIBERO [8] and LOTUS [9]. However, we encountered
difficulties reproducing the results for BUDS and LOTUS
on LIBERO-SPATIAL, likely due to their challenges with
skill discovery and spatial task generalization.

B. Datasets

For our evaluations, we leverage a recently introduced life-
long imitation learning benchmark, LIBERO [8]. LIBERO
contains a diverse range of robotic tasks, features language-
conditioned, diverse objects, sparse rewards, and long-
horizon tasks. Our focus is on three specific suites: LIBERO-
OBJECT, LIBERO-GOAL, and LIBERO-SPATIAL, each
consisting of 10 tasks. These suites are crafted to ex-
plore the controlled transfer of knowledge regarding objects
(declarative), task goals (procedural), and spatial information
(declarative). In LIBERO-SPATIAL tasks, the robot is tasked
with placing a bowl on a plate, distinguishing between two
identical bowls that differ only in their spatial context. This
requires ongoing learning and memorization of spatial rela-
tionships. In contrast, LIBERO-OBJECT tasks involve pick-
ing and placing distinct objects, which necessitates continual
learning of different object types. Meanwhile, LIBERO-
GOAL tasks use the same objects arranged spatially but
differ in their goals, requiring the robot to learn new motions
and behaviors.

C. Evaluation Metrics

To evaluate how well policies perform in lifelong imitation
learning for robot manipulation, we utilize three fundamental
metrics: Forward Transfer (FWT), Negative Backward Trans-
fer (NBT), and Area Under the Success Rate Curve (AUC),
following [8], [9]. These metrics are based on success rates,
providing a more dependable measure than training loss for
manipulation tasks. FWT quantifies how effectively a policy
adjusts to new tasks, with higher values signifying more
effective learning and better integration of prior knowledge.

NBT evaluates how well the policy preserves performance
on earlier tasks while learning new ones, with lower values
reflecting stronger retention of earlier performance. AUC
provides a holistic measure of the policy’s success across
all tasks, with higher scores reflecting superior overall per-
formance.

VI. RESULTS

In this section, we first evaluate whether our proposed dis-
tillation strategy aids the policy in leveraging existing skills
while learning new manipulation tasks without forgetting in
a lifelong imitation learning setup. Afterwards, we examine
how our method’s performance changes at intermediate steps
as the policy is trained on a sequence of manipulation tasks.
Furthermore, we assess the effectiveness of our method in
maintaining a consistent latent space. Finally, we present an
ablation study to evaluate the contribution of each regular-
ization term in our proposed multi-modal distillation-based
LIL method.
Comparison to SOTA methods. Table I provides a com-
prehensive evaluation of our proposed distillation-based LIL
method, M2Distill, in comparison to the current SOTA
methods in LIBERO benchmark suites. We observe that reg-
ularization based strategy (i.e., EWC [11]) performs worse
than the memory-replay based strategies across the task
suites. The results indicate that our multi-modal distillation-
based LIL strategy outperforms the baseline methods across
all evaluation metrics in the LIBERO-OBJECT, LIBERO-
GOAL, and LIBERO-SPATIAL task suites. In particular, our
method achieves a 4% higher AUC than LOTUS [9] in the
LIBERO-OBJECT task suite, while showing similar FWT
results. For the LIBERO-GOAL suite, our method achieves
comparable AUC but shows a substantial improvement of
10% in both the FWT and NBT metrics. Moreover, in the
LIBERO-SPATIAL task suite, our approach exceeds ER [12]
by approximately 15% on the NBT metric and realizes a 5%
improvement in AUC. Overall, our proposed method exhibits
robustness in leveraging previously acquired skills while also
effectively learning new ones.
Performance Analysis. We assess the effectiveness of our
proposed approach by measuring the success rate at each
incremental step in the lifelong imitation learning scenario
on the LIBERO-OBJECT task suite. For this evaluation,
we compare our method to ER, and present the average
success rate along with the standard error based on three
seeds, as illustrated in Figure 3. The line plot shows that our
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Fig. 3: The success rate across the incremental steps for ER
and M2Distill (Ours) on LIBEO-OBJECT task suite. Our
method demonstrates a more consistent success rate across
incremental steps compared to the ER baseline method.
Higher values indicate better performance.

method outperforms the Experience Replay (ER) baseline
consistently. As training progresses, the performance gap
between the two methods widens, highlighting the superior
learning capacity of our proposed method. Furthermore, the
lower standard error in our method suggests greater stability,
clearly demonstrating its superior effectiveness in lifelong
imitation learning tasks.
Latent Representation Drift Analysis. To assess the robust-
ness of our proposed method in preserving a consistent latent
space across different modalities during incremental steps
in the lifelong imitation learning scenario on the LIBERO-
OBJECT task suite, we compare our method against ER. We
report the average drift in latent representations, calculated
as the squared Euclidean distance between representations
from the current and previous policies, averaged across three
seeds, as illustrated in Figure 4. The bar plot illustrates that
our method consistently exhibits less drift in latent repre-
sentations across the Language, AgentView, and HandEye
modalities compared to the Experience Replay (ER) baseline
during incremental steps. The difference in performance is
most noticeable in the later incremental steps, especially for
Language and AgentView. This suggests that our method
offers better stability in retaining learned skills over time.
Ablation Studies. We conduct experiments on LIBERO-
OBJECT using a seed value of 100 to examine the contri-
bution of each distillation component in our strategy. The
results (shown in Table II) indicate that each regulariza-
tion term is crucial for the consistent performance of the
policy. Specifically, maintaining a consistent latent space

TABLE II: Ablation studies on the contribution of each
component in our method. Experiments were performed on
the LIBERO-OBJECT task suite using a seed value of 100.

Ltext Limage Lextra Laction
LIBERO-OBJECT

FWT ↑ NBT ↓ AUC ↑
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.81 0.18 0.75
✗ ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.81 0.20 0.68
✓ ✗ ✓ ✓ 0.62 0.20 0.49
✓ ✓ ✗ ✓ 0.70 0.22 0.55
✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ 0.76 0.19 0.61
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Fig. 4: Latent representation drift across the incremental
steps for ER and M2Distill (Ours) on LIBEO-OBJECT task
suite. Drift is measured using the squared Euclidean distance
between latent representations from policies at t and t − 1.
Our method maintains a more consistent latent space across
modalities compared to the ER baseline method. Lower
values indicate better performance.

for the vision modality is essential, as the performance
significantly drops from 75% to 49% in AUC and 81% to
62% in FWT metric when distillation on the latent space
for AgentView and HandEye views is not applied. Addition-
ally, the impact of action distillation is notable; the AUC
decreases by approximately 14% without this regularization
term. Furthermore, the absence of a regularizer for the extra
modality results in a drop of about 10% in FWT and 20% in
AUC. These findings highlight the importance of consistent
latent representations of different modality information for
preserving performance on prior tasks while learning novel
manipulation tasks.

VII. CONCLUSION

We propose a multi-modal distillation-based lifelong im-
itation learning approach for robot manipulation tasks. In
this work, we focus on maintaining the latent space for
different modalities and the action distribution throughout
the learning experiences. To achieve this, we impose con-
straints on the alterations in the latent representations and
action distributions between the prior and current policies.
Specifically, we optimize the policy at step T k by minimizing
the squared L2 norm of latent features between the old and
current encoders across different modalities, as well as the
discrepancy between the prior and current GMM policies.
Our proposed distillation strategy ensures a robust latent
space alongside a GMM policy that preserves previously
learned skills while adapting to new skills without forgetting.
Through quantitative evaluation on the LIBERO task suites
(i.e., LIBERO-OBJECT, LIBERO-GOAL, and LIBERO-
SPATIAL), we demonstrate that our proposed method sig-
nificantly outperforms baseline methods across all evaluation
metrics. For future work, we intend to investigate a memory-
free distillation strategy for lifelong imitation learning that
is robust to noise.
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