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Abstract— The rise of automation has provided an opportu-
nity to achieve higher efficiency in manufacturing processes,
yet it often compromises the flexibility required to promptly
respond to evolving market needs and meet the demand for
customization. Human-robot collaboration attempts to tackle
these challenges by combining the strength and precision of
machines with human ingenuity and perceptual understanding.
In this paper, we conceptualize and propose an implementa-
tion framework for an autonomous, machine learning-based
manipulator that incorporates human-in-the-loop principles
and leverages Extended Reality (XR) to facilitate intuitive
communication and programming between humans and robots.
Furthermore, the conceptual framework foresees human in-
volvement directly in the robot learning process, resulting
in higher adaptability and task generalization. The paper
highlights key technologies enabling the proposed framework,
emphasizing the importance of developing the digital ecosystem
as a whole. Additionally, we review the existent implementation
approaches of XR in human-robot collaboration, showcasing
diverse perspectives and methodologies. The challenges and
future outlooks are discussed, delving into the major obstacles
and potential research avenues of XR for more natural human-
robot interaction and integration in the industrial landscape.

I. INTRODUCTION

The transition from Industry 4.0, which has facilitated
the development and implementation of autonomous cyber-
physical systems, IoT, and Big Data in manufacturing, to
Industry 5.0 that aims to complement the technological
advancements by prioritizing human-centric approaches, fun-
damentally reshaping the interaction between humans and
machines within the manufacturing sector. This evolution
involves combining the precision of robots and machines
with the intelligence and versatility of human input [1]. In
this case, one of the most important challenges is the design
of communication interfaces that accurately represent the
manufacturing processes, account for needs in adaptability
and flexibility, and provide intuitive interaction methods for
the users. The primary focus of most robot software lies in
programming specific functions, with limited to no tolerance
for deviations from the programmed settings. Machine learn-
ing (ML) offers new possibilities by enhancing the general-
ization capabilities of robots’ decision-making. Nevertheless,
it is crucial to recognize ML as an enabling tool rather than
as the sole medium for human-robot communication.
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Within the conceptual principles of Industry 5.0, human-
robot collaboration (HRC) aims to find solutions enabling
humans and robots to work together side-by-side, engaging
on both physical and cognitive levels. Additionally, the
recent advancements in extended reality (XR) technology,
encompassing both hardware and software, as well as its
integration in digital twins, shows a promising solution to
support human involvement as an active agent for HRC
purposes [2] or within the broader context of the smart
factory concept. In this paper, the term XR is used as an um-
brella term to describe the spectrum comprising augmented,
virtual, and mixed reality. Constructing a fully virtual world,
Virtual reality (VR) enables users to interact, communicate,
sense, and observe virtual objects through a fully immersive
experience [3]. On the other hand, augmented reality (AR)
offers a symbiosis of virtual and real by infusing visual
augmentations to the physical objects within the existent
environment [4]. Mixed reality (MR) integrates physical and
digital environments, enabling digital visualization overlaid
on the physical world and fostering heightened interaction
between physical objects and digital interfaces, with some
experts considering MR as an advanced extension of AR [5].
Overall, XR technologies offer a range of human-interaction
interfaces tailored for both digital and physical environments,
proving advantageous in HRC scenarios where digital and
physical elements interact on multiple levels.

The complexity of HRC scenarios arises from the diverse
range of tasks, environments, and the varying capabilities
that both humans and robots bring to collaborative efforts.
Multiple studies have been conducted in an attempt to
define the levels of interaction in human-robot collabora-
tion processes [6], [7]. However, the majority of existing
research predominantly addresses specific facets of human-
robot interaction (HRI), potentially overlooking the broader
span of interaction dynamics. A more flexible approach
focusing on industrial settings is proposed by Mukherjee
et al. in [8], where authors’ classification criteria include
the characteristics of the task and the workspace, autonomy
level and operational mode of the robot, and the allowance
for physical contact between the agents. This taxonomy
ranges from level zero, being fully programmed robotics,
to level five, classified as completely autonomous robots.
Interestingly, both ends of the spectrum envisage no human
interaction. Level four, the collaboration, involves humans
and robots working simultaneously towards common goals.
A more detailed and organized view of the approach from
[8] is shown in Table I.

Moreover, we believe that the synergy between machine
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TABLE I
INDUSTRIAL HRI LEVELS, ADOPTED FROM [8]

Level Interaction Description

L0 Fully Programmed Traditional approach with physically restricting cages, no consideration of HRC.
L1 Co-existence The agents are separated by safety zone, the robot pauses its operation in case human enters the area.
L2 Assistance Robot can assist human in a certain task (such as operations with heavy objects), but it has no independent tasks.
L3 Co-operation The agents work together towards the common goal within the designated intervention zone. However, human and robot

do not share the same task and there is no physical contact.
L4 Collaboration Humans and robots working autonomously towards the same goal sharing the the task, workspace, and resources.
L5 Fully Autonomous Generalizable manipulators trained using ML algorithms, no human intervention is considered.

learning and extended reality presents a unique potential
to provide an intuitive approach for human operators to
act as robots’ instructors. In this work, we propose an
additional extension of the above-mentioned levels from [8],
four and five, named ”fully autonomous with the human-in-
the-loop.” While this sub-level may not require a continuous
human-robot interaction, it does offer the possibility for a
human operator to step in during the autonomous process,
augmenting it with human expertise as needed.

The goal of this paper is to conceptualize approaches
for human involvement with the autonomous ML-based
manipulator to facilitate the transfer of human expertise and
skill. For this purpose, XR is employed as a communication
middleware, thereby enhancing and simplifying the agent’s
interaction process. Additionally, the review of XR imple-
mentations in the current literature for HRC is presented,
with a primary focus on manipulator arms in industrial
settings. Furthermore, based on the presented conceptual-
ization and conducted review, we show that integration of
extended reality and machine learning could serve as the
foundational pillar for the future of autonomous robotics
and smart manufacturing in the context of Industry 5.0 and
human-centricity.

II. FRAMEWORK CONCEPTUALIZATION
Defining autonomous robotics is a critical aspect of this

paper.Hence, Section II-A is dedicated to introducing the ma-
chine learning-based manipulator, and the respective frame-
work for tasks generalization. Simultaneously, Section II-B
delves into the integration of the human component through
XR, specifically focusing on collaboration, programming,
and performance oversight.

A. Manipulator Task Generalization

In this subsection, we provide a high-level overview of the
ML-based autonomous manipulator, defining its autonomy
and capacity for generalizable operations. In order to better
understand the specific technologies and methods that enable
this system, we recommend turning to appropriate literature:
the authors in [9] provide an overview of a similar system
architecture using traditional control methods. Meanwhile,
studies such as [10] and [11] introduce ML-related compo-
nents.

It is important to emphasize that the autonomous robot
is equipped with pre-trained skill policies. Hence, the Task
Generalization Framework (TGF), shown in the center of
Fig. 1, is designed to increase the manipulator’s ability to

generalize. The proposed task generalization framework for
the manipulator is constructed of a hierarchy of modules and
can be largely divided into three major sections: Demo, Task
Planner, and Task Execution.

1) Demo: To facilitate the robot’s learning of a new task, a
demonstration, also known as a sample task, is provided. This
demonstration serves as a representation of the presumed
task that the manipulator is expected to perform. The demo
task, along with essential information about the actual task or
the manipulated object, is provided to the next module, the
Task Planner. Depending on the real scenario, the essential
information may include numerical measurements, colours,
shapes, CAD models, etc.

2) Task Planner: It is assumed that the actual task ex-
ecutes similar skills compared to the demo task, but in a
different environment (e.g., varied toolsets, obstacles, and
parametric characteristics). Therefore, the Task Planner de-
composes the provided demonstration (i.e., sample task) into
multiple skills, which are then associated with and utilized
for the execution of the actual task. Usually, skills are defined
as low-level abstractions or primitives [12]; for example, the
task is decomposed into the commands to “move linearly”,
“locate the object”, “position the gripper”, “pick-up the
object”, etc. Hence, the skills library is created, as shown
in the Fig. 1.

3) Task Execution: In the Task Execution module, the
agent builds up a heterogeneous spatial representation to
localize itself in the environment. Using the spatial repre-
sentation, the information received from the Task Planner,
and the pre-trained skill-specific policy, the trajectory planner
maps the robot motion and carries out the instructed skill.

B. Human-in-the-Loop Component

The use of immersive technology that augments or com-
pletely replaces the real world opens up opportunities for safe
and intuitive human-robot interaction and task programming.
We present XR-based interaction approaches with the goal
of integrating human intelligence into the robot’s learning
process for task generalization. Also, the methods described
below are easily translated to various pre-trained autonomous
manipulators. The heightened control allows for easy cus-
tomization to meet task requirements in a safer and more
adaptive manner. We further elaborate on the conceptual
basis for each method outlined in Fig. 1.

1) Immersive Demonstration: In the proposed concept the
human experts can deliver their skills through immersive



Fig. 1. The outline of the proposed framework with Human-in-the-Loop

demonstration, which is a convenient, intuitive, and safe
way of illustrating the task at hand. The sample task can
be demonstrated through a virtual environment, where all
variables are controlled. In general, the immersive demon-
stration through VR can also be used as the sole source of
training data, or it may complement previous demonstrations
(whether in virtual or physical worlds) to increase the ma-
nipulator’s ability to generalize and perform a larger set of
tasks. Additionally, the virtual demonstration does not limit
the operator in terms of the physical location.

Another extension of this method is the on-site AR-based
programming. The demonstration using AR, conducted on
the manipulator’s virtual model, can be interpreted as a
virtual kinesthetic teaching [13]. It does not have to interrupt
the production process since the manipulations are applied
to the virtual twin of the robot.

2) Input Review: The opportunity to review the task-
specific information ensures the accuracy and relevance of
the given data, refining the overall process for optimal
performance and adaptability in task execution. The exact
implementation varies on the type of fed data; it may be
visualized through AR or within VR space for the operator
to manipulate and modify.

3) Skill Assessment: The breakdown and abstraction of
skills can be revised based on real-time insights overseen
by the human. The option to visualize (whether in AR or
VR) and review the work done by the Task Planner module
gives some level of transparency to the machine learning
black box. The human operator can modify existing skills
or incorporate new ones using XR as a virtual programming
interface.

4) Direct Teleoperation: The opportunity to assume com-
plete control of the manipulator through a VR headset
enables humans to personally coordinate the robot’s actions
for task completion. This capability may be particularly
useful in case the manipulator fails to accomplish the task

repeatedly. Additionally, the requirement for the operator to
be physically present on site is eliminated, as teleoperation
can be carried out from a remote location. Furthermore,
the experience gained through direct teleoperation could be
utilized to adjust the manipulator’s skill policies.

5) XR Commissioning: The ability to program the robot
through the use of XR serves as a validation tool, granting
control to a human for reviewing and modifying the visual-
ized path and trajectory parameters. This approach, termed
XR commissioning, proves useful during the commissioning
of a new manipulator or when the operator intends to add
or modify the existing programs. When the modification is
implemented, essentially, it establishes a new ground truth
in the retraining process of the robot’s trajectory planner,
integrating human experience into AI.

C. Key Technologies

This subsection aims to give a broader context for how the
advancements of particular technologies could influence the
future of human-in-the-loop frameworks and human-robot
collaboration in general.

1) Extended Reality: Through the simulation of intricate
training scenarios, provision of augmented overlays for task
guidance, and facilitation of remote collaboration, XR fosters
a more fluid communication interface between humans and
robots. This enhancement in communication offers a founda-
tion for improvements in the precision, safety, and efficiency
of applications within the field of HRC.

2) Digital Twin: The digital twin concept involves creat-
ing a dynamic digital representation of a physical system,
enabling simulation, analysis, and optimization. In HRC,
digital twins can be used to design and test collaborative
processes, predict maintenance needs, and improve system
adaptability [14]. Furthermore, the digital twin is a key
concept of cyber-physical systems that provides real-time
control and monitoring, essential for certain aspects of XR.



3) Artificial Intelligence: Artificial Intelligence, leverag-
ing machine learning algorithms and models, enhances task
planning, decision-making, and environmental perception
within HRC. This enables robots to intelligently interpret
human gestures, speech, and intent while adapting to their
surroundings for more strategic planning [8]. Such AI-driven
capabilities ensure seamless adaptation to human behaviors,
deepening interaction and improving cooperation, making
HRC systems capable of executing sophisticated, context-
aware actions [1].

4) Cloud Computing: Cloud computing provides the
infrastructure for scalable and on-demand computing re-
sources, critical in managing the extensive data generated in
industrial HRC settings. It enables the centralization of data
analysis and storage, offering robust platforms for AI and
machine learning models to operate efficiently. This tech-
nology strengthens the flexibility of HRC systems, enabling
them to adapt to new tasks and environments quickly by
leveraging cloud-based knowledge and computational power
[15].

5) Edge Computing: Edge computing processes data near
its source, reducing latency and enabling real-time responses
critical for human-robot collaboration. By decentralizing
computation, it ensures swift data analysis, essential for
tasks needing immediate feedback. This enhances robotic
autonomy, safety, and operational efficiency, especially in
environments where split-second decisions are crucial [16].
Edge computing’s integration into HRC systems supports
seamless operation and higher responsiveness, aligning with
the demands of advanced manufacturing and collaborative
tasks.

III. APPLICATIONS REVIEW

This section aims to review recent studies related to XR
application areas in HRC and complement the proposed
human-in-the-loop framework with the existing practical
implementations. The reviewed use cases are conditionally
divided into four categories for a more organized and
comprehensive representation, offering diverse viewpoints
through the lenses of operator support and communication,
safety considerations, teleoperation, and robot programming.

A. Operator Support and Communication

The idea of using extended reality for the purpose of
operator support is not new, and it is not akin to purely
HRC. Virtual and augmented reality have been applied in the
areas of product development [17] or operator task training
[18]. The authors in [19] define the uses of XR for operator
support in the following ways: a) show visual and text
information regarding the process, b) provide the operator
with visual and audio cues warning about certain dangers,
such as the movement of the robot, c) visualize the area used
by the robot within the real environment to minimize the risk
of collisions.

Overall, the reviewed literature supports the classification
by [19]. Bolano et al. [20] presented an interface that
visualizes the swept volume of the robot’s planned motion

using a point cloud, which allowed the operator to foresee
the volume that the robot will occupy. Chu et al. in [21]
proposed two AR-based visual interfaces to provide human
operators with situational awareness. One of the interfaces
displayed a semi-transparent barrier next to the manipula-
tor, warning the operator of the robot’s working envelope.
Another interface displayed the virtual gripper model that
moved along the robot’s trajectory a few seconds before the
physical robot, giving the operator enough time to assess the
situation. The study by Dimitropoulos et al. [22] proposed
a human-to-robot collaboration interface involving both AR
technology and machine learning. The authors deploy a
convolutional neural network to an AR headset to assist
the operator in detecting the assembly parts of interest.
Moreover, the authors position several markers throughout
the testing environment, which are then detected by the AR
headset, enabling the locating and tracking of operators in
the scene, therefore eliminating the necessity for multiple
stationary RGB cameras. This approach enhanced the flex-
ibility of operator tracking and provided input data to the
manipulator regarding the operator’s actions and movements.
Furthermore, for the collaborative tasks, the implemented
interface included gesture-based commands letting the user
modify the end-effector position if required.

It is important to highlight that the classification outlined
in [19] primarily emphasized a passive approach, focusing on
supporting functions and certain safety aspects for humans
in proximity to the robot. Nonetheless, a more proactive
perspective would involve considering human-to-robot com-
munication, enabling the manipulator to find the optimal way
to assist the human operator. In general, the utilization of
extended reality head-mounted displays offers various input
modes for controlling the manipulator, including speech,
gaze, and hand gestures. Authors in various studies explored
these modes individually, as well as the possibility of fusion.
In [20], the authors showed two separate communication
interfaces allowing the operator to either use the voice
command or point with the hand. Meanwhile, the authors in
[23] attempted to let the operators use both voice and hand
gestures simultaneously. The proposed framework included
the calculation of the confidence score for each communica-
tion mode to address controversial input data. Nonetheless,
another methodology was investigated by Mukherjee et al.
in [24], where authors proposed the AI-powered multi-modal
fusion architecture based on fuzzy inference and Dempster-
Shafer theory to deal with incomplete or conflicting evidence.
The experiments were conducted using voice commands and
hand gestures, however, authors claim the model should be
sufficiently generalizable to include other modes of input.

B. Safety Considerations

In human-robot collaboration scenarios, the operator’s
safety is a primary concern. Multiple frameworks have been
developed based on monitoring separation, speed, power,
and force limitations. Lately this study has been further
extended by trying to predict possible collisions through
the optimization-based control methods. The implementation



of extended reality cannot directly solve the optimization-
related problems of collision avoidance, but it may provide
a flexible solution to increase the operators’ safety.

Cogurcu et al. [25] suggested an AR-based virtual safety
zone system around the manipulator comparable with cell
cages for industrial robots. The virtual barriers are dynamic,
changing position relative to the manipulator movements. If a
human enters the safety zone, the robot stops immediately. A
similar but inverse approach has been taken by Hoang et al.
[26], guaranteeing an effective way to track human motion by
creating a virtual barrier around the user anchored to the AR
headset, allowing the person to move around the workplace
freely. In case the robot detects an edge of the barrier on
its planned path, it must adapt to avoid collision. The work
goes even further and showcases the possibility of adding
obstacle-oriented virtual barriers restricting the robot’s mo-
tion in certain areas. The implementation in [25] and [26]
require the operator to wear the XR headset continuously.
Potentially, this methodology could be used as a way to
gather operator movement data in order to learn and manage
the individual operators’ preferences (related methodologies
are also described in [22] and [27]) or to use in the collision
prediction as task-specific historical data.

The authors in [28] utilize AR technology to visualize
the robot’s working envelope. Furthermore, the virtual twin
of the physical robot is visualized to give the user a better
idea of the planned manipulator motion and future positions.
Meanwhile, [27] proposed a significantly more complex ar-
chitecture consisting of the robot’s digital twin, deep learning
model, two depth sensors, and the mixed reality headset. The
authors investigate different strategies to extract data on the
operator’s location to synchronize it with the robot’s digital
twin. Essentially, the study manages to accurately calculate
and visualize the distance between the operator’s hands and
the manipulator in real time, leading to better surroundings
and safety awareness.

Some authors approach the concerns for safety from
another corner of the XR paradigm - Virtual Reality. Creating
a completely virtual environment allows the mimicking of
realistic as well as potential hypothetical scenarios [7],
where users can interact and familiarize themselves with the
equipment at no risk of injury. Additionally, the concept of
HRI in virtual reality can be elevated by incorporating the
digital twin of the manipulator. Hence, it is no longer just a
training simulation, but a real-time teleoperation (discussed
in detail in III-C) that blurs the boundary between the virtual
and physical interaction [29]. On the other hand, the aspects
of mental and physical load of interactions in VR are not
fully examined, and concerns of cybersickness should be
addressed through further research [30].

C. Teleoperation

Described as the remote, real-time control of the robot,
teleoperation is a widely studied area of research in robotics
[31]. The teleoperation process is usually associated with
multiple challenges [32]. The first issue is mapping a rather
large number of joints and degrees of freedom to the human’s

control interface. Secondly, poor perception leads to lower
situational awareness, therefore influencing the overall ability
and efficiency of the operator to accomplish the task. Finally,
the task planning process for an operator from a remote
location is particularly hard due to the need to breakdown
the high-level objective into a low-level sequence of actions.
Therefore, this section provides an overview of studies
that address the above-mentioned issues by leveraging XR
technology.

Kennel-Maushart et al. [33] presented an MR interface for
multi-robot systems that allows the operator to specify target
poses, avoiding unfavorable setups that lead to singularities.
The authors present their optimization method tested on
a dual-arm ABB YuMi via the developed MR interface,
allowing the user to teleoperate the payload in real-time
and remotely. In order to adjust the orientation, position,
velocity, and force of the robot, Sun et al. [34] introduced an
MR-based teleoperation interface with an integrated series of
fuzzy-based algorithms, improving the overall maneuverabil-
ity of the system.

One of the most interesting sub-domains for research is
multi-view teleoperation, where the operator has access to
several points of view, solving problems of occlusions and
leading to better spatial awareness. One of the most common
and straightforward approaches is picture-in-picture (PIP),
where multiple video streams are overlaid simultaneously.
Usually, the global view is represented as the third-person
view of the system, while the local view is extracted from
the camera attached to the end-effector. The primary issue
with the PIP method is the need for operators to frequently
switch between views, resulting in a continuous change
of operating perspectives. A multi-view fusion method is
presented in [35] showcasing the possibility to construct a 3D
point cloud reconstruction of the objects that are occluded
in one of the views. The authors use a VR headset as the
basis for their interface. The global view, captured by a
stationary stereo camera, is displayed alongside the visual
augmentations for the occluded objects (extracted from the
local view). Furthermore, the occluded robot components,
such as gripper fingers reaching for an object in the box, are
also rendered as a visual augmentation.

Kuts et al. in [29] investigated the viability of the digital
twin (DT) as the validation tool for industrial robot ma-
nipulation. The implemented framework includes the DT of
the manipulator in the virtual environment, which is fully
synchronized with the physical robot. The VR interface for
robot control includes the possibility of changing the joint
rotation angles, speed, and gripper function. This approach
lets the end users remain in the decision loop remotely and
in real time. Additionally, the presented interface in [29]
requires the operator to manually modify the position of each
joint until reaching the destination, which, in fact, leads to
the idea of the task-level authoring [36] - forcing the human
to break the objective into smaller steps.

Meanwhile, DelPreto et al. [37] presented an online learn-
ing framework where human demonstrations are conducted
in order to complement ML-based autonomous robots. The



robot uses self-supervised learning, however, if the task
cannot be properly accomplished, it request a direct demon-
stration from a human operator that is performed via Virtual
Reality. The work in [37] is a great example of autonomous
robotics with the human-in-the-loop, where XR acts as
a human-robot communication middle-ware complementing
AI algorithms with the human experience.

D. Robot Programming

Robot programming, including operations such as relo-
cation, grasping, and orientation change, are all among the
most important functionalities of a robot [38]. In general,
robot control methods can be divided into traditional and
learning-based methods. The traditional control, delivered
through offline programming, allows robot actions to be fully
programmed. Nonetheless, it lacks the flexibility required in
rapidly changing environments where it is nearly impossible
to foresee all circumstances. Kinesthetic teaching partially
addresses these concerns by enabling the user to easily and
directly modify or build from scratch the robot’s waypoints,
grasping positions, etc. On the other hand, learning-based
methods generally employ the use of machine learning
algorithms. The implementation of AI opens opportunities
for a larger degree of autonomy, better generalization in
tasks, and even behavior modeling.

In 2012, Fang et al. [9] introduced an interactive frame-
work based on Augmented Reality (AR) for adjusting a
robot’s path. The authors incorporated their framework with
the robot’s task and trajectory planner, enabling the oper-
ator to review the initial path. This integration offered the
flexibility to modify, add, or delete waypoints between the
starting and destination points. Quintero et al. [39] presented
a trajectory modification interface similar to the one in [9].
However, the authors also conducted a study to compare it
to kinesthetic teaching. The findings indicate that AR-based
trajectory modification frameworks can reduce the teaching
time, and show better overall performance since it is easy to
use and is less physically demanding.

Luebbers et al. [40] proposed a method of constrained
learning from demonstration with the purpose of long-term
skill maintenance of the manipulator. The introduced AR
interface allows users to visualize and modify the task-
associated gripper positions as well as the movement con-
straints. Interestingly, the idea of managing virtual con-
straints (also referred to as barriers) is similar in nature
between [40], where authors use it for robotics path planning
to accomplish a task, and [26], where the primary subject of
interest is safety aspects.

The term HRC often implies an arm manipulator, however,
HRC can also refer to other robotic platforms as well.
In fact, many researchers attempt to study the interaction
methods with mobile robots, including the role of XR in the
process. For example, Tsamis et al. [28] presented an AR-
based framework of a manipulator on a mobile platform.
The mobile robot navigates to the goal pickup position,
where the arm utilizes object detection to plan its path for
grasping. AR plays a key role in keeping humans in the

decision-making process by reviewing the planned routes
of both agents. Focusing fully on mobile robotics, Gu et
al. [41] presented a simple yet effective AR-based interface
for navigation goals. The AR Point&Click interface allows
the use of natural pointing gestures, which are captured
and interpreted by the cameras on the AR headset. The
authors compare their approach to several other methods and
conclude that based on user study, the proposed interface
leads to higher efficiency and reduced mental load. Although
the presented implementation in [41] was done for a mobile
robot, it easily translates to the arm manipulator setting -
a similar example is illustrated in [42] as part of a larger
research on MR interfaces for HRC.

As mentioned earlier in this subsection, the use of ML
has become widespread in the robotics industry, and in
this context, XR also establishes its relevance, particularly
within the domain of imitation learning. One of the most
famous works in this area was published in 2018 by Zhang
et al. [43], showcasing a method to directly map pixels
to actions from the demonstrations obtained in the virtual
environment. Interestingly, an inexpensive system with less
than 30 minutes of demonstration was sufficient to achieve
nearly 90% success rate. Similarly, Dyrstard et al. [44] inves-
tigated the possibility of skill transfer for fish grasping tasks.
By collecting just a few dozen demonstrations in virtual
reality and employing domain randomization, a substantial
synthetic training dataset comprising 100,000 samples was
generated. Considering the given task and setting, the authors
managed to achieve 74% accuracy in grasping. After a more
thorough analysis and dismissal of non-ML-related failures,
the success rate could be estimated at 80%.

IV. DISCUSSION

The discussion section aims to bring out the major ad-
vantages and limitations and summarize the future research
outlook for extended reality within industrial HRI.

A. Mitigating Risks

The visualization of motion intention and object manipu-
lation gives the operator a better understanding of the work-
flow. In the case of VR systems, one of the main advantages
is the elimination of the need for physical expert presence
[45]. In general, studies show that XR is a unique tool that
allows the conduct of teleoperation, robot programming, and
various operator-supporting functions in a safe and controlled
manner. Although XR offers the possibility of finding a
balance between operator safety and robot efficiency, the
impact on physical and mental health from working with
head-mounted displays in HRI tasks necessitates further
studies. As mentioned in [30], there are currently no optimal
solutions to address all possible side effects like muscle
fatigue, motion sickness, and mental overload. Similarly,
for human-robot collaborative tasks, the psychological factor
remains a significant area of research. This includes the effort
to cultivate trust between the agents, as well as methods to
generate motion and trajectories that closely mimic human
behavior.



B. Immersiveness

One of the bases for introducing XR is its immersive po-
tential. The immersive environment lets us maintain control
over all simulation parameters, which is particularly impor-
tant in the context of immersive demonstrations. As it has
been shown in the current literature [38], [46], demonstration
quality is one of the most decisive factors in the effectiveness
of robot policy learning.

Considering enhanced visualization and situation aware-
ness provided by the immersive capabilities, task coordina-
tion is another area of research for improving collaboration
between the agents. Further investigation would look into the
application of XR in the context of multi-robot systems. The
ability to simulate and coordinate multi-robot systems would
allow the integration of human operators into more complex
manufacturing environments.

C. User-oriented Concepts

In order to best address human-robot collaboration, it
is essential to take social cues into account. That can be
expressed in terms of communication modes like gestures,
voice, or gaze - all of which are supported by the modern
XR headsets. The use of head-mounted displays (HMDs)
eliminates the need for multiple stationary cameras and
various additional sensors. However, further investigation is
needed on how to capture and accurately interpret multi-
modal communication signals, such as fusion techniques.
Similarly, the tracking functionality in HMDs opens certain
possibilities to study operator preferences. The authors in
[47] propose a method to transfer operator preferences from
a canonical to an actual assembly task, allowing the cobot
to assist the operator proactively. The incorporation of XR
in this process could facilitate data collection - operator
and surrounding related, and potentially result in a more
personalized HRI experience.

D. From Lab to Industry

One of the primary obstacles preventing the adaptation of
extended reality for the human-robot collaboration scenarios
is setup costs, requiring substantial initial investment. Addi-
tionally, there is a lack of unified consensus within industry
on the XR integration strategy and interface development,
which understandably stems from the differences in industry-
specific requirements and individual products. A possible
future area of research could involve investigating the fea-
sibility of utilizing the same XR interface across multiple
manipulators with the flexibility to easily customize the
interface for new robot- or product-specific characteristics.
Furthermore, the implementation of XR is usually performed
in a bundle with other digital technologies, as outlined in II-
C. Therefore, it entails additional investments and resources,
and in fact, the effectiveness of XR becomes conditional
on the development and maintenance of other technologies.
Also, it is noteworthy that most of the reviewed works
perform experiments in the laboratory. The prospect of
transferring the developed methodologies and interfaces to

real-world scenarios and industrial settings remains yet to
be explored.

V. CONCLUSIONS
This study investigates the application of extended reality

to enhance human-to-robot interaction with a focus on the
industrial setting. The conducted review suggests that recent
advancements in extended reality make it a practical com-
munication interface for HRC, particularly when integrated
with other enabling technologies such as digital twinning
and machine learning. The presented conceptualization of
the framework for fully autonomous manipulator with the
human-in-the-loop could be considered as a stepping stone
towards more effective human-robot collaboration as it aims
to strike the balance between autonomy, efficiency, and op-
erational flexibility. Overall, the incorporation of immersive
technology augments human control over both the robot’s
movements and the surrounding environment, leading to
further adaptation of human-centric cyber-physical systems.
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[31] J. E. Solanes, A. Muñoz, L. Gracia, A. Martı́, V. Girbés-Juan, and
J. Tornero, “Teleoperation of industrial robot manipulators based on
augmented reality,” The International Journal of Advanced Manufac-
turing Technology, vol. 111, pp. 1077–1097, 2020.

[32] M. K. Zein, M. Al Aawar, D. Asmar, and I. H. Elhajj, “Deep
learning and mixed reality to autocomplete teleoperation,” in 2021
IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA),
pp. 4523–4529, IEEE, 2021.

[33] F. Kennel-Maushart, R. Poranne, and S. Coros, “Multi-arm payload
manipulation via mixed reality,” in 2022 International Conference on
Robotics and Automation (ICRA), pp. 11251–11257, IEEE, 2022.

[34] D. Sun, A. Kiselev, Q. Liao, T. Stoyanov, and A. Loutfi, “A new mixed-
reality-based teleoperation system for telepresence and maneuverabil-
ity enhancement,” IEEE Transactions on Human-Machine Systems,
vol. 50, no. 1, pp. 55–67, 2020.

[35] D. Wei, B. Huang, and Q. Li, “Multi-view merging for robot teleop-
eration with virtual reality,” IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters,
vol. 6, no. 4, pp. 8537–8544, 2021.

[36] E. Senft, M. Hagenow, K. Welsh, R. Radwin, M. Zinn, M. Gleicher,
and B. Mutlu, “Task-level authoring for remote robot teleoperation,”
Frontiers in Robotics and AI, vol. 8, p. 707149, 2021.

[37] J. DelPreto, J. I. Lipton, L. Sanneman, A. J. Fay, C. Fourie, C. Choi,
and D. Rus, “Helping robots learn: a human-robot master-apprentice
model using demonstrations via virtual reality teleoperation,” in 2020
IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA),
pp. 10226–10233, IEEE, 2020.

[38] K. Li, D. Chappell, and N. Rojas, “Immersive demonstrations are the
key to imitation learning,” in 2023 IEEE International Conference on
Robotics and Automation (ICRA), pp. 5071–5077, 2023.

[39] C. P. Quintero, S. Li, M. K. Pan, W. P. Chan, H. M. Van der Loos,
and E. Croft, “Robot programming through augmented trajectories in
augmented reality,” in 2018 IEEE/RSJ International Conference on
Intelligent Robots and Systems (IROS), pp. 1838–1844, IEEE, 2018.

[40] M. B. Luebbers, C. Brooks, C. L. Mueller, D. Szafir, and B. Hayes,
“Arc-lfd: Using augmented reality for interactive long-term robot skill
maintenance via constrained learning from demonstration,” in 2021
IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA),
pp. 3794–3800, IEEE, 2021.

[41] M. Gu, E. Croft, and A. Cosgun, “Ar point &click: An interface for
setting robot navigation goals,” in International Conference on Social
Robotics, pp. 38–49, Springer, 2022.

[42] X. Yan, Y. Jiang, C. Chen, L. Gong, M. Ge, T. Zhang, and X. Li,
“A complementary framework for human–robot collaboration with a
mixed ar–haptic interface,” IEEE Transactions on Control Systems
Technology, 2023.

[43] T. Zhang, Z. McCarthy, O. Jow, D. Lee, X. Chen, K. Goldberg,
and P. Abbeel, “Deep imitation learning for complex manipulation
tasks from virtual reality teleoperation,” in 2018 IEEE International
Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), pp. 5628–5635,
IEEE, 2018.

[44] J. S. Dyrstad, E. R. Øye, A. Stahl, and J. R. Mathiassen, “Teaching a
robot to grasp real fish by imitation learning from a human supervisor
in virtual reality,” in 2018 IEEE/RSJ International Conference on
Intelligent Robots and Systems (IROS), pp. 7185–7192, IEEE, 2018.

[45] J. Arents and M. Greitans, “Smart industrial robot control trends,
challenges and opportunities within manufacturing,” Applied Sciences,
vol. 12, no. 2, p. 937, 2022.

[46] A. Jackson, B. D. Northcutt, and G. Sukthankar, “The benefits of im-
mersive demonstrations for teaching robots,” in 2019 14th ACM/IEEE
International Conference on Human-Robot Interaction (HRI), pp. 326–
334, IEEE, 2019.

[47] H. Nemlekar, N. Dhanaraj, A. Guan, S. K. Gupta, and S. Nikolaidis,
“Transfer learning of human preferences for proactive robot assistance
in assembly tasks,” in Proceedings of the 2023 ACM/IEEE Interna-
tional Conference on Human-Robot Interaction, pp. 575–583, 2023.


	INTRODUCTION
	FRAMEWORK CONCEPTUALIZATION
	Manipulator Task Generalization
	Demo
	Task Planner
	Task Execution

	Human-in-the-Loop Component
	Immersive Demonstration
	Input Review
	Skill Assessment
	Direct Teleoperation
	XR Commissioning

	Key Technologies
	Extended Reality
	Digital Twin
	Artificial Intelligence
	Cloud Computing
	Edge Computing


	APPLICATIONS REVIEW
	Operator Support and Communication
	Safety Considerations
	Teleoperation
	Robot Programming

	DISCUSSION
	Mitigating Risks
	Immersiveness
	User-oriented Concepts
	From Lab to Industry

	CONCLUSIONS
	References

