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Robustness Testing of Multi-Modal Models in
Varied Home Environments for Assistive Robots

Lea Hirlimann, Shengqiang Zhang, Hinrich Schütze and Philipp Wicke

Abstract—The development of assistive robotic agents to sup-
port household tasks is advancing, yet the underlying models
often operate in virtual settings that do not reflect real-world
complexity. For assistive care robots to be effective in diverse
environments, their models must be robust and integrate multiple
modalities. Consider a caretaker needing assistance in a dimly lit
room or navigating around a newly installed glass door. Models
relying solely on visual input might fail in low light, while those
using depth information could avoid the door. This demonstrates
the necessity for models that can process various sensory inputs.
Our ongoing study evaluates state-of-the-art robotic models in the
AI2Thor virtual environment. We introduce disturbances, such
as dimmed lighting and mirrored walls, to assess their impact
on modalities like movement or vision, and object recognition.
Our goal is to gather input from the Geriatronics community to
understand and model the challenges faced by practitioners.

Index Terms—robotics, geriatronics, HRI, multi-modality.

I. INTRODUCTION

Training robotic agents in virtual environments [1], [2], [3]
is a common practice before deploying them in real-world
settings [4], [5]. This method is both safe and effective. It
ensures safety by preventing any risk to individuals, especially
the elderly, who might rely on these robots for assistance
and may not respond swiftly to dangerous situations. It is
also effective because virtual environments allow extensive
testing through thousands of different iterations and scenarios,
thoroughly evaluating the robot’s performance [6], [7]. How-
ever, simulations inevitably simplify real-world physics and
problems, which can lead to challenges when these robotic
systems are implemented in real-world assistance contexts.

Many modern robotic agents use large transformer mod-
els trained on vision and language (VLMs [8]) to perform
household tasks [9], [10]. These systems are often the result
of end-to-end training, and in their deployment they function
from task instruction to execution. While integrating multiple
modalities — such as visual and auditory inputs — can
enhance robot performance, it remains unclear which specific
modalities contribute most to task success and how robust
these modalities are when deployed in real-world scenarios.
Researchers often use ablation studies to determine the impact
of training with and without certain modalities [11], [12].
However, there is a lack of direct testing on the robustness
of these modalities under varying conditions.
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This study aims to investigate the robustness of multi-modal
models in varied home environments, focusing on assistive
robots. We use the AI2Thor environment [2] to simulate
disturbances that affect semantic inputs in different ways. By
creating a series of tasks for state-of-the-art robotic agents
and introducing various disturbances, we hope to identify
potential issues that could arise in real-world deployment.
This approach will also help us understand the dependencies
of these models when different modalities are challenged.

Consider a scenario where a caretaker instructs a robot
to fetch a bottle of wine from the kitchen, but one of the
lightbulbs in the kitchen is broken, resulting in low light
conditions. A robot that heavily relies on visual data might
fail to complete the task. Conversely, if the robot has a
semantic map of the kitchen and follows pre-learned paths,
it might succeed without relying on vision, highlighting the
importance of locomotion and path-following in this case.
Further complicating the scenario, imagine a new mirror in
the kitchen reflecting the image of a bottle. A robot equipped
with depth perception might ignore the reflection, whereas
one relying solely on object recognition could mistake the
reflection for the actual bottle and grasp for the mirror.

By systematically disturbing semantic inputs in controlled
virtual environments, we aim to identify potential weaknesses
in current multi-modal models before they are deployed
in real-world settings. Additionally, our findings could
reveal intricate dependencies within these models when
exposed to different disturbances. We hope this research will
foster greater collaboration with practitioners in the field of
geriatrics, enhancing our understanding of the challenges in
deploying assistive robots and improving their reliability and
safety in practical applications. Our key contributions of this
preliminary work are summarised as follows:

• Introducing the notion of disturbances as a methodology
which allows researchers to assess the robustness of
multi-modal models in virtual environments.

• Contextualising robustness, disturbances and multi-modal
models for Geriatronics research by means of a literature
review and a comparative overview.

• An outline of planned research including suggested
disturbances, tasks, environments and models.

ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

12
44

3v
2 

 [
cs

.R
O

] 
 1

9 
Ju

n 
20

24



GERIATRONICS SUMMIT 2024, JULY 09 - 10, GARMISCH-PARTENKIRCHEN CONGRESS CENTER 2

II. RELATED WORKS

a) Simulation Environments: The study of robotic agents
in virtual environments has been significantly advanced by
benchmarks like ALFRED (Action Learning From Realistic
Environments and Directives). ALFRED, introduced by [13],
leverages egocentric vision within the AI2Thor environment
[2], combined with natural language instructions to guide
household tasks. The tasks are divided into high-level descrip-
tions and low-level sequences, requiring navigation, object de-
tection, interaction (e.g. picking objects up), and state changes
(e.g. heating objects). The dataset includes seven distinct task
types, ranging from pick and place to examining objects in
light. For each task, detailed goal and instruction annotations
were provided, resulting in over 8k expert demonstrations
averaging 50 steps each. Ablation studies showed that the
integration of vision and language modalities significantly
improved task performance, highlighting the importance of
multi-modal inputs in achieving higher success rates and
robustness in diverse environments.

The AI2Thor simulation framework, described by [2],
plays a crucial role in the development and testing of
robotic agents. AI2Thor offers a versatile platform for
robotic navigation and interaction, with scenes ranging from
individual rooms to multi-story houses. The framework
includes four primary scene collections: iThor, ProcThor,
RoboThor, and ArchitectThor. These simulations run on a
Unity back-end, providing agents with metadata on action
success, camera images, and object positions. The iTHOR
scenes, which consist of single rooms like kitchens and living
areas, are extensively used in the ALFRED benchmark.
Additionally, expanded scene collections such as RoboThor
and ArchitectThor offer more complex environments, while
ProcThor features procedurally generated large-scale scenes.
These enhancements in the simulation platform contribute to
more robust and scalable training environments for robotic
agents. Due to the available Unity back-end, AI2Thor is
our preferred choice of environment, because we can easily
modify the virtual space with disturbances through the
game engine, while connecting these modified versions with
household tasks provided by AI2Thor.

b) Modalities for Model Training: The application of
large language models (LLMs) in robotics has shown promis-
ing advancements in decision-making and planning capabili-
ties. As noted by [14], LLMs enhance reasoning and planning
through methods like Chain of Thought [15] and problem
decomposition. However, a significant challenge lies in the
modality gap, as LLMs primarily process textual information,
whereas robotic systems require multi-modal data (e.g., vision,
audio) for effective operation. Multi-modal models such as
CLIP [8] or BLIP [16], highlighted by [17], integrate data from
various domains with different extent, enriching the robot’s
perception and “understanding” of its environment.

The choice and combination of modalities are critical for the
robustness of robotic systems. According to [18], redundant
modalities, such as dual cameras, enhance positional aware-
ness and obstacle detection by providing multiple sources of

the same type of information, similar to human binocular vi-
sion. Additive modalities, like combining depth scanners with
cameras, offer complementary information that allows robots
to navigate even in challenging conditions like low light.
This approach not only improves the robot’s environmental
perception but also its ability to handle disturbances.

These studies collectively emphasise the importance of
multi-modal inputs and robust simulation environments in
developing effective and reliable robotic systems. Hence,
we will be modifying selected tasks from the ALFRED
benchmark in AI2Thor for our study on disturbances.

c) Selected Models: Our study aims to assess the robust-
ness of different multi-modal models for robotic agents with
respect to different modalities. Hence, we briefly summarise
the works of those papers that introduce the models which we
plan to assess. Selection problems and arguments for choosing
these models are outlined in the methodology (Sec. III).

The Hierarchical Language-conditioned Spatial Model
(HLSM) bridges the gap between high-level natural language
instructions and robot actions over long execution periods
[19]. By maintaining a continuous spatial-semantic map,
HLSM allows robotic agents to perform hierarchical reason-
ing, decomposing complex tasks into manageable sub-tasks.
This approach, which avoids step-by-step instructions, has
demonstrated state-of-the-art performance on the ALFRED
benchmark, making it highly effective for executing long-term
tasks based on abstract language commands.

FILM (Following Instructions in Language with Modular
methods) utilises structured representations to achieve good
results [20]. Their model constructs a semantic map of the
scene and uses a semantic search policy for exploration, avoid-
ing reliance on expert trajectories and low-level instructions.
It achieves state-of-the-art performance (24.46%), and demon-
strates further improvement (26.49%) with the integration of
low-level language. This approach highlights the efficacy of
explicit spatial memory and semantic search for robust state
tracking and task execution.

Complementing the other models, Embodied BERT
(EmBERT) addresses the challenge of grounding language
instructions in visual observations and actions for language-
guided robots [21]. EmBERT, a transformer-based model,
processes high-dimensional, multi-modal inputs across long
temporal horizons for task completion. It bridges the gap
between object-centric navigation models and the ALFRED
benchmark by incorporating object navigation targets in its
training. EmBERT achieves competitive performance on AL-
FRED, being one of the first transformer-based models to
manage long-horizon, dense, multi-modal histories, and to
utilise object-centric navigation targets effectively.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. Model Selection

Selecting models for (simulated) robotic tasks posed several
challenges. Few models are open source, and many are out-
dated, requiring significant time to reproduce original results
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Fig. 1. Several state-of-the-art models for assistive robots are evaluated in the AI2Thor environment for their robustness against challenging disturbances,
such as dimmed lighting or encountering a glass door (see the above image).

due to poor documentation and outdated packages. Addition-
ally, top-performing models on the ALFRED leaderboard1

are often inaccessible. Our objective was to choose models
with diverse architectures, modalities, and interfaces with
the environment. However, the pool of potential multimodal
robotic agents was limited, and migrating models trained on
different platforms to a common simulator proved unfeasible.
This is because agent implementations vary across platforms
and tasks, tailored specifically to the inputs and environments
they were originally designed for. The choice for HLSM,
FILM and EmBERT was therefore motivated by using open-
source, well-performing models on the ALFRED benchmark.

B. Disturbances

We define a disturbance as any external factor or alteration
in the environment that directly limits or disables one or more
properties of one or more modalities, thus challenging the
model’s ability to generalise and respond effectively to new,
unseen scenarios. In the following, we list the current set of
disturbances along with their explanations (see Fig. 1):

• Dimmed light: The same task is executed under different
light conditions. From brightly lit to no-light.

• Glass door: The room is blocked by a glass door.
Blockage of moves can detect the wall, vision may not.

• Mirror: A mirror on a wall will provide redundant ant
visual information. A depth sensor may pick up on it.

This initial list is not complete and we aim to develop
further disturbances targeting different modalities.

C. Tasks Selection

In order to implement disturbances to the environment, the
tasks for the robots need to fulfil two criteria: i) the task must
actually be disturbed by our modification with respect to some
modality (vision, depth etc.). ii) the model must have at least

1https://leaderboard.allenai.org/alfred/submissions/public

some good ability to solve the task, because otherwise the
impact of the disturbance would likely be immeasurable. The
tasks used in our study are selected from the seen test set2 of
the ALFRED Benchmark, focusing on a single floorplan. This
approach simplifies the process by allowing changes to one
floorplan, making it easier to observe the effects of various
disturbances. The selected tasks encompass multiple types
classified within the ALFRED Benchmark, such as “pick two
objects and place,” “heat and place,” and more. Specifically,
our selection of tasks are described by the following Task IDs:

• Task #1: trial_T20190906_234933_757762
• Task #2: trial_T20190906_200537_899818
• Task #3: trial_T20190907_163216_451970
• Task #4: trial_T20190908_062227_162609
• Task #5: trial_T20190908_200539_115276
• Task #6: trial_T20190908_062304_008535
Each task includes three goal-instruction pairs. For example,

in trial_T20190908_062227_162609, the goals are:
• “Put a warm plate in the sink.”
• “Put a heated white plate in the sink.”
• “Warm a plate and put it in the sink.”
Each goal is paired with its corresponding instructions.

While the model has seen the floorplan during training, it has
not been trained on scenes with disturbances, adding an extra
layer of challenge. The tasks from the ALFRED Benchmark
are selected for their complexity, requiring the virtual robotic
agent to demonstrate a range of skills such as navigation,
object interaction, memorisation, and the application of world
or commonsense knowledge.

D. Evaluation Metric

The evaluation of task performance is based on two primary
metrics: i) Task Success: The percentage of successfully

2https://github.com/askforalfred/alfred/tree/master/data/json 2.1.0/tests
seen

https://leaderboard.allenai.org/alfred/submissions/public
https://github.com/askforalfred/alfred/tree/master/data/json_2.1.0/tests_seen
https://github.com/askforalfred/alfred/tree/master/data/json_2.1.0/tests_seen
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completed tasks. ii) Goal Condition Success: The percentage
of successfully completed sub-goals within each task.

To ensure robustness in the evaluation, each task is run with
different starting positions of objects and agent. Initially, there
were three runs per task, corresponding to one run per goal-
instruction pair. To enhance the evaluation, three additional
random initial agent positions are selected, resulting in 12 runs
per task. Each task is then also evaluated under disturbance-
conditions, resulting in 12 runs per disturbed task as well. This
comprehensive approach ensures that the evaluation captures
a wide range of possible scenarios and agent behaviours.

IV. CURRENT PROGRESS

The current state of the research includes the extension
of the dataset with three additional starting positions for the
robot, which have been randomly generated and tested for
necessary minimal distances. For each task, there are now 4
starting positions with the three different goal-instructions for
six tasks, which aggregates to a total of 72 episodes. These
have been tested with and without a glass wall disturbance
within the task scenario two models (FILM and HLSM).

A. Preliminary Results

Quantitative results were collected automatically to deter-
mine the success rate, while goal states were manually verified
by checking intermediate sub-goal success. These results,
aggregated across all starting positions and tasks for two
models under two conditions (with and without a glass wall
disturbance), are presented in the following Table:

Condition Success Rate Goal Condition
FILM baseline 16.67% 39.41%
FILM glass wall disturbance 16.67% 31.28%
HLSM baseline 15.28% 44.02%
HLSM glass wall disturbance 8.33% 26.13%

The presence of a glass wall disturbance leads to a lower
overall Goal Condition Rate (percentage of successful sub-
goals). The HLSM model appears more affected by the glass
wall compared to the FILM model, with 17.89% of subtasks
remaining unfinished due to the disturbance.

This trend does not hold consistently across individual tasks.
For one task, the FILM model successfully completed the final
subgoal three times, overcoming previous failures. Conversely,
the HLSM model detected a microwave for the first time in the
glass wall scenario - an otherwise difficult subgoal. For HLSM,
the addition of ground truth depth information increased
performance in glass wall scenes to a success rate (SR) of
12.50% and a Goal Condition (GC) of 35.36%. This aligns
with ablation studies by the authors of HLSM and FILM,
indicating that ground truth depth data is particularly beneficial
in unfamiliar environments, such as when encountering new
objects or obstacles in an already familiar room.

Qualitative observations indicate that the glass wall often
causes agents to become stuck or exhibit erratic behaviour.
In the ALFRED benchmark, which limits agents to ten failed
actions, this threshold is frequently reached sooner in the glass
wall condition due to agents repeatedly bumping into the wall.

Fig. 2. Semantic map produced by FILM during Task #4, where the agent
(red marker) registers the glass wall as an obstacle (grey vertical line at top
center) and navigates away from it (red dots) without getting stuck

An exception to this can be observed for FILM in Task #4,
where the agent registers the wall and navigates away from it
(see Figure 2 for the semantic map produced during the task).

B. Next Steps

Future work will focus on several areas. First, we evaluate
scenes containing mirrors, as a new form of visual disturbance,
to understand their impact on model performance. Second,
introduce additional obstacles and disturbances to assess their
effects comprehensively. Third, investigate how exactly the
starting positions influence individual results of tasks. Lastly,
we plan to consider comparing the effects of disturbances with
results from ALFRED tasks conducted on unknown floorplans
to provide a broader context for the effects of disturbances.

V. CONCLUSION

The presented project challenges existing multimodal mod-
els for robotic tasks by introducing disturbances in virtual
environments. Many models under development claim that
training on familiar tasks enhances their generalisation capa-
bilities to unfamiliar tasks. These models argue that not every
object needs to be seen, nor every room explored, due to the
extensive understanding provided by large language and vision
models of objects, scenes, and spatial conditions. However,
the extent to which different sensory input streams influence
task performance remains understudied. While ablation studies
offer some insights, our research specifically examines the
disturbance of selected or combined inputs. Although our work
is still ongoing and results are pending, we believe that the
methodology proposed in this study can guide and encourage
researchers to consider disturbances during development.

Many of our disturbances are derived from real-life scenar-
ios, such as mirrors, glass doors, and lights being turned off.
Nevertheless, further exploration is needed to understand how
environmental factors can disrupt workflows and to introduce
more realistic and challenging disturbances. Therefore, we aim
to utilise the Geriatronics Summit as an opportunity to discuss,
and explore scenarios for assistive robots in greater depth.
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