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Abstract— Human intelligence possesses the ability to effec-
tively focus on important environmental components, which
enhances perception, learning, reasoning, and decision-making.
Inspired by this cognitive mechanism, we introduced a novel
concept termed relevance for Human-Robot Collaboration
(HRC). Relevance is defined as the importance of the objects
based on the applicability and pertinence of the objects for
the human objective or other factors. In this paper, we
further developed a novel two-loop framework integrating
real-time and asynchronous processing to quantify relevance
and apply relevance for safer and more efficient HRC. The
asynchronous loop leverages the world knowledge from an
LLM and quantifies relevance, and the real-time loop executes
scene understanding, human intent prediction, and decision-
making based on relevance. In decision making, we proposed
and developed a human robot task allocation method based on
relevance and a novel motion generation and collision avoidance
methodology considering the prediction of human trajectory.
Simulations and experiments show that our methodology for
relevance quantification can accurately and robustly predict the
human objective and relevance, with an average accuracy of up
to 0.90 for objective prediction and up to 0.96 for relevance pre-
diction. Moreover, our motion generation methodology reduces
collision cases by 63.76% and collision frames by 44.74% when
compared with a state-of-the-art (SOTA) collision avoidance
method. Our framework and methodologies, with relevance,
guide the robot on how to best assist humans and generate
safer and more efficient actions for HRC.

I. INTRODUCTION

Robots and automation systems are becoming increasingly
critical in enhancing productivity, efficiency, and precision
in industry [1], [2], [3] and daily human life [4], [5].
However, they still struggle to match the exceptional cog-
nitive capabilities of human beings. Among all cognitive
mechanisms in human brains, humans are extraordinary at
selectively focusing on important components within the en-
vironment, which guide our perception, learning, reasoning,
and decision-making in daily life. It enables us to focus on
relevant stimuli while filtering out irrelevant information in
our environment, thus playing a crucial role in more efficient
spatial perception, scene understanding, and decision-making
[6], [7].

To empower the robot with similar capabilities, in [8],
we defined a new and important concept and scene under-
standing approach, termed relevance, and developed method-
ologies for quantifying relevance with a novel event-based
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The human is cutting an orange

What is the objective of the human?
What are some relevant objects for the objective? 

I should focus on those objects with high relevance!

?

Fig. 1. Illustration of an example of relevance in a tabletop setup. The
human is currently cutting an orange. The robot needs to reason about the
scene, the human, and other factors to determine the human’s objective.
With the objective and possible tasks, relevant classes and elements of
objects are determined for how to best assist the human. With the quantified
relevance, the robot is informed about which objects to fetch and deliver for
the best human assistance and which objects to focus on in other functions
to improve performance.

framework and a probabilistic methodology based on a new
scene representation. Relevance is defined as the pertinence
of objects in the scene based on the human objective or other
factors. An example of relevance is shown in Fig. 1.

Relevance offers three key benefits in human-robot col-
laboration (HRC). First, accurately determined relevance
enables the robot to better understand object applicability
to the scene and potential interaction sequences, enhancing
the efficiency, safety, and fluency of HRC. Second, focusing
on relevant objects allows the robot to optimize its com-
putational resources, improving speed and safety [9]. Third,
relevance unites human, task, and scene models, facilitating
more accurate predictions and reasoning by leveraging im-
provements from various areas.

Building on the work in [8], this paper further develops
and presents a framework for determining relevance and
applying it to a novel real-time decision-making component
that enhances safety in HRC. In this framework, two loops
are running asynchronously, namely the async loop and the
real-time loop. The real-time loop performs continuous real-
time computation, including scene understanding, human
intent prediction, and decision-making. The asynchronous
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loop leverages the world knowledge from Large Language
Models (LLM) to predict the potential human objective
and relevance. The real-time loop utilizes those results for
decision-making to achieve proactive and safe HRC. Al-
though the loop operates asynchronously, its execution rate
dynamically adjusts based on the scene’s conditions.

In the decision-making module, we developed a real-time
methodology with human-robot task allocation and a novel
motion planning methodology. With relevance, the traditional
Artificial Potential Field (APF) methods for motion planning
and collision avoidance are enhanced by a virtual obstacle
constructed based on the future projection of the human
motion and associated repulsive force formulation. In this
way, the robot can behave in a proactive manner for safer
and more efficient HRC. Simulation results demonstrate that
our decision making module reduces the collision cases and
frames by 63.76% and 44.74 %, respectively.

In summary, the paper’s contributions are as follows: (1)
We proposed and developed a novel methodology to quan-
tify relevance with human objective prediction and relevant
object prediction based on LLMs. (2) We proposed and
developed a novel two-loop framework to integrate LLM
inference and relevance quantification into a real-time appli-
cation by leveraging the asynchronous frameworks based on
different inference requirements of different components. (3)
We proposed and developed a novel methodology of decision
making based on relevance. Simulations and experiments
validate enhanced safety and lower collision probability with
our Relevance-based Artificial Potential Field (RAPF).

II. RELATED WORKS

This work is unique to the best of our knowledge and
exceptionally contributes to the area of robotics in the
following manners.

A. Saliency and Attention

Relevance fundamentally differs from previous works that
aim to identify and underline the important regions in the
scene, such as attention and saliency. Saliency focuses on
identifying the visually prominent and conspicuous features
in the image [10], [11], [12], while attention focuses on
current short-term, reactive, and simple tasks without consid-
ering the future projection [13], [14]. Relevance fundamen-
tally differs from those works in that relevance represents
the inherent relationship between objects because of the
human objective and the applicability of objects to achive
the objective. Relevance considers the interconnection among
environmental understanding, human models, task models,
etc.

B. LLMs for Robotics

Large Language Models (LLMs) are revolutionizing
robotics by enabling multi-modality reasoning [15], general
prediction without transfer learning [16], and flexible con-
nections between modules in robotic frameworks [17]. In
this paper, we utilized LLMs for a dramatically different and
novel application, i.e., relevance determination. Moreover,

the current inference time of LLMs is longer than that of real-
time computation requirements. Existing works with LLMs
in robotics mainly apply to non-real-time policy generation
in a static or pre-defined environment. Our unique two-loop
design enables knowledge retrieval of LLMs in real-time
applications by leveraging asynchronous computation.

C. Artificial Potential Fields

APF is an intuitive and efficient real-time robot motion
planning method by simulating attractive forces toward goals
and repulsive forces away from obstacles, enabling smooth
and collision-free navigation [18]. Song et al. proposed a
methodology called Predictive APF to anticipate obstacles
based on the robot’s velocity and the relative positions of
obstacles to adjust the path before potential collisions [19].
However, their goal of incorporating prediction into APF
is to smooth the path considering the dynamic constraints
of the agent, which is dramatically different from ours.
Moreover, their methodology is limited to environments with
static obstacles. Our Relevance-based APF (RAPF) is to
improve HRC safety by predicting the motion of the human
and dynamically updating the path proactively in a highly
dynamic environment.

III. PROBLEM DEFINITION AND METHODOLOGY

In this section, we introduce the problem definition and
methodology for quantifying relevance and applying it to
sensorimotor policy generation for safer and more efficient
HRC.

A. Problem definition

Let S = {C1,C2, ...,Cn} be a set of class of objects in a
visual scene, where each Ci represents a class of objects and
n is the number of classes of objects in the scene. The set of
relevant elements Er, which contains all the relevant elements
to the human’s objective and associated tasks, is predicted
and determined with the available information. Based on Er,
the robot generates actions to assist the human to achieve
the human’s objective.

B. Framework overview

An overview of the framework is shown in Fig. 2. Our
framework for relevance quantification and safer HRC con-
sists of two loops. The first loop fulfills the function of
perceiving the world, understanding the scene, and decision
making based on relevance for safer HRC. The second loop
is an asynchronous loop that leverages LLMs and quantifies
relevance. By optimally coordinating the two loops, the
world knowledge of the LLM can be incorporated into real-
time operation of the robots.

C. Scene understanding

The input to the algorithm is the stream of observations
from the robot sensors. The images are processed with scene
understanding algorithms, such as YOLO [20] for object
detection, MMPose [21] for human pose estimation, CLIP
[22] for scene grounding, etc.



Scene Understanding

Object detection
(YOLO)

Human pose estimation
(MMPose)

Human
Intention
Prediction

object labels 
and locations

video frame stream

new intent?

Prompt 𝓅

Human pose

Decision making: 
• Human robot task allocation
• Real-time Motion Planning 

and Collision Avoidance 

Relevance
quantification

Async framework

Real time framework for perceiving the world and action generation

Fig. 2. The overview of the methodology for relevance quantification and application of relevance for safer human-robot collaboration. The inputs to the
algorithm pipeline are the stream images from the camera, which are processed with scene understanding algorithms. Based on the scene understanding,
the human intent is classified and fed into the LLM in an asynchronous manner. With the LLM results, the relevance can be quantified, which informs the
decision-making module to generate actions for the robot for safer HRC.

D. Human intention prediction
The module of human intention prediction determines cur-

rent human actions and aggregates them into a history record.
Here, we implement an algorithm that leverages Bayesian
networks to fuse three modalities of human information:
head orientation, hand orientation, and hand movement. By
fusing three modalities for human intention recognition, the
accuracy and precision of the prediction are dramatically
increased because different modality provides valuable in-
formation in different stages of the actions.

E. Relevance Quantification with LLMs
In the original relevance formulation and quantification

methodology, the scene is represented as classes and ele-
ments. The relevance of each class and element is determined
in a sequential and hierarchical manner. In this paper, we
adopted a direct prediction based on LLMs on the element
level for simplicity. The goal of the LLMs in this paper is to
predict the human objective and the set of relevant elements
Er, reflecting potential future object interactions and human
motion.

The first step in quantifying relevance with LLM is
contextualizing the scene. Currently, this is achieved with
a fixed prompt P designed and optimized specifically for
the setup and the problem of HRC. However, in the future,
automatic scene contextualization and prompt construction
can be considered and developed. In the prompt P , the
environment, the objects in the scene, and the action history
of the human are automatically generated from the scene
understanding and human intention prediction modules.

The outputs of the LLM module are the prediction of the
human objective and the set of relevant elements Er. The
relevance of each element is quantified to be

R(ei) =

{
1 if ei ∈ Er

0 otherwise
(1)

With this method, world knowledge of an LLM can be
extracted for a general environment and setup without any
training and transfer learning.

F. Decision making - task allocation

Our framework’s decision-making can be decomposed into
two components: human task allocation and real-time motion
generation with collision avoidance.

For the sake of simplicity, we assume that humans need
all the relevant elements predicted for the objective. A
more detailed inquiry method to derive the necessary and
preferred elements can be found in [8]. The human-robot
task allocation is formulated as an optimization problem and
solved with an optimization solver.

In the problem definition, we define the subscript j rep-
resenting the index of elements such that e j ∈ Er. We define
the position vector of element e j in the world coordiante
as pe j , the position of the common destination of relevant
elements as pd , the initial location of the robot as pr0 , the
velocity of the robot as vr, the velocity of human as vh, the
start-up delay for the human to finish the current task as dh.
We consider dh because there is a temporal delay between
the time the robot and the human start to fulfill the allocated
tasks. We further define Tr and Th as the time durations for
the robot or the human to finish the assigned tasks, which
can be computed as:

Tr = ∑
j

y j

(∥pr0 −pe j∥+∥pe j −pd∥
vr

)
+∑

j
x j(1− y j)

(
2∥pd −pe j∥

vr

) (2)

and

Th = dh +∑
j
(1− x j)

(
2∥pd −pe j∥

vh

)
(3)

We define the decision variable Z as the maximum time
taken to complete all tasks, and the optimization problem is
formulated as:



Minimize Z (4)
Subject to:

∑
j

y j= 1, (5)

y j ≤ x j ∀ j, (6)
Z ≥ Tr, (7)
Z ≥ Th, (8)
x j,y j∈ {0,1} ∀ j. (9)

where x j is a binary decision variable where x j = 1 if the
robot moves e j, and 0 otherwise, and y j is a binary variable
where y j = 1 if e j is the first task done by the robot, and 0
otherwise. (5) ensures that exactly one object is designated
as the initial task performed by the robot. (6) specifies that
an object can only be the first task executed by the robot
if that object is assigned to the robot, as indicated by x j.
After the relevant objects are allocated to the robot or the
human, the robot will execute the assigned tasks, generate
the motion, and avoid obstacles dynamically in real time.

G. Decision making - motion planning

For dynamic motion planning and obstacle avoidance, our
methodology is based on an APF formulation in [23]. The
major contribution of our work, as shown in Fig. 3, is that we
build a virtual obstacle from the current human hand based
on the predicted human motion and update the repulsive
force based on the virtual obstacle for proactive and safer
motion generation.

In our APF, the attractive force Fa is modeled as:

Fa = A
(

1− exp
(
−

dg

αa

))
ûa (10)

where A is the magnitude of the attractive force, dg is the
distance between the robot and its goal, αa is the constant
that controls how the attractive force decreases with distance,
and ûa is the unit vector from the robot to the goal.

The repulsive force by obstacles other than the human’s
hand Fro is constructed as:

Fro =
m

∑
i=1

R

1+ exp
((

2dei
ρr

−1
)

αr

) ûri (11)

where m is the number of elements in the scene, R is the
magnitude of the repulsive force, dei is the distance between
the robot and the obstacle ei, and ûri is the unit vector from
the obstacle ei to the robot location. ρr and αr are two factors
defining the shape and decreasing rate of the repulsive force
as the distance increases, respectively.

To consider the future motion of the human hand, we
developed a novel methodology to construct an ellipsoid
virtual obstacle as shown in Fig. 3. The two endpoints of
the major axis of the ellipsoid are the current position of
the human hand ph and the position of the predicted hand
destination pt . The semi-axes a, b, and c of the ellipsoid are
given by:

Human intent

Robot
𝑣

Robot goal

Human intent

Human 
hand

Robot

𝑣

𝑭𝒂

𝑭𝒓𝒗

𝑭𝒕

(a) (b)

𝒑𝒄

Robot goal

Human 
hand

𝑭𝒂

𝑭𝒓𝒗

𝑭𝒕

Fig. 3. Illustration of (a) normal APF; (b) virtual obstacle and the updated
repulsive force. By constructing a virtual ellipsoid obstacle from the current
location of the hand to the destination of the human hand, the repulsive
force is more proactive, which results in safer collision avoidance.

a =
∥ph −pt∥

2
(12)

b = kb ·a (13)

c = kc ·a (14)

where kb and kc are two factors controlling the shape of
the ellipsoid. The repulsive force from this virtual obstacle
is updated to

Frv =
kr ·R

1+ exp
((

2dc
ρr

−1
)

αr

) ûrv (15)

Where dc is the distance from the robot to the closest point
on the ellipsoid pc, ûrv represents the unit normal vector at
the closest point on the ellipsoid, and kr is a new factor we
proposed representing a scale factor on the force magnitude
based on the proximity to the human. In this paper, kr is
computed as:

kr = 1− (pc −ph) · ûh→t

(vh + vr) · ts
(16)

where ûh→t represents the unit vector from ph to pt , and
ts is a time factor we proposed in the unit of s reflecting the
available safety buffer in terms of time. kr decreases as pc
becomes farther away from ph. Without kr, Frv will consider
the virtual obstacle too early and conservatively, which will
result in unnecessary detour and a longer robot trajectory.

The total force acting on the robot Ft is the sum of the
attractive force and repulsive forces from both the physical
obstacles and the virtual obstacle:

Ft = Fa +Fro +Frv (17)

This total force determines the direction and magnitude
of the robot’s motion, allowing it to avoid both physical and
virtual obstacles while moving towards its goal.



IV. EVALUATION SETUP

In this section, we introduce the evaluation setup for our
proposed methodologies on leveraging LLMs for objective
and relevance prediction and relevance in decision making
for safer and more efficient HRC.

A. Dataset

The performance of human objective prediction and rel-
evance prediction is assessed via the Breakfast Actions
Dataset [24], which comprises a variety of typical human
activities performed during breakfast time (e.g., preparing
coffee, cooking pancakes, and making hot chocolate, etc.).
For each test, ground truth data provides the ground truth
objective (GTO), and the ground truth plan (GTP), which
describes the sequence of actions performed by an individual
in the execution of the objective. In our evaluation, a step
ratio of segments from the GTP is contextualized and input
into LLM to predict the human objective and the set of
relevant elements. Three distinct ratio step values: 0.25, 0.5,
and 0.75 are employed. The objective prediction is evaluated
through a manual assessment process. The predicted relevant
objects are evaluated automatically with word matching.
The metrics for the evaluation are percentages of tests with
correct prediction of the objective and the relevant elements.

B. Simulation Development and Setup

To verify the effectiveness of relevance for safer HRC, we
developed a simulator as shown in Fig. 4. In the simulator, we
constructed the environment with a table (the cyan cuboid)
and objects on top of the table. The height of the table is
set to be 73 cm. The table size is 180 cm in the x direction,
6 cm in the z direction, and 76 cm in the y direction. The
objects on the table consist of two parts: the necessary objects
for the objective and randomly added objects from a list
of kitchen objects. The locations for each objects on the
tabletop are randomly selected from a collection of locations
uniformly distributed on a half circle with a radius of 60 cm.
The diameter of each object is 8 cm.

A human’s hand (the red dot) is added to the simulator to
simulate the human’s motion. A UR5 robot is mounted on the
other end of the table, reasoning about the human objective
and the relevant objects and generating safe actions to best
assist the human by accomplishing the human’s objective
with minimum time. The initial locations of the human and
the robot are shown in Fig. 4. To take the inference time of
LLM into consideration, the simulation runs and progresses
in real time with a frequency of 30 Hz. The velocities of the
human’s hand and the end gripper are set to be 0.4 m/s.

To test the effectiveness of relevance and our decision-
making methodology, we focus on comparing two methods.
The first method uses relevance and our decision-making
with virtual obstacles, as described in Section III. For the
comparison, we built a baseline test without virtual obstacles
but with relevance. It’s worth noticing that, without rele-
vance, the robot has no idea about its tasks to assist the
human. Thus, we assign the same tasks as the relevance test
cases to the robot. And the robot starts to move with exactly

Human hand

Robot gripper

Table

Fig. 4. The simulation setup for a test case of making cereals. The
human’s hand (red dot) starts to move to the human’s first intent. The UR5
robot, whose gripper is shown with the black dot, observes the human’s
actions, quantifies relevance, and makes informed decision-making for safer
collision avoidance. 13 objects for the problem are randomly and uniformly
distributed along a half circle on the table.

the same frame index as the relevance cases. Without loss
of generality and for simplicity, we test on the objective of
making cereals, and the relevant objects are cereal,
bowl, milk, and spoon.

V. EVALUATION RESULTS

In this section, we present the evaluation results of our
proposed methodologies, demonstrating their effectiveness.

A. Accurate Objective and Relevance Prediction

Our evaluation results are depicted in Table. I, confirming
the effectiveness of our methodology for objective and rele-
vance prediction across various scenarios. At a step ratio of
0.75 with more human actions contextualized and fed into
LLM, our methodology achieves a high objective prediction
accuracy of 0.90 and a relevance prediction accuracy of 0.96.

We first analyze the performance of objective prediction
using our methodology, upon which relevance determination
depends. Upon further examination of individual objectives,
certain objectives, such as the preparation of cereal, coffee,
hot chocolate, juice, salad, and tea, exhibit consistently high
predictive accuracy across all evaluated ratio steps. The
prediction accuracy for those objectives is high even at a
low step ratio of 0.25, demonstrating our methodology can
accurately identify the human’s objective at an early stage of
the human action and motion. Consistent with expectations,
an increase in the “ratio steps” parameter correlates positively
with enhanced prediction accuracy. The contextualization of
the scene with a higher step ratio will contain more indicative
cues about the objectives and thus improve the objective pre-
diction accuracy. The inaccuracy for fried eggs is attributed
to the inherent similarity between the objectives involving
eggs, such as omelettes and scrambled eggs. However, the
relevance for those objectives are very similar.

Next, we analyze the performance of relevance prediction
using our methodology based on the predicted objective.
The relevance prediction performs extraordinarily for specific
objectives, including hot chocolate, juice, and salad, which
achieves a 100% accuracy at the step ratio of 0.25. The
prediction accuracy of all other objectives achieves at least
0.85 at the step ratio of 0.75. For the relevance prediction, the



TABLE I
PERFORMANCE OF OBJECTIVE PREDICTION AND RELEVANCE PREDICTION FOR THE 10 OBJECTIVES IN THE BREAKFAST ACTIONS DATASET WITH

VARIOUS STEP RATIOS OF ACTION AS INPUTS. THESE RESULTS SHOW THAT OUR METHODOLOGY CAN ACCURATELY AND ROBUSTLY PREDICT THE

HUMAN OBJECTIVE AND RELEVANCE.

Step
Ratio Average Objectives

Cereals Coffee Friedegg Chocolate Juice Pancake Salad Sandwich Scrambledegg Tea

Objective
prediction

0.25 0.69 0.93 0.96 0.16 0.76 0.72 0.43 0.92 0.65 0.42 0.92
0.5 0.82 1.00 1.00 0.13 1.00 0.96 0.95 1.00 0.32 0.84 0.96
0.75 0.90 1.00 1.00 0.28 1.00 0.92 1.00 1.00 0.88 0.95 1.00

Relevance
Prediction

0.25 0.77 0.78 0.56 0.66 1.00 1.00 0.67 1.00 0.88 0.68 0.50
0.5 0.94 0.96 0.96 0.88 1.00 1.00 0.81 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.75
0.75 0.96 1.00 0.88 0.88 1.00 1.00 0.95 1.00 0.97 0.95 0.96

TABLE II
COMPARISON OF COLLISION RATE. WITH RELEVANCE AND FUTURE

TRAJECTORY OF HUMAN MOTION CONSIDERED, THE SAFETY OF HRC
CAN BE DRAMATICALLY IMPROVED.

Baseline RAPF Percentage decrease
Rate of collided cases 0.149 0.054 63.76%

Rate of collided frames 0.010 0.006 44.74%

accuracy also increases with the step ratio. It’s worth noting
that the relevance prediction for the objectives predicted with
low accuracy can still be accurate. This is attributed to the
fact that similar objectives, such as omelettes and scrambled
eggs, share the same relevance, which bolster the relevance
prediction despite inaccuracies in objective identification.

B. Real-time and Safer Decision Making

Through all the test cases, our methodology of relevance
determination robustly and correctly predicts the human’s
objective and the set of relevant elements for making cereals
as bowl, spoon, milk, and cereal. Our human robot task
allocation module robustly solves the optimization problem
in real-time to generate the tasks for the robot. Thus, we
focus on the evaluation of the virtual obstacle and collision
avoidance. The test results of our real-time and safe decision
making methodology are shown in Table II.

With our RAPF, the robot actions generated are much
safer, with the rate of collided cases decreasing by 63.76%
and the rate of collided frames decreasing by 44.74%. A
visual comparison between the two methods is shown in Fig.
5. The frames at t = 3.37s are the frames before the collision.
With the relevance and the virtual obstacle, the repulsive
force (shown with a gold arrow) is more perpendicular to
the hand trajectory and thus pushes the gripper further from
the hand smoothly. At t = 3.67s, the gripper and the human
collide in the baseline test because there is not enough
duration of repulsive force to push the gripper farther away
from the hand trajectory. However, with the virtual obstacle,
no collision happens because of the proactive repulsive force
generated by the virtual obstacle. Those results demonstrate
the effectiveness of relevance and RAPF in informing the
robot how to best assist humans and generate safer and more
efficient actions.

𝒗𝒉

𝑭𝒂

𝑭𝒓𝑭𝒕

𝒗𝒉

𝑭𝒂

𝑭𝒓𝑭𝒕

Shorter distance
and collision

Longer distance
and no collision 

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 5. Visualization of motion generation of (a) baseline at t = 3.37s; (b)
baseline at t = 3.67s; (c) our methodology at t = 3.37s; (d) our methodology
at t = 3.67s. The gold arrow, blue arrow, black arrow, and red arrow
represent the repulsive force generated by the hand, the attractive force,
the total force, and the hand velocity, respectively. The sizes of the dots are
not scaled to the real size in the simulator. Thus, two red lines with the
same length are shown in (b) and (d) for the detailed comparison of the
distances between two objects. By introducing the virtual obstacle and the
associated repulsive force formulation, the repulsive force generated by the
human hand is more perpendicular to the anticipated human hand trajectory,
pushing the gripper farther away from the human hand.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORKS

Relevance is a novel concept inspired by the human
cognitive abilities to evaluate the pertinence of objects based
on the human’s objective or other factors. In this paper,
we developed a novel two-loop framework that robustly,
efficiently, and accurately quantifies relevance and applies
relevance to improve the effectiveness and safety of HRC.
This framework integrates an asynchronous loop to leverage
world knowledge from an LLM and quantify relevance, as
well as a real-time loop to execute scene understanding,
human intention prediction, and decision-making. Moreover,
we proposed and developed a decision making methodology
based on relevance, integrating human robot task allocation
and real-time motion generation. In motion generation, we
developed a methodology to construct a virtual obstacle
and formulate the associated repulsive force. Simulations
and experiments verify that our framework performs well
for relevance quantification, with an objective prediction
accuracy of 0.90 and a relevance prediction accuracy of
0.96. Simulations further verify our novel motion generation
methodology dramatically decreases the cases with a colli-
sion by 63.76% and the frames with a collision by 44.74%.
The robot is comprehensively informed about how to best
assist the human with relevance, and our decision making
module generates safe actions to achieve the assistance.
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