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Neural-Network-Driven Reward Prediction as a
Heuristic: Advancing Q-Learning for Mobile Robot
Path Planning

Yiming Ji, Kaijie Yun, Yang Liu*, Zongwu Xie, and Hong Liu

Abstract—Q-learning is a widely used reinforcement learning
technique for solving path planning problems. It primarily
involves the interaction between an agent and its environment,
enabling the agent to learn an optimal strategy that maximizes
cumulative rewards. Although many studies have reported the
effectiveness of Q-learning, it still faces slow convergence issues
in practical applications. To address this issue, we propose
the NDR-QL method, which utilizes neural network outputs
as heuristic information to accelerate the convergence process
of Q-learning. Specifically, we improved the dual-output neural
network model by introducing a start-end channel separation
mechanism and enhancing the feature fusion process. After
training, the proposed NDR model can output a narrowly focused
optimal probability distribution, referred to as the guideline,
and a broadly distributed suboptimal distribution, referred to
as the region. Subsequently, based on the guideline prediction,
we calculate the continuous reward function for the Q-learning
method, and based on the region prediction, we initialize the Q-
table with a bias. We conducted training, validation, and path
planning simulation experiments on public datasets. The results
indicate that the NDR model outperforms previous methods by
up to 5% in prediction accuracy. Furthermore, the proposed
NDR-QL method improves the convergence speed of the baseline
Q-learning method by 90% and also surpasses the previously
improved Q-learning methods in path quality metrics.

Index Terms—Q-learning algorithm; Reinforcement learning;
Neural network; Path planning.

I. INTRODUCTION

Path planning is fundamental for autonomous robots to
move efficiently between locations. A good path must be free
of collisions and enable the robot to reach its destination
quickly using the shortest distance [1]. Traditional path plan-
ning methods include algorithms such as Rapidly-exploring
Random Trees (RRT), Probabilistic Roadmaps (PRM), Artifi-
cial Potential Fields (APF), A*, and Visibility Graphs (VG).
These approaches can be categorized into graph-based, data-
based, and sampling-based methods.

Graph-based methods like A* efficiently find the shortest
path but suffer from exponential increases in computational
complexity as the search space expands, making them unsuit-
able for environments with complex and continuous obstacles
[2]. Data-based methods, such as the APF algorithm [3], tend
to encounter numerous zero-potential energy points, which can
cause the algorithm to become trapped in local minima and
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Figure 1: The proposed NDR-QL method. At ¢ = 0, the pre-
trained NDR model is invoked to initialize each Q-table and
predict the continuous reward function.

fail to generate a complete path. Sampling-based methods like
RRT leverage random sampling for path planning [4], offering
robust search capabilities and rapid exploration speeds. How-
ever, they are limited by lower search accuracy and poorer
path smoothness compared to other methods.

In recent years, learning-based technology has grown into a
critical component of autonomous mobile robotics, especially
in the area of path planning. While classical path planning
methods have long struggled with certain inherent limita-
tions, recent developments in Al-driven solutions have begun
to overcome these challenges. Among these approaches, Q-
learning (QL) is particularly promising. Its model-free nature
and ability to incrementally learn from ongoing interactions
with the environment make it well-suited for addressing the
complex optimization problems that arise when determining
efficient, reliable paths for autonomous robots [5].

Q-learning fundamentally operates on the idea that each
action taken in a given state is either rewarded or penalized,
prompting the algorithm to seek a policy that maximizes long-
term returns [6]. To accomplish this, QL relies on a Q-table—a
lookup structure that associates every state-action pair with its
expected payoff, known as a Q-value. By repeatedly exploring
and updating these values within the environment, QL can, in
theory, converge toward an optimal decision-making policy
[7]. However, a significant limitation arises from the curse
of dimensionality, which slowing down the learning process.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.12650v1

As the state space or the range of possible actions grows
larger, the size of the Q-table increases exponentially, creating
substantial memory demands [8]. This not only restricts QL’s
practicality for real-world physical systems but also impedes
efficient learning. Moreover, traditional QL typically initializes
Q-values uniformly or at random, offering no initial insight
into the environment and further slowing the rate of con-
vergence [9]. To this end, this study proposes an improved
QL method aimed at accelerating the algorithm’s convergence.
Building upon conclusions drawn from previous research [10],
we redesigned the Neural-Network-Driven Prediction model,
denoted as the NDR model, and employed its guideline and
region predictions as prior information to guide the QL algo-
rithm, thereby achieving acceleration. The overall framework
is illustrated in Fig. 1.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

o We have improved the CNN-based path region prediction
model by separating the start and end points from the
map channels and introducing an attention fusion module
to integrate high-level and low-level features. Training
and validation on public datasets demonstrate that our
proposed NDR model outperforms the previous state-of-
the-art models.

o We propose two methods that leverage the information
output by the pre-trained NDR model to inform QL,
thereby accelerating the convergence of the algorithm.
The first method is the Guideline-based Reward Predic-
tion, which uses the guidelines predicted by the NDR
model to compute the continuous reward function of
the map. The second method is the Region-based Q-
table Initialization, which initializes the Q-table using the
regions output.

o Experimental results demonstrate that our proposed
NDR-QL method outperforms previously enhanced QL
approaches in both convergence speed and path opti-
mality. Furthermore, our method enables the agent to
navigate more directly toward the endpoint, reduces the
randomness of initial exploration, and accelerates the
agent’s perception of the environment.

II. RELATED WORK
A. Neural-network-driven prediction

With the advancement of Al technology, a novel approach
integrating neural networks with path planners has emerged.
These neural network models are trained on various planning
scenarios to identify promising regions, which then serve as
sampling domains for non-uniform samplers [11]. By ensuring
that these regions encompass the optimal path, samples are
preferentially generated near this path, thereby accelerating the
search process. For example, algorithms such as NRRT* [12]
and RGP-RRT* [10] employ CNN-based models to predict
promising areas, while MPT [13] utilizes transformer-based
models to identify specific regions on maps. Neural-network-
driven prediction models have significantly enhanced the per-
formance of traditional sampling-based methods. Moreover,
we propose that the global prior heuristic information provided
by these models can also address the slow convergence issues
associated with Q-learning methods.

B. Q-learning

In path planning tasks, traditional QL algorithms encounter
slow convergence issues. Therefore, a lot of scholars[14], [15],
[16], [17] proposed methods to improve the efficiency and
performance of Q-Learning. Low et al.[14] introduced the
Flower Pollination Algorithm (FPA) to QL and convergence is
obviously accelerated when Q-values are initialized properly
by FPA. Maoudj et al.[15] proposed an Efficient Q-Learning
(EQL) algorithm which introduce a new reward function to ini-
tialize the Q-table and provide prior environmental knowledge,
alongside a novel selection strategy to accelerate learning by
reducing the search space and ensuring rapid convergence to
an optimized solution. Zhou et al.[17] adopted the similar idea
presented Optimized Q-Learning (O-QL).

III. METHODOLOGY
A. Network Structure

The previous methods (RGP [10], NRRT* [12], NEED [18])
all use 3-channel RGB as input, with the map represented by
black-and-white pixels and the start and end positions marked
by blue and red pixels. In contrast, the proposed NDR model
separates the start point, end point, and map into three distinct
input channels. The NDR model uses the STDC [19] backbone
instead of the traditional ResNet [20].

Within its multi-stage encoding architecture, the spatial
resolution of feature maps is reduced by a factor of two after
each STDC stage. As such, a high-level semantic description
of the input map can be extracted as the final stage5 output of
the STDC backbone. The low-level features output by stage3
and stage4 will be fused with the high-level features in the
decoder to enhance the model’s performance for path planning.
As NRRT* has highlighted, fusing features from multiple
semantic levels can significantly enhance performance in tasks
demanding precise localization, such as path planning. There-
fore, we employ AFM [21] modules that integrate both low-
level spatial details and high-level semantic information.

To enhance global scene understanding, PSPNet [22] uses a
pyramid pooling module (PPM) that combines pooled features
at multiple scales before the convolution layers. This creates
both local detail features and global context representations.
We simplified the original PPM by using three pyramid
scales instead of four and removing the concatenation be-
tween the original feature map and upsampled features. This
modification reduces computational costs while maintaining
effectiveness.

The RGP model is designed with two separate decoders for
predicting regions and guidelines. Following this setup, we
concatenate the region prediction with the initial map infor-
mation and feed this combined input into a four-layer UNet
decoder [23], ultimately producing the guideline prediction.

In our ablation studies, we further investigate the impact of
separating the start/end channels and incorporating positional
encoding on the model’s performance.

B. Guideline-based Reward Prediction

In RL-based path planning, an agent aims to maximize its
cumulative reward by interacting with the environment as it
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Figure 2: Structure of the NDR model.

moves from initial to target state. The common design of the
reward function is as shown in Eq. 1:

—10, scenariol

40, scenario2

R= (1)

—5, scenariod
re, sScenariod

Here, scenariol is collision with obstacles or boundary viola-
tion, scenario? is reaching the target, scenario3 is revisiting
a node, and scenariod4 covers all other cases with reward r..

A key challenge in RL-based path planning is the sparse
reward problem. To address this, continuous reward functions
were introduced. These functions provide immediate feed-
back at each step instead of only at completion. This helps
agents learn action impacts and optimize their strategies more
effectively [24]. The smooth nature of continuous rewards,
compared to discrete ones, better represents environmental
changes and helps predict rewards for unexplored states.

The conventional Distance-based Continuous Reward Func-
tion (D-CRF), is defined as in Eq. 2:

i — T4 Yi — Yd
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Where r( is the base reward for moving into empty space
and 7,4, is the maximum reward at the target. G, and Gy
respectively control the decrease rate of the reward along the
x-axis and y-axis.

This paper proposes a Neural Network Prediction-based
Continuous Reward Function (NDR-CRF), which utilizes the
guideline predictions (denoted as NDR,) generated by the
NDR model introduced in Section III-A to compute the reward
values associated with each state in the map, as in Eq. 3.

Te =70 + Tmax X exp(_(

re (Ti,yi) = (3)

Using NDR, to predict rewards is reasonable because,
ideally, the NDR model can identify an optimal path region. In

NDRg (zi,Yi) X "max

RL-based path planning, designing the reward function so that
the agent receives higher rewards upon reaching this optimal
region and lower rewards when deviating from it allows the
agent to leverage prior knowledge rather than starting with
no information. Subsequent experiments show that NDR-CRF
enables faster convergence in Q-learning compared to D-CRF.
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Figure 3: A schematic visualization of the reward function.

As illustrated in the Fig. 3, before initiating the RL al-
gorithm’s iterative process, we first use the NDR model’s
guideline predictions (as defined by Eq. 3) to pre-compute
the reward function distribution (NDR-CRF) across the entire
map. During subsequent RL iterations, querying this distri-
bution for a specific state provides the corresponding reward
value at that step. Furthermore, this approach can be combined
with the conventional D-CRF method to achieve even stronger
performance, as in Eq. 4.
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Figure 4: A schematic visualization of the Q-table and a
line chart illustrating reward variations during QL algorithm
iterations. This experiment only examines the influence of
different Q-table initialization methods on convergence speed,
using a fixed learning rate and a fixed ¢ parameter, without
employing any reward prediction techniques.

Where w is the weighting coefficient for the two methods,
and for simplicity, ro is omitted.

C. Region-based Q-table Initialization

In the initial learning phase, the agent knows little about
the environment and randomly selects actions. To speed up the
convergence of the Q-Learning algorithm, initializing the Q-
table with prior knowledge is effective. The previous method
[17] used Euclidean distance between the mobile robot’s
current and target position, as in Eq. 5 , to initialize the Q-
table.

Qfosu) =exo (< tea ="+ a =)

The distance-based Q-table initialization method (referred
to as D-QI) guides the agent toward the target by consistently
favoring the action with the highest Q-value in each state.
However, this method leverages only limited prior knowledge
and its initial Q-values are not tailored to the specific envi-
ronment. In this work, we introduce a Q-table initialization
strategy utilizing region predictions generated by the NDR
model, hereafter denoted as NDR-QI, as defined in Eq. 6:

Q ([#i,yi]) = w- MASK [Ny (2, :)]
+ (1 —w)-exp (—\/(:Ed —2)* + (ya — yz)2> ©

Where N, (x;,y;) is the region prediction generated by the
NDR model, and M ASK [N, (x;,y;)] is a binary mask that
assigns a value of 0 to regions with high prediction values

and -10 to the rest, as in Eq. 7. The weighting coefficient w
controls the balance between the two initialization methods.

0, if N, (ZEi, yz) > thd

7
—10, else M

The rationale for employing the region prediction generated
by the NDR model as a condition for Q-table initialization
is that, during training, we observed stronger connectivity
in region predictions compared to guideline predictions. In
this context, connectivity refers to the ability of the model’s
sigmoid-based output region to continuously link the start and
end points. Thus, even if the NDR model’s guideline predic-
tion outputs attain a high F1 score, insufficient connectivity
will lead to suboptimal results when using these outputs as
conditions for Q-table initialization. As shown in the unseen
sample in Fig. 6-(b), the guideline prediction failed to connect,
whereas the region covered a larger area, successfully linking
the start and end points.

To determine the threshold thd in Eq. 7, we adopt an
adaptive procedure. Initially, we set thd = 0.99. If the
binarized segmentation does not connect the designated start
and end points, we decrement thd by 0.01 and reassess
connectivity. By iterating this process, we ultimately obtain
an optimal threshold that ensures connectivity between the
specified points.

We visualize the Q-table by partitioning the map grid along
its diagonal into four distinct quadrants, each corresponding
to one of the agent’s four actions: moving forward, moving
backward, turning left, and turning right, as illustrated in
Fig. 4. Compared to the distance-based Q-table initialization
method (D-QI), the proposed NDR-QI approach—which em-
ploys the region prediction outputs of the NDR model for
initialization—effectively restricts the agent’s interactions to
a specified area of the environment. Naturally, due to the
influence of the e-greedy exploration strategy, the agent’s
exploration occasionally extends beyond these designated re-
gions. Furthermore, as evidenced by the reward convergence
trends over training iterations, D-QI converges only after
1838 episodes, whereas NDR-QI reduces this number to 1289
episodes, thereby demonstrating its enhanced efficiency and
overall effectiveness.

IV. EXPERIMENT

A. Experimental setup

We utilized modified publicly datasets' to validate the ef-
fectiveness of the proposed prediction model, NDR, as well as
the advanced Q-learning approach informed by its predictive
outputs. All model training and inference were conducted on
an NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPU. To construct the Q-learning
experimental environment, the original 201 x 201 map was
downscaled to a 50 x 50 version.

B. Prediction Results

We evaluate the NDR model in comparison with other state-
of-the-art prediction models, including RGP [10], NEED [18],

Uhttps://github.com/JimOriginal/path-planning-dataset
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Figure 5: Results from experiments in dynamic scenarios.
A green square marks the starting point, and a yellow star
denotes the endpoint. In the top row, from left to right, the
start and endpoint remain fixed while the environment changes
dynamically. In the bottom row, from left to right, we simulate
the agent continuously moving along the predicted path.

and MPT [13], in terms of region prediction accuracy on
both seen and unseen datasets. In accordance with the RGP
framework, we employ the F1 score to assess the prediction
accuracy of the model. The validation results are presented
in Tab. I. Compared to the previous state-of-the-art method
RGP, the NDR model improved the F1 score for identifying
guidelines by 5% on seen datasets and by 4% on unseen
datasets. We attribute this improvement to the input maps
that separates the start and end channels and the introduction
of the Attention Fusion Module (AFM) in the NDR model.
Some prediction examples in the validation set are shown in
Fig. 6. Notably, the seen datasets closely resemble the training
data, whereas the unseen datasets differ significantly from the
training data.

Seen Scenario Unseen Scenario

Models : Region Guideline Region Guideline
RGP [10] 1 92.81% 58.16% 59.74% 35.82%
NEED [18] I  92.34% - 59.16% -
MPT [13] !  87.70% - 49.75% -
NDR "93.02% 61.22% 71.96 % 37.31%

Table I: Comparison experiments with different Neural-
Network-Driven Prediction models, evaluated on the validation
set of a standard dataset, using the same F1 score metrics as
in previous work.

To validate the capability of the NDR model in online RL-
based planners, we designed two dynamic scenarios. The first
scenario involves fixed start and end points while altering
the distribution of obstacles on the map, as shown in the
first row of Fig. 5. The second scenario simulates the agent’s
progression, with a fixed endpoint and continuously changing
start points, as depicted in the second row of Fig. 5. It can be
observed that the NDR model accurately predicts the optimal
path’s regions and guidelines in complex dynamic scenarios,
thereby laying the foundation for its application in enhancing
the Q-learning algorithm presented in this paper.
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Figure 6: Examples of NDR model predictions. (a) Five map
examples; (b) Examples with poor performance. From left to
right: region prediction, guideline prediction, guideline and
region ground truths.
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C. Path Planning Results and Comparative Analysis

In this subsection, we compare the proposed NDR-QL
method with O-QL [17], IQL [25], and the basic QL method
across eight map samples, as presented in Tab. II. Notably,
we employ the distance-based Q-table initialization method
and the continuous reward function proposed by IQL, without
adopting its improved learning rate adjustment strategy and
enhanced action-selection policy. This focus allows us to
evaluate the performance improvements brought by different
heuristic priors to QL. The experiments in Tab. II uniformly
employ a fixed learning rate of 0.1 and a fixed € = 0.2 for the
greedy method. In the table, “convergence steps” represent
the cumulative steps of the QL algorithm from episode 0
until convergence. Smaller convergence steps indicate that
the algorithm converges more rapidly. The table also records
the shortest and longest distances of the valid paths obtained
during the algorithm’s solution process, which serve as metrics
for evaluating path quality.

It can be observed that the NDR-QL method improves the
convergence speed of the QL method by an average of 90%,
while O-QL and IQL achieve improvements of 80% and 58%,
respectively. Similarly, the NDR-QL method yields superior
path results, as also illustrated in Fig. 7.

We further visualize the experimental results of MAP-1
and MAP-6. In Fig. 7, the first row illustrates the number
of steps per episode across algorithm iterations, while the
second row depicts the total rewards per episode as the
number of iterations increases. We use gray dashed vertical
lines to indicate the episode count at which the algorithm
converges, further demonstrating the effectiveness of the NDR-
QL method. In the third row, we present the path results
obtained by different methods, as well as the visualized Q-
tables after convergence. It can be observed that the output
of the NDR model, serving as heuristic knowledge for QL,
enables the algorithm to explore smaller regions, thereby
accelerating the convergence process.
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Figure 7: Computational results of the proposed NDR-QL algorithm on several map samples, and its comparison with traditional

QL methods.
Convergence steps |
MAPS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
QL | 252064 170762 82772 113510 51861 83744 170777 72285
O-QL [17] 49656 33454 16560 25459 11918 15023 32382 13498
IQL [25] ! 98280 66788 64362 42316 45567 27130 23296 50907
NDR-QL ' 27039 7676 7459 17524 8386 12154 14158 7649
Shortest distance / Longest distance |
QL | 213/395 103/484 103/649 116/390 112/571 98/386 136/1658 96/407
O-QL [17] 174/322 84/390 100/462 125/262 120/165 98/364 98/208 98/192
IQL [25] ! 213/215 171/744 139/470 1307287 116/232 162/774 92/176 98/212
NDR-QL ' 145/218 83/352 93/97 120/150 154/156 98/216 98/136 78/142

Table II: Comparison of the performance of different QL methods across eight map samples. The eight maps are illustrated in

Fig. 3, 6, and 7.

D. Ablation Study

In this subsection, we design two experiments to separately
investigate the effectiveness of the NDR model and the NDR-
QL method.

We examined the impact of different forms of model input
data, as illustrated in Fig 2, on model performance, with the re-
sults presented in Tab. III. In the table, ‘RGB’ denotes the use
of grayscale representations for maps with color-coded start
and end points. ‘Gaussian’ refers to separating the channels
of the start and end points from the map and encoding the start
and end points using a Gaussian distribution. Additionally, we
explore the impact of the Gaussian distribution parameters
on performance. Similarly to the Gaussian distribution, the
sixth row in Tab. III investigates the effect of using the
Euclidean distance to the start/end points as encoding values
on performance. Finally, ‘single pix’ represents the use of a
single pixel to denote the start/end points in their respective
channels.

Additionally, we investigate the impact of the guideline-
decoder on model performance, as shown in Fig 2. In the table,
‘GD’ denotes the inclusion of the guideline-decoder module,
while masking the GD module indicates that the model has
a single output. This means that the model is trained using
guideline labels to predict guidelines, and when predicting
regions, the region is subsequently used as the label for su-

pervised training. We also use the F1-score to characterize the
predictive performance of the model. Experiments conducted
on standard datasets investigate the impact of each module on
performance.

Settings Seen Unseen
Position Embeding GD | R G | R G
RGB X 19170 5825 | 69.81 35.39
gaussian (o0 = s/25) X | 8891 5534 ! 67.87 3371
gaussian (o = s/50) X 191.19 57.02 | 6998 37.65
Euclidean dis X | 8446 53.67 | 6516 33.04
single pix X 19263 5912 | 70.02 3533
single pix v 19302 61221 7196 3731

Table III: Ablation study of the proposed NDR model

As shown in Tab. III, the model’s F1-score increases as the
o parameter of the Gaussian distribution decreases. Ultimately,
using single-pixel representations for start and end points
outperforms the RGB-mixed input method, achieving the high-
est performance. The introduction of the Guideline Decoder
further improves the model’s performance by approximately
0.4%.

In the second experiment, we investigate the effectiveness
of using the guidelines and regions output by the NDR model
to inform heuristic reward functions and heuristic Q-table



Settings Scenarios

D-C N-C D-Q N-Q | MAPI MAP2 MAP3 MAP4 MAPS
v 150589 28495 66225 83062 44890
v 23495 26271 12758 32177 33194
v v 21412 22092 12296 31520 25558
v 254797 77139 60097 51517 86667
v 171416 55262 55224 35153 49353
v v 144470 42049 39654 48542 67215

v v v v 27039 7676 7459 17524 8386

Table IV: Ablation study of the proposed NDR-QL model on
five map samples. The convergence steps of different settings
are recorded.

initialization methods, respectively, and compare them with
traditional distance-based heuristics. We tested the conver-
gence steps of different methods on five map samples, and the
results are presented in Tab. IV. In the table, D-C and D-Q
denote the distance-based heuristic continuous reward function
and the Q-table initialization method, respectively. N-C and N-
Q represent the NDR model-based heuristic methods proposed
in this paper, as described in Section III-B and Section III-C.

Interestingly, the D-Q method does not guarantee perfor-
mance improvements for Q-learning. On maps like MAP-1,
which contain many dead-ends, using the D-Q method instead
slows down the algorithm’s convergence speed, resulting in
254794 versus 252064 convergence steps. However, both N-
C and N-Q methods can provide Q-learning with performance
improvements ranging from 40% to 90%. Combining the NDR
heuristic methods with traditional distance-based heuristics
achieves the highest convergence speed.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we aimed to address the issue of slow
convergence when applying traditional QL methods to path
planning tasks. Unlike previous methods that use distance
as heuristic information, we propose that a pretrained neural
network model can output a probability distribution of the op-
timal path, and using this distribution as heuristic information
significantly accelerates the convergence of QL algorithms.
On the one hand, this paper follows the dual-output model
previously proposed, which simultaneously predicts the region
and guideline, and introduces improvements by separating
the start and end points from the map’s channels while
enhancing the fusion of high-level and low-level features. As
a result, our redesigned NDR model outperforms the previous
SOTA models on public datasets. On the other hand, the
proposed heuristic approach effectively leverages the region
and guideline predictions output by the NDR model, performs
reward prediction, and initializes the Q-table. Experimental
results show that our proposed NDR-QL method achieves
surprisingly fast convergence and surpasses previous improved
QL methods.
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