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Abstract— We introduce a Wireless Signal based Efficient
multi-Robot eXploration (WiSER-X) algorithm applicable to
a decentralized team of robots exploring an unknown envi-
ronment with communication bandwidth constraints. WiSER-
X relies only on local inter-robot relative position estimates,
that can be obtained by exchanging signal pings from onboard
sensors such as WiFi, Ultra-Wide Band, amongst others, to
inform the exploration decisions of individual robots to mini-
mize redundant coverage overlaps. Furthermore, WiSER-X also
enables asynchronous termination without requiring a shared
map between the robots. It also adapts to heterogeneous robot
behaviors and even complete failures in unknown environ-
ment while ensuring complete coverage. Simulations show that
WiSER-X leads to 58% lower overlap than a zero-information-
sharing baseline algorithm-1 and only 23% more overlap than
a full-information-sharing algorithm baseline algorithm-2.

I. INTRODUCTION

Coordinated decentralized multi-robot exploration of an
unknown environment is relevant for many applications such
as search-and-rescue as it enables faster exploration and
avoids single points of failure [1]. Efficient exploration of
the environment traditionally requires information exchange
between the coordinating robots. Often it includes local
map estimates, common features or landmarks, and rela-
tive position estimates. However, such information exchange
is often limited by communication bandwidth constraints,
non-line-of-sight conditions, remote operations, or on-board
computation limitations on robots with size, weight and
power constraints. For instance, robots in a search-and-rescue
mission may lack line-of-sight, or underwater gliders may
operate without GPS and high-bandwidth communication.

Existing works have made significant progress to address
these limitations by developing methods such as (1) using
prior centralized information to pre-assign robots to regions
of the environment before deployment [2] (2) sharing post-
processed data like sparse environmental features to estimate
common coverage areas [3], or (3) requiring periodic ren-
dezvous [4], such as surfacing to communicate or obtain
GPS fixes during underwater exploration [5]. While these
approaches have enabled significant towards coordinated
exploration in challenging environments, they come with
limitations such as precluding real-time adaptation to het-
erogeneous robot performance and failures, and/or extending
mission times by requiring rendezvous. In an ideal setting,
robots could assess each other’s coverage in real-time without
explicit communication, reducing redundancy in exploration
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while eliminating interruptions or high bandwidth informa-
tion exchanges. Additionally, the algorithm would adapt
to heterogeneous behaviors, for example, assigning larger
portions of the environment to be explored by robots with
better navigation capabilities.

Along these lines, we introduce WiSER-X, a decentralized
coordination algorithm that allows robots to improve their
local frontier exploration strategy by leveraging onboard
relative Angle-of-Arrival (AOA) and range measurements to
other robots in the team (Fig 1). AOA and range can be
measured in a variety of settings, including acoustically in
underwater environments [6], and using RF signals (such as
WiFi and Ultra Wide-band) in indoor environments for ex-
ample. Importantly, communication pings needed to measure
AOA and range between robots are much more lightweight,
typically requiring 32 kb/s as opposed to 2.5 Mb/s for full
feature map exchange, and can traverse longer distances
through NLOS occlusions.

We address the following key challenges when developing
WiSER-X. As choosing a frontier to visit depends on its
utility [7], we update the information gain of robots’ frontiers
by estimating potential overlaps, computed based on the
estimated relative position of neighboring robots obtained
from range and bearing sensor measurements. As such,
once a robots’ local frontier’s utility falls below a certain
threshold, it is marked as invalid and no longer a candidate
during the current timestep. However, robots still need to
know when to terminate exploration without a shared map.
To address this, robots’ maintain a history of the relative
positions locally in a hgrid data structure, enabling them
to track which robots have visited various areas within
the environments boundary (known apriori). Thus a robot
terminates exploration asynchronously when there are no
valid frontiers left or when it independently estimates that the
environment has been sufficiently covered. WiSER-X also
adapts to to heterogeneity in robot behavior or even complete
failures in real-time, minimizing the exploration time without
loss of coverage in comparison to the baseline algorithms.

To accurately estimate positions from noisy AOA and
range measurements from real sensors, we use an Ex-
tended Kalman Filter (EKF) to maintain accurate relative
positioning, even in environments with potential multipath
interference. WiSER-X also adjusts the weight of a neigh-
boring robot’s information overlap at a frontier based on the
certainty of their relative position estimates. WiSER-X thus
enables efficient, coordinated decentralized multi-robot ex-
ploration using only AOA and range measurements acquired
from ping packets at 32 kb/s. We validate our method through
extensive simulations and hardware experiments, showing (1)
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Fig. 1: From left to right, the first panel shows the hardware components used for onboard sensing. The second panel visualizes the
environment with each robot’s sensing radius within it. The third panel shows how a robot can leverage both inter-robot positioning and
historical exploration to infer which parts of the environment have been explored. Finally, the last panel shows how this information is
used to update the utilities of the frontiers for a given robot, and it uses this to guide its exploration.

improvements in time to completion, (2) reduced coverage
overlap, (3) minimized missed areas in exploration, and (4)
effective handling heterogeneity in robot behaviors.

II. RELATED WORK

Several strategies have been proposed to improve explo-
ration of an unknown environment with a single robot or
a team of robots [8]–[14]. However, decentralized multi-
robot exploration in unknown environments predominantly
requires significant data exchange such as map updates,
sensor data, trajectories or positions in common frame of
reference [15]. Reducing communication exchange is a sig-
nificant area of study and much of the research in this area
focuses on minimizing such explicit data exchange [16]–
[18] using methods such as compressing map data before
transmission to reduce communication load, reducing the
number of robots involved in communication [19], limiting
data exchange to when robots are in close proximity [20],
[21], and designating a subset of robots as connectivity robots
that are responsible for maintaining network links [22]. Inter-
mittent rendezvous, where robots plan periodic meetings to
share information throughout a mission, is another common
technique [23]–[25]. However, all of these methods rely on
some baseline form of information transmission which are
prone to multiple issues such as perceptual aliasing and not
always possible in communication bandwidth constrained
environments. Thus, despite these developments in reducing
communication load via explicit information exchange for
multi-robot tasks, there is still limited research on fully de-
centralized exploration methods that leverage low-bandwidth
implicit information exchange to increase efficiency in explo-
ration. While methods do discuss updating individual robots’
belief states to guide their exploration strategies [26]–[28],
they often still depend on non-trivial levels of communication
or a centralized “auction” system [29].

To circumvent such constraints, some methods aim to
reduce communication overhead through implicit informa-
tion exchange. This approach typically involves integrating
optical cues or relative position estimates into each robot’s
task strategy to minimize redundancy. [30], [31] use optical
wireless communication for multi-robot position coordina-
tion, while [32], [33] use IR or UV LEDs for robot iden-
tification and position estimation. However, these methods
require consistent line-of-sight.

Another critical aspect of decentralized multi-robot explo-
ration is the ability for robot teams to adapt to the heteroge-
neous conditions of individual agents, such as varying robot

dynamics (e.g., navigation speed or sensing capabilities) or
failures within the collective mission. As a result, meth-
ods that pre-assign exploration regions to each robot [34],
[35] lack the flexibility to adapt in completely unknown
environments due to reliance on prior information such as
the internal structure or knowledge of obstacles. On the
other hand, many existing approaches to handling robotic
failures or heterogeneity still rely on centralized systems
[26], [36], [37] or require periodic explicit communication
between robots [38], [39]. While [40] addresses dynamic
decentralized demand coverage using only relative positions
of robots, it does not explicitly explore low-cost methods for
obtaining these positions.

Our method addresses these challenges in the literature
by utilizing onboard sensing that utilizes ping packets to
locally obtain relative position estimates of other robots.
The adoption of onboard wireless signal based sensing for
robotics has increased tremendously in the last few years
[41]–[50]. Additionally, research has explored fusing such
sensors to develop more accurate systems for relative pose
estimation, even in communication-constrained environments
[32], [51]–[53]. We show that the integration of such local
relative position estimates into a decentralized frontier-based
exploration framework leads to efficient exploration with
minimal redundancy without the need to exchange any other
information between the robots. Our algorithm also enhances
the system’s robustness, enabling it to handle robotic failures
and heterogeneity in performance effectively.

III. PROBLEM

We consider a team R ⊂ R1×n of n homogeneous mobile
robots exploring an unknown, bounded 2D environment with
known dimensions of its outer boundary. Each robot i ∈ R
is equipped with a finite-range 360◦ laser sensor, with scan
radius r, to map the geometric structure of the environment,
represented as a 2D occupancy grid map M⊂ R2.

The robots operate in a decentralized manner without
access to a shared or prior map, and, due to bandwidth
constraints, they cannot rely on real-time inter-robot com-
munication of data such as map updates or motion plans.
Moreover, the robot team does not use real-time localization
methods, as that would require additional data exchange and
synchronization.

Each robot relies solely on the information collected from
its onboard sensors and maintains a local coordinate frame.
Robots independent use global and local path planers to
navigate while avoiding collisions. Our goal is to achieve



coordinated exploration of the environment using only local
capabilities, relying on inter-robot relative range and bearing
estimates derived from lightweight signal exchanges (e.g.
“ping packets”). Thus any robot i ∈ R can obtain relative
measurements to all other robots in its neighborhood Ni =
{j|j ∈ R, j ̸= i}.

For exploration, each robot uses a frontier-based explo-
ration algorithm. Given a local mapMi of robot i, a frontier
fi ⊂ Rn×2 consists of k grid cells that are on the boundary
of the known and unknown space in Mi. Fi denotes the
set of all such frontiers generated by robot i at time t.
Robots compute a scalar utility value of all frontiers fi ∈ Fi

based on (1) information gain Ifii , defined as the number
of unexplored cells within radius r from the center of a
frontier, and (2) the navigation cost Cfii , defined as the path
length between the robot’s current position and the center
of a frontier. Following the approach in [54], the utility Ufi

i

of a frontier fi ∈ Fi is then obtained by Ifii /Cfii . Thus,
the first problem that we need to address to enable efficient
distributed multi-robot exploration is as follows:
Problem 1. Given the communication bandwidth constraints
and availability of only locally computed inter-robot mea-
surements for a robot i, develop a frontier-based algorithm
such that at every timestep t ∈ {0 . . . T }, where T denotes
total exploration duration, robot i navigates to a frontier f̂i
that has highest utility and minimal overlap of its map with
the explored region of other robot j ∈ Ni

f̂i = arg max
fi∈Fi

(U i
fi) (1)

We assume that an overlap occurs when robot j’s relative
position at any timestep is within the laser sensor range of
robot i’s frontier.

In order to ensure sufficient exploration of the environ-
ment, it is important that all robots successfully map a por-
tion of it before terminating exploration. However, a situation
may arise leading to heterogeneity in robot behaviors. We
specifically look at two heterogeneous behaviors in the team
- i) varying speed of robots during exploration that can result
from navigation challenges, and ii) complete failure of a
robot leading to loss of it map data. We summarize this in
the following problem:
Problem 2. Under heterogeneous robot behaviors or failures,
the robot team should be capable of adapting to the situation
such that the exploration of the environment is minimally
impacted.

The robot team eventually stops exploration when there are
no more frontiers left. However, given the lack of a shared
map between the robots, a robot i does not have a direct
estimate of how much of the environment has be collectively
explored by the team at any given timestep. This information
is critical for terminating exploration and to prevent every
robot from exploring the entire environment. Thus, the third
problem that we need to address can be stated as follows:
Problem 3. Each robot i in the team needs to asynchronously
determine when to terminate exploration, using only its local
information, by estimating total coverage of the environment.

Fig. 2: Position estimation pipeline. Robot i combines the bearing and
range measurements to robot j, sampled over a duration of 10 seconds
(See Alg. 1). The estimates are iteratively refined using an Extended Kalman
Filter to get the best position estimate of robot j.

The last problem that we address is to show the applica-
bility of our algorithm on real robots by obtaining relative
inter-robot positions using onboard sensors.
Problem 4. Robot i needs to estimate relative positions x̂j

for all robots j ∈ Ni by integrating range measurement dist
and bearing measurement φ obtained from onboard wireless
signal based sensors. Additionally, x̂j should be attainable
even in presence of signal multipaths.

In the following section we explain our solution to each
of the above problems and develop a system that can be
deployed on real robots.

IV. APPROACH

Our goal was to enable a team of robots to explore an
unknown environment efficiently through implicit coordina-
tion. To achieve this goal, each robot i ∈ R used onboard
Simultaneous Localization and Mapping (SLAM) algorithm
to create a local map M with a set of frontiers Fi at every
timestep t. Robot i also leveraged the relative positions
of nearby robots in their neighborhood Ni to update the
information gain for each frontier and using the hgrid for
efficient storage and retrieval of these estimates (Sec IV-
A). Robots thus navigated to their local frontiers with the
highest utility, while handling heterogeneity in behavior
such as complete failures (Sec IV-B), repeating this process
until all frontiers are explored or a termination condition is
met (Sec IV-C). (Sec IV-D) provides details on how robots
obtain relative position estimates using onboard sensing and
computation to enable deployment of our algorithm on real
hardware.

A. WiSER-X Algorithm

WiSER-X used a frontier-exploration based approach (Al-
gorithm 1), where a robot i calculated the utility U i

fi
of

each local frontier fi based on the estimated position x̂j

of all neighboring robots j ∈ Ni. Very large frontiers,
greater than LiDAR sensor range r, were split into smaller
segments along its principle axis obtained using Principal
Component Analysis method [55]. It is known that certain
directions – ”viewpoints” – from a frontier can yield better
information than others [55]. Hence, to improve frontier
selection, WiSER-X computed the utility at three distinct
viewpoints on the frontier corresponding to its center and
the two extremes. For simplicity of notation, in the reminder
of the paper we denote a robot i’s frontier’s viewpoint as xf

v .



Algorithm 1 Frontier Exploration Algorithm

Require:
Local frontier set Fi of robot i
Bearing measurements ϕ (from WSR Toolbox)
Distance measurements D (from UWB sensor)
while Selecting Next Frontier do ▷ Step 1

φ← StableBearingAngle(ϕ)
M̂j(t)← [AverageDist(D), φ] ▷ Step 2
x̂j ← EKF(M̂j(t))
InsertInHgrid(x̂j)
for fi ∈ Fi do ▷ Step 3
Ifii ← Information Gain(Eqn: 4, 7)
if Soft Threshold AND E(D̂jc/S(Dfc) > 0.9 then

Remove fi from Fi

else
Cfi ← ||xf

c − xi||
U i
fi

= argmaxxf
v
(βIfi/Cf ) (Eqn:2)

end if
end for
Terminate exploration if |Fi| == 0 OR Hard Threshold
else
Next frontierf̂i = argmaxfi∈Fi

(Ufi
i )

end while

Thus, U i
fi

for fi was computed as follows -

U i
fi = argmax

xf
v

(βIfi/Cf ) (2)

Cf = ||xfi − xi||2 denotes the navigation cost, or the
Euclidean distance from the robot’s current position xi to
the frontier center xfi . The navigation cost was not computed
separately for each viewpoint as the difference is trivial. The
β parameter scaled the overall information gain based on a
viewpoint xf

v ’s proximity to the nearest neighboring robot j
and was obtained as follows-

β = log 10(min
xj

(||xf
v − xj ||2)) (3)

Thus, β ensured that the when j is very close to a frontier
fi, the information is scaled down substantially. Robot i then
chose a frontier with max utility as per equation (1).

We note that robots generated new frontiers continuously
at a sufficiently high rate. In order to avoid oscillatory
behavior because of this, where a robot might move back-
and-forth between two frontiers of similar utility, WiSER-X
ensured that the robot committed to its chosen frontier till
its half-way to it (based on the path length). Only then it
reevaluated the utility of all frontiers generated in the current
timestep and changed the target frontier if required.

1) Information Gain Calculation: A robot’s local map is
represented as a gridmap. For any frontier fi, let Ef be the
set of unexplored gridcells c around fi that are reachable by
the robot’s sensor range r. The distance Dfc = ||xf

v − xc||2
defines how far a gridcell c is from the frontier’s viewpoint
xf
v . The information gain Ifi for a frontier fi in Fi was

calculated by summing the contributions from each gridcell
c in Ef . Each cell’s contribution was computed based on two
factors: (i) proximity to the robot S(Dfc), a sigmoid function
used to prioritize cells closer to the robot, reducing the

information gain for cells farther way, and (ii) overlap with
neighboring robots E(D̂jc), an information loss term that
accounts for areas likely already explored by neighboring
robots. Thus, the overall information gain Iif for fi was
obtained as follows:

Iif =
∑
c∈Ef

max(0, S(Dfc)− E(D̂jc)) (4)

where the sigmoid function modulates the information gain
based on Dfc, prioritizing cells near the robot:

S(Dfc) =
1

1 + e(Dfc−κ1)/κ2
(5)

Here, κ1 controls the midpoint and κ2 controls the steepness
of the curve, favoring closer cells but permitting distant cells
to contribute as well [56]. The max function in equation (4)
ensured that the information gain per gridcell was non-
negative and lower bounded to 0.

2) Information Loss Calculation: We estimated the in-
formation loss E(D̂jc) for each gridcell by considering
neighboring robots’ coverage. For each neighboring robot j,
an information loss is computed using its estimated positions
x̂j , representing areas it may have already explored. The
information loss E(D̂jc) was obtained as follows-

E(D̂jc) =
∑

x̂j∈X̂j

min(1, 1/Tr[Σ(x̂j)]) · S(D̂jc) (6)

S(D̂jc) is the sigmoid function applied to D̂jc = ||x̂j −
xc||, while min(1, 1/Tr[Σ(x̂j)]) scaled it using the trace
of covariance Σ for the estimate x̂j . Thus, equation (6)
computed the overlap around fi based on the accuracy of
position estimate of the neighboring robots.

3) Hgrid operations: Robot i stored its own position xi,
the estimated position of neighboring robots x̂j , and the trace
of the covariance matrix Tr[Σ(x̂j)], which represents the
uncertainty in the estimated position of neighboring robots.
These observations were collected over the duration of ex-
ploration and stored in the hgrid, a discretized representation
of the environment. The hgrid has a structure similar to a
quadtree where each hgrid cell has dimensions equivalent to
the sensor radius (see Fig 1). We used this structure to enable
fast retrieval of information in O(logN) time.

Each hgrid cell maintained a count of how many times
it had been visited by other robots, which represented a
local record of coverage. When deciding which frontier to
visit next, robot i queried the hgrid to determine if any
neighboring robots were within the sensor range r of a
given frontier (See Fig. 1). This enabled choosing frontiers
that were less frequently visited by other robots, minimizing
redundant coverage. An hgrid-cell is then marked as filled
once a user-defined threshold of observations was reached,
indicating that the area had been sufficiently covered.

B. Adapting to heterogeneous behaviors of robots

We considered two heterogeneous behaviors for the robots.
The first scenario involved variability in mapping speed
where some robots explored the environment faster than



others. Basically this emulated a situation where, given an
unknown environment, some robots may end up in locations
that make navigation more challenging. WiSER-X automat-
ically addressed this issue by directing the faster robots to
cover more area, compensating for the reduced performance
of the slow robots.

The second scenario simulated complete failure of a robot,
resulting in the loss of access to its local map for the areas
it had covered. This necessitates that the rest of the robots in
the team re-explore the areas covered by the failed robot to
ensure complete coverage of the environment. We enabled
this by updating equation (6) as follows -

E(D̂jc) =
∑

x̂j∈X̂j

τj ·min(1, 1/Tr[Σ(x̂j)]) · S(D̂jc) (7)

where τj ∈ [0, 1] is a binary variable that indicates whether
robot j has completely malfunctioned (0) or is functional (1).
We assume that when a robot j malfunctions robot i can no
longer obtain ping packets from it and thus sets τj = 0.
As τj is maintained as a pointer for all relative positions
x̂j , this operation is executed in O(1) As such, when the
robot i computed set of frontiers Fi in the next timestep, it
disregarded all possible overlaps of the failed robot j which
allowed for ”re-exploration” of the areas j had visited.

C. Exploration termination

As the robot team’s collective coverage of the environment
increased, the information gain of a robot i’s frontiers gradu-
ally decreased. Using its hgrid, robot i continuously updated
its coverage estimation. WiSER-X triggered two different
termination behaviors by setting two threshold limits, soft
and hard, on the hgrid’s occupancy, with the former being
less than the latter.

When the occupancy reached the soft threshold, robot
i disregarded invalid frontiers, defined as those for which
percentage ratio of information loss (Eqn. 7) to that of
information gain (without considering any overlaps, obtained
by setting E(D̂jc) = 0 in equation 4) is greater than 90%.
Robot i terminated exploration asynchronously if no valid
frontiers were generated in the current timestep. Once the
hard threshold is reached, a robot stops exploration. This
can be used to force early termination and could be useful
in time-critical applications where full coverage is not nec-
essary. We note that once robots exit the environment, they
can merge their local maps by leveraging high-bandwidth
communication.

D. Obtaining Relative Positions using onboard sensing and
computation

To estimate the relative position x̂i for a robot j ∈ Ni,
robot i fuses data from its single onboard UWB sensor and
the WSR toolbox [41] that used WiFi signal phase. However,
obtaining bearing using the toolbox requires emulating a
”virtual antenna array” that leverages robot motion [44].
Although previous work has shown that bearing can be
achieved by leveraging arbitrary motion of a robot, it requires
exchange of data between the signal transmitting and receiv-
ing robot [42]. Hence, WSR toolbox collected the relative

signal phase data using a set of two receiving antennas con-
nected to a WiFi card [57] which enabled ”passive” bearing
estimation. To emulate a virtual antenna array, the setup was
deployed on a servo that rotated back-and-forth and obtain a
bearing measurement within five seconds. However, due to
the multipath phenomenon, the signal can sometimes appear
to arrive from several different locations, introducing errors.
Robot i used the the WSR toolbox to collect multiple bearing
observations φ ∈ ϕ for a robot j over a short sampling
period. These measurements were then compared to identify
those with minimal variation, as multipath-induced bearings
fluctuate randomly, while bearings from direct paths remain
stable [58]. During the same sampling period, the UWB
sensor provided multiple range measurements. A uniform
sub-sample of these ranges was taken, and then averaged.
By pairing a stable bearing with the average range mea-
surement, robot i generated a preliminary position estimate
m̂j(t) = [average(D), ϕ]. Finally, we refined this noisy
position estimate using an Extended Kalman Filter (EKF)
to produce x̂j(t), a smoothed position estimate at time t.
Figure 2 shows the entire position estimation pipeline can
be viewed in .

Thus, by leveraging inter-robot relative position estimates,
our exploration algorithm enabled improved coordination
during exploration without requiring explicit information
exchange.

V. RESULTS

We validated WiSER-X through extensive simulation and
hardware experiments and compared its performance against
three baseline algorithms.

A. Setup

1) Comparison baselines:

• Baseline-1: Independent Exploration: A frontier-
based exploration algorithm based on the explore-lite
package [59]. In this baseline, each robot ran the explore
package on-board and selected frontiers solely based on
utility, without considering the locations of other robots.
This represents a zero-information-sharing exploration
strategy.

• Baseline-2: Full Information Exchange: A global
frontier-based algorithm using the Rapidly-Exploring
Random Tree (RRT)-exploration package [60]. This
package employs the RRT [61], incrementally building
a tree from a starting point by randomly sampling
points in the space and expanding the tree towards
those points, favoring high-utility goal points. A global
“assigner” node allocated frontiers to robots as an
oracle system, representing a full-information-sharing
exploration strategy.

• Baseline-3: Divide-and-Conquer: Each robot was as-
signed a specific area to map and concluded its explo-
ration once that area was completely explored. This
baseline was only used for evaluating heterogeneous
robot behaviors.



Fig. 3: On the top is average map coverage overlap for each algorithm in both hardware and simulation. On the bottom, the average time
elapsed to achieve full map coverage. For the baseline algorithms, termination occurred when the merged map reached 95% coverage. In
the WSR algorithm, termination was automatically triggered when each robot determined that global coverage had reached 95%.

Fig. 4: Map coverage percent for WiSER-X over 20 trials of
simulation, with the average performance shown in black.

2) Environment: We ran our simulations in the ROS-
compatible physics-based simulator Gazebo. We used a 1600
m2 cluttered office environment (see Fig. 1), with three
ground robots, each equipped with an on-board LiDAR. We
initialized each robot at random locations throughout the
environment over twenty runs for each evaluation scenario.
For the WiSER-X algorithm in simulation, we used true
positions of the robots combined with simulated noise to
generate noisy range and AOA estimates that would be
otherwise be obtained from on-board sensors.

We ran real hardware experiments, in a 64 m2 environment
with obstacles (Fig 1). We use two Turtlebot Waffle robots
with an on-board LiDAR. Range and AOA measurements
were obtained using Qorovo DWM1001-DEV UWB module
and WiFi based WSR toolbox respectively. he robots were

initialized at two different positions and we ran three trials
for each to compare coverage overlap and exploration dura-
tion across all the algorithms. Both simulation and hardware
experiments used GMapping SLAM algorithm [62] with
SBPL planner.

B. Evaluation metrics

The performance of our algorithm and the baselines is
evaluated using a global map-merging ROS package [59].
For the two baseline systems, this map-merging oracle was
used for termination, enacted at approximately 95% com-
pletion of the environment exploration. WiSER-X, however,
performed termination independently by each robot without
this central server involvement, as described in IV-C. We
evaluated the performance of our algorithm using the fol-
lowing metrics:

• Coverage overlap: The overlap between individual
robot maps was measured to evaluate the system’s
effectiveness in reducing redundancy.

• Termination time: The evaluation focused on how
quickly and consistently the system could self-terminate
the exploration within a set time frame.

• Heterogeneity in robot behavior: The system’s ro-
bustness was tested by simulating scenarios pertaining
to variability in the system (e.g., complete failure and
constrained navigation) and comparing the algorithms’
adaptability to them.

• Impact of sensor noise: The system’s performance was
evaluated under conditions of noise impacting range



Fig. 5: Simulation results showing map coverage over time for WiSER-X and Divide-and-Conquer Baseline-3 for one slow moving robot
to emulate heterogeneous behavior resulting from challenging navigation. WiSER-X reduces average termination time by 140 seconds
(34%) while maintaining the same total coverage of the environment.

Fig. 6: An instance of simulation showing map coverage at
termination time with for WiSER-X after after a randomly chosen
robot fails (loss of all map data from that robot, indicated in red
in the images). After incorporating recovery behavior, WiSER-X
enables other robots in the team to remap the area, whereas the
baseline is not able to recover the lost area at termination.

and AOA measurements to determine noise’s effect on
exploration termination time.

C. Experimental results for Coverage overlap and termina-
tion time

1) Coverage overlap: As illustrated in Fig. 3 (top), in
the large simulated environment, WiSER-X leveraged only
local relative position estimates, generated using groundtruth
positions with added zero mean Gaussian noise and stddev
of 10 cm for range measurements, 5 degrees for AOA
measurements. It reduced mean coverage overlap at the end
of exploration by 58% compared to the zero-information-
sharing Baseline-1. Without using any additional shared
information, WiSER-X resulted in only 23% more overlap
than full-information-sharing Baseline-2.

We observed similar behavior for real hardware experi-
ments where WiSER-X showed 16% lower coverage over-
lap in comparison to Baseline-1 and only 6% higher than
Baseline-2.

2) Termination time: Figure 3 (bottom) shows that
WiSER-X terminated, on average over 20 trials, 1.65X faster
than Baseline-1 in simulation, saving about 34% time. In
hardware, WiSER-X terminated 1.43X faster than Baseline-
1 on average, saving 22% time. Both algorithms terminate

after Baseline-2 (on average, WiSER-X took 22% longer in
simulation and 14% in hardware than Baseline-2).

Fig. 4 illustrates WiSER-X termination over 20 trials. The
graph shows that while there existed an occasional outlier
over the series of the explorations, the system was able
to self-terminate, on average, at 93% total map coverage
(3.6% standard deviation) in approximately 365 seconds
(77.5 second standard deviation).

D. Simulation results for heterogeneity in robot behavior

For the scenario with variability in mapping speed, one of
the three robots moved slower than the others, which reduced
its overall coverage and increased the total exploration time.
WiSER-X automatically addressed this issue by directing
the faster robots to cover more area, compensating for
the reduced performance of the slow robot. Our algorithm
demonstrated a significant improvement, reducing the aver-
age termination time over 20 trials by a mean of 140 seconds
(with a standard deviation of 9 seconds), or 34%, compared
to Baseline-3 over aggregated runs in simulation.

The second scenario simulated complete failure of a robot,
resulting in the loss of access to its local map for the
area it had covered. In each of the 20 trials, one robot
was randomly selected to fail after the total exploration,
combining the coverage of all robots, reached between 50%
and 70% completion. This timing allowed for a clear obser-
vation of the re-mapping behavior initiated by the WiSER-X
algorithm compared to the baseline, without the results being
influenced by the natural overlap and routing of robots in a
scenario without failures. In this failure scenario, WiSER-
X successfully recovered approximately 10%, (with a 4.25%
standard deviation across 20 trials), of the map that otherwise
would have been lost due to a robot failure. WiSER-X’s
implicit coordination allowed for dynamic adaptation to
robot failures and reallocation of exploration tasks in real
time. Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 show the results for the two scenarios.

E. Simulation results for varying sensor noise

Wireless signal-based sensors have less than 10cm mean
error in ranging and 5 degree mean error in AOA [49],



Fig. 7: Average map coverage percentage at WiSER-X termination
with varying levels of sensor noise.

[51]. Hence,we add Gaussian noise into raw range and AOA
measurements for each robot, simulating the following four
levels of noise (in the format: AOA error & range error): 2
degrees & 1 cm, 5 degrees & 10cm, 10 degrees & 20cm,
30 degrees & 100 cm. We observed the termination time
for each of these error ranges to evaluate how noise affects
the system’s ability to accurately estimate total coverage and
thus trigger termination.

Fig. 7 shows the relationship between varying levels in
sensor measurement and the merged map coverage percent
at termination time. The results show that despite increasing
levels in raw noise, the system maintained a high level of map
coverage at termination. This can be explained by the use of
EKF localization module which allows for robust tracking
despite noise in sensors. The scenario with the lowest noise
did not yield the highest coverage at termination, suggesting
that moderate levels of noise do not significantly impact
termination in either direction (neither too much noise nor
too little noise affects termination).

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper shows that sensing over wireless signals can
enable the emergence of global coordination behaviors from
local onboard algorithms without explicit information ex-
change. By extracting information directly from the trans-
mitted wireless signals, robots can obtain relative position
information without exchanging any additional information
such as maps. This enables efficient multi-robot exploration
in communication bandwidth limited environments where
robots need only their local information to achieve coordi-
nation. Future work will explore applicability of this method
with intermittent communication, underwater exploration
using acoustic signals, and broader exploration scenarios
where an inaccurate prior map, such as floor plan might be
available.
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