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Abstract

Navigating dynamic and unstructured environ-
ments is one of the most challenging issues in
robotics. Specifically, understanding how occluded
areas impact effective navigation, due to the uncer-
tainty they introduce, is crucial. In many poorly
mapped areas, conventional sensors often fail to de-
tect obstacles until they are dangerously close. This
is especially true in crowded environments, where
human movement and other physical barriers fre-
quently cause occlusions for the robot.

We propose a novel technique for inferring para-
occluded obstacles by leveraging human behavioral
patterns. This approach combines sensor fusion,
historical trajectory data, and predictive model-
ing to anticipate potential obstacle locations, along
with timestamps indicating when these areas are
likely to be occupied. Since humans naturally avoid
these areas, timely obstacle prediction allows robots
to proactively adjust their paths, enhancing their
ability to handle dynamic obstacles with lower col-
lision risks and greater navigation efficiency.

The framework was validated through extensive
simulations and real-world experiments, yielding
significant improvements in occlusion-aware obsta-
cle prediction. The results highlight the substantial
benefits of occlusion-aware predictions in enhanc-
ing the safety and flexibility of autonomous robots
operating in complex, dynamic environments.

Keywords: Robotics, Navigation, Path Predic-
tion, Human-Robot Interaction, People-as-Sensors,
Occlusion Prediction
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1 Introduction

Crowd navigation is a vital area in robotics, where
robots must efficiently and safely maneuver through
dynamic environments populated by human agents.
Many existing algorithms, such as Social Force [11],
Social GAN [9], ORCA [4], and Velocity Obsta-

cles, assume full visibility of the environment; how-
ever, real-world situations frequently involve ob-
structions along the robot’s line of sight, creating
considerable challenges in perceiving the environ-
ment. Occlusion-aware prediction aims to enhance
accuracy in settings with restricted visibility by de-
termining the occupancy of hidden areas that may
contain either static or moving obstacles. Humans
naturally rely on their past experiences to gain in-
sight into occluded regions, a capability that in-
spires robotic approaches to emulate similar predic-
tive behaviors. However, conventional path predic-
tion approaches often fail in crowded environments
due to occluded areas and the sudden changes in
motion patterns of human agents, presenting ad-
ditional challenges for navigation. The fast-paced
advancement of assistive humanoid robots requires
reliable real-time solutions to navigate through
crowds, making occlusion-aware obstacle predic-
tion increasingly important. Improving the bal-
ance between efficiency and accuracy is key to help-
ing robots perform smoothly in highly dynamic en-
vironments. Our research focuses on leveraging
human-agent interactions to provide robots with
better perception and navigation skills, especially
in complex and dynamic situations.

2 Related Work

Real-time performance is essential for enabling mo-
bile robots to predict and respond to obstacles in
occluded environments. However, there is a gap
between achieving real-time performance and main-
taining high accuracy in occlusion-aware prediction
models. Lightweight architectures, such as Mo-
bileNet [6] and YOLO [14], typically handle par-
tially occluded situations using vision-based tech-
niques but struggle in fully occluded settings. Some
researchers employ image generation methods, like
GANs and semantic segmentation-based inpainting
algorithms [15], [17], to infer obstacles from oc-
cluded map details, though these methods often
fail to provide timely predictions. Neural network-
based techniques, as outlined in [8], [7], and [19], of-
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Figure 1: Occlusion handling in navigation

Robot needs insights about occlusions for path planning. Selecting collision trajectory without occlusion data
(Yellow path) as it gives shorter path or selecting longer path for collision avoidance by analyzing occlusion
predictions. Model predicts occlusions, human agents, static obstacles and also keeps previously detected regions
for given period of time for collision avoidance.

fer more precise occlusion predictions by leveraging
prior data, but they are computationally expensive,
limiting their application to smaller mobile robots.
These challenges highlight the trade-off between ac-
curacy and real-time performance.

Data-driven methods include U-Net-based models
[13], RL models [12], and transformer-based ap-
proaches [16] that estimate occlusions by encod-
ing occluded map details and decoders trained on
fully visible maps. These approaches offer gener-
ally better frameworks for occlusion prediction, but
their high computational demands obstruct real-
time use. Other approaches [5] use geometric crowd
flow and clustering techniques to predict occlu-
sions, but the increasing number of agents signifi-
cantly increases computational requirements, espe-
cially when considering human-human interactions.

Real-time occlusion prediction is vital for effective
path planning and collision avoidance. Transformer
models [16] and neural network-based methods [18]
demonstrate the potential of occlusion prediction
to enhance navigation. Additionally, some studies
focus on the statistical behavior of visible human
agents to anticipate occlusions based on their move-
ments [10], [3]. Our research extends this by consid-
ering human agents as dynamic sensors, effectively
broadening the field of view (FOV) of conventional
robotic sensors.

3 Problem Statement

Recent methods for predicting occlusions in dy-
namic environments face significant challenges
in practical applications, particularly for mobile
robots. Existing models struggle to accurately pre-
dict the positions of occluded agents, especially
in densely packed settings, leading to uncertain-
ties that negatively impact navigation and decision-
making in such environments.

Most data-driven approaches rely heavily on large
datasets to train models. However, creating a com-
prehensive dataset that covers all possible occlu-
sion scenarios is a challenging task. The diver-
sity of environments, agent behaviors, and inter-
actions makes it nearly impossible to generate ex-
haustive data that captures the full complexity of
occlusions. Additionally, many researchers argue
that these systems are computationally expensive
and impractical for real-time use on mobile robots,
which have limited processing power. The signifi-
cant time and resources required by such systems
make them inefficient in fast-paced, dynamic envi-
ronments.

Current models also struggle to maintain accuracy
in unfamiliar or new environments, especially when
dealing with densely packed human agents. As
human-agent interactions become more complex in
crowded spaces, existing methods fail to provide re-
liable predictions.

We are developing a new occlusion prediction model
that enhances accuracy as the number of human
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agents increases. By incorporating timestamps,
robots will be able to predict when occlusions are
likely to be occupied and adjust their behavior ac-
cordingly to navigate more effectively in crowded
spaces.

4 Methodology

In our approach, we focus on predicting occlusions
by analyzing the reactive behaviors of observable
human agents. Each predicted occlusion is vali-
dated by considering the movements of other agents
in the area, utilizing a Kalman filter-based sensor
fusion to reduce uncertainty and improve accuracy
as the number of agents increases. To address mis-
predictions, we introduce a sensor-based clearing
module that refines predictions by eliminating areas
with lower occlusion probabilities. Our methodol-
ogy combines a noisy occlusion prediction model,
sensor-based clearing, and Kalman filter-based fu-
sion to refine the prediction outputs.

4.1 Noisy Prediction Model

This module consists of a simplified mathemati-
cal model for predicting obstacles based on human
agents’ navigation patterns. It is activated by sud-
den movements of human agents, assuming they fol-
low a reaction-based navigation approach in highly
crowded environments. The model is triggered by
thresholding two variables: the average turning an-
gle and the maximum turning angle, both derived
from dynamic windows that observe 1-second seg-
ments of the human agents’ trajectory. The model
predicts obstacles in three regions: in front, to the
right, and to the left of the agent, with the as-
sumption that these obstacles reflect from sudden
changes in the agents’ trajectories.

The calculation of front obstacles takes into account
the regions avoided by the human agent, maintain-
ing a minimal social distance (obstacle clearance)
according to the environmental type, as shown in
2. For side obstacles, as depicted in 2, the mod-
ule uses the instantaneous center of zero velocity
within a dynamic window and its mirrored coun-
terpart to predict potential regions based on the
human’s trajectory.

For front-obstacles:

relative position =

∣∣∣∣ obstacle clearance

tan(turning angle) + ϵ

∣∣∣∣ (1)

α = tan−1

(
agent vel.y

agent vel.x + ϵ

)
(2)

(a) Front obstacle estimation through avoided re-
gions of the human agent

(b) Side obstacle estimation by center of instanta-
neous velocity and its mirrored position perpendic-
ular to agents motion

Figure 2: Noisy obstacle estimation for front and
side obstacles upon triggered by detection of sudden
change in motion

For side-obstacles:

dS =

√
(pos.xt − pos.xt-1)

2
+ (pos.yt − pos.yt-1)

2

(3)

radius =
dS

turning angle + ϵ
(4)

β = tan−1

(
-agent.vel.x

agent.vel.y + ϵ

)
(5)

Each predicted point corresponds to a 2D Gaus-
sian distribution based on the agent’s velocity and
turning angle, accounting for the uncertainty in the
prediction. The figures 3, 4 illustrate the covariance
matrix used to generate the obstacle regions based
on turning angle. (Clockwise or anti-clockwise)

The covariance matrix calculation 7 for the Gaus-
sian patch representing obstacles depends on the
current moving direction 6 and average speed
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of the human agent and incorporates adjustments
for the turning angle9. The initial covariance
matrix 7 is based on the agent’s speed to adjust the
uncertainty, and the matrix is then rotated to align
with the agent’s current direction. Obstacle regions
on the sides elongate along the moving direction,
while the front obstacle is positioned opposing to
the moving direction, considering the turning angle
3, 4. These obstacles represent potential areas that
could influence the reactive motion of the human
agent.

The gradient of agent’s moving direction m is com-
puted based on the velocity of the human agent at
the current (t) and previous (t− 1) time steps:

m =

{ vyt−vyt−1

vxt−vxt−1
, if vxt ̸= vxt−1

∞, if vxt
= vxt−1

(6)

The initial covariance matrix of the predicted
obstacle is defined based on the average speed
(avg speed):

C =

[
thresh thresh

2
thresh

2 thresh

]
. (7)

Where,

thresh =

{
1.5 · avg speed, if avg speed < 0.2,

0.3, otherwise.

(8)

A rotation matrix R is applied to orient the co-
variance matrix based on agent’s moving direction,
incorporating the turning angle (θturning):

R =

[
cos(θ) − sin(θ)
sin(θ) cos(θ)

]
. (9)

θ =

{
tan−1(m) + π

4 − θturning, for front obstacles,

tan−1(m)− π
4 , for side obstacles.

(10)

The initial covariance matrix in 7 defines a Gaus-
sian patch elongated along the y = x axis keeping
and offset of π

4 . For the side obstacles, we sub-
tract an angle of π

4 and rotate the covariance matrix
based on the agent’s moving direction (tan−1(m))
10. For front obstacles We add an angle of π

4 to
make obstacle perpendicular to agent’s motion and
subtract θturning to oppose the previous moving di-
rection 10.

The covariance matrix is rotated using:

Crotated = RCR⊤. (11)

This approach dynamically adjusts the covariance
matrix to accurately reflect the potential obstacle

Figure 3: Gaussian obstacle prediction based on
agents’ moving direction and clock-wise turning an-
gle

Side obstacles (Green) elongated along current moving
direction and front obstacle (Blue) place opposing pre-
vious moving direction and aligned with current direc-
tion considering agent as expert of obstacle avoidance

Figure 4: Gaussian obstacle prediction based on
agents’ moving direction and anti-clock-wise turn-
ing angle

Side obstacles (Green) elongated along current moving
direction and front obstacle (Blue) place opposing pre-
vious moving direction and aligned with current direc-
tion considering agent as expert of obstacle avoidance

regions based on the agents’ trajectory and sudden
behaviors with use of 11.

Even though the noisy obstacle predictor responds
to sudden changes in the behavioral patterns of the
agent, it also attempts to predict obstacles based
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on abrupt changes in the agent’s thoughts or plans,
even in the absence of actual obstacles. In con-
trast, our approach addresses this issue by employ-
ing two clearing strategies specifically designed for
this purpose: sensor-based clearing and a Kalman
filter-based fusion approach. These methods help
reduce uncertainty in the prediction.

Each predicted obstacle contains a timestamp value
12, indicating when the potential region will be oc-
cupied and decayed over time to avoid robot freez-
ing conditions.

Timestamp =

{
Relative position
Average Speed , for front obstacles,

0, for side obstacles.

(12)

For front obstacles, the model predicts the time
taken by the agent to reach the avoided regions with
his average speed based on the assumption his sud-
den change of motion reflects obstacle avoidance.
(Sudden changes of motion without reflecting ob-
stacles will be cleared by clearing modules for min-
imizing the inaccurate predictions.) For side obsta-
cles, the model predicts a 0 timestamp for the im-
mediate nature of the obstacles. (Mostly for static
obstacles)

4.2 Sensor-Based Clearing

The Sensor-Based Clearing module refines obsta-
cle position estimates using real-time LiDAR data.
The primary goal is to reduce false positives for
potential obstacles in occluded areas and prevent
navigation problems, such as robot freezing.

To achieve this, we divide the LiDAR sensor’s 360◦

field of view into discrete sectors, with each sec-
tor covered by a sufficient number of rays to track
a human agent. To smooth out sensor readings
and reduce noise, each sector computes a dynamic
threshold by averaging the values of neighboring
rays. The Ray value in each sector represents
the average distance to obstacles within that sector.
The dynamic threshold for each sector is computed
as follows:

Threshold[i] =
Ray[i− 1] + Ray[i] + Ray[i+ 1]

3
,

(13)

This technique minimizes noisy fluctuations in the
LiDAR data. The clearing module then filters each
obstacle estimate based on its distance from the
robot and angle relative to the robot’s position,
compared against the dynamic threshold value for
each sector.

The clearing module retains the obstacle only if its
distance and angle satisfy the dynamic threshold
for the corresponding LiDAR sector.

d ≥ Threshold[θobs] and d < MAXRAY,
(14)

where,
MAXRAY represents the maximum sensor range.
θobs represents the angle.
d is distance from the robot to obstacle.
This module is capable of clearing inaccurate es-

timates by comparing against lidar data. More
importantly, without following conventional visible
range clearing through lidar data, module performs
specialized threshold for occlusion handling which
enables obstacle predictions within visible regions
which will be occupied by agents coming from oc-
cluded regions and clearing beyond closer range
obstacles if consecutive sectors detect obstacle at
longer range as consecutive sector cannot predict
occlusions without having closer human agents to
occluded area.

Figure 5: Sensor-based clearing sample configura-
tion

Module clear all the obstacles within the estimate
clearing range (Yellow or Gray). Estimated obstacles
beyond the threshold and max-sensor range will be
marked as obstacles. This approach enables obstacle
prediction in future time steps within fully visible sec-
tors (Obstacles coming from occluded to visible regions)
[Sector 8 to 9], if any consecutive sector detects obsta-
cles. Similarly for very close range obstacle detection,
module performs clearing beyond the obstacle if other
consecutive sectors detects obstacles at longer range to
avoid noisy estimates. [Sector 7]
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4.3 Kalman Filter-Based Fusion

Fusion module uses a Kalman filter for fusing
the noisy predicted data from each of the human
agents, thereby reducing uncertainty in the predic-
tions. The Kalman filter is initialized after receiv-
ing the first prediction from the noisy obstacle esti-
mator model and after clearing the data with sensor
input. Each obstacle is represented as a Gaussian
distribution in a 2D coordinate system. Thus, each
obstacle includes the x and y positions, as well as
the covariance matrix cxx,cxy, cyx, cyy, which de-
scribes the shape of the distribution, and a times-
tamp that indicates when the region will be occu-
pied.

The state vector x is defined as:

xT =
[
dt cxx cxy cyx cyy x y

]
where:
dt is the timestamp,
cxx, cxy, cyx, cyy are the covariance terms,
x and y represent the position in the 2D space.

Each sensor estimate includes a timestamp, which
indicates when the predicted region is expected to
be occupied by an obstacle. The process noise co-
variance is scaled at each step according to the
timestamp, accounting for the increased uncer-
tainty in predictions with longer period for po-
tential occupancy, and conversely, reducing uncer-
tainty for predictions with shorter timestamps.

In the prediction step of the Kalman filter, uncer-
tainty is added to the state without altering the po-
sition variables, as the state of an unseen obstacle
cannot be predicted accurately with the available
state variables. However, introducing noise based
on the timestamp improves the fusion process with
other data, leading to a more reliable estimate with
reduced uncertainty.

The correction step involves a data extraction mod-
ule that performs a nearest neighbor search to col-
lect estimates near the predicted state (within ap-
proximately 1 meter). This module is built using a
KD-tree structure to accelerate the nearest neigh-
bor search process. These estimates are then used
for sensor fusion, resulting in more accurate pre-
dictions with lower uncertainty. As each estimate
is fetched, its measurement noise covariance is up-
dated based on its corresponding timestamp.

Covariance update based on timestamp:

∆t = timeStamp− timeNow (15)

scale = C1 − e−C2(∆t)2 (16)

Covarianceupdated = scale · Covariance (17)

Figure 6: Scaler for covariance matrices
Based on this scaling factor, any obstacle with
higher timestamp will get higher uncertainity in
all state variables and gets lower uncertainity when
timestep is lower.

Constants:

C1 = 1.1 (Constant offset for scale calculation)

C2 = 0.3 (Exponential decay rate)

Scaler function ensures the covariance matrices of
obstacles with higher ∆t to have larger uncertain-
ity and obstacles with lower ∆t values to have lower
uncertainity improving the accuracy of the predic-
tions.

5 Results & Evaluation

The simulation results and evaluation are based on
two types of test cases:

• A reaction-based human navigation simulator
for model prediction testing.

• A social force model-based Gazebo simulator
for real-world deployment testing.

The first test employs a reaction-based human navi-
gation simulation with random obstacles and goals.
It involves 80 random initializations of agent start
positions, goals, and static obstacles, with the robot
placed in a fixed position. Key performance metrics
recorded include the accuracy of occlusion predic-
tions, obstacle predictions, agent predictions, and
the accuracy of the predicted cost (based on the
predicted timestamp). Additionally, the prediction
percentage across each region was analyzed in com-
parison to the sensor’s maximum field of view. 1

The performance evaluation was based on 1,780
predictions, which included occlusions, agents, and
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Distance Range (m) Agent (%) Obstacle (%) Incorrect (%) Unseen (%)
0.0-0.5 0.0 33.33 0.0 66.67
0.5-1.0 3.03 83.33 12.12 1.52
1.0-1.5 22.47 32.58 0.0 44.94
1.5-2.0 18.56 35.33 1.20 44.91
2.0-2.5 16.46 17.09 11.71 54.75
2.5-3.0 21.43 5.0 10.0 63.57

Table 1: Prediction Percentages by Distance Range

This table summarizes the predictions in each of the categorizes against the distance from the robot. Data shows
overall high occlusion prediction percentage, and lower inaccurate predictions when closer to the robot. (Max.
field of view used here is 3m)

obstacle predictions over 80 random initial envi-
ronmental setups. As shown in the scatter plot
7, occlusion predictions are evaluated by analyzing
the distance between a given prediction and clos-
est static obstacle or human agent, referred to as
prediction error. A prediction is considered in-
correct if the error exceeds 40 cm and each obstacle
considered to have a footprint of 40 cm during the
simulation. Human agent or obstacle predictions
are categorized based on whether the model pre-
dicts a human agent or a static obstacle.

As shown in the left side of the 7 scatter plot, many
predictions are concentrated within a 40 cm error
margin. Additionally, occlusion predictions are sat-
urated at both ends of the cost scale (inversely pro-
portional to timestamp), with cost values of 0.1 and
1. This corresponds to static and dynamic agents
with immediate occupancy in the predicted region
(cost = 1) and static agents in the region after ex-
ceeding the timestamp (cost = 0.1) as timestamp
(cost) decays over time to avoid conflicts. A signifi-
cant number of occlusions appear above the 0.6 cost
value indicating how timestamp (cost) can validate
the dynamic occlusions. The model focuses more
on dynamic occlusion predictions, as static agents
do not pose a significant threat in occlusion-aware
navigation.

In the average prediction error estimate shown on
the right side of 7, the average prediction error for
occlusion predictions is around 8 cm. Furthermore,
agent and obstacle predictions exhibit lower pre-
diction errors compared to occlusion predictions.
However, this level of occlusion prediction is suffi-
cient for crowd navigation involving occlusions.

Model performance was tested by evaluating the
distance between the robot and the predicted
points. The model’s prediction range extends from
the robot to the maximum sensor field of view
(maximum lidar range). In the reaction-based sim-
ulator, the maximum field of view is set to 3 meters.
The table 1 summarizes the prediction accuracy in
each region up to the maximum sensor range (3

meters). The model performs best in the 0-0.5m
range with 66.67% accuracy which directly relates
to occlusions impacting with the robot. Agent pre-
dictions are excluded in this range, as only cross-
agent predictions are considered, leading to a 0.0%
agent prediction rate in closer ranges due having
agent footprint of 40 cm. Incorrect predictions are
also minimal in this range due to having closer ob-
stacles which leads to occlusions. For the region
between 0.5-1.0 m; model predicts obstacles which
creates the occlusions and for 1.0-1.5 m predictions
indicate unseen obstacles with lower inaccurate pre-
dictions due to the performance for clearing mod-
ule in occluded areas. For other regions, incorrect
predictions increase, but on average, the model per-
forms best in occlusion predictions. So the model
performs its best up to half of max sensor range
(up to 1.5 m) as clearing module fails at max sen-
sor range.

The second test involved integrating the algorithm
into the social force model plugin-based crowd sim-
ulator [1], using a TurtleBot3 Waffle robot to obtain
lidar readings. Human detection and tracking were
performed using a leg detector package [2] based
on the lidar readings. The simulation was con-
ducted with 8 human agents, incorporating occlu-
sions by adding static obstacles and stationary hu-
man agents. The model successfully predicted cost
values and occlusion regions in real time, validat-
ing the results from the first test with the reaction-
based simulator.

6 Conclusion

The suggested architecture for real-time obstacle
prediction in occluded spaces is intended to improve
environmental perception for robot path planning
and navigation in crowded settings. Initially, all
possible obstacle regions are considered, and then
the model employs a probabilistic approach to in-
creasingly modify predictions with accurate iden-
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Figure 7: Model performance: Predictions vs Cost.

As shown on the left side of Figure, many predictions fall within a 40 cm error margin. Occlusion predictions are
saturated at cost values of 0.1 (static agents) and 1 (static and dynamic agents), reflecting their relative threat
levels. Having significant number of occlusion predictions over 0.6 cost value indicates the validation of estimates
through the timestamps (cost is inversely proportional to timestamp)
On the right, the average prediction error for occlusions is around 10 cm at higher cost values (when estimating
dynamic agents) by reducing the inaccurate predictions show the reliability of the model. At lower cost values
occlusion predictions have lower error due to estimating static agents.

tification of dynamic obstacles through Kalman
filter-based data fusion. This method effectively
handles uncertainties by manipulating 2D Gaus-
sian distributions for predicted potential obstacle
regions.

Each potential obstacle estimate from the model
yields positions with reduced uncertainty by the
Kalman filter, which leads to greater accuracies
with an increasing number of human agents within
crowds. By validating predictions based on the ac-
tions of individual human agents, the system is as-
sured of reliable, context-aware obstacle prediction.
The clearing module maintains minimal interfer-
ence from noisy or wrong prediction values, improv-
ing overall model performance. In addition, the
dynamic cost values address the problem of robot
freezing in tight spaces by providing real-time cost
values for advanced navigation algorithms. The
simulation results prove the ability of the system to
accurately predict real-time obstacles in occluded
regions, which increases its potential use in highly
complex and dynamic environments.
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Figure 8: Model performance at time = t-δt

Figure 9: Model performance at time = t

Figure 10: Model performance at time = t+δt
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