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Abstract

Healthcare systems worldwide face persistent challenges in efficiency, accessibility, and personalization. Modern ar-
tificial intelligence (AI) has shown promise in addressing these issues through precise predictive modeling; however,
its impact remains constrained by limited integration into clinical workflows. Powered by modern AI technologies
such as multimodal large language models and world models, Embodied AI (EmAI) represents a transformative fron-
tier, offering enhanced autonomy and the ability to interact with the physical world to address these challenges. As
an interdisciplinary and rapidly evolving research domain, “EmAI in healthcare” spans diverse fields such as al-
gorithms, robotics, and biomedicine. This complexity underscores the importance of timely reviews and analyses
to track advancements, address challenges, and foster cross-disciplinary collaboration. In this paper, we provide a
comprehensive overview of the “brain” of EmAI for healthcare, wherein we introduce foundational AI algorithms
for perception, actuation, planning, and memory, and focus on presenting the healthcare applications spanning clin-
ical interventions, daily care & companionship, infrastructure support, and biomedical research. These significant
advancements have the potential to enable personalized care, enhance diagnostic accuracy, and optimize treatment
outcomes. Despite its promise, the development of EmAI for healthcare is hindered by critical challenges such as
safety concerns, gaps between simulation platforms and real-world applications, the absence of standardized bench-
marks, and uneven progress across interdisciplinary domains. We discuss the technical barriers and explore ethical
considerations, offering a forward-looking perspective on the future of EmAI in healthcare. A hierarchical framework
of intelligent levels for EmAI systems is also introduced to guide further development. By providing systematic in-
sights, this work aims to inspire innovation and practical applications, paving the way for a new era of intelligent,
patient-centered healthcare.

Keywords: Embodied artificial intelligence; Multi-modality; Healthcare; Surgical robot; Large language model;
Multimodal large language model; World model

1. Introduction

Healthcare services play a fundamental role in human well-being, yet they face persistent challenges, including in-
equities in access [1], inefficiencies in care delivery [2], and a growing demand for personalized solutions to address
complex medical conditions [3, 4]. These issues primarily stem from limited and unevenly distributed healthcare
resources [5], as well as insufficiently advanced treatment methods [6], often resulting in delayed, inadequate, or
sometimes excessive treatments that exacerbate patients’ conditions [7]. Within the confines of current clinical work-
flows—largely reliant on finite clinical infrastructure, human healthcare professionals, and caregiving staff—these
challenges remain difficult to fully overcome. To address these issues, various efforts have been implemented, such as
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1 INTRODUCTION

telemedicine services [8, 9], automated triage systems [10, 11], AI-assisted healthcare monitoring [12], and medical
image analysis [13, 14], which have enhanced the precision and efficiency of medical access while contributing to the
ongoing transformation of the healthcare landscape. However, they still fall short of providing direct support within
existing clinical workflows.

Artificial intelligence (AI) technologies, particularly deep learning approaches, are introducing a new workforce
into healthcare practice, driving the ongoing transformation of the healthcare landscape [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21].
These methods learn medical and diagnostic knowledge from extensive healthcare data collected across multiple cen-
ters, devices, scenarios, patients, and time points, utilizing electronic health records (EHRs), genomic sequences,
health monitoring signals, and medical images to perform advanced clinical predictive modeling [22, 23]. This en-
ables early-stage diagnoses [24], facilitates personalized treatment recommendations [25], identifies subtle disease
manifestations beyond human discernment [26], and advances biomedical research [27], collectively improving both
the efficiency and quality of healthcare services.

However, the translation of modern AI technologies into tangible clinical benefits remains constrained by at least
four fundamental challenges: (I) Insufficient multimodal processing. Current AI systems primarily rely on one or sev-
eral common modalities such as vision, language, and audio, but often lack the capability to process tactile sensations
and olfactory cues, which are both more complex and critical in healthcare. The absence of integration for these less-
explored modalities limits the effectiveness of AI in addressing the multifaceted nature of clinical tasks and patient
care. (II) The separation between development and deployment. Current deep learning frameworks are characterized
by a clear separation between development and inference phases, which hinders their continuous evolution in real-
world clinical settings. This rigid separation delays adaptation to dynamic clinical requirements and evolving environ-
ments, ultimately restricting the systems’ capacity for ongoing self-improvement. (III) Insufficient human-machine
interaction functionalities. Effective interaction with patients and healthcare professionals is critical for enhancing
patient experiences and even improving treatment outcomes. While cutting-edge conversational AI systems, such as
ChatGPT and GPT-4, exhibit remarkable interaction capabilities, they often fall short in aligning with treatment ob-
jectives and extending beyond verbal communication to encompass behavioral interactions. Such interactions demand
advanced reasoning, robust memory retention, and the ability to adapt based on experience. Although recent studies
have highlighted the transformative potential of language in therapeutic contexts [28], the mechanisms through which
an AI system’s linguistic and interactive behaviors can positively impact clinical outcomes—particularly in areas like
mental health treatment—remain underexplored [29, 30]. (IV) The absence of pathways from decision-making to
action execution. Without embodiment in robotic or assistive devices, AI systems are unable to directly alleviate the
workload of healthcare professionals and caregiving staff. While current deep learning models may provide accurate
diagnoses and decision support, they rarely translate these insights into actionable diagnostic or therapeutic interven-
tions. Furthermore, ensuring safety during such interventions and maintaining seamless integration within established
clinical workflows remain critical challenges that require urgent resolution.

Embodied AI (EmAI) is emerging as a promising approach to addressing these challenges in healthcare scenar-
ios [31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36]. By integrating AI algorithms, especially multimodal large language models (MLLMs)
and world models, with innovations from robotics, mechatronics, human-computer interaction, and sensor technolo-
gies, EmAI equips AI algorithms with a physical “body” or tangible medium, enabling direct interaction with the
world [37]. The AI algorithms are responsible for executing perception, action control, decision-making, and memory
processing, ensuring the seamless operation of EmAI systems. Several recent breakthroughs in AI algorithms have
significantly advanced the development of EmAI. For instance, unsupervised learning has enabled AI to extract foun-
dational knowledge from vast data without human supervision [38, 39, 40, 41, 42]; interactive perceptual learning [43]
has empowered EmAI systems to comprehend causal relationships of objects and assess the interaction possibilities
and feasibility of engaging with various objects [44]; cross-modality fusion techniques have been extensively devel-
oped to integrate and leverage complementary information from diverse sources [45, 46]; deep reinforcement learning
allows AI systems to learn optimal behaviors through feedback from the environment [47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52]; and
advancements in large language models (LLMs) [53, 54, 55, 56, 57], MLLMs [58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63], vision-language-
action (VLA) models [64, 65, 66, 67] and even world models [68, 69, 70] have provided AI systems with enhanced
communication capabilities, reasoning abilities, and action-planning capabilities, particularly for tasks like naviga-
tion and manipulation [71, 72]. Thanks to these achievements, the development and usability of the “EmAI brain”
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Figure 1: Overview of embodied AI in healthcare research. (a) The proportion of healthcare-specific EmAI studies among all EmAI publications
(as indexed by Google Scholar) from 2019 to 2024, reflecting the growing focus on healthcare within this field. (b) Publication trends (2019–2024)
for EmAI applications in healthcare. The growing research interest is illustrated across four key areas in healthcare: Biomedical Research, In-
frastructure Support, Daily Care & Companionship, and Clinical Intervention, reflecting the increasing recognition of EmAI’s potential to address
diverse healthcare challenges. (c) A keyword co-occurrence network was generated using VOSviewer [73], based on Web of Science data span-
ning 2019 to 2024, showcasing core concepts and applications of EmAI in healthcare. Keywords extracted from article titles and abstracts are
represented as nodes, with node size indicating frequency and links representing co-occurrence relationships. The network demonstrates a strong
trend of interdisciplinary collaboration among fields such as computer science, engineering, and robotics to build holistic EmAI systems for the
healthcare applications.

have significantly advanced, enabling more sophisticated, adaptive, and context-aware EmAI systems 1 capable of
functioning in dynamic healthcare environments.

Advances in EmAI are driving transformative applications across various fields, with healthcare emerging as a
leading domain, which accounts for approximately 35% of the field’s work [74, 27], as illustrated in Figure 1(a). No-
table examples include surgical robots [75] and companion robots [76], which are becoming increasingly widespread.
Figure 1(b) highlights the remarkable growth of EmAI research in key healthcare domains, including biomedical re-
search, infrastructure support, daily care & companionship, and clinical intervention. Notably, the total number of
publications in 2024 is nearly sevenfold that of 2019, with clinical intervention research showing the fastest growth
while maintaining a substantial share across these domains. Such achievements are underpinned by the integration
of insights from multiple disciplines. As depicted in the keyword co-occurrence network (Figure 1(c)), the dense in-
terconnections across domains highlight how advancements in one field catalyze progress in others, emphasizing the
pivotal role of interdisciplinary collaboration in revolutionizing healthcare. Notable contributions stem from break-
throughs in foundation models, large language models, computer vision, cognitive science, sociology, and robotics,
collectively shaping the future of EmAI applications in healthcare. Building on these research achievements, EmAI
has been profoundly transforming healthcare by enhancing patient care and operational efficiency. It enables robotic
diagnostics [77], precise surgical interventions [78], and personalized rehabilitation therapies [79], not only stream-
lining medical workflows but also delivering improved health outcomes and reduced recovery times [80]. Beyond
clinical applications, EmAI provides meaningful companionship [81] and emotional support [82], offering particu-
lar benefits to vulnerable groups such as children, the elderly, and individuals with disabilities or chronic illnesses,
thereby alleviating the burden on healthcare providers. In addition, EmAI is redefining biomedical research by au-
tomating experimental processes and analyzing large-scale datasets, enabling researchers to generate insights and
conduct experiments with unprecedented speed. These advancements have accelerated the discovery of medical mech-
anisms [83, 84, 85], therapeutic targets [86, 87], and disease prevention strategies [88, 89], driving innovation across

1In this review, we primarily focus on the core component of an EmAI system—the AI system, often referred to as the “brain” of EmAI. For
the sake of clarity, we do not make a strict distinction between the “brain” of EmAI and the overall “EmAI” system in the following discussion.
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Figure 2: An overview and the function of embodied AI’s “brain”. (a) The human brain comprises specialized regions responsible for perception
(e.g., parietal and occipital lobe), action control (e.g., cerebellum), decision-making (e.g., frontal lobe), and memory (e.g., hippocampus). (b)
Similarly, the “brain” of embodied AI system is designed to emulate these functions, with interconnected modules for multi-modality perception,
decision-making, action control, and memory. These components work synergistically, exchanging feedback and supporting adaptive behavior.

the biomedical landscape.
Despite significant advancements [35, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96], the development of EmAI for healthcare re-

mains in its infancy and faces multiple challenges. Current efforts often concentrate on isolated components of
EmAI [80, 97, 98], such as developing advanced algorithms [99, 100], improving workflows [101, 102], or curat-
ing data sets [103, 104], without achieving integration into comprehensive systems. To realize the full potential
of EmAI, cross-disciplinary collaboration is essential to bridge these fragmented contributions and build cohesive,
end-to-end solutions. Moreover, research has predominantly focused on high-profile applications, such as surgi-
cal robotics [77, 105, 106, 78, 107, 108, 109, 110], while other promising areas, including mental health interven-
tions [91, 92], remain underexplored. This uneven distribution of attention limits the broader impact of EmAI across
diverse healthcare needs. Additionally, while companion robots have shown potential, most are reactive rather than
proactive [81], restricting their ability to anticipate and address patient needs autonomously [111, 112]. Similarly,
biomedical research robots face difficulties in maintaining precision and reliability in the inherently complex and
dynamic environments of medical research.

Additionally, the development of EmAI for healthcare continues to encounter significant technical challenges.
First, EmAI development is typically carried out on simulation platforms, which often fail to accurately replicate
real-world environments. This discrepancy presents a major challenge in bridging the gap between simulations and
real-world applications. Additionally, as EmAI systems may directly interact with the real world, ensuring safety
becomes even more critical, especially in medical tasks [113, 114, 115]. Second, although EmAI systems rely on
large datasets, the acquisition of large, ethically sourced, domain-specific real-world datasets in healthcare is hindered
by privacy regulations and complex clinical workflows, creating significant barriers to the development of healthcare-
specific EmAI. Other challenges, such as ethical considerations [116, 117, 118, 119] and economic and societal
implications [120, 121], were also expected to be addressed.

Given the promising potential and numerous benefits of EmAI for both patients and healthcare professionals, as
well as the existing challenges, a timely summary of these aspects is crucial for advancing the field and fostering
interdisciplinary collaboration. In this review, we summarize and discuss recent and emerging applications of EmAI
in healthcare, highlighting key factors that could significantly impact patient outcomes and healthcare practices. In
Section 2, we provide a concise overview of the technologies that underpin the “EmAI brain”, covering four essential
capabilities: perception, actuation, high-level planning, and memory. While our focus is not on delving into the
technical foundations of EmAI (for technical reviews, see [122, 123, 65]) or its general applications in robotics (refer
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2 BASIC AI TECHNIQUES FOR EMBODIED AI 2.1 Embodied Perception

to [124, 125, 37]), we present the first comprehensive review centered on healthcare applications of modern EmAI,
particularly in clinical interventions, daily care & companionship, infrastructure support, and biomedical research
(discussed in Section 3). We also summarize their progress and limitations, categorizing EmAI into five levels of
intelligence and illustrating each with examples from various healthcare domains (see Section 4). This framework
aims to guide researchers and practitioners in understanding the evolution and stages of EmAI in healthcare. Datasets
and benchmarks for diverse healthcare scenarios are summarized in Section 5, while the challenges and opportunities
are further outlined in Section 6, with the aim of guiding researchers towards relevant fields, applications, and data
foundations for future exploration.

2. Basic AI Techniques for Embodied AI

EmAI is gaining momentum thanks to advancements across mul-
tiple fields, particularly the breakthroughs in AI. To ultimately repli-
cate human-like behavior in real-world contexts [126], a comprehen-
sive EmAI “brain” should encompass multiple modules to conduct per-
ception, action control, decision-making, and memory. Similar to the
human brain, which consists of several specialized but interconnected
functional regions (see Figure 2(a)), these integrated capabilities enable
EmAI systems to interact with and adapt to complex real-world environ-
ments [127, 128, 129, 124], as illustrated in Figure 2(b). Here, we outline
key approaches that support these functions, categorized into embodied
perception, low-level actuation, high-level planning, and memory pro-
cessing, along with their detailed breakdowns, as shown in Figure 3. We
will also summarize the major achievements in this section.

1) Perception:

2) Action:

3) Decision-making: 

4) Memory: Figure 3: A detailed breakdown of EmAI core func-
tionalities, with key approaches that support them.

2.1. Embodied Perception

Perception is a core mechanism by which EmAI systems interpret sensory data from their environment. This
process involves handling high-dimensional, multimodal, and often noisy inputs from sensors such as cameras, mi-
crophones, and tactile devices. This section classifies embodied perception from three key aspects: sensory perception,
cross-modal perception, and interactive perception. Sensory perception forms the basis for other system functionalities
and integrates directly with existing single-modality foundation models [130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 54, 55, 80].
To achieve a richer understanding of the environment, multimodal AI algorithms [137, 138, 139, 140] enable cross-
modal information integration, aligning with the inherently multimodal nature of the real world. The integration of
multimodal data from different devices allows robots to combine sensory inputs such as vision, touch, and speech
to make more informed decisions [141]. Interactive perception, which further learns object affordances, represents a
pivotal step in bridging perception and action, highlighting its significance as the next frontier in EmAI perception.
We will delve into cross-modal and interactive perception in greater detail in the following sections.

2.1.1. Cross-modal Perception
Cross-modal perception integrates information from multiple modalities to achieve a holistic understanding. To

efficiently aggregate and align multimodal information, current pre-trained models establish foundational cross-modal
representations, enabling downstream multimodal tasks that can be reformulated into challenges such as Visual Lan-
guage Navigation (VLN) and Embodied Visual Question Answering (VQA), etc. Recent studies [142, 143, 144,
145, 146, 147, 148, 149] predominantly adopt three primary architectural paradigms to achieve effective cross-modal
perception:

One prevailing strategy employs separate encoders, where each modality is processed independently before fu-
sion. The similarity among cross-modal representations is then computed and optimized to project multimodal infor-
mation into a shared representation space, often achieved using contrastive loss functions [150, 151, 152, 153]. Taking
two two-modality processing as an example, representative dual-encoder models include CLIP [154], ViLT [144], and
ALIGN [148]. Additionally, some approaches align multimodal representations with language representations, po-
sitioning language as a central anchor to bridge diverse modalities (e.g., video, audio, etc.) and ensure semantic
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2 BASIC AI TECHNIQUES FOR EMBODIED AI 2.2 Low-level Actuation

consistency [155]. In most cases, the language encoder is pre-trained on large-scale datasets and remains fixed, while
each modality is assigned a dedicated upstream encoder for semantic alignment. This design effectively preserves
the model’s ability to incorporate new modalities, making it particularly suitable for tasks requiring strong semantic
alignment, such as zero-shot learning and cross-modal retrieval. Some approaches [156] leverage pre-trained MLLM
to convert all modalities to texts before encoding them, which makes unseen modalities can be efficiently dealt with in
inference. However, due to the relatively shallow level of modality interaction, separate encoder frameworks exhibit
limited performance in complex scene understanding tasks [157, 158, 159, 160, 161].

Deeper cross-modality interaction is often achieved by employing a shared encoder to learn comprehensive cross-
modal representations. These shared encoders typically leverage multi-layer Transformers that encode multimodal
inputs through representation fusion techniques such as cross-attention mechanisms [162, 163, 149, 164] or feature-
wise linear modulation (FiLM) [145, 165, 146]. Representative shared encoder frameworks include ViLBERT [166],
LXMERT [167], and UNITER [168]. By using deep fusion encoders, this architecture learns more generic cross-
modal representations and achieves superior pre-training efficacy for visual reasoning tasks [169, 170, 171, 172] and
few-shot tasks [173, 174, 175, 176, 177]. However, it introduces quadratic (for two modalities) or cubic (for three
modalities) time complexity, as it requires interaction between all possible modality pairs. This results in significantly
slower inference speeds, limiting its practical applicability. Moreover, bridging the cross-modality gap with a single
parameterized model remains challenging, further complicating its deployment in real-world scenarios.

Therefore, a combination of the aforementioned approaches, referred to as the combination architecture, has also
been proposed. Typically, these methods employ separate encoders for modality-specific feature extraction alongside
a shared encoder for joint feature learning. Furthermore, techniques aimed at reducing computational overhead, such
as Mixture-of-Modality-Experts (MoME) [157, 143, 178, 179], Mixture-of-Prompt-Experts (MoPE) [180], effective
self-attention [181, 182], and Multi-directional Adapter [147] utilize sparse routing or modular expert networks to
efficiently manage modality-specific information while minimizing computational costs.

2.1.2. Interactive Perception
Interactive perception involves physical actions—such as manipulating objects, changing viewpoints, or probing

the environment—to resolve ambiguities, learn object properties, and refine multimodal representations [183, 184,
185]. By leveraging exploratory actions, it allows EmAI systems to enhance or extend their perception abilities in ob-
ject recognition [185], scene understanding [186], or manipulation in dynamic and unstructured environments [183],
etc. In robotic manipulation, interactive perception gathers data through exploration to identify potential actionable re-
gions of objects and understand their functional possibilities. This process, a.k.a. affordance learning, further benefits
EmAI systems by guiding and optimizing their future interactions.

With affordance learning, action plans can be nominated through two key approaches: supervised learning from
human demonstrations [187, 188] and reinforcement learning from robotic trial-and-error interactions [189, 190].
Pioneering approaches like Where2Act [191] enable robots to identify the most effective interaction strategies for
various parts of an object, and Where2Explore [192] generalize affordance knowledge to similar object parts, enabling
robots to adapt to unseen objects with limited prior experience. Additionally, by integrating reinforcement learning,
RLAfford [193] facilitates end-to-end affordance learning, enabling robots to adapt seamlessly to a wide range of
manipulation tasks.

2.2. Low-level Actuation

Low-level actuation is a fundamental component of EmAI systems that leverages various action control policies
to determine real-time motor control based on perceptions [194]. In this section, we explore the process of low-
level actuation by dividing it into two core phases: control policy representation and control policy learning. The
phase of policy representation showcases the framework for encoding robotic behaviors, ensuring that policies are
expressive enough to capture intricate actions while remaining computationally efficient and adaptable to diverse
scenarios. Building on this foundation, the policy learning phase focuses on how robots select and optimize these
behaviors through advanced algorithms including reinforcement learning, imitation learning, and hybrid strategies.
Together, these two phases form a cohesive framework that equips robots with the ability to act autonomously and
achieve predefined objectives. Table 1 summarizes representative low-level control policies.
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2 BASIC AI TECHNIQUES FOR EMBODIED AI 2.2 Low-level Actuation

Table 1: Summary of Low-level Control Policies.

Task Type Research references

Policy Representation
Explicit Policy Mixture of Gaussians [195], Categorical [196], DDPG [197],

TD3 [198], SVG [199], REINFORCE [200]

Implicit Policy EBMs [201, 202, 203], Implicit BC [204], Soft Q-Learning [205],
IDAC [206], Energy-Based Concept Models [207], EBIL [208], Con-
tactNets [209]

Diffusion Policy XSkill [210], NoMaD [211], Decision Diffuser [212], DALL-E-
Bot [213], ChainedDiffuser [214], GSC [215], HDP [216], Equi-
bot [217]

Policy Learning
Reinforcement Learning Visual dexterity [218], DAPG [219], DDPGfD [220], ViSkill [221],

Soft Actor-Critic [222], SAM-RL [223], MT-Opt [224]

Imitation Learning GAIL [225], ValueDice [226], DeepMimic [227], AMP [228],
MPI [229], Vid2Robot [230], Ag2Manip [231]

RL & IL Combination AC-SSIL [232], Guided Policy Search [233], Reward Shaping [234],
UniDexGrasp [235]

2.2.1. Policy Representation
Three types of policy representations were widely used in current EmAI systems. I) Explicit policies [195, 196]

is a common approach in behavior cloning [236] that maps directly from observations to actions. It can be viewed as
a regression task designed to learn a mapping function, typically implemented via neural networks, to reproduce the
behavior of the demonstrators. According to the output actions, deterministic policies [197, 237, 198] provide fixed
options, while stochastic policies [199, 238] encourage exploration by introducing randomness or initializing with
high entropy. While straightforward to implement, explicit policies struggle with complex tasks due to insufficient
expressive capability. II) Implicit policies [204, 239] such as Energy-Based Models [201, 202, 203], they indirectly
represent the policy through an energy function that defines the preference distribution in the state-action space, mak-
ing them more suitable for multimodal distribution tasks. III) Diffusion policies, inspired by Denoising Diffusion
Probabilistic Models (DDPMs) [240], create a policy with the conditional generative model [212] and generate ac-
tions by refining noise, offering multimodal, expressive representations with applications in offline reinforcement
learning [241] and vision-based manipulation [242]. While promising, diffusion policies require further optimization
to improve sampling efficiency and inference speed in complex action spaces.

2.2.2. Policy Learning
Policy representation serves as the foundation for policy learning, enabling the encoding of behaviors that robots

can execute. Based on policy representations, various learning algorithms, such as reinforcement learning [243, 244,
245], imitation learning [246, 236, 225], and hybrid approaches combining the two [233, 234], are employed to
iteratively adjust and optimize the policy.

Reinforcement Learning (RL) methods aim to optimize policies through trial-and-error interactions with the en-
vironment, guided by a scalar reward signal that encodes task performance. Recent RL algorithms can be broadly cat-
egorized into value-based, policy-based, and actor-critic approaches. Value-based methods, such as Deep Q-Networks
(DQN) [247], estimate action values using temporal difference learning, enabling discrete action selection based on
the greedy policy. In contrast, policy-based methods, like Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) [248] and Trust Region
Policy Optimization (TRPO) [249], directly optimize the policy in continuous action spaces by minimizing divergence
between successive policies to ensure stable learning. Actor-critic methods [250] combine these paradigms, where an
actor (policy) generates actions, and a critic (value function) evaluates them, providing gradients to optimize the pol-
icy iteratively. However, RL algorithms often suffer from challenges such as sampling inefficiency, high exploration
costs, and instability, which hinder their practical applications in complex environments.

Imitation learning (IL) provides an alternative by directly learning from expert demonstrations. These algorithms
bypass the need for explicit reward functions, training policies to replicate expert behaviors using supervised learning
techniques. Methods such as behavioral cloning [204, 251] minimize the discrepancy between predicted and expert
actions, while inverse reinforcement learning [252, 253] aims to infer the underlying reward function from demonstra-
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2 BASIC AI TECHNIQUES FOR EMBODIED AI 2.3 High-level Planning

tions. Although IL accelerates learning by reducing exploration, it struggles with covariate shift, where small errors
during policy execution compound over time, limiting generalization in novel scenarios [254].

A hybrid approach that combines RL and IL leverages the strengths of both. Typically, policies are initialized
with expert demonstrations to accelerate training using IL, and then refined by RL to adapt to dynamic environ-
ments [255, 254, 256]. There are also approaches such as Guided Policy Search [233] or Reward Shaping [234],
which integrate demonstration data into the RL process, enhancing both data efficiency and generalization. These
combinations bridge the gap between the efficiency of the IL and the adaptability of the RL, improving the low-level
actuation capability to execute actions in real-world scenarios.

2.3. High-level Planning

Low-level actuation can only meet the needs of simple, reactive tasks, but it struggles to handle the complexity of
planning long-horizon tasks with multiple sub-tasks. To address this limitation, high-level planning algorithms have
been developed. Classic planning algorithms, such as A* algorithm [257, 258, 259, 260], Dijkstra’s algorithm [261,
262, 263], and the probabilistic roadmap (PRM) approaches [264, 265, 266, 267], serve as foundational methods in this
domain. Despite their significant influence and effectiveness in structured environments, these algorithms encounter
substantial challenges in real-world scenarios, particularly in high-dimensional state spaces and under conditions of
partial observability. Recent research employs LLMs as high-level planners in embodied systems, bridging cognitive
reasoning and physical task execution by translating abstract instructions into actionable robotic tasks [268, 65].
Table 2 summarizes representative approaches of different high-level planning methods.

LLM-based task planners typically break down high-level goals into a sequence of executable subtasks [269,
270, 271]. Typically, there are two main paradigms: code-based planners and language-based planners, as shown
in the Figure 4. Code-based planners [272, 273, 274] operate by selecting from a pre-defined set of modular skills or
functions, invoking them via APIs to execute tasks step by step. They excel in highly controlled workflows requiring
safety and reliability, where predefined APIs or modules can ensure predictable outcomes. Representative code-based
planners such as the DEPS framework [275] further emphasize “self-explanation” to better exploit the capabilities
of LLMs, where an LLM generates plans, explains failures, and uses environmental feedback to aid in re-planning.
In addition, by transforming observation sequences into 3D scene graphs using visual language models, Concept-
Graphs [274] helps the LLM reason about spatial and semantic relationships in task planning. These methods benefit
from the deterministic nature of pre-programmed functions, reducing ambiguity in execution. However, their depen-
dency on predefined skills makes them less adaptable to unexpected changes or tasks outside the pre-programmed
domain.

Language-based planners [276, 277, 278] show better
flexibility without using predefined functions. In open-
ended domains like creative problem-solving, customer
support, or planning in uncertain environments, language-
based planners can use contextual cues to refine and adjust
their instructions in real-time. Additionally, these meth-
ods dynamically integrate diverse feedback—ranging from
success indicators to human inputs—without necessitating
additional training for the LLMs. These adaptive feedback
and re-planning mechanisms [279, 275, 280] enable sys-
tems to recover from unexpected states, offering more flex-
ibility to novel environments. This adaptability, however,
can sometimes come at the cost of consistency or preci-
sion [123]. Moreover, by integrating MLLMs’ capabilities,
EmAI systems like Socratic models [281] effectively trans-
late non-language inputs into unified language descriptions
through multimodal informed prompting. This approach
not only streamlines information exchange across different
modalities through MLLMs but also enhances robot per-
ception and planning tasks [282, 123, 283].
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Task Planning LLMs
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…

Developed Robotic Skills
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Actuation

Task Planning LLMs
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Figure 4: Three main approaches of high-level planning, using surgi-
cal robots as examples. (a) Code-based LLM task planners select and
execute pre-developed robotic skills (e.g., retraction, suturing, inci-
sion) in actuation. (b) Language-based LLM task planners generate
detailed task-specific instructions (e.g., identify the incision, insert
needle, tie knots) for dynamic planning and execution. (c) End-to-
end embodied large models directly integrate planning and execution
in a single model.
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The high-level reasoning capabilities of LLMs have been further enhanced by integrating causal inference tech-
niques [284], transforming their planning ability from mere prediction to more logical and explanatory processes. This
line of research encompasses prompt-based interventions, such as Chain-of-Thoughts [285, 286], Tree-of-Thoughts
[287], and Graph-of-Thoughts [288], as well as interventions targeting inner LLM components [289] and causal graph
abstraction [290, 291]. Furthermore, Reinforcement Learning from Human Feedback (RLHF) has been pivotal in fine-
tuning LLMs by leveraging human evaluations to guide model behavior [292, 293], enabling EmAI to behave more
like humans and demonstrate improved explainability.

Planning with end-to-end Embodied Large Models. These algorithms stand out by directly mapping high-level
instructions to low-level actions, seamlessly integrating perception, planning, and control into a unified system. Re-
cent research shows that these systems leverage deep reinforcement learning and imitation learning to streamline
planning and decision-making in complex environments, often surpassing modular pipelines in adaptability and ro-
bustness [294, 295]. Notable frameworks such as SayCan [296], PaLM-E [297], and EmbodiedGPT [298] are de-
signed to combine vision encoder embeddings with planning data from LLMs, directly informing the robotic policies
for immediate action. However, training embodied end-to-end systems typically requires large-scale datasets. To ad-
dress this need, simulation data is widely used for its efficiency and safety, though challenges arise from discrepancies
in physics, sensors, and real-world complexity. Strategies such as domain randomization [299], domain adapta-
tion [300], and hybrid approaches [301] have been developed to enhance adaptability and bridge the sim-to-real gap,
improving real-world performance. In addition, it is also important to design benchmarks to evaluate the embodied
decision-making capability among different LLMs [302].

Table 2: Summary of High-level Planning Approaches.

Methods Research references

Classic planning algorithm A* algorithm-based planners [259, 260], Dijkstra’s algorithm [262], PRM planners [264, 267]

LLM-based planner

Code-based: Code-as-Policies [273], ProgPrompt [303], Instuct2Act [304], ChatGPT for

Robotics [272], Chain od Code [305], DEPS [275], ConceptGraphs [274]

Language-based: Natural Language as Policies [306], Inner Monologue [276], Statler [307], LLM-

Planner [277], ReAct [278], Socratic Models [281]

End-to-end algorithm
EmBERT [308], SayCan [296], PaLM-E [297], MS-PCD [309], Zero-Shot Trajectory [310],

EmbodiedGPT [298], Planning as Inpainting [311], LID [312], (SL)³ [313], LACMA [314], LEO [315]

2.4. Memory Processing
Memory serves as a repository for past experiences and knowledge, allowing systems to learn from historical data,

adapt to new situations, and make informed decisions based on accumulated insights [316]. Memory in EmAI systems
is typically divided into short-term memory and long-term memory, each serving complementary functions.

Short-term memory employs mechanisms such as in-context prompts [317, 296, 318] and latent embeddings [319,
320] within LLMs to manage immediate data needs during interactions. This type of memory often holds data from
ongoing interactions and is critical in settings involving dialogues and environmental feedback. For instance, chatbots
maintain conversation histories to facilitate ongoing exchanges, while EmAI systems may use textual representations
of environmental feedback as a form of short-term memory, aiding in immediate reasoning tasks [278]. This allows
EmAI systems to temporarily prioritize new over old information and adapt to new situations with recently learned
knowledge.

Long-term memory serves as a foundational component by storing vital, factual knowledge that influences EmAI
systems’ actions and their understanding of the world [27]. The integration of long-term memory allows LLMs
to leverage past experiences during inference, thereby enhancing their self-evolution capabilities and proficiency in
handling complex tasks [321, 322, 323]. Long-term memory is structured into internal and external systems: the
internal memory is embedded within the AI model’s own architecture through model weights, enabling swift, direct
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zero-shot application of learned information [324, 325], while the external memory, stored in separate databases or
knowledge graphs, requires active retrieval and integration for usage [326, 327, 328, 329, 330, 331]. To stay current,
long-term memory stored in models can be dynamically updated through fine-tuning techniques, such as supervised
fine-tuning (SFT) [332], instruction fine-tuning (IFT) [333], and parameter-efficient fine-tuning (e.g., LoRA) [334,
335], while the external memory is updated by directly improving external databases.

2.5. Synergistic Integration

The aforementioned four key functionalities are often initially developed independently but must be effectively
integrated to construct a comprehensive EmAI system. Integration approaches such as MemoRAG [336] and Reflex-
ion [337] enhance high-level planning processes by retrieving relevant information [338, 339, 340] or summarizing
past experiences [341, 342] from memory modules. These methods improve adaptability to dynamic environments
and enable more rational decision-making. Closed-loop approaches, including RoboGolf [343], LyRN [344], and Al-
phaBlock [345], integrate perception and actuation modules, leveraging feedback to refine observations and dynam-
ically update control signals. This integration facilitates precise action adjustments and supports effective multi-step
planning. Besides, active and interactive perception systems [185, 44, 346] take this a step further by engaging in real-
time interactions to explore object properties, update environmental contexts, and refine decisions based on immediate
outcomes. The resulting actions and observations are stored in the EmAI memory, which can be used to construct mul-
timodal knowledge graphs integrating physical properties, concepts, affordances, and intentions for future use [347].
The modern AI alignment approaches that combine modules [348, 349] and foundational models that encompass all
functionalities of these modules [350, 351] are also being widely researched as promising areas [352, 353]. How-
ever, there is still a lack of a highly compatible, efficient, and effective unified architecture capable of integrating
various developed modules. Achieving alignment and seamless integration among these modules, while minimizing
development (e.g., fine-tuning), remains an open challenge.

3. Applications of Embodied AI in healthcare

This section presents healthcare applications and products of EmAI systems across four key domains: Clinical Inter-
vention, Daily Care & Companionship, Infrastructure Support, and Biomedical Research.

• Clinical Intervention involves targeted actions to treat or manage medical conditions, and EmAI systems can
provide robot-assisted diagnosis [77], precision intervention [354], and personalized postoperative rehabilita-
tion [355].

• Daily Care & Companionship relies on AI-driven robots to assist the elderly and individuals with disabilities
by monitoring health, aiding mobility, and providing emotional support, improving quality of life and reducing
caregiver burden.

• Infrastructure Support benefits from EmAI systems that improve efficiency and safety through tasks like emer-
gency response, pharmaceutical distribution, environmental disinfection, and patient transport.

• Biomedical Research leverages EmAI systems to accelerate discoveries by automating experiments, conducting
high-throughput analyses, and interpreting complex biological data.

3.1. Clinical Intervention

EmAI systems have been extensively applied in clinical interventions, spanning the pre-intervention, in-intervention,
and post-intervention phases [77, 354, 355]. We outline their primary roles in this section, as shown in Figure 5.

3.1.1. Pre-Intervention Stage
Recent improvements in EmAI-related technologies for pre-intervention diagnostics and assessments are shaping

a new AI-clinician collaboration in the intelligent hospital [356, 357, 358]. EmAI plays various roles in this context,
reducing clinicians’ workloads and accelerating diagnostic workflows.

Virtual triage nurse. In modern smart healthcare systems, EmAI-based virtual triage nurses replace human nurses
and play a pivotal role in streamlining patient management by directing individuals to the most appropriate clinical
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departments. These EmAI systems analyze patient-reported symptoms and conduct department ranking based on
symptom descriptions [359, 360, 361]. Beyond symptom-based sorting, advanced triage systems integrate wearable
health data and EHR to provide a holistic assessment of conditions [362, 363, 364]. In emergency care settings, these
systems can even predict patient outcomes and recommend intervention pathways, significantly shortening response
times during critical situations [365, 366, 367, 368]. As healthcare systems become more interconnected, intelligent
triage systems are increasingly serving as an efficient tool of future infrastructure [364, 369], enabling seamless
coordination between primary care, specialist consultations, and hospital admissions.

Interactive medical consultant. Recently, some LLM-based chatbots, such as DISC-MedLLM [370] and HealAI [371],
are used to provide instant, reliable, and context-specific responses to medical inquiries, helping patients better under-
stand their symptoms, treatment options, or follow-up care [372, 372, 373]. They can also explain medical conditions,
offer personalized recommendations [374, 375], and explain radiology reports [376]. By bridging the gap between
patients and complex medical knowledge, interactive medical chatbots not only empower individuals to make in-
formed decisions but also reduce the workload of healthcare professionals [377, 378]. With advancements in LLM
reasoning [379], these systems are becoming an essential component of patient-centered smart healthcare solutions.
Beyond answering medical questions, these chatbots can also guide patients through administrative processes, such
as booking appointments [380, 381] or managing prescriptions [382, 383], thereby easing the burden on healthcare
staff [384, 385]. With their ability to operate around the clock, these systems foster greater accessibility and trust in
the medical process.

Imaging analyst. Another representative area is robot-assisted medical imaging, which not only improves the
accuracy of diagnostic processes but also expands the capabilities of medical imaging in complex anatomical assess-
ments. There have been many studies focused on medical image analysis using AI techniques [386, 387, 388], but
to support robotic surgery and preoperative robotic diagnosis requires additional requirements including real-time
processing [389], 3D spatial understanding [390], and safety compliance [391] beyond high precision. Among med-
ical imaging technologies including ultrasonography, radiology, and endoscopy, EmAI enhances their capabilities in
different ways.

For ultrasonography, as it is portable, real-time, non-invasive, and relying on the synchronization of diagnostic
and procedural operations, EmAI can serve as a remote assistant to help clinicians conduct remote ultrasound diag-
nosis [105] and protect themselves from risks against epidemics [392]. For radiology, EmAI can also help clinicians
in lesion localization [77, 393, 394], surgical planning [395, 396, 397], intraoperative navigation [398, 399] with a
better understanding of the raw imaging and attached report from X-Ray, Computed Tomography (CT), and Magnetic
Resonance Imaging (MRI). For endoscopy, EmAI can process endoscopic video feeds in real-time to identify abnor-
malities [400, 401], such as polyps or early-stage tumors, reduce operator fatigue, enable precise navigation via path
optimization [402, 403], and assist in procedural tasks like polypectomy with adaptive, precision-controlled robotic
movements [404, 405].

• Remote ultrasound. A major benefit of robotic ultrasound is its ability to be remotely operated, facilitating
medical diagnosis in remote areas and reducing the healthcare gap between rural and urban communities [105].
One of the most representative remote ultrasound diagnosis methods is image-based visual servoing algo-
rithms [406, 407, 408], which can adjust the probe’s orientation and position remotely in real time, dynamically
refining the movements and force of robotic arms [409, 410, 109] in response to changes of patient anatomy,
or procedural requirements of diagnostics. Complementary methods such as medical image registration [411]
have also been proposed to assist robotic ultrasound scanning, improving positioning accuracy [106, 412], per-
forming motion compensation [413, 414], and enabling real-time monitoring [415, 102].

• Guardian against epidemics. Another potential usage of robotic medical imaging systems is to use their tele-
operated nature as a protective barrier, physically separating healthcare workers from infected patients [392].
This approach helps to address widespread concerns about exposure to infection and allows clinicians to focus
on providing high quality care without compromising their safety or that of their patients. Tele-operated robotic
lung ultrasound system has gained attention [416, 417] that enabled remote assessment of lung conditions,
effectively reducing the risk of viral transmission. Similarly, AI-Corona, a radiologist-assistant framework, en-
ables COVID-19 diagnosis through chest CT scans with faster and more precise assessments while minimizing
patient-clinician interaction [418]. Such advancements improve the efficiency and safety of healthcare delivery
during pandemics.
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Figure 5: Embodied AI applications play critical roles in clinical intervention across the pre-intervention, in-intervention, and post-intervention
phases. These systems enhance precision by performing essential functions such as diagnosis and planning, supporting surgical and therapeutic
procedures, and facilitating recovery and health management. These EmAI systems can provide prior information or execute follow-up tasks for
others, highlighting their potential for integrated development. By unifying these capabilities within a single embodiment, it is possible to create a
comprehensive EmAI system for clinical intervention, with the capacity to significantly improve patient care across the entire clinical intervention
spectrum.

• Radiology assistant. Interventional Radiology (IR) [419] focuses on using image-guided, minimally invasive
techniques to perform diagnostic and therapeutic procedures. The integration of EmAI is further advancing
IR by improving procedural accuracy, safety, and operator control in complex medical interventions. For ex-
ample, robotic systems have applied CT images to improve the accuracy of localization of lesion areas such
as pulmonary nodules [107] and navigated placement of thoracolumbar pedicle screws [420] in both preoper-
ative diagnosis and intraoperative procedures. Similarly, robotic systems leveraging X-ray imaging have en-
hanced cardiac interventions by enabling precise catheter navigation in endovascular catheterization [421, 422].
MRI-guided robotic interventions have facilitated resection margins targeting in procedures like tumor abla-
tion, providing superior visualization of real-time tissue changes during operations to protect critical struc-
tures [423, 424, 425].

• Endoscopic navigator. The integration of EmAI in endoscopic procedures has significantly enhanced the pre-
cision and efficiency of minimally invasive diagnostics and treatments by providing real-time guidance for
device positioning and lesion targeting [426, 427]. For example, AI-powered 3D mapping techniques recon-
struct anatomical structures in real time, enabling clinicians to navigate complex regions such as the gas-
trointestinal tract and respiratory pathways with greater accuracy [428]. Robotic-assisted endoscopy further
leverages automated control systems that adapt dynamically to patient-specific anatomy and procedural de-
mands [429, 430], thereby improving precision in tasks such as biopsy, polyp removal, and other targeted
interventions. Furthermore, these systems incorporate predictive analytics to refine surgical pathways, reduce
tissue trauma, and streamline procedural workflows, enhancing safety and operator confidence in endoscopic
interventions [431, 432].

In summary, fully autonomous ultrasound system [110], human-centric radiology assistant [433], and flexible
robotic endoscope system [434] capable of navigating and adjusting diagnostic examinations with minimal human
supervision have been developed, achieving a higher level of intelligence and autonomy. Compared to human-led
examinations, they can optimize workflows, improve patient care quality, and ensure a safer environment for all
involved in the surgical process. Besides, these systems can also function as a module within a more comprehensive
EmAI system such as surgical robots, showcasing opportunities to expand their applications.
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3.1.2. In-Intervention Procedure
The ongoing integration of EmAI systems into intervention procedures has catalyzed advancements in various

fields, including surgical practice, mental health interventions, and beyond. Among these, surgical practice has
emerged as the most extensively studied and developed application to date. These systems automate specific surgical
tasks and provide critical intraoperative feedback, thereby improving both the execution of operations [435, 436, 437]
and the analysis for surgical training [438, 439, 440]. A representative hierarchical EmAI system for automating
operations is shown in Figure 6.

Traditional robotic surgery has primarily focused on developing task-specific policies for surgical actions such as
suturing [441, 442, 443], tissue manipulation [444, 445], and gauze cutting [446]. The rapid advancements in LLMs
and VLAs further enhance the intelligence and versatility of them.

Surgical planner. In conventional clinical settings, meticulous surgical planning is made by surgeons at the initial
phase of surgery. With EmAI, this process can be streamlined automatically. Emerging VLA models have been
applied in this field to generate actionable surgical plans [447]. They allow robots to understand visual cues and
instructions in natural language, enabling more intuitive and flexible task execution [123, 448]. In addition, some
VLA models facilitate efficient imitation learning to learn from visual demonstrations to learn complex actions. By
interpreting human demonstration videos, EmAI systems are able to recognize fine-grained visual concepts including
instruments, verbs, and targets [449] and create actionable task plans [450] for robotic systems in surgical settings.

Moreover, surgical planners powered by Vision-Language Models (VLMs) [451], such as SurgicalGPT [452] and
LLaVA-Surg [453], can benefit both practical and educational purposes by offering assistance and evaluation during
surgical procedures. Through quantifying surgical performance by decomposing complex surgeries into discrete
gestures, the impact of different surgical gestures on patient outcomes can be statistically analyzed and used to predict
postoperative results through EmAI systems [454]. Similarly, other studies [455] also support that developing precise,
computer-aided surgical planning can help improve patient outcomes. It is suggested that equipping the da Vinci
system [456] with AI-based perceptual capabilities can enhance its ability to understand the operating scenarios, plan
surgeries, and execute better operations [436].

While the prior discussion centered around the planning of surgical skills into action-level details, within the
contemporary medical landscape, there are complex multi-stage surgeries with long-term plans, dividing complex
surgeries into multiple sessions for execution. Such surgeries often involve intricate coordination among surgical
teams, precise management of patient health over extended periods, and adaptation to unforeseen intraoperative
changes. Compared with traditional surgical planning methods, EmAI can enhance multi-stage planning for com-
plex surgeries by integrating various system modules, such as diagnostic tools [395, 396, 457], real-time monitoring
systems [458, 459, 460], and predictive analytics [22, 23] for long-term patient health management. These AI-driven
modules facilitate the dynamic adaptation of clinical intervention schedules and strategies based on the assessment of
patient conditions during successive surgeries [461, 462]. While significant advances have been achieved in individual
EmAI modules, seamlessly integrating them into a fully functional surgical planner with global cognition remains a
critical focus for future innovation.

Surgical operator. Skillful operators are at the
core of every surgical procedure, where precision
and timely intervention are crucial. Challenges of-
ten arise due to the intricate nature of surgeries and
the finite availability of expert operators, which can
lead to bottlenecks in patient care. To enhance this,
robotic surgery has been a promising trend to of-
fer enhanced precision, dexterity, and minimally in-
vasive approaches to common surgical procedures,
leading to improved patient outcomes [463]. In
healthcare, a dedicated robot is often more practi-
cal and reliable, and has been extensively studied in
a variety of settings and shown to provide overall
clinical benefits [464].

High-level planning

Low-level actuation

Endoscopic camera / Force and displacement 
sensor / Physiological monitor

1. Anatomical Mapping: CT or MRI scans
2. Path Planning: Instrument navigation

3. Task Sequencing: e.g., incision, dissection, 
retraction, suturing ... ...

Instrument Positioning, Orientation Tuning, 
Motion Execution

Figure 6: An EmAI system for surgical robotics [465]: it combines strate-
gic planning with precise actuation. This structure optimizes the execution
of complex surgical tasks, from detailed pre-operative mappings to real-time
adjustments during surgery.
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For example, in laparoscopic surgery, there are robotic systems autonomously performing intestinal anasto-
moses [466] and rectal cancer resection [467] under human oversight. In retinal microsurgery, comprehensive EmAI
systems [468, 469] have been developed to integrate real-time surgical object tracking, segmentation, and model
predictive control for intraoperative navigation in delicate microsurgical environments wherein precision is decisive.

For general surgical skills, the potential of robotics has also been widely demonstrated. Robots driven by deep
learning and active sensing strategies are trained to use needles through the HOUSTON algorithm [470], which can
localize, grasp, and hand over unmodified surgical needles to complete precise manipulation. Their good suturing skill
that requires a stable and delicate control system has also been proved by the SmartArm robotic system for a neonatal
chest surgery [435]. Similarly, for thread detection and interactive perception, real-time robotic approach [437] is
presented for autonomously shortening the tail of a surgical suture using a self-supervised learning framework. In
complex surgical scenes, multiple EmAI subsystems may collaborate to integrate multi-source perception and sup-
port robotic surgery, requiring a robust control system to direct and coordinate their respective perception-cognition-
communication-action loops [471]. Beyond visual perception, other modalities including kinematic data [472], audio
data [473], language instructions [102], and tactile perception [474] are integrated to form a holistic view of real-world
surgical environments.

Intelligent surgeon-robot interface. Intuitive user interfaces and advanced responsive systems can significantly
bridge the gap between surgeons and robotic tools, reducing the difficulty of surgeon-robot collaboration and facili-
tating communication and control as a “translator”. Two kinds of intuitive control and sensory feedback approaches
were explored. A novel voice control interface [475] for surgical robots using Whisper speech recognition technol-
ogy allows surgeons to command robots verbally. Sensory gloves [476] that can translate natural hand movements
to control robotic tools strive to provide the tactile feedback that is crucial during surgery but is often missing in
robotic operations. Furthermore, human-in-the-loop learning systems [477, 478] involve human interaction to guide
and refine the learning process of AI models. These approaches ensure that EmAI is continually improved by in-
corporating human expertise and feedback for better decision making, which is particularly effective and intuitive in
the knowledge-intensive surgical environment. An interactive system that allows surgeons to guide the robot’s learn-
ing process during surgery can be more reliable by reducing the error rate, while at the same time being less fully
automated.

Surgical navigator. Intraoperative navigation systems significantly enhance surgical procedures by improving
the precision of tool positioning, optimizing surgical pathways, providing real-time feedback, and reducing operative
risks. These systems enable surgeons to execute complex surgeries with heightened accuracy and control, minimizing
damage to surrounding healthy tissues and improving overall surgical outcomes. Emerging VLN technologies [479,
480] further enable robots to adapt to diverse surgical environments, respond to verbal commands, and navigate
autonomously. Researchers have developed models that integrate spatial awareness and task-specific knowledge to
enhance robots’ responsiveness to natural language instructions [481, 482].

There are two core components of a surgical navigator, one is the ability to understand and contextualize visual
scenes, and the other is safety-oriented path planning and obstacle avoidance. Surgical environments are crowded, and
tasks require high precision, making it crucial for AI to correctly identify anatomical landmarks, surgical tools, and
other visual cues. Advanced VLN models combine vision transformers and LLMs to enable contextual understanding
from both visual and textual inputs [123]. In addition, navigation systems must prioritize safety above all in a surgical
setting. AI-driven robots need to navigate within confined spaces while avoiding obstacles, such as surgical instru-
ments, medical staff, or sensitive patient tissues. Path-planning algorithms tailored to the surgical domain incorporate
safety constraints and predictive models that anticipate potential obstructions [483, 484]. Techniques such as depth
sensing and 3D scene reconstruction are employed to enhance spatial awareness [485, 486, 487], which allows robots
to navigate autonomously while ensuring they remain within a safe operating range.

Embodied AI not only assists in the execution of surgical tasks but also enhances intraoperative decision-making
through precise feedback and comprehensive analysis.

Real-time operation consultant. The modern surgical environment typically involves processing vast amounts of
real-time information. Complex procedures generate extensive visual and contextual data, such as live video feeds,
laparoscopic images, and robotic surgery footage, which must be rapidly interpreted under high-pressure conditions.
Simultaneously, even experienced surgeons may encounter scenarios that exceed their expertise, and reliance on
human judgment alone can lead to inefficiencies or errors. To bridge these gaps, AI-powered question-answering
approach that are capable of interpreting surgical contexts and providing precise and in-time answers is an essential
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innovation. Some EmAI systems capable of answering questions based on visual data from surgical environments
have emerged [488, 489, 490]. These functionalities are typically enabled by VQA and image captioning approaches,
and recent advancements [453, 491, 448, 492, 493, 494, 495] employing novel Vision-Language Pretraining (VLP)
techniques in surgery-specific VQA and image captioning tasks have further enhanced the capabilities of EmAI sys-
tems, where pre-trained multimodal models are fine-tuned with surgery-specific VQA datasets.

Surgical operation coach. The increasing complexity of surgical procedures, combined with the limited avail-
ability of experienced mentors for young trainees, has created significant challenges in providing adequate education
for novice surgeons. This training gap exacerbates the global shortage of skilled surgical professionals. Robotic sur-
gical operation coaches, integrated with advanced EmAI algorithms, offer a promising solution to this pressing issue.
Researchers have developed EmAI models capable of real-time recognition and prediction of surgical gestures and
trajectories [496, 497, 498, 499, 500]. To achieve a comprehensive understanding of the surgical environment, it is
crucial to undertake a multi-granular analysis of surgical activities. This includes long-term tasks, such as recognizing
surgical phases and steps, as well as short-term tasks, such as segmenting surgical instruments and detecting atomic
visual actions [501]. Through these advancements, surgical operation coaches can analyze the intricate sequences of
surgical activities, providing objective evaluations of surgical skills [502, 503, 504, 505, 506, 507]. These evaluations
deliver constructive feedback, enabling trainees to refine their techniques and accelerate their learning curve.

Patient digital twin. A patient digital twin represents a detailed, dynamic model of a patient’s biological systems or
a part thereof (e.g., anatomy), created using comprehensive and accurate medical data such as imaging studies, phys-
iological measurements, and diagnostic results [114]. It is often combined with advanced visualization devices (e.g.,
VR/AR) to provide interactive observations, and surgeons can plan, simulate, and optimize surgical pathways based
on them [508, 509]. AI-based digital twin creation technology facilitates the identification of surgical patterns [438],
prediction of complications or procedural outcomes [509], and generation of medical reports [510, 511]. This technol-
ogy is often employed to accelerate the learning curve of novice surgeons, helping them familiarize themselves with
anatomical structures, surgical procedural contexts, and disease progression [512, 513, 514, 515, 516]. Furthermore,
multiple downstream applications have benefited from the surgery digitization process [517]. Clinicians can practice
surgical skills and explore human anatomy without relying on real anatomical models using digitalized surgical plat-
forms [518], overcoming the limitation of high costs and scarce training samples. It also offers a digital and accurate
platform for robots to train on, improving safety and reliability before deployment in actual surgical procedures [519].
Another approach involves photorealistic surgical images [520] and videos [521] synthesis to benefit the training
process of EmAI systems, mitigating challenges related to the high costs and ethical concerns of obtaining surgical
data.

The developments in EmAI systems for operation and related supporting roles are reshaping surgical practices by
enhancing efficiency and precision. These systems provide valuable products and analysis, crucial for both current
surgical procedures and the training of future surgeons. However, EmAI-based interventions encompass more than
just surgical applications, which are crucial; they also extend to interventional fields including mental health therapy.

Mental healer. EmAI-powered systems leverage advanced emotional recognition, speech analysis, and behav-
ioral pattern detection to assess mental health conditions in real time [522, 523]. Virtual therapists, driven by AI,
provide personalized cognitive behavioral therapy (CBT), mindfulness training, and emotional counseling, making
mental health support more accessible to underserved populations [524, 525, 526, 527, 528]. Beyond digital therapy
platforms, EmAI is being integrated into immersive environments, such as VR-based exposure therapy for phobias
or PTSD [529, 530, 531, 532, 533], offering dynamic adjustments to therapy based on physiological feedback like
heart rate or eye tracking. EmAI also enhances long-term monitoring through wearable technologies, detecting early
warning signs of mental health decline and enabling timely interventions [534, 535, 536, 537], creating a seamless
ecosystem of continuous, adaptive, and personalized mental health care.

3.1.3. Post-Intervention Stage
The field of postoperative rehabilitation is crucial for enhancing patient recovery and quality of life after surgical

interventions or disease treatments. Traditional methods, while effective, often require intensive human resources
and cannot always offer customized therapy. EmAI introduces a promising solution to rehabilitative care, providing
continuous, adaptive, and patient-centered care [538].

Intelligent exoskeleton. Emerged EmAI systems [539, 540] have been designed to assist patients in regaining mo-
bility and strength during physical rehabilitation, offering guided exercises, precise motion assistance, and adaptive
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feedback for individuals with mobility impairments. For example, exoskeleton robots help patients with gait train-
ing [541, 542], and hand rehabilitation robots assist in restoring hand function [543]. Upper limb rehabilitation robots
have been designed to support patients’ arms during daily activities, promoting neuroplasticity and functional recov-
ery [544, 545, 546]. These technologies are particularly beneficial for stroke or hemiplegia survivors and individuals
with spinal cord injuries, offering them the potential for increased independence and improved quality of life [547].
These applications are typically developed with fine control approaches and interaction strategies [548, 549].

Customized recovery coach. For balance exercises on trunk rehabilitation robots, the EmAI systems [550, 551]
have shown the ability to automatically capture real-time motions and assess patients’ conditions. They adjust con-
trollers and optimize training intensity according to the individual capabilities and needs of each patient, thereby
enhancing personalized rehabilitation sessions. In addition, EmAI systems with the ability to continuously learn can
evolve from patients’ past behavior and responses, improving their adaptability and responsiveness to patient-specific
therapeutic needs [552, 553]. Moreover, EmAI systems can provide and update safe and personalized rehabilitation
training regimens. In particular, they can predict critical rehabilitation metrics [554], enable more accurate assess-
ment of patient recovery, and recommend optimized postoperative rehabilitation plans [555, 556] based on real-time
monitoring of patient motor performance and physiological feedback [458, 459, 460].

Medication controller. Intelligent drug delivery systems, integrated with real-time monitoring devices, adjust
medication dosages dynamically based on physiological feedback such as glucose levels, blood pressure, or neural
activity [557, 558]. Robotic systems equipped with EmAI are being deployed for precise administration of complex
therapies, such as chemotherapy or insulin delivery, minimizing errors and improving patient outcomes [559, 560, 561,
562]. Additionally, AI-powered medication adherence tools, including smart pill dispensers and tracking apps, ensure
patients follow their prescribed regimens, reducing the risks associated with missed doses or overmedication [563,
564, 565, 566]. With predictive analytics, EmAI systems can also identify potential adverse drug interactions or
recommend adjustments in real time, offering safe, efficient, and personalized pharmacological care.

Health monitoring wearable. Smart wearable devices are increasingly integrated with EmAI systems, utilizing
MLLMs capability [567] and enabling the real-time tracking of vital health metrics such as heart rate, oxygen satu-
ration, and electrodermal activity [568, 569, 570]. These devices can dynamically adjust to the unique physiological
profiles of individual patients, offering tailored health insights and alerts [571]. Through continuous learning algo-
rithms, EmAI systems evolve to better predict patient-specific health events, such as detecting early signs of infection,
Parkinson’s disease or cardiovascular issues [572, 573]. Furthermore, these wearables can communicate with health-
care providers to ensure timely interventions, enhancing patient safety and recovery outcomes [574]. By leveraging
real-time data and EmAI, these wearables not only monitor but also proactively manage postoperative care, optimizing
recovery trajectories.

Cognitive rehabilitation tool. In the realm of postoperative cognitive recovery, EmAI-equipped tools can cus-
tomize cognitive exercises based on real-time analysis of patients’ performance and progress [575, 574]. By inte-
grating sensors and interactive software, EmAI systems provide a responsive platform that adjusts tasks according to
cognitive load and patient capability [576]. The continuous adaptation helps in crafting highly effective rehabilitation
sessions that can address specific cognitive deficits more precisely [577]. Additionally, EmAI tools can predict and
monitor cognitive recovery trajectories, offering insights that guide further therapy adjustments [578]. Such tools not
only support faster cognitive rehabilitation but also ensure it is engaging and aligned with patients’ specific therapeutic
needs.

Neural prosthetics. Cutting-edge studies have also explored the integration of Brain-Computer Interfaces (BCIs)
to enhance motor imagery (MI) training and rehabilitation. In MI training, patients imagine specific movements,
and the BCI translates these intentions into actions through signal analysis such as EEG [579] or functional brain
connectivity [580] within a virtual environment [581] or through external robotic devices [582]. This method has
been shown to facilitate neurological remodeling and enhance motor function in stroke survivors.

3.2. Daily Care & Companionship

3.2.1. Assistive Robot
The integration of EmAI into healthcare has led to the development of assistive robots that enhance daily care and

support of patients. This section focuses on three key applications, including social assistance, daily living assistance,
and mobility assistance.
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Social guide. In contemporary society, individu-
als with Autism Spectrum Disorder (ASD), Bipolar
Disorder, or other social challenges often face sig-
nificant barriers in accessing adequate social sup-
port. The advancement of EmAI systems, espe-
cially those driven by LLMs, has facilitated the de-
velopment of innovative solutions aimed at address-
ing these needs [583, 584]. The NAO robot and
QTrobot have been utilized to enhance facial recog-
nition and improve eye contact, serving as therapeu-
tic mediators for people with autism and helping
them learn to interact with others [585, 586, 587,
588]. Through structured interactions, children can
practice social skills such as imitation, turn-taking,
engagement, and empathy [589].

High-level planning

Low-level actuation

Facial expression / Body movement / Speech
Emotion recognition / Behavioral pattern

1. Social skills development strategy
2. Interactive feedback loop: Adjust interaction 

style and difficulty based on child's social 
acceptance, emotional state and …

Robotic facial expressions / gestures / speech 
output

Figure 7: An EmAI system for socially assistive robotics [590]. It enhances
children’s social skills through adaptive interaction. The system assesses and
responds to children’s emotional cues and social behaviors by combining high-
level planning and low-level actuation.

Studies have indicated that children with ASD often respond positively to robot-assisted therapy, showing in-
creased engagement and reduced anxiety during sessions [591, 592, 593]. Beyond psychological disorders, EmAI
systems like ZORA robots [594, 595, 596] have assisted children with severe physical disabilities in achieving ther-
apeutic and educational goals, as well as helping patients with dementia optimize communication. We present a
pipeline for an EmAI system that supports children with social disorders, as shown in Figure 7.

Daily helper. For patients facing challenges in independent living, advancements in EmAI have led to the de-
velopment of various assistive robots designed to support essential daily activities. These robots assist with specific
tasks such as eating, dressing, personal hygiene, and medication management. For instance, feeder robots have
been developed to help severely disabled patients with self-feeding [597, 598]. These systems integrate infrared
sensors to achieve precise spoon control based on the user’s body size and head position, automatically adjusting as
needed [599, 600, 601]. This adaptability allows users to independently select food, enhancing their dining experience
and overall quality of life. Additionally, robots like ARI [583, 584] are designed to assist in rehabilitation programs.
These robots can demonstrate exercises, offer real-time guidance, and provide encouragement, fostering greater pa-
tient engagement and adherence to therapeutic regimens [602]. This holistic approach supports not only physical
recovery but also the emotional and social well-being of patients, making these assistive technologies invaluable tools
in both rehabilitation and independent living.

Locomotion aide. EmAI has significantly advanced mobility and rehabilitation assistance for individuals with
physical impairments, offering innovative solutions to restore functionality and support individuals during recov-
ery [603]. For instance, exoskeletons, such as those developed by Ekso Bionics, empower patients with spinal cord
injuries to stand and walk, promoting rehabilitation and improving mobility [604]. Similarly, ReWalk [605] enables
individuals with paralysis to walk and climb stairs, effectively compensating for physical impairments and delivering
positive outcomes. AI-powered wheelchairs demonstrate how EmAI enhances mobility. They use AI algorithms to
predict movements and assist users with severe motor or cognitive impairments [606, 607]. These systems analyze past
movements, detect obstacles, and enable safe, real-time navigation, helping users intuitively maneuver through com-
plex environments [608, 609]. Furthermore, EmAI-based wheelchairs are noted for their cost-effectiveness, achieved
by optimizing control parameters to minimize energy consumption and extend battery life [610]. For mobile balance-
assistive robots, they are being developed to help individuals maintain balance and prevent falls during daily ac-
tivities [611]. Some robots, such as SoloWalk [612], provide weight support as patients walk, further aiding the
rehabilitation process. Brain-computer interface-controlled robots, including wheelchair-mounted robotic arms [613]
and robotic prosthetics, also play a vital role in enhancing functionality for individuals with paralysis or limb loss,
enabling them to perform manipulation tasks and regain independence.

3.2.2. Companion Robot
Companion robots powered by EmAI systems support healthcare in several key scenarios: emotional support for

mental health [92, 111, 614, 112], developmental support for child well-being [615, 616, 617, 618, 619, 620, 621], and
disease monitoring support for elderly care [622, 623, 624, 625, 626]. For mental health, these robots offer emotional
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support by engaging users in conversations, providing empathy, and fostering a sense of companionship, which can
be particularly beneficial for individuals experiencing loneliness or anxiety. In children’s care, these robots engage
young users in educational activities, social interaction, and play, supporting cognitive and social development in
a safe, monitored environment. In elderly and chronic disease care, companion robots assist with daily activities,
medication reminders, and physical monitoring, helping to improve quality of life and enabling seniors to maintain
independence. They can also detect changes in health conditions, allowing for timely interventions. Through these
applications, companion robots enhance mental and physical well-being, contributing meaningfully to both individual
care and broader support networks.

Emotional companion. Companion robots for emotional support (mental health) typically operate through two
main pathways: virtually EmAI agents [627] and advanced AI-robotics innovations used clinically [628]. Virtually
embodied agents, such as chatbots or conversational systems, provide accessible emotional support by engaging users
in real-time, empathetic conversations that help relieve loneliness, anxiety, or stress [92, 111]. These virtual compan-
ions are easily accessible and offer immediate, low-barrier interaction for those seeking support. In clinical settings,
AI-integrated physical robots take mental health support a step further by interacting with users face-to-face, recog-
nizing physical and emotional cues, and adapting responses to offer personalized comfort, social engagement, and
therapeutic activities [629]. Together, these virtual and physical AI advancements form a well-rounded support sys-
tem, meeting both immediate conversational needs and offering in-depth emotional support in clinical environments.

Beyond virtual therapeutic applications, clinicians and researchers are working to bring AI-robotics innovations
directly into clinical settings. For instance, intelligent animal-like robots such as Paro, a plush harp seal, are in-
creasingly used to assist patients with dementia [630, 631]. Alongside Paro, the larger eBear is part of a class of
“companion bots” designed to serve as at-home health aides, responding to speech and movement with interactive
“dialogue” and offering companionship. These robots aim to help elderly, isolated, or depressed individuals through
comforting interactions. Several studies have examined the role of such robots in reducing stress, loneliness, and
agitation and in improving mood and social connections [632].

Kid health guardian. AI-driven robots and wearable devices aid in diagnosing developmental disorders, monitor-
ing vital signs, and engaging children in interactive exercises [633, 634, 621]. By utilizing AI in physically interactive
forms, embodied systems can adjust to a child’s responses in real-time, offering adaptive support that traditional meth-
ods may lack. In therapeutic contexts, social robots assist children with autism by facilitating social engagement and
enhancing communication skills through controlled, repetitive interactions [615]. Additionally, AI-empowered tools
for rehabilitation and physical therapy provide targeted exercises with engaging feedback to support children with
motor skill challenges [635]. Overall, EmAI enhances healthcare delivery by offering personalized, interactive, and
effective treatments, supporting both physical and cognitive aspects of pediatric care.

AI robots present valuable opportunities for engaging children with ASD, offering a unique approach to social
skill development [620]. Studies show that children with autism often respond well to robots, even when they struggle
to interact with others [615]. The Kaspar robot, for instance, has shown potential for integration into educational
and therapeutic settings [618] to help improve social skills [619]. Early studies show that children with ASDs often
respond more positively to robot companions than human therapists, demonstrating increased social behaviors and
improved spontaneous language during sessions [616]. The development of social robots also offers a promising
approach to supporting children with diabetes [617]. The robot not only assists with health management tasks, such
as reminding users to check glucose levels and guiding insulin administration, but also provides emotional support
by engaging in friendly, human-like interactions. Designed with input from children and clinicians, the robot fosters
social engagement, helping to reduce anxiety around diabetes management and improve adherence to health routines.
Early findings suggest positive responses from children, indicating that the robot effectively combines practical health
assistance with companionship.

Elderly health caregiver. With aging, the elderly face numerous challenges, including declining physical health
and increased vulnerability to chronic diseases. Conditions such as cardiovascular disease, diabetes, and arthritis not
only diminish their quality of life but also impose considerable stress on healthcare systems and caregivers. These
persistent health issues frequently result in reduced mobility, social isolation, and a dependence on others for daily
activities, further exacerbating their vulnerability. In light of these challenges, it is crucial to explore innovative
solutions. EmAI-based elderly care robots, with advanced long-term learning capabilities, can adapt to an individual’s
health trajectory, habits, and preferences over time. This long-term learning capability may involve the integration
of RL for personalized care optimization or meta-learning for rapid adaptation, as well as the application of disease-
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specific predictive modeling to address the evolving nature of elderly users’ needs.
EmAI has been shown to offer practical and emotional support to enhance the outcomes of elderly patients.

Robotics with EmAI capabilities assist elderly individuals by improving mobility, conducting physiological assess-
ments, and monitoring vital signs, which supports the completion of daily activities, rehabilitation exercises, and
independent navigation [634]. Studies show that elderly patients feel more secure and comfortable with companion
robots, as they can be continuously monitored without intruding on their personal space or autonomy [636]. By com-
bining EmAI monitoring systems, elderly companion robots provide a reliable, non-intrusive way to support patient
health, making them a valuable asset in home-based care.

Additionally, these AI-enabled robots enhance the quality of care for dementia patients, providing cognitive en-
gagement and symptom management through structured activities and consistent interactions that traditional care
methods may not offer. The majority of elderly individuals with dementia who engaged with social robots Sophie
and Jack experienced highly positive interactions [626]. These robots are equipped with human-like communication
abilities, emotional expressions, and gestures, and they can play songs, games, and tell stories. They have been shown
to provide sensory enrichment and foster social engagement for dementia patients. For instance, many participants
were motivated to play bingo with Jack and actively joined other group activities, highlighting the robots’ impact on
promoting social and cognitive engagement [625].

Another key role of embodied AI is to provide companionship, alleviating feelings of loneliness and fostering
emotional well-being among elderly patients, which is crucial for mental health and quality of life [637]. Studies [638,
639, 640] have shown that participants who interacted with robots Paro or AIBO experienced a significant reduction
in their systolic and diastolic blood pressure, and loneliness [641] over the trial period, in contrast to those in the
control group. Overall, EmAI is emerging as a vital tool in elderly care, addressing complex physical, cognitive, and
emotional needs.

3.3. Infrastructure Support

3.3.1. Rescue Robot

EmAI-powered robots are increasingly devel-
oped to serve as human assistants or replacements
in various high-risk environments. In rescue sce-
narios, their potential has been widely explored due
to their ability to operate safely in dangerous envi-
ronments and urgent conditions. In the aftermath
of natural disasters or life-threatening emergencies,
search and rescue robots aim to provide rapid aid
and emergency health services to victims. Thanks
to the advancement of recent AI approaches includ-
ing MLLMs and VLMs, EmAI-equipped robots
can efficiently locate and assist survivors while
supporting rescue operations [642, 643, 644, 645]
in disaster-prone areas, such as earthquake zones.
A representative workflow of EmAI-based rescue
robots is illustrated in the Figure 8.

High-level planning

Low-level actuation

Visual camera / Thermal imaging camera / 
Audio / Chemical Sensor / Radar

1. Pinpoint the locations of victims

2. Prioritize victims in the most urgency

3. Calculate the most efficient paths

Approach victims, Bypass obstacles,
Provide communication, ...

Figure 8: An EmAI system in rescue robotics [646]: optimizing search and
rescue operations. This system integrates sensory data with strategic process-
ing to quickly identify and prioritize victims, effectively navigating through
complex environments to facilitate timely and efficient rescue missions.

Life scout. Technological advances have led to sophisticated survivor detection systems, which can quickly iden-
tify and locate survivors in emergencies using integrated sensors and drones [647, 648]. These systems leverage
thermal and RGB images, and AI to analyze data in real-time, efficiently pinpointing living individuals [649, 650].
Recent developments in AI and robotics have enabled systems to analyze vast amounts of data quickly, making real-
time survivor detection more accurate and reliable [651]. By integrating visual and audio signals through a wireless
sensor network, established EmAI systems [652, 649] are able to detect survivors’ locations, transmit their position
info to a centralized cloud server, and assess environmental risk levels to aid in rescue task planning.

Agile walker. The life-search ability of rescue robots has been enhanced by AI-based mobility systems that are
capable of operating in both hazardous and confined environments. In such environments, high mobility is essential
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for navigating rough terrain, clearing obstacles, and streaming live video from affected areas [653, 654]. Current
advancements aim to enable autonomous navigation by equipping these robots with AI-based obstacle detection and
avoidance capabilities [655, 656, 657]. Legged robots, particularly quadrupeds equipped with advanced EmAI sys-
tems, have demonstrated the ability to navigate rough surfaces, debris, and areas with variable friction, making them
highly adaptable in complex terrains [658]. Recent RL-augmented frameworks further enhance robots in adaptive
blind locomotion, high-speed movement, dynamic response to obstacles, and adaptability improvement under uncer-
tain conditions [659, 660].

Rescue carrier. At the current stage, most rescue robots remain limited to data retrieval and collection tasks [661,
662, 663, 664]. In the next phase of development, it is crucial to integrate multi-degree-of-freedom manipulators
based on advanced EmAI systems, such as VLA models, to further expand the functionality of rescue robots. This
includes capabilities like holding, grasping, and transferring objects, as well as providing assistance to victims with
medical equipment. Equipped with these medical support tools, rescue robots can now offer direct on-site assistance
to victims [665].

3.3.2. Delivery Robot.
Delivery robots are now widely used in healthcare settings, performing in-hospital delivery tasks that were pre-

viously handled by humans, thus overcoming limitations related to time constraints and availability. With EmAI
systems, they are capable of delivering essential items—such as samples, meals, medications, and medical sup-
plies [666, 667, 668] more efficiently, supporting healthcare facilities in streamlining operations and alleviating
staff burdens [669]. These robots can independently navigate complex environments, adapt to dynamic conditions,
and carry out functions like obstacle avoidance [670], speech interaction [671], and precise patient facial recogni-
tion [672]. During the COVID-19 pandemic, robots have also been deployed for tasks like the delivery of medications
and food [673, 674], thereby minimizing human contact and lowering the risk of virus transmission.

3.3.3. Disinfection Robot.
The pandemic has also significantly increased the demand for service robots to replace human labor in contam-

inated areas, particularly for disinfection tasks. This has made efficient and rapid disinfection in hospitals crucial,
sparking research into disinfection robots. By integrating mobile robot platforms with advanced disinfection tech-
nologies, such as hydrogen peroxide atomization [675] and UVC devices [676, 677], and equipping them with EmAI
navigation systems, these robots are able to automate cleaning in complex indoor environments. They are designed
to disinfect both floor surfaces and air by eliminating harmful pathogens using a combination of vacuum cleaners,
sanitizers, and UV light disinfection methods [678, 679, 680, 681]. By upholding rigorous hygiene standards, these
robots significantly mitigate the risk of cross-contamination in healthcare settings.

3.4. Biomedical Research

EmAI also shows great potential in biomedical
and healthcare research [682]. It can synergistically
combine human creativity and expertise with AI’s
capabilities in handling vast biomedical datasets,
navigating complex hypothesis spaces, and execut-
ing repetitive experiments. The core functional-
ity of EmAI systems in biomedical research in-
volves planning discovery workflows, performing
self-assessments to recognize and address knowl-
edge gaps, and employing structured memory for
continual learning [27, 80]. This workflow is illus-
trated in Figure 9, which shows an automation pro-
cess of chemical experiments.

High-level planning

Low-level actuation

Temperature / Pressure / pH / Color change / 
Precipitation formation

1. Automated experiment flow design

2. Resource optimization management

3. Safety and compliance monitoring

Reagent addition, mixing, adjusting 
experimental conditions, …

Figure 9: An EmAI system in laboratory automation [683]: enhancing exper-
imental precision and efficiency. This setup utilizes advanced planning algo-
rithms for experiment design and resource management, paired with robotic
actuators for precise manipulation of reagents and experimental conditions,
ensuring compliance with safety standards.

Automated lab technician. Experiments are critical parts in biomedical research. EmAI-driven robots automate
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repetitive tasks, increasing throughput and allowing researchers to focus on more complex analysis tasks. Scientists
have created robot chemists capable of autonomously conducting complex chemical reactions and analyses [683, 684].
These robotic systems apply EmAI in laboratory automation, enabling them to design experiments [685, 686, 687],
execute procedures [688, 689], and interpret results [690, 691, 692] without human intervention. For instance, a
platform leverages AI-based synthesis planning, trained on millions of reactions, to propose synthetic routes, which
are then fine-tuned by expert chemists and executed on a robotic flow system [693]. This setup allows for scalable,
reproducible synthesis of a variety of compounds, such as pharmaceuticals. Another AI-driven robotic chemist also
demonstrated its ability to autonomously perform tasks ranging from synthetic planning to executing experiments in
batch reactors [694]. In the field of materials science for photo-catalytic hydrogen production, the robot operates
autonomously in a laboratory environment, using Bayesian optimization to navigate a complex experimental space
with ten variables, performing 688 experiments over eight days [683]. In summary, EmAI can combine precision
handling with autonomous decision-making, allowing it to run experiments continuously without human intervention.
These experiment setups minimize human bias, accelerate discovery and production, and enable exploration of large
experimental spaces.

Pioneer in drug discovery. The traditional drug discovery process is typically time-consuming and involves
substantial costs, presenting significant challenges for pharmaceutical research and development. However, the inte-
gration of EmAI into the drug discovery process not only shortens the overall development timeline but also reduces
the associated expenses. AI-driven robotic systems can perform rapid screening of vast chemical libraries, identifying
potential drug candidates more efficiently than manual methods [695]. In high-throughput screening (HTS) systems,
physical components are primarily responsible for automating processes such as sample handling, reaction setup, and
data collection through robotics and specialized software for instrument control [696]. By employing liquid handling
devices, robotic technology, detectors, and specialized software, researchers have also achieved automation and high
efficiency in HTS processes [697] to swiftly evaluate large libraries of compounds for activity against specific bio-
logical targets. Additionally, in the analysis and prediction of biological sequences, such as DNA, RNA, or protein
structures, LLMs and other approaches are applied to decipher patterns in biological sequences [698]. By treating nu-
cleotides and amino acids as words, they can predict biological structures and functions, thus aiding in the discovery
of disease biomarkers and drug targets [699, 700, 701]. Similarly, AI models have revolutionized drug discovery by
enhancing various processes, including toxicity prediction, drug release monitoring, Quantitative Structure-Activity
Relationship (QSAR) analysis, drug repositioning, physiochemical property prediction, etc [702]. By leveraging
RL algorithms, AI-driven drug discovery enhances both virtual screening and de novo drug design. Virtual screen-
ing [703, 704, 705] uses RL to identify potential drug candidates from existing compound databases, while de novo
design [706, 707, 708, 709] generates novel molecules with optimized biological activity and properties. By inte-
grating RL with active learning and predictive modeling, these systems enhance exploration in vast chemical spaces,
reducing experimental costs and improving hit-to-lead timelines [710, 711]. Although they are not fully EmAI sys-
tems, they offer valuable insights and core components for the development of future EmAI-driven drug discovery
platforms and possess the potential to integrate with physical devices.

AI-based knowledge retriever. As EmAI continues to evolve, a growing area of focus is the development of sys-
tems that emulate the analytical capabilities of human scientists. Advanced frameworks like ChemCrow [712] and
CALMS [713] exemplify this trend, utilizing LLMs such as GPT-4, multimodal generative models, and retrieval
approaches like GraphRAG [714] to integrate scientific knowledge, biological principles, and theoretical frame-
works [715, 716, 717]. These systems go beyond traditional data processing. They engage in critical thinking by
questioning assumptions, evaluating evidence, and validating conclusions. In addition, researchers also integrated
large amounts of data from publications in PubMed [718, 719], Wikipedia [720] and other open resources to pretrain
generative models. These generative models can function as part of a composite system, integrating EmAI world
models, experimental platforms, and human expertise to tackle complex problems that require interdisciplinary ap-
proaches [27]. In summary, the development of AI knowledge retriever marks a promising future direction in which
EmAI could play an even more integral role in advancing knowledge and innovation across diverse fields.

3.5. Summary
We outlined the applications of EmAI in healthcare across four pivotal domains: clinical intervention, daily care

& companionship, infrastructure support, and biomedical research. These domains are inherently interdependent, col-
lectively forming the cornerstone of human healthcare needs, and EmAI begins to play increasingly vital roles in some
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of them. As advancements in medical technology and life sciences progress, the boundaries between these domains
are becoming increasingly porous. An EmAI system for daily care & companionship may act as an extension of an
EmAI system for clinical intervention, and an EmAI with monitoring information for daily care & companionship can
offer valuable pre-intervention data for clinical intervention.

In the early stages of EmAI development, limitations in data acquisition and capabilities of multimodal large-
scale models, as well as the uneven maturation of EmAI-related research subfields, led to fragmented applications
(as we introduced in this section), where an EmAI system could only benefit a specific scenario or sub-scenario. For
instance, certain EmAI systems might have been capable of performing image analysis but were not able to plan
surgical procedures based on the analysis. However, they share similar backend AI approaches such as world models,
LLMs and MLLMs. As EmAI continues to evolve, there is promising potential for these applications to merge,
fostering the development of more holistic and versatile EmAI systems capable of meeting the comprehensive needs
across all four healthcare domains.

Per : Perception; LS : Learning Strategy; Gen : Generalization; HMI : Human-Machine Interaction. 

Passive Conditional Adaptive Automatic Professional

Perception
Understand fine-grained signals 
or multi-modal inputs

Learning
Basic feedback mechanisms 
with finite learning ability

Generalization
Schedule and perform different 
predifined tasks

Interaction
Require frequent human 
interventions

Perception
Recognize simple signals 
(visual, auditory, textual)

Learning
Lack evolutionary learning 
capabilities

Generalization
Hard to generalize with direct 
"Sensing - Execution" pattern

Interaction
Require specific human 
instructions

Perception
Multi-source, multi-step, multi-
modal integration

Learning
Refine behaviors over time 
through experience

Generalization
Generalize knowledge across 
similar scenarios

Interaction
Require human oversight for 
complex tasks

Perception
Analyze complex and abstract 
information

Learning
Learn to maximize ultimate 
benefits in long-horizon tasks

Generalization
Universal control and operation 
models for broader applicability

Interaction
Human intervention needed only 
for entirely new tasks

Perception
Accurately detect subtle 
environmental changes

Learning
Engage in real-time, self-directed, 
and autonomous learning

Generalization
Step-by-step adaptation to 
entirely novel environments

Interaction
Complete tasks independently or 
collaborate with humans

Figure 10: Levels of embodied AI. We outline the capabilities of embodied AI across different levels, viewed from four perspectives: perception,
learning, task generalization (or generalization), and human-machine interaction (or interaction).

4. Intelligent Levels of Embodied AI

Clearly defining the levels of embodied AI provides explicit guidance for the development of embodied AI frame-
works and application-oriented products. The proposed reference levels delineate the stages of evolution and articulate
the capabilities of embodied AI as they progress through Levels 1 to 5, which emphasize incremental advancements,
spanning 4 aspects of perception, learning capabilities, task generalization, and human-machine interaction, as sum-
marized in Fig 10.
Level 1: Passive - Capable of receiving and recognizing simple signals (visual, auditory, textual, and tactile) and
executing limited, straightforward actions, including basic movements and responses, while lacking evolutionary
learning capabilities. Demonstrate a direct “Sensing - Execution” pattern that is difficult to generalize to other tasks,
with a restricted connection between perception and action. Nearly all tasks require specific instructions, interventions,
or collaborations from humans.
Level 2: Conditional - Exhibit enhanced perceptual capabilities for understanding and detecting fine-grained signals
(such as distance and depth) or processing multimodal inputs. Implement basic feedback mechanisms and limited
learning abilities triggered by specific conditions (e.g., a robot slowing down when it detects an obstacle, or adjusting
its path when the GPS signal is weak), with a restricted capacity to interact with the environment. Capable of schedul-
ing and performing predefined tasks, but human intervention is frequently required to establish feedback mechanisms
or assist in completing complex tasks.
Level 3: Adaptive - Demonstrate improved multi-source, multi-step, multi-modal perceptual integration and decision-
making capabilities. Capable of continuously adapting and refining behaviors over time through experience based on
interactions with the environment and evolutionary learning mechanisms. This level enables the system to generalize
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knowledge across similar scenarios, starting with varied operations on the same object, progressing to identical opera-
tions on different objects, and eventually handling diverse operations on various objects. However, human supervision
remains necessary for complex tasks or novel environments.
Level 4: Automatic - Exhibit advanced signal processing capabilities to analyze complex and abstract information
across various modalities, sources, and time, while interacting with previous perceptions or knowledge stored in
memory. The system can autonomously manage multiple tasks simultaneously and learn from past actions to optimize
execution strategies to maximize ultimate benefits in long-horizon tasks. It introduces universal control and operation
models, broadening its applicability. Human intervention is only required for unexpected challenges or entirely new
tasks.
Level 5: Professional - Capable of precise perception of subtle environmental changes, as well as understanding
high-level abstract semantic information, such as emotions. Exhibit a high degree of autonomy and flexibility, able
to transfer and adapt behaviors across various tasks and domains while performing complex tasks without human
supervision. Engage in real-time, self-directed, and autonomous learning, adapting to entirely novel tasks and envi-
ronments step by step, without human guidance. Capable of completing tasks independently or collaborating with
humans. Achieve full integration with various tools, enabling comprehensive task execution and enhancing outcomes
in a way like a highly skilled human expert.

The proposed levels of embodied AI framework offers clear definitions to evaluate and guide the development
of embodied AI systems. However, an embodied AI system does not necessarily fit neatly into a single level; it
may demonstrate varying degrees of capability across the four dimensions, i.e. perception, learning, generalization,
and human-machine interaction. This framework not only reflects technological advancements but also emphasizes
the potential for intelligent systems to evolve and integrate seamlessly into various aspects of human life. From a
practical perspective, while higher levels of intelligence often yield substantial benefits, pursuing advanced levels
indiscriminately is not recommended. Instead, it is essential to strike a balance between cost and application value.

Table 3 presents examples of EmAI systems to clearly illustrate the progression and levels of EmAI, ranging
from basic operations (Level 1) to advanced autonomy and decision-making (Level 5). At present, most frameworks
function at Levels 1 to 3 or focus solely on a single sub-functional module. Surgical robots, for instance, execute
pre-programmed motions (Level 1), monitor vital signs and alert clinicians to abnormalities (Level 2), and integrate
multimodal inputs to perform precise tasks such as suturing or injecting (Level 3). However, they have yet to achieve
the autonomy of Level 4 and 5 systems, which require real-time decision-making and the ability to detect subtle
anatomical variations. Similarly, companion robots provide simple auditory or touch-based responses (Level 1),
recognize gestures and adapt behaviors (Level 2), and assess physical and mental health for personalized support
(Level 3). Still, they fall short of understanding complex emotional states or offering proactive, personalized care
at Levels 4 and 5. While significant progress has been made, further advancements are needed to overcome current
limitations, enabling these systems to reach Levels 4 and 5, where they can perform independent reasoning, complex
decision-making, and truly autonomous operations.

5. Datasets and Benchmarks

High-quality datasets and benchmarks are indispensable for driving advancements in EmAI research within health-
care. In this section, we highlight representative datasets that are currently used—or hold promise—for training and
evaluating EmAI systems in healthcare applications, as illustrated in Figure 11. These datasets span a wide range of
application domains, from general clinical procedures to specialized healthcare services, as detailed in Section 3.

For preoperative diagnosis, EmAI models are often trained on diverse medical imaging datasets [721, 722, 723,
724, 725, 726, 727], enabling disease recognition and diagnostic support. In intraoperative procedures, datasets com-
prising surgical videos or image demonstrations [728, 729, 730, 731, 732, 733, 734] and VLM datasets [735, 736, 737]
facilitate multi-modal policy learning and enhance surgical workflows. Additionally, robotic activity and kinematic
datasets [738, 739] contribute to advancing surgical automation. As for postoperative rehabilitation, human activity
recognition datasets collected via wearable sensors [740, 741, 742, 743] enable automatic healthcare monitoring. Mul-
timodal datasets [744, 745, 746] that integrate vision and sensory inputs empower EmAI systems to analyze patient
movements, supporting personalized rehabilitation planning and improving patient outcomes. A critical consideration
in curating these datasets is the meticulous collection and de-identification of patient-related data to uphold ethical
standards and safeguard privacy [747, 748].
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Table 3: Healthcare Examples with Key Features of Embodied AI in Different Levels.

Level Surgical EmAI Companion EmAI Rescue EmAI Research EmAI

Level 1 1) Receive direct commands from
surgeons, such as movement initia-
tion or cessation. 2) Execute pre-
programmed motions. 3) Operate
solely under the direct control of
human surgeons.

1) Detect basic auditory cues or
touch inputs, such as clapping or
tapping. 2) Provide fixed and
straightforward responses like play-
ing a sound or moving when
touched.

1) Detect stimuli such as light or
large obstacles. 2) Wait and fol-
low direct human commands. 3)
Deliver medications in a single, sta-
ble environment and through prede-
fined routes.

1) Collect basic data such as tem-
perature or pH readings. 2) Repeat
predefined protocols. 3) Requires
initial human programming.

Level 2 1) Monitor multimodal patient vi-
tal signs like heart rate and oxygen
levels. 2) Adjust treatment if vital
signs deviate. 3) Provide alerts to
clinicians.

1) Recognize multiple human ges-
tures, speech, etc. 2) Adapt re-
sponses in predefined behavioral
patterns based on user require-
ments. 3) Provide condition-based
reminders like taking medication,
avoiding sedentary behavior, etc.

1) Sense obstacles through distance
and depth sensors. 2) Automati-
cally adjust paths when encounter-
ing obstacles. 3) Navigate within
known environments.

1) Track and adjust factors such
as pH or humidity to optimize
experiments such as cell culture
growth. 2) Trigger predefined re-
sponses when conditions meet cer-
tain criteria.

Level 3 1) Integrate multimodal inputs from
cameras and sensors. 2) Adjust
force, gesture, and motion based on
tissue structure in real time. 3) Mas-
ter only one surgical skill, such as
suturing or injecting.

1) Automatically and continuously
assess user conditions including
physical and mental health. 2) Of-
fer personalized wellness programs.
3) Optimize responses through in-
teractions and apply learned behav-
iors to similar routines.

1) Utilize radar, vision systems, and
environmental sensors. 2) Optimize
lifesaving routes and processes. 3)
Coordinate with other robots and
staff.

1) Simulate and predict outcomes
for new experiments and assist re-
searchers in experimental design
and hypothesis testing. 2) Analyze
based on multiple sources of data
and learn from experimental results
to optimize protocols and improve
experimental manipulations.

Level 4 1) Accurately detect lesion area
and control robotic arm for delicate
surgery. 2) Master a wide range
of surgical skills and can perform
complete surgery with minimal hu-
man set-up.

1) Interpret complex environmental
and biometric data. 2) Learn from
daily routines to anticipate needs.
3) Proactively optimize response
strategies based on long-term trends
in mood and health status.

1) Detect human presence and as-
sess environmental conditions. 2)
Monitor health indicators to iden-
tify patients in need of first aid. 3)
Navigate unfamiliar and hazardous
environments.

1) Integrate data from multiple
ongoing experiments. 2) Mod-
ify experimental parameters au-
tonomously and in real time to op-
timize results. 3) Apply success-
ful methodologies and workflows to
new research areas.

Level 5 1) Detect subtle anatomical varia-
tions and physiological responses.
2) Improve surgical techniques
through both real time perceptions
and cumulative experiences. 3)
Make autonomous decisions during
surgery akin to expert surgeons.

1) Understand complex emotional
states and detect subtle changes.
2) Develop personalized support
strategies based on individual inter-
actions. 3) Proactively offer help
like a true friend and switch support
freely in different situations.

1) Recognize faint signs of life and
risks, ensuring early warning. 2)
Master a variety of rescue oper-
ations, flexibly managing a vari-
ety of unexpected and unforeseen
challenges. 3) Fully integrate with
emergency services to provide opti-
mal response.

1) Interpret multiomics data and
proactively search for relevant re-
search papers and clinical trial
results, forming a comprehensive
knowledge base. 2) Gain innova-
tive scientific insights by automat-
ing experimental design, execution
and data analysis.



5 DATASETS AND BENCHMARKS

EmAI for
Healthcare
Application

Biomedical Research BioRED [749], Chemistry3D [750], Reaxys [751], Reactome [752], PDB [753], CCD [754],
CABD [755], CLAD [756], BiomedCLIP [718]

Daily Care &
Companionship

FaceCaption-15M [757], FEAFA [758], PERCY [759], TacAct [760], BRMData [761], PASCAL [762],
NatSGD [763], WESAD [764], XED [765], AMIGOS [766], RoboMIND [767], ET-Plan-Bench [768]

Infrastructure Support

Delivery &
Disinfection

HIOD [769], MCIndoor20000 [770], MYNursingHome [771], ERVQA [772],
NavigationNet [773], TUM [774], THUD [775]

Life Rescue UMA-SAR [776], MOBDrone [777], Modd2 [778], Active Vision [779],
MPII Human Pose [780], Densepose [781]

Clinical Intervention

Rehabilitation Smart-Insole [740], TRSP [741], KU-HAR [742], UCI-HAPT [743],
StrokeRehab [744], FineRehab [745], Keraal [746]

Surgery
AVOS [735], LMOD [736], CoPESD [737], Cholec80 [728],

CATARACTS [729], CaDIS [730], M2CAI 2016 [731],
RESECT [732], ROBUST-MIS [733], ESAD [734], Desk [738], JIGSAWS [739]

Diagnosis BUSI [721], LIDC-IDRI [722], NIH Chest X-rays [723], BraTS [724],
ABIDE [725], OCT [726], Camelyon [727]

Figure 11: The taxonomy of healthcare datasets and benchmarks for EmAI applications.

For infrastructure support, various datasets [776, 777, 778, 779, 780, 781] have been developed to support tasks
such as autonomous obstacle avoidance and life detection in emergency scenarios. In hospital settings, EmAI-driven
medication delivery and disinfection systems are predominantly trained on indoor datasets [769, 770, 771, 772, 773,
774, 775], which enhance capabilities in environmental understanding, object manipulation, and task-oriented nav-
igation. Datasets for Daily Care & Companionship [757, 758, 759, 760, 761, 762, 763, 764, 765, 766] integrate
multimodal information such as vision, voice, and tactile signals, spanning tasks such as expression recognition,
mental state detection, and fostering meaningful human-machine interactions. For Biomedical Research, a broad
spectrum of biological and chemical datasets [749, 750, 751, 752, 753, 754] serves as input for EmAI systems, accel-
erating biomedical analysis and discovery. Additionally, to facilitate adaptation in laboratory environments, datasets
capturing instrumental and experimental scenes [755, 756] have been introduced to support automated experimenta-
tion.

While the existing high-quality datasets have significantly propelled EmAI research in healthcare, several notable
limitations hinder their full potential. Surgical procedure datasets like Cholec80 and CaDIS are constrained by rela-
tively insufficient sample sizes, typically comprising a few hundred videos, which restricts the ability to train robust
models capable of handling the variability of surgical skills [728, 730]. Additionally, VLM datasets such as AVOS and
LMOD may suffer from inconsistencies in data annotation and synchronization between visual and linguistic inputs,
affecting the reliability of multi-modal policy learning [735, 736]. Moreover, Postoperative rehabilitation datasets such
as Smart-Insole and UCI-HAPT, while rich in sensor data, often lack comprehensive contextual information necessary
for developing personalized rehabilitation protocols [757, 759]. Additionally, biomedical research datasets such as
BioRED and Reactome, while comprehensive in biological and chemical information, often face challenges related to
data interoperability and standardization, impeding seamless integration with EmAI systems [749, 752]. Datasets that
capture instrumental and experimental scenes may not fully reflect the variability of laboratory environments, thereby
limiting the adaptability of automated experimental systems [755, 756]. Additionally, the perspective of healthcare
world models is highly anticipated, but healthcare data is clearly more limited compared to that in general domains to
build a comprehensive world model.
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6. Challenges and Opportunities

Despite ongoing advancements, the development of Embodied AI (EmAI) systems for healthcare continues to face
significant challenges. These challenges span ethical, legal, technical, and social domains, requiring comprehensive
strategies to address issues such as liability, data security, system interoperability, and equitable resource allocation.
Ensuring the effective integration of EmAI into healthcare also demands robust ethical oversight, clear regulatory
frameworks, and scalable technical solutions, while balancing the economic and social impacts of these innovations.
By overcoming these hurdles, EmAI systems can unlock their full potential to transform healthcare delivery and
improve patient outcomes globally.

6.1. Ethical and Legal Challenges

6.1.1. Liability and Accountability
One of the foremost legal challenges with the implementation of EmAI in healthcare is determining liability in

cases of malfunctions or errors that result in patient harm. The question of who is responsible—the device man-
ufacturer, the software developer, or the healthcare provider—becomes complex with AI’s autonomous capabili-
ties [782, 783]. Establishing clear frameworks for liability and accountability is crucial. This involves crafting legis-
lation and regulations that address the unique nature of AI, possibly creating new legal categories that can handle the
nuances of AI-driven outcomes [784, 782]. Additionally, insurance policies and liability clauses need to be reevalu-
ated and possibly redesigned to accommodate the role of AI in healthcare, ensuring that patients remain protected and
that there is a clear accountability path when things go wrong.

6.1.2. Ethical Oversight
The deployment of EmAI also raises profound ethical questions, particularly regarding patient consent and the

transparency of AI operations [747, 748, 785]. Ethical oversight committees are essential in monitoring and guiding
the ethical deployment of AI technologies. These committees should include not only ethicists and legal experts
but also technologists, healthcare providers, and patient representatives, to ensure a comprehensive evaluation of AI
technologies from multiple perspectives. Key considerations include ensuring informed consent is obtained in a way
that patients understand the role and function of AI in their care, and maintaining transparency about how AI uses
patient data and how decisions are influenced or made by AI systems [786, 787]. Additionally, ethical oversight must
ensure that these technologies do not exacerbate existing healthcare disparities or introduce new forms of bias or
discrimination.

6.2. Security

6.2.1. Intervention Security Risks
Beyond the extensively discussed topics of AI security [788, 789, 790], EmAI in healthcare presents an unique

challenge – the intervention security risk. The integration of physical devices, such as surgical tools controlled by
EmAI-driven decisions, into real-world healthcare scenarios introduces risks of patient harm and medical malpractice.
Cyber-attacks [791, 792, 793], adversarial attacks on AI algorithms [794, 795, 796], and data-poisoning attacks [797]
can lead to unpredictable outcomes, with direct physical consequences that jeopardize patient safety. Robust protec-
tion against unauthorized access and malicious interventions is therefore critical. Moreover, even without external
threats, AI algorithms, knowledge databases, and robotic devices within EmAI systems must work in harmony to
ensure precise and accurate actions, minimizing errors and safeguarding patient outcomes. This necessitates rigor-
ous validation, real-time monitoring, anomaly detection, and fail-safe mechanisms. While LLM agents acting as
evaluators can, to some extent, enhance precision, their performance remains inadequate [798, 799, 800]. Lastly,
comprehensive research on the scope of EmAI system application is essential to define security boundaries and en-
sure appropriate deployment in healthcare settings [90], preventing unintended consequences and ensuring consistent
performance—a relatively underexplored area. These challenges underscore the growing need for research in AI
security and the precision control of medical devices.
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6.2.2. Data Protection
Another primary concern in healthcare EmAI is ensuring the integrity and confidentiality of data, particularly as

EmAI systems may collect comprehensive patient and medical environment data. Encryption techniques are pivotal
in this regard. Advanced methods, such as homomorphic encryption, enable AI systems to process encrypted data
without the need for decryption, thus preserving privacy even during analysis [801]. Additionally, blockchain tech-
nology can be leveraged to create secure, immutable records of medical data transactions, bolstering security across
distributed networks [802]. Model pruning techniques [803, 804] that reduce model size also hold potential for en-
abling offline EmAI systems. These technologies help safeguard against unauthorized access and data breaches, which
are critical in patient data management.

6.2.3. Compliance Systems
Compliance with legal and ethical standards is essential in the deployment of AI in healthcare. Developing com-

pliance systems that incorporate AI can help healthcare providers adhere to complex regulatory frameworks such
as the GDPR in Europe or HIPAA in the United States [805, 806]. These systems need to be dynamic, capable of
adapting to new regulations and policies as they arise. AI-driven compliance systems can automatically update and
audit data use across platforms, ensuring continuous adherence to data protection laws [807]. This not only helps in
managing data responsibly but also in building trust with patients and regulatory bodies.

6.3. Technical Challenges

6.3.1. Accuracy and Explainability Enhancement
AI models, particularly those involved in diagnostics and patient monitoring, must perform with high precision

to be trusted by healthcare providers and patients alike. Techniques such as deep learning have shown potential in
improving the accuracy of AI systems, but they require large volumes of high-quality, diverse data [808]. Enhancing
the reliability of these systems also involves implementing robust validation frameworks that simulate a wide range of
clinical scenarios to test AI responses and avoid LLM hallucinations [809, 810]. Continuous learning algorithms can
be utilized to update and refine AI models based on new data and outcomes, thus gradually improving their accuracy
and reliability over time.

Explainability in EmAI, particularly within the healthcare sector, is crucial for clarifying how these systems per-
ceive, make decisions, and take actions, thereby enhancing both transparency and trustworthiness. Taking a surgical
EmAI system as an example, it is essential to present patient condition data and explain each surgical step, such as
adjusting a scalpel angle due to abnormal blood flow detection. Such explanations are vital for building clinicians’
trust, especially in the early stages of EmAI adoption when its acceptance is still limited. Therefore, multimodal
attribution analysis [811, 812], feature visualization [813], multimodal knowledge graphs [347, 814], causal infer-
ence [815, 816, 817], and leveraging the conversational capabilities of LLMs further enhance explainability by pro-
viding grounded, theory-based explanations and revealing causal relationships in medical decision-making, thereby
aiding clinicians in navigating complex medical scenarios.

6.3.2. Interoperability of Devices
Interoperability between different AI-powered devices and existing healthcare systems presents another substantial

challenge. For EmAI to be effective, it must seamlessly integrate and communicate with various healthcare IT systems
and medical devices [818, 819]. Standardization of data formats and communication protocols is crucial to achieve
this. Initiatives like Health Level Seven International (HL7) and Fast Healthcare Interoperability Resources (FHIR)
standards are pivotal in promoting this integration [820, 821]. By ensuring that AI systems can interact with one
another and with legacy systems, healthcare providers can deliver more coordinated and efficient care. Moreover,
the development of APIs and open standards can facilitate easier data exchange and functionality across different
platforms and devices, enhancing the scalability and utility of AI solutions in healthcare environments. Additionally,
the need to develop systems that are compatible with different types of robots and to compress diverse knowledge into
one machine brain (e.g., abilities to segment CT, segment X-ray, dialogue capabilities) emphasizes the importance
of designing AI with modular architectures that can integrate multiple functionalities and process heterogeneous data
efficiently.
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6.3.3. Human Digital twin and World Model for Simulation
The integration of human digital twin and world models, particularly video generation models and 3D genera-

tion models, into the biomedical domain holds immense potential [822, 823, 824]. These models can enhance the
understanding of diagnostic and surgical decisions and improve their generalizability from virtual to physical envi-
ronments. Recent advances in medical video generation have expanded to various applications, including simulating
disease progression in X-rays, fundus images, and skin images [822], generating surgical videos [521, 825], and cre-
ating text-to-video simulation for diverse medical imaging modalities [823, 826]. The application of these medical
video generation models has the potential to improve how we build EmAI in healthcare, though it is important to be
aware of its current limitations. First, the availability of trainable medical video datasets is limited, which constrains
the diversity and robustness of these models [822, 827]. Second, the simulated videos generated by current models
may lack reliability in corner cases, and generating long videos remains computationally intensive [825]. Moreover,
the inclusion of multi-view or 3D spatial-temporal information [828, 829, 830] is essential for applications like sur-
gical operations, yet most existing models are limited to 2D video generation. In the future, it would be important to
build customized 3D simulators and world models in various medical application scenarios [831, 767, 832].

6.3.4. Stronger Generalization Capabilities
The future of EmAI in healthcare lies in its potential to seamlessly integrate physical and AI capabilities, trans-

forming the way healthcare systems interact with patients and their environments. Currently, most research in this field
has focused on discrete applications—such as robotic-assisted surgery or rehabilitation—yet the broader frontier is in
developing EmAI for more generalized settings. To this end, the exploration of spatial intelligence, multi-modality
foundational models, large language models, world models, and physical AI is crucial [352]. Additionally, evolution-
ary algorithms that autonomously tune hyperparameters and support continuous learning also help models to evolve
and better adapt post-deployment in diverse environments.

6.4. Human-Machine Interaction

6.4.1. User Training and Education
The introduction of EmAI into healthcare settings necessitates significant user training and education to ensure

that healthcare providers can effectively interact with and leverage these technologies [833]. Training programs must
be developed to cater to a diverse range of skills and familiarity with technology among healthcare workers. These
programs should focus on the operational aspects of the technology, as well as on understanding the AI’s decision-
making process, to build trust and confidence in AI systems [834]. Furthermore, continuous education needs to
be provided to keep pace with the rapid evolution of AI technologies, ensuring that clinicians remain competent in
utilizing these advanced tools.

6.4.2. Workflow Integration
Integrating EmAI systems into existing healthcare workflows presents its own set of challenges. These systems

must be designed to complement and enhance existing healthcare practices without causing disruption [835, 836].
For instance, EmAI tools such as robotic assistants, smart prosthetics, and augmented reality systems for surgery or
patient care need to be seamlessly integrated into hospital routines. This integration requires careful planning and
adjustment of clinical pathways, involving both the redesign of physical spaces and the modification of procedural
protocols to accommodate the new technologies. The goal is to ensure that these AI systems improve efficiency and
patient outcomes without adding unnecessary complexity to the clinicians’ workload.

6.5. Economic and Social Impact

6.5.1. Cost-Benefit Analysis
Implementing EmAI technologies in underdeveloped areas involves significant costs, including the initial invest-

ment in technology, ongoing maintenance, and training of clinicians to use these systems effectively [837]. However,
the benefits can be substantial, potentially transforming healthcare delivery by providing sophisticated diagnostic
tools, telemedicine capabilities, and robotic assistance in regions where clinicians are scarce. A detailed cost-benefit
analysis must consider the long-term savings in healthcare costs due to improved disease prevention, diagnostic accu-
racy, and treatment outcomes. This analysis should also evaluate how these technologies can extend healthcare reach,
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reduce the burden on understaffed clinics, and improve patient care in remote areas. The ultimate goal is to determine
whether the high initial costs are justified by the anticipated improvements in healthcare quality and accessibility.

6.5.2. Social Resource Allocation
The introduction of EmAI in underdeveloped regions also poses questions about the allocation of social resources.

Decisions need to be made about how to distribute limited resources—whether to invest in advanced AI technologies
or to allocate funds to more basic healthcare needs like vaccinations and clean water. This becomes a complex issue of
prioritization, where the potential long-term benefits of AI must be weighed against immediate healthcare necessities.
It is crucial to engage community stakeholders in these decisions to ensure that the allocation of resources aligns with
the actual needs and priorities of the community. Moreover, policymakers must consider how these investments in
AI technology might affect social equity, ensuring that these innovations do not widen health disparities but instead
contribute to more equitable healthcare outcomes [838].

7. Conclusion

Embodied AI (EmAI) for healthcare represents a transformative paradigm, integrating artificial intelligence with phys-
ical systems to deliver personalized, scalable, and adaptive solutions across diverse medical domains. By combining
capabilities in perception, action, decision-making, and memory, EmAI systems have emerged as robotic clinical as-
sistants, companion caregivers, autonomous diagnostic tools, and biomedical researchers, demonstrating significant
potential to improve patient outcomes, reduce the burden on healthcare providers, and enhance access to medical ser-
vices. We have also explored the intelligent levels of EmAI systems, highlighting that their development remains in its
early stages while providing guidance for future advancements. However, the field still faces substantial challenges,
including concerns around data privacy, system reliability, ethical considerations, limited application scope, and the
complexities of integration into existing clinical workflows. Future research should focus on addressing these chal-
lenges while advancing multimodal sensing, human-AI interaction, and adaptive learning capabilities to ensure safe
and effective deployment in real-world settings. Despite its infancy, EmAI holds great promise to transform healthcare
by overcoming technical and ethical barriers, ultimately enhancing patient care and advancing healthcare systems.
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[76] Gaby Odekerken-Schröder, Cristina Mele, Tiziana Russo-Spena, Dominik Mahr, and Andrea Ruggiero. Mitigating loneliness with com-
panion robots in the covid-19 pandemic and beyond: an integrative framework and research agenda. Journal of Service Management,
31(6):1149–1162, 2020.

[77] Septimiu E Salcudean, Hamid Moradi, David G Black, and Nassir Navab. Robot-assisted medical imaging: A review. Proceedings of the
IEEE, 110(7):951–967, 2022.

[78] Yuan Bi, Zhongliang Jiang, Felix Duelmer, Dianye Huang, and Nassir Navab. Machine learning in robotic ultrasound imaging: Challenges
and perspectives. Annual Review of Control, Robotics, and Autonomous Systems, 7, 2024.

[79] Min Hun Lee, Daniel P Siewiorek, Asim Smailagic, Alexandre Bernardino, and Sergi Bermúdez i Badia. Enabling ai and robotic coaches
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[146] Mehmet Ozgur Turkoglu, Alexander Becker, Hüseyin Anil Gündüz, Mina Rezaei, Bernd Bischl, Rodrigo Caye Daudt, Stefano D’Aronco,
Jan Wegner, and Konrad Schindler. Film-ensemble: Probabilistic deep learning via feature-wise linear modulation. Advances in neural
information processing systems, 35:22229–22242, 2022.

[147] Bingyu Li, Da Zhang, Zhiyuan Zhao, Junyu Gao, and Xuelong Li. Stitchfusion: Weaving any visual modalities to enhance multimodal
semantic segmentation. ArXiv, abs/2408.01343, 2024.

[148] Chao Jia, Yinfei Yang, Ye Xia, Yi-Ting Chen, Zarana Parekh, Hieu Pham, Quoc Le, Yun-Hsuan Sung, Zhen Li, and Tom Duerig. Scaling
up visual and vision-language representation learning with noisy text supervision. In International conference on machine learning, pages
4904–4916. PMLR, 2021.

[149] Zhixiong Nan, Jizhi Peng, Jingjing Jiang, Hui Chen, Ben Yang, Jingmin Xin, and Nanning Zheng. A joint object detection and semantic
segmentation model with cross-attention and inner-attention mechanisms. Neurocomputing, 463:212–225, 2021.

[150] Yunze Liu, Qingnan Fan, Shanghang Zhang, Hao Dong, Thomas Funkhouser, and Li Yi. Contrastive multimodal fusion with tupleinfonce.
In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision, pages 754–763, 2021.

[151] Jinghui Liu, Daniel Capurro, Anthony Nguyen, and Karin Verspoor. Attention-based multimodal fusion with contrast for robust clinical
prediction in the face of missing modalities. Journal of Biomedical Informatics, 145:104466, 2023.

[152] Liu Yang, Zhenjie Wu, Junkun Hong, and Jun Long. Mcl: A contrastive learning method for multimodal data fusion in violence detection.
IEEE Signal Processing Letters, 30:408–412, 2022.

[153] Jiehao Tang, Zhuang Ma, Kaiyu Gan, Jianhua Zhang, and Zhong Yin. Hierarchical multimodal-fusion of physiological signals for emotion
recognition with scenario adaption and contrastive alignment. Information Fusion, 103:102129, 2024.

[154] Alec Radford, Jong Wook Kim, Chris Hallacy, Aditya Ramesh, Gabriel Goh, Sandhini Agarwal, Girish Sastry, Amanda Askell, Pamela
Mishkin, Jack Clark, Gretchen Krueger, and Ilya Sutskever. Learning transferable visual models from natural language supervision, 2021.

[155] Bin Zhu, Bin Lin, Munan Ning, Yang Yan, Jiaxi Cui, HongFa Wang, Yatian Pang, Wenhao Jiang, Junwu Zhang, Zongwei Li, et al. Lan-
guagebind: Extending video-language pretraining to n-modality by language-based semantic alignment. arXiv preprint arXiv:2310.01852,
2023.

[156] Yun-Da Tsai, Ting-Yu Yen, Pei-Fu Guo, Zhe-Yan Li, and Shou-De Lin. Text-centric alignment for multi-modality learning. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2402.08086, 2024.

[157] Hangbo Bao, Wenhui Wang, Li Dong, Qiang Liu, Owais Khan Mohammed, Kriti Aggarwal, Subhojit Som, Songhao Piao, and Furu
Wei. Vlmo: Unified vision-language pre-training with mixture-of-modality-experts. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems,
35:32897–32912, 2022.

[158] Alec Radford, Jong Wook Kim, Chris Hallacy, Aditya Ramesh, Gabriel Goh, Sandhini Agarwal, Girish Sastry, Amanda Askell, Pamela
Mishkin, Jack Clark, et al. Learning transferable visual models from natural language supervision. In International conference on machine
learning, pages 8748–8763. PMLR, 2021.

[159] Zekun Wang, Wenhui Wang, Haichao Zhu, Ming Liu, Bing Qin, and Furu Wei. Distilled dual-encoder model for vision-language under-
standing. arXiv preprint arXiv:2112.08723, 2021.

[160] Alireza Salemi, Juan Altmayer Pizzorno, and Hamed Zamani. A symmetric dual encoding dense retrieval framework for knowledge-
intensive visual question answering. In Proceedings of the 46th International ACM SIGIR Conference on Research and Development in
Information Retrieval, pages 110–120, 2023.

[161] Xiaoze Jiang, Jing Yu, Zengchang Qin, Yingying Zhuang, Xingxing Zhang, Yue Hu, and Qi Wu. Dualvd: An adaptive dual encoding

34



REFERENCES REFERENCES

model for deep visual understanding in visual dialogue. In Proceedings of the AAAI conference on artificial intelligence, volume 34, pages
11125–11132, 2020.
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[383] Surya Roca, Manuel Hernández, Jorge Sancho, José Garcı́a, and Álvaro Alesanco. Virtual assistant prototype for managing medication
using messaging platforms. In XV Mediterranean Conference on Medical and Biological Engineering and Computing–MEDICON 2019:
Proceedings of MEDICON 2019, September 26-28, 2019, Coimbra, Portugal, pages 954–961. Springer, 2020.

[384] DP Nivedhitha, G Madhumitha, J Janani Sri, S Jayashree, J Surya, and DM Divya. Conversational ai for healthcare to improve member
efficiency. In 2024 International Conference on Science Technology Engineering and Management (ICSTEM), pages 1–6. IEEE, 2024.

[385] Madison Milne-Ives, Caroline de Cock, Ernest Lim, Melissa Harper Shehadeh, Nick de Pennington, Guy Mole, Eduardo Normando, Edward
Meinert, et al. The effectiveness of artificial intelligence conversational agents in health care: systematic review. Journal of medical Internet
research, 22(10):e20346, 2020.

[386] S Suganyadevi, V Seethalakshmi, and Krishnasamy Balasamy. A review on deep learning in medical image analysis. International Journal
of Multimedia Information Retrieval, 11(1):19–38, 2022.

[387] Charnpreet Kaur and Urvashi Garg. Artificial intelligence techniques for cancer detection in medical image processing: A review. Materials
Today: Proceedings, 81:806–809, 2023.

[388] Jinhong Wang, Jintai Chen, Danny Chen, and Jian Wu. LKM-UNet: Large kernel vision mamba unet for medical image segmentation. In
International Conference on Medical Image Computing and Computer-Assisted Intervention, pages 360–370. Springer, 2024.

[389] Ikjong Park, Hong Kyun Kim, Wan Kyun Chung, and Keehoon Kim. Deep learning based real-time oct image segmentation and correction
for robotic needle insertion systems. IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, 5(3):4517–4524, 2020.

[390] Tamas Haidegger, Stefanie Speidel, Danail Stoyanov, and Richard M Satava. Robot-assisted minimally invasive surgery—surgical robotics
in the data age. Proceedings of the IEEE, 110(7):835–846, 2022.

[391] Ciro Mennella, Umberto Maniscalco, Giuseppe De Pietro, and Massimo Esposito. Ethical and regulatory challenges of ai technologies in
healthcare: A narrative review. Heliyon, 2024.

[392] Ajmal Zemmar, Andres M Lozano, and Bradley J Nelson. The rise of robots in surgical environments during covid-19. Nature Machine
Intelligence, 2(10):566–572, 2020.

[393] Muhammad Iftikhar, Muhammad Saqib, Muhammad Zareen, and Hassan Mumtaz. Artificial intelligence: revolutionizing robotic surgery.
Annals of Medicine and Surgery, 86(9):5401–5409, 2024.

[394] Sandro Ferrari, E. Tagliabue, B. Maris, and P. Fiorini. Autonomous robotic system for breast biopsy with deformation compensation. IEEE
Robotics and Automation Letters, 8:1215–1222, 2023.

[395] Hideki Ujiie, R. Chiba, Aogu Yamaguchi, Shunsuke Nomura, H. Shiiya, Aki Fujiwara-Kuroda, K. Kaga, C. Eitel, T. Clapp, and Tatsuya
Kato. Developing a virtual reality simulation system for preoperative planning of robotic-assisted thoracic surgery. Journal of Clinical
Medicine, 13, 2024.

[396] S. Park, Ki-Yoon Kim, Y. Kim, and W. Hyung. Patient-specific virtual three-dimensional surgical navigation for gastric cancer surgery: A
prospective study for preoperative planning and intraoperative guidance. Frontiers in Oncology, 13, 2023.

[397] Labeeqa Khizir, Vineet Bhandari, Srivarsha Kaloth, John Pfail, Benjamin Lichtbroun, Naveena Yanamala, and Sammy E Elsamra. From
diagnosis to precision surgery: The transformative role of artificial intelligence in urologic imaging. Journal of Endourology, 38(8):824–835,
2024.

[398] Gang Li, Niravkumar A. Patel, E. Burdette, J. Pilitsis, Hao Su, and G. Fischer. A fully actuated robotic assistant for mri-guided precision
conformal ablation of brain tumors. IEEE/ASME Transactions on Mechatronics, 26:255–266, 2021.

[399] Fabio Müller, S. Roner, Florentin Liebmann, J. Spirig, P. Fürnstahl, and M. Farshad. Augmented reality navigation for spinal pedicle screw
instrumentation using intraoperative 3d imaging. The spine journal : official journal of the North American Spine Society, 2020.

[400] Yutaka Okagawa, Seiichiro Abe, Masayoshi Yamada, Ichiro Oda, and Yutaka Saito. Artificial intelligence in endoscopy. Digestive Diseases
and Sciences, 67(5):1553–1572, 2022.

[401] Lianlian Wu, Ming Xu, Xiaoda Jiang, Xinqi He, Heng Zhang, Yaowei Ai, Qiaoyun Tong, Peihua Lv, Bin Lu, Mingwen Guo, et al. Real-
time artificial intelligence for detecting focal lesions and diagnosing neoplasms of the stomach by white-light endoscopy (with videos).
Gastrointestinal Endoscopy, 95(2):269–280, 2022.

[402] Ji Woong Kim, Changyan He, Muller Urias, Peter Gehlbach, Gregory D Hager, Iulian Iordachita, and Marin Kobilarov. Autonomously
navigating a surgical tool inside the eye by learning from demonstration. In 2020 IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation

42



REFERENCES REFERENCES

(ICRA), pages 7351–7357. IEEE, 2020.
[403] Ziyang Chen, Ke Fan, Laura Cruciani, Matteo Fontana, Lorenzo Muraglia, Francesco Ceci, Laura Travaini, Giancarlo Ferrigno, and Elena

De Momi. Toward human-out-of-the loop endoscope navigation based on context awareness for enhanced autonomy in robotic surgery.
IEEE Transactions on Medical Robotics and Bionics, 2024.

[404] Xin Ma, Chengzhi Song, Philip Waiyan Chiu, and Zheng Li. Autonomous flexible endoscope for minimally invasive surgery with enhanced
safety. IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, 4(3):2607–2613, 2019.

[405] Ishita Barua, Daniela Guerrero Vinsard, Henriette C Jodal, Magnus Løberg, Mette Kalager, Øyvind Holme, Masashi Misawa, Michael Bret-
thauer, and Yuichi Mori. Artificial intelligence for polyp detection during colonoscopy: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Endoscopy,
53(03):277–284, 2021.

[406] Mojtaba Akbari, Jay Carriere, Ron Sloboda, Tyler Meyer, Nawaid Usmani, Siraj Husain, and Mahdi Tavakoli. Robot-assisted breast
ultrasound scanning using geometrical analysis of the seroma and image segmentation. In 2021 IEEE/RSJ International Conference on
Intelligent Robots and Systems (IROS), pages 3784–3791. IEEE, 2021.

[407] Ziwen Wang, Yingying Han, Baoliang Zhao, Haiqin Xie, Liang Yao, Bing Li, Max Q-H Meng, and Ying Hu. Autonomous robotic system
for carotid artery ultrasound scanning with visual servo navigation. IEEE Transactions on Medical Robotics and Bionics, 2024.
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Tomáš Nekvinda, and András Lőrincz. Ai technologies for machine supervision and help in a rehabilitation scenario. Multimodal Technolo-
gies and Interaction, 6(7):48, 2022.

[539] Kunhao Tang, Ruogu Luo, and Sanhua Zhang. An artificial neural network algorithm for the evaluation of postoperative rehabilitation of
patients. Journal of Healthcare Engineering, 2021(1):3959844, 2021.

[540] Francesco Lanotte, Megan K O’Brien, and Arun Jayaraman. Ai in rehabilitation medicine: Opportunities and challenges. Annals of
Rehabilitation Medicine, 47(6):444, 2023.

[541] Minsu Chang, Tae-Woo Kim, Jaewon Beom, Sunjae Won, and Doyoung Jeon. Ai therapist realizing expert verbal cues for effective robot-
assisted gait training. IEEE Transactions on Neural Systems and Rehabilitation Engineering, 28(12):2805–2815, 2020.

[542] Elsa J Harris, I Khoo, Emel Demircan, et al. A survey of human gait-based artificial intelligence applications. Frontiers in Robotics and AI,
8:749274, 2022.

[543] Debanga Raj Neog, H Pallab Jyoti Dutta, MK Bhuyan, et al. Hand function assessment using computer vision for hand rehabilitation. In
2024 IEEE Conference on Artificial Intelligence (CAI), pages 659–664. IEEE, 2024.

[544] Yating Zhao, Changyong Liang, Zuozuo Gu, Yunjun Zheng, and Qilin Wu. A new design scheme for intelligent upper limb rehabilitation
training robot. International journal of environmental research and public health, 17(8):2948, 2020.

[545] Hassan M Qassim and WZ Wan Hasan. A review on upper limb rehabilitation robots. Applied Sciences, 10(19):6976, 2020.

47



REFERENCES REFERENCES

[546] Yves Zimmermann, Alessandro Forino, Robert Riener, and Marco Hutter. Anyexo: A versatile and dynamic upper-limb rehabilitation robot.
IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, 4(4):3649–3656, 2019.

[547] Sejuti Rahman, Sujan Sarker, AKM Nadimul Haque, Monisha Mushtary Uttsha, Md Fokhrul Islam, and Swakshar Deb. Ai-driven stroke
rehabilitation systems and assessment: A systematic review. IEEE Transactions on Neural Systems and Rehabilitation Engineering, 31:192–
207, 2022.
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[655] Juan Bravo-Arrabal, Manuel Toscano-Moreno, Juan Jesús Fernández-Lozano, Anthony Mandow, Jose Antonio Gomez-Ruiz, and Alfonso
Garcı́a-Cerezo. The internet of cooperative agents architecture (x-ioca) for robots, hybrid sensor networks, and mec centers in complex
environments: A search and rescue case study. Sensors, 21(23):7843, 2021.

[656] Narek Papyan, Michel Kulhandjian, Hovannes Kulhandjian, and Levon Aslanyan. Ai-based drone assisted human rescue in disaster envi-
ronments: Challenges and opportunities. Pattern Recognition and Image Analysis, 34(1):169–186, 2024.

[657] Rakshana Ismail and Senthil Muthukumaraswamy. Military reconnaissance and rescue robot with real-time object detection. In Intelligent
Manufacturing and Energy Sustainability: Proceedings of ICIMES 2020, pages 637–648. Springer, 2021.

[658] Laura Smith, J Chase Kew, Xue Bin Peng, Sehoon Ha, Jie Tan, and Sergey Levine. Legged robots that keep on learning: Fine-tuning
locomotion policies in the real world. In 2022 International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), pages 1593–1599. IEEE,
2022.

[659] Yiyu Chen and Quan Nguyen. Learning agile locomotion and adaptive behaviors via rl-augmented mpc. In 2024 IEEE International
Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), pages 11436–11442. IEEE, 2024.

[660] Rafia Alif Bindu, Asif Ahmed Neloy, Sazid Alam, and Shahnewaz Siddique. 3-survivor: a rough terrain negotiable teleoperated mobile
rescue robot with passive control mechanism. arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.05224, 2020.

[661] Rafia Alif Bindu, Asif Ahmed Neloy, Sazid Alam, Nusrat Jahan Moni, and Shahnewaz Siddique. Sigma-3: Integration and analysis of a 6
dof robotic arm configuration in a rescue robot. In 2019 4th International Conference on Robotics and Automation Engineering (ICRAE),
pages 6–11. IEEE, 2019.

[662] Seongil Hong, Gyuhyun Park, Youngwoo Lee, Wonsuk Lee, Byunghun Choi, Okkee Sim, and Jun-Ho Oh. Development of a tele-operated

51



REFERENCES REFERENCES

rescue robot for a disaster response. International Journal of Humanoid Robotics, 15(04):1850008, 2018.
[663] Christyan Cruz Ulloa, David Domı́nguez, Antonio Barrientos, and Jaime del Cerro. Design and mixed-reality teleoperation of a quadruped-

manipulator robot for sar tasks. In Climbing and Walking Robots Conference, pages 181–194. Springer, 2022.
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