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Abstract

Robots have been successfully used to perform tasks with
high precision. In real-world environments with sparse re-
wards and multiple goals, learning is still a major challenge
and Reinforcement Learning (RL) algorithms fail to learn
good policies. Training in simulation environments and then
fine-tuning in the real world is a common approach. How-
ever, adapting to the real-world setting is a challenge. In this
paper, we present a method named Ready for Production
Hierarchical RL (ReProHRL) that divides tasks with hierar-
chical multi-goal navigation guided by reinforcement learn-
ing. We also use object detectors as a pre-processing step to
learn multi-goal navigation and transfer it to the real world.
Empirical results show that the proposed ReProHRL method
outperforms the state-of-the-art baseline in simulation and
real-world environments in terms of both training time and
performance. Although both methods achieve a 100% success
rate in a simple environment for single goal-based navigation,
in a more complex environment and multi-goal setting, the
proposed method outperforms the baseline by 18% and 5%,
respectively. For the real-world implementation and proof of
concept demonstration, we deploy the proposed method on a
nano-drone named Crazyflie with a front camera to perform
multi-goal navigation experiments.

Introduction
Reinforcement Learning (RL) is a popular method used for
a variety of applications like robotics, autonomous naviga-
tion, games, energy management, and so on. Autonomous
drone navigation is one such widely used application that
enables many capabilities like search and rescue (Zulu-
aga et al. 2018), gas leakage detection (Duisterhof et al.
2021b), etc. Despite achieving great success in such appli-
cations, training the agent is a compute-intensive and time-
consuming process because of the large amount of trial
and error required to learn new policies. Recent works in
Sim2Real (Truong, Chernova, and Batra 2021; Zhang et al.
2021, 2020) have shown promising results in learning nav-
igation and manipulation policies where the Reinforcement
learning based policy is trained in simulators and then trans-
ferred to real-world environments. However, such Sim2Real
adaptation is still not trivial due to the lack of high-fidelity
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replication of real-world scenes and the imprecise simula-
tion models.

With progress in computer vision research, Unmanned
Aerial Vehicles (UAVs) with computer vision capabilities
have gained a lot of interest (Duisterhof et al. 2021a; Navardi
et al. 2022b). UAVs equipped with high-resolution cam-
eras can be used in real-world environments for a number
of applications like transportation systems, search and res-
cue, agricultural and land surveys, safety, etc. Recent pro-
posals such as You Only Look Once (YOLO) (Benjumea
et al. 2021) have achieved efficient and fast object detection
by obtaining cost-free region proposals sharing full-image
convolutional features with the detection network. One of
the advantages of using YOLO-based object detection is the
availability of pre-trained models trained on millions of real-
world images. Only minimal fine-tuning is necessary to fit
the model to different use cases.

Training in simulation and deploying in the real world,
usually called Sim2Real (Doersch and Zisserman 2019), is a
popular way to deploy such agents in the real-world and pro-
duction environments. A lot of existing work in image-based
robotic navigation tends to use raw images to learn policies,
whether they are in the simulation or the real world. But,
the visual gap between the simulation and the real world
makes Sim2Real deployment challenging. Therefore, it is
important to address this challenge to have a Ready for Pro-
duction (RePro) agent. Another challenge is that real-world
tasks are complex and have longer horizons. But high-level
tasks can be broken down into smaller sub-tasks by lever-
aging the natural hierarchy that exists in most cases. Hier-
archical Reinforcement Learning (HRL) agents are used to
decompose complex tasks into multiple sub-tasks (Prakash
et al. 2021; Li et al. 2020; Staroverov et al. 2020; Prakash
et al. 2022a,b). The agent consists of a high-level policy that
provides a sub-goal and a low-level policy that takes the sub-
goal and performs primitive actions in the environment.

In this paper, we propose a framework named ReProHRL
that trains Ready for Production Hierarchical Reinforcement
Learning agents in simulation which can be easily deployed
in the real world. The ReProHRL agent has a fixed high-
level module that provides sub-goals and a low-level pol-
icy that performs those sub-goals. To address the challenges
of learning with high-dimensional observations like images,
we use an object detection model, YOLO (Benjumea et al.
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2021), to pre-process the raw images. We extract object rep-
resentation in the form of the Bounding box (Bbox) coor-
dinates to improve generalization and for robust sim-to-real
transfer. Few works (Taghibakhshi, Ogden, and West 2021;
Nguyen, Nguyen, and Le 2019a) have explored this idea, but
none have successfully deployed it in a real-world environ-
ment for UAVs in the multi-goal setting. Moreover, we show
that our approach can be generalized to multiple goals. We
one-hot encode the goal vector to represent the goals (skills)
and their relations.

One of the crucial requirements for goal-based navigation
is obstacle avoidance. While other methods exist that use
an image, depth map, or bounding box, we use a lidar sen-
sor(available in the drone) as a laser ranger.

The main contributions of this paper can be summarized
as follows:
• A generalized framework to train hierarchical agents in

simulation and deploy in the real world for a variety of
multi-goal tasks.

• Using YOLOv5 as an object detector to pre-process im-
ages and greatly reduce the state space to RL.

• A low-level policy that is trained to reach goals using the
pre-processed inputs and distance sensors. Additionally,
a controller that switches sub-goals to enable sequential
goal completion in virtual and physical environments.

• A multi-goal simulation environment using Airsim and
unreal engine which enables RL research for deployment
on UAVs.

• Deployment and evaluation of the proposed technique on
a drone named Crazyflie for multi-goal navigation in the
real-world environment.

To evaluate the proposed approach, we measured the
training success rate of the HRL agent by applying the Re-
ProHRL approach in simple and complex environments with
multiple objects. Moreover, we compare the proposed ap-
proach with state-of-the-art works (Navardi et al. 2022a;
Shiri et al. 2022). The experimental results show that the
ReProHRL approach reaches a 100% success rate in differ-
ent environments. We also deploy the proposed approach in
a real-world environment on a drone named Crazyflie (Gier-
nacki et al. 2017).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: First, we
discuss related work, followed by our proposed approach
in Section Proposed Methodology. We show the experimen-
tal setup in detail in Section Experimental Setup. Further in
Section Experimental Results, we discuss our findings based
on experiments before we summarize the proposed work in
Section Conclusion.

Related Work
There is considerable work shown in high-fidelity simulators
for visual navigation in large-scale indoor settings where
control policies are trained for end-to-end navigation. Some
methods try to solve the problem of multi-goal detection and
navigation for complex tasks in the real world. But there are
not many works that use pre-processing on images to solve
the problem of Sim2Real for production in the real world.
We discuss the related work in the following subsections.

  

   

Figure 1: Illustration of Reinforcement Learning process
showing how the agent interacts with the environment to
maximize the reward.

Vision Based Navigation
Existing research in Vision-Based Navigation tends to pass
sensory input into a meaningful state before sending it to
a Reinforcement Learning (RL) agent, with the expecta-
tion that the robot can implicitly learn the navigation prob-
lem through recursive trials. (Zhu et al. 2017) proposed to
solve this problem by finding the similarity between dif-
ferent objects using Siamese Network (Koch 2015). The
work of (Wortsman et al. 2019) incorporated a meta-learning
approach where the agent learns a self-supervised inter-
action loss during inference to avoid collisions. However,
none of these methods use any prior information or seman-
tic context. Moreover, the learned features are expected to
vary with the test setting, thereby limiting the scope of this
method in unseen environments.

There are a few works on autonomous drone navigation
in the real world. In reducing the sim2real gap, the work by
(Allamaa et al. 2022; Osiński et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2022)
shows promising results but requires high-fidelity simulators
and high simulation time. But policies trained in the simu-
lated environment do not generalize well in unknown envi-
ronments. Therefore, purely vision-based navigation seems
to lack in production settings.

Hierarchical Agent
Hierarchical goal-based tasks can be modeled as a Markov
decision process (MDP), consisting of a state-space S, an ac-
tion space A, a reward function r: S × A→R, an initial state
distribution s0, and a transition probability p(st + 1|st, at)
that defines the probability of transitioning from state st and
action at at time t to next state st+ 1. A high-level illustra-
tion of the MDP process is shown in Figure 1.

(Kaelbling 1993) first proposed an algorithm addressing
dynamically changing goals in a multi-goal setting. For each
goal object, the algorithm learned a specific value function
using Q-learning. More recently, (Schaul et al. 2015) pro-
posed Universal Value Function Approximators (UVFA), a
unique policy able to address an infinite number of goals
by concatenating the current state and goal state to feed to
the network. This information could be the textual embed-
ding about the target (Shiri et al. 2022), an image (Fang
et al. 2022), or the position of the goal in the environment
(Schaul et al. 2015).

Multi-goal approaches prove better than simply training
a policy per goal because knowledge can be transferred be-
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Figure 2: Illustration of the architecture for a hierarchical agent used in this work. The High-level controller which acts as a
state machine generates a sub-goal when the agent completes an episode. The Low-level Policy outputs an action at every step
and the agent performs the action in the environment to reach the goals.

tween different goals using off-policy learning. A naive so-
lution to the multi-goal problem would be to concatenate the
state and goal data as a unique input to the network. But this
has proven to not be the best solution as the agent only sees a
small subset of mappings between states and goals (Schaul
et al. 2015). But with reduced state space, such mappings
become easier. With our approach, the state space grows
only by a vector of five values for every object and is easily
transferable to other environments. Thus, allowing us to use
the naive approach of universal Value Function Approxima-
tors (UVFA) (Schaul et al. 2015). The overview of the same
is elaborated in Figures 2 and 3.

Object Detection
Object Detection is used for classifying and localizing ob-
jects in a bounding box. A classifier is prepared by training
on a set of images in all different methods for object detec-
tion. Object detectors are used generally to detect one object
out of all the other objects. The models are then evaluated on
unseen datasets, and the accuracy is measured accordingly.

There are two types of object detectors - namely, region-
based, and region-free methods. Region proposal-based
methods include R-CNN, Faster R-CNN (Ren et al. 2015),
etc., and classification-based methods include YOLO, single
shot detector (SSD) (Liu et al. 2016), etc.

In (Navardi et al. 2022a), our previous work, we used
the DQN agent for single-agent, single-goal navigation. Ob-
ject detection was performed on grayscale images using a
classification-based method - YOLO. In this work, a success
rate of 92% was achieved for navigation towards a single

object in simulation. Similar results were observed in a real-
world environment. This is shown in Figure 6.

Our current work outperforms the previous work owing
to the colored camera. Most importantly, this work differs
from the previous work, as here, the agent learns to navi-
gate towards multiple goals hierarchically, thus showing its
generalization towards multi-goal learning. While object de-
tectors are mainly used to detect objects, they can also be
used for collision avoidance when equipped with the right
sensors (Nguyen, Nguyen, and Le 2019b). But we use four-
point lidar embeddings and equivalent distance sensors in
the real world to get distances from the obstacles in all four
directions (left, right, front, back).

Proposed Methodology
As illustrated in Figures 2 and 3, we design a framework
to train hierarchical agents for multi-goal navigation. The
proposed architecture consists of a high-level controller that
provides sub-goals and a low-level policy that uses pre-
processed inputs and lidar readings to perform these sub-
goals. The proposed architecture is explained in the follow-
ing subsections.

High-level Controller
The High-level controller in our method is used purely to
give sub-goal instructions to the Low-level policy. Although
it can be trained to learn different sequences (Shu, Xiong,
and Socher 2018), we’ve limited the scope of the High-level
controller to provide sub-goals from a fixed sequence and
the current observation.
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Figure 4: Three different examples for state-space showing
values of Boundary box (Bbox) coordinates, goal encoding,
and lidar embedding. The Final vector, state space, is the
concatenated vector of the three vectors.

The High-level controller relies on the current observation
to provide sub-goals to the Low-level planner. The images
captured by the agent in the environment are passed through
an object detector(YOLOv5) to receive the bounding box
coordinates as shown in Figure 2.

In the simulation, we switch sub-goals on the successful
completion of a sub-task. A sub-task is considered success-
ful when the agent reaches the sub-goal within a distance
of 0.1 meters. In a real-world environment, there is no way
of knowing the success distance without sensors. One way
to address this issue is by setting a minimum number of
steps = k by when we know the agent can reach the goal.
This “k" can be found by a trial-and-error method in the real
world.

A more realistic way of deciding this factor is by defining
a precondition based on the size of the image. Since we use
bounding box coordinates, we can use the maximum size
of the Bounding box(Bbox) as the precondition. When the
Bounding box of the goal object reaches a certain size, the
High-level-controller can switch the sub-goal.

The high-level controller uses the latter method to switch
sub-goals. Figure 4 describes some examples of Bounding
box coordinates. Each Bounding box output consists of 4
predictions: x1, y1, x2, y2. The (x1, y1) corresponds to the
x and y coordinates of the top left corner of the rectangle.
The (x2, y2) corresponds to the x and y coordinates of the
bottom right corner of the rectangle. Therefore, width =
(x2 − x1) and height = (y2 − y1). In our experiments,
the agent is closest to the objects when either the height or
width of the bounding box coordinate is at least 70% of the
whole frame’s height and weight respectively. In both sim-
ulation and real-world environments, the agent operates on
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Figure 5: Simple and complex environments for both simulation and real-world environments. The simple environment com-
prises the multi-goal objects and the UAV. The complex environment has additional obstacles that need to be avoided by the
agent while navigating the environment.

constraints of a maximum number of steps = 50 to reach
the sub-goal. As illustrated in Figures 2 and 3, we design
a DQN-based deep learning model for the goal-dependent
navigation task. The model takes the goal as part of the in-
put and enables the agent to learn a series of different goals
jointly. The proposed approach is also used to go to a se-
quence of goals.

Low-level Planner
The architecture for the Low-level planner is shown in Fig-
ure 3 which comprises two modules - an object detection
module and a collision avoidance module. The details of the
object detection module are described as follows:

First, the pre-processing step consists of a YOLOv5
model. The input image from the environment is processed
by the YOLO module to produce outputs in the form of
the Bounding box (Bbox) coordinates of the objects. YOLO
splits the input image into an mxm grid, and each grid gen-
erates b bounding boxes and confidence scores for those
boxes.

Second, outputs from the YOLO model in the form of
BBox coordinates (1x12) are concatenated with the sub-goal
vector(1x3) received from the High-level controller to form
a (1x15) vector for three objects.

In the collision avoidance module, the lidar sensor in the
simulation environment is used to train the DQN agent to
avoid obstacles. This is important because the object de-
tection module only provides details about the goal objects.

This process is represented in Figure 3 in Collision Avoid-
ance Module. The lidar embeddings are then concatenated
with the vector from the object detection module to form the
state space (1x19).

The final state space is the concatenated vector of the
Bounding box coordinates, goal vector, and lidar embed-
dings, which are inputs to the DQN policy. We use Q-
learning as it is more sample-efficient than policy gradient
and Monte Carlo value-based methods. The action space is
right, left, and straight.

Rt =


Rgoal dt ≤ dp
Rcoll do ≤ dq
Rfail step = max_step
0

(1)

We tuned the reward function to learn to navigate to all
three objects. The reward function is shown above where
Rgoal = 2 − 0.2 × (current_step/max_step) is the re-
ward on reaching the target position, Rcoll = −0.5 is a neg-
ative reward when the agent collides with obstacles in the
environment. Rfail = −1.5 is the penalty when the agent can-
not reach the goal object in max_step = 300 and 0 in other
situations. dt is the distance between the goal and the drone
at time t, and do is the distance from the obstacle. dp and dq
are predefined distances used to check if the target is reached
or a collision has occurred.



Figure 6: Success rate result of agent training in an en-
vironment with one object using grayscale (Navardi et al.
2022a) and RGB camera (ReProHRL). The result illustrates
the agent with an RGB camera achieves 100% success rate
in about 20K steps.

Experimental Setup
An overview of our simulation environment, training meth-
ods, and real-world environment will be discussed in this
Section. The performance of the RL agent with the proposed
configuration is tested in both simulation and real-world en-
vironments with different complexities. The air-learning en-
vironment in simple and complex settings is shown in Fig-
ure 5.

Simulation Environment
In this section, we elaborate on our simulation environment.
Our experiments are based on the simulation environment
shown in Figure 5. Air-Learning (Krishnan et al. 2021),
which is based on Airsim is specifically designed for aerial
robotics and autonomous UAVs in 3D environments. It gen-
erates high-fidelity photo-realistic environments with do-
main randomization and flight physics model for the UAVs
to fly in. One of the other advantages of Air-Learning en-
vironment is that it comes with an energy module that can
be used to measure the energy expended by UAVs. This is
especially useful when we transfer the models to resource-
constrained UAVs since they come with a limited amount of
battery. We designed an environment with a 25x15m room
and multiple goals in it. In addition to the environment with
only goal objects, we also evaluate the performance of the
proposed methodology in a complex environment shown in
Figure 5 (2).

Training Details
We first trained YOLOv5 on the training data sampled from
both Air-learning and real-world environments. We sampled
a total of 4k images. Although the pre-trained models can
be used for real-world object detection, to improve the accu-
racy and performance of our model, we manually annotated
the images and trained them on the YOLOv5 model. These
images are trained with YOLOv5s to fit the low-powered

drone. The final map score for YOLOv5s is 0.96 which is
over 0.05 more than when trained with Gray-scale images.

Non-Curriculum Learning
We train the DQN agent to navigate to one or two objects
in both simple and complex environments shown in Fig-
ure 5 (1) and (2) respectively. To determine the performance
of our algorithm compared to the baseline, we train each
agent until we reach a satisfactory success rate using non-
curriculum learning. We randomize the position of the goal
every episode to be anywhere in the arena. The checkpoints
are saved every 10000 steps and we use the last saved check-
point for evaluation and further experiments.

Curriculum Learning
To improve the performance of the DQN agent in a multi-
goal setting, we use a curriculum learning methodology
where the task is progressively made difficult - the agent first
learns to navigate to a single object and then to two objects
and finally three. As seen in Figure 7 (c), the success rate
curve goes up quickly before dropping down since the goal
in the initial steps was to navigate to a single object.

Real-world Deployment
The Crazyflie platform features easily replaceable parts, so
we use Crazyflie to bridge the ‘Sim2Real’ gap and to test
directly in our real-world experiments. Crazyflie weighs 27
grams and has dimensions 92 mm×92 mm×29 mm. Stack-
able chips like AIdeck, a Multi-ranger deck, a location mod-
ule, etc., can be used for additional processing, location, and
other functionalities. The processing is done on an ARM
CortexM4 operating at 160 MHz on an STM32F405 micro-
controller, with 192 KB of SRAM and 1024 KB of flash
memory. We use the same Yolo model which was trained on
different environments for our real-world evaluation.

Deployment of models on UAVs is a challenging task es-
pecially on resource-constrained UAVs since they need to
accomplish the given task with limited energy. Additionally,
onboard memory is scarce (Shiri et al. 2022), and RL models
are computationally intensive. Therefore, we need to design
the models carefully. As the size of the drone decreases, its
battery capacity also decreases, which aggravates the prob-
lems. Therefore, we carefully monitor the energy both in
simulation and real-world environments. We give a higher
penalty to the agent if it fails to complete the task to encour-
age faster task completion. On average, the agent completes
the task under 25 steps in a 15mx25m room operated under
actions of lower time duration.

In the real world, to avoid collisions, we used a multi-
ranger deck, an extension deck for Crazyflie. This gives the
distance from the obstacle to the drone in all four directions,
similar to our lidar readings. In the real world, we performed
experiments in a 5mx5m room similar to our simulation en-
vironment as shown in Figure 5 (3) and (4), simple and com-
plex environments, respectively. The actions and action du-
ration of Crazyflie is tuned for better efficiency in the real
world.
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Figure 7: Success rate achieved by the proposed approach (ReProHRL) in the Air-Learning environments with respect to the
number of episode steps. For the baseline, we used the language-guided approach presented in (Shiri et al. 2022). We reported
results for simple environments with (a) one object, (b) two objects, and (c) three objects. For three objects shown in (c), the
DQN agent trained using curriculum learning shows training for one object for 20K steps, two objects for 70K steps, and finally
for three objects until 150K steps.

Figure 8: Success rate graph for agent trained to navigate to
a single-goal in a complex environment with multiple obsta-
cles that is shown in Figure 5 (2).

Experimental Results
This section discusses the evaluation of the proposed method
on the Air-learning environment, an open-source setting
within the Unreal game engine that enables navigation in
near-photo-realistic indoor scenes and real-world settings.
The performance is evaluated quantitatively in terms of suc-
cess rate - the number of times the agent reaches the goal
over the total number of episodes. For each episode, we ran-
domly initialized the starting location of the agent in the
same simulation environment with a different number of
goals, i.e., one, two, and three in a simple and complex en-
vironment.

Simulation Results
To see how our method compares to state-of-the-art base-
line (Shiri et al. 2022), an ablation study is made between
the two approaches for a different number of goals, i.e.,
one, two goals, and three goals in both simple and com-
plex environments. The baseline is a visual navigation-based

model trained in simple and complex environments. The
baseline (Shiri et al. 2022), one of our previous works en-
codes the goal information that is in the form of English
language instructions into a vector. Therefore, state space
comprises of a goal-state encoding similar to our approach.

The learning curves in Figure 7 show that our approach
obtains better performance than state-of-the-art in most
cases, both in terms of convergence speed and success rate.
For single object navigation, both models performed ex-
ceptionally due to the simpler task.In navigating towards
two goal objects that are selected at random, our approach
reached a convergence to near 100% success rate at 25k
steps, and the baseline failed to reach 100% even after 1
million steps. This shows that our approach performs bet-
ter in multi-goal settings even with a pre-processing step.
Finally, for the three-object navigation setting, our method
reached a 95% success rate in 150k steps. In the complex
setting shown in Figure 5 (2), with our approach, the suc-
cess rate reaches 98% at 100k steps but the stat-of-the-art
baseline reaches only 80% as shown in Figure 8.

The performance could be attributed to our reduced state
space that can capture the navigation-relevant association
between state and goal and encourage cooperation when
training an agent to navigate towards multiple goals.

For single and two-goal navigation settings, we trained
the DQN agent using a non-curriculum approach. But, to im-
prove the training time for navigation in a three-goal setting,
we used a curriculum learning approach where we trained
for one object until the DQN agent learned to navigate to a
single object in 20K steps. Next, we trained the agent for two
goals until 70K steps. It learned quickly for single-object
navigation, but the success rate dropped low when the com-
plexity increased before the agent learned to navigate to all
three objects at 1.5 million steps. The success rate graph in
Figure 7 (c) reflects the same.

All models were trained to reach an acceptable suc-
cess rate. But any training above 1.5 million steps is time-
consuming in high-fidelity simulators. The Success Rate for
all methods is summarized in Table 1.



Methods Number of Goals

Environment
Simple Env Complex Env

Success Rate
(%)

Training time
(steps)

Success Rate
(%)

Training Time
(steps)

Baseline
Single goal 100% 7K 80% 90K
Two goals 95% 25K - -
Three goals - - - -

ReProHRL
Single goal 100% 15K 98% 100K
Two goals 100% 22K - -
Three goals 95% 150K - -

Table 1: Summary of Success rate and Training time comparison between our approach and the baseline (Shiri et al. 2022) all
trained for under 150K steps in Air-learning Environment shows that our approach outperforms the baseline while taking fewer
steps in multi-goal settings.

Performance in Real-world
In (Navardi et al. 2022a), a single object-based navigation
model trained on grayscale images in the simulation was de-
ployed in the real-world environment. It also shows that the
drone reaches the goal as long as it is within a visual dis-
tance from the object. With ReProHRL, the performance of
the YOLO model is better on account of RGB images used
in training. Additionally, the model generalizes well to un-
seen observations, which is vital for the production of RL
algorithms.

Though we observe an improvement in single-goal-based
navigation, both in terms of performance and time, the on-
board energy proves insufficient for multi-goal navigation
as the drone takes around 30 seconds to 1 minute in a
5mx5m room to reach an object. Although the battery lasts
up to 7 minutes on Crazyflie, with the addition of 2 decks
and additional processing, the energy lasts at most for 3
minutes. In high-performance UAVs like DJI-Mavic Pro
(Elkhrachy 2021) that have 15 times more onboard energy
than Crazyflie, this would not be concerning.

Conclusion
In this work, we proposed a Ready for Production Hierarchi-
cal Reinforcement Learning (ReProHRL) agent scheme that
enables the agent to learn the skill of navigating to multiple
goals hierarchically which can be deployed in the real world.
We introduced two components in our architecture: a High-
level controller and a Low-level planner to enhance sequen-
tial goal completion in visual navigation. We validated the
proposed approach by experimenting with navigation tasks
for multi-goal navigation and comparing it with two state-of-
art works. Experimental results in the Air-learning environ-
ment demonstrated the superiority of the proposed architec-
ture, ReProHRL, over existing methods in goal-dependent
navigation tasks. With the proposed approach, we achieved
near 100% success rate in the simple environment, multi-
goal setting as well as the complex environment, single-
goal setting. The latter has 18% improvement over the base-
line (Shiri et al. 2022). These settings resulted in a fast re-
sponse time and adaptation to unseen environments. More-
over, we have evaluated the proposed approach in physical
environments by deploying it on a drone named Crazyflie in

a real room with multi objects.
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