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Abstract

The Situational Instructions Database (SID) addresses the need for enhanced sit-
uational awareness in artificial intelligence (AI) systems operating in dynamic
environments. By integrating detailed scene graphs with dynamically generated,
task-specific instructions, SID provides a novel dataset that allows AI systems to
perform complex, real-world tasks with improved context sensitivity and opera-
tional accuracy. This dataset leverages advanced generative models to simulate a
variety of realistic scenarios based on the 3D Semantic Scene Graphs (3DSSG)
dataset, enriching it with scenario-specific information that details environmental
interactions and tasks. SID facilitates the development of AI applications that
can adapt to new and evolving conditions without extensive retraining, support-
ing research in autonomous technology and AI-driven decision-making processes.
This dataset is instrumental in developing robust, context-aware AI agents capable
of effectively navigating and responding to unpredictable settings. Available for
research and development, SID serves as a critical resource for advancing the capa-
bilities of intelligent systems in complex environments. Dataset available at https:
//github.com/mindgarage/situational-instructions-database.

1 Introduction

Artificial intelligence [12] (AI) systems are increasingly required to understand and interact effec-
tively with dynamic environments in a variety of complex settings. A crucial component of such
capabilities is situational awareness [10], which involves the recognition of environmental elements,
comprehension of their implications, and prediction of their future states. However, most existing
AI datasets do not provide the rich contextual information necessary for effective performance in
dynamic or novel situations.

To address this gap, we introduce the Situational Instructions Database (SID), a novel resource
that combines detailed scene graphs with situational instructions. SID aims to enhance situational
awareness by providing AI systems with data that reflects the complexities of real-world environments
and the tasks that may be performed within them. This integration of scene-specific data with dynamic
task instructions offers significant potential for the development of AI models that can assist users in
real-time by providing contextually relevant guidance based on their immediate surroundings.

The contributions of this work are threefold:

• We propose a novel method for the generation of realistic, varied scenarios applicable to
diverse 3D scenes, using a Large Language Model (LLM).
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• We develop a refined process for the creation of scenario-specific scene graphs. These
graphs are pruned and enhanced based on human feedback to ensure relevance and accuracy.

• We design a multi-agent system employing LLMs to dynamically generate detailed, context-
sensitive task instructions. This system leverages the entire conversation history and the
specificities of the given scenario to provide nuanced and actionable guidance.

These contributions represent a significant advancement in the use of AI for situational understanding
and task execution, providing a robust framework for future research and practical applications in
dynamic environments.

2 Related Work

2.1 Situational Awareness

Situational awareness [10] is a critical capability for intelligent systems [12], comprising three main
components: recognizing objects in the environment, comprehending their meaning, and projecting
their future status. In artificial intelligence (AI), various tasks contribute to these components. Scene
recognition [50] and object detection [55] tasks enable the system to identify the environment and
locate items within it, forming the foundation of situational awareness. Semantic segmentation [13]
provides a pixel-level understanding of the scene, enhancing comprehension by categorizing each
element’s role and context. Scene graph prediction [6] further augments scene understanding by
modeling object relationships, providing a structured environment representation. Temporal ac-
tion detection [14], segmentation [9], and prediction [35] allow the system to understand dynamic
elements and their interactions over time, essential for projecting future states. Furthermore, re-
inforcement learning [41] allows AI systems to make informed decisions and adapt actions based
on their situational understanding, continuously improving as they interact with new information
and dynamic environments. These capabilities collectively enable situational awareness, allowing
systems to operate effectively and safely across various real-world applications. These include critical
operations such as search and rescue missions, disaster response, and surveillance [11, 31]. Intelligent
systems with situational awareness can also assist smart healthcare systems [38], including cognitive
rehabilitation for neurodegenerative conditions [27, 20]. Additionally, they can enhance the safety
and efficiency of autonomous vehicles [15].

2.2 Scene Graphs

Scene graphs enhance situational awareness within artificial intelligence systems by providing a
structured environment representation. These graphs detail the relationships and attributes of objects
within a scene, enabling AI to comprehend complex spatial hierarchies and interactions [18]. This
structural understanding is pivotal for navigation, interaction, and dynamic decision-making tasks
in varied contexts. Scene graph generation involves identifying objects and their attributes in visual
data and establishing relational links critical for accurate scene interpretation and reasoning [21, 51].
For instance, scene graphs help distinguish between static objects like street signs and dynamic
entities like pedestrians in autonomous driving, enhancing the vehicle’s ability to predict potential
hazards and navigate safely [30, 54]. Similarly, scene graphs facilitate more effective interaction
with objects in the environment in robotics by providing detailed contextual information that informs
robotic manipulation tasks [3]. By enabling a deeper understanding of the environmental context,
scene graphs significantly contribute to the development of AI systems capable of executing complex
instructions and adapting to new scenarios with high levels of precision and reliability.

2.3 Generative AI

Advanced generative models, including large language models (LLMs) like GPT-4 [1], LLaMA [43,
2], and Mixtral [16], and vision models such as LLaVA [24, 22, 23], and GPT-4V [29], play a crucial
role in enhancing AI’s ability to understand and interact with dynamic environments. LLMs utilize
zero-shot learning to swiftly adapt to new scenarios without specific prior training, while vision
models process visual data to comprehend the physical world deeply. These capabilities allow AI
systems to generate realistic and varied training datasets, significantly improving their performance
in real-world situational awareness tasks by enabling more accurate predictions and effective actions
across diverse environments.
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2.4 Instruction Tuning

Instructions tuning is the process of fine-tuning LLMs to respond to user instructions [53]. Typically,
pre-trained language models for text generation are further trained on datasets containing instructional
prompts as (INSTRUCTION, OUTPUT) pairs in a supervised manner. This helps align the next-token
prediction behavior of standard LLMs [33, 5] more with user expectations, who want the LLMs to
follow their instructions to perform specific tasks [42, 53]. Instruction tuning on web-scale datasets
like P3 [4], Natural Instructions [28, 46], and Dolly-v2 [8] helps LLMs can follow instructions for
a wide variety of unseen tasks in a zero-shot manner [36, 48, 7, 28]. Domain-specific instructional
datasets, such as biomedical [17, 37] or legal [34, 19] domains, have also been created to help LLMs
perform specialized tasks.

In this context, a “task” refers to what we want the LLM to do, such as answering questions,
summarizing text, or extracting information. This differs from the tasks (or scenarios) for which we
create situational instructions in this work. These are what a user wants to do, as opposed to what the
user wants the LLM to do. To avoid confusion, we will use the word “scenario” to refer to these user
tasks in the rest of the paper. The situational instructions are steps for completing these scenarios, as
opposed to the instructions for the LLMs in instruction tuning datasets. The goal of our SID-Instruct
dataset is to fine-tune an LLM so that it can help users complete different scenarios by providing
instructions based on the user environment.

3 Dataset Construction

This section describes the construction pipeline for the Situational Instructions Database (SID), which
extends the 3D Semantic Scene Graphs (3DSSG) [45] dataset with additional labels for situational
awareness and dynamic task guidance.

The 3DSSG dataset contains semantic scene graphs derived from 1,482 RGB-D scans taken from
the 3RScan dataset [44]. This dataset includes 478 indoor environments captured at various points
in time, allowing a better understanding of how objects and spaces change over time. It categorizes
534 distinct object classes and describes the relationships between various object pairs. Each object
instance also includes a detailed list of 93 unique attributes and 41 types of relationships, providing
detailed insights into the characteristics of objects and their potential interactions within each scene.

Fig. 1 illustrates the SID construction pipeline. The following subsections explain each dataset
component in more detail, including the creation process. This includes scenarios, scenario-specific
scene graphs, task guidance conversations, and situational instructions.

3.1 Scenarios

We define scenarios as situational contexts or tasks that arise in different environments. For each of the
1482 scans in the 3RScan [44] dataset, we rely on the corresponding scene graphs from 3DSSG [45]
to generate possible scenarios in this scene. This is achieved by using an LLM (GPT-3.5-Turbo [52])
initialized with the following system prompt:

Given a list of objects in a real-world environment, you can list scenarios that can
potentially arise in this environment. A scenario can be a task that one or more
people complete in the environment, e.g., "cooking a meal in a kitchen" or "playing
a game in a park." It can also be a situation in the scene, e.g., "a fire breaking
out in a building" or "a storm approaching a beach." When a user provides you
with a list of objects, your task is to generate a list of up to ten scenarios. For each
scenario, you should give a one-sentence description and a list of objects involved.

We receive up to ten scenarios for each scan from the LLM but we only retain the five most diverse
scenarios. This is achieved by using a cosine similarity score obtained from a pretrained CLIP [32]
text encoder and choosing the five scenarios with the least similarity to each other. Fig. 2 shows
the distribution of item names and action verbs in the generated scenario descriptions, highlighting
contextual diversity and action-oriented content.
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Step 2: Instructions GenerationStep 1: Scenario Generation and Scene Graph Pruning

Scenario 1
Description

Scenario 2
Description

Scenario 4
Description

Scenario 5
Description

Scenario 3
Description

Scenario 1
Description

Scenario 2
Description

Scenario 4
Description

Scenario 5
Description

Scenario 3
Description

Human
Evaluator

Step 3: Instructions Summarization
Item 1

Item n

Scenario

Complete
Scene Graph

Scenario
LLM

Summarizer
LLM

QA Session
for Instructions

Conversation
History

Instructions
List

LLM-Pruned
Scene Graph

Refined
Scene Graph

Humanoid
LLM

Oracle
LLM

Scenario

Figure 1: We create the Situational Instructions Database (SID) in three steps: In Step 1, for each
3D scene, we provide the complete ground-truth scene graph to an LLM and ask it to suggest up to
five scenarios that can arise in this scene. In addition, the LLM also suggests a subset of scene graph
nodes (objects) relevant to each suggested scenario. These pruned scene graphs are manually verified
and refined by human evaluators. In Step 2, for each scenario and the corresponding scenario-specific
scene graph, we ask two specialized LLMs, a Humanoid (high temperature, does not know the scene)
and an Oracle (medium temperature, knows the scene) to talk to each other about how to perform this
task in the given scene. This results in a conversation containing a series of questions/answers with
instructions at different levels of detail. Finally, in Step 3, the complete conversation history and the
scenario description are provided to another LLM with a very low temperature, summarizing key
instructions into a step-by-step list.

(a) Training Scenarios (b) Validation Scenarios

Figure 2: Word clouds showing the distribution of nouns and verbs in scenarios in the SID dataset,
highlighting contextual diversity and action-oriented content.

3.2 Scenario-Specific Scene Graphs

With each scenario description, the LLM outputs a list of objects it considers relevant to the task.
This list is a smaller selection of the objects in the complete scene graph of the environment. It is
crucial to get this step right for generating instructions later, so we use human feedback to ensure the
selected subset is accurate. A group of evaluators was shown one scenario at a time and a checklist
of all scene objects. The LLM-selected objects were already pre-checked on this form. Then, the
evaluators were asked to mark the items they thought were relevant or irrelevant to the scenario. The
resulting object lists were used to prune the extra nodes and edges in the scene graph, leaving a
smaller scene graph comprising only scenario-specific information.

Scene Graph Language. We encode our scene graphs into a text-based format before providing them
to an LLM. A sentence in this language describes one scene graph, and it is made up of two types
of tokens, obj- for objects and rel- for relationships. The object tokens include names, instance
IDs, and attributes of the objects. The relationship tokens include the subject, object, and relationship
predicate. The complete sentence looks as follows:
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obj-<label>-<id>:[<attr1>,<attr2>,...]; ...;
rel-<id>:(<subject>-<id>,<predicate>,<object>-<id>); ...;

This compact format allows us to fit the entire scene graph in the LLM context length, which is then
used conversationally to generate situational instructions in the next step.

3D Point Cloud Scenario-Specific GraphComplete Scene Graph plant

plant
floor

plant

right
left

standing on
standing on

standing
on

Scenario: Watering Plants

LLM               Human Evaluator        

Figure 3: Scenario-specific scene graphs are created for each of the 3D point cloud from RGB-D
scans in 3RScan dataset [44] using the corresponding scene graphs provided in 3DSSG [45]. An LLM
provides a preliminary list of scenario-related graph nodes, which are then validated and optionally
refined by a human annotator.

3.3 Situational Instructions

In this step, we use a multi-agent LLM system to generate detailed step-by-step instructions for
completing scenarios. This is illustrated in Steps 2 and 3 in Fig. 1. The system comprises three
agents: Humanoid, Oracle, and Summarizer. These specialized LLMs interact in a conversational
setup with the following configuration:

Humanoid: This LLM agent acts as a robotic humanoid that wants to perform different tasks in a
novel environment. It does not have any scene-understanding capabilities. However, it can verbally
communicate with other agents by asking questions that help it complete its goal of completing
the given task. The robot has analytical capabilities, allowing it to ask pointed questions about the
instructions received and whether they are incomplete, contradictory, or irrelevant to the task. It can
also think of multiple possibilities while following the received instructions and asking for further
clarifications. This behavior is achieved through a specialized system prompt and high temperature.
The Humanoid initiates the conversation for each new scenario and decides when to stop it. The
conversation stops only when it is satisfied that it has all the information it needs to complete the task.
To prevent the conversation from going on indefinitely, we also set a maximum cap on the number of
follow-up questions the Humanoid can ask.

Oracle: This omnipotent LLM agent understands the 3D environment currently occupied by the
Humanoid. Its job is to help the Humanoid complete its task, and it has access to the scenario-specific
scene graph of the environment. When asked a question, the Oracle provides actionable steps the
Humanoid can take to achieve its goal in the environment. When answering questions, the Oracle
uses a medium temperature value. It relies on the available scene graph and its general knowledge
about similar environments and tasks. This compensates for potentially incomplete information in
the scene graph while minimizing assumptions about the 3D scene to avoid hallucinated instructions.

Summarizer: Once the Humanoid is satisfied, the entire conversation history is passed to the
Summarizer. This LLM reads the whole conversation and creates a final list of instructions. This list
contains the refined version of the steps, including any revisions and clarifications made during the
conversation, to complete the original task. The steps are also re-arranged in a chronological sequence
if required. This LLM is aware of both the scene graph and the scenario. It uses this information to
also correct any potential hallucinations, or remove instructions that are not required for completing
the task. Summarizer has a very low temperature to limit creativity and encourage factual summaries.

We employ several specific prompt engineering techniques to enhance the quality and coherence of
the generated instructions. To achieve specialized behavior for different LLMs in our setup, we use
role-based prompting [47]. Each agent has specific roles defined in their system prompts to ensure
they perform their tasks accurately. The Oracle benefits from generated knowledge prompting [25]
in the form of scenario-specific scene graphs to provide contextual responses [26, 40], enabling
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situational awareness. The conversational nature of Humanoid-Oracle interaction in the environment,
and pointed questions from the Humanoid provide linguistic feedback to the Oracle, prompting
reflection [39]. When deciding which questions to ask to achieve its objective of completing a specific
task, the Humanoid is also encouraged to self-reflect. Generating situational instructions is a complex
task, and our use of multiple, specialized LLM agents constitutes a form of prompt chaining [49]
where we break the complex task into smaller parts. These techniques are integrated into the LLM
agent-based data generation pipeline to ensure the generated instructions are detailed, accurate, and
contextually appropriate. We provide complete system prompts for each LLM agent in the appendix.

For each scenario in the dataset, we run this pipeline to generate situational instructions grounded in
real-world 3D scenes. We save these instructions along with the conversation history in our dataset.
We split the dataset by using 80% of the 3D scans for training, and the remaining data for testing.
This is detailed in Tab. 1.

Table 1: SID Splits. We split the data by using 80% of the 3D scenes for training, and the rest for
testing. The number of pruned graphs, conversations, and instruction sets is the same as the number
of scenarios.

Training Testing Total

Scans 1185 297 1482
Scenarios 5519 1408 6927

3.4 Situational Instructions from Images

Our data generation pipeline is designed for generating instructions from scene graph inputs. However,
most real-world applications use images as input. By using a scene graph prediction network [21, 51]
as an adapter, our pipeline can be seamlessly extended to real-world applications. It is also possible to
use Vision-Language Models (VLMs), such as GPT-4V [29] or LLaVA [24, 22, 23], to predict scene
graphs for any input image in a zero-shot manner. We demonstrate two examples of this with GPT-4V
in Figs. 5 and 6 in Sec. 5, where we use image inputs to provide more interpretable examples.

4 SID for Instruction Tuning

We construct the SID-Instruct dataset to use the situational instructions generated in previous sections.
This dataset transforms different ground-truth labels from previous steps (scenarios, pruned scene
graphs, conversations, task instructions) into instructional prompts as shown in Fig. 4.

Instructions Tuning Samples

Input: Given the scene graph ,
which objects do I not need
for the task ?

Output: [List of object names]

Input: Given the scene , what
steps do I need to perform
to do ?

Output: [Step-by-step instructions]

Input: Given the scene graph ,
prune it to get a specialized
graph for the scenario .

Output: 

Input: Given the scene graph ,
which objects do I need to
perform the task ?

Output: [List of object names]

Input: Given an indoor scene compri-
sing [objects], which items
are required for doing ?

Output: [List of object names]

Input: Given an indoor scene with
[objects], which objects are
irrelevant for scenario ?

Output: [List of object names]

Input: In the scene , do I need
the object [name] to complete
the task ?

Output: Yes or No

Input: How do I perform the task 
in a real-world scene, given
a partial scene graph ?

Output: [Step-by-step instructions]

Input: Given , I want to . What
steps should I follow?

Output: [Instructions]
Input: Follow-up question (e.g., can

you explain step 3 in detail?)
Output: [Clarification]
Input: ...
Output: ...
Input: Thank you. I think I have all the

information.
Output: Great! To summarize, to do ,

you can follow the following:
 [Step-by-step instructions]

Robot-Oracle
Conversation

Step-by-Step
Instructions

Scene-Graph
Pruning (Positive)

Scene-Graph
Pruning (Negative)

Figure 4: SID-Instruct Dataset. We create an instruction- tuning variant of SID for fine-tuning
LLMs for situational awareness.
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This dataset can be used for fine-tuning standard LLMs for situational awareness tasks. SID-Instruct
contains 95.2 million tokens in total. Table 2 shows further dataset statistics. Due to expensive
computational requirements, we leave the actual fine-tuning of LLMs to future work.

Table 2: SID-Instruct Statistics.
Training Testing Total

Instructions 131.2k 32.6k 163.8k
Input Tokens 71.8M 17.0M 88.9M
Output Tokens 5.1M 1.2M 6.3M
Total Tokens 76.9M 18.3M 95.2M

5 Qualitative Ablations

To understand the contribution of each component in our dataset generation pipeline, we conduct
several qualitative ablation studies by removing or modifying individual components and empirically
observing the quality of generated data.

Scenario-Specific GraphComplete Scene Graph

Hello, I would like to know the instructions for the scenario: cutting bread

1. Open the wooden cabinet.
2.  Take the glass jar from

shelf-2.
3.  Take the cup-shaped glass

bowl. 
4. Take the colored ceramic

mug.
5.  Take the glass French

press.
6.  Place all items on

countertop for easy access
while chopping bread. 

Why do I need all these things
for  cutting bread? 

1. Take the wooden cutting
board with a rustic design
and a hanging handle near
the wall. 

2. Place the board on a flat
surface. 

3. Take the bread that you
want to chop. 

4. Use a knife or any suitable
tool to chop the bread on
the cutting board. 

1. Open the wooden cabinet
to access the shelves inside. 

2. Take out the cutting board
hanging above the
countertop. 

3. Place the cutting board on a
stable surface, like a table or
countertop. 

4. Get a loaf of bread and
place it on the cutting board.

5. Use a knife to slice the
bread into desired pieces. 

LLM               Human Evaluator        

wallcutting-board-1

near
wooden

rustic

hanging
handle

countertop-1

marble

ab
ove

cabinet-1shelf-1 inside inside
shelf-2

wooden wooden

wallcutting-
board-1

near
wooden

rustic

hanging
handle

countertop-1

marble

ab
ove

esspresso-
machine-1

kettle-1

toaster-1

silver

stainless
steel

red knobs

french-press-1

glass

pot-like
container-1

steel
plunger

inside

above
on

on

on

potted-plant

mugs-multiple

jars-multiple

glass

light-ceramic

near

near

on

Figure 5: Impact of Scenario-Specific Scene Graphs. We use GPT-4V to create a scene graph for a
kitchen image. Giving the full scene graph to GPT-3.5-Turbo, the initial instructions it generates for
“cutting bread” talk about irrelevant things (red). The LLM corrects itself only after the user asks for
an explanation in a subsequent message. In comparison, if only the scenario-specific scene graph is
provided, the LLM can produce significantly better instructions in the first attempt.

Impact of Scenario-Specific Scene Graphs. In Fig. 5, we study the impact of scenario-specific
graphs on the quality of generated instructions. As shown in the figure, the output contains completely
irrelevant steps when given the complete scene graph. This indicates that superfluous information
in the context is detrimental to the output quality. This is validated by the improved quality of the
generated instructions when the context is restricted to only include scenario-relevant information.

Impact of Conversational Generation. As shown in Fig. 5, despite outputting wrong instructions
initially, the LLM is able to self-correct after feedback in the next user message. This is because of
reflection, as discussed earlier [39]. This behavior illustrates the importance of a dialog-based setup
for generating instructions. In addition to reducing wrong instructions, the QA session also helps
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refine the granularity of instructions and provides missing steps. To benefit from this setup while
avoiding extensive manual effort, we use the Humanoid LLM to ask these questions.

1: Walk over to the counter where the espresso machine is
    located, as you are already standing behind it.
2: Make sure the espresso machine is plugged in and turned
    on. If not, plug it in and press the power button.
3: Grind your coffee beans to the appropriate consistency
    using the grinder next to the espresso machine.
4: Fill the portafilter of the espresso machine with the ground
    coffee, making sure to distribute it evenly.
5: Attach the portafilter back onto the espresso machine and
    place a cup under the spout.
6: Press the button on the espresso machine to start brewing
    the coffee, ensuring that it stops once the desired amount
    for one cup is reached.
7: Once the brewing is complete, remove the cup and enjoy
    your freshly brewed coffee.

Hello, I would like to know the instructions for the
scenario: make exactly one cup of coffee

I have a question about step 3. The instructions say
to grind the coffee beans to the "appropriate
consistency" using the grinder. Could you please
clarify what the appropriate consistency is for making
one cup of coffee?

For a single cup of coffee, you'll want a fine grind consistency,
which should resemble granulated table salt. This consistency
allows for the best extraction of flavors when using an
espresso machine.

I believe I have all the information I need and will
now write 'done'

1: Walk over to the counter where the espresso machine is
    located, as you are already standing behind it.

2: Make sure the espresso machine is plugged in and turned   
    on. If not, plug it in and press the power button.

3: Grind your coffee beans to a fine grind consistency,
    resembling granulated table salt, using the grinder next
    to the espresso machine.

4: Fill the portafilter of the espresso machine with the ground
    coffee, making sure to distribute it evenly.

5: Attach the portafilter back onto the espresso machine and
    place a cup under the spout.

6: Press the 'Brew' or 'Start' button on the espresso machine
    to start brewing the coffee, ensuring that it stops once the
    desired amount for one cup is reached.

7: Once the brewing is complete, remove the cup and enjoy
    your freshly brewed coffee.

Complete
Scene Graph

Summarizer
LLM

Instructions
List

Humanoid
LLM

Oracle
LLM

GPT-4V
(OpenAI)

Figure 6: Impact of Summarizer LLM. Demonstrates how the Summarizer refines instructions
from the Oracle, integrating key points from the Humanoid-Oracle conversation to ensure clarity and
relevance.

Impact of Summarizer LLM. Fig. 6 demonstrates the importance of the summarization module in
our conversational setup. The bold text highlights the refinements in the consolidated instruction set,
compared to the initial instructions provided by the Oracle. These refinements came from the QA
session between the Humanoid and the Oracle. The Summarizer cherry-picks the key points from the
conversation and incorporates them in the initial instructions. This module also helps mitigate the
potential drawbacks of dialog-based instruction generation. For example, if the conversation veers
too far away from the initial goal, the Summarizer can ignore the irrelevant discussion between the
Oracle and the Humanoid.

6 Limitations

While the Situational Instructions Database (SID) represents a significant advancement in dynamic
and situational instruction generation for AI systems, there are inherent limitations that must be
acknowledged. First, the scope of scenarios within SID, although diverse, is limited by the initial
generation process utilizing specific language models and the constraints of the 3D Semantic Scene
Graphs (3DSSG) dataset, which may not capture the full spectrum of potential real-world scenarios,
potentially affecting the generalizability of AI systems trained on this dataset. Additionally, the
quality and comprehensiveness of the scenario-specific scene graphs directly influence the quality
of the generated instructions; inaccuracies or incompleteness in these graphs can misguide AI
systems. The subjective nature of pruning these graphs to match scenarios may also introduce
biases or inconsistencies. Furthermore, training situational instruction models, especially larger
variants, requires substantial computational resources, which could limit experiment replicability for
researchers with less access to such resources. The evaluation metrics employed, such as GPT4Eval,
might not fully capture the contextual appropriateness or practical usability of the instructions in
real-world applications. Lastly, SID does not account for dynamic changes within the same scenario
over time, such as environmental alterations or unexpected human actions, which limits its utility in
applications where environments are highly volatile. Addressing these limitations through continuous
dataset updates, improved scenario generation techniques, and robust training and evaluation methods
will be crucial for enhancing the practical utility of SID and similar resources in developing AI
systems capable of complex interactions in dynamic real-world settings.
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7 Conclusion

In this work, we presented the Situational Instructions Database (SID), a comprehensive resource
designed to enhance the situational awareness capabilities of AI systems. SID integrates detailed
scene graphs with dynamic task instructions, providing a unique dataset that reflects the complexity
of real-world environments. This integration allows AI models to offer contextually relevant guidance
for a variety of tasks, thereby improving their performance in dynamic and novel situations. The
development of SID involves innovative methods for scenario generation, the refinement of scene
graphs through human feedback, and the use of a multi-agent LLM system to generate actionable,
context-sensitive instructions. These contributions are pivotal for advancing AI research and practical
applications, enabling more effective and intuitive human-AI interactions in complex settings.

The introduction of SID marks a significant step forward in the field of AI, particularly in enhancing
models’ ability to understand and interact with their environments. By providing a structured and
rich dataset, SID facilitates the development of intelligent systems that can adapt to and operate
within diverse and changing conditions. Future work will focus on expanding the range of scenarios
and improving the accuracy of scene graphs, addressing the current limitations and ensuring that
AI systems trained on SID can achieve greater generalizability and effectiveness across various
real-world applications. The ongoing refinement and expansion of datasets like SID will be crucial in
realizing the full potential of AI in assisting humans in complex, dynamic environments.
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