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Abstract

Large Language Models (LLM) and Vision Language
Models (VLM) enable robots to ground natural language
prompts into control actions to achieve tasks in an open
world. However, when applied to a long-horizon collab-
orative task, this formulation results in excessive prompt-
ing for initiating or clarifying robot actions at every step
of the task. We propose Language-driven Intention Track-
ing (LIT), leveraging LLMs and VLMs to model the human
user’s long-term behavior and to predict the next human in-
tention to guide the robot for proactive collaboration. We
demonstrate smooth coordination between a LIT-based col-
laborative robot and the human user in collaborative cook-
ing tasks.

1. Introduction

The groundbreaking advances in Large Language Models
(LLM) and Vision Language Models (VLM) endow robots
with exceptional cognition capabilities and reasoning skills
to both understand the surrounding open world and follow
natural language commands of human users [11, 20]. More
recent works explore conversations between the human user
and the robot to allow the robot to perform multi-step tasks
or clarify ambiguity of the human command [30, 37].

When the philosophy of grounding natural language
commands into robot control policies is applied to human-
robot collaboration (HRC), the human user may have to
have a conversation with the robot at each step of the
long-horizon task [37]. This situation rarely happens in
human-human collaboration, as a human is able to track the
progress on the partner’s side based on their shared knowl-
edge over the task. For examples, a worker rarely has to
have a conversation with a co-worker in a collaborative as-
sembly task on which they have collaborated many times,
and a sous chef rarely has to have a conversation with the
chef when creating a regular dish together.

To address this challenge in human-robot collaboration,

the robot needs to build an effective understanding of not
only the environment, but also the human user. This
work proposes Language-driven Intention Tracking (LIT)
to model long-term behavior of the human user, and inte-
grates LIT into an LLM-driven collaborative robot frame-
work. LIT extends intention tracking [14] by applying
an LLM to model measurement likelihood and transition
probabilities in the probabilistic graphical model of human
intentions, which is defined by grounding an overall task
prompt (e.g., make a salad) with understanding of the scene
using LLM and VLM models. Note this is the only prompt
needed from the human user in LIT framework. LIT uses a
VLM to generate text descriptions of the human user’s be-
havior in the frames as measurements to track the human
user’s intention and filter out hallucinations. Intention pre-
diction in the near-term allows the collaborative robot to
proactively assist the human user. By harnessing the power
of foundation models, we believe the LIT framework can
be generalized to any collaborative tasks. We demonstrate
the effectiveness of the LIT framework in a scenario where
the collaborative robot acts as a sous-chef to assist a human
user in cooking.

2. Related Work
2.1. Language Models in Robotics

There has been an explosion of work in robotic planning
tasks driven by LLM. LLMs have been shown to exhibit
the ability to write multi-step control logic code based on
natural language command [12, 20]. However, such meth-
ods typically do not understand whether such a command
is feasible to execute a priori; though this can be cor-
rected for with e.g., feasibility planners [1, 39], such as is
done by Text2Motion [21]. VoxPoser [11], SayCan [15],
and LATTE [5] ground robotic affordances into their LLM-
driven planning and modification steps following a com-
mand provided via natural language. RT-2 [4] extends
the PALM-E VLM [8] with action representations. Re-
cent works [36, 40] explore LLM agent embodiment within
video games for accomplishing goals using visual input
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Figure 1. Language-driven Intention Tracking (LIT) based collaborative robot framework. The open scene understanding module detects
objects in the scene and generate potential manipulation options, which in our case are top-down grasp poses. The task graph reasoning
module takes the user’s prompt on the overall task and the detected objects as input to generate a list of task steps, which we define as
intention in this work. As some steps of the overall task can switch order without impact on the outcome, the LLM checks on reversibility
of sequences of task steps, and builds a task graph. The Language-driven Intention Tracking module uses the task graph to build the
probabilistic graphical model for intention transition. The VLM is used to generate text descriptions from frames as measurements. We
compute time-varying transition probabilities and make prediction steps, and use measurements to compute measurement likelihood and
make update steps to track the human intention. The intention-grounded planning module make an additional prediction step on the current
intention posterior, and manipulate the objects relevant to the predicted next intention to proactively collaborate with the human.

and/or high-level textual task description. Specifically Voy-
ager [36] leverages Minecraft to build an LLM-driven agent
intended to continually explore, and learn new skills and
store them for future use. Instead of caching skills, we pro-
pose caching intentions for more effective collaborative au-
tonomy.

2.2. Intention Modeling in HRC and NLP

Understanding human intention is essential for safe and
seamless human-robot interaction (HRI) and human-robot
collaboration (HRC). Human intentions have been ex-
tensively studied in various contexts, including a pedes-
trian’s desired destination for social navigation [13, 17, 35],
a driver’s lane-changing intention for autonomous driv-
ing [19, 38], and a worker’s desired tool/part for collabo-
rative manufacturing [28, 29]. However, such intention es-
timation methods that match the observations to these well-
defined intentions are usually carefully crafted and are hard
to generalize to novel scenarios. On the other hand, intent
classification is a crucial task in NLP and has been compre-
hensively studied over decades [6, 9, 16, 27]. In particular,
identification of unseen open intents has become an emerg-
ing area in the field of intent classification [41, 42]. Never-
theless, intent classification in NLP is typically formulated
as a static recognition task, whereas HRC requires using

measurement sequences to perform online tracking of hu-
man intentions which can vary across time [14]. We apply
the concept of open intent in NLP to the intention tracking
method for HRC, so our language-driven intention tracking
method can easily generalize to novel scenarios and tasks.

2.3. Robotic Cooking

There has long been interest in developing robots that can
cook for and/or with people. Many works [2, 3, 10, 31, 32,
37] propose robotic systems which learn to autonomously
perform cooking and baking tasks from various modali-
ties. BakeBot [2, 3] and RoboCook [31] take as input the
plain text recipe and target shapes for deformable manipu-
lation respectively before determining its own step-by-step
instructions for the long horizon planning task of baking
cookies and making dumplings from scratch. However,
while the latter is able to recover from human meddling of
its planned tasks, it is not able to understand why the hu-
man has interrupted the task, and will instead simply resume
from a prior step to reach the original goal. Other works
propose teaching a robot to cook from human demonstra-
tion [10, 32]. However, these works seek only to imitate
the human motion of a certain cooking action, with the lat-
ter’s Hidden Markov Model limited to inferring the corre-
sponding recipe based on observations of the human skele-



tal motion, before subsequently continuing the recipe itself.
More similar to our work, Wang et al. propose a collabora-
tive framework for a robotic cooking assistant in MOSAIC
[37], using an LLM as a task-planner and large vision mod-
els for determining locations of ingredients. However, this
system requires the chef to give explicit natural language
commands to incite action, and only forecasts human mo-
tion primarily as a means to provide safety for the human,
such as by preventing collisions with the robot. Finally, it is
specific to the cooking application.

3. Language-driven Intention Tracking
3.1. Problem Formulation

A human user collaborates with a robot to perform a long-
horizon multi-step task. The robot can understand the scene
and reason about the task to formulate a directed task graph,
where vertices are defined as steps of the task, and edges are
defined as the feasible orders between the task steps. The
reason we use a task graph instead of a task chain is the
relationships between task steps may not always be causal
and the order may be reversible, such as “cut tomatoes” and
“cut cucumbers” for a salad making task. We define human
intention Gt as the task step the human intends to work on
at time t. The robot uses the measurement history of the
human behavior X1:t to track the human intention Gt.

Figure 2. The graphical model for intention tracking. We denote
the measurement of human behavior as Xt, and the human inten-
tion as Gt.

3.2. Language Probabilistic Graphical Model

We propose Language Probabilistic Graphical Model
(LPGM) to describe the dynamics of human behavior in
Fig. 2, where the value of each node is a natural language
sentence. To calculate a conditional probability for exam-
ple P (A = a|B = b, C = c) in an LPGM, we use an LLM,
where the prompt has two parts: a conditional part and a
query part. We formulate the conditional part of the prompt
as “We observe {B} is {b}, and {C} is {c}, ”. We pro-
pose three different methods to compose the query part of
the prompt and calculate the conditional probability accord-
ingly.

The first method is to directly ask for P (a|b, c). The
query part of the prompt is formulated as “provide the prob-
ability of {A} being {a}.”. This is similar to Ren et. al [30],

where the LLM is treated as an expert in modeling the math-
ematical relationships between A, B and C. However, the
outputs from the LLM may not be trustworthy if corre-
sponding materials are not covered much by the corpus used
to train the LLM. We use this as a baseline in our work.

The second method is to ask the LLM to generate
a value of A, and compare the similarity score such as
BERTScore [43] of the generated text with respect to a to
quantify P (a|b, c). The query part of the prompt is formu-
lated as “what do you think {A} would be?”. This method
essentially uses the LLM to provide a maximum likelihood
estimate argmaxa P (A = a|B = b, C = c), and uses the
distance between this point estimate and the value to com-
pute the conditional probability.

The third method addresses the case where A is a dis-
crete variable. We ask LLM to generate a list of values
of A with a large length N , compare the values in the list
to all possible values of A, aggregate the number of most
similar generated values to each possible value, and form a
statistical estimate of the P (a|b, c). The query part of the
prompt is formulated as “what do you think {A} would
be? Provide N different examples.”. This is similar to a
Monte Carlo method which approximates the distribution
of P (A|B = b, C = c) by sampling from the LLM.

3.3. Application in Intention Tracking

To perform language-driven intention tracking, we iterate
prediction and update steps of Bayesian filtering as pre-
sented in Eq. 1.

P (gt+1|x1:t) =
∑
gt

P (gt+1|gt, x1:t)P (gt|x1:t)

P (gt+1|x1:t+1)∝P (xt+1|x1:t, gt+1)P (gt+1|x1:t)

(1)

We apply LPGM methods to compute the fixed
time-window approximations of intention transi-
tion P (gt+1|gt, xt−Tw:t) and measurement likelihood
P (xt+1|xt−Tw:t, gt+1). We apply the third method to
compute P (gt+1|gt, xt−Tw:t), since the human intention
Gt is a discrete variable. We apply the second method to
compute P (xt+1|xt−Tw:t, gt+1).

4. Robot Sous-Chef Application
We introduce Language-driven Intention Tracking based
collaborative robot sous-chef framework as presented in
Fig. 1.

4.1. Collaborative Cooking Setup

The human user wants to make a dish, but all the required
materials and tools are not reachable by the human – but
are by the robot. The robot needs to act as a sous-chef to
smoothly coordinate with the human by passing essential



materials and tools at appropriate times while not making
the human’s cooking table overly occupied with unneces-
sary items at the moment. The robot is assumed to only
receive the prompt at the beginning on what dish is going to
be made, and will not receive prompts during collaboration.

We choose LLaVA [22–24] with a 13-billion parame-
ter Vicuna backbone [7] (derived from Llama 2 [34]) as
the VLM in the system, due to both its open source nature
and competitiveness with commercial-grade models such as
Gemini [33]. Note that we use the same model as the LLM
for consistent performance by inputting the text prompt
with a full-black image. The collaborative robot is a UR5e
arm equipped with a Robotiq Hand-E Gripper. We use In-
tel RealSense RGBD Cameras to provide a top-down view
of the robot table with objects on it, and to provide a front
view of the human user’s behavior. We use Robot Operating
System (ROS) to build the LIT framework.

4.2. Open Scene Understanding Module

The overhead camera provide a top-down view of the robot
workspace with all object reachable by the robot. We
prompt the VLM to name and describe the objects in the
image frame from the overhead camera, and take these
names as input to Grounding DINO [25] coupled with Seg-
ment Anything [18] to locate and segment all objects on the
frame. Object names listed as present in the scene by the
VLM that are detected with low confidence are thrown out.
We perform Principal Component Analysis on object seg-
mentations and compute object orientation and correspond-
ing grasp poses. The detected object names and grasp poses
are fed into the downstream modules.

4.3. Task Graph Reasoning Module

Given the available objects produced by the open scene un-
derstanding module and the general task prompt from the
human user, we query the LLM to output a sequence of
task steps in order to achieve the overall task. The LLM
is also asked to provide the corresponding objects needed
in each task step, which will be used to inform the down-
stream planning module. We initialize the task graph with
the sequence of task steps, and query the LLM whether ad-
jacent steps can be reversible to add new edges to the task
graph.

4.4. Language-driven Intention Tracking Module

We use the task steps from the reasoned task graph as pos-
sible values of intention Gt. The task graph is used to ini-
tialize the uniform prior among the first steps the human can
start on, and to inform which pairs of (gt, gt+1) are required
to compute the intention transition P (gt+1|gt, xt−Tw:t).
During collaboration, we use a front-view camera to collect
frames of the human user, and feed the frames to VLM to
generate text descriptions of human behavior as measure-

ments xt’s. We follow Eq. 1 to perform language-driven
intention tracking.

4.5. Intention-grounded Planning Module

To collaborate with the human proactively, the robot pre-
dicts the human intention at the next time step by running
one prediction step in LIT on the current posterior of the in-
tentions, and outputting the maximum probability intention
as the prediction. The intention-grounded planning mod-
ule performs planning and control to manipulate the objects
relevant to the predicted next intention. In our collabora-
tive cooking scenario, the robot sous-chef would pass the
objects needed for the next cooking step to the human chef
in advance.

5. Preliminary Study

We collect a salad cooking demonstration and run language-
driven intention tracking to compare how similarity metrics
affect tracking performance as presented in Fig. 3. In ad-
dition to BERTScore [43], we introduce BERT-mean-cos
and Word2Vec-mean-cos [26], which take the mean of word
embeddings from the corresponding pre-trained model to
generate candidate and reference sentence embeddings, and
apply cosine similarity to generate similarity score. Dur-
ing evaluation, we isolate the effect of similarity metrics by
computing measurement likelihood with the similarity met-
rics while using a fixed intention transition matrix based on
the task graph [14]. Fig. 3 shows that BERT-mean-cos em-
pirically outperforms BERTScore and Word2Vec-mean-cos
for tracking human intentions.

6. Conclusions and Future Work

We propose Language-driven Intention Tracking (LIT) to
model long-term behavior of the human user in an open
scenario for proactive human-robot collaboration without
repetitive prompting. We develop a LIT-based collaborative
robot framework powered by LLMs and VLMs to under-
stand the open scene, construct a task graph, track varying
human intentions, and ground intention prediction to plan-
ning. We demonstrate the framework in a robot sous-chef
application, where the robot seamlessly assist the human
user in cooking.

In future, we will conduct human subject experiments
with more comprehensive metrics to evaluate performance
efficiency and user satisfaction compared to existing works.
We will study the tradeoff between expressiveness and
speed of the foundation models on performance of the LIT
framework. We will show versatility of this framework by
testing in different daily tasks such as collaborative furni-
ture assembly. We will also work on generalization of the
framework to multiple users.



Figure 3. Language-driven Intention Tracking with different sim-
ilarity metrics. The ground truth order of the human intentions:
slice tomatoes; slice cucumbers; put tomatoes and cucumbers in a
bowl; put salad dressing on tomatoes and cucumbers; stir and mix
the salad with a spoon. Snapshots show the moment when inten-
tion transition happens. (a) The human starts cutting a cucumber
after finishing cutting a tomato. (b) The human starts putting veg-
etables into a bowl after cutting the cucumber.
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