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Abstract

In language-guided visual navigation, agents locate target
objects in unseen environments using natural language in-
structions. For reliable navigation in unfamiliar scenes,
agents must possess strong perception, planning, and pre-
diction capabilities. Additionally, when agents revisit pre-
viously explored areas during long-term navigation, they
may retain irrelevant and redundant historical perceptions,
leading to suboptimal results. In this work, we introduce
P3Nav, a unified framework that integrates Perception,
Planning, and Prediction capabilities through Multitask
Collaboration on navigation and embodied question an-
swering (EQA) tasks, thereby enhancing navigation per-
formance. Furthermore, P3Nav employs an Adaptive 3D-
aware History Sampling strategy to effectively and effi-
ciently utilize historical observations. By leveraging the
large language models (LLM), P3Nav comprehends diverse
commands and complex visual scenes, resulting in appro-
priate navigation actions. P3Nav achieves a 75% success
rate in object goal navigation on the CHORES-S bench-
mark, setting a new state-of-the-art performance.

1. Introduction

Embodied navigation [1], particularly language-guided vi-
sual navigation [3, 6, 11, 15, 16, 21–23] is essential for
enabling robots to perform various tasks, presenting a sig-
nificant challenge for researchers. Language-guided visual
navigation requires agents to understand natural language
instructions and autonomously navigate in unseen visual en-
vironments to locate target objects. To reliably navigate in
unfamiliar visual environments, agents must effectively per-
ceive surrounding scenes, plan strategies for reaching their
goals, and predict appropriate navigation actions.

Recently, significant advancements in language-guided
visual navigation have been driven by the robust under-
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Figure 1. Multitask collaboration. In (1) navigation tasks, only
actions are produced, missing the perception and planning found
in (2) EQA tasks. (3) Multitask collaboration unifies perception,
planning, and prediction for a more comprehensive model.

standing and generalization capabilities of visual-language
models (VLMs) that seamlessly integrate visual and tex-
tual information. For example, in Object Goal Naviga-
tion (ObjectNav) [3–6, 8, 11, 21–23, 27, 33, 35], numer-
ous approaches [4, 5, 8, 27, 33, 35] leveraging VLMs have
achieved impressive results. These methods utilize VLMs
to effectively interpret and align object categories with vi-
sual inputs, enabling agents to navigate toward specified ob-
jects with enhanced accuracy and efficiency. By combin-
ing visual and textual information, these approaches signif-
icantly enhance comprehension of complex environments
and adaptation to new scenarios. While current navigation
models excel at locating target objects, they often struggle
to provide efficient path planning and to explain the rea-
soning behind their path choices, as shown in the first row
of Fig. 1. This challenge is largely due to traditional navi-
gation datasets focusing primarily on recording coordinate
trajectories and neglecting the hierarchical reasoning pro-
cess employed by humans. For instance, humans typically
first identify rooms, then locate furniture, and finally search
for specific objects.

Additionally, we have observed a significant amount of
redundancy in observations during navigation, as agents fre-
quently revisit the same locations multiple times. As il-
lustrated at the top of Fig. 2, the white circle marks ar-
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eas that the agent revisits multiple times. At (1) T = 71
and (2) T = 82, the agent focuses on the countertop area
and two chairs. At (3) T = 90, the scene remains largely
unchanged, capturing an environment similar to that at (1)
and (2) once again. These observations demonstrate that
the scenes within the revisit areas are highly similar, high-
lighting the redundancy present in the agent’s perception.
Therefore, when agents revisit the same area, previous ob-
servations may become redundant and should be discarded.

To address these limitations, we present P3Nav, a uni-
fied framework for embodied navigation that integrates
Perception, Planning, and Prediction. As shown in Fig. 1,
we develop a Multitask Collaboration strategy that en-
ables agents to leverage perception and planning to im-
prove their prediction capabilities by conducting joint train-
ing on both navigation and embodied question answering
(EQA) tasks. To achieve this, we have devised a novel
method for constructing EQA datasets that explicitly model
the decision-making process involved in navigation, with
more details available in Sec. 3.2.

Furthermore, P3Nav employs an Adaptive 3D-aware
History Sampling strategy to effectively and efficiently
utilize historical observations in navigation. Specifically,
this method selects RGB frames that do not overlap in
spatial positions to serve as valid observations and intro-
duces position-enhanced historical features that utilize
the agent’s positions to augment historical semantic fea-
tures with trajectory information, thereby preventing re-
dundant exploration of the same location. As illustrated
at the bottom of Fig. 2, we transform the dense and dis-
organized trajectory into sparse and organized steps, min-
imizing redundancy while preserving crucial observations
at key locations. Finally, by leveraging the large lan-
guage model (LLM), P3Nav can understand diverse instruc-
tions and complex visual scenes, resulting in effective nav-
igation. Through extensive experimentation, P3Nav has
demonstrated remarkable capabilities, achieving an impres-
sive 75% success rate in ObjectNav on the CHORES-S
benchmark [10]. This performance not only sets a new
state-of-the-art but also represents a substantial 18% abso-
lute improvement over previous methods.

The main contributions of this paper include: (1) We in-
troduce P3Nav, a unified framework integrating Perception,
Planning, and Prediction, enhancing navigation by mul-
titask collaboration on navigation and EQA tasks. (2)
P3Nav employs the adaptive 3D-aware history sampling
strategy, effectively utilizing historical observations by se-
lecting non-overlapping RGB frames to reduce redundancy.
(3) P3Nav achieves an 75% success rate in ObjectNav on
the CHORES-S benchmark, setting a new state-of-the-art,
with a 18% absolute improvement over previous methods.
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Figure 2. Top: During long-term navigation, agents may revisit
the same areas multiple times, making previous observations re-
dundant. For instance, at T = 71, T = 82, and T = 90, the
scenes observed are very similar, highlighting the redundancy in
the agent’s perception. Bottom: Using the Adaptive 3D-aware
History Sampling strategy, we transform the dense and disorga-
nized trajectory into sparse and organized steps, reducing observa-
tional redundancy while preserving visual information at key loca-
tions. The trajectory is produced by the SPOC-driven agent [10].

2. Related Work

Embodied navigation [1] involves guiding agents through
unseen environments based on human instructions. While
the field includes various navigation paradigms, our re-
search specifically focuses on multimodal tasks that com-
bine visual perception with language processing. In this pa-
per, we emphasize areas like ObjectNav [22] and EQA [7].

2.1. Object Goal Navigation

The research landscape of ObjectNav [22] can be system-
atically organized based on the scope of vocabulary and
adaptability to real-world scenarios, classifying them into
closed-world and open-world categories. In the closed-
world category, traditional ObjectNav tasks [3–6, 8, 11, 18,
21, 23, 27, 33, 35] focus on locating objects specified by
predefined categorical terms, such as “chair” or “refriger-
ator”. Methodologies in this area primarily include end-
to-end approaches [3, 8, 18, 23, 27, 33], which map sen-
sory inputs directly to action policies, and modular archi-
tectures [4–6, 11, 21, 35], which separate perception, map-
ping, and control into distinct subsystems. While these
strategies are effective in controlled environments, they are
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Figure 3. Overview of P3Nav architecture. The current frame It is initially processed through 2D and 3D feature extraction using
the visual encoder. Then, historical features are filtered through the Adaptive 3D-aware History Sampling strategy. The visual features
obtained, along with the accompanying linguistic instructions, are then fed into the large language model (LLM). Leveraging the Multitask
Collaboration strategy, which significantly enhances navigation capabilities through joint training on both navigation and EQA tasks, the
LLM produces two outputs via multimodal fusion: executable navigation actions and natural language answers.

limited by their reliance on a fixed set of object classes.
To address these limitations, Open Vocabulary Object Goal
Navigation (OVON) [29] was introduced for open-world
scenarios. OVON [29] enables navigation by allowing
users to describe any object using natural language, such
as “find a television,” thus accommodating the diverse and
dynamic nature of real-world applications. Additionally,
Multi-Object Navigation (MultiON) [25] extends the task
from single to multiple objects, requiring agents to navi-
gate to a sequence of targets based on language instructions.
Although current ObjectNav models are effective at find-
ing target objects, they frequently have difficulty explaining
why they chose certain paths.

2.2. Embodied Question Answering
EQA [7] is an innovative task where agents explore 3D en-
vironments to answer visually grounded questions, as in-
troduced by Das et al. [7]. This multimodal challenge re-
quires a combination of visual perception, environment ex-
ploration, and linguistic understanding. Agents must navi-
gate physical spaces while interpreting questions, such as
”What color is the car?” The EQA task was further de-
veloped by the MT-EQA dataset [30], which introduced
scenarios involving multiple objects and locations, thereby
increasing its complexity. Furthermore, the MP3D-EQA
dataset [26] advanced the field by incorporating photoreal-
istic environments with point cloud perception, challenging
agents to interact with detailed 3D spaces. Recently, the
HM-EQA dataset [20] refined exploration strategies with
an “explore until confident” approach, promoting efficient
data gathering for accurate decision-making. These afore-

mentioned developments collectively enhanced the capabil-
ities of agents in EQA tasks. Building on the EQA datasets,
some studies [32, 34] advance the field by unifying naviga-
tion and EQA tasks into a comprehensive model.

3. Methodology
In this section, we present P3Nav, a novel and unified
framework for embodied navigation that seamlessly inte-
grates the essential components of Perception, Planning,
and Prediction. First, we provide an overview of P3Nav,
highlighting its central component, the Adaptive 3D-aware
History Sampling strategy, as detailed in Sec. 3.1. Then,
in Sec. 3.2, we introduce an innovative method to extend
navigation datasets with EQA pairs that explicitly model
the decision-making processes involved in navigation. Fi-
nally, we present a Multitask Collaboration strategy in
Sec. 3.3, which bolsters navigation capabilities by enabling
joint training on both navigation and EQA tasks.

3.1. Model
As shown in Fig. 3, P3Net integrates three specialized com-
ponents for explainable robotic navigation: a visual encoder
module for current observation encoding, an adaptive 3D-
aware history sampling strategy for historical context mod-
eling, and a LLM for predicting actions and answers.

3.1.1. Visual Encoder
Our visual encoder integrates 2D and 3D features to repre-
sent the current observation frame, with a dedicated empha-
sis on real-time perceptual cues. It consists of two special-



ized components: a ViT [19] for 2D feature extraction and
UVFormer [17] for 3D spatial encoding.

First, we utilize the CLIP-pretrained ViT [19] as the im-
age backbone for 2D feature extraction:

Xt = ViT (It) , (1)

where It ∈ RH×W×3 denotes the RGB image, and
Xt ∈ Rnimg×c represents their corresponding 2D features
at timestep t. Here, nimg indicates the number of image
patches while c denotes the feature dimension.

Additionally, inspired by [17], we implement multi-
perspective alignment through unified view projection:

UVt = UVFormer (Q,Xt, Cam) . (2)

Here, the UVFormer [17] module processes three inputs:
image features Xt, camera parameters Cam, and learn-
able queries Q that encode spatial positions and semantic
features within the robot’s 3D workspace (See [17] for ar-
chitectural details). The output UVt ∈ RnUV×c aggregates
multi-view visual information through a structured 3D fea-
ture volume, where nUV denotes the number of 3D visual
tokens. See the supplementary material for more details.

3.1.2. Adaptive 3D-aware History Sampling
Utilizing all observed RGB frames can substantially miti-
gate the issue of catastrophic knowledge forgetting, which
is essential for long-term navigation. However, due to GPU
memory constraints and high computational costs, storing
all image features extracted from these frames is often im-
practical. Additionally, we have observed a significant
amount of redundancy in observations during navigation,
as the agent frequently revisits the same locations multiple
times. To address this issue, we propose a method for select-
ing those frames that do not overlap in spatial positions to
serve as historical features, thereby reducing observational
redundancy. Furthermore, we introduce position-enhanced
historical features that utilize the agent’s positions to aug-
ment historical semantic features with trajectory informa-
tion, preventing redundant exploration of the same location.

Specifically, the adaptive 3D-aware history sampling
strategy samples image features in reverse chronological
order, using the spatial position of the current frame as a
reference. It retains image features with relative distances
beyond a defined threshold and discards those within the
threshold, thus effectively minimizing redundancy and pre-
serving essential temporal context. As shown in Algo-
rithm 1, our adaptive 3D-aware history sampling strategy
operates through three sequential phases: initialization, 3D-
aware sampling, and adaptive padding.
(1) Initialization. The initialization phase (Lines 1-6) sets
up the operational parameters by accepting the input param-
eters (current step t, window size W , threshold ϵ) and ini-
tializing empty buffers for historical features V and relative

Algorithm 1 Adaptive 3D-aware History Sampling

Input: Current step t, Window size W , Threshold ϵ
Output: Historical features V, Relative positions P

1: V← ∅, P← ∅
2: G← GetAllObs()
3: if G = ∅ then
4: # Initialize with dummy data
5: return V, P
6: end if
7: # Current frame as reference
8: pref ← G[−1].p
9: k ← 0

10: # From current time t to 0
11: for i← |G| − 1 to 0 do
12: prel

i ← G[i].p− pref

13: if i < |G| − 1 and ∃q ∈ P : ∥prel
i − q∥2 < ϵ then

14: # Skip redundant frames
15: continue
16: end if
17: V← V ⊕MaxPool(G[i].v)
18: P← P⊕ prel

i

19: k ← k + 1
20: if k = W then
21: break
22: end if
23: end for
24: while k < W do
25: # Padding with last valid frame
26: V← V ⊕V[−1]
27: P← P⊕P[−1]
28: k ← k + 1
29: end while

positions P, respectively. The GetAllObs() function returns
all historical observations in G using a First-in-First-out
(FIFO) queue, where G[0] corresponds to the initial time
and G[−1] corresponds to the current time. At time step
i, G[i] includes historical features G[i].v paired with their
corresponding agent absolute positions G[i].p = (x, y, z).
(2) 3D-Aware Sampling. The core 3D-aware sampling
phase (Lines 8-23) processes all historical observations in
G in reverse chronological order, from newest to oldest.
First, it uses the robot’s absolute position pref at the cur-
rent step t as the spatial reference to compute relative coor-
dinates prel

i of historical features G[i].v. Then, using the
threshold ϵ, it dynamically filters out spatially redundant
features by removing those with distances below the thresh-
old and preserving those above to maintain critical temporal
information, as described by the condition ∥prel

i − q∥2 < ϵ.
By adjusting the size of ϵ, we can control the sampling den-
sity. Smaller values of ϵ result in denser sampling, allowing
more continuous historical information to be retained. Con-



Instruction-centric question
Instruction: go to a laptop in the bedroom
Question: Assuming you are a robot, this video shows you exploring a new indoor environment and using visual information to {Instruction}. Please describe the 
surrounding scene and your path planning to {Instruction}, and analyze the reasons for this path planning based on common sense. For example, when 
searching for a bowl in the kitchen, you need to first find the kitchen and then search for the bowl inside it; when searching for a remote control, you walk 
towards the living room because it is more likely to be found on the coffee table there.
Spatiotemporally coherent context construction

Structured responses
Answer: Based on the provided images, here is a description of the surrounding scene and the path planning to reach the laptop in the bedroom:
1. Initial Scene: The first image shows an open doorway leading into a room with a wooden floor. The room appears to be a bedroom, as there is a bed visible with a 

yellow bedspread. 
2. Entering the Bedroom: Moving through the doorway, the second image shows another bed with a blue bedspread, indicating that this is a different bedroom or 

another angle of the same bedroom. The room has a dark floor and walls, with some furniture visible. 
3. Identifying the Target: The third image shows a dresser with a laptop on top of it. This dresser is located against the wall, and there is another piece of furniture 

(possibly a chest of drawers) next to it. 
4. Approaching the Laptop: The subsequent images show a closer view of the dresser with the laptop. The path involves moving directly towards the dresser, 

avoiding any obstacles such as the bed or other furniture. 
5. Final Approach: The final images show the robot getting closer to the dresser, with the laptop becoming more prominent. The robot navigates to the front of the 

dresser where the laptop is placed.

Path Planning Analysis: 
1. Initial Orientation: The robot starts by identifying the general layout of the room and locating the target object (the laptop).
2. Direct Path: The robot takes a direct path towards the laptop, as there are no significant obstacles in the way. This is efficient and minimizes the distance traveled.
3. Obstacle Avoidance: The robot avoids the bed and other furniture by navigating around them, ensuring a clear path to the dresser.
4. Visual Confirmation: As the robot moves closer, it continuously confirms the location of the laptop to ensure it is on the correct path.

Common Sense Reasoning: 
1. Bedroom Context: Laptops are commonly found in bedrooms on desks, dressers, or nightstands. The robot uses this common knowledge to identify potential 

locations for the laptop.
2. Efficient Navigation: The robot chooses the most efficient path, avoiding unnecessary detours and focusing on reaching the target quickly. 

In summary, the robot uses visual information and common sense reasoning to navigate the bedroom efficiently, identifying and approaching the dresser where the 
laptop is located. The path planning involves direct movement towards the target while avoiding obstacles and continuously confirming the target's location.

…

Figure 4. EQA dataset extension framework. The framework comprises three key stages: (1) standardized reasoning steps through
instruction-centric question formulation, (2) decision context modeling via spatiotemporally coherent context construction, and (3) struc-
tured response generation integrating scene analysis, path planning, and commonsense reasoning. This hierarchical approach enables robots
to systematically identify targets and formulate explainable navigation strategies while maintaining human-like decision transparency.

currently, historical features G[i].v undergo dimensional-
ity reduction via a MaxPool operator before being stored.
This phase terminates when the collected samples reach the
target window size W or G is empty.
(3) Adaptive Padding. The adaptive padding phase
(Lines 24-28) ensures fixed-length outputs by replicating
the last valid entries whenever the historical features buffer
V does not reach the designated window size W . Through
cyclic duplication of V[−1] and P[−1], it maintains tem-
poral coherence while fulfilling model input requirements.

Position-enhanced historical features. For obtained his-
torical features V, positional information is critical for
recording the agent’s historical trajectory and planning
efficient paths for future exploration. Hence, we ob-
tain position-enhanced historical features Vp by using the
agents’ relative positions P as positional encodings for the

historical features V. This integration enriches spatial se-
mantics with 3D trajectory information, ensuring observa-
tion consistency and effectively preventing redundant ex-
ploration of previously visited locations. As agents move
on the ground, their positions p involve constantly chang-
ing x and y coordinates, while the z coordinate, represent-
ing height, remains constant. Consequently, we focus on
encoding the agent’s positions along the x and y axes to ef-
fectively capture their 3D trajectory. Inspired by the work
of [24], we propose a 2D encoding through axis-separated
frequency projections:

ωk = e−2k(log(10000))/d, d = c/2, (3)

PEx =
[
sin(xω⌊m/2⌋), cos(xω⌊m/2⌋)

]d−1

m=0
, (4)

PEy =
[
sin(yω⌊n/2⌋), cos(yω⌊n/2⌋)

]d−1

n=0
, (5)



PE(x, y) = PEx ⊕ PEy, (6)

where⊕ operation merges x/y-axis encodings into a unified
spatial. For each element v in the historical features V,
we calculate its position encoding PE(x, y). By adding
these features together and passing the result through a fully
connected layer, we obtain the position-enhanced historical
features Vp ∈ Rnhis×c by enriching the historical features
with positional information, where nhis denotes the number
of historical features.

3.1.3. LLM
Finally, we integrate the position-enhanced historical fea-
tures Vp with the current observations UVt and Xt from
the visual encoder to create visual tokens for the LLM. In
this framework, UVt and Xt capture the agent’s ongoing
environment, while Vp offers context from past observa-
tions, effectively filtering out redundant positions. Simi-
larly, input instructions or questions are transformed into
language tokens L ∈ RnL×c via a tokenizer, where nL de-
notes the length of the language tokens. These visual and
language tokens are combined and fed into the LLM. The
LLM utilizes its abilities in multimodal alignment and com-
prehension to process these tokens, decoding the outputs
through specialized heads. For navigation datasets, it em-
ploys an action head to generate the executable action, while
for EQA datasets, it uses an answer head (i.g., LLM head)
to produce the natural language answer to input questions.
Please refer to the supplementary material for more details.

3.2. Embodied Question Answering
Current navigation models merely mimic human navigation
trajectories, lacking deep thinking and task planning similar
to human cognitive processes. For instance, humans typi-
cally first identify related rooms, then locate furniture, and
finally search for specific objects. This lack of interpretabil-
ity stems from traditional navigation datasets, which mainly
focus on recording coordinate trajectories while neglecting
the hierarchical reasoning used by humans. To address this
issue, we have developed a new method for extending nav-
igation datasets with EQA pairs that explicitly models the
decision-making process involved in navigation.

As shown in Fig. 4, we instruct GPT-4o [12] to gener-
ate perception of the surrounding environment, navigation
planning, and navigation analysis for each navigation objec-
tive. It consists of three stages: instruction-centric question,
spatiotemporally coherent context construction, and struc-
tured responses.
Instruction-centric question. We construct an instruction-
centric question that helps to generate comprehensive first-
person analysis for navigation objectives (e.g., “go to a
laptop in the bedroom”), through two synergistic mecha-
nisms: role specification (“assuming you are a robot”) and
exemplar-based prompting (i.e., two examples of naviga-

tion reasoning and planning, highlighted in red in Fig. 4).
This dual approach ensures structured outputs that contain
three essential components: (1) surrounding scene descrip-
tion (e.g., recognizing bedroom furniture layouts), (2) path
planning analysis (e.g., creating obstacle-avoidance trajec-
tories), and (3) common sense reasoning (e.g., prior knowl-
edge about where laptops are typically placed).
Spatiotemporally coherent context construction. To en-
sure alignment with the adaptive 3D-aware history sam-
pling strategy established in section 3.1.2, we systemati-
cally select the final W frames from each navigation trajec-
tory. This frame range captures critical target-approaching
phases while maintaining temporal consistency with up-
stream visual processing modules. By adopting this tem-
poral window, we construct spatiotemporally coherent con-
texts that encode successful navigation patterns and pre-
serve motion dynamics essential for trajectory analysis.
Structured responses. Building upon the prepared in-
puts above, we synthesize instruction-aligned multimodal
prompts by combining textual question with curated vi-
sual sequences. This integration requires GPT-4o [12] to
generate structured responses through three distinct reason-
ing phases. First, the surrounding scene description identi-
fies architectural features (e.g., “the room has a dark floor
and walls”) and object semantics (e.g., “a yellow/blue bed-
spread”). Second, path planning analysis devises hierarchi-
cal navigation strategies (e.g., “enter bedroom → circum-
vent bed → final approach”). Third, common sense rea-
soning incorporates human-environment interaction norms
(e.g., “laptops are commonly found on desks, dressers, or
nightstands”). Each phase operates sequentially, ensuring
explicit alignment between perception, action planning, and
contextual knowledge.

3.3. Multitask Collaboration

To address the limitations inherent in single-task learning,
which only encompasses navigation tasks, we introduce a
multitask collaboration strategy that significantly enhances
navigation capabilities through joint training on both navi-
gation and EQA tasks. As shown in Fig. 3, during the train-
ing phase, this strategy enables the model to learn from both
tasks concurrently, with inputs consisting of navigational
instructions and EQA questions. Consequently, the model
can effectively utilize the perceptual and planning skills
derived from EQA pairs to refine and improve its naviga-
tion prediction capabilities. By integrating these tasks, the
model gains a comprehensive understanding of spatial rela-
tionships and decision-making processes, which are critical
for accurate navigation.

In contrast, during the inference phase, the model fo-
cuses exclusively on predicting navigation actions. By
maintaining this setting, the model effectively utilizes the
enhanced perceptual insights and planning strategies gained
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Figure 5. Left: Both P3Nav and SPOC [10] generate the shortest path when the agent is near the target (e.g., in the same room). Right: In
contrast, SPOC [10] fails due to repeatedly searching along the same paths when distant from the target (e.g., in different rooms), whereas
P3Nav succeeds by effectively avoiding revisiting areas and exploring new ones.

during training, enabling efficient generation of precise nav-
igation actions. Please refer to the supplementary material
for more details of training objective.

4. Experiments
In this section, we first outline our experimental settings,
then compare our proposed method with state-of-the-art
techniques, and finally provide a detailed analysis of our
approach, including qualitative results and ablation studies.

4.1. Experimental Settings
Dataset and Metrics. We evaluate our proposed method on
the CHORES-S ObjectNav benchmark [10]. This bench-
mark includes 15 object categories and annotates 99k trajec-
tories within 10k training houses, among 5M expert trajec-
tory frames in the AI2-THOR simulated environment [14].
Besides, we extend the navigation dataset with EQA pairs
for joint training, as described in Sec. 3.2. We follow the of-
ficial evaluation split of the CHORES-S ObjectNav bench-
mark [10], which contains 200 trajectories in 200 testing
houses. To comprehensively demonstrate the effectiveness
of our method, we evaluate performance using three met-
rics: success rate (SR), episode-length weighted success
(SEL) [9], and percentage of rooms visited (%Rooms) [10].
The additional explanations of the metrics and implementa-
tion details are provided in the supplementary materials.

4.2. Performance Comparisons
As shown in Table 1, we compare our method with Em-
bSigLIP [10], SPOC [10], and SPOC∗ [10]. The perfor-
mance results are directly copied from the original paper
or supplementary materials, with “-” indicating that the re-
sults have not been disclosed. EmbSigLIP [10] denotes an
implementation of the EmbCLIP [13] model that has been
upgraded to utilize the SigLIP [31] backbone, serving as a
baseline model. SPOC [10] focuses on imitating shortest

Method SR ↑ SEL ↑ %Rooms
EmbSigLIP [13] 36.5 24.5 42.2
SPOC [10] 57.0 46.2 51.5
SPOC∗ [10] 60.0 30.5 -
P3Nav 75.0 34.3 69.4

Table 1. Performance comparison of different navigation methods
on the CHORES-S ObjectNav benchmark [10].

paths for effective navigation by modeling optimal routes.
SPOC∗ [10] is akin to SPOC [10], but it is trained using a
larger set of expert trajectories. P3Nav integrates percep-
tion, planning, and prediction by jointly training on naviga-
tion and EQA tasks using the multitask collaboration strat-
egy and employs the adaptive 3D-aware history sampling
strategy to process historical frames.

As presented in Table 1, EmbSigLIP [13] demonstrates
limited navigational performance, with the lowest SR of
36.5 and a SEL of 24.5, highlighting inefficiencies in path
length. SPOC [10] shows improvement, achieving an SR
of 57.0 through optimal route modeling, and obtains the
highest SEL of 46.2 by focusing on shortest path learn-
ing. SPOC∗ [10] further enhances SR to 60.0 via more ex-
pert trajectory training, although it results in longer paths,
reducing SEL to 30.5. P3Nav utilizes adaptive 3D-aware
history sampling and multitask collaboration strategies to
achieve the highest SR of 75.0, effectively leveraging his-
torical data for improved path decision-making and enhanc-
ing environmental understanding through EQA tasks. The
results demonstrate that P3Nav excels in long-term navi-
gation, surpassing other methods by integrating planning
skills across both navigation and EQA tasks.

4.3. Qualitative Results
To further illustrate the effectiveness of our unified frame-
work for embodied navigation, some visualization results
compared with SPOC [10] are illustrated in Fig. 5. In the



Exp HO SP PEHF SR ↑ SEL ↑ %Rooms
1 ✗ ✗ ✗ 31.3 16.7 65.6
2 ! ! ✗ 39.2 14.4 77.7
3 ! ✗ ! 40.3 9.2 81.1
4 ! ! ! 42.1 15.2 75.0

Table 2. Ablation study on 3D-aware history sampling, where
HO, SP, and PEHF stand for historical observations, sampling, and
position-enhanced historical features, respectively.

left case, both P3Nav and SPOC [10] are capable of gener-
ating the shortest path when the agent is positioned close to
the target, such as being in the same room. Both methods
demonstrate a strong understanding of the environment, al-
lowing them to navigate efficiently without significant dif-
ficulties. However, the right case illustrates that when the
agent is farther from the target, such as in different rooms,
SPOC [10] faces challenges by repeatedly searching the
same paths, leading to inefficiencies in navigating complex
environments. In contrast, P3Nav avoids revisiting explored
areas, enabling new path exploration and enhanced naviga-
tion efficiency, thus excelling in long-term navigation.

4.4. Ablation Studies
To demonstrate the effectiveness of different modules
within our unified framework, we conduct ablation studies
on the ObjectNavRoom benchmark [10], which has only
1/5 the sample size of ObjectNav. See the supplementary
materials for more details about the ObjectNavRoom.
Does the adaptive 3D-aware history sampling help? We
present an ablation study examining three key components,
as shown in Table 2, which evaluates the impact of historical
observations (HO), sampling (SP), and position-enhanced
historical features (PEHF) in adaptive 3D-aware history
sampling. Exp. 1, with no historical observations (i.e., win-
dow size W = 0), focuses solely on the current visual infor-
mation and achieves the lowest SR among the four exper-
iments, highlighting the importance of historical observa-
tions for navigation. Comparing Exp. 2 and 4, we observe
a 2.9 decrease in SR when position-enhanced historical fea-
tures are not used, indicating that these features effectively
avoid repeated exploration of the same area by adding po-
sitional information, thus enhancing navigation efficiency.
Between Exp. 3 and 4, the absence of sampling in historical
observations (i.e., threshold ϵ = 0) results in a 1.8 drop in
SR, demonstrating that sampling helps improve navigation
accuracy by effectively removing redundant observations.
Does the multitask collaboration strategy help? We con-
duct an ablation study on the multitask collaboration strat-
egy to evaluate the benefits of joint training on both navi-
gation and EQA tasks. As demonstrated in Table 3, Exp.
2, which additionally utilizes the EQA dataset during the
training phase, achieves an increase of 3.0 in SR and 4.0 in

Exp benchmark Navigation EQA SR ↑ SEL ↑ %Rooms
1 ObjectNavRoom ! ✗ 42.1 15.2 75.0
2 ObjectNavRoom ! ! 45.1 19.2 71.9
3 ObjectNav ! ✗ 65.7 31.2 68.4
4 ObjectNav ! ! 75.0 34.3 69.4

Table 3. Ablation on the multitask collaboration strategy.

Exp W ϵ SR ↑ SEL ↑ %Rooms
1 20 0.1 32.6 13.2 74.8
2 40 0.1 34.8 13.0 74.7
3 60 0.1 42.1 15.2 75.0
4 80 0.1 38.9 16.7 74.3
5 100 0.1 35.2 14.3 72.3
6 60 0.05 41.5 10.3 79.9
7 60 0.15 41.3 12.6 77.8
8 60 0.2 40.5 13.7 72.1

Table 4. Analysis of different hyper-parameters for the 3D-aware
history sampling strategy.

SEL compared to Exp. 1, which only employs the naviga-
tion dataset. This result indicates that integrating the EQA
dataset allows agents to leverage perception and planning
to improve their prediction capabilities, thereby enhancing
navigation abilities. Moreover, we have identified a remark-
able improvement: Exp. 4, trained on the ObjectNav bench-
mark, which contains five times more samples than Object-
NavRoom, exhibits a 9.3 increase in SR compared to Exp.
3. This suggests that increasing the volume of EQA data
can significantly enhance navigation performance.
On hyper-parameters. We investigate the performance us-
ing different values of the window size W and the threshold
ϵ for the adaptive 3D-aware history sampling strategy, as
they control the length of historical context and the sam-
pling density, respectively. Through a coarse search shown
in Table 4, we adopt W = 60 and ϵ = 0.1 for our adaptive
3D-aware history sampling strategy.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we present the P3Nav framework, which
significantly advances language-guided visual naviga-
tion by effectively integrating Perception, Planning, and
Prediction through Multitask Collaboration strategy. Ad-
ditionally, P3Nav adopts an Adaptive 3D-aware History
Sampling strategy to enhance navigation by efficiently
utilizing historical data to minimize redundancy. The
framework’s impressive 75% success rate in ObjectNav on
the CHORES-S benchmark underscores its effectiveness.
Although P3Nav has achieved remarkable results in simu-
lated environments, there is still a long way to go to achieve
truly human-like embodied navigation. Future work will
address these limitations by exploring the integration of
larger, more diverse datasets to further enhance P3Nav’s
generalization capabilities across various environments.
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6. Implementation Details
In this section, we elaborate on the more detailed imple-
mentations for P3Nav in Sec. 3.

6.1. Model
6.1.1. Vison Encoder
Following the settings in previous works [17, 28], we in-
put RGB images from both the head perspective Iheadt and
the wrist perspective Iwrist

t into ViT [19] to obtain the 2D
features Xhead

t and Xwrist
t . Both Xhead

t and Xwrist
t are

then fed into UVFormer [17] to construct multi-view 3D
features UVt. In the navigation task, we adhere to the set-
tings in [17, 28], utilizing only the wrist perspective Xwrist

t

as the 2D feature Xt to broaden the exploration view. Con-
versely, in the EQA task, we use the head perspective Xhead

t

for the 2D feature Xt to maintain a first-person perspective,
as the EQA pairs are generated from this perspective.

6.1.2. LLM
We utilize OpenFlamingo [2] as our LLM, freezing the self-
attention layers during training while fine-tuning the cross-
attention layers. For the action head, we employ a multi-
layer perceptron to map the final hidden states produced by
the LLM from the c-dimensional space to the action space
of the CHORES-S ObjectNav benchmark [10]. For the an-
swer head (i.e., LLM head), we apply the argmax operation
on the logits output by the LLM to decode the answer.

6.2. Training Objective
To achieve Multitask Collaboration, we design a uni-
fied loss function that jointly optimizes navigation actions,
question answering, and 3D occupancy through modality-
specific components:

L = Laction + Lanswer + λoccLocc, (7)

where Laction, Lanswer, and Locc denote navigation action
prediction loss, embodied question answering loss, and 3D
occupancy prediction loss respectively. The term λocc is the
weight coefficient for the occupancy loss.
Action prediction Loss. We utilize behavior cloning to
train the navigation model. Given an expert trajectory
τ = (â0, · · · , âT ), we use the cross-entropy loss for action
prediction. The loss for the trajectory is as follows:

Laction =

T∑
t=1

(CE(at, ât)) , (8)

where at denotes the predicted action and ât the ground-
truth (GT) demonstration at timestep t.
Question answering loss. Given the GT answer y1:K of the
input question with the length of K, we optimize the gen-
erated answer token probabilities by a conventional cross-
entropy loss:

Lanswer = −
K∑

k=1

log (p (yk | y1:k−1)) . (9)

Occupancy loss. Following the approach used in previ-
ous works [17, 28], we utilize a standard cross-entropy loss
function, denoted as Locc, on the generated 3D volume.

7. Experimental Settings
7.1. Dataset and Metrics
7.1.1. Dataset
For the CHORES-S ObjectNav benchmark [10], we ex-
tend each trajectory with EQA pairs. As a result, we collect
99k EQA pairs as the corresponding EQA dataset for joint
training. The CHORESNAV-S ObjectNavRoom bench-
mark [10] is similar to the ObjectNav benchmark but in-
volves smaller trajectories. This benchmark includes 15
object categories and annotates 21k trajectories within 2k
training houses out of 1M expert trajectory frames. Addi-
tionally, the ObjectNavRoom benchmark uses more diverse
instructions, describing both the object’s category and its
room type simultaneously, such as “Find a vase in the liv-
ing room.” In contrast, the ObjectNav benchmark specifies
only the object’s category, such as “Find a vase.” Similarly,
we extend each trajectory in the ObjectNavRoom bench-
mark with EQA pairs, collecting 21k EQA pairs as the cor-
responding EQA dataset for ablation studies.

The action space of the ObjectNav and ObjectNav-
Room benchmarks [10] includes 20 actions: Move Base
(±20 cm); Rotate Base (±6◦, ±30◦); Move Arm (x,
z) (±2 cm, ±10 cm); Rotate Grasper (±10◦); pickup;
dropoff; done with subtask; and terminate.

7.1.2. Metrics
Success rate (SR) is defined as the proportion of episodes
deemed successful, which occurs when the agent executes
the “end” action and the distance to the target, any instance
of the category, is within a specified threshold (e.g., 2m).
Episode-length weighted success (SEL) [9] is a metric
used to evaluate the efficiency of an agent’s navigation. It



compares the shortest possible path to the agent’s actual
path, calculated as:

1

N

N∑
i=1

Si
wi

max (wi, ei)
, (10)

where wi represents the shortest possible episode length to
the target object, ei is the episode length produced by the
agent, and Si is a binary indicator that denotes success for
episode i. Percentage of rooms visited (%Rooms) is a
metric that measures the proportion of distinct rooms an
agent successfully visits during navigation relative to the
total number of rooms available in the environment. This
metric reflects the agent’s exploratory capability and effi-
ciency in covering different areas within a given space.

7.2. Traing Strategy
Here, we describe the model hyper-parameters and training
details of P3Nav.

7.2.1. Model Hyper-parameters
In the visual encoder, the number of image patches nimg
is set to 64, the number of multi-view vision tokens nuv is
400, and the feature dimension c is 1024. In the adaptive
3D-aware history sampling strategy, the window size W is
60, the proximity threshold ϵ is 0.1, and the number of his-
torical frames nhis is 60. For the MaxPool operator, we
use an adaptive max pooling function to reduce the number
of tokens in the historical features G[i].v to 1. In the LLM,
the number of language tokens nL corresponds to the length
of input instructions and questions, respectively.

7.2.2. Training Details
We train the entire model with the AdamW optimizer using
8 A100 GPUs (80 GB memory per GPU), with a batch size
of 48 per GPU, resulting in a total batch size of 384 for 5
epochs. A cosine learning rate strategy is employed, where
the learning rate is initially set to 1 × 10−4 and finally de-
cays to 1× 10−6. We evaluate checkpoints every 0.5 epoch
starting from the 3rd epoch and report the metrics for the
checkpoint with the highest SR on the evaluation split.

8. Qualitative Results
To visualize the effectiveness of our unified framework
for embodied navigation, we provide additional qualita-
tive results generated by our method alongside those of
SPOC [10]. As shown in Fig.6, when the agent is posi-
tioned close to the target, such as within the same room, our
P3Nav is capable of generating the shortest path compara-
ble to SPOC [10]. Both methods understand the environ-
ment well, enabling efficient navigation under familiar con-
ditions. However, when the agent needs to navigate across
greater distances, such as being situated in different rooms

from the target, significant differences in their performance
begin to emerge. As shown in Fig. 7, SPOC [10] struggles
by repeating paths, which reduces efficiency and increases
the risk of looping or missing optimal routes, lowering its
success rate. In contrast, P3Nav avoids revisiting areas, sys-
tematically explores new routes, and adapts to changing en-
vironments, making it effective for long-distance navigation
and optimizing complex pathways.



SPOC P3Nav
Instruction: Locate a chair.

SPOC P3Nav
Instruction: Find a toilet.

SPOC P3Nav

Instruction: Find a laptop.

Figure 6. Qualitative comparison of trajectories generated by SPOC [10] and P3Nav in the same room.



Instruction: Find a laptop.
SPOC P3Nav

Instruction: Locate a chair.
SPOC P3Nav

SPOC P3Nav

Instruction: Locate a trash can.

Figure 7. Qualitative comparison of trajectories generated by SPOC [10] and P3Nav in different rooms.
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