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Abstract— Robot navigation in densely populated environ-
ments presents significant challenges, particularly regarding
the interplay between individual and group dynamics. Current
navigation models predominantly address interactions with
individual pedestrians while failing to account for human
groups that naturally form in real-world settings. Conversely,
the limited models implementing group-aware navigation typ-
ically prioritize group dynamics at the expense of individual
interactions, both of which are essential for socially appropri-
ate navigation. This research extends an existing simulation
framework to incorporate both individual pedestrians and
human groups. We present Tangent Action for Group Avoidance
(TAGA), a modular reactive mechanism that can be integrated
with existing navigation frameworks to enhance their group-
awareness capabilities. TAGA dynamically modifies robot tra-
jectories using tangent action-based avoidance strategies while
preserving the underlying model’s capacity to navigate around
individuals. Additionally, we introduce Group Collision Rate
(GCR), a novel metric to quantitatively assess how effectively
robots maintain group integrity during navigation. Through
comprehensive simulation-based benchmarking, we demon-
strate that integrating TAGA with state-of-the-art navigation
models (ORCA, Social Force, DS-RNN, and AG-RL) reduces
group intrusions by 45.7–78.6% while maintaining comparable
success rates and navigation efficiency. Future work will focus
on real-world implementation and validation of this approach.
Additional details and resources are available at https://
sites.google.com/rme.du.ac.bd/taga/home.

I. INTRODUCTION

Autonomous robots are increasingly being used in hu-
man environments for various applications, including service
robotics, delivery, and assistive technologies. A growing
number of research has focused on developing human-aware
robot navigation by accounting for the fast and dynamic
nature of human motion while adhering to complex social
norms [1], [2]. Socially compliant navigation refers to the
robot’s ability to navigate in a manner that respects hu-
man social interactions and follows socially accepted norms
and behaviors in a given environment. Early approaches to
achieving social compliance evolved from simply treating
humans as moving obstacles to avoid [3], to designing strate-
gies to prevent robots from getting stuck in crowds [4], and
eventually incorporating basic social norms to enable more
appropriate navigation behaviors [5]. However, most of these
methods have modeled humans as independent individuals
without considering the impact of groups on navigation.
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Fig. 1: Comparison of robot navigation with and with-
out TAGA integration. (a) Traditional environment without
group modeling, where robots navigate toward goals without
considering human group formations. (b) Our enhanced
environment with human groups (bounded by dotted black
circles). Existing navigation frameworks (labeled A and B)
frequently intrude into these groups, while their TAGA-
enhanced versions (A+TAGA and B+TAGA) generate paths
that respect group boundaries while maintaining effective
navigation toward goals.

In real-world crowded environments, people naturally
form dynamic groups that move together, interact, and
collectively influence navigation patterns [6]. Traditional
approaches, such as reaction-based methods like Optimal
Reciprocal Collision Avoidance (ORCA) [7] and Social
Force (SF) [8], as well as learning-based models [9], [10],
generally treat humans as separate individuals, failing to
capture group-level interactions. As a result, robots relying
on these methods may exhibit inefficient or socially inappro-
priate behaviors, such as cutting through groups rather than
respecting their collective behaviors.

Recently, a study [11] attempted to address this issue
by introducing a group-aware policy for robot navigation,
representing human groups using convex hulls and modeling
them as pedestrians moving in the same direction. While
their approach improves social compliance by discouraging
the robot from intruding into groups, it lacks adaptability in
mixed environments, as it primarily focuses on groups while
overlooking individual interactions and more structured for-
mations, such as static groups.

To overcome these limitations, we introduce human group
modeling within a robot navigation framework utilizing the
simulation environment from [10], enabling robots to interact
with both individual humans and human group behaviors
(See Fig. 1). Additionally, we propose Tangent Action for
Group Avoidance (TAGA), a reactive group-aware navigation
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model that dynamically adjusts robot trajectories based on
detected human groups. Unlike previous approaches that
rely solely on learned policies, TAGA provides a flexible
avoidance mechanism that can be integrated into existing
navigation methods, allowing these methods to adapt to
group behaviors when human groups are present.

Our study makes the following contributions:
1) We developed an enhanced simulation framework that

models both individual human dynamics and group
behaviors with spatial clustering and leader-follower
dynamics. This environment enables the evaluation of
navigation strategies in complex crowd scenarios with
diverse group formations.

2) We proposed TAGA, a reactive-based group avoid-
ance mechanism that can be integrated into any robot
navigation framework, allowing robots to dynamically
adapt to human group behaviors and navigate in a
socially compliant manner.

3) We introduced a new evaluation metric, Group Colli-
sion Rate (GCR), which quantifies how well a robot
avoids intruding into human groups, providing a stan-
dardized approach to measure group-aware navigation
performance.

4) We conducted a comprehensive benchmarking study
by integrating TAGA with existing methods, includ-
ing ORCA [7], SF [8], DS-RNN [9], and AG-RL
[10], demonstrating significant improvements in group-
aware navigation while maintaining comparable perfor-
mance in other metrics.

II. BACKGROUND AND RELATED WORK
A. Human Group Modeling in Crowd-Robot Simulation
Frameworks

Recent studies have expanded human-aware robot naviga-
tion to account for both static and dynamic social groups
[11], where static groups are defined as individuals who
stay spatially close with minimal movement, while dynamic
groups move together toward a common goal. Prior research
has explored group interactions based on size and formation
[12] and investigated intra-group coherence [13], [14] and
inter-group differences [15] to improve trajectory prediction
[16]. However, dynamic groups often lack structured forma-
tions, requiring adaptive strategies for effective navigation.

Machine learning has significantly advanced human-aware
robot navigation. RNNs [17] have been used for human
motion prediction [18], while RL methods, including inverse
RL [19] and DRL [20], have improved socially compli-
ant navigation. Attention-based DRL has further enhanced
interaction modeling in crowded settings [21], [22]. How-
ever, most approaches focus on individual interactions, with
limited emphasis on explicit group modeling [23]. A prior
work [11] addressed this by using convex hulls instead of
F-formations [20] for group representation, but it relies on
predefined structures and RL-based penalties, making it less
adaptable to dynamic environments. Additionally, it over-
looks individual interactions and lacks a robust evaluation
metric for group-aware navigation.

In contrast, leveraging the framework from [10], we inte-
grated human groups alongside individual dynamic humans
for a more realistic crowd simulation. To assess group-
aware navigation, we compare our model with state-of-the-
art frameworks. Existing metrics primarily penalize group
intersections or measure pedestrian discomfort [11], offering
only indirect assessments of social compliance. To address
this, we propose GCR, a more robust metric that directly
quantifies a robot’s ability to avoid intruding into human
groups, ensuring a precise and continuous evaluation across
different models.

B. Navigation Methods for Human Group Avoidance

Robot navigation in crowded environments requires safe
and efficient interaction with both individuals and human
groups. Traditional approaches fall into reaction-based and
learning-based methods. Reaction-based models like ORCA
[7] and SF [8] use predefined mathematical rules for collision
avoidance. ORCA enables fast trajectory adjustments but
ignores social norms, often leading to group intrusions.
The SF Model incorporates interaction forces but struggles
with dynamically changing groups. Overall, these methods
lack the adaptability required for complex, human-centric
environments.

Learning-based methods, including DS-RNN [9] and AG-
RL [10], leverage deep reinforcement learning to model
crowd interactions. DS-RNN captures spatio-temporal rela-
tionships but focuses on individual-based interactions rather
than structured group behaviors. AG-RL predicts human in-
tentions using attention-based interaction graphs but does not
explicitly differentiate human groups, leading to suboptimal
group avoidance. To overcome this issue, a recent group-
aware navigation model[11], define groups using convex
hulls and penalize group intrusions. However, they assume
groups move in the same direction and lack adaptability for
static or mixed groups. In contrast, our proposed TAGA
navigation model can dynamically adjust robot trajectories
based on detected human groups, whether they are static or
mixed, and integrate with existing frameworks for improved
navigation.

III. TANGENT ACTION MODEL FOR GROUP AVOIDANCE

A. Problem Formulation

Our objective is to learn a controller that allows a robot
to navigate to a desired goal while maintaining social norms
and avoiding collisions with individual pedestrians, human
groups, and their boundaries. We formulate our approach
using a reactive methodology. If the robot detects a group
G = {u1,u2, ...,um}, where m is the number of group mem-
bers, it activates its reactive nature.

From a certain distance S, the robot adjusts its action
to follow a tangent trajectory from the group’s centroid
to the robot’s intercept point. This tangent action ensures
smooth and socially compliant navigation while respecting
group formations. Once the robot crosses the point where
its distance to the group is less than the sum of the group’s
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Fig. 2: The Visualization of our proposed TAGA process. The
robot, initially following a standard navigation model, detects
a human group and activates TAGA. The model computes
a tangent action based on the group centroid and boundary,
enabling the robot to smoothly navigate around the group
while ensuring social compliance. Once the group is passed,
TAGA deactivates, allowing the robot to resume its default
navigation policy towards the goal.

radius, rg and a safety margin, dsafe, it deactivates its tangent
behavior and resumes its default navigation strategy.

B. State and Action Representation

We model navigation as a decision-making process where
the robot must reach its goal while avoiding collisions with
individuals and human groups. At each timestep t, the robot
observes the environment and selects an action.

Following [10], the state st is represented as:

st =
[
wt ,ut

1, û
t+1:t+K
1 , ...,ut

n, û
t+1:t+K
n

]
∪{gt

1,g
t
2, ...,g

t
m} (1)

where wt includes global robot features (position, velocity,
goal), and each human i is represented by ut

i = (pi,vi),
with ût+1:t+K

i predicting future states over K timesteps. The
number of humans n varies dynamically.

Each group j is defined as:

gt
j = (c j

g,r
j
g,m

j
g,grp id j,{h id1, ...,h idm j

g
}) (2)

where c j
g and r j

g are the group centroid and radius, m j
g is the

number of members, and grp id j is a unique identifier. The
set {h id1, ...,h idm j

g
} tracks individual members, allowing

dynamic adaptation to crowd formations.
The action at each timestep is at =(vx,vy), where vx and vy

define the robot’s velocity in a holonomic kinematic model.

C. Tangent Action Model

To enable group-aware navigation, we propose a tangent-
based action model, TAGA, that allows the robot to smoothly
bypass human groups while progressing toward its goal.
Unlike traditional avoidance mechanisms that only consider
individual humans, our approach ensures that the robot
respects the spatial integrity of human groups by following
a tangent trajectory around them.

1) Tangent Computation: Given a detected group G =
{u1,u2, ...,um}, where m is the number of members, the
group is represented by a centroid cg = 1

m ∑
m
i=1 pi and a

radius, rg = maxi ∥pi − cg∥, and the switching distance S =
rg +dsafe, where pi = (xi,yi) is the position of the i-th mem-
ber, and dsafe is a safety margin to prevent near-collisions.
The robot, positioned at pr = (xr,yr), adjusts its trajectory
when it reaches S from the group boundary.

At this point, the robot selects one of the tangent points
(pT ) on the group’s boundary as its temporary subgoal:

pT = cg + rg · t̂ (3)

where t̂ is the unit tangent direction from the robot to
the group boundary. The tangent is computed based on the
relative position of the robot and the group centroid.

2) Tangent Navigation Process: As shown in Fig. 2,
the robot follows a structured process for group-aware
navigation. First, it detects a human group and calculates
its centroid and boundary. When it reaches the switching
distance S, the tangent avoidance mechanism is activated.
The robot then computes the tangent trajectory and selects
the optimal path around the group. Once it crosses the group
boundary, it deactivates the tangent behavior and resumes
direct goal navigation.

D. Implementation Details

Our proposed TAGA model is designed to integrate seam-
lessly with existing navigation models, particularly those
trained on environments with individual humans. A navi-
gation model M represents either a learning-based policy
trained on individual pedestrian interactions or a reactive
method optimized for avoiding individual humans.

To ensure socially compliant navigation in the presence
of human groups, TAGA operates as a conditional module
that activates only when a group is detected. The navigation
policy follows a switching mechanism, where the robot’s
action selection is based on the observed state s:

f (s) =

{
TAGA(s), if a human group is detected
M(s), otherwise

(4)

where, s represents the robot’s current state, including its
position, velocity, and the surrounding human configuration,
M(s) outputs an action based on the baseline navigation
model in environments without groups, TAGA(s) computes a
tangent action when a group is detected, adjusting the robot’s
trajectory for socially compliant navigation, f (s) represents
the final action executed by the robot.

The integration of TAGA with an existing model M fol-
lows a reactive approach based on group detection. The robot
continuously monitors its surroundings and identifies human
groups using spatial clustering, where group membership
is determined by the proximity of individuals. Additionally,
the robot calculates the average velocity of group members
to identify cohesive movement patterns, further refining the
group detection process. If no group is detected, the robot
follows the original navigation model M(s), which provides
actions for avoiding individual pedestrians. However, when
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Fig. 3: Comparison of our method (TAGA) and the state-of-the-art approach during the same testing episode, with
identical randomized human and group placements. The dotted circles represent group boundaries, while the small blue
dots illustrate the robot’s trajectory towards its goal. To ensure uninterrupted navigation, group collision constraints were
disabled during the episode, allowing for continuous observation of the robot’s path planning and decision-making behavior.

a group is identified, the control switches to TAGA, which
adjusts the robot’s trajectory using a tangent-based avoidance
strategy. TAGA computes a path around the group boundary
to ensure smooth and socially compliant navigation. Once
the robot successfully passes the group, TAGA deactivates,
and the control returns to M(s), allowing the robot to resume
its default navigation behavior.

This modular design ensures that TAGA does not inter-
fere with pre-trained policies when no groups are present,
making it adaptable to any existing navigation model.
The proposed approach effectively allows individual-based
navigation frameworks to inherit group-awareness without
retraining the entire model, thereby improving real-world
applicability.

IV. CROWD ROBOT NAVIGATION BENCHMARK

A. Simulation Environment

We build upon the simulation environment proposed in
[10], where a robot navigates through a dense 12m ×
12m crowd space with up to 20 dynamic humans. The
environment features a holonomic robot with a limited 5m
sensor range and realistic human flow dynamics, ensuring
continuous crowd interaction. Humans are controlled by
the ORCA algorithm, reacting only to other humans while
remaining unaware of the robot’s presence.

In contrast to [10], we extend this environment by intro-
ducing human group behaviors alongside individual pedes-
trians. As shown in Fig. 3, groups are visually represented
by similar-colored circles, indicating pedestrians that move
together or standing close to each other.

B. Human Group Simulation

We model human groups spatially, where each group is de-
fined by a centroid c and radius r. The centroid is the average
position of all members, with pi = (xi,yi) representing the
position of the i-th member. The members are constrained
within a maximum distance r from the centroid, ensuring
spatial cohesion. The set of all members is denoted by G,
and the spatial constraints are expressed as c = 1

N ∑
N
i=1 pi,

where ∥pi − c∥ ≤ r and ∀i ∈ G.
For dynamic groups, a leader is randomly selected as

leader = random(G).
The leader follows ORCA-based navigation[7], where

pleader(t) represents the leader’s position at time t, vorca is
the velocity computed using the ORCA algorithm, and ∆t is
the simulation time step:

pleader(t +1) = pleader(t)+ vorca ·∆t (5)

Each follower in the group maintains cohesion by adjust-
ing its velocity relative to the leader and the group centroid.
Here, vi denotes the velocity of the i-th follower, vleader
represents the velocity of the leader, and k is a cohesion
factor ensuring that members remain within the group:

vi = vleader + k(c− pi) (6)

For static groups, all members remain stationary, with
Gstatic representing the set of static group members, where
vi = 0 for all i ∈ Gstatic.

C. Task

The robot, represented by a yellow circle with an arrow
inside (Fig. 3), starts at one side of the environment, typically



opposite to the goal, which is marked as a star in Fig. 3.
The primary objective of the robot is to navigate toward
the goal while avoiding collisions with individual humans,
group members, and group boundaries. To prevent indefinite
simulations in cases where a valid navigation path is not
found, we impose a time limit of 197 steps. The robot
navigates freely within the environment as the surrounding
crowd, consisting of both individual pedestrians and group
members, moves dynamically and unpredictably. However,
humans in the crowd can traverse through group members
without restrictions.
D. Benchmark Setup

To evaluate the impact of human groups on robot nav-
igation, we conduct the benchmark in two experimental
phases. First, we evaluate the performance of four widely
used navigation frameworks—ORCA [7], Social Force [8],
DS-RNN [9], and AG-RL [10] to analyze their ability to
navigate in the presence of individual humans and human
groups. Next, we integrate our proposed TAGA mechanism
into these models to examine how well they adapt to group-
aware navigation. For instance, ORCA + TAGA allows
ORCA to incorporate reactive group avoidance, ensuring that
it respects group boundaries. Similar integration is applied
to the other methods to assess their performance with group-
awareness.

Each approach is tested under identical conditions to en-
sure a fair comparison. The experiments are conducted across
different configurations, adjusting crowd density, group sizes,
and movement dynamics to assess performance across vari-
ous scenarios.

Furthermore, to quantify the effectiveness of group-aware
navigation, GCR serves as a key performance metric, along-
side traditional evaluation criteria such as SR, CR, and navi-
gation efficiency. This benchmark setup provides a structured
and reproducible evaluation of navigation models in realistic
human environments.

To ensure reliable evaluation, all methods are tested on
100 randomly generated unseen cases. If a collision occurs
during an episode, the simulation is immediately terminated
to reflect real-world navigation constraints. Consequently,
the total of all failure rates, including Collision Rate (CR),
Timeout Rate (TR), and GCR, along with the SR, always
equals 1, expressed as CR + T R + GCR + SR = 1. Note
that all time measurements are in seconds, and all distance
measurements are in meters.
E. Metrics

Our evaluation focuses on four key aspects: (1) robot
navigation performance, (2) safety considerations, (3) real-
time performance, and (4) group-aware navigation.

Real-Time Performance: This metric evaluates the over-
all success of the navigation attempts, including the Success
Rate (SR), which is the percentage of trials where the robot
successfully reached the goal without colliding or exceeding
the time limit.

Robot Navigation Performance: These metrics assess
the robot’s efficiency in reaching the goal while optimizing

TABLE I: Comparison of models with and without TAGA.

Models SR↑ CR↓ GCR↓ TR↓ NT↓ PL↓
AG-RL[10] 0.57 0.06 0.35 0.02 14.23 19.06
DS-RNN[9] 0.46 0.19 0.33 0.02 16.41 18.15
ORCA[7] 0.32 0.13 0.36 0.19 24.86 17.65
SF[8] 0.26 0.39 0.14 0.21 26.79 19.49
AG-RL[10]+TAGA 0.57 0.22 0.19 0.02 14.61 18.83
DS-RNN[9]+TAGA 0.48 0.40 0.08 0.04 15.49 18.68
ORCA[7]+TAGA 0.47 0.23 0.10 0.20 27.12 19.34
SF[8]+TAGA 0.29 0.48 0.03 0.20 27.12 19.96

movement. This includes Navigation Time (NT), the average
time required for the robot to reach the goal across all trials,
and Path Length (PL), the total distance traveled by the robot
from start to goal, averaged over all trials.

Safety Considerations: These metrics quantify the safety
of the robot’s navigation by measuring collision risks. They
include CR, the number of trials where the robot collided
with a human or group boundary, and TR, the percentage
of trials where the robot failed to reach the goal within the
allotted time.

Group-Aware Navigation: To quantify the effectiveness
of group-aware navigation, GCR measures how well the
robot avoids intruding into human groups. Here, GCR is
defined as the proportion of time the robot remains within a
group’s spatial boundary during navigation:

GCR =
∑

T
t=1 I(pr(t) ∈ G)

T
(7)

where, T is the total number of time steps in a trial, pr(t)
represents the position of the robot at time step t, I(pr(t)∈G)
is an indicator function that returns 1 if the robot is inside a
group’s spatial boundary and 0 otherwise.

V. RESULTS

A. Baseline Results
The results in Table I show that TAGA significantly

reduces GCR, minimizing collisions with human groups. The
reduction for AG-RL is (0.35− 0.19)/0.35× 100 = 45.7%,
while DS-RNN, ORCA, and SF achieve reductions of 75.7%,
72.2%, and 78.6%, respectively. This improvement results
from incorporating group-reactive attention, which enhances
the robot’s understanding of group behaviors. Although
individual CR increases a bit, it does not affect overall
SR. The CR increases because when the TAGA activates,
it primarily focuses on group behavior. As a result, if an
individual human suddenly appears in the scene at that
moment, the robot may fail to react appropriately, leading
to a collision. This occurs because the attention mechanism
is biased toward group dynamics, reducing responsiveness to
unexpected individual obstacles.

Moreover, the TAGA method exhibits notable improve-
ments in the GCR, highlighting its effectiveness in avoiding
groups. However, the CR and TR remain somewhat higher.
Additionally, NT and PL are slightly greater compared to the
vanilla method. This increase occurs because, while avoiding
groups, the robot occasionally chooses longer paths, resulting
in a minor rise in both NT and PL.



B. Simulation Results

In the simulation results shown in Fig. 3, when TAGA
detected human groups, it applied tangent actions to maintain
a safe distance from the group boundaries, ensuring smooth
and collision-free navigation. This mechanism allowed the
robot to navigate around groups while staying on track
toward its goal. As the robot neared the group boundaries, it
dynamically adjusted its trajectory to avoid crossing into the
group’s space, prioritizing social compliance. Once the robot
successfully passed the group, the tangent action deactivated,
allowing it to revert to its default navigation strategy and
proceed toward the target without further interference.
C. Comparison Results

Fig. 3 shows the navigation paths of TAGA (bottom)
and AG-RL (top) in the same scenario, highlighting the
differences in how each model handles group avoidance and
navigation efficiency.

As shown in Fig. 3, the AG-RL model does not exhibit
group-aware behavior and instead moves directly through
the middle of the group. This occurs because AG-RL is
primarily designed to find the shortest path to the goal
without explicitly considering group formations. It treats all
humans as independent obstacles rather than recognizing
them as cohesive social entities. Consequently, when multiple
humans are clustered together, AG-RL may navigate through
them if it perceives an open space. In contrast, TAGA adjusts
its trajectory to navigate around groups while maintaining a
safe distance, leveraging group-awareness for more socially
acceptable and human-like navigation.

VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

We introduced TAGA, addressing the critical gap between
individual-focused and group-aware robot navigation. Our
approach uniquely combines tangent-based reactive strate-
gies with existing navigation frameworks, enabling robots
to respect human group formations without compromising
navigation performance. The substantial reduction in group
intrusions across multiple baseline methods demonstrates
that the proposed approach significantly enhances social
compliance in crowded environments.

However, our approach has some limitations that suggest
directions for future work. (1) TAGA uses reactive avoidance
rather than predictive modeling, limiting its ability to an-
ticipate group movement; incorporating trajectory prediction
could improve planning. (2) Evaluations are conducted in
simulation, and while the environment captures realistic
crowd dynamics, real-world testing is needed for validation.
Addressing these challenges will further enhance socially
compliant robot navigation in human environments.
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