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Abstract— Vision-language models (VLMs) have demon-
strated remarkable capabilities in robotic planning, particularly
for long-horizon tasks that require a holistic understanding
of the environment for task decomposition. Existing methods
typically rely on prior environmental knowledge or carefully
designed task-specific prompts, making them struggle with
dynamic scene changes or unexpected task conditions, e.g., a
robot attempting to put a carrot in the microwave but finds
the door was closed. Such challenges underscore two critical
issues: adaptability and efficiency. To address them, in this
work, we propose an adaptive multi-agent planning framework,
termed REMAC, that enables efficient, scene-agnostic multi-
robot long-horizon task planning and execution through con-
tinuous reflection and self-evolution. REMAC incorporates two
key modules: a self-reflection module performing pre-condition
and post-condition checks in the loop to evaluate progress
and refine plans, and a self-evolvement module dynamically
adapting plans based on scene-specific reasoning. It offers
several appealing benefits: 1) Robots can initially explore and
reason about the environment without complex prompt design.
2) Robots can keep reflecting on potential planning errors
and adapting the plan based on task-specific insights. 3) After
iterations, a robot can call another one to coordinate tasks in
parallel, maximizing the task execution efficiency. To validate
REMAC’s effectiveness, we build a multi-agent environment
for long-horizon robot manipulation and navigation based on
RoboCasa, featuring 4 task categories with 27 task styles and
50+ different objects. Based on it, we further benchmark state-
of-the-art reasoning models, including DeepSeek-R1, o3-mini,
QwQ, and Grok3, demonstrating REMAC’s superiority by
boosting average success rates by 40% and execution efficiency
by 52.7% over the single robot baseline without any task-
specific prompting or finetuning.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, Vision-Language Models (VLMs) have
seen significant application in robot control tasks [1, 2].
VLMs combine visual information with language descrip-
tions, enabling robots to understand and execute complex
tasks, thereby demonstrating strong planning capabilities.
In household environments, robots often face a series of
complex, long-horizon tasks, such as preparing food or
organizing cabinets [3]. These tasks typically involve mul-
tiple stages and require the robot to have a comprehensive
understanding of the environment. Additionally, tasks such as
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Fig. 1: REMAC resolves planning errors in long-horizon, multi-
stage tasks by employing condition checks and reflective evolution,
thereby enhancing planning efficiency. 1) Task fails because the
robot attempts to open the microwave door while holding a carrot.
2) Task succeeds after the robot, through a condition check process,
recognizes the necessity of putting down the carrot. 3) Efficiency is
enhanced when the robot correctly sequences its actions by opening
the microwave door and then picking the carrot up. 4) Efficiency is
further improved when the robot delegates the task of opening the
door to another robot.

cooking may require collaboration between multiple robots
to ensure efficiency and quality. In such situations, how to
guide multiple robots to correctly plan and execute tasks
using VLMs remains a key challenge.

Existing long-horizon task planning methods often take
robot observation images and complex prompts contain-
ing scene information as input and output multi-stage task
plans.[4, 5] However, these models require comprehensive
knowledge of both the environment and the task, typically
provided through complex, scene-specific prompts. Without
such detailed input, VLMs may struggle to infer critical
spatial and logical constraints, leading to infeasible or in-
efficient task plans [6]. Furthermore, relying on VLMs to
generate a single, fixed plan for an entire task is often
inefficient. Any change in the environment or failure in sub-
task execution can lead to complete re-planning, making the
approach fragile and inflexible for dynamic scenarios. On
the other hand, for tasks requiring bimanual coordination,
current approaches usually involve splitting complex tasks
and assigning them to multiple robots for synchronous exe-
cution [7, 8]. These methods can only tackle short-horizon
tasks and lack mechanisms to dynamically refine initial
plans, limiting their effectiveness in long-horizon tasks. [9]
Therefore, guiding multiple robots to complete long-horizon,
multi-stage tasks accurately remains a significant challenge.

In this paper, we propose a novel framework for long-
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horizon, multi-robot task planning called REMAC, which
enables the agent to continuously interact with the envi-
ronment and improve planning through self-reflection and
evolution, as shown in Figure 1. REMAC is a zero-shot
framework that generates efficient and feasible multi-robot
collaborative task plans based on concise task descriptions
provided by humans across diverse scenarios. The final task
plans are generated through iterative progress in exploration
and reflection. Specifically, multiple robots first explore
the environment, build an understanding of the scene, and
generate the initial task plan. When executing each sub-
task, the VLM checks pre-conditions and post-conditions to
reflect on any potential planning errors based on the scene.
This reflection mechanism effectively captures key scene
information, enabling the VLM to generate more reasonable
plans and preventing it from overlooking key constraints
when processing large amounts of information.

Figure 1 illustrates the proposed REMAC, which allows
the VLM to correct task planning errors based on scene infor-
mation, guiding multiple robots to collaboratively complete
task plans that align with the scene’s constraints. To validate
REMAC’s effectiveness, we build a multi-agent benchmark
for long-horizon robot manipulation and navigation based
on RoboCasa, featuring a comprehensive evaluation of rea-
soning models including DeepSeek-R1, o3-mini, QwQ, and
Grok3 on 4 task categories with 27 task styles and 50+
different objects.

In summary, our contributions are three-fold.
• We propose a multi-robot collaborative planning frame-

work with self-reflection and self-evolvement capabilities
for long-horizon and multi-stage tasks.

• We introduce a self-evolution mechanism leveraging pre-
and post-condition checking modules for both in-the-loop
task re-planning and future task optimization.

• We build a multi-robot physical simulation environment
based on RoboCasa, together with a comprehensive long-
horizon benchmark evaluating state-of-the-art reasoning
models, demonstrating the effectiveness of our framework,
e.g., improve the average success rate by 40.0% and
efficiency by 52.7% compared to a single robot baseline.

II. RELATED WORK

A. VLM for Task Planning

Vision-Language Models (VLMs) transform inputs from
natural language and images into formal languages that
model-based planners can interpret [10]. This functionality
is particularly critical in the domain of robot control, where
few-shot or zero-shot learning techniques are used, a utility
that has been widely recognized and adopted in recent
research [11–13]. However, a significant challenge emerges
when VLMs fail to account for contextual details provided
by scene or image information, resulting in outputs that are
impractical or unfeasible in real-world settings. To address
this issue, several studies [14–16] have proposed method-
ologies that facilitate reflection on the causes of failure and
allow replanning after unsuccessful execution of an initial

plan. These approaches have yielded notable improvements
in success rates for tasks with shorter temporal scopes, such
as securing objects.

However, these methods face substantial difficulties when
applied to tasks that span extended durations and com-
prise numerous subtasks, such as preparing a breakfast that
includes both food and coffee. The high-level instruction
”prepare breakfast for me” encapsulates a variety of sub-
tasks, including, but not limited to, washing food, heating
food, and pouring coffee. In contrast, the reasoning process
supported by VLMs typically presupposes the availability of
predefined action templates (e.g., “pick and place” or “open
cabinet door”), which often fail to address the intricacies
of long-term, complex tasks adequately. Meanwhile, [17–
19] have explored the capabilities of Large language models
(LLMs) or VLMs for complex long-horizon robotic task
planning, enhancing robot performance in multi-stage tasks.
In response to the limitation above, our proposed method,
denoted as REMAC overcomes the inability of VLMs to
reflect on and replan for high-level language instructions.
By doing so, it effectively extends the reasoning capabilities
of VLMs to accommodate complex tasks characterized by
prolonged temporal horizons.

B. Multi-Robot Task Planning

Task planning in multi-robot systems is crucial for improv-
ing task execution efficiency [20]. Typically, task planning
for multi-robot systems involves two stages: task decompo-
sition and task allocation. In the task decomposition stage,
a convenient and cognitively aligned method is to describe
the overall task using high-level natural language. LLMs
equipped with prior knowledge from various environments
are then employed to divide the overall task into subtasks and
predict their execution order [21]. The division of subtasks
depends on the union of the skill sets possessed by the multi-
robot system [22, 23]. Task allocation, on the other hand, is
based on the skills mastered by each robot within the multi-
robot system [24], with tasks executed in parallel by robots
required to have the same temporal priority in the overall
plan.

However, the effectiveness of existing approaches relies on
a key assumption: the decomposed subtasks can be correctly
executed in the environment [25]. This assumption often
does not hold in real-world scenarios. Compared to single-
robot systems, multi-robot systems involve a larger number
of subtasks, making them more susceptible to failures caused
by planning errors [26]. Our work addresses this limitation
by introducing a reflection process, originally developed
for single-robot systems, into multi-robot systems. This
approach enhances the efficiency of the entire robot system
using a zero-shot methodology.

III. PROBLEM STATEMENT

Given a high-level language instruction I and an envi-
ronment E, our objective is to understand the layout of
E and the objects it contains and to decompose I into
multiple subtasks that can be assigned to multiple robots
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Fig. 2: Left: Self-Reflection. Before the execution of subtask i, the VLM verifies the pre-conditions to determine whether the plan for
subtask i is executable given the observation after completing subtask i − 1. If not, this indicates an error in the initial planning, and
the system engages in a reflection process to identify the cause of this error, which is subsequently stored in the reflection database.
Following the execution of subtask i, the VLM verifies the post-conditions to assess whether the subtask was successfully executed, given
the observation after executing the current task. If not, the system initiates a retry of the subtask. Right: Self-Evolvement. Upon sequential
completion of all subtasks, the reflection database—containing accumulated pre-condition-check analysis and last-iteration plan serves as
the foundation for generating initial plans for subsequent iterations. This knowledge-augmented process iteratively refines planning logic,
yielding an optimized initial plan with feasibility and efficiency for future iterations.

for efficient execution. Notably, to ensure generality, the
language instruction I is designed to be independent of any
specific scene, which poses a significant challenge for robot
movement and operation tasks. For example, consider the
instruction “heat the vegetables.” Directly querying LLM for
task decomposition might lead to arbitrary and irrelevant
task plans, such as ”open microwave” being a subtask in
an environment with only a pan and a stove.

In this work, we consider a set of robots R =
{R1, R2, . . . , Rn} operating within the scene E, with the
goal of decomposing a high-level language instruction I into
K subtasks T = {T1, T2, . . . , TK} that can be completed
using the items available in E. Our approach focuses on
improving the understanding of the scene E to provide
sufficient information for accurate task decomposition and to
prevent failures due to planning errors, while also addressing
efficient allocation of subtasks with the same temporal prior-
ities to multiple robots for execution in parallel, particularly
since some subtasks can be performed concurrently.

IV. METHOD

In this section, we elaborate on the specifics of our
proposed framework, which comprises three interconnected
stages. Initially, robots explore the scene guided by the
task description to enhance their understanding of the en-
vironment. In the second stage, a large language model
decomposes the high-level task description into subtasks
that can be executed by low-level policies using information
gathered in the previous exploration stage. For each subtask,
assessments are also conducted to evaluate their feasibility
and the overall progress toward completion, with pertinent
reflections being systematically recorded in a buffer. Finally,
leveraging the accumulated reflections, the initial plan is
iteratively refined and advanced through multiple cycles of
optimization.

A. Scene Exploration and Information Gathering

For high-level language instruction I , we assume that the
robots have no prior knowledge of the environment. Based on
this assumption, immediate task decomposition is less useful
due to the lack of sufficient environmental information. The
decomposition of premature tasks often results in subtasks Ti

that cannot be executed successfully within the environment
E. Instead, we initially employ a large language model with
reasoning capabilities to propose potential tools and objects
that could be utilized for the given task. Subsequently, mul-
tiple robots begin the search for relevant items. Each robot
is equipped with a camera that sends image observations to
a VLM for identification and recording of items present in
the scene during exploration. If the robots successfully locate
the items initially proposed by the LLM, the LLM directly
proceeds to generate subtask plans for the robots to execute.
Otherwise, the robots systematically traverse the scene E
until all available tools and objects are discovered. The LLM
then uses this complete list of items to update the concept
of the scene to generate plans that are relevant to the scene.
In particular, this mechanism enables exploration to stop
once sufficient information is gathered for task execution,
thus avoiding the unnecessary time and resource use of fully
exploring the environment E.

B. Task Planning and Check Mechanism

In this stage, the items listed in Scene E serve as a
reference for a large language model with reasoning capabil-
ities to decompose tasks based on language instructions. For
example, for the task of ”heating carrots”, since the items
listed in Scene E include a microwave, the task is naturally
broken down into subtasks such as placing the carrots in the
microwave and starting it. To further improve efficiency, the
LLM also analyzes the temporal dependencies of subtasks
and assigns them to multiple robots whenever parallel exe-
cution is possible. For instance, with the task instruction of



”preparing a breakfast with coffee and vegetables”, one robot
would handle the coffee while another heats the vegetables.

To tackle the issue of VLM exhibiting insufficient attention
to logical and spatial constraints in task planning, inspired
by [27], we introduced a more effective mechanism: 1) pre-
conditions check to assess the feasibility of the plan and 2)
post-condition checks to evaluate the successful execution of
subtasks, as shown in Figure 2 left.

Pre-conditions Check. Long-horizon movement and op-
eration tasks are extremely challenging and may result in
the failure of the entire task due to a planning error at any
single step. To address this issue, we introduce a mechanism
to verify the feasibility of subtask planning, namely the pre-
conditions check. For each subtask, we provide a VLM with
images capturing the scene observed by the robot before
executing the task, along with a description of the subtask.
The VLM then assesses whether the current scene conditions
meet the requirements for subtask planning. If the conditions
are met, the robot proceeds to execute the subtask; if not, the
VLM identifies the reasons why the planning fails to satisfy
the scene constraints. These reasons are subsequently used as
reflection to replan the upcoming sequence of subtasks and
re-evaluate the pre-conditions. Additionally, this reflection is
stored in a buffer to support iterative improvements in the
next stage.

Post-conditions Check. Due to the fact that the execution
of subtasks is influenced by the success rate of the low-level
policy, we introduce a mechanism to check the execution
of each subtask through post-conditions checks. For every
subtask, we provide a VLM with images of the scene
observed by the robot after the subtask is executed, along
with a description of the subtask. The VLM then evaluates
whether the current scene conditions satisfy the success
criteria for the subtask. If the conditions are satisfied, the
robots proceed to execute the next subtask; otherwise, the
robots retry the subtask. It is important to note that even
if the policy execution is unsuccessful, it may still affect
the scene conditions, potentially requiring the pre-conditions
check conducted before the policy execution to be invalid
after the policy is executed. Therefore, rechecking the pre-
conditions is necessary. Additionally, we do not attribute the
failure of post-conditions checks to planning issues or use
them for reflection, as such failures stem from errors in
the policy execution itself rather than from the high-level
planning process.

C. Iterative Self-Evolving Framework

Long-horizon tasks may achieve success after undergo-
ing pre-conditions checks, reflection, post-conditions checks,
and retries, but there may still be redundant steps in the
planning; alternatively, the planning may remain a failure.
Nevertheless, the reflections generated throughout the pro-
cess are stored in a long-term memory module to guide the
planning in the subsequent iteration. Similar to the initial
plan, we input the items information from Scene E, the
language instruction I , and the reflection R together into
a large language model with reasoning capabilities. The
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Fig. 3: We constructed four distinct tasks—OpenCabinetPnP,
OpenMicrowavePnP, DefrostInBowl, and HeatOnStove—within the
RoboCasa large-scale simulation framework to rigorously eval-
uate long-horizon multi-robot collaborative planning. Each task
incorporates 6–8 spatial layouts, 5–12 dynamically configurable
environmental styles, and over 50 graspable objects to simulate
real-world complexity. At the beginning of each trial, tasks are
initialized using randomized combinations of layouts, styles, and
object placements.

insights gained from reflecting on the reasons for failures
in the previous iteration enable the large language model to
generate more reasonable planning, thereby ensuring higher
success rates and efficiency. We employ multiple iterations
to allow the task planning to evolve through reflection, as
shown in Figure 2 right.

V. EXPERIMENT

We have designed a series of experiments to address the
following two questions:

1) To what extent do checking mechanisms grounded in pre-
conditions and post-conditions, coupled with an iterative
evolutionary mechanism informed by reflection, enhance
the success rate over extended temporal horizons?

2) Relative to single-robot task planning, to what degree
does reflection-guided multi-robot task replanning aug-
ment execution efficiency? mechanism.

A. Baselines and Ablations

We have established the following 4 experimental settings
for comparative analysis:

1) single-robot planning (BASE): A single-robot sys-
tem without pre- and post-condition checking or the
reflection-based iterative evolution mechanism.

2) + condition checking (CC): A single-robot system in-
corporating pre- and post-condition checking.

3) + reflective evolution (RE): A single-robot system with
both pre- and post-condition checking and the reflection-
based iterative evolution mechanism.

4) + multi-agent collaboration (REMAC): A multi-robot
system integrating both pre- and post-condition checking
and the reflection-based iterative evolution mechanism.
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Fig. 4: Our experimental results indicate that: (1) condition checking and reflective evolution effectively enhance both the Task Success
Rate and the Subtask Completion Rate; (2) compared to single-robot systems, multi-robot systems demonstrate a reduced Length of Initial
Plan and greater efficiency. All tasks were subjected to rigorous validation through ten randomized initializations across four distinct
experimental settings.

B. Task Suite

We construct additional test environments based on the
RoboCasa framework [28] and performed experiments on our
benchmark. RoboCasa, developed based on the RoboSuite
platform [29], provides a comprehensive simulation environ-
ment that includes 120 distinct kitchen scenes and an exten-
sive collection of thousands of high-quality 3D object models
in 153 categories. Environment textures were generated using
tools such as Midjourney, while 3D object models were
created with Luma.AI, among others, significantly enhancing
the diversity and richness of the simulation environment.

We designed four tasks to evaluate the effectiveness of our
method in kitchen scenarios, validated using the RoboCasa
large-scale simulation framework, as in Figure 3.
• OpenCabinetPnP: The task involves arranging the items
into the cabinet. The robot should notice that the cabinet
doors are originally closed and should be opened first before
manipulating the items.

• OpenMicrowavePnP: The task involves heating the veg-
etables using a microwave. The robot should notice that the
microwave door is originally closed, and should be opened
first before manipulating the vegetable.

• DefrostInBowl: The task involves identifying all frozen

fish or meat items on the counter and defrosting them in
the sink. The robot should notice that a bowl is necessary
to contain the meat and water in the sink.

• HeatOnStove: The task requires heating the vegetables on
a stove. The robot should notice that a pan is necessary for
containing the vegetables on the stove.
To ensure the generalizability of the framework, we de-

signed the high-level task instructions to exclude any specific
details about the scene, thereby requiring the robot to locate
the necessary items for the LLM to decompose the task into
relevant subtasks and complete each subtask autonomously.
To prepare for highly challenging manipulation scenarios
in kitchen environments, we pre-trained a set of language-
conditioned low-level policies for common kitchen subtasks.,
enabling the robot to perform pick-and-place tasks and
effectively operate cabinets, drawers, stoves, microwaves,
and faucets.

C. Performance Metrics

For each task, we conducted tests under four distinct
conditions, each involving 10 random initializations. We
use GPT-4o [30] as the VLM to perform pre- and post-
conditions checks, and DeepSeek-R1 [31] as the reasoning-



TABLE I: Quantitative comparisons of REMAC on four different tasks with three base settings: BASE – single robot planning, CC –
condition checking, RE – reflective evolution, REMAC – multi-agent collaboration.

Task Setting Task Success Rate Subtask Completion Rate Time (s) Length of Initial Plan

OpenCabinetPnP

BASE 0.00% 51.67% NaN NaN
CC 20.00% 63.64% 17.0 11
RE 30.00% 71.67% 9.5 6

REMAC 30.00% 67.50% 7.3 4

OpenMicrowavePnP

BASE 10.00% 43.33% 9.0 6
CC 40.00% 68.79% 14.0 8.5
RE 50.00% 76.67% 8.3 6

REMAC 50.00% 80.00% 6.7 4

DefrostInBowl

BASE 0.00% 50.95% NaN NaN
CC 20.00% 72.86% 19.5 14
RE 50.00% 87.78% 11.5 9

REMAC 40.00% 85.71% 9.7 7

HeatOnStove

BASE 10.00% 61.78% 15.7 9
CC 50.00% 74.29% 27.5 13
RE 50.00% 87.78% 15.5 9

REMAC 60.00% 91.43% 12.0 7

TABLE II: Reflect success rate for different reasoning models.

DeepSeek-R1 o3-mini QwQ Grok3

OpenCabinetPnP 40% 60% 20% 100%
OpenMicrowavePnP 20% 60% 20% 80%

DefrostInBowl 40% 60% 40% 100%
HeatOnStove 40% 80% 20% 80%

Average 35% 65% 25% 90%

capable LLM to reflect and generate the initial plan. The
following three performance metrics were measured:

• Task Success Rate: The ratio of the number of trials
in which all subtasks were successfully executed and the
objective specified in the high-level language instruction
was achieved to the total number of trials conducted.

• Subtask Completion Rate: The ratio of the number of
subtasks successfully executed by the robot to the total
number of subtasks in the initial plan.

• Length of Initial Plan: The total number of subtasks in the
initial plan. Note that if two subtasks are executed in parallel
by two robots, they are counted as a single subtask length.
Only the successfully executed initial plan is calculated.

D. Results

For challenging long-horizon tasks, REMAC was able to
iteratively identify the causes of infeasible subtasks in the
initial plans and reduce the errors through self-evolution.
After the last evolution iteration, the final plan increases
task success rates from the baseline’s near-zero to 20-60%,
as shown in Figure 4 and Table I. When evaluating Partial
Success Rates, the self-reflection and self-evolution mecha-
nisms significantly increased the completion ratio of subtasks
within initial plans, achieving higher overall task completion.
Moreover, the self-evolution mechanism improved planning
efficiency by reducing the length of the initial plan (i.e.,
the number of subtasks) by 35–62% by pruning redundant
subtasks.

BASE CC RE REMAC
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Fig. 5: BASE setting: The robot failed because it neglected the
logical and spatial constraints of the environment, resulting in
the carrot being dropped on the ground. CC setting: The robot
underwent a series of redundant steps before realizing it needed to
put down the carrot first. RE setting: The robot completed the task
with high efficiency. REMAC setting: The robot collaboratively
completed the task with higher efficiency.

Aligned with our framework’s original design principles,
transitioning from single-robot (RE) systems to multi-robot
(REMAC) coordination reduced average subtask duration by
approximately 20% through optimized task decomposition.
While multi-robot systems demonstrated reduced robustness
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Fig. 6: Trajectory visualization (key frames) from the perspectives of two robots for each of four different tasks (zoom in for a better
view). OpenCabinetPnP: a robot calls another to open the cabinet door. OpenMicrowavePnP: a robot requests another to open the
microwave door. DefrostInBowl: a robot directs another to place a bowl. HeatOnStove: a robot instructs another to place a pan.

in certain scenarios - particularly due to failure propaga-
tion mechanisms where individual robot malfunctions could
propagate through the system, leading to task failure - the
coordinated approach maintained operational effectiveness
with only marginal success rate reductions (≤ 5.8% absolute
decrease). This performance profile confirms that multi-robot
coordination successfully balances efficiency gains with ac-
ceptable robustness tradeoffs for executing extended-duration
complex missions.

As shown in Figure 5, in the BASE setting, the robot failed
due to neglecting logical and spatial constraints, causing
the carrot to drop. In the CC setting, the robot executed
redundant steps before realizing it needed to put down the
carrot first. In the RE setting, the robot completed the task
efficiently, while in the REMAC setting, multiple robots
collaborated to achieve even higher efficiency and success
rates.

E. Comparisons Among Reasoning Models

Moreover, we compare the reflection ability for different
reason models, including DeepSeek-R1 [31], o3-mini [32],
QWQ [33, 34], and Grok3 [35]. Given the previous it-
eration’s example and reflections, the reason models are
required to reflect on the previous initial plan and output
the refined initial plan. The reflection success rate is defined
as the possibility for a specific reason model to output the
optimal initial plan directly, which is shown in Table II. All
tasks were subjected to validation through five randomized
initializations across different models. In the table, Grok3
outperforms o3-mini, DeepSeek-R1, and QwQ, demonstrat-
ing remarkable reflection ability.

It is noteworthy that large language models lacking rea-
soning capabilities are highly sensitive to the task description
goal; even minor changes in word order can lead to different
planning outcomes. Additionally, these models exhibit poor
attention to previous reflections, which hinders their ability
to support iterative evolution effectively.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We propose REMAC, a task planning framework es-
tablished within the RoboCasa large-scale simulation en-
vironment, integrating self-reflection and self-evolvement
methodologies, as shown in Figure 6. This framework ad-
dresses the challenging setting of long-horizon multi-robot
task planning by leveraging information from pre-condition
checks to iteratively refine the initial plan and employing
post-condition checks to guide retry attempts. As a result,
it substantially enhances both success rates and operational
efficiency. Our work resolves two critical limitations in
existing approaches: 1) The tendency of VLM to neglect
logical and spatial constraints within the environment during
task planning and 2) The inability of prevailing multi-robot
task planning methods to handle tasks beyond short-duration
horizons effectively.
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