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Topological Prediction • With the data, we can build temporal models of:

‣ Probability of successful edge traversal


‣ Expected time for edge traversal

J. Pulido Fentanes, B. Lacerda, T. Krajník, N. Hawes, and M. Hanheide. Now or later? Predicting and maximising 
success of navigation actions from long-term experience. In ICRA, 2015.

Fig. 4. reconstructed signal for traversability and time along different time periods, top left figure is the action outcomes used for the model building, the
remaining three figures represent the predicted pe(t) state along different time frames, one month (top right), one week (bottom left) and one day (bottom
right). Weekly and monthly periodicities are presented starting from Monday, the day depicted in the bottom left figure is a Thursday.

policies that maximise overall expected success of the LTL
task.

In order to generate a policy at a given time t, we start
by creating an MDP model based on the topological map
T = hV,E,N,nav , PEi. This Navigation MDP at time t

is defined as a tuple Mt = hS, s, A, �i, where: (i) S =
V [ {sf} is a finite set of states, corresponding to the
topological nodes, plus a dump state sf , which is reached
after a navigation action failure; (ii) s 2 S is the initial
state, corresponding to the current position of the robot in
the environment; (iii) A = E is a finite set of actions,
corresponding to the edges in the topological map; (iv)
� : S ⇥A⇥ S ! [0, 1] is a probabilistic transition function,
where

P
s02S �(s, a, s0) 2 {0, 1} for all s 2 S, a 2 A. For

vi, vj 2 S, if there is an edge e = (vi, vj) in the topological
map, we define �(vi, e, vj) = pe(t), �(vi, e, sf ) = 1� pe(t)
and �(vi, e, v) = 0 for all v 2 S \ {vj , sf}.

In [20], it is shown how, given a co-safe LTL formula
' and a cost function defined over state-action pairs of the
MDP (in our case, such function would be the expected time
to navigate between two nodes in the environment), one can
create policies that minimize the accumulated cost to gener-
ate a trace of the system that satisfies '. Broadly speaking,
LTL allows for the specification of goals that are not simply
reaching a given target node in the environment, but can
be temporally extended goals that require, for example, a
set of nodes to be visited in a given order, or to visit a
given node while avoiding a set of forbidden nodes. The co-
safe fragment of LTL contains all the formulas that can be
satisfied by a finite trace of the system. An example of such
a task is a mail delivery robot that needs to distribute mail to
different rooms in a building, and minimise the time spent
in delivery so it can be available to do other tasks as soon
as possible.

We adapted the approach in [20], and use the PRISM

model checker [21] to generate a policy that maximizes
the probability of satisfying a co-safe LTL formula, i.e., we
generate the policy that fulfils the task while minimizing the
probability of occurrence of a continuous navigation failure.

The fact that we can specify tasks that involve visiting
more than one node in the topological map allows us to
analyse the different choices taken by the robot at different
times. More specifically, for the navigation MDPs obtained
from the topological map depicted in Fig. 2, we analyse the
policies obtained for formula (F v1_F v14), i.e., “visit either
node v1 or node v14”. This task allows the policy to choose
which node to try to visit first, taking into account the current
position of the robot, and the traversability probabilities for
the edges in the topological map. Furthermore, it is a type
of task that is common for mobile robots. For example, a
data gathering robot might want to unload its data, and in
nodes v1 and v14 there are data unloading stations it can use.
Thus, to increase the robustness of the system, we want the
robot to choose the station it can navigate to with the lowest
probability of failure.

In Table III, we show the probabilities of being able
to execute the task, starting on v5, without any navigation
failures, for different times of day. As expected, it is possible
to see that during the times where it is more probable
for people to be present in the office, the probability of
fulfilling the task without navigation failures is higher. This
is because the robot asks for human intervention when he has
problems navigating, and the presence of people to help it
increases the probability of fulfilling the navigation task (we
do not consider these interactions with humans as failures).
Furthermore, we also analyse the optimal action for v5 at
different times of day. This illustrates the choice the robot
makes on which area of the environment to visit when at
v5. We depict the choice of visiting v14 in light gray, and
the choice of visiting v1 in dark gray. This choice is heavily
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B. Lacerda, D. Parker and N. Hawes. Optimal and Dynamic Planning for Markov Decision Processes with Co-Safe 
LTL Specifications. In ICRA 2014.

MDP Modelling Navigation Markov Decision Process 
‣ Use a Markov decision process (MDP) to encode the learned 

probabilistic models

e.g., for a single edge



withWHCA* with continuous time and kinematics
TSP and greedy item ordering

FIFO job selection



withWHCA* with continuous time and kinematics
TSP and greedy item ordering

FIFO job selection

how can we apply long-term learning in logistics?

• planning to avoid workers 
• planning to meet workers

this brings in planning under 
uncertainty which makes MRPF 
event harder!


