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Abstract

Object-goal navigation in open-vocabulary settings re-
quires agents to locate novel objects in unseen environ-
ments, yet existing approaches suffer from opaque decision-
making processes and low success rate on locating un-
seen objects. To address these challenges, we propose
Nav-R?, a framework that explicitly models two critical
types of relationships, target-environment modeling and
environment-action planning, through structured Chain-of-
Thought (CoT) reasoning coupled with a Similarity-Aware
Memory. We construct a NavR?-CoT dataset that teaches
the model to perceive the environment, focus on target-
related objects in the surrounding context and finally make
future action plans. Our SA-Mem preserves the most target-
relevant and current observation-relevant features from
both temporal and semantic perspectives by compressing
video frames and fusing historical observations, while in-
troducing no additional parameters. Compared to previous
methods, Nav-R? achieves state-of-the-art performance in
localizing unseen objects through a streamlined and effi-
cient pipeline, avoiding overfitting to seen object categories
while maintaining real-time inference at 2Hz. Resources
will be made publicly available at github link.

1. Introduction

Object-goal navigation (ObjectNav) represents a fundamen-
tal challenge in embodied Al, requiring an agent to locate a
specified target object in previously unseen indoor environ-
ments. In open-vocabulary settings, the agent must general-
ize to novel object categories and unfamiliar layouts with-
out prior exposure, which demands robust perception, rea-
soning, and decision-making in diverse conditions. During
navigation, robots must jointly reason over environmental
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perception and the given task to determine where to search,
why a decision is made, and which direction to proceed.

This process can be viewed as reasoning over two
critical relationships: the farget-environment relation and
the environment-action relation. We define the target-
environment relation as a perception-centric challenge, re-
quiring the agent to reason about which objects and fea-
tures in the observations are semantically or spatially rele-
vant to the navigation target. In contrast, the environment-
action relation is planning-centric, focusing on how the
agent should translate its environmental understanding into
future actions. We argue that explicitly and structurally
modeling these two distinct reasoning axes is crucial for
effective navigation, yet this remains a gap in existing re-
search.

Some recent ObjectNav works [4, 11, 16, 23, 32-34] are
incapable of such granular reasoning, implementing navi-
gation through reinforcement learning or modular map con-
struction. Other works [2, 3, 13, 14, 19] emphasize inter-
pretability via chain-of-thought (CoT) mechanisms. How-
ever, their reasoning structures are often implicit and struc-
tureless, failing to explicitly disentangle the perception-
focused target-environment reasoning from the planning-
focused environment-action reasoning. This limits their
ability to robustly find target objects, especially unseen
ones. Furthermore, while some works in video tasks [6, 24]
focus on memory design, both compressing dense visual
information to fewer tokens and abstracting it via text can
cause information loss. This loss is particularly detrimen-
tal to modeling both relations, which rely on rich, real-time
perceptual cues.

In contrast, we propose an object-goal navigation frame-
work that explicitly models the target-environment and en-
vironment—action relationships within a unified CoT rea-
soning paradigm, while operating solely on first-person
RGB input. To this end, we construct a dedicated CoT
dataset tailored for open-vocabulary ObjectNav, enabling
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Figure 1. Overview of Nav-R? during an object-goal navigation episode (target: Microwave) in an unseen indoor environment and the
results on OVON-val-unseen datasets. At each step, the agent parses the current observation to extract two core relations among three
key entities: the environment—task relation (e.g., linking the navigation task to relevant regions such as kitchens or hallways) and the
environment—target relation (e.g., associating visible objects such as cabinets or countertops with the likelihood of containing the target.

our Nav-R? to jointly reason about visual observations,
task specifications, and historical spatial context through a
Similarity-Aware Memory(SA-Mem). Our model, Nav-R2,
is trained exclusively via supervised fine-tuning on simu-
lated data, without requiring map construction, real-world
data, or reinforcement learning. This design yields strong
generalization to unseen object categories, supports infer-
ence at over 2Hz, and achieves state-of-the-art performance
(success rate 44.0%) on the open-vocabulary ObjectNav
benchmark OVON [31] val-unseen dataset.

In summary, our contributions are threefold:

(1) We propose a relational reasoning framework for
object-goal navigation that explicitly models the target-
environment (perception) and environment—action (plan-
ning) relationships, integrating this structured reasoning in
a streamlined pipeline without introducing additional model
parameters.

(2) We construct a novel Chain-of-Thought dataset
specifically designed for training a generalizable object-
goal navigation model capable of reasoning and modeling
both two relationships.

(3) We develop Nav-R?, a vision-language reason-
ing model just trained via supervised fine-tuning on first-
person RGB frames, achieving state-of-the-art performance
in open-vocabulary ObjectNav and real-time inference at
around 2Hz.

2. Related Work
2.1. Object Navigation

Many progress has been made in object navigation tasks,
and some of them are incapable of reasoning[4, 11, 16,
23, 27, 28, 32-34] implementing navigation through re-
inforcement learning, modular map construction, while
some other works emphasize interpretability via chain-
of-thought mechanisms and structured reasoning frame-
works [2, 3, 13, 14, 19]. For example, Open-Nav [19] intro-
duces a spatial-temporal CoT with open-source LLMs for
continuous VLN scenarios; NavCoT [13] proposes a train-
able, disentangled CoT for VLN, separating future imagi-
nation, visual filtering, and action prediction; CL-CoTNav
[2] applies hierarchical CoT to ObjectNav, reasoning over
object-object and room-level relations with a closed-loop
confidence mechanism; and VoroNav [28] integrates spatial
topology and scene descriptions to guide LLM waypoint se-
lection.

2.2. Memory Design

Due to the nature of long sequence in video tasks and object
navigation tasks, it is vital to store and update the historical
observations. STM[17] constructs a memory bank for each
object in the video, and matches every query frame to the
memory bank to perform “memory readout”, having been
applied in neumerous works[7-10, 12, 15, 22, 25]. Mem-
ory are merged and updated to limit the maximum length
and augment the feature quality through exponential mov-
ing averages, least-recently used strategy and so on. There



also exist other methods[6, 24] maintaining three indepen-
dent yet deeply-connected feature memory stores: a rapidly
updated sensory memory, a high-resolution working mem-
ory, and a compact thus sustained long-term memory simi-
lar to the Atkinson—Shiffrin memory model [1].

Despite notable progress, critical limitations remain
in Object-goal Navigation tasks: (1) the reasoning struc-
tures are implicit and unable to find target objects very
well especially unseen objects, without explicit modeling
of how target objects relate to environments and how envi-
ronments relate to future action planning; (2) the memory
lacks of interactions between various feature embeddings
and interpretability. Consequently, inspired but different
from these methods, our work introduces a ObjectNav CoT
dataset and a framework consisting of SA-Mem tailored
for Open-Vocabulary Object Navigation Tasks, enabling
explicit modeling of target-environment and environment-
action relationships through RGB-only observations.

3. Method

This section introduces how the CoT dataset is constructed
in Sec. 3.1 and how our Nav-R? with SA-Mem is built in
Sec. 3.2.

3.1. Dataset Construction and Curation

Trajectories and Samples Generation. We construct
object-goal expert trajectories according to task instances
in the HM3D-OVON dataset. From each full trajectory, we
randomly select one key frame as the current frame, treat
preceding frames as history, and take the subsequent five ac-
tions as ground-truth. We then combine the instruction text
with the rendered images to form the final training samples.
CoT Annotation. Following the two relationships in R?
mentioned in Sec. 1, we use Qwen2.5-VL-7B to generate
CoT annotations, as illustrated in Fig. 2. Guided by our
carefully designed prompt, the structured reasoning should
cover three aspects: 1) Environment Perception: a descrip-
tion of the environment based on observations (objects, lay-
out, obstacles, orientation); 2) Target—Environment Rela-
tionship: a list of objects and elements potentially related to
the target; 3) Environment—Action Relationship: a step-by-
step action plan and its justification.

CoT Curation and Refinement. Due to LLM hallucina-
tions, the raw CoT outputs contain irregularities and er-
rors. We therefore apply a simple cleaning procedure sim-
ilar to [29]. Specifically, we discard entries whose “Envi-
ronment Perception” section contains hedging terms such
as “indicate,” “might,” “may,” “imply,” and similar expres-
sions, as uncertain speculation and hallucinations are harm-
ful to downstream object—environment reasoning. Our cu-
rated open-vocabulary object-goal navigation dataset con-
tains approximately 300K CoT-annotated samples.
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Figure 2. An example showing how our CoT dataset is constructed
and what the joint-thinking procedure is upon receiving a new
front-view image.

3.2. Nav-R?

Pipeline. As shown in Fig. 3, our Nav-R2 consists of
an LLM backbone, a vision encoder and a memory named
SA-Mem. The input sequence for the LLM backbone is
composed of system prompts, background and task dec-
laration, SA-Mem(including historical frames and current
frame) and searching instruction. After vision encoder, SA-
Mem first compress the frame at the tail if there exists
frames in it. Then, SA-Mem fuses some pair of adjacent
frames dynamically if the length of SA-Mem reaches the
pre-declared limit. Next, the uncompressed current frame
will be appended to SA-Mem. Finally, feed the input se-
quence to the LLM backbone and the output sequence con-
taining CoT and discrete actions is generated in an auto-
regressive way.

SA-Mem. SA-Mem effectively manages both historical
and current frames through two effective mechanisms 1)
Frame Compression, and 2) Memory Maintenance. Both
of the two mechanisms are illustrated in Algorithm 1 and
Fig. 3.

1) Frame Compression. Specifically, assume €;_c,-—1 iS
the uncompressed frame embedding at previous timestamp
t_cur —1 and is compressed to reduce the number of tokens
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Figure 3. Architecture of Nav-R?. Right side shows the architecture, input sequence and output sequence. Left side shows both two
mechanisms applied in SA-Mem: 1) Memory Maintenance, and 2) Frame Compression. Mechanisms assist SA-Mem to extract and

maintain spatially and temporally vital features.

to 30 with highest similarities through two kinds of cosine
similarities upon a new coming frame e;_.,,, as following:

Sinstt = SiMces (einsta etcurfl) (1)
Seur, = SiMcos (etcur, etcurfl) 2)

S; Scur
Sfinal = W ©)
€comp = TOPK (Sfinala 307 etcur—l) S

where S;;,5:.+ means the similarity between current instruc-
tion €;,,s¢ and €;_¢y-—1 and Sgy-+ means the similarity be-
tween €;_.,,» and e;_.,-—1. This ensures that only the tokens
most relevant to the current frame and the target are retained
in eomp, thereby improving memory efficiency.

2) Memory Maintenance. We compute three types of sim-
ilarities to determine frame fusion as follows:

Sinstt = Sirncos (einstv et) (5)
Scurt = siMgos (ecur7 et) (6)
Sadjat = Simcos(et; et+1) @)

where e; and e, are embeddings of two adjacent histor-

ical frames at timestamp ¢ and ¢ + 1, S;,, ¢+ measures the
similarity between the current task instruction embedding
€inst and e;; Sgyr+ measures the similarity between the
current frame embedding e, and e;; Syq;q_+ measures the
similarity between adjacent frame embeddings e; and e,
in SA-Mem. We then compute a weighted fusion probabil-

1ty:

Pinst =1- Sinst,t (8)
Pcur =1- Scur,t (9)
Padja = OQadja-t (10)

Pfuse =wp - Pinst + wo - Pcur + wSPadja (11)
The frame pair with the highest fusion probability is iden-
tified right now assuming that is at timestamp ¢1, and then
their embeddings e;; and e;;; are fused via average pool-
ing to obtain the fused frame representation €y gcq_¢1:

€fused.t1 = avg-pool(es1, es141) (12)



Algorithm 1 Frame compression and memory maintenance
strategies adopted in SA-Mem.

Require: Current image embeddings E.,,, mission text
embeddings T (optional)
Require: Max memory frames M,,,,,, target tokens K
Ensure: Updated memory list M
Step 1: Compress last frame
1: if [M| > 0 then
. MJ[—1] < COMPRESS(M[—1], T, E.y,)
. end if
Step 2: Merge if exceeds limit
:if [M| > Myq, then
W {wyge 1 0.3, Waqj : 0.4, Weyr : 0.3}
1d% g < FINDMERGEPAIR(E,,,, T)
MERGE(2dZ g, K)
. end if
Step 3: Add current frame
9: M.append(E,,)

o

A

10: function FINDMERGEPAIR(E.,,-, T)
11:  t < mean(T) if T # None

12: ¢ < mean(E.,,)

13: s+ []

14: fori=0to|M|—2do

15: a < mean(M(i]), b < mean(M][i + 1])
16: p<+0

17: if weq; > 0 then

18: P < P+ Wagj - cos(a, b)

19: end if

20: if w;;; > 0 and T # None then

21: D p T Wit - (1 _ cos(é,t);cos(b,t))
22: end if

23: if w.,, > 0 then

24: p<—p+wcur.(1,%2cos(b7é)>
25: end if

26: s.append(p)

27: end for

28: return arg max(s)

29: end function

30: function MERGE(idx, K)

31: E,, 4 < concat(M[idx], M[idz + 1])
32: Epo01 < AvgPoolld(E,,,4, K)

33: Mlidz] < Epoor

34: M.pop(idx + 1), Z.pop(idx + 1)

35: end function

Table 1. Hyperparameters and settings for both training and eval-
uation stages. Terms LR, BS, Img, Success Dist, Cam, Inp Mod,
F-P, R2xR and S.RGB are abbreviations for deepspeed, learning
rate, batch size, image, success distance, camera, input modality,
First-Person, both R2R and RXR datasets and Single RGB.

Training Evaluation
Parameters Value Parameters Value
Inp Mod S.RGB Inp Mod S.RGB
Views F-P Views F-P
Warmup 0.05 Success Dist 1m
Datasets R2xR; OVON [31] Turn Angle 30°
Activated Aligner & LLM Step Size 0.25m
Epoch 1 Cam Width 720
Total BS 256 Cam Height 640
Dtype bfloat16 Cam Position 0.88m
LR 2e* Cam. HFOV 110°
Img W 640 Img W 640
Img H 520 Img H 520

4. Experiments

4.1. Implementation Details

Training. Our Nav-R? is based on Qwen2.5-VL-7B. The
hyperparameters of training are listed in Tab. 1. All the
input images will be resized to 640 x 520 for easy cod-
ing. It is important that our Nav-R? only receives the first-
person view RGB image and is only trained through SFT for
1 epoch without other visual modalities or auxiliary mod-
ules like dynamically constructed map. The training costs
around 1280 gpu hours in total on 64 H20 gpus.
Evaluation. Seen from Tab. 1, our Nav-R? receives and
processes a single first-person RGB frame at each step dur-
ing evaluation. Success distance means if agent is only
1 meter away from the target then the task is accomplished,
turn angle and step size specify the extent to which the agent
can move and turn in each action. Camera related parame-
ters, Width, Height, Position, and HFOV specify the size of
the input images, the height of the camera position and the
extent of the observable scene captured by a camera in the
horizontal direction. Lastly, we prepend Please do not out-
put your thinking process. to the prompt template to drive
Nav-R? to output without CoT, achieving 2Hz inference.

4.2. Main Results on HM3D-OVON

Tab. 2 compares the performance of Nav-R? against exist-
ing approaches on the HM3D-OVON dataset [31]. Notably,
Nav-R? operates using only first-person RGB observa-
tions and is trained exclusively on simulated data via super-
vised learning. As depth maps provide explicit geometric
cues that directly encode 3D spatial relationships, obstacle
distances, and traversable space boundaries—information
that must be implicitly inferred from monocular RGB ob-
servations, which alters the nature of the navigation task
and results in model overfitting training datasets, we com-
pare Nav-R? with others in two dimensions: methods with
depth map and that without depth map.

Methods without Depth Map. Among prior works listed



Table 2. Main results on open-vocabulary object-goal navigation task and OVON [31] dataset. We set the background color to light
yellow and blue to indicate the most comparable method to Nav-R? without depth map and the methods with depth map. Comparing to
Uni-Navid[32], our Nav-R? achieves the highest SR on all val-datasets without depth data. The sub-columns, SFT, RL, S.RGB, Pano,
Dep, Odo, Sim, QA are abbreviations for supervied fine-tuning, re-inforcement learning, single-rgb, panoptic, depth, odometry, simulator,

question answering respectively.

Method Model Inputs Training Setting Map Val-Seen Val-Seen-Synonyms | Val-Unseen
SRGB Dep Odo | SFT RL Sim Real QA SR SPL{ | SRt SPLt SR SPLt
BC [18] v v 1.1 45 | 99 3.8 54 19
DAgger [20] v v 1.1 45 | 99 3.8 54 19
RL [21] v v 7/ 18.1 94 | 150 7.4 102 4.7
DAgRL [5] v v v/ 413 212 | 294 14.4 183 7.9
BCRL [26] v v v/ 392 187 | 27.8 11.7 186 75
VLFM [30] v v 7 v 7 v 352 186 | 324 17.3 352 19.6
DAgRL+OD [31] | v/ v/ 385 211 | 390 214 371 198
Nav-R1 [14] v v v v/ 584 263 | 48.1 23.1 422 201
MTU3D [35] v v v v vV V|V |50 236 | 450 147 408 121
Uni-NaVid [32] v v v 7 413 211 | 439 21.8 395 198
Nav-R2 | 2 v \ | 456 210 | 459 2.1 | 440 180

in Tab. 2, the methods most comparable to Nav-R2 is Uni-
Navid[32]. On all the val-seen, val-seen-synonyms, and val-
unseen splits, Nav-R? successfully achieves higher Success
Rate (SR), while maintaining comparable Success weighted
by Path Length (SPL). The slightly lower SPL values com-
pared to can be attributed to its significantly larger and more
diverse training corpus, which includes question-answering
datasets, large-scale real-world driving and navigation data,
and diverse multimodal signals. Real-world data provides
richer spatial layouts and object distributions, enhancing
search efficiency, while question-answering datasets im-
prove inherent language modeling capabilities of its under-
lying LLM. Lastly, the metric SPL in object-goal navigation
tasks could be not as effective as that in instrct-goal naviga-
tion tasks as there could be more than one target objects
distributed in the indoor environments and paths to targets
differs a lot, but the ground-truth path used for SPL metric
is the same all the time.

Methods with Depth Map. For other methods requiring
map such as Nav-R1[14] and MTU3D[35], we observe that
both achieve stronger SR and SPL on the val-seen split,
which corresponds to a closed-set setting. We believe that
this is due to the extra depth map input and much more
kinds of dataset resulting the trained model to be overfit-
ted to the seen objects. In contrast, Nav-R? delivers com-
petitive SR on val-seen-synonyms, surpasses MTU3D on
both SR and SPL for val-seen-synonyms and val-unseen,
and outperforms Nav-R1 on val-unseen across both met-
rics. We attribute these gains to our explicit and joint re-
lational modeling—capturing target-environment and en-
vironment—action relationships—combined with our SA-
Mem, which consistently extracts and maintains target-
and current observation-relevant features throughout navi-

gation. These components enable Nav-R? to generalize ef-
fectively in open-vocabulary settings.

4.3. Ablation Study

This section mainly introduce the experiments we con-
ducted to support effectiveness of the CoT dataset construc-
tion and our SA-Mem. For CoT dataset construction, it re-
mains to be validated that what’s the difference before and
after applying CoT dataset during training, and that what’s
the significance of each component in the CoT. While for
SA-Mem, we illustrate in this section the mechanisms in-
cluding frame compression and memory maintenance.
Effection of CoT As shown by the first line in Tab. 3,
after tuning Nav-R? without SA-Mem for one epoch on
OVON][31], the final model gets only 14.8 and 10.0 for SR
and SPL metrics respectively. However, seen from the forth
line, applying only CoT enhances the model and increases
the performance to 28.4 and 17.1 for metrics SR and SPL
respectively on val-unseen dataset. Besides, results on val-
seen and val-seen-synonyms are also far surpass that with-
out CoT. This improvements proves that the CoT, modeling
both relations explicitly, is indeed effective and essential for
open-vocabulary object-goal navigation task.

Components of CoT. As shown in Tab. 3, components
in CoT matter when training and evaluating our Nav-RZ.
It can be seen that when the CoT simultaneously includes
perception results, Target-Env relationship reasoning, and
Env-Task relationship reasoning, the model achieves the
highest “SR” and “SPL” scores on all three datasets: val-
seen, val-seen-synonyms, and val-unseen. Furthermore, as
shown in the 2nd and 4th rows of the table, explicitly rea-
soning about both the Target-Env and Env-Task relation-
ships yields improvements of 6.8, 2.7, and 3.9 in SR on the
three datasets, respectively, demonstrating the effectiveness



Table 3. Ablation results of each components in CoT. Experiments
are conducted on Nav-R? without SA-Mem to avoid their poten-
tial effection. Percep, Target-Env and Env-Task are used as ab-
breviations for Perception, Target-Environment Relationship and
Environment-Task Relationship respectively. Percep indicates the
environment perception results.

Components Val-Seen Val-Seen-Synonyms | Val-Unseen

Percep Target-Env  Env-Task | SRT SPLT | SRt SPL7 SRt SPLt
227 148 17.4 11.8 148 10.0

4 254 165 | 28.1 172 245 159
v v 29.1 18.0 | 27.8 17.9 254 163
4 4 4 322 188 | 308 18.8 284 171

Table 4. Ablate the strategies to compress a frame to be a historical
frame. Experiments are conducted on Nav-R? with only the SA-
Mem modified.

Strategies Val-Seen Val-Seen-Synonyms | Val-Unseen
Instruction  Current Frame | SRT SPL1 | SRT SPLT SRt SPL?T
v 422 215 | 375 20.6 398 205

v 4 450 211 | 432 209 420 188

of jointly reasoning about the two relationships.
Frame Compression Strategies. We compare in total
two types of compressing strategies. One strategy is com-
pressing with both instructions and current frame features
mentioned in Fig. 3, while the other one is compressing
with instructions only and the key difference compared with
Eq. (3) lies in computing process of Sfinq; in Eq. (3):
Sfinal = Sinst,t (13)
Then, 30 embeddings with highest similarity are selected
with reference to Eq. (4). In a word, the comparation in
Tab. 4 shows that considering both current frame and cur-
rent instruction is the best solution to compress a frame,
as it is able to extract task-related and current observation-
related key information from the historical frames to avoid
information redundancy.
Memory Maintenance Strategies. Intuitively, When the
memory buffer reaches its maximum capacity, a mainte-
nance mechanism is triggered to selectively remove or fuse
frames while preserving the most informative historical
context. As simply discarding the earliest frame from the
historical sequence may lead to substantial loss of critical
early contextual information, ablation studies are conducted
to evaluate two operations: 1) removing a single frame;
and 2) fusing a pair of adjacent frames into one as shown
in the first column in Tab. 5. A critical aspect common to
both operations is the criterion for selecting the frame(s)
to be removed or fused. We investigate two distinct crite-
ria, 1) Temporal Interval-Based and 2) Relevance-Based,
for each operation. The Temporal Interval-Based criterion
is shown in Algorithm 2, maintaining temporal diversity
by removing frames that are temporally redundant. The
Relevance-Based criterion is shown in Algorithm 1.
Ablation results are shown in Tab. 5, where applying
both fusion operation and relavance-based criterion at the

Algorithm 2 Removal operation with the temporal interval-
based criterion.

Require: RGB images R = {rgby,rgba,...,rgb,}, cam-
era pose p

Require: Maximum history frames Mj,;s;, current frames
Ncur'r‘

Require: Input image size (W, H), history resize ratio «
Ensure: Updated frame lists: L, 45, Lpose, Lida
1: Add New Frames
Rnew <; @
»Crgb — »Crgb U Rnew
£pose — ‘Cpose U {p}‘Rnewl
£idm — Kidx U {tglobal}‘Rnew‘
tglobal — tglobal +1

e AN i

Remove Redundant Frame
9: if |£rgb| > Mp;st + Newrr then
10: L5t < Li42[0 : —Newrr]

idx
e A (LR 1) - Chi S
12: 1dT in <+ argmin; Alff]
13: 1dTyy < 1dToin + 1
14: Remove L, 45[id ], Lpose[1dTry]s Lide[0d2r0]
15: end if

16: return L, g5, Lpose, Lida

Table 5. Ablation results of strategies to maintain the memory
when reaches the maximum length. Experiments are conducted
on Nav-R? with CoT, only modifying SA-Mem.

Operations Criteria Val-Seen Val-Seen-Synonyms | Val-Unseen
Removal Fusion Temp Rele | SRt SPLt | SRt SPL1 SRt SPLt
4 4 450 211 | 432 209 420 188

4 vV | 417 206 | 448 205 411 164

4 4 434 218 | 431 21.8 395 202

v Vo456 210 | 459 21.1 440 180

same time achieves the highest performance. It is evi-
dent that the fusion operation and relavance-based crite-
rion clearly outperforms others. We posit that this is be-
cause frame merging facilitates the preservation of simi-
lar key visual information present in the original frames,
while enabling uncorrelated noise components to counter-
act each other. Consequently, the merged features present
more salient visual-semantic information and reduced noise
levels.

4.4. Qualitative Results

Visualization of trajectory searching unseen objects. We
save the whole trajectory on OVON[31] val-unseen dataset
to local files, and show some key frames in Fig. 4. Agent
is searching for a freezer. Initially, the agent is in a bed-
room facing a bed. Then, it turns around and walk out the
room heading for living room. Next, when entering the liv-
ing room it can see the freezer is on the left side. Finally,
it turns left and forward to the target freezer. Though at the



Target: Freezer

Figure 4. Visualization of trajectory on OVON([31] val-unseen dataset during evaluation. There are in total tens of frames and we select

and show the key frames here.

beginning our Nav-R? is not in the same room where tar-
get object is, Nav-R? is able to realize walking out of the
bedroom, ignore the adjacent bedroom and the stairs, and
finally enter the living room successfully approaching the
freezr.

Visualization of CoT during searching unseen objects.
Seen from Fig. 5, Nav-R?2 is on its way to the target object,
dishwasher. Blue line is how the agent actually walks, and
the green line is the expert trajectory collected and saved in
the dataset. As the text content shows, Nav-R? first percept
and realize that the kitchen area in the background might
contain a dishwasher, and finally make a plan to go through
the doorway to enter the kitchen. The way agent walks
along is almost the same as the expert trajectory, which
shows our strong generalization to searching an unseen ob-
ject, validating the effectiveness of our framework.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we propose a framework emphasizing that ex-
plicitly modeling two relationships enhances a navigation
model’s searching capability, expecially for generalization
to unseen objects. Moreover, our Nav-R? model trained on
our own ObjectNav CoT dataset achieves the best SR metric
showing outstanding generalization capability and validat-
ing the solidness of our framework. Hope the results in this
work and the materials we release could help advance the
research in ObjectNav tasks.

Target: Dishwasher

xS

Well, I am trying to understand the current image. The image shows an interior room with
wooden flooring, white walls, and a ceiling with square tiles. There is a dreeser with a mirror
above it on the left side of the room. A small table with a lamp is placed next to the dresser.
The room has a door leading to another area where a kitchen can be seen in the background.
I'm searching for a(an) dishwasher right now.

The kitchen area visible through the doorway might contain a dishwasher, as kitchens
typically have one. The next place to look would be inside the kitchen area, which is
accessible through the open doorway in the background.

Figure 5. Visualization of CoT content when our Nav-R? is
searching for an unseen object in dataset[31]. Nav-R? first per-
cept the surroundings, then identify and finally make a plan. Blue
line is how the agent actually walks, and the green line is the ex-
pert trajectory collected and saved in the dataset.
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