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Florian Tretter ∗ Daniel Flögel ∗ Alexandru Vasilache ∗

Max Grobbel ∗ Jürgen Becker ∗∗ Sören Hohmann ∗∗
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Abstract: Integrating autonomous mobile robots into human environments requires human-like
decision-making and energy-efficient, event-based computation. Despite progress, neuromorphic
methods are rarely applied to Deep Reinforcement Learning (DRL) navigation approaches due
to unstable training. We address this gap with a hybrid socially integrated DRL actor-critic
approach that combines Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs) in the actor with Artificial Neural
Networks (ANNs) in the critic and a neuromorphic feature extractor to capture temporal crowd
dynamics and human-robot interactions. Our approach enhances social navigation performance
and reduces estimated energy consumption by approximately 1.69 orders of magnitude.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Intelligent autonomous mobile robots are increasingly in-
tegrated in crowded environments to assist humans. Their
applications range from service robots in hospitals and
airports to last-mile delivery systems in urban areas.
As these robots become more pervasive, recent research
has begun to explore neuromorphic computing to achieve
more energy-efficient systems (Xu et al., 2022), as well as
biological-inspired approaches (Shim and Li, 2017) with
event-based computation. Despite the progress in social
navigation, two fundamental challenges remain for au-
tonomous robots in crowded environments. First, fully
leveraging the benefits of neuromorphic computing re-
quires end-to-end architectures in which both perception
and decision-making are realized on neuromorphic hard-
ware. Second, because autonomous mobile robots navi-
gate in human-centered environments, social navigation
approaches must demonstrate socially compliant behavior
to ensure safe and acceptable interactions with humans.

Social navigation is a subfield of local motion planning,
focusing on solving navigation tasks in highly dynamic
crowded environments. Mavrogiannis et al. (2023) divides
social navigation approaches into coupled and decoupled
approaches. Decoupled approaches first predict human
motions and subsequently plan a collision-free trajectory,
which can lead to the freezing robot problem as described
by Trautman and Krause (2010). Coupled approaches
consider the future crowd evolution as a joint sequential
decision making and either assume a specific structure (e.g.
game theoretic in Samavi et al. (2025), forces based in Hel-
bing and Molnár (1995) or reciprocal decision making in

Optimal Reciprocal Collision Avoidance (ORCA) from van
den Berg et al. (2011)), or assume insights about the prin-
ciple decision making problem as in DRL approaches first
proposed by Chen et al. (2017). DRL based approaches are
further categorized based on the robots exhibited social
behavior (Flögel et al., 2024). Social collision avoidance,
with a lack of social aspects, socially aware navigation
with a predefined social behavior, and socially integrated
navigation, derived from sociological definitions, where the
robot’s social behavior is adaptive to individual human
behavior and emerges through interaction.

Although recent work such as Saravanan et al. (2021)
demonstrates that SNNs can improve policy search in
continuous control DRL tasks, a proper hyperparameter
tuning is crucial for stable training. Furthermore, research
on applying SNNs to social navigation remains sparse, lim-
ited mostly to social collision avoidance with hybrid DRL
ANN-SNN approaches, while socially aware or socially
integrated navigation is entirely unexplored. Therefore, we
propose a socially integrated hybrid DRL approach, which
enables an end-to-end neuromorphic path for policy infer-
ence, resulting in improved social navigation performance
and reduced energy consumption.

The main contribution of this work is a novel socially
integrated hybrid DRL navigation approach that leverages
the sparsity of SNNs for energy reductions and event-
based computation of human-robot interactions. We first
design a hybrid actor-critic DRL architecture with SNNs
in the actor and the training stability of hyperparameter-
insensitive ANNs in the critic network. Subsequently, a
neuromorphic feature extractor with an inherent temporal
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dimension is used to cope with observing a variable num-
ber of surrounding agents and capture event-based crowd-
robot interactions. Finally, we benchmark our approach
against state-of-the-art socially integrated and socially
aware navigation approaches, and compare the estimated
energy consumption of the trained models on various con-
ventional and neuromorphic hardware platforms.

2. PRELIMINARIES

A dynamic object in the environment is generally referred
to as an agent, whether it is a robot or a human, and a
policy determines its behavior. Variables referring to the
robot are indexed with □0, and humans with □i, where
i ∈ 1, · · · , N − 1. A scalar value is denoted by □, a vector
□□□ is bold, and a matrix is capital bold.

2.1 Problem Formulation

The navigation task of one robot toward a goal in an
environment with N − 1 humans is a sequential decision-
making problem that can be modeled as an Partially Ob-
servable Markov Decision Process (POMDP) and solved
with a DRL framework (Chen et al., 2017). The POMDP
is described with a 8-tuple (S,A, T ,O,Ω, T0, R, γ). We
assume the state space S ∈ R and action space A ∈ R as
continuous. The transition function T : S ×A×S → [0, 1]
describes the probability transitioning from state st ∈ S
to state st+1 ∈ S for the given action at ∈ A. With each
transition, an observation ot ∈ O and a reward R : S ×
A → R is returned by the environment. The observation
ot is returned with probability Ω(ot|st) depending on the
sensors. The initial state distribution is denoted by T0 and
γ ∈ [0, 1) is the discount factor. We assume circular shaped
agents and each agent, robot and humans, is completely

described with a state sit = [si,ot , si,ht ] with i ∈ 0, · · ·N − 1

at any given time t. The observable part si,ot = [p,v, r]
is composed of position p, velocity v, and radius r. The

unobservable, hidden part, si,ht = [pg, vpref , ψpref , rprox]
is composed of goal position pg, preferred velocity vpref ,
preferred orientation ψpref , and a proxemic radius rprox
according to the proxemic theory of Hall (1996). The world

state st = [s0t , · · · , sN−1
t ] represents the environment at

time t. One episode’s trajectory τ is the sequence of states,
observations, actions, and rewards over the time interval

t ∈ [0, T ]. The return of one episode R(τ) =
∑T

t=0 γ
tRt

is the accumulated and discounted reward Rt, and the
central objective is to learn the optimal robot policy π∗

which maximizes the expected return:

T (τ |π) = T0
T∏

t=0

T (st+1|st,at)π(at|ot)Ω(ot|st), (1)

E
τ∼π

[R(τ)] =

∫
τ

T (τ |π)R(τ), (2)

π∗(a|o) = argmax
π

E
τ∼π

[R(τ)]. (3)

Considering a stochastic environment, T (τ |π) is the prob-
ability of a trajectory τ starting in s0 with T0.

2.2 Spiking Neural Networks

SNNs represent the third generation of neural networks
and are biologically inspired (Shim and Li, 2017). The

key difference to ANNs is the introduction of a temporal
dimension within the single neuron dynamics. The commu-
nication of the neurons relies on binary or graded spikes,
which are summed up in the dendrite of each neuron. The
neuron then processes the accumulated spikes according to
its neuron dynamics and sends out spikes. Numerous neu-
ron models exist, each with distinct dynamics that empha-
size biological plausibility, such as the Izhikevich neuron
(Izhikevich, 2001), computational efficiency, as seen in the
Leaky Integrate and Fire (LIF) neuron, or sparsity, as in
the Sigma-Delta (SD) neuron. In this work, we investigate
the Current Based (CUBA) and SD neuron model.

The CUBA neuron implements a current-based integration
mechanism and is a computationally efficient simplified
version of the LIF. The membrane potential V (t) evolves
according to

τm
dV (t)

dt
= −(V (t)− EL) +RmIsyn(t), (4)

with membrane time constant τm, resting potential EL,
and total synaptic input current Isyn(t). A spike is emitted
when V (t) exceeds a threshold Vth, followed by a reset.
This formulation assumes current-based synaptic trans-
mission independent of the membrane potential, resulting
in linear and additive input dynamics. The reduced com-
putational complexity of the CUBA model makes it well-
suited for reinforcement learning and control applications
requiring efficient large-scale spiking architectures.

In contrast, the SD neuron encodes information as the tem-
poral error between the input and its reconstructed output
signal, following the principles of sigma-delta modulation.
Its internal state u(t) evolves as

τm
du(t)

dt
= I(t)− Î(t), (5)

where I(t) represents the input current and Î(t) denotes
the reconstructed feedback current derived from emitted
spikes. A spike is generated when the integrated error
exceeds a threshold, and the neuron resets its internal
state accordingly. This mechanism enables SD neurons to
operate as adaptive, event-driven encoders with inherent
temporal sparsity, allowing for efficient communication
and energy usage. Compared to the CUBA neuron, the
SD neuron model captures differential input dynamics,
making it particularly beneficial for control tasks requiring
responsiveness to rapid state changes.

3. RELATED WORK

Recent progress in energy-efficient neuromorphic hard-
ware has sparked growing interest in applying SNNs to
robotic systems, demonstrating strong potential within
DRL (Jiang et al., 2023). Hybrid approaches for single-
agent continuous control, such as the work by Tang et al.
(2021), achieved a 140× reduction in power consumption
on Intel’s Loihi neuromorphic processor compared to an
ANN baseline running on the Jetson TX2. To address
POMDP scenarios, Cheng et al. (2023) extended a spiking
Twin Delayed Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient (TD3)
agent with an Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM)-based
feature extractor, resulting in 50–80% lower deployment
energy relative to ANN counterparts on PyBullet robotics
benchmarks. In the context of multi-agent continuous con-



trol, Saravanan et al. (2021) reported faster training con-
vergence and higher returns compared to ANN-based im-
plementations. These studies highlight that neuromorphic
deployment is practical and highly efficient, and current
efforts are mainly focused on continuous control tasks.

Recent approaches in social navigation aim to exhibit
human-like social behavior and decision-making. While
state-of-the-art MPC-based approaches, such as Samavi
et al. (2025), jointly optimize robots and the crowd’s
motion in a bi-level structure, they rely on specific assump-
tions about the human motion model in the optimization
problem, which do not consider social aspects, such as
proxemics. In contrast, socially integrated DRL navigation
approaches, as proposed by Flögel et al. (2024), do not
assume a specific human motion model; they learn a nav-
igation policy that acts according to the actions of others
and treats humans individually. With this formulation,
these approaches fulfill the sociological understanding of
social acting and socially acceptable behavior. For a more
detailed description, the reader is referred to Flögel et al.
(2024) for socially integrated navigation, to Rios-Martinez
et al. (2015) for proxemic theory, and to Mavrogiannis
et al. (2023) for core challenges in social navigation.

In DRL social navigation architectures, a feature extractor
typically precedes the actor and critic to capture crowd
dynamics and handle a varying number of observed agents.
In ANN-based methods, this extractor is often a Recurrent
Neural Network (RNN) (e.g., an LSTM as proposed by
Everett et al. (2021)) to handle an arbitrary number of
agents by stacking their observations into a sequence fed
to the network. The RNN accumulates information in its
hidden state, producing a fixed-size feature vector used
by the actor and critic. However, this sequential RNN
extractor is order-sensitive, scales poorly, and fails to
capture higher-order agent interactions (Chen et al., 2019).

SNN-based approaches are often employed in hybrid con-
figurations. Tang et al. (2020) advanced this direction by
jointly training spiking and non-spiking network compo-
nents with their Spiking Deep Deterministic Policy Gradi-
ent (SDDPG) algorithm. When deployed on Intel’s Loihi
neuromorphic processor, their method achieved higher
navigation success rates and reduced energy consumption
by a factor of 75 compared to baseline DRL policy on
an NVIDIA Jetson TX2. Yang et al. (2023) extended
this hybrid method to social collision avoidance by in-
troducing a spiking Gated Recurrent Unit (GRU) to pro-
vide memory for multi-agent navigation. Their multi-critic
architecture outperformed Tang’s SDDPG in previously
unseen scenarios and produced more efficient trajectories.
A related line of work was proposed by Zhang et al.
(2024), who introduced Collision Avoidance Spiking Re-
inforcement Learning (CASRL), a hybrid framework that
integrates a spiking transformer encoder with attention-
based temporal fusion. Yielding improved capturing of
human interaction patterns. CASRL outperformed estab-
lished baselines—including ORCA, Social Aware Colli-
sion Avoidance with DRL (SA-CADRL), and SDDPG—in
multi-agent settings while reducing energy consumption to
57% of the ANN counterpart.

With the promising results of hybrid DRL on social colli-
sion avoidance tasks, the research question arises whether

Fig. 1. Architecture composition with a temporal spiking
feature output Ht achieving a end-to-end spiking
path.

SNN based DRL policies can capture the nuanced social
dynamics of human–robot interaction for socially inte-
grated navigation tasks while simultaneously reducing the
energy consumption.

4. APPROACH

We propose a hybrid DRL framework that utilizes the
Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) algorithm (Schul-
man et al., 2017) with an SNN-based actor, an ANN-based
critic, and a preceding Spiking Feature Extractor (SFE)
as depicted in Fig. 1. The SFE leverages the inherent
temporal dynamics of SNNs to more effectively capture
human-robot interactions and learns an embedding of the
crowd-robot interaction. This design combines the advan-
tages of sparse and event-driven inference from the SNN
for potentially lower energy consumption with the stable
gradient-based learning during training from the ANN.

4.1 Hybrid Approach

We follow the framework in Flögel et al. (2024) to train
a Socially Integrated (SI) navigation policy and use the
same observation (Appx. A) and reward system (Appx. B).
The policy is trained from scratch, respects proxemic and
velocity social norms, and exhibits social behavior that
is adaptive to individual human preferences. The action
at of the policy is a velocity vt and a delta heading ∆θt
command. The hybrid actor-critic approach integrates a
Spiking Actor Network (SAN) with a conventional ANN
critic (Fig. 1). The shared SFE allows multi-agent obser-
vations by transforming the observation into a temporally
encoded feature tensor. In contrast to recurrent structures
that rely on artificial temporal dependencies, the SFE
represents sequential dependencies through the intrinsic
temporal dynamics of spiking neurons, without requiring
explicit recurrent structures. The feature tensor Ht serves
as a direct input to the actor, whereas the critic relies on a
decoder that transforms the spikes back into the floating-
point domain. The critic outputs the value function V (ot),
evaluating the SAN and thus serving as a learning signal.

During training, the SFE, SAN, and the critic are jointly
optimized using PPO. The ANN-based critic operates in
the floating-point domain to ensure stable learning, while
the feature extractor and actor remain in the spiking
domain, enabling compatibility with neuromorphic hard-
ware. During inference, only the spiking pathway from the
SFE to the SAN is required, yielding a fully neuromorphic



(a) RNN (b) SFE

Fig. 2. Comparison between sequence processing of a RNN
feature extractor approach (a) and the simplified
input to our SFE approach (b).

execution pipeline from observation to action. This is par-
ticularly advantageous for deployment on neuromorphic
platforms and in combination with neuromorphic percep-
tion systems. This hybrid approach decouples training
efficiency from inference efficiency, allowing learning to
benefit from the stability of conventional ANN training
while deployment exploits the event-driven, low-power
characteristics of neuromorphic computation.

4.2 Neuromorphic Encoding

To realize the neuromorphic part of the actor, conventional
ANN layers are transformed into their spiking equivalents.
This transformation enables the network to process infor-
mation through discrete spike events rather than contin-
uous activations, allowing temporal dynamics to emerge
from the neuron model. Information transfer between the
floating-point and spiking domains requires an encoding
and decoding mechanism. We employ current injection
as the encoding scheme, where each floating-point input
value is interpreted as a synaptic input current. This allows
for the direct injection of continuous observations without
expanding the temporal dimension for neuron size. The
neuron’s membrane potential accumulates this input over
time, producing a spike train that represents the encoded
signal. For decoding, the mean firing rate or the average
membrane potential across the temporal dimension is used
to recover a continuous representation.

Utilizing a feature extractor before the actor and critic
networks enables the use of multi-agent observations and
addresses the incompatibility between variable-sized input
vectors and the fixed-size input layers of neural networks.
The proposed SFE differs from ANN approaches in how
the information is processed. We leverage the inherent
temporal dimension of SNNs and do not rely on an ar-
tificial temporal dimension as in RNNs. Given an arbi-
trarily long input sequence ot, an RNN produces a fea-
ture vector ht that represents a weighted combination of
the observations in the sequence. Contrary, neuromorphic
SNN-based approaches introduce an additional inherent
temporal dimension. With our proposed SFE (Fig. 2b),
we use this additional temporal dimension by inserting the
complete observation matrix ot with the agents stacked in
the temporal dimension with:

OH×T
t =

[
o0,t o0,t · · · o0,t

o1,t o2,t · · · oN−1,t

]
. (6)

with the robot observation o0,t and the human observation
oi,t at time step t. For a detailed description of the obser-
vation, refer to (Appx. A). The human agents are ordered
from closest to farthest away oN−1,t. By stacking the

Table 1. Assumed Energy (J) per Operation

Device Synop Energy Neurop Energy Source

CPU x86 8.60× 10−9 8.60× 10−9 Degnan et al. (2016)
CPU ARM 9.00× 10−10 9.00× 10−10 Degnan et al. (2016)
GPU 3.00× 10−10 3.00× 10−10 Degnan et al. (2016)

SpiNNaker 1.33× 10−8 2.60× 10−8 Hoppner and et. al (2019)
SpiNNaker 2 4.50× 10−10 2.19× 10−9 Hoppner and et. al (2019)
Loihi 2.71× 10−11 8.10× 10−11 Davies and et. al. (2018)

robots in the temporal dimension of the SNN, we achieve
a fixed-sized input H while allowing the observation of an
arbitrary number of agents. Using the inherent temporal
dimension, we simplified the input for the feature extractor
from inserting a sequence of agents to a single matrix.
Additionally, unlike the RNN feature extractor, a compres-
sion of the output to a feature vector ht can be avoided for
the actor network, as our approach utilizes a SAN that also
features a temporal dimension. This allows outputting the
extracted features as a temporally dependent matrix Ht.
With the smaller compression of information, we expect a
performance increase in navigation and social compliance.

The observation matrix is additionally sorted so that the
closest robot has the highest influence on the output of
the SFE. We invert the sequence order from Everett et al.
(2021) for our concept, because of the different working
principle of an SFE compared to an RNN. The first time
bin of the input of a SFE enters the neuron model with
its dynamics and gets outputted at the second time bin.
With the second time bin of the input now entering the
neuron dynamic, the information from the first input time
bin remains encoded into the neuron dynamic. Therefore,
the output of the third-time bin results is based on the
information from the first and second input time bins. This
illustrates how the initial information of the sequence of
an SFE influences all future inputs and, therefore, most
significantly impacts the accumulated temporal output.

4.3 Energy Calculation

The calculation of the energy consumption is inspired
by the Nengo framework from Bekolay et al. (2014). It
estimates the energy per inference by taking synaptic
operations as well as neuron updates into consideration:
E = Nsynops×Esynop+Nneuronupdates×Eneuron with Esynop

representing the energy necessary per synaptic operation,
Nsynops representing the number of synaptic operation,
Eneuron representing the energy per neuron update, and
Nneuronupdates is the number of neuron updates and is
calculated by multiplying the number of time steps per
inference with the number of neurons: Nneuronupdates =
Ntimestep × Nneurons Hence, the assumption is made that
each neuron is updated at every timestep. A distinction
between neuromorphic and non-neuromorphic hardware is
necessary for calculating the synaptic operations.

Neuromorphic hardware is event-driven, synaptic energy
is only consumed if an event occurs. This results in only
multiplying every neuron that spikes, represented by the
spikestate st,l,n ∈ [1 = spiking,0 = else], for all layers l and
for each time step t times the number of non-zero synaptic
connections between the layers cl,n. This formula can be
described as:

Nsynops,neuromorphic =
∑
t,l,n

st,l,n × cl,n (7)



Table 2. PPO Hyperparameters and Rewards

Hyperparameter SD CUBA Reward Value

optimizer Adam Adam Rg 4
learning rate 2× 10−4 9× 10−5 Rc 4
environment steps 256 128 Rtime 4
clip range 0.1 0.1 Rgd,1 0.1
number of epochs 4 4 Rgd,2 0.2
batch size 256 256 Rv 0.058
discount factor γ 0.99 0.99 Rprox 1.1

Non-neuromorphic hardware is not event-driven, the as-
sumption is made that all the synaptic connections are
computed at each timestep. Therefore, the total Synaptic
Operations (SYNOPS) is calculated by multiplying the
number of synaptic connections times the time steps per
inference, regardless of whether they are spiking or not:

Nsynops,non−neuromorph = t×
∑
l,n

cl,n (8)

The hardware-specific Energy per Operation value is dis-
played in Table 1.

5. EVALUATION

We adhere to the principles and guidelines for evaluating
social navigation, assessing the algorithm’s behavior in
response to dynamic obstacles within a reproducible simu-
lation as a preliminary stage before real-world experiments
(Francis and et.al., 2023). First, we compare the training
and generalization performance on different scenarios for
two different SNN neuron types. Subsequently, we compare
the quantitative social navigation results with the socially
integrated SI-PPO (Flögel et al., 2024) and the socially
aware SARL (Chen et al., 2019) policies, and provide a
qualitative analysis of the learned social behavior. Finally,
we evaluate the estimated power consumption of our hy-
brid approach on neuromorphic hardware.

5.1 Experimental Setup

For training and evaluation, we utilize the microscopic
social-physiological environment described in Flögel et al.
(2024). All DRL policies are trained with Stable Baselines3
(Antonin Raffin et al., 2021). For our proposed approach,
the PPO hyperparameters are obtained through a hyper-
parameter search performed with Optuna (Akiba et al.,
2019) and are stated in Table 2. Other key parameters
include the neuron-parameter for SD SFE: Vth = 0.14,
τgrad = 0.82, sgrad = 0.16; the SD SAN: Vth = 0.26,
τgrad = 0.44, sgrad = 0.58; the CUBA SFE: Vth = 0.31,
αI = 0.77, αV = 0.49, τgrad = 0.55, sgrad = 2.34; and
the CUBA SAN: Vth = 0.93, αI = 0.16, αV = 0.78,
τgrad = 0.21, sgrad = 3.47.

To evaluate the performance and compare the different
approaches, we consider three scenarios: a circle interac-
tion scenario (8 agents), a circle crossing (8 agents), and a
random scenario (10 agents). For domain randomization,
start and goal locations are randomly selected within the
red regions shown in Fig. 3, while the robot is randomly al-
located to one of the blue start-goal pairs. In addition, the
agents’ preferred speeds and the proxemic radii of humans
are drawn from U [0.5, 1.0] and U [0.3, 0.7], respectively.
Note that the robot cannot directly observe the proxemic
radius, only implicitly through interaction behavior, since

Fig. 3. Training rewards of our approach with SD and
CUBA neurons across 10 seeds and different scenarios.
The start and goal positions are sampled in red areas.

humans actively maintain their own proxemic radius. For
further insights, refer to Flögel et al. (2024). The training
on the circle interaction and circle crossing scenario is
conducted over 6× 106 steps and on the random scenario
for 1 × 107 steps due to the higher complexity. To assess
the generalization capability, we cross-validate the trained
policies by evaluating them on the other two scenarios,
thereby assessing the agent’s adaptability and the impact
of the different training environments. Since the SARL
baseline employs a one-step lookahead, its training and
evaluation are computationally more demanding. There-
fore, SARL is trained with 5 random seeds 1 , whereas all
other policies are trained with 10 seeds. All policies are
evaluated for 200 episodes per converging seed and per
scenario.

5.2 Results

Quantitative Evaluation: The training rewards in Fig.
3 illustrate stable and converging training of our hybrid
method across all three scenarios for both methods. Since
the circle interaction scenario has only slight randomiza-
tion, the training converges the fastest. Circle crossing
introduces more randomness due to the larger spawn areas
for the start and goal positions, leading to later conver-
gence. The effect is particularly pronounced when trained
on the random scenario, which has the highest level of
randomization. Besides the randomization regarding start
and goal position, it also introduces a higher variance in
the distance the agents need to travel and less interaction
between agents. The proposed approach with the SD neu-
rons achieves higher training rewards, which is especially
prominent in the circle interaction and circle crossing
scenario. Additionally, Spiking-PPO-SD demonstrates fast
and stable training across all scenarios and seeds. Our
experiments revealed that Spiking-PPO-CUBA is highly
sensitive to hyperparameters, resulting in less stable and
slower convergence, whereas Spiking-PPO-SD provides a
robust, hyperparameter-insensitive alternative.

1 We will provide the results across 10 seeds for the final submission



Table 3. Evaluation results with 200 episodes per scenario and seed. Goal, Collision (Col.),
timeout (TO), proxemic violation (PV), distance ratio (DR): ↓

Training Scenario Approach
Eval. Scenario: Circle Interaction Eval. Scenario: Circle Crossing Eval. Scenario: Random

Goal (%) Col. (%) TO (%) PV DR (µ± σ) Goal (%) Col. (%) TO (%) PV DR (µ± σ) Goal (%) Col. (%) TO (%) PV DR (µ± σ)

Circle Interaction

SARL (Baseline) 93.00 0.00 7.00 93 1.08 ± 0.12 96.40 0.10 3.50 167 1.17 ± 1.07 52.50 1.30 46.20 191 1.67 ± 1.09
SI-PPO (Baseline) 99.80 0.20 0.00 7 1.02 ± 0.02 93.30 4.37 2.33 169 1.06 ± 0.13 76.80 4.70 18.50 43 1.19 ± 0.40
Spiking-PPO-SD 99.65 0.35 0.00 8 1.03 ± 0.03 88.85 2.50 8.65 83 1.05 ± 0.05 91.00 7.25 1.75 59 1.19 ± 0.49

Spiking-PPO-CUBA 98.55 1.45 0.00 46 1.08 ± 0.08 93.05 5.95 1.00 131 1.12 ± 0.17 58.70 17.25 24.05 80 2.17 ± 4.19

Circle Crossing

SARL (Baseline) 39.90 0.4 59.70 113 2.29 ± 3.06 98.40 0.10 1.5 203 1.09 ± 0.27 31.30 1.5 67.2 218 2.26 ± 2.90
SI-PPO (Baseline) 49.57 12.20 38.23 101 2.27 ± 2.29 86.10 7.07 6.83 52 1.74 ± 2.88 58.90 7.83 33.27 90 6.38 ± 29.49
Spiking-PPO-SD 95.25 4.75 0.00 115 1.03 ± 0.04 99.25 0.75 0.00 27 1.03 ± 0.04 90.95 4.95 4.10 42 1.25 ± 0.67

Spiking-PPO-CUBA 74.10 21.90 4.00 223 1.18 ± 0.29 98.30 1.70 0.00 41 1.10 ± 0.10 62.10 15.00 22.90 71 2.41 ± 8.79

Random

SARL (Baseline) 98.40 0.00 1.6 100 1.09 ± 0.10 99.40 0.10 0.50 172 1.12 ± 0.15 96.40 0.20 3.4 72 1.10 ± 0.13
SI-PPO (Baseline) 68.03 5.60 26.37 159 2.56 ± 6.03 68.40 8.60 23.00 179 2.50 ± 5.71 80.40 2.37 17.23 66 2.40 ± 5.69
Spiking-PPO-SD 98.35 1.60 0.05 63 1.02 ± 0.06 99.50 0.50 0.00 30 1.02 ± 0.02 88.55 4.45 7.00 40 1.27 ± 0.75

Spiking-PPO-CUBA 88.90 3.95 7.15 111 1.28 ± 0.73 94.65 2.85 2.50 71 1.16 ± 0.42 58.50 15.90 25.60 69 2.20 ± 2.55

We consider the percentage of the robot reaching the goal,
colliding with a human, the rate at which the robot runs
into a timeout (TO), the number of proxemic violation
(PV), and the distance ratio (DR) to evaluate the nav-
igation performance. The DR is the fraction of traveled
distance and ideal distance, which is a straight line to
the goal at the preferred velocity. The evaluation results
in Table 3 reveal that both proposed approaches show
competitive or superior performance in all scenarios. When
trained on the circle crossing scenario, the Spiking-PPO-
SD outperforms both baselines and exhibits superior per-
formance compared to the Spiking-PPO-CUBA approach.
Across all scenarios, the Spiking-PPO-SD exhibits higher
generalization capabilities, as evidenced by a higher suc-
cess rate in non-training scenarios. Even better than the
SARL baseline, which includes an imitation learning phase
with ORCA expert trajectories to initialize the networks
for DRL training. Across all scenarios, the socially in-
tegrated navigation policies exhibit the lowest proxemic
violations, indicating an individual consideration of human
interaction behavior.

Concluding the results in Table 3, the Spiking-PPO-
SD demonstrates superior robustness, generalization, and
adaptation to human behavior across all scenarios. It has
the lowest PV and DR, indicating the highest social inte-
gration in terms of adapting to individual human behavior.
Therefore, we will only further evaluate the Spiking-PPO-
SD approach. We suspect that the hyperparameter sen-
sitivity of the CUBA neurons contributes to the poorer
performance, and CUBA neurons require more time steps
to encode information into an information-rich spike train,
thereby reducing their hyperparameter sensitivity. This
also explains the superior performance of Spiking-PPO-
SD, since the SD neurons can encode information at a
single timestep through graded spikes.

Qualitative Evaluation: As a qualitative metric, we eval-
uate the robot’s trajectory and speed, as well as its inter-
action behavior with human agents. The ideal behavior is
considerate, robust, and efficient, characterized by socially
integrated navigation, which enables the robot to adapt to
and coordinate with the behavior of surrounding agents,
resulting in efficient navigation for all agents involved. The
Spiking-PPO-SD in Fig. 4 exhibits socially integrated be-
havior by respecting each agent’s proxemic radius and ad-
justing its speed accordingly to that of surrounding agents.
The robot navigates closely past the agents, adjusting its
heading and slowing as needed while still following a goal-
driven trajectory. Another learned behavior that shows

Fig. 4. Socially Integrated: The Spiking-PPO-SD policy
is adaptive and respects individual human proxemics,
leading to smooth trajectories for all agents.

Fig. 5. Socially Aware: the SARL policy focuses on ego
navigation, leading to a negative impact on human
agents’ trajectories.

social integration is passing behind another agent. At step
25 in Fig. 4, the robot slows down, adjusts its heading to
pass behind the second agent at step 38, and accelerates at
step 64 once the social interaction is resolved. In contrast,
the socially aware SARL policy in Fig. 5 mainly navigates
at its maximum speed and does not adapt to human
agents’ behavior. The robot reaches the center point first,
but then pushes other agents away as depicted in steps
19 and 25, and violates the proxemic radius of the red
agent in step 19. This leads to non-smooth trajectories
of human agents in the surroundings and a negative im-
pact on the crowd behavior. These results reveal that
the ego-centric perspective of socially aware navigation



Fig. 6. Estimated energy consumption of the Spiking-PPO-
SD on different hardware and scenarios.

policies may lead to goal-directed robot trajectories but
has a negative impact on the behavior of other agents.
In contrast, the socially integrated navigation policy with
its adaptive behavior leads to goal-driven trajectories of
all agents involved and even to short traveled distances as
revealed through the DR in Table.3.

Energy Consumption: The estimated energy consump-
tion of the Spiking-PPO-SD over 200 evaluation episodes
across all three scenarios is displayed in Fig. 6. Since
sparsity affects only the neuromorphic estimated energy
consumption during synaptic updates, only the neuromor-
phic hardware devices vary across evaluation samples. In
contrast, the conventional hardware produces the same
estimated energy consumption across evaluation samples.
The estimated energy consumption is the lowest for the
Loihi with 3.79 ± 0.06µJ on the circle interaction, 3.79 ±
0.10µJ on the circle crossing, and 4.71 ± 0.14µJ on the
random scenario. The second lowest energy consumption
was estimated on the SpiNNaker 2 with 66.86 ± 1.00µJ
on the circle interaction, 66.93 ± 1.68µJ on the circle
crossing, and 82.17± 2.38µJ on the random scenario. The
first conventional hardware is the GPU (GTX 700 Titan)
with 186.33µJ followed by the ARM CPU (Cortex-A5), of
559.00µJ . Finally, the SpiNNaker is estimated to consume
1.19 ± 0.03mJ on the circle interaction, 1.15 ± 0.03mJ
on the circle crossing, and 1.29 ± 0.08mJ on the random
scenario, while the highest estimated energy consumption
was reached by the x86 CPU (i7-4960X) with 5.34mJ . The
1.60−1.69 magnitude lower estimated energy consumption
obtained by running our Spiking-PPO-SD on a neuro-
morphic device, such as the Loihi, compared to running
on conventional hardware, showcases the potential energy
improvements that can be obtained through neuromorphic
computing.

6. CONCLUSION

This work presents SINRL, a hybrid Deep Reinforcement
Learning (DRL) approach for socially integrated naviga-
tion in pedestrian-rich environments using Spiking Neu-
ral Network (SNN). We propose a novel Spiking Feature
Extractor (SFE) that enables the efficient encoding of
multi-agent observations with the combination of a Spiking
Actor Network (SAN), and a Artificial Neural Network
(ANN) critic for stable training. The SFE efficiently en-
codes social-temporal interactions between the crowd and
humans. Our experiments reveal that Sigma-Delta (SD)

neurons provide more stability during training and yield
better results compared to CUBA neurons. The proposed
navigation approach outperforms existing methods in so-
cial adaptation and navigation capabilities. In addition,
the neuromorphic implementation has potentially lower
energy efficiency compared to a conventional ANN ap-
proach. Future work aims to validate the potential energy
benefits by deploying the trained SNNs on the Loihi 2.
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Appendix A. OBSERVATION

We follow the proposed observation in Flögel et al.
(2024). The observation is divided into the robot o0,t =
[dg,∆,pg, θ, vpref, r0] and human observation oi,t = [ōi, ôi,t].
Based on humans’ observable states, the robot observes
the human i at time t with ōi = [ri, ri + r0] and ôi,t =
[dt,∆,pt,∆,vt]. The robot observes its state based on the
relative position to the goal ∆pg = pg − pt, the direct
distance to the goal dg = ||∆pg||2, the heading θ, the
preferred velocity vpref, and the personal radius r. We
distinguish the human observation into a constant part ōi,
which remains unchanged over time, and a time-varying
part ôi,t, which varies throughout the steps. The constant
part contains the human radius ri and the combined radius
ri+r0. The temporal observation ôi,t contains the relative
position ∆pt = p0,t − pi,t, direct distance dt = ||∆pt||2,
and relative velocity ∆vt = v0.t − vi,t between robot and
human. To consider the partial history, we concatenate the
last k temporal observations to the aggregated observation
oi,t of human i at timestep t

oi,t = [ōi,t ôi,t ôi,t−1 · · · ôi,t−k] . (A.1)

Appendix B. REWARD SYSTEM

In the socially integrated reward formulation from Flögel
et al. (2024), each agent in the environment has a reward
system. Humans reward the robot based on the interaction
between the human and the robot. From this principle, the
robot accumulates all human rewards with

RSA =
1

M

M∑
i=1

λiRi (B.1)

at each time step. With the reward Ri of human i, a scaling
factor λi, and the number of humans M within the social
integration radius rSI around the center of the robot. If the
human i is within the social integration radius of the robot
d0i < rSI, the human reward is given at every time step
by Ri = −Rv · |vi,t − v0,t| − Rprox. The reward comprises
velocity deviations scaled with Rv and rewards violations
of humans’ personal space di0 < ri,prox with Rprox. In
addition, the robot is rewarded for efficient navigation with
RNav, which leads to the total reward Rt = RNav + RSA

at time step t. The navigation reward teaches efficient
navigation toward the goal while avoiding collisions.

RNav =



+Rg if pt = pg

−Rc if d0i ≤ 0

−Rtime if timeout

+Rgd,1 · |∆dg| if ∆dg > 0

−Rgd,2 · |∆dg| if ∆dg < 0

(B.2)

The robot is encouraged to take steps toward the goal with
Rgd,1, where ∆dg = dg,t − dg,t−1, and reach the goal with
Rg. Conversely, the robot is penalized for collisions with
other agents with Rc, running into timeouts with Rtime,
and taking steps away from the goal with Rgd,2.


