arXiv:2308.04792v3 [cs.RO] 20 Jun 2024

NNPP: A Learning-Based Heuristic Model for Accelerating Optimal Path Planning on Uneven Terrain

Yiming Ji^1, Yang Liu^{1,∗}, Guanghu Xie^1, Boyu Ma^1, Zongwu Xie^1, Baoshi Cao^1

aState Key Laboratory of Robotics and System, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin, 150001, Heilongjiang, China

Abstract

Intelligent autonomous path planning is essential for enhancing the exploration efficiency of mobile robots operating in uneven terrains like planetary surfaces and off-road environments. In this paper, we propose the NNPP model for computing the heuristic region, enabling foundation algorithms like A^⋆ to find the optimal path solely within this reduced search space, effectively decreasing the search time. The NNPP model learns semantic information about start and goal locations, as well as map representations, from numerous pre-annotated optimal path demonstrations, and produces a probabilistic distribution over each pixel representing the likelihood of it belonging to an optimal path on the map. More specifically, the paper computes the traversal cost for each grid cell from the slope, roughness and elevation difference obtained from the digital elevation model. Subsequently, the start and goal locations are encoded using a Gaussian distribution and different location encoding parameters are analyzed for their effect on model performance. After training, the NNPP model is able to accelerate path planning on novel maps. Experiments demonstrate that the heuristic region generated by the NNPP model achieves a 3×speedup for optimal path planning under identical hardware conditions. Moreover, the NNPP model’s advantage becomes more pronounced as the size of the map increases.

Keywords:

path planning, deep learning, autonomous navigation, elevation map

∗Corresponding author Email addresses: yimingji_hit@163.com (Yiming Ji), liuyanghit@hit.edu.cn (Yang Liu )

Preprint submitted to Arxiv June 30, 2024

1. INTRODUCTION

Path planning is the process of finding a desired path between two given locations while satisfying predefined requirements. With the emergence of field mobile robotics, such as rescue robots [1] and planetary rovers [2], path planning in outdoor environments has gained significant attention recently. Outdoor unstructured environments often feature uneven terrains where some paths are too hazardous for mobile robots to traverse due to instability on steep slopes and limited motion power [3]. Furthermore, unlike indoor scenes, the shortest paths in uneven terrains are not always optimal for mobile platforms as they often have to deal with rapid elevation changes. When mapping routes through rugged terrains, it’s essential to account for more than just obstacles such as jutting rocks and sudden drops. It is also necessary to strike a balance between the shortest geometric distance and the potential dangers posed by uneven terrain. This complexity often stumps conventional algorithms like A^⋆ and RRT, either leading to suboptimal paths or excessive computation time [4]. Therefore, modeling terrain and conducting traversability analysis, as well as establishing criteria for evaluating the quality of a path, are essential prerequisites for path planning.

To address the traversability analysis problem of mobile robots in rugged terrains such as planet surfaces, researchers initially proposed the idea of binary terrain classification into impassable obstacles and free traversal regions [5]. In [6], Ettlin suggested combining binary motion planners with traversability classification by integrating rapidly-exploring random trees and gradually increasing the threshold for binary terrain classification. However, when navigating rough terrain, this binary categorization proves ineffective due to the continuous spectrum of terrain complexities since classifying an obstacle as non-traversable can result in a suboptimal plan or even failure to find a path. Thus, an adequate model capturing terrain traversability is essential for a nuanced environment representation and informed navigation planning.

The traversability of the uneven terrain depends on the scene information contained within the map. This information includes the layout of the terrain, the presence of obstacles, environmental conditions, and other relevant factors. For instances, in uneven planetary terrain, map data that includes height information can better reflect the requirements of planetary rovers for terrain exploration. Thus, this paper adopts DEM data as the uneven map

Figure 1: In the proposed framework, a cost map with start and goal points is fed into the NNPP. The model generates a probability map where each pixel’s probability value indicates the likelihood of the optimal path passing through that pixel. This probability map is then utilized to guide the A^⋆ algorithm on the original map, resulting in the final optimal path.

representation and formulates the global path planning problem as finding the optimal feasible path that avoids untraversable areas, including obstacles, and minimizes the risk of failure due to hazardous terrain morphology, as shown in Figure 1.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces related work on path planning, focusing on learning-based path planning methods. Section 3 presents environmental modeling and cost map calculation methods, and investigates the trade-off between minimizing total cost and minimizing total path length. Section 4 elaborates on the proposed method, including the network structure, dataset preparation, and model evaluation metrics. Section 5 introduces the simulation experiments designed for the model, which demonstrates that the model can significantly reduce optimal path search time.

2. RELATED WORKS

Numerous algorithms have been proposed and refined to tackle the path planning problem, including the A^⋆ algorithm [7], RRT-based algorithms [8], artificial potential field (APF) based algorithms [9], and intelligent algorithms such as the genetic algorithm [10], ant colony algorithm [11] and reinforcement learning based algorithms [12]. This section focuses on the mainstream methods of path planning and their applications in rough terrain navigation.

2.1. Heuristic method

Heuristic path planning algorithms utilize a heuristic function H (n) to select the extended nodes, significantly reducing the total number of extended nodes and improving the efficiency of trajectory planning [13]. In a Grid map environment, the A^⋆ algorithm can effectively represent obstacles of arbitrary shapes in two-dimensional space. However, in a three-dimensional environment, the evaluation function becomes complicated with the increase in dimensionality. Thus, the A^⋆ algorithm is less commonly used in highdimensional space. To address this limitation, many studies have proposed optimization schemes based on A^⋆ algorithms [14], such as D^⋆, F ieldD^⋆, T heta^⋆, Anytime Repairing A^⋆ (ARA^⋆), and more.

In the elevation map scenario, Bo Zhang [15] utilized the cumulative traversability cost between grids as the cost function for A^⋆ algorithm, thereby enabling it to search for the shortest path in 3D uneven terrains.

2.2. Learning based methods

In recent years, modulated by the rapid development and widespread applications of artificial intelligence technologies, especially the advances within deep reinforcement learning (DRL), learning-based methods for path planning, obstacle detection, trafficability analysis and related path reasoning tasks have received increasing interest from researchers in both academia and industry hoping to enable more autonomous navigation for unmanned systems operating in complex environments [16] [17].

Based on the heuristic methods discussed in the previous section, many researchers have employed learning-based techniques to construct guiding functions that accelerate the convergence process of classical algorithms. This approach has proven to be highly effective. The NRRT^⋆ [18] approach applies a convolutional neural network (CNN) model to guide the sampling-based RRT path search on a 2D grid map while satisfying different clearance and step size planning requirements. The same team of authors proposed the NEED model [19], which predicts promising search regions to guide the search direction of planning algorithms. This approach significantly enhances algorithm performance on new problems while maintaining a prediction speed of over 100 Hz on a laptop for high-dynamics applications. Reinforcement learning (RL), compared to traditional control methods, has the notable advantages of not requiring environmental maps, possessing strong learning capabilities from data, and exhibiting high dynamic adaptability to changes in complex environments [20]. Its deep neural network architecture can effectively process high-dimensional information from various sensors, while its reinforcement learning mechanism can perform continuous decision-making tasks in complex and dynamic environments. This makes it particularly suitable for local path planning in dynamic scenarios. Many researchers have attempted to apply reinforcement learning methods to local path planning in rough terrain. Q-learning has been applied to local path planning, and according to Reference [15], reinforcement learning methods can yield superior paths compared to traditional approaches. Reference [21] indicates that compared to baseline methods, reinforcement learning techniques can improve the success rate of path planning. It can also be inferred that reinforcement learning methods consume more time compared to traditional approaches.

The time taken by the Q-learning method is almost double that of the APF method and approximately 15 times that of the conventional A^⋆ method. The success rate of reinforcement learning (95%-96%) also impacts its applicability to global maps at a larger scale. For example, Reference [15] reports that the proposed reinforcement learning method consumes nearly 11 times the time compared to traditional A^⋆ methods when searching paths in a 110 × 110 elevation map, while only improving path optimality by 20%. The proposed NNPP method in this paper not only greatly reduces the search time (shortened by 3 times) and algorithm optimality is nearly on par with A^⋆ (reduced by 2%) compared to traditional A^⋆ on the same hardware and a 256 × 256 map, but NNPP’s performance advantage will further increase with the expansion of the map size.

3. ENVIRONMENTAL MODELING AND PROBLEM FORMU- LATION

The environmental modeling processes, such as grid-based, graph-based, and point-based methods, are prerequisites for path planning. Digital Elevation Model (DEM) is commonly used in many instances of path planning on uneven terrains, thus this chapter introduces DEM-based environmental modeling approaches as well as the problem formulation discussed in this paper.

3.1. Digital Representation of Elevation Map

In practical applications of CE4 [22], DEM is used for map generation and path searching. The spatial distribution of an uneven terrain environment is characterized utilizing a group of three-dimensional vectors {x, y, z} in which x and y represent the planar coordinates of mapping an environmental feature point within the uneven terrain while z denotes the altitude of the point. Therefore, geomorphic attributes including aspect, gradient of slope, changes in elevation, and roughness can be adequately extracted via DEM.

3.2. Information Extraction of Uneven Terrain Environment According to the traversability assessment method used by Yutu 2 lunar rover [23], geomorphic attributes of the i−th grid cell in DEM data are calculated by the Eq.1. To calculate the roughness, a patch consisting of the i−th grid cell and its eight neighboring cells is used.

T_i = k_s · φ_i φ_s + k_r · r_i r_s + k_f · Δh H_s (1) The angle between the normal vector and horizontal plane of grid i is defined as φ_i. The variable r denotes the residual of the fitting distance from each DEM data point in a unit cell to the fitted plane in the corresponding patch, representing the roughness of the terrain region. The variable Δh represents the height difference between each DEM data point in a unit cell and the fitted plane in the corresponding patch, representing the elevation difference in the terrain region. The traversability cost for each grid cell is calculated as shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2: The traversal cost for each pixel was calculated using the following process: (a) the original DEM was obtained; (b) the slope cost was computed; (c) the roughness cost was calculated; (d) the elevation difference cost was determined. The resulting images, displayed from left to right, represent the original DEM, slope cost, roughness cost, and elevation difference cost. In this paper, we set φ_s = 30, H_s = 0.2, r_s = 0.6.

In Eq.1, φ_s represents the maximum safe tilt angle that a rover can traverse through a single grid cell, H_s represents the maximum obstacle height value, and r_s represents the maximum roughness value that a rover can navigate through. The variables k_s, k_r, and k_f are weighting coefficients, and their sum is equal to 1. In this study, we set the parameters k_s, k_r, and k_f to 0.6, 0.2, and 0.2, respectively. Among these parameters, k_s has the greatest impact on the robot’s performance, as it accounts for the influence of terrain slope. Therefore, we assign a larger value to k_s compared to k_r and k_f [24]. The specific values of φ_s, H_s and r_s are determined by the robot’s structural and kinematic-dynamic parameters. As this paper focuses on planetary surfaces as a research case, we have referenced relevant data from lunar and Martian rovers [25] to establish values for φ_s, H_s and r_s set respectively at 30 deg, 0.2 m, and 0.6. Let the traversability cost for traveling between the two grids i and i + 1 be Eq.2.

T_{i,i+1} = T_i + T_{i+1} (2)

We adopt the approach of modeling the environment by calculating the cost of passing through each pixel value because in rugged and uneven terrains, the shortest Euclidean path may be impassable, thus it is necessary to integrally describe the terrain environment by combining slope, roughness and other geometric features in order to find the optimal traversable path. After the aforementioned environmental modeling, the problem discussed in this paper can be abstracted as searching for a path from a given start point to the end in a 2.5D cost map that strikes an ideal balance between accumulated traversability cost and Euclidean path length.

3.3. Task definition

As described in previous sections, the DEM of the uneven terrain is transformed into a traversability cost map as shown in Figure 3. Each grid cell in the map is assigned a cost value between 0 and 1. A path is composed of a sequence of adjacent grid coordinates. The Euclidean length of a path is the sum of the Euclidean distances between adjacent grid cells along the path, as shown in Eq.3. The cumulative traverse cost of a path represents the sum of the traverse cost values of the grid cells (T_i) along the path, denoted as CC, as Eq.4. L = ∑_{n−1} i=1 √ (X_{i+1} − X_i)^2 + (Y_{i+1} − Y_i)^2 (3)

CC = ∑_n i=0T_i (4)

In path planning tasks, the input consists of a traversability cost map and the start and goal coordinates, and the model outputs a path represented by a sequence of grid coordinates. This path minimizes the weighted length (L + ω · CC). The intricate relationship between the ω and the balance between CC and L is delved into in Section 4.2, leading to the identification of an optimal value of ω.

Figure 3: Path planning task, including a traversability cost map illustration and a path illustration

4. NNPP ALGORITHM

4.1. Network Structure

In this section, we introduce the neural network structure of the proposed NNPP model. The model takes as input a three-channel combination tensor, where the first channel represents a cost map as detailed in Section 3, with the grayscale value of each pixel indicating the cost of the robot passing through that pixel, with higher costs indicating pixels that are closer to being impassable. The second channel encodes the path planning starting point using a Gaussian representation, as described in Section 4.3. Similarly, the third channel represents the endpoint’s Gaussian encoding. The model’s output is a two-dimensional single-channel probability map, visualized as a color map in Figure ??. Each pixel in the probability map stores a probability value p between 0 and 1, indicating the probability that the pixel contains the optimal path. Higher probabilities imply the model is more inclined to believe the optimal path passes through that pixel.

Figure 4: The model architecture diagram. It consists of an encoder, a decoder, and a contextual structure. The input is a three-channel tensor, and the output is a singlechannel tensor.

The detailed structure of the model is shown in Figure 4. It uses an encoder-decoder architecture comprising a backbone module, pyramid pooling module and decoder module. From a unique perspective, the role of the model is equivalent to performing semantic segmentation on the map containing the start and end points, segmenting out those pixels that represent feasible paths, while we also expect the model to have a very fast inference speed. Therefore, in designing the model, we drew inspiration from excellent examples of real-time semantic segmentation models.

The NNPP model employs the STDC [26] as the backbone network. Within its multi-stage encoding architecture, the spatial resolution of feature maps is reduced by a factor of two after each STDC stage. As such, a high-level semantic description of the input map can be extracted as the final stage5 output of the STDC backbone. The low-level features output by stage3 and stage4 will be fused with the high-level features in the decoder to enhance the model’s performance for path planning. Feature fusion across different semantic levels has been shown to be effective in improving performance for tasks requiring precise localization such as path planning [18], by incorporating both low-level spatial details and high-level semantic information. Therefore, in our model’s decoder, we fuse the low-level features from earlier stages with the high-level features, in order to leverage spatial details that can help produce more accurate path planning outputs.

To enhance global scene contextualization, PSPNet [27] incorporated a pyramid pooling module (PPM) that concatenates pooling representations at multiple scales prior to the convolution layers, thereby forming both local component features and global contextual representations. Compared to the original PPM, we simplify it to use three different pyramid scales, and remove the concatenate operation between the original feature map and the upsampled features, as in the original PPM. Our simplified PPM can reduce computational cost. Specifically, we reduce the number of pyramid scales from the original 4 to only 3. Previous work has shown that features at different pyramid levels become increasingly semantic [28]. Therefore, a fewer number of pyramid levels, such as 3, can capture sufficient semantic information, while reducing computational cost.

Figure 5: Attention fusing model. The model fuses the low-level features from earlier stages with the high-level features, in order to leverage spatial details that can help produce more accurate path planning outputs.

Feature fusion modules are commonly employed in semantic segmentation networks to enhance feature representations. More specifically, fusing multilevel features is instrumental in achieving high segmentation accuracy. The proposed model draws inspiration from the design of ppliteseg [29], utilizing an Attention Fusion Module to amalgamate low-level features and high-level features from the decoder. The structure of the Attention Fusion Module (AFM) [29] is shown in Figure 5.

The decoder likewise comprises several stages, which are tasked with merging and upsampling features. At each stage, features of different levels are fused through the AFM module. As the problem can be viewed as a pixel-wise binary classification problem, a conventional convolution layer with only one output channels serves as the classifier, producing the corresponding probability of the pixel belonging to the foreground or background class.

4.2. Dataset Generation

Obtaining the ground truth optimal path on uneven terrain is challenging as it involves semantic segmentation and terrain traversability analysis using intrinsic parameters of the mobile platform. For instance, generating annotated data and training labels for planetary surfaces can be a very time-consuming task [30]. To address this issue, NNPP does not require any manually labeled data. Instead, it uses the optimal path obtained by A^⋆ as a label to train the model. The 20-meter resolution lunar DEM dataset from CE2TMap2015 [31] was used to generate a 256 × 256 map. The cost of traversing each pixel was calculated using the method outlined in Eq.1.

The classical A^⋆ algorithm is a graph search algorithm commonly utilized for global path planning [32]. It is capable of finding the shortest path for a robot to travel between two predetermined positions in a known static environment. In the classical A^⋆ algorithm, as in Eq.5, F (n) represents the cost value of the n-th node. During the search process of the A^⋆ algorithm, the cost values of all neighbor nodes of the current node are calculated, and the node with the smallest value is inserted into the open list.

F (n) = G (n) + H (n) (5)

To facilitate the mobile robot’s automatic avoidance of untraversable areas caused by hazard uneven terrain, this paper defines the cost function of A^⋆ to include the traversability cost as follows:

G (n) = L_{sn} + ω · T_{sn} (6)

Where L_{sn} represents the accumulated Euclidean distance that from the starting grid s to the current grid n, calculated as in Eq.3, and T_{sn} represent the accumulated traversability cost from s to n, T_{sn} = ∑_{n−1} k=1 T_{k,k+1} and T_{k,k+1} is computed as in Eq.2 This paper set H (n) to be the Euclidean heuristic function.

Next, we conducted a comprehensive analysis and established an optimal value for ω in Eq.6. An optimal path should simultaneously satisfy two criteria: (1) minimizing the CC value which is cumulative traverse cost and (2) minimizing the Euclidean path length. When ω = 0, the algorithm ignores the traversability cost of each grid cell and directly searches for the shortest path from the start point to the end point. In most cases, this shortest path is a straight line. The larger the value of ω, the greater the weight of the traversability cost.

To determine the impact of ω on the traversability cost and Euclidean distance cost, we conducted additional experiments as shown in Figure ??.

Figure 6: On the same map, with fixed start and end points, the path searching result using different weight values ω. For better visualization, the path is shown in bold. The weight values ω from left to right are 0, 0.01, and 0.05.

As the value of ω increases, the path becomes more curved, as shown in the Figure 6. This is to avoid high-cost grid cells and minimize the cumulative traverse cost of the path. Using the cost map in Figure 6 as an example, we fixed the start and end points and varied the ω from 0 to 0.2 to obtain the results shown in Figure 7.

Figure 7: The left figure shows the relationship between ω and the normalized path length (LEN) and the normalized accumulated cost (CC), while the right figure is a double-y axis line graph. The left axis represents the change of LEN + CC with ω (purple curve), and the right axis represents the time consumed for each path planning (pink curve).

Normalized accumulated Euclidean length and traversability cost of searched paths are denoted by LEN and CC, respectively, as shown in the left subfigure of Figure 7. The two values were then added together to obtain the results shown in the right subfigure of Figure 7. As the weight increases from zero, the algorithm returns a larger LEN value and a smaller CC value. The time consumed by the algorithm increases significantly at the beginning and then stabilizes.

There exists a weight value that minimizes the sum of LEN and CC values, which we consider to be the optimal balance between path length and cumulative cost. We selected 100 maps as samples, fixed the start and end points, calculated the optimal ω value for each sample, and obtained the result of 0.011 ± 0.003. When constructing subsequent datasets, we used ω = 0.011 for all samples.

4.3. Detailed Training Process and Evaluation Metric

Positional encoding is a powerful technique for infusing data with information regarding its position via embedding. In natural language processing (NLP), this approach is often leveraged to ensure that a model is aware of the location of words within a sentence. Inspired by this technique, NNPP makes use of positional encoding to embed location information about the starting and ending points on a map. The resulting encoded output is concatenated with the map, generating a three-channel tensor that serves as the input for the model. After encoding the starting point using sine and cosine functions to represent its absolute position [33], the model’s outputs were not feasible. However, by switching to relative position encoding, more desirable results were achieved. This is because in practical path planning, the system is less concerned with absolute positions and more focused on relative distances between points. Specifically, our interest lies in the relative position of each cell in the elevation map compared to the starting point and the goal point. g (x, y) = 1 2πσ^2 e^{− (x−cx)2+(y−cy)2} 2σ2 (7)

In this paper, a two-dimensional Gaussian distribution function centered around the starting point is used as the position encoding, with each grid in the elevation map represented by its corresponding value in the Gaussian function. This value reflects the relative position of the grid with respect to the starting point. The same approach is taken for the ending point. Eq.7 represents the calculation method for the Gaussian distribution function value at (x, y). Parameter cx represents the x-coordinate of either the starting or ending point, while cy represents the y-coordinate. The impact of the σ parameter on model performance was analyzed in the experiments in section 5.2, and the optimal value was determined.

In the field of path planning, scholars have proposed many evaluation methods for path quality [34], among which average path planning time is an important metric that reflects the search efficiency of the algorithm. In elevation maps, the proposed method uses the cumulative traverse cost of a path to measure its optimality, believing that an optimal path should have the minimum cumulative traverse cost.

Figure 8: The segmentation results obtained with different threshold values (td). The leftmost image represents the model’s output map, while the remaining images depict the segmentation results obtained using different threshold values. The black regions indicate areas where the pixel values in the model’s output map exceed the td.

This paper employs a learning-based approach to predict regions within a given map that contain optimal paths, whereas existing evaluation metrics are designed for a complete path rather than a region. Consequently, there is a need for designing an evaluation metric that directly assesses the precision of the model predictions. Figure 8 illustrates the results of segmenting the model outputs according to diverse thresholds td, with the black areas representing regions assigned probabilities lower than td by the model. The designation^′connected^′ denotes whether the segmented regions unite the starting point and end point. The present study decreases td gradually from high to low values while detecting whether the two points are connected, thereby determining an optimal binary threshold and the corresponding region segmentation map.

Subsequently, the total number of pixels that the model deems to contain optimal paths within the segmented regions is calculated, with the metric evaluated using the following Eq.8. Z_{label} represents the area of the labeled path, which is the sequence of grid cells obtained by running the A^⋆ algorithm on the traversability cost map, Z_{model} denotes the area segmented using the adaptive threshold, and the areas are measured in number of pixels. ModelMetric, denoted as MM, measures the overlap between the heuristic region output by the NNPP and the ground truth optimal path. A higher MM value indicates better model performance, while a lower value suggests poorer performance. ModelMetric = Z_{label} Z_{model} (8) In summary, there are three evaluation metrics: the average path planning time (AT ), the cumulative traverse cost of a path (CC = ∑_{path} i T_i,T_i represent the traversability cost value of gird i in the path grid list, as Eq.1), and (MM) as defined in Eq.8.

5. SIMULATION EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we delve into intricate parameter tuning and hardware environment settings, designing three experiments to demonstrate the efficacy of the proposed method. As detailed in 4.2, a training set of 100,000 samples of resolution 256 × 256 was synthesized, 5000 samples were procured for evaluation, and an additional 1000 samples were sequestered for performance metric validation in the present experiments. The training, elevation and validation sets were mutually exclusive from each other. The optimizer of choice for parameter optimization was AdamW with an initial learning rate of 0.001 and a weight decay of 10^{−4}. After training for 150 epochs, the model was able to predict traversable areas between start and end points on 1000 terrain samples that it had not been exposed to previously, showcasing its generalization capabilities.

5.1. Comparative Experiments at Different Scales

The computationally intensive nature of utilizing algorithm A^⋆ to search for optimal paths within elevation maps stems from the stipulation that A^⋆ algorithm necessitates constructing a global search graph in advance of searching. The purpose of the graph is to store the open-list and closed-list during the search process and maintain the parent node of each node in the list. At each step of the search, the open-list is sorted to select the node with the highest current priority. Once the open-list grows to include the goal node, the parent nodes of the current node can be traced back from the graph to the starting node, thereby returning a path.

Table 1 presents the time consumption for pathfinding using A^⋆ within maps of varying dimensions. The path length indicated in the table represents the quantity of pixels encompassed within the path as determined by

Table 1: Comprehensive experimental data on path planning using the A^⋆ algorithm under different map resolutions. The path length measured in terms of the total number of pixels traversed along the path. Map Resolution

Graphing Time/s

Searching Time/s

Graphing Ratio

Path Length 64 × 64 0.1854 0.0230 88.96% 57 128 × 128 0.6466 0.1045 86.09% 113 256 × 256 2.7770 0.4715 85.49% 226 512 × 512 11.1785 2.0906 84.24% 452 1024 × 1024 46.4525 8.6014 84.43% 904

A^⋆. To more reasonably reflect the proportion of graphing time within the total search time, the same scaling operations are applied to the start and end points when the map is scaled proportionally.

Inspection reveals that graph construction accounts for approximately 85% of the total time consumed by the algorithm. This entails an onerous outlay of computational resources necessitated by the construction and subsequent traversal of the exhaustive search graph. Indeed, the area subtended by optimal paths is markedly smaller than the total map area, indicating that a sizable proportion of the search graph constructed by A^⋆ may be classified as unvaluable with respect to deriving optimal routes. In other words, the global search graph encompasses vast regions irrelevant to the final path, implying inefficiency in the algorithm’s graph generation procedure.

However, the proposed NNPP approach allows the neural network to focus on those regions that provide high value to subsequent path reconstruction algorithms such as RRT^⋆ and A^⋆. By reducing the spatial redundancy in the search space, the network can learn a more discriminative representation that facilitates more efficient replanning. Taking A^⋆ as an example, constructing the search graph only within the heuristic region output by NNPP, rather than a global search graph, as illustrated in Figure 9, can save significant time. Moreover, as the map size increases, the advantages of the neural network approach become more pronounced. By leveraging the ability of the network to focus the search in the most promising areas, the proposed localized search graph yields increasingly superior speedup and scalability compared to exhaustive search-based algorithms as the problem size grows.

The model was trained on data of size 256 × 256. When evaluating the model’s performance on 512 × 512 maps, as illustrated in Figure 10, the maps were first downsampled via average pooling. Denoted by s and g are the start

Figure 9: The left figure illustrates the variation of path search time with map resolution under different methods. The blue color represents the A^⋆ search method, the orange color represents the method combining NNPP with A^⋆, and the green color represents the model inference time. The model inference time remains nearly constant at 0.058s, indicating that the model can perform inference at a speed of 17 frames per second (FPS). On the right figure, the trend of Model Metric values for the NNPP method is shown as the map resolution changes.

and goal positions respectively. Subsequently, the method described in 4.3 was applied to obtain the mask of the heuristic region to the model. Finally, these regions were resized back to the original map size via interpolation. This procedure allowed the model trained on smaller maps to generalize well to larger maps, by focusing its search only on the relevant areas while ignoring the rest. The ability to downsample the input during inference and selectively pay attention to important regions enabled by the proposed method was critical for achieving scalability. The search graph was constructed only within the black regions in Figure 10. Subsequently, the A^⋆ method was applied on the search graph to compute the start-to-goal path. In comparison, an exhaustive search graph was built on the original map, and the same A^⋆ method was utilized to search for the optimal path. As shown in Figure 15, the heuristic region in the first column is notably smaller than the A^⋆ algo-

Figure 10: The computational approach of the model for maps of different scales. Here, taking a 512 × 512 map as an example, the ”masked graph making” approach guided by NNPP significantly reduces computation time compared to the traditional ”full graph making” method. rithm search area in the second column. By constraining the search space to heuristic region, the localized search graph approach achieved significantly higher efficiency and scalability compared to the exhaustive search baseline. The ability to prune irrelevant regions of the map based on the predicted importance masks allowed the search complexity to grow sublinearly with the map size, in contrast to the quadratic complexity of exhaustive search. This demonstrates the effectiveness of the proposed approach in focusing the search in the most promising regions to guide the path planning algorithm.

As shown in the Figure 10, the masked graph making module accepts two inputs: the model output post masking and the original map. In the original map, regions of interest as discerned by the model are retained and delineated in black while the remainder is rendered entirely white, with the white regions signifying impassable obstacles. In this manner, A^⋆ search for the optimal path is constrained to a relatively smaller region. Provided that the specified region encompasses the optimum path, A^⋆ will return a 100% consistent path matching the given label.

As Figure 11 illustrates, the blue bars represent the computational time incurred by the NNPP method via the workflow in Figure 10 to derive the optimal path whereas the orange bars denote the time consumed by conventional A^⋆ search directly on the map. Evidently, as the map size increases, the neural network more decisively shortens the search time. The right subfigure of Figure 9 indicates the performance metrics measured using Eq.8 and corresponding standard deviations for the NNPP model at diverse resolutions. In larger scenes, employing the upscaling via NNPP methodology to yield outputs compromises considerable original map information, resulting in the degraded MM value. Yet, despite this information loss, the neural network approach can still remarkably shorten the time required to search for the optimal path.

Figure 11: The relationship between the path length obtained by the algorithm and the search time is examined in the validation set. The blue scattered points represent the method combining NNPP with A^⋆, while the orange color denotes the traditional A^⋆ method. The fitted lines for both methods are also depicted in the figure. It can be observed that as the path length increases, the search time for that path also increases. The blue method exhibits significant superiority over the orange method.

As shown in Table 2, we tested the model’s path planning performance on a validation set consisting of 1000 maps, wherein A^⋆NN denotes the approach using the procedure of Figure 10, utilizing the model output to guide A^⋆ for path replanning.

Figure 12 illustrates several scenarios of path planning on a 256 × 256 map. It can be observed that the model’s output effectively avoids hazard terrain (where whiter pixels indicate higher traversal costs, indicating the increased steepness). The model provides relatively safe regions. For certain scenarios, the model presents two alternative paths, indicating its ability to handle semantic information of the global map. During actual planning, the

Figure 12: Some examples of path planning on a 256 × 256 map, where the high probability region, indicated by the color cyan, corresponds to the optimal path suggested by the model. The yellow square represents the starting point, while the red pentagram represents the destination.

model selects the path with a higher probability value. The corresponding data for the five scenarios are presented in Table 3.

The data presented in the Table 2 substantiates the claim that the method proposed in this paper significantly reduces the time consumed in optimal path planning, without substantial compromise on the path’s quality. Specifically, on a 256 × 256 grid map, the NNPP method has achieved a 3.2-fold acceleration in the path searching time of the A^⋆ algorithm, with a mere 2.9% decrease in path quality. As the map size increases, the advantages of the NNPP method are expected to become even more pronounced.

There are many other methods, such as octrees and binary heaps, that can also effectively enhance the efficiency of graphing in A^⋆. The NNPP model proposed in this paper does not enhance efficiency by altering the principles of graphing, instead, it narrows the scope of graphing by learning the distribution characteristics of optimal paths in the traversability cost map. Regardless of the graphing method employed, NNPP significantly improves

Table 2: Detailed experimental data is provided for maps with resolutions of 256 × 256 and 512 × 512. In the table, AT represents the average path search time, while CC represents the cumulative cost of the path in the cost map.

metric

256 × 256 512 × 512 A^⋆ A^⋆NN A^⋆ A^⋆NN AT 2.7234 0.8511 12.1285 2.4103 CC 43.5157 44.8051 89.1457 91.2667 SuccessRate 100% 99% 100% 99.4%

algorithmic search efficiency.

5.2. The Effects of Gaussian Positional Encoding

Unlike previous approaches, we input start and end point information, encoded using positional encoding, into the model via distinct channels. This approach effectively ensures that the model accords sufficient weight to the locational information of the start and end points during prediction. Literature [35] also inputs the start and end points via separate channels, but only with a single pixel each. While the approach can effectively predict paths in small grid maps up to 20 × 20, it struggles in larger and more complex scenes such as the elevation maps discussed herein. The experiments depicted in Figure ?? demonstrate that appropriate positional encoding of the start and end point parameters can considerably enhance the model’s delineation of traversable areas, whereas utilizing single pixels without positional encoding leads to unsatisfactory performance. In Figure 13, G represents Gaussian position encoding and E represents Euclidean position encoding. G : 1/7 indicates that σ is taken as 1/7 of the map size in Eq.7. The Euclidean encoding method calculates the Euclidean distance from each grid cell to the start or end point as the relative position encoding, which is then normalized to generate the final 2D encoding. It can be seen that the model prediction performs the best when σ is around 1/4 of the map size. When σ is very small, it is close to no position encoding, resulting in a significant decrease in model prediction performance.

5.3. Application to Dynamic Environment

For autonomous navigation robots, global path planning and local path planning target different scenarios, which are based on the global map from external sensors and local map from onboard sensors, respectively. Both

Figure 13: The impact of different positional encoding methods on model performance. In the horizontal axis, G represents Gaussian positional encoding, 1/7 denotes the σ value equal to one-seventh of the map size, and E indicates Euclidean encoding.

global and local traversability cost maps derived from DEM data share the same format (H × W × 1). However, they differ in two key aspects:

• (1) The real-world resolution corresponding to each grid cell. Figure 12 depicts a global map with a resolution of 20 meters, while the local map in Figure 14 has a resolution of 0.2 meters.

• (2) The presence of occlusion artifacts in local maps due to the limited field of view of onboard sensors.

We argue that, the NNPP model effectively addresses the task definition challenges outlined in Section 3.2, regardless of whether the task is global or local. The NNPP method introduced in this paper essentially learns the mapping relationship between the terrain fluctuations within a certain area measured by traversability cost and the optimal path given start and end points. Therefore, whether it is a global map or a local map, the NNPP is capable of predicting optimal path regions from uneven terrains. To validate this idea, in this section, we employ the NNPP trained on a global lunar map dataset for path planning in local Martian maps. To further simulate the presence of obstacles in the local maps, several artificial noise points are introduced into the local Martian Digital Elevation Model (DEM), as illustrated in Figure 14.

Figure 14: The results of model-based path planning in dynamic scenarios are presented, including scenarios with different endpoints for the same starting point (a) and (e), as well as scenarios with the same starting and ending points but changing maps (b) − (d) and (f) − (h).

Figure 14 (a) and (e) validate the path planning for reaching different destination points under the same scene and starting point, while Figure 14 (b) − (d) and (f) − (h) validate the path planning for the same starting and destination points in varying scenes. Highlighting the adaptability of NNPP to dynamic environments due to its fast speed (17FPS), we further demonstrate its capabilities through additional experiments involving dynamic environments. Specifically, we introduce two obstacle regions into the traversability cost map, each assigned a traversal cost of 1 (hereafter referred to as obstacles).

As illustrated by the Figure 15 below, the NNPP model exhibits spatial consistency in its predictions. Despite the varying obstacle positions in timestamps T and T + 4Δt, the NNPP model generates identical segmentation regions. This indicates that the NNPP model can effectively distinguish whether the location of obstacles influences the optimal path. In the demonstration scenario, the upper obstacle moves to the left, and the lower obstacle moves to the right. With the start and end points remaining unchanged, the

NNPP model accurately estimates the optimal path distribution for each frame and then combines it with the A^⋆ algorithm to determine the optimal path for the current frame. This demonstrates the NNPP model’s ability to handle path planning in dynamic environments.

Figure 15: The figures illustrate the map changes from time T to T + 4Δt, with the white rectangular obstacles at the top and bottom representing the added areas with a traversal cost of 1. The upper obstacle moves to the left, and the lower obstacle moves to the right. The first column shows the heuristic region changes (colored in cyan) output by the NNPP model for the five time steps with fixed start and goal points. The second column shows the graphing region (colored in cyan) for path planning using the A^⋆ algorithm under the same conditions.

D^⋆ and A^⋆ are considered fundamental algorithms in the field of path planning, with D^⋆ being more commonly employed in dynamic environments. We believe that integrating the heuristic region computed by the NNPP model into either the A^⋆ or D^⋆ algorithm can significantly enhance performance. The path planning algorithm generates a trajectory based on the current map and start and end points. The agent then navigates along this path until reaching the destination. If the map remains static, replanning is unnecessary. This scenario represents a static environment. When the map changes during path execution, causing the original path to become suboptimal or obstructed, the algorithm replans the path based on the updated map and the current start and end points. Incremental search algorithms like D^⋆ efficiently generate new paths by utilizing information from previous iterations, adapting to dynamic environments without replanning from scratch.

Figure 16: (a) to (e) illustrate the map changes at five different time steps. At each time step, the NNPP model is invoked to recompute the heuristic region for the current start and goal positions. (f) depicts the actual path traversed from the initial start to goal, considering the dynamic changes in the environment.

In this paper, we aim to demonstrate that the NNPP model, when combined with the foundation algorithm, can also achieve significant performance improvements for dynamic path planning problems.

To illustrate the effectiveness of our approach, we conducted the following experiment. As shown in Figure 16, a path was planned from the yellow rectangular start point to the red star-shaped goal point. Assuming the agent could perfectly follow the planned path, it reached the yellow location in (b) after traversing 45 grids. At this point, the environment map changed, and the previously planned path was blocked by an obstacle. Therefore, the path from the current position to the goal was replanned. After another 45 steps, the environment changed again, and the second planned path was blocked. A third planning was performed, resulting in the path shown in (c). After 45 more steps, the environment changed again. While the previously planned path (the path in (c)) could still lead to the goal without collision, its cumulative traversal cost was not optimal. Therefore, the current environment was re-planned to obtain the optimal path shown in (d). The agent followed this path to reach the goal in (e). Figure 16 (f) shows the actual path traversed from the initial start point to the goal.

Table 3: Path planning results for four dynamic time steps. AT represents path planning time, CC represents cumulative traverse cost, and ↑ indicates that the larger the value, the better the performance.

Frames A^⋆ A^⋆NN D^⋆ D^⋆NN AT↓ CC↓ AT↓ CC↓ AT↓ CC↓ AT↓ CC↓ T 1.77 20.61 0.42 20.61 1.73 20.61 0.42 20.61 T + Δt 0.77 15.81 0.25 17.18 0.62 15.81 0.20 16.05 T + 2Δt 0.33 10.62 0.17 11.62 0.24 10.62 0.17 10.62 T + 3Δt 0.17 6.82 0.10 6.82 0.09 6.82 0.11 6.98 all 3.04 53.86 0.94 56.23 2.58 53.86 0.90 54.26

Table 4: Path planning results for five map samples are presented. The ’-s’ flag indicates a static scene, while the ’-d’ flag indicates a dynamic scene.

scenarios A^⋆ A^⋆NN D^⋆ D^⋆NN AT↓ CC↓ AT↓ CC↓ MM↑ AT↓ AT↓ CC↓ map1-s 2.37 120.51 0.85 122.87 0.05 – – – map1-d 4.13 143.87 1.46 146.75 0.05 3.08 1.13 146.57 map2-s 2.48 128.71 0.94 128.86 0.06 – – – map2-d 3.97 161.23 1.33 164.41 0.05 2.85 1.11 164.52 map3-s 2.31 103.15 0.67 103.42 0.09 – – – map3-d 3.65 125.24 1.16 126.64 0.05 2.74 1.09 126.81 map4-s 2.22 92.24 0.82 93.31 0.06 – – – map4-d 3.72 136.82 1.24 139.55 0.07 2.89 1.12 139.55 map5-s 2.20 112.03 0.63 112.03 0.11 – – – map5-d 3.58 134.42 1.12 136.10 0.07 2.64 0.98 135.97

By incorporating the heuristic region of the NNPP model into the D^⋆ algorithm’s path search at each iteration, we obtain the D^⋆NN method, which employs the same mechanism as the A^⋆NN method.

The experimental data corresponding to the specific timestamps in Figure 16 are summarized in Table.3 including the time consumption and accumulated cost (CC) values for path planning using the A^⋆, A^⋆NN, D^⋆, and D^⋆NN algorithms. For the initial path planning, A^⋆ and D^⋆ algorithms exhibit similar computational costs due to their underlying principles. While A^⋆ and D^⋆ guarantee optimal paths, D^⋆ leverages past information to significantly reduce computation time in subsequent planning tasks. This efficiency is further enhanced by D^⋆NN, which achieves a roughly 2.8×speedup compared to D^⋆, as shown in the Table.3.

At time T + 3Δt, D^⋆NN takes 0.11s to compute the path, while D^⋆ algorithm takes only 0.09s. This difference arises from D^⋆NN’s two-step computation process: first, it calls a pre-trained NNPP model to predict the heuristic region, and then it employs a foundation algorithm to plan the optimal path within the reduced area. As illustrated in Figure 9, NNPP’s inference time averages around 0.06s. Consequently, when the start and end points are close together, NNPP may fall behind foundation algorithms. However, in most task scenarios, NNPP consistently delivers significant performance improvements.

We designed dynamic scenarios similar to Figure 16 for the five map samples in Figure 12. Each map sample was calculated five times and averaged to obtain Table.4. Based on the information presented in Table.4, we can draw the following four conclusions:

• In static scenarios across five map samples, the A^⋆NN/A^⋆ method averaged 0.78s/2.32s, while in dynamic scenarios, the average time for both methods was 1.26s/3.81s. Overall, NNPP achieved a 3×speedup over the A^⋆ algorithm in both static and dynamic scenarios.

• In dynamic scenarios, the average time consumption of the D^⋆ algorithm is 2.84 seconds. This demonstrates that the acceleration contribution of NNPP on A^⋆ in dynamic scenarios even exceeds that of the D^⋆ algorithm without NNPP acceleration.

• In dynamic scenarios, the average time consumption of the D^⋆NN method is 1.08s, which shows that NNPP can also bring about a performance improvement of nearly 2.5×speedup for the D^⋆ algorithm.

• The NNPP method is expected to result in a 1%-2% decrease in path quality.

6. CONCLUSION AND FUTUREWORK

This paper proposes NNPP, a learning-based model for computing heuristic regions, which further accelerates optimal path planning on uneven terrain. Drawing inspiration from real-time semantic segmentation models, the study adopts a channel-wise separation of maps, starting points, and destination points specifically for the path planning scenario. Furthermore, the investigation explores the impact of different positional encoding methods on the predictive performance of the model. The final simulation experiments demonstrate that the proposed method in this paper significantly reduces the computation time required for searching the optimal path in an elevation map compared to the traditional A^⋆ method. Without the need for GPU acceleration, the model achieves an inference speed of 17 FPS, enabling CPU-based real-time path planning in computationally constrained vehicular systems operating in dynamic scenarios. The inference time can be observed in Figure 9.

Future work will focus on three aspects. Firstly, efforts will be directed towards enhancing the precision of the model’s output in identifying optimal regions. Secondly, the development of model-guided path reconstruction methods will be pursued. As the model output provides a region rather than a specific path, subsequent steps of the algorithm will need to combine traditional methods such as A^⋆ and RRT to reconstruct a feasible path from the starting point to the destination. This leads to the third area of future work, which involves designing an end-to-end network architecture that directly outputs viable paths.

References

[1] J. Li, S. X. Yang, A novel feature learning-based bio-inspired neural network for real-time collision-free rescue of multirobot systems, IEEE Transactions on Industrial Electronics (2024).

[2] M. Sutoh, M. Otsuki, S. Wakabayashi, T. Hoshino, T. Hashimoto, The right path: comprehensive path planning for lunar exploration rovers, IEEE Robotics & Automation Magazine 22 (1) (2015) 22–33.

[3] W. Yuan, N. Ganganath, C.-T. Cheng, G. Qing, F. C. Lau, A consistent heuristic for efficient path planning on mobility maps, in: 2017 IEEE 18th International Symposium on a World of Wireless, Mobile and Multimedia Networks (WoWMoM), IEEE, 2017, pp. 1–5.

[4] N. Ganganath, C.-T. Cheng, T. Fernando, H. H. Iu, K. T. Chi, Shortest path planning for energy-constrained mobile platforms navigating on uneven terrains, IEEE Transactions on Industrial Informatics 14 (9) (2018) 4264–4272.

[5] S. L. Laubach, J. Burdick, L. Matthies, An autonomous path planner implemented on the rocky 7 prototype microrover, in: Proceedings. 1998

IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation (Cat. No. 98CH36146), Vol. 1, IEEE, 1998, pp. 292–297.

[6] A. Ettlin, H. Bleuler, Rough-terrain robot motion planning based on obstacleness, in: 2006 9th International Conference on Control, Automation, Robotics and Vision, IEEE, 2006, pp. 1–6.

[7] P. E. Hart, N. J. Nilsson, B. Raphael, A formal basis for the heuristic determination of minimum cost paths, IEEE transactions on Systems Science and Cybernetics 4 (2) (1968) 100–107.

[8] S. M. LaValle, J. J. Kuffner Jr, Randomized kinodynamic planning, The international journal of robotics research 20 (5) (2001) 378–400.

[9] B. Niu, D. Yang, P. Wang, H. Yang, L. Zhang, Y. Gu, L. Jiang, Virtualforce-guided intraoperative ultrasound scanning with online lesion location prediction: A phantom study, The International Journal of Medical Robotics and Computer Assisted Surgery 19 (3) (2023) e2491.

[10] X. Zhang, Y. Zhao, N. Deng, K. Guo, Dynamic path planning algorithm for a mobile robot based on visible space and an improved genetic algorithm, International Journal of Advanced Robotic Systems 13 (3) (2016) 91. [11] J. Liu, J. Yang, H. Liu, X. Tian, M. Gao, An improved ant colony algorithm for robot path planning, Soft computing 21 (2017) 5829–5839.

[12] M. A. K. Jaradat, M. Al-Rousan, L. Quadan, Reinforcement based mobile robot navigation in dynamic environment, Robotics and Computer- Integrated Manufacturing 27 (1) (2011) 135–149.

[13] Y. Wang, X. Cao, X. Guo, Warehouse agv path planning method based on improved a* algorithm and system short-term state prediction, Computer Integrated Manufacturing System (2021) 1–22.

[14] S. Wang, Research on interaction-aware predictive trajectory planning for autonomous vehicle in dynamic environments, Ph.D. thesis, University of science and technology of China (2020).

[15] B. Zhang, G. Li, Q. Zheng, X. Bai, Y. Ding, A. Khan, Path planning for wheeled mobile robot in partially known uneven terrain, Sensors 22 (14) (2022) 5217.

[16] L. Tai, G. Paolo, M. Liu, Virtual-to-real deep reinforcement learning:

Continuous control of mobile robots for mapless navigation, in: 2017 IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent Robots and Systems (IROS), IEEE, 2017, pp. 31–36.

[17] X. Zhou, T. Bai, Y. Gao, Y. Han, Vision-based robot navigation through combining unsupervised learning and hierarchical reinforcement learning, Sensors 19 (7) (2019) 1576.

[18] J. Wang, W. Chi, C. Li, C. Wang, M. Q.-H. Meng, Neural rrt*:

Learning-based optimal path planning, IEEE Transactions on Automation Science and Engineering 17 (4) (2020) 1748–1758.

[19] J. Wang, J. Liu, W. Chen, W. Chi, M. Q.-H. Meng, Robot path planning via neural-network-driven prediction, IEEE Transactions on Artificial Intelligence 3 (3) (2021) 451–460.

[20] I. Moreira, J. Rivas, F. Cruz, R. Dazeley, A. Ayala, B. Fernandes, Deep reinforcement learning with interactive feedback in a human–robot environment, Applied Sciences 10 (16) (2020) 5574.

[21] S. Josef, A. Degani, Deep reinforcement learning for safe local planning of a ground vehicle in unknown rough terrain, IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters 5 (4) (2020) 6748–6755.

[22] Y. Wang, W. Wan, S. Gou, M. Peng, Z. Liu, K. Di, L. Li, T. Yu, J. Wang, X. Cheng, Vision-based decision support for rover path planning in the chang’e-4 mission, Remote Sensing 12 (4) (2020) 624.

[23] X. Yan, L. Xiang, T. Bao-Yi, M. Xiao-Yan, Autonomous local obstacle avoidance path planning of lunar surface exploration rovers, Control Theory & Applications 36 (12) (2019) 2042–2046.

[24] H. Ma, H. Yang, Q. Li, S. Liu, A geometry-based slip prediction model for planetary rovers, Computers & Electrical Engineering 86 (2020) 106749.

[25] T. Zhang, S. Peng, Y. Jia, H. Tian, J. Sun, C. Yan, Slip estimation for mars rover zhurong based on data drive, Applied Sciences 12 (3) (2022) 1676.

[26] M. Fan, S. Lai, J. Huang, X. Wei, Z. Chai, J. Luo, X. Wei, Rethinking bisenet for real-time semantic segmentation, in: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, 2021, pp. 9716–9725.

[27] H. Zhao, J. Shi, X. Qi, X. Wang, J. Jia, Pyramid scene parsing network, in: Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, 2017, pp. 2881–2890.

[28] J. Fu, J. Liu, H. Tian, Y. Li, Y. Bao, Z. Fang, H. Lu, Dual attention network for scene segmentation, in: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, 2019, pp. 3146– 3154.

[29] J. Peng, Y. Liu, S. Tang, Y. Hao, L. Chu, G. Chen, Z. Wu, Z. Chen, Z. Yu, Y. Du, et al., Pp-liteseg: A superior real-time semantic segmentation model, arXiv preprint arXiv:2204.02681 (2022).

[30] Y. Dai, T. Zheng, C. Xue, L. Zhou, Segmarsvit: Lightweight mars terrain segmentation network for autonomous driving in planetary exploration, Remote Sensing 14 (24) (2022) 6297.

[31] X. Xin, B. Liu, K. Di, Z. Yue, S. Gou, Geometric quality assessment of chang’e-2 global dem product, Remote Sensing 12 (3) (2020) 526.

[32] W. Xie, X. Fang, S. Wu, 2.5 d navigation graph and improved astar algorithm for path planning in ship inside virtual environment, in: 2020 Prognostics and Health Management Conference (PHM- Besançon), IEEE, 2020, pp. 295–299.

[33] A. Vaswani, N. Shazeer, N. Parmar, J. Uszkoreit, L. Jones, A. N. Gomez, Ł. Kaiser, I. Polosukhin, Attention is all you need, Advances in neural information processing systems 30 (2017).

[34] L. Liu, X. Wang, X. Yang, H. Liu, J. Li, P. Wang, Path planning techniques for mobile robots: Review and prospect, Expert Systems with Applications (2023) 120254.

[35] T. Kulvicius, S. Herzog, T. Lüddecke, M. Tamosiunaite, F. Wörgötter, One-shot multi-path planning using fully convolutional networks in a comparison to other algorithms, Frontiers in Neurorobotics 14 (2021) 600984.