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ABSTRACT
Map representation learned by expert demonstrations has shown
promising research value. However, recent advancements in the
visual navigation field face challenges due to the lack of human
datasets in the real world for efficient supervised representation
learning of the environments. We present a Landmark-Aware
Visual Navigation (LAVN) dataset to allow for supervised learning
of human-centric exploration policies and map building. We collect
RGB observation and human point-click pairs as a human annota-
tor explores virtual and real-world environments with the goal of
full coverage exploration of the space. The human annotators also
provide distinct landmark examples along each trajectory, which
we intuit will simplify the task of map or graph building and lo-
calization. These human point-clicks serve as direct supervision
for waypoint prediction when learning to explore in environments.
Our dataset covers a wide spectrum of scenes, including rooms
in indoor environments, as well as walkways outdoors. Dataset is
available at DOI: 10.5281/zenodo.10608067.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Information systems→ Multimedia databases; • Computing
methodologies → Machine learning; • Human-centered com-
puting → Interactive systems and tools.

KEYWORDS
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1 INTRODUCTION
Robotic navigation remains a research problem of interest as ad-
vances in AI make mobile intelligent agents, such as delivery bots,
more feasible. Many approaches have been proposed from SLAM
[5, 24, 25], to graph-based methods [3, 4, 18, 21], to reinforcement
learning (RL) [43] to enable robots to effectively move around a
space in a goal-oriented manner. However, these methods suffer
from high computational complexity, high memory usage, and low
sample efficiency respectively. Visual navigation [17, 23, 26] meth-
ods circumvent several of these challenges by using neural networks
to implicitly learn scene geometry and an optimal navigation policy
without necessitating direct environment interaction.

Typically, visual navigation methods are evaluated with the im-
age goal task, where an agent is given a goal image of some target
∗Both authors contributed equally to this work.
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Figure 1:We propose a novel Landmark-Aware Visual Naviga-
tion (LAVN) dataset for map representation research. LAVN
provides unique landmark information (in red) in specific
scenes to aid model navigation and exploration performance
and map representation learning. In this figure, a human
expert in Room A (in blue) provides a video-based training
trajectory (in green lines) for navigation given a goal image
(green box). Rooms are depicted in different colors and rep-
resented with nodes. Our dataset facilitates topological map
representation learning by injecting novel landmarks into a
robot’s observation.

and tasked with finding and reaching it in the environment. The
success of state of the art (SOTA) methods at this task comes down
to an agent’s ability to efficiently explore its environment. Several
works focus on explicitly learning optimal exploration policies [8–
10, 41], but this is not the case for the majority of SOTA methods.
They either abstract exploration out of the problem all together by
assuming that the environment has been seen by the agent prior
to test time [23], assume that their networks will implicitly learn
an adequate exploration strategy from the data due to the specific
task structure [22], or explicitly define the exploration strategy for
the agent by hard coding it into the architecture [17].

Of those methods that learn to explore, several niches have arisen
such as adding an exploration term to RL reward functions with
[41] and without [12] behavioral cloning, building metric maps or
graphs with [8] and without [11] semantics, and learning to pro-
pose exploration waypoints that provide helpful subgoals during
navigation for local policies [10]. These methods suffer from similar
downsides as those mentioned previously with the added potential
for also requiring full ground truth semantic labels of an environ-
ment, which can be extremely costly to acquire. Instead, a much
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Dataset Human Trajectory Sim Real VQA Large Scale Semantics Landmarks
Demonstrations

Habitat-Web [27] ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗

RUGD [39] ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗

RealEstate20k [42] ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗

EmbodiedQA [15] ✓ ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗

LAVN (Ours) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓

Table 1: Summary of dataset characteristics for visual navigation. Different from existing datasets, LAVN provides video-based
trajectories guided by humans in both simulated and real-world scenarios. We are the only dataset to provide labels for helpful
navigational landmarks. These landmarks introduce little overhead to an agent’s learning scheme, as they do not necessitate
the interpretation of the additional text modality as in VQA, or heavy semantic understanding of the environment. We are also
the only dataset to provide human trajectory demonstrations in both real world and simulated environments. While we do not
provide millions of data points, we allow for supervised model training, which removes the need for copious amounts of data.

simpler approach would be to explicitly learn good exploration
techniques in a human-centric manner. Learning human-centric ex-
ploration strategies in a supervised manner would allow for much
simpler networks to effectively solve navigation problems, thus re-
ducing the computational complexity, high memory usage, and low
sample efficiency issues of SOTA. However, there is very limited
data that would allow for this kind of learning.

In this work, we present a Landmark-Aware Visual Navigation
(LAVN) dataset1 of human-guided environment exploration videos
collected from the photo-realistic Habitat virtual environment as
well as several real world environments. We collect RGBD image
observations and human point click pairs as a human guides an
agent in exploring each environment. These point clicks represent
subgoals that guide the agent incrementally though the space and
can be used for supervised learning of human-centric waypoints
for environment exploration. Additionally, we expect that having
landmarks when exploring has the potential to improve current
SOTA performance on map-building and localization tasks inher-
ent in navigation. To this end, the human annotator also provides
examples for helpful navigation landmarks, which also allows for
supervised training of landmark prediction networks. In this way, it
becomes possible to directly train a network to explore an environ-
ment in a human-centric manner under multiple SOTA paradigms.

This paper is organized as follows: we summarize our dataset’s
key differences from existing works in Section 2. Then, we present
the details of data acquisition in both the virtual (Section 3) and real-
world (Section 4) environments. The details of the dataset format
will be described in Section 5. We conclude our work in Section 6.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 Map Representation for Navigation
The success of navigation relies on an effective learning and under-
standing of the environment. Twomain approaches for this are map
representation learning in geometry-based [5, 24, 25] and learning-
based [9, 23, 31, 37, 43] categories. However, the former requires
careful and robust hand-engineered feature design and requires in-
tensive computation (e.g. keyframes in SLAM). The advancements
of Deep RL in the second category are partially attributed to the
emergence of simulators designed for photorealistic simulation,
1Dataset is available at https://zenodo.org/records/10608067.

including Habitat AI [29, 35] with datasets Gibson [40] and Matter-
port [7]. While these simulators enable large scale model training,
they are also expensive to build, can run slowly enough to mit-
igate their ability to produce large numbers of training samples,
and introduce the sim2real problem when deploying models in the
real world. To combat this, methods like NRNS [17] demonstrate
the effectiveness of using expert videos to train robots without
interacting with environments.

2.2 Human-Robot Interaction Datasets
There is a large body of datasets or benchmarks for Human-Robot
Interaction, ranging from industrial [19] to social [2, 13, 16, 20, 28,
30, 34, 38] environments. As one of the fundamental tasks for robots,
researchers have collected datasets for learning visual navigation
with socially compliant behaviors [2, 13, 16, 20, 28, 30, 34]. Apart
from learning from other robots collectively [32], robotic visual
navigation can benefit from human feedback via visual cues [39],
language [36], gesture [6], multimodal instructions [30, 33], or
demonstrations [27].

Our work extends the line of efficient map representation using
topological graphs [18, 21]. Similar to how a human [14] can quickly
learn to navigate in a new environment by implicitly treating land-
marks as nodes in their mental graph [14], we hypothesize that a
robot can acquire the ability to navigate in novel places efficiently
by intelligently injecting landmarks into its own topological graph.
However, little attention has been paid to such datasets, resulting
in a lack of data that includes landmark information for this
research in the literature. Our dataset hereby aims to fill this gap
by providing a series of human-expert-annotated video with land-
marks both in virtual and real-world datasets, including indoor
and outdoor scenes. We summarize the key characteristics of recent
datasets in Table 1.

3 VIRTUAL DATASET
The main objective of the data collection is to provide human navi-
gation demonstrations for robots in a real-world environment. As
video has been proven to be an effective way to teach robots to
accomplish different tasks [17], we hereby collect trajectories in
video format. Below, we detail the process of data collection for the
virtual dataset.

https://zenodo.org/records/10608067
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Figure 2: Samples of RGB images in our dataset captured from an ego-centric camera. Video frames start from left to right.
Landmarks are visualized with red dots. Samples in the virtual dataset (1st and 2nd rows in blue) are visually realistic compared
to the real-world observations (3rd and 4th rows in green), which makes landmark data acquisition scalable to serve real-world
research purposes.

3.1 Environments
We provide human-click annotations for a selection of the Matter-
port [7] and Gibson environments [40] in Habitat-Sim [29, 35] to
facilitate virtual environment exploration. We provide a full list
of annotated environments with the data. Habitat is already used
to train many visual navigation methods, so having in-domain,
landmark-aware data will allow for direct extensions of these meth-
ods for greater ease of model comparison. Additionally, it allows
for greater data collection volume and lower data processing time.

3.2 Data Collection and Representation
To start, the human navigator is placed at a random, navigable
point in an environment, and tasked with visiting as many rooms
as possible while identifying distinct landmarks in each room. The
current first person observation of the environment is shown on
a screen, and the human moves through the environment by left
clicking on this image towards the direction they would like to
move. There are three discrete action choices for moving around
in the environment: moving forward 0.25m, turning left 15◦, and
turning right 15◦. To specify a landmark, the navigator right clicks
on the observation image over the object or region of space they
choose. We provide a human point-click supervisory signal for each
time step of the trajectory, but these signals could easily be masked
to generate data to train temporally abstracted waypoint predictors.

A graph is built as the navigator moves through the space, where
nodes are added each time an action is taken. Each node contains
one RGB observation, one depth image, the human navigational
point click, and the ground truth odometry (including ground truth

location and orientation). Edges are drawn between consecutive
nodes only, however it is possible to do loop closure on the graph
using the odometry provided. Each graph also contains a sequential
list of the actions taken to move through the environment. A list of
pairs of landmark point-click image coordinates paired and their
corresponding nodes is also provided in the graph so that landmarks
may be easily identified in the scene. Each human-guided trajectory
is terminated after 500 actions or when the annotator has navigated
through the entirety of the space, whichever comes first.

4 REAL WORLD DATASET
In this section, we detail the process of data collection for the
real-world dataset. We aim to make the data collection and rep-
resentation steps between the virtual and real-world datasets as
similar as possible.

4.1 Environments
Real-world data is recorded in a broad spectrum of environments.
Indoor scenes include laboratories and hallways inside a build-
ing, while outdoor environments contain avenues, walkways, and
campus buildings with different architectures. A wide range of tra-
jectories with various complexities are captured in both regular
shapes such as rectangles in corridors inside a building, as well as
irregular shapes on roads surrounded by trees or near a lake. Ob-
jects in common environments are included, ranging from chairs,
desks, doors, and computers in indoor rooms, to trees, lakes, stones,
bikes, bricks and so forth in open spaces outside a building.
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Figure 3: Samples of RGB images in the real world environments with landmarks annotated by red dots. Trajectories are
recorded in comprehensive environments both indoors and outdoors.

4.2 Data Collection and Representation
In order to collect consistent data between the real-world data
and simulation, our human annotator is asked to follow the same
protocol as they did in the virtual environment described in Section
3.2. During navigation, the annotator holds a camera (iPhone13Mini
[1]’s built-in camera) naturally around 1.5m high off the ground
facing forwards. Unlike in simulation where agents can move with
exact distances or turning angles, real-world environments require
that each action taken by the human navigator is inherently inexact.
Therefore, the navigator is instructed to follow the same discrete
action choices by its own judgement. Specifically, the expert takes a
picture (saved in JPEG) in every step with around 0.7 meters, or in
every left or right turn in roughly 15◦. This also presents real-world
data with complex noise or perturbations. Trajectories are recorded
in ten diverse scenes in both indoor and outdoor environments
shown in Fig. 3.

Resolution in the original images was 4032x3024. To promote
consistency between the virtual and real-world data, the images are
resized to be the same resolution of 640x480 as in the simulation
and saved in JPEG format with quality 85%. Landmarks are anno-
tated offline after the videos are saved. Samples from our dataset
are visualized in Fig. 2. Both virtual and real-world images are pho-
torealistic and can benefit downstream research in the real world.
Our proposed dataset provides a unique benchmark for both learn-
ing and evaluation to serve the visual navigation community. Our
dataset statistics are summarized in Table 2.

Dataset #Traj. Tot. #Frames Tot. #Virt. #Real World
#Landmarks Envs Envs

LAVN 310 103,998 14,281 300 10

Table 2: Statistics of our dataset. We detail the number of tra-
jectories, total number of frames per trajectory, landmarks,
virtual environments, and real world environments included
in the data.

5 FILE FORMATTING
For both datasets, the graph created during navigation is saved as a
json file containing edge, action, odometry, point-click, and image
path information for each node. The RGB observation and depth
images for the virtual dataset are saved as png’s of size 480x640.
For the real world dataset, the RGB observations and depth images
are saved as jpg’s of the same size.

The overall file structure of the dataset is separated into different
folders for the virtual and realworld datasets. Within the virtual
dataset folder, there are different folders for the Gibson and Mat-
terport data, where each trajectory has it’s own folder within one
of these and is labeled with it’s environment name. We provide
tools for video playback, reading in the graphs, and processing the
images with the data.

6 CONCLUSION
In this work, we introduce a the first Landmark-Aware Visual
Navigation (LAVN) dataset with human point-click annotations,
providing exploration waypoint and environment landmark labels
that allow for supervised training for exploration and map building
tasks. We provide trajectories in 300 virtual and real-world environ-
ments with RGB observations, depth images, odometry, and human
point-clicks for navigation waypoint supervision and environment
landmark supervision. With this dataset, it will be possible to create
visual navigation models that exhibit human-centric exploration
policies to improve model performance on the image-goal task,
paving the way for autonomous embodied agents in real-world
applications.
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