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ABSTRACT humans [9].

A new and relatively unexplored research direction
robotics systems is the coordination of humansrabdts
working as a team. In this paper, we focus upotblpra
domains and tasks in which multiple robots, hunmamd
other agents areooperating through coordination to
satisfy a set of goals or to maximize utility. Wee a
primarily interested in applications of human robot
coordination in entertainment and other activitéslaily
life. We discuss the teamwork problem and propase a
architecture to address this.
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1. INTRODUCTION

With advancements in robotic systems, robots are
emerging from primarily industrial and medical dansa
into daily life applications. They are now proposeduse

in personal assistance services, elder care, houkew
entertainment, education and even as future ‘pertrod
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Of all the emergent technologies of the™2dentury,
robotics, arguably, is one of the most importamtpurely
financial terms, robotic entertainment and educsaitio
markets reached $184.9 million in 2000 and are
anticipated to reach $2.985 billion by 2014 [1].€Th
service and personal robot market is estimatedtfyxam
$600 million in 2000 to $51.7 billion in 2025 [2How

the market could develop in the future then, isgdat
interest from several points of view.

Considering the highly dynamic and uncertain
environments in which future robots will have tdeiract
compared to that of the familiar and relatively gien
industrial robot, the challenge becomes the integraof
the advanced physical and cognitive systems redjuiye
the next generation of robots. It is not feasildetryy to
design a ‘universal’ robot capable of working witha
wide range of applications. Indeed, the current
entertainment and educational robots such as Aparid
Nao' are examples of the existing challenges of cosg |
product life cycle and limited functionality; thegrve as
examples of current limitations which may well appd
future robots as well.

It is generally believed that multi-robot systemsldh
several advantages over single-robot systems. Td& m
common motivations for developing multi-robot syst
solutions in real world applications are that agkrrobot
cannot deal with task complexity adequately; trek tis
spatiotemporally distributed; building several mch
resource-bound robots is easier than building @lesin
powerful robot; multiple robots can support pafale;
and finally, redundancy increases robustness [10].
Moreover, future robotic systems will require rahot
humans and other more or less intelligent agentsotdx

in close coordination. In domains such as searath an
rescue, space exploration, or military operations,
teamwork between humans and robots will be requed
make a mission safer, faster, reliable and moreiefi.

! http://www.aldebaran-robotics.com/eng/



In this paper, we primarily focus on application§ o
human-robot teams in everyday life, evaluate theigte
criteria involved and develop a framework for coaiee
systems between humans and their robotic helpers.
Considerable progress has been made in multi-robot
coordination in various domains, but the major lemagje

of human-robot teamwork is still an open issue. -One
one human-system (HCI), human-robot interaction IjHR
and multi-human teams in computer-supported
collaborative work (CSCW) are all now establishegaa

of research which mostly rely upon system consisaimat

are known in advance. Robots and humans in a teash m
coordinate and adapt their decision making proseasd
behaviors along with the dynamic requirements and
changing expectations of each other. Research tgne
[12], [5], and [7] are among the notable works list
domain.

2. HUMAN-ROBOT COORDINATION IN
DIFFERENT DOMAINS

Here we consider human-robot teams in various sEna

2.1 Movielndustry

In lieu of creating fictional robots through graghi
software, or of building robots without cognitiventtion,

it will be possible in the future to have robotspable
both physically and cognitively, of working with tmans
in movies and live shows. Sophisticated decisiokinga
and behavior control mechanisms will be requiredrafer
for the robot to deal, as a human must, with sudioid

environment.

2.2 Musaums, Galleries: Tour Guides or

Guards

Robots would be useful in museums or galleriesuideg
or guards. They would need to interact with visitand
human staff and would need to coordinate the reduir
tasks with humans and with other robots in ordetddhe
job successfully [4].

2.3 Mixed Robot-Human Sport Challenge

2.3.1 Segway Soccer

Segway soccer, as a contest between two robot-human
mixed teams, has been designed to explore isswas th
would arise in such a situation. Soccer, an adviatsa
domain, challenges the players to coordinate, iateg
and interact [3]. Part of the challenge is the nesgjoent

that players maintain a 1.0m safety distance fr@aohe
other and that both human and robot must interéhtthe

ball prior to scoring a goal.

2.3.2 Wheelchair Sports
Wheelchair sports are variations of the able-bodied
versions of challenging sports such as soccer and

basketball. All of the participants are, for songagson,
confined to a wheelchair. A mixed team of humand an
robots would be possible to make the game even more
accessible, interesting and challenging, using tmar
autonomous and semi-autonomous wheelchairs.

2.4 Health CareFacilities

Hospitals, nursing homes and long term care faesliare
suitable environments where robots, acting coopelst
with doctors, nurses and staff, could make an enoasm
difference in making life easier both for the pateeand
those who work with them. Human resources are often
strained due to task complexity, demographic cairgs,

or simply funding problems. The domain of health
provision has many complex constraints among thksta
and the goals, making tight coordination amongatients
essential in order to provide the necessary sesvécel
functionalities within the care facility.

2.5 Smart Homes

Smart homes will allow the elderly to live indepently,
safely and with dignity. Indeed, smart homes waulzke

life easier and permit aging-in-place. Health moitg
devices, sensory systems, smart wheelchairs [18] an
robots are essential for a smart home. Robot:)qaatian
intelligent and coordinated fashion would proviadiaty
monitoring, resource management, advice and scingdul
These robots would learn as patterns emerged [11].

3. ROBOTS, HUMANS, AND OTHER
AGENTS THE TEAMWORK PROBLEM

The major question in this research is how, in an
environment with many heterogeneous unreliable tagen
including humans, robots, sensor networks, and rothe
agents, can coordination be achieved to satisfynilssion
goals? Designing and constructing heterogeneoussteé
robots, agents and humans raises many research
challenges, although some of those are presentulti-m
robot systems [6]. Consider these factors:

» Task/Role Allocation: Coordination approaches
should consider the different capabilities of rabot
and humans in task/role allocation. For example,
robots are good at computation but humans are good
at visual processing.

Coalition Formation: An agent might not have all
the resources required to perform a task so atmyali
of agents (a mixed human-robot team) might be
needed.

 Communication: Within the environment, effective
communication from robot to robot, robot to human,
and human to human is needed.
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Figure 1. High Level Overview of the Framework for Exploring Issues of Robot-Human Teams.

Heterogeneity: The team can consist of robots and * New Input: New inputs should be handled by the

humans with different capabilities and performances team. For example, what happens if a new

robot/human enters the team or a new task enters th
Team Integration: Humans and robots should have list in the middle of the execution when there & n
mutual understanding and coordinate their behayiors prior model of how these new inputs are generated?
goals, abilities, and plans, in different situasioihe New resources and roles can be introduced to the
key to this issue is to model humans and robotnas system as well.

integrated team.
e Uncertainty: Uncertainty in the environment is an

Safety and Reliability: Since robots and humans will important issue. The team might have a local
be in close proximity, or touching, the safety, knowledge of the environment. In unknown or
reliability and liability issues are crucial. partially known environments as new observations
are made, initial solutions may no longer be opitima
Performance Evaluation: The system should be able or efficient. The system should also be capable of
to measure and predict humans and robots handling issues like action uncertainty and noisy
performance when interacting with each other. Sensors.
Robustness/Fault Tolerance: The system should be « Learning: The process of learning environment
able to adopt mechanisms to recover from action models demonstrates significant differences between
failure, partial or total robot, human, or agerihie, robots and humans.

communication failure, resource failure, and so on.



* Adaptability: Humans and robots have different
abilities in adapting to new situations, such as
changes in environmental conditions, objects to be
manipulated, and so on.

e Human Variability: Humans interact with the
environment with variable and unpredictable respons
times. That variability makes solutions unreliable.

¢ Degree of Autonomy: A distributed decision making
process requires various degrees of autonomy. The
guestion is how much authority a robot or a human
has for local or global decision making within the
team?

4. PROPOSED APPROACH

Figure 1 shows the high lelveverview of the proposed
framework in order to explore the issues mentioineithe
previous section for highly heterogeneous teams of
autonomous robots, hums, and other agents in a multi-
goal environment [14].

Our agents (robots, humans, and other componerntseof
domain) work in a multi-goal environment. Each goal
(e.g. safety of a wheelchair in a wheelchair sogzene)

is a complex task which consists of a set of depend
sub-goals (sub-tasks). Goals are generated bygbetsa
or the environment. To satisfy a goal, all its -sakks
need to be performed. We want to allocate and sdbed
real-timetasks, withprecedencendtime constraints in a
cooperative multi-robot, multi-human setting. Aneag
can perform a task by itself, or might need to faam
coalition of agents. In some scenarios, agents tnighe
conflicting goals too. In such a case, the aimas t
maximize the utility for each agent.

Planning is the process of building a sequencectibras
that, when executed by the agents in the envirohmen
achieves a given goal. Multi-agent planning cocatis

the actions of multiple agents to achieve a god).[Each
agent has unique or non-unique control over a $ulifse
resources and can perform different roles based on
resource availability. In this framework, task
decomposition and task network creation are donthén
planning stage. Task networks are dependency neiwo
that show the precedence and time constraints arteng
tasks to achieve a certain goal. Agents also coruate
local plans and coordinate them with other ageassa
result, local plans may be revised which increases
robustness and handles part of uncertainties in the
environment. In the end, plans can be executed
individually or jointly by a team of agents.

5. CONCLUSION

Bringing robots from the industrial domain into Igidife
applications presents many challenges. In this pape
have presented the concept of coordination and
cooperation among teams of robots, humans, and othe
agents. We introduced the entertainment industrg an

other daily life scenarios as a potential domaim fo
exploring robot-human teams. We also described safme
the significant factors in designing and developiniged
human-robot teams and proposed a teamwork aralmigact
to address these issues in such a complex domain.

6. REFERENCES

[1] Educational and Entertainment Robot Market Strategy
Market Shares, and Market Forecasts, 2008-2014.
Wintergreen Researclndustry Report, 2008.

[2] Japan Robotics Association http://www.jara.jp/e/

[3] Argall, B., Gu, Y., Browning, B., and Veloso, M.
The First Segway Soccer Experience: Towards Peer-to
Peer Human-Robot Teams. HRI '06: Proceedings of the
st ACM SIGCHI/SIGART conference on Human-robot
interaction pages 321-322, New York, NY, USA.

[4] Burgard, W., Cremers, A. B., Fox, D., Hahnel, D.,
Lakemeyer, G., Schulz, D., Steiner, W. and Thrurl,999.
Experiences with an Interactive Museum Tour-Guide
Robot,Journal of Artificial Intelligence114(1-2): 3--55.

[5] Dias, M. B., Harris, T. K., Browning, BJones, B. G.,
Argall, B., Veloso, M., Stentz, A., and Rudnicky, 2006.
Dynamically Formed Human-Robot Teams Performing
Coordinated Tasks. IfProceedings of the AAAI Spring
Symposium on Human Robot TeaBtmnford, CA.

[6] Dias, M. B., Zlot, R. M., Kalra, N., and Stentz 2006.
Market based Multi-Robot Coordination: A Survey and
Analysis,Proceedings of the IEE®4(7): 1257-1270.

[7]1 Freedy, A, Sert, O., Freedy, E., McDonough, Jtnvah,
G., Tambe, M, Gupta, T., Grayson, W., and CabrEra,
2008. Multiagent Adjustable Autonomy Framework
(MAAF)  for  Multi-robot,  Multi-human  Teams.
International Symposium On Collaborative Technadsgi
and Systems, CTS 2QQ@fges 498-505.

[8] Fujita, M. 2001. AIBO: Toward the Era of Digital
CreaturesThe International Journal of Robotics Research
20(10):781-794.

[9] Levy, D. 2007. Love and Sex with Robots: The Eviolut
of Human-Robot Relationships. Harper, New York.

[10] Parker, L. E. 2008.Multiple Mobile Robot Systems,
Springer Handbook of RobotidB. Siciliano and O. Khatib
editors, 921-941.

[11] Pecora, F., and Cesta, A. 2007. DCOP for Smart ldoke
Case StudyComputational Intelligence23(4): 395-419.

[12] Scerri, P., Johnson, L., Pynadath, D. V., Rosemldt,
Schurr, N., Si, M. and Tambe, M. 2003. Getting Reho
Agents and People to Cooperate: An Initial RepagAl
Spring Symposium on Human Interaction with Autongmo
Systems in Complex Environmer@tanford, CA.

[13] Viswanathan, P., Mackworth, A. K., Little, J. J.nda
Mihailidis, A. 2008. NOAH for Wheelchair Users Wit
Cognitive Impairment: Navigation and Obstacle Awpide
Help. In Proceedings of AAAI Fall Symposium on Al on
Eldercare: New Solutions to Old Problems

[14] Weerdt, M. D., Mors, A. T., and Witteveen, C. 2005.
Multi-agent Planning: An Introduction to Planningnca
Coordination. Technical Report.



