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Recent advances in agentic Al have led to systems capable of autonomous task execution and language-based
reasoning, yet their spatial reasoning abilities remain limited and underexplored, largely constrained to
symbolic and sequential processing. In contrast, human spatial intelligence, rooted in integrated multisen-
sory perception, spatial memory, and cognitive maps, enables flexible, context-aware decision-making in
unstructured environments. Therefore, bridging this gap is critical for advancing Agentic Spatial Intelligence
toward better interaction with the physical 3D world. To this end, we first start from scrutinizing the spatial
neural models as studied in computational neuroscience, and accordingly introduce a novel computational
framework grounded in neuroscience principles. This framework maps core biological functions to six essential
computation modules: bio-inspired multimodal sensing, multi-sensory integration, egocentric—allocentric
conversion, an artificial cognitive map, spatial memory, and spatial reasoning. Together, these modules form a
perspective landscape for agentic spatial reasoning capability across both virtual and physical environments.
On top, we conduct a framework-guided analysis of recent methods, evaluating their relevance to each module
and identifying critical gaps that hinder the development of more neuroscience-grounded spatial reasoning
modules. We further examine emerging benchmarks and datasets and explore potential application domains
ranging from virtual to embodied systems, such as robotics. Finally, we outline potential research directions,
emphasizing the promising roadmap that can generalize spatial reasoning across dynamic or unstructured en-
vironments. We hope this work will benefit the research community with a neuroscience-grounded perspective
and a structured pathway. Our project page can be found at Github.
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1 Introduction

Artificial Intelligence (AI) has recently achieved remarkable advances, evolving from passive and
data-driven models to interactive autonomous systems with complex decision-making abilities [18].
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Fig. 1. lllustration of neuroscience-inspired Agentic Spatial Intelligence. As the core functions of human
spatial reasoning lie in multimodal perception, cognitive mapping, memory systems, and spatial reasoning for
decision-making, agents can be abstracted into corresponding Al modules that form a bio-inspired framework
for enabling spatial reasoning and adaptive behavior. In our framework, these functions are mimicked through
components, including bio-inspired multimodal sensing, multi-sensory integration, egocentric—allocentric
conversion, cognitive map, spatial memory, and spatial reasoning for adaptive deployment.

This transformation marks the emergence of agentic Al, which is capable of reasoning and adaptively
interacting in dynamic environments. For instance, OpenAl introduced ChatGPT Agent [149],
an agentic system that leverages the GPT-based large language model (LLM) with reasoning
abilities (e.g., OpenAl 03) to autonomously plan, execute, and refine multi-step tasks such as
browsing, coding, and interacting with real-world tools. Also, Google presented Gemini CLI [66],
an open-source agent that is capable of integrating with the command line interface to locally
perform autonomous tasks, including content generation, problem solving, deep research, and task
management. By employing LLM with language-based generalization, agentic systems have shown
rapid advancement across both industry and academia. While these systems demonstrate robust
capabilities in language-based reasoning and virtual task automation, their intelligence remains
primarily symbolic and sequential [136]. Hence, although current agents excel at manipulating
structured inputs, they often lack the ability to represent spatial structures, reason about spatial
relationships, or decision-planning in spatial contexts, such as physical layouts, navigational
environments, or abstract relational spaces [25].

This limitation contrasts sharply with the spatial intelligence in humans. Based on Dual Coding
Theory (DCT) [152], alongside the verbal system (e.g., language, text), human intelligence is also
grounded in a spatial system that encodes visual and spatial information, enabling individuals to
perceive their surroundings, construct internal representations, and make context-aware decisions
in complex environments [209]. Therefore, enhancing agents with spatial reasoning capabilities is
essential for achieving better interaction with the physical 3D environments for both virtual and
physical embodied agentic systems, such as robotics. However, recent approaches often explore
spatial reasoning as static perception with task-specific planning, hindering the construction
of internal spatial models that support generalizable, context-aware decision-making in space.
Bridging this gap requires rethinking agentic spatial reasoning not just as a computational
problem but as a cognitive process [129, 137].

In this work, we cross discipline boundaries by exploring the studies in neuroscience regarding
how humans navigate and reason about space. Previous research reveals that the brain processes
spatial information through a structured hierarchy, commencing from multisensory perception
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and culminating in an internal representation of the world, commonly referred to as a cognitive
map, which supports goal-directed spatial reasoning [17]. These processes are distributed across
specialized brain regions including the posterior parietal cortex (PPC), hippocampus (HPC), and
prefrontal cortex (PFC), forming a network that underlies flexible navigation and planning in real-
world environments [145]. Therefore, neuroscience presents a robust biologically-grounded
baseline for spatial reasoning, yielding better interaction with physical 3D environments.

Related Works: Following the emerging agentic Al, several surveys have extensively explored
its capabilities, architectures, and emerging applications [44, 119, 125, 129, 166, 197]. Among
them, [197] provides a comprehensive overview of agents powered by LLM, focusing on their
architectural design, enhancement modules (such as memory, planning, and tool use), and diverse
application domains. Following that, [44] surveys the broader landscape of agentic systems, with
an emphasis on multimodal interaction capabilities that integrate vision, language, and action. It
highlights recent architectural trends, training paradigms, and discusses the deployment of the
agents across embodied settings. Additionally, [119] explores reasoning ability in LLM, focusing on
examination and evaluation of core reasoning methods in representative models (e.g., OpenAl 01/03,
DeepSeek R1). Standing on neuroscience viewpoints, [125] provides a biological-inspired design
for embodied agents, focusing on both definition and implementation that mimic human brain.
The authors from [166] also survey brain-inspired approaches toward artificial general intelligence,
bridging AI with cognitive neuroscience. It critiques token-centric LLM and highlights reasoning,
memory, and multi-agent coordination as key components for embodied intelligence. Focusing
more on reasoning, [129] explores general reasoning approaches in agentic Al by drawing on
neuroscience foundations to examine multiple perspectives, including perceptual, dimensional,
logical, and interactive reasoning. It further highlights the key gaps that prevent current Al methods
from achieving these human-like reasoning capabilities. In summary, these works remain largely
LLM-centric and language-based reasoning in symbolic and logical domains.

Challenges: Current spatial reasoning models still face fundamental challenges: (1) They remain
heavily vision-centric, often relying on pre-trained vision-language models (VLM), such as GPT-4V
and LLaVA, as their backbone. While this enables strong performance on perception-driven tasks,
it largely overlooks the integration of multisensory inputs such as auditory, tactile, or motion
cues, which are essential for embodied spatial intelligence in Al agents [125]. (2) The reliance on
pre-trained models limits the development of a genuine internal world representation, a structured
of the environment that can shift between egocentric and allocentric perspectives [208], akin to
the cognitive maps formed in the human brain. (3) The memory systems of current Al agents face
limitations as they depend heavily on the scale of large models rather than on mechanisms for
retrieval, contextualization, and long-term adaptation, which are fundamental to how the human
brain organizes and reuses past experience [125].

Contributions: Given the aforementioned challenges and the lack of representative works
that provide a basic framework or theoretical foundation with detailed analysis, the research
and design of the Al spatial reasoning capable of mimicking human spatial cognition
remain largely unexplored. To address this problem, we introduce a conceptual computational
framework grounded in the neuroscience principle of human spatial cognition, paving the
way for the development of human-like spatial intelligence for Al agents. As described in Fig. 1, the
design of human-like spatial intelligence can be viewed as a biological extension of human spatial
cognition, emerging at the intersection of neuroscience, cognitive science, and machine learning.
Just as humans rely on multimodal perception, integration, and memory to form cognitive maps
that guide decision-making, agents require analogous components to operate effectively in complex
environments. These include bio-inspired multimodal sensing for capturing diverse inputs,
multi-sensory integration for fusing signals into coherent representations, and mechanisms for
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egocentric-allocentric conversion that enable flexible spatial reasoning. At the core, an artificial
cognitive map supported by spatial memory provides the internal model upon which spatial
reasoning and planning can unfold, thereby forming the core components of our framework to
facilitate spatial reasoning in dynamic environments. Together, these components form a conceptual
roadmap for designing Al agents capable of human-like spatial reasoning and adaptive behavior.
By drawing inspiration from how the human brain reasons in space, our bio-inspired framework
aims to provide a perspective landscape for the research community, highlighting the essential
components required for agents to achieve better interaction with the physical 3D world. To reflect
the biological view, we first establish the theoretical basis from neuroscience that can effectively
function as the backbone for bio-inspired spatial reasoning (Sec. 2.1). Building on this foundation,
we introduce a computational framework that outlines the key modules, highlights potential
techniques for their implementation, and conceptualizes them as an integrated pipeline for spatial
reasoning in agents (Sec. 2.2). On top of our framework, we comprehensively analyze existing
works relevant to each module, highlight their potential contributions to the module’s function, and
identify key gaps that must be addressed toward better spatial reasoning module design (Sec. 3.1).
Then, we examine emerging benchmarks and datasets for spatial reasoning evaluation, followed
by a discussion of potential applications across both virtual and physical environments (Sec. 3.2).
Moreover, we provide the future direction based on the limitations of recent works (Sec. 4). Finally,
we conclude this perspective work in Sec. 5. In summary, our major contributions are as follows:

e We propose a neuroscience-inspired spatial reasoning framework for agentic AIL. To
the best of our knowledge, this is the first work to explore the neuroscience-based framework
design for agentic spatial reasoning. Our proposed framework lays the foundation to achieve
the human-like intelligence in Al spatial reasoning.

e We conduct a framework-guided systematic analysis of recent spatial reasoning
methods. Unlike prior works, we conduct a comprehensive review of the representa-
tive research on Al spatial intelligence across our designed framework, enabling a clear
understanding of the gap between current research and the ideal of human-like spatial
reasoning.

e We highlight the key limitations of agentic spatial reasoning and advocate some
future directions based on our proposed framework. Following the analysis, we sys-
tematically highlight key limitations in current spatial reasoning models, thereby providing
the future research direction towards the human intelligence in agents.

2 Neuroscience-Inspired Agentic Spatial Intelligence

In this section, we revisit the neuroscience foundations of spatial cognition, covering (1) the neural
mechanisms of key brain regions involved in spatial reasoning, (2) the cognitive map theory, (3)
spatial memory systems, and (4) emerging computational neuroscience models relevant to spatial
reasoning (Sec. 2.1). Building on this strong foundation, we propose a generic computational
framework alongside the analysis of the types of spatial reasoning behaviors essential for agents
and the pathways for its implementation (Sec. 2.2).

2.1 Spatial Cognition From Neuroscience

2.1.1  Neural mechanisms for spatial processing. In the human brain, spatial reasoning has been
conceptualized as a sequence of neural computations that transform sensory input into abstract
spatial representations used for decision-making [17, 135]. In this context, neuroscience research
follows a general framework that captures the spatial processing as a hierarchical flow, commencing
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from early sensory integration to egocentric and allocentric map, then finally high-order reason-
ing [17]. This framework reflects how spatial cognition is functionally organized across brain
regions, forming a coherent basis to analyze its neural mechanisms.

Sensory Integration. The brain’s ability to perceive and navigate the world relies on the process
of combining information from different sensory modalities to form a unified representation of
space. Classical neuroscience defines this integration as a fundamental function of higher cortical
areas, allowing the brain to resolve ambiguities and enhance perceptual accuracy by leveraging
complementary inputs [62].

Visual Sensing plays a dominant role in humans, guiding both perception and action. Visual
information is initially processed in the primary visual cortex (V1) of the occipital lobe, where
neurons respond to basic features like orientation, spatial frequency, and motion direction. Among
them, the dorsal stream, projecting to the posterior parietal cortex (PPC), is involved in motion
detection, spatial localization, and visually guided action [195]. The ventral stream projects to
the inferior temporal cortex (ITC) and is specialized for identifying and making sense of visual
information, allowing us to perceive the shape, color, and texture of objects [195].

Auditory sensing relies on cortical and subcortical pathways centered in the temporal lobe.
Sound features (e.g., pitch, loudness) are first decoded in the primary auditory cortex (A1) and
refined in secondary areas, while subcortical structures like the inferior colliculus (IC) analyze
binaural cues for spatial hearing [13, 141]. Specifically, interaural time differences (ITD) localize
low-frequency sounds, whereas interaural level differences (ILD) guide high-frequency localization.

Tactile sensing is processed primarily in the parietal lobe, where haptic inputs are first handled
by the primary (S1) and then the secondary somatosensory cortex (S2) for higher-level interpreta-
tion and multisensory integration [62]. Object features are processed along partially segregated
pathways: orientation information follows a dorsal stream toward parietal areas for spatial planning,
while texture information engages a ventral stream that converges with visual regions, enabling
early cross-modal integration of tactile and visual cues.

Overall, human spatial perception arises from integrating visual, auditory, and haptic inputs,
which are initially encoded in egocentric coordinates and then converge in the PPC to support
spatial awareness, motor planning, and egocentric mapping.

Egocentric Map. Humans predominantly perceive and interact with their environment from a
first-person perspective, relying on egocentric frames of reference to encode and recall spatial
information. Egocentric maps represent space relative to the observer’s current position and
orientation, emphasizing subject-to-object relationships that give rise to body-centered spatial
reasoning tasks such as path integration, obstacle avoidance, and goal-directed action [16]. In the
human brain, egocentric spatial representations are primarily supported by the Caudate Nucleus
and, more generally, by the Medial Parietal Lobe regions [16]. Among these, the Posterior Parietal
Cortex (PPC) integrates egocentric information to construct a first-person perspective of space,
supported by regions included in the parietal lobe [16]. Additionally, directional orientation is
supported by head-direction cells located in the Retrosplenial Cortex (RSC), which help encode
heading information relative to the environment [180].

Allocentric Map. The allocentric map refers to a world-centered spatial representation in the brain
that encodes the positions of objects relative to each other, independent of the observer’s current
location or orientation [147]. From a neuroscience perspective, its neural functions are primarily
mediated by the Hippocampal-Entorhinal system [75, 145]. This neuron system encodes the spatial
relationships between external cues in a manner that is independent of the animal’s current location
or orientation. Anatomically, it involves reciprocal connectivity between the Hippocampus (HPC)
and the Medial Entorhinal Cortex (MEC), where distinct classes of spatially modulated neurons
contribute to the encoding and integration of a world-centered spatial representation.
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Table 1. Biological functions of corresponding regions of the brain

Brai . . .
Category ‘ Type ‘ Rzzl:ms ‘ Biological Mechanisms
Visual Visual Cortex (V1) ® Detection of spatial frequency, orientation and motion.
Inferior Temporal Cortex (ITC) e Perceiving shape, color and texture.
g/lultl' ‘ Tactile ‘ Somatosensory Cortex (S1/52) ‘ ® Process haptic signals and integrate with other senses.
ensor;
Integra};ion Auditory Cortex (A1) ® Process pitch, loudness, and direction for sound localization.
Auditor Interaural Time Difference (ITD) o Locate low-frequency sounds
Y| Interaural Level Difference (ILD) ® Locate high-frequency sounds
Inferior Colliculus (IC) o Analyze binaural cues
Egocentric | Spatial Posterior Parietal Cortex (PPC) e Egocentric stream integration
Map Encode Retrosplenial Cortex (RSC) e Directional orientation via head-direction cells.
Place Hippocampus (HPC) o Align with place cells under contextual and location signals.
Allocentric Cells CA1 e Pattern completion
Map CA3 o Pattern separation
Grid
. Medial Entorhinal Cortex (MEC) e Enable grid cells with firing patterns and self-motion encoding.
Cells g &P &
Spatial Prefrontal Cortex (PFC) © Maintain reasoning process
RI::asonin Medial Prefrontal Cortex (mPFC) ® Recall the location of targets
& & Inference Dorsomedial Prefrontal Cortex (dmPFC) | e Route planning
Decision Dorsal Anterior Cingulate Cortex ({ACC) | e Alternative route searching
Makin, Lateral Prefrontal Cortex (IPFC) ® Replanning
8 Orbitofrontal Cortex (OFC) ® Managing inference process

The Medial Entorhinal Cortex (MEC) is critical for the allocentric map by containing grid cells,
a type of neuron that exhibits a distinctive firing pattern when humans navigate across physical
space. Each grid cell becomes active at multiple locations that form a regular, hexagonal grid,
thereby creating a structured internal map of the surrounding environment [41, 75]. This periodic
firing supports the brain in measuring distance and position by encoding movement through
self-motion signals [75]. Hence, grid cells within MEC provides a continuous metric foundation for
the brain, which is subsequently integrate with HPC for building the allocentric spatial map.

Within the Hippocampus (HPC), the CA1 and CA3 subfields are key regions involved in
allocentric spatial representation [147]. These areas contain place cells, which are pyramidal neurons
that fire selectively when an animal or human occupies a specific location in an environment,
regardless of its heading direction [142]. In CA3, place cell activity arise from recurrent connectivity,
supporting pattern completion and stable encoding of familiar spatial contexts [142, 170]. In contrast,
CA1 place cells integrate input from both CA3 and the MEC, enabling the pattern seperation
capability in distinguishing the overlapped spatial inputs [170], while maintaining contextual
modulation [142]. Therefore, hippocampal place cells operates in conjunct with grid cells, supporting
the context-aware and location-specific in the allocentric map.

While grid cells within MEC offer a continuous coordinate system for estimating position and
distance, place cells in HPC bind this metric to discrete context-aware spatial experiences. This
integration forms the spatial representation widely known in neuroscience as the cognitive map,
a foundational theory in spatial cognition that will be comprehensively examined in Sec. 2.1.2.
The resulting map serves as the key component for higher-order spatial reasoning tasks, bridging
low-level encoding with complex cognition behaviours.

Spatial Reasoning and Decision-Making Spatial reasoning and decision-making arise from hip-
pocampal-cortical circuits that integrate sensory inputs into internal representations, relay them
via the RSC to the PPC, PFC, and then to cortical regions for action, and encode goal-related rewards
to guide adaptive behavior [122]. The prefrontal cortex (PFC), as the brain’s executive control
center, supports spatial reasoning by managing working memory and engaging distinct regions for
different stages of spatial behaviors [155]. Taking navigation as an example, the medial prefrontal
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Fig. 2. The neuroscience-based cognitive map. It is rooted in the hippocampus (orange) and entorhinal cortex
(blue), where the entorhinal cortex encodes Euclidean metrics and the hippocampus encodes relational
topological graphs, together forming integrated hybrid and hierarchical maps.

cortex (mPFC) recalls the location of the target, which is then passed to the dorsomedial prefrontal
cortex (dmPFC) for route planning. Subsequently, if a detour is necessary, the dorsal anterior
cingulate cortex (AACC) searches for alternative routes. Following this, the lateral prefrontal cortex
(IPFC) replans the route and avoids incorrect shortcuts. During this process, the Orbitofrontal
Cortex (OFC) selects specific paths and infers their potential outcomes, while the mPFC represents
the proximity or distance of the path. When the navigator goes beyond the target range, the dACC
assists them in returning along the original path. In summary, as a higher-order brain region, the
main role of the PFC is the operator of the cognitive map. It receives spatial information from the
HPC and then flexibly applies it for planning, inference, and prediction.

2.1.2  Cognitive map theory. As a foundation of spatial cognition, Tolman et al. [192] first proposed
the concept of cognitive map based on the spatial navigation behavior of rats in maze tasks. In
both humans and animals, this representation is a subjective internal form of external information
and objective knowledge, which is functionally analogous to geographically created maps. As
illustrated in Fig. 2, current theoretical debates primarily involve two hypotheses: the Euclidean
map and the topological graph, representing opposite extremes regarding the precision of repre-
sentation [192]. The Euclidean map demands the accurate representation of spatial coordinates,
while the topological graph contains no metric information. As both have limitations in explaining
spatial behavior, researchers have developed integrated metric-topological cognitive maps and
more recently explored hierarchical models.

Euclidean Map. Building on Tolman’s concept of the cognitive map, O’Keefe and Nadel further
proposed that the cognitive map possesses a unified Euclidean metric structure [147]. The primary
physiological evidence supporting this proposal comes from the discovery of place cells in the
HPC and grid cells in the MEC (described in Sec. 2.1.1). These two cell types provide a metric
background and landmark anchoring for the spatial environment. The Euclidean cognitive map
is founded on an allocentric reference frame, meaning it is not affected by the navigator’s own
embodied experience [147]. It functions like a cartographic map that preserves geometric relations
between locations, enabling flexible navigation through novel paths and shortcuts, with pointing
performance further indicating that spatial updating operates on Euclidean geometry [146, 205].
However, rather than conforming to strict Euclidean rules, human spatial representations appear
to follow more adaptive, context-driven geometries [194].

Topological Graph. Inspired by the memory space theory [46], the topological graph hypothesis
has been proposed as an alternative form for the cognitive map [104]. Unlike the precise metrics of
a Euclidean map, the topological graph hypothesis suggests that the cognitive map only encodes
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a rough topological structure. An environment’s topological structure is a network composed
of nodes and the connecting edges between them. Generally, nodes represent locations, while
edges represent the path relationships between these locations. This “place graph” captures the
connectivity between locations but does not require embedding them into a globally consistent
coordinate system (coordinate-free). Additionally, nodes can also represent specific views or local
areas; correspondingly, edges represent the actions required to transition between different views
or areas [90]. A topological graph balances between route memory and Euclidean maps by flexibly
representing multiple paths in a compressed, non-metric structure that reduces memory demands.
However, its lack of metric detail makes it insufficient to fully explain human spatial navigation.

Hierarchical Map. While Euclidean and topological map theories treat locations as uniformly
represented, real-world environments often have nested structures, e.g., rooms within buildings or
buildings within a campus [138]. To build a coherent cognitive map, the brain must integrate spatial
information from these discrete regions. This suggests that cognitive maps may have a hierarchical
structure, where fine-grained local details are stored at lower levels and abstract, generalized layouts
at higher levels [83]. In such a structure, different regions are represented as separate branches,
allowing the brain to manage complexity by organizing space into meaningful subunits. This helps
reduce cognitive load while supporting flexible navigation across different spatial scales.

Hybrid Map. Hybrid cognitive maps combine Euclidean, topological, and hierarchical represen-
tations, providing a flexible, biologically plausible framework that better reflects the variability
and adaptability of human spatial behavior than traditional single-paradigm models. They embed
locally metric topological graphs within a global metric space while enabling multi-scale abstrac-
tion without enforcing strict hierarchical boundaries [9]. This fusion allows for context-sensitive
reasoning, balancing efficiency in planning with biological plausibility in representation. A typical
representative of a hybrid cognitive map is the hybrid graph model, where edges encode path
lengths and nodes capture angular relations, enabling flexible navigation, such as shortcuts and
detours, even without globally consistent coordinates. By integrating hybrid aspects of graph-
based structures and cognitive maps, the theory provides a unified framework that overcomes the
limitations of relying solely on either representation or treating them independently.

2.1.3  Spatial Memory Systems. Spatial memory remains a foundational role in human spatial
reasoning, enabling individuals to represent, manipulate, and navigate within their environments.
From a neuroscience perspective, spatial reasoning emerges not solely from perception or motor
planning, but also from the integration and coordination of memory systems that operate across the
brain in multiple timescales. As described in Fig. 3, neuroscientists categorize these into working
memory, episodic memory, and long-term semantic memory, in which each corresponds to different
functional networks and cognitive roles.

Working Memory. In the human brain, working memory is a short-term cognitive mechanism
that temporarily maintains and manipulates task-relevant information. Specifically, it enables the
brain to keep the observed information accessible over short periods, supporting mental operations
such as planning and decision-making when the sensory input is no longer perceptually available.
Functionally, this memory system relies on persistent neural activity rather than long-term synaptic
changes [64], making it highly flexible but also sensitive to cognitive load and interference. It
operates over a timescale of seconds and acts as a dynamic buffer for integrating real-time sensory
input with internal task goals.

Neuroscientific research has localized spatial working memory primarily to the frontoparietal
network, with key contributions from the dIPFC and PPC [40]. These regions coordinate attentional
control, goal maintenance, and sensorimotor integration, supported by sustained delay-period
activity in prefrontal and parietal neurons. The PPC encodes spatial attention and transient location
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cues, while the dIPFC manipulates and updates this information in line with behavioral goals.
Given the neural basis in the frontoparietal network, working memory effectively supports spatial
reasoning by maintaining egocentric spatial representations (i.e., current position, heading direction,
and surrounding cues) through its reliance on the dIPFC and PPC, whose roles in egocentric
processing were outlined in Sec. 2.1.1. It functions as an online buffer for short-term spatial
inference and decision-making, allowing individuals to simulate movement, retain temporary goals,
and update self-location during navigation. These abilities are crucial when external spatial cues
are lacking, relying on internally maintained egocentric information.

Episodic Memory. Tulving [193] defined episodic
memory as the system that encodes, stores, and re-
trieves autobiographical experiences within specific @ Long-Term Memory
spatiotemporal contexts. It supports episodic recollec-

. . . Default Network
tion by enabling the mental recall of the experienced ;
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cortex [47]. Building upon the HPC and the MEC, as
described in Sec. 2.1.1, this network enables the encod-
ing and retrieval of experiences embedded in space and
time. The HPC via place cells plays a central role in
binding spatial and temporal elements with contextual-awareness into unified memory traces,
while the MEC not only provides spatial metrics through grid cells but also channels multimodal
sensory information toward the hippocampus [142]. Complementing this core loop, the parahip-
pocampal cortex encodes scene-based contextual features (i.e., environmental layouts and spatial
geometry) and the perirhinal cortex contributes object-related content and familiarity signals [47].
Moreover, the MTL consolidates episodic traces from the HPC into neocortical regions, forming
stable semantic knowledge that preserves spatial experiences, with episodic memory enabling
recall and recombination of past events to support spatial reasoning [77].

Long-Term Memory. From a neuroscience standpoint, long-term memory refers to the brain’s
capacity to store information over extended periods, ranging from hours to a lifetime. Unlike
working or episodic memory, which deal with short-term access or specific experiences, long-term
memory supports the accumulation of abstracted, semantic knowledge about the world [193]. This
includes spatial schemas, landmark familiarity, navigational rules, and environmental regularities,
all of which contribute to efficient spatial reasoning across diverse contexts [17].

A central neural substrate of long-term semantic memory is the default network, including
the medial prefrontal cortex (mPFC), posterior cingulate cortex (PCC), angular gyrus, and me-
dial temporal lobe (MTL) sub-systems, which is consistently engaged during internally directed
cognition (e.g., mental simulation, and prospective thinking) [15]. To support the corresponding
neural functions, the default network coordinates with the hippocampus and frontoparietal systems,
enabling the consolidation and abstraction of past spatial experiences into task-relevant knowledge
through interactions with working and episodic memory [15]. Within this network, the mPFC
encodes high-level schemas and behavioral rules, while the angular gyrus integrates multimodal
concepts and retrieves context-rich memories. The PCC serves as a hub linking episodic traces
in the medial temporal lobe with semantic representations in the neocortex. Through repeated
reactivation, such as during rest or sleep, episodic content is transformed into generalized priors
that guide perception, planning, and goal-directed action [42]. This semantic foundation allows

Fig. 3. Memory systems in human cognition:
working, episodic, and long-term.
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Fig. 4. Development of the backbone neuroscience models for spatial reasoning.

the brain to support spatial reasoning not by simulating space directly, but by reusing generalized
priors to guide perception, planning, and goal-directed action.

2.1.4 Computational Models from Neuroscience. To understand how the biological brain performs
spatial reasoning, neuroscience provides a rich set of computational models that describe how the
brain perceives, represents, and acts upon spatial information. These models have long served as
a conceptual bridge to Al research, where both foundational and emerging neuroscience models
have inspired the development of Al algorithms [129]. Following that, the neuroscience models
potentially provide the lens for analyzing the spatial intelligence in agents, offering structured
ways to understand perception, internal representations, embodied cognition, and planning in
dynamic environments.

Serving as a theoretical foundation for many brain models, Bayesian inference provides the foun-
dation for viewing the brain as an inference engine, leading to the Bayesian Brain Hypothesis [101]
and its operationalization through Predictive Coding [167]. This framework was generalized by the
Free Energy Principle (FEP) [55] and extended by Active Inference [56] to include action, culminat-
ing in Hierarchical Active Inference (HAI) [56], which overlaps with Successor Representation in
predictive planning. Recent models such as the Tolman-Eichenbaum Machine (TEM) [203] build
on these ideas to link neural inference with Al particularly for spatial cognition. A general timeline
of these theoretical developments is illustrated in Fig. 4.

Bayesian Inference. As the core of emerging neuroscience models, Bayesian Inference offers a
foundational theory for understanding the information processing within the brain in uncertainty
conditions [101], which can be formulated as:

P(E|H) - P(H)
P(&)
where P(H | &) is the posterior probability, demonstrating the updated belief about the hypothesis
H after observing the evidence &. Meanwhile, P(&E | H) is the likelihood, indicating the probability
of the observed evidence & with the given hypothesis . The P(H) is the prior probability,
illustrating the internal belief of the brain regarding the hypothesis H before considering new
evidence. Finally, P(&) is the evidence probability, a normalization factor that ensures all possible

hypotheses’ probabilities sum to one.

Predictive Coding. In the context of spatial reasoning, predictive coding facilitates forward
inference [159], enabling the brain to anticipate sensory consequences of self-motion, integrate
multimodal spatial cues, and resolve ambiguity in localization and goal-directed planning by refining
its spatial belief map in real time.

Predictive coding posits that the brain maintains internal models of spatial structure and con-
tinuously minimizes the prediction error ¢; = x; — X; between the incoming sensor input x; and
top-down spatial predictions %;. This error drives the update of latent spatial beliefs H through
gradient descent on the variational free energy F:

dH oF

k-

dt oH
Successor Representation. The Successor Representation (SR) theory proposes that Euclidean and
topological maps are two forms of the same neural encoding, with the HPC representing current

P(H|E) = (1)
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states along with future-reachable states and their probabilities [186]. Hence, topological graphs
encode states as nodes with weighted transitions, while Euclidean maps anchor states to spatial
positions connected by paths.

The SR matrix M(s, s”) is defined as: the expected discounted cumulative number of future visits
to state s’ starting from the current state s (following a specific policy). In other words, M(s, s")
measures the “reachability” or “predictiveness” of s’ from s.

M(s,s") =E Zyt I(sy =5") | sp=s
=0
where y is the discount factor, I is the indicator function (1 if s; = s, 0 otherwise), and E denotes
expectation.
The value of a state V (s) (i.e., the cumulative reward obtainable from state s) can be decomposed
into the inner product of the SR and the reward function R(s”) (the immediate reward in state s’):

V(s) = ) M(s,5') - R(s")

Free Energy Principle. The Free Energy Principle (FEP), as formulated by Friston et al. [55] ,
states that the brain maintains its internal states and structure by minimizing a quantity known
as variational free energy F, which serves as a tractable bound on sensory surprise or negative
log evidence —log P(D). Given sensory data D and hidden environmental causes H, the brain
constructs a generative model

P(D,H) = P(D | H)P(H), )
and seeks to approximate the true posterior P(H | D) using a recognition density Q(H). Since
direct computation of P(H | D) is generally intractable due to the marginal likelihood

P(D) = / P(D, H) dH, (3)

variational inference is used to minimize the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence between Q(H) and
P(H | D):

F[Q] = Dxi(Q(H) || P(H | D)) = log P(D) 2 ~log P(D). ©
This variational free energy can be equivalently expressed as:
F[Q] = Eg[log Q(H)] - Eg[log P(H, D)], ®)

highlighting that free energy is minimized when the approximate posterior Q(H) matches the
true posterior and when the generative model accurately predicts sensory input. These dynamics
explain how the brain updates beliefs and selects actions to reduce free energy and thereby resist
entropy. Furthermore, Friston [54] extends the theory to hierarchical generative models, aligning
with empirical architectures in cortical hierarchies, where top-down predictions and bottom-up
prediction errors are exchanged between layers.

Hierarchical Active Inference. Building upon the Free-Energy Principle (FEP), Friston et al. [54]
introduces Active Inference theory by treating both perception and action as processes that minimize
variational free energy. While FEP describes how the brain maintains homeostasis by suppressing
sensory surprise, active inference operationalizes this through continual updating of internal beliefs
and selection of actions that fulfill prior expectations.

Active Inference has frequently been analyzed by neuroscientists through the lens of hierarchical
generative models [56], as a means to characterize how the brain constructs and uses internal
models of the world to perform inference and reasoning across multiple cortical regions. This
hierarchical formulation allows for the modeling of distinct layers of processing, ranging from
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Fig. 5. The architecture of TEM. (A) Generative model showing the top-down process from actions (a) and
latent states (g) through state transitions, memory retrieval, and temporal filtering to generate sensory
predictions (p) and observations (x). (B) Inference model depicting the bottom-up inference from observations
(x) to latent states via memory retrieval, conjunctive memory formation, and updates to memory (M).

low-level sensory predictions to higher-order cognitive functions, within a unified probabilistic
framework [161]. Extending from Eq. (2) of FEP, Hierarchical Active Inference (HAI) demonstrates
the internal world belief of the brain via a structured generative model, illustrated as:

T
P(ovr,sur.m) = P(m) - P(s1) - [ [ Plor [50) - Pst | se1,m) ©)
t=1
where o017 denotes sequences of sensory observations, s;.7 are the corresponding hidden neural
states inferred by the brain, and 7 represents a policy encoding internal preferences or behavioral
tendencies. P(r) is the prior over such policies; P(s;) encodes prior beliefs about initial causes;
P(o; | s;) defines the likelihood mapping from latent states to sensory input; and P(s; | s;—1, )
models state transitions modulated by internal policy dynamics.

Based on this hierarchical generative model, the brain constantly strives to minimize variational
free energy, as mentioned in Eq. (5), acting as an upper bound on sensory surprise. This optimization
principle drives the system to either update internal beliefs or initiate actions in response to
mismatches between predicted and actual sensory input. Despite this unified principle, Friston’s
framework functionally layers this generative model into three hierarchical cognitive processes:
Perception, Belief Updating, and Policy Selection [54].

e Perception focuses on inferring low-level hidden states s; that best causes sensory obser-
vations o;, primarily through the likelihood mapping P(o; | s;).

o Belief Updating involves continually revising internal representations of latent states s;.r,
guided by prior knowledge P(s;) and the dynamic evolution of states P(s; | s;—1, 7). This
refinement allows the brain to move beyond immediate sensory explanations and infer
deeper structural, contextual, and abstract properties of the environment over time.

e Policy Selection is the brain’s prospective decision-making process, where it chooses the
policy 7 expected to minimize future uncertainty and achieve preferred outcomes, actively
shaping future state transitions P(s; | s;—1, 7) and subsequent sensory experiences.

TEM. Tolman-Eichenbaum Machine (TEM) was proposed by Whittington et al. [203], a framework
that unifies Euclidean and topological spatial representations to generalize across environments
with different sensory details. As illustrated in Fig. 5, the core idea behind TEM is structural
generalization with the ability to abstract latent relational structures and bind them to specific
sensory inputs. This involves factorizing knowledge into separable components, enabling flexible
recombination in new environments. In the model, structural abstraction occurs in the entorhinal
cortex, while the hippocampus binds specific sensory details. After training, TEM exhibits neural
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Fig. 6. The proposed framework of Agentic Spatial Intelligence. Following human cognition from perception,
cognition, to action, the framework contains six modules: (1) multi-sensory input, (2) information processing,
(3) egocentric-allocentric, (4) cognitive map, (5) spatial neural memory, and (6) spatial reasoning.

properties analogous to grid cells, place cells, and object-vector cells, mirroring biological data in
both physical and abstract spaces. These findings suggest that Euclidean and topological maps
may reflect different manifestations of a common representational mechanism. TEM was further
enhanced by integrating self-attention, aligning it with Transformer architectures [204].

2.2 The Proposed Generic Framework

Inspiring from the neuroscience foundations, we propose a conceptual computation framework,
serving as a perspective landscape for achieving agents with human-like spatial intelligence, as
illustrated in Fig. 6. Alongside the required modules, we emphasize the spatial reasoning behaviors
based on the neuroscience models discussed in Sec. 2.1.4 and subsequently discuss the system-level
implementation of agents’ spatial reasoning, including both emerging software and hardware.

2.2.1 Low-level Multimodal Sensing. The human brain is capable of processing information across
multiple sensory pathways via PPC and early sensory cortices (discussed in Sec. 2.1.1). Therefore,
to support spatial reasoning in Al agents, the low-level sensing contains multimodal sensory inputs
(shown in Fig. 7) and an information processing module.

(a) Multi-Sensory Input Module. introduces core modalities that provide diverse input signals
for spatial reasoning, including vision, auditory, tactile, motion, and motor feedback.

Vision. Vision-based sensing is central to spatial intelligence in embodied agents, with diverse
modalities offering complementary strengths. As the primary means of perceiving scene structure
and semantics, cameras provide the geometric and contextual cues that support spatial mapping,
localization, and interaction. Monocular and Stereo cameras capture 2D images for mapping,
navigation, and object interaction, while Depth cameras such as structured light and ToF sensors
directly acquire dense 3D geometry for motion-robust manipulation and low-light operation. Event-
based cameras provides microsecond latency and high dynamic range for agile motion perception.
Omnidirectional and Multispectral systems expand situational awareness and robustness under
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Fig. 7. The multi-sensory input required for agents. It consists of bio-inspired modalities: visual, auditory,
tactile, bio-signals, motion, and motor feedback.

varying illumination, and specialized devices such as light field and polarization cameras enable
refocusing, occlusion reasoning, and material property inference. LIDAR excels at generating
dense, high-resolution 3D point clouds, while Radar provides reliable long-range, all-weather
detection that is crucial for safety-critical applications.

Auditory. Inspired by the biological auditory cortex (Sec. 2.1.1), auditory sensing equips agents
with temporal and spectral information for localizing sound sources, estimating distance, and
interpreting acoustic cues, thereby enhancing spatial awareness and intelligence for navigation and
decision-making. Microphones [48] enhances perception by extracting binaural cues (Interaural
Time Difference and Interaural Level Difference) from phase and amplitude disparities. These
cues, analogous to processing in the mammalian superior olivary complex and inferior colliculus,
enable Direction of Arrival (DoA) estimation from time delays and intensity gradients, inspired by
tonotopic mapping in the auditory cortex. Ultrasonic sensors [181] on the other hand operate
beyond human hearing, emitting high-frequency pulses and measuring echo time-of-flight to
compute distances, similar to bat and dolphin echolocation.

Tactile. Tactile sensing, inspired by the human somatosensory cortex, enables embodied agents to
perceive surface geometry, texture, and contact forces, supporting spatial reasoning through touch
and physical interaction. Haptic sensors, analogous to skin thermoreceptors and mechanorecep-
tors [95], capture tactile properties like texture, vibration, and temperature, allowing agents to
differentiate materials such as soft cloth and cold metal. Tactile skins, inspired by the somatosen-
sory homunculus, embeds dense taxel arrays on flexible surfaces to provide high-resolution contact
sensing [76]. Whisker sensors [156], inspired by the rodents’ vibrissal, are flexible filaments
embedded with strain gauges or bending sensors that detect contact direction, angle, and force.
Optical tactile sensors detect deformation of a soft medium (e.g., elastomer) via internal reflec-
tions or direct imaging, with LEDs illuminating the interface and cameras tracking changes in light
patterns or geometry to estimate pressure, contours, and shear forces. The DIGIT sensor [106]
integrates a deformable gel, internal LEDs, and a high-resolution camera to provide rich 2D tactile
information for precise manipulation.

Motion. Humans perceive movement from an egocentric viewpoint through inertial and proprio-
ceptive cues for continuous self-localization and navigation without external references, a capacity
that motion sensing seeks to replicate in agents. Inertial Measurement Units (IMUs) provide
continuous estimates of linear acceleration and angular velocity [87], enabling dead reckoning
and short-term trajectory estimation. Analogous to the vestibular system, they combine tri-axial
accelerometers for translational motion, tilt, and vibration sensing with gyroscopes for rotational
motion and orientation. Motion can also be derived visually via optical flow, feature tracking,
and visual-inertial odometry (VIO), using egocentric cameras to extract self-motion cues relative
to landmarks. This complements IMUs by correcting drift and adding spatial context. Low-level
motion data can be transformed into structured forms such as skeletal sequences or the Skinned
Multi-Person Linear (SMPL) parametric body model [130], enabling physically grounded tracking.
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Fig. 8. Information Processing Module (IPM) for Spatial Reasoning. Multisensory inputs are preprocessed and
attention-weighted before passing through modality-specific encoders. Query/key projections and contrastive
learning fuse them into a unified cross-modal latent representation.

Motor Feedback. Reliable physical motor feedback plays a critical role in spatial intelligence,
enabling embodied agents to reason about contact dynamics, manipulate objects in unstructured en-
vironments, and adapt their spatial strategies through physical interaction. Optical force sensors
[153] detect light transmission or reflection changes in deformable media, captured by cameras
or photodiodes, offering resistance for soft robotics and tactile fingertips. Capacitive and piezo-
electric sensors [97] measure force through capacitance or voltage changes, often embedded in
skins or grippers. Magnetic/Hall effect sensors [99] track magnet displacement in elastomeric
substrates, providing compact, robust designs with vector readouts for normal and shear forces.
Proprioceptive sensors [177] use flexible conductors, liquid metals, or optical fibers to monitor
deformation, curvature, and load in soft robotics and wearables. In robotics, motor feedback is fused
with vision and tactile inputs using filtering or learning methods to enhance contact estimation,
compliant planning, and manipulation.

Key Insight 1. Apart from vision, agents should be equipped with human-inspired sensing modal-
ities, such as auditory and tactile, thereby enabling spatial reasoning across diverse modalities.

(b) Information Processing Module. The human brain naturally integrates multi-modal inputs
into a unified perceptual experience via specialized sensory organs and convergent neural circuits
(Sec. 2.1.1). Similarly, the Information Processing Module (IPM) is designed to transduce raw data
from heterogeneous sensors into a structured representation for spatial reasoning, as illustrated in
Fig. 8. Inspired by neurobiology, it preconditions raw multimodal signals such as vision, audio, and
proprioception through four key computational stages for downstream cognitive operations.

Sensor Calibration and Synchronization. In the brain, primary sensory cortices encode modality-
specific signals that are aligned in time and space by multisensory integration regions such as the
PPC, and Parietal Operculum [10]. These regions play a critical role in reconciling discrepancies
across sensory modalities, enabling coherent perceptual experiences despite variations in timing,
spatial origin, or intensity. Analogously, the IPM first performs spatiotemporal calibration across
sensors. This includes timestamp synchronization of different cameras with IMUs and LiDAR;
alignment of audio streams via interaural difference analysis; and integration of proprioceptive
and tactile data through reference frame transformation. This ensures that all incoming signals
are temporally coherent and spatially consistent, enabling robust multimodal perception and
downstream reasoning.

Preprint (September 2025).



16 Manh, et al.

Algorithm 1 Low-Level Information Processing

Require: sensory_data

1: calibrated_data < SensorCalibrationAndSync(sensory_data)
clean_data < NoiseRemovalAndNormalization(calibrated_data)
attended_modalities <« MultisensoryAttentionController(clean_data)
unified_latent_space < CrossModalFeaturelntegration(attended_modalities)
return unified_latent_space

Noise Removal and Normalization. In the early stages of sensory processing, mechanisms like
lateral inhibition, adaptation, and spectral filtering enhance signal salience and suppress redundancy
[39]. IPM replicates these through a modality-specific signal conditioning pipeline. For example,
image denoising and histogram equalization for vision; spectral noise reduction for audio; baseline
correction and spatial smoothing for tactile skins; and drift correction for IMUs. These operations
optimize the fidelity and relevance of each sensory stream, ensuring that subsequent processing
stages operate on clean, informative representations.

Multisensory Attention Controller. Just as the biological agents modulate sensory gain via attention,
like saccadic suppression during gaze shifts or auditory inhibition during vocalization [98]; the IPM
includes a multisensory attention controller. Depending on task demands and sensory reliability, it
prioritizes the most informative modalities. For example, under low light, LIDAR and radar take
precedence; when hands are in contact, tactile-visual attention is invoked; and during human-agent
interaction, visual and speech cues may be prioritized to infer user intention. This dynamic attention
mechanism ensures computational efficiency and resilience in noisy or occluded environments.
Once the most salient modalities are selectively attended, the sensory signals are routed into a
cross-modal integration pipeline for deeper representational synthesis.

Cross-Modal Feature Integration. In biological systems, multisensory representations emerge in
heteromodal areas such as the Superior Colliculus and PPC, where visual, auditory, and somatosen-
sory inputs converge into common egocentric formats [187]. The IPM captures this multisensory
convergence through foundation models, employing modality-specific backbones, such as vision-
language models (VLMs) [218], audio-visual transformers [2], and tactile-image encoders [123].
These modality-specific streams are aligned and integrated to produce a unified multimodal latent
space. This latent space constitutes a compact representation, wherein semantically and spatially
aligned features from vision, audition, touch, and proprioception are jointly encoded (e.g., 3D
semantic segmentation [107]). It serves as a rich and continuous perceptual scaffold, enabling
context-aware spatial reasoning, predictive modeling, and the subsequent transformation into 3D
allocentric reference frames.

Key Insight 2. The IPM transforms multimodal sensory data into a unified representation for
spatial reasoning, mimicking the brain’s sensory integration via calibration, noise reduction,
dynamic attention, and cross-modal integration. This process is summarized in Algorithm 1,
which provides a high-level pseudo-code sketch of the IPM’s algorithmic flow.

2.2.2  Egocentric-Allocentric Module. Following low-level sensing (Sec. 2.1.1), the human brain
converts egocentric views into stable allocentric maps via the hippocampus and entorhinal cortex,
with grid and place cells supporting mental simulation. Inspired by this mechanism, our egocen-
tric-allocentric module performs analogous scene abstraction and perspective transformation,
producing a persistent, geometry-consistent allocentric 3D map from the unified latent space
previously generated by the IPM. As illustrated in Fig. 9, building upon the 3D generative modeling,
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it learns a direct mapping from the abstract latent space of an agent’s perception to the parameter
space of an explicit 3D scene.

3D Egocentric Construction. After low-level sensory preprocessing by the IPM, the 3D Egocentric
Construction module builds spatially grounded geometric maps from the agent’s viewpoint. These
maps are tokenized via emerging 3D layers, such as point cloud transformer [223] and Gaussian
splatting feature extractor [165], which convert the low-level latent space into structured 3D
tokens [113]. Through the constructed 3D maps, it provides a degree-of-freedom (DoF) pose-
anchored egocentric space [127] that encodes the object extents, distances, orientations, and
free-space geometry [168].

Scene Abstraction. The scene abstraction module derives higher-level, semantic representations
from sensory input. It detects and localizes objects in 3D, estimates poses, and infers symbolic
spatial relationships (e.g., “chair left of table”, “object behind obstacle”)[107]. It leverages geometric
priors from the 3D construction to ensure that semantic labels and spatial relationships are anchored
to accurate physical structure while remaining pose-aligned and egocentric [126, 128]. The module
maintains bidirectional connectivity with the cognitive map module (Sec. 2.2.3), serving as the
symbolic substrate for contextual inference, memory formation, and mental simulation [213, 215].
This loop enables the estimation and refinement of symbolic spatial relationships in light of evolving
knowledge, attention, or goals.

Perspective Shift. Building on egocentric scene abstractions, this component retrieves past 3D
snapshots with their poses from working memory and transforms them into a common allocentric
frame [67]. The produced task-specific, short-term allocentric map supports mental reorientation by
enabling transformations back into any desired egocentric viewpoint [109]. When a new viewpoint
is needed, it retrieves relevant memories, transforms object positions from each egocentric view
into a common allocentric frame, and then reprojects this scene into a new egocentric frame defined
by the target viewpoint. This process parallels human spatial reorientation, where the brain builds
a viewpoint-independent allocentric model and reprojects it into a new perspective.

Key Insight 3. This module enables agents to build and manipulate spatial representations
like the human brain, constructing 3D egocentric maps from sensory data, abstracting semantic
relationships, and flexibly shifting perspectives between egocentric and allocentric frames. The
sequential logic of this module is demonstrated in Algorithm 2.
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Algorithm 2 Egocentric-Allocentric Conversion

Require: unified_latent_space

1: WorkingMemory « InitializeWorkingMemory()
egocentric_3D_map «— Construct3DEgocentric(unified_latent_space)
scene_abstraction < SemanticSceneAbstraction(egocentric_3D_map)
allocentric_map < PerspectiveShift(scene_abstraction, WorkingMemory)
return allocentric_map

2.2.3 Internal Mental Model. In humans, the spatial mental model is crucial as it involves both
cognitive maps (Sec. 2.1.2) and long-term knowledge (Sec. 2.1.3) that support navigation and
reasoning. To mimic this capability, we introduce two modules: a Cognitive Map Module and
a Spatial Neural Memory Module, as outlined in Algorithm 3. The pseudo-code abstracts the
algorithmic flow of these modules in forming the internal spatial mental model.

(a) Cognitive Map Module. In the human brain, the cognitive map is the core mechanism
supporting spatial reasoning (Sec. 2.1.2). Inspired by this, Al agents internally employ an artificial
cognitive map with grid and place cell layers to enable efficient spatial reasoning in complex
environments. As illustrated in Fig. 10, G and G’ denote the graph before and after contextual
remapping, where the topology remains fixed but node weights change. p; represents self-motion
cues, p; external landmarks, and p; the anchored position.

Grid Cells Layer. Building on neuroscientific findings from Sec. 2.1.1, grid cells provide a grid-
based metric representation of allocentric space within the cognitive map. Therefore, the grid
cells layer equips the agent with an internal metric representation of space, capturing distance
and direction through four components (Fig. 10). The Grid-based Representation leverages
a hexagonal lattice pattern, reflecting the periodic firing fields that emerge in grid cells of the
medial entorhinal cortex (MEC) [75]. The hexagonal pattern demonstrates an efficient solution for
space encoding, in which it can emerge naturally from energy minimization and spatial coverage
objectives, making them particularly well-suited for the Al agent [185]. To support the emergence
of such spatial structure, Learning-based Methods provides an effective mechanism for inducing
grid-based representations. By designing the learning frameworks consisting of neuroscience-
inspired components, such as predictive loss and hexagonal regularization [173], the agent can
generate an internal grid-like map, allowing interaction with other modules for complex spatial
reasoning tasks. Moreover, inspired by the role of grid cells in self-motion tracking, The Path
Integration component aims to estimates spatial position from self-motion cues (i.e., velocity
and direction) [6]. It provides an essential foundation for spatial intelligence, particularly for the
embodied Al agent operating in dynamic environments. However, in biological systems, grid-based
representations rely not only on self-motion cues but are also anchored to external landmarks,
ensuring long-term spatial inference. Therefore, to mimic this mechanism, The Anchoring Gate
serves as the modulation interface between other modules and the internal grid-based representation.
By integrating reference signals from early perceptual modules, it adjusts the accumulated drift
from path integration and improves spatial consistency in reasoning,.

Place Cells Layer. Complementing grid cells, place cells encode space through sparse, context-
dependent activations that form a topological map and support episodic memory via interactions
with the entorhinal cortex and neocortex [145]. The place cells layer in our model mimics the
key functions of biological place cells in the HPC with four components, as described in Fig. 10.
Topological Representation is a core element inspired by the relational spatial coding of place
cells within cognitive map [145], [147]. It operates in a graph-based structure, where each node
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and edge reflect learned relations between the input (i.e., objects and locations), enabling relational
spatial inference across complex tasks (i.e., navigation and object-centric) [8]. While topological
representation captures structural spatial relations, another key property of biological place cells
is their ability to adapt representations in response to contextual changes. To reflect this, The
Contextual Remapping mechanism enables the place cell layer to shift activation patterns based
on task demands and high-level goals. By interacting with other context-aware modules, it allows
the agent to maintain multiple internal spatial maps and flexibly switch between them as envi-
ronmental or task contexts change [160]. When context shifts, the active representation is rapidly
transformed, preserving local spatial structure while globally reorganizing the map to reflect the
new situation [160]. This mechanism mimics hippocampal global remapping, where place-cell firing
patterns reorganize across contexts while maintaining coherent internal geometry [147], [110].

As described in Sec. 2.1.3, beyond the spatial encoding, the biological place cells are believed to
function as spatial memory indices in the HPC, supporting the retrieval of episodic context tied to
specific locations. Inspired by that, The Memory Indexing component enables the place cells
layer to bind spatial representations with grounded experiences, forming a functional gateway
aligned with episodic memory [70]. Accordingly, it encodes key spatial activations as memory
indices, serving as contextual cues for querying episodic traces stored in the downstream module.
The map itself remains a lightweight, index-based representation, supporting efficient interaction
with memory and reasoning modules [70]. This function primarily reflects what is known in
neuroscience as retrospective coding, where place cells reactivate representations of previously
experienced locations. However, effective spatial reasoning also requires prospective coding, which
refers to the ability of biological place cells to predict future spatial states based on contextual
signals and intended goals. Therefore, The Prospective Coding component is designed to generate
internal representations of potential future spatial states, extending beyond immediate perception.
It provides learning objectives that encourage the capture of predictive regularities over time [148],
allowing the agent to anticipate spatial configurations before they are experienced [68]. This
component resembles preplay and replay phenomena observed in the HPC, offering a foundation
for spatial inference and flexible navigation in dynamic environments.

Key Insight 4. Cognitive Map Module mimics the human brain by empowering Al to construct
an internal representation, using grid-like patterns anchored to metric features and topological
networks for contextual memory indexing and relational abstraction.

(b) Spatial Neural Memory Module. Building upon the memory-based systems of the human
brain, this module is a bio-inspired architecture that endows agents with adaptive and long-term
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Algorithm 3 Internal Mental Model

Require: unified_latent_space, allocentric_map
1: self_motion < Current motion cues (IMU, odometry, proprioception)
: landmarks < Detected spatial anchors from allocentric_map
: context_signals < Task context, semantic cues, prior knowledge
. trajectory « Sequence of recent poses from working memory
: events « Significant interactions or observations

G W DN

> Cognitive Map

6: grid_cells_layer < GridCellsRepresentation(allocentric_map, self _motion, landmarks)
7: place_cells_layer < PlaceCellsRepresentation(grid_cells_layer, context_signals)
8: cognitive_map « IntegrateGridAndPlaceCells(grid_cells_layer, place_cells_layer)

> Spatial Neural Memory
9: semantic_encoding < SpatialSemanticEncoding(unified_latent_space)
10: episodic_memory «— EpisodicMemoryUpdate(trajectory, events)
11: adaptive_memory « AdaptiveMemoryUpdating(semantic_encoding, episodic_memory)
12: mental_model <« BuildInternalModel(cognitive_map, adaptive_memory)
13: return mental_model

knowledge. It is structured around three interdependent subsystems: spatial-semantic encoding,
episodic spatial memory, and adaptive memory updating; each responsible for constructing, retain-
ing, and dynamically refining knowledge representations essential for real-time spatial reasoning
and long-term adaptability.

Spatial-Semantic Encoding. Spatial-Semantic Encoding provides a unified representation of both
the geometry and meaning of its surroundings to agents, mirroring the function of long-term
memory in humans. This is achieved through grounded visual perception, which aligns vision with
semantic cues, and non-visual grounding, which incorporates tactile, auditory, motion, bio-signals,
and linguistic cues to enrich or substitute visual understanding. The agent retains this information
within a long-term spatial-semantic knowledge base, where experiences accumulate over time into
a persistent metric map annotated with object and region-level semantics.

Grounded Visual Perception. 3D-VLMs and 3D-MLLMs provide a powerful approach for
building unified 3D visual-semantic representations of an environment. By jointly processing
multimodal 3D inputs (e.g., RGB images, depth maps, point clouds) and natural language, these large
models can implicitly learn geometric structure, spatial relationships, and object semantics without
relying on explicit SLAM or handcrafted mapping pipelines [1]. This capability enables robust
grounding of language instructions, such as “place the box next to the red chair”, within volumetric
scene representations [1]. As a result, 3D foundation models support referential resolution, goal
localization, serving as key components for spatial reasoning in dynamic real-world environments.

Non-Visual Multimodal Grounding. In the absence of vision, agents build spatial knowledge
by encoding non-visual modalities into persistent multimodal embeddings that capture structural
and semantic aspects of the environment [29]. Through this process, linguistic inputs supply spatial
priors and semantic grounding while aligning with tactile, auditory, proprioceptive, and motion
signals to support coherent spatial reasoning. Tactile signals encode material properties (e.g., tex-
ture, hardness, friction) into reusable object descriptors that inform manipulation strategies beyond
the current scene. Auditory cues (e.g., room-scale echoes, appliance hums) can be embedded as
spatial-acoustic signatures for recognizing functional zones across environments [29]. Propriocep-
tive and force feedback form embodied state memories, supporting safe and dexterous interaction
patterns over time. Even bio-signals (e.g., fMRI and EEG) can be stored as neural-intent embeddings,
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Fig. 11. (A) Spatial-Semantic Encoding. Sensory inputs are transformed into spatial and semantic repre-
sentations for unified understanding across modalities. (B) Episodic Spatial Memory. Multimodal inputs
are encoded by a transformer, compressed via entropy modeling for efficient spatial-temporal memory.

linking latent cognitive states to likely action templates [22]. Motion trajectories, captured from
inertial and kinematic sensors, can be preserved as spatio-temporal motion primitives [52], enabling
agents to recall and adapt locomotion or manipulation patterns across different environments. By
integrating linguistically aligned non-visual embeddings into a long-term spatial-semantic mem-
ory, foundational models can reason effectively under partial perception, leveraging accumulated
multimodal experience.

Episodic Spatial Memory. In biological systems, episodic memory, supported by the HPC-MEC,
encodes spatial and temporal context and enables trajectory reasoning, causal inference, and
foresight. Translating this to artificial agents, an auto-regressive transformer provides a natural
computational framework for modeling sequential recall and predicting future states by unfolding
stored experiences over time [28]. To operate in dynamic environments, agents must not only update
episodes continuously for short-term reasoning, but also offload older episodes into a cold-storage
layer. Hence, this episodic store can be efficiently maintained through compression, where entropy
models and codec compressor (e.g., ANS) and advanced schemes, such as bits-back coding, can
minimize storage cost while preserving the semantic and structural fidelity of experiences [82, 100].
Such a design unifies episodic recall, spatial representation, and memory compression, enabling
agents to navigate, localize, and plan with both rich context and scalable memory capacity.

Adaptive Memory Updating. Effective spatial reasoning in dynamic environments relies on
balancing stability and plasticity, where mechanisms like systems consolidation integrate short-
term episodic memories into long-term knowledge for continuous refinement. Inspired by this,
Al agents should maintain a fast-learning episodic memory that captures recent events in detail
and selectively transfers relevant information into a stable long-term spatial-semantic memory.
This integration allows agents to generalize from specific experiences, update their understanding
of the world, and adapt to changes without erasing useful prior knowledge. Continual learning
methods such as parameter isolation, synaptic consolidation, and memory replay enable incremental
learning while preventing catastrophic forgetting [179]. Online learning further supports rapid
updates during real-time interactions, which is especially useful for navigation and instruction
following [179]. In settings where labeled data is limited, self-supervised learning allows agents to
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Fig. 12. Reasoning Module for Spatial Reasoning. Predictive world modelling refers to the predictive ability
of internal model while explicit spatial reasoning using alignment methods to perform structured inference.

extract meaningful structure directly from sensory input. Adaptive memory updating acts as the
bridge between experience and generalization, enabling embodied agents to learn continually and
operate flexibly across changing environments.

Key Insight 5. The Spatial Neural Memory Module emulates the human mental model by inte-
grating spatial-semantic encoding, episodic memory, and adaptive updating, forming a dynamic
internal model alongside the cognitive map for robust spatial reasoning and adaptability.

2.2.4 Reasoning Module. When humans form a cognitive map, they use it actively for complex
spatial reasoning, such as imagining alternate viewpoints and manipulating spatial relationships
to achieve goals. This transcends simple “stimulus-response” behavior, reflecting advanced in-
telligence. The reasoning module emulates this capability, serving as the executive hub of our
framework. It transforms structured spatial knowledge from the cognitive map (Sec. 2.2.3) and
spatial neural memory (Sec. 2.2.3) into task-oriented and predictive logical thinking sequences.

Predictive World Modelling. The core of this approach lies in using the internal cognitive map to
infer the external world, forming a predictive world model. This is not just a static snapshot of the
environment, but a dynamic, predictive internal simulator. In our framework, the cognitive map
(Sec. 2.1.4) and spatial neural memory (Sec. 2.2.3) form an internal mental model of spatial knowl-
edge, which is naturally enriched with intuitive physical and semantic constraints [135], serving
as the foundation of this world model. By leveraging generative (e.g., diffusion and variational
autoencoders) and joint-predictive architecture [108], the agent can perform predictive inference
on this mental model. For example, the model can predict what a new viewpoint will look like
after moving within the environment or potential future changes in a certain area. This approach
reflects the neuroscientific view that the brain continually predicts upcoming sensory input and
refines its world model by comparing predictions with reality [208].

Explicit Spatial Reasoning and Alignment. Once possessing the predictive world model, the key
question becomes: how should an Artificial Spatial Intelligence agent use it to perform correct
and complex multi-step spatial reasoning? Such methods aim to enable the agent to explicitly
construct and apply a structured reasoning process, directly extracting structured knowledge
from perceptual information. Our Reasoning Module addresses this by enabling multi-step spatial
thinking. It decomposes the reasoning process, aligns it with human spatial preferences, and trains
the agent to learn optimal strategies through exploration in a world-model simulation. Specifically,
this can be achieved by training the model for step-by-step spatial reasoning using visual-aware
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Chain-of-Thought (CoT)[111] and reinforcement learning (RL)[151], allowing it to reason through a
learned paradigm before acting. Alternatively, the model can construct intermediate spatial artifacts
(e.g., auxiliary lines, visual aids) from multimodal perception and use them as the basis for inference.

Key Insight 6. Reasoning Module enables agents to perform complex spatial reasoning by
transforming the internal model into dynamic, predictive world models, using structured multi-
step reasoning and alignment with human spatial preferences to infer in complex environments.
Algorithm 4 outlines the high-level logic of the reasoning process.

In summary, the proposed framework integrates multimodal sensing, egocentric-allocentric
conversion, mental modeling, and reasoning into a coherent pipeline for agentic spatial intelligence.
Thus, Algorithm 5 summarizes the integrated process, providing a high-level pseudo-code sketch
of the complete perception-cognition-action loop.

2.2.5 Spatial Reasoning Behaviours. In the human brain, reasoning processes are distributed across
specialized neural system with each tuned to particular cognitive demands. Enabling this into agents
with spatial intelligence requires categorizing spatial reasoning tasks and decomposing behaviors
in ways that align with corresponding modules [129]. As described in Sec. 2.1.4, neuroscience
computational models formalize the brain’s decomposition of cognitive functions, serving as a
foundation for systematically categorizing spatial reasoning behaviors in Al agents. Building on
this, we adopt the Hierarchical Active Inference (HAI) framework, derived from foundational
neuroscience models such as Bayesian Inference and the Free Energy Principle, and widely regarded
as a minimal model for studying spatial reasoning. HAI models cognition as a layered process
of perception, inference, and action, using predictive feedback across levels to manage spatial
reasoning at varying levels of abstraction, thereby providing a biologically inspired framework for
analyzing and decomposing such behaviors in Al agents. Following the HAI layered theory, we
categorize spatial reasoning behaviours into three groups: 3D Perceptual Inference, Hidden-State
Inference, and Policy Selection. This reflects the functional tiers emphasized in the HAI framework
and aligns with the hierarchical nature of spatial reasoning, making it well-suited for bio-inspired
Al spatial intelligence.

3D Perceptual Inference. In HAI, perceptual inference forms the fundamental layer of the cognitive
hierarchy, processing raw sensory data to make low-level predictions about the environment.
Extending this, 3D perceptual inference grounds low-level spatial intelligence by reasoning about
3D structure from multi-modal inputs (e.g., vision, tactile, auditory). Continuous processing of
these modalities allows the agent to infer depth, shape, and spatial boundaries directly from raw
input, without relying on higher-order cues, enabling real-time responses to dynamic environments.
For instance, recent Al systems have widely explored tasks such as monocular depth estimation,
3D motion pose estimation, 3D semantic segmentation, which exemplify the low-level 3D spatial
understanding from raw sensory data of Al agents. Therefore, the notion of 3D perceptual inference
behaviors enables a structured foundation for anchoring higher-level spatial reasoning, ensuring
that complex cognitive functions are grounded in accurate and adaptive sensory understanding.

Hidden-State Inference. After raw sensory prediction, HAI advances to latent belief inference,
where the brain infers hidden causes of input to build coherent, temporally extended internal
representations. Therefore, the hidden-state inference behaviors are formed to generate and manip-
ulate internal spatial models beyond the observed scene. Operating at a higher cognitive level, this
spatial reasoning behavior supports the simulation of unseen dynamics and structural patterns
abstraction within the environment. Hence, we divide the hidden-state inference into three major
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Algorithm 4 Reasoning Module

Require: mental_model
1: predictive_world_model «— PredictFutureStates(mental_model)
2: structured_reasoning «— ExplicitSpatialReasoning(predictive_world_model)
3: action_policy « PolicyLearning(structured_reasoning)
4: return action_policy

groups: Structural Reasoning, Mental Simulation, and Abstract Reasoning, each showing complex
forms of internal representation and generalization for spatial intelligence.

Structural Reasoning is the ability to infer and manipulate the spatial structure of an envi-
ronment beyond immediate perception, supporting internal models that capture both physical
geometry and spatial relations. Geometric Reasoning infers metric properties such as distances,
angles, orientations, object geometries, and relative scales, enabling accurate representations for
tasks requiring fine-grained precision. Topological Reasoning captures non-metric relations, such
as connectivity, containment, adjacency, and continuity, abstracting from exact measurements to
model invariant structural relationships for generalization across environments. Spatiotemporal Rea-
soning integrates spatial structure with temporal dynamics to model how entities move, transform,
or interact over time, supporting prediction, continuity tracking, and event sequence understanding.
These reasoning types form the structural backbone for hidden-state spatial cognition, enabling
agents to maintain a coherent spatial understanding under uncertainty space.

Mental Simulation builds upon structural representations by allowing the agent to internally
manipulate spatial models over time, aligning with the belief latent of the HAI framework. It
enables the simulation of predictive spatial scenarios and anticipate the hidden spatial aspects
of the environment. To enable that, perspective taking is a essential spatial task which involves
mentally shifting the individual viewpoint to understand how the environment appears from
different positions, thereby enhancing spatial awareness. Meanwhile, visuospatial reasoning is also
another behavior that supports the mental manipulation of objects or scenes, such as rotating,
resizing, or repositioning them to support spatial reasoning, with mental rotation being a well-
studied example in neuroscience. These mental mechanisms jointly enable more flexible spatial
reasoning beyond direct perception.

Abstract Reasoning enables an agent to infer hidden rules, relational patterns, or symbolic
structures not directly observable from perception. As a branch of hidden-state inference, it uncovers
latent causes and abstract regularities underlying spatial or task-specific environments. Among
abstract reasoning, symbolic inference enables the spatial reasoning over abstract spatial rules
and relational logic beyond direct perception. Following that, lingual-based spatial reasoning uses
linguistic input to guide spatial inference and decision-making in the non-perceptual environment.
Additionally, schema-based inference supports generalization by applying prior abstract spatial
templates to interpret new or incomplete situations. These components enable agents to reason
over abstract representations, facilitating analogy, and problem-solving in complex environments.

Policy Selection. forms the final stage of spatial reasoning in the HAI framework, where the
agent transforms internal beliefs into concrete action sequences. These behaviours coordinate
information from perceptual representations and inferred hidden structure, allowing the agent
to reason and select actions that align with spatial goals. Taking goal-directed navigation as an
example, the agent constructs a local spatial map from sensory input, integrates inferred topological
or schematic knowledge to evaluate possible routes, and selects the most efficient path toward the
target. Abstract reasoning components, such as symbolic constraints or language-guided goals, may
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Algorithm 5 Agentic Spatial Intelligence Framework

Require: Environment > Raw multimodal sensory stream
1: while true do > Continuous interaction loop
2 sensory_data < Environment.CollectSensors(

3: vision: getData(Camera, LiDAR, Depth, EventCam)

4: audio: getData(Microphones, Ultrasonic)

5: tactile: getData(TactileSkin, W hiskerSensors)

6: motion: getData(IMU, VIO)

7: motor_feedback: getData(ForceSensors, Piezoelectric))

8 unified_latent_space < InformationProcessing(sensory_data)

9 allocentric_map <« EgocentricAllocentricConversion(unified_latent_space)
10: mental_model « InternalMemoryModel(unified_latent_space, allocentric_map)
11: action_policy « Reasoning(mental_model)

12: action « ExecuteAction(action_policy, actuators)
13: feedback < ReceiveMotorAndEnvironmentalFeedback ()
14: Environment < Update(Environment, feedback)

15: end while

also modulate the chosen action policy (e.g., “avoid the red zone”). By unifying information across
layers, policy selection behaviours allow agents to act coherently within dynamic environments.

2.2.6 Implementation of Agentic Spatial Intelligence. This section explores practical deployment
pathways for agentic spatial reasoning in real-world settings, focusing on two core components:
computing and communications. Building on this, we examine a progression of agents deployment
paradigms, including edge Al, neuromorphic computing, and intelligent communication. Table 2
provides an overview of deployment tools.

Edge AL Edge computing refers to the paradigm of processing data locally at or near the source
of generation, rather than relying on centralized cloud infrastructure [120]. This approach enables
low-latency and privacy-preserving Al implementation, making it particularly well-suited for
on-device applications in mobile, wearable, and robotic systems.

Edge Al for Agents. To enable on-device spatial reasoning, Edge Al relies on compact, efficient
models optimized for limited compute environments. Hence, Al model compression techniques
(e.g., model pruning, quantization) [27], and knowledge distillation [198] are employed to convert
large models into Tiny Al models that maintain accurate performance while reducing memory
and energy demands. Building upon this, recent advancements in small-scale foundation models,
such as small vision-language, have enabled multimodal fusion directly on edge devices [228],
supporting spatial reasoning without relying on cloud computing. In parallel, lightweight 3D spatial
representations have also emerged to support real-time processing on resource-constrained devices,
employing hierarchical encoding and blob-level to enable compact scene representations with
reduced memory and computational costs [222].

Hardwares/Softwares. The deployment of agentic spatial reasoning in edge computing can
be potentially supported by a diverse range of both embedded hardware and software platforms.
Regarding hardware implementation, emerging systems such as NVIDIA Jetson Orin Nano [143],
Google Coral Edge TPU [65], and Intel Movidius Myriad X [89] offer a balance between low power
consumption and high-performance Al inference, making them well-suited for agentic spatial
reasoning. These platforms integrate Al accelerators within system-on-chip (SoC) architectures,
enabling close coupling with multimodal sensors and supporting on-device execution of lightweight
3D spatial models such as depth-based SLAM, point cloud projection, and 3D Gaussian splatting.
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Table 2. Deployment Paradigms for Agentic Spatial Intelligence.

Paradigms Deployment Tools Key Feautres

Hardwares NVIDIA ]'etson Sen‘es [143], Google Coral Edge [65], Low-latency multimodal fusion, model
Edge Al Intel Movidius Myriad [89] compression for on-device reasoning

Softwares TensorRT [35], ONNX Runtime [94], Tengine [190],

PyTorch Mobile [219], TensorFlow Lite [33]

Neuromorphic | Hardwares | Intel’s Loihi series [34], BrainChip’s Akida [162] Event-driven, low-power SNN for temporal
Computing Softwares | Brian2 [188], BindsNET [78], SpiNNaker [58], Norse [158] | coding in dynamic environments
Intelligent Simulation | Aerial Omniverse Digital Twin [157], PHY-Sionna [3], Al-native 5G/6G for low-latency,
Communication | Tools Aerial Commercial Testbed [144], AI-RAN Sionna Kit [20] | adaptive multi-agent coordination

On the software side, a variety of optimized inference frameworks facilitate the deployment of
spatial models under edge constraints. Specifically, open-sources such as TensorRT [35], ONNX
Runtime [94], Tengine [190], PyTorch Mobile [219], and TensorFlow Lite [33] provide model
quantization, operator fusion, and hardware-specific acceleration, enabling efficient execution
on a range of embedded processors. These runtimes support real-time perception and reasoning
pipelines, and are often integrated with lightweight system schedulers or ROS-based middleware
to manage multi-sensor fusion and decision-making in spatial reasoning,.

Neuromorphic Computing. Beyond conventional edge accelerators, neuromorphic computing
offers a biologically inspired approach to spatial intelligence, emphasizing event-driven processing
and low power consumption [125].

Brain-inspired Computing. Key method of this paradigm is Spiking Neural Network (SNN),
which models the brain’s temporal coding mechanisms by transmitting discrete spikes across
time. Specifically, SNN emulates the event-driven and temporally sparse communication patterns
of biological neurons, processing information through discrete spikes rather than continuous
activations [214]. This asynchronous and low-frequency operation enables significantly reduced
energy consumption compared to conventional neural networks, particularly in real-time settings.
Due to the efficient use of compute and memory, SNN is well-suited for deploying agentic spatial
reasoning on edge hardware where power and latency are critical constraints [176].

Hardwares/Softwares. Neuromorphic hardwares have been widely developed to support the
efficient execution of SNN and brain-inspired models. Notable examples include Intel’s Loihi series,
which features on-chip plasticity, asynchronous spike routing, and hierarchical memory structures
that mimic cortical processing [34]; and BrainChip’s Akida, which is optimized for ultra low
power inference and event-based sensor integration at the edge [162]. By aligning hardware-level
operations with the sparse, temporal nature of SNN, they allow agents to process multimodal inputs
more efficiently, particularly under energy and timing constraints.

To support the deployment of the neuromorphic hardwares, various open-source SNN frame-
works have been developed for both simulation and hardware execution [125]. Simulators such
as NEST [43], Brian2 [188], and BindsNET [78] offer intuitive environments for building and
testing SNN architectures, with support for large-scale neural network integration. Moreover,
for hardware execution development, SpiNNaker [58] enables distributed SNN execution across
custom neuromorphic systems, while Norse [158] provides a PyTorch-based library optimized for
GPU-accelerated spiking computation. Together, these tools form a critical software foundation for
prototyping and deploying brain-inspired spatial reasoning agents across diverse platforms.

Intelligence Communication. In addition to computing architectures, communication framework is
also critical for deploying agents in dynamic environments. In particular, advanced 5G/6G systems
and Al-native communication stacks are expected to provide the low-latency, high-reliability links
necessary for distributed spatial intelligence.

5G Beyond and 6G Wireless Systems. Next-generation wireless systems, such as 5G and the
emerging 6G paradigm, are poised to serve as critical infrastructure for the deployment of agents’
spatial reasoning in dynamic, real-world environments. They enable ultra-reliable, low-latency
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Table 3. Representative works in low-level multimodal sensory processing for embodied agents.

Category Method Modality Publication Highlights Limitations
' . LiDAR, IMU, L, Target-free continuous-time optimization Needs precise IMU calibration;
. g E o Lietal [116] Camera Inf. Fusion’2025 for multimodal calibration high compute cost
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transmission of spatial information, which is particularly important for embodied agents operating
in motion-rich or multi-agent scenarios [220]. Beyond conventional connectivity, 6G is expected to
embrace Al-native wireless architectures [144], including programmable networks (e.g., open-radio
access networks [144], rate multiple splitting access [81], and integrated sensing and communication
frameworks [30]), where learning-based agents can dynamically adapt communication strategies
to environmental and task-specific demands.

Emerging Softwares. Obtaining the essential requirements from wireless systems in the agentic
era, NVIDIA has released a comprehensive Aerial Research portfolio to support the development
of Al-native 6G infrastructures. Specifically, it contains Sionna, an open-source GPU-accelerated
library for simulating physical-layer communication [3]; the Aerial Omniverse Digital Twin for full-
stack 6G simulation [157]; and the Sionna Research Kit on Jetson for prototyping AI-RAN algorithms
on embedded platforms [20]. These platforms enable scalable and low-latency communication,
which aligned with the needs of Al agents operating under mobility, partial observability, and
real-time constraints.

3 Comprehensive Analysis of Agentic Spatial Intelligence
3.1
In this section, we conduct an in-depth analysis of state-of-the-art (SOTA) research corresponding
to the modules within the proposed framework. Hence, we aim to outline potential methods tailored

for each module and expose critical gaps that need to be addressed for agentic systems to meet
human-level spatial intelligence.

Insights From The Proposed Framework

3.1.1  Low-Level Multimodal Sensory Processing. This part examines recent research works on low-
level perception of the agents, grounding upon the multi-sensory input (Sec. 2.2.1) and information
processing (IPM) modules (Sec. 2.2.1) within our proposed framework. Specifically, we analyze the
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sensory processing pipeline of the IPM and examine the types of sensory modalities and sensors
adopted in these works.

Sensor Calibration and Synchronization. Modern intelligent systems increasingly depend on
multimodal sensor fusion to achieve greater levels of autonomy. Thus, precise and consistent
spatiotemporal calibration across heterogeneous sensors is crucial. Hence, Li et al.[116] proposed a
fully automatic, target-free framework based on continuous-time optimization for the spatiotempo-
ral calibration of multi-modal sensors, including IMU, LiDAR, camera, and Radar. By employing
an IMU-centric initialization and joint batch optimization strategy, the method eliminates the
need for overlapping fields of view and manual intervention. However, the method remains
limited by its reliance on precise IMU calibration and the heavy computational cost of
high-dimensional factor graph optimization, which hinders real-time deployment with
low-grade IMUs. Wang et al.[196] proposed an observability-aware active calibration framework
for ground robots with multimodal sensors (e.g., microphone arrays, LIDAR, wheel odometry). By
optimizing robot trajectories using B-spline curves guided by the Fisher Information Matrix, it
enhances parameter observability. Although real-time online calibration with extended Kalman
filtering is used, the method remains sensitive to sensor quality, relying on DOA accuracy
for microphones and scene features for LIDAR, and may degrade in complex acoustic
or sparse visual environments without advanced processing. Recently proposed method by
Herau et al. [79] uses Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF) to perform spatio-temporal calibration of
multi-modal sensors without relying on physical targets or supervision. By training separate NeRFs
for each camera and alternating between scene representation and cross-sensor pose optimization, it
ensures alignment based only on overlapping regions. However, the method struggles in scenes
with linear motion (ambiguous time-space disentanglement), large open environments,
and scales poorly with increasing sensor count due to training overhead. These advances
highlight the shift toward self-supervised, adaptable calibration, though practical deployment still
requires balancing accuracy, generalizability, and efficiency in real-world conditions.

Noise Removal and Normalization. As traditional image denoising relied on handcrafted priors,
statistical models, which often struggled with complex degradations and lacked adaptability, DL
has served as a potential solution with a more adaptable and effective solution. Building on
this paradigm, recent models like QFormer [92] enhance efficiency by introducing a Quaternion
Transformer Block that leverages quaternion algebra to model cross-channel color correlations
while replacing self-attention with lightweight sequential operations. Although QFormer achieves
state-of-the-art denoising performance with significantly fewer parameters and faster inference,
its reliance on quaternion algebra and added skip-connection modifications increases
implementation complexity and may limit applicability beyond color image denoising.
Fang et al. [50] proposed a partially adaptive multichannel framework that jointly reduces ego-noise
and environmental noise in human-robot interaction using a VAE-based speech model and NMF-
based noise modeling. The approach pre-trains an ego-noise model to exploit its structured spatial
and spectral patterns, while adapting the environmental noise model to unknown disturbances.
However, the method relies on accurate pre-training of ego-noise, which may limit its
adaptability if the robot’s hardware or operating conditions change. Similarly, Qian et
al. [164] propose a novel framework that integrates Conformer and Mamba modules, enabling
it to capture both global contextual dependencies and fine grained cross-modal representations.
Despite its efficacy, the method is currently limited to single speaker enhancement and
does not address the more challenging problem of speaker separation in overlapping
speech scenarios. In 3D perception, RegBN [61] has been introduced as a regularization-based
batch normalization framework tailored for multimodal data, addressing confounding effects and
inter-modal dependencies without relying on learnable parameters. Demonstrated across diverse
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Fig. 13. Architecture from [45]. Although the network achieves selective visual representation for improved
generalization, the codebook bottleneck limits adaptability to novel environments and restrict the expressive-
ness of learned features, especially in dynamic or highly variable visual contexts.

architectures and tasks, RegBN enables effective normalization of features from a broad spectrum
of modalities (e.g., language, audio, image, video, depth, force, and proprioception). However,
RegBN incurs substantially higher training overhead, requiring per-batch SVD and L-
BFGS optimization when normalizing a pair of layers with dimensions 256x1024.
Multisensory Attention Controller. Recent advancements in multimodal perception and interaction
have focused on adaptive fusion strategies and biologically inspired mechanisms to enhance
task relevance in embodied agents. Li et al. [115] introduces AdapTac, an adaptive visuo-tactile
fusion framework for dexterous manipulation that employs a force-guided attention mechanism to
dynamically adjust visual and tactile weights across manipulation stages, reflecting modality priority
shifts based on sensory relevance. While AdapTac demonstrates strong performance, its reliance on
imitation learning without reinforcement fine-tuning limits robustness in highly dynamic
or error-prone scenarios. Complementing this, Lai et al[105] introduces FAM-HRI, a foundation-
model-assisted framework for multimodal human-robot interaction that fuses real-time speech and
gaze inputs from lightweight AR glasses. By leveraging LLM, it dynamically prioritizes relevant
modalities based on user intent and context, enabling precise intent recognition and responsive robot
control. However, the reliance on heavyweight LLM/VLM inference causes processing delays,
undermining real-time responsiveness. Eftekhar et al. [45] introduces a lightweight, task-
conditioned codebook bottleneck that filters general-purpose visual representations in embodied
AI (Fig. 13), enabling agents to focus selectively on task-relevant visual. By conditioning on goals
and past actions, it prioritizes salient sensory inputs while suppressing irrelevant information.
While the codebook module enhances task-relevant representation and generalization, it suffers
from codebook collapse, where only a few latent codes dominate and fine-grained visual
details are lost, limiting both representational diversity and broader reasoning. Yang et
al. [211] proposed UniTouch, a framework for learning unified tactile representations through
contrastive alignment with visual and auditory embeddings from pretrained foundation models.
This multimodal alignment supports zero shot tactile question answering and grasp prediction, even
in the absence of explicit touch-language pairs. By embedding tactile signals in a shared semantic
space, UniTouch lays the groundwork for dynamic attention switching between modalities allowing
agents to rely more heavily on touch in visually occluded or contact-rich scenarios. However,
the model lacks mechanisms for task-driven attention modulation, tactile inputs are
treated uniformly regardless of context, and does not incorporate spatial anchoring or
temporal memory, which limits its ability to dynamically adjust the salience of touch
based on environmental uncertainty, manipulation stage, or goal relevance. Gizdov et al. [63]
introduces a foveated sampling technique that mimics human vision by allocating higher resolution
to the center of fixation and lower resolution to the periphery, showing that large multimodal
models can be guided to prioritize salient visual regions through foveated sampling alone, without
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Table 4. Representative works in the Egocentric-Allocentric Transformation.

Category Method Publication&Year Highlights Limitations
3D Egocentric Spatial Prediction [213] ICLR’25 Coarse layout generation using VLMs. No geometric grounding.
Cons%ruction GS SLAM [216] CVPR’24 Dense 3D mapping from egocentric views. No semantic understanding.
Multi-View Memory [212] CVPR’2025 Memory with frontier-based exploration. No symbolic abstraction.
Scene Disjoint Reasoning [169] CVPR’25 Implicit spatial consistency from VLMs. No explicit memory.
Abstraction Cognitive Conversion [215] arXiv Symbolic egocentric-to-allocentric mapping.  No neural instantiation.
3D Prior Interaction [132] NeurIPS’24 Prompt-based reasoning with 3D priors. Static priors.
Perspective Visual Perspective Taking [67] NeurIPS’24 VPT benchmark using VLM prompting. Hallucination errors.
Shiftp Mental Imagery [109] CVPR’25 Perspective-aware reasoning via imagination. Limited scene diversity testing.
Pose-Aware Decoding [21] AAAT21 Allocentric semantic map from egocentric. Needs depth and supervision.

requiring architectural modifications. The method however, uses a single static fixation and lacks
architectural adaptation or dynamic gaze mechanisms, limiting broader applicability and
scalability. Together, these works show a trend toward building flexible perception systems that
are not only multimodal and adaptive, but also grounded in biological principles.

Cross-Modal Feature Integration. Recent advances in large language, vision, and multimodal
models have greatly advanced Al agents, enabling richer reasoning and interaction across diverse
sensory inputs [218]. Beyond language and vision, modalities such as audio and touch are in-
creasingly integrated, supported by cross-modal architectures that align different signals within
a unified representation space. For instance, AVFormer [174] introduces a lightweight approach
to inject visual context into frozen speech recognition models by leveraging trainable adapters
and visual projection layers. This design enables robust audiovisual speech recognition without
requiring full model retraining. While highly data efficient and effective in zero shot settings,
AVFormer depends on separately pretrained visual and audio encoders and cannot be
optimized in an end to end manner, which may constrain its adaptability for fine grained
multimodal interaction. Similarly, Gan et al.[60] validated the integration of sound and vision
for navigation using a dual-branch Siamese network feeding into a GRU-based RL policy. While
effective in leveraging multimodal cues, the model lacked explicit spatial memory or
mapping capabilities, limiting its robustness in acoustically challenging or ambiguous
environments. Similarly, MViTac [32] proposes a self supervised contrastive learning framework
that integrates visual and tactile inputs to learn both intermodal and intramodal representations.
It achieves strong performance on material classification and grasp prediction benchmarks, but
still lags behind supervised methods in grasp prediction tasks, largely due to the limi-
tations of sparse and imbalanced training data. Building on to unify representations across
sensory modalities, Komarichev et al. [103] proposed Polyglot, a contrastive learning framework
that maps semantically related inputs, such as images, text, and audio, into a shared representation
space. While it succeeds in aligning diverse modalities, the resulting embeddings lack spatial
interpretability, failing to capture both geometric distances and topological relationships.
Together, such approaches mark an important step toward unified learning systems that integrate
perception and action, supporting the development of more adaptive grounded agents.

Research Gap 1. Recent multimodal sensory processing methods remain modality-specific,
often incurring high computational costs, and still lack a unified, efficient framework capable
of generalizing across heterogeneous sensors.

3.1.2  Egocentric-Allocentric Transformation. As discussed in Sec. 2.2.2, the goal of this module is to
mimic the act of “imagination”, reconstructing the scene from a new point of view via intermediate
geometric and symbolic abstractions.
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3D Contrusction and Scene Abstraction. To simulate how the same scene would appear from a
different viewpoint, Yang et al. [213] demonstrated that VLMs can indeed form coarse spatial layouts
from visual and textual cues. However, these layouts are often imprecise and lack a firm
grounding in the physical geometry of the scene, limiting an agent’s ability to perform
precise navigation or interaction. The core of the problem lies in memory and continuity.
Additionally, Ravi et al. [169] examined VLMs on long-horizon reasoning across frames where
objects are never co-visible and found that models lag behind human performance by 28%, with
steeper declines in accuracy (60% to 30%) as the temporal gap widens, providing trajectories or bird’s-
eye-view projections to VLMs results in only marginal improvements, whereas providing oracle 3D
coordinates leads to a substantial 20% performance increase. This highlights a core bottleneck
of multi-frame VLMs in constructing and maintaining 3D scene representations over time
from visual signals. Encouraging from this challenge, Yugay et al. [216] utilized 3D Gaussian
Splatting to construct photorealistic maps, thereby constructing a dense, geometrically accurate,
and visually rich 3D representation of the environment. This technique establishes the geometric
backbone for a true allocentric map, advancing beyond the coarse spatial layouts of earlier VLM
approaches. It produces a persistent, viewpoint-agnostic world model dedicated solely to geometry
and rendering, without any semantic layer or reasoning capability. Complementing this geometric
perspective, Yang et al. [212] proposed a structured memory architecture that accumulates multi-
view snapshots over time using frontier-based exploration. This supports long-term reasoning over
spatial layouts and object positions, allowing for visually coherent and temporally grounded scene
representations. However, it lacks a symbolic interface or capacity for linguistic querying,
limiting its general-purpose reasoning utility. As can be seen, the discrete scene abstraction
(object types, 3D boxes, headings) omits fine-grained details and uncertainty modeling, resulting
in a non-differentiable, non-probabilistic pipeline. Ma et al. [132] addressed that by proposing
SpatialPIN, integrating 3D priors, such as NeRFs and point clouds into the prompting process.
It enables VLMs to reason over spatial structure more faithfully, showing that geometry-aware
prompting can complement latent mental simulation. Though its reliance on precomputed
3D assets limits its applicability in open-world or dynamic environments. Together, these
works reveal a growing divide in the field: between systems optimized for geometric memory and
those focused on symbolic spatial abstraction, with neither achieving the full spectrum of cognitive
flexibility required for egocentric-to-allocentric transformation.

Visual Perspective-Taking. Another key requirement for efficient egocentric to allocentric con-
version is visual perspective-taking (VPT), the ability to query a rich 3D map to imagine a scene
from another viewpoint. Accordingly, Goral et al. [67] systematically evaluated existing models on
VPT tasks, in which they revealed a critical weakness: rather than performing genuine geometric
transformations, most VLMs tend to “hallucinate” the new perspective textually. Even with so-
phisticated prompts, performance fails to generalize as the model lacks multi-view fusion,
mesh representation, scene graphs, or implicit tokens for simulating viewpoint shifts.
For more explicit mechanisms, Lee et al. [109] proposed a novel method based on “mental imagery
simulation”. This approach aims to replace unstructured hallucination with a structured two-step
pipeline of abstraction and geometric projection. However, because each step is pretrained
separately and manually integrated, errors compound across stages, in which if object
detection fails (e.g., due to occlusion, clutter, or unusual objects), the entire abstraction
collapses. Moreover, Cartillier et al. [21] proposed the SMNet, which learns to project egocentric
RGB-D views into a global, allocentric semantic map using a falling-tensor memory and neural
decoding module. It enables symbolic queries such as “find the chair” and supports basic navigation
by embedding explicit object categories in space. However, it assumes near-perfect perception
and lacks mechanisms for viewpoint-conditioned simulation or tracking across time. This
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Table 5. Representative works in cognitive map for spatial reasoning.

Category Method Publication&Year Highlights Limitations
Grid-DRL [6] Nature’2018 DRL and LSTM for path-integration Fixed, supervised cues and hard-wired anchoring

Grid Cells  PF-Grids [185] NeurIPS’2019 Pattern-formation for RNN/LSTM Lacks anchoring to landmarks and drift correction

Layer PI-ANN [172] NeurIPS’2022 Evaluation on DL-based grid-cell models Grid requires specific and biologically setup
Grid-SSL [173] NeurIPS’2023 Self-supervised RNN on egocentric motion  Rely on self-motion cues; no landmark anchoring
GNN [8] DeepMind’2018 Relational GNN for topological space Lacks context-remapping; no spatial field

Place Cells Place-RNN [160] NeurIPS’2024 Similarity-based objectives for remapping  Lacks heterogeneous/multi-field coding

Layer VPC [68] NMI'2024 Visual predictive coding with self-attention Lacks focus on biological place-cell functions
FTM [31] ECCV’2024 Frontier topological memory with NeRF Only targets landmark navigation

shift replaces hallucinated imagery with structured 3D priors, providing an efficient middle ground
between full scene memory and latent reasoning.

Research Gap 2. Current methods for 3D scene construction and visual perspective-taking
remain fragmented between geometric and symbolic approaches, often relying on brittle
or hallucinated models, and thus lack unified, persistent 3D representations that combine
geometric grounding with semantic cues.

3.1.3  Cognitive Map in Agents. As described in Sec. 2.2.3, the Cognitive Map Module integrates a
grid cells layer for metric spatial representation and a place cells layer for topological, context-aware
representation, together forming an internal spatial model for reasoning in dynamic environments.
In this section, we review SOTA works within this module to examine emerging techniques and
remaining gaps toward achieving a human-like cognitive map in Al agents. Table 5 presents the
key highlights and gaps of the representative works.

Grid Cells in Cognitive Maps. To enable grid-like representations of cognitive maps in deep
learning models, several works [185], [173], [6], [172] have explored the metric features within
the neural networks. To that end, Sorscher et al. [185] links normative learning and mechanistic
attractor models by casting position-encoding learning dynamics as a pattern-formation (PF) sys-
tem, proving that representational constraints (notably nonnegativity) select hexagonal lattices,
thereby offering a principled route to the grid cells layer. By analyzing in various neural networks,
such as recurrent neural network (RNN) and long short-term neural network (LSTM), the authors
explain the efficiency of hexagonal grids within spatial representation across different network
architectures. Despite the strength of its theoretical framework, this work does not account
for several essential functions of biological grid cells in the human cognitive map, in-
cluding anchoring to external landmarks, correcting drift over extended trajectories, and
integrating with contextual and memory systems to support robust spatial reasoning.
To focus on more practical methods, Schaeffer et al. [173] trains an RNN with self-supervised
objectives (e.g., path-invariance, capacity, separation) on egocentric motion, yielding multi-modular
grid codes that generalize beyond training. Thereby, this work directly instantiates the grid cells
layer for metric encoding and path integration, offering a practical method for learning grid-like
lattices in functioning agents. However, this grid-based self-supervised learning (Grid-SSL)
approach relies primarily on self-motion cues and lacks landmark/sensory anchoring
and drift correction mechanisms and does not integrate grid codes with memory/goal
signals for long-horizon, human-like spatial reasoning. Additionally, Banino et al. [6] propose
a deep reinforcement learning (DRL)-based path-integration LSTM that develops entorhinal-like
grid units with DRL to perform vector-based navigation. This work bridges the DRL context to
our grid cells layer by forming an LSTM with a dropout-regularized linear layer to yield grid,
head-direction, border-like units and a vision module to inject place/head-direction patterns, while
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a policy LSTM consumes the current and remembered “goal grid code” to guide actions. Nev-
ertheless, this model relies on fixed, supervised cues and hard-wired anchoring, which
limits context-dependent remapping and prevents the flexible landmark integration and
memory interaction seen in human grid cells. Moreover, standing on a critics view, Schaeffer
et al. [172] critically evaluate DL-based grid cells models trained on path integration tasks, showing
that grid-like representations only emerge under highly specific and biologically implau-
sible architectural, readout, and hyperparameter choices, rather than as a natural outcome of
the task. As a result, current DL methods fail to capture key properties of biological grid
cells, including stable multi-module coding, correct period ratios, robustness to sensory
heterogeneity, and context-linked anchoring and drift correction.

Place Cells in Cognitive Maps. Recent research on place cells has increasingly focused on ex-
ploring their topological nature and contextual flexibility, from graph-based representations of
object-location relationships and mechanisms for contextual remapping to their role in linking
with episodic memory and predicting future spatial states. An early work of Battaglia et al. [8] has
introduced graph neural network (GNN) as a powerful framework for modeling relational reasoning,
where nodes and edges naturally capture the topological structure of spatial environments, making
it highly relevant to the topological coding of place cells in the cognitive map. However, such
graph-based models typically lack key biological characteristics of place-cell topology,
such as context-dependent remapping, non-uniform spatial field distributions, and inte-
gration with landmark and reward signals observed in the human cognitive map. To this
end, Pettersen et al. [160] enables the contextual-remapping of place cells in neural networks by
constructing a similarity-based objective that makes population codes mirror distances in space.
Thereby, the proposed method yields place-like representations in feedforward networks that can
flexibly reorganize their spatial maps across different contexts, achieving decorrelated activation
patterns akin to global remapping. However, the approach assumes simplified scalar context
inputs and supervised position labels, and does not capture key biological properties of
place cells such as heterogeneous field sizes and multi-field coding. Additionally, Gornet et
al. [68] presents a visual predictive coding (VPC) method with a self-attention layer that learns
latent “place-like” units anchored to visual landmarks, supporting landmark-based localization
and vector navigation much like place cells use landmark cues. However, it primarily targets
topological/vector navigation and landmark localization from vision, without modeling
key biological features of place cells. Besides, Cui et al. [31] proposes a frontier-enhanced
topological memory (FTM) that augments a graph of explored places with NeRF-rendered ghost
nodes for unseen frontiers, enabling landmark-guided navigation. Although this work aligns well
with the topological-based memory indexing role of biological place cells, it primarily targets
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Table 6. Representative works in Spatial Neural Memory Modules for embodied spatial reasoning.

Category Method Publication & Year Highlights Limitations
Spatial-Semantic BEVFormer [118] TPAMI'2024 BEV map from multi-camera Less effective than LiDAR-based methods
Eid Zin emantic SayCan [1] PMLR’2023 LLM + value functions Limited skills; poor ambiguity handling

coding Meerkat [29] ECCV’2024 Audio-visual grounding Struggles with occlusion, overlap, partial grounding.
Episodic Episodic Transformer [154] ICCV’2021 Full episode attention Needs annotations; poor real-world transfer
Memory SMT [51] CVPR’2019 Attention over unstructured memory High compute; approximation errors
Continual Memory Lu et al. [131] Preprint’2025 Prompt tuning in CLIP Evaluated only with CLIP; generalization untested
Updating HiMemFormer [200] Preprint’2024 Hierarchical memory for action Lacks adaptive memory weighting

landmark-guided navigation and does not address other complementary functions such as
contextual remapping or integration with episodic memory.

Research Gap 3. Current DL models of grid and place cells representations often succeed
only under narrow or highly specific settings, lacking generalization and failing to capture
core biological functions such as landmark anchoring, drift correction, multi-field coding, and
context-dependent remapping.

3.1.4 Spatial Neural Memory Module. Spatial intelligence necessitates the ability to perceive,
interpret, and adapt to dynamic environments. As discussed in Section 2.2.3, effective navigation and
interaction require agents to construct spatial-semantic representations, retain episodic memories,
and continuously update internal memory structures in response to environmental changes.

Spatial-Semantic Encoding. provides agents with a unified representation that binds spatial
geometry with semantic meaning. This process unfolds through grounded visual perception and non-
visual multimodal grounding. Visual SLAM remains foundational in constructing egocentric metric
maps via fused odometry, depth, and image-based data. These geometric scaffolds are enriched
by 3D scene understanding, which leverages point clouds and learned features to differentiate
object categories, surfaces, and boundaries. BEVFormer [118] is a spatiotemporal transformer
framework designed to learn bird’s-eye-view (BEV) representations directly from multi-camera
inputs, enabling accurate and efficient 3D object detection and map segmentation. By introducing
grid-shaped BEV queries with spatial cross-attention and temporal self-attention, it achieve state-
of-the-art results on various benchmark datasets. BEVFormer’s performance is still limited by
the inherent challenges of accurately inferring 3D spatial information from 2D camera
inputs, making it less effective and efficient than LiDAR-based methods. SayCan [1] grounds
large language models in robotic affordances by combining language-driven task planning with
reinforcement learned value functions that evaluate the feasibility of actions in real world contexts.
This integration enables zero shot execution of complex, temporally extended instructions with
significantly improved performance over non grounded baselines. However, SayCan is constrained
by the coverage and reliability of its pretrained skill set; if a required skill is absent or fails,
the system lacks adaptability. Moreover, it inherits the reasoning limitations of language
models, particularly in handling negation, ambiguity, and novel scenarios. Meerkat [29]
introduces the first unified audio-visual large language model that achieves fine-grained spatial
and temporal grounding by aligning image and audio features through optimal transport and cross-
modal attention. Meerkat extracts CLIP-based image and CLAP-based audio features, aligns them via
a weakly supervised Optimal Transport module (AVOpT), and refines region-level attention using
the Audio-Visual Attention Consistency Enforcement (AVACE) module. Despite the good results,
Meerkat still struggles with occluded objects and overlapping sounds, often mislocalizing
regions and capturing only partial event durations.
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Episodic Spatial Memory. Episodic memory based architectures have emerged as a powerful
paradigm for long-horizon vision and language navigation by enabling agents to reason over
extended temporal contexts. Episodic Transformer [154] is a multimodal transformer architecture
that processes the full episode history of visual observations, actions, and language instructions
to overcome the limitations of recurrent models. It employs modality-specific encoders and fuses
the encoded streams through a multimodal transformer with causal attention to predict the next
action. While effective, its performance is highly dependent on high quality synthetic
annotations, limiting its applicability in real world environments where such supervision
is scarce. Complementing this, Scene Memory Transformer (SMT) [51] introduces a memory-based
policy that stores all past observations in an unstructured memory and uses attention mechanisms
to aggregate spatio-temporal context for action selection in long-horizon tasks. Unlike RNNs or
structured memory approaches, SMT employs a transformer-based encoder-decoder architecture
trained with DRL to enable more flexible and expressive reasoning. However, its attention-based
design incurs quadratic computational cost with increasing memory size, which can
be prohibitive in extended episodes. While memory factorization reduces this complexity to
linear time, it introduces approximation that may degrade performance in more complex
scenarios. These architectures demonstrate the promise and trade-offs of transformer-based
memory systems in enabling scalable and context-aware navigation in embodied agents.

Adaptive Memory Updating. Dynamic environments demand not only memory retention but also
continual adaptation. To operate effectively in such settings, spatial reasoning agents must update
their internal models without catastrophic forgetting and flexibly accommodate changes over time
and space. Lu et al[131] introduces TPPT-V and TPPT-VT, two lightweight continual learning
strategies for CLIP that use static and learnable textual prototypes to guide visual prompt tuning.
TPPT-V anchors visual representations to fixed class text embeddings to mitigate forgetting, while
TPPT-VT jointly tunes visual and textual prompts with a diversity regularization to prevent repre-
sentation collapse and enhance adaptation. However, the method has only been evaluated with
CLIP; its generalization, computational overhead, and efficacy on other vision-language
backbones or broader continual-learning settings remain untested. Complementing these
methods, HiMemFormer [200] introduces a transformer-based architecture for online multi-agent
action anticipation by incorporating both agent-specific and global contextual memory. It hierar-
chically encodes long and short-term temporal cues, employing an Agent-to-Context Encoder to
merge agent-centric and contextual information, followed by a Context-to-Agent Decoder that
performs coarse-to-fine action prediction using short-term memories. The model is trained with
dual-stage supervision, applying cross-entropy loss to both coarse and refined predictions. But
HiMemFormer relies on fixed hierarchies for long and short-term memory without adap-
tive weighting or clear interpretability, which may limit its responsiveness to dynamic
environmental changes.

Research Gap 4. Current approaches tailored with spatial neural memory struggle to achieve
robust geometry—semantics fusion under occlusion and novelty, scalable and data-efficient
episodic reasoning, and adaptive memory updating with generalizability and interpretability.

3.1.5 Spatial Reasoning in Agents. As the executive hub of our framework, the Reasoning Module
transforms structured knowledge from the cognitive map into goal-oriented intelligent actions
through world-model-based learning and explicit spatial reasoning. This section will analyze past
research to examine how existing methods have tackled the challenge of spatial reasoning and
discuss their relationship to the core components of our proposed module.
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Table 7. Representative works in reasoning module for spatial reasoning.

Category Work Publication & Year Highlights Limitation
[74]  Nature’2025 Optimizes behavior in imagined future trajectories. Lack lti-st

Predictive World Modelling  [226] NYU’2024 Predicts future dynamics in the latent space. Stac cst 2 néus 1' i;p; asonin,
[225] UMass’2024 Integrates 3D-LLM with aligned diffusion models. ructured spatial re e

Explicit Spatial [12] CVPR’ 2025 Generates ar.ld utilizes explicit spatlfxl mformatlf)n Fails to build a unified,

. . [111] ICML’2025 Generates visual thoughts as part of the reasoning. .

Reasoning and Alignment B . Lo - dynamic world model

[206]  Ant Group’2025 Performs drawing operations in the visual space.

Predictive World Modelling. The DreamerV3 agent proposed by Hafner et al. [74] learns a predictive
world model to simulate future possibilities, which directly corresponds to the world-model-based
learning emphasized in our framework for planning. This method trains a Recurrent State-Space
Model to predict future latent states and subsequently uses an actor-critic RL approach to de-
rive optimal actions within imagined trajectories. However, its reasoning process is implicit,
with its policy being learned directly by maximizing rewards in simulation. Therefore,
this approach lacks an explicit, multi-step, and structured spatial reasoning paradigm, such as
generating intermediate representations or following a CoT process. Zhou et al. [226] presented
DINO-WM, a world model that learns to predict dynamics within the latent space of pre-trained
predictive visual features learned from DINOv2. The model achieves zero-shot visual planning
and control by optimizing a sequence of actions at test time to reach a goal state in this latent
space. However, as a JEPA-based predictive architecture, it faces notable challenges including
accurately modeling long-horizon dynamics, mitigating error accumulation during latent
rollouts, and ensuring robust generalization beyond the visual distributions seen during
pre-training. Apart from traditional DL and emerging predictive learning, Zhen et al. [225] intro-
duced 3D-VLA, a generative-based approach that utilizes diffusion models for world modelling.
By continuously predicting future multimodal scenes (e.g., images, point clouds), it realizes the
cognitive map as a predictive internal simulator to support subsequent planning. Nevertheless,
continuous generation via diffusion is highly resource-intensive and may not align with
the compact, abstracted internal mental models employed by humans for efficient reason-
ing and planning, as it can be treated as explicit scene modeling rather than the implicit,
internally maintained representations humans use.

Explicit Spatial Reasoning and Alignment. Bigverdi et al. [12] proposed the “Perception Tokens”
which align with the core idea of “Explicit Spatial Reasoning” in our reasoning module by enabling
multimodal models to generate auxiliary information, such as depth maps or bounding boxes,
as intermediate reasoning steps. This method uses a VQ-VAE to convert intermediate image
representations (like depth maps) into a tokenized format and employs a multi-task training
framework to have the model leverage these visual perception tokens for reasoning. However,
this work primarily focuses on distilling representations from specific visual tasks into a
language model, rather than building a unified, dynamic world model that can be flexibly
used for planning and prediction. The Multimodal Visualization-of-Thought (MVoT) [111]
framework introduces a reasoning paradigm for MLLMs that generates interleaved verbal and
visual thoughts, enabling the model to visualize reasoning traces for improved performance in spatial
tasks like maze navigation and environmental interactions. It corresponds with our Reasoning
Module’s emphasis on explicit spatial reasoning by constructing visual aids to support multi-step
inferences. However, MVoT is mainly concerned with generating static image visualizations
which falls short of fully realizing our neuro-inspired module’s goals. ViLaSR [206] proposes
a “drawing to reason in space” framework, which enables vision-language models to solve complex
spatial problems by drawing visual markers like bounding boxes and auxiliary lines on images.
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However, this approach remains limited, as it emphasizes external visual input without
enabling agents to simulate environmental dynamics.

Research Gap 5. Current reasoning approaches either rely on implicit world-model learning
that lacks explicit multi-step spatial reasoning, or on explicit visualization techniques that
remain task-specific, static, and tied to external inputs. As a result, no existing method offers
a unified reasoning framework that combines predictive world models with explicit, and
neuro-inspired spatial reasoning to support robust planning and goal-directed behavior.

3.2 Datasets and Emerging Applications

3.2.1 Datasets and Benchmarks. To achieve human-level spatial intelligence, agentic systems must
be evaluated on spatial reasoning tasks that align with the full spectrum of human spatial cognitive
processes. While numerous 3D vision and spatial reasoning benchmarks have been proposed for
AlJ, they are rarely organized in a way that clearly maps to specific cognitive processes observed
in humans. To this end, we address this problem by providing a systematic analysis of the most
representative benchmarks, structured according to a spatial reasoning behavior foundationed by
HAI (mentioned in Sec. 2.2.5) with the core levels: 3D perceptual inference, hidden-state inference,
and policy selection.

3D Perceptual Inference: At the level of low-level cognition, agents must be equipped to process
diverse sensory modalities, enabling perception not just through vision, but also via auditory,
motion, tactile, and bio-signal inputs.

Visual. In terms of low-level 3D visual inference, NYU Depth-v2 [182] delivers 1,449 densely
annotated indoor RGB-D frames and remains a foundational benchmark for evaluating how well
models infer depth from a single image. ObjectNet3D [207] bridges web photos and precise 3D
geometry by aligning 90k images with CAD meshes across 100 categories, making it a definitive
benchmark for joint category recognition and 6-Degree of Freedom (DoF) pose estimation under
the clutter, occlusion, and appearance variation that synthetic data rarely captures. MVSEC [227] is
recorded through an event camera, delivering microsecond-level temporal resolution, challenging
networks to handle high-speed motion and extreme lighting that ruin conventional frames. Its
synchronized IMU and LiDAR streams enable the fusion of event data with additional sensors for
tight SLAM and optical-flow benchmarks. ARKitScenes [7] provides 1.6 million RGB-D frames
with scene meshes and ARKit poses, showing what large-scale 3D indoor reconstruction looks
like “in the wild” with commodity hardware. The built-in ARKit poses make it a playground for
research on relocalization and neural rendering from casually scanned spaces. Finally, Objaverse-
XL [38] aggregates 10 million richly textured 3D assets scraped from the web, dwarfing prior shape
repositories and powering contemporary 3D generative models. Its sheer scale and category breadth
encourage zero-shot generalization and have made it the go-to corpus for novel-view synthesis
and web-scale object understanding.

Motion. Apart from visual, motion is also essential in low-level cognitive processing. DIP-
IMU [88] records 64 motion-capture sequences from 10 participants equipped with 17 Xsens inertial
sensors, yielding over 330,000 time-aligned frames with both IMU signals and optical motion capture
ground truth. As a foundational dataset for body-pose estimation from sparse sensors, it plays a key
role in equipping agentic systems with proprioceptive inference capabilities, enabling low-latency
full-body pose reconstruction when visual input is limited or absent. AMASS [134] consolidates 15
heterogeneous motion capture datasets into a unified SMPL representation, covering over 11,000
motion clips and more than 40 hours of activity from 344 subjects. Its richness in action diversity
and mesh-level consistency makes it a crucial resource for training agents to generalize across
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Table 8. Representative Datasets/Benchmarks For Spatial Reasoning Evaluation.

Decision-Making

Category Name Year Task Type Contents
NYU Depth-v2 [182] 2012  Monocular Depth Estimation Visual 1,499 depth RGB-D frame
ObjectNet3D [207] 2016 3D Object Recognition Visual 90,127 images; 100 categories
MVSEC [227] 2018 Event-based Tasks Visual 12 event streams
ARKitScences [7] 2021 3D Indoor Reconstruction Visual 1.6M RGB-D frames with meshes
Objaverse-XL [38] 2023 Novel View Synthesis Visual 10M 3D objects
DIP-IMU [88] 2018 Human Pose Estimation Motion 64 sequences; 330k instants
§ AMASS [134] 2019 3D Motion Reconstruction Motion 11k motion-SMPL pairs
@ EgoBody [221] 2022 Multi-View Motion Estimation Motion 200k+ RGB-D-SMPL pairs
o}
E ReSkin [11] 2021 Force Estimation Tactile-Force 1.2M tactile events
i 9DTact [121] 2023 6D Force Estimation Tactile-Force 100k images-torque pairs
2 FeelAnyForce [175] 2024 3D Contact Force Estimation Tactile-Force 200k indentations
? FoTa [224] 2024 Tactile Sensing Tactile 3M tactile images
5 TVL [57] 2024 Language-Tactile Descriptions Tactile 43,741 vision-DIGIT pairs
: TV-Touch [86] 2025 Robotics Visuo-Tactile Tactile 40k visual-tactile pairs
“ SoundSpaces [23] 2020 Audio-Visual Navigation Auditory 20k stereo audio-RGB pairs
1,000 h f; audio;
Ego-Ex04D [69] 2024 3D audio-vision tasks Auditory . 00 ours of; aucios
motions; multi-view video
REASSEMBLE [184] 2025 Robotic Assembly Auditory 4,551 dgrr}os W#h aud?o;
force; vision; kinematics
@ 3DMatch [217] 2017 Point Cloud Recall Geometrical 70k RGB-D images
§ CLEVR [96] 2017 VQA Topological 100k RGB-D images; 1M QA
5 BOP [84] 2018 6D Pose Estimation Geometrical 89 objects; 339k RGB-D images
;E 3D Scene Graph [4] 2019 3D Graph Prediction Topological 572 scene graphs
2 SCAN2CAD [5] 2019 9-DoF alignment Geometrical 97,607 key-point pairs
= .
S Spatiotemporal/ .
& .
g AGQA [71] 2021 VQA Topological 9.6k videos; 192M QA
é MindCube [215] 2025 VQA Mental Simulation 3,268 images; 21,154 QA
= ical
s 3DSRBench [133] 2025 VoA Geometrical 2,772 QA from MS-COCO
Topological
IntPhys2 [14] 2025  Dynamic Physical Inference Spatiotemporal 1,416 videos
Mental Simulation/ 13,172 images; 3,808 videos;
SITE [199] 2025 VoA Abstract Reasoning and 8,068 QA
D - -
g AI2THOR [102] 2017  Navigation/Manipulation ~ Decision-Making > c80centric environment
2 simulator
5 3D simulator with
3 TDW [59] 2020 Navigation/Manipulation Decision-Making audio and visual
> 3D i t with
2 Habitat 2.0 [189] 2021 Navigation/Manipulation Decision-Making environment wit
= multi-sensory
) L - . . Interactive 3D environment with
iGibson 2.0 [112] 2022 Navigation/Manipulation Decision-Making logical states
Habitat 3.0 [163] 2023 Human Robot Interaction Interactive 3D environment with SMPL

and multi-agents

complex motion patterns, supporting both motion synthesis and temporal reasoning grounded in
physical embodiment. EgoBody [221] captures 36 subjects in 125 indoor scenes using a unique
hybrid setup: one actor wears a HoloLens2 headset to collect egocentric RGB-D, head pose, and
gaze data, while external cameras simultaneously record ground-truth SMPL meshes. With over
200,000 paired frames linking first-person perception to third-person full-body motion, EgoBody
enables agents to learn from both embodied and allocentric viewpoints, bridging perceptual input
with internal motion states in dynamic spatial contexts.

Tactile and Force Feedback. As tactile is a robust sensing modality for bio-inspired agentic
spatial reasoning, ReSkin [11] couples a magnet-particle elastomer “skin” with a self-calibrating
board to stream dense 3-axis magnetic-field readings at kilohertz rates, resulting in 1.2 million
event regime. It captures slips, taps and impacts that potentially let the agents learn to localise
micro-forces with the same spatial acuity human Merkel cells provide. 9DTact [121] extends

Preprint (September 2025).



Mind Meets Space: Rethinking Agentic Spatial Intelligence from a Neuroscience-inspired Perspective 39

optical GelSight ideas into a 32 mm cube sensor and releases 100 k image-torque pairs over 175
objects; its pixel-accurate 3-D height fields plus full 6-D force labels teach agents to infer both
geometry and wrench from a single touch, a prerequisite for reasoning about object affordances
in clutter. FeelAnyForce [175] gathers 200 k robot-controlled indentations on GelSight-Mini
while logging RGB-D and force vectors, then shows a transformer that generalises across unseen
sensors. Fota [224] aggregates more than 3 million tactile frames from 13 different sensors and 11
tasks into one unified format, enabling the formation of foundation tactile model that supports
long-horizon manipulations and mirrors how large-vision corpora seeded visual commonsense in
LLM. TVL [57] bridges sensory and semantic space with 44k in-the-wild vision-touch pairs, which
are annotated mostly from GPT-4V, enabling open-vocabulary tactile captioning. TV-Touch [86]
provides 40k paired DigiT images and stereo RGB frames for dexterous gripper scenes, forming a
3D visuo-tactile benchmark that unifies grasp planning and force prediction. This benchmark can
potentially become a high-level testbed for policy-centred agents.

Auditory. Regarding auditory sensing, SoundSpaces [23] augments the photorealistic Mat-
terport3D and Replica worlds with geometrical-acoustic simulations, providing more than 20k
stereo room-impulse-response/RGB pairs that let agents “hear” a target and learn audio-visual way-
finding under realistic reverberation and occlusion. Ego-Exo04D [69] scales auditory perception
into the social realm, curating 1,000 hours of multichannel audio synchronised with egocentric
head-mounted video, exocentric multi-view cameras, 3-D point clouds, IMU, gaze and rich language
commentary of skilled activities; by aligning what the actor hears with external observations, it
trains agents to reason jointly from “inside” and “outside” perspectives during complex human
motion. REASSEMBLE [184] turns sound into a manipulation cue: its 4,551 contact-rich assembly
demonstrations record microphone waveforms alongside force-torque, event-camera, and multi-
view RGB streams on the NIST Task Board, giving agents the multimodal evidence needed to
predict subtle contact events, verify insertions, and plan corrective actions when visual data alone
is ambiguous.

Hidden-State Inference: Hidden-state inference demands that an agents reconstruct what it cannot
directly observe, such as latent geometry, topology, dynamics, and causal relations, and the current
benchmark landscape targets these facets in complementary ways. 3DMatch [217] learns local
3-D patch descriptors from 70k RGB-D fragments captured in noisy indoor scans, challenging
models to recover geometric-based point-cloud correspondences despite occlusion and partial
views. CLEVR [96] focuses on Visual Question Answering (VQA) with 100k rendered scenes and 1
M template-controlled questions, forcing agents to topologically track object attributes and spatial
relations that are implicit rather than visible at first glance. BOP [84] aggregates 339k RGB-D
images of 89 real objects across multiple setups, providing pixel-accurate meshes and ground-truth
6-DoF poses so that hidden geometric features must be inferred under heavy clutter. 3D Scene
Graph [4] converts whole ScanNet reconstructions into 572 hierarchical graphs (e.g., building-
room-object-camera), evaluating whether a model can induce the latent relational topology of an
environment rather than mere geometry. SCAN2CAD [5] aligns CAD models to 1k Matterport
scans via 97k manually annotated key-point correspondences, demanding 9-DoF alignment that
links unseen canonical shape priors to noisy real scans. Moreover, AGQA [71] provides a VQA
baseline for spatiotemporal reasoning by pairing 9.6k synthetic videos with 192 M questions whose
logic chains span multiple events. Therefore, agents must integrate hidden causal states across long
temporal windows. MindCube [215] distills spatial-mental-simulation into 3,268 cube-stack images
and 21,154 VQA-based questions that require imagining unseen faces and inside-out rotations,
directly probing the ability to run internal mental models for spatial reasoning. 3DSRBench [133]
introduces 2,762 open-vocabulary 3D questions over COCO scenes, intertwining both geometric and
topological cues so the model must infer implicit spatial relations beyond labeled objects. IntPhys
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2 [14] delivers 1,416 photorealistic videos of object violations (permanence, solidity, continuity,
immutability), testing whether systems can foresee physically plausible trajectories and flag hidden
violations as infants do. Finally, SITE [199] also design a VQA that unifies 13,172 images, 3,808
videos, and 8,068 multi-choice prompts across scales from figural to environmental. It adds novel
“view-taking” and dynamic-scene tasks so that spatial reasoning models must reconstruct intrinsic
vs. extrinsic frames and unseen motion paths to answer correctly. Together these benchmarks trace
a continuum from latent geometry to abstract mental simulation, providing the scaffolding needed
to train and evaluate agents that reason beneath the surface.

Policy Selection: At this level, spatial reasoning research leans on photorealistic simulators that
let agents learn end-to-end decision-making under realistic physics and multisensory feedback.
AI2-THOR [102] set the stage with 120 household scenes, whose physics-driven arm enables agents
to co-optimise where to navigate and how to manipulate objects. ThreeDWorld (TDW) [59]
raises the ceiling with near-photoreal visuals, high-fidelity spatial audio, cloth-and-liquid physics,
a generative scene engine, and multi-agent support—exposing policies to cross-modal cues and
complex material dynamics unavailable in earlier platforms. Habitat 2.0 [189] pivots from static
navigation to interactive rearrangement, combining GPU-accelerated rigid-body physics with thou-
sands of scanned apartments so an agent must decide both where to move and how to reconfigure
its surroundings. iGibson 2.0 [112] complements this with a logic-state sampler that spawns
endless task variations (cook, slice, soak, freeze) and a VR teleoperation interface, supporting
curriculum design and imitation learning for long-horizon household activities. Pushing toward
social intelligence, Habitat 3.0 [163] introduces controllable humanoid avatars, accurate SMPL
physics, and human-in-the-loop collaboration benchmarks, creating a sandbox where agents must
negotiate shared goals with simulated people before venturing into real homes.

3.2.2 Emerging Applications of Al Spatial Intelligence. The spatial reasoning in agents is reflected
in its wide-ranging applications across both virtual and physical domains, from immersive digital
interfaces to real-world robotic systems.

Virtual Applications: Virtual applications are increasingly demanding Al systems with the capa-
bility of interpreting and responding to spatial context.

Virtual Assistance Systems. Agentic spatial reasoning is enabling assistance systems to move
beyond basic dialogue toward context-aware, physically grounded interaction. Equipped with
tools such as Meta’s Project Aria [49], agents can interpret spatial language (e.g., “behind the
cabinet”), localize the user, and map relevant objects in real time. This capability supports emerging
applications from everyday retail assistance to technical maintenance, where AR devices can
highlight precise components directly within the user’s view.

Immersive Virtual and Extended Reality. Agentic spatial reasoning is poised to become a
cornerstone of immersive virtual and extended reality (VR/XR), empowering agents to perceive,
interpret, and act seamlessly within persistent 3D environments. As industries invest heavily in
the metaverse vision, through platforms like Meta Quest [140] and photorealistic systems such as
Codec Avatars [139], agents with spatial thinking can bring these worlds to life. They enable NPCs
that navigate virtual spaces with human-like awareness, adapt to user positions, and maintain
natural, context-rich interactions. This means VR agents can guide human avatars through social
hubs and virtual games by leveraging terrain for strategic advantage within a shared workspace.

Embodied Physical Applications: Agentic spatial intelligence holds significant potential for robotics
applications, enabling embodied systems to perceive, reason, and act autonomously in complex,
unstructured environments. Many modern robots (e.g., Tesla Optimus [191]) have already integrated
large foundation models for perception and control, and equipping them with spatial reasoning
capabilities would further enhance their ability to plan in dynamic spaces, and adapt behaviors to
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Fig. 15. Applications from Agentic Spatial Intelligence, including (a) Virtual and (b) Physical Applications.

complex tasks. This advancement would accelerate the development of versatile robotic platforms
capable of operating effectively across service, industrial, and assistive domains.

Embodied Household Assistance. Spatial reasoning enables household robots to understand
room layouts, track object locations, and efficiently plan for tasks such as fetching items, rearranging
furniture, or assisting with meal preparation. For instance, a robot equipped with LiDAR mapping
and semantic perception could navigate to the kitchen, locate a specific mug in a cupboard, and
bring it to the user in the living room while avoiding pets and clutter along the way.

Industrial and Manufacture Robot Platform. Spatial intelligence allows industrial robots to
map factory floors, coordinate with other machines, and adapt their paths in real time to avoid
collisions or bottlenecks. For example, autonomous mobile robots in Amazon warehouses use
LiDAR, vision, and predictive path planning to deliver shelves to pickers efficiently, while robotic
arms adjust their motions dynamically when working alongside human operators.

Healthcare Assistant Robots. In medical settings, spatial reasoning enables robots to interpret
complex room geometries, maintain precise localization, and coordinate movement around patients,
staff, and equipment while executing context-specific tasks. For instance, robots can autonomously
navigate crowded hospital corridors to deliver medication, reposition equipment in surgical theaters,
or assist patients at home by locating and fetching essential items while avoiding obstacles.

4 Future Direction

Based on our proposed computational framework (Sec. 2.2) and recent research gap (RG) of SOTA
works (discussed in Sec. 3.1), this section will examine key future research directions for achieving
human-like spatial reasoning capability in future agentic systems.

4.1 Bio-inspired Multimodal Sensing

Contemporary Al systems primarily rely on static, pre-defined modality pipelines, lacking the
dynamic, context-aware integration found in biological perception (RG-1 in Sec. 3.1.1). To approach
human-like spatial intelligence in agents, future research must incorporate both active and passive
sensing mechanisms that adaptively attend to task-relevant multimodal inputs.

Biological Spatial Intelligence. Beyond the human-inspired sensory, bio-signals enhanced by
Brain—Computer Interfaces (BCI) offer a promising channel for Al spatial intelligence by capturing
physiological states for human-agent communication [229], thereby guiding agent spatial behavior
(e.g., navigation) [73]. Non-invasive BCI methods utilize brain signals, such as Electroencephalog-
raphy (EEG), Magnetoencephalography (MEG), Functional MRI (fMRI), each of which offers
high temporal/spatial resolution neural recording for Al-driven brain decoding (e.g., visual im-
agery) [22], leading to immersive human-agent interaction [80]. Parallely, Electromyography
(EMG), particularly Wrist-based surface EMG (sEMG), records skeletal muscle activity to decode
gestures, effort, and coordination [183], enabling the translation of muscle activity into real-time
interfaces for gesture recognition, silent typing, and direct muscular communication [171, 183].
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Sensing Framework with Bottom-Up and Top-Down Attention. Developing sensing methods that
integrate bottom-up perception driven by salient environmental cues and top-down attention guided
by internal goals and task relevance. Such combination allows agents to dynamically prioritize
and adapt their sensory intake based on changing contexts, rather than relying solely on static,
pre-trained modality pipelines of recent AI methods. Emerging backbone lies in transformer-based
attention mechanisms, whose predictive nature and contextual flexibility make them well-suited
for modeling both top-down and bottom-up perceptual processes [91].

Brain-inspired Sensing with Spiking-based Encoding. In biological systems, perception is not only
multimodal but also inherently time-sensitive, with neural representations shaped by the precise
timing of spikes across modalities. Therefore, integrating spiking neural networks (SNNs) into
the modality-specific encoders presents a compelling opportunity. With the discrete event-driven
spikes feature, combining SNNs with traditional neural networks, such as convolution-based [178]
and transformer-based [72], can enhance temporal resolution and contextual reasoning, forming a
hybrid processing pipeline that more faithfully captures the richness of human-like perception.

Research Direction 1. Future bio-inspired multimodal sensing systems should integrate
dynamic, context-aware attention and event-sensitive neural encoding to achieve human-like
spatial perception across varied environments.

4.2 Spatial Perspective Taking

In terms of perspective taking, current Al systems struggle with reliably converting between
egocentric and allocentric spatial frames, often treating this transformation as an implicit byproduct
rather than modeling it explicitly (RG-2 in Sec. 3.1.2). In contrast, biological systems perform
flexible perspective shifts through specialized brain regions, highlighting the need for future spatial
reasoning research to develop dedicated mechanisms for such transformations.

Cross-View Learning and Alignment. A key challenge in egocentric—allocentric transformation is
the ability to align observations across different viewpoints, particularly when scenes are only par-
tially observed. Cross-view learning offers a pathway for agents to learn viewpoint-invariant spatial
representations by contrasting or associating multiple perspectives of the same environment [36].
Emerging backbone techniques include contrastive learning and self-supervised alignment frame-
works with contrastive loss of single and multiple viewpoints [53] and DINO-based self-supervised
objectives [150] for map-view matching between egocentric and allocentric viewpoints.

Bidirectional Frame Conversion. To support human-like spatial reasoning, agents must be able
to flexibly convert between egocentric and allocentric frames in both directions, depending on
the task context. This requires architectures that can learn structured spatial transformations and
selectively recall or update representations anchored to different reference frames. Promising back-
bone techniques include transformer-based sequence-to-structure models (e.g., ViT) for structural
mapping and attention routing [24], enabling modular and context-aware internal frame switching
across perceptual and memory systems.

Research Direction 2. Future spatial perspective-taking systems should develop explicit
mechanisms for bidirectional egocentric—allocentric transformations to enable flexible, task-
adaptive spatial reasoning across diverse viewpoints.
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4.3 Internal Cognitive Map Modelling

Although spatial mapping techniques have advanced, current Al agents still lack an internal model
that coherently captures structural and semantic information for general spatial reasoning. In
contrast, biological cognitive maps can flexibly illustrate the world via topology, geometry, and
episodic context (RG-3 in Sec. 2.2), highlighting key directions for developing such capabilities in
Al agents. Therefore, future research should focus on developing hybrid cognitive map architectures
that unify topological, metric, and semantic representations into a flexible and context-aware spatial
memory system.

Hybrid Metric-Topological Representation. To navigate effectively, agents must combine the
strengths of both metric precision and topological generalisation, just as humans leverage Euclidean
distances for fine control and graph-like structures for flexible route planning. However, most
current systems isolate these two representations, resulting in either overly rigid or overly abstract
behaviours when faced with spatial uncertainty. Unifying these two forms via GNN, enhanced with
successor representations or local coordinate anchors, offers a path toward cognitively grounded
spatial models that balance generalisation with geometric fidelity [202].

Hierarchical Spatial Abstraction. Human cognition structures space hierarchically, allowing
flexible reasoning across scales—from objects in a room to navigating across cities. In contrast,
existing Al systems lack such layered abstraction, making their spatial reasoning either too granular
or too coarse for complex, goal-directed tasks. As a future direction, Hierarchical graph learning with
knowledge graph [93] or graph-based contrastive framework [114] provide a feasible foundation
to model this abstraction dynamically, thereby potentially enabling the formation of internal world
representation with their robust in-context inference and topological structure.

Context Mapping. To act intelligently, an agent must go beyond geometry and understand what
entities are, what they afford, and how they relate to goals—mirroring the semantic grounding
found in human spatial cognition. Yet most Al maps are purely geometric, lacking the capacity to
bind visual inputs to meaningful, actionable concepts. Integrating the retrieval of spatial memory
with auto-regressive architectures such as VLMs and spatially-aware transformers [28], with a
decision-making layer using DRL methods can enable dynamic memory mapping with efficient
contextual retrieval.

Research Direction 3. Future internal cognitive map systems should develop hybrid archi-
tectures that integrate topological, metric, and semantic representations to enable flexible,
context-aware spatial reasoning across diverse scales and tasks.

4.4 Adaptive Spatial Memory Systems

As noted in RG-4 of Sec. 3.1.4, current Al agents rely on shallow or static memory mechanisms that
lack semantic binding, episodic recall, or long-term consolidation. In contrast, biological systems
leverage a hierarchical memory architecture for flexible recall and continual integration, suggesting
future spatial reasoning should move toward dynamic, multi-scale memory models inspired by
hippocampal-cortical interactions.

Semantic-Spatial Memory Integration. Robust action planning requires an agent to know not just
where things are but also what they are and how they can be used. Therefore, binding semantics
to spatial nodes creates long-term knowledge that supports affordance reasoning, and multi-step
goal execution. To this end, lingual-based modality serves as the backbone for semantic binding,
in which the generalization from recent language models can support the spatial processing via
supervised fine-tuning (SFT) [151] or post-training methods (e.g., RLHF, DPO) [151].
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Dual-Tier Episodic Architecture. In dynamic space, agents need a fast, high-resolution memory
buffer for recent experiences while still retaining condensed traces of older episodes for days or
weeks. Therefore, designing a memory architecture that emphasizes both active and static episodic
memory is essential for agents, as processing 3D space requires a large amount of resources. Without
this split, either the memory overflows or the agent forgets events vital for future reasoning. A
hot/cold arrangement mirrors hippocampal replay and enables one-shot learning plus durable
recall. A promising future direction for efficient spatial memory in agents is to integrate flexible
neural codec compression, leveraging bits-back coding [82] and deep-learning-based entropy
models [117] for cold storage of 3D space, with transformer-based memory architectures that
support long-context episodic interactions [26].

Continual Memory Update. Deploying agents in the real world requires integrating unfamil-
iar layouts and objects without degrading existing knowledge. Naive fine-tuning often leads to
catastrophic forgetting, where updated weights overwrite core representations and destabilize navi-
gation. To address this, lifelong learning mechanisms should preserve stable spatial representations
while selectively incorporating novel scene information, allowing the map to expand coherently
over time. Promising directions include modular memory architectures that localize updates to
relevant submodules, preventing global interference, and dynamic capacity allocation via growable
or sparsely activated networks to maintain scalability. Predictive coding frameworks can further
stabilize learning by guiding updates to minimize sensory prediction errors, ensuring that spatial
knowledge is refined consistently as new experiences are acquired.

Consolidation Replay. Humans replay salient experiences during rest to strengthen useful associa-
tions and prune noise, a process that agents should emulate. Without replay, semantic-spatial links
drift and the map fragments as environments change. Future work should explore saliency-based
replay prioritization using reward cues, and generative replay to simulate diverse past experi-
ences [179]. Cross-modal replay can strengthen multimodal associations. Also, integrating replay
with temporal credit assignment will enhances reasoning over long-horizon tasks [201].

Research Direction 4. Future adaptive spatial memory systems should develop dynamic, multi-
scale architectures inspired by biological processes to enable robust, scalable, and continually
updating spatial reasoning across diverse environments.

4.5 Spatial Inference with Predictive Nature

Although strong spatial representations have been developed, a major challenge lies in how agentic
systems can actively leverage these representations for efficient and context-aware reasoning
(RG-5 in Sec. 3.1.4). To address this, future research should prioritize enabling the predictive nature
of spatial representations, forming an interactive world model that simulates potential outcomes
and guides decision-making. Moreover, such a world model must be tightly aligned with not only
real-world signals but also the human preference to prevent hallucinations and maintain both
consistent spatial awareness and trustworthiness throughout spatial reasoning.

Predictive Learning Frameworks. Reasoning improves when the world model can accurately
forecast how the cognitive map will evolve after hypothetical moves, supporting shortcut discovery,
detour evaluation, and risk-aware planning. By training latent-dynamics models to perform multi-
step look-ahead and to expose prediction uncertainty, the agent gains a “mental simulator” that
guides decisions before acting. Promising backbones lies on 3D generaive modeling (e.g., Genie
3 [37] and visual predictive learning [108], in which the former can model the 3D world, providing
the agents capability of understanding the 3D environment, while the latter enable the visual-centric
predictive manner for agentics’ spatial reasoning, mimic the predictive nature of human brain.
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Spatial-aware Explicit Alignment. Even a well-trained world model can falter when its internal
representations drift from the underlying geometry and semantics established by earlier map-
ping stages. To ensure consistency across perception, memory, and reasoning, explicit alignment
mechanisms are essential. Incorporating spatial-equivariant architectures or post-training
alignment objectives that tether reasoning embeddings to ground-truth topology and view-
point transformations enhances multi-step inference and mitigates hallucination. Future
agents can further benefit from spatial-centric backbones such as Visual-of-Thought (VoT) [111]
and preference optimization with spatial task-centric [210], where structured alignment is learned
through reasoning-guided preference feedback over spatial tasks.

Affective Reasoning. In addition to physical and causal knowledge, humans use emotional and
social commonsense to anticipate intentions and adapt behavior. Affective reasoning allows agents
to interpret “why” actions are taken, not just “what” is possible. For example, people tend to avoid
collisions, follow social norms, and move toward goals they value [124]. By integrating affective
priors with the predictive world model, the agent can infer motivations, model social dynamics,
and adapt reasoning strategies accordingly [85]. Neurosymbolic affective knowledge bases such
as SenticNet [19] provide the structured representation needed to encode these priors, enabling
richer, human-aligned spatial reasoning in complex environments.

Research Direction 5. Future spatial thinking systems should develop predictive, interactive
world models aligned with real-world and human preferences to enable trustworthy, context-
aware reasoning and planning across dynamic environments.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we proposed a conceptual computational framework through the lens of neuroscience
framework for Agentic Spatial Intelligence, paving the way to achieve the human spatial intelligence
in agentic systems. Following the neuroscience foundations, we defined the category of spatial
reasoning behaviours through the basis of neuroscience models. Building upon these components,
we conducted a framework-oriented analysis on recent representative works, identifying gaps and
limitations in current approaches from a neurocognitive perspective. In addition, we systematically
reviewed and categorized recent benchmarks and datasets based on our defined spatial reasoning
behaviours, offering a cognitively grounded lens for evaluating agentic spatial reasoning. Finally,
we outlined future research directions for each module, highlighting promising techniques that
align with both biological principles and emerging machine learning paradigms. Altogether, this
work offers a general perspective that providing a landscape to structure the design of spatial
reasoning, paving a principled path toward building agents capable of flexible, human-aligned
spatial intelligence.
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