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Abstract

In trajectory planning for offline reinforcement learning, conventional autoregressive planning
methods suffer from performance limitations due to error accumulation effects. While diffusion
models have recently been introduced to this domain to mitigate error accumulation through their
exceptional distribution modeling capabilities, existing approaches still face performance
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challenges when generating long-horizon trajectories in high-dimensional action spaces. To ad-
dress this, we propose a Key-State-Conditioned Diffusion Models for Trajectory Planning method
that integrates key states with diffusion models. Our approach extracts critical state features from
original trajectories and combines them with conditional diffusion generative models for trajectory
planning, effectively transforming the traditional autoregressive planning paradigm into a key
state-conditioned generation problem. This method not only maintains temporal continuity in gen-
erated trajectories but also significantly enhances planning performance. Extensive experiments
conducted on multiple D4RL benchmark environments, including Gym-Mujoco, Maze2d, AntMaze,
and Adroit, demonstrate that our method outperforms existing approaches in both trajectory plan-
ning performance and algorithmic robustness.
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1. 5|8

5 A62% 2] (Reinforcement Learning, RL)TENLAS A$EHI[1] [2]. BB M3 )% FHRFELS PRI E
K T1. SR, ARG R smtb 22 ST TN 22 A A vy A A RS [ A kG, fEdbiy s, Bkmibs
>](Offline Reinforcement Learning) i@ isk 1| FH s £ S22 AT SRMEARAL , A RCEE [ S0 22 BLFR KR, BT K
J& 2 U ) RGN [4]. A CRE Z MU J7:: Fujimoto 5 N2 HALIXZAIK Q %] (Batch-
Constrained Q-Learning, BCQ) [5]532%, AT ALY Q 521 By ¥ FINLA] & L) A KR S [A]; Kumar 55
MR RS Q 242 5% (Conservative Q learning, CQL) [6], 171 1y 784/ E B8 B0 51N IE W4k I LLE 3T B
SEQ {HMI I Kidambi 25 A& H (1928 T4 8 (1) 25 28 5 44 2% > 57 (Model-based Offline Reinforcement
Learning, MOReL) [ 7]} g it #4) et PR IR A5 20 Sfe 5% 55 2658 HL IR R 2K

SR, AL R B 2k Al 7 ) J7 VA 2R R I 25 TR T T e v 22 Bk B 1R SRR 77 v 52 R - 1
AT R ZEAE I SRS ) BRI 5 R 22 o 3 B OB T e 2 LS IR B BN AS (8]0 b Ab, HE
T Q (B AN T 7 V2 M LU AT RIS 0T #5142 Jih 3% 5% 145 FH 432 7] 8 (Credit Assignment Problem, CAP),
[ B 52 B T B8 2R B R I IR I o3 A, AR SR 51 5 52 53 A A% B 2R (9]

A RSB () B R TN R S 25 2 ST FERE T BTk AT . WP K P A AR S AR G R g TR AR 2
G R T ARG R IEARRINELL, K7 TR A B 7 P AR ) /5, e B SRy AR 35 . Bk
Transformer 5.y%(Trajectory Transformer, TT) [10]2 5] X\ Transformer ZE44[11], FIHE BER IHLHIA
MHFTORE - MERFF K BRI R . 3K Transformer (Decision Transformer, DT) [12]#f—5 ¥ stk
VB MPNT A TAT DS, 8 RN X 260K 7 S 08 2 i DR % 82 3RAIE

AR, §HUR A (Diffusion Model)7E I AE e ISR 1S 0 25 it 13], oAU R B AL 138 TR
[14]o Janner 55 ANSEH 1 e T4 HUS R G54 (10 2% 1 A4 CEERR SRS Diffuser [15], 3l S fald Hoe #4242 i
SRR AT VNI A, AT 2T BUSE R A RITE A ME TR ST, XKD EE N S AR 5
BB IMEZR AT, ARG T B BE77E R RAR R ZE A 2 AT A 1] R B A A A IR B AR
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“7 [ I e L HH 1) 2RSS AR e 0, S O SR R B A B A R

SR, A T4 B AL PR SR 2R R 7 VAT A AE DG SRR 20 -

1) BHPRHES SIMA R . BUA 7 iE Z X SR A EUIE I 3 R AR () A%, 3 SO DT ALt ;4
SRR . FALEE R 5 520 B 22 i AN = AN e YR R, I BRI B s T A AR R R )
BRI L% T 5 1Y) 5 0 AR AR RE )

2) B AE I RBRE: AR MES T, MELVAEREIMESE, HARSRARA RS T
A R R LR T R e A B R

3) ARG AL P ) j . TGy S8R 51 S AL AT RE T BUS AL A T AR BUICHE SR XI5 25 =
G AT BN 23 Y 25 5 0] SR R ] SEE

BT EIRBRER, AHEFEHR T —FhBE T OCHEIRES 19 HIOB AL B2 BRI 77 7 (K ey-State-Conditioned Dif-
fusion Models for Trajectory Planning, KSDP), A [ & B 5igk il
® HE T — Rl Transformer I 57 &AL 5 B-VAE RFE K46 TR & 2244, MR PIE R HEEUE AR

RIS SR SO R BEARRAE
® g R T OCHRAS SR A IO, sl i R B S A B EHRCR A A, FRRRA B )

R OREN VR NI B ) B AT AT o
© R BE TR AN T I LR SN, I S A R AR TR A S A O R R o AR AR S

2. BEF XK BAR BN Y
2.1, RBRERI

FEARBEF TN, KBRS ORI RERAE IR T T NI 2 KOIRZS 17 51 ) 2 25 Py
fiE. XEERFRS MU T B P L RAZ OB EE R, THE ML RO PR, A 5 8
BT SR AL s M A 2k AN, DU BRGR OR L BERPIRASBE . FEE A HIESS P Bl 1) S A% RIS
FRARBE XS RAAE SR B ) 1By oK o SRBEIRZAS IR B S AR TR AE B RIS, 8 I X BZ #i k) B
RE R R SCHPIRESRE . 4K, Transformer ZER PRILAE B AR 75 AL B AU 2 25 RO 26 32 5 0E,
PO AE T8 B R AP (Self-Attention) 7 R PP 51 70 2 (A BT B ARMOR &, X — 4 PEAE AR AR B
Iy i I I €, JC i i SR B o B A . PR, FRATTHE S Transformer 5
TYIE S BORBARAS 1 B R SO R AE

B AU REARIIE RN 7 = (5,001,845, 100,57 ) » Hoh s e RS FRIRE, a e RS RRE,
reR® LR, B, FATTEE BRI TE A g B bR J0L « 2 —MKBEA TR,
B AES I R0 HORES « SRR BN, BN 8 N GE SUN x, =[s,.a,,r,] « SRTTENIEZ AL IR
A7 () AN AR il 2 () B A R IMEARAFAEZE S e N T G — Y R N R, FRATTIE I ST i) 4 e 2 R R &
B WUR 2 4— R0 d, , PRGNS — B DA -
e(’)st'st—i-b, e(’):m~at+ba,e£')=m'1;+br @9)]

Horb e R, W, e R, I e RO OB SEME, b ARERE. B LRI, R, 5
PR AR B SR R OZERE o, SNBOROVR 0 | P . B U8t W A S I 9T B e
TN Eene,ne, € RP™ . e RAET WAL ¢ {152 405 .

Transformer BT FE T G152 o] 45 (RNN) U I 45K, 5% 4 M 21 T 210 BLR A 30 P 51K
BRI, SN TG 2 RIS 1 R A M 2R B4 S BB TR X 43 e 9 o 6 2 1O P
A 78 31 A B A L LU RS 1 T R ] S B K s 3
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Figure 1. Embedding layer schematic diagram
E 1. RABTREE

154 B 26 %63 7 B Y iS (Absolute Positional Encoding)if i 4% AN I [R] 5 8 I 3] 22 (0 1E 5% - 4% 5% bR Bk
A ) ROk RN E . AR, X B OTIELE R T A ] BEME LA R A RS I PO R, JUH RS
BIAE AN Jih 2 18] B ARG B AR A B AR AT o ik, FRATR A Shaw 55 A& H AR XS £ B 4 i (Relative Po-
sitional Encoding, RPE) [16]. 5% I4axt i B gt A, 1207 il @8 5 e i & i 1 j 1A
XTEEES j — i, SRR A S KRN RE /T ARSI R, WoE R R k. EHE
FEL 10 B 5 48 8 -

clipped_distance = clip (=i, ~Kypy > Krpax ) )

ety kg BTN 75 S8 A R RAFDRT B, 6 L3S L 10 2 e T, R 0T B B A B [ s K | TR R
WD TR SRR, FRR I BE B A 1 RS A o FERRIE R EE R IHLE R, 3 JIRCE B A (Query)
g (Key) I S T 5

Attention (Q, K, V') = softmax [ ?/I;_: ]V 3)
K o=XxW,, K=XW,, V=XW, il SAMEERE, w, w, W, a3 MR . KRS
W T O A K NG S, Z8E 1 I [RE 2 (R ARG AL B O &R o AFGA7 B g il i AEVE R 1 0 Bh sl
7 BB e B, 2 AR R T R B S AT PRV OKT I 51NN B R R HERE RPE,
T TE T 50 2 o i A AT B oG R

“

T
Attention (0, K, ) = softmax (M]V

7
Hrr, RPE e R™ 2 ML E M EIFE, HFEHIIITR RPE, , Fonhi B i 1 j Z WA EE R,
AL R 2 S A e AL I AR TR Sh A e B S B N IRD D RO RE 7, i A a7 B0 X B A I TR AP AT )
EALI . RN FAEE 2 Sk B B, AR RRHER R M. 2 S HLEIEE AN R A AT S
BT, RIMRHERIERE
head,, = Attention (QW,2,KW,< VW, (5)
M = Concat (head, ,head,,---,head,, ) ¥, (6)

Hor, W, WK, W Nt BOREIOREAEEE, m NIERREG W, e R R 4 e
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B 752k HE S I 56 87 A R RHIE S B, i M a5 22 1% 42 (Residual Connection) 5 /2 14
—4k.(Layer Normalization)#2 N\ H 4> 3% 32 2 2H AT i e 22 I 265, i ik ReLU B0 R 05 NJEZR MR IA g
BRI MAT R 2 W 28 S22 T — AN FEAR ) B R SCRMESR S e, 8 B S S T SR B B b
REEM, WIE 2 s,

—HH=
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Figure 2. Transformer encoder architecture diagram
[& 2. Transformer 4mfS &3 2510 E]

~

Transformer #ufidaefii i) M e R™ HEFE M LT XELE, HBTIHEHE TRNTIINYERE, 1)
AIREEL B TURECA R MAE B . Nk — PR EOCHDIRAS R, AT M MANE -5 B MWD %= (8-
Variational Autoencoder, f-VAE) [17]#8 84, DUERRIEARE 2~ g(z| M) - o HEEEGEPERAE, RN
TREE R IS B TS AT S5 o MRS 2838 70 A BT 5 AR, A 28 1) N AH ATDIR 25 0 St
WREFHE z, fy AR BTN = AR XSRS R EE o, Bg(a,ls,,s,,,,2) « BEIIEBFIBHAMUE N
Rt 2 B 2RISR, AR R B E PO A LS, IR AE T —/ N AR . B-VAE
BRI B bRas & 7 BN KL B, il Ok A ARG FRE AP0 S5 A 40 A1 11 18 Ak, «

L,=E, , [i”at -D,(a, |s,,SH1,z)||z ~B-Dy (E,(z| M) p(z)):| (7

Herp S — UM AR RS 25 TN S AR AN SR GG I T SR B A, ORI B IIRAE 4 e e AR i 2 AIRES
Fea s oL N EMENEF S a BIBE . 55 319 KL (Kullback-Leibler) AU BT, 23R J SGHIRARAAES >
W E, (2| M) 55K p(2) ZIMFHEIERE. B0, ABZH, T T EMH RN KL 2 F K
BE, 2 p=10, B-VAE BWAESGH] VAE. @it % g 11, p-VAE KR RENS 1L B AL it AL A
FEAR &) AT 22 [ A SE 47 (P-4 . 383 Transformer M1 f-VAE Zfds, FATMIRLAHL ¢ FHRIE] 1K
SRS VRN 2, HliR TR Z0E UE B, s SR Esh A%, HAXIER TS, N
AR S PR R LS B R B ORBIR SRR

2.2. H BRI AE AR
A TR Z A Y 0RE 8RBk - i ESE, XA REREMN, BEAEMREI G RTE
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TERPRTE . FESRAGSE S AT SC IR B b, RSB H BAAESRE, MaEN SO BRI Z M, HAM b
AR B R . TENLER NSRS Srh,  DLOCHT AR R sl 17 5138 5 R0 B KA A v, X
S E YN T AR HE T [18] AN IX — ] f, FATHE Sl YOS R A ORI A, B AT
PEEI 38 2h S35 8 (Inverse-Dynamics) [19], MRHAIRZE T HIHER H S EF 51, WlE 3 fios.

@@®@@@@@@@
!

[ TransformerREfiEHEEL ]
> SRR > Z
— R —
A & . A1 =

Figure 3. Training flowchart of KSDP algorithm
3. KSDP xRz E

FART S, 9 HH G, T A TN 1R K PR P PP 81, He e ke 2005 25 M0 R v AR I R 25K

X (2)= (55807 )| ®)
FEAE BOIR S B8 J5 8 P 10 50 7 A5 R T B A
a,=D, (a,18,,5,1,2) )

FATTRE 54057 5T P A AR ) R SOR AT O R (K e B A i) i, e AR on g B AR 1
(25, R AR TR SR 27 3] v R [ 2

max, E_, [logpe (xo (T)|y(r))} (10)

TAVE I RBEIRTS 2 M ABE A SR 2%, B MHE Ry (7) 2B, 3 Bud AR IR I FE 3
PR BT E B A B R RS R R AN SR OE R, @R ) R AR UL HUE X T
IR TR, AL A A 17 % 15 R B e i Ao A2 R E SOR B IR A R

q(x1:K|x0):ﬁq(xk|xk—l) (11)

g(x |xk’1):N(x";\/l—ﬁkxk’l,ﬂkl) (12)
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e, RIS k R LS, fEHEE S IR R . I SR, W E ARG
RS o° RAAL RIS 2 K e A 0s, il ) i AR A P X -

g(x" |x0)=N(xk; akxO,(l—ak)l) (13)
Hrb b =1-p%, 7 ZRE R ZIB SR ARE N g fa et FAIRESHE BT bk — K ’igiam T

bR AT x% ~ N (0,7) o RIS FER H AR AR XX ~ N (0,1) TFoh, B4 58 DK AR HIE x° .
IR FIRECE BN SR A I e, A A 0

Do (xOIK |Z) = p(xK)f[pg (xk’l |xk,z) (14)

pe(xk’l|xk,z):N(xk’l;,ug(xk,k,z),ikl) (15)
Horb, u, RSEACHIIERE, RSN, =F 8 O E e T EH R g AT .
F 8 PR IS AT DA E a7 0 ) 4 A
k
yg(x",k,z)z ! (xk— B 8g(xk,k,z)j (16)

at 1-&*

9L U % R 55 2% AR 20, BRATISR P57 25 B e Classifier-free Diffusion) (2048, 76
BRI Zet, BRATMESSI506 b ~ U (1K ) FRERLRRERS 1125 &, HAR AT B g (x* | ) HeToRE AR
AT 2O BB IR o o WIS, WRERINL g, DA xS L kR z RN, TR R R R
I 3N S PE ESEHUR: AR SRR e eh, DUMESE K20 2 B TR @, AT R i
ST 2 4047 B4R 5 B B8 T DDPM (21 MR 09 OB F A7, B TR 75 7 52
Y FLSRWRA £ ~ N(0,1) BKBRHUE SN

L(0)=E, .., [ -, (x* (T),(l—ﬂ)z+ﬁ®,k)“2} (17)

S MEIZAR, B REM AR RRAT A A 2 IOPUE R RIS, FETCR PRI O N IR FRE RS RN 2
FEME . AL AR SR B, T DRI S0t AL S RN, SOVRE 2RI CIE SR AR A O 2 —
BUE (A 2 AF A 0 2 [ BEAT LT o 8T, XA AT B AR 55 B b, el B 5] S A A il o vy [
AL

IFRIX — [, BATHSMINGR T — DNPE E TGS V., B RBRARHE 2 RPN HE B
AR R ER, DL B A R AR R 51 e e, FRATTHE ROt Bl B B ST AT 4 A
T RIS E R BN E 8, TR TSI SRS . AR ZRIN () B At R BE Dy T I I 2R
[ZACECSEPSE =X ERCE

V(r) :inR(s,,a,) (18)
PO E TN A v R B bR oA S METRINAE -5 JCSEr 0 [ 4 2 18] () ZE A48 2K«
L=Eo @)V () )

Hrh D FoREEBIEE, 2 RSP RRERL. AR, SET0KEBTHEMPL
fE BB 51 75 ASEHL:

&=z, (x,2,k)+(1-0)e, (x*,@.k)-V1-2"VV,_(z) (20)
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Hob @ RoR T3 KA THEAE KM B P 5] S E . WE o =11, AT IR A s A
BHE o>, BRAHEERRNE, LEs REMT R 2. &t Fom BB AT 22, BEIN a2 5 i
B, WINT—g* BRI . I B0 0 31 53 5 [ & i O RReh IR 16026 &, o T
FHEBSH, WY BURHREME S SBCR . £ BUEH, WRPL o CHOE A, SR
ERERES TP EE, RS SERSMILOLALAE 55 s, 8 S RO 5 51 S SINKI 22 . I8 AR 1 it 72
LG T KA S SAPULMERS L 51 T, AR RERE AL AT A ORBEIRES LR MBI, CRE™ R (E Y
FEA

2.3. FigEEX
LERERN I S5 45 o1 )5 1 B BE, KSDP BE I S kI AR n & 4 B .

7 —>
'R 03 Wik % RN 2
KGR " Hl Y/ RASHE
AR - L
7 —>

a A g, ar €— WBIHER

Figure 4. Flowchart of trajectory planning in KSDP algorithm
4. KSDP B A MHE MK RAZ

BATMHIIARES 5, THAGREAT IR, 9 7 RBOCHIRSRHE, AT EX LR p(z]s,) HA,
HIAR N S — LR A RIRS WU BISCHAR SR IE . REPIREHHE z B — MREMIMRER, HIEF
IR 0 22 B A SR RRERE 70, BRATAE I OB R e B — 1A%, B P, (z1s,)

FRATHe G Tt 58 25 R R BIR AR z AFARA%, I8 B T B 40 0 S B RS R AR 0 77 3R B
F5 e, NGRS U P, Jun [22]58 NRIBETER BT, XA 77 sULERR S [A)Hh LE TR 7 e I 2R 7R 2L
KL

L (O-) = EZO~E¢(Z|M),ZK Nq(zK|zo) (

ERERIRE, EPBRINREY, TEMIPIY B F A SoHIRES 1 B, A T A2
LK G, XN AFRSEEINL .

T P, AT TE 7 2645 51 SR 7 OR T B s B I ZRBERY, JRTI —Lemf FE R B[23], K5l T
5 2 AT REAR A Az PR ARG 170 T2 B A v ARBBE A XIS I o SR SRR AR AT fi 125 )1 R 5080 ) 3 0 A

2 —ya(zK,s,,k)“Zj Q1)
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AN 9 HE A 5] N 7

DRI — e, FRATTR T T — R IR AL, DA OR A B OGRS KRR 2 8 Wl H5ais o3 A (R o
Pearce ¥ A\ [23]42 ] | — M1 % Al 1T (Kernel Density Estimation, KDE) IS RAE ik . AT LI
fill oo AT T okl IR LR TR I OB A A ) S BIR SRR AL o AR BEAL T R — R RS A
Tk, SZEAETEAE, ST B EE IR E A 2, TR B O A B kAl AT
KDE @i T EARAMEIEAE A z TEARFE 73 8] A 155 BEAB R VPA HARTR M o 35 BB A Al o o T 25080
AP e B X3, DR SE AT R L A e B R OAEAS, S TR SRS

A5 438 (1A% % Ak T 38 5 R T R PR B0 U B S (R PR ARVBA T, X o g Vo A TR 157 P — A IR 4 i it
ROR R, AR IRAE T 2008 7 50l 4 FE 2 8] (A S o 5 ) A8 S B R AS TR AR 7% TR S Ao AF T v 448 1) 175
s, BRIGHE B T e S8R A TE ARSI . ik, F-ATT5I N5 [KEE 2§ (Mahalanobis Distance) & ARk [KE
B, L PQPE Bd i i N E s b oy =, R T A S MO EOHE S (  ELSEER RS, TSR AL
TSR PR AT R5OR o et fa BOAZ 5 BEA T H o 208 SR

13(2)=%ZZIKM(Z;ZIJ (22)

Horb z RAFPPAGRMEIEREA, 2,52 n DMEREREAR PSS ¢ DA, b 75 98 (bandwidth), T2 1% B 4L
MR E ], AR VO, BT . K, (1) & KDE %0y, BAMEH S L

K, Z_Zijz 12 exp(—L2 z-z) X (z-z j (23)
( ) e e A 2 )

R L PR T T R B 51 2, A0 2 ADUE. o R 2 BRI . (z—2,) 5 (22, ) AR H 9
R MR SRR, AEVS IR A R . FRBO O RS R AE 2z BRI 2, N T B E AL
H, BEE A INAE RIS HORI, R U PR A R A . A RBOVA— T, B
TRAZ BB L s R M B o o P 7 ZE R R T R A O

2=Li(%—ﬂ)(z{—u)T (24)

n—17%
1 n
u —;[E:I:Zi (25)
R HHER) KDE MERE AT A0, AT ERN 2z SR MR EE p(2) . &E, &L
BEA i AR J7 AR 5 -
z' = argmax p(z) (26)

z€y21,2) ,-~,zn}

FEFRAGI 16 /5 (0 RBEIRSHFE G, AN B G, RPN, 18 SBRAE BOIRES P41, JF EHLAF
IS SRR A R E PP 81, Hoh 28— AR R RE R BT 53R . MRS R, RYE 240
WA s, ERPUE LI .

3. XWHERE SR
3.1. SEWIFEMBERSE
AWEFAE DARL [24 8 FiEAT S0, 2804 /2 B AR Db 2 ST U bR v SR v, SR AL FEAL AR
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KT DAL BEERE o SEE0 P I Gym-Mujoco 1145 (11 HalfCheetah. Hopper. Walker2d), AR REAT
FutizshiEs], FREABLEL; Adroit f£45 (U Pen. Door. Hammer), ks 4Esh1E 25 18] A 19 &2 22 WL
AR, WURAIH T Maze2D 4155, AR REAARLE —4ERk 5 R ES A2 MRIBE 775 LM AntMaze 1155,
FHIVY RN Ant FEE R E R KIS0, 456 BRI SHLEE A H . SEIR ™ %8G DARL (1)
PR VPSP, IS FE 2 5. ZEE R EA AN, REHEE T SR A FEIE A Tz
bR y. B EIRMES BRI R E, AU S Ea VPl it BIAE B &R S TR I R RE R I,
ToR i IS Aith 12 Bl 4 1) 381 52 A 3R E R B L ) 2 M iz 5

3.2. fEEscig

AT, FRATEDN FESEB R ITAG KSDP J7VAE B4k il 2 2 B A rh ) 3R B . AL #2725
FRLETTE, ARG 5 21 5T A E(BC); BT EMTEMEZ Q 2221(BCQ) [5], fR5F Q % J(CQL)
[6], K&z Q Z>J(IQL) [9]; F&Gi#hiZ Mkl J7i% MPPI [25], MoReL [7], HiGoC [26], MBOP [27]; #T
Transformer ARSI VR LA B 35 (TT) [10], WRIRADEIZ(DT) [12]; TP HURTLAI vk Diffuser
[15], DD [28]. IXSEELLE T ARG | B 28R A0 ST R D7k ) 2 mvE X, DA fR X KSDP (14 1 vF
fli, SEIRZERMTR.

Gym-Mujoco & — MM PHELIE SRR L, Horb s 4En 2 a)/E 2 A AL a4 1 Pk -
JEHAZ replay Al medium 4 AL B R SR, XA ) SRR B . & | B, KSDP fE
Gym-Mujoco HHEEE 310165 82.7, &M T A ML T, G4 Diffuser (77.5)« DT (74.7)F1 TT
(78.9) i Z1E medium-replay H1, KSDP 14454} 72 AHEL T Diffuser 1) 67.3 2427+ 17 7%V RE .
KSDP ) % HOR A A AE S UL i) BE 0% A7 RO DR 20 b W 7, 5510050 0 i 2 A2 it e o B (R B 1
FEH o 3R AH HLAE TR YO B8 R 3h 25 2R AT e B e ok () e

Table 1. Comparative experimental results on Gym-Mujoco datasets

=z 1. Gym-Mujoco ¥ P HIFTELIRIELE R

Datasets BC MBOP MoReL TT DT Diffuser KSDP
halfcheetah-medium-expert-v2 55.2 105.9 533 95.0 86.8 88.9 89.3
walker2d-medium-expert-v2 107.5 70.2 95.6 101.9 108.1 106.9 107.4
hopper-medium-expert-v2 52.5 55.1 108.7 110.0 107.6 103.3 110.5
halfcheetah-medium-v2 42.6 44.6 42.1 46.9 42.6 42.8 47.1
walker2d-medium-v2 75.3 41.0 77.8 79.0 74.0 79.6 80.7
hopper-medium-v2 52.9 48.8 95.4 61.1 67.6 743 92.4
halfcheetah-medium-replay-v2 36.6 42.3 40.2 41.9 36.6 37.7 42.5
walker2d-medium-replay-v2 26.0 9.7 49.8 82.6 66.6 70.6 79.2
hopper-medium-replay-v2 18.1 12.4 93.6 91.5 82.7 93.6 94.3
Average 51.9 47.8 72.9 78.9 74.7 71.5 82.7

Maze2D 72— 4 FHUE S BARSE, ZAEFIER MR TR A, A SR ek 2L H
PRI A 2 3RS R S 5t X N AR AR SRE . A P LA AR AR, BRARENE - IR A ] B 4R
B, (HEEMR RS, BAh, 1F Multi2D W& T IR episode JT AT H bnfi B EFEHLYIMAILET, BT
FARGLE MIBEHLE, PRS0 R A BEMU AN E PR, B BEAA TG 2L AL & S SR RE M EAZ AL BE 7T - ik 2 i
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7, KSDP 7£ Maze2D i 4 b1 3543 7315 21 92.4, N 54 7772 =i - AntMaze #5548 FH MuJoCo
(1) Ant HLEE NHEIT ST, 2R E B Maze2D H[A, WLES NSEh &2 AT, B T HslxEE . a
% 3 ffizn, KSDP f£ AntMaze (#55E 3915018 3 82.7, UEB T AEMBLALESS$, KSDP fBhis
B 71 FERS B [RIRE T DUIE B e 4E BN AE 25 (B AT 2%, JRBL T 0 m4etRZS A 2 3h S 1AL #EBe 77 - KSDP 1£
Fis B 2 S 85 R A S R BUEA T T H A9 SO BRI SCHR S 5 SHLH . b BOBR Ae s A pi 7 o5 K AR
(R TR S, T SR BEIR A SR T B AR A TR AR T S b A B B

Table 2. Comparative experimental results on AntMaze datasets

%% 2. AntMaze FIBE R RIXTELIXIELER

Datasets MPPI 1IQL HiGoC Diffuser DD KSDP
Maze2D-U-Maze-3 144 232 61.2 82.6 83.9 89.8
Maze2D-U-Maze-3 5.7 19.8 59.8 87.8 85.8 92.2

Maze2D-Large-2 3.9 31.1 45.4 87.9 87.3 93.4
Multi2D-U-Maze-3 17.8 16.5 67.9 85.4 86.9 95.1
Multi2D-Medium-2 8.1 8.9 52.4 85.6 88.2 92.6

Multi2D-Large-2 4.5 10.3 42.1 89.3 91.7 912

Average 9.1 18.3 54.8 86.4 87.3 924

Table 3. Comparative experimental results on Maze2D datasets

% 3. Maze2D BURE PRI ELIRIEER

Datasets IQL HiGoC Diffuser KSDP
AntMaze-U-Maze 62.2 91.2 76.0 85.2
AntMaze-Medium 70.0 79.3 455 82.6

AntMaze-Large 47.5 67.3 22.0 80.3

Average 59.9 79.3 47.8 82.7

Adroit R BT ] PR BRI AT 2 —, WG ST AR EAT S5, R 7R EEAR
FHRMHEAH, ShASEEMEE K. 015 4 fix, KSDP £ pen-cloned 1145 FH 315 i =154 47.7, 6T CQL
AIQL J7i%, {HAE hammer I door 1155 H143 73 BUK(7 7l 2.8 A1 1.8), B JTiERIAHE. KSDP 1E
pen-cloned H IR I 7 HAE S e FEAT 25 AT 71, RBIRESSE ORI B B e 8 76 — e FE T H i
S R B . T EERAEAR 55 T E AR SRS FEAN SR R BN A 2L, KSDP 471 1 et 721X J7 1Hi 1)
AR, FEIERZIR. FA1HT, Adroit IR S 4ESNE S M AR A B M, #H T KSDP X T
UHTRFAESE R R AR RAE R T, AR ME DA B AT 55 ZER IRE A, ARkl dk— B4k KSDP &
WRAE S RN

Table 4. Comparative experimental results on Adroi datasets

%< 4. Adroi BIREPHIXTHLIXIGLER

Datasets BC BCQ IQL CQL KSDP
pen-cloned 37.0 44.0 373 39.2 47.7
hammer-cloned 0.6 0.4 2.1 2.1 2.8
door-cloned 0.0 0.0 1.6 0.4 1.8
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3.3. jHRESELE

3.3.1. XERSREUESRER SIS FIRT L 57 4

T PEAR DCHRIR A AR AE i BB ER o 5% 28 8 20 e LZE A Btk R 9 Dk, FRATTIETE T e T T Rl SR
ASEES B 78 73 Mt Transformer 9 i 25 F1 8-V AE 9 it 85 7£ KSDP A5 41 Hh (1) 4 FH A H0 A2 S Joa & 1Y) 5§20
A AR 7, A AR AR [F I R AN PPl S0 T BT, BRIRGE R AR AT itk . FRATT&
THT BUF =R A B OSSR A RRAE B U B gE A7 5% bU S5«

B-VAE 425 fRBUOCHIRE . BBk Transformer #ifidds, EAK RGN B-VAE i as 2 H0C
BORSHE . NIER AN, BAVEH RNN MZLE f-VAE BIHIN T —AN W 50 7 5 g il 2= .

BENLCBIRAS : AME AR gmig2e, ELEFF Transformer 1% N\ JZ HBILE ) fid it 45 34 42 J2 i 55 315G
IRASFHELERE, B 5 NS BUSE AU E N 264

KSDP: iy N5 Scidid Transformer Jmfd e b2, A2l b R SO RHE T 51, Bl B-VAE
it as, RAE A RBERASRHE . X EURFEVE N SR AN SR A 9 B AY e A B Se B

SZIGFE T DARL $dE 4 H Y Gym-Mujoco 1155 TF R, S2Ib 45 M an 4 5 fiw.

Table 5. Ablation study results of Key-State extraction module
5. KRBTSR BVEIRHRA SR 45 R

Datasets B-VAE $EIUCEIRAS BE AL OGHRAS KSDP
halfcheetah-medium-v2 423 34.7 47.1
walker2d-medium-v2 76.5 68.4 80.7
hopper-medium-v2 88.4 74.2 92.4
halfcheetah-medium-replay-v2 37.1 31.6 42.5
walker2d-medium-replay-v2 76.6 64.3 79.2
hopper-medium-replay-v2 88.9 78.5 94.3

SCH L REL W], KSDP HUfF VBRI, RN THNCHEIRS RS . X — 45 R [
Transformer ZJwfS25 1 B-VAE Zwtsh 25 75 XS BRASSE B (1) B AP R 2082, KSDP 7843 FIH T Trans-
former [ 2 JIHLHH HE S8 o B BURES A5 BATK B G R, DL B-VAE B9 73 (0] R4 B ) $E HUR
BES . ¥ B ALEE GRS 5] T B RS T A B .

5{U#EH B-VAE 4mlB a3 AH L, KSDP FITERETR 7R T 20 6%. X3 B Transformer 2 fil 2% 7E 2L
MIB A BN OB S R T R R EE, EER F RNN W2 LB T RE. Transformer iid
H = P RS B AT S M E RN T R AR R, ok 1 RNN EAL R 7 H1 i (6 B2 3 2k
), BE6S AP RN bR ORI -

RN T REERASFHAE ) AR, AT R SR SRR AR WS B 06f RAE 25 (RRAS 8], AR5 A8
F t-SNE (t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding K H: 2y 4E RS Fa 4 2= — 225 [a) BEAT vl #i4k . dnid 5
FiR, B R EMEEERE SRS, B R BB S BRAS 25 [H]

WEFR, REARASFHIE RS AR It RAE I HAE 0 A1, A 2L IE W SRR a5 . AN FHE R
I HIRFAE 20 A B R0 B, R BRI R 1 B S SUE B ANB AR, R T Transformer Zfid#% 1 B-
VAE & it e b [R 7 Y 00 2 25 0OR
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Figure 5. Original trajectory spatial distribution map (left), key state spatial distribution map (right)
5. BB =REAME(E), RERE=EIHE )

3.3.2. B ES | FIHRASER

£ KSDP J7idiHt, BUb B AR s 1 P00 S SPR A T RAL UL RO v, od USRI R R A
REPRHMER S T, WIS TG TE 7 K 51 SR AT e T PP AR A s i i
UoTEk, BATRE VRS, XL KSDP SEHEREA 5 ERAME 51 T (AR AL, ST A 51 T SN X
PERERISEN . BRI, FRATBCE 1 USRS AL AT X E

TMHE S PR BERPUS N E T &, DURKITE 20 2R3 51 SREATPULERFE . TP ECE A B
MR EREE ST, RSB ERE R .

KSDP: [FIIfd I o7 26458 51 S AL HHE 51 F -

KR T DARL HfifEh K] Maze2D AR5 EAT VPl o 124 55 A M B4l A I REAROBU 4 =, B
P& SAS 48 PO A R BRI S . SRR A RN 6 Fr.

Table 6. Ablation study results of trajectory value guidance

= 6. HUTMES| SIHMKEER

Datasets TE T A KSDP
Maze2D-U-Maze-3 83.1 89.8
Maze2D-Medium-2 86.5 92.2

Maze2D-Large-2 84.7 93.4

SeaG gk FR W, KSDP 7E T Maze2D FAT % H IR DL T AN A 51 LAY, P35 5 BUE T+ 29 8.3%.
TE 8 445 55 =1 1) Maze2D-Large-2 1, KSDP 3% Lb EAME 51 SRR & 10%. X Fh i REFR T 7T LAVH R+
B E S S5 N Maze2D AT 45 HIH 57 2 il e 1k B2 SR A AY A6 1 RE 5 A5 80 Bkt a5 A0 H A (K I RE L
B, T TGS 288 5] AT B o A (0 630 AR, 25 55 AR U B B IR B AR I . AL 2R, KSDP J#
T E A Y B B SR T AR AN AG DT ], AR SRR AR S ) T AR s A E L . X
SHUIE S R FER S BN R, RO R IR & 55 R i) H AR R By, 4 (BB B2 15 1 oR
T ARG FIEX T AR .

AT RIS RN T HUBANME 5 FAEY SO B P A b B L I S5 A TG S8 AR 5] SN
BRI, AR EPERE T A ISR .
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3.3.3. TRiEHLHIERSEIS

£ KSDP B MRS RE g, SCBIRAS TR L2 HAZ O BB 7r o« AL I B S T 1% 5 B Al
T, DI BB A Jl 1) 22 A SR BIR ZS B A w7 12 HH B AR AR, DA/ M 75 i R OGBEEAR S AT
BEAE AR AT IEX NIRRT, FRATEEE T DU PR R AR A B AT X L«

T IENLREAL . FERRIFIENLE, ELHEEE A3 BB AL AR B — AN SCBRRR A FE A s A B 1) 2% A
BN

KSDP: {58 8 (1 i e ALl o

AR SE IR T 4, PR L IR A B2 A R S AR B AT P BE AR R — B, AN SRS TR AL
AT FEESR. ST DARL B 4E T AntMaze 115 FE(T, ZESHERSSMENE S, #
KBRS RFAE AR SR 25 5 72 AR e e, SRR 2 sk 7 Fiow

Table 7. Ablation study results of the selection mechanism

= 7. TEEAEHRSIIR R

Datasets Tt 3 AL A A2 2R KSDP
AntMaze-U-Maze 84.7 85.2
AntMaze-Medium 80.4 82.6

AntMaze-Large 76.1 80.3

S5 RAE, KSDP {ETH AntMaze T(E% 1 H0R %% TRMEIBBE. 75 U-Maze A
Medium R85 F, FERAHLAB 5 KSDP 495U A, BATAHTAE A 1 5210 (F 55 5585, BDAEVEAS
SEHURL, B AR A RN A BRI BUE, RSSO R WEIRIERN o 7 Large SR8, KSDP 49 HOHHEL T
FEAEHURIBUR A K IRTr . KRR AL A S, SRR R U T, REus 8 MOR D W
B HERAS R T HR A BRI I %

4. &g

AR T — I T RBR S I Y HUR R AU R 7535, % T73EA A Transformer A1 f-VAE F8 M
JRAG I P B S RS, JF DAMARE DR S8 AR IR B OB A A R A SR, 8 i e i 3 iR A
AR EIAE P81 o AR R RE R, SIN T 3 A% FE Al T B OGBS TRE ML, A RFRAIR TR
A O R R R P A E B AR BR AL SRR SR 4R DARL w2 M S5 IR REAT (K S50 2K B, KSDP )
REARVEREIL T H AT SEHETT %, HAE R BRI S 2 A rh i SR S i foe)m X L SEAR AIH
RLSEES, £ 2 N ER AR BRI T KSDP IPEBEILSS, 7873 R 1 HLAE HUB I 55 1A e R e A
RRATPRZ T o R OB R 2, DA R E v 55 52 20 P 4 R R TR SR I 1)
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