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Abstract
Decision Transformer, a promising approach that
applies Transformer architectures to reinforce-
ment learning, relies on causal self-attention to
model sequences of states, actions, and rewards.
While this method has shown competitive re-
sults, this paper investigates the integration of the
Mamba framework, known for its advanced capa-
bilities in efficient and effective sequence model-
ing, into the Decision Transformer architecture,
focusing on the potential performance enhance-
ments in sequential decision-making tasks. Our
study systematically evaluates this integration by
conducting a series of experiments across various
decision-making environments, comparing the
modified Decision Transformer, Decision Mamba,
with its traditional counterpart. This work con-
tributes to the advancement of sequential decision-
making models, suggesting that the architecture
and training methodology of neural networks can
significantly impact their performance in complex
tasks, and highlighting the potential of Mamba
as a valuable tool for improving the efficacy of
Transformer-based models in reinforcement learn-
ing scenarios.

1. Introduction
The interplay between sequence-based decision-making and
large-scale model efficiency presents a fascinating subject
in the field of modern machine learning. Decision Trans-
former (Chen et al., 2021) represents a paradigm shift in
reinforcement learning, introducing a sequence-to-sequence
modeling that replaces traditional reinforcement learning’s
reliance on value functions with a direct mapping of state-
action-reward sequences to optimal actions using causal
self-attention mechanisms. While the use of causal self-
attention has been instrumental in achieving remarkable
results, the exploration of alternative mechanisms that could
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further elevate model performance remains an open and
compelling question.

Recently, the Mamba framework (Gu & Dao, 2023) has
been proposed as an efficient and effective sequence model-
ing framework endowed with the selective structured state
space model. Mamba introduces the data-dependent se-
lection mechanism with efficient hardware-aware design
to tackle the data- and time-invariant issues of prior state
space models (Gu et al., 2020; 2021; 2022b). This allows
the model to selectively extract essential information and
filter out irrelevant noise according to the input data, lead-
ing to superior sequential modeling performance. Owing
to these innovative approaches, it has emerged as a pivotal
solution for the efficient training of massive neural networks,
optimizing parallel processing of data and models across
multiple computing units.

This paper sets out to explore the integration of the Mamba
framework as a novel architectural choice within Decision
Transformer, with a focus on the potential performance
improvements this integration could bring. We introduce
Decision Mamba by substituting Mamba for causal self-
attention, aiming to investigate the extent to which this mod-
ification can enhance the model’s ability to capture complex
dependencies and nuances in sequential decision-making
tasks, potentially leading to superior decision-making ca-
pabilities in a variety of challenging environments. While
efficiency is a notable benefit, our primary focus in this
paper lies in the possible performance gains that Mamba’s
architecture design might confer on the Decision Trans-
former’s sequence modeling capabilities. Specifically, we
hypothesize that Mamba’s design could offer a novel way
to encode and exploit the temporal dependencies and intri-
cate patterns present in sequential decision-making tasks,
potentially resulting in more accurate, robust, and nuanced
decision-making outputs.

Through this investigation, we seek to not only expand the
tools available for reinforcement learning challenges but
also to provide insights into the interplay between different
architectural components and their impact on model perfor-
mance in complex decision-making environments. By ex-
amining the performance implications of integrating Mamba
into Decision Transformer, this work aims to contribute to
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the broader discourse on how best to architect and train mod-
els for the nuanced demands of sequential decision-making,
offering potential pathways to significant advancements in
the field.

2. Preliminaries
2.1. Offline reinforcement learning

In a conventional reinforcement learning (RL) problem,
an environment is modeled as a Markov decision process
(MDP) M = (S,A, p0, P,R), which consists of states
s ∈ S, actions a ∈ A, the initial state distribution p0,
the transition probability function P (s′, s, a), and the re-
ward function r = R(s, a). The interaction between an
agent and the environment is represented as a trajectory
that is a sequence of states, actions, and rewards for each
timestep: τ = (s0, a0, r0, s1, a1, r1, . . . , sT , aT , rT ). The
goal of conventional RL is to learn a policy π that maxi-
mizes the expected return EM,π

[∑T
i=0 ri

]
. In offline RL,

or batch RL, we only have access to a fixed amount of a
previously collected dataset and learning is performed with-
out interaction with the environment, which is known to be
much harder than online settings (Levine et al., 2020).

An approach we can utilize is Behavior Cloning (BC) (Bain
& Sammut, 1995), which directly learns the mapping from
state to action from the dataset. The offline RL dataset,
however, often lacks sufficient expert demonstrations. To
resolve this issue, we may adopt return-conditioned BC.
This method uses reward information and takes a target
future return as input from the dataset. Namely, we define
the return of a trajectory at timestep i, Ri =

∑T
i′=i ri′ ,

which is referred to as the return-to-go (RTG), and feed a
model with the following return-conditioned trajectory for
autoregressive learning:

τ̃ = (R0, s0, a0, R1, s1, a1, . . . , RT , sT , aT ). (1)

Decision Transformer (DT) (Chen et al., 2021) not only pro-
vides a promising approach to return-conditioned BC but
also reconceptualizes the RL problems as a sequence mod-
eling task. DT essentially operates as a causal transformer
model, taking a sequence of RTGs, states, and actions as
inputs, as in Eq. (1). DT autoregressively learns the trajecto-
ries for predicting the optimal action given the target RTG.
Despite not using traditional RL tools such as the value
function or the Bellman operator, DT has demonstrated its
effectiveness in empirical studies.

2.2. State Space Models

The State Space Models (SSMs) in deep learning are a
class of sequence modeling frameworks based on linear
ordinary differential equations. They map an input signal

x(t) ∈ RD to the output signal y(t) ∈ RD via the latent
state h(t) ∈ RN :

h′(t) = Ah(t) +Bx(t), (2)
y(t) = Ch(t), (3)

where A ∈ RN×N and B,C⊤ ∈ RN×D will be train-
able matrices. For application to a discrete input sequence
(x0, x1, . . .) instead of a continuous function, Eq. (2) is dis-
cretized with a step size ∆, indicating the input’s resolution.
Various discretization rules can be used such as the Euler
method or the so-called Bilinear. We will be considering
the discretized SSM using the zero-order hold (ZOH) dis-
cretization rule:

ht = Aht−1 +Bxt, (4)
yt = Cht, (5)

where A = exp(∆A) and B = (∆A)−1(exp(∆A) −
I)(∆B). By converting the continuous SSM to the discrete
one and transforming the parameters from (∆,A,B) to
(A,B), the model becomes a sequence-to-sequence map-
ping framework from {xt} to {yt}. Imposing structural
conditions on the state matrix A with the HiPPO initial-
ization (Gu et al., 2020), this expression gives rise to the
structured state space model (S4) (Gu et al., 2022b), broadly
related to recurrent neural networks and convolutional neu-
ral networks (Gu et al., 2021; Gupta et al., 2022; Gu et al.,
2022a).

Based on the S4 framework, Mamba (Gu & Dao, 2023) intro-
duces a data-dependent selection mechanism while leverag-
ing a hardware-aware parallel algorithm in recurrent mode.
The combined architecture of Mamba empowers it to cap-
ture contextual information effectively, especially for long
sequences, and maintains computational efficiency. Being a
linear-time sequence model, Mamba delivers Transformer-
quality performance with improved efficiency, particularly
for long sequences.

3. Decision Mamba
We introduce Decision Mamba (DMamba) by utilizing the
Mamba block as a token-mixing module instead of the self-
attention module of DT. In this section, we begin with an
overview of our architecture and describe DMamba as a
variant of the Transformer-type networks.

Network architecture. The network architecture of
DMamba adopts the basic Transformer-type neural network,
essentially the GPT architectures (Radford et al.). The main
module, the Mamba layer, is composed of the token-mixing
layer and the channel-mixing layer, both of which consist
of the layer normalization, the residual connection, and the
corresponding mixing block, see the left-hand side of Fig. 1.
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Figure 1: Overview of the Mamba layer. σ is an activation
function, for which we use the SiLU function, and ⊙ de-
notes the element-wise product.

We feed the last K timesteps of a trajectory into DMamba,
for the total of 3K tokens:

τ̃i = (Ri−K+1, si−K+1, ai−K+1, . . . , Ri, si, ai). (6)

The input trajectory τ̃i is transformed into token embeddings
Ii by an embedding layer, which is either a linear layer or
a two-dimensional convolutional layer depending on the
environments,

Ii = Emb(τ̃i) ∈ R3K×D. (7)

Then the input sequence of tokens is processed by a stack
of Mamba layers,

U l = X l +MambaBlock
(
LayerNorm(X l)

)
, (8)

X l+1 = U l +ChannelMLP
(
LayerNorm(U l)

)
, (9)

where l runs from 0 to the total number of layers and X0 =
Ii. The detail of the Mamba block is described below. The
rest of the network is identical to that of DT. To make the
comparisons fair in the subsequent section, our Mamba
layer involves the channel-mixing MLP in Eq. (9), also
known as the point-wise feedforward network, though it is
not necessarily included in the original Mamba model in
(Gu & Dao, 2023). The pseudo-code of the Mamba layer is
provided in Appendix A.1.

Mamba block. The right-hand side of Fig. 1 and Algo-
rithm 1 illustrate the series of operations performed inside
the Mamba block. Let us suppose that the input sequence
of tokens x has shape (B,L,D), where B is the batch size,
L represents the sequence length corresponding to both the
indices t of the discretized SSM and to 3K of the trajectory
length, and D is the embedding dimension of the channels.

Algorithm 1 Mamba block with selective SSM.

Input: x : (B,L,D)
Output: y : (B,L,D)

1: x, z : (B,L,ED)← Linear(x)
2: x : (B,L,ED)← SiLU(Conv1d(x))
3: A : (D,N)← Parameter
4: B,C : (B,L,N)← Linear(x),Linear(x)
5: ∆ : (B,L,D)← Softplus(Parameter + s∆(x))
6: A,B : (B,L,D,N)← ZOH(∆,A,B)
7: y : (B,L,ED)← SelectiveSSM(A,B,C)(x)
8: y : (B,L,ED)← y ⊙ SiLU(z)
9: y : (B,L,D)← Linear(y)

10: return y

The Mamba block first operates linear projections to ob-
tain hidden states x and z, with a controllable expansion
factor E. Activated by the SiLU function after the causal
one-dimensional convolution along the sequence length, it
transforms the hidden state x to make B, C and ∆ be func-
tions of the input:

B = Linear(x), C = Linear(x), (10)
∆ = Softplus(Parameter + s∆(x)), (11)

where s∆(x) = Broadcast(Linear(x)). The ZOH dis-
cretization gives A and B, which generate the core of the
block, the selective SSM. Finally, the product with the hid-
den state z applied by another Linear and SiLU functions
delivers the output y. In this block, we have several control-
lable hyperparameters including N , E, and the kernel size
of one-dimensional convolution. Instead of searching the
best hyperparameters for DMamba, in this paper we employ
the default ones of the original implementation,1 N = 16
and E = 2, etc.

Training & inference. In the training phase, we have a
dataset of offline trajectories. We sample sub-trajectories of
length 3K, τ̃ , from the dataset. Given the current state si
and the RTG Ri, the model predicts the next action âi. The
objective function to optimize depends on the environments:
the mean squared error (MSE) for continuous actions or the
cross-entropy loss (CE) for discrete actions. The losses for
each timestep are then averaged:

Loss = Eτ̃∼M,π

[
1

K

K−1∑
i=0

LMSE/CE(âi; ai)

]
. (12)

In the inference phase, we set a target RTG R0, representing
the desired performance, as the initial condition. During
the inference, the model receives a current trajectory and
generates an action. This results in obtaining a next state
and a reward ri. Subsequently, it subtracts this reward from
the RTG of the previous timestep, Ri−1.

1https://github.com/state-spaces/mamba
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Table 1: The results for D4RL datasets. We report the expert-
normalized returns, following (Fu et al., 2020), averaged
across five random seeds.

Dataset DT DS4 DC DMamba

HalfCheetah-m 42.6 42.5 43.0 42.8±0.08

Hopper-m 68.4 54.2 92.5 83.5±12.5

Walker-m 75.5 78.0 79.2 78.2±0.6

HalfCheetah-m-r 37.0 15.2 41.3 39.6±0.1

Hopper-m-r 85.6 49.6 94.2 82.6±4.6

Walker-m-r 71.2 69.0 76.6 70.9±4.3

HalfCheetah-m-e 88.8 92.7 93.0 91.9±0.6

Hopper-m-e 109.6 110.8 110.4 111.1±0.3

Walker-m-e 109.3 105.7 109.6 108.3±0.5

4. Experiments
In this section, we study the effectiveness of DMamba as
a sequence modeling framework for RL. We compare our
DMamba with DT variants, including the original DT (Chen
et al., 2021), Decision S4 (DS4) (David et al., 2023), and
Decision ConvFormer (DC) (Kim et al., 2024). In particu-
lar, we adopt the experimental setup from the DC paper to
ensure a fair comparison. We evaluate the model on both
continuous OpenAI Gym (Brockman et al., 2016) and dis-
crete Atari (Bellemare et al., 2013) control tasks. Details of
each domain can be found in the corresponding subsections
below. All the training for the model is conducted on a
single A100 GPU.2

4.1. OpenAI Gym

We consider here the domain of continuous control tasks
from the D4RL benchmark (Fu et al., 2020), which features
several continuous locomotion tasks with dense rewards. We
conduct experiments in three environments: HalfCheetah,
Hopper, and Walker. For each environment, we examine
three distinct datasets, each reflecting a different data quality
level:

• Medium (m): one million timesteps generated by a
policy that achieves approximately one-third the score
of an expert policy

• Medium-Replay (m-r): the replay buffer of an agent
trained to match the performance of the Medium policy

• Medium-Expert (m-e): one million timesteps gener-
ated by the Medium policy added with one million
timesteps generated by an expert policy

2The code of our experiments is available at https://
github.com/Toshihiro-Ota/decision-mamba.

Table 2: The results for the 1% DQN-replay Atari datasets.
We report the gamer-normalized returns, following (Ye et al.,
2021), averaged across three random seeds.

Game DT DC DMamba

Breakout 242.4±31.8 352.7±44.7 239.2±26.4

Qbert 28.8±10.3 67.0±14.7 42.3±8.5

Pong 105.6±2.9 106.5±2.0 63.2±102.1

Seaquest 2.7±0.7 2.6±0.3 2.2±0.03

The overall results are shown in Table 1. The scores are
normalized so that a score of 100 represents the perfor-
mance of an expert policy, following the methodology in
(Fu et al., 2020) (see Appendix B for details). The results
for DT, DS4, and DC are quoted from the DC paper, Table
1 therein. To ensure a fair comparison with DMamba, we
set the hyperparameters identical to those reported in (Kim
et al., 2024). The details of the experimental setups are
provided in Appendix A.2.

4.2. Atari

The Atari domain is built upon a collection of classic video
games (Mnih et al., 2013). In this domain, we have a dis-
crete action space and face the challenge of long-term credit
assignment. This challenge arises from the delay between
actions and their corresponding rewards. For such types
of data, the Mamba framework could potentially offer an
advantage over prior SSMs, such as S4. We consider four
Atari games: Breakout, Qbert, Pong, and Seaquest, which
are evaluated in (Agarwal et al., 2020). Following the setup
in (Agarwal et al., 2020), we train the model on 1% of all
samples in the DQN-replay dataset. This equates to 500,000
transitions out of the 50 million collected by an online DQN
agent during training (Mnih et al., 2015).

Table 2 shows the results in the Atari domain. We normalize
the scores based on a professional gamer’s score as per (Ye
et al., 2021), with 100 representing a professional gamer
and 0 a random policy. For DT and DC, we quote the scores
directly from Table 3 of the DC paper. The training setups
are identical to those reported in (Kim et al., 2024). For the
details, see Appendix A.3.

4.3. Ablation study

To investigate the capability of the Mamba block in
DMamba, we consider ablation studies on the channel-
mixing layer and the context length K.

We first study the contribution of the channel-mixing blocks
of the Mamba layers. As mentioned in the previous section,
we included the channel-mixing layers in DMamba to make
the experimental setups equivalent to the baselines. Given
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Table 3: Ablation study for the channel-mixing blocks
in DMamba for D4RL datasets. We report the expert-
normalized returns averaged across five random seeds. (1)
Remove channel-mixing layer, and (2) Remove channel-
mixing layer and double the total number of layers.

Mamba layer HalfCheetah Hopper Walker

Default 42.8±0.08 83.5±12.5 78.2±0.6

(1) RC 42.9±0.01 82.9±5.8 78.0±2.0

(2) RC & 2L 42.8±0.06 85.2±14.9 77.0±1.1

that the channel-mixing layer is not a core component of the
original Mamba model—the Mamba block itself integrates
both token- and channel-mixing functions—we remove the
channel-mixing blocks from all the Mamba layers. We then
train the whole network on the D4RL datasets from scratch
in two configurations, keeping the rest unchanged:

1. Remove the channel-mixing layer (RC)

2. Remove the channel-mixing layer and double the total
number of layers (2L)

Table 3 shows the results. We here consider only the
Medium type datasets. From Table 3, we observe that
DMamba really demonstrates the comparable performance
without the channel-mixing layers. This suggests, as ex-
pected from the Mamba paper discussion, that the Mamba
block suffices for RL sequence modeling tasks within this
empirical scope.

We also examined the effect of context length K on
DMamba. As discussed in the Mamba paper, the Mamba
block generically exhibits robust performance for longer
sequence lengths. To explore the implications of context
length K, we utilize datasets from the Atari domain, specif-
ically Breakout and Qbert. This choice was made because,
in OpenAI Gym environments, context length is not ex-
pected to significantly affect performance due to their MDP
formulation.

Table 4: Ablation study for the context length K for
DMamba in the Atari domain. We report the gamer-
normalized returns averaged across three random seeds.

K Breakout Qbert

10 231.6±16.2 56.4±16.6

30 239.2±26.4 42.3±8.5

40 295.9±34.7 28.1±4.5

60 271.1±70.8 15.7±5.5

The results are shown in Table 4. We set the context lengths
K = 10, 40, and 60, where K = 30 is the default, and train

the model from scratch. The rest of the training configura-
tions is taken exactly the same as in the previous subsection.
Table 4 tells us that for Breakout the longer context lengths
generically improve the performance. The results for Qbert
show that the longer context lengths significantly degrade
the performance. This may imply that in training the model
for Qbert, the selection mechanism in the Mamba block
does not work well for a longer context. Rather, it might
hinder generalization by removing indispensable tokens.

5. Conclusion and Discussion
In this work, we examined the capabilities of the recently
proposed Mamba for sequence modeling in RL. We intro-
duced Decision Mamba, which incorporates the Mamba
block based on the selective SSM, into the DT-type neu-
ral network architecture. Our empirical study shows that
DMamba is competitive to existing DT-type models, sug-
gesting an effectiveness of Mamba for RL tasks. We hope
this investigation offers insights into sequential decision-
making, potentially paving the way for significant advance-
ments in the field.

In this paper, we have not explored the efficiency perspec-
tives of the model, one of the key contributions of Mamba
enabled by a hardware-aware parallel algorithm (Gu & Dao,
2023). In fact, merely applying the Mamba block to DT-type
networks does not enhance efficiency due to numerous inter-
actions between CPUs and GPUs for RL tasks considered
in this paper, as seen in both training and inference phases.
Although we adhere to DT’s experimental setups for fair
comparison, it is desirable to reconsider the implementation
to leverage Mamba’s advantages efficiently.

Another limitation of this study is the absence of a hy-
perparameter search and an analysis of how to use the
Mamba block more effectively to reflect the data structure
of RL tasks. Unlike the typical one-dimensional sequential
data found in natural language processing, for instance, a
trajectory from an MDP features a unique structure com-
prising states, actions, and rewards sequentially. Further-
more, in conventional RL problems, immediate states and
rewards are crucial for decision-making due to the inherent
nature of MDPs. To fully explore Mamba’s potential in
RL problems, one approach could be to adapt the network
architecture to better suit the RL data structure or prepro-
cess trajectory datasets into a format more compatible with
Mamba. Another avenue to explore is applying Mamba to
non-Markov decision processes, notorious for their com-
plexity due to long-range interactions within trajectories.
We leave these aspects, including parameter tuning, for fu-
ture work. A comprehensive study with an exploration of
improved Transformer-type network architectures for RL
will be released elsewhere.
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A. Implementation Details of DMamba
A.1. Code of the Mamba layer

We implement DMamba using the official DT code3 and incorporate the Mamba module. The pseudo-code of the Mamba
layer is shown in Algorithm 2 below. The full set of code of our experiments is available at https://github.com/
Toshihiro-Ota/decision-mamba.

Algorithm 2 Pseudo-code of the Mamba layer, PyTorch-like code.

from mamba_ssm import Mamba

c l a s s Block ( nn . Module ) :
def _ _ i n i t _ _ ( s e l f , c o n f i g ) :

super ( ) . _ _ i n i t _ _ ( )
s e l f . l n 1 = nn . LayerNorm ( c o n f i g . n_embd )
s e l f . mamba = Mamba( c o n f i g . n_embd )

s e l f . l n 2 = nn . LayerNorm ( c o n f i g . n_embd )
s e l f . m l p _ c h a n n e l s = nn . S e q u e n t i a l (

nn . L i n e a r ( c o n f i g . n_embd , 4 * c o n f i g . n_embd ) ,
nn .GELU( ) ,
nn . L i n e a r (4 * c o n f i g . n_embd , c o n f i g . n_embd ) ,
nn . Dropout ( c o n f i g . r e s i d _ p d r o p ) ,

)

def f o r w a r d ( s e l f , x ) :
x = x + s e l f . mamba ( s e l f . l n 1 ( x ) )
x = x + s e l f . m l p _ c h a n n e l s ( s e l f . l n 2 ( x ) )
re turn x

A.2. OpenAI Gym

For the training on the OpenAI Gym tasks, the hyperparameters are adopted from (Chen et al., 2021) and (Kim et al., 2024).
The common hyperparameters are shown in Table 5.

Table 5: Hyperparameters of DMamba on the D4RL datasets.

Hyperparameter Value

Number of layers 3
Batch size 64
Context length K 20
Return-to-go conditioning 6000 HalfCheetah

3600 Hopper
5000 Walker

Dropout 0.1
Nonlinearity function GELU
Grad norm clip 0.25
Weight decay 10−4

Learning rate decay Linear warmup
Total number of updates 105

3https://github.com/kzl/decision-transformer. We also employ the DC code for some considerations, which is
available as a supplementary material at https://openreview.net/forum?id=af2c8EaKl8.
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Some of the hyperparameters are adapted for each dataset as in (Kim et al., 2024):

• Embedding dimension: 256 for Hopper-m, Hopper-m-r. 128 for other environments

• Learning rate: 10−4 for Hopper-m, Hopper-m-r, Walker-m. 10−3 for other environments

A.3. Atari

Similarly to the OpenAI Gym tasks, the hyperparameters for the Atari domain follow those from (Kim et al., 2024), as listed
in Table 6.

Table 6: Hyperparameters of DMamba on the Atari games.

Hyperparameter Value

Number of layers 6
Embedding dimension 128
Batch size 256
Context length K 30 Breakout, Qbert, Seaquest

50 Pong
Return-to-go conditioning 90 Breakout

14000 Qbert
20 Pong

1150 Seaquest
Nonlinearity ReLU Encoder

GELU Otherwise
Max epochs 10
Dropout 0.1
Learning rate 6× 10−4

Adam betas (0.9, 0.95)
Grad norm clip 1.0
Weight decay 0.1
Learning rate decay Linear warmup and cosine decay
Warmup tokens 512× 20
Final tokens 2× 500000×K

B. Task Scores and Normalization
In the main text, we report the normalized scores for each domain calculated by the following rule with baseline random and
expert scores:

scorenormalized := 100× scoreraw − scorerandom

scoreexpert − scorerandom
. (13)

For OpenAI Gym tasks, we employ the protocol from (Fu et al., 2020). For Atari games, we have raw and baseline scores as
in Table 7, which are used for normalization in (Ye et al., 2021), Table 1 therein. The column of DMamba in Table 7 shows
the raw scores corresponding to Table 2 in the main text.

Table 7: The mean and variance of raw scores for the 1% DQN-replay Atari datasets across three seeds. “Random” and
“Expert” indicate the Atari baseline scores used for normalization.

Game DMamba Random Expert

Breakout 70.6±9.3 1.7 30.5
Qbert 5780.0±1295.2 163.9 13455.0
Pong 1.6±15.3 −20.7 14.6
Seaquest 1006.0±57.7 68.4 42054.7

8


