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Abstract

Scalable robot learning in the real world is limited by the cost and safety issues
of real robots. In addition, rolling out robot trajectories in the real world can
be time-consuming and labor-intensive. In this paper, we propose to learn an
interactive real-robot action simulator as an alternative. We introduce a novel
method, IRASim, which leverages the power of generative models to generate
extremely realistic videos of a robot arm that executes a given action trajectory,
starting from an initial given frame. To validate the effectiveness of our method, we
create a new benchmark, IRASim Benchmark, based on three real-robot datasets
and perform extensive experiments on the benchmark. Results show that IRASim
outperforms all the baseline methods and is more preferable in human evaluations.
We hope that IRASim can serve as an effective and scalable approach to enhance
robot learning in the real world. To promote research for generative real-robot
action simulators, we open-source code, benchmark, and checkpoints at https:
//gen-irasim.github.io.

1 Introduction

The field of embodied AI has witnessed remarkable progress in recent years. Real robots are now
able to complete a wide variety of tasks [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. However, real robots are costly, unsafe, and
require regular maintenance which may restrict scalable learning in the real world. And rolling
out robot trajectories in the real world can be time-consuming and labor-intensive, although it is
necessary for model evaluation and reinforcement learning. While efforts have been made to create
powerful physical simulators [6, 7, 8, 9], they are still not visually realistic enough. Also, they are
not scalable for the reason that it takes effort to build new environments in simulation. What if we
can create an interactive real-robot action simulator that can simulate robot trajectories in a way
that is both accurate and visually indistinguishable from the real world? With such a simulator,
agents can interactively control virtual robots to interact with diverse objects in various scenes in
the simulator. It enables robots to improve policies by learning from simulated experiences without
safety concerns and maintenance efforts. And the improved policy can consequently produce a large
amount of simulated but realistic "real-robot" trajectories for training. Furthermore, the simulator can
be leveraged as a dynamics model for imagining outcomes of different proposed candidate actions
for model-based reinforcement learning.

Recent advances in generative models showcase extraordinary performance in generating realistic
texts [10], images [11], and videos [12]. Inspired by these successes, we take the first step to leverage
generative models in building a real-robot action simulator. To this end, we propose IRASim, a
novel method that generates extremely realistic videos of a robot executing an action trajectory,
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Initial Frame Input Trajectory
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Figure 1: Overview of IRASim. IRASim is an interactive real-robot action simulator that allows
agents to input an action trajectory to control the "real robot" in an initial frame.

starting from a given initial frame (Fig. 1). We refer to this task as the trajectory-to-video task.
And in this paper, we focus on predicting videos of robot arms completing manipulation tasks. The
trajectory-to-video task differs from the general text-to-video task. While various videos can meet
the text condition in the text-to-video task, the predicted video in our trajectory-to-video task must
strictly and accurately follow the input trajectory. More importantly, a challenge of this task is that
each action in the trajectory provides an exact description of the robot’s movement in each frame.
This contrasts with the text-to-video task, where textual descriptions offer a general condition without
specific frame-by-frame details. Another challenge is that the trajectory-to-video task features rich
robot-object interactions, which must adhere to physical laws. For instance, when the robot picks
up a bowl and moves, the bowl should move together with the robot. In terms of data, training a
trajectory-to-video model only requires trajectory-video pairs, which is very scalable – even failure
trajectories can be used for training.

To tackle the trajectory-to-video task, IRASim leverages an innovative frame-level condition method
to achieve precise frame-by-frame alignment between actions and video frames. We use the powerful
Diffusion Transformer [13] as the backbone of IRASim to improve the modeling of robot-object
interactions. IRASim can generate realistic videos of high-resolution (up to 288× 512). To generate
long-horizon videos, IRASim can be rolled out in an autoregressive manner and maintain consistency
between the generated video clips.

To validate the effectiveness of the proposed method, we develop a new benchmark, IRASim
Benchmark, based on three real-robot manipulation datasets: RT-1 [1], Bridge [14], and Language-
Table [4]. We perform extensive experiments on this benchmark. Results show that IRASim
outperforms comparing baseline methods and is more preferable than other methods in human
evaluation on all three datasets. To showcase the interactive capability of our method, we simulate
teleoperating the robots in RT-1 [1] and Bridge [14] to move in 3D space and Language-Table [4] in
2D spaces with a vive controller and keyboard, respectively. Unlike previous work that uses texts as
the interface between users and the simulator [15], IRASim adopts trajectories as a more robot-centric
interface for building simulators. To the best of our knowledge, it is the first work that models the
visual dynamics of complicated 7-Dof actions in the real world. We hope this work can serve as
a starting point for developing generative realistic real-robot action simulators. To summarize, the
contribution of this paper is threefold:

• We propose a novel method, i.e. IRASim, capable of generating high-resolution and long-horizon
videos for the trajectory-to-video task. It achieves precise alignments between actions and video
frames and accurately adheres to physical laws.
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• We introduce IRASim Benchmark, a new benchmark based on three real-robot datasets for the
trajectory-to-video task. We aim to drive progress on generative real-robot action simulators.

• We perform extensive experiments on the proposed benchmark to show the performance of
IRASim. Results demonstrate that our method is able to produce accurate videos that are almost
visually indistinguishable from the real world.

2 Related Work

World Models. Learning a world model (or dynamics model) [16, 17] which predicts future
observations based on the current observation and actions has been increasingly popular recently [18,
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 15, 24, 25, 26, 27]. VLP [25] exploits text-to-video models as dynamics models to
generate video plans for robots. DreamerV3 [20] and DayDreamer [21] leverage recurrent state space
models (RSSMs) [28] to learn a latent representation of states through modeling a world model for
reinforcement learning. GAIA-1 [22] uses a generative model that leverages videos, texts, and actions
to generate photorealistic driving scenes. Recently, Genie [24] learns an interactive environment from
unlabelled internet videos which allows users to act in the environments via latent actions. Probably,
the most relevant work is UniSim [15] which builds a universal simulator for modeling real-world
interaction. It generates videos from texts and demonstrates controlling a robot arm to move in
2D space with language instructions. Our method can be considered as a world model for robot
manipulation. It takes as inputs real-robot physical actions instead of text [15] or latent actions [24].
Besides 2D actions in previous work [18, 19, 15], IRASim also deals with complex 7-Dof robot
actions in 3D space which involves translation, rotation, and gripper actions.

Video Models. Video models generate video frames either unconditionally or with conditions
including classes, initial frames, texts, strokes, and/or actions [18, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36,
37, 38, 39, 22, 40, 15, 12, 41, 24, 42]. VideoGPT [30] leverages a simple GPT-like architecture to
autoregressively generate VQ-VAE [43] encoded tokens for video generation. Recently, diffusion
models [44, 45] are becoming more and more popular in video generation [31, 32, 33, 39, 38, 15, 12].
A popular choice of architecture is U-Net [31, 39] which has also been widely used in image
diffusion models [11]. Sora [12] showcases extraordinary video generation capability with Diffusion
Transformers [13]. Our method also leverages Diffusion Transformers as the backbone [41, 13].
A relevant line of work is to control video synthesis with motions. These methods use either user-
specified strokes [46, 47], bounding boxes [40], or human poses [48, 36] as conditions. Our method
differs from previous work in that we seek to model complex 3D real-world actions in the video to
learn a real-robot action simulator.

Scaling Real-World Robot Learning. Rolling out policies in the real world is essential in scaling
up robot learning. Firstly, it is necessary for model evaluation [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. Secondly, as real-robot
data are scarce for the reason that data collection often requires costly human demonstrations, an
alternative is to roll out a policy to collect data (e.g. dataset augmentation (DAgger) [49, 5, 50]).
Finally, real-robot reinforcement learning requires rolling out robots in the real world to collect
trajectories [51, 52, 53]. However, policy rollout in the real world is time-consuming. And human
supervision is often needed to ensure safety which can be labor-intensive. Moreover, scaling up
real-world evaluation would necessitate building and maintaining a large number of robots. To tackle
this challenge, recent work [54] shows a correlation between evaluation in a physical simulator and
on real robots. Our method aims to build a real-robot action simulator as an efficient and scalable
alternative for real-world policy rollout.

3 Methods

3.1 Problem Statement

We define the trajectory-to-video generation task as predicting the video of a robot that executes a
trajectory given the initial frame I1 and the action trajectory a1:N−1:

I2:N = f(I1,a1:N−1) (1)

where N denotes the number of frames in the video; ai denotes the action at the i-th timestep. In this
paper, we focus on predicting videos for robot arms. A typical action space for robot arms contains 7
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degrees of freedom (DoFs), i.e. 3 DoFs for describing translation in the 3D space, 3 DoFs for 3D
rotation, and 1 DoF for the gripper action.

3.2 Preliminaries

Diffusion Models. Before delving into our method, we briefly review preliminaries of diffusion
models [44, 45]. Diffusion models [44] typically consist of a forward process and a reverse process.
The forward process gradually adds Gaussian noises to data x0 over T timesteps. It can be formulated
as q (xt|x0) = N

(
xt;

√
αtx0, 1− αtI

)
, where xt is the diffused data at the t-th diffusion timestep

and αt is a constant defined by a variance schedule. The reverse process starts from xT ∼ N (0, I)
and gradually remove noises to recover x0. It can be mathematically expressed as pθ(xt−1|xt) =
N (xt−1;µθ(xt, t),Σθ(xt, t)), where µθ(·) and Σθ(·) denote the mean and covariance functions,
respectively, and can be parameterized via a neural network.

In the training phase, we sample a timestep t ∈ [1, T ] and obtain xt =
√
αtx0 +

√
1− αtϵt via the

reparameterization trick [45] where ϵt ∈ N (0, I). We leverage the simplified training objective to
train a noise prediction model ϵθ as in DDPM [45]:

Lsimple(θ) = ||ϵθ(xt, t)− ϵt||2 (2)

In the inference phase, we generate x0 by first sampling xT from N (0, I) and iteratively compute

xt−1 =
xt −

√
1− αtϵθ(xt, t)√

αt
(3)

until t = 0. For conditional diffusion processes, the noise prediction model ϵθ can be parameterized
as ϵθ(xt, t, c) where c is the condition that controls the generation process. Throughout the paper, we
use superscript and subscript to indicate the timestep of a frame in the input video and the diffusion
timestep, respectively.

Latent Diffusion Models. Directly diffusing the entire video in the pixel space is time-consuming
and requires substantial computation to generate long videos with high resolutions [31]. Inspired
by [11, 41], we perform the diffusion process in a low-dimension latent space z instead of the pixel
space for computation efficiency. Following [39], we leverage the pre-trained variational autoencoder
(VAE) in SDXL [55] to compress each frame Ii in the video to a latent representation with the VAE
encoder zi = Enc(Ii) where i ∈ {1, 2, ..., N}. The latent representation can be decoded back to the
pixel space with the VAE decoder Ii = Dec(zi).

3.3 IRASim

IRASim is a conditional diffusion model operating in the latent space of the VAE introduced in
Sec. 3.2. The condition c includes the latent representation of the initial frame of a video z1 = Enc(I1)
and an action trajectory a1:N−1. The diffusion target is the latent representations of the subsequent
N−1 frames of the video in which the robot executes the action trajectory, i.e. x = z2:N . Inspired by
Sora’s remarkable capability of understanding the physical world [12], we similarly adopt Diffusion
Transformers (DiT) [13] as the backbone of IRASim. In the design of IRASim, we aim to address
three key aspects: 1) consistency with the initial frame 2) adherence to the given action trajectory and
3) computation efficiency. In the following, we describe details of IRASim and discuss pivotal design
choices to achieve the aforementioned objectives.

Tokenization. Each latent representation zi = Enc(Ii) contains P tokens of D dimensions, where
P denotes the number of patches per frame. By sequencing the latent representations of all frames by
timestep order, the video is tokenized to N × P tokens. Spatial and temporal positional embeddings
are added to the tokens to allow awareness of patch positions within frames and timesteps in the
video, respectively. The VAE is frozen throughout the training process.

Spatial-Temporal Attention Blocks. Standard transformer blocks apply Multi-Head Self-Attention
(MHA) to all tokens in the input token sequence, resulting in quadratic computation cost. We thus
leverage the memory-efficient spatial-temporal attention mechanism [56, 24, 41] in the transformer
block of IRASim to reduce the computation cost (Fig. 2). Specifically, each block consists of a spatial
attention block and a temporal attention block. In the spatial attention block, MHA is confined to
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Figure 2: Network Architecture of IRASim. (a) shows the general diffusion transformer archi-
tecture of IRASim. The input to IRASim includes the initial frame and the entire trajectory. (b)
Frame-level adaptation (Frame-Ada). (c) Video-level adaptation (Video-Ada).

tokens within a frame to model intra-frame interaction. In the temporal attention block, MHA is
confined to tokens at an identical patch position across all the frames to model inter-frame interaction.
For a sequence of N × P tokens, spatial attention operates on the 1× P tokens within each frame;
temporal attention operates on the N × 1 tokens across the N timesteps. Compared to attending over
all the N × P tokens at a time, the spatial-temporal attention greatly decreases the computation cost
which makes generating long and high-resolution videos feasible.

Initial Frame Condition. The initial frame condition is achieved by treating the initial frame as the
ground-truth portion in the input video sequence [12]. That is, during training, we only add noise to
the tokens corresponding to the 2nd to the N-th frames z2:N , while keeping those of the initial frame
z1 intact as it does not need to be predicted (Fig. 2). And the diffusion loss is only computed upon
the 2nd to the N-th frames. This condition approach ensures consistency with the initial frame by
enabling the predicted frames to interact with it via attention mechanism.

Trajectory Condition. A naive approach to impose the trajectory condition is to encode the
trajectory as one embedding and append it to the input token sequence as an in-context condition [13].
However, considering Diffusion Transformers [13] demonstrate that adaptive normalization performs
better than in-context condition, we adopt this design in IRASim to achieve trajectory condition.

• Video-Level Condition. Similar to using a text embedding to condition the generation of the
entire video in the text-to-video task, we use a linear layer to encode the entire trajectory into a
single embedding for condition. The embedding is then added to the embedding of the diffusion
timestep t for generating the scale parameters γ and α and the shift parameters β for each spatial
and temporal attention block. These parameters control the video generation via shifting the
distribution of the token embeddings in the transformer block. The overall framework is shown in
Figure 2(c). See Appendix C.1 for more details.

• Frame-Level Condition. Unlike the text-to-video task where the text describes the entire video,
the trajectory in the trajectory-to-video task is a finer description. Each action in the trajectory
defines how the robot should move in each frame. And thus, each generated frame must match
with its corresponding action in the trajectory. To achieve this precise frame-level alignment, we
condition the generation of each frame by its corresponding action. Instead of encoding the entire
action trajectory into a single embedding, we use a linear layer to encode each action into an
individual embedding. The diffusion timestep embedding is added to each action embedding to
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generate the scale and shift parameters for each individual frame in the spatial block. The scale
and shift parameters of the temporal block for all frames share the same conditioning embedding
which is derived similarly as in video-level condition. See Appendix C.2 for more details.

Output. The output layer contains a linear layer which outputs the noise prediction ϵ̂ = ϵθ(xt, t, c)
ϵ̂ is used to compute the L2 loss with the ground-truth noise during training (Eq. 2). Note that
IRASim only predicts the mean of the noise but not the covariance as in [13] – we empirically
found that this improves video generation quality. During inference, we sample xT from N (0, I) and
gradually denoise it via Eq. 3 to obtain the predicted latent representation of the 2nd to the N-th frames
ẑ2:N = x0. The predicted video frames can be decoded with the VAE decoder Î2:N = Dec(ẑ2:N ).

4 Experiments

In this section, we perform extensive experiments on IRASim Benchmark which includes three
challenging real-robot datasets to verify the performance of IRASim. We aim to answer three
questions: 1) Is IRASim effective on solving the trajectory-to-video task on various datasets with
different action spaces? 2) How do different components contribute to the final performance of
IRASim? 3) Can we leverage IRASim as a robot action simulator to allow humans to control robots
in an image? More details and results can be found in the Appendix.

4.1 IRASim Benchmark

IRASim Benchmark is designed for the trajectory-to-video generation task. We source data from
three publicly available robot manipulation datasets: RT-1 [1], Bridge [14], and Language-Table [4].
We split each dataset into training, validation, and test sets. The dataset statistics are shown in Table
3 in Appendix B. In RT-1 and Bridge, a robot arm with a gripper moves in the 3D space to perform
manipulation which interacts with objects in the scene. The action spaces of RT-1 and Bridge consist
of 1) 6-Dof arm action in the 3D space T ∈ SE(3) and 2) a continuous gripper action g ∈ [0, 1]. In
Language-Table, a robot arm moves in a 2D plane to move blocks with a cylindrical end-effector.
The action space is 2-Dof translation in the 2D space p ∈ R2. See Fig. 1 and 3 for example images of
these datasets. We convert the arm action of all datasets to relative delta actions.

4.2 Experiment Setup

We perform experiments on IRASim Benchmark. During training, we sample video clips containing
16 continuous frames from episodes using a sliding window. We resize videos, and the resolutions after
resizing for RT-1, Bridge, and Language-Table are 256×320, 256×320, and 288×512, respectively.
We perform experiments on video generation on short trajectories and long trajectories. Short
trajectories, which are segments of complete episodes, consist of 16 frames and 15 actions. The
video can be generated in one diffusion generation process. For long trajectories, we utilize complete
episodes from the dataset. Long videos can be rolled out in an autoregressive manner. The initial
frame of the first diffusion process is the given ground-truth frame, while the initial frame of each
subsequent diffusion process is the last output frame from the previous process.

IRASim Variants. We follow standard transformers which scale the hidden size, number of
heads, and number of layers together. In particular, we perform experiments on four configurations:
IRASim-S, IRASim-B, IRASim-L, and IRASim-XL. Details of these models are shown in Tab. 7
in Appendix E. If not specified otherwise, throughout the paper, we report the results of IRASim-
XL which contains 679M trainable parameters in total. We denote IRASim with frame-level and
video-level adaptation as IRASim-Frame-Ada and IRASim-Video-Ada, respectively.

Baselines. To evaluate the effectiveness of IRASim, we compare with two state-of-the-art baseline
methods, i.e. VDM [31] and LVDM [39]. Both methods are diffusion models based on a U-Net
architecture. LVDM diffuses videos in a latent space while VDM operates in the pixel space. These
methods demonstrate strong capabilities on the text-to-video task. To impose trajectory conditions on
video generation, we encode the trajectory into an embedding to condition the diffusion process in
both methods. This is similar to the text embedding used for text-to-video generation in the original
papers [31, 39]. LVDM is configured such that its number of parameters is similar to IRASim. As
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Figure 3: Qualitative Results. We show video generation of IRASim with (a) short trajectories and
(b) long trajectories on the test set of RT-1, Bridge, and Language-Table. Ground-truths are in blue
boxes. Predictions are in orange boxes. Initial ground-truth video frames are in green boxes.

VDM performs diffusions in the pixel space, it requires more computation resources than LVDM and
IRASim despite having a smaller number of 44M parameters. More details about the implementation
of baselines can be found in Appendix D.

Metrics. Following [36], we evaluate with two types of metrics: computation-based and model-
based. Computation-based metrics includes PSNR [57] and SSIM [58]. Model-based metrics
includes includes Latent L2 loss, FID [59] and FVD [60]. Latent L2 loss and PSNR measure the L2
distance between the predicted video and the ground-truth video in the latent space and pixel space,
respectively. SSIM evaluates the similarity between videos in terms of image brightness, contrast, and
structure. FID and FVD assess video quality by analyzing the similarity of video feature distributions.
Unlike the text-to-video task where a variety of videos may meet with a single text condition, the
variety is much smaller in the trajectory-to-video task as the robot in the predicted video must strictly
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Table 1: Quantitative Results on Video Generation of Short Trajectories. We prioritize Latent L2 loss
and PSNR as primary evaluation metrics.

Dataset Method Computation-based Model-based

PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ Latent L2 ↓ FID ↓ FVD ↓

RT-1

VDM [31] 13.762 0.554 0.4983 41.23 371.13
LVDM [39] 25.041 0.815 0.2244 4.26 30.72

IRASim-Video-Ada 25.446 0.823 0.2191 4.34 29.27
IRASim-Frame-Ada 26.048 0.833 0.2099 5.60 25.58

Bridge

VDM [31] 18.520 0.741 0.3709 39.82 127.25
LVDM [39] 23.546 0.810 0.2155 10.59 35.06

IRASim-Video-Ada 24.733 0.827 0.2021 10.30 23.03
IRASim-Frame-Ada 25.275 0.833 0.1947 10.51 20.91

Language-Table

VDM [31] 23.067 0.857 0.3204 64.63 136.56
LVDM [39] 28.254 0.889 0.1704 6.85 24.34

IRASim-Video-Ada 23.893 0.859 0.2028 7.05 73.84
IRASim-Frame-Ada 28.818 0.888 0.1660 6.38 48.49

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
% win rate

IRASim-Frame-Ada 
vs              

VDM            
IRASim-Frame-Ada 

vs              
LVDM           

IRASim-Frame-Ada 
vs              

IRASim-Video-Ada  

RT-1

100%

60% 12% 28%

38% 32% 30%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
% win rate

Bridge

100%

72% 16% 12%

36% 30% 34%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
% win rate

Language-Table

100%

68% 10% 22%

66% 20% 14%

Win Tie Loss

Figure 4: Human Preference Evaluation. We perform a user study to evaluate the human preference
between IRASim-Frame-Ada and other baseline methods.

follows the input trajectory. Thus, we prioritize Latent L2 loss and PSNR as primary evaluation
metrics. In Sec. 4.3, we will later show that Latent L2 loss and PSNR match with human preference
the most among all the metrics.

4.3 Results

Video Generation of Short Trajectories. Qualitative results are shown in Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 7.
Quantitative results are shown in Tab. 1. As shown in Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 7, IRASim-Frame-Ada can
generate videos that are almost visually indistinguishable from the ground-truth. IRASim-Frame-Ada
performs the best among all the comparing methods in terms of Latent L2 loss and PSNR. It achieves
the highest SSIM on RT-1 and Bridge and is comparable with the best baseline method LVDM on
Language-Table. In all three datasets, it outperforms IRASim-Video-Ada in all the computation-based
metrics. This indicates that frame-level condition enhances consistency between each frame and its
corresponding action in the trajectory, as shown in Fig. 7 in the Appendix A.1. IRASim-Frame-Ada
also surpasses the two baseline methods based on U-Nets on all three datasets on Latent L2 loss.
This demonstrates the superiority of transformer-based model, especially in handling complex 3D
actions and robot-object interaction. VDM fails to generate realistic videos despite consuming more
computation costs during training. This indicates the effectiveness of performing diffusion in latent
space.

Human Preference Evaluation. We also perform a user study to help understand human pref-
erences between IRASim-Frame-Ada and other methods. We juxtapose the videos predicted by
IRASim-Frame-Ada and the comparing method and ask humans which one they prefer. The ground-
truth is also provided as a reference. IRASim-Frame-Ada beats all the comparing methods in all
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Table 2: Quantitative Results on Video Generation of Long Trajectories.

RT-1 Bridge Language-Table

Latent L2 ↓ PSNR ↑ Latent L2 ↓ PSNR ↑ Latent L2 ↓ PSNR ↑
LVDM [39] 0.2567 23.573 0.2534 21.792 0.1776 26.215

IRASim-Video-Ada 0.2519 23.984 0.2385 22.868 0.2112 22.551
IRASim-Frame-Ada 0.2408 24.615 0.2306 23.260 0.1730 26.773
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Figure 5: Scaling. IRASim scales elegantly with the increase of model sizes and training steps.

three datasets (Fig. 4). This result aligns with the Latent L2 loss and PSNR which justifies the reason
for using them as the primary evaluation metrics.

Video Generation of Long Trajectories. Qualitative results are shown in Fig. 3(b) and Fig. 8.
Quantitative results are shown in Tab. 2. We compare IRASim with the best baseline method
LVDM [39]. IRASim-Frame-Ada consistently outperforms the comparison methods in all three
datasets on Latent L2 loss and PSNR. Fig. 3(b) and Fig. 8 show that it retains the powerful capability
of generating visually realistic and accurate videos as in the short trajectory setting.

Scaling. We follow [13] and train IRASim-Frame-Ada of different model sizes ranging from 33M
to 679M. Results are shown in Fig. 5. On all three datasets, IRASim scales elegantly with the increase
of model sizes and training steps. This indicates strong potential for increasing model sizes and
training steps to further improve the performance.

Application To showcase the application of IRASim, we perform experiments on controlling
the "real robots" in the three datasets of IRASim Benchmark. For Language-Table [4] with a 2D
translation action space, we use the arrow keys from the keyboard to input action trajectories for
better accessibility. However, we note that IRASim can handle any 2D translational trajectories as
input. For RT-1 [1] and Bridge [14] with a 3D action space, we use the Vive controller to record
action trajectories as input. Fig. 6 shows that IRASim can be used as an interactive real-robot
action simulator in various ways. In particular, IRASim is able to robustly handle multimodality in
generation – Fig. 6(a) shows generating videos with an identical initial frame but different trajectories.

5 Limitations and Conclusion

In this paper, we present IRASim, a novel method that generates videos of a robot that executes an
action trajectory given the initial frame. Results show that our method is able to generate long-horizon
and high-resolution videos that are almost visually indistinguishable from ground-truth videos.

Similar to other generative methods, one limitation of our method is hallucination. Also, the inference
speed of IRASim is not real-time, despite having a high throughput – it costs only 8GB memory
during inference. Finally, IRASim currently does not support flexible input resolutions and action
spaces, restricting its capability to fully utilize robot data of various resolutions and action spaces.
In the future, we will investigate incorporating different robot data in training and accelerate the
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Keyboard Inputs: ↑↑→→→↓↓↓←←←←←←←

Keyboard Inputs: ↑↑→→→↓↓↓↓↓↓←←←←

(a)

(b)

Figure 6: Application. We showcase controlling (a) the virtual robot in Language-Table with arrow
keys on a keyboard and (b) the robots in RT-1 and Bridge with a vive controller. Predictions are in
orange boxes. Initial Frames are in green boxed.

inference speed via methods including diffusion distillation [61, 62]. Also, we plan to explore using
IRASim as a real-robot simulator for collecting simulated trajectories via policies to improve policies
with methods including DAgger [49] and RL. We hope that IRASim can serve as a starting point
for the development of generative realistic real-robot action simulators and an effective method to
accelerate robot learning in the real world for the community.
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A Additional Qualitative Results

In this section, we present additional qualitative results on comparing IRASim with baseline methods.

A.1 Video Generation of Short Trajectories

Results are illustrated in Fig. 7. These results demonstrate that IRASim-Frame-Ada surpasses other
methods in aligning frames with actions and modeling the interaction between robots and objects.

A.2 Video Generation of Long Trajectories

Results are illustrated in Fig. 8. IRASim-Frame-Ada generates consistent and long-horizon videos,
accurately simulating the entire trajectory. Additionally, IRASim-Frame-Ada maintains its superior
performance in frame-action alignment and robot-object interaction as observed in the short-trajectory
setting.

A.3 Scaling

Results are shown in Fig. 9. IRASim-Frame-Ada consistently improves the quality of the generated
video in terms of reality and accuracy with the increase of model size.
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Figure 7: Additional Results on Video Generation of Short Trajectories. We compare the
results of different methods on (a) RT-1, (b) Bridge, and (c) Language-Table. Differences between
IRASim-Frame-Ada and other methods are highlighted in green and red boxes.
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Figure 8: Additional Results on Video Generation of Long Trajectories. We compare the
results of different methods on (a) RT-1, (b) Bridge, and (c) Language-Table. Differences between
IRASim-Frame-Ada and other methods are highlighted in green and red boxes. Note that the input
trajectory is the entire trajectory of an episode.
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Figure 9: Additional Results on Scaling. We compare the results of IRASim-Frame-Ada with
different model sizes on (a) RT-1, (b) Bridge, and (c) Language-Table.
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B Datasets

Table 3: Dataset Statistics. An "episode" is a single trial where the robot completes a task. A "sample"
is a clip from an episode.

Datasets RT1 [1] Bridge [14] Language2Table [4]

Data Split Episode Sample Episode Sample Episode Sample
Train 82,069 2,314,893 25,460 482,701 170256 1483133

Validation 2,167 4,810 1,737 2,905 4,446 5,119
Test 2,167 4,799 1,738 2,946 4,562 5,243

We provide details on the three publicly available robot manipulation datasets used in IRASim
Benchmark: RT1 [1], Bridge [14], and Language-Table [4]. A summary of the dataset statistics is
presented in Table 3. Each training sample consists of a 4-second video clip containing 16 frames,
extracted from an episode with a continuous sliding window. For testing and validation, frames are
sampled at 16-frame intervals to reduce the number of evaluation videos and, consequently, lower
evaluation costs. The original resolution for RT-1 is 256 × 320, for Bridge it is 480 × 640, and
for Language-Table it is 360 × 640. To ensure efficient training, we resize the Bridge videos to a
resolution of 256× 320 and the Language-Table videos to 288× 512.

C IRASim Model Details

In this section, we introduce more details about two types of trajectory condition methods in Sec. 3.3:
Video-Level Condition and Frame-Level Condition.

C.1 Video-Level Conditioning

In video-level condition (Fig. 2(c)), we first obtain the conditioning embedding cST by adding the
diffusion timestep embedding to the trajectory embedding. We then use cST to regress the scale
parameters γ and α, as well as the shift parameters β. Specifically, the computation of the spatial
block is as follows:

x = x+ (1 + α1)× MHA(γ1 × LayerNorm(x) + β1) (4)
x = x+ (1 + α2)× FFN(γ2 × LayerNorm(x) + β2) (5)

where x, with a shape of (N,P,D), denotes the token embeddings. x is reshaped as (P,N,D)
before entering the temporal block. The computation of the temporal block is:

x = x+ (1 + α3)× MHA(γ3 × LayerNorm(x) + β3) (6)
x = x+ (1 + α4)× FFN(γ4 × LayerNorm(x) + β4) (7)

Note that layer normalization is performed before scaling and shifting.

C.2 Frame-Level Condition

In frame-level condition (Fig 2(b)), spatial attention blocks and temporal attention blocks are con-
ditioned differently. The derivation of the conditioning embedding for temporal attention blocks
cT is the same as in video-level condition, where we add the diffusion timestep embedding to the
trajectory embedding. Different frames are conditioned differently in spatial attention blocks. We
denote the conditioning embedding of spatial attention blocks for the i-th frame as ciS . To derive ciS ,
the i-th action in the trajectory is first encoded to an embedding through a linear layer. The diffusion
timestep embedding is then added to the encoded embedding to obtain ciS . We use c1S , . . . , c

N
S and

cT to regress the corresponding scale parameters γ and α, as well as the shift parameters β. While
the computation of the temporal blocks is the same as the video-level condition (Eq. 6 and 7), the
computation of spatial blocks is different:

xi = xi + (1 + αi
1)× MHA(γi

1 × LayerNorm(xi + βi
1)), (8)

xi = xi + (1 + αi
2)× FFN(γi

2 × LayerNorm(xi + βi
2)). (9)

where αi
1, γ

i
1, β

i
1, α

i
2, γ

i
2, β

i
2 denote the scale and shift parameters for the i-th frame. They are

regressed from ciS .
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D Baselines Details

In this section, we detail the baseline implementation. For VDM [31], we leverage the implementation
provided in 1, which utilizes a 3D U-Net architecture for controllable video generation. We use
only the model component from this code and keep the training setting consistent with IRASim.
LVDM [39] employs the same model architecture as VDM. It performs diffusion in the latent space
while VDM performs diffusion in the pixel space. We use an MLP to encode the trajectory into
an embedding. It is then concatenated with the embedding of the diffusion timestep to form the
conditioning embedding. This is similar to the original methods in the paper where the text embedding
is concatenated with the diffusion timestep embedding to form the conditioning embedding. The
initial frame condition method of VDM and LVDM is the same as IRASim as described in Sec. 3.3.
LVDM and IRASim share the same VAE model and training setting. Given that the resolution of
Language-Table [4] is up to 288 × 512, we resize the video to 144 × 256 in the training of VDM
to make the computational cost affordable. During evaluation, we resize the generated video back
to 288 × 512 for comparison with other methods. For RT-1 and Bridge, the training of VDM is
performed at a resolution of 256 × 320. The training hyperparameters for VDM and LVDM are
shown in Tab. 4 and 5. More training hyperparameters that share with IRASim can be found in Tab. 6.

Table 4: Hyperparameters for VDM
Hyperparameter Value

Base channels 64
Channel multipliers 1,2,4,8
Num attention heads 8

Attention head dimension 32
Conditioning embedding dimension 768

Input channels 3
Parameters 40M

Table 5: Hyperparameters for LVDM
Hyperparameter Value

Base channels 288
Channel multipliers 1,2,4,8
Num attention heads 8

Attention head dimension 32
Conditioning embedding dimension 768

Input channels 3
Parameters 687M

E Training Details

For all models, we use AdamW [63] for training. We use a constant learning rate of 1e-4 and train
for 300k steps with a batch size of 64. The gradient clipping is set to 0.1. We found the training
of IRASim very stable – no loss spikes were observed even without gradient clipping. However,
loss spikes often occur in LVDM and VDM when gradient clipping is not used. Following [13],
we utilize the Exponential Moving Average (EMA) technique with a decay of 0.9999. All other
hyperparameters are set the same as [13]. Tab. 6 lists further hyperparameters. All models are trained
from scratch. We utilize PNDM [64] with 50 sampling steps for efficient video generation during
evaluation. IRASim generates a 16-frame video with a duration of approximately 4 seconds, requiring
only 30 seconds on an A100 GPU using 8GB of memory. Although there is still significant room for
latency improvement, our method features high throughput and is memory-friendly during inference.

For scaling results in Fig. 5, the configurations of four different sizes of IRASim are shown in Tab. 7.
We study the scale performance of IRASim-Frame-Ada since it performs best.

The information about computing resources for training our IRASim is provided in Tab. 8.

F Evaluation Details

We evaluate the video quality generated by IRASim and the baselines under two settings: short
trajectories and long trajectories. In the short trajectory setting, the input consists of one initial frame
and a short trajectory containing 15 actions, resulting in the generation of 15 subsequent frames.
These short trajectories are sampled from episodes using a sliding window with an interval of 16.
In the long trajectory setting, the input comprises one initial frame and a complete long trajectory,
with the output being the generated subsequent frames. The average lengths of the long trajectories
are 42.5, 33.4, and 23.7 frames for RT-1, Bridge, and Language-Table, respectively. These lengths

1https://github.com/lucidrains/video-diffusion-pytorch
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also represent the average number of frames for the generated long videos, which are produced in an
autoregressive manner, as detailed in Sec. 4.2. The statistics of the generated short and long videos
used for evaluation are presented in Tab. 3.

In all metric calculations, we ignore the initial frame and only evaluate the quality of the generated
frames. For PSNR and SSIM, we refer to skimage 2 for calculation. For FID and FVD, we refer
to 3 and 4 for calculation, splitting the generated videos into frames and using their codebases to
compute the FID and FVD values. However, we do not calculate FID and FVD metrics for long
videos because we find that these metrics do not reflect human preferences well, even in the short
trajectory setting. This could be because FID and FVD essentially calculate the similarity between
the distributions of two datasets, whereas the trajectory2video task is a reconstruction task, making
reconstruction loss a more suitable evaluation metric.

Table 6: Hyperparameters for training IRASim
Hyperparameter Value

Layers 28
Hidden size 1152

Num attention heads 16
Patch size 2

Input channels 4
Dropout 0.1

Optimizer AdamW(β = 0.9, β = 0.999)
Learning rate 0.0001

Batch size 64
Gradient clip 0.1
Training steps 3000000

EMA 0.9999
Weight decay 0.0

Prediction target ϵ
Parameters 679M

Table 7: Model Sizes. We use IRASim as an abbreviation of IRASim-Frame-Ada for brevity.
Model Layers Hidden size Num attention heads Parameters

IRASim-S 12 384 6 33M
IRASim-B 12 768 12 132M
IRASim-L 24 1024 16 461M

IRASim-XL 28 1152 16 679M

Table 8: Compution resources for training IRASim
Dataset Concurrent GPUs GPU Hours GPU type

RT-1 32 2381 A800 (40 GB)
Bridge 32 2371 A800 (40 GB)

Lanaguge-Table 32 2369 A100 (80 GB)

G Human Preference Evaluation

Five participants took part in the human evaluation. For each participant, we randomly sampled 10
ground-truth video clips from the test set for each of the 3 datasets. And for each video clip, we

2https://scikit-image.org/docs/stable/api/skimage.metrics.html
3https://github.com/mseitzer/pytorch-fid
4https://github.com/universome/stylegan-v
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juxtapose the predictions of IRASim-Frame-Ada with those of VDM, LVDM, and IRASim-Video-
Ada (Fig. 10). Thus, a participant evaluated 90 pairs of video clips. Note that the orders of the
juxtaposition are random for different clips. See the caption of Fig. 10 for more details. We compare
the results of all evaluated video clips and calculate the win, tie, and loss rates. The screenshot of
the GUI used in the human evaluation is shown in Fig. 10. The full text of the instruction given to
participants is as follows:

Evaluation Instructions

You are asked to choose the more realistic and accurate video from two generated videos
(shown above). The ground-truth video is given as a reference (shown below). Please
carefully examine the given videos. If you can find a significant difference between the two
generated videos, you may choose which one is better immediately. If not, please replay the
videos more times. If you are still not able to find differences, you may choose the "similar"
option. Please do not guess. Your decision needs solid evidence.

Figure 10: Screenshot of the GUI in Human Preference Evaluation. The two videos in the upper
row are generated by IRASim-Frame-Ada and a comparing method, arranged in a random left-right
order. The video in the lower row is the ground-truth video.
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