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Abstract

We propose Heterogeneous Masked Autoregression (HMA)
for modeling action-video dynamics to generate high-quality
data and evaluation in scaling robot learning. Building in-
teractive video world models and policies for robotics is
difficult due to the challenge of handling diverse settings
while maintaining computational efficiency to run in real
time. HMA uses heterogeneous pre-training from observa-
tions and action sequences across different robotic embodi-
ments, domains, and tasks. HMA uses masked autoregression
to generate quantized or soft tokens for video predictions.
HMA achieves better visual fidelity and controllability than
the previous robotic video generation models with 15× faster
speed in the real world. After post-training, this model can
be used as a video simulator from low-level action inputs for
evaluating policies and generating synthetic data.

1. Introduction
Scaling robot learning is bottlenecked by i) large amounts of
high-quality data for training; ii) real-time and high-fidelity
evaluation. This is in stark contrast with other domains such
as natural language processing [36, 38] and computer vision
[5, 25] where abundant training data are available on the
Internet and evaluation can be simply performed online with
held-out data.

One compelling solution to these bottlenecks is genera-
tive modeling [1, 5], which aims to learn the full dynamics
and simulate the world. For training, it can produce an in-
finite amount of in-distribution data; for evaluation, it can
potentially generate reasonable physical interactions without
real-world deployment. However, building useful generative
models is nontrivial. It has to be general to handle vari-
ous setups across embodiments, domains, and tasks rather
than specific settings [2, 6, 48]; it’s also desirable to be effi-
cient, so as to deal with the real-time interactions from the
policies [52, 60] necessary for robotic applications.

Building a general solution across embodiments, domains,
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Figure 1. Action-Video Dynamics Model from Heterogeneous
Robot Interactions. HMA utilizes heterogeneous datasets compris-
ing over 3 million trajectories (videos) from 40 distinct embodi-
ments to pre-train a full dynamics model with next-set-of-token
predictions using masked autoregression. After pre-training, the
resulting action-video dynamics model is versatile, supporting ap-
plications such as video simulation, policy evaluation, synthetic
data generation, and direct adoption as an imitation policy.

and tasks at scale requires handling the action heterogene-
ity in robotics. In particular, different robots use different
action spaces, action frequencies, and action horizons for
their specific tasks. To this end, we build on the recent idea
that aligns such heterogeneity into the shared latent space
[14, 44, 49] of action-video dynamics generation. To maxi-
mize the generality of the framework (Fig. 1), the network is
modularized such that after pre-training, any new embodi-
ment only requires training a small action encoder (“stem”)
and action decoder (“head”) from scratch.

Beyond pure policy learning [49], our full-dynamics set-
ting also requires modeling of observations, which are typ-
ically formatted as sequences of images, or videos. While
state-of-the-art, diffusion-based video modeling [5, 40, 60]
has achieved impressive visual quality, such frameworks are
inefficient for real-time applications like robotics due to their
need for extensive iterations over the entire sequence at each
generation step. In contrast, we build on recent advances
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in autoregressive modeling for vision [27, 29, 45], which
offer a more efficient alternative while maintaining high
generation quality. In particular, we leverage masked autore-
gression [8, 27] for action-video dynamics and explore two
variants to trade off speed vs. fidelity for videos: the discrete
variant which generates vector-quantized (VQ) tokens at a
high speed, and the continuous one which better preserves
visual fidelity.

With these insights on Heterogeneity (H) on actions and
Masked Autoregression (MA) on video dynamics, we intro-
duce HMA, a masked autoregression framework for action-
video dynamics (AVD) over heterogeneous robotic data. The
versatility of this unmasking architecture handles several
core problems in robotics, including world models and end-
to-end policies (Fig. 2). These problems can be framed as
dynamic models using sequence modeling, enabling the joint
generation of observations and actions [9, 39].

HMA is shown to scale across embodiments, trajectories,
and model sizes in the heterogeneous pre-training mixtures.
In particular, we study the scaling behaviors measured by
visual fidelity and action controllability. The model is pre-
trained with over 3 million trajectories (videos) with action
labels and a single HMA can generate video across a wide
range of 40 embodiment datasets from 2-DoF action space
to 28-DoF action space.

The main use case of HMA is the first high-fidelity and
real-time video robotic simulator (example). Our genera-
tion achieves better visual fidelity and controllability than
the previous state-of-the-art [60] with 15× faster inference
latency, enabling real-time interactions [31]. Because HMA
autoregressively models the video and action sequences in
interaction data, it can also be used to generate trajectories
over 100 frames (over 30 seconds) stably in various robotic
applications. On simulation benchmarks [32], HMA is used to
evaluate policies as a high-fidelity simulator and to generate
90% synthetic trajectory data for improving policy perfor-
mance to match ground truth data. The learned dynamic
models can also be used as an imitation policy to predict
actions. We hope that HMA can shed some light on learning
action-video dynamic models in a unified framework from
heterogeneous data.

2. Related Works

World Models. World models [18], or dynamic models
[3], are computer programs that evolve based on agents’
behaviors. Different from simulator software, learned dy-
namic models predict future states or reward functions based
on past observations and then apply to model-based rein-
forcement settings [9, 19, 56] or robotics [7, 28, 41]. No-
tably, since ground truth states are often unavailable in
decision-making, dynamic models need to handle high-
dimensional video data and low-dimensional grounded phys-

ical actions. Full-sequence diffusion and autoregressive mod-
els are two primary approaches for generative tasks across
languages, images, and videos [8, 22, 26, 27, 53]. In partic-
ular, 1xGPT [1] uses masked autoregression for video gen-
eration and MAR [27] applies diffusion losses with masked
autoregression for image generation, and Diffuser [24] uses
diffusion models to jointly model the full state and action
sequences in planning. Our work focuses on masked autore-
gression over full-sequence diffusion [2, 6, 48], aiming to
create efficient and interactive world models.

Steering Video Models with Actions. Video models [5]
can be applied to a wide range of video data including cu-
rated videos, human videos, synthetic videos, and robot
videos. Interactive video models usually rely on language
instructions [52], latent actions [6], or sketches to guide the
video or image models. However, video controllability is
still an issue when fine-grained details and low-level mo-
tion controls are used as prompts [2, 40, 60]. In particular,
IRASim [60] applies DiT [37] to several robotic datasets and
demonstrates high-quality video simulation qualities. Unlike
previous works that apply such models to a single task or
embodiment or use natural languages as actions, our work
investigates action-conditioned video models across hetero-
geneous embodied settings and their scaling behaviors.

Visual Generative Models for Robotics. Visual genera-
tive models have been explored extensively for robotic ap-
plications such as policy learning, planning, and synthetic
data generation. Synthesized goals and subgoals [15, 34]
have been used to improve end-to-end manipulation policies.
Video predictions such as visual foresight [16] have been
used to guide policy executions. Video language planning
[15] achieves long-horizon planning tasks through model-
predictive control and search. In the context of robotics, dif-
fusion methods have been used to augment images [10, 55]
and 3D generative methods have been used to generate syn-
thetic data from novel views [59]. In this work, we use
learned dynamic models for policy evaluation and synthetic
data generation in policy learning. Moreover, the dynamics
model can act as policies for action predictions.

3. Heterogeneous Masked Autoregression
3.1. Dynamic Models
Our objective is to learn the dynamics model f on visual
observation history Ohistory = {ot−Npast , ..., ot−1} and ac-
tion history Ahistory = {at−Npast , ..., at−1} to predict the fu-
ture observations Ofuture = {ot, ..., ot+Nfuture} and actions
Afuture = {at, ..., at+Nfuture} where Npast and Nfuture are
hyper-parameters. Using the masking objective in the next
section, the model is trained to predict a masked component
in this function given other components. In Fig. 2, multi-
ple core problems in decision-making and robotics [3, 33]
can be viewed as a subset of this problem: full dynamics:
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Figure 2. Dynamics Model. Masked autoregression in the dynam-
ics model generalizes multiple problem settings including policy
learning, forward and passive dynamics, and full dynamics.

ffull-dynamics(Ohistory,Ahistory) 7→ (Ofuture,Afuture), passive
video predictions fpassive(Ohistory) 7→ Ofuture, forward dy-
namics: fforward-dynamics(Ohistory,Ahistory) 7→ Ofuture, and pol-
icy models: fpolicy(Ohistory,Ahistory) 7→ Afuture are all subsets
of such sequential and generative models. The objective can
be applied to datasets with missing labels such as pure video
datasets and policy datasets, and can even be extended to
inverse dynamics finverse-dynamics(Ohistory,Ofuture) 7→ Afuture
if non-causal models are used.

3.2. Action Heterogeneity
A world model that understands the physical world should be
able to simulate various forms of embodiments and actions.
For instance, humans can intuitively understand how other
creatures’ physical actions would impact the world. Action
heterogeneity in robotics includes different action spaces,
action frequencies, and action dimensions. For example, a
dynamics model with 30Hz frequencies and a 50-DoF joint
space for a humanoid is different from one with 5Hz frequen-
cies and a 6-DoF end effector space for a Franka Arm. Since
the videos can be unified as a sequence of images of fixed res-
olutions, we decouple observation and actions to handle the
heterogeneity in actions. One particular approach that han-
dles such action heterogeneity without explicit tokenization
processing step is HPT [49]. Specifically, for each domain,
we consider 2Hz dynamics frequencies and 12 frame context
(6 seconds wallclock time) to balance generation length and
compute efficiency, but technically any action frequencies
can be used. We chunk the action sequences into a fixed 2Hz
to ensure consistency across datasets. For action prediction
objectives, we will use different decoder heads to predict
actions for different embodiments.

3.3. Masked Autoregression
Following the success of language models and image/video
models, we use masked autoregression (MAR) [1, 8] to
generate video predictions and action predictions based on
previous video observations and action sequences. Specifi-
cally, masked autoregression models the joint distribution as

the conditional distribution based on previous generations.
It uses the masked autoencoding objective with a random
order of tokens at training time. Then it predicts the next-
set-of-tokens and gradually unmasks at inference time [27],
which is natural in robotic interactions. The joint dynamics
probability distribution can be decomposed as:

p(Ohistory,Ofuture,Ahistory,Afuture) = p(X1, ..., XK)

= ΠK
k=1p(Xk|X1, ..., Xk−1), (1)

where Xk can be any (causally) valid masked set of obser-
vations and actions. Therefore, it can unify the different
dynamic settings mentioned in Sec. 3.1. We use a neural
network fθ parameterized by θ to learn such a distribution.
Notably, both images and actions are continuous signals, and
multiple loss functions can be applied to this. One simple
choice is to tokenize the images into discrete tokens and use
the raw actions. We then train the network with cross-entropy
(CE) loss on image tokens while applying mean-squared-
error (MSE) regression losses to the actions. For simplicity,
let X = (ô, â) generated by θ and (o, a) denote the ground
truth, the discrete loss on the video vector-quantized (VQ)
tokens can be written as:

LVQ(X; θ) = MSE(a, â) + CE(o, ô). (2)

Alternatively, we can use a separate denoising diffusion
objective that learns to reconstruct X based on a continuous
latent z, which we also call “soft tokens” [27]:

Lsoft(X; θ) = ∥ϵa − f(a|t, z)∥2 + ∥ϵo − f(o|t, z)∥2, (3)

where ϵa, ϵo are noise vectors sampled from N (0, I) and t is
the timestep of the noise schedule. Note that z, t are separate
for action a and video o in practice.

Different from previous video models that use either dif-
fusion [2, 60] or autoregression [6, 29], this method com-
bines the efficiency and expressiveness of both approaches
to model the joint dynamic models.

3.4. Model Architecture
The overall architecture, denoted as Heterogeneous Masked
Autoregression (HMA), builds on the generality across em-
bodiments with action heterogeneity, and the efficiency
across dynamic settings and discrete/continuous observation
tokens with masked autoregression.

In Fig. 3, the network architecture of HMA follows the
heterogeneous pre-training in HPT [49], in which we create
multiple modules of action inputs (“stem”) and action out-
puts (“head”) and share the core spatial-temporal transformer
(“trunk”) as the dynamic models for pre-training and trans-
ferring. The spatial attention runs bi-directionally with the
masked video and action tokens and the unmasked tokens,
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Figure 3. Network Architecture. The HMA model architecture
maps low-level video and action sequences across different em-
bodiments into a shared latent space. For actions, embodiment
projectors are activated based on the training sample. The spatial-
temporal Transformer produces the output video and action tokens
for future frames.

and the temporal attention is causal in predicting tokens in
future steps.

This model architecture explicitly handles the heterogene-
ity in action spaces in robotics [42, 49]. Specifically, each
domain has its own action encoder which has an MLP layer
that maps normalized actions of certain horizons into fea-
tures. A decoder can be a 3-layer diffusion MLP that is
trained to regress on the continuous features and/or actions.

Notably, the ability to predict a controllable and high-
fidelity future given past observations requires dedicated
information streams from the actions. We use modulation
[37] layers for each domain in every Transformer block
[42]. To generalize the video model to predict both video
and action in the full dynamics task, we also use the token
concatenation method for fusing video and action tokens.

3.5. Training and Inference

In practice, each frame in the video has 256 tokens and
64 repeated action tokens. The masking has a minimum
ratio and follows a cosine schedule to mask more tokens at
later steps in the training horizon. We use Maximal Update
Parametrization [51] for scaling with bigger models. We find
a Xavier initialization with gain 0.1 for the action projectors
to be useful for training stability. We use different mask
tokens and different decoders for action and video tokens.
We ablate with other variants such as cross-attention layers
in the Section 4.

At inference time, we append masked tokens to the video
sequence and masked tokens to the action sequence up to
the maximum horizon whenever needed. The full inference
process for the diffusion-based HMA contains three nested
autoregression procedures across T timesteps in the video

time dimension, M unmasking steps in the image patch
dimension, and N diffusion steps for the continuous token
generation. Since each step in the nested iterations is fast,
the generation process is both high-quality and efficient. For
diffusion head, we use DDIM with per-step clipping [43] to
train with Ntrain = 1000 timesteps and test with Ntest = 100
steps. As in standard diffusion works [37], we use patch
size 2 to reduce context length. This means a 2× 2 “patch”
of tokens is replaced with a single token, We find M = 2
unmasking [8, 27] iterations with random unmasking order
to be sufficient to generate high-quality videos at inference
time and iterations across T are not necessary.

4. Pre-Training Experiments

We first discuss the implementation details below for training
HMA, including datasets, models, and evaluation metrics.

Datasets. We use multiple domains of embodiment data re-
lated to robotic manipulations. In the largest dataset mixture,
the 35 real robot datasets contain primarily the Open-X em-
bodiment dataset [35], and 3 human video datasets contain
ego-centric hand motions [12, 13, 17] and the 2 simulation
datasets contain standard benchmark [32, 54]. We follow the
same dataset processing as in previous works [49] for using
2D hand detections as action label proxies. The full dataset
has over 2.5 billion frames and 3 million trajectories. Note
that these datasets with action labels usually have different
action dimensions and action frequencies. During training,
we apply inverse exponential probability for sampling the
dataset of each batch sample. We preprocess videos in these
datasets into tokens with fixed resolution (256 × 256) us-
ing the pre-trained Stable Video Diffusion VAE [4] with
8 × 8 spatial downsampling for implicit diffusion models
and the 1XGPT tokenizer [1], which is a fine-tuned OPEN-
MAGVIT2 [30] tokenizer, with 16× 16 downsampling for
explicit cross-entropy losses. We unify all datasets into 2Hz
by adaptively choosing action strides. For example, a 10Hz
dataset will have an action stride of 5 and shrinking into 2Hz
action chunks. Under 2Hz frequencies, the context length is
in total 12 frames (6 seconds) with 4 frames (2 seconds) as
prompts and 8 frames (4 seconds) as predictions, which are
sufficient for most closed-loop interactive applications. We
choose these hyperparameters for prototyping, but techni-
cally any image resolution or video frequencies can be used.
The continuous objective also does not require a tokenizer
and can directly operate on pixel space.

Model. Under the standard setup for ablations, we use the
discrete model and VQ tokens with forward dynamics ob-
jective (with cross-entropy loss) for the simplicity of train-
ing. We use a 32-layer transformer model with dimension
d = 256. The model is trained with 8 V-100 GPUs and batch
size 64 for around 60,000 iterations and 2 epochs. We train
larger models with up to 64 GPUs.
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Figure 4. Pre-trained Video Model Generation. We show that a single unified HMA model can generate realistic (left 3 columns) and
diverse (right 3 columns) videos across multiple embodiment datasets with heterogeneous action spaces. Each group shows three generated
frames from a single sequence.

(a) Dynamics Setting Ablation

(b) Architecture Ablation

Figure 5. Ablation on Pre-training Settings and Architecture.
Under the pre-training setting with VQ tokens, we ablate the video
generation performance (visual fidelity measured by perplexity and
controllability measured by controllability). (a) We find action-
conditioned models outperform passive video models. (b) We
compare different action conditioning architectures in the masked
autoregression framework. The purple color denotes the best model
that we use by default.

Metrics. We measure the performance of the video models
via several metrics on the held-out validation datasets with a
maximum of 500 examples per dataset and present the aver-
age statistics across datasets. When we use auto-regressive
models with explicit cross-entropy loss on tokenized outputs,
we measure the training objectives for fidelity via validation
perplexity, which is directly correlated with validation loss
and visual fidelity metrics, such as PSNR, SSIM. We use
∆PSNR [6] to measure controllability, which is the average
difference of PSNR on the last frame computed from ground
truth action sequence with PSNR computed from 5 random
action sequences. Intuitively, if ∆PSNR is small, then the
model predictions are less affected by actions and therefore
the video model is not controllable.

4.1. Action-Video Dynamics under Heterogeneity
In this experiment section, we investigate how well hetero-
geneous pre-training works for world models. We choose
the discrete loss objective in HMA for these experiments. In
Fig. 4, we showcase the generation of our single unified
pre-train model HMA to handle heterogeneous datasets.

Dynamic Model Settings. In this section, we measure
the performance of different dynamics model settings, in-
cluding passive video generation, forward dynamics (action-
conditioned video generation), and full dynamics which have
an auxiliary task of action predictions. Shown in Fig. 5 (a),
low-level action conditioning in the forward dynamics model
can improve video generation results. Intuitively, passive
video sequences without actions contain less information
on the causal physical relationships of these videos and are
sometimes hard (or even ambiguous) to capture fine-grained
details related to motions. We find full dynamics training out-
performs passive dynamics but does not outperform forward
dynamics generation. We hypothesize that these results stem
from the limitations of VQ tokens, which were originally
designed for visual generation tasks rather than for action
prediction.

Action Architecture Ablation. We compare several archi-
tectural designs in conditioning action information for video
generation. Specifically, we ablate architecture variants in-
cluding i) modulation, ii) token concatenation, iii) feature
addition, and iv) token cross-attention following [37]. In
Fig. 5 (b), we show that the modulation method can out-
perform other methods. In particular, token concatenation
along the sequence dimension for each frame does not have
enough expressiveness and compute on action-conditioning,
compared to per-layer modulation.

4.2. Scaling Behaviors of HMA
We experiment with the scaling performance of HMA along
multiple axis. In Fig. 6, we scale across the number of videos
per dataset, scale across the number of datasets, and scale
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Figure 6. Experiments on Scaling Behaviors of HMA. We observe positive trends in the scaling performance of heterogeneous video models
across axes including the number of datasets, number of trajectories, and model sizes. The evaluation metrics on fidelity (perplexity) and
controllability (∆PSNR) are averaged across validation datasets.

across model sizes. Under the same validation datasets, we
observe consistent gains from scaling measured by perplexity
and ∆PSNR.

Scaling Embodiments. Scaling the number of datasets
(Fig. 6 Left) from 5 to 40 datasets strictly increases the
dataset heterogeneity and creates more model parameters to
handle such action space differences among embodiments.
Yet we see that the video prediction performance does not
degrade or become unstable. This gives positive signals for
joint heterogeneous training with diverse embodiment video
datasets. For this experiment, we evaluate the models on the
first random subset of 5 datasets to be consistent.

Scaling Data. Using 40 datasets, we scale the number of
trajectories (videos) per dataset from 10 to 106, equivalent
to training on 8 thousand to 3 million trajectories. In Fig. 6
middle, the slight plateau of the trajectory scaling perfor-
mance after 105 total trajectories is likely due to the dataset
quantity imbalance, as the additional trajectories all come
from the largest few datasets.

Scaling Model. Under the largest dataset with the maxi-
mum number of datasets (40) and maximum trajectories (3
million), we study model scaling of HMA. In Fig. 6 right,
we scale the hidden dimension of the Transformer while
keeping other parameters constant. This changes the model
parameters from 3 million to 400 million (sparse) parame-
ters. We qualitatively observe improved visual qualities and
controllability when we increase the model capacity.

5. Post-Training Applications

After pre-training, we finetune HMA to evaluate its perfor-
mance with limited data and ground truth controllability
metrics. In the real-robot action simulator setting, we demon-
strate its speed advantages over the previous state-of-the-art
interactive simulator by 15×. We also post-train the model
to various downstream robotics use cases including policy

evaluation, policy data generation, and dynamic models as
policies.

Datasets. We focus on Robomimic [32], a simulation bench-
mark with 200 trajectories per task, and Language Table [31],
a real-world benchmark with 442k trajectories, to study the
applications of HMA model in simulation and policy learning.
Simulation benchmarks are suitable because we can evaluate
the ground truth controllability and benchmark against policy
methods and policy evaluation. Language Table is suitable
for its sheer amounts of trajectory data and focused domain.
We use held-out videos to evaluate HMA on these two datasets.
Since we need to apply interactions in post-training, we use
an action stride of 1 and maintain the original action frequen-
cies in the dataset.

Model. Following the training protocol of Sec. 4, we fine-
tune the pre-trained HMA with layer dimension 256 on each
dataset for 10 epochs. The interactive simulation setting
requires the forward dynamics formulation of our model. In
Tab. 1, we compare different model sizes of HMA with the
previous state-of-the-art open-source model IRASim [60]
which uses the DiT [37] model and action modulation ar-
chitecture and outperforms VDM and LVDM [20, 22] in
robotics. Notably, IRASim is not optimized for single-frame
interactions, as the default setup predicts video sequences
based on action sequences. On Tab. 1, we observe a 15×
model speed improvement (4.44 v.s. 0.28 FPS) even com-
pared to their amortized result, thanks to masked autoregres-
sion. Using the diffusion heads, the model can still be faster
while maintaining high visual fidelity.

Metrics. For real-world data, we use model-based metrics
such as PSNR [23] and SSIM [50], learning-based metrics
such as LPIPS [57], FID [21], and FVD [47] for visual fi-
delity measurement; and ∆PSNR [6] for controllability. For
simulation tasks, since we can access ground truth observa-
tions in any state through rendering, we directly compare
ground truth against the learned model to measure control-
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Model Method Parameters (M) FPS ↑
IRASim-XL DiT 679 0.28
IRASim-XL, amortized DiT 679 0.58
HMA-Base MaskGIT 44 22.72
HMA-XL MaskGIT 679 4.38
HMA-Base MAR 96 4.44
HMA-XL MAR 741 2.01

Table 1. Inference Speed. We measure the per-frame inference
speed across 16 frames for various model sizes. The Base model has
a model size of around 30M and the XL model has a similar model
size as IRASim-XL. The models all use 32-block transformers
where the base model has dimensions 256 and the XL models have
dimensions 768. Our fastest model of the same size is more than
15× faster than [60] because HMA does not pass through the full
Transformer multiple times (with diffusion modeling) to generate
each frame. MAR incurs more parameters than MaskGIT [8]
because of the diffusion heads [27]. The amortized result for [60]
comes from averaging over multiple frames. The speeds are all
measured on the same hardware setup with RTX-4080 GPU.

PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ ∆PSNR ↑ LPIPS ↓ FID ↓ FVD ↓
IRASim 25.41 0.82 5.78 0.08 23.22 152.20
HMA 28.19 0.83 6.06 0.07 33.56 111.52

Table 2. Comparison with IRASim. In Language Table Bench-
mark [31], we show that a pre-trained HMA-based model (diffusion)
is able to achieve better visual qualities and controllability than
IRASim while maintaining faster speed and requiring less compute.
The results are computed over 200 held-out trajectories.

lability rather than using proxy ∆PSNR. In particular, we
apply perturbations to the action sequences and denote the
metrics as PSNR∗ and perplexity∗ which measure the aver-
age sensitivity of the dynamics model to small action pertur-
bations.

5.1. Toward Real-Time Simulation with HMA

In this section, we illustrate how to use HMA as a real-time
learned simulation model in robotics and compare it to
IRASim [60] for controllability and visual fidelity. First,
in Tab. 3, we observe better visual fidelity and controllability
by using a pre-trained HMA model with discrete image to-
kens. In Fig. 7, we qualitatively compare different tokenizers
along with training objectives. We find soft tokens to contain
richer visual information in general, but take more space and
compute to store and genereate.

In Tab. 2, our MAR model achieves better visual fidelity
and controllability compared to IRASim [60] despite using
less than 1/8th of the parameters (Tab. 1). When using a sim-
ilar number of parameters, HMA is significantly faster than
the amortized version of [60]. Our fastest discrete model can
run up to 22Hz, which allows for real-time interactions. The
speedup compared to full-sequence diffusion comes from
the autoregression process and the architecture, which only

VQ Tokens Soft Tokens Ground Truth

Figure 7. Qualitative Comparisons Between Tokenizers and
Models. Despite longer convergence time, diffusion-based methods
(Eq. (3)) on soft tokens generate better visual quality than on VQ
tokens (Eq. (2)), qualitatively and measured by PSNR.

Figure 8. Video Controllability. HMA can follow user action inputs
to generate physically plausible object permanence (top row) and
block pushing interactions (bottom row). These video predictions
are both at out-of-distribution settings and at a much longer horizon
than training (over 100 frames).

requires computation on the diffusion heads rather than the
full Transformer. Compared to full-sequence diffusion mod-
els, autoregressive models learn to predict one frame/action
at a time, which is natural for robotic interactions. Qualita-
tively, we also find interacting with our learned simulators
to be more reactive and consistent than [60], with only small
compounded errors in generation quality when running long
autoregressive inferences (e.g. Fig. 8) Given the scaling per-
formance (e.g. Fig. 6) in Sec. 4, we expect training longer
with more compute resources to further improve the genera-
tion quality.

In Fig. 8, we build a simple user interface to test the
performance of HMA under an out-of-distribution setting and
find stable simulation quality. Under real-world compute and
inference speed constraints for robotic policy and simulation
use cases, HMA with masked autoregression is more suitable
than full-sequence diffusion, which can be of order faster to
reach real-time speed. This showcases the potential of HMA
for policy evaluation and synthetic data generation in the
real world, which can save effort in evaluation and collecting
data when scaling robot learning.

5.2. Evaluating HMA with Simulator
In this section, we evaluate the controllability and visual
fidelity of HMA against the ground truth in simulation. In
Tab. 4, we observe that pre-trained models can help with the
performance compared to training from scratch. Moreover,
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PSNR ↑ Perplexity ↓ ∆ PSNR ↑ LPIPS ↓
HMA 21.01 305.87 0.01 0.19
HMA + 22.04 189.83 0.06 0.17

Table 3. Real World Finetuning. HMA + denotes finetuned model
based on pre-trained checkpoints while HMA trains from scratch on
the finetuning data. This experiment uses the discrete loss baseline.

reaching and dropping making contacts

Figure 9. Policy Evaluation with HMA. By learning the action-
video dynamics over both successful and failed examples, HMA can
be used to evaluate policies, similar to a traditional simulator [46].
The autoregressive horizon at inference time is 10 times more than
the training time horizon.

PSNR↑ Perplexity↓ PSNR∗↑ Perplexity∗↓
HMA 24.17 20.69 19.19 1193.70
HMA + 25.11 11.82 20.20 103.01

Table 4. Simulation Transfer Learning. We show that pre-trained
HMA can help with fine-tuning using cross-entropy losses and dif-
fusion losses jointly. where HMA + denotes the finetuned model
based on pre-trained checkpoints.

through the PSNR∗ and Perplexity∗ metrics with ground
truth, we observe better robustness and less video divergence
with pre-training on large amounts of heterogeneous data. In
Fig. 9, we show some interaction examples with the learned
video models compared to the ground truth simulation. The
experiments show that the learned simulator is reactive de-
spite being finetuned on only 200 trajectories.

5.3. HMA for Policy Evaluation
In this section, we show that a well-trained video model can
be used as a simulator for evaluating policy performance.
Note that since a policy can be flawed, a simulator must
simulate both succeeded and failed examples, which might
come from broader sets of interaction data than high-quality
demonstrations, as shown in Fig. 9. Note that learned mod-
els for policy evaluation can be used with any particular
policy. Specifically, a Diffusion Policy (DP) [11] is trained
on Robomimic Lift [32] task with 200 trajectories for 10k
iterations with an action horizon of 16. In Tab. 5, we present

Policy Evaluator 1 2 3 4
Ground Truth Simulator 0.38 0.52 0.70 1.00
HMA Simulator 0.43 0.56 0.66 0.73

Table 5. Policy Evaluation Results Across 4 Different Policies.
We observed positive correlations of the evaluation results for 4
different policies bewteen the ground truth and learned simulators.
The Pearson ratio between evaluations is 0.95.

the evaluation results of four baseline policies, each trained
with the same data but differing in training iterations before
full convergence. We train HMA on the perturbed datasets
generated earlier to evaluate groundtruth PSNR.

We evaluate each policy using 50 runs and observe a
correlation of evaluation statistics between policies evaluated
in the Mujoco Simulator [46] and policies evaluated in the
learned simulators. Note that since rewards and success
criteria rely on the ground truth states, we use manual human
annotation to determine the evaluation results using learned
simulators. This can be done in batches and extending to
using foundation models for reward labeling can be future
works. There are still failure cases in capturing the physical
details of dropping and catching the boxes. But we also see
many highly realistic interactions with only limited amounts
of data. Notably, even though the training horizon is only 12
steps, the autoregressive horizon of HMA at inference time
can generalize to over 100 steps.

We also report the time taken to evaluate policies in both
ground truth and learned simulators. Each episode in the
simulation has a maximum of 100 timesteps and the average
simulation time is 32 seconds. This is still slower compared
to 9 seconds in the Mujoco simulator, but the potential of
simulating deformable, granular objects in cluttered realistic
scenes for policy evaluation is promising.

5.4. Synthetic Data Generation
We investigate generating synthetic data for policy training
using HMA. We leverage a dataset of 100 action trajectories
to generate synthetic data (video, action) pairs based on a
trained HMA.

We evaluate the quality of the generated data by adding
different amounts of them to 10 original trajectories. We
then train baseline DP policies for 10k iterations and evaluate
for 50 trials. In Tab. 6, we show policy improvements by
training on 90% of synthetic data in the low-data regime,
to the extent that matches the full original data with 100
trajectories. This also leverages HMA’s ability to generate
long-horizon videos without much degradation.

We conduct similar experiments in the Language Table
[31] benchmark. Due to no access to real robots, we measure
the data quality by validation learning losses. We use 10 out
of 100 trajectories from the original benchmark. We then
replay and render-augment it with HMA from 10 to 90 tra-
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+0 +10 +50 +90 original
Success in [32] 82% 90% 96% 100% 100%
Validation Loss in [31] 1.72 1.16 1.09 0.88 0.87

Table 6. Synthetic Data for Policy Learning. We evaluate the
quality of generated synthetic data by adding different numbers of
generated video trajectories in [32] and [31], from 10 to 100, to a
fixed subset (10 trajectories) of the original data (100 trajectories).
We then conduct policy training and evaluation and report the
Robomimic success rates (top row) and Language Table validation
losses (bottom row).

jectories with image observations generated by our systems.
The training pipeline has language and image inputs and we
measure the MSE losses. Using a small diffusion policies
(17M), we show an improved BC policy performance trained
with generated data from HMA.

We plan to explore removing the dependence on action
trajectories and initial states. We can also scale up training
and generating more unseen trajectories in complex real-
world settings. We explored using dynamics models for
policies but did not achieve surprising results. The hypothe-
sis is that the perception used to predict actions is still not
unified with the image generation objectives with VQ codes.
One underexplored capability of autoregression in robotic
policies is that a single frame can allow autoregressive gener-
ation of longer action sequences beyond the training context,
in contrast to full sequence generation policies such as ACT
[58] and DP [11].

6. Conclusion

In this work, we present HMA, a masked autoregression ap-
proach for training action-video dynamics models from het-
erogeneous data. Towards this direction, we investigate
the scaling behavior of video models in heterogeneous pre-
training. We explore multiple downstream applications in
robotics and demonstrate the generality and efficiency of the
framework. We demonstrate that real-time interactive video
simulation, much faster than previous works, can be learned.
HMA is also used to evaluate policy training, generate syn-
thetic data, and act as policies.

Limitations include the imperfect controllability of the
dynamic models with limited data as well as the limited
policy performance for action generation. Future works
include studying autoregressive policy performance with
real robots and complex setups, generating synthetic data
at a large scale, and investigating world models for long-
horizon planning and model predictive control. We hope
this work will shed some light on building interactive world
models for embodied intelligence.
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