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Abstract— Diffusion-based models are recognized for their
effectiveness in using real-world driving data to generate
realistic and diverse traffic scenarios. These models employ
guided sampling to incorporate specific traffic preferences
and enhance scenario realism. However, guiding the sampling
process to conform to traffic rules and preferences can result
in deviations from real-world traffic priors and potentially
leading to unrealistic behaviors. To address this challenge,
we introduce a multi-guided diffusion model that utilizes a
novel training strategy to closely adhere to traffic priors, even
when employing various combinations of guides. This model
adopts a multi-task learning framework, enabling a single
diffusion model to process various guide inputs. For increased
guided sampling precision, our model is fine-tuned using the
Direct Preference Optimization (DPO) algorithm. This algo-
rithm optimizes preferences based on guide scores, effectively
navigating the complexities and challenges associated with the
expensive and often non-differentiable gradient calculations
during the guided sampling fine-tuning process. Evaluated using
the nuScenes dataset our model provides a strong baseline for
balancing realism, diversity and controllability in the traffic
scenario generation. Supplementary videos are available on the
https://sjyu001.github.io/MuDi-Pro/

I. INTRODUCTION

The generation of realistic, diverse, and controllable traffic
scenarios is crucial for testing and ensuring the safety of
autonomous vehicles [1]. However, acquiring such scenarios
from real-world driving is both costly and dangerous [2],
leading to a demand for the automatic generation of synthetic
scenarios. Recent research has responded to this need by
combining a learning diffusion-based traffic model, grounded
in real-world driving data, with a heuristic-driven approach
known as guided sampling. This combination has yielded
an effective balance between realism and controllability in
scenario generation. Nonetheless, a trade-off between these
two aspects remains, as samples generated through guided
sampling often diverge from the data distribution and ex-
hibit unrealistic behaviors [3], [4], [5]. The challenge in
developing a traffic model lies in striking a balance between
realism, diversity, and controllability in traffic simulations.
CTG++ [3] seeks to address this issue by enhancing the
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Fig. 1: Overview of MuDi-Pro Training Process. MuDi-
Pro employs a two-step training process.

robustness of guidance functions through a combination of
large language models and data-driven models, utilizing a
diffusion transformer. RealGen [5] tackles the problem by in-
tegrating retrieval-augmented generation with an autoencoder
model. However, these methods do not fundamentally resolve
the inherent issues in guided sampling. SceneControl [6]
aims to create realistic scenarios by implementing a robust
diffusion framework effectively. TrafficRLHF [4] focuses
on improving realism (i.e., reducing unrealistic collisions
between vehicles and off-road driving) by fine-tuning a pre-
trained diffusion model through reinforcement learning with
human feedback. This approach requires collecting human
evaluations of traffic scenarios to train a reward model.
To generate samples that adeptly balance realism, diver-

sity, and controllability, we introduce a novel methodology:
the Multi-Guided Diffusion Model with Direct Preference
Optimization (MuDi-Pro). This approach employs a new
training strategy inspired by Direct Preference Optimization
(DPO) [7] and adopts multi-task learning principles. MuDi-
Pro incorporates three core technical ideas: (1) Utilizing
diffusion transformers and classifier-free sampling to learn a
traffic prior at the scene level, thereby training a robust data-
driven backbone model. The diffusion transformer is trained
with real-world driving data (Fig. 1, Left). (2) Introducing a
guidance conditional layer, analogous to the task conditional
layer in multi-task learning [8], [9], specifies the appropriate
guidance for guided sampling enabling a single model to
adeptly manage various combinations of guides. (3) Fine-
tuning the pre-trained diffusion model by optimizing it based
on preferences over inference samples using guidance scores,
rather than relying on human preference feedback (Fig. 1,
Right). The initial training stage, which involves learning
the diffusion transformer with real driving data, enhances
both the realism and diversity of the model. The subsequent
training stage further improves the model’s realism and con-
trollability. MuDi-Pro evaluated on the real-world nuScence
driving dataset [10], significantly enhances the effectiveness

ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

12
17

8v
1 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 1

4 
Fe

b 
20

25

https://sjyu001.github.io/MuDi-Pro/


		𝒒(𝑻𝒔𝒌|𝑻𝒔𝟎)
Trajectory

Encoder

Step 𝒌
Map, Past, 

Future

Encoder

		𝑴

		𝑷

		𝑭

		𝑪

Drop out

Condition

Transformer Block x N

: Layer Norm

: Multi-head Self-Attention

: Feed Forward

: Scale

Transformer
Decoder Action

𝑳𝒐𝒔𝒔 		𝒇Trajectory

𝜶𝟏 𝜶𝟐𝜷𝟏 , 𝜸𝟏 𝜷𝟐 , 𝜸𝟐

Update 𝒑𝜽(#)

(a) Diffusion Training

		𝑻𝒔𝒌 		𝑪 = (𝑴,𝑷, 𝑭)

𝑝! + 𝑝! +

𝑝! 𝑇"#,𝑘,𝑀, 𝑃 𝑝! 𝑇"#,𝑘,𝑀, 𝑃, 𝐹

		𝑻𝒂𝟎,		𝑻𝒔𝟎

	𝓙

		𝑻𝒔𝒌

		𝑻%𝒔𝟎

		𝑻𝒔𝒌%𝟏
𝒂𝒅𝒅		𝒏𝒐𝒊𝒔𝒆

(b) Inference

Fig. 2: Model architecture of training and inference. (a) The model is trained to predict clean trajectories from noisy
ones. The input trajectory and traffic information are first encoded, then processed through Transformer blocks. (b) In the
inference phase, classifier-free sampling controls the amount of future feature information provided to the sample, while
guided sampling directs the sample generation towards the desired outcome during the denoising process.

of guided sampling, while maintaining realism and diversity.
This provides a novel approach for study of traffic scenario
generation. To summarize, our contributions are as follows:

• Developing scene level diffusion transformer to ensure
realistic traffic scenario generation.

• Introducing a learning method similar to multi-task
learning to allow one model to reinforce multiple guid-
ance.

• Fine-tuning the data-driven model through DPO includ-
ing guided sampling, effectively addressing the trade-off
between realism and controllability.

II. RELATED WORKS

Traffic Simulation. There are two principal approaches to
traffic simulation methods: rule-based and learning-based.
Rule-based approaches [11], [12] analyze vehicle movements
and control them along fixed paths. While these methods
are intuitively understandable to users, they often lack the
expressiveness necessary to accurately replicate real-world
driver behavior, resulting in movements that may signif-
icantly deviate from actual driving patterns. In contrast,
learning-based approaches [13], [14], [15], [16] use real-
world traffic data [10] to train deep generative models such
as VAE [17] and diffusion model [18]. Notably, recent
advancements in diffusion models, which have demonstrated
high performance, show great promise in traffic simulation
by enabling the generation of highly realistic scenarios [19],
[20], [21], [22]. However, a notable limitation of learning-
based approaches is their lack of controllability. In response,
recent research have shown that it is possible to achieve
controlled trajectory generation in learning-based models.
Diffuser [23] demonstrates great progress in this area, sug-
gesting that trajectories generated by learning-based models
can indeed be controlled. Recent works have sought to merge
the strengths of learning-based and rule-based approaches
to enhance both realism and controllability. For example,
DiffScene [24] combines a diffusion model with adversarial
optimization, while KING [25] use imitation learning with

vehicle dynamics to achieve desired trajectories. Another
approach, DJINN [26] ensures controllability in a learning-
based model by using a task-mask to control the trajectories
generated, BehaviorGPT [27] and InteractTraj [28] aimed to
generate realistic interactive traffic trajectories using LLM.
While these efforts concentrate on increasing realism and
controllability of traffic scenarios, our work additionally
focuses on scenario diversity, addressing a critical aspect of
traffic simulation.
Fine-tuning Diffusion Model. Large-scale generative mod-
els, including diffusion models, have the potential to produce
a broad spectrum of outcomes. Customizing these models to
align with particular datasets or desired objectives is pivotal
in the field of generative model research. Recent works have
customized diffusion models by fine-tuning various compo-
nents, such as the weights [29], the embedding layer [30] or
adaptors [31], to better serve specific datasets. Additionally,
other works [32], [33] have focused on fine-tuning diffusion
models for few-shot adaptation. Fine-tuning diffusion models
significantly expands their capabilities, enabling them to
address a wider range of tasks and preferences. Recent
research [9] has demonstrated that by applying multi-task
learning during fine-tuning, a diffusion model can be adapted
to cover multiple tasks simultaneously. Furthermore, other
studies [34], [35], [36] use a fine-tuning approach to incor-
porate human preferences into the model. With the advent
of Reinforcement Learning with Human Feedback (RLHF)
and DPO, methods for fine-tuning generative models to align
with human preference, enable the incorporation of diverse
intentions into models in terms of preference.

Our work builds upon these advancements, particularly
inspired by DPO-SDXL [34]. We apply DPO, which is
posited to be more effective than RLHF in certain contexts,
as it bypasses the need for learning a reward model and
consequently avoids the pitfalls of reward hacking [7]. By
leveraging DPO, we aim to generate traffic scenarios that
are not only more realistic and diverse but also more con-
trollable, addressing key challenges in traffic simulation.



III. METHOD

A. Problem Formulation

Problem Formulation. Building on previous research [37],
traffic scenario generation is defined as the challenge of
developing and refining a model that guarantees realism,
diversity, and controllability in traffic scenarios. Let the state
at a time step t be st = [xt ,yt ,θt ,vt , θ̇t ], including 2D location,
heading, speed, and yaw rate. Similarly, let the action at
a time step t, so-called as control, be at = [v̇t , θ̈t ] with
acceleration and yaw acceleration. Assuming a target, tgt
and N neighbor agents in the traffic scenario at a time step
t, we introduce a map feature Mi = εM(Mi) for each agent i,
extracted by a map encoder εM(·) from a local semantic map
Mi. Further, past and future trajectory features are defined
as Pi = εP([si

t−HP
, . . . ,si

t−1]) and Fi = εF([si
t+1, . . . ,s

i
t+HF

])
for each agent i, with the time horizons H j for j ∈ {P,F},
respectively, extracted by trajectory encoder ε j(·) for j ∈
{P,F} . These extracted features collectively define a scene
context as C = (M,P,F), where M = {Mtgt ,M1, . . . ,MN},
P = {Ptgt ,P1, . . . ,PN}, and F = {Ftgt ,F1, . . . ,FN} for all
agents. We also denote the future action trajectory as Ta :=[
a0 . . . aHF−1

]
and the (future state) trajectory as Ts :=[

s1 . . . sHF

]
, respectively, over the forthcoming HF time

steps. Our goal is to generate a new, diverse trajectory Ts that
exhibits both realistic and rule-compliant traffic behavior. To
this end, we apply a transition function f , which computes
st+1 = f (st ,at) given the state st and the action at , based on a
unicycle dynamics model for simple vehicle dynamics [38].
By predicting Ta and obtaining Ts through rollout from the
initial state s0 using f , we ensure that physical feasibility of
the state trajectory emanating from the denoising process.

B. Training Diffusion Model for Traffic Scenario Generation

Trajectory Diffusion Formulation. The training of a diffu-
sion model involves developing a denoising process, which
functions inversely to the forward diffusion process. The
forward process incrementally introduces noise to a clean
trajectory over K diffusion steps until it becomes completely
noisy. Let T k

s represent the action trajectory at the k-th
diffusion step. Starting from the original clean trajectory T 0

s ,
the forward diffusion process is defined as:

q(T 1:K
s |T 0

s ) :=
K

∏
k=1

q(T k
s |T k−1

s )

:=
K

∏
k=1

N(T k
s ;
√

1−βkT k−1
s ,βkI)

(1)

where each βk for k = 1,2, . . . ,K, specifies a predetermined
variance schedule that controls the level of noise added at
each diffusion step k. With a sufficiently large K, we approx-
imate q(T K

s )≈N(T K
s ;0, I). To reverse the diffusion process,

we utilize the Improved Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic
Models methodology [39], similar to the TRACE frame-
work [16]. This approach is particularly effective for guided
sampling, as it directly yields clean trajectories. The traffic
model is designed to learn the inverse process, transforming
sampled noise back into plausible trajectories. Each iteration

of this reverse process is explicitly conditioned on the scene
context C, ensuring that the output remains consistent with
predefined constraints. Given the scene context C, the reverse
process is formulated as follows:

pθ (T k−1
s |T k

s ,C) :=N(T k−1
s ; µθ (T k

s ,k,C),Σk(T k
s ,k,C)) (2)

where µθ (T k
s ,k,C) and Σk(T k

s ,k,C) are the mean and vari-
ance of the reverse process at diffusion step k, respectively,
with θ representing the model parameters. Note that T k−1

s ,
the model output, is generated from T k−1

a , which produces a
noisy trajectory using known dynamics. During the denoising
phase, the traffic model learns to parameterize the mean of
the Gaussian distribution at each diffusion step k.
Classifier-free Sampling1 and Clean Trajectory Guided
Sampling. For guided sampling, our model predicts a clean
trajectory T 0

s at each diffusion step k, following the TRACE
framework [16]. To further enhance diversity, we implement
a strategy that combines Classifier-Free Sampling (CFS) with
clean trajectory-guided sampling during test time.
For CFS, we simultaneously train a future-conditioned
model pθ (T k

s ,k,M,P,F) and a non-future-conditioned model
pθ (T k

s ,k,M,P) utilizing future feature condition dropout.
This approach enables the model to generate trajectories that
reflect future conditions with varying degrees at test time.
The trajectories predicted by both models are merged using
a CFS weight w, as follows:

T 0
s = wpθ (T k

s ,k,M,P,F)+(1−w)pθ (T k
s ,k,M,P). (3)

Here, T 0
s represents the clean trajectory from model pθ ,

modulated by CFS and controlled by w. Setting w = 1.0
fully incorporates future information, whereas w = 0.0 gen-
erates trajectories without considering future information.
This mechanism ensures that the generated trajectory adheres
to the guided sampling principles. Previous works such as
Diffuser [23], directly perturb the noisy mean predicted by
the network to align with guidance. However, this approach,
reliant on a learned loss function, necessitates training across
a spectrum of noise levels and encounters numerical chal-
lenges with analytical loss functions. To circumvent these
issues, Trace [16] employs a reconstruction guidance strat-
egy [40], extending the guidance formulation to work with
any arbitrary guidance function. Following the approach of
Trace, we perturb the clean trajectory as:

T̃ 0
s = T 0

s −αΣk∇T k
s
J(T 0

s ) (4)

where α denotes the guidance strength, J denotes selected
specific guidance. The noisy mean µ̃θ is then calculated as
described in Eq. (2), treating T̃ 0

s as the network’s output. This
process of generating a clean trajectory is executed at each
diffusion step, ensuring robust controllability, as illustrated
in Fig. 2b.
Architecture: Traffic Diffusion Transformer. We present
the Diffusion Transformer (DiT), which is tailored for gen-
erating traffic scenario, inspired by the Vision Transformer

1we refer to it as “sampling” instead of the common term “guidance” to
avoid confusion with the guidance of guided sampling.
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Algorithm 1 Fine-tuning with DPO
1: Require: pre-trained diffusion model εθ , prepared dataset D, DPO scale

β , fine-tuning epoch N
2: Copy pre-trained model εre f = εθ

3: Set εre f to untrainable
4: while not converge do
5: Choose prompt c, winning and losing samples (Tw,Tl) from D
6: for n = 1, . . . ,N do
7: # Guided Sampling
8: Sample winning sample Tw,θ , lossing sample Tl,θ from εθ (c)
9: Sample winning sample Tw,re f , lossing sample Tl,re f from εre f (c)

10: Compute error Ei, j = L2(Ti,Ti, j); i ∼ [w, l], j ∼ [θ ,ref ]
11: Compute different di = Ei,θ −Ei,ref ; i ∼ [w, l]
12: LDPO =− logσ (−β (dw −dl))
13: Take gradient step on ∇θLDPO
14: end for
15: end while

(ViT). This section elaborates on the forward pass of the DiT.
Fig. 2a provides an overview of the DiT architecture, illus-
trating its design. The architecture of the DiT is structured
around three core components: encoders for tokenizing input
data, transformer blocks for processing the tokenized noisy
input data along with scene context C, and a transformer
decoder aimed at reconstructing the data to its original
format. Noisy trajectory and traffic information are tokenized
using an MLP encoder, producing the trajectory tokens Tτ ∈
R6×DH and scene context tokens C∈RDH , where DH denotes
the hidden dimension. These tokens are then processed by the
Transformer block. Building on prior research [41], [42] that
highlights the advantages of initializing residual blocks as
identity functions for enhancing training efficiency in large-
scale training, we adapt this approach for our Diffusion U-
Net models. Building upon the methodologies of previous
studies [42], our model further utilizes context information
to adjust not only the parameters γ and β but also introduces
dimension-wise scaling parameters α , which are incorpo-
rated immediately prior to the residual connections in the
model’s architecture. Following the final Transformer block,
the transformer decoder translates the context tokens into
a clean action. This clean action is subsequently refined
through the known dynamics to produce a clean trajectory.

C. Fine-tuning Diffusion Model

This section outlines the process for fine-tuning in two steps.
Initially, the model is fine-tuned using a guidance conditional
layer, leading to the development of MuDi, which applies a

Fig. 4: Examples of sample data exhibiting collisions from
the onset of traffic, with collision points highlighted by red
circles. Most of the vehicles with collisions are parked and
have stopped slightly off roads.

TABLE I: Backbone Model Comparison.
* the best results are highlighted.

Data-driven Stability Realism
pos ang map veh real
(m) (deg) (%) (%) (10−3)

STRIVE(recon) 0.7621 1.619 2.67 4.71 7.1
STRIVE(sample) 0.8796 1.682 5.39 5.98 7.3
CTG 0.6514 1.046 2.31 4.96 3.7
CTG++ 0.5794 0.9306 3.92 4.54 4.4

Ours(recon) 0.5080 0.7749 0.79 1.19 1.9
Ours(mix) 1.487 1.626 2.27 4.14 1.9
Ours(sample) 2.738 2.682 4.84 7.97 2.0

multi-task learning approach. Subsequently, by further fine-
tuning the model with DPO, MuDi-Pro is developed.
Guidance Conditional Layer. Drawing on recent advance-
ments in task conditional approaches and multi-task diffusion
fine-tuning [8], [9], we introduce a novel network architec-
ture featuring a guidance conditional layer. Fig. 3a illustrates
this framework, which selects specific guidance J. As shown
in the red box in the Fig. 3a, the architecture of the guidance
conditional layer is bifurcated into two main components: a
guidance embedding layer and a guidance encoding network.
The former translates the provided guidance into a distinct
vector vJ ∈ RDH/4 , whereas the latter converts this vector
vJ into a unique guidance-latent space lJ ∈ RDH , where
DH/4 represents a quarter of the hidden dimension size DH .
This guidance-latent is then merged with scene context for
processing in a transformer block. To optimize fine-tuning
efficiency, modifications are restricted to the transformer
blocks and the concluding layer. This strategy allows the
transformer block to adapt its function based on the provided
guidance, enabling a singular shared layer to act as a multi-
decoder, a common feature in multi-task learning.
Fine-tuning via DPO. Contrary to previous studies [43],
[34] that apply DPO to capture human preferences, our
approach leverages DPO to refine our model as shown in
the Fig. 3b, thereby enhancing the efficiency of guided
sampling. We devise a preference dataset predicated on the
guidance score, which is directly derived from the guidance
loss during the diffusion model’s sampling phase, to provide
heuristic-based preferences for intuitiveness, similar to recent
work [44]. Within the DPO framework, we employ the
prompt c, encompassing all traffic information and Gaussian
noise. Subsequently, we compile the DPO dataset D =
{(c,T 0

w ,T
0

l )}.
This dataset includes instances designated as the winning

sample T 0
w and the losing sample T 0

l , both derived from the
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TABLE II: Controllability Evaluation. We evaluate five single-rule cases and five multiple-rule cases for several combinations.
* the best results are highlighted.

rule 1 rule 2 rule 3 rule 4 rule 1+2 rule 1+2+4
no vehicle collision no off-road goal waypoint target speed multiple rule multiple rule

map veh rule real map veh rule real map veh rule real map veh rule real map veh rule real map veh rule real
(%) (%) (10−3) (10−3) (%) (%) (10−3) (10−3) (%) (%) (10−3) (10−3) (%) (%) (10−3) (10−3) (%) (%) (10−3) (10−3) (%) (%) (10−3) (10−3)

STRIVE(recon)+opt 5.10 0.61 9.3 7.6 1.84 3.13 46.4 7.3 4.76 2.31 168.2 7.0 5.23 1.90 110.6 7.2 1.97 1.02 57.9 6.3 1.98 0.94 208.9 7.0
STRIVE(sample)+opt 5.10 1.29 25.1 6.9 1.97 5.17 47.8 6.9 4.49 3.94 173.0 6.8 4.22 3.61 116.5 6.8 2.24 2.65 82.9 6.9 2.58 2.38 202.5 6.5
CTG 8.92 0.79 15.8 4.9 1.84 9.68 46.4 4.6 5.10 3.54 169.8 3.6 5.23 3.13 103.4 5.5 1.84 4.65 70.5 3.7 2.37 4.29 196.3 3.6
CTG++ 8.92 0.61 9.3 4.1 2.52 5.45 54.1 4.2 6.12 3.13 167.2 4.1 4.22 2.87 97.5 5.2 3.41 4.29 90.5 5.1 2.58 3.92 162.7 4.2

MuDi(recon) 7.19 0.21 2.1 2.0 2.01 1.36 45.5 2.1 6.32 0.85 165.6 3.4 11.76 2.78 92.8 3.6 2.12 0.20 52.4 2.1 2.14 0.19 152.1 3.4
MuDi(mix) 7.19 0.21 2.2 2.0 2.02 1.36 45.8 2.1 6.32 0.85 165.7 3.4 11.77 2.87 92.8 3.6 2.12 0.20 52.4 2.1 2.11 0.20 151.5 3.4
MuDi(sample) 11.19 2.48 24.1 2.1 2.81 8.26 52.9 2.2 8.92 6.07 165.7 3.2 13.32 8.11 89.6 3.5 3.39 2.76 52.3 2.3 2.14 0.20 153.5 3.4

same prompt c. From the generated pair, the sample with the
higher preference score is identified as the winning sample,
whereas its counterpart with the lesser preference score is
labeled the losing sample. Following the dataset preparation,
we fine-tuned our model using DPO loss as follows:

LDPO(θ) =−Ec,T 0
w ,T

0
l

[
logσ

(
β log

pθ (T 0
w |c) · pref(T 0

l |c)
pref(T 0

w |c) · pθ (T 0
l |c)

)]
(5)

where, σ denotes the sigmoid function, while β serves as
a hyperparameter to govern regularization. The model pθ is
designated for fine-tuning, and pref represents the reference
model, which remains unchanged during this process. The
model is reparameterized to enable direct optimization to-
wards the preferred distribution pθ (T 0

w |c). The DPO process
is executed over η epochs, enhancing the model’s capability
to produce trajectories that are both realistic and compliant
with established rules. Further details on the fine-tuning
process are provided in Algorithm Algorithm 1.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We conduct experiments to show (1) our backbone model,
MuDi generates diverse and realistic traffic scenarios, and
(2) when compared, the fine-tuned model exhibits superior
performance to strong baselines in traffic scenario generation.

A. Experimental Setup
Dataset. The nuScenes Dataset [10] is one of the large-scale
real world driving datasets. It comprises total 1000 scenes,

featuring 5.5 hours of precise travel paths in two urban areas
with varying scenarios and congested traffic conditions. In
using the nuScenes dataset, we encounter challenges that
make the dataset difficult to utilize without prior dataset
pre-processing. The dataset includes data that can negatively
impact the learning process or render the evaluation results
unclear. For example, as shown in Fig. 4, several agents
have polygons not fully included in the drivable area of the
binary map. In training subset, 13.9% of agents already have
collisions in their past trajectories. This induces unintended
map collision loss from the trajectories of these parked or
stopped agents, causing trained traffic models to generate
meaningless movements by accelerating to change positions
in an attempt to avoid collisions that have already occurred.
Our observations, along with a detailed result analysis,
present the necessity of excluding cases where an agent’s
past trajectory indicates a collision from the loss function
calculation. Moreover, such data are also excluded from the
evaluation results of both baseline and our model.
Metrics. Following [37], [45], [46], we evaluate the gen-
erated trajectories based on stability, controllability, and
realism. Stability is measured by off-road and inter-vehicle
collisions, represented as percentages: map for off-road
collisions and veh for vehicle collisions. Controllability
is assessed by how well the trajectories follow guidance,
measured by the final guided loss (rule). Realism is evaluated
by comfort, averaging forward/lateral accelerations and jerk
(real). Additionally, the data-driven capability is assessed by



comparing the generated trajectories to the dataset in terms of
2D position (pos) and heading angle (ang). Lower values for
map, veh, rule, and real indicate better performance, while
for pos and ang, lower values suggest better data alignment,
and higher values indicate more trajectory diversity.
Baseline. We compare our model to several baselines, in-
cluding STRIVE [46], CTG [37], and CTG++ [3]. STRIVE
uses a VAE for traffic scenario generation with simple vehicle
dynamics. We evaluate STRIVE in two modes: (1) sample
mode (no future information) and (2) reconstruction mode
(uses future information). The sample mode is comparable to
our model at w=0.0, and the reconstruction mode at w=1.0.
Additionally, we consider STRIVE+opt, which applies op-
timization for improved controllability. CTG and CTG++
are included as they use diffusion models for trajectory
generation. All models are trained and evaluated on the
nuScenes [10] dataset. For our model, we provide results
for three different setups: ”Ours (recon)” with w=1.0, ”Ours
(mix)” with w=0.5, and ”Ours (sample)” with w=0.0. These
correspond to varying the weighting parameters within our
model to evaluate performance across different conditions.
Map Collision. For a fair comparison with the baseline,
similar to STRIVE, we only consider map collisions for
the ego agent during the training process and consider
all agents during the guided sampling process, detailed in
the supplementary materials. Therefore, we evaluate map
collisions for ego agent in section IV-B, and for all agents
in sections IV-C and IV-D.

B. Evaluation on Data-driven Ability
Before evaluating controllability, we conduct a quantita-

tive assessment of the model’s ability to capture the data
distribution. We compare our backbone model, which does
not use guided sampling, with baseline. To this end, we
significantly utilize the pos and ang metrics to access the
similarity between generated samples and the real sample. In
evaluating data-driven ability, lower values of these metrics
indicate better performance. Table I shows that ours (recon)
outperforms baselines with all metrics, and ours (sample)
also outperforms baselines with all metrics except for the veh
metric value. Furthermore, we demonstrate the diversity of
samples generated by our model by varying the CFS weight
w as illustrated in Fig. 5a. Assuming that reconstruction re-
sults align with the ground truth data, the sampled trajectories
show well a range of possible outcomes.

C. Evaluation on Controllability
In this section, we evaluate the controllability of MuDi,

which hasn’t been fine-tuned, compared to baselines. We re-
port the stability, controllability, and realism of both models
in Table II. As shown in Table II, we apply four single-rule
cases and also conduct experiments with three multiple-rule
cases by combining them. In many cases, MuDi outperforms
the baselines by registering lower scores than all baselines.

D. Fine-tuned Model Evaluation
Finally, we evaluate our refined model, MuDi-Pro, which

is a fine-tuned version of MuDi with an added guidance

TABLE III: Fine-tuned Model Evaluation.
* the best results are highlighted.

rule 1+2
pos ang map veh rule real
(m) (deg) (%) (%) (10−3) (10−3)

MuDi(recon) 0.5175 0.8082 2.12 0.2 52.4 2.1
MuDi-Pro(recon) 0.4186 0.7618 1.73 0.03 43.5 2.1
MuDi-Pro(sample) 2.7200 2.9233 1.77 0.03 43.6 2.1

rule 1+2+4
pos ang map veh rule real

MuDi(recon) 0.9954 1.1678 2.14 0.19 152.1 3.4
MuDi-Pro(recon) 0.9385 1.0976 1.75 0.03 138 3.8
MuDi-Pro(sample) 2.9044 3.1537 1.76 0.02 137.8 3.8

TABLE IV: Ablation Study.
* the best results are highlighted.

map veh rule real
(%) (%) (10−3) (10−3)

MuDi 2.21 0.20 52.4 2.1
MuDi(-unicycle) 13.81 10.7 361.2 8.1
MuDi(-transformer) 4.96 1.54 56.7 5.8
MuDi (-data filtering) 2.42 2.24 73.1 3.8
MuDi (-past&future) 8.33 2.06 127.3 4.9

MuDi-Pro(decoder) 2.06 0.19 51.7 2.1
MuDi-Pro(blocks) 1.89 0.12 48.1 2.1
MuDi-Pro(Ours) 1.73 0.03 43.5 2.1

conditional layer and DPO. To assess the impact of fine-
tuning, we compare MuDi-Pro to MuDi, a strong backbone
model. As indicated in Table III, MuDi-Pro (recon) outper-
forms MuDi (recon) in nearly all metrics across various guid-
ance combinations. Furthermore, even MuDi-Pro (sample)
also outperforms MuDi (recon) in almost all metrics while
maintaining diversity. Higher values of pos and ang indicate
better diversity; therefore these values are highlighted. The
qualitative differences are evident in Fig. 5b, where the off-
road occurrences are not occurred even rule 1 is given as
guidance in MuDi (recon), yet such occurrences are absent
in the MuDi-Pro (recon). By examining the recon scores
in Table III and the samples in Fig. 5c, it is clear that
the generated samples remain diverse, despite the increased
controllability in guided sampling.

E. Ablation Study

Ablation studies in Tab. IV highlight the impact of key
components in our model. We evaluate MuDi and its variants
without the unicycle model, transformer, data filtering, and
past/future context. Additionally, we investigate the perfor-
mance of MuDi-Pro variants, focusing on the contributions of
the decoder, transformer blocks, and the full model (denoted
as Ours). These results validate the significance of each
component in enhancing the overall performance.

V. CONCLUSION

We introduced MuDi-Pro, a multi-guided diffusion model
using direct preference optimization to generate realistic,
diverse, and controllable traffic scenarios. It effectively bal-
ances realism and controllability, but its classifier-free sam-
pling is limited to trajectory space. Future work will explore
latent space sampling and improve the efficiency of the
guided fine-tuning process to extend its capabilities.
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