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Abstract—Deep reinforcement learning can seamlessly transfer
agile locomotion and navigation skills from the simulator to
real world. However, bridging the sim-to-real gap with domain
randomization or adversarial methods often demands expert
physics knowledge to ensure policy robustness. Even so, cutting-
edge simulators may fall short of capturing every real-world
detail, and the reconstructed environment may introduce errors
due to various perception uncertainties. To address these chal-
lenges, we propose Neural Fidelity Calibration (NFC), a novel
framework that employs conditional score-based diffusion models
to calibrate simulator physical coefficients and residual fidelity
domains online during robot execution. Specifically, the residual
fidelity reflects the simulation model shift relative to the real-
world dynamics and captures the uncertainty of the perceived
environment, enabling us to sample realistic environments under
the inferred distribution for policy fine-tuning. Our framework is
informative and adaptive in three key ways: (a) we fine-tune the
pretrained policy only under anomalous scenarios, (b) we build
sequential NFC online with the pretrained NFC’s proposal prior,
reducing the diffusion model’s training burden, and (c) when
NFC uncertainty is high and may degrade policy improvement,
we leverage optimistic exploration to enable “hallucinated” policy
optimization. Our framework achieves superior simulator cali-
bration precision compared to state-of-the-art methods across di-
verse robots with high-dimensional parametric spaces. We study
the critical contribution of residual fidelity to policy improvement
in simulation and real-world experiments. Notably, our approach
demonstrates robust robot navigation under challenging real-
world conditions, such as a broken wheel axle on snowy surfaces.

I. INTRODUCTION

Zero-shot sim-to-real reinforcement learning (RL) has em-
powered agile policy to various robots across soft [74],
wheeled [83], aerial [18], and quadruped [45] embodiments.
In the context of policy resilience against the real-world diver-
sities, the proximal works in domain randomization (DR) [75]
and adversarial training [19] emerge as powerful strategies
by artificially introducing noise or attacks into the agent’s
states. Safety RL, which incorporates safety constraints into
the optimization [10], remains tied to DR via exploration of
diverse unsafe scenarios.

Despite these advancements, expert real-world knowledge
is often required to determine domain ranges [48], reconstruct
environments [15], or design adversarial scenarios [66]. In
theory, one could uniformly sample every domain parameter
and environment variation, but this is usually impractical.
Continual online learning with offline RL bootstrapping offers
a promising alternative by allowing policy adaptation from
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pretrained capabilities [72]. Coupled with the sim-to-real-to-
sim strategy [15], it mitigates safety risks and encourages
policy improvement through extensive exploration in a recon-
structed virtual world. Simulation-based inference (SBI) [57]
can further refine policy fine-tuning within a narrowed DR
range, balancing randomness and performance by estimat-
ing physical parameters from real-world data. However, SBI
typically assumes a perfectly calibrated simulator capable of
replicating real-world dynamics. Moreover, sensor data used
for environmental reconstruction is prone to perception errors,
such as snowy surfaces.

To address these challenges, we propose Neural Fidelity
Calibration (NFC), which employs conditional score-based
diffusion models to simultaneously calibrate simulator phys-
ical coefficients and residual fidelity domains online during
robot execution. The residual fidelity reflects how the simu-
lator diverges from real-world dynamics while capturing the
uncertainty of the perceived environment, enabling realistic
environment sampling under the inferred distribution. For
informative policy adaptation, our key contributions include:

• Neural Fidelity Calibration (NFC): We use conditional
score-based diffusion models to calibrate simulator coef-
ficients and residual fidelity domains sequentially based
on newly collected online data, eliminating the need for
full retraining.

• Residual Fidelity: To tackle the deficiency of the com-
mon simulator physics calibration, the proposed residual
fidelity encompasses residual dynamics from simulation
to the real world and residual environment from uncertain
perceptions to simulation. Its diffusion model enables
realistic environment generation, surpassing simple Gaus-
sian noise, under the inferred distribution.

• Informative Policy Adaptation: We fine-tune the policy
exclusively in anomalous situations. When NFC uncer-
tainty is high and risks hindering policy improvement,
we employ optimistic exploration under uncertainty to
facilitate “hallucinated” policy optimization.

We systematically validate the effectiveness of our proposed
NFC framework by comparing it with established methods for
simulator parametric inference. Experiments on various sim-
to-sim robots with high-dimensional parametric spaces demon-
strate that NFC achieves superior inference and anomaly
detection accuracy. Building on this algorithmic advantage, we
evaluate the contribution of residual fidelity through simulated
and real-world experiments. The results highlight the critical
role of residual fidelity learning in improving policy perfor-
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mance under challenging real-world conditions and anomalous
scenarios.

II. RELATED WORK

In the realm of sim-to-real agile skill transfer, we first
review progresses in robust behavior learning and focus on the
adaptive domain randomization that calibrates the simulator to
mirror the real-world environment. Then we discuss related
works in how to fine-tune the RL policy with uncertain
calibrations.

A. Robust Sim-to-Real Transfer

Zero-shot sim-to-real transfer with reinforcement learning
has become prominent in agile locomotion [35, 87], navi-
gation [41, 83], and dexterous manipulation [25, 80], where
domain randomization is essential for bridging the sim-to-
real gap. However, relying on repeated domain randomization
alone can be inefficient and degrading robustness, prompting
researchers to explore adversarial attacks and safe reinforce-
ment learning.

Adversarial agents often enjoy privileges—such as applying
destabilizing forces or altering physical parameters—to reveal
policy vulnerabilities [59]. These agents may mimic normal
agents while aiming to induce failures [19]. They can also
be virtual adversaries that feed deceptive states to the agent,
with vision-based inputs being especially susceptible [46]. [58]
sampled worst-performing trajectories by tricking the agent
into poor decisions, while [55] considered adversarial attacks
under worst-case reward sequences. Moreover, the quadruped
locomotion [66] used sequential attacks to show that domain
randomization alone is insufficient against adversaries but can
be fortified by adversarial training.

Safe reinforcement learning seeks to balance exploratory
behavior with safety requirements. To achieve the constraints,
constrained Markov decision processes incorporate risk mea-
sures such as CVaR [71], and Lagrangian methods transform
constrained objectives into unconstrained ones [10]. Other
approaches encode safety via Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman-Isaacs
variational inequalities [37] and control barrier functions [8].
Sim-Lab-Real [1] used Hamilton-Jacobi reachability to train
a backup (safety) policy and probably approximately correct
(PAC) Bayes framework to guarantee performance and safety.
More recently, [54] proposed a predictive safety filter that
simulates adversarial scenarios to preempt failures and ensure
safe exploration. However, these methods cannot guarantee to
handle all situations unless given sufficient simulation training,
underscoring the need for continuous real-world adaptation
without compromising safety.

B. Adaptive Domain Randomization

Adaptive domain randomization (ADR) aligns simulator pa-
rameters with real-world robot executions, providing insights
into physical phenomena while narrowing the scope of do-
main randomization. Because of its theoretical generalizability,
ADR has been applied to material cutting [29], soft robot

control [74], robot manipulation [38], and various simulated
robot embodiments [60].

Most existing methods focus on improving the likelihood-
free simulation-based inference (SBI) framework [57]. For
instance, [60] used random Fourier features to highlight the
sensitivity of approximate Bayesian computation (ABC) to
distance metrics, and [53] introduced sequential inference for
real-world scenarios, though the potential for high-dimensional
time-series or image data [20] remains under-explored. [38]
proposed differentiable causal factors to expose the sim-
to-real gap. Under the family of information theory, [51]
maximized Fisher information to identify trajectories highly
sensitive to unknown parameters. Further, [43] integrated con-
tinual learning but only sampled randomization parameters in
small subsets. Beyond inference-based methods, optimization
techniques like evolution strategies [78], CMA-ES [74], and
Bayesian optimization with Gaussian Processes [56] have
also shown promise, albeit with higher computational costs.
[61] highlighted the value of meta-learning [81] for further
adaptation. Despite their general applicability, these methods
still suffer from limited simulation budgets and mismatched
simulation priors relative to real-world conditions.

Alternatively, optimization-based frameworks can bypass
some of these constraints but often require differentiable simu-
lators. For instance, a differentiable simulator for soft material
cutting [29] achieved sharper inference via stochastic gradient
Langevin dynamics (SGLD) compared to a non-differentiable
approach [60], and [30, 31] demonstrated improvements with
Stein variational gradient descent (SVGD) in manipulator
mass inference. On one hand, these approaches often require
extensive iterative simulations to achieve convergence. On the
other hand, the idea of a perfectly calibrated simulator that
precisely mirrors real-world dynamics remains elusive.

C. Optimistic Exploration under Uncertainty

A theoretically grounded approach to guide exploration,
which has been extensively studied in single-agent RL, is the
celebrated optimism in the face of uncertainty (OFU) principle.
In a nutshell, it consists of choosing actions that maximize an
optimistic estimate of the agent’s value function. OFU can
efficiently balance exploration with exploitation and has been
applied in several single-agent RL domains. R-Max [5] can be
seen as an instance of a larger class of intrinsic reward based
learning [2], but one where the reward is tied to state novelty.
Hallucinated upper confidence reinforcement learning (H-
UCRL) [12] modified the dynamics model with hallucinated
controls to find the policy with greatest cumulative rewards
under epistemic uncertainty. H-MARL [64] extended it to the
multi-agent optimistic hallucinated game that seeks the coarse
correlated equilibrium. On the other hand, [77] incorporated
the information gain between the unknown dynamics and state
observations to the optimal exploration objectives. With the
dynamics model bootstrapped from model-based meta RL, H-
URCL could guide exploration in an data effective fashion [3].
The regularization and epistemic uncertainty quantification
were incorporated in both the meta-learning and task adap-



tation stages. Instead of pessimistic (safe) constraints that
support only a subset of all possible valid plans, optimistic
symbolic planner [70] allows for more plans than are possible
in the true model.

III. PRELIMINARY

A. Simulator-Based Posterior Inference

Although domain randomization (DR) can mitigate the sim-
to-real gap, it often requires expert knowledge of the real-
world physics [48] or strategic adversarial attacks [66] to
attain robust behavior. In comparison, the adaptive domain
randomization [60] reasons the simulator controllable param-
eters ψ (e.g., friction, mass) from real-world experiences and
iteratively “calibrate” the simulator via Bayesian inference
p(ψ|τ ) ∝ p(τ |ψ)p(ψ) with real-world trajectory τ . This
approach narrows the DR space and can effectively promote
the policy learning.

In this paper, we assume access to the black-box simulator
that can investigate the dynamical system of any modeled
robot embodiment. The simulator should be paralleable and
run faster than wall-clock time. However, the main difficulty
arises from the computation of likelihood p(τ real|ψ). Among
the likelihood-free inference approaches, the popular approx-
imate Bayesian computation (ABC) sidesteps the previous
problem. The basic rejection ABC approximates the posterior
by p(||τ sim, τ real|| < ϵ|ψ) with tolerance ϵ ≥ 0 using
Monte Carlo simulations, where the choice of ϵ balances the
accuracy and computation and can be improved through the
sequential Monte Carlo (SMC-ABC [67]). Recently, ϵ-free
ABC [57] approximates the posterior p̂(ψ|τ ) ∝ p(ψ)

p̃(ψ)q(ψ|τ )
based on estimating Bayesian conditional density q(ψ|τ ),
where the proposal prior p̃(ψ) describes the initial distribution
of ψ. The process is iteratively trained until convergence.
Although uniform distribution is a popular choice for p̃(·),
in practice, ABC initialization demands heavy simulations
that will delay the real-world online adaptation. On the other
hand, as ψ conditions on the state and perception for mobile
robots, vanilla deep learning methods can hardly outperform
conditional diffusion models. The following section shows
the idea of conditional diffusion models as neural posterior
inference.

B. Neural Posterior Inference

Score-based diffusion models [69] are state-of-the-art gener-
ative methods based on stochastic differential equations (SDE).
The forward diffusion process gradually adds noises to the
original sample, denoted as dψ = f(ψ, k)dk + g(k)dw with
time variable k, drift coefficient f(·, k) : Rd → Rd, diffusion
coefficient g(·) : R → R, and standard Wiener process
w. The score matching learns the dynamics of the reverse
process, dψ = [f(ψ, k)−g(k)2▽ψ log pk(ψ|τ )]dk+g(k)dw,
where we condition the parameters ψ on robot trajectory
τ . The conditional score matching for the neural posterior

inference [65] is trained via the following objective:

ψ∗ =argmin
ψ

Ek

{
λ(k)Eψ(0)Eψ(k)|ψ(0)

[
∥∥q(ψ(k), τ , k)− ▽ψ(k) log pk|0(ψ(k)|ψ(0))

∥∥2
2

]}
.

(1)
To draw samples from p(ψ|τ real) with the executed tra-

jectory, ▽ψ log pk(ψ|τ real) ≈ q(ψ(k), τ real, k) simulates an
approximation of the reverse diffusion process [65]. The neural
posterior inference gains advantages over vanilla neural net-
works and kernel methods because of the success of diffusion
generative methods family [33, 69].

C. Problem Formulation

The framework is modeled with contextual Markov decision
processes [23], defined by the tuple (S,A, r, γ, p, C), where S
is state space, A is action space, γ ∈ [0, 1) is discount factor,
r : S × A → R is reward, and pc(·|s, a) is dynamics with
c ∈ C, s ∈ S, and a ∈ A. The contextual space C includes the
simulated parameters ψ and environments (e.g., 3D geometry).
We aim to optimize the policy π : S → A to efficiently tackle
the unseen problems:

min
ψ
L(τ real, τ sim) with

max
π

Est+1∼pc(st+1|st,at)

[
T∑

t=0

γtr(st,π(st))

]
(2)

where L(τ real, τ sim) is distance metric.
Since the policy can be easily initialized in simulation,

we will target informative policy fine-tuning during deploy-
ment. However, the objective minψ L(τ real, τ sim) may cause
underestimation or over-fitting of τ , due to (1) the simu-
lator can hardly replicate reality in all its details because
of unmodeled dynamics factors, and (2) the dilemma of
insufficient real-world observation and safety-critical robot
executions. Although ABC has achieved notable successes
in the single environment [60], its performance on mobile
robots remains uncertain. As the simulator parameters ψ
become more sophisticated, ABC may rely more heavily on
the repeated simulation. In turn, the policy will be fine-tuned
in a poorly calibrated simulator and execute uninformative and
risky trajectory.

IV. METHOD

A. Neural Fidelity Calibration

The challenge is to efficiently calibrate the simulator pa-
rameters in simulation and mitigate the sim-to-real gap for
training a resilient policy. Let ψ be the simulator controllable
parameters, previous works based on Bayesian inference [60]
gained successes with p(ψ|τ sim) ∝ p(τ sim|ψ)p(ψ) and the
assumption p(ψ|τ real) ∝ p(ψ|τ sim). However, even the most
sophisticated simulator might not be able to represent reality in
all its details, leading to poor estimation of p(ψ|τ real). Hence,
we propose two distinct types of sim-to-real gaps - calibration
and fidelity shifts.
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Fig. 1: Neural (diffusion-model) Fidelity (left-figure) Calibration (middle-figure), NFC, enables informative (anomaly-detection) sim-to-real
(right-figure) policy transfer. Residual fidelity identifies dynamics shift from sim-to-real and residual environment from perception uncertainty.
Simulator calibration finds suitable physical coefficients to match the real-world trajectory. In the left figure, colored trajectories represent
those in the calibrated simulator, while the black trajectory corresponds to the real-world execution. The difference between them indicates
the sim-to-real residual dynamics. The circled area on the elevated terrain highlights regions with uncertain perceptions, where our NFC
samples the residual environment—the difference between the ground-truth terrain elevation and the perceived elevation—and reconstructs
multiple terrain variations in simulation to fine-tune the policy. RL policy and NFC, initialized in simulation, are only fine-tuned under
anomaly situations.

Definition 4.1 (Calibration and Fidelity Shifts). Calibra-
tion shifts signify that specific parameters are inadequately
calibrated for simulating real-world scenarios, while fidelity
shifts imply that certain modeling factors are overlooked in
the abstract simulator.

st+1 = fψ(st, at|e)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Calibration

+ gϕ(st, at|e)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Fidelity

+ϵ(st, at|e). (3)

This defines a general dynamics model incorporating sim-
ulator calibration parameters ψ, residual fidelity parameters
ϕ = {∆s,∆e}, state st, action at, environment e, and noise
ϵ(·). The function fψ(·) represents the black-box simulator,
where inferring its physical parameters ψ reflects the calibra-
tion shift, aligning with the sim-to-real system identification
task [39, 60]. The proposed residual fidelity model gϕ(·)
learns both the residual dynamics ∆s capturing discrepancies
between simulation and reality, and the residual environment
∆e arising from uncertain onboard perceptions. The Bayesian
inference of calibration and fidelity shifts is reformulated as
follows:

p(ψ,ϕ|τ ) ∝ p(τ |ψ,ϕ)p(ψ,ϕ), (4)

where τ = {(st, at)}Ht=0 is the robot’s execution data in the
real world by executing the policy π(·). Simulation-based
inference is employed to infer the posterior distribution of the
simulator parameter and residual fidelity models by minimiz-
ing the discrepancy between the real world and simulator. In
Bayesian settings, minimizing this loss function translates to
maximizing the posterior, which denotes our neural fidelity

calibrator as q(ψ,ϕ|τ ):

LFidelity =min
ψ,ϕ
L(τ real, τ sim|θ)

⇒ ψ∗,ϕ∗ =argmax
ψ,ϕ

1

N

∑
n

log q(ψn,ϕn|Fθ(τn)),
(5)

where L(·, ·) is a loss function measuring the discrepancy and
Fθ(·) extracts the trajectory τ features. q(·, ·) is diffusion-
based neural inference [65] with the posterior score:

▽ψ,ϕ log pk(ψ,ϕ|τ real) ≈ q(ψ(k),ϕ(k), τ real, k), (6)

where detailed LFidelity can be derived from Sec. III-B.
To learn the representation Fθ(·) effectively, we propose to
project the time series window into an embedding space with
the casual temporal convolutional network [2]. The embedding
space may contain multiple hyper-spheres [34], each repre-
senting different modes of the system’s behaviors. The training
objective fψ(st, at) also aligns with the privileged information
reconstruction that has been proven effective in reducing
the value discrepancy between the oracle and deployment
policies [27].

Running Example. We have introduced the abstract concept
of Neural Fidelity Calibration (NFC), which involves simulator
calibration and residual fidelity shifts. To clarify its imple-
mentation, we illustrate it with a wheeled robot navigation
scenario. Let the perceived environment be e ∈ RR×C ,
representing a 3D elevation map obtained from depth sensors.
The key parameters are defined as following:

• Simulator Calibration: ψ ∈ R17 represents physical
parameters, including mass of the main body and four
wheels (·) ∈ R5, motor damping of four wheel joints
(·) ∈ R4, friction and restitution of four wheels (·) ∈ R8.



• Residual Fidelity: ϕ = {∆s,∆e} ∈ R15+R×C captures
the residual dynamics ∆st+1 = st+1 − fψ(st, at) ∈ R15

and the residual environment ∆e = ê− e ∈ RR×C . The
dynamics model includes the orientation in quaternion
(∈ R4), linear velocity (∈ R3), angular velocity (∈ R3),
position (∈ R3), and previous action (∈ R2). ê is the
reconstructed environment in simulation.

Specifically, NFC conditions on the robot trajectory τ and
perceived elevation map e, and outputs simulator parameters
ψ and residual fidelity ϕ through a multi-head architecture,
where three heads predict ψ, ∆e, and ∆s, respectively. In
the simulator, we sample N pairs of physical coefficients
ψ, residual dynamics ∆s, and reconstructed environments
ê = e + ∆e. The physics engine fψ(·) then propagates the
dynamics based on these sampled parameters.

B. Sequential Neural Fidelity Calibration

Another challenge lies in balancing data scarcity and robot
safety. As the robot collects more data to refine NFC without
policy fine-tuning, it faces increased risk. This necessitates
iterative policy updates after each execution window. In the
initial phase, the simulation-bootstrapped NFC provides an
estimated proposal prior,

p̃(ψ,ϕ) = q(ψ,ϕ|τ real), (7)

which guides policy fine-tuning. This approach outperforms
uniform priors and eliminates reliance on expert physics
knowledge. For example, the state-of-the-art quadruped ma-
nipulation work [16] fused visual and tactile measurements to
estimate ground friction1.

Additionally, training diffusion models on large datasets is
computationally demanding. Given a finite simulation budget,
we adopt sequential NFC online, whose proposal posterior is:

p̃(ψ,ϕ|τ real) = p(ψ,ϕ|τ real)
p̃(ψ,ϕ)

p(ψ,ϕ)

p(τ real)

p̃(τ real)
, (8)

where p(ψ,ϕ|τ real) is the true posterior. This computationally
efficient approach focuses on a narrower distribution and
iterates until convergence, aligning with standard simulation-
based calibration practices.

C. Neural Fidelity Randomization

As illustrated in the middle figure of the system overview
in Fig.1, sampling calibrated simulator parameters ψ, such
as friction and mass, is straightforward and computationally
efficient. However, incorporating a perception module, es-
sential for robotic applications [35, 52, 86, 87], introduces
challenges in controlling randomness while preserving realism,
particularly in geometry mapping.

Let the perceived environment be e. We redefine the robot
execution τ as:

τ = {[st, at]Ht=0, et}, (9)

1While this could be integrated into NFC via Bayesian inference, we leave
it for future work due to the requirement for a ground-truth multi-modal
material dataset.

𝕍
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1/
4

𝕍
=
1/
2

𝕍
=
1

𝕍
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3
/4

Fig. 2: Neural Fidelity Randomization enables sampling of high-
dimensional residual environment geometries by accounting for per-
ception uncertainty while preserving realism. As the (normalized)
variance increases, the generated samples exhibit greater diversity in
appearance.

where et represents the map constructed using depth sensors
over a time window. In simulation, we sample various levels
of depth sensor noise [24] and construct a dataset of noisy
perception:

∆e = ê− ē, (10)

where ē is the ground-truth environment. This approach
generalizes to active sensors (e.g, LiDAR, Radar and depth
cameras). During deployment, given the executed trajectory
and perceived environment, gϕ(·, ·) samples residual envi-
ronment and dynamics using diffusion-based neural infer-
ence [65]. While diffusion models can generate scene-scale
geometries [42, 47, 83] and restore images [84], we focus on
diffusion-based residual shifting for robot perception. Mean-
while, [84] supports our design choice of modeling residual
environment rather than directly sampling the entire environ-
ment, reinforcing the efficiency and realism of our approach.

Running Example. Fig. 2 provides an example of the
diffusion-sampled residual environment ∆e ∈ R128×128,
where each pixel represents the elevation difference between
simulated and perceived terrain. Although residual dynamics
and simulator parameters are also sampled via diffusion,
we omit their visualization as they resemble classic pseudo-
random sampling. However, diffusion sampling is known to
maintain realism and adhere to variance constraints [83].

In summary, our framework flexibly samples calibrated
simulator parameters, residual environments, and dynamics,
offering a principled approach to enhanced realism and adap-
tive learning.

V. INFORMATIVE SIM-TO-REAL ADAPTATION

To adapt the informative sim-to-real policy transfer, we
fine-tune the policy only under anomalous situations, which
are learned during the offline pretraining phase. Moreover,
during the iterative loop of policy fine-tuning and neural
fidelity calibration, a low-confidence belief initially can result
in a wide posterior distribution, potentially degrading policy
optimization. To mitigate this, we incorporate optimistic ex-



ploration under uncertainty, ensuring more effective policy
adaptation.

A. Anomaly Detection

We propose a versatile robotic anomaly detection frame-
work that integrates contrastive representation learning [9]
with anomaly injection techniques [13]. To enhance detection
accuracy, we utilize a historical context window alongside a
detection target window, comparing their representations. A
significant shift in the target window’s representation signals
a potential anomaly in the system’s dynamics.

Our approach introduces Causal TCN Fθ(·), trained with a
contrastive learning objective to map inputs from normal oper-
ational states onto a shared hypersphere [34]. The contrastive
loss function maximizes similarity between the context τ c and
target τ t windows under normal conditions while minimizing
it during anomalies:

LAnomaly(τ
c, τ t) = (1c ̸=t − 1) log[loss

(
Fθ(τ c),Fθ(τ t)

)
]

− 1c̸=t log[1− loss
(
Fθ(τ c),Fθ(τ t)

)
]
(11)

where 1c̸=t indicates an anomaly, Fθ(·) is the TCN en-
coder with parameters θ, loss(a, b) = exp[cos(a, b)/λ −
1] with temperature parameter λ ≥ 1, and cos(a, b) :=
⟨a, b⟩/(∥a∥ ∥b∥) measures the cosine similarity. Anomaly
detection is inherently imbalanced, as real-world anomalies are
scarce. To address this, we adopt anomaly injection strategies
that disrupt temporal relations, introducing Global, Contex-
tual, Seasonal, Shapelet, and Trend anomalies [13]. These
techniques expand the model’s exposure to diverse anomalies,
refining its decision boundary and improving robustness.

B. Policy Optimization with Hallucinated Randomness

Our proposed approach can be viewed as domain random-
ization with an inferred distribution over the randomization
parameters (e.g., simulator physics, residual dynamics, and
residual environment), which is an effective strategy for sim-
to-real transfer when the inferred parameter posterior is pre-
cise. The policy is trained by maximizing the expected return
with respect to the sampled transition function:

π∗ = argmax
π

Est+1∼pψ,ϕ(st,at) [R(τ )] , (12)

where r(·) is the reward function, pψ,ϕ(xt+1|xt, ut) describes
the dynamics model, and we abbreviate the cumulative reward
as R(τ ) =

∑T
t=0 γ

tr(st,π(st)). This greedy exploitation is
widely used in model-based reinforcement learning [11, 14]
to maximize expected performance. However, when posterior
uncertainty is excessive, the sampled environments may nega-
tively impact policy learning. For instance, sampling and fine-
tuning in very low friction environments may cause the robot
to slide uncontrollably, whereas high friction could result in
it getting stuck. In both cases, the robot struggles to obtain
reward signals within a short time, hindering effective online
adaptation. To mitigate this issue, we propose granting the
robot an uncertainty lever to control the randomness degree
in its favor. Specifically, we introduce another unconditioned

policy πh(st), which we call the hallucinated policy, to mod-
ulate the uncertainty of the posterior distribution p(ψ,ϕ|τ ).
The parameters are then sampled from a modified posterior
distribution p(ψ,ϕ|τ ,πh):

ψ,ϕ ∼ µ(ψ,ϕ) + Σ(ψ,ϕ) · πh (13)

with the mean µ(ψ,ϕ) and variance Σ(ψ,ϕ) of p(ψ,ϕ|τ ).
This aligns with the principle of optimism in the face of

uncertainty, proven effective for balancing exploration and
exploitation [40], as well as enhancing data-efficient model-
based reinforcement learning [12]. The policy learning prob-
lem is formulated as following:

π∗,π∗
h = argmax

π,πh

Eẋt∼pψ,ϕ,πh
(xt,ut) [R(τ )] , (14)

which can be solved by policy optimization algorithms such
as PPO [63].

C. Informative Sim-to-Real Adaptation with NFC

Algorithm 1 Informative Sim-to-Real Adaptation with NFC

Input: Initial policy π, simulator parameters ψ, residual
fidelity ϕ, Neural Fidelity Calibration (NFC) q(ψ,ϕ|·),
anomaly detector, and hallucination policy πh

Output: Optimized policy π∗, Dataset T
Initialize: The policy π and NFC q(ψ,ϕ|·) through simula-

tion domain randomization training
1: while Mission not Complete do
2: Execute trajectory τ t

3: if τ t is anomalous then
4: NFC ψ,ϕ ∼ q(ψ,ϕ|τ ) ▷ Eq. (4)
5: Hallucinate ψ,ϕ ∼ p(ψ,ϕ|τ ,πh) ▷ Eq. (13)
6: Sample {ψ}N , {ϕ = [∆e,∆s]}N
7: π′,π′

h = Policy-Opt(π,πh,ψ,ϕ) ▷ Eq. (14)
8: q(·)← q({ψ}N , {ϕ}N |{τ}N ) ▷ Sequential NFC
9: end if

10: T = T ∪ τ t, t← t+ 1 ▷ Update Dataset
11: end while
12: Fine-tune NFC and Anomaly Detector with T

We summarize our framework in Algorithm 1, where an
SDE-based diffusion model samples residual dynamics ∆s
and residual environment ∆e. The overall process consists of
three main stages. First, in simulation pretraining, we bootstrap
both the RL policy π and Neural Fidelity Calibration (NFC)
q(ψ,ϕ|·) using a uniform domain randomization strategy.
This phase is general and follows domain randomization [48]
with teacher-student distillation [7], ensuring a broad initial
policy and NFC prior. Second, during real-world deployment,
we fine-tune the policy only under anomalous situations.
Unlike robot information gathering (RIG) [36], which actively
seeks phenomenon of interest, our primary focus is mission
execution. In fact, our framework can be viewed as a mission-
oriented search, where the mission can involve RIG or se-
quential goal-reaching tasks. This flexibility allows NFC to be



seamlessly integrated into RIG for further exploration when
needed. Third, to improve efficiency, we build a sequential
NFC online that leverages the proposal prior from the offline
pretrained NFC. This allows the model to adapt using only
online data, reducing the need for extensive retraining. After
completing the mission, the collected physical and residual
fidelity knowledge is used to fine-tune the original NFC,
further refining the sim-to-real adaptation. This structured
approach ensures efficient learning, minimizes unnecessary
retraining, and maintains robust real-world performance under
uncertain and anomalous conditions.

VI. SIMULATION EXPERIMENT

We first evaluate anomaly detection and simulator paramet-
ric calibration through sim-to-sim experiments across diverse
robotic embodiments, comparing our NFC with competing
baselines. Building on these algorithmic results, we assess pol-
icy fine-tuning performance, comparing NFC with an online
model-based RL method. Additionally, we ablate the impact of
Residual Fidelity on flat and unstructured environments. The
sim-to-sim experiments aim to address the following research
questions:

• Anomaly Detection Accuracy: How well does our TCN-
based anomaly detection generalize across different robot
platforms?

• NFC Performance: How effectively do our SDE-
Diffusion and TCN-based NFC calibrate simulator phys-
ical parameters and residual fidelity, compared to state-
of-the-art methods across multiple robot platforms?

• Policy Fine-Tuning and Residual Fidelity Contribution:
If NFC outperforms competing methods, to what extent
does it enhance policy fine-tuning, and what is the impact
of the Residual Fidelity module?

A. Sim-to-Sim Experiment Settings

We evaluate on standard benchmark robots with a fo-
cus on mobile embodiments. Various robots, including Ant,
Quadruped, Humanoid, Quadcopter, and Jackal, are
trained in IsaacGym [49] and evaluated in Mujoco simu-
lator [76]. The ClearPath Jackal, a compact differential-
wheeled robot with a low chassis, presents a challenge for
controller robustness. During offline learning, all robots follow
a similar training structure as quadruped locomotion [52],
using PPO [62]. Each robot is equipped with a depth camera,
modeled after the RealSense D435, to construct elevation
maps [17]. In IsaacGym, we parallelize 100 environments,
each containing 100 robots, collecting 106 episodes for pol-
icy and NFC initialization. An episode consists of recorded
actions and states from start to end. During online inference,
Mujoco runs one episode per iteration to mirror the real-world
evaluation. Both simulators operate at 200Hz, with policies
executing at 50Hz.

The simulator physical coefficients ψ primarily consist of
mass, friction, and stiffness for the robot’s joints and links.
Across Ant, Quadruped, Humanoid, Quadcopter, and
Jackal, the dimensions of ψ are {21, 13, 37, 9, 17}, while

the trajectory window H has dimensions {50, 20, 20, 20, 50},
with detailed settings provided in Appendix B. The residual
fidelity ϕ = {∆e,∆s} includes residual ego-centric geometry
∆e ∈ R128×128 with a resolution of 0.1m and residual dy-
namics ∆s with dimensions {52, 48, 21, 108, 15}, where ∆e
represents the difference in environment elevations between
the simulated and perceived terrain.

We conduct experiments in both Flat and Rough environ-
ments while introducing Gaussian noise in Mujoco to the
robot state, perception, and motor control. Flat corresponds
to a simulated empty world without obstacles, whereas Rough
consists of unstructured environments, where Quadcopter
navigates randomized 3D obstacle environments [44] and
ground robots traverse randomized elevated terrains [83].

B. Baselines and Ablations

We evaluate the effectiveness of our causal temporal con-
volutional network (TCN) against vanilla neural networks
(NN), quasi-Monte Carlo random Fourier features (QMC-
RFF), and quasi-Monte Carlo fast kernel slicing (QMC-FKS)
based on the non-equispaced fast Fourier transform. Here,
QMC refers to quasi-Monte Carlo sampling using the Sobol
sequence. For fairness, all kernel-based methods use the same
Gaussian basis function for kernels, with 1024 features, and
an equivalent last-layer size for NN and TCN. Consistently,
we employ the score-based diffusion model (SDE) [65] for
neural posterior inference. We also include the state-of-the-
art ϵ-free method [60], which employs a mixture density
network (MDN) [4] combined with QMC-RFF. For experi-
mental completeness, we evaluate MDN with TCN to assess
its performance in comparison to other approaches. Notably,
kernel methods do not account for environment perception,
whereas TCN and NN explicitly incorporate it.

To justify kernel choices, RFF approximates the ra-
dial basis function (RBF) for computational efficiency in
high-dimensional settings and has empirically outperformed
NN [60]. FKS, on the other hand, offers theoretical advantages
over RFF: Bochner’s theorem does not hold for conditionally
positive definite kernels, meaning RFF may over-smooth non-
smooth kernels. Details on RFF and our FKS implementa-
tion [32] are provided in Appendix A3.

C. Anomaly Detection Results

After pretraining in IsaacGym, robots are deployed in
Mujoco, where we randomly inject anomalous values into
simulator physical parameters and fidelity domains. These
anomalies consist of values out of distribution to the offline
pretraining. Since policy improvement relies on successful
anomaly detection and neural fidelity inference, we evaluate
their performance through extensive simulations in this section
and the next.

For each method in each scenario, we use 106 offline train-
ing samples. NN and TCN are conditioned on both the robot
trajectory and perception. Kernel methods, however, only have
access to the robot trajectory. During Mujoco deployment, we
sample 2×104 data points for anomaly detection, though only



Fig. 3: Simulator calibration posterior across five robots is compared between our method and competing approaches in Flat (empty-world)
and Rough (unstructured) environments, with the ground-truth values marked by red crosses. The residual fidelity posterior, which includes
residual dynamics (position x and y) and residual environment (height in z), is only shown for our method due to the poor performance of
other approaches. Simulator calibration parameters: [Ant] torso mass v.s. left back foot mass, [Quadruped] rear front shank mass v.s. right
rear shank mass, [Humanoid] torso mass v.s. right hip stiffness, [Quadcopter] first rotor mass v.s. rotor third arm mass, [Jackal] rear right
wheel damping v.s. front left wheel restitution.

Inference Feature
Average Logarithm Posterior of Simulator Calibration Parameters↑ Anomaly Detection

Ant Quadruped Humanoid Quadcopter Jackal TPR↑ FPR↓
Flat Rough Flat Rough Flat Rough Flat Rough Flat Rough Flat Rough Flat Rough

MDN QMC-RFF −4.88 −0.59 −2.09 −2.3 −10.52 −13.27 −2.26 −2.47 0.64 −1.2 1 0.96 0.3 0.33
MDN TCN −2.6 −3.1 −1.64 −3.11 −2.52 −3.42 −1.79 −2.56 0.22 −1.17 1 1 0 0
SDE NN −1 −1.09 −1.14 −1.34 −1.63 −2.93 −1.2 −1.86 0.26 −1.1 1 1 0 0
SDE QMC-RFF −2.79 −3.03 −2.17 −2.48 −2.61 −3.33 −3 −3.64 0.06 −1.29 1 0.96 0.3 0.33
SDE QMC-FKS −2.63 −3.05 −2 −1.91 −2.41 −3.37 −2.42 −2.73 0.24 −1.16 1 0.97 0 0
SDE TCN (Ours) 0.57 0.46 −0.42 −0.46 −1.03 −2.64 −0.9 −1.5 1.21 0.69 1 1 0 0

TABLE I: Statistical results for anomaly detection among different features. Five different robots on Flat (empty world) and Rough
(unstructured) environments demonstrate the importance and affect of perception on anomaly detection performance.

one is used for policy improvement. Among these samples,
104 are anomalous (true positives), while the remaining 104

are normal (false positives). Table I reports the true positive
rate (TPR) and false positive rate (FPR). Since our focus is
on feature representations rather than theoretical advancements
in anomaly detection, we provide a summary of results. As
shown in Table I, our TCN achieves the highest TPR and
lowest FPR across all robots on both scenarios. Additionally,
since TPR and FPR testing use an equal number of samples,
our method also attains the best precision, demonstrating
its superior ability to distinguish anomalies. Moreover, the
results of anomaly detection and simulator calibration are
inherently connected rather than disjoint. In the following
section, we shift our focus to the more critical aspect of
simulator calibration.

D. Neural Fidelity Calibration Results

More importantly, Fig. 3 illustrates posterior inference
across five robot embodiments, where we randomly select two
domains’ joint posterior per robot due to space constraints.
Table I reports the average log posterior of simulator cal-
ibration parameters, while the right side of Fig. 3 presents
the residual fidelity results, including residual dynamics and
residual environment, inferred by our NFC. The displayed
residual dynamics consists of residual position in x and y,
while the residual environment consists of residual height in z.
We exclude other methods from residual fidelity evaluation, as
kernel-based approaches struggle with high-dimensional data,
and vanilla NN performs worse than diffusion models.

For simulator calibration, recall that physical coefficient di-
mensions are {21, 13, 37, 9, 17}. All baseline methods exhibit
poor inference accuracy due to the high-dimensional input-
output space, whereas our NFC (SDE with TCN) consistently



outperforms them on both selected domains and average
results. Performance drops from Flat to Rough environments
and across robot complexity from Ant to Quadruped to
Humanoid, highlighting the challenge of Bayesian inference
in high-dimensional spaces (input dimension > 4096). More-
over, our neural inference with SDE-Diffusion surpasses MDN
in both RFF kernel and TCN encoder, further demonstrating
the advantage of diffusion models over vanilla NN s. Given
these results, we consistently use NFC for policy fine-tuning
in subsequent experiments.

For residual fidelity, Fig. 3 shows strong inference perfor-
mance of NFC for residual dynamics and residual environment,
though the latter poses a greater challenge due to its higher
dimensionality. This aligns with the broader difficulty of
learning accurate posteriors in high-dimensional spaces. The
next section further explores residual fidelity’s contribution to
policy improvement. Here, we do not include other methods,
as kernel-based approaches struggle with high-dimensional
spaces, and NN generally underperform compared to diffusion
models in high-dimensional generation tasks.

A potential controversy arises regarding NN’s size. In-
creasing the multi-layer perceptron (MLP) size to 256 times
the default configuration in [60] allows NN to surpass RFF.
While larger NN may outperform other methods, our focus
remains on precise inference with real-time performance.
Future research will explore alternative architectures, such as
Transformers [79], to further improve inference quality.

E. Policy Improvement Results

This section evaluates policy improvement with our neu-
ral fidelity calibration (NFC). Based on NFC performance
in the previous anomaly detection and fidelity calibration
experiments, we benchmark our PPO w/ NFC and ablate the
Residual Fidelity module (PPO w/o ∆Fidelity) to assess its
impact. Experiments in Flat and Rough environments further
validate the contribution of Residual Fidelity. Additionally, we
ablate NFC entirely by fine-tuning the PPO policy directly on
online execution data, denoted as PPO w/o NFC. To extend the
comparison, we include an explicit model-based reinforcement
learning (MBRL) algorithm, TD-MPC2 [26], which is co-
pretrained with PPO and directly fine-tunes the dynamics
model from real-world robot trajectories. We choose TD-
MPC2 due to its superior data efficiency compared to model-
free RL (e.g., PPO [62], SAC [21]) and even other model-
based RL algorithms (e.g., DreamerV3 [22]). Note that we do
not explore alternative exploration strategies, such as greedy
exploration or Thompson sampling, as the effectiveness of
the hallucinated policy has already been extensively stud-
ied [12, 50, 73].

Table II presents the sim-to-sim policy improvement re-
sults across five different robots, comparing four methods.
The average return, computed as the cumulative reward, is
normalized to [0, 1] using the running maximum and minimum
values. Our approach, PPO w/ NFC, consistently achieves the
best performance on the Mujoco testing platform. The results
highlight the importance of neural fidelity, as performance

Average Return [0, 1]
PPO

w/ NFC
PPO

w/o ∆Fidelity
PPO

w/o NFC TD-MPC2

Ant
Flat 0.98 0.88 0.64 0.87
Rough 0.95 0.81 0.57 0.75

Quadruped
Flat 0.67 0.33 0.17 0.42
Rough 0.55 0.27 0.18 0.18

Humanoid
Flat 0.96 0.89 0.55 0.88
Rough 0.93 0.9 0.58 0.88

Quadcopter
Flat 0.82 0.75 0.67 0.72
Rough 0.81 0.69 0.33 0.67

Jackal
Flat 0.87 0.67 0.23 0.41
Rough 0.82 0.69 0.2 0.41

TABLE II: Statistical results for policy improvement among our
method PPO w/ NFC, the ablations, and TD-MPC2. Five different
robots on Flat (empty-world) and Rough (unstructured) environments
demonstrate the importance and affect of residual fidelity on policy
fine-tuning performance.

Fig. 4: Real-world experiment environments with various surfaces
and physical properties. The vehicle’s left front axle was broken as an
anomalous situation, whereas the additional rock posed challenging
inertia force.

consistently drops when the neural fidelity module is ablated
(PPO w/o ∆Fidelity). Furthermore, removing the entire NFC
module (PPO w/o NFC) results in a significant performance
drop, emphasizing how NFC refines the domain randomization
range for more effective adaptation.

TD-MPC2, fine-tuned online using only robot execution
data, benefits from the sample efficiency of model-based RL
across all robots and environments. It outperforms PPO w/o
NFC but not PPO w/o ∆Fidelity, even with limited online
data. However, due to the constraints of onboard computation,
real-time execution remains a challenge for model-based RL.
While PPO w/ NFC operates at 25Hz, TD-MPC2 can only
achieve 6Hz, making it impractical for real-time control in
many robotic applications.

VII. REAL-WORLD IMPLEMENTATION

We implement our framework on the differential drive robot,
ClearPath Jackal, operating under challenging anomalous con-
ditions. To extend our simulation experiments, we evaluate the
robot in environments ranging from Flat (laboratory surfaces)
to Rough (wild terrains). This section highlights the challenges
associated with real-world computation and deployment.



A. Experimental Settings

The robot is equipped with a RealSense D435i camera, a
16-beam Velodyne LiDAR, and a MicroStrain 3DM-GX5-25
IMU. The depth camera (30Hz) and LiDAR-inertial odom-
etry (200Hz) provide real-time elevation mapping [17] on
GPU. Onboard computation uses an NVIDIA Jetson Orin and
offboard policy optimization uses an NVIDIA RTX3080Ti
Mobile GPU. Fig. 4 illustrates the experimental environments,
covering a range of laboratory surfaces and wild elevated
terrains with complex physical properties. We evaluate two
anomalous situations: (1) A broken front left wheel axle, and
(2) A broken front left wheel axle with an added rock (not
tightly attached). The rock is included only in lab environ-
ments, as its mass and inertia introduce significant challenges
even for flat-surface navigation.

Specifically, as shown in Fig. 4, Flat represents the lab
environment, where we evaluate three conditions: (1) a broken
front left wheel axle, (2) a broken front left wheel axle with
an added rock (not tightly attached), and (3) a broken front
left wheel axle with an added rock on surfaces with different
materials. Rough represents wild terrains, including snowy,
muddy, wet grass, and elevated surfaces, all tested with a
broken front left wheel axle. The rock is not included in these
environments, as it would likely make the mission impossible
to complete. In each environment, the controller is tasked
with following a figure-8 trajectory with a 3m diameter. Each
controller is tested 9 times in each scenario.

Our method is employed for anomaly detection, achieving
a 100% success rate. Following a similar procedure as in the
simulated experiments, we compare NFC (SDE with TCN)
against NN, RFF, FKS, and MDN for the simulator parametric
calibration comparison. For policy improvement, we evaluate
PPO w/ NFC alongside its ablations, PPO w/o NFC and PPO w/o
∆Fidelity, as well as the model-based reinforcement learning
method TD-MPC2, which only fine-tunes with the online robot
execution data. Additionally, we include a motion primitive
planner, Falco [85], which is widely recognized for its real-
time performance and generalizability [6, 82]. Falco uses
Dubins dynamics and employs a well-tuned PID controller
running at 200Hz.

B. Neural Fidelity Calibration Results

We present the comparison of simulator calibration and
the results of our residual fidelity in Fig. 6. The calibration
of the front left wheel’s damping averages at 0, while the
friction across all four wheels averages at 0.4, reflecting the
broken front left wheel axle on snowy terrains. Competing
methods, despite being trained on the same dataset, perform
poorly across all domains. This result aligns with our sim-to-
sim experiments, reinforcing our method’s superiority in high-
dimensional parameter spaces. We also present the results of
the residual fidelity module, with residual dynamics shown
in Fig. 6 and residual environment in Fig. 5. However, since
the ground-truth distribution of residual dynamics and residual
environment is unavailable, we further evaluate its impact on
policy improvement in the next section.

C. Policy Improvement Results

PPO
w/ NFC

PPO
w/o ∆Fidelity

PPO
w/o NFC TD-MPC2 Falco

Success Rate
(%)

Flat 100 100 100 100 100
Rough 72 53 25 42 28

Traj. Ratio Flat 1.8 1.8 1.9 1.5 1.6
Rough 2.1 3.2 3.7 2.7 3.6

Orien. Jerk
(rad/s3)

Flat 2.98 3.5 14.18 6.95 41.9
Rough 3.19 8.49 26.99 8.98 41.93

Pos. Jerk
(m/s3)

Flat 4.36 9.32 8.41 5.27 6.95
Rough 6.26 12.46 12.42 18.46 8.87

TABLE III: Statistical results for policy improvement among our
method PPO w/ NFC, the ablations, and TD-MPC2. Five different
robots on Flat (empty-world) and Rough (unstructured) environments
demonstrate the importance and affect of residual fidelity on anomaly
policy fine-tuning performance.

As shown in Table III, the real-world scenarios pose great
challenges to the wheeled robot. We decompose the analysis
into three parts, including the contribution of our NFC, the
ablation of our Residual Fidelity, and the baselines. We follow
previous works [68, 83] and evaluate performance using suc-
cess rate, trajectory ratio, orientation jerk

∣∣∣∂2ω
∂t2

∣∣∣, and position

jerk
∣∣∂a
∂t

∣∣, where ω and a represent angular velocity and linear
acceleration, respectively. These motion stability indicators
are critical for reducing sudden pose changes and enhancing

Fig. 5: Our Neural Fidelity infers the residual environment {∆e}N based on the uncertain onboard elevation mapping e in the real world.
The right side shows N = 8 reconstructed environments, ê = e+∆e, in simulation to fine-tune the policy.
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Fig. 6: Neural Fidelity Calibration results of wheeled robot navigat-
ing real-world snowy surfaces, with the front left wheel axle broken.

overall safety. The trajectory ratio, defined as the successful
path length relative to the straight-line distance, serves as a
measure of navigator efficiency.

First, the contribution of NFC to online policy improvement
is crucial. When NFC is ablated and the policy is fine-tuned
using only the perceived data, PPO shows minimal improve-
ment across all environments. While PPO still achieves a
100% success rate in the Flat environment, it records low
performance across all metrics. During policy deployment,
we observe frequent jerks caused by PPO w/o NFC, which
the policy was not trained to handle. This issue worsens in
wild environments, where the policy exhibits repetitive back-
and-forth movements with harsh jerks, indicating it fails to
find a viable solution to the goal and is likely stuck in local
minima. One notable deficiency of our NFC occurs in the
Flat environment. Although the fine-tuned policy learns to
navigate under anomalous conditions, its trajectory ratio metric
remains unsatisfactory. A potential reason for this is the lack
of trajectory length penalization in the reward function, which
we will address in future research to improve the overall
performance.

Second, we examine the contribution of Residual Fidelity
in NFC to online policy improvement. Fig. 5 illustrates the
onboard perceived environment, which is noisy, incomplete,
and deceptive due to complex geometry, lighting variations,
and material properties in the wild environment. One potential
approach is to directly use the perceived map and apply
numerical interpolation to fill in missing data in simulation.
However, PPO w/o ∆Fidelity shows little improvement over
PPO w/o NFC, and it cannot outperform TD-MPC2 in all
metrics. On one hand, PPO w/o Residual Fidelity does not
exhibit frequent jerks like PPO w/o NFC, as it still benefits
from simulator calibration fine-tuning. On the other hand, its
performance remains inferior, as it fails to adapt to the noisy
dynamics and perception uncertainties present in the real-
world deployment.

Third, the classic method Falco achieves good position jerk
statistics due to its high control rate. TD-MPC2, which is

fine-tuned using only online execution data, also demonstrates
advantages over PPO w/o NFC. As observed in the sim-to-
sim experiments, TD-MPC2 benefits from the sample effi-
ciency of model-based RL but suffers from computational
inefficiencies, especially when incorporating perception into
state propagation. The results further highlight the importance
of our NFC module. Initially, PPO alone does not outperform
TD-MPC2, but after fine-tuning with NFC, PPO significantly
surpasses TD-MPC2, demonstrating the effectiveness of NFC-
driven policy adaptation in real-world environments.

In summary, our NFC module significantly enhances policy
improvement in the challenging navigation task, effectively
handling both a broken wheel axle and diverse, complex
environments.

VIII. CONCLUSION, LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE
DIRECTIONS

We propose Neural Fidelity Calibration (NFC) to simul-
taneously calibrate simulator physics and residual fidelity
parameters, facilitating policy fine-tuning online. Our novel
residual fidelity consists of residual dynamics and residual
environment, where the former captures the simulation shift
relative to real-world dynamics and the latter quantifies uncer-
tainty in environmental perception. Leveraging NFC’s superior
posterior inference, we enhance real-world adaptability by
integrating anomaly detection, sequential NFC, and optimistic
exploration. Extensive sim-to-sim and sim-to-real experiments
validate NFC’s effectiveness, demonstrating its critical role in
policy improvement and its superiority over both classic and
learning-based approaches.

Limitations and Future Directions. While our approach as-
sumes a black-box simulator, estimating the gradient of robot
trajectories w.r.t. physical coefficients and residual fidelity
factors using perturbation theory could significantly accelerate
inference. The emergence of general and differentiable simu-
lators further presents an opportunity to expedite solutions.
Another potential enhancement involves incorporating multi-
modal information, such as image segmentation, but this raises
the question of whether decomposing conditions would allow
greater flexibility across different perception modules. This
also assumes independent and identically distributed condi-
tions across different perception modules, which may not hold
in real-world scenarios. Finally, we aim to explore model-
based reinforcement learning to learn a residual controller
model, integrating it with NFC to build a more explainable
and structured framework.
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APPENDIX

A. Radial Kernel

We introduce the basic ideas of using radial kernels for
feature representation.

1) Radial Basis Function: For inputs x ∈ Rd and y ∈
Rd, the radial basis function (RBF) takes the radial kernels
K(x, y) = F (||x − y||) with the symmetric basis function
F (·) : R≥0 → R. We list some well-known kernels:

• Gaussian: F (x) = exp
(
− x2

2σ2

)
.

• Laplacian: F (x) = exp (−αx).
• Matérn: F (x) = 21−ν

Γ(ν)

(√
2ν
β x

)ν

Kν

(√
2ν
β x

)
.

For scaling to large numbers of training samples or high-
dimensional states, Random Fourier Feature (RFF) and Fast
Kernel Summation (FKS) can approximate RBF.

2) Random Fourier Feature: Let K : Rd × Rd → R be
given by K(x, y) = Ψ(x − y), a bounded shift-invariant
positive definite kernel with K(x, x) = Ψ(0) = 1. Then it
holds by Bochner’s theorem that there exists a probability
measure µ on Rd such that

Ψ(x− y) = µ̂(x− y) = Ev∼µ [exp (2πi⟨x− y, v⟩)]
= Ev∼µ [exp (2πi⟨x, v⟩) exp (−2πi⟨y, v⟩)] .

(15)

Random Fourier Feature (RFF) simply puts y = 0,

Ψ(x) = Ev∼µ [exp (2πi⟨x, v⟩)] . (16)

Taking Euler’s formula and the real parts, we have

Ψ(x) = Eb∼U [0,2π] [cos(⟨x, v⟩) + sin(⟨x, v⟩)] . (17)

3) Fast Kernel Slicing: We briefly delineate fast kernel
slicing (FKS) methods [32] that reduce high-dimensional prob-
lems to the one-dimensional case by projecting the points
of interest onto lines in directions ξ which are uniformly
distributed on the unit sphere SP−1 ⊂ RP . In this paper, we
assume the kernel K : Rd × Rd → R has the form:

K(x, y) = Eξ∼USP−1
[k(⟨ξ, x⟩, ⟨ξ, y⟩)] (19)

with the one-dimensional kernel k : R×R→ R and uniform
distribution U . For radial kernels K(x, y) = F (||x− y||) with
some basis function F : R≥0 → R, with the notation L∞

loc :=
{f : R≥0 : f |[0,s] ∈ L∞([0, s]),∀s > 0}. Then the basis
function of K can be expressed by the generalized Riemann-
Liouville fractional integral transform defined by

Sd : L∞
loc → L∞

loc, Sd(f) = F

F (s) =
2Γ(d2 )√
πΓ(d−1

2 )

∫ 1

0

f(ts)(1− t2)
d−3
2 dt

(20)

This can be done explicitly if
1) F is an analytic function with globally convergent Taylor

series in 0 given by F (x) =
∑∞

n=0 anx
n.

To subsample the expectations, let {v1, . . . , vD} be i.i.d.
samples from µ and {b1, . . . , bD} be i.i.d. samples from
U [0, 2π], we have

RFF(x) = {cos(⟨x, vp⟩+ bp), sin(⟨x, vp⟩+ bp)}Dp=1 (18)

2) F is continuous, bounded, and positive definite, i.e.,
for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} with n ∈ N, it holds that∑n

i,j=1 aiajF (·) ≥ 0.
Thus we can get the P features via projections and the one-

dimensional basis function with weights w

FKS(x) = {wpf(⟨ξp, x⟩)}Dp=1 (21)

whose computation complexity is O(D × dim(τ latent)). The
expected error of slicing can be bounded by O(1/

√
D). For a

fair comparison to RFF, we assign 1024 features with Quasi-
Monte Carlo simulation to both methods and uniform weights
to the robot trajectory.

B. System Implementations

1) Network Architecture: ResNet-18 [28] extracts 1024
features from the elevation map e ∈ R128×128, while Causal
TCN is structured with channel sizes [256, 128, 64, 16]. The
resulting feature representations are concatenated and passed
through a linear layer, mapping them to 1024 features. These
features are then fed into an SDE-based Diffusion model [65]
to infer simulator calibration parameters, residual dynamics,
and residual environment parameters. For action generation,
we use an MLP with layer sizes [1024, 512, 2] for the wheeled
robot, where the 2 output dimension can be adjusted for other
robots as needed.

2) Sim-to-Sim Experiment Domains: We detail the simu-
lator physical domains for Ant, Quadruped, Humanoid,
Quadcopter, and Jackal.

Ant
mass 8 4 legs, 4 feet
stiffness 13 5 torsos, 4 ankles, 4 hips
Quadruped
mass 9 1 base, 4 thighs, 4 shanks
stiffness 4 4 hips
Humanoid
mass 20
stiffness 17
Quadcopter
mass 5 1 chassis, 4 arms
stiffness 4 4 rotors
Jackal
mass 5 1 base, 4 wheels
damping 4 4 wheels
friction 4 4 wheels
restitution 4 4 wheels

Refer to IsaacGym [49] for the detailed description of
Humanoid and other robots.
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