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Abstract: We consider the Imitation Learning (IL) setup where expert data are
not collected on the actual deployment environment but on a different version.
To address the resulting distribution shift, we combine behavior cloning (BC)
with a planner that is tasked to bring the agent back to states visited by the expert
whenever the agent deviates from the demonstration distribution. The resulting
algorithm, POIR, can be trained offline, and leverages online interactions to
efficiently fine-tune its planner to improve performance over time. We test POIR
on a variety of human-generated manipulation demonstrations in a realistic
robotic manipulation simulator and show robustness of the learned policy to
different initial state distributions and noisy dynamics.
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1 Introduction

Imitation Learning (IL) is a paradigm in sequential decision making where an agent uses offline ex-
pert trajectories to mimic the expert’s behavior [1]. While Reinforcement Learning (RL) requires an
additional reward signal that can be hard to specify in practice, IL only requires expert trajectories
that can be easier to collect. In part due to its simplicity, IL has been applied successfully in several
real world tasks, from robotic manipulation [2, 3, 4] to autonomous driving [5, 6].

A key challenge in deploying IL, however, is that the agent may encounter states in the final deploy-
ment environment that were not labeled by the expert offline [7]. In applications such as healthcare
[8, 9] and robotics [10, 11], online experimentation can be risky (e.g., on human patients) or costly
to label (e.g., off-policy robotic datasets can take months to collect). In this work, we are thus inter-
ested in methods that are both robust in states not seen during training and also able to adapt online
without access to a queryable expert.

Typical Imitation Learning approaches such as Behavior Cloning (BC) [1] and Adversarial Imitation
Learning (AIL) [12] are not designed to be both data efficient and robust to distribution mismatch
between the expert data and the final deployment environment. BC treats IL as a supervised learn-
ing problem, maximizing the likelihood of taking an expert action under the state distribution of the
expert [1]. While BC generates useful policies from offline expert data, it performs poorly in states
not seen during training [7]: not only is BC brittle to out-of-distribution (OOD) inputs, it does not
have access to a queryable expert and thus cannot adapt to new states once deployed. In contrast,
AIL methods use an Inverse Reinforcement Learning (IRL) approach, first learning a reward func-
tion under which the expert trajectory data is optimal, and then training a policy using this learned
reward function [13, 12, 14]. Since AIL methods train a Reinforcement Learning policy directly
in the deployed environment, they can learn a policy in states not initially seen in the expert data.
Nevertheless, AIL methods require large amounts of online data to reach expert performance and
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are typically hard to tune in practice [15], while BC uses no online data and is simpler to tune.

This paper proposes to take advantage of BC’s data-efficiency and ability to train offline, while lever-
aging the flexibility of offline model-based methods [16, 17, 18] to be robust to out-of-distribution
states and to fine-tune the final policy once deployed. POIR (Planning from Offline Imitation Re-
wards), a Model-Based Imitation Learning algorithm, can learn a robust policy using an offline
dataset of expert demonstrations (i.e. without any rewards), and continue to improve from data
collected in the environment once deployed. Through the use of an explicit imitation reward used
during planning, POIR can return to states that were seen in the expert data if it ends up is states that
are outside of the expert’s support.

POIR can be deployed in both the offline and online settings. In the offline setting, the BC policy
and the world model used by the planner are trained only on offline expert transitions. In the on-
line setting, the world model is fine-tuned on new transitions collected by the planner policy in the
deployed environment, improving the world model’s prediction accuracy on parts of the state space
not covered by offline transitions; this in turn improves the planner policy performance in out-of-
distribution states with respect to the offline expert data.

Our contributions in this work are twofold: First, we introduce POIR, a Model-Based Imitation
Learning method that is robust to both initial state distribution perturbations and stochasticity in the
deployed environment. We demonstrate its performance compared to BC and AIL methods on a se-
ries of complex human-generated robotic manipulation demonstrations on the realistic robosuite [19]
simulator. Second, we show that POIR can be trained offline and deployed similarly to BC, while
also continuing to improve its performance once online with significantly less data compared to AIL
methods, avoiding the complexities of an RL training algorithm and adversarial loss.

2 Method

We model environments as episodic Markov Decision Processes (MDPs) (S, A, P,r, po, T) [20],
where S denotes the state space, A the action space, P the transition kernel,  the reward function,
po the initial state distribution, and T the task horizon. A policy 7 is a mapping from states to a
distribution over actions; we denote the space of all policies as II. Let p, denote the distribution
over states and actions induced by policy 7. In Imitation Learning, we do not know the true reward
r. Instead we construct an imitation reward 7, offline based on the expert demonstrations D, =
{(s¢, at, St+1)ter } induced by an expert policy 7.

The goal of Imitation Learning is to find a policy 7 such that its induced state-action distribution p,
minimizes some divergence D to the state-action distribution of the expert p,, [21]. In other words,
the goal is to minimize: min, D(py, pr ). For example, the objective of GAIL [12] is to minimize
a regularized form of the Jensen-Shannon divergence.

Next, we present POIR: a Model-based Imitation Learning algorithm that leverages an offline dataset
of human expert demonstrations for robust imitation learning, while further improving with online
data collected in the environment. POIR is composed of three main components: the BC policy
prior, the planner, and the imitation reward.

Online Transitions

2.1 General Approach / i \ e
Our general approach extends the existing ad- pennions — B[] @ —{POIR Agon]
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planning algorithm to produce robust actions

and adapt efficiently online. We do this by us-
ing the BC policy as a prior to guide trajectory
rollouts in the planner. The planner uses alearnt  Figure 1: Overview of various POIR components
world model to generate trajectories, and then and their dependencies. The BC policy and world
selects the best action ranked according to are- model are trained from the expert data, whereas
ward function; we leverage an imitation reward the imitation reward can depend either on the ex-
to incentivize the agent to stay close to the ex- pert data, the world model’s ensemble discrep-
pert’s support. All components of the system ancy, or the BC policy’s ensemble discrepancy.
are initially trained on the dataset of expert tra-

jectories D, = {(st, at, st41)ter - Details about the three core components of POIR (the BC prior
policy, the planner, and the imitation reward) are provided in the following sections and illustrated
in Figure 1. An overview of POIR can be found in Algorithm 1.



2.2 BC Policy Prior

POIR is a planning-based method that leverages BC as a prior to guide planner rollouts. One key
aspect of our work is that both the BC policy prior and the world model (Sec. 2.3) are implemented as
bootstrap ensembles [22, 23, 24]. Our BC policy prior is in effect an ensemble of K networks, which
is used in a round-robin fashion in the planner as described in Sec. 2.3. When using BC as a baseline,
however, we have chosen to average the output of the K networks to produce the final output action,
which we refer to as Ensemble BC (EBC). This gives our Ensemble BC policy the following form:

TRC = % Z{( 7o, (8), which shows significant performance gains over single-network BC (see
Figure 3), also observed in prior work [25]. We train EBC on the full set of expert demonstrations
for a given task, minimizing the action prediction error: 0, = argmin,, Ep_[(7g, (s¢) — az)?].

2.3 Planner

The core of our algorithmic approach is to leverage a planner to return to the expert’s state dis-
tribution. POIR uses Model-Predictive Control (MPC) [26] with an MPPI-based [27] trajectory
optimizer, modified to support ensembles and policy priors as detailed by [16]. Intuitively, when the
policy is already in-distribution relative to the expert demonstrations, the planner does not provide
much added value. However when the policy is either strongly out of distribution, or decides to
take actions that would result in leaving the distribution, the planner will provide candidate action
trajectories that are closer to the demonstration distribution. We provide more details on the learnt
world model and the trajectory optimizer below.

World Model A core component of planning-based approaches is the underlying world model.

We use a deterministic function ]5¢ : S x A — S parameterized by ¢, that takes a state-
action pair and outputs the next state. It is learnt on the expert demonstration dataset D.:

argmin,, E(st,at,swl)eDe[(pﬂsta at) — si+1)%]. As mentioned previously, the world model is a

bootstrap ensemble; K world models are learned, where each Pk is trained on the same dataset but
with different weight initializations. In the case of deterministic environments, the choice of a deter-
ministic model vs. a stochastic one has been shown not to impact performance much [28]. Although
certain experimental environments are stochastic, the demonstration data however is deterministic,
and deterministic models have shown to work well in practice for fine-tuning.

Planner trajectories As described above, our policy leverages Model-Predictive Control
(MPC) [26], a simple yet effective control strategy [29, 23]. At each policy step, MPC queries a
trajectory optimizer to find an optimal trajectory Ay = {a1, ..., ay } for the current state s;, which

maximizes some objective function r according to the dynamics of a world model P. MPC then ap-
plies the first action from the trajectory, aq, to the system, and observes the corresponding next state
s¢+1, with which the algorithm repeats. POIR leverages a modified version of MPPI [30, 23, 16]
which we now show in detail.

POIR’s trajectory optimization scheme involves generating /N parallel trajectories sampled from a
proposal distribution generated by mp¢. For each trajectory, an action is sampled and pertubed with
gaussian noise, ~ a; = {mpc(s:) + €}, with ¢; ~ N'(0,02). The perturbed action @, is then
passed into the world model to create the following 5,41 = P(ét, at). This procedure is repeated H
times to create a full action trajectory A%, = {a1,...,an}, in parallel for the N trajectories. The

corresponding cumulative reward is also calculated to produce R = Zle rrr (87, ay) for each of
the NV trajectories.

The final action returned, as per MPC, is the first action from the trajectory i,,,, = argmax, R"
with the highest reward: mpor(s:) = A;,,,.[0]. The full algorithm is detailed in Algorithm 2.

tmax

Use of Ensembles As mentioned previously, both the policy prior mp¢ and the world model P are
actually composed of K ensembles. These are exploited by allocating each of the IV trajectories to
one of the ensemble heads, both for the policy prior as well as the world model. The allocation is
constant throughout the rollout, as performed by [23] and [16], and allows for greater diversity both
in action selection and model predictions. For notational simplicity we don’t describe this explicitly
in Algorithm 2, but the full algorithm can be found in the Appendix, Algorithm 3.

2.4 Imitation Reward

The last component of POIR is the imitation reward, ;7. We construct several reward functions in
the following sections, with the criteria that the reward should be high for states that are close to the
expert support and low otherwise. The notion of proximity varies for each of our proposed rewards.



L2 Reward One simple way to construct such a reward function is to compute the L2 distance
between the current state and all the states in the demonstration data, and then to take the minimum
of these distances. This reward function does not require any pre-training. For a state s, we denote
the L2 reward as: rp2(s) = —ming_ ep, ||s — Sell2-

For large datasets, the L2 reward can become computationally expensive as we compute the distance
to all states in the expert data. Approximate lookup approaches can reduce the complexity from
O(n) to O(log(n)) [31, 32]. The L2 reward, albeit simple, has shown to be effective on robotic arm
manipulation tasks in previous works [33] and can be extended to higher dimensional state spaces
by learning an embedding [33]. The variant of POIR using this reward function is called POIR-L2.

Ensemble-Disagreement Rewards Another formulation of r;y, is to consider the disagreement of
the predictions over an ensemble of networks trained on the demonstration data. Two well-known
approaches use the disagreement of BC policies, as introduced in DRIL [34], and the disagreement
of the world models, as introduced in MoREL [17]. The former version is called POIR-DRIL while
the latter is called POIR-MOREL. These approaches, when compared to POIR-L2, scale well with
the size of the expert dataset and the state dimension, since they need only one forward pass during
inference rather than an exhaustive search over D,. The rewards can be expressed as rprrr(s) =

—max; ; ||, (s) — 7o, (s)|]2 and rasorpL (s, a) = —max ; || Py, (s,a) — Py, (s,a)]|2.

Algorithm 2 POIR-SelectAction

Algorithm 1 POIR

1: Input: D.: expert trajectories, Lsteps: # of env. steps, 1 SeleCtACth(Sv TBC, P,ri,H,N,o):
H: planning horizon, N: number of trajectories, o: pol- 2: SetR=0n,A =0n#
icy prior noise scale. i forn =1..N do
N 2 = 1 . S1 =S8
g: gBC;]?}”L = fraintDo) 5: fort=1.Hdo
: Dy = : - :
4: fort =1to Lsteps do 6 ﬁ N(07 o )
5:  Observe s; T ar = mpo(st) + e
6:  a; = SelectAction(s;, mc, P,rir, H, N, o, k) 8 Se41 = If(st, ar)
7:  si+1 = EnvironmentStep(a;) 9: nt = at )
8: Da:DaU{($t7at,Sz+1)} 10: Rn:Rn+7”IL((St,at,St+1))
9:  Train P on D. U D, 11:  end for
12: end for
10: end for

13: return a1 = Aargmax R,1

2.5 Online Fine-Tuning

We can perform online fine-tuning of POIR once deployed in an environment. The main goal is to
fine-tune P with additional data gained from interactions with the system. We can do this by simply
augmenting the original dataset D, with data from the agent D, and training Pon D = D, U D,.
In the case where imitation rewards use ensemble discrepancy on P, we maintain a frozen version
of P trained only on D, for the calculation of the imitation reward.

3 Experiments

To investigate the benefits of POIR in distribution mismatch settings, we train POIR on a series of
human demonstration demonstrations on a realistic robotic manipulation tasks, and evaluate POIR’s
performance on various physically perturbed versions of the original environment.

3.1 Environments and Demonstrations

Environments We investigate POIR’s performance on a series of robotic manipulation tasks de-
fined in the Robosuite simulation environment [19]. We use these environments since they combine
several key properties: the tasks are complex, a large amount of human generated demonstrations
is available, and the environment authors have shown strong correlation between simulator perfor-
mance and on-robot performance [35]. We focus on three tasks of increasing difficulty using the
7-DoF Panda arm model: Lift: grasp & lift a cube off of the table (10-dim observation space),
PickPlaceCan: grasp a can and place it in a bin (14-dim observation space), NutAssemblySquare:
grasp a square nut and place it on a rod fixture (14-dim observation space). All three tasks are deter-



Figure 2: For noise of 0,,4;se = 0.4 shown above, the arm can start in positions much further from
the center of the table compared to default noise of 0,5 = 0.2. Examples for all environments are
shown in Appendix E.

ministic and contain two sources of variation by default: the initial position of the robotic arm and
the initial position of the object to grasp.

Demonstrations We use open-source human-generated demonstrations from the Robomimic [35]
dataset, a well-studied dataset of human-generated demonstrations, for which there is strong evi-
dence that approaches working well in the robosuite simulator also perform well on a real-robot
version of the same tasks. For each task, we use the proficient human demonstrations, composed of
200 demonstrations collected from a single proficient human operator using RoboTurk [36].

3.2 Distribution mismatch

The demonstrations are collected in an unperturbed version of the environment, which we refer to
as the offline environment. We evaluate the performance of POIR on deployed environments that
differ in two different manners: the diversity of the initial state distribution and the stochasticity in
the transition dynamics of the environment.

Initial state distribution. For each task (Lift, PickPlaceCan, and NutAssemblySquare), we modify
the initial state distribution of the robotic arm in the deployed environment. By default, the initial
position of the arm is randomized around a mean position with a Gaussian noise of standard devi-
ation g;,,;; = 0.02. The default noise keeps the arm close to the mean position at the beginning of
each episode as depicted in Figure 7. Offline human demonstrations are collected with this default
noise. In our experiments, we gradually increase ¢;,;; in the deployed environment from 0.02 to
0.4. For larger 0;,;; values, the initial position of the robotic arm can now be at either side of the
table rather than centered directly above it, as shown in Figure 2. The overall effect is illustrated
in Appendix E and in attached videos. The initial state noise modification leads to a distribution
mismatch between the default initial positions in the demonstrations and the ones in the deployed
environment.

Stochasticity. We introduce stochasticity to the otherwise deterministic Robosuite environments.
Environment stochasticity can emerge in the real-world from naturally occurring variations in the
controller or deployed environment e.g., friction, lighting, object deformations. We use a white
Gaussian noise with standard deviation o,¢ti0n, as a simple model of these external perturbations.
The Gaussian noise is added to the action taken by the agent at every step. Therefore the environment
becomes stochastic, since two agents that take the same action at the same state may wind up in
different next states.

3.3 Implementation details

All algorithms are evaluated on 20 episodes every 50, 000 environment steps, for a total of 500, 000
steps. Results for each method are averaged over 5 random seeds. We report the average environ-
ment success rate € [0, 1] denoting whether or not the task was successfully completed. For each
algorithm, the same set of hyperparameters are used across all environments. A full set of hyperpa-
rameters is reported in Appendix C.

Since POIR uses an ensemble of BC policies in the planner, BC and EBC are thus natural baselines.
We use the same network architecture (a multi-layer perceptron) for BC, EBC, and the BC policy
used in POIR. For POIR and EBC, we use 27 ensemble networks. For implementation reasons,
ensembles are a multiple of 3, and we did not observe performance gains beyond 27. In the planner,
we sample N = 4000 trajectories. We use ¢ = 0.2 for the standard deviation noise around the BC
action proposal. We use I{ = 5 as the horizon for the planner trajectories as it performed best during
initial hyperparameter searches.

We also compare our algorithm to state of the art imitation learning algorithms: Discriminator Actor-



Critic (DAC) [15] tuned using the guidelines of [37], ValueDice [38], and SQIL [14]. DAC, Val-
ueDice, and SQIL are natural baselines for POIR since they leverages both expert demonstrations
and online data collected in the environment to learn its final policy. However, DAC and SQIL ad-
ditionally differ from POIR as they cannot be used fully offline.

We find that state and action normalization helps POIR, but does not provide a benefit to BC or EBC.
For DAC, we found that state normalization worked best. We normalize the offline expert demon-
strations such that states and actions have mean 0 and standard deviation 1. Online transitions are
normalized with the offline mean and standard deviation parameters.

3.4 Results: Effects of initial state distribution mismatch
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Figure 3: Effects of 0;,,;; on task success rate for both off-line and on-line scenarios.

Offline Performance. In the fully offline setting, we observe that POIR have the best performances
across the environments and noise level. Results for the offline setting are shown in the top row of the
Figure 3. For example in PickPlaceCan, Ensemble BC and POIR have nearly the same performance
when there is no mismatch, but POIR has a 20% — 30% increase in success rate for o;,;; = 0.1.
This shows that the imitation rewards help the planner find better actions than the prior BC policy
proposals in states not seen in the demonstrations.

Online Performance. POIR is able to efficiently leverage online data to improve its performance,
as shown in the bottom row of Figure 3. After online fine-tuning with 500, 000 environment steps,
POIR-L2 performs best compared to other imitation rewards and BC/IL baselines. For example,
there is a 50% gap in success rate between POIR-L2 and EBC for Lift and PickPlaceCan for the
largest value of noise (0;n;: = 0.4). This shows that improving the planner with data collected
improves performance. This is a key difference between EBC and POIR as EBC cannot leverage
this new data. RL-based approaches (DAC, ValueDICE, and SQIL) perform poorly as soon as some
mismatch is introduced except for DAC on PickPlaceCan that achieves 20% of success rate for
Oinit = 0.4 which is 3 times lower than POIR-L2 which achieve nearly 60% of success rate in that
configuration.

Sample efficiency. One of POIR’s main advantages is that offline performance is competitive to
BC and EBC baselines and that after an additional 500, 000 fine-tuning steps in the environment,
POIR can also reach better performance compared to a state of the art IL. method like DAC. In con-
trast, RL-based approaches (DAC, ValueDICE, and SQIL) are not able to reach BC performance
within 500, 000 environment steps for Lift, and has a 0 success rate even after 5M steps for Nu-
tAssemblySquare. This is illustrated in the Appendix: Figure 5 shows the training curves for 5
environment steps.



Emergent Retrying. Qualitatively, we find that the BC agent moves towards the object of interest,
attempts to grab it, and then continues to act as if the object were grasped regardless of whether the
grasp was actually successful. On the contrary, we notice in our experiments that POIR is able to
retry grasping the object even after failing initial grasp attempts. We show emergent retrying for
POIR in the attached video files as well as in the Appendix F.

Real time control. Previous works showed that MPPI based approaches are amenable to real time
control [30, 23]. The overhead of POIR on top of MPPI consists in using a BC prior and computing
a reward function which are computed with a forward pass on an ensemble of neural networks (and
an additional lookup in the case of the L2 reward). We found experimentally that POIR-DRIL and
POIR-MoREL run at 10 Hz and that POIR-L2 runs at 5Hz at inference on a TPUv2 GCP machine
using a single core of the accelerator, which we argue shows the feasibility of the approach for
real-time control.

Ablations. To showcase the importance of each component in POIR, we also ran two other
baselines: POIR without a BC prior and PPO [39] with the DRIL reward which is essentially
the DRIL algorithm [34] without the auxiliary BC loss. The results are detailed in Appendix B.
Both baselines yielded a 0% success rate across all the experiments. These results show both the
importance of the BC prior and the planner/IL reward combination.

3.5 Results: Effects of environment stochasticity mismatch
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Figure 4: Effects of 04cti0n On task success rate for both off-line and on-line scenarios.

As shown in Figure 4, POIR outperforms the other baselines when action noise stochasticity is
added. We also remark that online data improves the trained policy. Notably with PickPlaceCan with
an action noise of 0.1, the gap in success rate between Ensemble BC and POIR-L2 is 25% — 35%.
For NutAssemblySquare, the success rate gap between POIR-L2 and Ensemble BC goes from 0%
without action noise to nearly a 15% success rate increase when the action noise is 0.1. For Lift and
NutAssemblySquare, DAC does not learn a good policy within the first 500, 000 environment steps.
As shown in the Figure 6, even with 5 environment steps, RL-based approaches perform worse
than EBC in nearly all settings.

4 Related Work & Limitations

Imitation Learning suffers from distribution shift between the expert data and the policy [1]. [40]
formalized this notion and showed that BC has a quadratic regret bound in 7. Many IL methods
have been designed to make policies more robust to distribution shift [7, 41, 13].

IL with Queryable Expert Policy: [7] proposed DAGGER which queries the expert policy on on-
line demonstrations to refine the BC policy and achieve linear regret in 7. Recent studies use the



policy uncertainty to selectively decide when to query the expert [42, 43, 44, 45]. Our IL method
does not require a queryable expert or the explicit need for online demonstrations to mitigate distri-
bution shift.

Adversarial Imitation Learning: AIL methods seek to match the state-action distribution of the
policy to the fixed expert data by learning a discriminator that differentiates expert from non-expert
transitions [12, 15]. A model-free RL policy is trained on online environment trajectories by using
the discriminator as a reward. MGAIL [46] uses an additional world model to train a policy on exact
gradients of the discriminator over entire trajectories. AIL methods generate a model-free controller
that is hard to tune in practice and not sample efficient with respect to online data [12]. We include
comparisons to DAC, a state of the art AIL method, in Section 3.4. In contrast to DAC, our method
can be deployed offline and is more sample efficient online.

IL with Support: Recent IL methods explicitly use the distribution mismatch between the policy
and expert as a reward signal for training a model-free controller, without the need for a discriminator
[33, 34, 47, 48, 49]. These methods also require online data collection for training the RL policy,
with similar sample efficiency as DAC.

Offline RL: Many offline RL methods use uncertainty estimates to make the final policy robust to
distribution shift. Model-based offline RL methods leverage uncertainty in the world model or an
ensemble of networks to keep the final policies close to the expert [18, 17, 50, 51, 16, 52]. Offline
RL differs from the IL setting as it assumes having access to the environment reward while in IL
the environment reward is unknown. Offline RL methods are unadapted to deal with the IL rewards
used by POIR. For instance, the L2 reward would be exactly 0 on the dataset of demonstrations.

Model-based Imitation Learning (MBIL): Using world models in Imitation Learning has been
explored in other contexts [53, 54]. IMPLANT [55] uses GAIL to learn a policy and value function
using online data, which then get used in a planner policy. While IMPLANT shows that their planner
is robust in noisy deployed environments for simple locomotion environments (Hopper, HalfChee-
tah, and Walker2d) our method differs mainly as we use BC instead of GAIL. This difference allows
POIR to be deployed offline which is not the case of IMPLANT. Imitative Models [56] learns a
density model over expert data and then uses the density model as a reward in a goal conditioned
open-loop planner; they demonstrate policies robust to noise in an autonomous driving simulator
environment. A follow-up, Robust Imitative Planning (RIP) [57], uses an ensemble of networks to
minimize uncertainty of trajectories in the planner, and then adapts the policy online by querying
an expert policy [58]. A similar method, RMBIL [59] also shows improvements over BC when
deployed in environments that mismatch the expert distribution. RMBIL is a purely offline method,
that uses a neural ODE controller with a CVAE to encode states. In contrast to Imitative Models,
RIP, RMBIL, and other similar works [60], our method uses a simpler policy: model-predictive
control [61] with an open-loop trajectory planning algorithm [16] using BC priors; notably we show
that POIR can run in both the offline and online settings without querying an expert.

Generalization in IL/RL: Generalization in IL and RL seeks to improve performance on unseen
interactions during deployment [62]. Recent zero-shot and few-shot IL methods are designed to
adapt to new tasks, objects, and domains using methods such as goal conditioning [63, 64, 65],
meta-learning [66, 67], domain randomization [68, 69, 70]. Generalization improvements have also
been shown in RL [71, 72]. Our method explores the setting where the test environment is out-of-
distribution compared to expert data, but not on new tasks or objects. We achieve improvements
over BC on out-of-distribution test environments through a model-based controller, rather than with
goal-conditioning or data augmentation.

Limitations: We foresee three limitations in our approach: As implemented in the paper, the L2
reward used in our experiments does not straightforwardly scale to large datasets, the method may
struggle with higher-dimensional state spaces such as images, and experimental results were not
validated on a physical robot. In terms of scaling to large datasets, approaches exist to address this
limitation such as approximate nearest-neighbour lookups [31, 32]. For handling higher-dimensional
observations such as pixels, approaches such as recurrent state-space models [73, 74] or other em-
beddings [33] where observations are embedded into a latent space could be used to create a more
compact representation. Finally, although we did not test our approach on a real robot, evaluation
of learning methods on the Robosuite simulator have been shown to correlate well with real-world
robot experiments, in particular using the robomimic datasets [35] as we have done in this paper.



5 Conclusion

In summary, we present POIR, an Imitation Learning algorithm that combines BC with a planner.
The BC policy creates candidate actions for the planner while the planner selects the best actions that
will drive the agent back to states covered by the expert support. Unlike existing approaches, POIR
uses a model-based controller that can be deployed either in the offline or online settings, without
querying an expert. We demonstrate both the ability to learn entirely off-line, and downstream sam-
ple efficiency significantly better than common AIL methods. We demonstrate that POIR generates
actions that are significantly more robust to initial state distribution mismatch and stochastic actions
in the deployed environment compared to AIL/BC. Finally, we empirically demonstrate that train-
ing the world model on online data further improves performance and robustness of the policy to
distribution mismatch.
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A Learning Curves

In this section, we show the learning curves until 5M of environment steps.

A.1 Initial State Distribution Mismatch.
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Figure 5: Effects of 0;,;; on POIR success rate: POIR is able to maintain better performance com-
pared to BC and DAC baselines across all environments and initial noise values. The performance
gap between Ensemble BC and POIR widens as distribution mismatch increases. The shaded areas
correspond to one standard deviation around the mean.

A.2 Action Noise.

02

~—— POIR-DRIL  —— POIR-MOREL POIR-L2 —— DAC —— ValueDice —— SQIL  ---' Ensemble BC BC
JaN
z 06 o6/
ER ]

Boa 0.4 04
o

sl 0s

‘V“J\/\,\/\__/\ 06 06

Pt~ % 'A/\/VJV\N\"\/J\\'/\J\"’\/\M
e

0o 00 o0
T 3 3 T T 3 3 T T 3 3 7
Environment siep 166 Envronment step 166 Environment step 166
10 10 10
- 08 08
Ir{5
W el o
04 0s
~ 02 o2 A
== =N OA
[:;;g Wecat\/ce & i AR L IO A | and A4 Anai
0o

i 3 3
Environment Step

]

1e6

T ]

3 5
Environment Step

le6

[

3 3
Environment Step 1e6

Figure 6: Effects of o,.ti0n On POIR success rate: This figure describes the effects of action noise
on the various evaluated approaches. We can observe that POIR methods are consistently better than
other baselines. The shaded areas correspond to one standard deviation around the mean.
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B Ablations

We made several ablations in order to reflect the importance of each of the components of the
method: the BC prior, the planner, and the IL reward. The ablation experiments of Table-1-2-3
show that each of the components is crucial to the performance of POIR:

» Ensemble BC: this algorithm can be seen as an ablation of our approach as it only relies on
the BC prior. The results show that Ensemble BC performs strongly without any distribu-
tion mismatch but its performance quickly degrades as the mismatch increases. Therefore,
on the expert support, the BC prior selects actions good enough to solve the task but it does
not recover from unseen states.

* POIR without a BC prior: in this version, the planner does not rely on BC to pick action
candidates and instead samples actions uniformly at random. This leads to 0% success rate
across every environments hence showing that the BC prior is crucial.

* PPO + DRIL reward: in this version, we trained the PPO algorithm using the public imple-
mentation from acme? algorithm to maximize one of the proposed rewards (DRIL). This
algorithm yields a 0% success rate across the environments. This shows that the signal
from the IL reward alone is not informative enough to solve the task even with an online
RL algorithm. However, POIR’s specific combination (BC prior + planner + IL. Reward)
leverages the reward signal to find the actions that will lead the agent to stay on the expert
support where BC is a strong prior.

These ablations show that each component alone is not enough to tackle the distribution mismatch
problem: BC cannot recover from unseen states; the planner can only leverage reasonable candidate
actions with limited compute; the IL reward alone is too weak of a signal to lead to task completion.

] Magnitude [002] 01 ] 02103 7] 04 ]
POIR-DRIL 1 |09 078 065|052
(online)
POIR-DRIL 1077 ]065| 04 | 022
(offline)

Ensemble BC 1 0.85 | 0.60 | 0.38 | 0.3
PPO-DRIL 0 0 0 0 0
POIR-DRIL

(without BC prior) 0 0 0

Table 1: Ablation of the components of the POIR algorithm on Lift

\ magnitude [002] 01 [ 02 ] 03] 04 |
POIR-DRIL 1) 95 | 83 | 065 | 05 | 04
(online)
POIR-DRIL | ¢ 5¢ 1 075 | 05 | 033 | 0.25
(offline)

Ensemble BC | 0.87 | 038 | 02 | 0.1 | 0.05
PPO-DRIL 0O 0 0 00
POIR-DRIL.

(without BCprior) | 0 | 9 | O | 0 | O

Table 2: Ablation of the components of the POIR algorithm on PickPlaceCan.

*https://github.com/deepmind/acme/tree/master/acme/agents/jax/ppo
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magnitude [002] 01 ] 02103 ] 04 ]

POIR-DRIL | 25 | h38 | 022 | 0.15 | 0.08
(online)
POIR-DRIL 1 25 | 33| 017 | 0.08 | 0.03
(offline)

Ensemble BC 0.62 | 0.22 | 0.05 | 0.03 | 0.02
PPO-DRIL 0 0 0 0 0
POIR-DRIL
(without BC prior) 0 0 0 0 0

Table 3: Ablation of the components of the POIR algorithm on NutAssemblySquare.

C Hyperparameters & Implementation Details

In this section, we outline the full set of hyperparameters for POIR, BC, and DAC.

C.1 Details for BC, EBC, & POIR.

Offline Training. For offline training of the BC policy and world models, we use 500 training
epochs, with each epoch doing a full pass on the offline expert trajectories with a batch size of 256.
POIR-DRIL and POIR-MOREL train the imitation reward policy and world models respectively on
50000 gradient steps on offline data with batch size of 256. We use an Adam optimizer [75] with a
learning rate of le-4, 81 = 0.9, and 55 = 0.999 for all networks.

POIR Online Training. For POIR online training, we use a replay buffer to store a mixture of
expert data and online planner policy data D = D, U D,. We denote the ratio of online to offline
data sampled from the buffer as the mixture_ratio. At the beginning of online fine-tuning, we use
a mizture_ratio = 0.0, and we linearly increase the ratio to a maximum of 0.5 by an increment of
0.05 for every 100 gradient steps. We train online for up to 500k environment steps.

Planner Previous works based on MPPI [30, 23, 16] use a softmax-averaging of the action trajec-
tories according to their respective return, but this can be unstable in the face of large returns. We
observe that top-k averaging performs equivalently experimentally while being more numerically
stable.

Hyperparameters. The networks for BC and world models use an MLP with 5 layers, relu ac-
tivation functions, and 300 hidden units. We use a single network for BC and an ensemble of 27
networks for EBC and world models. We swept over parameters as shown in Table 4, with final
values shown in the right-most column. For BC and EBC, we found that normalizing states and
actions did not provide a benefit. For POIR, we use both state and action normalization.

Parameter ‘ Sweep ‘ Final Value

Learning rate {le-4,5e-4} le-4

Hidden units {100, 300, 500} 300

Layers {1,3,5} 5

Num Networks {1,3,9,27} 27

Activation {relu, tanh} relu

Planner: Num trajectories N {1000, 4000} 4000
Planner: Action Noise o {0.1,0.15,0.2} 0.2
Planner: Horizon H {1,5,10,20} 5

POIR: Normalize observations {True, False} True
POIR: Normalize actions {True, False} True
BC: Normalize observations {True, False} False
BC: Normalize action {True, False } False

Table 4: Hyperparameters for EBC, the world model in POIR, and the planner. BC uses the same
network hyperparameters, but with a single network only. Both BC and EBC do not make use of the
planner.
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C.2 Details for the baselines (DAC, ValueDICE, SQIL, PPO+DRIL).

Hyperparameter selection.

For each baseline and hyperparameter set, we ran the algorithm on

Lift with 3 initialization noises o € {0.02,0.2,0.4}. The hyperparameters that performed best
where then used for the evaluation on all environments and noise perturbation value.

C.2.1 DAC.

For DAC, we used as reference the hyperparemeter configuration from Orsini et al. [37] and per-
formed tuning on top of it. A full set of hyperparameters is shown in Table 5. The details of
the different hyperparameters can be found here: https://github.com/deepmind/acme/tree/

master/acme/agents/jax/ail.

Parameter Sweep Final Value
policy MLP depth 2 2
policy MLP width 256 256
critic MLP depth 3 3
critic MLP width 512 512
activation relu relu
discount 0.97 0.97
batch size 256 256
RL Algorithm SAC SAC
SAC learning rate {le-4,3-¢4} 3e-4
SAC entropy dimension -0.5 -0.5
n step return {1,3} 3
replay buffer size 3e6 3e6
Subtract logpi False False
Absorbing state True True
Discriminator input (s,a) (s,a)
Discriminator MLP depth 2 2
Discriminator MLP width 128 128
Discriminator activation relu relu
Gradient penalty coefficient {1, 10} 10
Normalize observations {False, True } True
Learning rate 3e-5 3e-5

Reward function

In(D) — In(1 — D)

In(D) — In(1 — D)

Table 5: Hyperparameters for DAC.

C.2.2 ValueDice

We used the reference implementation from the Acme library [76]. The hyperparameter sweep and
the selected hyperparameters can be found in Table 6. The details of the different hyperparameters
can be found here: https://github.com/deepmind/acme/tree/master/acme/agents/jax/

value_dice.

Parameter Sweep Final Value
nu_learning _rate {0.001, 0.03,0.05} 0.01
nu_learning_rate {0,3,10} 10

policy_learning_rate {1le-5, 3e-5, le-4} le-5
policy_reg_scale {0, le-5, le-4, 1e-3} 0.0001
a {0,0.05} 0.05
batch_size 256 256
policy MLP depth 2 2
policy MLP width 256 256
nu MLP depth 2 2
nu MLP width 256 256

Table 6: Hyperparameters for ValueDICE.

C.2.3 SQIL

We used the reference implementation from the Acme library [76]. The hyperparameter sweep and
the selected hyperparameters can be found in Table 7. The details of the different hyperparameters
can be found here: https://github.com/deepmind/acme/tree/master/acme/agents/jax/

sac.

18


https://github.com/deepmind/acme/tree/master/acme/agents/jax/ail
https://github.com/deepmind/acme/tree/master/acme/agents/jax/ail
https://github.com/deepmind/acme/tree/master/acme/agents/jax/value_dice
https://github.com/deepmind/acme/tree/master/acme/agents/jax/value_dice
https://github.com/deepmind/acme/tree/master/acme/agents/jax/sac
https://github.com/deepmind/acme/tree/master/acme/agents/jax/sac

Parameter Sweep Final Value
policy MLP depth 2 2
policy MLP width 256 256
critic MLP depth 3 3
critic MLP width 512 512

activation relu relu

discount 0.97 0.97

batch size 256 256

RL Algorithm SAC SAC

SAC learning rate {le-4,3-¢4, le-3} le-4

SAC entropy dimension -0.5 -0.5
n step return {1,3} 3

replay buffer size le6 le6

Table 7: Hyperparameters for SQIL.

C.24 PPO+DRIL

We used the reference implementation from the Acme library [76]. The hyperparameter sweep and
the selected hyperparameters can be found in Table 8. The details of the different hyperparame-
ters for PPO can be found here: https://github.com/deepmind/acme/tree/master/acme/
agents/jax/ppo. As every configurations yielded a success rate of 0, we could not discriminate
the impact of the different hyperparameters.

Parameter Sweep Final Value
policy MLP depth 5 5
policy MLP width 256 256

activation relu relu
PPO learning rate {le-4,3-e4, le-3} le-4
PPO entropy cost {0, 3e-4}

PPO num_epochs 2 2
PPO num._minibatches 8 8
PPO unroll_length 8 8
PPO value_loss_coef 1 1
DRIL num networks 27 27
DRIL batch size 256 256
DRIL num epochs 10 10

Table 8: Hyperparameters for PPO+DRIL.
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D

Full Trajectory Optimization Algorithm

Algorithm 3 POIR-SelectAction

°

PRAINRDN

SelectAction(s, Tpc, 15, rin, H,N,o,k, K):
Set RN = On This holds our N trajectory returns.
Set AN = 0% This holds our N action trajectories of length H.
forn =1..N do
Il =n mod K Use consistent ensemble head throughout trajectory.
§1 =S, ap ITo,RIO
fort =1..H do
e~ N(0,0%)
ar = Wch(gt) + € Sample current action using BC policy.
St41 = P! (§t, ~ at) Sample next state from environment model.
R"™ = R"™ + r11 (8¢, ~ a¢) Take average reward over all ensemble members.
A? == dt
end for

: end for

: Sort AY according to RY descending.
Car=1/kYF_ AT

: RETURN a;
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E Effects of Initialization Noise in Environments

We present the effects of initialization noise on the initial state of the robotic arm in Robomimic
tasks. The noise value, ;,;, scales the standard deviation of Gaussian random noise applied to
each of the robot’s initial joint positions. The default o;,,;; is 0.02, while we scaled up to 0.4 ;¢
in our experiments. The effect is demonstrated in Figure 7, where we sample 6 random initial states
per environment for the default noise setting (o;,,;; = 0.02), and for the ;,,;; = 0.4 setting.

(c) NutAssemblySquare: Default initialization noise of 0.02 on the top, and initialization noise of 0.4 on the
bottom.

Figure 7: Randomly sampled initial states for Robosuite environments. For all figures, the top row
contains initial states with the default initialization noise of 0.02, while the bottom row contains
initial states with initialization noise of 0.4. Notice in Figure 7a that with higher initialization noise,
the robotic arm is less likely to start in positions directly above the block.
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F Emergent Retrying & Videos

Figure 8 shows the retrying behavior of the POIR agent. We also attached multiple videos of the
POIR-L2 agent (after 500k of finetuning) for the three environments. POIR-L2 is able to solve the
task even when the initial position is very different from the one seen in the demonstrations. These
videos also showcase the ability of POIR to retry the task until it is solved. In contrast, Ensemble
BC is not able to retry the task and fail to solve it when the initial position is far from the ones in the
demonstrations as shown in one of the attached videos. We also attached a video of DAC (after SM
steps) on Lift to showcase one failure mode of DAC: it keeps on re-trying the task without touching
the object.

Figure 8: Visualization of retries from the POIR agent in a) PickPlaceCan and b) Lift. We select a
trajectory in each environment and show a subset of frames in a chronological order. Notice that the
arm attempts to grab the object, moves upwards without the object, and comes back to successfully
grab the object. BC does not showcase this behavior.
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