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ABSTRACT

We present 3D Diffuser Actor, a framework that marries diffusion policies and
3D scene representations for robot manipulation. Diffusion policies capture the
action distribution conditioned on the robot and environment state using conditional
diffusion models. They have recently shown to outperform both deterministic and
alternative generative policy formulations in learning from demonstrations. 3D
robot policies use 3D scene feature representations aggregated from single or
multiple 2D image views using sensed depth. They typically generalize better than
their 2D counterparts in novel viewpoints. We unify these two lines of work and
present a neural policy architecture that uses 3D scene representations to iteratively
denoise robot 3D rotations and translations for a given language task description.
At each denoising iteration, our model “grounds" the current end-effector estimate
in the 3D scene workspace, featurizes it using 3D relative position attentions
and predicts its 3D translation and rotation error. We test 3D Diffuser Actor on
learning from demonstrations in simulation and in the real world. We show our
model outperforms both 3D policies and 2D diffusion policies and sets a new state
of the art on RLBench, an established learning from demonstrations benchmark,
where it outperforms the previous SOTA with a 12% absolute gain. We ablate our
architectural design choices, such as translation invariance through 3D grounding
and relative 3D transformers, and show they help model generalization. Our results
suggest that 3D scene representations and powerful generative modeling are key to
efficient learning of multi-task robot policies.

1 INTRODUCTION

Many robot manipulation tasks are inherently multimodal: at any point during task execution, there
may be multiple actions which yield task-optimal behavior. Demonstrations often contain diverse
ways that a task can be accomplished. Learning from such multimodal data has been a persistent
problem in imitation learning (Ho & Ermon, 2016; Tsurumine & Matsubara, 2022; Hausman et al.,
2017; Shafiullah et al., 2022). A natural choice is then to treat policy learning as a distribution
learning problem: instead of representing a policy as a deterministic map πθ(x), learn instead the
entire distribution of actions conditioned on the current robot state p(y|x).
Diffusion models (Sohl-Dickstein et al., 2015; Ho et al., 2020) are a powerful class of generative
models that learn to map noise to data samples from the distribution of interest, such as images
(Dhariwal & Nichol, 2021; Ramesh et al., 2021; Rombach et al., 2022), videos (Ho et al., 2022; Singer
et al., 2022), text (Lin et al., 2023) through iterative applications of a denoising function that takes
as input the current noisy estimate and any relevant input conditioning information. Recent works
that use diffusion models for learning robot manipulation policies from demonstrations (Pearce et al.,
2023; Chi et al., 2023; Reuss et al., 2023) outperform their deterministic and generative alternatives,
such as variational autoencoders (Mandlekar et al., 2019), mixture of Gaussians (Chernova & Veloso,
2007), combination of classification and regression objectives (Shafiullah et al., 2022), or energy
based objectives (Florence et al., 2021). Specifically, they exhibit better distrubution coverage and
higher fidelity than alternative formulations. They have so far been used with low-dimensional
engineered state representations (Pearce et al., 2023) or 2D image encodings (Chi et al., 2023).

3D perception architectures that differentiably map features from 2D perspective views to a 3D or
bird’s eye view (BEV) feature map are the de facto choice currently in autonomous driving perception
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Figure 1: 3D Diffuser Actor is a language and vision conditioned action diffusion model that learns
multi-task multimodal end-effector keyposes from demonstrations. (a) We deploy an image encoder
to extract a feature map from each camera view, where each feature token corresponds to a fixed-size
patch in the input image. We compute the 3D locations of pixels by combining the 2D pixel locations
and depth values using the camera intrinsics and pinhole camera equation. (b) We lift a 2D feature
token to 3D by averaging the 3D locations of all pixels within the patch. (c) We apply a 3D relative
transformer to denoise the robot gripper pose for each keyframe.

(Philion & Fidler, 2020; Li et al., 2022; Harley et al., 2023). Lifting features from perspective
views to a BEV or 3D robot workspace map has also shown strong results in robot manipulation
(Shridhar et al., 2023; James et al., 2022; Goyal et al., 2023; Gervet et al., 2023). Policies that use
such 2D-to-BEV or 2D-to-3D scene encodings generalize better than their 2D counterparts and can
handle novel camera viewpoints at test time. Interestingly, this improved performance is related to
the way these methods handle multimodality in action prediction. 2D policy formulations, such as,
RT-1 (Brohan et al., 2022), RT-2 (Brohan et al., 2023), Hiveformer (Guhur et al., 2022), InstructRL
(Liu et al., 2022a) discretize the action dimensions directly, such as 3D translation and 3D rotation
angles, and score bins using pooled 2D image features. BEV or 3D policy formulations such as
Transporter Networks (Zeng et al., 2021), C2F-ARM (James et al., 2022), PerAct (Shridhar et al.,
2023), Act3D (Gervet et al., 2023) and Robot view transformer (Goyal et al., 2023) instead discretize
the robot’s 3D workspace for localizing the robot’s end-effector, such as the 2D BEV map for pick
and place actions (Zeng et al., 2021), the 3D workspace (Gervet et al., 2023; Shridhar et al., 2023), or
multiview re-projected images (Goyal et al., 2023). This results in spatially disentangled features
that generalize better thanks to locality of computation: when the input scene changes, the output
predictions change only locally (Zeng et al., 2021). Such 3D policies have not been combined yet
with diffusion objectives.

In this paper, we propose 3D Diffuser Actor, a model that marries these two lines of work, diffusion
policies for handling action multimodality and 3D scene encodings for effective spatial reasoning.
3D Diffuser Actor trains a denoising neural network that takes as input a 3D scene visual encoding,
the current estimate of the end-effector’s 3D location and orientation, as well as the iteration index,
and predicts the error in 3D translation and rotation. Our model achieves translation invariance in
prediction by “grounding" the current estimate of the robot’s end-effector in the 3D scene workspace
and featurizing them jointly using relative-position 3D attentions (Shaw et al., 2018; Su et al., 2021),
as shown in Figure 1. Our output to input grounding operation relates our model to early work on
iterative error feedback for structured prediction (Carreira et al., 2016), which similarly used an
multi-step inference process and would render output human pose estimates onto the input image and
jointly featurize them using rhetinotopic representations.

We test 3D Diffuser Actor in learning robot manipulation policies from demonstrations on the simu-
lation benchmarks of RLbench (James et al., 2020) and in the real world. Our model sets a new state
of the art on RLbench and outperforms existing 3D policies and 2D diffusion policies. It outperforms
the previous SOTA with a 12% absolute gain. We ablate design choices of our model such as 3d
scene encodings and 3D relative transformers for translation invariance, and find them all important
in performance. Our models and code will be publicly available upon publication.
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2 RELATED WORK

Learning robot manipulation from demonstrations Though state to action mappings are typi-
cally multimodal, earlier works on learning from demonstrations train deterministic policies with
behaviour cloning (Pomerleau, 1989; Bojarski et al., 2016). To better handle action multimodality,
other approaches discretize action dimensions and use cross entropy losses (Lynch & Sermanet,
2020; Shridhar et al., 2023; Zeng et al., 2021). However, the number of bins needed to approxi-
mate a continuous action space grows exponentially with increasing dimensionality. Generative
adversarial networks (Ho & Ermon, 2016; Tsurumine & Matsubara, 2022; Ding et al., 2019), varia-
tional autoencoders (Mandlekar et al., 2019) and combined Categorical and Gaussian distributions
(Shafiullah et al., 2022; Guhur et al., 2022) have been used to learn from multimodal demonstrations.
Nevertheless, these models tend to be sensitive to hyperparameters, such as the number of clusters
used (Shafiullah et al., 2022). Implicit behaviour cloning represents distributions over actions by
using Energy-Based Models (EBMs) (Florence et al., 2021; Ta et al., 2022). Optimization through
EBMs amounts to searching the energy landscape for minimal-energy action, given a state. EBMs
are inherently multimodal, since the learned landscape can have more than one minima. EBMs
are also composable, which makes them suitable for combining action distributions with additional
constraints during inference. Diffusion models (Sohl-Dickstein et al., 2015; Ho et al., 2020) are a
powerful class of generative models related to EBMs in that they model the score of the distribution,
else, the gradient of the energy, as opposed to the energy itself (Singh et al., 2023; Salimans & Ho,
2021). The key idea behind diffusion models is to iteratively transform a simple prior distribution into
a target distribution by applying a sequential denoising process. They have been used for modeling
state conditioned action distributions in imitation learning (Ryu et al., 2023; Urain et al., 2023; Pearce
et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2022; Reuss et al., 2023; Mishra & Chen, 2023) from low dimensional input,
as well as from visual sensory input, and show both better mode coverage and higher fidelity in action
prediction than alternatives. They have not been yet combined with 3D scene representations.

Diffusion models in robotics Beyond policy representations in imitation learning, diffusion models
have been used to model cross-object and object-part arrangements (Liu et al., 2022b; Simeonov et al.,
2023; Liu et al., 2023; Mishra & Chen, 2023; Fang et al., 2023; Gkanatsios et al., 2023a), and visual
image subgoals (Kapelyukh et al., 2023; Dai et al., 2023; Ajay et al., 2023). They have also been used
successfully in offline reinforcement learning (Chen et al., 2023a; Chi et al., 2023; Hansen-Estruch
et al., 2023), where they model the state-conditioned action trajectory distribution (Hansen-Estruch
et al., 2023; Chen et al., 2023a) or state-action trajectory distribution (Janner et al., 2022; He et al.,
2023). ChainedDiffuser (Xian et al., 2023) proposes to forego motion planners commonly used for
3D keypose to 3D keypose linking, and instead used a trajectory diffusion model that conditions on
the 3D scene feature cloud and the target 3D keypose to predict a trajectory from the current to the
target keypose. 3D Diffuser Actor instead predicts the next 3D keypose for the robot’s end-effector
using 3D scene-conditioned diffusion, which is a much harder task than linking two given keyposes.
ChainedDiffuser is complementary to our work: We can use keyposes predicted by 3D Diffuser Actor
and link them with ChainedDiffuser’s trajectories instead of motion planners. For the tasks in the
Per-Act benchmark that we consider motion planner already work well, and thus we did not consider
it for comparison. Lastly, image diffusion models have been used for augmenting the conditioning
images input to robot policies to help the latter generalize better (Liang et al., 2023; Chen et al.,
2023b; Mandi et al., 2022).

2D and 3D scene representations for robot manipulation End-to-end image-to-action policy
models, such as RT-1 (Brohan et al., 2022), RT-2(Brohan et al., 2023), GATO (Reed et al., 2022),
BC-Z (Jang et al., 2022), and InstructRL (Liu et al., 2022a), leverage transformer architectures for
the direct prediction of 6-DoF end-effector poses from 2D video input. However, this approach
comes at the cost of requiring thousands of demonstrations to implicitly model 3D geometry and
adapt to variations in the training domains. Another line of research is centered around Trans-
porter networks(Zeng et al., 2021; Seita et al., 2021; Shridhar et al., 2022; Gkanatsios et al., 2023a),
demonstrating remarkable few-shot generalization by framing end-effector pose prediction as pixel
classification. Nevertheless, these models are confined to top-down 2D planar environments with
simple pick-and-place primitives. Direct extensions to 3D, exemplified by C2F-ARM (James et al.,
2022) and PerAct (Shridhar et al., 2023), involve voxelizing the robot’s workspace and learning to
identify the 3D voxel containing the next end-effector keypose. However, this becomes computa-
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Figure 2: 3D Diffuser Actor architecture. Top: 3D Diffuser Actor is a denoising diffusion proba-
bilistic model of the robot 3D keyposes conditioned on sensory input, language instruction, action
history and proprioceptive information. The model is a 3D relative position transformer that featurizes
jointly the scene and the current noisy estimate for the pose of the robot’s end-effector through 3D
relative-position attentions. 3D Diffuser Actor outputs position and rotation residuals for denoising,
as well as the end-effector’s state (open/close). Bottom: 3D Diffuser Actor iteratively denoises the
gripper pose estimate to target pose, where the pose estimate is initialized from pure noise.

tionally expensive as resolution requirements increase. Consequently, related approaches resort to
either coarse-to-fine voxelization or efficient attention operations (Jaegle et al., 2021) to mitigate
computational costs. Recently, Act3D (Gervet et al., 2023) uses coarse-to-fine 3D attentions in a
3D scene feature cloud and avoids 3D voxelization altogether. It samples 3D points in the empty
workspace and featurizes them using cross-attentions to the physical 3D point features. Robot view
transformer (RVT) (Goyal et al., 2023) re-projects the input RGB-D image to alternative image views,
featurizes those and lifts the predictions to 3D to infer 3D locations for the robot’s end-effector. Both
Act3D and RVT show currently the highest performance on RLbench (James et al., 2020), the largest
benchmark for learning from demonstrations. 3D Diffuser Actor achieves higher generalization due
to grounding the end-effector poses as scene entities, thus enabling efficient relative attention.

3 3D DIFFUSER ACTOR FORMULATION

The architecture of 3D Diffuser Actor is shown in Figure 2. 3D Diffuser Actor formulates 3D robot
action prediction as a conditional action distribution learning problem. It is a conditional diffusion
model that takes as input visual observations, a language instruction, a short history trajectory of
the end-effector and the current estimate for the robot’s future action, and predicts the error in 3D
translation and 3D orientation. We review Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic models in Section 3.1
and describe the architecture and training details of our model in Section 3.2.

3.1 DENOISING DIFFUSION PROBABILISTIC MODELS

A diffusion model learns to model a probability distribution p(x) by inverting a process that gradually
adds noise to a sample x. For us, x represents 3D translations and 3D rotations of the end-effector’s
next keypose. The diffusion process is associated with a variance schedule {βt ∈ (0, 1)}Tt=1, which
defines how much noise is added at each time step. The noisy version of sample x at time t can then
be written xt =

√
ᾱtx +

√
1− ᾱtϵ where ϵ ∼ N (0,1), is a sample from a Gaussian distribution

(with the same dimensionality as x), αt = 1 − βt, and ᾱt =
∏t

i=1 αi. The denoising process is
modeled by a neural network ϵ̂ = ϵθ(xt; t) that takes as input the noisy sample xt and the noise level
t and tries to predict the noise component ϵ.

Diffusion models can be easily extended to draw samples from a distribution p(x|c) conditioned on
input c, which is added as input to the network ϵθ. For us c is the visual scene captured by one or more
calibrated RGB-D images, a language instruction, as well as a short history of the robot’s end-effector.
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Given a collection of D = {(xi, ci)}Ni=1 of end-effector keyposes xi paired with observation and
robot history context ci, the denoising objective becomes:

Ldiff(θ;D) = 1
|D|

∑
xi,ci∈D

||ϵθ(
√
ᾱtx

i +
√
1− ᾱtϵ, ci, t)− ϵ||. (1)

This loss corresponds to a reweighted form of the variational lower bound for log p(x|c) (Ho et al.,
2020).

In order to draw a sample from the learned distribution pθ(x|c), we start by drawing a sample
xT ∼ N (0,1). Then, we progressively denoise the sample by iterated application of ϵθ T times
according to a specified sampling schedule (Ho et al., 2020; Song et al., 2020), which terminates with
x0 sampled from pθ(x):

xt−1 =
1

√
αt

(
xt −

βt√
1− ᾱt

ϵθ(xt, t, c)
)
+

1− ᾱt+1

1− ᾱt
βtz, where z ∼ N (0,1) (2)

3.2 3D DIFFUSER ACTOR

We next describe the architecture of our network that predicts the end-effector’s pose error given the
current estimate, a visual scene encoding, a language instruction, the denoising iteration index and
the robot’s history.

Instead of predicting an end-effector pose at each timestep, we extract a set of keyposes that capture
bottleneck end-effector poses in a demonstration, following prior work (James & Davison, 2022;
Shridhar et al., 2023; Guhur et al., 2023; Liu et al., 2022a). Following Act3D (Gervet et al., 2023),
“a pose is a keypose if (1) the end-effector changes state (something is grasped or released) or (2)
velocities approach near zero (a common occurrence when entering pre-grasp poses or entering a
new phase of a task). The action prediction problem then boils down to predicting a plausible action
keypose given the current robot state." At inference time, 3D Diffuser Actor iteratively denoises its
predictions to infer the next 3D keypose. The predicted 3D keypose is reached with a sampling-based
motion planner, following previous works (Shridhar et al., 2023; Guhur et al., 2023).

Following Act3D (Gervet et al., 2023), we assume access to a dataset of N demonstration trajectories.
Each demonstration is a sequence of observations oτ = {o1, o2, .., ot} paired with continuous actions
aτ = {a1,a2, ..,at} and a language instruction l that describes the task. Each observation ot consists
of a set of posed RGB-D images taken from one or more camera views. An action at consists
of the 3D position and 3D orientation of the robot’s end-effector, as well as its binary open or
closed state: a = {apos ∈ R3,arot ∈ R6,aopen ∈ {0, 1}}. We represent rotations using the 6D
rotation representation of Zhou et al. (2020) for all environments in all our experiments, to avoid the
discontinuities of the quaternion representation that previous approaches use (Guhur et al., 2023;
Gervet et al., 2023).

Scene and language encoder We use a scene and language encoder similar to Act3D (Gervet
et al., 2023). We describe it here to make the paper self-contained. Our scene encoder maps posed
multi-view RGB-D images into a multi-scale scene feature cloud. We use a pre-trained 2D feature
extractor followed by a feature pyramid network to extract multi-scale visual tokens from each
camera view. We associate every 2D feature grid location in the 2D feature maps with a depth value,
by averaging the depth values of the image pixels that correspond to it. Then we use the camera
intrinsics and pinhole camera equation to map a pixel location and depth value (x, y, d) to a 3D
location (X,Y, Z), and “lift” the 2D feature tokens to 3D to obtain a 3D feature cloud. The language
encoder featurizes language task descriptions or instructions into language feature tokens. We use the
pretrained CLIP ResNet50 2D image encoder (Radford et al., 2021) to encode each RGB image into
a 2D feature map and pretrained CLIP language encoder to encode the language task instruction. We
keep those frozen.

3D grounding of the current action estimate We disentangle “what" and “where" when rep-
resenting the end-effector’s action estimate. For “what", we encode the 3D pose estimate into a
high-dimensional representation through an MLP. For “where", we treat the noisy estimate as a 3D
entity rendered at the corresponding 3D location in the scene, as shown in Figure 2. This enables
relative cross-attention with the scene and other physical entities, as we explain in the following.
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We incorporate proprioceptive information as a short history of end-effector positions. These are
represented as scene entities of known 3D positions while their features are learnable.

3D Relative Position Diffusion Transformer We contextualize all tokens, namely visual o, lan-
guage l, proprioception c and current estimate tokens apost ,arott using 3D relative position attention
layers. Inspired by recent work in visual correspondence (Li & Harada, 2022; Gkanatsios et al.,
2023b) and 3D manipulation (Gervet et al., 2023), we use rotary positional embeddings (Su et al.,
2021). These have the property that the dot product of two positionally encoded features xi,xj is:

PE(pi,xi)
TPE(pj ,xj) = xT

i M(pi)
TM(pj)xj = xT

i M(pj − pi)xj (3)

which depends only on the relative positions of points pi and pj and thus is translation-invariant. The
updated feature token that corresponds to the current action estimate token is fed to MLPs to predict
the position error ϵposθ (o, l, c,apost ,arott , t), rotation error ϵrotθ (o, l, c,apost ,arott , t) and whether the
gripper should be open or closed fopen

θ (o, l, c,apost ,arott , t).

Denoising process We use a modified version of Equation 2 to update the current estimate of the
end-effector’s pose:

apost−1 =
1

√
αt

(
apost − βt√

1− ᾱt
ϵposθ (o, l, c,apost ,arott , t)

)
+

1− ᾱt+1

1− ᾱt
βtz

pos (4)

arott−1 =
1

√
αt

(
arott − βt√

1− ᾱt
ϵrotθ (o, l, c,arott ,arott , t)

)
+

1− ᾱt+1

1− ᾱt
βtz

rot (5)

where zpos, zrot ∼ N (0,1) variables of appropriate dimension. We use the following two noise
schedulers:

1. a scaled-linear noise scheduler βt = (βmax − βmin)t+ βmin, where βmax, βmin are hyper-
parameters, set to 0.02 and 0.0001 in our experiments,

2. a squared cosine noise scheduler βt =
1−cos

(
(t+1)/T+0.008

1.008 ∗π
2

)2

cos
(

t/T+0.008
1.008 ∗π

2

)2 .

We found using a scale-linear noise schedule for denoising end-effector’s 3D positions and a squared
cosine noise schedule for denoising the end-effector’s 3D orientations to converge much faster than
using squared cosine noise for both. We justify the use of square cosine noise scheduler for 3D
orientations in the Appendix.

Training 3D Diffuser Actor is trained on a dataset of kinesthetic demonstrations, which consists of
tuples of RGB-D observations, proprioception information of robot’s end-effector pose c, action trajec-
tories a = [apos,arot], and corresponding language goals D = {(o1, c1,a1, l1), (o2, c2,a2, l2), ...}.
During training, we randomly sample a diffusion step t and add noise ϵ = (ϵpost , ϵrott ) to the ground-
truth target action. We supervise 3D Diffuser Actor using a denoising objective: conditioning the
tuple of (o, l, c, t), our model learns to reconstruct the clean action by predicting the pose transforma-
tion wrt the current estimate. We adopt the L1 loss for reconstructing the 3D position and 3D rotation
error. We use binary cross-entropy loss to supervise end-effector opening. Our objective reformulates
Equation 1 into:

Lθ =
1

|D|

|D|∑
i=1

BCE(fopen
θ (oi, li, ci,a

pos
t,i ,a

rot
t,i , t),a

open
i )+

w1 · ∥(ϵposθ (oi, li, ci,a
pos
t,i ,a

rot
t,i , t)− ϵpost ∥+ w2 · ∥(ϵrotθ (oi, li, ci,a

pos
t,i ,a

rot
t,i , t)− ϵrott ∥, (6)

where w1, w2 are hyperparameters estimated using cross-validation.

Implementation details We render images at 256×256 resolution. Based on the depth and camera
parameters, we calculate xyz-coordinates of each image pixel and use such information to lift 2D
image features to 3D. To reduce the memory footprint in our 3D Relative Transformer, we use Farthest
Point Sampling to sample 20% of the points in the input 3D feature cloud. We use FiLM (Perez
et al., 2018) to inject conditional input, including the diffusion step and proprioception history, to
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Figure 3: Tasks. We conduct experiments on 52 simulated tasks in RLBench (James et al., 2020)
(only 5 shown), and 5 real-world tasks. Please see the supplementary videos for results of our model
in the real world.

every attention layer in the model. We include a detailed architecture diagram of our model in the
Appendix. We augment RGB-D observations with random rescaling and cropping. Nearest neighbor
interpolation is used for rescaling RGB-D observations. During training, we use a batch size of 48,
embedding dimension of 120, and training iterations of 600K for the 18 PerAct-task experiments. We
set the batch size to 32, embedding dimension to 60, and training steps to 200K for the ablations and
real-world experiments. We set the loss weights to w1 = 100 and w2 = 10. During testing, we use
a low-level motion planner to reach predicted keyposes. We use the native motion planner–BiRRT
(Kuffner & LaValle, 2000) in RLBench. For real-world experiments, we use the same BiRRT planner
provided by the MoveIt! ROS package (Coleman et al., 2014).

4 EXPERIMENTS

We test 3D Diffuser Actor’ ability to learn manipulation policies from demonstrations in simulation
and in the real-world. Our experiments aim to answer the following questions:

1. How does 3D Diffuser Actor compare against the state-of-the-art manipulation policies in general-
izing across diverse tasks and environments?

2. How does 3D Diffuser Actor compare against 2D policy diffusion models, that use 2D multiview
encodings of the scene instead of 3D ones?

3. How does architectural choices, such as 3D relative attentions and noise schedule selection impact
performance?

Baselines We compare 3D Diffuser Actor to the following state-of-the-art manipulation policy
learning methods: 1. InstructRL (Liu et al., 2022a), a 2D policy that directly predicts 6 DoF
poses from image and language conditioning with a pre-trained vision-and-language backbone. 2.
PerAct (Shridhar et al., 2023), a 3D policy that voxelizes the workspace and detects the next best
voxel action through global self-attention. 3. Act3D (Gervet et al., 2023), a 3D policy that featurizes
the robot’s 3D workspace using coarse-to-fine sampling and featurization. 4. RVT (Goyal et al.,
2023), a 3D policy that deploys a multi-view transformer to predict actions and fuse those across
views by back-projecting back to 3D. 5. 2D Diffuser Actor, our implementation of (Wang et al.,
2022). We remove the 3D scene encoding from 3D Diffuser Actor, and instead generate per-image
2D representations by average-pooling features within each view, following (Chi et al., 2023). We
add learnable embeddings to distinguish different views. We use standard attention layers for joint
encoding the action estimate and 2D image features. 6. 3D Diffuser Actor -RelAtt, an ablative version
of our model that uses standard non-relative attentions to featurize the current rotation and translation
estimate with the 3D scene feature cloud, and does not ground the current gripper estimate in the
scene. This version of our model is not translation-invariant. For InstructRL, PerAct, Act3D and
RVT we report the results from the corresponding papers.
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Avg. Avg. open slide sweep to meat off turn put in close drag
method Success ↑ Rank ↓ drawer block dustpan grill tap drawer jar stick

PerAct (Shridhar et al., 2023) 43 3.1 80 72 56 84 80 68 60 68
RVT (Goyal et al., 2023) 63 2.7 71 82 72 88 94 88 52 99
Act3D (Gervet et al., 2023) 65 2.4 93 93 92 94 94 90 92 92
3D Diffuser Actor (ours) 77 (+12) 1.4 87 (-6) 97 (+4) 99 (+7) 95 (+1) 97 (+3) 92 (+2) 53 (-39) 100 (+1)

stack screw put in place put in sort push insert stack place
method blocks bulb safe wine cupboard shape buttons peg cups cups

PerAct (Shridhar et al., 2023) 36 24 44 12 16 20 48 0 0 0
RVT (Goyal et al., 2023) 29 48 91 91 50 36 100 11 26 4
Act3D (Gervet et al., 2023) 12 47 95 80 51 8 99 27 9 3
3D Diffuser Actor (ours) 68 (+32) 91 (+43) 99 (+4) 90 (-1) 74 (+23) 1 (-35) 99 (-1) 79 (+52) 34 (+8) 32 (+28)

Table 1: Multi-Task Performance on RLBench. We report success rates on 18 RLBench tasks with
249 variations. Our 3D Diffuser Actor outperforms prior state-of-the-art baselines–PerAct, RVT, and
Act3D–among most tasks by a large margin.

Evaluation metrics Following previous work (Gervet et al., 2023; Shridhar et al., 2023), we
evaluate policies by task completion success rate, the proportion of execution trajectories that lead to
goal conditions specified in language instructions.

Method Avg. Success

3D Diffuser Actor 68.5
2D Diffuser Actor 40
3D Diffuser Actor -RelAtt 62

Table 2: Ablations. We evaluate all policies on 5
Hiveformer tasks under multi-task settings. Both
3D scene encodings and 3D relative attentions mat-
ter in performance.

3D Diffuser Actor Act3D

3 secs 0.12 secs

Table 3: Inference time per keypose.

Figure 4: Single-task performance. On
34 tasks, spanning four different categories,
3D Diffuser Actor outperforms prior state-of-
the-art models InstructRL and Act3D.

4.1 EVALUATION IN SIMULATION

Datasets We test 3D Diffuser Actor on RLBench in a multi-task multi-variation setting. The
benchmark is build atop CoppeliaSim (Rohmer et al., 2013) simulator, where a Franka Panda Robot
is used to complete the tasks. We use four cameras (front, wrist, left shoulder, and right shoulder)
to capture RGB-D visual observations, in accordance to previous works (Gervet et al., 2023). We
test our model and baselines on a suite of 18 tasks over total 249 variations, initially introduced in
(Shridhar et al., 2023). Each task has 2-60 variations, which differ in object pose, appearance, and
semantics. These tasks are specified by language descriptions. We train our model and baselines
using 100 demonstrations per task, which are evenly split across variations, and test them on 100
unseen episodes for each task. During evaluation, we allow models to predict and execute a maximum
of 50 actions unless they receive earlier task-completion indicators from the simulation environment.

We show quantitative results for multi-task manipulation in Table 1. Our 3D Diffuser Actor out-
performs Act3D, RVT, and PerAct on most tasks with a large margin. It achieves an average 77%
success rate, an absolute improvement of 12% over Act3D, the previous state-of-the-art. In particular,
3D Diffuser Actor excels at tackling tasks with multiple modes, such as stack blocks, stack cups, and
place cups, which most baselines fail to complete. We obtain substantial improvements of +32%,
+43%, +23%, +52%, and +28% on stack blocks, screw bulb, put in cupboard, insert peg, and place
cups tasks.

We additionally show single-task results in Figure 4 on 34 selected tasks from the setup of
Guhur et al. (2023), spanning four categories (multimodal, long-term, visual occlusion, and tools).
3D Diffuser Actor outperforms both InstructRL and Act3D on all tested categories by an average
absolute margin of 6%.
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Task Success

pick bowl 100
stack bowl 100
put grapes 50
fold towel 70

press sanitizer 100

Table 4: Single-Task
Performance on real-
world tasks.

"press hand "fold the towel" "stack to the
the sanitizer" purple bowl"

Figure 5: Visualized results of our real-world manipulation.

4.2 ABLATIONS

We ablate different design choices of 3D Diffuser Actor, namely, the use of 3D scene represen-
tations and relative attentions. We train multi-task policies on 5 tasks of RLBench proposed in
HiveFormer (Guhur et al., 2023): reach_and_drag, hang_frame, slide_cabinet, stack_cups, and
open_fridge.

We show the ablation results in Table 2. We draw the following conclusions:

2D vs. 3D Diffuser Actor: 3D Diffuser Actor largely outperforms its 2D counterpart where the
input images are featurized, pooled and fed into the model.

3D relative attentions: Our model with absolute attentions performs worse than our model with
relative attentions, showing that translation invariance is important for generalization.

4.3 EVALUATION IN THE REAL WORLD

We validate 3D Diffuser Actor in learning manipulation tasks from real world demonstations. We
use a Franka Emika robot and capture visual observations with a Azure kinect RGB-D sensor at a
front view. Images are originally captured at 1280× 720 resolution, and downsampled to a resolution
of 256 × 256. Camera extrinsics are calibrated w.r.t the robot base. We choose five tasks–pick a
bowl, stack bowls, put grapes in bowls, fold a towel, and press sanitizer. We collect 20 keypose
demonstrations per task. The evaluation metric is average success rate of each task.

Our 3D Diffuser Actor successfully solves the real-world tasks (Table 4). In particular, we show
in Fig 5 that our model is able to predict different modes of manipulation policies for the similar
scene configuration. For example, the model can pick up a bowl with 4 different poses or put
different grapes into the bowl. Video results for these and other tasks are available at our project page
https://sites.google.com/view/3d-diffuser-actor.

4.4 LIMITATIONS

Our framework currently has the following limitations: 1. 3D Diffuser Actor requires multiple
iterations of denoising, which results in higher inference latency than non-diffusion baselines. 2.
Our model conditions on 3D scene representations, which require camera calibration and depth
information. 3. 3D Diffuser Actor requires supervision from kinesthetic demos which are overall
hard to collect. Combining such supervision with reinforcement learning in simulation is an exiting
future direction. 4. 3D Diffuser Actor considers only visual sensory input. Using audio or tactile
input or force feedback would make our model’s predictions more robust. 5. All tasks in RLbench
are quasi-static. Extending our method to dynamic tasks is a direct avenue of future work.

5 CONCLUSION

We present 3D Diffuser Actor, a 3D robot manipulation policy that uses generative diffusion objec-
tives. Our method sets a new-state-of-the-art on RLbench outperforming both existing 3D policies
and 2D diffusion policies. We introduce important architectural innovations, such as 3D grounding of
the robot’s estimate and 3D relative position transformers that render 3D Diffuser Actor translation
invariant, and empirically verify their contribution to performance. We further test out model in
the real world and show it can learn to perform multimodal manipulation tasks from a handful of
demonstrations. Our future work will attempt to train such 3D Diffuser Actor policies large scale in
domain-randomized simulation environments, to help them transfer from simulation to the real world.

9

https://sites.google.com/view/3d-diffuser-actor


Under review as a conference paper at ICLR 2024

REFERENCES

Anurag Ajay, Seungwook Han, Yilun Du, Shaung Li, Gupta Abhi, Tommi Jaakkola, Josh Tenenbaum,
Leslie Kaelbling, Akash Srivastava, and Pulkit Agrawal. Compositional foundation models for
hierarchical planning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.08587, 2023.

Mariusz Bojarski, Davide Del Testa, Daniel Dworakowski, Bernhard Firner, Beat Flepp, Prasoon
Goyal, Lawrence D. Jackel, Mathew Monfort, Urs Muller, Jiakai Zhang, Xin Zhang, Jake Zhao,
and Karol Zieba. End to end learning for self-driving cars. CoRR, abs/1604.07316, 2016. URL
http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.07316.

Anthony Brohan, Noah Brown, Justice Carbajal, Yevgen Chebotar, Joseph Dabis, Chelsea Finn,
Keerthana Gopalakrishnan, Karol Hausman, Alex Herzog, Jasmine Hsu, et al. Rt-1: Robotics
transformer for real-world control at scale. arXiv preprint arXiv:2212.06817, 2022.

Anthony Brohan, Noah Brown, Justice Carbajal, Yevgen Chebotar, Xi Chen, Krzysztof Choro-
manski, Tianli Ding, Danny Driess, Avinava Dubey, Chelsea Finn, Pete Florence, Chuyuan Fu,
Montse Gonzalez Arenas, Keerthana Gopalakrishnan, Kehang Han, Karol Hausman, Alexander
Herzog, Jasmine Hsu, Brian Ichter, Alex Irpan, Nikhil Joshi, Ryan Julian, Dmitry Kalashnikov,
Yuheng Kuang, Isabel Leal, Lisa Lee, Tsang-Wei Edward Lee, Sergey Levine, Yao Lu, Henryk
Michalewski, Igor Mordatch, Karl Pertsch, Kanishka Rao, Krista Reymann, Michael Ryoo, Grecia
Salazar, Pannag Sanketi, Pierre Sermanet, Jaspiar Singh, Anikait Singh, Radu Soricut, Huong Tran,
Vincent Vanhoucke, Quan Vuong, Ayzaan Wahid, Stefan Welker, Paul Wohlhart, Jialin Wu, Fei Xia,
Ted Xiao, Peng Xu, Sichun Xu, Tianhe Yu, and Brianna Zitkovich. Rt-2: Vision-language-action
models transfer web knowledge to robotic control, 2023.

Joao Carreira, Pulkit Agrawal, Katerina Fragkiadaki, and Jitendra Malik. Human pose estimation
with iterative error feedback, 2016.

Huayu Chen, Cheng Lu, Chengyang Ying, Hang Su, and Jun Zhu. Offline reinforcement learning via
high-fidelity generative behavior modeling, 2023a.

Zoey Chen, Sho Kiami, Abhishek Gupta, and Vikash Kumar. Genaug: Retargeting behaviors to
unseen situations via generative augmentation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2302.06671, 2023b.

Sonia Chernova and Manuela Veloso. Confidence-based policy learning from demonstration us-
ing gaussian mixture models. In Proceedings of the 6th International Joint Conference on
Autonomous Agents and Multiagent Systems, AAMAS ’07, New York, NY, USA, 2007. Associa-
tion for Computing Machinery. ISBN 9788190426275. doi: 10.1145/1329125.1329407. URL
https://doi.org/10.1145/1329125.1329407.

Cheng Chi, Siyuan Feng, Yilun Du, Zhenjia Xu, Eric Cousineau, Benjamin Burchfiel, and Shu-
ran Song. Diffusion policy: Visuomotor policy learning via action diffusion. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2303.04137, 2023.

David Coleman, Ioan Sucan, Sachin Chitta, and Nikolaus Correll. Reducing the barrier to entry of
complex robotic software: a moveit! case study. arXiv preprint arXiv:1404.3785, 2014.

Yilun Dai, Mengjiao Yang, Bo Dai, Hanjun Dai, Ofir Nachum, Josh Tenenbaum, Dale Schuurmans,
and Pieter Abbeel. Learning universal policies via text-guided video generation. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2302.00111, 2023.

Prafulla Dhariwal and Alexander Nichol. Diffusion models beat gans on image synthesis. In
M. Ranzato, A. Beygelzimer, Y. Dauphin, P.S. Liang, and J. Wortman Vaughan (eds.), Ad-
vances in Neural Information Processing Systems, volume 34, pp. 8780–8794. Curran Asso-
ciates, Inc., 2021. URL https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/
2021/file/49ad23d1ec9fa4bd8d77d02681df5cfa-Paper.pdf.

Yiming Ding, Carlos Florensa, Pieter Abbeel, and Mariano Phielipp. Goal-conditioned imita-
tion learning. In H. Wallach, H. Larochelle, A. Beygelzimer, F. d'Alché-Buc, E. Fox, and
R. Garnett (eds.), Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, volume 32. Curran Asso-
ciates, Inc., 2019. URL https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/
2019/file/c8d3a760ebab631565f8509d84b3b3f1-Paper.pdf.

10

http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.07316
https://doi.org/10.1145/1329125.1329407
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2021/file/49ad23d1ec9fa4bd8d77d02681df5cfa-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2021/file/49ad23d1ec9fa4bd8d77d02681df5cfa-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2019/file/c8d3a760ebab631565f8509d84b3b3f1-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2019/file/c8d3a760ebab631565f8509d84b3b3f1-Paper.pdf


Under review as a conference paper at ICLR 2024

Xiaolin Fang, Caelan Reed Garrett, Clemens Eppner, Tomás Lozano-Pérez, Leslie Pack Kaelbling,
and Dieter Fox. Dimsam: Diffusion models as samplers for task and motion planning under partial
observability. arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.13196, 2023.

Pete Florence, Corey Lynch, Andy Zeng, Oscar Ramirez, Ayzaan Wahid, Laura Downs, Adrian
Wong, Johnny Lee, Igor Mordatch, and Jonathan Tompson. Implicit behavioral cloning. CoRR,
abs/2109.00137, 2021. URL https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.00137.

Theophile Gervet, Zhou Xian, Nikolaos Gkanatsios, and Katerina Fragkiadaki. Act3d: Infinite
resolution action detection transformer for robotic manipulation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.17817,
2023.

Nikolaos Gkanatsios, Ayush Jain, Zhou Xian, Yunchu Zhang, Christopher Atkeson, and Katerina
Fragkiadaki. Energy-based models as zero-shot planners for compositional scene rearrangement.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.14391, 2023a.

Nikolaos Gkanatsios, Mayank Kumar Singh, Zhaoyuan Fang, Shubham Tulsiani, and Katerina
Fragkiadaki. Analogy-forming transformers for few-shot 3d parsing. ArXiv, abs/2304.14382,
2023b.

Ankit Goyal, Jie Xu, Yijie Guo, Valts Blukis, Yu-Wei Chao, and Dieter Fox. Rvt: Robotic view
transformer for 3d object manipulation. CoRL, 2023.

Pierre-Louis Guhur, Shizhe Chen, Ricardo Garcia Pinel, Makarand Tapaswi, Ivan Laptev, and
Cordelia Schmid. Instruction-driven history-aware policies for robotic manipulations. In 6th
Annual Conference on Robot Learning, 2022. URL https://openreview.net/forum?
id=h0Yb0U_-Tki.

Pierre-Louis Guhur, Shizhe Chen, Ricardo Garcia Pinel, Makarand Tapaswi, Ivan Laptev, and
Cordelia Schmid. Instruction-driven history-aware policies for robotic manipulations. In Confer-
ence on Robot Learning, pp. 175–187. PMLR, 2023.

Philippe Hansen-Estruch, Ilya Kostrikov, Michael Janner, Jakub Grudzien Kuba, and Sergey Levine.
Idql: Implicit q-learning as an actor-critic method with diffusion policies. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2304.10573, 2023.

Adam W. Harley, Zhaoyuan Fang, Jie Li, Rares Ambrus, and Katerina Fragkiadaki. Simple-BEV:
What really matters for multi-sensor bev perception? In IEEE International Conference on
Robotics and Automation (ICRA), 2023.

Karol Hausman, Yevgen Chebotar, Stefan Schaal, Gaurav S. Sukhatme, and Joseph J. Lim. Multi-
modal imitation learning from unstructured demonstrations using generative adversarial nets.
CoRR, abs/1705.10479, 2017. URL http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.10479.

Haoran He, Chenjia Bai, Kang Xu, Zhuoran Yang, Weinan Zhang, Dong Wang, Bin Zhao, and Xue-
long Li. Diffusion model is an effective planner and data synthesizer for multi-task reinforcement
learning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.18459, 2023.

Jonathan Ho and Stefano Ermon. Generative adversarial imitation learning. CoRR, abs/1606.03476,
2016. URL http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.03476.

Jonathan Ho, Ajay Jain, and Pieter Abbeel. Denoising diffusion probabilistic models. CoRR,
abs/2006.11239, 2020. URL https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.11239.

Jonathan Ho, Tim Salimans, Alexey Gritsenko, William Chan, Mohammad Norouzi, and David J.
Fleet. Video diffusion models, 2022.

Andrew Jaegle, Felix Gimeno, Andrew Brock, Andrew Zisserman, Oriol Vinyals, and Joao Carreira.
Perceiver: General perception with iterative attention, 2021.

Stephen James and Andrew J Davison. Q-attention: Enabling efficient learning for vision-based
robotic manipulation. IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, 7(2):1612–1619, 2022.

11

https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.00137
https://openreview.net/forum?id=h0Yb0U_-Tki
https://openreview.net/forum?id=h0Yb0U_-Tki
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.10479
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.03476
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.11239


Under review as a conference paper at ICLR 2024

Stephen James, Zicong Ma, David Rovick Arrojo, and Andrew J Davison. Rlbench: The robot
learning benchmark & learning environment. IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, 5(2):3019–
3026, 2020.

Stephen James, Kentaro Wada, Tristan Laidlow, and Andrew J Davison. Coarse-to-fine q-attention: Ef-
ficient learning for visual robotic manipulation via discretisation. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pp. 13739–13748, 2022.

Eric Jang, Alex Irpan, Mohi Khansari, Daniel Kappler, Frederik Ebert, Corey Lynch, Sergey Levine,
and Chelsea Finn. Bc-z: Zero-shot task generalization with robotic imitation learning. In
Conference on Robot Learning, pp. 991–1002. PMLR, 2022.

Michael Janner, Yilun Du, Joshua B Tenenbaum, and Sergey Levine. Planning with diffusion for
flexible behavior synthesis. arXiv preprint arXiv:2205.09991, 2022.

Ivan Kapelyukh, Vitalis Vosylius, and Edward Johns. Dall-e-bot: Introducing web-scale diffusion
models to robotics. IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, 2023.

James J Kuffner and Steven M LaValle. Rrt-connect: An efficient approach to single-query path
planning. In Proceedings 2000 ICRA. Millennium Conference. IEEE International Conference on
Robotics and Automation. Symposia Proceedings (Cat. No. 00CH37065), volume 2, pp. 995–1001.
IEEE, 2000.

Yang Li and Tatsuya Harada. Lepard: Learning partial point cloud matching in rigid and deformable
scenes. 2022 IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2022.

Zhiqi Li, Wenhai Wang, Hongyang Li, Enze Xie, Chonghao Sima, Tong Lu, Qiao Yu, and Jifeng Dai.
Bevformer: Learning bird’s-eye-view representation from multi-camera images via spatiotemporal
transformers, 2022.

Zhixuan Liang, Yao Mu, Mingyu Ding, Fei Ni, Masayoshi Tomizuka, and Ping Luo. Adaptdiffuser:
Diffusion models as adaptive self-evolving planners. arXiv preprint arXiv:2302.01877, 2023.

Zhenghao Lin, Yeyun Gong, Yelong Shen, Tong Wu, Zhihao Fan, Chen Lin, Nan Duan, and Weizhu
Chen. Text generation with diffusion language models: A pre-training approach with continuous
paragraph denoise, 2023.

Hao Liu, Lisa Lee, Kimin Lee, and Pieter Abbeel. Instruction-following agents with jointly pre-trained
vision-language models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2210.13431, 2022a.

Weiyu Liu, Tucker Hermans, Sonia Chernova, and Chris Paxton. Structdiffusion: Object-centric
diffusion for semantic rearrangement of novel objects. arXiv preprint arXiv:2211.04604, 2022b.

Weiyu Liu, Jiayuan Mao, Joy Hsu, Tucker Hermans, Animesh Garg, and Jiajun Wu. Composable
part-based manipulation. In 7th Annual Conference on Robot Learning, 2023.

Corey Lynch and Pierre Sermanet. Grounding language in play. CoRR, abs/2005.07648, 2020. URL
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.07648.

Zhao Mandi, Homanga Bharadhwaj, Vincent Moens, Shuran Song, Aravind Rajeswaran, and Vikash
Kumar. Cacti: A framework for scalable multi-task multi-scene visual imitation learning. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2212.05711, 2022.

Ajay Mandlekar, Fabio Ramos, Byron Boots, Li Fei-Fei, Animesh Garg, and Dieter Fox. IRIS: im-
plicit reinforcement without interaction at scale for learning control from offline robot manipulation
data. CoRR, abs/1911.05321, 2019. URL http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.05321.

Utkarsh A Mishra and Yongxin Chen. Reorientdiff: Diffusion model based reorientation for object
manipulation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.12700, 2023.

Tim Pearce, Tabish Rashid, Anssi Kanervisto, Dave Bignell, Mingfei Sun, Raluca Georgescu,
Sergio Valcarcel Macua, Shan Zheng Tan, Ida Momennejad, Katja Hofmann, and Sam Devlin.
Imitating human behaviour with diffusion models, 2023.

12

https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.07648
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.05321


Under review as a conference paper at ICLR 2024

Ethan Perez, Florian Strub, Harm De Vries, Vincent Dumoulin, and Aaron Courville. Film: Visual
reasoning with a general conditioning layer. In Proceedings of the AAAI conference on artificial
intelligence, volume 32, 2018.

Jonah Philion and Sanja Fidler. Lift, splat, shoot: Encoding images from arbitrary camera rigs by
implicitly unprojecting to 3d, 2020.

Dean Pomerleau. Alvinn: An autonomous land vehicle in a neural network. In D.S. Touretzky
(ed.), Proceedings of (NeurIPS) Neural Information Processing Systems, pp. 305 – 313. Morgan
Kaufmann, December 1989.

Alec Radford, Jong Wook Kim, Chris Hallacy, Aditya Ramesh, Gabriel Goh, Sandhini Agarwal,
Girish Sastry, Amanda Askell, Pamela Mishkin, Jack Clark, et al. Learning transferable visual
models from natural language supervision. In International conference on machine learning, pp.
8748–8763. PMLR, 2021.

Aditya Ramesh, Mikhail Pavlov, Gabriel Goh, Scott Gray, Chelsea Voss, Alec Radford, Mark Chen,
and Ilya Sutskever. Zero-shot text-to-image generation. CoRR, abs/2102.12092, 2021. URL
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.12092.

Scott Reed, Konrad Zolna, Emilio Parisotto, Sergio Gomez Colmenarejo, Alexander Novikov, Gabriel
Barth-Maron, Mai Gimenez, Yury Sulsky, Jackie Kay, Jost Tobias Springenberg, et al. A generalist
agent. arXiv preprint arXiv:2205.06175, 2022.

Moritz Reuss, Maximilian Li, Xiaogang Jia, and Rudolf Lioutikov. Goal-conditioned imitation
learning using score-based diffusion policies. arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.02532, 2023.

Eric Rohmer, Surya PN Singh, and Marc Freese. V-rep: A versatile and scalable robot simulation
framework. In 2013 IEEE/RSJ international conference on intelligent robots and systems, pp.
1321–1326. IEEE, 2013.

Robin Rombach, Andreas Blattmann, Dominik Lorenz, Patrick Esser, and Björn Ommer. High-
resolution image synthesis with latent diffusion models, 2022.

Hyunwoo Ryu, Jiwoo Kim, Junwoo Chang, Hyun Seok Ahn, Joohwan Seo, Taehan Kim, Jongeun
Choi, and Roberto Horowitz. Diffusion-edfs: Bi-equivariant denoising generative modeling on se
(3) for visual robotic manipulation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.02685, 2023.

Tim Salimans and Jonathan Ho. Should EBMs model the energy or the score? In Energy Based
Models Workshop - ICLR 2021, 2021. URL https://openreview.net/forum?id=
9AS-TF2jRNb.

Daniel Seita, Pete Florence, Jonathan Tompson, Erwin Coumans, Vikas Sindhwani, Ken Goldberg,
and Andy Zeng. Learning to rearrange deformable cables, fabrics, and bags with goal-conditioned
transporter networks, 2021.

Nur Muhammad Mahi Shafiullah, Zichen Jeff Cui, Ariuntuya Altanzaya, and Lerrel Pinto. Behavior
transformers: Cloning k modes with one stone, 2022.

Peter Shaw, Jakob Uszkoreit, and Ashish Vaswani. Self-attention with relative position representations,
2018.

Mohit Shridhar, Lucas Manuelli, and Dieter Fox. Cliport: What and where pathways for robotic
manipulation. In Conference on Robot Learning, pp. 894–906. PMLR, 2022.

Mohit Shridhar, Lucas Manuelli, and Dieter Fox. Perceiver-actor: A multi-task transformer for
robotic manipulation. In Conference on Robot Learning, pp. 785–799. PMLR, 2023.

Anthony Simeonov, Ankit Goyal, Lucas Manuelli, Lin Yen-Chen, Alina Sarmiento, Alberto Ro-
driguez, Pulkit Agrawal, and Dieter Fox. Shelving, stacking, hanging: Relational pose diffusion
for multi-modal rearrangement. arXiv preprint arXiv:2307.04751, 2023.

Uriel Singer, Adam Polyak, Thomas Hayes, Xi Yin, Jie An, Songyang Zhang, Qiyuan Hu, Harry
Yang, Oron Ashual, Oran Gafni, Devi Parikh, Sonal Gupta, and Yaniv Taigman. Make-a-video:
Text-to-video generation without text-video data, 2022.

13

https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.12092
https://openreview.net/forum?id=9AS-TF2jRNb
https://openreview.net/forum?id=9AS-TF2jRNb


Under review as a conference paper at ICLR 2024

Sumeet Singh, Stephen Tu, and Vikas Sindhwani. Revisiting energy based models as policies:
Ranking noise contrastive estimation and interpolating energy models, 2023.

Jascha Sohl-Dickstein, Eric A. Weiss, Niru Maheswaranathan, and Surya Ganguli. Deep unsupervised
learning using nonequilibrium thermodynamics, 2015.

Jiaming Song, Chenlin Meng, and Stefano Ermon. Denoising diffusion implicit models. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2010.02502, 2020.

Jianlin Su, Yu Lu, Shengfeng Pan, Ahmed Murtadha, Bo Wen, and Yunfeng Liu. Roformer: Enhanced
transformer with rotary position embedding. arXiv preprint arXiv:2104.09864, 2021.

Duy-Nguyen Ta, Eric Cousineau, Huihua Zhao, and Siyuan Feng. Conditional energy-based models
for implicit policies: The gap between theory and practice, 2022.

Yoshihisa Tsurumine and Takamitsu Matsubara. Goal-aware generative adversarial imitation learning
from imperfect demonstration for robotic cloth manipulation, 2022.

Julen Urain, Niklas Funk, Jan Peters, and Georgia Chalvatzaki. Se (3)-diffusionfields: Learning
smooth cost functions for joint grasp and motion optimization through diffusion. In 2023 IEEE
International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), pp. 5923–5930. IEEE, 2023.

Zhendong Wang, Jonathan J Hunt, and Mingyuan Zhou. Diffusion policies as an expressive policy
class for offline reinforcement learning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2208.06193, 2022.

Zhou Xian, Nikolaos Gkanatsios, Theophile Gervet, Tsung-Wei Ke, and Katerina Fragkiadaki.
Chaineddiffuser: Unifying trajectory diffusion and keypose prediction for robotic manipulation. In
7th Annual Conference on Robot Learning, 2023.

Andy Zeng, Pete Florence, Jonathan Tompson, Stefan Welker, Jonathan Chien, Maria Attarian, Travis
Armstrong, Ivan Krasin, Dan Duong, Vikas Sindhwani, et al. Transporter networks: Rearranging
the visual world for robotic manipulation. In Conference on Robot Learning, pp. 726–747. PMLR,
2021.

Yi Zhou, Connelly Barnes, Jingwan Lu, Jimei Yang, and Hao Li. On the continuity of rotation
representations in neural networks, 2020.

14



Under review as a conference paper at ICLR 2024

A APPENDIX

We present a detailed version of our architecture in Section A.1. We visualize the importance of a
square cos variance scheduler for denoising the rotation estimate in Section A.2.

A.1 DETAILED MODEL DIAGRAM

We present a more detailed architecture diagram of our 3D Diffuser Actor in Figure 6.

Figure 6: 3D Diffuser Actor architecture in more detail.

The inputs to our network are i) a stream of RGB-D views; ii) a language instruction; iii) proprio-
ception in the form of end-effector’s history poses; iv) the current noisy estimates of position and
rotation; v) the denoising step t. The images are encoded into visual tokens using a pretrained 2D
backbone. The depth values are used to “lift" the multi-view tokens into a 3D feature cloud. The
language is encoded into feature tokens using a language backbone. The proprioception is represented
as learnable tokens with known 3D locations in the scene. The noisy estimates are fed to linear layers
that map them to high-dimensional vectors. The denoising step is fed to an MLP.

The visual tokens cross-attend to the language tokens and get residually updated. The proprioception
tokens attend to the visual tokens to contextualize with the scene information. We subsample a
number of visual tokens using Farthest Point Sampling (FPS) in order to decrease the computational
requirements. The sampled visual tokens, proprioception tokens and noisy position/rotation tokens
attend to each other. We modulate the attention using adaptive layer normalization and FiLM (Perez
et al., 2018). Lastly, the contextualized noisy estimates are fed to MLP to predict the error terms as
well as the end-effector’s state (open/close).

A.2 THE IMPORTANCE OF NOISE SCHEDULER

We visualize the clean/noised 6D rotation representations as two three-dimensional unit-length vectors
in Figure 7. We plot each vector as a point in the 3D space. We can observe that noised rotation
vectors generated by the squared linear scheduler cover the space more completely than those by the
scaled linear scheduler.
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(a) Clean (b) Scaled Linear (c) Square Cosine (d) Rotation Accuracy

Figure 7: Visualization of noised rotation based on different schedulers. We split the 6 DoF rotation
representations into 2 three-dimension unit-length vectors, and plot the first/second vector as a point in
3D. The noised counterparts are colorized in magenta/cyan. We visualize the rotation of all keyposes
in RLBench insert_peg task. From left to right, we visualize the (a) clean rotation, (b) noisy rotation
with a scaled-linear scheduler, and (c) that with a square cosine scheduler. Lastly, we compare (d) the
denoising performance curve of two noise schedulers. Using the square cosine scheduler helps our
model to denoise from the pure noise better.
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