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Abstract

Machines that can replicate human intelligence with type 2 (Daniel 2017)
reasoning capabilities should be able to reason at multiple levels of spatio-
temporal abstractions and scales using internal world models (K. Friston
2008; LeCun [2022). Devising formalisms to develop such internal world
models, which accurately reflect the causal hierarchies inherent in the dy-
namics of the real world, is a critical research challenge in the domains of
artificial intelligence and machine learning. This thesis identifies several
limitations with the prevalent use of state space models (SSMs) as inter-
nal world models and propose two new probabilistic formalisms namely
Hidden-Parameter SSMs and Multi-Time Scale SSMs to address these draw-
backs. The structure of graphical models in both formalisms facilitates
scalable exact probabilistic inference using belief propagation, as well as
end-to-end learning via backpropagation through time. This approach
permits the development of scalable, adaptive hierarchical world models
capable of representing nonstationary dynamics across multiple temporal
abstractions and scales. Moreover, these probabilistic formalisms integrate
the concept of uncertainty in world states, thus improving the system’s
capacity to emulate the stochastic nature of the real world and quantify
the confidence in its predictions. The thesis also discuss how these for-
malisms are in line with related neuroscience literature on Bayesian brain
hypothesis and predicitive processing. Our experiments on various real
and simulated robots demonstrate that our formalisms can match and in
many cases exceed the performance of contemporary transformer variants
in making long-range future predictions. We conclude the thesis by re-
flecting on the limitations of our current models and suggesting directions
for future research.
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Maschinen, die menschliche Intelligenz mit Fahigkeiten zur Schlussfol-
gerung des Typs 2 (Daniel|2017) replizieren konnen, sollten in der Lage
sein, auf mehreren Ebenen riumlich-zeitlicher Abstraktionen und Maf3-
stdbe zu schlussfolgern, indem sie interne Weltmodelle verwenden (K.
Friston [2008; LeCun [2022). Die Entwicklung von Formalismen zur Ent-
wicklung solcher internen Weltmodelle, die die in der Dynamik der realen
Welt inhérenten kausalen Hierarchien genau widerspiegeln, stellt eine
entscheidende Forschungsherausforderung in den Bereichen Kinstliche
Intelligenz und maschinelles Lernen dar. Diese Dissertation identifiziert
mehrere Einschrankungen bei der verbreiteten Verwendung von Zustands-
raummodellen (SSMs) als interne Weltmodelle und schlégt zwei neue pro-
babilistische Formalismen vor, nimlich Versteckte-Parameter-SSMs und
Mehr-Zeitskalen-SSMs, um diese Nachteile anzugehen. Die Struktur der
grafischen Modelle in beiden Formalismen ermdglicht skalierbare exakte
probabilistische Inferenz mittels Belief Propagation sowie End-to-End-
Lernen durch Backpropagation durch die Zeit. Dieser Ansatz erméglicht
die Entwicklung skalierbarer, adaptiver hierarchischer Weltmodelle, die
nichtstationdre Dynamiken iiber mehrere zeitliche Abstraktionen und
Mafistiabe darstellen konnen. Dariiber hinaus integrieren diese probabi-
listischen Formalismen das Konzept der Unsicherheit in Weltzustanden
und verbessern somit die Fihigkeit des Systems, die stochastische Natur
der realen Welt nachzuahmen und das Vertrauen in seine Vorhersagen zu
quantifizieren. Die Arbeit diskutiert auch, wie diese Formalismen mit der
verwandten neurowissenschaftlichen Literatur zur Hypothese des Baye-
sianischen Gehirns und zur pradiktiven Verarbeitung tibereinstimmen.
Unsere Experimente mit verschiedenen realen und simulierten Robotern

il
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zeigen, dass unsere Formalismen in vielen Féllen die Leistung zeitgendssi-
scher Transformer-Varianten bei der Vorhersage langfristiger Zukiinfte
iibertreffen konnen. Wir schliefen die Dissertation mit einer Reflexion
tiber die Grenzen unserer aktuellen Modelle und Vorschldgen fur zukiinf-
tige Forschungsrichtungen ab.
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1. Introduction

The human brain maintains an intricate internal mental model of the
world, a sophisticated representation that allows us to navigate complex
environments, predict outcomes, and learn from interactions with minimal
explicit instruction. This concept of "World Models" (Sutton |[1995; Ha and
Schmidhuber|2018; LeCun(2022) in machine learning research draws direct
inspiration from our cognitive processes (K. Friston 2005; K. Friston 2008),
aiming to endow Al systems with a similar ability to abstract, understand,
and anticipate the dynamics of their surroundings, a process that remains
challenging for current Al systems. Research on foundational world
models is pivotal for advancing beyond the current limitations of machine
learning, where systems often require vast datasets and extensive training
to perform tasks that humans manage with ease.

Recent advances in transformer (Vaswani et al.|2017) based large language
models (LLMs) like BERT (Devlin et al.|2018), GPT-3,4 (Brown et al. 2020}
Kocon et al. |2023) etc have impressed the Al community due to their
remarkable ability to generate coherent text, translate languages, and even
produce code. However, the perception that LLMs might be the definitive
pathway to AGI overlooks critical nuances. At their core, LLMs excel in
pattern recognition and statistical inference from vast datasets but lack an
understanding of causality, physical principles, and reasoning—essential
components of human-like intelligence. Recent research (Zecevi¢ et al.
2023) on the causal nature of LLMs argues that they rely heavily on
correlational statistics and fail to capture the causal dynamics essential for
understanding and interacting with the real world. By focusing on learning
the causal structure of the world and enabling machines to simulate and
predict future states, researchers can create more autonomous, efficient,
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and adaptable Al systems. Such a research path represents a measured
step towards developing Al systems with a deeper, more intuitive grasp
of the world, aligning machine learning processes more closely with
natural intelligence. Advancements in learning a foundational world
model hold the promise of profound implications across a myriad of
fields, including autonomous vehicles, robotics, healthcare, environmental
modelling, and beyond, marking a crucial step towards achieving Al that
can truly understand and navigate the world as humans do (Pezzulo, Rigoli,
and K. J. Friston |2018; LeCun |2022).

When discussing foundational world model (FWM), I am referring to a
model (or a set of models) that embodies the following characteristics
expanding on the definition from T. Gupta et al.|2024]

(i) (Representation) Conceptually understand the components, struc-
tures, and interaction dynamics within a given system at different
levels of abstractions (Lee and Mumford 2003} K. Friston [2008;
Pezzulo, Rigoli, and K. J. Friston [2018; LeCun [2022);

(if) (Veridicality) Quantitatively model the underlying laws of such a
system, that enables accurate predictions of counterfactual conse-
quences of interventions/actions;

(iii) (Probabilistic) Model uncertainties (aleatoric and epistemic) via
probabilistic representations. This ensures that the FWM can han-
dle the stochastic nature of the real world, quantify confidence in
its predictions and imagine diverse plausible futures.

(iv) (Foundational) Being able to generalize and scale (i), (ii) and (iii)
across diverse systems or domains encountered in the world.

The definition of FWM in T. Gupta et al.|2024]is expanded to explicitly
include the "probabilistic" property. The reasoning for this is further
elaborated in Section 1.1} Furthermore, Section [3.1]provides a reasoning
for this from a computational neuroscience point of view.



1.1. Thesis Problem Statement

1.1. Thesis Problem Statement

In this dissertation, I explore the difficulties associated with existing world
model formalisms to fit into the notion of FWM and introduce formalism(s)
designed to tackle three challenges in developing foundational models of
the world, as outlined below.

1. How can we model the world with a principled probabilistic

formalism that also quantifies uncertainties in predictions
in a scalable manner?
The real world involves a significant amount of uncertainty. It is
intrinsically stochastic (aleatoric uncertainty), and we are often un-
certain about the true state of the system because our observations
about it are partial (epistemic uncertainty), or the world model’s
prediction accuracy is imperfect due to limited training data, repre-
sentational power, or computational constraints. This necessitates
probabilistic world models that can imagine multiple plausible fu-
ture scenarios and the associated uncertainty. Furthermore, the
inference algorithms on these probabilistic models/representations
should scale well for large datasets and long sequences.

2. How can we make sure the model adapts to changing dynam-
ics / non-stationary situations?
In various real-world control scenarios, agents are presented with
tasks that may exhibit different dynamics due to changing environ-
mental factors or task requirements. For instance, a robot engaged
in playing table tennis might use rackets of differing weights or
sizes, or an agent tasked with bottle manipulation might deal with
varying fluid levels. Traditional models, operating on a singular
time scale or with flat world representations, struggle to accom-
modate these dynamic shifts. Therefore, it’s essential to develop
formalisms capable of inferring task abstractions for seamless adapt-
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ability in multi-task environments.

3. Can we model the world at multiple temporal abstractions
and time scales?
One important dimension of world models is the level of temporal
granularity/time scale at which they operate. Existing literature
on world models operates at a single level of temporal abstraction,
typically at a fine-grained level such as milliseconds. One drawback
of single-time scale world models is that they may not capture
longer-term trends and patterns in the data. For efficient long-
horizon prediction, reasoning and planning, the model needs to
predict at multiple levels of temporal abstractions.

The challenges outlined here are not exhaustive of all the diffi-

o culties encountered in developing foundational world models
(FWMs). Instead, they specifically target three central aspects
that are vital for the successful creation of FWMs.

1.2. Thesis Contribution

This thesis introduces a systematic approach to address the said chal-
lenges in a principled probabilistic framework through the development
of three formalisms, each building upon the other. Each formalism ex-
hibits increasing complexity and expressiveness, with the incorporation
of one utility at a time, culminating in a final model that combines the
favourable properties of all three. The sequential presentation also ensures
a comprehensive understanding of the progression from the foundational
state space models (SSMs) to the sophisticated Multi-time scale SSMs,
showcasing a systematic evolution in complexity and capability.

The main contributions that culminate from this thesis are (i) identifying
the drawbacks of the widely used SSM formalism and (ii) introducing two
new formalisms / declarative representations (Koller and Friedman [2009)
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Figure 1.1.: Evolution of thesis represented in terms of the evolution of the probabilistic
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exact inference resulting in closed-form update rules.

called HiP-SSM and Multi-Time Scale SSM to address these drawbacks.
The thesis also proposes algorithms to perform scalable exact inference
via message passing for forward predictions in these models. Finally, it is
demonstrated that end-to-end learning is possible in all of the proposed
models using a single loss function and backpropagation through time.

1.3. Thesis Outline

The remainder of this thesis is structured as follows. A visual overview of

the thesis is given in Figure[1.2]

In Chapter 2, we give a list of preliminaries that will assist readers in
navigating the rest of the document. This chapter begins with a concise
introduction to Probabilistic Graphical Models (PGMs), a core framework
utilized throughout this thesis for formalizing representations of the world
dynamics and performing learning and inference in these. Additionally,
we introduce fundamental concepts, including deep state space models
(SSMs) and Bayesian aggregation schemes.
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Chapter 3 reviews the existing literature on world models, drawing from
two distinct areas: computational neuroscience and machine learning. The
segment on computational neuroscience aims to highlight connections
between the representations explored in this thesis and the conceptualiza-
tions of world models in the human brain set forth by the neuroscience
community. Additionally, we succinctly review various methodologies
adopted by the machine learning community for building world models,
providing a backdrop for the thesis’s further discussions.

In Chapter 4, we use the well-established formalism of state space models
(SSMs) for learning single time-scale World Models. We critically analyze
and extend a recent deep Kalman model (deep Gaussian SSM) known as
recurrent Kalman networks (RKNs) (Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019) for the
specific objective of modeling world dynamics. A significant limitation
identified in the original models was their inability to systematically in-
clude control or action input in the latent dynamics. This chapter suggests
a methodologically sound approach to embed action signals into state
space models that respect the causal relation with the inferred latent states.
Conditioning actions in a manner that adheres to causal relationships is es-
sential, particularly for decision-making and control tasks. This approach
enables precise execution of interventions ("doing") and the simulation
of counterfactual scenarios ("imagining") using actions or control signals.
The hypothesis is validated by modelling the dynamics of a variety of real
robots with non-markovian but stationary dynamics.

In Chapter 5, we focus on the aspect of "adaptability" of world models
within dynamic, non-stationary environments. Traditional State Space
Models (SSMs) typically operate under the assumption of static dynamics,
a presumption that falls short in the complexity of real-world applications.
Recognizing the challenge of developing distinct SSMs for all possible
variation in dynamics, we introduce the formalism of Hidden Parameter
State Space Models (HiP-SSMs). HiP-SSMs leverage hierarchical latent
task abstractions to infer the causal factors behind environmental non-
stationarity, facilitating seamless adaptation to changing conditions. More-
over, we detail a simple and computationally efficient method for learning
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and inference in this Gaussian graphical model that avoids approximations
like variational inference.

In Chapter 6, the thesis explores the notion of "temporal depth" in the
world dynamics via causal hierarchies. Learning world models with hi-
erarchical temporal abstractions and multiple time scales is a largely un-
addressed problem in existing literature for world models (deterministic
or stochastic). We come up with a principled probabilistic formalism for
learning such multi-time scale world models as a hierarchical sequential
latent variable model called multi-time scale state space models (MTS3).
MTS3 maintains all the advantages of the previous formalisms (SSM and
HiP-SSM) for learning world models but can additionally make hierar-
chical long-horizon predictions. We also derive computationally efficient
inference schemes on multiple time scales for highly accurate long-horizon
predictions and uncertainty estimates spanning several seconds into the
future. We show these lightweight hierarchical linear models can com-
pete with state of the art transformers on long-horizon predictions on
continuous dynamical systems.

Chapter 7 concludes the thesis by summarizing the findings, outlining the
limitations, and directions for future research.
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2.1. Probabilistic Graphical Models

Probabilistic Graphical Models (PGMs) (Jordan|2004; Koller, Friedman, et al.
2007) use a graph-based representation as the basis for compactly encoding
a complex distribution over a high-dimensional space. In various applied
fields including bioinformatics, speech processing, image processing and
control theory, statistical models have long been formulated in terms of
graphs, and algorithms for computing basic statistical quantities such
as likelihoods and score functions have often been expressed in terms
of recursions operating on these graphs; examples include phylogenies,
pedigrees, hidden Markov models, Markov random fields, and Kalman
filters. These ideas can be understood, unified, and generalized within
the formalism of graphical models. Indeed, graphical models provide a
natural tool for formulating variations on these classical architectures, as
well as for exploring entirely new families of statistical models.

The intuitive formalisms via PGMs enable effective communication be-
tween scientists across the mathematical divide by fostering substantive
debate in the context of a scientific problem and ultimately facilitate the
joint development of statistical and computational tools for quantitative
data analysis. Accordingly, in fields that involve the study of large numbers
of interacting variables, graphical models are increasingly in evidence.
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Figure 2.1.: (left) A Bayesian Network, where the directed edges indicate causal relationships.
(right) A Markov Network, where the undirected edges give a notion of correlation/affinity.

2.1.1. Structure Of Graph and Independencies

There is a dual perspective that can be used to interpret the structure of
the graph in PGMs.

1. The graph as a representation of a set of independencies:
From one perspective, the graph is a compact representation of a
set of independencies that hold in the distribution; these properties
take the form X is independent of Y given Z, denoted X L Y | Z),
for some subsets of variables X, Y, Z.

2. The graph as a skeleton for factorizing a distribution: The
other perspective is that the graph defines a skeleton for compactly
representing a high-dimensional distribution: Rather than encode
the probability of every possible assignment to all of the variables in
our domain, we can "break up" the distribution into smaller factors,
each over a much smaller space of possibilities.

independence properties of the distribution are precisely what
allow it to be represented compactly in a factorized form. Con-
versely, a particular factorization of the distribution guarantees

0 The two perspectives are, in a deep sense, equivalent. The
that certain independencies hold.

10
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2.1.2. Representation, Inference and Learning in PGMs
2.1.2.1. Representation

As detailed in section[2.1.1] the representation of distributions in graphical
language exploits structure that appears in many distributions that we
want to encode in practice. The graph structure allows us to factorize a
high-dimensional joint distribution into a product of lower-dimensional
CPDs or factors exploiting conditional independencies. This framework
has many advantages as listed below.

1. It often allows the distribution to be written down tractably, even
in cases where the explicit representation of the joint distribution
is astronomically large.

2. A human expert can understand and evaluate its semantics and
properties. This property is important for constructing models that
provide an accurate reflection of our understanding of a domain.

PGMs can be broadly classified into 2 families based on the types of their
graphical structure, Bayesian and Markov networks. Bayesian Networks
uses a directed graph that captures causal relationships between variables.
Markov Networks uses an undirected graph and captures correlations
between variables. Both representations provide the duality of indepen-
dencies and factorization, but they differ in the set of independencies they
can encode and in the factorization of the distribution that they induce.

In this thesis, we come up with formalisms for internal mental
models of the world/environment dynamics using these graph-
based representations, specifically Bayesian Networks.

2.1.2.2. Inference

The same structure often also allows the distribution to be used effectively
for inference — answering queries using the distribution as our model of

11
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the world. In particular, there exist algorithms for computing the posterior
probability of some variables given evidence of others. These inference
algorithms work directly on the graph structure and are generally orders
of magnitude faster than manipulating the joint distribution explicitly.

Inference In
PGMs
I
Exact Inference Approximate Inference
« Variable Elimination + Monte Carlo Methods (eg: MCMC, Gibbs
« Belief Propagation sampling)
« Juntion Tree Algorithm . Variational Inference
. ... efc . Loopy Belief Propagation

Figure 2.2.: A summary of standard inference routines on PGMs.

(belief propagation) to answer several such queries on the pro-
posed graphical representation of the world model.

e This thesis perform exact inference via closed form messages

2.1.2.3. Learning

PGM framework facilitates the effective construction of approximate mod-
els by learning from past experience (in the form of observed data). In
this approach, a human expert provides some rough guidelines on how
to model a given domain. For example, the human usually specifies the
attributes that the model should contain, often some of the main depen-
dencies that it should encode, and perhaps other aspects. However, the
details are usually filled in automatically by fitting the model to the data.
The models produced by this process are usually much better reflections
of the domain than models that are purely hand-constructed. In addition,
they can sometimes reveal surprising connections between variables and

12
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provide novel insights into a domain. Learning in PGMs can be broadly
classified into (i) structure learning and (ii) parameter learning. Structure
learning focuses on discovering the underlying causal or dependence
structure between the variables in the model. It essentially answers the
question "What variables influence each other?". Parameter learning,
on the other hand, focuses on estimating the quantitative relationships
between variables based on the discovered structure. It essentially answers
the question "How strong are these relationships?".

This thesis proposes end-to-end parameter learning strategies
for the Bayesian Network representations from data via back-
propagation.

2.1.3. Predictive World Models As Inference In PGMs

In this thesis, we use PGM as a tool to model the causal dynamics of
the world in a probabilistically principled manner. Indeed, if a particular
learning problem can be set up as a probabilistic graphical model, this can
often serve as the first and most important step in solving it. The PGM
framework offers us the flexibility that once we write down the model
and pose the question, the objectives for learning and inference emerge
automatically.

To set up models that reflect the causal structure of our world/environment
dynamics, we choose directed graphical models (Bayesian Networks) as
declarative graphical representations. We can then effectively use the
representation to answer a wide range of questions that are of interest
using well-studied and efficient inference algorithms. These queries may
include (i) "state queries" which seek answers about the past, present
and future world states, and (ii) "causal queries" like intervention and
counterfactual queries. In this thesis, we perform both "state queries"
and "causal queries". The "causal queries" primarily take the form of
action-conditional future predictions. Finally, for those parameters that
are unknown to the human expert, principled learning objectives can be

13
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] Types | Used In Thesis |
Representation Bayesian Network v
Markov Network
Inference Exact Inference v
Approximate Inference
Learning Parameter Learning v
Structural Learning
Backpropagation (Gradient Descent) v
Expectation Maximization

Table 2.1.: A summary of various representation, learning and inference approaches used in
the Thesis.

used to learn parameters from observed data. A summary of the schemes
utilized in the thesis is given in Table

We start with the most widely used and studied PGM for modeling the
world, commonly referred to as State Space Models (SSMs). This formalism
will form the basis for all other formalisms developed in this thesis.

2.2. State Space Models

State space models (SSMs) are

Bayesian probabilistic graphical

models (Koller and Friedman 2009; o
Jordan [2004) that are popular for ° e e
learning patterns and predicting

behaviour in sequential data and @ @ @
dynamical systems. Formally, we

define a state space model as a tu-

ple (Z, A, 0, f, h, At), where Z is gg;;; 2.3.: PGM for a State Space Model
the state space, A the action space ’

and O the observation space of the SSM. The parameter At denotes the

14
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discretization time step and f and h the dynamics and observation models,
respectively.

We will consider the Gaussian state space model that is represented using
the following equations

zZy = f(Zt—l, a;_1) +e€, € ~N(0, Ztrans)’
Oy = h(Zt) +ou;,, 0~ N(O, ZObS).

Here z;, € Z, a; € A and o, € O are the latent states, actions, and
observations at time t. The vectors €; and v; denote zero-mean Gaussian
transition and observation noise respectively.

2.2.1. Linear Gaussian SSMs (Kalman Filters).

For SSMs defined in[2.2] when f and h are linear/locally linear, inference
can be performed efficiently via exact inference. Such SSMs are referred to
as Kalman Filters, which were developed independently of PGM Literature.
The Kalman filter (Rudolph E Kalman and Bucy|1961) works by iteratively
answering two queries, (i) estimating the prior marginal (predict step) and
(ii) updating the posterior given current observations (update step), which
are detailed below:

Predict Step During the prediction step the transition model A is used

to infer the current prior state estimate p(z;\w1:-1) = N(z;,X)), i.e., a-
priori to the observation, from the previous posterior estimate p(z;_1|wy.;—1) =
N (z;_1.Z;_,). by

- _ +
z; = Az,

2.1
and 3, = AX]_ AT 43S, .

15
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Update Step The prior estimate is then updated using the current obser-
vation w; and the observation model H to obtain the posterior estimate
(z5,=}), ie.,

zy =z; +Q; (w, —Hzy)

and X =(I-QH)X; (2.2)

-1
,with Q, == HT (HE;HT + 201’5) ,

where I denotes the identity matrix. The matrix Q; is referred to as the
Kalman gain. The whole update step can be interpreted as a weighted
average between state and observation estimate, where the weighting, i.e.,
Q;, depends on the uncertainty about those estimates.

2.2.2. Deep Kalman Filters

To model dynamics under partially observable scenarios, state space mod-
els, in particular the Kalman filter (Rudolph Emil Kalman [1960), have
been recently integrated with deep learning, by modelling dynamics in
learned latent space. We discuss two such works (Haarnoja et al.|2016;
Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019), that borrow concepts from deep learning and
graphical model communities, where the architecture of the network is
informed by the structure of the probabilistic state estimator. The various
exact inference schemes in the learnt latent spaces derived and executed
in the thesis are motivated by this work.

Backprop Kalman Filter The BackpropKF (Haarnoja et al.|2016) uses a
deep convolutional encoder to encode a high dimensional observation o to
a latent observation w; = enc,,(0;). In addition to the latent observation,
the encoder also learns to output the uncertainty of this observation, i.e.,
0o, = enc,(0;). Due to the non-linear observation encoder, a simplified
linear Gaussian state space model / (extended) Kalman filter with a known
transition model is used in the latent space for state estimation. The
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2.2. State Space Models

parameters of the latent state distribution are directly optimized as a
deterministic computation graph via backpropagation through time. This
scheme can also be motivated using Koopman theory (Koopman [1931;
Mondal et al.|2023).

Predict >
T
5 + o} Ot
o = W z; k]
S — | S
2 obs b 53
&5 o t [a]
s
s, o

Figure 2.4.: Recurrent Kalman Network (RKN) from Becker, Pandya, et al.[2019, It embeds
Kalman filter update equations into the latent space of a deep encoder-decoder network.
The Kalman predict step gives the current latent prior (z;,X; )using the last posterior
(z}_,,=7_)and subsequently update the prior using the latent observation (w[, a;’bs). The

factorized representation as shown in Figure[2.5of =; converts matrix inversions to scalar
operations. Further it allows splitting the latent state z; to the observable units p; as well
as the corresponding memory units m, as discussed in Section[2.2.2] Finally, a decoder is
tasked to reconstruct the sensory information.

Recurrent Kalman Networks (RKN) Recurrent Kalman Network
(RKN) (Becker, Pandya, et al. [2019), builds upon this idea but learns
a locally linear transition model as opposed to a known model as
in BackpropKF. Most importantly, the authors come up with clever
factorized latent state representation as shown in Figure that avoids
expensive matrix inversions in the Kalman Update Step. We discuss two
important implications of this factorized representation below:

1. Matrix inversions as scalar operations: Kalman observation
update, which is an instance of Bayesian inversion via conditioning
involves high dimensional matrix inversions that are expensive to
evaluate and hard to backpropagate for end-to-end learning. Hence,
Becker, Pandya, et al.|[2019|introduce a factorization of the belief
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2. Preliminaries

Figure 2.5.: The latent state beliefs (mean y and covariance ) in Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019
is factorized into an upper (observed) and lower (unobserved) part as shown in the figure.
The lower part can be dubbed as "memory states” and is assumed to keep a memory of
information accumulated over time, because of the specific structure of the observation
model. The side covariances (c°) are learnt to capture the correlation between the two
halves.

p(zt]01.4,a1.4-1) = N (2}, X)) such that only the diagonal and one
off-diagonal vector of the covariance need to be computed, i.e.

Zu,+ Zs,+ . I+
= [ Zgﬁ 25& ] , with X} = diag(o;""), X] = diag(o,™)
t t

and X} = diag(o}"). Using this factorization, the Kalman filter
update step described in Equation[2.2]can be executed using only
scalar divisions, which are computationally efficient and simpler
to implement in back-propagation. Consequently, the closed-form
equations for updating the mean can be succinctly expressed using
the following scalar equations:

- - b
]@ wy =z} }@[af +crfs],

+ —
zZ, =z, + - -
t t wp — thl, o,tu, + Ufbs

u,
i
f
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2.2. State Space Models

The corresponding equations for the variance update can be ex-
pressed as the following scalar operations,

u+ _ _u-— u,— u,— obs
o, =0, 0o @(at + o, )

s+ ___u,— s,— u,— obs
o, =0, 00 ®(ot + o, )

) S s, — S, — u,— obs
o, =0, -0, 00 @(at +0; ),

where © denotes the elementwise vector product and @ denotes
an elementwise vector division. These factorization assumptions
form the basis for the derivations of exact inference routines for all
proposed models in this dissertation.

. Effective Estimation with Correlated Memory and Observa-
tion in Latent Variables: Choosing the observation model as
H = [I, 0] allows for the division of the latent state vector into two
distinct components. The latent state z, = [p!,d!]T has twice the
dimensionality of the latent observation w; and only the first half
of the latent state, i.e., p;, can be observed. The upper part utilizes
the identity matrix in H = [I, 0] to directly extract information
from the observations. Meanwhile, the second lower part remains
unobservable and is meant to hold information inferred over time,
such as velocities in ordinary dynamical systems or images. The
key aspect that contributes to the effectiveness of this choice is the
selection of the covariance matrix structure discussed previously.
The covariance matrix is designed to incorporate both diagonal
and off-diagonal elements, ensuring that the correlation between
the memory and the observation parts is effectively learned in the
off-diagonal part. On the contrary, if we were to utilize a pure
diagonal covariance structure, it would not update the memory
units (the later half) or their variance adequately during the Ob-
servation/Task/Kalman Update step. Thus, the second half of the
latent state, i.e., d;, serves as derivative or velocity units that can
be used by the model to estimate the change of the observable part
of the latent state.
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2. Preliminaries

In this thesis, we rely on the same factorization assumption for
inference in all proposed formalisms to account for "memory”
accumulated over time.

2.3. Deep Bayesian Aggregation.

To aggregate information from a set of observations into a consistent repre-
sentation, Volpp et al.|2020|introduce Bayesian aggregation in the context
of Meta-Learning and Neural Process (Garnelo et al.|[2018) literature. Since
the aggregation scheme was introduced in the context of multitask la-
tent variable models, we call this latent variable [ the task variable in
this section. The generative model for the aggregation of observations
n is shown in Figure Volpp et al. [2020| derive a closed-form update
rule for the posterior p(l|r;.n) using the

Bayes rule, given an observation model of

the form, 0

p(rall) = N (rp|HL, diag (o))

with H = [ and a Prlor p() . - Figure 2.6.: Generative model
N (po, diag(oo)). The Gaussian assumption  for the latent task variable )
allows us to obtain a closed-form solution for inference. The hollow arrows
the posterior estimate of the latent task vari- 2r¢ dlet?“‘ms“? trlf*’?ngfm‘f'
. o t t t distri-
able p(I|C;), based on Gaussian conditioning. blor.ls cading o mmpictt Gistrt
g . . X - ution r, using an action set en-

The factorization assumption further simpli- coder.
fies this update rule by avoiding computationally expensive matrix inver-

sions into a simpler update rule, as follows,

N © N
o1 = (ao)9+2<on>9) L HI= o+ 010 ) (1= ) @ 0y (23)
n=1

n=1

Here ©, ® and @ denote element-wise inversion, product, and division,
respectively.

20



2.3. Deep Bayesian Aggregation.

Using Deep Set Encoders To Learn Observation Uncertainties Note that
the posterior calculation is based on the assumption that we have access to
information on the latent (compact) observation r, and its corresponding
uncertainty o,,. We learn these using a Deep Set encoder as follows,

p(rnll) =N (rn|l> diag (Gn)) >, Fn = €ncy (xn) »  Op = €NCqy (xn) .
(2.4)

The architecture of the Bayesian Aggregation Scheme is shown in[2.7]

Bayesian
Aggregation

Figure 2.7.: Given a set of N observations, the deep set encoder emits a latent representation
for each of the observations and their corresponding uncertainty. The set of latent repre-
sentations are then aggregated via Bayesian aggregation using update rules[2.3]to obtain a
posterior over the abstract latent task variable [, p(I|o1.n ). The architecture of the deep set
encoder can vary depending on the type of sensory signals aggregated.

N Deep Set
{on}na Encoder

Bayesian Aggregation As Probabilistic Attention Intuitively the mean of
the latent task variable p; is a uncertainty weighted sum of the individual
latent observations r,, while the variance of the latent task variable 012
gives the uncertainty of the abstract representation of the task. The derived
aggregation rules can be thought of as simple "probabilistic attention,'
where the attention weights are given by the learned uncertainty about
the individual sensory observations in the set encoder. This is in line
with ideas from computational neuroscience that treat cognitive attention
to different sensory signals as a form of "precision weighting" (Hohwy
2013; A. K. Seth|2014). The derived update equations have only a linear
computational complexity of O(N), when similar deep set operations
(self-attention) in transformers Vaswani et al.|2017 have a complexity of

O(N?).
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2. Preliminaries

Note that computing this posterior is a simplified case of the Kalman
update rule used in Gaussian SSMs (Becker, Pandya, et al.|[2019), with no
memory units, H = I and no dynamics.

In this thesis, we explore the concept of Bayesian Aggregation

9 to synthesize temporally abstract representations within gen-
erative world models. We also derive, in Chapter[6| generic
closed-form update equations for Bayesian Aggregation that
avoid the restrictive assumptions of observation models being
identity matrices, as seen in Volpp et al.|{2020]

22



3. Related Works

In this section, I explore the existing literature on internal-world models
from two primary fields: computational neuroscience and machine learn-
ing. This dissertation introduces scalable, end-to-end deep learning-based
approaches for generative internal-world models, along with their respec-
tive inference and learning methods. These approaches aim to implement
versions of various internal world models that computational neuroscien-
tists have studied, adapting them within the framework of modern deep
learning technologies. The discussions on computational neuroscience
also offer insight into why certain representations were chosen for the
Bayesian networks outlined in this dissertation from a neuroscientific
perspective.

3.1. Computational Neuroscience Literature

3.1.1. The Predictive Bayesian Brain

An increasingly popular theory in cognitive science claims that the brains
are essentially prediction machines (Hohwy 2013). The theory is com-
monly known as the Bayesian brain (Knill and Pouget|2004; Polydoros,
Nalpantidis, and Kriiger n.d.), predictive processing (Clark 2013), and
predictive mind (Hohwy 2013), among others. At its most fundamental,
predictive brain theory says that perception is the result of the brain
inferring the most likely causes of its sensory inputs by minimizing the
difference between actual sensory signals and the signals expected on the
basis of continuously updated predictive models. Arguably, predictive
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3. Related Works

processing provides the most complete framework to date for explaining
perception, cognition, and action in terms of fundamental theoretical
principles and neurocognitive architectures (A. K. Seth|2014; Jiang and

Rao|2021).

Helmholtz’s Unconscious Inference
Bayesian Brain Hypothesis has its ori-
gins in Hermann von Helmholtz’s notion
of unconscious inference (Helmholtz [1948),
proposing that perception is a result of
inferential processes by the brain, rather
than direct imprinting of the external
world onto our sensory apparatus. The
observer is typically not aware of such prior
assumptions but rather, they are incorporated
by the neural circuits subconsciously to
compute beliefs over hidden causes through
the dynamics of neural activities (thereby
implementing perception as “unconscious
inference”). As part of the internal model,
such priors can be expected to be adapted
to the environment that the organism lives
in. This idea laid the groundwork for the
Bayesian brain hypothesis, which posits that
the brain computes probabilities to infer the
state of the world from ambiguous sensory
inputs and prior beliefs, effectively engaging
in a form of statistical reasoning or Bayesian
inference.

Bayesian Brain Hypothesis The Bayesian
brain hypothesis (Knill and Pouget|2004) uses

)

)> P(e|n)P(h)!

\

e

N /

Figure 3.1.: Shows a basic per-
ceptual inference problem of fig-
uring out what caused a sen-
sory signal (sound e). The
mechanism is analogous to the
situation for the brain(Hohwy
2013; A. K. Seth [2014). Given
that the prior probability of hy-
pothesis (cause) is h; : P (h;)
and the likelihood that the ev-
idence e would occur, given
h; is P (e | h;), the brain com-
putes the posterior probability
of hypothesis h;, given the evi-
dence e : P (h; | e) using inter-
nal generative models. The fig-
ure shows simplified version of
Bayes’ rule that puts it together:
P(hi|e)=P(e| hi) P (hi).

Bayesian probability theory to formulate perception as a constructive
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3.1. Computational Neuroscience Literature

process based on internal or generative models. The underlying idea is
that the brain has a model of the world (Von Helmholtz |2013; MacKay
1956; Neisser [2014; Gregory [1968) that it tries to optimize using sensory
inputs (Ballard, G. E. Hinton, and Sejnowski |1983} Kawato, Hayakawa,
and Inui 1993; Kersten, Mamassian, and Yuille 2004; Lee and Mumford
2003; K. Friston|2005). This idea is related to analysis by synthesis (Neisser
2014) and epistemological automata (MacKay [1956). In this view, the
brain is an inference machine that actively predicts and explains its sen-
sations(Von Helmbholtz 2013} Gregory [1980; Dayan, G. E. Hinton, et al.
1995). Central to this hypothesis is a probabilistic model that can generate
predictions against which sensory samples are tested to update beliefs
about their causes. This generative model is decomposed into a likelihood
(the probability of sensory data given their causes) and a prior (the a
priori probability of those causes). Perception then becomes the process
of inverting the likelihood model (mapping from causes to sensations) to
access the posterior probability of the causes, given sensory data (mapping
from sensations to causes).

3.1.2. Kalman Filters As Internal World Models /
Spatiotemporal Predictive Coding

The world is dynamic; most of the time, animals receive time-varying
stimuli either due to their own movement or due to other moving objects in
the environment. This makes the ability to predict future stimuli essential
for survival (e.g. predicting the location of predators). Rao’s seminal
work (Rao|1999) from the computational neuroscience literature introduces
a foundational mathematical framework that underpins how organisms
perceive their environment in a dynamic setting as opposed to static
settings discussed previously. This framework posits that visual perception
is a stochastic, dynamic process and the task of perception is one of
optimally estimating (in a Bayesian sense) the causes of visual events
and on a longer time scale, learning efficient spatio-temporal internal
models of the visual environment. The spatiotemporal internal generative
model is elegantly represented as a stochastic linear dynamical system
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3. Related Works

similar to a Kalman Filter with transition and observation matrices. By
employing inference techniques rooted in Kalman filter update equations,
Rao’s approach provides a Bayesian optimal method for estimating the
internal states that govern the dynamics of the mental world model.

The World The Estimator

Model

Parameters
Hidden State “7""* Visible State “77~""* Hidden State
("Internal” to (‘m’l:tl:“" ("External") (“"’".’ ("Internal"” to
the World) unction) mapping) " the Estimator)

Figure 3.2.: Figure from Rao |1999| presents the challenge organisms face in perceiving
the external world through internal models. Without direct access to the world’s hidden
internal states, organisms rely on sensory measurements to estimate these states, solving the
’inverse’ problem to interpret and understand their environment. Though the paper focused
on visual systems, the authors argue that the concept extends beyond visual and auditory
senses to include internal models for motor systems, emphasizing the broader application of
understanding and interacting with the external world through internal representations.

Combining Top-Down Predictions With Bottom-Up Sensory Signals Using
Kalman Filter Updates The proposed Kalman-filter model in Rao|1999
provides a mathematical framework that demonstrates how top-down
expectations (informed by the internal generative model) interact with
bottom-up signals (the current sensory input) to produce a robust estima-
tion of the visual environment. The Kalman Filter combines these two
sources of information, weighted according to their reliability (inverse
variances or “precisions”), to compute the posterior beliefs about the world
in a Bayesian optimal manner, which is interpreted as a form of attention.
The proposed model allows for the possibility that the organism or agent
might want to perform internal simulations of the dynamics of the exter-
nal world (e.g., for planning) by predicting how future states evolve given
a starting state (and possibly actions).
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Learning Of Internal Models The work also derived update rules for
learning the transition and precision matrices online based on incoming
input data, as opposed to hand-coded dynamics models.

Rao[1999|further provides experimental results that support the model’s
capability for learning dynamic and static visual stimuli, recognizing
objects under various conditions, and segmenting scenes into constituent
elements. The work from Rao (1999, also referred to as "spatio-temporal
predictive coding” in literature, thus sets a foundational stone for exploring
the synergies between computational neuroscience and the development
of popular machine learning architectures like Deep Kalman Models.

The neuroscientific insights discussed above are exploited in
Chapterof the thesis using modern deep learning techniques.

3.1.3. Adaptive Behavior In Brain With Multiple Internal
Models

One of the most notable abilities of biological creatures is their capacity
to adapt their behavior to different contexts and environments (i.e., cog-
nitive flexibility) through learning. People can learn to call on various
responses depending on the situation—for example, independently move
the right and left hands when playing an instrument and speak several
different languages. Such multitasking abilities are particularly crucial in
communication with several people, who each demand subtly different
forms of interaction (Taborsky and Oliveira 2012} Parkinson and Wheat-
ley[2015) and is a key component of exhibiting social intelligence. The
work from Isomura, Parr, and K. Friston 2019|attempts to understand how
the brain attains cognitive flexibility in different contexts by entertain-
ing the possibility of distinct generative models in a context-sensitive
setting. Isomura, Parr, and K. Friston [2019| further present the results
of perceptual learning and inference using this form of model selection
or structure learning, predicated on an ensemble of generative models.
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Using this setup, it is shown that Bayesian
model averaging provides a plausible account
of how multiple hypotheses can be combined
to predict the sensorium, while Bayesian
model selection enables perceptual categoriza-
tion and selective learning.

The generative model proposed in
Chapter [5] of the dissertation have
a similar motivation of using a "set
of SSMs/world models" for adap-
tive behaviour to changing tasks.

3.1.4. Hierarchical
Generative Models In The Brain

Researchers in computational neuroscience
argue that the previously discussed internal
predictive world models are hierarchical in
nature (K. Friston 2008; Hohwy [2013; A. K.
Seth |2014). The hierarchical nature adeptly
mirrors the complex and layered structure of
the world itself, capturing the essence of how
causes and effects interrelate across different
spatial and temporal scales (Hohwy |2013).

These hierarchical generative models over-
turn classical notions of perception that de-
scribe a largely ’bottom-up’ process of evi-
dence accumulation or feature detection. In-
stead, predictive processing proposes that per-
ceptual content is determined by top-down

28

G

High
level

ty

Medium
level

Iy

level

Worldly causes

Figure 3.3.: The perceptual hi-
erarchy (Hohwy|2013): Process-
ing of causal regularities at dif-
ferent time scales influence each
other in a bottom-up-top-down
fashion. Sensory input (dark
grey arrows pointing up) is met
with prior expectations (black
arrows pointing down) and per-
ceptual inference is determined
in multiple layers of the hierar-
chy simultaneously, building up
a structured representation of
the world. This figure simplifies
greatly as there are of course not
just three well-defined hierarchi-
cal levels in the brain.
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predictive signals emerging from multilayered and hierarchically orga-
nized generative models of the causes of sensory signals (Lee and Mumford
2003). These models are continually refined by mismatches (prediction
errors) between predicted signals and actual signals across hierarchical
levels, which iteratively update predictive models via approximations
to Bayesian inference. This means that the brain can induce accurate
generative models of hidden environmental causes by operating only on
signals to which it has direct access: predictions and prediction errors.
It also means that even low-level perceptual content is determined via
cascades of predictions flowing from very general abstract expectations,
which constrain successively more fine-grained predictions.

0 | The hierarchical generative model proposed in Chapter@takes

inspiration from these insights.

3.2. Machine Learning Literature

We give a brief overview of notable related works in learning computa-
tional mental models of the world in the field of machine learning. A
detailed discussion on several of these are provided in Sections
and[6.1]

World Models Based On Gaussain Processes Bayesian nonparametric
models, such as Gaussian processes (GPs), are often the dynamics model of
choice in Model-Based RL, especially in low-dimensional problems where
data efficiency is critical due their robustness in handling uncertainty (Jus
Kocijan et al.[2004; Ko et al.|2007; Nguyen-Tuong, Peters, and Seeger |2008;
Grancharova, Jus Kocijan, and Johansen |2008; M. P. Deisenroth, Fox, and
Carl Edward Rasmussen [2013; Kamthe and M. Deisenroth|2018).

However, such models introduce additional assumptions on the sys-
tem, such as the smoothness assumption inherent in GPs with squared-
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Figure 3.4.: PGM representation adapted from Carl Edward Rasmussen 2003| of a GP re-
gression for learning dynamics. Squares represent observed variables, and circles represent
unknowns. The thick horizontal bar represents a set of fully connected nodes and indicates
that the forward dynamic function f; belongs to a Gaussian field. During posterior inference
fi’s act as random variables and are integrated out, which means that every prediction y.
depends on all the other inputs and observations (including the training data) making GPs
often computationally challenging.

exponential kernels (Carl Edward Rasmussen |2003). Also, these methods
do not scale to high-dimensional environments. Furthermore, these mod-
els are inherently single-time scale and are not widely used in tasks where
long-horizon predictions and planning are required.

World Models Based On Neural Networks The advancements in para-
metric function approximators, such as neural networks (NNs), brought
about by the advent of deep learning, have led to the development of a
series of world models employing multi-layer perceptrons. These mod-
els are cited in several works, including Baranes and Oudeyer 2013, Fu,
Levine, and Abbeel 2016, Punjani and Abbeel 2015, Lenz, Knepper, and
Saxena [2015, Gal, McAllister, and Carl Edward Rasmussen [2016, De-
peweg et al. |2016, Williams et al. 2017, and Nagabandi, Kahn, et al.
2018| In contrast to Gaussian processes, these deep learning-based mod-
els offer constant-time inference and manageable training with large
datasets. They also possess the capability to model more intricate func-
tions, including the non-smooth dynamics frequently encountered in
robotics (Fu, Levine, and Abbeel 2016; Nagabandi, Kahn, et al. [2018).
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However, the majority of these studies
utilizing NNs have concentrated on de-
terministic models, which do not align
well with the Bayesian perspective of
best guesses discussed earlier. Chua et
al. [2018| proposed utilizing an ensemble
of neural network models to learn prob-
abilistic dynamics, capturing both the
aleatoric uncertainty inherent in the envi-
ronment and the epistemic uncertainty of
the data. This approach allows for more
data-efficient control and planning algo-

Sty At

Figure 3.5.: (Top) A dynamics model
based on deep neural networks. (Bot-
tom) A graphical representation us-
ing PGM of the same model, where
the shaded nodes indicate observed
variables. These models operate un-

rithms. Nonetheless, irrespective of be-
ing deterministic or stochastic, these NN-
based dynamics models face challenges in
learning with high-dimensional sensory
data or in partially observable domains
due to the presumption of known internal
world states. Additionally, for long-term
predictions, these auto-regressive models
are less effective because of the accumulation of prediction errors inherent
in autoregressive processes. They also presume static world dynamics and
operate at a singular, fine-grained temporal scale, thereby lacking in their
ability to serve as a general-purpose world model capable of addressing
partial observability, non-stationarity, and hierarchical predictions across
multiple time scales.

der the assumption that the current
states of the internal model of the
world are already known and don’t
need to be inferred. This assumption
is limiting, particularly when these
models need to be derived from sen-
sory information that is both high-
dimensional and fraught with noise.

World Models Based On State Space Models Classical State-Space Models
(SSMs) are well-regarded for their clear inference processes and inter-
pretable outcomes, but they often struggle with scalability and efficiency
when applied to high-dimensional data or large datasets. To overcome
these limitations, recent advances have introduced deep SSMs, which
integrate neural networks to provide efficient and scalable inference for
complex datasets. The works of Haarnoja et al.|2016; Becker, Pandya,
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et al.|2019|have leveraged neural network architectures to derive closed-
form solutions for the forward inference algorithms in SSMs, leading to
state-of-the-art performance in tasks like state estimation and dynamics
prediction. Other studies, such as those of Krishnan, Shalit, and Sontag
2017} Karl et al.|2016; Fraccaro et al.|2017; Hafner et al.|2019; Becker and
Neumann 2022} have focused on applying variational approximations to
facilitate learning and inference within SSMs.

Despite these advances, many recurrent state-space models are based
on the assumption of fixed dynamics, which does not align with the
changing conditions observed in real-world scenarios, such as in robotics.
To address the limitations of fixed dynamics, research by Linderman et al.
2017; Becker-Ehmck, Peters, and Van Der Smagt|2019; Dong et al.{2020 has
introduced models that incorporate additional discrete switching latent
variables to account for changing or multi-modal dynamics. However,
these models typically operate on a single time scale, with both continuous
and discrete levels operating at a fine-grained temporal resolution. They
also do not adhere to a strictly top-down approach, as the top-layer latent
variables depend on the predictions from the lower layer, rendering these
models not suitable for long-horizon predictions and reasoning. Moreover,
the introduction of discrete states complicates the learning and inference
processes.
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4. Action Conditional Deep SSMs:
Probabilistic World Models on
a Single Time Scale

This chapter is based on "Action Conditional Recurrent Kalman
Networks for Forward and Inverse Dynamics Learning" (Shaj,
Becker, et al.|2020).

In our quest to formalize a computational mental model of the world, we
start with a simple and widely used Bayesian network called the State
Space Models (SSMs). Though it operates at a single time scale (often
the time scale at which observations are recorded), and hence may not
satisfy the expressiveness and hierarchical structure of the mental models
that the Neuroscience community advocates (Section , SSMs have
several computational advantages. The chain structure of SSMs allows for
tractable exact inference via message passing allowing for closed-form
update rules under linear and Gaussian assumptions. When these updates
are performed in the learnt latent space of a Deep Network, these linear
assumptions are no longer limiting. These deep models learn a latent space
where these linear assumptions work in practice. The Deep SSMs with
exact inference are known in the literature as Deep Kalman models and we
use one such model namely Recurrent Kalman Networks (RKN) (Becker,
Pandya, et al. 2019) discussed in the preliminaries Section as our
foundation for learning a world model.
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Research Objective Deep Kalman Models including RKN were primarily
designed for state estimation from sensory observations in simple unac-
tuated dynamical systems. In the real world, an agent’s actions actively
shape its environment, and ignoring this causal relationship in the mental
models of the world can lead to inaccurate predictions and suboptimal
decision-making. Hence we try to answer these questions in this chapter
of the thesis:

1. Can deep Kalman models be adapted for the task of world mod-
elling?

2. How to incorporate control action conditioning in the latent dynam-
ics in a principled manner such that causal relations are respected?

3. How good are these models in modelling the dynamics of com-
plex robotic systems when faced with non-markovian, partially
observable and non-stationary settings?

4.1. Related Works

Action Conditional Predictive Models. In model-based control and rein-
forcement learning (RL) problems, learning to predict future states and
observations conditioned on actions is a key component. Approaches
such as M. Deisenroth and Carl E Rasmussen 2011, Nagabandi, Kahn, et al.
2018} Lenz, Knepper, and Saxena 2015, Oh et al.|2015} Finn, Goodfellow,
and Levine |2016|try to achieve this by using traditional models like GPs,
feed forward neural networks, or LSTMs. The action conditioning is
realized by concatenating the input observations and action signals (Naga-
bandi, Kahn, et al.|[2018} M. Deisenroth and Carl E Rasmussen|2011) or via
factored conditional units (G. W. Taylor and G. E. Hinton 2009), where
features from some number of inputs modulate multiplicatively and are
then weighted to form network outputs. In each of these approaches
action conditioning happens outside of the recurrent neural network cell
which leads to sub-optimal performance as observations and actions are
treated similarly.
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Predictive Models Of Robotic Agents. Due to the increasing complexity
of robot systems, analytical models are more difficult to obtain. This prob-
lem leads to a variety of model estimation techniques which allow the
roboticist to acquire models from data. When learning the model, mostly
standard regression techniques with Markov assumptions on the states
and actions are applied to fit either the forward or inverse dynamics model
to the training data. Authors used Linear Regression (Schaal, Atkeson,
and Vijayakumar 2002; Haruno, Wolpert, and Kawato [2001), Gaussian
Mixture Regression (Calinon et al.|2010; Khansari-Zadeh and Billard 2011)),
Gaussian Process Regression (Nguyen-Tuong, Seeger, and Peters|2009;
Nguyen-Tuong and Peters|2010), Support Vector Regression (Ferreira et al.
2007), and feed forward neural networks (Polydoros, Nalpantidis, and
Kriiger n.d.). However the Markov assumptions are violated in many
cases, e.g., for learning the dynamics of complex robots like hydraulically
and pneumatically actuated robots or soft robots. Here, the Markov as-
sumptions for states and actions no longer hold due to hysteresis effects
and unobserved dependencies. Similarly, learning the dynamics of robots
in frictional contacts with unknown objects also violates the Markov as-
sumption and requires reliance on recurrent models which can take into
account the temporal dynamic behavior of input sequences while mak-
ing predictions. Recently, using RNNs such as LSTMs or GRUs has been
attempted. Those scale easily to big data, available due to the high data fre-
quencies, and allow learning in O(n) time (Rueckert et al.[2017). However,
the lack of a principled probabilistic modelling and action conditioning
makes them less reliable to be applied for robotic control applications.

4.2, Action Conditional Recurrent Kalman
Networks

We extend the Recurrent Kalman Network approach to the task of world
modelling / forward dynamics learning with the following innovations:
(i) We use an action-conditional prediction update which provides
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o
@

-
Figure 4.1.: Graphical models for actions (green). (Left) Treated as fake observations as
in Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019} (Right) ac-RKN treating actions in a principled manner by

capturing its causal effect on the state transition via additive interactions with the latent state.
The hollow arrows denote deterministic transformation leading to implicit distributions.

a natural way to incorporate control inputs into the latent dynamical
system. (ii) We modify the architecture to perform prediction instead of
filtering and learn accurate forward dynamics models for multiple
robots with complex actuator dynamics. We refer to the resulting approach
as action-conditional RKN (ac-RKN).

4.2.1. Action Conditioning

To achieve action conditioning within the recurrent cell, we modify the
transition model proposed in Becker, Pandya, et al. [2019|to include a

control model b (d;) in addition to the locally linear transition model At.
The control model l_;(&}) is added to the locally linear state transition,
ie,Z,, = gﬁj + Z(Et). As illustrated in this formulation of
latent dynamics captures the causal effect of the actions variables @, on

the state transitions in a more principled manner than including the action
as an observation, which is the common approach for action conditioning
in RNNs (Becker, Pandya, et al.[2019). The control model l;(ﬁt) can be
represented in several ways, i.e.:

(i) Linear: b;(d;) = Bd,, where B is a linear transformation matrix.
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4.2. Action Conditional Recurrent Kalman Networks

(ii) Locally-Linear: Em(c_i,) = B,a,, where B, = Zf:o Bk (Z)E(k) isa
linear combination of k linear control models BX). A small neural
network with softmax output is used to learn S,

(iii) Non-Linear: En(ﬁt) = f (a;), where f (.) can be any non-linear func-
tion approximator. We use a multilayer neural network regressor with
ReLU activations.

Note that the prediction step for the variance is not affected by this choice
= Atijgf +1-6'7ns a5 the action is known
and not uncertain. Thus, unlike the state transition model Et, we do not
need to constrain the model 5 to be linear or locally linear, as it neither
affects the Kalman gain nor how the covariances are updated. Hence,

of action conditioning, i.e., 3

we use the nonlinear approach, En(c_i,), as it provides the most flexibility
and achieves the best performance, as shown in Section The Kalman
update step is also unaffected by the new action-conditioned prediction
step and therefore remains as presented in Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019,

Our principled treatment of control signals is crucial for learning accurate
forward dynamics models, as detailed in Section Moreover, the
disentangled representation of actions in the latent space gives us more
flexibility in manipulating the control actions for different applications
including inverse dynamics learning (Appendix|[A.1), extensions to model-
based reinforcement learning, and planning. For long-term prediction
using different action sequences, we can still apply the latent transition
dynamics without using observations for future time steps (skipping the
observation update step).

4.2.2. Ac-RKN as Single Time Scale Probabilistic World
Models

World models attempt to learn a compact and expressive representation of
the environment dynamics from observed data. These models can predict
possible future world states and associated uncertainties as a function of
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Figure 4.2.: Using internal world models to envision the future: With past and present
observations (wj:) as a basis, Ac-RKN projects future world states (z3.¢) by considering a
sequence of action signals (ay:s).

an imagined action sequence. More formally, we want to learn a forward
dynamics model of the world f : 6y, d;.; — 041 that predicts the next
observation 6,41 given the histories of observation 0., and actions dj.;.

Formulating action-conditional future predictions as inference tasks
within a Gaussian State Space Model (SSM) in deep latent spaces enables
the development of probabilistic world models that exhibit the following
properties.

38

1. The propagation of uncertainties (X;) about the belief of our

future world states in addition to the mean estimates (z;).

. Learning under partial observability and missing observations.

The RKN cell is well equipped to handle missing observations, as
the update step can just be omitted in this case, i.e. the posterior
is equal to the prior if no observation is available. In this case, we
repeatedly apply the ac-RKN prediction step while omitting the
Kalman update.

. Capturing non-markovian dynamics The model captures non-

markovian dynamics in a principled way, since we predict the
future belief states p(Z;+1|W1.s, d1;) conditioned on all the past ob-
servations and the control actions given so far. These beliefs are
obtained in closed form using the forward inference algorithm
(action conditional Kalman predict steps).



4.2. Action Conditional Recurrent Kalman Networks

In line with theories from neuroscience discussed in Section this
results in a generative model that makes Bayesian best guesses about
the world states based on the action conditional prior beliefs (top-down
predictions) and bottom-up sensory signals/ observations when avail-
able. Neuroscience research (Hohwy 2013} A. K. Seth 2014} A. Seth[2021)
similarly posits that the Brain is not only tasked with the challenge of
figuring out the most likely causes of its sensory signals but also figuring
out how relevant the sensory inputs are. Similarly, the Ac-RKN model
learns to estimate the reliability of the incoming sensory information by
predicting uncertainties of the sensory signals via the observation encoder
(bottom-up processing). For a visual representation of these top-down
and bottom-up predictions in the Ac-RKN, please see Figure

4.2.3. End To End Learning Via Backpropagation

The network is tasked to minimize the prediction errors by maximizing
the posterior predictive log-likelihood, which is given below for a single
trajectory, i.e.,

H
L= Z log p(0s41|w1.4, a1.)

t=1

H
:Zlog/P(0t+llzt+1)P(zt+l|W1:taalzt)dzt+1
=1
(4.1)

The extension to multiple trajectories is straightforward and omitted to
keep the notation uncluttered. Here, 0441 is the ground truth observations
at the time step ¢ + 1 which needs to be predicted from all observations
up to time step £.

Approximating the likelihood We employ a Gaussian approximation
of the posterior predictive log-likelihood of the form p(0s41|w1.4, 1) =
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N (o,,,, diag(o,,,,)) where we use the mean of the prior belief y,  to
decode the predictive mean, i.e, p,,,, = dec,(p,, ) and the variance
estimate of the prior belief to decode the observation variance, i.e., g,,,, =
dec,(27,,,). This approximation can be motivated by a moment-matching
perspective and allows for end-to-end optimization of the log-likelihood
without using auxiliary objectives such as the ELBO (Becker, Pandya,
et al.[2019). Thus the approximate Gaussian predictive log-likelihood for

a single sequence is then computed as

L(oqr)) = (4.2)
L
T z; log N (ot dec,(z}), decs (0}, 0}, 0}4') ,

=

where dec,(-) and decs(-) denote the parts of the decoder that are re-
sponsible for decoding the latent mean and latent variance respectively.

I
Encoder

| G

5.5 55 55,

t £t 1 2
—>| Update |—>| Predict I_—’
Latent State

RKN Cell
Decoder
; S

Figure 4.3.: Schematic diagram of ac-RKN for forward dynamics learning. Action condition-

Top Down Predictions

ing is implemented by adding a latent control vector b(d;) to the RKN dynamics model.
The output of the prediction stage, which forms the prior for the next time step (Z; e i;l)
is decoded to obtain the prediction of the next observation.

Variations Of The Learning Objective for Learning Real Robot Dynamics
In this part of the thesis, we specifically look at the learning challenges
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4.2. Action Conditional Recurrent Kalman Networks

associated with modeling the dynamics of real robot systems and propose
different learning objectives. We explicitly focus on non-Markovian sys-
tems, where the observations are typically joint angles and, if available,
joint velocities of all degrees of freedom of the robot. In our experiments,
we aim to predict the joint angles at the next time step given a sequence
of joint angles and control actions. Due to unmodeled effects such as
hysteresis or unknown contacts, the state transitions are non-Markovian
even if joint angles and velocities are known. We can assume that the
observations are almost noise-free, since the measurement errors for our
observations (joint angles) are minimal. Nevertheless, as the observations
do not contain the full state information of the system, we still have to
model uncertainty in our latent state using the RKN.

1. Mean Predictions To ensure a fair comparison with deterministic
world models such as LSTM and GRU, we train the model with
a variation of the objective in Equaton[5.5] where only the mean
of the latent states are decoded, while the variance units are kept
fixed, resulting in an RMSE loss.

T
1 S N o
Liva =\ 7 2 | Grer = 30) — dec (3, [1%
t=1

We also observed that in use cases where only mean predictions
are required, this results in slightly better predictions.

2. High-frequency Predictions The function f can be challenging
to learn when the observations, i.e. joint positions and velocities, of
two subsequent time steps are too similar (for example, our Franka
Robot’s operating frequency in 1000Hz). In this case, the action
has seemingly little effect on the output, and the learned strategy
is often to copy the previous state for the next-state prediction.
This difficulty becomes more pronounced as the time step between
states becomes smaller, e.g., 1ms, as minor errors in absolute states
estimates can already create unrealistic dynamics. Therefore, a
standard method for model learning is to predict the normalized
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differences between subsequent observations or states instead of
the absolute values M. Deisenroth and Carl E Rasmussen [2011}
that is, during training, the next predicted observation is 041 =
0 + dec (Z,,), where 0, is the true observation in t and dec (Z,,)
is the output of the actual decoder network. During inference, we
introduce an additional memory m; that stores the last prediction
and uses it as an observation in case of a missing observation, that

is, 0¢41 = my+dec (Z,,,) where we use the true observation, 7, = 0,

if available, and the predicted observation, m; = 0;, otherwise.

still have to model uncertainty in our latent state using the RKN

0 Irrespective of the learning objectives/loss functions used, we

as the observations do not contain the full state information of
the system.

The architecture of the ac-RKN is summarized in Figure

Note that we decode the prior mean Z

+.1 to predict 0;4;. The prior mean

Z,,, integrates all information up to time step ¢, including a,, but already

denotes the belief for the next time step. Hence, as we are interested in
prediction, we work with this prior. On the contrary, Becker, Pandya,
et al. 2019 used posterior belief, as their goal was filtering rather than
prediction.
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4.3. Experiments

4.2.4, Self Supervised Training For Multi-Step Prediction

O Masked

Figure 4.4.: Self-supervised training for multi-step ahead predictions by tasking the model
to "fill in" the masked observations.

Using the training objective(s) discussed in Section results in models
that are good in one-time step prediction, but typically perform poorly in
long-term predictions as the loss assumes that observations are always
available up to time step ¢. To increase the performance of the long-term
prediction, we can treat the long-term prediction problem as a case of
the problem of “missing value”, where the missing observations occur
in future time steps. Thus, to train our model for long-term prediction,
we randomly mask a fraction of observations as shown in Figure [4.4]and
explicitly task the network to impute the missing observations, resulting
in a strong self-supervised learning signal for long-term prediction with
varying prediction horizon length.

4.3. Experiments

In this section, we discuss the experimental evaluation of ac-RKN on learn-
ing forward dynamics models on robots with different actuator dynamics.
A full listing of hyperparameters can be found in the Supplementary
Material. We compare ac-RKN to both standard deep recurrent neural
network baselines (LSTMs, GRUs and standard RKN), analytical baselines
based on classical rigid body dynamics, and nonrecurrent baselines like
FFNN. For the RKN and LSTM baselines, we replaced the ac-RKN tran-
sition layer with generic LSTM and RKN layers. For recurrent models,
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the parameters of the recurrent cell are tuned through hyperparameter
optimization using GPyOpt (authors|2016), but the size of the encoder and
decoder are similar. The observations and actions are concatenated as in
Nagabandi, Kahn, et al.|2018 and M. Deisenroth and Carl E Rasmussen
2011/ for all baseline experiments during the forward dynamics learning,
that is, we treat actions as extended observations. The data, i.e., the states
or observations, actions, and targets, are normalized (zero mean and unit
variance) before training. We denormalize the predicted values during
inference and evaluate their performance in the test set. We evaluate the
model using RMSE to ensure a fair comparison with deterministic models
such as FFNNs and LSTMs.

Figure 4.5.: The experiments are performed on data from robots with different actuator
dynamics. From left to right, these include: Hydraulically actuated BROKK-40 C. J. Taylor
and Robertson [2013] pneumatically actuated artificial muscles Biichler, Ott, and Peters|2016}
Franka Emika Panda Robotic Arm

We evaluate the ac-RKN on three robotic systems with different actuator
dynamics each of which poses unique learning challenges: (i) Hydrauli-
cally Actuated BROKK-40 Robot Arm. The data consists of measured
joint positions and the input current to the controller sampled at 100Hz
from a hydraulic BROKK-40 demolition robot (C. J. Taylor and Robertson
2013). The position angle sensors are rotary linear potentiometers. We
chose a similar experimental setup and metrics as in Becker, Pandya, et al.
2019|to ensure a fair comparison. We trained the model to predict the
joint position 2 seconds, i.e. 200 time-steps, into the future, given only
control inputs. Afterwards, the model receives the next observation and
the prediction process repeated. Learning the forward model here is dif-
ficult due to inherent hysteresis associated with hydraulic control. (ii)
Pneumatically Actuated Musculoskeletal Robot Arm. This four DoF
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RMSE NLL
ac-RKN | 0.0144 | 6.247
RKN 0.0282 | 4.930
LSTM 0.2067 | 0.952
GRU 0.2015 | 1.186

o 500 1000 1500 2000 2500

(a) Hydraulic Brokk 40 (b) Hydraulic Arm Predictions

Figure 4.6.: (a) Performance comparison of various recurrent models for the BROKK-40
hydraulically actuated robot arm. (b) Visualization of the predicted trajectories of the
hydraulic arm for 200 step ahead predictions.

robotic arm is actuated by Pneumatic Artificial Muscles (PAMs) (Biichler,
Ott, and Peters|2016). Each DoF is actuated by an antagonistic pair of
PAMs, yielding a total of eight actuators. The robot arm reaches high joint
angle accelerations of up to 28,000 deg/s? while avoiding dangerous joint
limits thanks to the antagonistic actuation and limits on the air pressure
ranges. The data consists of trajectories of hitting movements with vary-
ing speeds while playing table tennis (Biichler, Guist, et al.[2020) and is
recorded at 100Hz. The fast motions with high accelerations of this robot
are complicated to model due to hysteresis. (iii) Franka Emika Panda
Arm. We collected the data from a 7 DoF Franka Emika Panda manipu-
lator during free motion at a sampling frequency of 1kHz. It involved a
mix of movements of different velocities from slow to swift motions. The
high frequency, together with the abruptly changing movements results
in complex dynamics which are interesting to analyze.

Multi Step Ahead Prediction. Figures[4.6land[4.7)summarize the test set
performance for each of these robots. We benchmarked the performance of
ac-RKN with state-of-the-art deterministic deep recurrent models (LSTM
and GRU) and non-recurrent models like feed-forward neural network

45



4. Action Conditional Deep SSMs: Probabilistic World Models on a Single Time Scale

w
)

o
o
[N)

— LSTM
ac_RKN
— RKN -
-+ previous_state ~
—— FFNN

|-ng
o

o

©
o
=
o

o
=3
©

RMSE (radians)
5}
o
4
(=]
&

RMSE (radians)

o
>

o

N
o
=3
&

o
o
~

1 Step 3 Step 5 Step 7 Step 10 Step
Number Of Steps 1 Step 3 Step 5 Step 7 Step 10 Step
Number Of Steps

Figure 4.7.: Plots show the comparison of different action-conditioning models discussed in
Sectionfor (left) Franka Emika Panda Robot and (right) Pneumatic Muscular Robot
Arm. The plots clearly show that the predictions given by our approach are by far the most
accurate.

(FFNN). In all three robots, the ac-RKN gave much better multi-step ahead
prediction performance than these deterministic deep models. The perfor-
mance improvement was more significant for robots with hydraulic and
pneumatic actuator dynamics due to explicit non-markovian dynamics
and hysteresis, which is often difficult to model via analytical models.
We also validated the performance improvement due to our principled
action-conditioning in the latent transition dynamics by comparing it
with RKN (Becker, Pandya, et al.2019), which treats actions as part of the
observations by ‘concatenation’. In all three robots, our principled treat-
ment brought significant improvement in performance. Figures and
show the predicted trajectories for the BROKK and the pneumatically
actuated robot arm.

Comparison with Analytical Model. We were also interested in com-
paring these with analytical models of Franka. For the analytical model,
in addition to the inertia properties of the links, Coulomb friction was
also identified for each joint. A detailed description of the same can be
found in Appendix C. As seen in Figure the performance of the ana-
lytical model outperformed ac-RKN for step-by-step predictions, but for
multistep forward predictions, data-driven models had a clear advantage
with ac-RKN giving the most accurate results.
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Ablation Study for Action-
Conditioning. We evaluated
different models for action con-
ditioning as discussed in Section
The resulting evaluation
can be seen in Figure and
shows the advantage of using
nonlinear models for the additive
action conditioning of the latent
dynamics.

Inverse Dynamics Learning In
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Figure 4.8.: Impact of control input models

addition, we also adapted ac-RKN for inverse dynamics learning tasks.
Since this is out of scope of the main topic of the thesis of World modeling,
we report the details in Appendix [A.1]

—— action 2(pressure 2)
—— action 1(pressure 1)

0 5:

15

2‘0 2‘5

Figure 4.9.: Visualization of the predicted trajectories of the pneumatic arm for 5-step ahead
(top) and 10-step ahead (middle) predictions for one of the joints. The bottom plot shows
the corresponding pressure (actions) applied in bars. The figure clearly shows that the
predictions given by our principled action-conditional scheme are by far the most accurate.
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4.4. CONCLUSION

In this section, we modified a contemporary deep Kalman filter approach
for world modeling by incorporating action/control signals into the gen-
erative process giving them the capability to predict the sensory conse-
quences of actions. By conditioning the actions on the latent state while
maintaining the causal relationships between these entities, we enable the
execution of interventions and counterfactual analyses with these signals.
Such capabilities are essential for decision-making and planning processes
using these models. This design facilitates the learning of precise forward
dynamics models for complex robots and scenarios lacking analytical
models. We validated the efficacy of our method on robots equipped with
hydraulic, pneumatic, and electric actuators in settings with stationary
dynamics. Initial experiments indicated that the current generative model,
the ac-SSM, falls short in handling non-stationary dynamics. We plan to
address this limitation in the subsequent chapter.
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5. Hidden Parameter SSMs:
Probabilistic World Models
with Task Abstractions

This chapter is based on "Hidden Parameter Recurrent State Space
Models For Changing Dynamics Scenarios" (Shaj, Buchler, et al.
2022).

One of the most notable abilities of intelligent biological agents is their
ability to adapt their behavior to different contexts and environments
(i.e., cognitive flexibility) through learning. Isomura, Parr, and K. Friston
2019|postulates that the brain maintains a collection of generative internal
models of the world, and consequential flexibility arises from contextual-
ization and selection on the basis of higher-order beliefs about the most
plausible hypothesis, task, or context in play.

In this part of the thesis, we focus on the adaptability aspects of world
models. For many real-world control applications, an intelligent agent
must learn to solve tasks with similar, but not identical, dynamics. A robot
playing table tennis may encounter several bats with different weights or
lengths, while an agent manipulating a bottle may encounter bottles with
varying amounts of liquid. An agent driving a car may encounter many
different cars, each with unique handling characteristics. Humanoids
learning to walk may face different terrains with varying slopes or friction
coefficients. Any real-world dynamical system might change over time
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G °°
2eY O 0o

Set Of SSMs HiP-SSM

Figure 5.1.: (left) We visualize a set of internal models of the world, each depicted as an
individual State-Space Model (SSM) as detailed in Chapter[4] These models cater to diverse
dynamics and tasks. (right) The proposed HiP-SSM framework enables modeling of multitask
dynamics using a singular, overarching model. It achieves this through a hierarchical latent
task variable, denoted as I that parametrize the latent dynamics.

due to multiple reasons, some of which might not be directly observable
or understood. For example, in soft robotics small variations in tempera-
ture or changes in friction coefficients of the cable drives of a robot can
significantly change the dynamics. Similarly, a robot may undergo wear
and tear over time, which can change its dynamics. Assuming a global
model as discussed in Chapter [4|that is accurate throughout the entire
state space or duration of use is a limiting factor for using such models in
real-world applications.

Research Objective Given the limitations of existing literature on re-
current models, particularly in modeling the dynamics of nonstationary
situations, and the impracticality of employing separate State Space Mod-
els (SSMs) for each task in continuously changing systems, this research
attempts to answer the following question:

1. Is it feasible to develop a formalism that enables the learning of
a unified global dynamics model, applicable across multiple tasks
and environments, while incorporating a hierarchical latent task
variable for task-specific specialization?
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2. Can we perform learning and inference in a scalable manner with
such a generative model ?

3. How do these models compare against traditional Recurrent State
Space Models (RSSMs) and other contemporary state-of-the-art
models in environments with evolving dynamics?

We thus introduce hidden parameter state-space models (HiP-SSM), which
allow capturing the variation in the dynamics of different instances
through a set of hidden task parameters. We formalize the HiP-SSM
and show how to perform inference in this graphical model. Under Gaus-
sian assumptions, we obtain a probabilistically principled yet scalable
approach. We name the resulting probabilistic recurrent neural network
as Hidden Parameter Recurrent State Space Model (HiP-RSSM). HiP-RSSM
achieves state-of-the-art performance for several systems whose dynamics
change over time. Interestingly, we also observe that HiP-RSSM often ex-
ceeds traditional RSSMs in performance for dynamical systems previously
assumed to have unchanging global dynamics due to the identification of
unobserved causal effects in the dynamics.

5.1. Related Work

Deep State Space Models.  Classical State-space models (SSMs) are popu-
lar due to their tractable inference and interpretable predictions. However,
inference and learning in SSMs with high dimensional and large datasets
are often not scalable. Recently, there have been several works on deep
SSMs that offer tractable inference and scalability to high dimensional
and large datasets. Haarnoja et al.[2016; Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019; Shaj,
Becker, et al.[2020/use neural network architectures based on closed-form
solutions of the forward inference algorithm on SSMs and achieve state-of-
the-art results in state estimation and dynamics prediction tasks. Krishnan,
Shalit, and Sontag 2017} Karl et al. 2016} Hafner et al.[2019 perform learn-
ing and inference in SSMs using variational approximations. However,
most of these recurrent state-space models assume that the dynamics
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is fixed, which is a significant drawback, since this is rarely the case in
real-world applications such as robotics.

Recurrent Switching Dynamical Systems. Linderman et al.|[2017; Becker-
Ehmck, Peters, and Van Der Smagt|2019; Dong et al. 2020/ tries to address
the problem of changing/multimodal dynamics by incorporating addi-
tional discrete switching latent variables. However, these discrete states
make learning and inference more involved. Linderman et al. 2017 uses
auxiliary variable methods for approximate inference in a multi-stage
training process, while Becker-Ehmck, Peters, and Van Der Smagt|2019}
Dong et al.|2020| uses variational approximations and relies on additional
regularization/annealing to encourage discrete state transitions. On the
other hand, Fraccaro et al.|2017|uses “soft” switches, which can be inter-
preted as a switching linear dynamical system which interpolate linear
regimes continuously rather than using truly discrete states. We take a
rather different, simpler formalism for modeling changing dynamics by
viewing it as a multi-task learning problem with a continuous hierarchical
hidden parameter that model the distribution over these tasks. Further
our experiments in appendix show that our model significantly
outperforms the soft switching baseline (Fraccaro et al.|{2017).

Hidden Parameter MDPs. Hidden Parameter Markov Decision Process
(HiP-MDP) (Doshi-Velez and Konidaris|2016; Killian, Konidaris, and Doshi-
Velez 2016) address the setting of learning to solve tasks with similar, but
not identical, dynamics. In HiP-MDP formalism, the states are assumed to
be fully observed. However, we formalize the partially observable setting
where we are interested in modelling the dynamics in a latent space
under changing scenarios. The formalism is critical for learning from
high dimensional observations and dealing with partial observability and
missing data. The formalism can be easily extended to HiP-POMDPs by
including rewards into the graphical model[5.2] for planning and control
in the latent space (Hafner et al.|[2019; Sekar et al.|[2020). However this is
left as a future work.
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Meta Learning For Changing Dynamics. There exists a family of ap-
proaches that attempt online model adaptation to changing dynam-
ics scenarios via meta-learning (Nagabandi, Clavera, et al. 2018; Naga-
bandi, Finn, and Levine [2018). They perform online adaptation on the

parameters of the dynamics models through
gradient descent (Finn, Abbeel, and Levine
2017) from interaction histories. Our method
fundamentally differs from these approaches
in the sense that we do not perform a gra-
dient descent step at every time step during
test time, which is computationally impracti-
cal in modern robotics, where we often deal
with high-frequency data. We also empiri-
cally show that our approach adapts better,
especially in scenarios with non-markovian
dynamics, a property that is often encoun-
tered in real-world robots due to stiction, slip,
friction, pneumatic/hydraulic/cable-driven ac-
tuators etc. Seemundsson, Hofmann, and
M. P. Deisenroth|2018; Achterhold and Stueck-
ler 2021 on the other hand, learn context-
conditioned hierarchical dynamics model for
control in a formalism similar to HiP-MDPs.
The former meta-learn a context conditioned
gaussian process while the later use a context

©

o

Figure 5.2.: The graphical model
for a particular instance for the
HiP-SSM. The transition dynam-
ics between latent states is a
function of the previous latent
state, and a specific latent task
parameter I which is inferred
from a context set of observed
past observations. Actions are
omitted for brevity.

conditioned determisitic GRU. Our method on the other hand focuses on
a principled probabilistic formulation and inference scheme for context
conditioned recurrent state space models, which is critical for learning
under partial observabilty/high dimensional observations, with noisy and

missing data.
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5.2. Hidden Parameter State Space Models
(HiP-SSMs)

We denote a set of SSMs with transition dynamics f; that are fully described
by hidden parameters I and observation model  as a Hidden Parameter
SSM (HiP-SSM). In this definition we assume the observation model A to
be independent of the hidden parameter I as we only focus on cases where
the dynamics change. HiP-SSMs allow us to extend SSMs to multitask
settings where dynamics can vary across tasks. Defining the changes in
dynamics by a latent variable unifies the dynamics across tasks as a single
global function. In dynamical systems, for example, parameters can be
physical quantities like gravity, friction of a surface, or the strength of a
robot actuator. Their effects influence the dynamics but are not directly
observed, so I is not part of the observation space and is treated as a latent
task parameter vector. The Bayesian network corresponding to HiP-SSM
is shown in Figure 5.2 and a formal definition is given below.

Definition 5.2.1. A HiP-SSM is represented by a tuple
{L,C,Z,A,W,g, f,h}, where Z, A, ‘W, L and C denote the sets
of hidden states z, actions a, observationsw, latent tasksl and contexts Cj
respectively. Based on a task model g, transition model f and observation
model g, HiP-SSM have the following causal relationship:

Cr=g() +uvy,

zr = f(zr-1,a-1,1) + €,

Wy = h(Zt) +u;.
Here, z; € Z, a; € A, andw; € W represent latent states, actions, and
observations at time t, respectively. The vector €; denotes the process /

transition noise, while u; andv; denote the measurement noise corresponding
to observations and contexts.

Thus, a HiP-SSM describes a class of dynamics, and a particular instance of

that class is obtained by fixing the parameter vector I € L. The dynamics
f for each instance depends on the value of the hidden parameters 1.
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5.3. Exact Inference In HiP-SSMs

Each instance of a HiP-SSM is an SSM conditioned on I. We also make the
additional assumption that the parameter vector [ is fixed for the duration
of the task (i.e., a local segment of a trajectory), and thus the latent task
parameter has no dynamics. This assumption considerably simplifies
the procedure to infer hidden parameterization and is reasonable, since
dynamics can be assumed to be locally consistent over small trajectories
in most applications (Nagabandi, Clavera, et al.|2018).

The definition is based on the related literature on HiP-MDPs (Doshi-Velez
and Konidaris 2016), where the only unobserved variable is the latent
task variable. One can connect HiP-SSMs with HiP-MDPs by including
rewards in the definition and formalizing HiP-POMDPs. However, this is
left for future work.

5.3. ExactInference In HiP-SSMs

Figure 5.3.: The Gaussian graphical model corresponding to a particular instance I € L for
the HiP-RSSM. The posterior of the latent task/context variable is inferred via a Bayesian
aggregation procedure described in[5.3.1|based on a set of N interaction histories. The prior
over the latent states z; is inferred via task conditional Kalman time update described in
and the posterior over the latent states z; is inferred via Kalman measurement update
described in Here, the hollow arrows denote deterministic transformation leading to
implicit distributions, using the context and observation encoders.

55



5. Hidden Parameter SSMs: Probabilistic World Models with Task Abstractions

We perform inference and learning in the HiP-SSM borrowing concepts
from both deep learning and graphical model communities following
recent work on recurrent neural network models (Haarnoja et al. 2016}
Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019), where the architecture of the network is
informed by the structure of the probabilistic state estimator. We denote
the resulting probabilistic recurrent neural network architecture as the
Hidden Parameter Recurrent State Space Model (HiP-RSSM).

The structure of the Bayesian network shown in Figure allows a
tractable inference of latent variables by the forward algorithm (Jordan
2004; Koller and Friedman 2009). Since we are dealing with continuous
dynamical systems, we assume a Gaussian multivariate distribution over
all variables (both observed and hidden) for the graph shown in Figure5.3]
This assumption has several advantages. Firstly, it makes the inference
very similar to the well studied Kalman Filtering approaches. Secondly,
the Gaussian assumptions and conditional in-dependencies allows us to
have a closed form solution to each of these update procedures which are
fully differentiable and can be backpropagated to the deep encoders. The
update of beliefs about the hidden variables z; and I takes place in three
stages. Similar to Kalman filtering approaches, we have two recursive
belief state update stages, the time update and observation update which
calculate the prior and posterior belief over the latent states, respectively.
However, we have an additional hierarchical latent variable I which mod-
els the (unobserved) causal factors of variation in dynamics in order to
achieve efficient generalization. Hence, we have a third belief update
stage to calculate the posterior over the latent task variable based on the
observed context set. Each of these three stages is detailed in the following
sections:

5.3.1. Inferring The Latent Task Variable (Context Update)

In this stage, we infer the posterior over the Gaussian latent task variable
I based on an observed context set C;. For any HiP-RSSM instance defined
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5.3. Exact Inference In HiP-SSMs

on a target sequence 7 = (04, @, 0441, ..., 014N, As1+N ), over which we in-
tend to perform state estimation/prediction, we maintain a fixed context
set C;. Cy in our HiP-SSM formalism can be obtained according to the
algorithm designer’s choice. We choose a C; consisting of a set of tuples
Cr={ol_,.al_, ol . }N . Hereeach setelementis a tuple consisting of
the current state/observation, current action, and next state/observation

for the previous N time steps.

Inferring a latent task variable I € L based on an observed context set
C = {x,’l}nN= ; has previously been explored by different neural process
architectures (Gordon et al.|2018; Garnelo et al.[2018). Neural processes are
multitask latent variable models that rely on deep set functions (Zaheer
et al.2017) to generate a latent representation from a varying number of
context points in a permutation invariant manner. Similar to Volpp et al.
2020/ we formulate the aggregation of context data as a Bayesian inference
problem, where the information contained in C; is directly aggregated into
the statistical description of I based on a factorized Gaussian observation
model of the form p(r}|l), where

1 _ 1 1 1
r, = encr(ot_n, a;_p Ot7n+l)’

O'ri = encd(og—n’ a;—n’ 0;—n+1)'

Here n is the index of an element from the context set C;. Given a prior
po(l) = N (1| po, diag(oy)) we can compute the posterior p(I|C;) using the
Bayes rule. The Gaussian assumption allows us to obtain a closed-form
solution for the posterior estimate of the latent task variable, p(I|C;) based
on Gaussian conditioning. The factorization assumption further simplifies
this update rule by avoiding computationally expensive matrix inversions
into a simpler update rule as

N o\ °
o1 = ((«m)e + 3 () ) ,
n=1
N
yl:y0+m®Z(r,ll—yo)®o,ll
n=1

57



5. Hidden Parameter SSMs: Probabilistic World Models with Task Abstractions

where ©, © and @ denote element-wise inversion, product, and division, re-
spectively. Intuitively, the mean of the latent task variable p; is a weighted
sum of the individual latent observations r,ll, while the variance of the
latent task variable o7 gives the uncertainty of this task representation.

5.3.2. Inferring Prior Latent States over the Next Time Step
(Task Conditional Prediction)

The goal of this step is to compute the prior marginal

p(zt|w1:t71,a1:tacl):/ p(zilzi—1, an, D)p(zi—1 W11, @141, Cr)
p(1|Cr)dz;—1dl.

(5.1)

We assume a dynamical model of the following form: p(z;|z;-1,a;,1) =
N (A;-1z4-1 + Ba; + Cl, Xi1ans) and denote the posterior from the previous
time-step by p(z;-1|wir-1,a14-1,C1) = N (z;r_l, Z?_l). Following Shaj,
Becker, et al. {2020, we assume that the action @; is known and not subject
to noise.

Atany time t, the posterior over the belief state z;_; |wy.;—1, @1.;—1, posterior
over the latent task variable I|Cj and the action a; are independent of each
other since they form a “common effect" / v structure (Koller, Friedman,
et al.2007) with the unobserved variable z;. With these independencies
and Gaussian assumptions, according to the Gaussian identity/[5.3.1} it can
be shown that calculating the integral in equation[5.1has a closed form
solution as follows, p(z;|wi.t-1, a1+, C1) = N(z;,Z; ), where

Z; = At_lzt_l + Bat + Cl, (52)
¥, = A AL+ CECT + Zipans. (5.3)

Gaussian Identity 5.3.1 (Linear Combination Gaussian Marginalization).
Ifu ~ N(py +b,2,) ando ~ N(uy,X,) are normally distributed inde-
pendent random variables and if the conditional distribution p (ylu,v) =
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5.3. Exact Inference In HiP-SSMs

N(Au + b + Bv,X), then marginal p(y) = fp(ylu, v)p(uw)p(v))dudo =
N(Apy +b+Bpu,, AX,AT + BX, BT +3).

Proof. The proof for the above identity is given in Appendix. O

Modelling Choices We use a locally linear transition model A;_; as in
Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019| (see Appendix and a nonlinear control
model as in Shaj, Becker, et al.|2020|(Chapter . The local linearization
around the posterior mean, can be interpreted as equivalent to an EKF.
For the latent task transformation we can either use a linear, locally-linear
or non-linear transformation. More details on the latent task transforma-
tion model can be found in the Appendix Our estimations (Figure
show that a nonlinear feedforward neural network f(.) that outputs
mean and variances and interacts additively gave the best performance in
practice. f(.) transforms the latent task moments p; and o7 directly into
the latent space of the state-space model through additive interactions.
The corresponding time update equations are given below:

Zt_ = At—lz:——l + b(at) + f(”l)’
¥ = A3 AL +£(07) + Drans.

predictions under non-stationary conditions, focusing on mini-
mizing mean squared errors. We opted for locally linear tran-
sitions A; and non-linear transformations f to enhance mean
predictions, without prioritizing uncertainty quantification. In
contrast, Chapter [f| equally emphasizes uncertainty quantifi-
cation and mean predictions. Subsequent chapters adopted
a simple linear model for both matrices A and C, chosen for
its robustness in both mean and uncertainty predictions and
computational efficiency (Gu, Goel, and Re [2021; Mondal et al.
2023).

0 This chapter primarily aimed at accurately modeling mean
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5. Hidden Parameter SSMs: Probabilistic World Models with Task Abstractions

5.3.3. Inferring posterior latent states / Observation Update

The goal of this step is to compute the posterior belief p(z;|01., a.s, Cy).
We first map the observations at each time step o; to a latent space
using an observation encoder (Haarnoja et al. 2016; Becker, Pandya,
et al. [2019) that emits latent features w;, along with uncertainty in those
features via a variance vector o, . We then computed the posterior belief
p(z¢|wit, @14, Cp), based on p(z¢|wi.t—1, @1, C1) obtained from the time
update, the latent observation (w;, o’f”s) and the observation model H.
This is exactly the Kalman update step, which has a closed form solution
as shown below for a time instant ¢,

-1
Kalman Gain: Q; =3 HT (HZ(HT +1- UtObs) ,

Posterior Mean: zi =z; +Q; (we —Hz;),

Posterior Covariance: %" = (I- Q;H) %;~,
where I denotes the identity matrix. This update is added as a layer
in the computation graph (Haarnoja et al. 2016, Becker, Pandya, et al.
2019). However, the Kalman update involves computationally expensive
matrix inversions of the order of O(L®), where L is the dimension of
the latent state z;. Thus, in order to make the approach scalable, we
follow the same factorization assumptions as in Becker, Pandya, et al.
2019| This factorization provides a simple way to reduce the observation
update equation to a set of scalar operations, reducing the computational
complexity from O(L%) to O(L). More mathematical details on the
simplified update equation can be found in Section[2.2.2]
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5.4. HiP-SSM as Adaptive Multi-Task World Models

From a computational perspective, this a Gaussian conditioning
o layer, similar to section[5.3.1} Both output a posterior distribu-
tion on latent variables z, given a prior p(z) and an observation
model p(w|z), using the Bayes rule: p(zlw) = p(w|z)p(z)/p(w).
This has a closed form solution because of Gaussian assump-
tions, which is coded as a layer in the neural network. The
observation model is assumed to have the following structure,
P(W|Z) = N(HZ, Zobs)~

5.4. HiP-SSM as Adaptive Multi-Task World Models

Figure 5.4.: Using adaptive internal world models to envision the future: Our predictions
about future world states rely on more than just a sequence of action signals; they are also
conditioned on latent task variables (I). These latent variables introduce additional causal
factors that influence the dynamics, factors not considered in basic State Space Model (SSM)
approaches introduced in Chapter[4 This inclusion enables a deeper and more nuanced
ability to manipulate and foresee future states in diverse scenarios.

5.4.1. End To End Learning For Online Adaptation To Changes

Multitask Data Creation The latent task variable [ models a distribution
over functions (Garnelo et al.|[2018), rather than a single function. In our

61



5. Hidden Parameter SSMs: Probabilistic World Models with Task Abstractions

case, these functions are latent dynamics functions. In order to train such
a model, we use a training procedure that reflects this objective, where we
form datasets consisting of timeseries, each with different latent transition
dynamics. Thus, we collect a set of trajectories over which the dynamics
changes over time. These can be trajectories where a robot picks up ob-
jects of different weights or a robot traverses terrain of different slopes.
Now, we introduce a multitask setting with a rather flexible definition of
task, where each temporal segment of a trajectory can be considered to
be a different “task" and the observed context set based on interaction
histories from the past N time steps provides information about the cur-
rent task setting. This definition allows us to have a potentially infinite
number of tasks/local dynamical systems, and the distribution over these
tasks/systems is modeled using a hierarchical latent task variable [. The
formalism is based on the assumption that over these local temporal seg-
ments the dynamics is unchanging. This local consistency in dynamics
holds for most real world scenarios (Nagabandi, Finn, and Levine 2018;
Nagabandi, Clavera, et al.|2018). However, our formalism can model the
global changes in dynamics at the test time, since we obtain a different in-
stance of the HiP-RSSM for each temporal segment based on the observed
context set. We also provide a detailed description of the multitask data
set creation process in Table[1]and a pictorial illustration in Appendix
.4.2)
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5.4. HiP-SSM as Adaptive Multi-Task World Models

Algorithm 1: Multi Task Dataset Creation For Training HiP-RSSM

Required:A set S of trajectories of changing dynamics
D« ¢
for each trajectory r € S do

1. divide the trajectory 7 into non-overlapping windows T;
of length N.Let T = {11, T5, T, ., ., .} be the list of all temporal
segments/time-series.
for each time windowT; € T do

a) maintain a context set C; consisting of N previous
interactions;

b) update D « DU {C;, T;}

end

end
Output: Output D consisting of batch of context and target sets.

Batch Training. Let T € RB*N*D be the batch of local temporal segments
with different dynamics that we intend to model with the HiP-RSSM for-
malism. Given a target batch T, HiP-RSSM can be trained in a supervised
manner similar to popular recurrent architectures such as LSTMs or GRUs.
However, for each local temporal sequence ¢ € T, in which the dynamics
is modeled, we also input a set of previous interactions N, which forms
the context set C € RE*N*D tg infer the latent task as explained in Section
Processing the context set C adds minimal additional computational
/ memory constraints, as we use a permutation-invariant set encoder.
The set encoder allows for parallelization in processing the context set as
opposed to recurrent processing of the target set.

The learnable parameters in the computation graph include the locally lin-
ear transition model A;, the nonlinear control factor b, the linear/nonlinear
latent task transformation model C, the transition noise Ziyans, along with
the observation encoder, context encoder, and output decoder.
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5. Hidden Parameter SSMs: Probabilistic World Models with Task Abstractions

Loss Function. The network is tasked to minimize the prediction errors
by maximizing the posterior predictive log-likelihood, which is given
below for a single trajectory, i.e.,

H
L= Z log p(0s41Iw1r, a1, Ci)

t=1

H
= Z log/p(0t+1lzt+1)P(Zt+1IW1:t, ay;,Cr)dzq

t=1
(5.4)

The extension to multiple trajectories is straightforward and was omitted
to keep the notation uncluttered. Here, 04; are the ground truth observa-
tions at the time step t + 1 that must be predicted from all observations
up to the time step ¢.

Approximating the likelihood We employ a Gaussian approximation of
the posterior predictive log-likelihood of the form p(0s41|w1.s, @14, Cp) =
N (Ho,,,> diag(o,,,,)) where we use the mean of the prior belief u;,  to
decode the predictive mean, that is, po,,, = decy(p;, ) and the vari-
ance estimate of the prior belief to decode the observation variance, that
is, 0,,,, = decy;(27,, ). This approximation can be motivated by a mo-
ment matching perspective and allows end-to-end optimization of loga-
rithmic likelihood without using auxiliary objectives such as the ELBO
Becker, Pandya, et al. 2019 Thus, the approximate Gaussian predictive
log-likelihood for a single sequence is then computed as

L(our)) = (5.5)

T
1
T Z log N (ot

t=1

dec,(z}), decs (0}, 0}, 0’i’+) ,

where dec,(-) and decs(-) denote the parts of the decoder that are respon-
sible for decoding the latent mean and latent variance respectively.
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5.4. HiP-SSM as Adaptive Multi-Task World Models

Variations Of The Learning Objectives We optimize the root mean square
error (RMSE) between the decoder output and the ground-truth states.
As in Shaj, Becker, et al.|2020| we use the differences to the next state as
our ground truth states, as this results in better performance for dynamic
learning, especially at higher frequencies. In principle, we could train on
the Gaussian log-likelihood instead of the RMSE and hence model the
variances. Training in RMSE yields slightly better predictions and allows
a fair comparison with deterministic baselines that use the same loss, such
as feedforward neural networks, LSTMs and metalearning algorithms
such as MAML (Finn, Abbeel, and Levine |2017). Therefore, we report
results with the RMSE loss.
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Figure 5.5.: Depicts the schematic of HiP-RSSM. The output of the task conditional ‘Time
Update’ stage, which forms the prior for the next time step (2, ;, >, ;) is decoded to get
the prediction of the next observation.

Gradients are computed using (truncated) backpropagation through time
(BPTT) (Werbos[1990) and clipped. We optimize the objective using the
Adam (Kingma and Ba|2014) stochastic gradient descent optimizer with
default parameters.
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5. Hidden Parameter SSMs: Probabilistic World Models with Task Abstractions

Irrespective of the learning objectives/loss functions used, we

o still have to model uncertainty in HiP-SSM latent state as the
context set and observations do not contain the full task and
state information of the system.

The architecture of the HiP-SSM is summarized in Figure

5.4.2. HiP-RSSM during Test Time / Inference

We perform inference using HiP-RSSM at test time on a trajectory with
varying dynamics using algorithm[2] A pictorial representation of the same
is given in the Figure We use this inference scheme to visualize how
the latent variable [, that describe different instances of a HiP-RSSM over
different temporal segments, evolve at a global level. The visualizations
are reported in Figures and [5.9b]in the experiments section discussed

below.

Ce—— Time Series With Changing Dynamics
| — ]
\ ) - Context Set
Locally consistent dynamics [ - Target Time Series

modelled as a HiP-RSSM instance

Figure 5.6.: HiP-RSSM Inference Under Changing Dynamics Scenarios

5.5. Experiments

This section evaluates our approach on a diverse set of dynamical sys-
tems from the robotics domain in simulations and real systems. We show
that HiP-RSSM outperforms contemporary recurrent state-space models
(RSSMs) and recurrent neural networks (RNNs) by a significant margin
under changing dynamics scenarios. Further, we show that HiP-RSSM
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Algorithm 2: HiP-RSSM Test Time Inference

Required: Trained HiP-RSSM Model

Required: A time series 7 of length K >> N

Divide the time series 7 into non-overlapping windows T; of length N.
Let T = {11, T, T5, ., ., .} be the ordered list of all temporal segments,
sorted in the ascending order of time of occurrence.

foreach each time windowT; € T do

1. maintain a context set C; consisting of N previous interactions;

2. infer posterior latent task variable p(I|C;) using context update
stage as in section|5.3.1}

3. using the posterior over latent task variable I|C; and observations
in sequence T; to perform sequential Bayesian inference over the
state space model using Kalman observation update and
task conditional Kalman time update;

end

outperforms these models even under situations with partial observabil-
ity/ missing values. We also baseline our HiP-RSSM with contemporary
multi-task models and improve performance, particularly in modelling
non-Markovian dynamics and under partial observability. Finally, the
visualizations of the Gaussian latent task variables in HiP-RSSM demon-
strates that they learn meaningful representations of the causal factors of
variations in dynamics in an unsupervised fashion.

We consider the following baselines:

« RNNs - We compare our method to two widely used recurrent
neural network architectures, LSTMs (Hochreiter and Schmidhuber
1997) and GRUs (Cho et al.|2014).

« RSSMs - Among several RSSMs from the literature, we chose
RKN Becker, Pandya, et al. 2019 as these have shown excellent
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5. Hidden Parameter SSMs: Probabilistic World Models with Task Abstractions

performance for dynamics learning (Shaj, Becker, et al.|2020) and
relies on exact inference as in our case.

« Multi Task Models - We also compare with state of the art multi-
task learning models like Neural Processes (NPs) and MAML (Naga-
bandi, Clavera, et al.|2018)). Both models receive the same context
information as in HiP-RSSM.

In case of recurrent models we replace the HiP-RSSM cell with a properly
tuned LSTM, GRU and RKN Cell respectively, while fixing the encoder
and decoder architectures. For the NP baseline we use the same context
encoder and aggregation mechanism as in HiP-RSSM to ensure a fair
comparison. We create partially observable settings by imputing 50% of
the observations during inference. More details regarding the baselines
and hyperparameters can be found in the Appendix[D.2]

5.5.1. Soft Robot Playing Table Tennis

We first evaluate our model on learning the dynamics of a pneumatically
actuated muscular robot. This four Degree of Freedom (DoF) robotic arm
is actuated by Pneumatic Artificial Muscles (PAMs) (Biichler, Ott, and
Peters [2016). The data consists of trajectories of hitting movements with
varying speeds while playing table tennis (Biichler, Guist, et al.|2020). This
robot’s fast motions with high accelerations are complicated to model
due to hysteresis and hence require recurrent models (Shaj, Becker, et al.
2020).

We show the prediction accuracy in the RMSE in Table We observe
that the HiP-RSSM can outperform the previous state of the art predic-
tions obtained by recurrent models. Based on domain knowledge, we
hypothesize that the latent context variable captures multiple unobserved
causal factors of variation that affect the dynamics in the latent space,
which are not modeled in contemporary recurrent models. These causal
factors could be, in particular, the temperature changes or the friction due
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No Imputation  50% Imputation No Imputation 50 % Imputation

HiP-RSSM 2.30 £0.043 2.47 £0.012 HiP-RSSM  2.833 +0.024 2.843 +£0.024
RKN 3.088 + 0.046 3.223 £0.014 RKN 3.392 + 0.062 3.398 £ 0.062
LSTM 3.108 £ 0.041 3.630 £ 0.097 LSTM 3.503 + 0.006 3.736 £ 0.062
GRU 3.287 £0.013 3.621 £ 0.047 GRU 3.407 £ 0.02 3.642 £ 0.153
FFNN 8.150 £ 0.047 - FENN 3.313 +£0.018 -
NP 5.526 £ 0.030 - NP 2.765 £ 0.004
MAML 7.314 +0.021 - MAML 3.202 £ 0.006

(a) Pneumatic RMSE (1073) (b) Franka RMSE (107%)

Table 5.1.: Prediction Error in RMSE for (a) pneumatic muscular arm and (b) Franka
Arm manipulating varying loads (5.5.2) for both fully observable and partially observable

scenarios.

to a different path that the Bowden trains take within the robot. Disentan-
gling and interpreting these causal factors can be exciting and improve
generalization, but it is out of scope for the current work. Further, we
find that the multitask models like NPs and MAML fail to model these
dynamics accurately compared to all the recurrent baselines because of
the non-markovian dynamics resulting from the high accelerations in this
pneumatically actuated robot.

5.5.2. Robot Manipulation With Varying Loads

We collected data from a 7 DoF Franka Emika Panda manipulator carrying
six different loads at its end effector. It involved a mix of movements
of different velocities from slow to swift movements that covered the
entire robot workspace. We chose trajectories with four different loads
as training set and evaluated the performance on two unseen weights,
which results in a scenario where the dynamics change over time. Here,
the causal factor of variation in dynamics is the weights attached to the
end-effector and assumed to be unobserved.

We show the prediction errors in RMSE in Table[5.2} HiP-RSSMs outper-
forms all recurrent state-space models, including RKN and deterministic
RNNs, in modelling these dynamics under fully observable and partially
observable conditions. The multi-task baselines of NPs and MAML per-
form equally well under full observability for this task because of the near
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0005

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5.7.: (a) Simulated environment of a Wheeled Robot traversing terrains of different
slopes. (b) and (c) shows the tSNE (Van der Maaten and G. Hinton |2008) plots of the latent
task embeddings produced from randomly sampled instances of HiP-RSSM for two different
robots. (b) The wheeled robot discussed in section 5.5.3|traversing terrains of varying slopes.
The color coding indicates the average gradients of the terrain for each of these instances.
These can have either positive or negative values. (c) The Franka manipulator with loads of
varying weights attached to the end-effector. The color coding indicated weights ranging
from 0 to 3 kilograms.

Markovian dynamics of Franka Manipulator, which often does not need
recurrent models. However, HiP-RSSMs have an additional advantage in
that these are naturally suited for partially observable scenarios and can
predict ahead in a compact latent space, a critical component for recent
success in model-based control and planning (Hafner et al.[2019).

5.5.3. Robot Locomotion In Terrains Of Different Slopes

Wheeled mobile robots are the most common types of robots being used
in exploration of unknown terrains where they may face uneven and
challenging terrain. We set up an environment using a Pybullet simu-
lator (Coumans and Bai 2016) where a four-wheeled mobile robot tra-
verses an uneven terrain of varying steepness generated by sinusoidal
functions (Sonker and Dutta 2020) as shown in This problem is chal-
lenging due to the highly non-linear dynamics involving wheel-terrain
interactions. In addition, the varying steepness levels of the terrain results
in a changing dynamics scenario, which further increases the complexity
of the task.
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We show the prediction errors in RMSE in Table[5.2] When most recurrent
models, including RSSMs and deterministic RNNs, fail to model these
dynamics, HiP-RSSMs are by far the most accurate in modelling these
challenging dynamics in the latent space. Further, the HiP-RSSMs perform
much better than state of the art multi-task models like NPs and MAML.

No Imputation ~50% Imputation

We finally visualize the latent task PSS 29520212 6is£os
RKN 7.17 £0.017 14.66 + 0.224

representations using TSNE in Figure LS e s

As seen in the plot, the HiP-SSM CRU . SOEDIT Shlix0202
instances under similar terrain slopes AL ereoon :

cluster in the latent task space, indicat-

ing that the model correctly identifies Table 5.2.: Prediction error for wheeled

. . P -5
the causal effects in the dynamics in mobile robot trajectories in RMSE (10)
. . for both fully observable and partially ob-

an unsupervised fashion. servable scenarios.

5.5.4. Ablation On Context
Encoder For Inferring Task
Abstraction

In table|5.3] we report the details of evaluating our Bayesian aggregation
based context set encoder (discussed in[5.3.1) against a causal / recurrent
encoder that takes into account the temporal structure of the context
data owing to its sequential nature. We used a probabilistic recurrent
encoder (Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019), whose mean and variance from
the last time step is used to infer the posterior latent task distribution
p|Cy) = N(py, diag(alz)). The dimensions of the latent task parameters
obtained from both the set and recurrent encoders remain the same (60).
The reported experiments are conducted on data from a wheeled mobile
robot discussed in Section[5.5.3] As reported in Table[5.3|the permutation
invariant set encoder outperforms the recurrent encoder by a good margin
in terms of prediction accuracy for both fully and partially observable
scenarios. Additionally the set encoder is far more efficient in terms of
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Table 5.3.: Comparison between the permutation invariant set encoder and recurrent encoder.
The performance is measured in terms of prediction RMSE (10-5) and mean of the training
time per epoch (in seconds) over 5 runs.

No Imputation RMSE ~ 50% Imputation RMSE  Training Time Per Epoch

Set Encoder 2.96 £0.212 6.15 £ 0.327 6.71
Recurrent Encoder 5.10 + 0.041 10.12 £ 0.112 14.13

computational time required for training as seen from the time taken per
epoch for each of these cases as it allows for efficient parallelization.

5.5.5. Visualizing Changing Hidden Parameters At Test Time
Over Trajectories With Varying Dynamics

We finally perform inference using the trained
HiP-RSSM in a multi-task / changing dynam-
ics scenario where the dynamics continuously
changes over time. We use the inference pro-
cedure described in appendix[5.4.2 based on a
fluid definition for “task” as the local dynam-
ics in a temporal segment. We plot the global
variation in the latent task variable captured |, gure 5.8.: An ablation on
by each instance of the HiP-RSSM over these the performance of different
local temporal segments using the dimension- task transformation models dis-
ality reduction technique UMAP (Mclnnes, cussedin section[53.2

Healy, and Melville 2018). As seen in figures and the latent task
variable captures these causal factors of variations in an interpretable
manner.

0
Pneumatic Mobile Franka
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" time (0.30s) time (0.30s)

(a) (b)

Inferred Task

GT Task
GT Task

Figure 5.9.: (a) and (b) shows how the one dimensional UMAP (McInnes, Healy, and Melville
2018) embedding of the inferred latent task variable (top blue plots) changes at test time
when an agent undergoes changes in its dynamics for the franka robot and mobile robot
respectively. An indicator of the Ground Truth (GT) Task (bottom red plots) variables are
also given. In case of the Franka Robot, the groundtruth (GT) tasks denotes the switching
of dynamics between 0 kg (free motion) and 2.5 kg loads. In case of the mobile robot the
groundtruth (GT) tasks denoted slopes of the terrain.

5.6. Conclusion

We proposed HiP-RSSM, a probabilistically principled recurrent neural net-
work architecture for modelling the world under non-stationary dynamics.
We start by formalizing a new framework, HiP-SSM, to address the multi-
task state-space modelling setting. HiP-SSM assumes a shared latent state
and action space across tasks but additionally assumes latent structure in
the dynamics. We exploit the structure of the resulting Bayesian network
to learn a universal dynamics model with latent parameter [ via exact
inference and backpropagation through time. The resulting recurrent
neural network, namely HiP-RSSM, learns to cluster SSM instances with
similar dynamics together in an unsupervised fashion. Our experimental
results on various robotic benchmarks show that HiP-RSSMs significantly
outperform state of the art recurrent neural network architectures on
dynamics modelling tasks. We believe that modelling the dynamics in the
latent space which disentangles the state, action and task representations
can benefit multiple future applications including planning/control in the
latent space and causal factor identification.

73






6. Multi Time Scale SSMs:
Hierarchical World Models at
Multiple Temporal Abstractions

This chapter is based on "Multi Time Scale World Models" (Shaj,
Gholam Zadeh, et al.|2023).

This chapter of the thesis explores the concept of "temporal depth” within
generative models of the world by structuring them through nested hier-
archies that span across different spatio-temporal scales. This approach
addresses a significant limitation found in the prevailing literature on
world models: the reliance on a singular temporal depth or time scale.
Present formulations in the fields of machine learning and artificial intelli-
gence typically operate with a single, finely detailed temporal scale, such
as milliseconds. Singular time scale often limits accurate prediction and
planning over long hoizons (LeCun [2022). For efficient long-term predic-
tion and planning, the model must predict at multiple levels of temporal
abstractions (Sutton |1995; Precup and Sutton [1997; LeCun 2022).

The world is rife with regularities. Day follows night, seasons follow one
another, milk goes sour, faulty brakes are often followed by accidents,
and so on. Regularities come at different time scales, ranging from tens
of milliseconds to hundreds, to seconds, minutes, and upwards towards
regularities or rules that are stable over weeks, months, and years. For
example, commuting to work involves planning at a higher level slow time
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Slow Time Scale
Abstract Representations

SEL T T T L1

Fast Time Scale Detailed Representations

Figure 6.1.: Conceptual Depiction of Hierarchical Temporal Abstraction in World Models. At
the lower level, represented by the array of yellow and blue squares, we observe a drone’s
movement patterns around a central tree—circular during the day (indicated by a yellow
background) and elliptical at night (indicated by a blue background). The upper tier conveys
a more abstracted temporal perspective, encapsulating broader informational trends without
the granular detail. This abstraction captures the cyclical day-to-night transition and the
drone’s corresponding behavioral patterns: circular in daylight, elliptical in darkness. This
model illustrates how complex, time-variant dynamics are synthesized into simplified trends
to facilitate predictive insights within multi-scale temporal frameworks.

scale (in minutes or hours) like which route to drive (or walk) and at a lower
level fast time scale (in seconds or milliseconds) like how to brake/steer or
choose precise skeletal muscle actions. Similarly, in robotic manipulation,
the robot must be able to perform precise and coordinated movements
to grasp and manipulate the object at a fast time scale while at a slower
time scale the robot must also be able to recognize and utilize higher-level
patterns and structures in the task, such as the shape, size, and location
of objects, and the overall goal of the manipulation task. Generative
models with "temporal depth" in the form of nested hierarchies offers
several advantages in dealing with such scenarios (Lee and Mumford[2003;

Hohwy 2013} LeCun [2022) as listed below:

« Reflection of Causal Depth: The world is inherently structured
hierarchically (Hohwy|2013), with causes and effects nested within
one another on various scales of time and space (for example, in
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autonomous driving applications, slow regularities like traffic con-
gestion trends including peak and off-peak hours, holiday traffic
patterns, and seasonal changes in road conditions affect the fast
regularities like real-time decisions on route navigation and speed
adjustments). A hierarchical model allows the representation of
this causal depth, enabling intelligent agents to understand not just
immediate sensory inputs but also the broader and interconnected
causal relationships that govern the external world.

+ Better Long Term Prediction: By organizing regularities in the
world from faster, detailed levels to slower, more abstract levels,
hierarchical models enable predictions at multiple scales of preci-
sion and time. This flexibility is fundamental to adaptive behavior,
allowing for both immediate, detailed responses and longer-term
planning based on abstracted patterns of regularity (K. Friston|2008;
Hohwy|[2013). Fast changing regularities are good for detail; slower
regularities are more general and abstract. This makes sense when
we consider what regularities allow us to predict. If I want to predict
something with great perceptual precision, then I cannot do it very
far into the future, so I need to rely on a fast changing regularity.
On the other hand, predictions further into the future come at a
loss of precision and often detail.

« Adaptability and Transferability: As seen in Chapter [5|hierar-
chical temporal abstractions can capture relevant task structures
across dynamical systems under non-stationary conditions, which
can be used to identify similarities and differences between tasks.
Learning dynamics of these nested hierarchical abstractions allow
for making "predictions about predictions" and subsequent transfer
of knowledge learned from one task to another (Shanahan and
Mitchell [2022; LeCun |2022). This adaptability is key to navigating
a world that is constantly changing, allowing for the refinement of
predictions and behaviors in response to new information.

This chapter of the dissertation attempt to come up with a principled
probabilistic formalism for learning such multi-time scale world models
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as a hierarchical sequential latent variable model. We show that such
models can better capture the complex, nonlinear dynamics of a system
more efficiently and robustly than models that learn on a single timescale.
This is exemplified in several challenging simulated and real-world pre-
diction tasks such as the D4RL dataset, a simulated mobile robot, and real
manipulators including data from heavy machinery excavators.

6.1. Related Work

Multi Time Scale World Models One of the early works that enabled
environment models at different temporal scales to be intermixed, pro-
ducing temporally abstract world models was proposed by Sutton 1995,
The work was limited to tabular settings but showed the importance of
learning environment dynamics at multiple abstractions. However, there
have been limited works that actually solve this problem at scale as dis-
cussed in LeCun (2022, A probabilistically principled formalism for these
has been lacking in literature and this work is an early attempt to address
this issue.

Deep State Space Models. Deep SSMs combine the benefits of deep
neural nets and SSMs by offering tractable probabilistic inference and
scalability to high-dimensional and large datasets. Haarnoja et al.[2016}
Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019; Shaj, Becker, et al.|2020, use neural network
architectures based on exact inference on SSMs and perform state esti-
mation and dynamics prediction tasks. Shaj, Buchler, et al.[2022|extend
these models to modelling non-stationary dynamics. Krishnan, Shalit,
and Sontag|2017; Karl et al.2016; Hafner et al.|2019| perform learning and
inference on SSMs using variational approximations. However, most of
these recurrent state-space models have been evaluated on very short-
term prediction tasks in the range of a few milliseconds and model the
dynamics at a single time scale.

Transformers Recent advancements in Transformers (Vaswani et al.2017;
Radford et al.|2019; Brown et al.|2020), which rely on attention mecha-
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nism, have demonstrated superior performance in capturing long-range
dependency compared to RNN models in several domains including time
series forecasting (Zhou et al. 2021} Liu et al.|2022) and learning world
models (Micheli, Alonso, and Fleuret 2023). Zhou et al.|2021; Liu et al.
2022} Nie et al.|2023| use transformer architectures based on a direct mul-
tistep loss (Zeng et al.|2022) and show promising results for long-term
forecasting since they avoid the accumulation of errors from autoregres-
sion. On the other hand Micheli, Alonso, and Fleuret|2023|uses a GPT-like
autoregressive version of transformers to learn world models. These de-
terministic models, however, do not deal with temporal abstractions and
uncertainty estimation in a principled manner. Nevertheless, we think
Transformers that operate at multiple timescales based on our formalism
can be a promising alternative research direction.

6.2. Multi Time Scale State Space Models

Super Task
Dynamics. Super Slow Scale

% Task Dyanmics :
' Slow Scale |

~—>| state Dynamics }—»

Level Of Abstraction Temporal Resolution

Figure 6.2.: Regularities in our world can be ordered hierarchically, from faster to slower (Ho-
hwy|2013). Levels in the hierarchy can be connected such that certain slow regularities, at
higher levels, pertain to relevant lower level, faster regularities. A complete such hierarchy
would reveal the causal structure and depth of the world—the way causes interact and nest
with each other across spatiotemporal scales.

Our goal is to learn a principled sequential latent variable model that
can model the dynamics of artificial embodied agents (specifically robotic
systems) under multiple levels of temporal abstractions based on observed
sensory data. To do so, we introduce a new formalism, called Multi-Time
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Scale State Space (MTS3) Model, with the following desiderata: i) It is
capable of modeling dynamics at multiple time scales. ii) It allows for
a single global model to be learned that can be shared across changing
configurations of the environments. iii) It can provide accurate long-term
predictions and uncertainty estimates. iv) It is probabilistically principled,
yet scalable during learning and inference.

We start by introducing a formal definition of a 2 time scale Multi-time
scale SSM in Section and then proceed to a general definition of
an MTS3 with an arbitrary number of hierarchies/timescales in Section

6.2.4

6.2.1. Formal Definition Of a 2-Level MTS3

An MTS3 model with 2 timescales is defined by two SSMs on a fast and a
slow time scale respectively. Both SSMs are coupled via the latent state
of the slow time scale SSM, which parameterizes / “reconfigures” the
system dynamics of the fast time scale SSM. While the fast time scale
SSM runs at the original time step At of the dynamical system, the slow
time scale SSM is only updated every H step, i.e., the slow time scale
time step is given by HAt. We will derive closed-form Gaussian inference
for obtaining the beliefs for both time scales, resulting in variations of
the Kalman update rule which are also fully differentiable and used to
back-propagate the error signal (Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019; Haarnoja et al.
2016). The definition with a 2-level MTS3 along with the inference and
learning schemes that we propose is directly extendable to an arbitrary
number of temporal abstractions by introducing additional feudal (Dayan
and G. E. Hinton |1992) hierarchies with longer discretization steps and is
further detailed in Section[6.2.4]

6.2.1.1. Fast time-scale SSM

The fast time-scale (fts) SSM is given by Sgst = (Z, A, O, flfts, hf At, L).

Here, I € L is a task descriptor that parameterizes the dynamics model
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of the SSM and is held constant for H steps. We will denote the task
descriptor for the kth time window of H steps as ;. The probabilistic
dynamics and observation model of the fast time scale for the tth time
step in the kth window can then be described as

P(zr itz - a1 k) = N (5 (2kr-1, @ -1, 1), Q), and
P(oelzie) = N (" (zi,). R). (6.1)

Task-conditioned marginal transition model. Moreover, we have to con-
sider the uncertainty in the task descriptor (which will, in the end, be
estimated by the slow time scale model), i.e., instead of considering a single
task descriptor I, we have to consider a distribution over task descriptors
p(Ix) for inference in the fts-SSM. This distribution will be provided by
the slow-time scale SSM for every time window k. We can further define
the marginal task-conditioned transition model for the time window k
that is given by

o1zl 21, Grsot) = / p(zdlzir s aren IOpU0dl (6.2)

Latent observations. Following Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019, we replace
the observations by latent observations and their uncertainty, i.e., we use
latent observation encoders to obtain wi; = enc,,(0x;) and an uncer-
tainty encoder oy, = enc,(0k,;). The observation model is thus given by

PWitlzis) = N(hfts(zk,t), diag(or.;)).

6.2.1.2. Slow time-scale SSM

The slow time scale (sts) SSM only updates every time step H and uses
the task parameter [ as a latent state representation. Formally, the SSM is
defined as Sgjow = (£, E, T, 55, b5, HAt). It uses an abstract observation
P € B and abstract action & € A that summarize the observations and
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actions, respectively, throughout the current time window. The general
dynamics model is hence given by

Pkl @) = N (f* (I, 1), ). (6.3)

Although there exist many ways to implement the abstraction of observa-
tions and actions of time windows, we choose to use a consistent formu-
lation by fusing the information from all H time steps of time window k
using Gaussian conditioning,.

7
Tolal Teolel Toledl

(9
® - ® ®

@

Figure 6.3.: The graphical model corresponding to an MTS3 with 2 timescales. The latent
task variable Iy captures the slow changing dynamics using abstract observation inferred
from {ﬂk,t}{iland abstract action oy as described in Section|6.2.1.2] The inference in the
fast time scale uses primitive observations wy ;, primitive actions ay ; and the latent task
descriptor I which parameterizes the fast-changing dynamics of zj ; for a time window k

as discussed in the section

Observation abstraction. In terms of the abstract observation model, we
choose to model H observations B ;, t € [1, H] for a single slow-scale time
step k. All these observations can then be straightforwardly integrated into
the belief state representation using incremental observation updates. The
abstract observation and its uncertainty for time step ¢ is again obtained
by an encoder architecture, i.e,

Br: = encg(0,t), Vi =enc,(0gy, 1),
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and p(Bi|lk) = N(h**(l}), diag(v;)). Hence, the abstract observation
Pk contains the actual observation o, at time step t as well as a tempo-
ral encoding for the time-step. Although multiple Bayesian observation
updates are permutation invariant, the temporal encoding preserves the
relative time information between the observations, similar to current
transformer architectures.

Action abstraction. The abstract action « causes transitions to latent
task Iy from I;_;. It should contain relevant information of all primitive
actions ay;, t € [1,H] executed in the time window k. To do so, we
again use Bayesian conditioning and latent action encoding. Each control
action ay ; and the encoding of the time step t are encoded in its latent
representation and its uncertainty estimate, i.e.,

apy = encq(arst), Prr=ency(agst).

Single latent actions a; can be aggregated into

a consistent representation o using Bayesian

aggregation Volpp et al.[2020} To do so, we use ° )

the likelihood p(at,la) = A (a, diag(pir)) (e —()

and obtain the posterior p(ai|ariy) = e

N (pa;, Xe, ), which is obtained by following the

standarq Bayesian aggregation equations, §ee Figure 6.4 Generative

Appendix Note that our abstract action ,0d4el for the abstract

representation also contains an uncertainty es- action ag. The hollow

timate which can be used to express different arro“;s are detle”g'inimc

effects of the actions on the uncertainty of the transformations leading to
. . . implicit distribution g,

prediction. Due to the Gaussian representations, using an action set encoder.

we can compute the marginal transition model

pen (el @i par) = / Do (el @)p( el im)de.  (6.4)

This transition model is used for inference and its parameters are
learned.
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6.2.1.3. Connecting both SSMs via inference

In the upcoming sections, we will devise Bayesian update rules to obtain
the prior p(Ix|B1.k-1, @1.k) and posterior p(Ii| Bk, 1) belief state for
the sts-SSM as well as the belief states for the fts-SSM. The prior belief
p(Ik|Brk-1, or1:x) contains all information up to time window k — 1 and
serves as a distribution over the task-descriptor of the fts-SSM, which
connects both SSMs. This connection allows us to learn both SSMs jointly
in an end-to-end manner.

The probabilistic graphical model of our MTS3 model is depicted in Figure
In the next section, we will present the detailed realization of each
SSM to perform closed-form Gaussian inference and end-to-end learning
on both time scales.

6.2.2. Inference in the Fast Time-Scale SSM

The fts-SSM performs inference for a given time window k of horizon
length H. To keep the notation uncluttered, we will also omit the time-
window index k whenever the context is clear. We use a linear Gaussian
task conditional transition model, i.e,

p(ztlzi-1,ai-1,1k) = N (Az; -1 +Ba; -1 + Ct, Q) (6.5)

where A, B, C and Q are state-independent but learnable parameters. In
our formulation, the task descriptor can only linearly modify the dynamics
which was sufficient to obtain state-of-the-art performance in our experi-
ments, but more complex parametrizations, such as locally linear models,
would also be feasible. Following Becker, Pandya, et al. 2019, we split the
latent state z; = [ py, m;]7 into its observable part p; and a part m, that
needs to be observed over time. We also use a linear observation model
p(wi|zy) = N(Hz,, diag(oy)) with H = [1,0].

We will assume that the distribution over the task descriptor is also given
by a Gaussian distribution, i.e., p(lx) = N(uy,, X1, ), which will be pro-
vided by the slow-time scale (sts) SSM, see Section Given these
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modelling assumptions, the task variable can now be integrated out in
closed form, resulting in the following task-conditioned marginal transi-
tion model

jam (zt|zt,1,at,1) =N (Azt,1 + Ba[,1 + Clllk, Q + CZ[kCT) s (66)

which will be used instead of the standard dynamics equations. We follow
the same factorization assumptions as in Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019 and
only estimate the diagonal elements of the block matrices of the covari-
ance matrix of the belief, see Appendix B. The update equations for the
Kalman prediction and observation updates are therefore equivalent to
the RKN (Becker, Pandya, et al.|2019).

6.2.3. Inference in the Slow-Time Scale SSM

Prediction Update. We follow the same Gaussian inference scheme as for
the fts-SSM, i.e., we again employ a linear dynamics model p (Ii |lx—1, k) =
N(XIli_1 + Yy, S), where X, Y and S are learnable parameters. The
marginalized transition model for the abstract actions is then given by

Pay (ellie—1) = /P(lk“k—b a)p(ap)day = N (Xlk—l +Ype,S +Y2akYT) -
(6.7)

We can directly use this transition model to obtain the Kalman prediction
update which computes the prior belief pg,, (Ik|f1k-1) = N(pl;, Zl_k)
from the posterior belief py,, , (Ie—1|B1k-1) = N(p;ﬂ, ZZH) of the pre-
vious time window, see Appendix [C.2.1]

Observation/Task Update. Similarly, we will use a linear observation
model for the abstract observations p( B ;|lx) = N (Hl, diag(vk,;)) with
H = [I,0]. As can be seen from the definition of the observation matrix H,
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the latent space is also decomposed into its observable and unobservable
part, i.e., Iy = [ug, vi]. In difference to the standard factorized Kalman
observation update given in Section [2.2.1] we have to infer with a set
of observations Ek,, with t = 1...H for a single time window k. While
in principle, the Kalman observation update can be applied incremen-
tally H times to obtain the posterior pg,, (Ik|f1:k) = N(y;;, Z;;), such
an update would be very slow and also cause numerical inaccuracies.
Hence, we devise a new per-

mutation invariant version of

the update rule that allows par-

allel processing with set en-

coders (Zaheer et al.|2017). We py, | TeKOReEe e Update | LM,
found that this update rule is |

. . . . X, ,
easier to formalize using preci-

. . Block M_alrlx Block M_atrix
sion matrices. Hence, we first Inversion Jimvecsion
Al AZ‘-

{Bra vty

X Update Precision
Matrix

transform the prior covariance

vectors al‘;‘, allk‘ and o toits

U
corresponding precision rep- Figure 6.5.: Implementation of task update layer
resentation /1?7, ),;; and AIS,: which performs posterior latent task inference in

which can be performed using ~ the sts-SSM.
block-wise matrix inversions of X, . Due to the factorization of the covari-
ance matrix, this operation can be performed solely by scalar inversions.

As the update equations are rather lengthy, they are given in Appendix
Subsequently, we compute the posterior precision, where only
).Z is changed by

I Ik

H
ut _ qu- Z 10 v, (6.8)
t=1

while Af“ = )lgk‘ and A;: = )lfk‘ remain constant. The operator @ denotes
the element-wise division. From the posterior precision, we can again

obtain the posterior covariance vectors 0’;;:, all: and alsk*' using only scalar
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inversions, see Appendix|C.2.1} The posterior mean y, can now be

obtained from the prior mean p,, as

H —
B ot DIyi (ﬂk,t - ) Q@ Vi
Ty T A - o (6.9)
’ | le Zt:1 (ﬂk,t - ”lk, ) Q@ Vit

alent to the factorized Kalman observation update (Becker,
Pandya, et al.|2019). Furthermore, the given rule constitutes a
unification of the batch update rule for Bayesian aggregation
(Volpp et al. [2020) and the incremental Kalman update for our
factorization of belief state representation (Becker, Pandya, et

al.|2019) detailed in Section and Appendix

0 For H = 1, i.e a single observation, the given equation is equiv-

6.2.4. A General Definition For an N-level MTS3

The human brain’s internal representation of the real world is complex,
comprising more than just two distinct causal hierarchies. Neuroscience
research (Hohwy (2013} K. Friston 2008} Jiang and Rao[2021) suggests that
these systems exhibit multiple hierarchical structures. Consequently, we
propose a formal definition for Multi-Hierarchy Theory of Mind (MTS3)
that accommodates an arbitrary number (N) of hierarchies.

Definition 6.2.1. An N-level MTS3 can be defined as a family of N-state
space models, {So, S1, ..., SN—1}. Each of the state space models S; is given
by S; = (Z;, A, Oi, fi, hi, HiAt, L;), where Z; is the state space, A; the action
space, and O; the observation space of the SSM. The parameter H; At denotes
the discretization time step and f; and h; the dynamics and observation
models, respectively. Here, l; € L; is a task descriptor that parameterizes the
dynamics model of the SSM and is constant for a local window of steps Hiy1.
l; is a function of the latent state of the SSM one level above it, i.e., S;+1. The
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boundary cases can be defined as follows: fori = 0, Hy = 1. Similarly, for
i = N — 1, the latent task descriptor L; is an empty set. For all i, H; < H;.1.

6.2.5. Inference In N-Level MTS3

As seen from the definition, an N-level MTS3 is a set of N SSMs that are
strictly feudal (Dayan and G. E. Hinton |1992) from top to bottom. Top-
level SSM (managers) makes decisions/predictions independently of the
bottom-level SSMs, while the bottom-level SSM (worker) is conditioned
on its immediate manager. Each of these SSMs performs inference via two
stages at every time-step, i.e,

« Gaussian Conditioning Updating the posterior belief based on
incoming observations.

+ Gaussian Marginalization Estimating the prior belief for the next
step via learned linear dynamics. Note that this stage is conditioned
on the current belief of an immediate manager if present.

The efficient Gaussian conditioning and marginalization processes for
State-Space Models (SSMs) across all levels in the MTS3 model are specific
instances of two broad Gaussian principles derived within the thesis.
These principles are formally presented as Gaussian Identity and
Gaussian Identity as detailed below:

Gaussian Identity 6.2.1 (Gaussian Conditioning). Consider the graphical
model given in Figure[6.6 where a set of N conditionally i.i.d observations
F= {rl-}fil are generated by a latent variable 1 and the observation model
p(rill) = N (r; | H, diag(c°%)). Assuming an observation model H =
[L 0], the mean (u) and precision matrix (A) of the posterior over the latent

variablel, p(lI|F) = N (/,t;' Z;“) =N (p;’ (A;')‘l), given the prior po(l) =
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N (”I_’Zl_) =N (yl_, (Al_)_l) have the following permutation invariant
closed form updates.

_ | diag(ZL, %), 0
Af = A + . =g .
N _ (6.10)
u+—u"+[6u+} S - )Qﬁ
I — 7l s+ _
% Pl ("i - ) © =5

Proof. The proof for the above identity is given in Appendix O

Corollary 1. The closed form updates for the resulting posterior distribution
p(l|F) is permutation invariant with respect to the observation set 7.

Corollaryis also a direct consequence of Theorem 1, which states that
the sequential Bayesian update is permutation invariant. The permutation
invariance/exchangeability property has both computational and theoreti-
cal implications in efficient posterior inference over latent task variables,
which is further discussed in the section.

Theorem 6.2.1 (Permutation Invariance Of Bayesian Inversion). For any
conditionally i.i.d model where you have a global parameter 0, and a set
of observations X = {x;}X, drawn conditionally i.i.d from a distribution
p(X | 0), then for any permutation n, the posterior p (0 | x1,...,xN) =
p (0| m(x1),...,m(xN)). Thus the posterior p (0 | X) is permutation in-
variant with respect to the set X.

Proof. The proof of the above theorem can be found in Appendix
O

The derived update equations can be coded as a layer in the neural network
architecture as shown in Figure
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P(run[) P(D)
P(Tlv.w)

Hp -
Gaussian Conditioning
%, 5 Layer _)2]

P(llr.y) =

Figure 6.6.: Gaussian Conditioning Process and Implementation. Left: A graphical model
illustrating the generative process underlying Gaussian conditioning, utilized for Bayesian
inversion to infer distributions over model parameters () from observed data (o = {0; }l]\:] -
This model supports various operations including observation updates, task updates, and
abstract action updates, each tailored to specific conditions such as different numbers of
observations (N) or observation models (H). Right: The Gaussian conditioning within
neural network architectures across the thesis is implemented as a network layer to perform
dynamic parameter updating and end-to-end learning using loss functions of choice.

Gaussian Identity 6.2.2 (Linear Combination Gaussian Marginalization).
Consider the graphical model in Figure[6.7, where a set of N normally dis-
tributed independent random variables it = {u; ~ N (pu,, Zu,) }Y, forms
a “common effect/V Structure” with a latent variable y. If the conditional
distribution p (yluq, ug, ., uN) = N(Zfio Aju;,Y), then marginal p(y) =
[ p(ylus, uz, o un) TIE, p(ui)du; = N(ZX Aipra, =+ T2 AiZy A,

Proof. The proof for the above identity is given in Appendix O
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P(y) :/ P(ylur, ua, ., ., un)durdus. . . duy
I
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) . " —>Hy
Gaussian Marginalization
Layer 5 %y

Figure 6.7.: Gaussian Marginalization Process and Implementation: Left: A graphical model
illustrating the common effect of N normally distributed independent causes {c;} on a
latent variable e. These causes are marginalized out to obtain p(e). The marginalization
can be performed in closed form as per Identity The “predict” step across time scales
in every SSM formalism proposed in the thesis is an instance of this operation. Right:
The Gaussian marginalization within neural network architectures across the thesis is
implemented as a neural network layer (with learnable parameters) to perform Gaussian
marginalization/model averaging and end-to-end learning.

Even though our experiments focus on MTS3 models with 2 hierarchies,
extensive experimentation with more hierarchies can be taken as future
work.

6.3. MTS3 as a Hierarchical World Model

MTS3 allows for a natural way to build world models that can deal with
partial observability, nonstationarity, and uncertainty in long-term predic-
tions, properties which are critical for model-based control and planning.
Furthermore, introducing several levels of latent variables, each working
at a different time scale allows us to learn world models that can make ac-
tion conditional predictions/“dreams” at multiple time scales and multiple
levels of state and action abstractions.
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Figure 6.8.: Using hierarchical internal world models to envision the future: Our predictions
about future world states rely on top-down predictions at multiple time scales and abstrac-
tions. Initially, the model generates abstract predictions at the highest level, denoted I, using
abstract actions (a): this process is symbolized by blue arrows. Subsequently, each higher-
level abstract state adjusts the more detailed, lower-level granular states (zx,;), represented
by red arrows, over a period determined by the time scale parameter H. This mechanism
allows the higher level to effectively make "predictions about predictions” concerning the
lower level.

6.3.1. Conditional Multi Time Predictions With World Model

Conditional multistep ahead predictions involve estimating plausible fu-
ture states of the world resulting from a sequence of actions. Our princi-
pled formalism allows for action-conditional future predictions at multiple
levels of temporal abstraction. The prediction update for the sts-SSM
makes prior estimates of future latent task variables conditioned on the
abstract action representations. However, the task conditional prediction
update in the fts-SSM estimates the future prior latent states, conditioned
on primitive actions and the inferred latent task priors, which are decoded
to reconstruct future observations. To initialize the prior belief p(zx 1) for
the first time step of the time window k, we use the prior belief p(zx_1 p+1)
for the last time step of the time window k — 1.
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6.3.2. Optimizing the Predictive Log-Likelihood

The training objective for the MTS3 involves maximizing the posterior
predictive log-likelihood which is given below for a single trajectory,
ie,

M=

h
I

log p(ok t+1lPrk—1> Crikes Wi 116> Qe 1:1)

M= 1M1=
M= 1

log/ POk 14112k 141) P (Zke r41 Wi 165 @i 1285 L) (6.11)

x~
I
-
~
I
=

Pkl Brk-1, @1:x)dzge p4rdl

=
M=

log/P(Ok,m|Zk,t+1)Plk(Zk,:+1lwk,1;t,ak,l:t)dzk,m- (6.12)
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I
~
I
—

1

The extension to multiple trajectories is straightforward and was omitted
to keep the notation uncluttered. Here, oy ;4 is the ground-truth observa-
tions at time step t + 1 and time window k that needs to be predicted from
all (latent and abstract) observations up to time step t. The prior belief
corresponding to the latent state py,_(zx ¢+1|Wk, 1.4, @k 1:+) has a closed form
solution as discussed in Section [6.2.2]

We employ a Gaussian approximation of the posterior predic-
tive log-likelihood of the form p(ok 41lPrk—1, X1k Wit A1) =
N (o, diag(oo,,,,)) where we use the mean of the prior belief pz |
to decode the predictive mean, ie, po,,,, = decy(pz, . ) and the vari-
ance estimate of the prior belief to decode the observation variance, i.e.,
Oo . = decg (X7, . ). This approximation can be motivated by a moment
matching perspective and allows for end-to-end optimization of the loga-
rithmic likelihood without using auxiliary objectives such as the ELBO
Becker, Pandya, et al.[2019,

Gradients are computed using (truncated) backpropagation over time
(BPTT) (Werbos [1990) and clipped. We optimize the objective using
the Adam (Kingma and Ba |2014) stochastic gradient descent optimizer
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Figure 6.9.: Schematic of a 2-Level MTS3 Architecture. Inference in MTS3 takes place via
closed-form equations derived using exact inference, spread across two-time scales. For the
fast time scale (fts) SSM, these include the task conditional state predict and observation
update stages as discussed in Sectionof the main paper. Whereas, for the slow time
scale (sts) SSM, these include the task prediction and task update stages which are described

in Section[C.2.1} More implementation details can also be found in Appendix[C.2]

with default parameters. We refer to Appendix A for more details. For
training, we also initialize the prior belief p(zx ;) with the prior belief
D1, (Zk—1,H+1IWk—1,1:H, @k—1,1:1r) from the previous time window k — 1.
However, we cut the gradients for the fast time scale between time win-
dows as this avoids vanishing gradients, and we observed a more stable
learning behavior. Yet, the gradients can still flow between time windows
for the fts-SSM via the sts-SSM.

6.3.3. Imputation Based Self Supervised Training For Long
Term Prediction

Using the given training loss results in models that are good in one-time
step prediction, but typically perform poorly in long-term predictions as
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the loss assumes that observations are always available up to time step
t. To increase the performance of the long-term prediction, we can treat
the long-term prediction problem as a case of the problem of “missing
value”, where the missing observations occur in future time steps. Thus,
to train our model for long-term prediction, we randomly mask a fraction
of observations and explicitly task the network to impute the missing
observations, resulting in a strong self-supervised learning signal for long-
term prediction with varying prediction horizon length. This imputation
scheme is applied at both time scales, masking out single time steps or
whole time windows of length H. The imputation mask is also randomly
resampled for every minibatch.

Masked
Level 2

Level 1

Figure 6.10.: Self-supervised training for multi-step ahead predictions by tasking the model
to "fill in" the masked observations. Here masking is done at both time scales based on the
available observation/set of observations in each time window.

6.4. Experiments

In this section, we evaluate our approach to a diverse set of simulated
and real-world dynamical systems for long-horizon prediction tasks. Our
experiments are designed to answer the following questions. (a) Can MTS3
make accurate long-term deterministic predictions (mean estimates)? (b)
Can MTS3 make accurate long-term probabilistic predictions (variance
estimates)? (c) How important are the modelling assumptions and training
scheme?
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6.4.1. Baseline Dynamics Models

While a full description of our baselines can be found in Appendix
a brief description of them is given here: (a) RNNs - We compare
our method to two widely used recurrent neural network architectures,
LSTMs (Hochreiter and Schmidhuber|1997) and GRUs (Cho et al.|[2014). (b)
RSSMs - Among several RSSMs from the literature, we chose RKN (Becker,
Pandya, et al.|[2019) and HiP-RSSM (Shaj, Buchler, et al. [2022) as these
have shown excellent performance for dynamics learning for short-term
predictions and rely on exact inference as in our case. (c) Transformers
- We also compare with two state-of-the-art Transformer (Vaswani et al.
2017) variants. The first variant (AR-Transformer) relies on a GPT-like
autoregressive prediction (Radford et al.|2019; Brown et al.[2020). Whereas
the second variant (Multi-Transformer) uses direct multi-step loss (Zeng
et al.[2022) from recent literature on long horizon time-series forecast-
ing (Zhou et al. 2021; Liu et al. [2022} Nie et al. [2023). Here, multistep
ahead predictions are performed using a single shot given the action
sequences.

6.4.2. Environments and Datasets

We experiment with three broad datasets. While full descriptions of these
datasets, dataset creation procedure, and overall statistics are given in Ap-
pendix E, a brief description of them is as follows. (a) D4RL Datasets - We
use a set of 3 different environments/agents from D4RL dataset (Fu, Kumar,
et al.[2020), which includes the HalfCheetah, Medium Maze and Franka
Kitchen environment. Each of these was chosen because of their distinct
properties like sub-optimal trajectories (HalfCheetah), realistic domains /
human demonstrations (Kitchen), multi-task trajectories, non-markovian
collection policies (Kitchen and Maze) and availability of long horizon
episodes (all three). (b) Manipulation Datasets - We use 2 datasets col-
lected from a real excavator arm and a Panda robot. The highly non-linear
non-markovian dynamics due to hydraulic actuators in the former and
non-stationary dynamics owing to different payloads in the latter make

96



6.4. Experiments

them challenging benchmarks. Furthermore, accurate modelling of the
dynamics of these complex systems is important since learning control
policies for automation directly on large excavators is economically infea-
sible and potentially hazardous. (c) Mobile Robotics Dataset - We set up
a simulated four-wheeled mobile robot traversing a highly uneven terrain
of varying steepness generated by a mix of sinusoidal functions. This
problem is challenging due to the highly non-linear dynamics involving
wheel-terrain interactions and non-stationary dynamics introduced by
varying steepness levels. In all datasets, we only use information about
agent/object positions and we mask out velocities to create a partially
observable setting.

6.4.3. Can MTS3 make accurate long-term deterministic
predictions (mean estimates)?

Here we evaluate the quality of the mean estimates for long-term pre-
diction using our approach. The results are reported in terms of "sliding
window RMSE" in Figure We see that MTS3 gives consistently good

Figure 6.11.: D4RL Environments: (left) HalfCheetah, (middle) Franka Kitchen, (right)
Maze2D-Medium(left) JCB Hydradig 110W Excavator (right) Franka Emika Panda Robot
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Figure 6.12.: Comparison with baselines in terms of RMSE for long horizon predictions (in

seconds) as discussed in Section

long-term action conditional future predictions on all 6 datasets. Deep
Kalman models (Becker, Pandya, et al. Shaj, Buchler, et al.
which operate on a single time scale fail to give meaningful mean estimates
beyond a few milliseconds. Similarly, widely used RNN baselines (Hochre-
iter and Schmidhuber Cho et al. which form the backbone of
several world models (Ha and Schmidhuber Hafner et al. give
poor action conditional predictions over long horizons. AR-Transformers
also fail possibly due to error accumulation caused by the autoregres-
sion. However, Multi-Transformers are a strong baseline that outperforms
MTS3 in the Medium Maze and Panda dataset by a small margin. However,
on more complex tasks like the Kitchen task, which requires modelling
multi-object, multi-task interactions (A. Gupta et al. , MTS3 is the
only model that gives meaningful long horizon predictions. A detailed
description of the metric "sliding window RMSE" is given in Appendix
A visualization of the predicted trajectories vs. ground truth is given

in Appendix
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GPT like Autor ive Transformer
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Figure 6.13.: Visualizations of the predicted trajectories vs ground truth for MTS3 and GPT
like autoregressive transformer (AR-Transformer). More visualizations across algorithms
and datasets can be found in Appendix[C-4]

6.4.4. Can MTS3 make accurate long-term probabilistic
predictions (variance estimates)?

Next, we examine the question of whether the principled probabilistic
inference translates to accurate uncertainty quantification during long-
horizon predictions. We trained all the baselines with a negative log-
likelihood loss and used the same as a metric to quantify the quality of
uncertainty estimates. During the evaluation we rely on a sliding window
approach (see Appendix|C.3) and report the results for the last timestep in
Table As seen in Table MTS3 gives the most accurate uncertainty
estimates in all datasets except Medium Maze, where it is outperformed
by Multi-Transformer. Also, notably, AR-Transformers and deep Kalman
models fail to learn any meaningful uncertainty representation when it
comes to long-term predictions.

Prediction Algorithm

Horizon MTS3 Multi-Trans | AR-Trans LSTM GRU RKN | HiP-RSSM
Half Cheetah 6s —2.80 + 0.30 0.25 +0.05 X 7.34 +0.06 7.49 +0.04 X X
Kitchen 25s —25.74 £ 0.12 -73+£0.2 X 32.45 £ 1.64 | 32.72 £ 0.65 X X
Medium Maze 4s —0.21+0.022 | —0.88 +0.02 X 4.03 +0.32 7.76 + 0.07 X X
Panda 18s 2.79 +0.32 3.77 £0.33 X 7.94 +0.39 7.91+0.23 X X
Hydraulic 12s —2.64+0.12 —2.46 + 0.03 X 7.35+0.061 | 7.35+0.06 X X
Mobile Robot 3s —6.47 +0.71 —5.17 £ 0.23 X 11.27 +2.3 14.55+5.6 X X

Table 6.1.: Comparison in terms of Negative Log Likelihood (NLL) for long horizon predictions
(in seconds). Here bold numbers indicate the top methods and X denotes very high/nan
values resulting from the highly divergent mean/variance long-term predictions.
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6.4.5. How important are the modelling assumptions and
training scheme?

Now, we look at three important modelling and training design choices:
(i) splitting the latent states to include an unobservable “memory” part
using observation model h¥** = h/* = H = [1, 0] as discussed in Sections

and|6.2.2] (ii) action abstractions in Section [6.2.1.2} (iii) training by

imputation.
MTS3 Variants on Excavator MTS3 Variants on Kitchen
0.14
0.020
0.12
o015 0.10
=
o 0.010 0.08
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0.005
0.04
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 25 3.0
Seconds Seconds
= MTS3 —— No Action Abstraction
= No Memory No Imputation

Figure 6.14.: Ablation on discretization step H.At (a) The long-term prediction results in
terms of RMSE, with different H values as discussed in Section on the hydraulics
dataset.

To analyze the importance of the memory component, we derived and
implemented an MTS3 variant with an observation model of b = h/*s =1
and a pure diagonal matrix representation for the covariance matrices. As
seen in Figure this results in worse long-term predictions, suggesting
that splitting the latent states in its observable and unobservable part in
MTS3 is critical for learning models of non-markovian dynamical systems.
Regarding (ii), we further devised another variant where MTS3 only had
access to observations, primitive actions and observation abstractions, but
no action abstractions. As seen in our ablation studies, using the action
abstraction is crucial for long-horizon predictions.

Our final ablation (iii) shows the importance of an imputation-based

training scheme discussed in Section As seen in Figure when

100



6.4. Experiments
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Figure 6.15.: Ablation on discretization step H.A¢. The predictions by MTS3 variants with
different values of timescale parameter H.At on a trajectory picked from the hydraulics
excavator dataset. The top images/mts3/ are for H = 3 and H = 10. Bottom images/mts3/
are for H = 30 and H = 75. Note that the results reported in the paper are with H = 30.

trained for 1 step ahead predictions without imputation, MTS3 performs
significantly worse for long-term prediction suggesting the importance of
this training regime.

6.4.6. What s the role of the discretization step H.At?

Finally, we perform ablation for different values of H.At, which controls
the time scale of the task dynamics. The results reported are for the hy-
draulics dataset. The higher the value of H, the slower the timescale of the
task dynamics relative to the state dynamics. As seen in Figure Figure
smaller values of H (2,3,5 and 10) give significantly worse performance.
Very large values of H (like 75) also result in degradation of performance.
To further get an intuitive understanding of the MTS3’s behaviour under
different timescales, we plot the predictions given by MTS3 for different
values of H on a trajectory handpicked from the hydraulics excavator
dataset. As seen in Figure for large values of H like 30 and 75, we
notice that the slow-changing task dynamics "reconfigures" the fast dy-
namics every 30 and 75-step window respectively, by conditioning the
lower level dynamics with the newly updated task prior. This effect is no-
ticeable as periodic jumps or discontinuities in the predictions, occurring
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Figure 6.16.: Ablation on discretization step H.At. The long-term prediction results in terms
of RMSE, with different H values as discussed in Section on (left) the hydraulics dataset
and (right) the mobile robot dataset.

at 30 and 75-step intervals. Also, for a very large H like 75, the fast time
scale ssm has to make many more steps in a longer window resulting in
error accumulation and poor predictions. A similar trend was observed
for the mobile robot dataset. As seen in Figure|6.16] smaller values of H
(like 2,3,5 and 10) give significantly worse performance. Very large values
of H (like 150) also result in degradation of performance. In the paper, we
used a value of H=75.

6.5. Conclusion and Future Work

In this work, we introduce MTS3, a probabilistic formalism for learning
the dynamics of complex environments at multiple time scales. By mod-
elling the dynamics of the world at multiple levels of temporal abstraction
we capture both the slow-changing long-term trends and fast-changing
short-term trends in data, leading to highly accurate predictions spanning
several seconds into the future. Our experiments demonstrate that sim-
ple linear models with principled modelling assumptions can compete
with large transformer model variants that require several times more
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parameters. Furthermore, our inference scheme also allows for principled
uncertainty propagation over long horizons across multiple time scales
which capture the stochastic nature of environments. We believe our
formalism can benefit multiple future applications including hierarchical
planning/control. We discuss the limitations and broader impacts of our
work in Chapter
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This thesis questioned the current formalisms for learning-world models
due to their inability to capture some critical criteria for a foundational
world model. Specifically, we looked at three aspects (i) scalable proba-
bilistic modelling that captures causal relations in our world (Chapter
and|6), (ii) adaptability to changing tasks (Chapter|[5) and (iii) hierarchical
modelling at multiple time scales and temporal abstractions (Chapter [6).
In this context the thesis proposed two new formalisms Hidden Parameter
State Space Models (HiP-SSM in Chapter [5) and Multi Time Scale State
Space Model (MTS3 in Chapter [6) besides making an existing formalism
of SSMs more robust for performing interventions/counterfactuals with
action/control signals (Ac-SSM in Chapter [4).

The proposed formalisms are in line with related theory in computational
neuroscience called predictive processing and Bayesian brain hypothesis
(Chapter [3). In the proposed generative models, Bayesian inversion is
employed to deduce the underlying causes from the incoming sensory
data at various levels of abstraction. The Bayesian inversion results in
update rules that use "precision weighting” (K. Friston 2009; Hohwy [2013;
A. K. Seth|2014) as a mechanism of directing "attention" to the relevant
sensory information. The idea of "precision estimation" by learned sen-
sory encoders is also in line with discussions in the broader neuroscience
community. The world model formalisms proposed are adaptable to chang-
ing situations (embodying cognitive flexibility) and can make top-down
long-horizon predictions based on nested causal hierarchies.

Machines that can replicate human intelligence and type 2 reasoning capa-
bilities should be able to reason at multiple levels of temporal abstraction
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using internal world models (LeCun [2022; T. Gupta et al.|{2024). The work
represents a hopeful step towards developing embodied Al systems with a
deeper, more intuitive grasp of the world, aligning machine learning pro-
cesses more closely with natural intelligence. We believe that the findings
of this dissertation will contribute to ongoing research in the creation of
robust, principled, and scalable world models, while acknowledging the
vast scope for further research and development in this area.

Limitations and Future Work The thesis specifically concentrated on
the aspect of prediction rather than control or planning. Addressing
hierarchical planning, much like hierarchical prediction, remains a
significantly underexplored challenge. A logical progression for future
research would be to extend the concept of planning within the exact
inference framework (Botvinick and Toussaint|2012; Watson, Abdulsamad,
and Peters|2020). This approach necessitates the derivation of backward
messages and the use of the Kalman duality principle within the learned
latent spaces of a deep encoder. Furthermore, investigating variational
approaches to the hierarchical models presented, and considering hierar-
chical planning/control as a problem of approximate inference (Toussaint
et al.[2009; K. Friston[2009; Millidge et al.[2020), presents another intriguing
avenue for research.

A further limitation noted in the thesis is its reliance on proprioceptive
sensors for experimentation, without empirical validation using high-
dimensional sensory information, such as vision. An important avenue for
future research would involve evaluating the usefulness and characteristics
of abstractions derived through Bayesian inversion/aggregation when ap-
plied to high-dimensional and multimodal sensory inputs. Conducting
experiments with image-based data and exploring "non-reconstruction"
based loss functions, as suggested by LeCun [2022| represent promising
directions for upcoming work.

Though our hierarchical formalism outperform transformer variants on
long horizon predictions on several tasks, a limitation for these to be
used as foundational world models is the computational bottleneck due
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to the sequential nature of dynamics. However, there have been exciting
progress recently in deterministic linear SSMs (Gu, Goel, and Re
Smith, Warrington, and Linderman 2022} Mondal et al. that allow
efficient parallelization during training. Since our dynamics is linear
similar to these approaches, parallelization using similar techniques as
employed by deterministic SSMs can be another important direction of
future research.

Our experimentation was limited to the hierarchical models with just
two levels of abstraction, as this configuration proved to be adequate for
numerous tasks we carried out. Nevertheless, there is room for deeper
exploration.The intersection of machine learning with broader cognitive
theories, particularly the concept of machine consciousness, presents a
novel yet underexplored frontier in the field. Traditionally, consciousness
has been a topic more familiar to the realms of philosophy and psychology
than to machine learning and computer science. This often makes it a
delicate subject within our discipline.

paralimbic systems
Association cortex

Sensory cortex

Hidden states
and causes

Figure 7.1.: Perception and consciousness as hierarchical inference from K. Friston|2013

As I write this thesis in the Spring of 2024, the machine learning field finds
itself at a crossroads, significantly influenced by the impressive capabili-
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ties of attention/transformer (Vaswani et al.2017) based large language
models (LLMs). These advancements suggests a pressing need for mathe-
matical models or analytical frameworks to better understand machine
consciousness (Bengio|2017; Chalmers |2023). Numerous theories on con-
sciousness highlight the critical role of recurrent processing (Chalmers
2023; Lamme |2010), a feature notably absent in current LLM architectures.
In this context, I believe that hierarchical generative models, particularly
those extending beyond the 2-level temporal depth as explored in this the-
sis, represent a promising research direction for embedding consciousness
priors (K. Friston 2013} Bengio 2017) into machine learning systems. This
approach could offer profound insights into the mechanisms underpinning
consciousness and its potential replication in artificial systems.
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A. Appendix: Action Conditional
SSM

A.1. Inverse Dynamics Learning with Action
Conditional SSM

For the inverse dynamics case we want to learn a model
F1 01y rip—1, 041 @, where 0,4, is the desired next observa-
tion for time step ¢t + 1 and 3t is the predicted action, i.e., the one to
be applied. We introduce an action decoder which decodes the latent

posterior (Ej ij) and estimates the action required to move to the desired

next observation. The action decoder also gets information regarding
the next observation as an input. During training this corresponds to the
next observation in the data. For control a desired next observation is
used to obtain the action required to reach that observation. The joint
angles and velocities are treated as observations in our inverse dynamics
experiments.

As seen in Figure instead of merely learning the inverse dynamics,
our approach learns inverse and forward dynamics simultaneously by
feeding back the executed action to the action-conditional predict stage,
which predicts forward in latent space. Note that the action decoder also
gets the same action as the target during training. However, the model
sees the true action only after the prediction since the action decoder

works with the posterior estimate (2;“, f‘f[) Hence, the prediction of the
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Figure A.1.: Schematic diagram of the inverse dynamics learning architecture. Here the
posterior (2}', i;’), at the current time step is fed to an action decoder along with the desired
target. In the next time-step, the executed action d; is fed to the predict stage of RKN cell.

Further, the next predicted prior (ZH_I, i;—l) is decoded to get the next state 3t+1.

inverse dynamics model for the current time step is made independent of
this feedback. We found that enforcing this causal feedback, a necessary
structural component of the Bayesian network of the underlying latent
dynamical system, improves the performance of the inverse model, as

seen in Figure

Loss And Training. The dual output architecture for our inverse model
leads to two different loss functions for the action and observation de-
coders which are optimized jointly. Our experiments showed that the
loss of the forward model is an excellent auxiliary loss function for the
inverse model and learning this implicit forward model jointly with the
inverse model results in much better performance for the inverse model.
We assume the reasons for this effect is that the forward model loss is
providing crucial gradient information to form an informative latent state
representation that is also useful for the inverse model. In order to deal
with high frequency data we again chose to predict the normalized dif-
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Figure A.2.: (a) and (b) Joint torque prediction RMSE values in NM of Action-Conditional
RKN, LSTM and FFNN for Panda and Barret WAM. A comparison is also provided with the
analytical (RBD) model of Panda. (c) Comparison of ac-RKN for inverse dynamics learning
with and without the action feedback as discussed in Section

ferences to the previously executed action, i.e. a = d;_1 + deCaction ().
Here d,_; is the executed action at ¢t — 1 and dec,ction (Z7) the output of
the actual action decoder network. The combined loss function for the
inverse dynamic case is given by

T
1 o - -
Liny = | 7 D 1| (e = @) — decaction (27) [P+ ALewa

i=1

where A chooses the trade-off between the inverse model loss and the
forward model loss. The value of 4 is chosen via hyperparameter opti-
mization using GPyOpt (authors|2016). Note that for the inverse model,
the actions are decoded based on the posterior mean of the current time
step while for the forward model the observations are decoded from the
prior mean of the next time step.

We evaluated the performance of the proposed method for inverse dy-
namics learning on two real robots, Franka Emika Panda and Barrett
WAM. Barret WAM is a robot with direct cable drives. The direct cable
drives produce high torques, generating fast and dexterous movements
but yield complex dynamics. Rigid-body dynamics cannot model this
complex dynamics accurately due to the variable stiffness and lengths of
the cables (Nguyen-Tuong and Peters [2011).
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Figure A.3.: Predicted joint torques(normalized) for first 3 joints of the Panda robot arm. The
learned inverse dynamics model by ac-RKN match closely with the ground truth data while
the rigid body dynamics model can not capture the high-frequency variations in the data.

Joint Torque Prediction Task. We benchmark the representational
capability of the latent state posterior, Z;, of ac-RKN in accurately mod-
elling the inverse dynamics of these robots in comparison to deterministic
models like LSTMs and FFNN. It is clear from[A.2al and [A.2D] that ac-RKN
learns highly accurate models of these in contrast with other data-driven
methods. This highly precise modelling is often a requirement for high
fidelity and compliant robotic control.

Impact of Action Feedback. We also perform an ablation study with and
without the action feedback for the prediction step in the latent dynamics.
As seen in the Figure the action feedback always results in better
representational capability as this helps the implicit forward model in
making better predictions by taking into account its causal effect on the
state transitions.

Comparison to Analytical Models. Finally, we make a comparison with
the analytical model of the Panda robot for inverse dynamics. Please refer
to Appendix C for more details on the analytical model. As evident from
Figure analytical models gave predictions with much lesser accuracy
in comparison to ac-RKN, as it does not consider unmodelled effects such
as joint and link flexibilities, backlash, stiction and actuator dynamics. In
such cases, the robot would continuously have to track its current position
and compensate the errors with high-gain feedback control thus making
it dangerous to interact with the real world and impossible to work in
human-centred environments.
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A.2. Implementation Details

Locally Linear Transition Model

The state transitions in the predict stage of the Kalman filter is gov-
erned by a locally linear transition model. To obtain a locally linear
transition model, the RKN learns K constant transition matrices AK)
and combines them using state dependent coefficients a®)(z}), i.e.,
A = Zf:o ak) (Z)A(k). A small neural network with softmax output is

used to learn a®). Each A®) is designed to consist of four band matrices
as in Becker, Pandya, et al.[2019|in order to reduce the number parameters
without affecting the performance.

A.3. Details Of Rigid Body Dynamics Model

The analytical model for Franka Emika Panda is a rigid-body dynam-
ics model that was identified in its so-called base parameters (Khalil,
Gautier, and Enguehard [1991). Due to the friction compensation in the
joints, we observed that the viscous friction is negligible, whereas the ob-
served Coulomb friction is very small yet included in our parameterization.
Which results is a model with 50 parameters. The base parameterization is
computed based on provided kinematic properties of the robotic arm and
provides a linear relation between the base parameters and joint torques
for a given set of joint positions, velocities and accelerations.

Due to this linearity, the regression problem can be solved using a lin-
ear least-squares method, although additional linear matrix inequality
constraints must be fullfilled to ensure that the resulting parameters are
physically realizable (Sousa and Cortesao[2019; Reuss et al.[2022). In order
to perform forward simulation of the robot dynamics, we numerically
solve an initial value problem for the implicit set of differential equations
defined by base parameterization of the rigid-body model. Note that, the
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model does not parameterize actuator dynamics, nor does it model joint
flexibilities, link flexibilities, or stiction. The focus here is to provide a ref-
erence baseline to show which effects the acRKN captures in comparison
to a text-book robot model.
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B.1. Proof For Gaussian Identity|[5.3.1|

This section provides a proof for Gaussian Identity First we derive
an expression for the joint distribution p(u,v,y).

Gaussian Identity B.1.1 (Joint Gaussian Distribution). Ifu ~ N (u, +
b,%,) andv ~ N(po, X,) are normally distributed independent random
variables and if conditional distribution p(y|u,v) = N(Au+b + Bv,X), the
joint distribution has an expression as follows:

u Uy >u 0 AT
v |~N o , 0 > >,BT
y Apy, +b+ By, AY] BX] AX,AT+BX,BT+3%

Proof for Identity [B.1.1]

Let displacement of a variable u be denoted by Au = u — (u).
Since u and v are independent, covariances (AuAv') = 0.

We can write y = Au + b + Bo + €, where € ~ N(0,X) and b is a con-
stant. Then we have covariance (AuAy ") = (Au(AAu+BAv +Ae)T) =
(AuAu") AT + (AuAvT) BT + (AuAeT). Since (AuAv') = (AuAe") =0
we therefore have (AuAy') = 3, AT.
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The derivations for covariances (AvAy") follows similarly and the corre-
sponding covariance has the expression, (AvAy') =3,BT.

Similarly, (AyAy') = ((AAu+BAv+Ae)(AAu+BAv+Ae)T) =
A{AuAu") AT + B(AVAVT)BT + (AeAc") = AX,AT + B, BT + 3. The
result follows.

Gaussian Identity B.1.2 (Gaussian Marginalization). If

u Hu Yuu Lo Z:uy

v |~ N Ho | Z;lru hI z:uy
T T

y Hz z:uy Z:vy Zyy

then marginal over y is given as p(y) = f'wp(y|u, v)p(uw)p(v)dudv =
N (1y, Zyy)

Proof For Identity[B.1.2]

We refer to Bishop 2006| for the derivation, which requires calculation of
the Schur complement as well as completing the square of the Gaussian
p.d.f. to integrate out the variable. The given derivation (Bishop [2006) for
two variable multivariate Gaussians can be extended to 3 variable case
WLOG.

Proof For Identity5.3.1)is immediate from Identity [B.1.1]and Identity
B.1.2

B.2. Additional Experiments

B.2.1. Comparison To Soft Switching Baseline

We also implement a soft-switching baseline similar to Fraccaro et al.|2017,
where a soft mixture of dynamics is implemented in the latent transition
dynamics (Kalman time update). Similar to Fraccaro et al.|2017, we now
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globally learn K constant transition matrices A%) and control matrices
B An interpolation is done between these using a “dynamics parameter
network" (Fraccaro et al.[2017) a; = a; (Wo.,—1). The dynamics parameter
network is implemented with a recurrent neural network with LSTM cells
that takes at each time step the mean of the encoded observation w; as
input and recurses d; = LSTM (w;_1,d;—1) and a; = softmax (d;). The
output of the dynamics parameter network is weights that sum to one,
ZIk(:l at(k) (Wo.t—1) = 1. These weights choose and interpolate between K
different operating modes:

K
Z ()(WOt )AK®), B, _Za[()(WOt 1) B®
k=1 k=1

Authors interpret the weighted sum as a soft mixture of K different Linear

Gaussian SSMs whose time-invariant matrices are combined using the time

varying weights ;. In practice, each of the K sets {A(k), B(k)} models

diﬂerent/changing dynamics, that will dominate when the corresponding
t ) is high.

Figure compares HiP-RSSM with different recurrent architectures
including the soft-switching baseline. As seen in figure HiP-RSSM
clearly outperforms the soft-switching baseline both in terms of conver-
gence speed and also mult-step ahead predictions. More details regarding
the multi-step ahead training procedure can be found in appendix[B.2.2]

B.2.2. Multi-Step Ahead Predictions

In figure we compare the results of multi-step ahead predictions
for upto 50 steps of HiP-RSSM with recurrent baselines like RKN(Becker,
Pandya, et al.|2019) and LSTM. Inorder to train the recurrent models for
multi step ahead predictions, we removed three-quarters of the observa-
tions from the temporal sequence and tasked the models with imputing
those missing observations, only based on the knowledge of available
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Figure B.1.: Comparison of different algorithms for Wheeled Mobile Robot in terms of (a)
moving average of decoder error in normalized RMSE for the test set, plotted against training
epochs (b) multi-step ahead prediction error in RMSE.

actions/control commands, i.e., we train the models to perform action
conditional future predictions to impute missing observations. The impu-
tation employs the model for multi-step ahead predictions in a convenient
way (Shaj, Becker, et al.|2020). One could instead also go for a dedicated
multi-step loss function as in approaches like Finn, Goodfellow, and Levine
2016.

As seen in figure HiP-RSSM clearly outperforms contemporary re-
current models for multi-step ahead prediction tasks since it takes into
account additional causal factors of variation (slopes of the terrain for this
robot) in the latent dynamics in an unsupervised manner.

B.3. Implementation Details

B.3.1. Context Set Encoder and Latent Task Representation

The HiP-RSSM maps a set of previous interaction histories,

1 1 o N :
{041 @1 1 0441 ntp=y> to @ set of latent features and an estimate of
N

uncertainty in those features, {r, (a,ll)z}nzl, using a context encoder.
We use a feed-forward neural network as the encoder in all of our
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experiements since we deal with high dimensional vectors as our
observations. However, depending upon the nature of observations, we
could use different encoder architectures.

The set of latent features and uncertainties, {rfl, (0',5)2 fl‘fz 1> are further
aggregated in a probabilistically principled manner using bayesian
aggregation operator discussed in to get a gaussian latent task
variable, with a mean (y;) and diagonal covariance (o7). Intuitively the
context encoder learns to weight the contribution from each observation
in the context set based on bayesian priniciples and emits a probabilistic
representation of the latent task.

B.3.2. Latent Task Transformation Model

To achieve latent task conditioning within the recurrent cell, we include a
task transformation model (¢), in addition to the locally linear transition
model A; and control model b in the time update stage (section [5.3.2).
Though in section[5.3.2] we used the notation for a linear task transforma-
tion matrix, C, to motivate the additive interaction of latent task variables,
y; and o; in the latent space, the task transformation function can be
designed in several ways, i.e.:

(i) Linear: ¢ = C, where C is a linear transformation matrix. The
corresponding time update equations are given below:
z; = As_1z;_ +b(a;) + Cpy,
¥, = A AL+ C(1- o) CT + Bians.

(ii) Locally-Linear: ¢ = C;, where C; = Zlk(:o BK) (z,)C®) is a linear
combination of k linear control models C'¥). A small neural net-
work with softmax output is used to learn 8X). The corresponding
time update equations are given below:

Zt_ = At_lz;'_l + b(at) + Ct[.ll,
T, = A Z A + G- 0)C + Zirans.
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(iii) Non-Linear: ¢ = f, where f(.) can be any non-linear function
approximator. We use a multi-layer neural network regressor with
RelU activations, which transforms the latent task moments p;
and oy directly into the latent space of the state space model via
additive interactions. The corresponding time update equations
are given below:

Zt_ = At—lz-;fl + b(at) + f(”l)a
¥ = A2 AL +£(07) + Dirans.

In our ablation study (Figure [5.8), for the linear and locally linear task
transformation models, we assume that the dimension of the latent context
variable I and the latent state space z; are equal. This allows us to work
with square matrices which are more convenient. For the non-linear
transformation we are free to choose the size of the latent context variable.
However for a fairer comparison we keep the dimension of latent task
variable to be similar in all three cases. We choose the non-linear task
transformation model in HiP-RSSM architecture as this gave the best
performance in practice.
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C.1. Proofs and Derivations

In the following sections vectors are denoted by a

lowercase letter in bold, such as "v", while Matri-

ces as an uppercase letter in bold, such as "M". 1 @ e
denotes identity matrix and 0 represents a matrix
filled with zeros. For any matrix M, m denotes the
corresponding vector of diagonal entries. Also, Figure C.1.: Graphical
© denotes the elementwise vector product and @ Model  For  Bayesian

. .. ditioni ith N
denotes an elementwise vector division. conditioning - wi
observations.

N

C.1.1. Proof For Bayesian Conditioning As Permutation
Invariant Set Operations (Identity|[6.2.1)

Gaussian Identity 6.2.1 (Gaussian Conditioning). Consider the graphical
model given in Figure[6.6 where a set of N conditionally i.i.d observations
r= {ri}ﬁl are generated by a latent variable I and the observation model
p(ri|ll) = N (r; | HL, diag(c)';’bs)). Assuming an observation model H =
[L 0], the mean (u) and precision matrix (A) of the posterior over the latent

variable I, p(I[F) = N (p;, 2;) - N (p;, (A;)-l), given the prior po(l) =
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N (ul_,Zl_) =N (”1_’ (Al_)_l) have the following permutation invariant
closed form updates.

_ | diag(XL, —ow), O
A;r =A; + 9; 0
N _ (6.10)
. o i:l(rl'_ﬂ;l )Qﬁ
oy =yt pcs N - 4
! = \Vi ~H | O o

Note that ¥; is the covariance matrix which is the inverse of the precision
matrix A;. Due to the observation model assumption H = [L, 0], they take
block diagonal form,

)
> = [ Z{; Zg ] , with 2, = diag(o?), %; = diag(o}) and 2, = diag(o7).

Proof:

Case 1 (Single Observation): Before deriving the update rule for N con-
ditionally iid observations, let us start with a simpler case consisting of
a single observation r. If the marginal Gaussian distribution for the la-
tent variable [ takes the form p(1) = N (1| ;l,A_l) and the conditional
Gaussian distribution for the single observation r given [ has the form ,
p(r|1) = N (r| HI+b,L7"). Then the posterior distribution over 1 can
be obtained in closed form as,

p(1]1) =N (1 | % {H"L(r - b) + Ap} ,A‘l) ,where A = (A + HTLH) .

(C1)
We refer to Section 2.3.3 of Bishop [2006} to the proof for this standard
result.
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Case 2 (Set Of Observations): Now instead of a single observation, we
wish to derive a closed form solution for the posterior over latent variable
I € R??, given a set of N conditionally i.i.d observations 7 = {ri}fil. Here
each element r; € RY of the set 7 is assumed to to have an observation
model H = [L, 0]. In the derivation, we represent the set of N observations
as a random vector

"N INaxi
Since each observation in the set 7 are conditionally independent, we de-
note the conditional distribution over the context setas 7 |1 ~ N (I:Il, 2,),
where the diagonal covariance matrix has the following form:

diag(oy,), 0, 0, ., 0
0, diag(oy,), 0, ., 0
=1 . . -
0, 0, 0, ., diag(oy,) NdxNd
The corresponding observation model H is
H Lo
H Lo
I:I = = oy .
H Ndx2d Lo Ndx2d

Now given the prior over the latent task variable ] ~ N (,ul_ , Zl_), the

parameters of the posterior distribution over the task variable, p(I|F) ~
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N (,u;r, A;r), can be obtained in closed-form substituting in Equation (C.1)
as follows.
A=
=3 '+H'L,H

diag(o,, ), diag(oy,), diag(or,), ., ., diag(ory) i
0, 0, 0, .., 0 sdxnd

diag(Z7L, 5-). 0 ]
0, 2dx2d

-1
=2 +[

=Al‘+[

g = pp +(ANTHT (07°1) (y ~ Hps)
= +Z"H(0,°1) (y - Hpy)

27 27 2 -2
I Lo, Lo L. . 0.1 =
R I S U )
u+ s+ N u,— 1
=pp+| oL 6’1+H (o) o2
o o
1> I 0
_ e pll (ri - Il}l’_) © 5
il oSt ) N u— ll
1 Zi=1(rn—ﬂl )Qa_r,-

(C.2)

Here i} is the posterior mean and A; is the posterior precision matrix.

C.1.2. Derivation For Matrix Inversions as Scalar Operations

Inversion Of Block Diagonal Matrix 1. Consider a block matrix

. diag(a*) diag(a®)
of the following form A diag(a®) diag(a’) |

Then inverse
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A~ = B can be calculated using scalar operations and is given as, B =
diag(b*) diag(b®)
diag(h®) diag(b!) | "M

b =a; @ (a, © a; — a; © ay)

b* =—-a; @ (a, ©a; — a; © ay) (C.3)

b =a, @ (a, ©a; —a; O ay)

Proof: To prove this we will use the following matrix identity of a parti-
tioned matrix from Bishop [2006, which states
A B\ M ~MBD"! C4)
C D) "\ -D'CM D'+D'CMBD™! '

where M is defined as
M=(A-BDC)™".

Here M is called the Schur complement of the Matrix on the left side of
Equation[C.4] The algebraic manipulations to arrive at scalar operations
in Equation[C.3|are straightforward.

C.1.3. Proof for Permutation Invariance (Theorem|6.2.1)

Theorem 6.2.1 (Permutation Invariance Of Bayesian Inversion). For any
conditionally i.i.d model where you have a global parameter 0, and a set
of observations X = {x;}X, drawn conditionally i.i.d from a distribution
p(X | 0), then for any permutation 7, the posterior p (0 | x1,...,xn) =
p (0] n(x1),...,m(xN)). Thus the posterior p (0 | X) is permutation in-
variant with respect to the set X.
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Proof. The posterior distribution p(8 | X), defined by Bayes’ theorem as
p(0]X) = % relies on the likelihood p(X | 6) = [T, p(x; | 6).
Under any permutation 7, the permuted set X™ = {7 (x1), ..., m(xn)} pre-
serves the likelihood since p(X” | 0) = f\ilp(n(xi) | 0) = filp(xi |
0) = p(X | 0). The prior p(0) and the marginal likelihood p(X) are in-
variant under permutation. Therefore, p(6 | X”) = p(0 | X), establishing
the permutation invariance of the posterior. O

C.1.4. Proof for Gaussian Marginalization (Identity[6.2.2)

Gaussian Identity 6.2.2 (Linear Combination Gaussian Marginalization).
Consider the graphical model in Figure[6.7, where a set of N normally dis-
tributed independent random variables it = {u; ~ N (pu,, Zu,) }Y, forms
a “common effect/V Structure” with a latent variable y. If the conditional
distribution p (y|uq, ug, .., uN) = N(Zfio Aju;,Y), then marginal p(y) =
fP(y|u1, uy, ., UN) H{\; P(ui)dui = N(Zf\il Aipy;, X+ le\; AizuiAiT)'

Proof. The proof is a staright forward extension to the Identity de-
rived in Chapter 5] First, we derive an expression for the joint distribution
plur,uz, . un, y).

Gaussian Identity C.1.1 (Joint Distribution). Ifu; ~ N(u1,%1) and
uy; ~ N(pa,X2) are normally distributed independent random variables
and if conditional distribution p(yluy, uz) = N(Ajuy + Asu,, X), the joint
distribution has an expression as follows:

“1 # 500 ATE,
12 He 0 X, - A,
C |~ N : , . .
uN UN ' . . N i T
A DAy - SN AZ,AT 43
y ZnNzl Anl—ln 1431 2432 n=1 4 n&nily
(C.5)
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We can write y = ZJ,:]:I Anu, + €, where € ~ N(0,X) and b is a constant.
Let displacement of a variable u be denoted by Au = u — (u).

Since u; and u; are independent Vi # j, the covariances

(AuiAy;") =0,Vi # j. (C.6)
Similarly,
(AuiAe™) = 0,Vi. (C.7)
For any i, we have the covariance

N T
Z AnAu, + Ae) >

n=1

(AuAyT) = <Aul~

N (C.8)
= (Au;Au] YA + Z Au,Au jT +(Aw;AeT).

j=1,j#i

Using equations|C.6|and [C.7] we therefore derive an expression for the
corresponding covariance as:

(AuAyT) =A].

Similarly,
N T
(AyAy™) < D Anhu, + Ae ZA Aun+Ae) >
n=1 n=1

bnﬂz

A, (AupAug) Ap + (AeAeT)

1

S
I

E

A ZoA] + 2.
1

3
Il

The result follows.
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Gaussian Identity C.1.2 (Marginalization). If

u; 251 Yu 2z o0 XN 2y
u; 17 Yor X 0 Xon Xy
Y L ) ) )
uy N N1 Enz o0 ENN ENy
Yy Hy Ty 2y 0 Ly Zyy

then marginal over y is given as p(y) = fp(y, uy, ug, ., un) [1N, u; =
N 1y Zyy)

Proof For Identity We refer to Bishop [2006| for the derivation,
which requires calculation of the Schur complement as well as completing
the square of the Gaussian p.d.f. to integrate out the variable. The given
derivation (Bishop |2006) for two variable multivariate Gaussians can be
extended to the case of N variables WLOG.

Proof For Identity|[6.2.2]is immediate from Identity [C.1.1]and Identity
O

C.2. Implementation Details

C.2.1. Inference In Slow Time Scale SSM
C.2.1.1. Inferring Action Abstraction (sts-SSM)

Given a set of encoded primitive actions and their corresponding vari-
ances {ag ¢, pk,t}’;{: 1> using the prior and observation model assump-
tions in Section 3.1.2 of main paper, we infer the latent abstract action
Pkl i) = N (e Zay) = N (i, diag (0, ) as a Bayesian aggrega-
tion Volpp et al.|2020| of these using the following closed-form equations:
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0
n = [+ Y. ((prr)) ] - ©

n=1

Figure C.2.: Generative

N model for the abstract
Hoy = Ho + Ogy © Z (ak,t - ;l()) @ Pkt action . The hollow
n=1 arrows are deterministic

transformations leading to
implicit distribution ay ,

Here, ©, © and © denote element-wise inversion, gne an action set encoder.

product, and division, respectively. The update
equation is coded as the “abstract action infer-
ence” neural network layer as shown in Figure

6.9l

C.2.1.2. Task Prediction (sts-SSM)

The goal of this step is to update the prior marginal over the latent task
variable Ii, p(Ix|P1k-1, @1.k), given the posterior beliefs from the time
window k — 1 and abstract action .

Using the linear dynamics model assumptions from Section 3.3, we
can use the following closed-form update equations to compute,

Pkl Prx—1, @1k) = N([ll;, Zl_k), where

My =Xy + Yoy

C.9
T =X XT+YE, Y +S. (©9)
k k-1

These closed-form equations are coded as the “task predict” neural net
layer as shown in Figure
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C.2.1.3. Task Update (sts-SSM)

In this stage, we update the prior over [y using an abstract observa-
tion set { Bi.:}iL,, to obtain the latent task the posterior N'(pf, %}

Zle,t

Zu s 1t
] [ Z; ] ), with %jt = diag(a}"), ) = diag(o} ) and
t

= dlag(a
u s +
To do so we first invert the prior covariance matrix [ Zék ng ] to the
Ik “h

+
u N

L 51<
N
Alk Alk
cessing. The posterior precision is then computed using scalar operations
are follows, where only )LZC is changed by

precision matrix for permutation invariant parallel pro-

H
A= 20+ Z 10 v, (C.10)

while A” )ll ~and A” A}~ remain constant. The operator @ denotes
the element Wlse d1v1s1on The posterlor prec151on is inverted back to the

posterior covariance vectors ol*, le and alk . Now, the posterior mean

lk
+ . . ,
My can be obtained from the prior mean My as

H u,—
_ o¥t thl (ﬂk,t - ”l ) @ Vit
”+ =, + I k
Lk — FlLk S+ H u,—
alk Zt=1 (ﬁk,t - Illk ) Q@ Vi

(C.11)

The inversion between the covariance matrix and precision matrix can be
done via scalar operations leveraging block diagonal structure as derived
in Appendix|C.1] Figure[6.5shows the schematic of the task update layer.
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C.2.2. Inference In Fast Time Scale SSM

The inference in fts-SSM for a time-window k involves two stages as
illustrated in Figure ??, calculating the prior and posterior over the latent
state variable z;. To keep the notation uncluttered, we will also omit the
time-window index k whenever the context is clear as in Section 3.2.

C.2.2.1. Task Conditional State Prediction (fts-SSM)

Following the assumptions of a task conditional linear dynamics
as in Section 3.2 of the main paper, we obtain the prior marginal
for p(zkyt|wf:t_1,a’f:t_l,ﬁl:k_l, A1) = N(yz‘kt Zkz) in closed form,
where ~ ~ ~

B, = Akat  +Bag;-1+ Cplk,

(C.12)
- T - T

>, =A%, AT+C3 CT+Q.

C.2.2.2. Observation Update (fts-SSM)

In this  stage, we  compute the  posterior  belief
p(zk,t|w{<;t> alf;t; ﬁl:k, al:k—l) = N(”zkt Zkl) USing the same

closed-form update as in Becker, Pandya, et al. 2019,  The
choice of the special observation model splits the state into two

parts, an upper z} and a lower part zlt, resulting in the pos-

u N
terior belief N(p; .2 = [ ] [z 2 ] ), with

Zk,t

= diag(o;), Zl diag(o!) and =5 = dlag(ot). Thus, the factorization
allows for only the diagonal and one off-diagonal vector of the covariance
to be computed and simplifies the calculation of the mean and posterior
to simple scalar operations.
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The closed-form equations for the mean can be expressed as the following

scalar equations,
u,— u,— u,— obs
o w;— 2z o, +o
t t t t t

-
Z, =2z, + - -
t t o, u,
o, W — 2, o, +o0;

The corresponding equations for the variance update can be expressed as
the following scalar operations,

u+ ___u,— u,— u,— obs
o, =0, 0o ®(Gz + oy )

S+ . _u,— $,— u,— obs
o, =0, 0o ®(at + 0} ),

L+ _ - s,— s,— u,— obs
o, =0, -0, 0o @(at + 0} )

, where © denotes the elementwise vector product and @ denotes an
elementwise vector division.

C.2.3. Modelling Assumptions
C.2.3.1. Control Model

To achieve action conditioning within the recurrent cell of fts-SMM, we
include a control model b(ax ;) in addition to the linear transition model A;.
b(ak,) = f(ak.), where f(.) can be any non-linear function approximator.
We use a multi-layer neural network regressor with ReLU activations Shaj,
Becker, et al.|2020l

However, unlike the fts-SSM where actions are assumed to be known and
subjected to no noise, in the sts-SSM, the abstract action is an inferred
latent variable with an associated uncertainty estimate. Hence we use a
linear control model Y, for principled uncertainty propagation.
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C.2.3.2. Transition Noise

We assume the covariance of the transition noise Q and S in both timescales
to be diagonal. The noise is learned and is independent of the latent
state.

C.3. Metrics Used For Measuring Long Horizon
Predictions

C.3.1. Sliding Window RMSE

The sliding window RMSE (Root Mean Squared Error) metric is computed
for a predicted trajectory in comparison to its ground truth. At each
time step, the RMSE for each trajectory is determined by taking the root
mean square of the differences between the ground truth and predicted
values within a sliding window that terminates at the current time step.
This sliding window, with a specified size, provides a smoothed local-
ized assessment of prediction accuracy over the entire prediction length.
Mathematically, the sliding window RMSE at time step ¢ is given by:

t

RMSE(t) = % Z (gt, - pred,)’

i=t-W+1

where t is the current time step, W is the window size, and gt; and pred;
are the ground truth and predicted values at time step i, respectively. The
extension to multiple trajectories is straightforward and omitted to keep
the notation uncluttered.

C.3.2. Sliding Window NLL

The sliding window NLL (Negative Log-Likelihood) metric is computed for
a predicted probability distribution against the true distribution. At each
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time step, the NLL is determined by summing the negative log-likelihood
values within a sliding window that terminates at the current time step.
This sliding window, with a specified size, provides a smoothed localized
evaluation of prediction accuracy across the entire sequence.

Mathematically, the sliding window NLL at time step ¢ is given by:

t
1
NLL(t) = 7 Z log N (gt; | predMean,, predVar;)

i=t-W+1

where t is the current time step, W is the window size. predMean;,

predVar;, and gt; represent the predicted mean, predicted variance, and
the ground truth at time step i.

C.4. Visualization of predictions given by
different models.

In this section, we plot the multistep ahead predictions (mean and variance)
by different models on 3 datasets on normalized test trajectories. Not that
we omit NaN values in predictions while plotting.
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C.4. Visualization of predictions given by different models.

C.4.0.1. Franka Kitchen
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Figure C.3.: Multi-step ahead mean and variance predictions for a particular joint (joint 1)
of Franka Kitchen Environment. The multi-step ahead prediction starts from the first red
dot, which indicates masked observations. MTS3 gives the most reliable mean and variance
estimates.
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C.4.0.2. Hydraulic Excavator

1.5
1.04
0.59
0.0 —— Ground Truth
= Predictions
—0.51 «  Masked
T T T T T T T
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200

_AR-Transformer

—— Ground Truth

oA —— Predictions
«  Masked
T T T T T T T
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
1.0Multi-Transfor
0.54
0.01 —— Ground Truth
—— Predictions
—0.51 «  Masked
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
1.5
1.04
0.59
0.0 4 —— Ground Truth
—— Predictions
=051 o Masked
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
1.0 \
0.51 ’
0.01
= Ground Truth
—0.54 —— Predictions
®  Masked
-1.0 ™

Figure C.4.: Multi-step ahead mean and variance predictions for a particular joint (joint 1)
of Excavator Dataset. The multi-step ahead prediction starts from the first red dot, which
indicates masked observations. MTS3 gives the most reliable mean and variance estimates
even up to 12 seconds into the future. Another interesting observation can also be seen
in the predictions for MTS3, where after every window k of sts-SSM, which is 0.3 seconds
(30 timesteps) long, the updation of the higher-level abstractions helps in grounding the
lower-level predictions thus helping in the long horizon yet fine-grained predictions.
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C.4. Visualization of predictions given by different models.

C.4.0.3. Mobile Robot
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Figure C.5.: Multi-step ahead mean and variance predictions for a particular joint (joint 7) of
Mobile Robot Dataset. The multi-step ahead prediction starts from the first red dot, which
indicates masked observations. MTS3 gives the most accurate mean and variance estimates
among all algorithms.
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D. Appendix: Robots and Dataset
Details

D.1. Robots and Data Used For In Chapter[4/on
Ac-SSM

The experiments are performed on data from four different robots. The
details of robots, data, and data preprocessing are explained below:

D.1.1. Hydraulic Brokk 40 Robot Arm

Observation and Data Set: The data was obtained from a HY-
DROLEK-7W 6 degree—of-freedom manipulator with a continuous (360
degree) jaw rotation mechanism. We actuate the joints via hydraulic
pistons, which are powered via an auxiliary output from the hydraulic
pump. Thus learning the forward model is difficult due to inherent
hysteresis associated with hydraulic control. For this robot, only one joint
is moved at a time, so we have independent time series per joint. The
joint data consists of measured joint positions and the input current to
the controller of the joint sampled at 100Hz.

Training Procedure: During training, we work with sequences of length
500. For the first 300 time steps those sequences consist of the full ob-
servation, i.e., the joint position and current. We give only the current
signals in the remaining 200 time steps. The models have to impute the
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missing joint positions in an uninformed fashion, i.e., we only indicate
the absence of a position by unrealistically high values.

Musculoskeletal Robot Arm

Observation and Data Set: For this soft robot we have 4 dimensional ob-
servation inputs(joint angles) and 8 dimensional action inputs(pressures).
We collected the data of a four DoF robot actuated by Pneumatic
Artificial Muscles (PAMs). The robot arm has eight PAMs in total with
each DoF actuated by an antagonistic pair. The robot arm reaches
high joint angle accelerations of up to 28, 000deg/s2 while avoiding
dangerous joint limits thanks to the antagonistic actuation and limits
on the air pressure ranges. The data consists of trajectories collected
while training with a model-free reinforcement learning algorithm to
hit balls while playing table tennis. We sampled the data at 100Hz.
The hysteresis associated with the pneumatic actuators used in this
robot is challenging to model and is relevant to the soft robotics in general.

Training Procedure: During training, we randomly removed three-
quarters of the states from the sequences and tasked the models with
imputing those missing states, only based on the knowledge of available
actions/control commands, i.e., we train the models to perform action
conditional future predictions to impute missing states. The imputation
employs the model for multi-step ahead predictions in a convenient way.
One could instead go for a dedicated loss function as in approaches like
Finn, Goodfellow, and Levine 2016, Oh et al.|[2015|for long term predic-
tions.

Franka Emika Panda Robot Arm
Observation and Data Set: We collected the data from a 7 DoF

Franka Emika Panda manipulator during free motion. We chose this
task since the robot exhibits different dynamics behaviour due to
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electric actuators and high frequencies(1kHz). The raw joint positions,
velocities and torques were recorded using Franka Interfaces while
the joint accelerations were computed by finite differences on filtered
velocity data (obtained using a zero-phase 8th-order digital Butterworth
filter with a cut-off frequency of 5Hz). The observations for the
forward model consist of the seven joint angles in radians, and the
corresponding actions were joint Torques in Nm. While the inverse
model use both joint angles and velocities as observations. The data
was divided into train and test sets in the ratio 4:1. We divide the
data into sequences of length 300 while training the recurrent models
for forward dynamics and use sequences of length 50 for inverse dynamics.

Training Procedure Forward Dynamics: Similar to the multi-step
ahead training procedure in[D.1.1] during training we randomly removed
three-quarters of the observations(joint angles) from the sequences and
tasked the models with imputing those missing observations, only based
on the knowledge of available actions/control commands.

Training Procedure Inverse Dynamics: The recurrent models (LSTM,
ac-RKN) uses a similar architecture, as shown in Figure 3 of the main
paper, except for the recurrent module. The hyperparameters includ-
ing learning rate, latent state and observation dimensions, learning rate,
control model architecture, action decoder architecture and regulariza-
tion parameter for the joint forward-inverse dynamics loss function are
searched via GpyOptauthors|2016/and is mentioned in Appendix D. The
observation encoder and decoder architecture is chosen to be of the same
size across the models being compared. For all models, we use the joint
positions and velocities as the observation input and differences to the
next state as desired observation. The FFNN gets the current observation
and desired observation as input and is tasked to predict the joint Torques
directly(unlike differences in recurrent models) as in previous regression
approachesNguyen-Tuong and Peters 2010}
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Barrett WAM Robot Arm

Observation and Data Set: The Barett task is based on a publicly
available dataset comprising joint positions, velocities, acceleration and
torques of a seven degrees-of-freedom real Barett WAM robot. The
original training dataset (12, 000 data points) is split into sequences of
length 98. Twenty-four out of the total 119 episodes are utilized for
testing, whereas the other 95 are used for training. The direct cable
drives which drive this robot produce high torques, generating fast and
dexterous movements but yield complex dynamics. Rigid-body dynamics
cannot be model this complex dynamics due to the variable stiffness and
lengths of the cables.

Training Procedure Inverse Dynamics: The training procedure is

repeated as in

D.2. Robots and Datasets Used In Chapter|5on
HiP-SSM

D.2.1. Franka Emika Panda Robot Arm

Observation and Data Set: We collected the data from a 7 DoF Franka
Emika Panda manipulator during free motion and while manipulating
loads with weights Okg (free motion), 0.5 kg, 1 kg, 1.5 kg, 2 kg and 2.5
kg. Data is sampled at high frequencies (1kHz). The training trajectories
were motions with loads Okg(free motion), 1kg, 1.5kg, 2.5 kgs, while the
testing trajectories contained motions with loads of 0.5kg and 2 kgs. The
observations for the forward model consist of the seven joint angles in
radians, and the corresponding actions were joint Torques in Nm. We
divide the data into sequences of length 600 while training the recurrent
models for forward dynamics, with 300 time-steps (corresponding to 300
milli-seconds) used as context set and rest 300 is used for the recurrent
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time-series modelling.

Training Procedure: For the fully observable case, we trained HiP-RSSM
for one-step ahead prediction using an RMSE loss. Similar to the training
procedure for partially observable case as in[D.1.1] during training we ran-
domly removed half of the observations(joint angles) from the sequences
and tasked the models with imputing those missing observations, only
based on the knowledge of available actions/control commands.

Other recurrent baselines (RKN, LSTM, GRU) are trained in a similar fash-
ion except that, we dont maintain a context set of interaction histories
during training/inference.

D.2.2. Wheeled Mobile Robot

Observation and Data Set: We collected 50 random trajectories from
a Pybullet simulator a wheeled mobile robot traversing terrain with si-
nusoidal slopes. Data is sampled at high frequencies (500Hz). 40 out of
the 50 trajectories were used for training and the rest 10 for testing. The
observations consists of parameters which completely describe its location
and orientation of the robot. The observation of the robot at any time
instance ¢ consists of the following features:.

0; = [x,y, z, cos(a), sin(a), cos(f)
sin(f), cos(y), sin(y)]

where, x,y, z - denote the global position of the Center of Mass of he
robot, &, f, y— Roll, pitch and yaw angles of the robot respectively, in the
global frame of reference (Sonker and Dutta|2020). We divide the data into
sequences of length 300 while training the recurrent models for forward
dynamics, with 150 time-steps (corresponding to 300 milli-seconds) used
as context set and rest 150 is used for the recurrent time-series modelling.

Training Procedure: For the fully observable case, we trained HiP-RSSM
for one-step ahead prediction using an RMSE loss. Similar to the training
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procedure for partially observable case as in[D.1.1] during training we
randomly removed half of the observations from the sequences and tasked
the models with imputing those missing observations, only based on the
knowledge of available actions/control commands.

Other recurrent baselines (RKN, LSTM, GRU) are trained in a similar
fashion except that, we dont maintain a context set of interaction histories
during training/inference.

D.3. Robots and Data used in Chapter|[6/on Multi
Time Scale SSM

In all datasets, we only use information about agent/object positions and
we mask out velocities to create a partially observable setting. All datasets
are subjected to a mean zero, unit variance normalization during training.
During testing, they are denormalized after predictions. The details of the
different datasets used are explained below:

D.3.1. D4RL Datasets

Details: We use a set of 3 different environments/agents from D4RL
dataset Fu, Kumar, et al. 2020, which includes the HalfCheetah, Franka
Kitchen and Maze2D (medium) environment. (a) HalfCheetah: We used
1000 suboptimal trajectories collected from a policy trained to approxi-
mately 1/3 the performance of the expert. The observation space consists
of 8 joint positions and the action space consists of 6 joint torques collected
at 50 Hz frequency. 800 trajectories were used for training and 200 for
testing. For the long horizon task, we used 1.2 seconds (60 timesteps) as
context and tasked the model to predict 6 seconds (300 timesteps) into the
future. (b) Franka Kitchen: The goal of the Franka Kitchen environment
is to interact with the various objects to reach a desired state configura-
tion. The objects you can interact with include the position of the kettle,
flipping the light switch, opening and closing the microwave and cabinet
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doors, or sliding the other cabinet door. We used the "complete” version
of the dataset and collected 1000 trajectories where all four tasks are per-
formed in order. The observation space consists of 30 dimensions (9 joint
positions of the robot and 21 object positions). The action space consists
of 9 joint velocities clipped between -1 and 1 rad/s. The data was collected
at a 50 Hz frequency. 800 trajectories were used for training and 200 for
testing. For the long horizon task, we used 0.6 seconds (30 timesteps)
as context and tasked the model to predict 2.7 seconds (135 timesteps)
into the future. The dataset is complex due to multi-task, multi-object
interactions in a single trajectory. (c¢) Medium Maze: We used 20000
trajectories from a 2D Maze environment, where each trajectory consists
of a force-actuated ball (along the X and Y axis) moving to a fixed target
location. The observation consists of as the (x, y) locations and a 2D
action space. The data is collected at 100 Hz frequency. 16000 trajectories
were used for training and 4000 for testing. For the long horizon task,
we used 0.6 seconds (60 timesteps) as context and tasked the model to
predict 3.9 seconds (390 timesteps) into the future. Rendering of the three
environments is shown in Figure[6.11]

D.3.2. Hydraulic Excavator

Details: We collected the data from a wheeled excavator JCB Hydradig
110W show in Figure The data was collected by actuating the boom
and arm of the excavator using Multisine and Amplitude-Modulated
Pseudo-Random Binary Sequence (APRBS) joystick signals with safety
mechanisms in place. A total of 150 mins of data was collected at
a frequency of 100 Hz. of which was used as a training dataset and
the rest as testing. The observation space consists of the boom and
arm positions, while the joystick signals are chosen as actions. For
the long horizon task we used 1.5 seconds (150 timesteps) as context
and tasked the model to predict 12 seconds (1200 timesteps) into the future.

157



D. Appendix: Robots and Dataset Details

D.3.3. Panda Robot With Varying Payloads

Details: We collected the data from a 7 DoF Franka Emika Panda
manipulator during free motion and while manipulating loads with
weights Okg (free motion), 0.5 kg, 1 kg, 1.5 kg, 2 kg and 2.5 kg. The robot
used is shown in Figure Data is sampled at a frequency of 100 Hz.
The training trajectories were motions with loads of 0Okg(free motion),
1kg, 1.5kg, and 2.5 kgs, while the testing trajectories contained motions
with loads of 0.5 kg and 2 kg. The observations for the forward model
consist of the seven joint angles in radians, and the corresponding actions
were joint Torques in Nm. For the long horizon task we used 0.6 seconds
(60 timesteps) as context and tasked the model to predict 1.8 seconds (180
timesteps) into the future.

D.3.4. Wheeled Mobile Robot

Observation and Data Set: We collected 50 random trajectories from a
Pybullet simulator a wheeled mobile robot traversing terrain with slopes
generated by a mix of sine waves as opposed to the sine wave terrain for
experiments used in Chapter 5| making this more challenging. Data is
sampled at high frequencies (500Hz). 40 out of the 50 trajectories were
used for training and the rest 10 for testing. The observations consist of
parameters which completely describe the location and orientation of the
robot. The observation of the robot at any time instance ¢ consists of the
following features:

0r = [x, v,z cos(a), sin(a), cos(f)
sin(f), cos(y), sin(y)]

where, x,y, z - denote the global position of the Center of Mass of the
robot, &, f, y— Roll, pitch and yaw angles of the robot respectively, in the
global frame of reference (Sonker and Dutta 2020). For the long horizon
task we used 0.6 seconds (150 timesteps) as context and tasked the model
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to predict 3 seconds (750 timesteps) into the future.
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E.1. Hyperparameters: Chapter|[4]

Pneumatic Musculoskeltal Robot Arm

Table E.1.: Forward Dynamics Hyperparameters For Pneumatic Musculoskeletal Robot.

Hyperparameter ac-RKN | RKN | LSTM
Learning Rate 3.1e-3 1.9e-3 | 6.6e-3
Latent Observation Dimension | 60 60 60
Latent State Dimension 120 120 120

Encoder (ac-RKN,RKN,LSTM): 1 fully connected + linear output (elu +
1)
« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU

Observation Decoder (ac-RKN,RKN,LSTM): 1 fully connected + linear out-
put:

« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU
Transition Model (ac-RKN,RKN): bandwidth: 3, number of basis: 15
« a(Z;): No hidden layers - softmax output
Control Model (ac-RKN): 3 fully connected + linear output
« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU
« Fully Connected 2: 120, ReLU
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« Fully Connected 3: 120, ReLU

Architecture For FFNN Baseline 2 fully connected + linear output
« Fully Connected 1: 6000, ReLU
+ Fully Connected 2: 3000, ReLU

Dropout Regularization - 0.512
Learning Rate - 1.3%e-2
Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer

Hydraulic Brokk-40 Robot Arm

Table E.2.: Forward Dynamics Hyperparameters For Pneumatic Musculoskeletal Robot.

Hyperparameter ac-RKN | RKN | LSTM | GRU
Learning Rate 5e-4 5e-4 | 9.1e-4 | 2.1e-3
Latent Observation Dimension | 30 30 30 30
Latent State Dimension 60 60 60 60

Encoder (ac-RKN,RKN,LSTM,GRU): 1 fully connected + linear output (elu
+1)

« Fully Connected 1: 30, ReLU

Observation Decoder (ac-RKN,RKN,LSTM,GRU): 1 fully connected + lin-
ear output:

« Fully Connected 1: 30, ReLU

Transition Model (ac-RKN,RKN): bandwidth: 3, number of basis: 32
« a(Z;): No hidden layers - softmax output

Control Model (ac-RKN): 1 fully connected + linear output
« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU
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Franka Emika Panda - Forward Dynamics Learning

Table E.3.: Forward Dynamics Learning Hyperparameters For Panda.

Hyperparameter ac-RKN | RKN | LSTM | GRU
Learning Rate 3.1e-3 1.7e-3 | 6.6e-3 | 8.72e-3
Latent Observation Dimension | 45 30 30 45
Latent State Dimension 90 60 60 90

Encoder (ac-RKN,RKN,LSTM,GRU): 1 fully connected + linear output (elu
+1)

« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU

Observation Decoder (ac-RKN,RKN,LSTM,GRU): 1 fully connected + lin-
ear output:

« Fully Connected 1: 240, ReLU
Transition Model (ac-RKN,RKN): bandwidth: 3, number of basis: 15
« a(Z;): No hidden layers - softmax output
Control Model (ac-RKN): 3 fully connected + linear output
« Fully Connected 1: 30, ReLU
« Fully Connected 2: 30, ReLU
+ Fully Connected 3: 30, ReLU

Architecture For FFNN Baseline - Forward Dynamics 3 fully con-
nected + linear output

« Fully Connected 1: 1000, ReLU
+ Fully Connected 2: 1000, ReLU
« Fully Connected 3: 1000, ReLU
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Dropout Regularization - 0.1147
Learning Rate - 8.39%e-3
Optimizer Used: SGD Optimizer

Franka Emika Panda - Inverse Dynamics Learning

Table E.4.: Inverse Dynamics Learning Hyperparameters For Panda.

Hyperparameter ac-RKN | RKN (No Action Feedback) | LSTM
Learning Rate 7.62e-3 3.5e-3 9.8%¢-3
Latent Observation Dimension | 15 30 30
Latent State Dimension 30 60 60
Regularization Factor (1) 0.158 0.179 0.196

Encoder (ac-RKN,RKN,LSTM): 1 fully connected + linear output (elu +
1)
« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU

Observation Decoder (ac-RKN,RKN,LSTM): 1 fully connected + linear out-
put:

+ Fully Connected 1: 240, ReLU
Action Decoder (ac-RKN,RKN,LSTM): 1 fully connected + linear output:
« Fully Connected 1: 512, ReLU
Transition Model (ac-RKN,RKN): bandwidth: 3, number of basis: 15
« a(Z;): No hidden layers - softmax output
Control Model (ac-RKN): 1 fully connected + linear output
« Fully Connected 1: 45, ReLU

Architecture For FFNN Baseline - Inverse Dynamics 3 fully connected
+ linear output

« Fully Connected 1: 500, ReLU
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« Fully Connected 2: 500, ReLU
« Fully Connected 3: 500, ReLU

Dropout Regularization - 0.563
Learning Rate - 1.39e-2
Optimizer Used: SGD Optimizer

Barrett WAM - Inverse Dynamics Learning

Table E.5.: Inverse Dynamics Learning Hyperparameters Barrett WAM.

Hyperparameter ac-RKN | RKN (No Action Feedback) | LSTM
Learning Rate 7.7e-3 1.7e-3 9.33e-3
Latent Observation Dimension | 15 30 45
Latent State Dimension 30 60 90
Regularization Factor (1) 0.176 0 3.42e-3

Encoder (ac-RKN,RKN,LSTM): 1 fully connected + linear output (elu +
1)
« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU

Observation Decoder (ac-RKN,RKN,LSTM): 1 fully connected + linear out-
put:

« Fully Connected 1: 240, ReLU
Action Decoder (ac-RKN): 2 fully connected + linear output:
« Fully Connected 1: 256, ReLU
« Fully Connected 1: 256, ReLU
Action Decoder (RKN,LSTM): 1 fully connected + linear output:
« Fully Connected 1: 512, ReLU
Transition Model (ac-RKN,RKN): bandwidth: 3, number of basis: 15

« a(Z;): No hidden layers - softmax output
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Control Model (ac-RKN): 1 fully connected + linear output
« Fully Connected 1: 45, ReLU
Architecture For FFNN Baseline 3 fully connected + linear output
« Fully Connected 1: 500, ReLU
« Fully Connected 2: 500, ReLU
« Fully Connected 3: 500, ReLU

Dropout Regularization - 0.563
Learning Rate - 1e-5
Optimizer Used: SGD Optimizer

E.2. Hyperparameters: Chapter/5|

E.2.1. Pneumatic Musculoskeletal Robot Arm

Recurrent Models

Table E.6.: Forward Dynamics Learning Hyperparameters For Panda.

Hyperparameter HiP-RSSM | RKN | LSTM | GRU
Learning Rate 8e-4 8e-4 | le-3 le-3
Latent Observation Dimension | 15 15 15 15
Latent State Dimension 30 30 75 75
Latent Task Dimension 30

Context Encoder (HiP-RSSM): 1 fully connected + linear output (elu + 1)
« Fully Connected 1: 240, ReLU

Observation Encoder (HiP-RSSM,RKN,LSTM,GRU): 1 fully connected +
linear output (elu + 1)

« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU
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Observation Decoder (HiP-RSSM,RKN,LSTM): 1 fully connected + linear
output:

« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU
Transition Model (HiP-RSSM,RKN): number of basis: 15
+ a(z;): No hidden layers - softmax output
Control Model (HiP-RSSM,RKN): 3 fully connected + linear output
« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU
« Fully Connected 2: 120, ReLU
« Fully Connected 3: 120, ReLU

E.2.2. Franka Robot Arm With Varying Loads

Recurrent Models

Table E.7.: Forward Dynamics Learning Hyperparameters For Franka.

Hyperparameter HiP-RSSM | RKN | LSTM | GRU
Learning Rate le-3 le-3 3e-3 3e-3
Latent Observation Dimension | 15 15 15 15
Latent State Dimension 30 30 75 75
Latent Task Dimension 30 -

Encoder (HiP-RSSM,RKN,LSTM,GRU): 1 fully connected + linear output
(elu+1)

« Fully Connected 1: 30, ReLU

Observation Decoder (HiP-RSSM,RKN,LSTM,GRU): 1 fully connected +
linear output:

« Fully Connected 1: 30, ReLU
Transition Model (HiP-RSSM,RKN): number of basis: 32
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« a(z;): No hidden layers - softmax output
Control Model (HiP-RSSM, RKN): 1 fully connected + linear output
« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU

E.2.3. Wheeled Robot Traversing Slopes Of Different Height

Recurrent Models

Table E.8.: Forward Dynamics Learning Hyperparameters For Wheeled Robot.

Hyperparameter HiP-RSSM | RKN | LSTM | GRU
Learning Rate 9e-4 9e-4 le-2 le-2
Latent Observation Dimension | 30 30 15 15
Latent State Dimension 60 60 75 75
Latent Task Dimension 60 -

Encoder (HiP-RSSM,RKN,LSTM,GRU): 1 fully connected + linear output
(elu+1)

« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU

Observation Decoder (HiP-RSSM,RKN,LSTM,GRU): 1 fully connected +
linear output:

« Fully Connected 1: 240, ReLU

Transition Model (HiP-RSSM,RKN): number of basis: 15
+ a(z;): No hidden layers - softmax output

Control Model (HiP-RSSM, RKN): 3 fully connected + linear output
« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU

168



E.3. Hyperparameters: ChapterE]

E.3. Hyperparameters: Chapter|6|

Compute Resources For training MTS3, LSTM, GRU and Transformer
models we used compute nodes with (i) Nvidia 3090 and (ii) Nvidia 2080
RTX GPUs. For training more computationally expensive locally linear
models like RKN, HiP-RSSM we used compute nodes with NVIDIA A100-
40 GPUs.

Hyperparameters Hyperparameters were selected via grid search. In
general, the performance of MTS3 is not very sensitive to hyperparame-
ters. Among all the baselines, Transformer models were most sensitive to
hyperparameters (see Appendix E.5 for details of Transformer architec-
ture).

Discretization Step: For MTS3, the discretization step for the slow time
scale SSM as discussed in Section 3.1 for all datasets was fixed as H-At = 0.3
seconds. In our experiments, we found that discretization values between
0.2 < H- At < 0.5 seconds give similar performance.

Rule Of thumb for choosing discretization step in MTS3: For any N-level
MTS3 as defined in Section 3.4, we recommend searching for discretization
factor H; as a hyperparameter. However, as a general rule of thumb,
it can be chosen as H; = ( ¥T)!, where T is the maximum prediction
horizon required / episode length. This ensures that very long recurrences
are divided between smaller equal-length task-reconfigurable local SSM
windows (of length NT) spread across several hierarchies.

Encoder Decoder Architecture: For all recurrent models (MTS3,
HiP-RSSM, RKN, LSTM and GRU) we use a similar encoder-decoder
architecture across datasets. Small variations from these encoder-decoder
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architecture hyperparameters can still lead to similar prediction perfor-
mance as reported in the paper.

Observation Set Encoder (MTS3): 1 fully connected + linear output:

« Fully Connected 1: 240, ReLU

Action Set Encoder (MTS3): 1 fully connected + linear output:

« Fully Connected 1: 240, ReLU

Observation Encoder (MTS3, HiP-RSSM, RKN, LSTM, GRU): 1 fully con-
nected + linear output:

+ Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU

Observation Decoder (MTS3, HiP-RSSM, RKN, LSTM, GRU): 1 fully con-
nected + linear output:

« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU

Control Model (Primitive Action Encoder) (MTS3, HiP-RSSM, RKN): 1
fully connected + linear output:

« Fully Connected 1: 120, ReLU

The rest of the hyperparameters are described below:

E.3.1. D4RL Datasets
E.3.1.1. Half Cheetah

Recurrent Models

Hyperparameters MTS3 | HiP-RSSM | RKN | LSTM | GRU
Learning Rate 3e-3 le-3 le-3 le-3 le-3
Latent Observation Dimension 15 15 15 15 15
Observation Set Latent Dimension (sts-SSM) 15 - - - -
Latent State Dimension 30 30 30 45 45
Latent Task Dimension 30 30
Latent Abstract Action Dimension (sts-SSM) 30 -
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Transition Model (HiP-RSSM, RKN): number of basis: 32
 a(z;): No hidden layers - softmax output

Autoregressive Transformer Baseline
Learning Rate: 1e-5

Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer
Embedding size: 96

Number of Decoder Layers: 4

Number Of Attention Heads: 4

Multistep Transformer Baseline
Learning Rate: le-5

Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer
Embedding size: 128

Number Of Encoder Layers: 2
Number of Decoder Layers: 1
Number Of Attention Heads: 4

E.3.1.2. Franka Kitchen

Recurrent Models

Hyperparameters MTS3 | HiP-RSSM | RKN | LSTM | GRU
Learning Rate 3e-3 9e-4 9e-4 le-3 le-3
Latent Observation Dimension 30 30 30 30 30
Observation Set Latent Dimension (sts-SSM) 30 - - - -
Latent State Dimension 60 60 60 90 90
Latent Task Dimension 60 60 - - -
Latent Abstract Action Dimension (sts-SSM) 60 -

Transition Model (HiP-RSSM, RKN): number of basis: 15
+ a(z;): No hidden layers - softmax output

Autoregressive Transformer Baseline
Learning Rate: 5e-5

Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer
Embedding size: 64
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Number of Decoder Layers: 4
Number Of Attention Heads: 4

Multistep Transformer Baseline

Learning Rate: 1e-5

Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer
Embedding size: 64

Number Of Encoder Layers: 2
Number of Decoder Layers: 1
Number Of Attention Heads: 4

E.3.1.3. Maze 2D

Recurrent Models

Hyperparameters

HiP-RSSM

RKN

LSTM

GRU

Learning Rate

9e-4

9e-4

le-3

le-3

Latent Observation Dimension

30

30

30

30

Observation Set Latent Dimension (sts-SSM)

Latent State Dimension

60

60

90

90

Latent Task Dimension

Latent Abstract Action Dimension (sts-SSM)

60

Transition Model (HiP-RSSM, RKN): number of basis: 15

Autoregressive Transformer Baseline

+ a(z;): No hidden layers - softmax output

Learning Rate: 5e-5

Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer
Embedding size: 96

Number of Decoder Layers: 4
Number Of Attention Heads: 4

Multistep Transformer Baseline

Learning Rate: 1e-5
Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer
Embedding size: 128
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Number Of Encoder Layers: 2
Number of Decoder Layers: 1
Number Of Attention Heads: 4

E.3.2. Franka Robot Arm With Varying Loads

Recurrent Models

Hyperparameters MTS3 | HiP-RSSM | RKN | LSTM | GRU
Learning Rate 3e-3 9e-4 9e-4 3e-3 3e-3
Latent Observation Dimension 15 15 15 15 15
Observation Set Latent Dimension (sts-SSM) 15 - - - -
Latent State Dimension 30 30 30 45 45
Latent Task Dimension 30 30 - - -
Latent Abstract Action Dimension (sts-SSM) 30 -

Transition Model (HiP-RSSM,RKN): number of basis: 32
« a(z;): No hidden layers - softmax output

Autoregressive Transformer Baseline
Learning Rate: 5e-5

Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer
Embedding size: 64

Number of Decoder Layers: 4

Number Of Attention Heads: 4

Multistep Transformer Baseline
Learning Rate: 2e-5

Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer
Embedding size: 64

Number Of Encoder Layers: 2
Number of Decoder Layers: 1
Number Of Attention Heads: 4
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E.3.3. Hydraulic Excavator

Hyperparameters MTS3 | HiP-RSSM | RKN | LSTM | GRU
Learning Rate 3e-3 8e-4 8e-4 le-3 le-3
Latent Observation Dimension 15 15 15 15 15
Observation Set Latent Dimension (sts-SSM) 15 - - - -
Latent State Dimension 30 30 30 45 45
Latent Task Dimension 30 30 - - -
Latent Abstract Action Dimension (sts-SSM) 30 - - - -

Transition Model (HiP-RSSM,RKN): number of basis: 15
« coeflicient net a(z;): No hidden layers - softmax output

Autoregressive Transformer Baseline
Learning Rate: 1e-5

Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer
Embedding size: 96

Number of Decoder Layers: 4

Number Of Attention Heads: 4

Multistep Transformer Baseline
Learning Rate: 5e-5

Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer
Embedding size: 64

Number Of Encoder Layers: 2
Number of Decoder Layers: 1
Number Of Attention Heads: 4

E.3.4. Wheeled Robot Traversing Uneven Terrain

Hyperparameters MTS3 | HiP-RSSM | RKN | LSTM | GRU
Learning Rate 3e-3 8e-4 8e-4 le-3 le-3
Latent Observation Dimension 30 30 30 30 30
Observation Set Latent Dimension (sts-SSM) 30 - - - -
Latent State Dimension 60 60 60 90 90
Latent Task Dimension 60 60 - - -
Latent Abstract Action Dimension (sts-SSM) 60 - - - -
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Transition Model (HiP-RSSM,RKN): number of basis: 15
« coefficient net a(z;): No hidden layers - softmax output

Autoregressive Transformer Baseline
Learning Rate: 5e-5

Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer
Embedding size: 128

Number of Decoder Layers: 4

Number Of Attention Heads: 4

Multistep Transformer Baseline
Learning Rate: 5e-5

Optimizer Used: Adam Optimizer
Embedding size: 64

Number Of Encoder Layers: 4
Number of Decoder Layers: 2
Number Of Attention Heads: 4

E.3.5. Transformer Architecture Details

For the AR-Transformer Baseline, we use a GPT-like autoregressive ver-
sion of transformers except that for the autoregressive input we also
concatenate the actions to make action conditional predictions.

For Multi-Transformer we use the same direct multistep prediction and
loss as in recent Transformer time-series forecasting literature Zhou et al.
2021} Liu et al.[2022; Nie et al.[2023} Zeng et al. {2022, A description of the
action conditional direct multi-step version of the transformer is given in
Algorithm
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Algorithm 3: MultiStep Transformer

Require: Input past observations oj,p € R5*C; Input Past Actions
Qjnp € R5*4. Future Actions Apred € RO*4A:Input Length S; Predict
length O; Observation Dimension C; Action Dimension A; Feature
dimension di; Encoder layers number N; Decoder layers number M.

1: Ojpp € RSXC Ajnp € RS*A, Apred € RO*A
2: Xjnp = ConCatFeatureWise (0np, ainp)
>Xinp € RSX(C+A)
3: Xprea = ConCatFeatureWise (Zeros(O, 0), apred)
>X pred € ROX(C+A)
4: Xencs Xdee = Xinps ConCat (Xinp, Xpred) > Xenc €
RSX(C+A)’ Xdec c R(S+O)><(C+A)
5: Xgnc = Embed (Xenc)
l>)(gnc € RSXdk
6:forlin{1l,---,N} do
7. X! =LayerNorm (X4} + Attn (XL}))
>Xine € R

8: X!, =LayerNorm (XL;! + FFN (X!.1))

enc enc enc

l>Xle e € RS¥dk
end
9: Xgec = Embed (Xgec) DXgec € R(S+0)xdx
10: for forl in{1,---,M} do
11: X! = LayerNorm (Xé;cl + Attn (Xé;cl)) >
Decoder

12: X(ligcl = LayerNorm (Xé;cl + Attn (Xégcl ’, Xé\{w))
I>X171 c R(S+O)Xdk
dec
X 1 _ -1 -
13 X4, = TLayerNorm (X{.! + FPN (X4!))
I>Xl e R(S+O)><dk
dec

end
14: y = MLP (Xﬁic) by € R(S+O)XC
15: Return y >

Return the prediction results
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