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Abstract

Diffusion-based world models have demonstrated
strong capabilities in synthesizing realistic long-
horizon trajectories for offline reinforcement
learning (RL). However, many existing methods
do not directly generate actions alongside states
and rewards, limiting their compatibility with
standard value-based offline RL algorithms that
rely on one-step temporal difference (TD) learn-
ing. While prior work has explored joint model-
ing of states, rewards, and actions to address this
issue, such formulations often lead to increased
training complexity and reduced performance in
practice. We propose DAWM, a diffusion-based
world model that generates future state-reward tra-
jectories conditioned on the current state, action,
and return-to-go, paired with an inverse dynamics
model (IDM) for efficient action inference. This
modular design produces complete synthetic tran-
sitions suitable for one-step TD-based offline RL,
enabling effective and computationally efficient
training. Empirically, we show that conservative
offline RL algorithms such as TD3BC and IQL
benefit significantly from training on these aug-
mented trajectories, consistently outperforming
prior diffusion-based baselines across multiple
tasks in the D4RL benchmark.

1. Introduction
Recent advances in world models have spurred increasing
interest in using learned environment models to facilitate
planning in offline reinforcement learning (RL). To this end,
various sequence modeling approaches have emerged as
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effective frameworks for training such world models, in-
cluding recurrent architectures (Hafner et al., 2020; 2022;
2024) that model temporal dynamics and reward models,
transformer-based models that learn structured representa-
tions of state, action, and reward sequences to model long-
term dependencies (Chen et al., 2021; Janner et al., 2021;
Micheli et al., 2023; Robine et al., 2023), and diffusion-
based generative models (Ajay et al., 2023; Janner et al.,
2022; Ding et al., 2024; Zhou et al., 2024; Li et al., 2025)
that can generate entire trajectories in a single forward pass
rather than autoregressively predicting each timestep, thus
mitigating compounding error and enabling more coherent
long-horizon planning (Ding et al., 2024).

Extending prior work, we explore the use of diffusion-based
world models to generate long-horizon synthetic trajectories
suitable for offline reinforcement learning. An expanding
body of works (Alonso et al., 2024; Ding et al., 2024; Jan-
ner et al., 2022; Jackson et al., 2024; Rigter et al., 2024)
has demonstrated strong capabilities in modeling complex,
multimodal dynamics across diverse offline datasets, as sum-
marized in Table 1.

Existing diffusion-based methods for offline RL generally
fall into two categories. Value-based approaches such as the
Diffusion World Model (DWM) (Ding et al., 2024) enables
value-based RL through a model-based value expansion
(MVE) framework (Feinberg et al., 2018), which estimates
target value using action-free trajectories generated by a dif-
fusion model. However, an empirical analysis by (Palenicek
et al., 2022) reveals that multi-step value expansion meth-
ods, may offer diminishing returns even when the dynamics
model is perfectly accurate. This suggests that the limi-
tations arise not only from the model error but also from
the structure of long-horizon target value estimation itself.
Moreover, because DWM does not explicitly model actions,
it is incompatible with one-step TD learning (Sutton, 1988),
which requires consistency between states, actions, and re-
wards for each transition. One-step TD learning has been
widely adopted in offline RL due to its ability to improve
critic regularization and mitigate overfitting (Eysenbach
et al., 2023). These insights highlight the importance of
generating complete transitions that support stable TD learn-
ing. A natural alternative is to directly generate complete
(s, a, r) trajectories in an end-to-end fashion, but the prior
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Table 1. A comparison of diffusion-based world models for RL.

METHOD DIFFUSION MODEL ACTION PREDICTION

DIAMOND p(st+1|st:t+T−1, at:t+T−1) REINFORCE (WILLIAMS, 1992)
POLYGRAD p(rt:t+T−1, st+1:t+T−1|st, at:t+T−1) STOCHASTIC LANGEVINE DYNAMICS
PGD p(st:t+T , at:t+T−1, rt:t+T−1) EXTRACT FROM THE SAMPLE
DIFFUSER p(at:t+T−1, st+1:t+T−1|st) EXTRACT FROM THE SAMPLE
DD p(st+1:t+T−1|st, gt) INVERSE DYNAMIC MODELS
DWM p(rt:t+T−1, st+1:t+T−1|st, at, gt) MF OFFLINE METHODS
D-MPC p(st+1:t+T−1|s0:t, a0:t+T−1) DIFFUSION GENERATION
DAWM(OURS) p(st+1:t+T−1, rt:t+T−1|st, at, gt) INVERSE DYNAMIC METHODS

work (Zhou et al., 2024; Ajay et al., 2023) has shown that
such joint modeling can suffer from significant training in-
stability, limiting its effectiveness in practice.

On the other hand, planning-based methods such as De-
cision Diffuser (DD) (Ajay et al., 2023), Diffuser (Janner
et al., 2022), and D-MPC (Zhou et al., 2024) generate com-
plete trajectories by recovering actions via an IDM (DD),
jointly modeling states and actions through diffusion (Dif-
fuser), or training a separate diffusion-based action planner
(D-MPC). These methods bypass TD learning by generating
full trajectories and selecting them post hoc using reward
signals obtained from environment simulators, instead of
learning a value function. However, they require generating
entire trajectories during inference and typically rely on
iterative sampling and reward-based selection, resulting in a
high inference cost. This issue is especially pronounced in
D-MPC, which trains a separate diffusion model solely for
action generation.

Motivated by the limitations of both paradigms, our goal
is to enable one-step TD learning in offline RL using data
generated by a diffusion-based model that is also computa-
tionally efficient. To achieve this, we adopt a modular ap-
proach that generates state-reward sequences via diffusion
and infers actions through a separately trained IDM. This
modular design yields trajectories with complete transitions
(s, a, r, s′) for offline RL training, while enabling efficient
action inference via a single forward pass, in contrast to
diffusion-based planners that require iterative sampling and
are computationally expensive. To this end, we introduce
Diffusion Action World Model (DAWM), which bridges
efficient generative modeling and TD-based policy learning
in offline RL.

To summarize, we pose the following research question:

Can incorporating action inference into diffusion world
models enhance the utility of synthetic data for offline RL,
and does it lead to measurable and efficient performance
gains over models that rely on action-free or reward-free
trajectories?

To answer this question, we construct synthetic rollouts

by combining diffusion-based state-reward generation con-
ditioned on (st, at, Rtg) with IDM-based action inference.
We show empirically that the offline RL algorithms TD3BC
(Fujimoto & Gu, 2021) and IQL (Kostrikov et al., 2021)
benefit significantly from training on these generated trajec-
tories, achieving consistent performance improvements over
prior diffusion-based baselines. These results highlight the
importance of action inference in improving the utility of
diffusion world models for offline reinforcement learning.

Our main contributions include:

• We propose an efficient and effective modular frame-
work that combines diffusion-based world models with
IDM to generate full transitions for offline reinforce-
ment learning.

• We show that conservative offline RL algorithms can
effectively leverage these generated transitions, achiev-
ing improved performance over existing diffusion-
based baselines.

• Our results demonstrate that DAWM-generated trajec-
tories can closely match the performance of agents
trained on real offline datasets, highlighting the poten-
tial of synthetic trajectories as a practical alternative
for offline RL training.

2. Related Work
Offline Reinforcement Learning enables policy learning
from fixed datasets without further environmental interac-
tion. While this setting is appealing for real-world applica-
tions where exploration is expensive or unsafe, it introduces
a fundamental reliance on the quality of available data. In
particular, two aspects of data quality are crucial: coverage,
which refers to how well the dataset spans the relevant state-
action space, and completeness, which refers to whether
each trajectory contains fully labeled transitions with states,
actions, and rewards. A key challenge in this setting is the
extrapolation error (Fujimoto et al., 2019), which occurs
when the Q-function is queried on poorly covered or unseen
state-action pairs, often leading to overestimation and un-
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stable policy updates (Kumar et al., 2020). To mitigate this,
various conservative and behavior-regularized algorithms
have been proposed. Methods such as BCQ (Fujimoto et al.,
2019) and TD3BC restrict the learned policy to remain close
to the behavior policy, while CQL (Kumar et al., 2020)
penalizes value estimates on unseen actions. IQL avoids
extrapolation entirely by learning value-weighted policies
from in-distribution actions only. All of these methods as-
sume access to high-coverage complete datasets. However,
in many realistic scenarios, such datasets may be incomplete
or difficult to obtain. This motivates our approach: Gener-
ate synthetic trajectories that are both fully observed and
targeted toward the relevant state-action regions, thereby
supporting more stable and effective offline RL training.

World Models (Ha & Schmidhuber, 2018) learn representa-
tions of environment dynamics, enabling trajectory predic-
tion and planning. Recently, diffusion-based world models
have shown strong capabilities in synthesizing realistic se-
quential data, offering a promising direction for generating
trajectories in offline RL. DWM (Ding et al., 2024), PGD
(Jackson et al., 2024), and PolyGRAD (Rigter et al., 2024)
generate future states and rewards under different condi-
tions, but PGD and PolyGRAD rely on on-policy rollouts
guided by a learned actor, limiting their offline applicability.
The DWM paper also proposes a Diffusion-MVE approach,
where given an offline state-action pair (st, at) and return-
to-go value Rtg, the model generates action-free rollouts
of states and rewards to compute multi-step returns as TD
targets, with bootstrapping applied at the final state. How-
ever, the lack of action generation prevents the construction
of full transitions (s, a, r, s′), making it incompatible with
one-step TD learning. Diffuser (Janner et al., 2022) and DD
(Ajay et al., 2023) also generate future trajectories but differ
in usage: Diffuser jointly models states and actions via an
unconditional model, while DD predicts future states condi-
tioned on st and return-to-go value gt, recovering actions via
an IDM. Both rely on post hoc evaluation using environment
reward queries, rather than incorporating generated data into
RL training. In contrast, our approach generates complete
trajectories with states, actions, and rewards, enabling direct
integration with one-step TD-based offline RL.

IDM have been used in exploration to learn representations
of controllable aspects of the state (Pathak et al., 2017). In
offline RL, IDMs have been used to recover missing ac-
tions from state transitions (Torabi et al., 2018). Behavioral
Cloning (Torabi et al., 2018) demonstrated the potential
of IDMs by learning actions directly from state-only tra-
jectories. However, this framework is limited to imitation
learning and does not generalize to offline RL settings. Li
et al. (Li et al., 2023) extended IDM to visual control tasks,
incorporating it as a regularization objective to improve
robustness in imitation learning, but their method is specifi-
cally designed for visual inputs, and it is less applicable to

Algorithm 1 Diffusion Action World Model for Offline RL
Input: pretrained diffusion world model pθ, IDM model
fϕ, offline RL data D
Hyperparameters: rollout length H , conditioning RTG
geval, guidance parameter ω, actor and target networks
update frequency n, target network update coefficient τ
Initialize the actor and critic networks πψ , QΨ

Initialize the target actor and critic networks ψ′ ← ψ,
Ψ′ ← Ψ
for i = 1, 2, ... until convergence do

Sample state-action pair (st, at) from D
Sample r̂t, ŝt+1, r̂t+1, ..., ŝt+H , r̂t+H , ŝt+H+1 ∼
pθ(·|st, at, geval) with guidance parameter ω

Inference actions using fϕ to construct Tcomplete ∼
{(st, at, r̂t, ŝt+1), ..., (ŝt+H , ât+H , r̂t+H , ŝt+H+1)}

for each transition (s, a, r, s′) in Tcomplete do
Compute the target Q value:
y = r + γQΨ(s

′, πψ(s
′))

Update Critic Networks:
Ψ← Ψ− ηΨ∇Ψ (QΨ(s, a)− y)2

if i mod n = 0 then
Update Actor Network:
ψ ← ψ − ηψ∇ψ (QΨ(s, πψ(s)))

Update Target Actor-Critic Networks:
Ψ′ ← τΨ+ (1− τ)Ψ′

ψ′ ← τψ + (1− τ)ψ′

end if
end for

end for

state-based offline RL. More recently, SSORL (Zheng et al.,
2023) leveraged IDM to infer actions to construct complete
trajectories, effectively transforming state-only data into
fully labeled data for semi-supervised offline RL. We adopt
the SSORL IDM component as it generalizes to action-free
data in state-based settings, aligning with our objective of
converting action-free diffusion-generated trajectories into
complete trajectories for one-step TD learning.

3. Diffusion Action World Model
In this paper, we propose Diffusion Action World Model
(DAWM), a structured framework that consists of two key
phases: (1) data synthesis, which constructs complete train-
ing trajectories from a conditional diffusion world model pθ
combined with an IDM fϕ, and (2) offline policy training,
which learns a policy from the synthesized data.

Algorithm 1 outlines the overall framework of our method.
In the first phase, we train the Diffusion World Model pθ
to model long horizon transitions and rewards. This model
is used to generate synthetic trajectories comprising future
states and rewards, but without corresponding actions. To
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complete these trajectories, we apply a separately trained
IDM fϕ to reconstruct the missing actions, yielding full
(s, a, r, s′) transitions. In the second phase, the generated
trajectories are used to train an offline RL agent using stan-
dard value-based algorithms. In our experiments, we adopt
TD3BC and IQL. Details of these two algorithms can be
found in Appendix A.2.

3.1. Conditional Diffusion Trajectory Generation

As the first stage of DAWM, we adopt the conditional diffu-
sion generation process introduced in DWM, where a diffu-
sion model is trained to generate future sequences of states
and rewards, conditioned on the current state st, action at,
and a target return-to-go value Rtg. The model defines the
following conditional distribution over sub-trajectories of
horizon H:

pθ(ŝt+1:t+H+1, r̂t:t+H | st, at, Rtg) (1)

Rtg is calculated as a discounted cumulative reward, Rtg =∑H
k=0 γ

kr̂t+k, using a fixed discount factor γ. To facilitate
stable training across tasks with varying reward scales, we
normalize Rtg by dividing it by a constant specific to each
environment, chosen based on empirical return statistics
from the dataset. More details are provided in Appendix
A.1.

Following previous work (Ding et al., 2024), the condi-
tional diffusion model is implemented as a U-Net backbone
(Ronneberger et al., 2015), and the model is trained using
a scoring denoising objective (Vincent, 2011; Hyvärinen,
2005) with classifier-free guidance (Ho & Salimans, 2022).
During pre-training, we minimize the expected error be-
tween predicted and true noise under randomly masked
conditioning:

E(x(0),y),k,ϵ,b

∥∥∥ϵθ (x(k)(x(0), ϵ), k, (1− b) · y + b ·∅
)
− ϵ

∥∥∥2
2

(2)

Here, x(0) denotes a trajectory segment consisting of future
interleaved states-rewards pairs, while the conditioning vari-
able y = (st, at, Rtg) includes the initial state-action pair
and the return-to-go signal. ϵ ∼ N (0, I) is the added Gaus-
sian noise, ϵθ(·) is the noise prediction network, k stands
for the diffusion timestep, and b ∈ {0, 1} is a Bernoulli
variable controlling whether the conditioning is applied. In
our setting, states are low-dimensional proprioceptive vec-
tors that capture physical attributes such as joint positions
and velocities, without any image-based input modalities,
and rewards are scalar values. This setup produces future
trajectories that are consistent with the desired return but
do not contain any action information, which simplifies the

generative modeling task by avoiding the complexities as-
sociated with jointly modeling actions within the diffusion
process. We reconstruct actions using a lightweight IDM
for efficient action sequence generation instead of using a
costly diffusion-based action planner.

3.2. Action Completion via IDM

After generating action-free trajectories, we reconstruct ac-
tions using the IDM (Zheng et al., 2023), thus generat-
ing full trajectories that can be directly used by conven-
tional offline RL methods. We follow the stochastic multi-
transition IDM proposed by (Zheng et al., 2023), which
models fϕ(at | st−m:t−1, st, st+1) as a diagonal Gaussian
distribution, where m denotes the length of the historical
state context used for action inference. The model is trained
by maximizing the likelihood of observed actions within
the subsequence of trajectories from the real dataset that
contain action annotations:

max
ϕ

∑
(st−m:t−1,st,st+1)∈DDWM

log fϕ(at | st−m:t−1, st, st+1)

(3)
At inference time, fϕ is applied to the generated trajectories
from the diffusion world model to reconstruct actions. This
yields complete (s, a, r, s′) tuples.

3.3. Offline Policy Training Using Reconstructed
Trajectories

As the second stage of DAWM, after constructing complete
(s, a, r, s′) tuples, the synthesized trajectories are used to
train offline RL agents. We consider two representative
methods: TD3BC, which augments the TD3 policy objec-
tive with a behavior cloning regularizer to keep the policy
close to the data, and IQL, which avoids explicit behav-
ior cloning by performing advantage-weighted supervised
regression toward high-value actions. In both cases, the Q-
functions are trained using Bellman targets (Sutton & Barto,
1998) computed from the reconstructed trajectories, where
the IDM inferred actions enable one-step temporal differ-
ence updates over the model-generated data. The policies
are then optimized using their respective update rules. This
setup allows us to evaluate how well diffusion-generated
data supports policy learning under different offline RL al-
gorithms.

4. Experiments
In our experimental evaluation, we examine the following
key research questions:

• To what extent can action completion via IDM enhance
the effectiveness of diffusion-generated trajectories for
offline RL?
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Table 2. DAWM outperforms DWM and DD on normalized return across multiple locomotion benchmarks.

ENV. DD DWM-TD3BC DAWM-TD3BC DWM-IQL DAWM-IQL

HOPPER-M 0.49± 0.07 0.65± 0.10 0.69± 0.10 0.54± 0.11 0.64±0.13
HOPPER-MR 0.66± 0.15 0.53± 0.09 0.79±0.01 0.61± 0.13 0.64±0.07
HOPPER-ME 1.06± 0.11 1.03± 0.14 1.08±0.07 0.82± 0.23 0.88±0.20

WALKER2D-M 0.67± 0.16 0.70± 0.15 0.79± 0.12 0.76± 0.50 0.85±0.05
WALKER2D-MR 0.44± 0.26 0.46± 0.19 0.61±0.13 0.35± 0.14 0.54±0.16
WALKER2D-ME 0.99± 0.15 1.10± 0.00 1.10± 0.00 1.04± 0.10 1.10±0.00

HALFCHEETAH-M 0.49± 0.01 0.46± 0.01 0.47± 0.01 0.44± 0.01 0.44±0.01
HALFCHEETAH-MR 0.38± 0.06 0.43± 0.01 0.44±0.01 0.40± 0.01 0.41±0.01
HALFCHEETAH-ME 0.91± 0.01 0.75± 0.16 0.71±0.23 0.71± 0.14 0.71±0.22

AVERGE 0.677±0.109 0.679±0.098 0.742±0.076 0.630±0.117 0.690 ±0.094

Table 3. Inference time (s) comparison between DD, DWM-
TD3BC, and DAWM-TD3BC across multiple locomotion bench-
marks.

ENV. DD DWM-TD3BC DWAM-TD3BC

HOPPER-M 4.11S± 4.64S 1.18S± 0.51S 1.19S± 0.48S
HOPPER-MR 6.21S± 4.21S 0.64S± 0.52S 0.64S± 0.53S
HOPPER-ME 8.82S± 2.96S 2.62S± 1.22S 2.63S± 1.18S

WALKER2D-M 8.09S± 1.24S 2.00S± 0.63S 2.02S± 0.61S
WALKER2D-MR 5.94S± 4.32S 0.83S± 0.45S 0.84S± 0.51S
WALKER2D-ME 9.26S± 1.30S 3.60S± 3.90S 3.61S± 3.91S

HALFCHEETAH-M 8.18S± 3.77S 1.81S± 0.54S 1.83S± 0.52S
HALFCHEETAH-MR 7.46S± 9.72S 0.60S± 0.17S 0.61S± 0.19S
HALFCHEETAH-ME 9.53S± 2.50S 3.77S± 2.43S 3.78S± 2.51S

AVERAGE 7.531S ± 3.651S 1.894S±1.379S 1.904S±1.301S

• Can policies trained on DAWM-generated data achieve
close performance compared to those trained directly
on real offline trajectories?

• Does the amount of synthetic data and the generation
horizon influence the effectiveness of DAWM in rein-
forcing one-step TD learning?

First, to assess whether diffusion-generated trajectories with
IDM-reconstructed actions can serve as more effective su-
pervision for offline RL, we select DWM as a baseline. We
adpot TD3BC and IQL on top of differently generated tra-
jectories, namely on top of DWM and DAWM to compare
their performance. Note that DD reconstructs actions using
an IDM from diffusion-based generated states-only trajec-
tory to do the planning for different tasks directly, making
it a complementary baseline. Next, to assess how closely
policies trained on DAWM-generated data can match those
trained on real offline trajectories, we compare DAWM to
two baselines: standard TD3BC and IQL trained on stan-
dard offline data, and the SSORL agents. SSORL framework
leverages real action-free trajectories and applies an IDM to
reconstruct missing actions, serving as a baseline for action
completion on real data. Finally, we introduce DAWM-T, a
variant that samples 1/T of DAWM’s conditioning (st, at)

pairs, but with the same length of diffusion rollouts, reduc-
ing both the number of transitions and generated trajectories
by a factor of T , allowing us to isolate the impact of data
volume while retaining the same action completion strategy.

Benchmark and Implementation Details: We conduct ex-
periments to evaluate our DAWM framework on 9 standard
D4RL (Fu et al., 2020) locomotion tasks, and report the ob-
tained normalized return (0-1) as evaluation metrics, where
1 indicates expert performance. The normalized return is
calculated as:

Normalized Return =
Ragent −Rrandom

Rexpert −Rrandom

whereRagent is the average return achieved by the agent, and
Rrandom, Rexpert denote returns of the random policy and ex-
pert policy defined for the environment in the D4RL bench-
mark. We set the trajectory length generated by DAWM to
H = 7, where each trajectory begins with a real state-action
pair (st, at) from the offline dataset and is followed by 7
transitions (s, a, r) generated by the model. We set k = 5
as diffusion steps for the diffusion world model training.
For DAWM-T, we select T = 8, which indicates DAWM-
T generates 8 times less data compared to DAWM. More
details can be found in Appendix A.1.

4.1. Action Completion as Enhanced Supervision for
One-Step TD Learning

To evaluate the role of action completion in offline rein-
forcement learning, we compare DAWM with DWM. We
report results using DAWM and DWM with H = 7. By
incorporating an IDM to infer missing actions, DAWM gen-
erates complete transitions that are compatible with one-step
temporal-difference (TD) learning. In Table 2, experimental
results across all nine D4RL locomotion benchmarks show
that DAWM consistently outperforms DWM, achieving an
average improvement of 9.3% with the TD3BC agent and
9.5% with the IQL agent. These results highlight the bene-
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Table 4. DAWM-trained agents on fully synthetic data achieve comparable or better normalized return than SSORL-trained agents using
action-completed datasets, and outperform TD3BC/IQL trained on real data.

ENV. TD3BC SSORL-TD3BC DAWM-TD3BC IQL SSORL-IQL DAWM-IQL

HOPPER-M 0.58± 0.11 0.64± 0.11 0.69± 0.10 0.61± 0.06 0.69±0.22 0.64±0.13
HOPPER-MR 0.53± 0.19 0.62 ±0.25 0.79± 0.01 0.87± 0.16 0.77±0.31 0.64±0.07
HOPPER-ME 0.9± 0.28 0.96 ± 0.25 1.08± 0.07 0.77± 0.35 1.10±0.01 0.88 ±0.20

WALKER2D-M 0.77± 0.09 0.81± 0.05 0.79± 0.12 0.79± 0.05 0.85±0.01 0.85±0.05
WALKER2D-MR 0.75± 0.19 0.73 ± 0.27 0.61± 0.13 0.68± 0.06 0.92±0.04 0.54±0.16
WALKER2D-ME 1.08± 0.01 1.11±0.03 1.10± 0.00 1.08± 0.02 1.11±0.35 1.10±0.00

HALFCHEETAH-M 0.47± 0.01 0.48± 0.01 0.47± 0.01 0.48± 0.00 0.48±0.01 0.44±0.01
HALFCHEETAH-MR 0.43± 0.01 0.44 ±0.01 0.44 ±0.01 0.43± 0.02 0.45±0.01 0.41±0.01
HALFCHEETAH-ME 0.73± 0.16 0.90± 0.03 0.71± 0.23 0.88± 0.03 0.94±0.01 0.71±0.22

AVERAGE 0.693±0.116 0.743±0.112 0.742±0.076 0.732±0.083 0.812 ±0.108 0.690 ±0.094

Table 5. Normalized return comparison between DAWM-T and
DAWM across 9 locomotion benchmarks.

ENV. DAWM-T DAWM

HOPPER-M 0.73± 0.16 0.69± 0.10
WALKER2D-M 0.77± 0.06 0.79± 0.12
HALFCHEETAH-M 0.44± 0.01 0.47± 0.01

fits of complete state-action-reward transitions in supporting
more effective policy learning.

The advantage of action supervision is particularly evident
in Walker2d, a locomotion task characterized by more com-
plex dynamics and greater sensitivity to control compared to
HalfCheetah (Szulc et al., 2020; Furuta et al., 2021), where
DAWM demonstrates substantial gains over DWM. In con-
trast, the improvement observed in HalfCheetah is relatively
marginal. These findings suggest that action-complete tra-
jectories may be particularly beneficial in environments
where control is more challenging, although further investi-
gation is needed in more diverse or complex settings.

We also compare DAWM with DD, a diffusion-based tra-
jectory planner. Although the two approaches differ in their
training formulations, we evaluate both using the same per-
formance metrics. In terms of normalized return, DAWM
achieves superior results under both TD3BC and IQL agents,
demonstrating that DAWM provides a more effective and
scalable alternative to diffusion-based planning methods
such as DD. Furthermore, as shown in Table 3, DAWM
achieves approximately 4.0× faster inference, underscor-
ing its practicality and efficiency for large-scale generative
offline RL applications.

Overall, these findings suggest that DAWM effectively and
efficiently leverages action information to provide stronger
learning signals in environments with high transition vari-

ability, and its advantages appear more pronounced in tasks
exhibiting greater control complexity, as observed in D4RL
benchmarks.

4.2. Comparison to Agent Trained on Real Offline
Dataset

To assess the effectiveness of trajectories generated by
DAWM compared to real offline datasets, we evaluate the
performance of TD3BC and IQL agents trained on DAWM-
generated data against those trained on real datasets us-
ing both standard and SSORL-augmented protocols. With
H = 7, the DAWM-generated dataset contains approxi-
mately eight times more transitions than the original datasets.
As shown in Table 4, DAWM achieves comparable average
returns across both RL agents, outperforming its standard
counterpart TD3BC by 7.1% and showing competitive re-
sults with IQL. Although it underperforms SSORL agents,
this may be partially explained by the fact that SSORL
applies a data filter that selects the top-K longest trajecto-
ries from the offline dataset, while DAWM generates fixed-
length trajectories without trajectory length selection. This
discrepancy may affect the training distribution, as longer
trajectories are more likely to contain higher-return transi-
tions, which are preferentially selected by SSORL but not by
DAWM. These findings suggest that DAWM-generated data
offer a strong training signal and can serve as a viable al-
ternative to real offline datasets. Moreover, while the larger
dataset size may contribute to the observed gains, we further
isolate this factor by conducting controlled experiments on
a subset of three environments, where TD3BC is trained
under varying dataset sizes.

4.3. Data Volume Analysis: DAWM-T vs. DAWM

We introduce DAWM-T, a variant that maintains the same
training procedure as DAWM but reduces the number of
sampled conditioning pairs during inference to 1/T of

6
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Table 6. Normalized return of DAWM and DWM with varying generation horizons (H = 1, 3, 7)

ENV. DAWM 1 DWM 1 DAWM 3 DWM 3 DAWM 7 DWM 7

HOPPER-M 0.77± 0.10 0.68± 0.12 0.74± 0.09 0.63± 0.11 0.69± 0.10 0.65± 0.10
WALKER2D-M 0.76± 0.08 0.56± 0.13 0.73± 0.06 0.74± 0.13 0.79± 0.12 0.70± 0.15
HALFCHEETAH-M 0.45± 0.09 0.35± 0.03 0.44± 0.10 0.39± 0.01 0.47± 0.01 0.46± 0.01

DAWM’s sampling volume. Consequently, both the number
of conditioning pairs and the number of generated trajecto-
ries are scaled down by a factor of T . This setting allows us
to assess to what extent the performance gains of DAWM
can be attributed to the amount of generated data.

Table 5 presents the performance of TD3BC agents trained
using DAWM-T and DAWM generated data, allowing for
a direct comparison of data volume effects under identical
training precedure, we set T = 8. DAWM achieves higher
returns in Walker2d and HalfCheetah, while DAWM-T per-
forms slightly better in Hopper. Overall, the performance
differences are relatively modest and vary across environ-
ments. These results provide evidence that action comple-
tion may be a more influential factor than data volume in
the settings we evaluated.

4.4. Generation Horizon Analysis: DAWM with
Different Generation Horizon

Table 6 compares the performance of DAWM-TD3BC and
DWM-TD3BC across three generation horizons (H = 1,
H = 3, H = 7) on the locomotion benchmark. We observe
two consistent patterns. First, DAWM outperforms DWM
under all horizon settings, highlighting the importance of
action completion for generating effective training data. Sec-
ond, the performance of both DAWM and DWM remains
relatively stable across different rollout lengths, with only
minor fluctuations. This suggests that the DWM produces
coherent predictions even with short horizons, and that our
one-step TD learning framework is robust to the choice of
generation length. Together, these results demonstrate that
DAWM achieves stronger performance than prior DWM
approaches while retaining flexibility in data generation.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we propose DAWM, a modular framework that
We introduced DAWM, a modular world model that com-
bines diffusion-based state-reward generation with inverse
dynamics-based action completion to synthesize fully la-
beled trajectories for offline reinforcement learning. By
enabling one-step TD learning on synthetic transitions,
DAWM offers a simple yet effective alternative to prior
diffusion-based approaches, delivering both stronger pol-
icy performance and lower inference cost. Notably, policies

trained on DAWM-generated data not only outperform those
trained on prior generative baselines, and closes the perfor-
mance gap with agents trained directly on the original offline
datasets, demonstrating the potential of synthetic trajectories
as a viable alternative.

Looking forward, we plan to extend DAWM to more com-
plex domains such as visual control and high-dimensional
robotics, as well as investigate its robustness under imperfect
dynamics and action inference. Exploring hybrid pipelines
that integrate DAWM-generated data with online fine-tuning
is another promising direction.
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A. Appendix
A.1. Hyperparameters

We summarize the architectures and all hyperparameters used in our experiments in this section. For all experiments, we use
our own PyTorch implementation of the Diffusion World Model (DWM). For the Inverse Dynamics Model (IDM), TD3+BC,
and IQL, our implementations are based on the following public codebases:

• SSORL: https://github.com/facebookresearch/ssorl

• TD3+BC: https://github.com/sfujim/TD3_BC

• IQL: https://github.com/gwthomas/IQL-PyTorch

Table 7 summarizes the key hyperparameters used during training. The diffusion world model was trained for 2 million steps
using the Adam optimizer. For inference, we use N = 3 as reduced diffusion steps. The probability of null conditioning is
set to 0.25. The model follows a U-Net backbone with 6 repeated residual blocks, each containing 2 temporal convolution
layers with Mish activation.

For conditional inputs, we used separate projection networks for each conditioning variable: a 2-layer MLP for timestep K,
and two 3-layer MLPs for return-to-go Rtg and action at, respectively. The Rtg value is normalized by a task-specific value,
which is 400 for Hopper, 550 for Walker2d, and 1200 for Halfcheetah tasks.

The inverse dynamics model (IDM) is implemented as two independent 2-layer MLPs with 1024 neurons per layer, used to
predict the mean and covariance of the inferred action distribution.

Table 7. Hyperparameters of DAWM

HYPERPARAMETER VALUE

DMW TRAINING SEED 100
DIFFUSION STEPS K 5
DISCOUNT FACTOR γ 0.99
LR 1E-4
BATCH SIZE 64
ADAM DECAY 0.995
SAMPLING TEMPERATURE α 0.5
IDM CONTEXT LENGTH 1
IDM LR 1E-4
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A.2. DAWM Variantions

Our DAWM-TD3BC and DAWM-IQL are detailed in Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 2 Diffusion Action World Model for TD3BC
Input: pretrained diffusion world model pθ, IDM model fϕ, offline RL data D
Hyperparameters: target return geval, guidance parameter ω, TD loss coefficient λ, actor and target networks update
frequency n, target network update coefficient τ
Initialize the actor and critic networks πψ , QΨ1 , QΨ2

Initialize the target actor and critic networks ψ′ ← ψ, Ψ′
1 ← Ψ1, Ψ′

2 ← Ψ2

for i = 1, 2, . . . until convergence do
Sample state-action pair (st, at) from D
Sample r̂t, ŝt+1, r̂t+1, . . . , ŝt+H+1 ∼ pθ(· | st, at, geval) with guidance ω
Infer actions ât+1, . . . , ât+H = fϕ(ŝt+1, . . . , ŝt+H)

Construct Tlabelled = {(ŝt+h, ât+h, r̂t+h, ŝt+h+1)}Hh=0

for each (s, a, r, s′) ∈ Tlabelled do
Compute the target Q value:
y = r + γminj∈{1,2}QΨ′

j
(s′, πψ′(s′))

Update Critic Networks:
Ψ1 ← Ψ1 − ηΨ∇Ψ1

(QΨ1
(s, a)− y)2

Ψ2 ← Ψ2 − ηΨ∇Ψ2 (QΨ2(s, a)− y)
2

if i mod n = 0 then
Update Actor Network:
ψ ← ψ − ηψ∇ψ

(
λQΨ1

(s, πψ(s)) + λ∥a− πψ(s)∥2
)

Update Target Actor-Critic Networks:
Ψ′
j ← τΨj + (1− τ)Ψ′

j , j ∈ {1, 2}
ψ′ ← τψ + (1− τ)ψ′

end if
end for

end for
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Algorithm 3 Diffusion Action World Model for IQL
Input: pretrained diffusion world model pθ, IDM model fϕ, offline RL data D
Hyperparameters: rollout length H , conditioning RTG geval, guidance parameter ω, actor and target networks update
frequency n, target network update coefficient τ
Initialize actor πψ , critics QΨ1

, QΨ2
, value network Vξ

Initialize target critics Ψ′
1 ← Ψ1, Ψ′

2 ← Ψ2

for i = 1, 2, . . . until convergence do
Sample state-action pair (st, at) from offline dataset D
Generate rollout:

Sample r̂t, ŝt+1, . . . , ŝt+H+1 ∼ pθ(· | st, at, geval) with guidance ω
Infer actions ât+1, . . . , ât+H = fϕ(ŝt+1, . . . , ŝt+H)
Construct labeled one-step transitions Tlabelled = {(ŝt+h, ât+h, r̂t+h, ŝt+h+1)}Hh=0

for each (s, a, r, s′) ∈ Tlabelled do
Compute TD target:
y = r + γ · Vξ(s′)

Update value network:
ξ ← ξ − η∇ξ

(
mini∈{1,2}QΨ′

i
(s, a)− Vξ(s)

)2
Update critic networks:

Ψ1 ← Ψ1 − ηΨ∇Ψ1
(QΨ1

(s, a)− y)2

Ψ2 ← Ψ2 − ηΨ∇Ψ2
(QΨ2

(s, a)− y)2
if i mod n = 0 then

Update actor network:
ψ ← ψ − ηψ∇ψ [exp (β · (miniQΨi

(s, πψ(s))− Vξ(s))) · log πψ(s)]
Update target networks:

Ψ′
j ← τΨj + (1− τ)Ψ′

j , j ∈ {1, 2}
ψ′ ← τψ + (1− τ)ψ′

end if
end for

end for
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