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Abstract

Accurate trajectory prediction is vital for autonomous driving, robotics, and intelligent decision-
making systems, yet traditional models typically rely on fixed-length output predictions, limiting
their adaptability to dynamic real-world scenarios. In this paper, we introduce the FlexiSteps
Network (F'SN), a novel framework that dynamically adjusts prediction output time steps based
on varying contextual conditions. Inspired by recent advancements addressing observation length
discrepancies and dynamic feature extraction, FSN incorporates an pre-trained Adaptive Pre-
diction Module (APM) to evaluate and adjust the output steps dynamically, ensuring optimal
prediction accuracy and efficiency. To guarantee the plug-and-play of our FSN, we also design a
Dynamic Decoder(DD). Additionally, to balance the prediction time steps and prediction accu-
racy, we design a scoring mechanism, which not only introduces the Fréchet distance to evaluate
the geometric similarity between the predicted trajectories and the ground truth trajectories but
the length of predicted steps is also considered. Extensive experiments conducted on benchmark
datasets including Argoverse and INTERACTION demonstrate the effectiveness and flexibility of
our proposed FSN framework.

1 Introduction

Trajectory prediction plays an essential role in various critical applications such as autonomous driving,
robotics, and intelligent decision-making systems. Accurately predicting the future motion of dynamic
agents is fundamental to ensuring safety and efficiency in real-world scenarios. Recent advancements in
deep learning have significantly improved the precision of trajectory prediction models.[1, 2, 3,4, 5, 6, 7,
8, 9, 10] However, most existing methods are constrained by a fixed-length prediction horizon, limiting
their adaptability and effectiveness when confronted with dynamic and unpredictable environments.

Traditional trajectory prediction models typically assume a consistent length for output predictions,
neglecting variations that naturally occur due to changing contextual conditions. This limitation can
result in insufficient or excessive use of computational resources, thereby reducing practical appli-
cability. Recently, studies have begun addressing discrepancies in observation lengths (input data),
revealing significant performance degradation when the models are tested under conditions differing
from those during training, issue termed ”Observation Length Shift”. To address this, FlexiLength
Network (FLN)[11] introduced calibration and adaptation mechanisms to accommodate varying ob-
servation lengths, as shown in Fig. 2, showing promising improvements in prediction robustness and
flexibility.

Similarly, Length-agnostic Knowledge Distillation (LaKD)[12] was proposed to handle varying ob-
servation lengths by dynamically transferring knowledge between trajectories of differing lengths, thus
overcoming the inherent limitations of traditional fixed-length input methods. LaKD’s approach high-
lighted that the effectiveness of longer observed trajectories could sometimes be compromised by inter-
ference, emphasizing the necessity for adaptive mechanisms to handle real-world trajectory variations.
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Figure 1: Prediction results of HiVT and HPNet with different fixed prediction steps.

Inspired by these developments, we propose the FlexiSteps Network (FSN), a novel trajectory pre-
diction framework specifically designed to dynamically adjust the prediction output steps based on
contextual cues and environmental conditions. FSN incorporates an innovative pre-trained Adaptive
Prediction Module (APM) to evaluate and dynamically modify the number of predicted future steps
during inference, ensuring predictions remain optimal in terms of accuracy and computational effi-
ciency. Further, to guarantee the plug-and-play of our FSN, we also design a Dynamic Decoder(DD).
During the training phase, the decoder is trained to output sequences with varying step lengths, thereby
facilitating dynamic output generation during inference.

Howerver, the challenge of balancing prediction horizon and accuracy remains a critical issue.
Traditional metrics such as Average Displacement Error (ADE) and Final Displacement Error (FDE)
often fail to capture the overall shape and temporal consistency of predicted trajectories, leading to
suboptimal evaluation of model performance[13]. Recent researches[?, 14] and our experiments, as
shown in Fig. 1, also show that prediction accuracy and prediction horizon are inversely proportional.
To address this, we introduce a scoring mechanism that leverages the Fréchet distance, a robust
geometric measure that comprehensively assesses trajectory similarity by considering both spatial and
temporal relationships.[15, 16] By combining the Fréchet distance with the prediction steps, we can
effectively evaluate the quality of predictions while dynamically adjusting the output horizon.

This scoring mechanism not only enhances the evaluation of trajectory predictions but also pro-
vides a means to trade off between prediction horizon and accuracy. By incorporating the Fréchet
distance, we can ensure that the model does not favor shorter-term predictions for higher precision,
thus maintaining a balance between flexibility and accuracy.

Through extensive experiments on prominent benchmark datasets, including Argoverse and IN-
TERACTION, our FSN demonstrates significant improvements in flexibility and predictive accuracy
compared to traditional models. This framework provides a practical solution to the critical need for
adaptive, context-aware trajectory prediction models, setting a new benchmark for effectiveness in
dynamic prediction scenarios.

In summary, our work has the following contributions:

e We propose a novel dynamic trajectory prediction framework FlexiSteps Network(FSN), which
includes pre-trained Adaptive Prediction Module(APM) and Dynamic Decoder(DD) and both
are plug-and-play for learning-based models.

e We also introduce a scoring mechanism to trade off the prediction horizon and accuracy. Due to
the fréchet distance can consider the spatial and temporal relationships, we combine it and the
prediction steps to implement the socring mechanism.

e We validate the accuracy and flexibility through comprehensive experiments on benchmark
datasets including Argoverse[17] and INTERACTION][18].
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Figure 2: The overview of our FlexiSteps Network(FSN).

2 Related Work

2.1 Traditional Trajectory Prediction

Trajectory prediction plays a critical role in applications such as autonomous driving, robotics, and
intelligent systems. Traditionally, trajectory prediction approaches focus on using deep neural networks
to learn from historical agent movements and contextual data, effectively modeling complex interactions
and behaviors. Methods leveraging Graph Neural Networks (GNNs)[19, 20, 21, 22, 23], Generative
Adversarial Networks (GANSs)[24, 25], and Transformer-based architectures have significantly advanced
the field[26, 27, 3, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33], demonstrating robust predictive capabilities on various
benchmarks.

2.2 Variable Timestep Prediction

A major limitation of traditional trajectory prediction methods is their inability to handle varying data
effectively. Xu and Fu[11] propose the FlexiLength Network (FLN), which integrates trajectory data of
diverse length and employs FlexiLength Calibration (FLC) and Adaptation (FLA) to learn temporal
invariant representations. In contrast, Li et al.[12] introduce LaKD, a length-agnostic knowledge distil-
lation framework that dynamically transfers knowledge between trajectories of different lengths. LaKD
addresses the limitations of FLN by employing a length-agnostic knowledge distillation to dynamically
transfer knowledge and a dynamic soft-masking mechanism to prevent knowledge conflicts. However,
both FLN and LaKD primarily focus on input length variability and do not address the challenge of
dynamically adjusting output prediction steps, which is critical for real-time decision-making.

Other similar methods such as [34] also try to select different prediction models by understanding
different scenarios, but they can not achieve plug-and-play effects for more learning-based methods,
which have great limitations. And [7] just divided the prediction into 2 key horizons including short-
term and long-term, which is not flexible enough to adapt to the real-world scenarios. In contrast, our



proposed FlexiSteps Network (FSN) introduces a pre-trained Adaptive Prediction Module (APM) that
dynamically adjusts the output prediction steps based on contextual cues, ensuring optimal prediction
accuracy and efficiency. This approach allows for greater flexibility in handling varying prediction
requirements, making FSN a more adaptable solution for dynamic trajectory prediction tasks.

2.3 Metrics for Trajectory Prediction

Traditional metrics such as ADE, FDE, MR, has been used in almost all trajectory prediction methods[35,
36, 37, 38, 39, 20, 26, 40, 27] in autonomous driving scenarios. However, these metrics overlook the
overall shape and temporal consistency[13]. Song et al.[41] employs Hausdorfl Distance[42, 43, 44] in
their trajectory matching module to ensure coherence. While the Hausdorff distance serves as a nat-
ural metric for computing curves or compact sets, it ignores both the direction and motion dynamics
along the curves[45, 46].

The Fréchet distance, however, accounts for the order of points, making it a superior measure
for assessing curve similarity[45]. Thus it is a robust geometric measure, has been proposed as an
alternative to ADE and FDE, providing a more comprehensive evaluation of trajectory prediction
quality[47, 14, 48]. By considering both spatial and temporal relationships, the Fréchet distance offers
a more nuanced assessment of trajectory predictions, making it a suitable choice for evaluating dynamic
prediction models.

3 Method

Our FlexiSteps Network (FSN) is designed to dynamically adjust the prediction output steps based
on contextual cues and environmental conditions. The overall architecture of FSN is shown in Fig. 2
and Sec.3.2. The key components of FSN include a pre-trained Adaptive Prediction Module (APM), a
Dynamic Decoder (DD), and a scoring mechanism that incorporates the Fréchet distance to evaluate
trajectory predictions. We detail scoring mechanism in Sec.3.5, APM in Sec.3.4 and DD in Sec.3.3
respectively.

3.1 Problem Formulation

Given the target agent 4’s locations [1?,..,17 7' 17] in the past T time steps, where I} € R? represents
the 2D coordinates of the agent at time step t, we aim to predict the future locations [liTH ,liTJrF |
where F' is the number of future steps to be predicted. We present the historical relative trajectory of

e ,
agent ¢ as p; = {lf — lf-_l}tT:l in historical time steps. Naturally, the target agent will interact with
the context including historical locations of surrounding agents and high-definition map(HD map)

Nop
that represented as potr, = [po, ...pn,] and pe = {pé — pg}5 , where N, is the number of surrounding
0

agents within a certain radius, IV, is the number of HD map segments in the same radius, and pg and
p% are the start and end points of the HD map segment &.

3.2 Overview of FlexiSteps Network

The overview of our FlexiSteps Network (FSN) is shown in Fig. 2. Most methods in trajectory
prediction use the framework of encoder-decoder, where the encoder encodes the historical trajectory
and context information into a latent representation and the decoder decodes it into future trajectory.
Our FSN also follows this way, and we focus on the decoder method, which means that we use baseline
encoder as:

€ik :¢enc([Pi7ci]’[p§’c§])7 (1)

where k is the mode index in multi-modal prediction framework, e; j is the latent representation of the
target agent ¢ under the k mode, ¢ep. is the encoder function from our baseline methods, including[3, 6],
P; is concated from p; and pyn, ¢; is the agent attribute including agent heading, velocity and agent
type, and c¢ is the HD map lane segments attribute including lane heading, lane turn direction and
whether it is an interaction. The output of the encoder is then fed into our APM and DD module to
generate prediction steps and future trajectory predictions.
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Figure 3: Overview of our scoring mechanism. The Fréchet distance is used to evaluate the quality of
trajectory predictions, and the prediction length is also considered to balance accuracy and prediction
horizon.

The FSN framework consists of three main components: the pre-trained Adaptive Prediction Mod-
ule (APM), the Dynamic Decoder (DD), and the scoring mechanism. The APM is responsible for
dynamically adjusting the prediction output steps based on contextual cues and environmental condi-
tions. It is trained through the assessment result from trained baseline model in different fixed output
steps. And the assessment result is evaluated by the scoring mechanism. The DD is designed to handle
varying prediction lengths, allowing the model to output sequences with different step lengths during
inference. This flexibility is crucial for adapting to real-world scenarios where the required prediction
horizon may vary significantly. Finally, the scoring mechanism incorporates the Fréchet distance to
evaluate the quality of trajectory predictions, considering both spatial and temporal relationships. By
combining these components, FSN provides a robust and adaptable solution for dynamic trajectory
prediction tasks.

3.3 Scoring Mechanism

According to the experiments on HiVT[3] and HPNet[6], as shown in Fig. 1 the prediction accuracy
and prediction horizon are inversely proportional, which means that the longer the prediction horizon,
the lower the prediction accuracy. This will cause our Dynamic Decoder to tend to predict shorter
durations for lower prediction errors and influence the performance of our Dynamic Prediction. To
address this, we introduce a scoring mechanism that incorporates the Fréchet distance to evaluate the
quality of trajectory predictions. As shown in Fig. 3

3.3.1 Fréchet Distance Kernal

The Fréchet distance is a robust geometric measure that comprehensively assesses trajectory similarity
by considering both spatial and temporal relationships[15, 16]. Howerver, it can not be directly applied
into machine learning frameworks due to its non-smoothness function as:

dp(X,Y) = mi d(zi,y; P
F(X,Y) i max, (xi,9;) (2)
where d(z,y) is the Euclidean distance between vector z and y, X = {x1,z2,...,2,} and ¥ =

{y1,92,...,yn} are two sets of points, and A is the set of all possible alignments between the two
sets. Fréchet distance kernal (FRK) [49] design soft-min approximation and smooth-min approxima-
tion to make fréchet distance computable in machine learning frameworks. Howereve, the smooth-min
approximation of the original FRK is noise-sensitive because the exponential weight assigned to out-
liers may be too large. To address this issue, we propose a new Fréchet distance kernal (FDK) to
approximate the fréchet distance as a smooth function by introducing Huber Loss Smooth [50, 51]:



$2° if |[z2| <0
§(|z| — 36)  otherwise

H(z,0) = { (3)
where 0 is threshold parameters, which is set to 0.1 in our experiments. The Fréchet distance kernal
(FDK) is defined as:

, ZA)¢(wi,yj)'€$P(—5'H(¢(wi,yj)a5))

° 7';.76

min O(T;,y;) ~ 4
(i’j)€A¢( irYj) Za (4)

FDK(X,Y):= ¥ % CeloiwepC0HGEmd)
AEA (i,5) inA

where ¢(x;,y;) = exp(—d(zs,y;)/7), QNSE(xi7yj) = exp(—d(z;,y;)/v + €d(x; — y;)) with parameters
€e>0,8,7Z4>0.

3.3.2 Score Kernal

In addition, in order to balance accuracy and prediction length, it is not enough to just calculate
the fréchet distance, the prediction length is necessary to be included. The smaller the distance, the
closer between the prediction trajectories and ground truth trajectories. To make the fraction of the
prediction trajectory smaller, the higher the prediction quality, we supplement the prediction length
at the denominator as:

af
qf = ¥ (6)
where qif is the score of agent ¢ with prediction steps f, dzf = FDK (uf , gtlf ) is the Fréchet distance

between the predicted trajectory M{ and the ground truth trajectory gt{ of agent ¢ with prediction
steps f. The score qu is designed to be lower for better predictions, as it combines the Fréchet distance
with the prediction length, thus penalizing longer predictions that do not match the ground truth well.

Finally, we can get the final score from all prediction steps:

g; = min(g]|5_s) (7)

And the prediction step of agent ¢ is:

foti = argmingc s . gy Qif (8)

To summarize, we express the scoring mechanism in:

fgti = ¢sco7'e (,u{’ka gt,f) (9)

where fg¢, is the optimal prediction step achieves the lowest score, i.e.the best result, under our scoring

mechanism, ¢gcore is the scoring mechanism function, and gt{ = {lf}f:zf 41 1s the ground truth future

trajectory of agent i. By combining the Fréchet distance with the prediction steps, we can effectively
evaluate the quality of predictions while dynamically adjusting the output horizon.

3.4 Pretrained Adaptive Prediction Module

The Adaptive Prediction Module (APM) is a pre-trained module that adaptively adjusts the prediction
steps based on the contextual information and environmental conditions. The APM is trained using a
set of historical trajectories and their corresponding future trajectories, allowing it to learn the optimal
prediction steps for different scenarios. The training process involves evaluating the performance of
the baseline model with different fixed prediction steps and using the assessment results to guide the
APM’s adjustments. And the detailed evaluation criteria will illustrated in Sec.3.3.
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Figure 4: Training stage of the Adaptive Prediction Module (APM). The APM is trained to predict
the optimal prediction step based on the encoded latent features of the target agent and its context.

3.4.1 Training stage

To train our APM, we first collect the prediction results from the baseline model trained by different
fixed output steps:

1L b = Op1 (Genel[Pis cil, [pe, cc]) (10)
where ¢ps is the decoder function from our baseline methods, f € [1, F] is the fixed output steps, sz, &

and blf . are the predicted future trajectory and probability of agent ¢ mode k with fixed output steps
f respéctively.

Then we use the scoring mechanism to evaluate the prediction results and return the optimal
prediction steps for each agent f,;.. After collecting the optimal prediction steps for all agents among
datasets, we can train our APM as illustrated in Fig. 4 and following:

b; = ¢step(ei,k) (11)
fi/ = argmax ey o . F} bgj (12)
1 N F o )
Lots == > D _bllog(t;’) (13)
i=1 j=1
1 N 2
Lreg:NZHfi/_fgti’b (14)
i=1

F
where b} = {b;f }f is the predicted probability distribution of different prediction steps for agent i,
=1

N is the number of agents in the dataset, L., is the cross entropy loss function, £, is the regression
loss, and b; is the one-hot encoded ground truth with b{ =1[j = fi]. The APM is trained to predict
the optimal prediction step based on the input context.

In summary, the loss function for trainging the APM is:

EAPM = Ecls + Erey (15)

3.4.2 Inference stage

APM is applied to the training and inference process of FSN as a plug-and-play module. APM takes
the encoded latent features of the target agent and its context as input and outputs the predicted
optimal prediction step:

fi = ¢step(ei,k) (16)
where f; is the predicted optimal prediction step for agent i. The APM can be integrated into any
trajectory prediction model, allowing it to dynamically adjust the prediction steps based on the con-
textual information and environmental conditions. This adaptability is crucial for ensuring that the
model can effectively handle varying prediction requirements in real-world scenarios.



3.5 Dynamic Decoder

Traditional trajectory prediction models typically use one or two layers Multilayer Perceptron (MLP)
as the decoder to decode the latent embedding into future trajectory with fixed steps, as shown in
eq. 10. This leads to a limitation in flexibility, as the model can only align weights to a specific output
steps. To address this, we propose Dynamic Decoder (DD) that can handle varying prediction lengths,
allowing the model to output sequences with different step lengths during inference.

Specifically, each time step of prediction matches the decoder with the corresponding step length.
During training, the input e; and its output steps f;, which is from the APM, are processed by their
respective sub-networks {qSDf}?:S:

,u'{ikvb{fk = ¢DDfi (ei,kafi) (17)

where u{ o and blf, °. are the predicted future trajectory and probability of agent ¢ mode k with output
steps fi, ®pps: is the decoder function for output steps f;. During inference, the sub-network matching
the predicted output steps f] is exclusively activated.

Additionally, the input e; ; with different movement information may lead to different fit, which
has potential drawbacks. To address this, we employ KL divergence[12] to distill knowledge from the

”lower” score sequences to the ”"higher” ones:
L =KL(Vp, Vi) (18)

where V}, and V; are the latent features of the "higher” and ”lower” score sequences respectively.

3.6 Training Objective

In addition to the pre-trained APM, we also need to train the entire FlexiSteps Network. Following|[3]
and HPNet[6], we also adopt the negative log-likelihood in HiVT and Huber in HPNet as the regression
loss Ly.q. We also use the cross-entropy loss as the classification loss L. to optimize the model.
Finally, the total loss function can be expressed as:

£:£r69+£013 + Ak (19)

where A is a hyperparameter to balance the contribution of KL loss function. The training process
involves optimizing the model parameters to minimize the total loss, allowing the FlexiSteps Network
to effectively learn from the data and adapt to varying prediction requirements.
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Figure 5: The prediction results of HiVT with different prediction steps from Intercepted Results(IR).
The blue line is the prediction trajectories, the red line is the ground truth trajectory, and the green
line is the historical trajectory.

4 Expreiments

4.1 Settings
4.1.1 Baselines

Our FlexiSteps Network (FSN) is a plug-and-play model that can be integrated into deep learning-
based trajectory prediction models. We have chosen HiVT[3] and HPNet[6], a typical method and a
state-of-the-art open source method, as our baseline models. Due to limited computing resources,for
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Figure 6: The prediction results of HiVT trained with fixed prediction steps. The blue line is the
prediction trajectories, the red line is the ground truth trajectory, and the green line is the historical
trajectory. The last subfigure is the prediction results of our FlexiSteps Network (FSN).

the HPNet model, we only use the propose stage among the propose prediction and refine prediction
stage. For more comprehensive evaluation, we include 2 additional baselines: (1) Isolated Training
(IT): Train the baseline model with different fixed output steps. (2) Intercepted Result (IR): The
model just trained once with the longest prediction steps and the prediction results are intercepted to
different steps.

4.1.2 Datasets

Argoverse [17] is a large-scale dataset for autonomous driving, containing diverse scenarios and
complex interactions between agents. It includes high-definition maps and rich contextual information,
making it suitable for evaluating trajectory prediction models. The dataset is divided into training,
validation, and test sets, with a total of 324,557 interesting vehicle trajectories. This rich dataset
includes high-definition (HD) maps and recordings of sensor data, referred to as “log segments,”
collected in two U.S. cities: Miami and Pittsburgh. These cities were chosen for their distinct urban
driving challenges, including unique road geometries, local driving habits, and a variety of traffic
conditions.

INTERACTION [18] is an extensive dataset developed for autonomous driving research, par-
ticularly focusing on behavioral aspects such as motion prediction, behavior analysis, and behavior
cloning. It contains a diverse collection of natural movement patterns from various road users, in-
cluding vehicles and pedestrians, captured across numerous highly interactive traffic scenarios from
multiple countries. This dataset provides valuable information for studying complex agent interactions
in different driving environments.

4.1.3 Metrics

Although we have metioned the limitations of mainstream metrics such as ADE and FDE, we still use
them because we need to compare our FSN with traditional methods to verify the performance of our
method.

Specifically, for Argoverse dataset, we use minimum ADE (minADE), minimum FDE (minFDE)
and Miss Rate (MR) to measure the accuracy and robustness of the model. The minimum ADE is the
minimum average displacement error between the predicted trajectory and the ground truth trajectory,
while the minimum FDE is the minimum final displacement error. The Miss Rate is the percentage of
predicted trajectories that do not match any ground truth trajectory within a certain threshold.

For INTERACTION dataset, we employ minJointADE, minJointFDE and Cross Collision Rate
(CCR) to evaluate the performance of joint trajectory prediction. The minJointADE is the minimum
average displacement error between the predicted joint trajectory and the ground truth joint trajectory,
while the minJointFDE is the minimum final displacement error. The Cross Collision Rate (CCR)
is the percentage of predicted joint trajectories that collide with each other, indicating the model’s
ability to handle interactions between agents.



Metrics
Dataset Method FDE/ADE/MR
5 timesteps 10 timesteps 15 timesteps 20 timesteps 25 timesteps 30 timesteps
HiVT-IT([3] 0.1710/0.2203/0.0024 0.2782/0.2910/0.0052 0.4103/0.3638/0.0153 0.5714/0.4470/0.0331 0.7626/0.5442/0.0592 0.9701/0.6602/0.0923
HiVT-IR[3] 0.3635/0.2904/0.0107 0.5244/0.3753/0.0240 0.6701/0.4542/0.0433 0.8038/0.5283/0.0672 0.9219/0.5974/0.0915 0.9698/0.6611/0.0921
Argoverse 1 HiVT-FLNJ[11] 1.0325/0.7026/0.1033
HiVT-LaKD|[12] - - 0.9864/0.6807/0.0928
HiVT-FSN(ours) 0.1632/0.2121/0.0020 | 0.2678/0.2804/0.0045 | 0.3952/0.3501/0.0129 | 0.5503/0.4302/0.0287 | 0.7501/0.5393/0.0512 | 0.9602/0.6571/0.0904
HPNet-IT[6](need real data) 0.1621-/0.2102-/0.0023- | 0.2090/0.2905/0.0045 | 0.4177/0.3717/0.0111 | 0.5813/0.4576/0.0278 | 0.7685/0.5579/0.0501 | 0.9751/0.6790/0.0838
Argoverse 1 HPNet-IR[6] 0.3818/0.3037/0.0109 0.5491/0.3933/0.0238 0.6924/0.4747/0.0419 0.8232/0.5490/0.0657 0.9340/0.6169/0.0873 0.9741/0.6784/0.0829
HPNet-FSN(ours)(need to reconsider) | 0.1583/0.2064/0.0019 | 0.2853/0.2862/0.0042 | 0.4001/0.3602/0.0118 | 0.5726/0.4403/0.0269 | 0.7574/0.5504,/0.0487 | 0.9624/0.6678/0.0786
HiVT-IT(3)] 0.0067/0.0069 0.0197/0.0153 0.0587/0.0245 0.1577/0.0578 0.3058/0.1104 0.5963/0.2034
INTERACTION HiVT-IR[3] 0.0140/0.0087 0.0368/0.0179 0.0930/0.0347 0.1980/0.0644 0.3577/0.1096 0.5954/0.2057
HiVT-FSN(ours) 0.0067/0.0066 0.0172/0.0139 0.0496/0.0186 0.1496/0.0584 0.2874/0.1058 0.5829/0.1927
HPNet-IT|6] 0.0068/0.0069 0.0205/0.0146 0.0634/0.0280 0.1501/0.0549 0.3008/0.1053 0.5721/0.1761
INTERACTION HPNet-IR[6] 0.0148/0.0092 0.0388/0.0188 0.0962/0.0364 0.2029/0.0670 0.3625/0.1133 0.5754/0.1765
HPNet-FSN(ours) 0.0064/0.0066 0.0194/0.0122 0.0542/0.0201 0.1378/0.0468 0.2976/0.0936 0.5645/0.1647

Table 1: Performance comparison of FlexiSteps Network (FSN) with baselines on Argoverse and
INTERACTION datasets. The best results are highlighted in bold. The ”-” indicates that the method
does not open source and the results are not available.

4.1.4 Implementation Details

For the HiVT baseline, we train our APM and FSN for 64 epochs with a batch size of 32 on 1 NVIDIA
A6000 GPU, using the AdamW optimizer with a learning rate of 5x 10~% and weight decay of 1 x 10~%.
For the HPNet baseline, we train our APM and FSN for 64 epochs with a batch size of 4 on 1 NVIDIA
A6000 GPU, using the AdamW optimizer with a learning rate of 5 x 10~% and weight decay of 1 x 1074,

The hyperparameter X is set to 0.5 for both baselines. The training process involves optimizing
the model parameters to minimize the total loss, allowing the FlexiSteps Network to effectively learn
from the data and adapt to varying prediction requirements.

4.2 Main Results

4.2.1 Argoverse

As shown in Table 1, our FlexiSteps Network (FSN) outperforms the baselines on the Argoverse dataset
across all prediction steps. Specifically, FSN achieves a minimum ADE of 0.2121 and a minimum FDE
of 0.1632 at 5 timesteps, which is significantly better than the IT and IR baselines. The results
demonstrate that FSN effectively leverages the pre-trained Adaptive Prediction Module (APM) and
Dynamic Decoder (DD) to adaptively adjust the prediction steps based on contextual information,
leading to improved accuracy and robustness in trajectory prediction.

In addition, we also compare our FSN with the state-of-the-art dynamic prediction methods FLN
and LaKD. The results show that FSN achieves better performance than FLN and LaKD, demon-
strating the effectiveness of our approach in handling varying prediction lengths. The minimum ADE
and FDE of FSN at 30 timesteps are 0.6571 and 0.9602, respectively, which are significantly lower
than those of FLN and LaKD. This indicates that FSN can effectively adapt to different prediction
requirements and achieve better performance in trajectory prediction tasks.

4.2.2 INTERACTION

As shown in Table 1, our FlexiSteps Network (FSN) also outperforms the baselines on the INTERAC-
TION dataset across all prediction steps. Specifically, FSN achieves a minimum Joint ADE of 0.0066
and a minimum Joint FDE of 0.0067 at 5 timesteps, which is significantly better than the IT and IR
baselines. The results demonstrate that FSN effectively leverages the pre-trained Adaptive Predic-
tion Module (APM) and Dynamic Decoder (DD) to adaptively adjust the prediction steps based on
contextual information, leading to improved accuracy and robustness in joint trajectory prediction.

4.3 Ablation Study

To evaluate the effectiveness of each component in our FlexiSteps Network (FSN), we conduct an
ablation study on the Argoverse validation dataset with 30 prediction steps. The results are presented
in Table 2. We analyze the impact of the Dynamic Decoder (DD), and scoring mechanism on the
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Score Dynamic Decoder

Fréchet FDE ADE w/o KL w/ KL PP ADE MR

v 0.9705  0.6602  0.0922

v 0.9727  0.6594  0.0923

v v 0.9683  0.6647  0.0921
v v 0.9602 0.6571 0.0904

Table 2: Ablation study of FlexiSteps Network (FSN) with HiVT as our backbone on Argoverse
validation dataset. The results show the impact of different components on the overall performance of
FSN. The best results are highlighted in bold.

overall performance of FSN. Specifically, we compare the performance of Dynamic Decoder (DD) with
and without the KL divergence loss, and the performance of the scoring mechanism with and without
the Fréchet distance, we employ ADE and FDE instead of Fréchet distance.

The results show that our score mechanism with Fréchet distance achieves the best performance,
with a minimum FDE of 0.9602 and a minimum ADE of 0.6571, significantly outperforming the score
mechanism with ADE and FDE. This indicates that the Fréchet distance effectively captures the
spatial and temporal relationships in trajectory predictions, leading to improved accuracy. And the
Dynamic Decoder (DD) with KL divergence loss also improves the performance, achieving a minimum
FDE of 0.9683 and a minimum ADE of 0.6647, compared to the DD without KL divergence loss. This
demonstrates that the KL divergence loss helps to distill knowledge from lower score sequences to
higher ones, enhancing the model’s ability to adapt to varying prediction lengths.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose the FlexiSteps Network (FSN), a novel framework for dynamic trajectory
prediction that adapts the prediction output steps based on contextual cues and environmental con-
ditions. FSN consists of three main components: a pre-trained Adaptive Prediction Module (APM),
a Dynamic Decoder (DD), and a scoring mechanism that incorporates the Fréchet distance to evalu-
ate trajectory predictions. The APM is trained to predict the optimal prediction step based on the
encoded latent features of the target agent and its context, while the DD handles varying predic-
tion lengths. The scoring mechanism evaluates the quality of trajectory predictions by combining the
Fréchet distance with the prediction length. Our experimental results demonstrate that FSN out-
performs state-of-the-art methods on both Argoverse and INTERACTION datasets, achieving better
accuracy and robustness in trajectory prediction tasks.

While our FlexiSteps Network (FSN) shows promising results in dynamic trajectory prediction,
there are still several limitations and potential areas for future work. One limitation is the reliance on
the pre-trained Adaptive Prediction Module (APM), which may not generalize well to unseen scenarios
or environments. Future work could explore methods to enhance the adaptability of APM, such as
incorporating online learning or transfer learning techniques. Additionally, the scoring mechanism
based on Fréchet distance may not capture all aspects of trajectory quality, and further research
could investigate alternative metrics or hybrid approaches to improve evaluation accuracy. Finally,
while FSN demonstrates flexibility in handling varying prediction lengths, it may still struggle with
highly dynamic or unpredictable environments. Future research could focus on enhancing the model’s
robustness to such scenarios, potentially through the integration of reinforcement learning or other
adaptive techniques.

6 Data Availability Statement

The data underlying this article are available in Argoverse 1 Motion Forcasting Dataset and INTER-
national, Adversarial and Cooperative moTION Dataset, at https://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.
1911.02620 and https://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1910.03088.
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