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Abstract

High-level autonomous driving requires motion planners
capable of modeling multimodal future uncertainties while
remaining robust in closed-loop interactions. Although
diffusion-based planners are effective at modeling com-
plex trajectory distributions, they often suffer from stochas-
tic instabilities and the lack of corrective negative feed-
back when trained purely with imitation learning. To ad-
dress these issues, we propose RAD-2, a unified generator-
discriminator framework for closed-loop planning. Specifi-
cally, a diffusion-based generator is used to produce diverse
trajectory candidates, while an RL-optimized discrimina-
tor reranks these candidates according to their long-term
driving quality. This decoupled design avoids directly ap-
plying sparse scalar rewards to the full high-dimensional
trajectory space, thereby improving optimization stability.
To further enhance reinforcement learning, we introduce
Temporally Consistent Group Relative Policy Optimization,
which exploits temporal coherence to alleviate the credit
assignment problem. In addition, we propose On-policy
Generator Optimization, which converts closed-loop feed-
back into structured longitudinal optimization signals and
progressively shifts the generator toward high-reward tra-
jectory manifolds. To support efficient large-scale train-
ing, we introduce BEV-Warp, a high-throughput simula-
tion environment that performs closed-loop evaluation di-
rectly in Bird’s-Eye View feature space via spatial warp-
ing. RAD-2 reduces the collision rate by 56% compared
with strong diffusion-based planners. Real-world deploy-
ment further demonstrates improved perceived safety and
driving smoothness in complex urban traffic.

1 Introduction
Achieving robust, safe, and human-like motion planning is
a key goal in high-level autonomous driving systems. A va-
riety of learning-based approaches have been explored for
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Figure 1. Scaling RL in a Generator-Discriminator frame-
work. (a) Stabilizing RL Optimization: RAD-2 projects the high-
dim trajectory space into low-dim score and longitudinal com-
ponents, ensuring stable policy updates. (b) Efficient Simula-
tion: BEV-Warp enables high-throughput, feature-level closed-
loop training, overcoming the limitations of existing simulators.

this purpose [3, 19, 47]. Regression-based planners [12,
16, 49] predict trajectories deterministically, thus collaps-
ing multimodal behaviors and producing mean-biased out-
puts. Selection-based planners [2, 24, 30, 32] rely on a
discrete set of candidates, limiting their ability to repre-
sent the full range of feasible trajectories. To address these
limitations, diffusion-based imitation learning (IL) plan-
ners [36, 61, 63, 67] have emerged as a promising approach
in autonomous driving and embodied AI, providing a gener-
ative framework capable of modeling multimodal continu-
ous trajectories and adapting them to the diverse conditions
encountered in complex driving scenarios. An architectural
comparison of different multimodal planning paradigms is
provided in Fig. 2.

However, diffusion-based IL planners still face key chal-

ar
X

iv
:2

60
4.

15
30

8v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 1

6 
A

pr
 2

02
6

https://hgao-cv.github.io/RAD-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/2604.15308v1


ILIL

Encode

Sensor Data
Planning

Vocabulary

Trajectory Decoder

Score of 

Each Anchor

Score

Human Driving 

Demonstrations

a) Vocabulary-based Trajectory Scoring

Encode

RL

Encode

Sensor Data

Diffusion Decoder

Denoise & Score

Human Driving 

Demonstrations

b) Diffusion-based Trajectory Generation

Open-loop

simulator

Sample

Noise

Generated

Trajectory

Encode

Sensor Data

Diffusion Decoder

c) Ours: Diffusion-Generator with RL-Discriminator Synergy

Sample

Noise

Generated

Trajectory

Close-loop

simulator

Denoise

Trajectory

Discriminator

ScoreRL

RL

RL

p=1

p=0
Confidence Score

p=1

p=0
Confidence Score

Information Flow Optional (Method-Dependent)

Open-loop

simulator

ILHuman Driving 

Demonstrations

Scene 

Representation

Figure 2. The comparison of multimodal trajectory planning paradigms. (a) Vocabulary-based scoring with fixed anchors [2, 30]. (b)
Diffusion-based multimodal generation [36]. (c) RAD-2: synergizing diffusion generator with RL-discriminator in closed-loop training.

lenges when applied to real-world autonomous driving.
Real driving datasets contain noise and uneven distribu-
tion, which leads the diffusion model to learn certain re-
gions of the trajectory distribution less effectively, result-
ing in occasional low-quality or unstable trajectories [5, 21].
This is especially critical for safety-sensitive planning. The
high dimensionality of continuous trajectories further com-
plicates optimization [26, 62], and imitation-only training
provides no negative feedback to suppress unrealistic be-
haviors. In addition, IL introduces structural limitations:
it suffers from causal confusion, learning correlations be-
tween states and actions instead of the underlying causal
factors, which can lead to shortcut behaviors, and its open-
loop training paradigm causes a mismatch with the closed-
loop nature of real-world driving [7, 39].

Several recent works have explored combining rein-
forcement learning (RL) with imitation learning (IL) to im-
prove policy learning [7, 13, 29, 35, 38, 39, 66]. While
RL provides task-level feedback beyond imitation, directly
applying it to generative planners is challenging. The re-
ward signal in RL is usually a low-dimensional scalar,
whereas the action space involves high-dimensional, tempo-
rally structured trajectories, complicating credit assignment
and making optimization unstable [37]. RL training for au-
tonomous driving requires closed-loop interaction, usually
in simulation for safety and cost reasons. However, de-
spite recent advances, existing simulation frameworks still
exhibit several practical limitations. Game-engine simula-
tors [4, 6] often simplify agent behavior, reconstruction-
based simulators [7, 20, 40, 64] are complex and costly,
and learned world models [23, 50–53] struggle with long-
horizon, multi-view generation. These limitations pose
practical challenges for scaling RL to high-dimensional tra-
jectory optimization.

To scale RL training, we propose a unified architecture
that integrates a generator–discriminator design with a scal-
able simulation environment, termed BEV-Warp. As illus-
trated in Fig. 1, this design enables stable policy updates
and efficient closed-loop interaction.

Instead of directly optimizing the high-dimensional out-
put of generator using sparse scalar rewards, which is chal-
lenging, we restrict reinforcement learning to the discrim-
inator, whose output space naturally aligns with the low-
dimensional reward signal. Trained via closed-loop interac-
tion, the discriminator learns to evaluate trajectories based
on long-term outcomes, progressively improving its abil-
ity to distinguish high-quality trajectories from undesirable
ones, thereby enhancing safety, efficiency, and comfort.

Improving system performance requires both accurate
trajectory evaluation and refinement of the trajectory dis-
tribution. While the discriminator prioritizes higher-quality
candidates, the generator determines the diversity and
quality of behaviors that can be realized. To this end,
we introduce On-policy Generator Optimization (OGO).
Rather than applying reinforcement learning to the high-
dimensional trajectory space, OGO constrains the optimiza-
tion to the longitudinal component, where scalar rewards
can optimize the policy without compromising stability.

The framework forms a self-improving closed loop. The
discriminator D evaluates candidate trajectories, prioritiz-
ing higher-quality behaviors, while the generator G refines
its trajectory distribution through on-policy optimization.
By operating on the same interaction data, the two compo-
nents achieve efficient joint optimization without additional
simulation cost. Formally, let τ denote a future trajectory.
The diffusion generator Gθ(τ |o), parameterized by θ, mod-
els a broad distribution of feasible actions conditioned on
the context o. The RL-trained discriminator Dϕ(τ |o, C),



parameterized by ϕ, provides a reranking distribution over
a set of candidate trajectories C = {τ1, . . . , τM} sampled
from the generator, i.e., C ∼ Gθ(·|o). These two compo-
nents define the joint policy distribution as Πθ,ϕ(τ |o) =
EC∼Gθ(·|o)[Dϕ(τ |o, C)], aligning with the probabilistic in-
ference framework for optimal control [22]. This architec-
ture inherently supports inference-time scaling [15], where
increasing the sample count M allows the discriminator to
explore a denser action space and identify higher-quality
solutions without retraining. Through iterative optimiza-
tion, the generator and discriminator jointly optimize the
overall policy, progressively shifting the distribution toward
safer and more efficient behaviors. This mutual improve-
ment raises the system’s performance upper bound without
relying on additional expert supervision.

In contrast to Large Language Models [1, 8], au-
tonomous driving involves high-dimensional continuous ac-
tion spaces characterized by weak instantaneous reward-
action correlations. This discrepancy leads to a severe credit
assignment problem, as sparse scalar rewards fail to effec-
tively distinguish which specific variations within a sam-
pled group contribute to superior outcomes [25]. To ad-
dress this, we propose a Temporally Consistent (TC) sam-
pling and optimization paradigm. During rollout collec-
tion, we employ a latched execution strategy, where a se-
lected trajectory is reused over a fixed horizon to ensure be-
havioral coherence. Building upon this, we restructure the
sampling process to enforce temporal dependencies across
consecutive decision steps, ensuring that candidate trajec-
tories are evaluated within a persistent behavioral context.
This structured sampling allows us to introduce Tempo-
rally Consistent Group Relative Policy Optimization (TC-
GRPO), which effectively denoises the advantage signals
and stabilizes the policy gradient. Together, these mech-
anisms enable the generator–discriminator system to itera-
tively optimize trajectory quality and enhance closed-loop
planning performance.

The contributions of RAD-2 are summarized as follows:
• We propose a unified generator-discriminator framework

that stabilizes motion planning by decoupling diffusion-
based trajectory exploration and RL-based reranking, en-
suring robust performance in complex scenarios.

• We introduce a joint policy optimization strategy that in-
tegrates TC-GRPO to ensure temporally consistent candi-
date reranking and OGO to iteratively shift the trajectory
distribution via structured longitudinal optimizations.

• We develop an RL pipeline based on BEV-Warp, a high-
throughput, feature-level simulation environment lever-
aging spatial equivariance for efficient policy iteration.
RAD-2 reduces the collision rate by over 56% on large-
scale benchmarks and significantly improves perceived
safety during real-vehicle testing, yielding stable and
comfortable planning behaviors.

2 Related Work
2.1 Discriminator for Autonomous Driving
Trajectory scoring and selection have emerged as pivotal
techniques for enhancing the reliability of autonomous
driving systems [9, 36, 46, 63, 67]. Early works like
VADv2 [2] and Hydra-MDP [24, 30] rely on predefined
trajectory vocabularies or rule-based teachers to guide se-
lection. DriveSuprim [54] further refines this paradigm
with a coarse-to-fine filtering framework combined with
self-distillation. Recent advances such as DriveDPO [43]
and GTRS [33] incorporate preference optimization and dy-
namic candidate evaluation to improve flexibility. How-
ever, these discriminative approaches typically operate in an
open-loop manner, often resulting in suboptimal decisions
because they neglect long-term downstream consequences
and are constrained by the diversity of discrete candidate
sets. In contrast, RAD-2 synergizes a continuous diffusion-
based generator with a closed-loop trained discriminator,
enabling robust planning over extended horizons by eval-
uating a more expressive manifold of future possibilities.

2.2 RL for Autonomous Driving
Reinforcement learning (RL) [42, 44, 55, 59] has been
widely explored to mitigate the causal confusion and poor
generalization issues of imitation learning. While recent
works integrate RL with 3DGS-based digital twins [7],
reasoning-oriented fine-tuning [18], or GRPO-based gener-
ation [29, 34, 66], optimizing high-dimensional driving out-
puts (e.g., raw trajectories) under sparse rewards remains
notoriously difficult due to severe credit assignment chal-
lenges [13, 29, 35, 38, 39, 66]. Unlike these direct opti-
mization approaches, we utilize RL rewards to train a low-
dimensional trajectory discriminator, effectively reformu-
lating the complex planning task into a tractable preference
learning problem. This decoupling, empowered by TC-
GRPO, leverages temporal coherence as a physical prior to
stabilize the RL search space and ensure behavioral consis-
tency. Finally, the generator is iteratively optimized via On-
policy Generator Optimization to align with high-reward
manifolds, achieving a superior balance between explo-
ration and learning stability.

2.3 Closed-loop Simulation Environment
Closed-loop simulation is fundamental for the training and
validation of RL-based driving policies. Traditional sim-
ulators like CARLA [4] and SMARTS [65] offer interac-
tive environments but often suffer from significant sim-to-
real gaps due to their reliance on game engines. To bridge
this gap, reconstruction-based simulators such as RAD [7]
and ReconDreamer-RL [40] leverage 3D Gaussian Splat-
ting (3DGS) [20] and video-diffusion priors to provide pho-
torealistic training feedback. Furthermore, generative world



models [11, 28, 48, 57, 58] have been developed to synthe-
size future driving scenes or Bird’s-Eye View (BEV) repre-
sentations [31, 41] for trajectory evaluation. While gener-
ative approaches offer high fidelity, they are often compu-
tationally intensive and susceptible to cumulative temporal
drift. To address these limitations, we introduce BEV-Warp,
which enables high-throughput simulation by directly warp-
ing BEV features around the ego vehicle thereby bypassing
the expensive image-level rendering process.

3 Method
3.1 Generator-Discriminator Framework
As illustrated in Fig. 2 (c), our framework decomposes tra-
jectory planning into two components: a diffusion-based
generator that produces a diverse set of candidate trajecto-
ries, and a discriminator that evaluates and reranks these
candidates. Together, they define a structured policy where
generation and evaluation are jointly optimized.

3.1.1 Diffusion-based Generator

The generator models a multimodal distribution over future
trajectories and produces a set of candidate trajectories con-
ditioned on the current observation ot, formally Gθ(τ | ot).
Scene Encoding. The observation ot is first encoded into
BEV features Tb, capturing the spatial layout of the scene.
Static scene elements (e.g., lane geometry, road boundaries,
and other map structures) and dynamic agents (e.g., sur-
rounding vehicles and pedestrians with their motion states)
are extracted from this representation to provide a compre-
hensive understanding of the environment. Let Xmap, Xagent,
and Xnav denote the predicted static map elements, dynamic
agents, and provided navigation inputs (e.g., waypoints or
reference path), respectively. Token embeddings are then
obtained via lightweight encoders:

Tm = Em(Xmap), Ta = Ea(Xagent), Tn = En(Xnav). (1)

These embeddings are fused with Tb through a learnable
module F(·) to obtain the unified scene embedding:

Escene = F(Tb, Tm, Ta, Tn), (2)

which conditions the DiT-based trajectory generator via
cross-attention.
Trajectory Generation. For M independent modes, an ini-
tial noise trajectory τ (0,m) ∼ N (0, I) is iteratively denoised
for K steps:

τ (k,m) = G
(
τ (k−1,m), Escene, k

)
, k = 1, . . . ,K, (3)

where G denotes the conditional denoising network [10]
that predicts the next trajectory sample given the current

noisy sample τ (k−1,m), the scene embedding Escene, and the
current step k. The final set of candidate trajectories is

T̂ =
{
τ̂mt:t+H

}M

m=1
, τ̂mt:t+H = τ (K,m) ∼ Gθ(τ | ot),

(4)
where τ̂mt:t+H is a continuous (x, y) trajectory over the plan-
ning horizon H . These trajectories define the candidate set
of the policy and are passed to the discriminator for evalua-
tion and selection.

3.1.2 RL-based Discriminator

The discriminator evaluates candidate trajectories based on
their expected outcomes under the current scene, providing
a preference over the candidate set.
Trajectory Encoding. Each point in the trajectory is em-
bedded via a shared MLP, yielding a sequence of embed-
dings {ei}Hi=1. The trajectory sequence, prepended with a
learnable [CLS] token, is processed by a Transformer en-
coder. The [CLS] output aggregates information from the
entire trajectory and serves as the trajectory-level query Qτ .
Scene Conditioning. The discriminator constructs a scene
representation from the same inputs Xmap and Xagent as the
generator. Its static and dynamic encoders, E∗

m and E∗
a,

share the same architecture as the corresponding generator
encoders Em and Ea, but maintain independent parameters:

T ∗
m = E∗

m(Xmap), T
∗
a = E∗

a(Xagent). (5)

Trajectory–Scene Interaction. The trajectory query Qτ

aggregates multi-source scene context via cross-attention
Ψ(Q,KV ):

Om =Ψ(Qτ , T
∗
m), Ob = Ψ(Qτ , Tb), Oa = Ψ(Qτ , T

∗
a ),

Ta∩m = Ψ(T ∗
a , T

∗
m), Oa∩m = Ψ(Qτ , Ta∩m).

(6)
These embeddings are aggregated as Efusion:

Efusion = Φ([Om;Ob;Oa;Oa∩m]), (7)

where Φ(·) denotes concatenation followed by an MLP.
Trajectory Scoring and Reranking. For each candidate
trajectory τ̂t:t+H ∈ T̂ , the discriminator produces a scalar
score via the sigmoid activation σ applied to the fused rep-
resentation:

s(τ̂t:t+H) = σ(Efusion) ∈ [0, 1]. (8)

Optionally, the scores can be normalized across the candi-
date set to induce a distribution over trajectories for rerank-
ing. In our implementation, we directly use the sigmoid
outputs for prioritization.



3.2 Closed-Loop Simulation Environment
and Controller

The proposed policy is evaluated in an efficient BEV-Warp
environment, which enables high-throughput interaction by
transforming BEV features. To verify the generalization
across varied scene representations, validation is also con-
ducted in a 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) environment.
BEV-Warp Environment. BEV-Warp constructs a sim-
ulation environment by directly manipulating BEV fea-
tures over time, bypassing redundant image-level render-
ing. The simulation is initialized from recorded real-world
sequences, including multi-view observations, ego-vehicle
trajectories, and scene context.

For each simulation step t, the system extracts the BEV
feature Bref

t and loads the recorded pose Pt ∈ SE(2) as the
state. The planner generates candidate trajectories T̂ , from
which an optimal trajectory τ̂∗ is selected and tracked to
update the agent’s simulated pose Pt+1.

As illustrated in Fig. 3, to realign the logged environ-
ment with the simulated ego-state, we derive a warp matrix
Mt+1 = (Pt+1)

−1P ref
t+1 ∈ R3×3. Assuming constant alti-

tude and neglecting rotations (i.e., pitch and roll), the syn-
thesized feature for the next timestep is obtained via:

Bt+1 = W
(
Bref
t+1,Mt+1

)
, (9)

where W(·) is implemented via bilinear interpolation [14].
This synthesized representation, coupled with Pt+1, en-
ables a continuous interaction for closed-loop evaluation.
3DGS Environment. To ensure performance consistency
across different scene representations, the policy is further
validated in a photorealistic simulation world built via 3D
Gaussian Splatting (3DGS). Unlike the feature-level warp-
ing, this setup renders raw multi-view observations ot di-
rectly from the scene G using the agent’s current pose Pt:
ot = R(G,Pt), where R(·) is the differential rendering op-
erator. This serves as a testbed for verifying the policy’s
robustness against explicit image-based rendering.
Trajectory-Based Controller. Both environments employ
an iLQR-based controller [27] to track the planned trajec-
tory τ̂∗. Given the non-linear vehicle dynamics xk+1 =
f(xk,uk) (e.g., a kinematic bicycle model), the controller
minimizes a quadratic cost function over the horizon H:

u∗
t:t+H = argmin

u

t+H∑
k=t

(
∥xk − x̂ref

k ∥2Q + ∥uk∥2R
)
, (10)

where x̂ref
k is the reference state derived from τ̂∗. The iLQR

algorithm iteratively refines the control sequence via lo-
cal linearization of f(·) and quadratic approximation of the
cost. Specifically, the first optimal command u∗

t is applied
to update the vehicle state, yielding the new ego pose Pt+1

for the subsequent simulation step.
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Figure 3. Schematic of the BEV-Warp simulation environ-
ment. The closed-loop evaluation is driven by a recursive feature-
warping mechanism. At each timestep, a transformation matrix
Mt is derived from the relative pose deviation between the simu-
lated agent Pt and the logged reference P ref

t . This matrix is then
applied to the reference BEV feature Bref

t via spatial warping, syn-
thesizing a high-fidelity observation Bt for the subsequent plan-
ning cycle without expensive image-level rendering.

3.3 Joint Policy Optimization
To optimize the policy within the BEV-Warp environment,
we propose a joint optimization framework that synergizes
the diffusion generator Gθ with an RL-trained discriminator
Dϕ through a cyclic structured pipeline. The global objec-
tive is to minimize the KL-divergence between the hybrid
policy Πθ,ϕ and the ideal risk-neutral, high-efficiency dis-
tribution Π∗:

min
θ,ϕ

DKL
(
Πθ,ϕ(τ | o) ∥ Π∗(τ | o)

)
. (11)

As illustrated in Fig. 4, this objective is realized via a three-
stage iterative process: (i) Temporally Consistent Rollout,
which collects stable closed-loop interaction data to ground
exploratory behaviors (Sec. 3.3.1); (ii) Discriminator Op-
timization, where ϕ is optimized via trajectory-level RL to
internalize sparse rewards and provide precise ranking feed-
back (Sec. 3.3.2) ; and (iii) Generator Optimization, which
employs On-policy Generator Optimization to concentrate
the density of Gθ onto high-reward manifolds (Sec. 3.3.3).

3.3.1 Temporally Consistent Rollout

While the planning head generates multimodal trajectory
hypotheses at each timestep, re-sampling and switching be-
tween diverse modes at high frequency often disrupts the
continuity of the agent’s motion intentions. In the context of
reinforcement learning, such frequent mode-switching de-
cuples the correlation between a specific policy decision
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and its long-term driving outcome, leading to inefficient
credit assignment and unstable policy improvement [56].

To mitigate these issues, we implement a trajectory reuse
mechanism to maintain short-term behavioral consistency.
Once an optimal trajectory τ̂∗t is selected at time t, it is con-
verted into a structured control sequence u∗

t:t+H following
the iLQR optimization defined in Eq. (10). Instead of re-
planning at t + 1, the policy reuses the pre-computed con-
trols over a fixed execution horizon Hreuse < H . Specif-
ically, for each relative offset h ∈ {0, . . . , Hreuse − 1},
the corresponding control command u∗

t+h is executed se-
quentially, ensuring that the vehicle state evolves consis-
tently along the committed trajectory. While Hreuse is set as
a fixed hyperparameter to ensure sampling efficiency, this
mechanism natively supports asynchronous termination if
safety constraints are violated, ensuring that the trajectory
reuse does not compromise the agent’s reactive capabilities
in dynamic environments. By stabilizing the exploratory di-
rection, this mechanism ensures that the cumulative reward
more accurately reflects the quality of the selected trajectory
τ̂∗t , thereby facilitating effective policy gradients.

3.3.2 Discriminator Optimization via RL

To guide the discriminator in capturing long-horizon driv-
ing semantics, we establish a multi-objective reward func-
tion to evaluate closed-loop outcomes and optimize the pol-
icy via a Temporally Consistent Group Relative Policy Op-
timization (TC-GRPO) framework.
Reward Modeling. The reinforcement learning environ-

ment is built upon a collection of long-duration clips.
Within each clip, the policy Πθ,ϕ interacts with the envi-
ronment in a closed-loop manner to generate multiple roll-
outs. Each rollout represents an integrated decision-making
chain, for which we define two complementary rewards to
characterize safety and efficiency:

(i) Safety-Criticality Reward (rcoll): We quantify col-
lision risks via counterfactual interpolation. Specifically,
at each simulation step t, the Time-To-Collision Tt is de-
fined as the earliest moment of intersection between the
ego-vehicle’s projected occupancy and the environment’s
ground-truth state:

Tt = inf{k ∈ [0, Tmax] | Bego(k; t) ∩ Venv(t+ k) ̸= ∅},
(12)

where Tmax is the safety detection threshold, Bego(k; t) de-
notes the ego-vehicle’s occupancy at look-ahead k (pro-
jected from step t), and Venv(t+k) represents the collective
ground-truth occupancy of the environment at absolute time
t+k. If no intersection is detected, Tt defaults to Tmax. The
sequence-level reward is then formulated as the worst-case
temporal margin:

rcoll = min
1≤t≤L

(Tt − Tmax) , (13)

where L is the rollout horizon. This bottleneck-style formu-
lation ensures that any momentary safety violation within
the rollout dominates the sequence-level reward, thereby
enforcing a strictly conservative driving policy.

(ii) Navigational Efficiency Reward (reff): To synchro-
nize the traversal pacing with expert demonstrations, we



evaluate the sequence-level Ego Progress (EP), denoted as
ρ, at the conclusion of each rollout. The reward reff is for-
mulated as a stability window penalty to anchor the vehi-
cle’s progress within a target efficiency interval [ρlow, ρhigh]:

reff = min(ρ− ρlow, 0) + min(ρhigh − ρ, 0) + 1, (14)

where ρlow = 1.05 and ρhigh = 1.10 define the normal-
ized progress boundaries relative to the clipped expert tra-
jectory. This formulation treats navigational efficiency as
a bounded synchronization task, penalizing both sluggish
under-performance and overly-aggressive deviations to en-
force a human-like traversal pace.

Together, they balance safety and driving efficiency in
closed-loop driving.
Optimization Objective. To address the credit assignment
problem in continuous driving space, we propose Tempo-
rally Consistent Group Relative Policy Optimization (TC-
GRPO). This framework introduces a structured rollout and
reward assignment mechanism specifically designed for the
temporal dependencies of motion planning, where sampled
trajectory hypotheses are persisted over a short horizon to
ensure behavioral coherence. By ensuring that the sparse
environment reward is directly attributed to the specific tra-
jectory hypothesis sustained within each persistent interval,
our approach prevents the reinforcement signal from be-
ing diluted by high-frequency switching between disparate
motion intentions. This temporal alignment effectively de-
noises the policy gradient and stabilizes the iterative opti-
mization of the generator-discriminator system.

For a rollout Oi with sequence-level reward ri, the stan-
dardized advantage Ai is computed relative to the group
{Oi}Gi=1 generated from the same initial state:

Ai =
ri − mean({r1, . . . , rG})

std({r1, . . . , rG})
. (15)

We define Ki as the set of timesteps in rollout Oi where
a new trajectory τ̂∗i,t is sampled to commence a latch-
execution interval. The clipped objective for these sparse
decision points is formulated as:

Li,t∈Ki = min
(
ρi,tAi, clip(ρi,t, 1− ε, 1 + ε)Ai

)
, (16)

where ρi,t =
Dϕ(τ̂

∗
i,t|oi,t)

Dϕold (τ̂
∗
i,t|oi,t)

is the importance sampling ra-
tio. This formulation ensures that the advantage signal re-
inforces the coherent trajectory hypothesis rather than inde-
pendent action samples that lack temporal coherence.

To mitigate premature convergence and sigmoid satura-
tion, we introduce an adaptive entropy regularization mech-
anism with temperature-based control. Concretely, let Hi,t

denote the policy entropy at timestep t of the i-th rollout,
and H̄ denote its batch-wise average. The adaptive regular-
ization weight is computed based on the average entropy:

β = exp(λ) · 1[H̄<H̄target], (17)

where λ is a learnable temperature parameter and H̄target de-
notes the target entropy level. This formulation activates
the entropy regularization exclusively when the average en-
tropy falls below the target. The temperature parameter λ
is adaptively tuned via gradient descent only under such
deficit conditions.

The RL objective for the discriminator is formulated as:

JRL(ϕ) = E

[
1∑G

i=1 |Ki|

G∑
i=1

|Ki|∑
t=1

(
Li,t + βHi,t

)]
. (18)

By integrating adaptive entropy regularization with Li,t,
the discriminator ensures stable exploration without com-
promising policy stability.

3.3.3 On-policy Generator Optimization

The hybrid policy Πθ,ϕ is defined by the composition of
generator Gθ and discriminator Dϕ. While Sec. 3.3.2 op-
timizes Dϕ for candidate selection, the mode coverage
of Gθ constrains the explorable policy space. To expand
this boundary, we optimize Gθ via On-policy Generator
Optimization, which transforms closed-loop feedback into
structured longitudinal optimization signal and repositions
the generator’s probability mass toward regions with favor-
able long-term outcomes.
Reward-Guided Longitudinal Optimization. At each
closed-loop time step t, we obtain a raw lookahead trajec-
tory segment τ raw

t = {(xt+h, yt+h, vt+h, at+h)}Hh=0 over a
horizon H . Based on the closed-loop feedback, we iden-
tify potential collision risks or insufficient progress and op-
timize the longitudinal component accordingly. This pro-
cess adjusts the acceleration profile by applying a constant
offset to the original values (with sign-aware handling) and
re-integrating. This yields an optimized trajectory τ opt

t that
preserves the spatial path of τ raw

t while optimizing its tem-
poral progression to better align with the reward signals.

(i) Safety-driven Deceleration: When the Time-to-
Collision Tt at the current time step falls below a threshold
γsafe, we apply temporal compression by reducing the travel
distance over the horizon H by a fixed ratio ρ ∈ (0, 1).

(ii) Efficiency-driven Acceleration: When the ego vehi-
cle lags behind the reference trajectory (indicating insuffi-
cient progress) and the instantaneous Time-to-Collision Tt

exceeds a safety threshold (i.e., no collision risk), we apply
temporal extension by increasing the travel distance over
the horizon H by a fixed ratio ρ′ > 1.

By converting closed-loop reward signals into structured
optimizations, this mechanism enables the generator to it-
eratively shift its output distribution toward safer and more
efficient behaviors.
On-policy Distribution Shifting. The optimized trajec-
tory segments τ opt

t are aggregated into an on-policy dataset
Dopt = {τ opt

t }, which provides structured supervision for



fine-tuning the generator Gθ via a mean squared error loss
over the prediction horizon H:

Lop(θ) = Eτ opt∼Dopt

[
H∑

k=0

∥∥τ̂t+k − τ opt
t+k

∥∥2
2

]
. (19)

This distribution shift is inherently gradual and stable, as the
target trajectories in Dopt are constructed through on-policy
interaction and dimension-specific optimization.

4 Experiment

4.1 Dataset Details
Generator Pretraining. For diffusion generator pretrain-
ing, we leverage approximately 50, 000 hours of real-world
driving data that provide ego-vehicle trajectories across di-
verse traffic scenarios. These trajectories are used to pre-
train the motion generator, enabling the model to capture
the multimodal distribution of human driving behaviors be-
fore downstream optimization.
Closed-loop Training and Evaluation in the BEV Warp
Environment. We first collect 50k clips from real-world
logs, each representing a continuous driving segment of
10–20 seconds. These clips cover diverse driving condi-
tions and are categorized based on high-level driving objec-
tives, including safety-oriented scenarios (e.g., interactions
with elevated collision risk) and efficiency-oriented scenar-
ios (e.g., driving under varying traffic conditions with sub-
optimal efficiency). The clips are evaluated in closed-loop
simulation within the BEV Warp environment, where the
pre-trained multimodal trajectory generator produces mul-
tiple candidate trajectories at every simulation step, from
which one is randomly sampled to advance the ego vehicle.
Based on the resulting outcomes, clips are filtered to re-
tain safety-critical scenarios with elevated collision risk and
efficiency-related scenarios with suboptimal driving per-
formance. From these filtered scenarios, we curate two
separate training sets corresponding to safety-oriented and
efficiency-oriented objectives, each containing 10k clips,
which are used for closed-loop RL training. For evalua-
tion, we similarly construct two disjoint subsets of challeng-
ing clips corresponding to safety-oriented and efficiency-
oriented scenarios, respectively, each containing 512 clips,
for closed-loop assessment.
Closed-loop Training and Evaluation in the 3DGS En-
vironment. In addition to the BEV Warp environment,
we further train and evaluate the trajectory discriminator in
the photorealistic 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) simula-
tion benchmark introduced in Senna-2 [45], which focuses
on safety-oriented driving scenarios involving high-risk in-
teractions. Among them, 1,044 clips are used for training
and 256 clips are reserved for closed-loop evaluation.

Open-loop Evaluation Scenarios. We also adopt the
open-loop evaluation dataset from Senna-2 [45]. The
benchmark covers six representative driving scenarios: car-
following start, car-following stop, lane changing, inter-
sections, curves, and heavy braking. These scenarios
span diverse driving conditions, including longitudinal con-
trol, lane-level interactions, and complex road geometries,
enabling a comprehensive evaluation of planning quality
across different driving contexts.

4.2 Experiment Setup
Baseline. We adopt the same perception backbone as
RAD [7], which encodes multi-view images into BEV fea-
tures and extracts static scene and dynamic agent tokens,
providing inputs to the planning modules. The planning
head follows the modeling formulation of ResAD [63],
which is based on a standard diffusion framework for gen-
erative trajectory prediction. This planning head is used as
the baseline trajectory generator in our experiments.

We compare our method with several representative
planning approaches, including waypoint regression plan-
ners [3, 16, 60], diffusion-based generative planners [63],
and selection-based planners [2]. All methods are imple-
mented and trained on our dataset using the same percep-
tion backbone, differing only in the planning head used to
model future trajectories.
Training Stages. RAD-2 follows a multi-stage training:

(i) Pre-training: Following RAD [7], the model first per-
forms perception and planning pre-training. In the percep-
tion stage, the backbone encodes multi-view images into
BEV features and extracts static scene and dynamic agent
tokens, forming structured scene representations for down-
stream planning. Crucially, these BEV features exhibit
strong spatial equivariance, ensuring that geometric trans-
formations in the feature space correspond strictly to physi-
cal movements in the real world. As demonstrated in Fig. 5,
applying a warp M to the reference feature Bref results in
a predictable shift of the decoded perception outputs (e.g.,
3D bounding boxes) that remains consistent with the sim-
ulated ego-motion while maintaining stability in the global
coordinate system. In the planning stage, these represen-
tations are fed into a diffusion-based planning head trained
on expert demonstrations to establish a baseline for human-
aligned trajectory generation.

(ii) Reinforcement Learning: After pre-training, the
model is further optimized in simulation by collecting roll-
outs using the current policy. The collected trajectories are
stored in a shared buffer for coordinated training of both
components: the discriminator is trained via reinforcement
learning to assign higher scores to safe and efficient tra-
jectories, while the generator is iteratively optimized us-
ing structured longitudinal signals derived from the col-
lected rollouts. By leveraging this shared self-generated
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Figure 5. Spatial equivariance in BEV-Warp. We evaluate
the reliability of warped features via a frozen pre-trained per-
ception head. (Left) Reference feature Bref and its correspond-
ing perception outputs. (Right) Under ego-displacement (e.g.,
θ = 1.08◦, Tx = 10.658m, Ty = 2.387m), the warped features
yield perception results that maintain precise spatial alignment.
This consistency across significant spatial transformations con-
firms that BEV-Warp preserves complex semantic geometry (e.g.,
dynamic agents and lane topologies) requisite for high-fidelity
closed-loop simulation.

data, the system progressively enhances trajectory quality,
safety, and closed-loop performance.
Reinforcement Learning Implementation Details. Dur-
ing the reinforcement learning stage, multiple driving roll-
outs are collected under the current policy for each clip.
Trajectory reuse is employed to preserve short-term behav-
ioral consistency (as described in Sec. 3.3.1), ensuring sta-
ble exploration during training. For each clip, we compute
the mean and standard deviation of rollout rewards and dis-
card the entire clip if the standard deviation falls below a
predefined threshold. This filtering ensures that only clips
with sufficiently diverse trajectory outcomes contribute to
reinforcement learning. All valid rollouts are stored in a
fixed-length replay buffer of 8, maintained in a first-in-first-
out (FIFO) manner. Fig. 6 provides a comprehensive visu-
alization of the data flow and the balanced data composition
within the FIFO buffer.

During training, batches of rollouts are sampled from
the buffer in groups of 4, and the standardized advantage
is computed across each group.

The discriminator model is initialized by loading weights
from the planning head for components that share the same
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Figure 6. Replay buffer management and closed-loop opti-
mization workflow. Driving rollouts are archived in a FIFO re-
play buffer that maintains a curated balance between safety-critical
(yellow) and efficiency-oriented (green) scenarios. The system
employs an asynchronous dual-trigger optimization strategy: (i)
the trajectory discriminator is updated upon each batch ingestion
to maintain sensitivity to recent rollout quality; (ii) the trajectory
generator undergoes optimization only after a full buffer circula-
tion (every 8 batches).

architecture, such as the static and dynamic encoders, as
detailed in Sec. 3.1.2. Trajectory-leve policy gradients are
applied to optimize the discriminator, with an entropy regu-
larization term included to prevent the collapse of trajectory
scores to extreme values.

The optimization alternates between the discriminator
and the generator in a closed-loop fashion. Each time a new
batch of rollouts is added, the discriminator is optimized
using the current buffer contents. Once the buffer has been
fully refreshed with 8 batches of new rollouts, a generator
optimization is performed, resulting in an approximate 8:1
training frequency between the discriminator and generator.
This ensures continuous co-adaptation of the discriminator
and generator while maintaining diverse training data.
Metrics. We evaluate the closed-loop performance of our
framework across two fundamental dimensions, safety and
efficiency, using metrics derived directly from the simu-
lated outcomes. To assess collision avoidance and risk
management, we report the Collision Rate (CR) and the
At-Fault Collision Rate (AF-CR), where the latter specifi-
cally accounts for incidents attributable to ego-vehicle de-
cision errors. The robustness of safety margins is further
quantified by Safety@1s and Safety@2s, representing the
proportion of clips where the minimum Time-to-Collision
(TTC) remains above 1 and 2 seconds, respectively. Con-
currently, navigation effectiveness is evaluated through the



Table 1. Closed-loop performance comparison in the BEV-Warp simulation environment. Our proposed approach achieves the lowest
collision rates and highest navigation efficiency, demonstrating superior closed-loop interactive capabilities.

Method Safety-oriented Scenario Efficiency-oriented Scenario

CR ↓ AF-CR ↓ Safety@1 ↑ Safety@2 ↑ EP-Mean ↑ EP@1.0 ↑ EP@0.9 ↑
TransFuser [3] 0.563 0.275 0.400 0.346 0.897 0.244 0.531
VAD [16] 0.594 0.299 0.371 0.312 0.904 0.252 0.623
GenAD [60] 0.592 0.305 0.363 0.309 0.930 0.467 0.736
ResAD [63] 0.533 0.264 0.418 0.281 0.970 0.516 0.894
RAD-2 0.234 0.092 0.730 0.596 0.988 0.736 0.984

Table 2. Evaluation on photorealistic 3DGS benchmark. Our
method outperforms IL and RL baselines in safety-critical sce-
narios. Notably, it achieves superior risk mitigation and safety
margins, as reflected by the lower Collision Rate (CR) and higher
Safety@1/2 scores.

Method CR ↓ AF-CR ↓ Safety@1 ↑ Safety@2 ↑

TransFuser [3] 0.435 0.269 0.531 0.454
VAD [16] 0.502 0.280 0.458 0.362
VADv2 [2] 0.422 0.199 0.514 0.458
GenAD [60] 0.557 0.244 0.402 0.332
ResAD [63] 0.509 0.288 0.469 0.399
Senna [17] 0.310 0.111 0.638 0.539
Senna-2 [45] 0.269 0.077 0.667 0.565
RAD [7] 0.281 0.113 0.613 0.543
RAD-2 0.250 0.078 0.723 0.644

Ego Progress Mean (EP-Mean), which measures the aver-
age ratio of distance traveled relative to the reference route.
We also include EP@1.0 and EP@0.9 as indicators of task
completion reliability, denoting the percentage of scenarios
where the vehicle successfully fulfills 100% and 90% of its
assigned navigation goals, respectively.

For open-loop evaluation, we adopt the metrics from
Senna-2 [45], including Final Displacement Error (FDE)
and Average Displacement Error (ADE) for trajectory ac-
curacy, along with Collision Rate (CR), Dynamic Collision
Rate (DCR), and Static Collision Rate (SCR) for safety
assessment of predicted trajectories against dynamic and
static obstacles.

4.3 Experimental Results
We evaluate our method across both closed-loop and open-
loop benchmarks to assess safety, efficiency, and trajectory
quality under diverse driving scenarios and simulation en-
vironments. Closed-loop evaluations focus on interactive
driving behaviors, while open-loop tests examine the intrin-
sic accuracy of predicted trajectories. The following sec-
tions present detailed results in each setting.
Closed-loop performance in the BEV Warp environ-
ment. Closed-loop evaluation is critical for assessing the
real driving behavior of planning systems. Tab. 1 reports

Table 3. Open-loop benchmark of Senna-2. Our approach
achieves state-of-the-art trajectory accuracy with the lowest ADE
and FDE. The consistently minimal collision risk across diverse
scenarios further validates the precision of our generative distribu-
tion in aligning with expert driving priors.

Method FDE (m) ↓ ADE (m) ↓ CR (%) ↓ DCR (%) ↓ SCR (%) ↓

TransFuser [3] 0.844 0.297 0.981 0.827 0.154
VAD [16] 0.722 0.262 0.621 0.554 0.067
GenAD [60] 0.806 0.290 0.520 0.491 0.030
ResAD [63] 0.634 0.234 0.378 0.367 0.011
Senna [17] 0.633 0.236 0.294 0.286 0.008
Senna-2 [45] 0.597 0.225 0.288 0.283 0.005
RAD-2 0.553 0.208 0.142 0.138 0.004

results in the BEV Warp simulation environment, eval-
uated on 512 held-out safety-oriented scenarios and 512
efficiency-oriented scenarios.

In safety-oriented scenarios, our method reduces the col-
lision rate (CR) from 0.533 (ResAD) to 0.234 and the at-
fault collision rate (AF-CR) from 0.264 to 0.092, while
increasing Safety@1/2 from 0.418/0.281 to 0.730/0.596.
For efficiency-oriented scenarios, the Ego Progress Mean
(EP-Mean) improves from 0.970 to 0.988, with route com-
pletion metrics EP@1.0/0.9 rising from 0.516/0.894 to
0.736/0.984. These results indicate that the proposed frame-
work substantially enhances both safety and efficiency in
closed-loop driving.
Closed-loop evaluation in the 3DGS environment. Tab. 2
reports results in the photorealistic 3D Gaussian Splatting
(3DGS) benchmark, focusing on safety-oriented driving
scenarios. Compared with recent systems including Senna,
Senna-2, and RAD, our method achieves the lowest colli-
sion rate (0.250) and the highest Safety@1 and Safety@2
(0.723 and 0.644, respectively) among the evaluated meth-
ods. These results indicate that the trajectory scoring and
reinforcement learning framework is also effective in pho-
torealistic simulation environments.
Open-loop trajectory evaluation. Tab. 3 presents open-
loop comparisons on the Senna-2 evaluation benchmark,
which includes six driving scenarios: car-following start,
car-following stop, lane changing, intersections, curves, and



Table 4. Ablation study of the training pipeline. We evaluate the contribution of Imitation Learning (IL), On-policy Generator Optimiza-
tion, and Discriminator Optimization. The results demonstrate that while IL provides essential priors, the synergistic optimization of the
generator and discriminator is critical for balancing the safety-efficiency trade-off.

ID Gen. Pre-training Gen. Fine-tuning Disc. Training Safety-oriented Scenario Efficiency-oriented Scenario

IL RL IL RL CR ↓ AF-CR ↓ Safety@1 ↑ Safety@2 ↑ EP-Mean ↑ EP@1.0 ↑ EP@0.9 ↑

1 ✓ 0.533 0.264 0.418 0.281 0.970 0.516 0.894
2 ✓ ✓ 0.287 0.104 0.682 0.582 0.955 0.391 0.824
3 ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.403 0.197 0.555 0.434 0.973 0.527 0.936
4 ✓ ✓ 0.337 0.166 0.615 0.496 0.987 0.728 0.986
5 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.234 0.092 0.730 0.596 0.988 0.736 0.984

Gen. = Generator, Disc. = Discriminator.

heavy braking. Our method substantially reduces collision
rates, with the overall CR decreasing to 0.142%, compared
to 0.288% from the previous best (Senna-2). Both dynamic
and static collision components are also lower. FDE and
ADE are also reduced to 0.553 m and 0.208 m, respectively,
further supporting the improved trajectory quality in these
open-loop scenarios.

4.4 Scaling Behavior Analysis
To study the scaling behavior of reinforcement learn-
ing performance with the cumulative number of envi-
ronment timesteps, we compare three training strategies:
discriminator-only optimization, sequential two-stage train-
ing, and synergistic joint optimization. As shown in Fig. 7,
discriminator-only optimization exhibits limited scaling
benefits, as the fixed generator constrains the quality and
diversity of rollouts. The two-stage pipeline improves per-
formance by first optimizing the generator and then training
the discriminator, but suffers from suboptimal data utiliza-
tion due to decoupled updates. In contrast, joint optimiza-
tion achieves superior scaling efficiency, yielding a steeper
performance curve and better final performance. Under this
paradigm, the generator and discriminator are updated in a
tightly coupled manner, enabling mutual improvement and
progressively enhancing rollout quality. Moreover, both
components are trained on shared rollouts, resulting in im-
proved data efficiency and faster convergence.

4.5 Analysis of RL Training Design
Ablation on Training Pipeline. We ablate the training
pipeline to examine the contributions of generator fine-
tuning and discriminator training, as shown in Tab. 4. In-
corporating On-policy Generator Optimization improves
safety, reducing the collision rate from 0.533 to 0.287, but
slightly decreases cruise efficiency. Introducing an IL fine-
tuning stage during generator optimization restores cruise
performance while maintaining these safety gains. Train-
ing the discriminator with RL further enhances both safety
and efficiency, lowering the collision rate to 0.337 and in-
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Figure 7. Scaling behavior of training paradigms. Performance
(defined as 2× Safety@1 + EP@1.0) is evaluated against the cu-
mulative number of environment timesteps. The vertical dashed
line marks the transition from on-policy generator optimization to
discriminative optimization.

creasing EP-Mean to 0.987. By jointly applying RL train-
ing to the discriminator and fine-tuning the generator, the
proportion of feasible trajectories is increased, allowing dis-
criminator to fully exploit these trajectories and achieve the
lowest collision rate (0.234) and highest Safety@1 (0.730)
while maintaining high driving efficiency.
Analysis of RL Design Choices. We conduct ablations
to analyze several design choices across the RL training
pipeline, including data collection, sample filtering, model
initialization, and optimization objectives.

Table 5. Sensitivity to execution horizon Hreuse. An execution
horizon of 8 provides the optimal balance between stable credit
assignment and reactive flexibility for stable RL optimization.

Hreuse CR ↓ Safety@1 ↑ EP@1.0 ↑
2 0.355 0.580 0.701
4 0.324 0.627 0.604
8 0.337 0.615 0.728
16 0.332 0.596 0.744



Table 6. Effectiveness of reward-variance-based clip filtering.
By discarding low-variance clips, the model focuses on scenarios
with informative training signals, leading to significantly higher
efficiency (EP@1.0) without compromising safety.

Clip Filtering CR ↓ Safety@1 ↑ EP@1.0 ↑
Disabled 0.340 0.617 0.662
Enabled 0.337 0.615 0.728

We evaluate the execution horizon Hreuse in Tab. 5.
Lower values (e.g., 2) increase mode-switching frequency,
which weakens the correlation between policy decisions
and long-term outcomes, leading to unstable gradients.
Conversely, a larger horizon (16) enhances temporal con-
sistency but may limit reactivity. An execution horizon of 8
provides an optimal balance between credit assignment and
reactive flexibility, achieving the best performance.

Next, we evaluate the impact of reward-based clip fil-
tering for training data selection. As previously detailed,
scenarios exhibiting low reward variance across rollouts are
discarded, as they offer limited exploratory value. Tab. 6
demonstrates that this filtering mechanism enhances effi-
ciency without compromising safety. Furthermore, as il-
lustrated by the training dynamics in Fig. 8, the exclusion
of non-informative clips fosters more stable convergence.
This confirms that prioritizing scenarios with high-variance
outcomes provides denser optimization signals.
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Figure 8. Training stability with and without clip filtering.
Compared to the baseline (blue), clip filtering (orange) signifi-
cantly stabilizes training dynamics and improves performance by
prioritizing more informative training signals.

Table 7. Ablation on discriminator model initialization strate-
gies. Initializing the discriminator from the pre-trained planning
head provides a robust structural prior, which is crucial for achiev-
ing high safety scores compared to random initialization.

Discriminator Initialization CR ↓ Safety@1 ↑ EP@1.0 ↑
Random 0.426 0.512 0.710
From Planning Head 0.337 0.615 0.728

We further investigate the impact of discriminator initial-

Table 8. Effect of group size on TC-GRPO optimization. A
group size of 4 achieves the best balance between reward normal-
ization and safety performance.

Group Size CR ↓ Safety@1 ↑ EP@1.0 ↑
2 0.313 0.639 0.729
4 0.234 0.730 0.736
8 0.291 0.676 0.756

ization on optimization stability. As shown in Tab. 7, initial-
izing the discriminator from the planning head significantly
improves both safety and efficiency, whereas random ini-
tialization results in a drop in safety and a slight degradation
in efficiency, indicating imbalanced optimization behavior.
This performance gap stems from the structural prior pro-
vided by the pre-trained weights, enabling more reliable
scene understanding and trajectory evaluation.

In addition, we evaluate the number of rollouts per group
within the TC-GRPO in Tab. 8. Under our current setup,
a group size of 4 yields the best performance, specifically
achieving the lowest collision rate and highest Safety@1.
While increasing the group size to 8 marginally improves
efficiency (EP@1.0), it results in a performance drop across
safety metrics. Consequently, we adopt a group size of 4 to
ensure a robust balance between safety and efficiency.

Finally, we examine the role of the entropy term H in the
RL objective. Including H prevents trajectory scores from
collapsing to extreme values near 0 or 1, producing a more
balanced distribution that facilitates stable RL optimization,
as illustrated in Fig. 9. This improved stability translates
into lower collision rates and higher Safety@1 and EP@1.0,
as reported in Tab. 9.

Table 9. Ablation on entropy regularization. The entropy term
H in RL objective maintains a diverse scoring distribution and pre-
vents policy collapse.

RL Objective CR ↓ Safety@1 ↑ EP@1.0 ↑
JRL (w/o H) 0.254 0.697 0.727
JRL (w/ H) 0.234 0.730 0.736

Ablation on Training Scenario Composition. We inves-
tigate the impact of training data distribution by comparing
models trained on Mixed scenarios (integrating safety- and
efficiency-oriented clips) against those trained on single-
objective subsets (Safety-only or Efficiency-only) and a
Baseline configuration (Fig. 10). Empirical results show
that the Mixed configuration achieves the most balanced
performance, effectively navigating the trade-off between
collision avoidance and navigation progress. In contrast,
training exclusively on Efficiency-oriented data maximizes
the imitation accuracy (EP@1.0) but suffers from substan-
tially degraded safety robustness, indicating a failure to
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Figure 9. Entropy stability analysis. The inclusion of H (purple)
prevents a rapid decline in trajectory score entropy, maintaining a
more diverse distribution for stable optimization compared to the
baseline without regularization (blue).

handle high-risk interactions. Conversely, Safety-oriented
training prioritizes risk mitigation at the expense of effi-
ciency. These findings suggest that single-objective train-
ing induces a significant performance bias, whereas incor-
porating a diverse scenario composition enables the model
to learn a more robust driving policy that generalizes across
competing objectives.
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Figure 10. Impact of scenario composition on closed-loop per-
formance. Compared to single-objective training (Safety-only or
Efficiency-only), the Mixed strategy achieves a superior trade-off
across all metrics. Models trained on biased subsets exhibit signif-
icant performance drops in complementary tasks (e.g., Efficiency-
only lacks safety robustness), highlighting the necessity of diverse
scenario curation for balanced driving policies.

Inference-time Scaling Analysis. We investigate the com-
putational scalability of RAD-2 by varying the candidate
trajectory count M at inference (Tab. 10). While the model
is trained with M = 32, increasing M consistently scales
the navigation efficiency (EP@1.0) from 0.667 to 0.814.
Although safety metrics exhibit minor fluctuations due to
the increased complexity of the expanded search space, the
stable Collision Rate (CR) at higher M values demonstrates
a robust inference-time scaling effect. This confirms that the
discriminator can effectively leverage additional test-time

computation to identify higher-quality trajectories without
further retraining.

Table 10. Inference-time scaling with candidate count M . Ex-
panding the candidate pool during inference consistently improves
planning performance by enabling a more comprehensive search
of the multimodal action space.

M CR ↓ Safety@1 ↑ EP@1.0 ↑
8 0.275 0.693 0.667
16 0.266 0.689 0.711
32 0.234 0.730 0.736
64 0.252 0.699 0.816
128 0.234 0.719 0.814

4.6 Qualitative Comparisons.
We provide qualitative comparisons of closed-loop perfor-
mance in Fig. 11 and Fig. 12. As shown in Fig. 11, RAD-2
exhibits superior safety in critical interactions by executing
proactive deceleration to avoid collisions that the baseline
fails to mitigate. Furthermore, Fig. 12 demonstrates that our
model achieves higher driving efficiency in dynamic traffic
through agile lane-changing maneuvers. These results vali-
date the effectiveness of the proposed framework in balanc-
ing safety and progress within interactive environments.

5 Limitations and Future Work
Despite the substantial improvements in closed-loop stabil-
ity and safety, several limitations of the proposed frame-
work merit further discussion and provide avenues for fu-
ture research.
Representation Specificity. The efficiency of our BEV-
Warp simulation environment is fundamentally rooted in
the manipulation of BEV feature maps. While this design
facilitates high-throughput policy iteration for systems that
explicitly rely on BEV-centric perception, its applicability
is constrained for architectures that utilize raw camera pix-
els or unified latent embeddings without explicit spatial-
equivariant grid structures. In such cases, the geomet-
ric warping mechanism would require a more generalized
transformation module or a direct latent-space world model.
Transition to Generative World Models. A promising
extension of this work is the integration of our optimiza-
tion pipeline with Generative World Models (WM). Al-
though current WM offer superior flexibility and photore-
alism compared to feature-level warping, they often suffer
from significant computational overhead and temporal drift
during long-horizon generation, which limits their utility for
large-scale RL training. Future efforts will focus on op-
timizing the inference efficiency and temporal consistency
of latent-based world models. By porting our framework
into a more flexible generative simulator, we aim to further
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Figure 11. Qualitative comparison of closed-loop safety interaction. (1) Reference Input displays the front-view camera feed. (2)
Baseline and (3) Ours each show the warped BEV input (left) and the corresponding perception and planning output (right). Starting from
the same initial state at the Start Frame, the two models exhibit diverging behaviors as the interaction unfolds. By Keyframe 1, the Baseline
fails to mitigate the risk and results in a collision, while our model performs proactive deceleration to maintain safety. At Keyframe 2, our
vehicle resumes stable navigation after the threat clears, validating the robustness of our learned policy.

scale the diversity of training scenarios and bridge the re-
maining fidelity gap between simulation and the complex,
open-world dynamics of real-world driving.

6 Conclusion
In this work, we presented RAD-2, a unified genera-
tor–discriminator framework for stable reinforcement learn-
ing in diffusion-based motion planning. We introduced
Temporally Consistent Group Relative Policy Optimiza-
tion to improve credit assignment through temporally co-
herent sampling, and On-policy Generator Optimization
to progressively refine trajectory distributions using struc-
tured feedback. To support efficient large-scale training,
we further introduce BEV-Warp, a feature-level simula-
tion pipeline enabling scalable closed-loop learning. Ex-
tensive experiments demonstrate that RAD-2 consistently
improves both safety and efficiency across diverse bench-
marks, achieving substantial reductions in collision rates
while maintaining reliable closed-loop navigation perfor-
mance. Ablation studies further verify the effectiveness of

the proposed generator–discriminator formulation and tem-
porally consistent optimization strategy.
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