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Figure 1. Energy shares of trajectory biases on different datasets.

1. Additional Discussions on Trajectory Biases001

1.1. Contributions of Biases002

In the main manuscript, we have analyzed different trajec-003
tory biases and their spatial distributions in a visualized004
way. Here, we further discuss how these bias terms con-005
tribute quantitatively to final forecasted trajectories. We use006
the energy of trajectories as a measurement to simplify the007
calculation. It is computed as the square sum of each point008
in the trajectory X, i.e., the ∥X∥2. Fig. 1 reports the aver-009
age percentage energy shares of these biases across differ-010
ent datasets. It can be seen that the linear base occupies the011
most energy, while other terms may change over datasets.012
For example, the linear base occupies less energy on SDD,013
nuScenes, and NBA than those on ETH-UCY, indicating014
that there might be more non-linear trajectories, especially015
those caused by the socially interactive behaviors.016

This phenomenon aligns with previous research [? ]017
that the simulation of trajectories themselves (the non-018
interactive terms, i.e., the linear base plus the self-bias in019
the proposed Re) has become the most important optimiza-020
tion objective for most trajectory prediction networks. Un-021
der this circumstance, we notice that the re-bias (under so-022
cial excitations) has not been compressed significantly, par-023
ticularly in comparison to the self-bias (Newtonian excita-024
tions). Instead, self-bias and re-bias provide almost identi-025
cal contributions. This implies that the predicted trajectories026
have been decomposed into distinct biases that hold approx-027
imately the same energy (instead of being drowned out by028
other terms) except for their linear portions, thus roughly029
validating the usefulness of these biases.030
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