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Abstract— Model-based reinforcement learning (RL), which
aims to learn the environment dynamics from interaction
experience and perform policy optimization based on the
learned model, has provided an effective approach for offline
RL. However, previous model-based offline RL methods suffer
from lacking long-duration prediction ability, which results in
significant inaccuracy when generating multiple step trajec-
tories. We overcome this barrier by developing a sequence
modeling architecture, Environment Transformer, which is able
to generate reliable long-horizon trajectories based on the
offline dataset. Based on above, We propose a new model-based
offline RL algorithm, ENTROPY, which learns the dynamics
model and reward function by ENvironment TRansformer
and performs Offline PolicY optimization. We evaluate the
proposed algorithm on MuJoCo continuous control RL environ-
ments. Results present that ENTROPY performs comparably
or better than the state-of-the-art both model-based and model-
free offline RL methods and demonstrates stronger long-term
prediction capacity than previous model-based offline methods.

I. INTRODUCTION

Offline reinforcement learning (RL) aims to solve the
problem of learning a policy completely from a fixed batch
of data without interactions with the environment [1] [2].
This provides an appealing paradigm for a wide range of
applications such as autonomous driving and robotic tasks
[3] [4] [5] [6], where the data collection in real world
is expensive and risky. Recent studies have shown that
model-based RL, which learns the dynamics model from
the batch of data and performs policy optimization based
on the learned model, demonstrates better generalization
to deal with offline RL tasks [21] [22]. Previous model-
based offline RL algorithms adopt actor-critic framework in
which the value function is learned based on origin dataset
and generated trajectories by the predictive model. Though
they perform well when dealing with simulating short-term
rollouts, significant inaccuracy appears when constructing
multiple step trajectories. In brief, these approaches suffer
from lacking the capacity for long-term prediction.

In order to overcome the above issues, we consider
learning dynamics model and reward function as a se-
quence modeling task. In this work, we develop Environment
Transformer, a sequence-to-sequence architecture that is able
to predict the probability distribution of future state and
reward based on a sequence of historical states and actions.
Furthermore, we propose a new model-based offline RL
algorithm ENTROPY, which learns the dynamics model and
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Fig. 1: The framework of proposed ENTROPY algorithm, which
learns the dynamics model and reward function from an offline
dataset via Environment Transformer and performs offline policy
optimization.

reward function by Environment Transformer and performs
offline policy optimization, as shown in Fig. 1. The algo-
rithm mainly consists of environment sequence modeling
module and policy optimization module. At the beginning of
environment sequence modeling, the initial batch states are
sampled from the offline dataset according to state probabil-
ity distribution, and the initial batch actions are selected by
policy search. Later on, Environment Transformer is adopted
to autoregressively generate reliable long-duration rollouts
using a causal self-attention mask [24] [25]. Finally, Soft
Actor-Critic (SAC) algorithm [29] is performed for policy
optimization module.

We compare the proposed algorithm with the state-of-the-
art both model-based and model-free offline RL methods
on MuJoCo continuous control RL environments [30] [31].
Results present that our proposed method achieves compa-
rable or better performance in most scenarios. Moreover,
benchmark experiments show that our algorithm demon-
strates strong long-term prediction capacity greater than
previous model-based offline algorithms. We summarize the
contributions of this paper as follows.



o A sequence modeling architecture Environment Trans-
former is proposed, which is able to generate reliable
long-horizon trajectories based on the offline dataset.

o We propose a new model-based offline RL algorithm
ENTROPY, which learns the dynamics model and re-
ward function by Environment Transformer and per-
forms offline policy optimization.

o Algorithm performance is evaluated on MuJoCo RL
environments and compared with the state-of-the-art
both model-based and model-free offline RL methods.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Offline RL

The research of Offline RL addresses the challenge to learn
a policy from a fixed dataset instead of interaction with the
environment. The major issue of Offline RL is extrapolation
error [1], which is generalization error in estimation value
function caused by out-of-distribution actions. One potential
approach to solve this problem is to integrate a pessimistic
bias for unseen actions into the Q-function. Kumar et al.
[7] propose to learn a conservative Q-function such that
the expected value of a policy under the Q-function lower-
bounds its true value. Kostrikov et al. [13] treat the state
value function as a random variable whose randomness
is determined by the action, and use the upper expectile
to estimate the value of the best actions. The alternative
approach is to restrict the policy optimization to remain close
to origin data samples. Wang et al. [8] utilize a form of critic-
regularized regression to learn policies from data. Nair et
al. [9] combine sample efficient dynamic programming with
maximum likelihood policy updates. Wu et al. [11] propose
a framework to generalize previous approaches to solve the
offline RL problem by regularizing to the behavior policy.
Zhou et al. [12] propose to learn the policy in the latent action
space, which constrains the policy to select actions within
the support of the dataset. Xu et al. [14] construct a novel
offline-applicable policy learning goal that corresponds to the
advantage function value of the behavior policy, multiplying
by a statemarginal density ratio. Fujimoto et al. [15] include
a behavior cloning component in the policy update of an
online RL algorithm and normalize the data to push the
policy towards favoring actions in dataset.

B. Dynamics Modeling

There exist wealth of prior work to learn the environment
dynamics. Sutton [16] proposes an architecture which main-
tains a dynamics model of the the agent’s actions effects.
Deisenroth et al. [17] model the environment dynamics as
Gaussian processes and incorporate model uncertainty into
long-term planning. Levine et al. [18] leverage local linear
models to represent the environment dynamics. Chua et al.
[19] integrate deep network dynamics models that account
for uncertainty with sampling-based uncertainty propagation.
Janner et al. [20] [21] use bootstrap ensembles of predictive
models, which is able to capture aleatoric uncertainty and
epistemic uncertainty.

Recent breakthroughs in sequence modeling using deep
neural network have resulted in fast improvements in long-
horizon prediction accuracy and model efficiency [23] [24]
[25]. Chen et al. [26] [27] consider RL to be a sequence
modeling problem, which aims to generate a series of actions
to receive high rewards. In our approach, the environment
modeling problem is viewed as a sequence modeling task,
which is required to predict the probability distribution of
future state and reward based on a sequence of historical
states and actions.

III. PRELIMINARIES
A. Policy Optimization

The goal of standard reinforcement learning is to obtain
the optimal policy 7* such that the cumulative reward is
maximized and the optimal policy 7* can be written as:

o0
fargmaxIE Zr St,aq) (1)
t=0

In maximum entropy reinforcement learning, the expected
entropy term is augmented [28], which helps the agents
explore more widely and give up on clearly unpromising
avenues. In this case the optimal policy 7* with parameter
« that determines the relative importance of the expected
entropy term can be written as:

= argmaXE Z r(sp,a) oM (m(-[s))]]. @)
=0

We adopt soft-actor critic (SAC) [29] as our policy opti-
mization algorithm, which demonstrates impressive perfor-
mance for continuous tasks. In policy improvement step, the
policy parameters can be directly updated by minimizing the
following:

exp (Qp (51, -

Zg (51) ))>] ’
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where ¢ represents parameters of policy network 7y (a;|s;)
and 0 are parameters of soft Q-function Qg (s¢,a;), D is the
distribution of states and actions sampled from interaction
experience, and Zy(s;) is the partition function that normal-
izes the distribution.

For our offline scenario, D is the distribution of the origin
offline dataset combined with a replay buffer which contains
simulated trajectories generated by the learned model.

Finally, actions a; are generated by reparameterizing the
policy using noise vector e;:

ar = [y (€35¢) - €]
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Fig. 2: The framework of proposed sequence modeling architecture,
Environment Transformer, which is able to generate reliable long-
horizon states and rewards prediction based on historical states and
actions.

B. Transformer

Transformers are proposed by [24] as a framework for ef-
fectively modeling sequential data, which consist of stacked
encoders and decoders. Both of them are based on attention
mechanisms, where the i-th input token x; is embedded and
mapped to key k;, query ¢; and value v;, and the i-th output
token can be represented as:

s = Y softmax ({{a ki) v )
Jj=1

Generative pre-training transformer (GPT) is proposed by
[25], where the encoder-decoder architecture is changed to
a causal self-attention mask without any encoders. In our
paper, we adopt GPT framework and develop Environment
Transformer to obtain accurate long-horizon environment
dynamics and rewards prediction.

IV. ENVIRONMENT TRANSFORMER

In this section, we introduce Environment Transformer,
which is able to learn the dynamics model and reward
function from the offline dataset and generate reliable long-
horizon prediction. We present the environment modeling,
training process and usage.

A. Environment Modeling

We consider the environment dynamics as a Gaussian
process with diagonal covariance where the future states and
rewards depend on historical states and actions:

Pr(ser1,me]s<e,aze) = N (p(s<r,a<0) 2 (s<r,a<t))
(6)
where s<; and a<; denote historical states and actions at
timestep ¢, u and X represent the mean and covariance of the
Gaussian distribution for future state and reward at timestep
t, respectively.

B. Training

In training module, the inputs are state action pairs of
trajectories from the offline dataset containing N trajectories.
The ¢-th trajectory training input 7; can be represented as:

T—-1
o (7)

7i = {(si,a1)
where ¢ denotes the timestep of state action pairs, ¢ is
training trajectory index and 7' is prediction rollout length.
As shown in Fig. 2, the state action tokens are fed into
linear embeddings added with a time encoding which con-
tains the token positional information. Then these tokens are
fed into Environment Transformer to predict the probability
distribution of future states and rewards using a causal
self-attention mask. After linear projection, the output of
Environment Transformer f; can be written as:

fi={(iGkea) SGkea)} 0 ®

- t=0

where (i and by represent the mean and covariance of the
Gaussian distribution for predicted future state and reward at
timestep ¢, respectively.

Finally, we obtain predicted states and rewards of ¢-th
trajectory ¢; by probabilistic sampling from the Gaussian
distribution built in (6), which can be represented as:

¢ = { (5141 7) 1 - ©)

C. Usage

When the training process is finished, the Environment
Transformer can be used to generate reliable long-duration
trajectories which will be applied in policy optimization
module. We take the generation of single trajectory as an
example to illustrate how Environment Transformer simu-
lates long-horizon trajectories.

At the beginning, an empty model replay buffer is cre-
ated to save simulated experience data. The initial state
so is selected from the offline dataset while action ag is
generated by actor policy search. After that the initial state
action pair (sg,ag) is fed into Environment Transformer to
predict (81,70). The simulated interaction experience data
(80, a0, 81,79) will be retained in the model replay buffer.
Same as above, the action a; is generated by actor policy
search and the state action pair (51, aq) is fed into Environ-
ment Transformer to predict (So,71). Then (51, a1, 82,71)
will be retained in the model replay buffer. We finally obtain
a T-length simulated trajectory after repeating above steps T’
times. When performing policy optimization, we sample 5%
trajectories from the origin offline dataset while 95% from
the model replay buffer.
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Fig. 3: The MuJoCo continuous control environments, including two-dimensional robot HalfCheetah, one-legged figure Hopper and two-

legged figure Walker2d.

V. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we design our experiments on MuJoCo
continuous control RL environments, which aims to: (1)
evaluate the algorithm long-term prediction ability compared
with the state-of-the-art model-based offline RL method
and (2) evaluate the algorithm performance compared with
the state-of-the-art model-free and model-based offline RL
methods.

A. Environments and datasets

Fig. 3 presents MuJoCo continuous control environ-
ments, including HalfCheetah, Hopper and Walker2d. The
HalfCheetah is a two-dimensional robot with nine links and
eight joints. The objective is to apply torque to the joints so
that the cheetah can run forward as quickly as possible [32].
The hopper is a one-legged, two-dimensional figure with four
major body sections. The goal is to make forward-moving
jumps by applying torques to the three hinges connecting
the four body sections [33]. The Walker is a two-dimensional
figure with two legs and four major body sections. Similarly,
the objective is to control the forward movement by applying
torques to the corresponding hinges [33].

We select four kinds of datasets as the offline dataset
for each environment, involving random datasets, medium
datasets, medium-replay datasets and full-replay datasets.
The random datasets are generated by a random policy. The
medium datasets are generated by a “medium” policy trained
by SAC, which reaches approximately one-third performance
of an expert policy. The medium-replay datasets contain
all timestep samples from the training start until the policy
achieves “medium” level of performance. And the full-replay
datasets contain all timestep samples from the training start
until the policy becomes an expert policy.

B. Long-term Prediction

In previous model-based offline RL work, the environment
model is set to predict the future trajectories as short as
possible. For the purpose of reducing the accumulation of
model prediction error, single-step prediction is the most

commonly used method where the state and action from
last timestep are mapped to the state of next timestep.
However, the capacity to deal with long sequence prediction
is usually ignored. In brief, previous model-based offline
RL methods suffer from lacking the long-duration prediction
ability, which can result in large error when dealing with the
issues associated with distributional shift.

In this case, we intend to evaluate the long-term prediction
capacity of our algorithm compared with the state-of-the-art
model-based offline RL method MOPO [21]. In this task,
the environment dynamics models are required to autore-
gressively generate rollouts with 20 steps length according
to the offline dataset. Policy optimization algorithms are
performed based on the simulated rollouts. The accuracy of
the learned dynamics model as a long-sequence predictor is
evaluated by computing the final scores of learned policies,
instead of directly visualizing the difference between the
simulated rollouts with the groundtruth rollouts provided
by the offline dataset. MOPO also adopts SAC as policy
optimization algorithm, but with a penalty reward based on
an estimate of the model error. The purpose for MOPO to
apply penalty reward is incorporating uncertainty of single-
step predictive model, which has been implicitly considered
by sequence modeling method in our work.

We sample initial batch states from the offline dataset
according to the state probability distribution. Corresponding
initial actions are selected by policy search. After that, Envi-
ronment Transformer is adopted to autoregressively generate
20 steps length rollouts whose transitions are saved in the
model replay buffer. After enough transitions are retained,
the total replay buffer will be made by 95% from the model
replay buffer and 5% from the offline dataset, which will be
used to update the policies.

We select full-replay and medium-replay datasets of the
three environments as the long-term prediction experimental
scenarios and visualize the episode reward curves during
training. The results are presented in Fig. 4. We normalize
the scores as proposed in the D4RL [30] paper such that
100 score means an expert policy. For each scenario, the
mean and variance are obtained by experiments with three
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Fig. 4: The training episode reward curves of ENTROPY and MOPO in full-replay and medium-replay datasets. The mean and variance

are obtained by experiments with three random seeds.

random seeds. During training, our algorithm shows final
performance improvement in all cases and lower variance in
most of the cases. This demonstrates that the quality of sim-
ulated long-horizen trajectories generated by Environment
Transformer is better than those generated by single-step
predictive model.

C. Performance Comparisons

In order to evaluate the performance of our algorithm,
we compare with the state-of-the-art model-free offline RL
algorithms CQL [7], BEAR [10] and BRAC-v [11] as well
as the state-of-the-art model-based offline RL algorithm
MOPO [21]. We select three environments (HalfCheetah,
Hopper and Walker2d) and four kinds of datasets (random,
medium, medium-replay and full-replay). We normalize the
scores as proposed in the D4RL [30] paper such that 100
score means an expert policy. The scores of BEAR and
BRAC-v are based on the D4RL paper. The scores of CQL
are taken from the origin paper. The scores of MOPO
in random, medium and medium-replay datasets are taken
from the origin paper, while the scores of MOPO in full-
replay dataset are tested based on official implementations
since they are not reported on the origin paper. In this
case, the implementation of MOPO uses one-step rollout
generation and policy optimization with penalty reward.
Similar as above, the implementation of ENTROPY still
adopts long-term trajectory generation with 20 steps length
and policy optimization with predicted reward. The scores
of ENTROPY are averaged over three random seeds.

The results of performance comparisons are shown in

Table I. Our algorithm outperforms the baseline in most
of the scenarios while presents comparable scores in other
scenarios. In medium-replay datasets, ENTROPY obtains
the highest score among all environments. In full-replay
datasets, our algorithm performs the best among Hopper
environment and Walker environment while similar as the
best in HalfCheetah environment. We analyze the reason is
that medium-replay datasets and full-replay datasets contain
all timestep samples from the training start until the policy
reaches a certain level of performance. In this case the
state and action space are covered as sufficient as possible.
Once enough state and action space are covered in the
training set of Environment Transformer, our algorithm is
able to generate reliable long-horizon trajectories owing to
the strong sequence modeling ability.

In random and medium datasets, our algorithm achieves
comparable scores with other methods. There is no expert
trajectories in random datasets since the agent takes action
randomly at each moment, which leads to inaccuracy of
the learned dynamics model and reward function. This is
especially an concerned issue where the predictor can not
correctly identify those high-reward actions when they are
not included by the training set. The medium datasets consist
of the transitions generated by “medium” policy, which leads
to the lack of action diversity. This limits environment mod-
eling and makes it hard to learn an effective policy. In this
case, our algorithm can still perform best in random dataset
on Hopper environment and medium dataset on HalfCheetah
environment. ENTROPY achieves the highest scores when
calculating the average of all settings. In general, ENTROPY



Dataset Environment ENTROPY(Ours) MOPO CQL BEAR BRAC-v
Random HalfCheetah 27.6 354 354 25.1 31.2
Random Hopper 22.7 11.7 10.8 11.4 12.2
Random Walker 9.0 13.6 7.0 7.3 1.9
Medium HalfCheetah 47.6 42.3 44.4 41.7 46.3
Medium Hopper 52.6 28.0 86.6 52.1 31.1
Medium Walker 18.8 17.8 74.5 59.1 81.1
Medium-Replay HalfCheetah 54.5 53.1 46.2 38.6 47.7
Medium-Replay Hopper 75.4 67.5 48.6 33.7 0.6
Medium-Replay Walker 67.2 39.0 32.6 19.2 0.9
Full-Replay HalfCheetah 74.5 77.3 - - -
Full-Replay Hopper 85.8 72.6 - - -
Full-Replay Walker 95.6 86.0 - - -
Average (Without Full-Replay) 41.7 343 42.9 32.0 28.1
Average (All Settings) 52.6 45.4 - - -

TABLE I: Performance Comparisons for D4RL datasets. The scores of ENTROPY are averaged over three random seeds.

performs comparably or better than the state-of-the-art both
model-based and model-free offline RL methods.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we propose a new model-based offline RL
algorithm, ENTROPY, which performs comparably or better
than the state-of-the-art both model-based and model-free
offline RL methods on MuJoCo environments. The algorithm
is able to generate long-horizon rollouts with higher quality
than previous model-based offline RL algorithms. In order
to model the environment dynamics accurately, we develop
a sequence modeling architecture, Environment Transformer,
which is able to predict the probability distribution of future
state and reward based on a sequence of historical states and
actions. Initial batch states are probabilistically sampled from
the offline dataset and Environment Transformer is adopted
to autoregressively simulate long-term rollouts using a causal
self-attention mask. Furthermore, Soft Actor-Critic (SAC)
algorithm is performed for policy optimization.

The limitation of our algorithm is that it requires the
training set to cover the state and action space as full as
possible. Environment Transformer works well to learn the
dynamics model and reward function when the training set
sufficiently covers the space. In contrast, it works poorly with
little coverage of the space even though the training set is
an expert dataset. In the future, we intend to further enhance
the algorithm and focus more on online scenario.
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