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ABSTRACT

Meta-learning is a line of research that develops the ability to leverage past experiences to efficiently
solve new learning problems. Meta-Reinforcement Learning (meta-RL) methods demonstrate a
capability to learn behaviors that efficiently acquire and exploit information in several meta-RL
problems.
In this context, the Alchemy benchmark has been proposed by Wang et al. [2021]. Alchemy features
a rich structured latent space that is challenging for state-of-the-art model-free RL methods. These
methods fail to learn to properly explore then exploit.
We develop a model-based algorithm. We train a model whose principal block is a Transformer
Encoder to fit the symbolic Alchemy environment dynamics. Then we define an online planner with
the learned model using a tree search method. This algorithm significantly outperforms previously
applied model-free RL methods on the symbolic Alchemy problem.
Our results reveal the relevance of model-based approaches with online planning to perform explo-
ration and exploitation successfully in meta-RL. Moreover, we show the efficiency of the Trans-
former architecture to learn complex dynamics that arise from latent spaces present in meta-RL
problems.

1 Introduction

Deep Learning methods have been successfully applied to various problems such as in image processing, natural
language processing, and games [Schmidhuber, 2015, Goodfellow et al., 2016, Li, 2018]. However, these solutions
usually require many samples to solve any new task. The quickly developing field of meta-Learning addresses this
issue. To solve a task of interest, the meta-Learning paradigm supposes access to data from other tasks in relation to
the task of interest. A meta-learning method can then take advantage of this supplementary data to learn an efficient
learning algorithm for the task of interest.

The meta-Learning literature has quickly broadened. Meta-learning, or learning to learn, has two learning levels
where design decisions can be made by researchers. For example at the meta-learning level, different optimizers
can be choosed such as gradient descent, Reinforcement Learning (RL) or evolution. We refer to Hospedales et al.
[2020] for a review of such designs. Furthermore, several types of learning problems have been studied: supervised,
unsupervised, and RL. Moreover, different constraints on the relationships between the tasks might be supposed. In
this paper, we work with an RL problem where we suppose that the tasks are sampled from an unknown but fixed
probability distribution.

Recently proposed by Wang et al. [2021], the Alchemy benchmark aims to test and understand proposed meta-RL
algorithms. It poses the problem with a fixed distribution over the space of tasks. Each of these tasks corresponds to a
set of causal links between “potions” use and effects on “stones”. These links are hidden from the agent. To solve the
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task, the agent must be able to experiment with potions in order to discover those links, then exploit that knowledge
to maximize its rewards. This implicitly requires that the agent understands the structure of the latent dynamics. Two
versions of the benchmark have been proposed, a 3D visual version and a symbolic version. We focus on the symbolic
version in this paper.

One approach to meta-RL is to cast the problem as a partially observable Markov Decision Process (POMDP), where
a latent space represents the hidden dynamics. Model-free RL methods that support partial observability can then be
used for meta-RL [Wang et al., 2016, Duan et al., 2016]. The authors of Alchemy tested state-of-the-art model-free
RL methods on it. Their experimentation revealed a failure of these model-free RL methods to learn a policy that
efficiently explores for information and then exploit it both on the 3D visual and on the symbolic case [Wang et al.,
2021].

We investigate the use of a model-based algorithm with online planning on the symbolic version of Alchemy and show
significant improvements. This result shows both:

• the capability of Deep Learning methods, in particular the Transformer architecture, to fit complex dynamics
in environments where model-free RL methods fail. These dynamics can emerge in meta-RL problems where
the latent space is a critical part;

• the strength of online planning algorithms in challenging environments, such as those that arise in meta-RL
where the reward is delayed between the gain in information from exploration and its exploitation.

1.1 Related literature

We survey model-free RL applied to meta-RL problems literature since it is the solution studied by Wang et al. [2021].
We then describe model-based approaches broadly and then focus on model-based RL applied in meta-RL. We also
mention other solutions that use models of the dynamics in meta-RL.

1.1.1 Model-free RL for meta-RL

As said, one approach to meta-RL is to pose the construction of the efficient agent as an RL problem with partial
observability. Then this POMDP can be solved with classical deep RL methods. A usual way in deep RL to support
partial observability is to make the past observations input to the neural networks representing the policy or (Q-
)value function. Several architectures that support these sequential inputs have been applied: long short-term memory
(LSTM) and gated recurrent units (GRU) [Wang et al., 2016, Duan et al., 2016], memory-augmented neural-networks
by [Santoro et al., 2016], a mix of temporal convolution and attention [Mishra et al., 2017], and an architecture based
on Transformers [Parisotto et al., 2020].

Several works use a model-free RL algorithm and complement it with auxiliary losses that force an inner representation
of the studied system dynamics [Wayne et al., 2018, Gelada et al., 2019, Zintgraf et al., 2019]. They use modeling
losses to have self-supervision and create potentially relevant abstractions, but do not use their ability to predict the
dynamics of the system directly for planning. Similarly, a task description can be used as a target to construct useful
abstractions [Humplik et al., 2019]. It has been proposed that model-free methods in meta-RL implicitly learn to do
such task inference [Alver and Precup, 2021].

1.1.2 Model-based approaches

In model-based approaches, a model of the dynamics is learned. Then the model can be used inside a planner to decide
on actions to take inside the environment. Another possibility is to learn a policy or (Q-)value function from the learned
model. This can be done in several ways: using the capacity to simulate trajectories and so get free samples; using the
potential differentiability of the learned model to compute gradients for the agent through the simulated steps by the
model [Heess et al., 2015]; using a planner to create target behavior for the agent, then using the improved agent to
improve the planner, etc. in a virtuous cycle [Schrittwieser et al., 2020].

Another design decision of model-based RL methods is the class of functions used to fit the dynamics, such as linear
models or neural networks. Similarly to model-free methods, the support for partial observability allows applying
model-based RL methods on meta-RL problems.

Efficient methods based on Gaussian Processes have been developed [Deisenroth and Rasmussen, 2011]. These meth-
ods can be extended to support partial observability and thus meta-RL problems [Sæmundsson et al., 2018]. However,
Gaussian Processes algorithms rely on kernel methods for generalization and thus inherit their limitations.
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In the context of meta-RL with neural networks: Hiraoka et al. [2021] train a policy from simulated trajectories and
provide theoretical arguments for their method; Perez et al. [2020] uses probabilistic inference on latent variables
representing the hidden dynamics, and combine it with the cross-entropy method for planning.

We mention the theoretical work by Sun et al. [2019], which analyzes the potential gap in the number of samples
required to reach some performance between model-free and model-based methods. The argumentation shows that
a significant gap can exist to the advantage of model-based methods. To prove the gap, they construct a family of
systems whose dynamics factorize, i.e. the evolution of each variable only depends on a subset of all the variables.
The Alchemy environment has precisely a factorizable dynamics. So, the results in our paper go in the same direction
as the highlighted sample complexity gap and its argumentation.

1.1.3 Fast model-adaptation

We presented solutions where the model was fitted on the dynamics comprising the latent space that defined the current
dynamic of the episode. Another way to make use of model-based RL in a meta-learning context is to have a fixed
model across all tasks/episodes that does not fit the latent dynamic. Instead, its weights are trained to quickly adapt
to the current dynamics with gradient steps. This is an application of the Model-Agnostic Meta-Learning (MAML)
method [Finn et al., 2017] on the model [Nagabandi et al., 2018a,b, Mendonca et al., 2020].

1.1.4 Fixed model

In the meta-RL literature, a component of the model can be held fixed, for example a fixed state to state dynamics
but with a non-fixed reward function. However, this can only work for problems where the set of tasks respect strong
constraints on their dynamics. An example of such a work is Byravan et al. [2020].

1.1.5 Our solution

In relation to the presented literature, the solution we define in the following section is a model-based algorithm that
learns a model of the dynamics with a Transformer Encoder and then incorporates it in a tree search planner without
learning any policy or value functions.

This solution can be incorporated in an RL algorithm that learns a neural network policy/value function using target
behaviors produced by our algorithm. The policy and value function can then be used to improve the planner in a
virtuous cycle, like in the cited work by Schrittwieser et al. [2020].

2 Methods

We define the general problem we address 2.1, and describe the symbolic Alchemy benchmark 2.2. We then explain
the construction of our model-based agent. How we learn a neural network model of the dynamics 2.3, and what
online planner we use on top of this model 2.4.

2.1 Problem formulation

We define a partially observable Markov decision process (POMDP) as a tuple (S,A, T, P,Ω, O,N) where S is the
set of states, A is the set of actions, T is the conditional transition probability distribution over states and rewards
T (st+1, rt+1|st, at) where st+1, st ∈ S, at ∈ A and rt+1 ∈ R, and P is the initial probability distribution over the
states. The set Ω define the possible observations andO is a conditional probability distributionO(ot|st, at) describing
the link between the state and the observations given to the agent. The number N gives the number of steps in one
episode.

In the meta-problem, at the start of each episode a POMDP m is sampled from an unknown but fixed distribution over
a set of POMDPs that share the same number of steps by episode N , and observation and action spaces Ω and A. We
then undergo the dynamics, rewards and observations of m until the end of the episode.

Our goal is to define an agent (player) that acts in the meta-problem and maximizes its expected sum of rewards.

2.2 Symbolic Alchemy

Symbolic Alchemy by Wang et al. [2021] links a “chemistry” to the dynamics of a (PO)MDP. At each episode a
chemistry/MDP is sampled. The goal in the episode is to explore and use to our advantage acquired knowledge about
this chemistry. We define next what constitutes a state, the action space and the unrolling of one episode.

3
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Episode

...

Sample chemistry

Trial 1

Sample stones and potions

Trial 2

Sample stones and potions

Figure 1: Decomposition of one episode of symbolic Alchemy: a chemistry is sampled for the episode, then trials are
interleaved with resamples of new potions and stones.

In symbolic Alchemy, there are three types of objects that determine a state: the chemistry; the stones, their respective 3
visual features and associated reward; and the potions with their respective colors. The stones, potions, and associated
features are directly observable, the chemistry is not.

The space of actions is: applying a potion on a stone, this can change its perceptual features and reward; collecting the
reward associated with a stone (can only be done one time for each stone); and a no-operation. The hidden chemistry
determines the effects of potions on stones and the possible features of stones.

An episode is composed as follows: a chemistry is sampled at the start and is kept constant during the whole episode;
then a sequence of 10 trials follows. Each trial is further decomposed in: sampling a set of stones and potions; then 20
time-steps where actions can be taken to understand the chemistry through experiments, generating high-value stones
by using potions, and collecting rewards associated to the stones. The decomposition of one episode is given on Figure
1.

The sampled chemistry respects several constraints:

• The allowed feature values of stones are determined by the rotation of a cube in 3D. The reward of a stone
only depends on its perceptual features. So, the states of the stones are uniquely determined by their positions
on the vertices of a 3D cube.

• The potion color and stone position uniquely determine the transition of the stone position when the potion
is applied. Those transitions only happen between vertices linked by an edge in the underlying cube.

• Moreover, the effect of a potion with a specific color happens upon parallel edges of the cube and in the same
direction.

• Potion colors come in pairs. If one potion color produces transitions in one direction of the stone positions,
then its pair does the same in the opposite direction. The pairs are consistent across episodes.

• Some transition/edges of the cube can be missing. The topology of the existing edges respect constraints, for
example, the connectivity of the cube must hold.

For an agent, all of these constraints are opportunities to quickly discard causal links between potions applications and
stones features changes. Thus, an optimal agent must understand and use these constraints.

2.3 Learning a model

2.3.1 Data

We sample a dataset of trajectories prior to any learning and planning. We simply use a uniform policy over the action
space to generate the trajectories. We define a supervised learning problem from this data.

While this method is sufficient to learn an accurate model in the case of symbolic Alchemy, other environments might
need interleaving data generation and model learning to get a sufficient coverage of the state and action spaces.

2.3.2 Model architecture

The architecture is presented in Figure 2. Our model is based on a Transformer Encoder using causal attention for its
main block [Vaswani et al., 2017]. It receives as input a sequence of observations, rewards, and actions. And it outputs
a prediction for the next observation and reward at each time step.

4
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We use the Transformer architecture to fit the dynamics for its capacity to learn complex dynamics, as demontrated in
natural language processing.

In the prediction head for the next observation, the GRU allows our neural network to model non-independent prob-
ability distributions over the dimensions of the next observation. In other words, our model is not constrained to
represent distributions p(ot+1) that factorize in Πipi(o

i
t+1) where i is the ith dimension of the observation. A more

detailed view of this part of the model is available in Figure 4 in Appendix B. We show in our results that both the
linear and GRU parts are necessary to have an accurate model of the dynamics of symbolic Alchemy.

To train our model, we use teacher forcing. At training time to predict the ith dimension of the observation at timestep
t + 1, we use the true observations and rewards up to the timestep t, and also, the ground truth up to the i − 1th
dimension of the observation at timestep t + 1, see Figure 4 in Appendix B for a detailed representation of teacher
forcing.

For the specific case of symbolic Alchemy, we encode the real-valued observations and rewards as categorical variables
both for the input and output. Discretizing the inputs allows us to have efficient cross-entropy loss and helps to get
consistent trajectory simulation over longer time horizon. We note that this is not unusual in the literature, for example
µ-zero discretizes the prediction of the reward Schrittwieser et al. [2020]. The encoding,E, is a one-hot transformation
that takes as input a d-dimensional real-valued vector and returns a d× n-tensor where n is the number of categories.
The number n and the values used in the encoding can be extracted from the generated offline data to cover all the
possibilities for symbolic Alchemy.

A full description of the hyperparameters that we use for the Alchemy benchmark can be found in the Appendix A.

2.4 Tree search with stochastic transitions

We define the model-based online planning algorithm we use. Note that this planning algorithm uses for its simulations
the learned model defined in the previous section.

We construct our online planner on top of the tree search planner presented in Silver et al. [2016], and more specifically,
the version defined by Schrittwieser et al. [2020]. The tree search algorithm grows iteratively a tree where each
branch represents a potential sequence of actions starting at the current state. The original algorithm supposes full
observability, deterministic transitions, a policy and a value function. We adapt it to support partial observability and
stochastic transitions.

We use a common transformation that casts POMDPs as equivalent MDPs where states correspond to the complete
history of observations up to that point, see for example Baxter and Bartlett [2000]. The transformation ensures that a
policy defined on the MDP gives a behavior with the same performance on the original POMDP. Note that even if the
original POMDP was deterministic, the resulting MDP is stochastic in general.

To support stochastic dynamics, we adapt the tree search algorithm by adding chance nodes as children of decision
nodes. At chance nodes, we branch different paths representing different stochastic realizations of the system dynam-
ics. For each chance node, we use a fixed number of samples from which stochastic branches are created. We merge
identical samples to reduce the tree breadth. When we merge samples, we use weights to not introduce any bias.

To compensate for our lack of policy and value function, we use defaults: a uniform probability distribution over
actions; and a zero-everywhere value function is taken.

The algorithm grows the tree by prioritizing more promising branches. At each node, it uses Q-value estimates and
also uncertainty estimates on these values to quantify how interesting an action might be.

The algorithm cycles through 3 steps to grow the three:

• Selection Starting at the root node, decision nodes’ branches are taken depending on the Q-value estimates,
the uncertainty on these estimates, and the size of the subtree at that node. At chance nodes, we sample a
branch with a probability proportional to its weight. We stop when we have no child for the action to take.

• Expansion Where we block in the selection step, we create a chance node and sample its children.

• Backup With the new rewards obtained at the expansion step, we update the Q-value estimates on the decision
nodes taken in the selection step.

See Algorithm 1 for a more detailed description of the tree search and Figure 3 for a partial representation of a tree.

We note that since the number of samples by chance node is constant, a limited number of possible paths for the system
dynamics are considered. Thus, in general, the Q-values estimates in the tree will not asymptotically converge to their
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Transformer Encoder

Dropout

Multi-head
Attention

Layer Norm

Layer Norm

MLP

LinearLinear Linear

GRU Linear

MLP MLP

Figure 2: A neural network architecture to fit trajectories. The sequence of observations and rewards are first trans-
formed into categorical variables. Then the sequence is passed through a linear layer along with the sequence of
actions. The resulting sequence is fed to a Transformer Encoder with three layers, causal attention, and a sinusoidal
positional encoding. Encodings, et, from the Transformer Encoder are then used independently to predict the next
elements in the sequences. For the rewards, an MLP is used. For the observations, first an MLP then a GRU plus a
linear layer are combined. We note that the next observation is also in input for the GRU since we use teacher forcing.

true values with the size of the tree. However, in practice, the size of the tree is bounded and the estimates will have
non-zero variance in any case. The number of samples by chance node is a hyper-parameter that can be optimized to
compromise between the tree width and the lack of precision of these estimates.

3 Results

We compare our method against the results obtained by Wang et al. [2021]. They tested V-MPO a state-of-the-art
model-free RL method [Song et al., 2019], applied with a Transformer architecture improved for RL [Parisotto et al.,
2020]. They also implemented an ideal observer, which is a Bayes-optimal agent that has the best performance
achievable on the benchmark. This agent is not directly comparable to the others, since its implementation relies on
prior knowledge of the problem. For further insights into the agent performances, they also implemented a simple
Random Heuristic which does not exploit information efficiently.

We sample 1e6 episodes to construct our dataset of trajectories from which we learn our model. In the paper Wang
et al. [2021], the authors report that 1e9 episodes were used to train the V-MPO agent on symbolic Alchemy.

6
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Algorithm 1 Online tree search planning adapted from Schrittwieser et al. [2020]
Require: a learned model; a discount factor γ; the number of sampled stochastic branches by chance nodes K;

exploration parameters for the selection C1, C2; temperature parameter for action probabilities T ; a number of
expansions to run.

initialize a root node with the current state
for all 1. . . # expansions do

Select
decision node← root node
loop

a∗ ← arg maxa∈AQ
node(a) + 1

|A|

√∑
aN

node(a)

1+N node(a)
(C1 + log(

C2+1+
∑

aN
node(a)

C2
))

chance node← take child of decision node following a∗ if it does not exist break
decision node← sample child of chance node

end loop

Expand
for all 1. . . K do

sample s, r ← learned model(decision node state, a∗)
end for
compare samples, merge duplicates and increase the sampling weight w
create chance node and its children decision nodes with sampled states
assign new child chance node to the decision node at the end of select following a∗

Backup
G← 0.
r ←

∑
(s,r,w)∈branches of chance node w · r/

∑
(s′,r′,w′)∈branches of chance node w

′

a← a∗

repeat
G← r + γG

Qdecision node(a)← Qdecision node(a)·N decision node(a)+G
N node(a)+1

N decision node(a)← N decision node(a) + 1
chance node, r← parent of decision node and associated reward
decision node, a← parent of chance node and associated action

until root node is updated
end for

Actions probabilities
for all a ∈ A do

action probability of a← N root(a)1/T /
∑
a′∈AN

root(a′)1/T

end for
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actions

chance nodes

stochastic  
realizations

 

 

Figure 3: Tree search algorithm with support for stochastic transitions.

See Table 1 for the comparison, we test our method with several magnitudes of computational resources going into
planning. We optimize the hyperparameters of the tree-search for the case of 1.250 expansions by step in the environ-
ment, see Appendix A for the values.

The comparison reveals that our method surpasses the model-free RL method V-MPO if given sufficient computational
resources for online planning. It also shows the importance of planning on this benchmark, the performance increases
significantly with more allocation of resources into planning. However, the marginal gains diminish too fast to reach
the optimal performance in our tests.

Table 1: Comparison with the V-MPO RL method and the baselines given in Wang et al. [2021]. We give the scores
with the standard error. The number of expansions refers to the expansion operation defined in the description of the
tree search.

Agent Score on symbolic Alchemy

Ours (# expansions 100) 79.3± 1.6
Ours (# expansions 500) 161.8± 3.9
Ours (# expansions 1.250) 207.1± 3.5
Ours (# expansions 2.500) 220.5± 3.2
Ours (# expansions 5.000) 229.5± 3.9
Ours (# expansions 10.000) 251.5± 4.5
V-MPO 155.4± 1.6
Ideal Observer 284.4± 1.6
Random Heuristic 145.7± 1.5

3.1 Architecture tests

We conduct an ablation study on our model’s architecture to identify the essential elements to its success. We do three
tests: replacing the Transformer Encoder with a recurrent architecture, a GRU; suppressing the GRU in the prediction
of the next observation; and suppressing the linear layer in the prediction of the next observation. We test the capacity
of the architecture to fit the dynamics of the symbolic Alchemy environment. We use this metric instead of the direct
score because it better measures the potential of the learned model to construct an optimal policy. An error in the
learned model induces a limit on the performance of the behavior for any online or offline planning method that we
would build with the learned model. Results are given in Table 2.

If we replace the Transformer Encoder with a GRU, the prediction performance drops. In symbolic Alchemy, the
entropy in the prediction has two sources: the uncertainty that comes from predicting the next state of a stone after
applying a potion; and predicting the uncertainty at each trial start when the set of stones and potion is reinitialized.
To further understand the difference in entropy loss, we measure the part of the entropy loss coming from the former
which correspond to the uncertainty on the current chemistry. We obtain 0.066 with the original model and 0.11 with

8
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Table 2: All other hyperparameters being equal to the original architecture, see A. With an exception when we remove
the final linear layer, where to increase performance, we decrease the learning rate to 2e−5 and we double the number
of hidden units in the GRU to 64. When we replace the Transformer with a GRU, the GRU has 3 layers each of
dimension 512. The entropy loss is computed on a held-out fraction of the generated dataset described in Section 2.3.

Model architecture entropy loss on validation set

original architecture 1.31
replace Transformer with GRU 1.37
without the GRU head 1.61
without the final linear layer 2.25

the GRU as a main component. So part of the structure in the symbolic Alchemy problem is harder to learn for the
GRU architecture, where in comparison, the Transformer architecture successfully grasps the latent dynamics.

When we remove the GRU head in the prediction of the next observation, we decrease the model capacity since
we forbid the output to represent a probability distribution of independent variables (one variable by feature of the
observation). The gap in predictive performance with the original architecture shows the importance of modeling the
interdependence between the different variables in an observation.

We observe that without the final linear layer to help predict the next observation, optimizing the model is much harder.
We suppose that this is not due to a lesser capacity of the model, since we increased the capacity of the GRU head
to compensate for this effect. So we suspect that backtracking only through the GRU steps must be harder for the
optimizer.

4 Discussion

We demonstrate that a model-based approach with online planning can substantially surpass the performance of a state-
of-the-art model-free method on the symbolic Alchemy meta-RL benchmark. We determine that this success relies
on several factors: the use of the Transformer architecture for the model in comparison to a recurrent architecture;
the use of a GRU to predict at a dimension-level the next-observation, so that our architecture is able to model non-
independent probability distributions, and the use of a direct linear layer to improve optimization; an online planning
algorithm allowed to use many simulated steps.

Our work shows that while most of the research effort has focused on model-free methods in meta-RL [Hospedales
et al., 2020], learning to learn might need explicit modeling and then planning. Also, the use of the Transformer
architecture can be critical to model the complex relationship between histories of observations and beliefs upon the
system transitions.

Improving the behavior The online planner that we use can take as input a learned policy and value function to
improve its performance. Moreover, a performant policy and value function can be learned from the online planner.
Due to limited computational resources, we did not investigate this solution. We believe that this method would
significantly improve the behavior and decrease the computational burden when we apply the policy, see Hamrick
et al. [2020] for an empirical investigation of this method. This improvement would not increase the number of
ground-truth samples required, but would significantly increase the computational requirements to train the agent.

Abstract state-space We only investigated a symbolic benchmark. To extend our solution to visual domains for
example, we expect that modeling and planning should be made in an abstract state and not at the pixel level.

A large area of research focuses on this problem of creating such relevant abstract spaces which are both: sufficient
to solve the underlying task; and which possess simpler dynamics to learn and plan upon [Tamar et al., 2016, Silver
et al., 2017, Farahmand et al., 2017, Farahmand, 2018, Farquhar et al., 2017, Oh et al., 2017, Schrittwieser et al., 2020,
Hafner et al., 2020, Ye et al., 2021]. In particular, the work of Hafner et al. [2020] is interesting since it produces
discrete abstract states such as used in our solution.
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A Hyperparameters and computational resources

We refer to the reader to Figure 2 for the model architecture. We describe in Table 3 the hyperparameters used with
this architecture. The size of the dataset of trajectories is chosen to be sufficiently large to avoid overfitting.

We train the model with 2 days of compute on a NVIDIA RTX 6000 with amp on. Generating the dataset offline takes
60 cpu hours. Running the tree search with 1250 expansions for 250 episodes (each of 200 steps) takes 3 hours without
amp.

Table 3: List of hyperparameters for the model’s architecture and its training.

Parameter Value/method

#dimensions at the input/out of a transformer layer 256
#heads for attention 4
#transformer layers 3
#dimensions of the layer in the mlp of transformer layer 256
dropout in transformer 0.1
activations relu
#layers in mlps at transformer encoder output 1
#dimensions of the layers in mlps at transformer output 512
#dimensions of the hidden state in GRU 32
optimizer Adam
learning rate 1e-4
batch size 250
#trajectories in dataset (each of 200 steps) 1e6
training time (observed number of optimization steps for convergence) 750× 1e3

All the results using tree-search presented in the paper uses the hyperparameters in Table 4. These hyperparameters
are found using Bayesian optimization implemented by Head et al. [2020] for the case with 1.250 expansions in the
tree.

Table 4: List of hyperparameters for the tree search algorithm.

Parameter Value

Temperature (T ) 0.55
C1 0.57
C2 16.15
Stochastic branching factor 3
γ 0.99

B Model architecture
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Table 5: From Wang et al. [2021], list of publicly available hyperparameters for the V-MPO agent. The architecture is
defined in Parisotto et al. [2020] and the training algorithm in Song et al. [2019].

Parameter Value/method

agent discount 0.99
TrXL MLP size 256
TrXL number of layers 6
TrXL number of heads 8
TrXL Key/Value size 32
εη 0.5
εα 0.001
Ttarget 100
βπ 1.0
βV 1.0
#episodes used 1e9

MLP

GRU Linear

initial hidden
state

Linear

Softmax

Figure 4: A more detailed view of the prediction head at training time using teacher forcing when predicting dimension
i of the observation at timestep t. Each dimension of the observation space as its own linear head (on the right in the
Figure), so we take the corresponding ith component.
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