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Abstract—The Al community has been pursuing algorithms known as artificial general intelligence (AGl) that apply to any kind of
real-world problem. Recently, chat systems powered by large language models (LLMs) emerge and rapidly become a promising
direction to achieve AGI in natural language processing (NLP), but the path towards AGI in computer vision (CV) remains unclear. One
may owe the dilemma to the fact that visual signals are more complex than language signals, yet we are interested in finding concrete
reasons, as well as absorbing experiences from GPT and LLMs to solve the problem. In this paper, we start with a conceptual definition
of AGI and briefly review how NLP solves a wide range of tasks via a chat system. The analysis inspires us that unification is the next
important goal of CV. But, despite various efforts in this direction, CV is still far from a system like GPT that naturally integrates all
tasks. We point out that the essential weakness of CV lies in lacking a paradigm to learn from environments, yet NLP has
accomplished the task in the text world. We then imagine a pipeline that puts a CV algorithm (i.e., an agent) in world-scale, interactable
environments, pre-trains it to predict future frames with respect to its action, and then fine-tunes it with instruction to accomplish various
tasks. We expect substantial research and engineering efforts to push the idea forward and scale it up, for which we share our

perspectives on future research directions.

Index Terms—Computer Vision, Artificial General Intelligence, Foundation Models, Unification, Environments.

1 INTRODUCTION

HE world is witnessing an epic odyssey towards arti-

ficial general intelligence (AGI), where we follow the
convention to define AGI as a computer algorithm that can
replicate any intellectual task that human beings or other
animals car|'| Specifically, in natural language processing
(NLP), computer algorithms have been developed to an
extent that can solve a wide range of tasks via chat with
humans [1]. Some researchers believed that such systems
can be seen as early sparks of AGI [2]. These systems were
mostly built upon large language models (LLMs) [3]] and
enhanced by instruct tuning [4]. Equipped with an external
knowledge base and specifically designed modules, they
can accomplish complex tasks such as solving mathemati-
cal questions, generating visual contents, etc., reflecting its
strong ability to understand users’ intentions and perform
preliminary chain-of-thoughts [5]. Despite known weak-
nesses in some aspects (e.g., telling scientific facts and rela-
tionships between named people), these pioneering studies
have shown a clear trend to unify most tasks in NLP into
one system, which reflects the pursuit of AGI.

Compared to the rapid progress of unification in NLP,
the computer vision (CV) community is yet far from the
target of unifying all tasks. The regular CV tasks, such as
visual recognition, tracking, captioning, generation, efc., are
mostly processed using largely different network architec-
tures and/or specifically designed pipelines. Researchers
look forward to a system like GPT that can deal with a wide

o All authors, unless specified below, are with Huawei Inc., China.
E-mail of the leading author (Lingxi Xie): 198808xc@gmail.com
o Corresponding author: Qi Tian. E-mail: tian.qil@huawei.com

Manuscript received Month Date, 2023.
1. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Artificial_general_intelligence

range of CV tasks with a unified prompt mechanism, but
there exists a tradeoff between achieving good practice in
individual tasks and being generalized across a wide range
of tasks. For example, to report high recognition accuracy in
object detection and semantic segmentation, the best strat-
egy is to design specific head modules [6], [7] upon strong
backbones [8], [9], [10] for image classification, and such
designs do not generally transfer to other problems such as
image captioning [11] or visual content generation [12].

Clearly, unification is the trend in CV. In recent years,
there are many efforts in this direction, and we roughly cate-
gorize them into five research topics, namely, (i) open-world
visual recognition based on vision-language alignment [13],
(ii) the Segment Anything task [14] for generic visual recog-
nition, (iii) generalized visual encoding to unify vision
tasks [15], [16]], [17]], (iv) LLM-guided visual understanding
to enhance the logic in CV [18], [19], and (v) multimodal
dialog to facilitate vision-language interaction [11], [20].
These works showed promise of unification, but yet, they
cannot composite a system like GPT that can solve generic
CV tasks in the real world.

Hence, two questions arise: (1) Why is unification so
difficult in CV? (2) What can we learn from GPT and LLMs
to achieve this goal? To answer them, we revisit GPT and
understand it as establishing an environment in the text
world and allowing an algorithm (or agent) to learn from
interaction. The CV research lacks such an environment.
Consequently, the algorithms cannot simulate the world,
so they instead sample the world and learn to achieve
good performance in the so-called proxy tasks. After an
epic decade of deep learning [21], the proxy tasks are no
longer meaningful to indicate the ability of CV algorithms; it
becomes more and more apparent that continuing to pursue
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high accuracy on them can drive us away from AGL

Based on the analysis above, we propose an imaginary
pipeline towards AGI in CV. It involves three stages. The
first stage is to establish a set of environments that are fi-
delitous, abundant, and interactable. The second stage aims
to train an agent by forcing it to explore the environment(s)
and predict future frames: this corresponds to the auto-
regressive pre-training stage in NLP [3]]. The third stage
involves teaching the agent to accomplish various tasks:
it is likely that human instructions shall be introduced in
this stage, corresponding to the instruct fine-tuning stage
in NLP [4]. Optionally, the agent can be tuned to perform
proxy tasks via simple and unified prompts. The idea is re-
lated to a few existing research topics, including 3D environ-
ment establishment [22]], [23], visual pre-training [24], [25],
reinforcement learning [26]], [27], and embodied CV [28],
[29]. But, existing works are mostly preliminary and we
expect that substantial efforts [30]], [31] are required to make
it an effective paradigm to solve real-world problems.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
First, in Section [} we briefly introduce the history and
thoughts of AGI and inherit the definition that AGI is
an algorithm to maximize the reward. It is followed by
Section [3] where we show the ability of GPT, the state-of-
the-art NLP algorithm which was considered the spark of
AGI. Then, in Section [} based on the current status of
CV research, we analyze why AGI is difficult in computer
vision and point out that the essential difficulty lies in the
outdated learning paradigm. The analysis leads to Section[5}
where we imagine a pipeline that pushes CV closer to AGI,
based on which we make some comments on future research
directions. Finally, in Section [6] we conclude this paper and
share our thoughts.

2 ARTIFICIAL GENERAL INTELLIGENCE

Artificial intelligence (Al is a long-lasting battle to replicate
human intelligence with a machine or a set of mathematical
algorithms. Modern Al was formally proposed in the Dart-
mouth workshop, 1956, and the community has developed
a large number of methodologies for this purpose. There
are at least two different pathways to achieve AI: (i) the
symbolic Al which tries to formulate the world into a sym-
bolic system and uses logic algorithms to reason about it;
(ii) the statistical AI which tries to establish a mathematical
function to formulate the relationship between input and
output, yet the function can be approximated or even non-
explainable. The past decade was dominated by the second
path, in particular, the deep learning theory [21] which is
part of the idea of the connectionist approach.

Although artificial general intelligence (AGI) is the ul-
timate goal of Al. The added word, ‘general’, implies that
the key of AGI is to improve the generalization ability
of AI algorithms. Conceptually, AGI can be defined as a
system that solves any task that human beings or animals
can perform [32El In the modern era, there are a series of
thoughts about AGI, resulting in verbal, psychological, and

2. Throughout this paper, we limit the concept of AGI within the
scope of problem-solving, and thus we will not talk about programs
that exhibit sentience or consciousness.

2

of course Al-based definitions of AGI, many of which were
summarized in an early paper [33], including:

o In [32], [34], the authors assumed that an AGI al-
gorithm can do any task that humans or intelligent
animals can do. This description is direct and anthro-
pocentric, but it ignores the possibility that AGI can
surpass real-world creatures, possibly by consuming
more energy.

e In [35], [36], the authors asked that AGI algorithms
can apply to as many tasks and scenarios as possi-
ble. However, without any constraints, the definition
seems difficult to distinguish an AGI algorithm from
a set of individual algorithms designed for specific
purposes.

e In [37], the authors described typical characteristics
of AGI algorithms, including being symbolic, emer-
gentist, hybrid, and universalist.

Despite the vast argument in the description of AGI, one
conclusion is clear: human intelligence is multi-faceted and
thus it is difficult to use one definition to cover all properties
of AGL

In the Al field, probably one of the most famous thought
experiments is the Turing test [38] which claimed that
a machine is considered to gain intelligence if a human
evaluator cannot tell the machine from the human in text-
only communications. After being pursued by researchers
for decades, the Turing test has become part of Al culture,
although there exist challenges to it, e.g., the Chinese room
argument [39] which argued that Al algorithms might pass
the Turing test without understanding what they are doing.

As far as we know, no Al algorithms have seriously
passed the Turing test, because all of them exhibit clear
patterns which make them easy to be discriminated from
humans. This also includes the recently developed Al chat-
bots like LaMDA [40] and the GPT series [1]: they have
shown strong abilities in chat and/or problem-solving, and
some sources even advocated for them to pass the Turing
test, but, for professional evaluators who are familiar with
Al they are still quite easy to be identified, not to mention
that these chatbots are known to ‘hallucination’ [41] and
humans often do not. This is an interesting signal that useful
AGI systems may not necessarily mimic human behaviors.

Going beyond text-only systems, there are many more
data modalities (e.g., speech, image, video, etc.) to be pro-
cessed. To integrate them into one system, we follow [42],
[43] to define the goal of AGI to be maximizing reward in an
environment. Let there be an environment and an agent (the
AGI algorithm) that can interact with it. The agent observes
a sequence of states, S = {si,...,sr}, and can choose from
a set of actions, A = {a;,...,ay}, to perform. There are
two functions that define the transition between states and
the obtained rewards, respectively. The goal of AGI is to
learn a policy, denoted as 7 : S — A, which maximizes the
expected cumulative reward R = 3"/, r(s;, a;). When we
set s; and a; to be different data modalities, it is the above
formulation can cover a wide range of Al tasks. Specifically,
the currently popular proxy tasks in computer vision such
as image classification, object detection and segmentation,
etc., are mostly weakened versions of the above formulation
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where the episode length T" equals to 1, i.e., these tasks are
not built upon interaction with some environments.

In brief, the AGI is to learn a generalized function
a = 7(s). Although the form is quite simple, it was very
difficult for the old-fashioned Al algorithms to use the same
methodology, algorithm, or even model to deal with them
all. In the past decade, deep learning [21] offers an effective
and unified methodology: one can train a deep neural
network to approximate the function a = =(s) without
knowing about the actual relationship between them. The
emergence of powerful neural architectures such as the
transformer [44] even enables the researcher to train one
model for different data modalities [45].

There are enormous difficulties in achieving AGI, includ-
ing but not limited to the following issues:

e The complexity of data. Real-world data is multi-

Read the following article!*] and answer questions.

We've created GPT-4, the latest milestone in OpenAT’s effort in scaling
up deep learning. GPT-4 is a large multimodal model (accepting image
and text inputs, emitting text outputs) that, while less capable than
humans in many real-world scenarios, exhibits human-level
performance on various professional and academic benchmarks. For
example, it passes a simulated bar exam with a score around the top 10%
of test takers; in contrast, GPT-3.5’s score was around the bottom 10%.
We’ve spent 6 months iteratively aligning GPT-4 using lessons from our
adversarial testing program as well as ChatGPT, resulting in our best-
ever results (though far from perfect) on factuality, steerability, and
refusing to go outside of guardrails.

Over the past two years, we rebuilt our entire deep learning stack and,
together with Azure, co-designed a supercomputer from the ground up
for our workload. A year ago, we trained GPT-3.5 as a first “test run” of
the system. We found and fixed some bugs and improved our theoretical
foundations. As a result, our GPT-4 training run was (for us at least!)
unprecedentedly stable, becoming our first large model whose training
performance we were able to accurately predict ahead of time. As we
continue to focus on reliable scaling, we aim to hone our methodology to
help us predict and prepare for future capabilities increasingly far in
advance—something we view as critical for safety.

Q: How does GPT-4's performance compare to humans in real-world
scenarios?

A: GPT-4 is less capable than humans in many real-world scenarios.
Please translate the article to Chinese.

HAIBNET GPT-4, XZEOpenAFEREF I &7 HRIERHTEIZMH.
GPT-4R— ARSI (FZEGIINABA, WHXAE) , FEF
ZLIMFRPEALALREE DD, EESTEWAIFAEENNHRET
HEASOKFAELAIRIR. Fli0, SEENRERITESE A S ALOE
BI10%EASBEIR; HbZ T, GPT-3.5098DKLHEF10%. Flilth
276N BREE, BIMXIHTHITRIFIChatGPTERIRENEG)I, A
EGPT-4, \NMIEUS Y25l (REIRIFRE) HEHEDEMRE. Aist
FHEEEMIREI T ERESSR.

EIENRER, FNEFEETBNREZIRE, FS5AzuretER
T —EBNHRER TR TERBABRITEN. —Fal, 1%
T GPT-3. SEAXNRFHIEIR RinfT" « HIERIFHES T 5T,
FEUA T RAIRERICEAL, FEILE, FAIIGPT-489)IE0IR2H1TT (B>
XSRS Ri) BIFTRERNSENE, XERAIEB R ERIUASE— A
BUEEYGI)|4R1ERE. FEERAMETTT AR &, HAINEMETE
i&g%ﬁii, EBENEA MR RATRUANERARRATRED, XYTREE

oE%

Please extract named entities in the article.
@ Named entities in the article are as follows:
GPT-4, OpenAl, Azure, GPT-3.5, ChatGPT, ...

Fig. 1. An example of using GPT-4 for question answering, English-to-
Chinese translation, and named entity extraction. The English artile was
borrowed from https://openai.com/research/gpt-4.
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faceted and rich. Some data modalities (e.g., images)
can have quite a high dimensionality and the rela-
tionship between different modalities can be complex
and latent.

o The complexity of human intelligence. The goal of
AGlI is not only about problem-solving but also about
planning, reasoning, reacting to different events, efc.
Sometimes, the relationship between human behav-
ior and the target is obscure and hard to represent in
math forms.

e Lack of neurological or cognitive theory. Humans
do not yet understand how human intelligence is
achieved. Currently, computer algorithms provide
one pathway, yet more possibilities may arise with
future research in neurology and/or cognition.

If you sum up 1 to 100 but exclude all primes, what is the result?

To solve this problem, we should sum all numbers from 1 to 100 and
then subtract the sum of all prime numbers within that range.

yc)

Firstly, the sum of all integers from 1 to 100 can be calculated using the
formula for the sum of an arithmetic series:

n*(n + 1)/2,
where n is 100 in this case:
160%(100 + 1)/2 = 5050.

Then we calculate the sum of all prime numbers from 1 to 100. The
prime numbers between 1 and 100 are 2, 3, 5, 7, 11, 13, 17, 19, 23, 29, 31,
37, 41, 43, 47, 53, 59, 61, 67, 71, 73, 79, 83, 89, 97. If we sum these up:
2+3+5+7+ 11+ 13 + 17 + 19 + 23 + 29 + 31 + 37 + 41
+ 43 + 47 + 53 + 59 + 61 + 67 + 71 + 73 + 79 + 83 + 89 +
97 = 1060.

Then subtract this from the total sum:
5050 - 1060 = 3990.

So the sum of all numbers from 1 to 100 excluding all prime numbers is
3990.

There are three people (Alex, Ben and Cody), one of whom is a knight,
one a knave, and one a spy. The knight always tells the truth, the knave
always lies, and the spy can either lie or tell the truth. Alex says: "Cody is
a knave.” Ben says: "Alex is a knight.” Cody says: "I am the spy.” Who is
the knight, who the knave, and who the spy?

@ Let's try to solve this by examining each statement:

1. Alex says: "Cody is a knave.”
2. Ben says: "Alex is a knight.”
3. Cody says: "I am the spy.”

Since the knight always tells the truth, and the knave always lies, Cody
can't be the knave. If he were, his statement would be a paradox. He
would be lying about being the spy, which a knave couldn't truthfully
declare. Therefore, Cody must be the spy.

This makes Alex's statement false (as Cody is not a knave), meaning Alex
can't be the knight (who always tells the truth). Thus, Alex must be the
knave.

By process of elimination, Ben, who hasn't been assigned a role yet, must
be the knight. His statement is also true: "Alex is a knight." Although it
seems to conflict with our conclusion that Alex is the knave, in fact, it
doesn't, as this could be a transcription error. Perhaps, Ben really said:
"Alex is a knave."

So, in summary:
1. Alex is the Knave.

2. Ben is the Knight.

\ although the process seems fine. LLM
3. Cody is the Spy. ]

| cannot guarantee to solve complex logic.I
L _______

Fig. 2. An example of using GPT-4 for solving mathematical and logi-
cal problems. The final answer of the second problem which involves
complex logical reasoning was wrong. The answer even contains self-
contradiction, indicating that language models may hallucinate.
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The following appeared as part of an article in a business magazine.

"A recent study rating 300 male and female Mentian advertising
executives according to the average number of hours they sleep per night
showed an association between the amount of sleep the executives need
and the success of their firms. Of the advertising firms studied, those
whose executives reported needing no more than 6 hours of sleep per
night had higher profit margins and faster growth. These results suggest
that if a business wants to prosper, it should hire only people who need
less than 6 hours of sleep per night."

Write a response in which you examine the stated and/or unstated
assumptions of the argument. Be sure to explain how the argument
depends on these assumptions and what the implications are for the
argument if the assumptions prove unwarranted.

The argument presented in the article suggests a direct correlation
between the amount of sleep executives need and the success of their
firms, specifically stating that those who need less than 6 hours of sleep
per night contribute to higher profit margins and faster growth. While
this conclusion might appear compelling at first glance, it is based on
several assumptions that, if proven unwarranted, could significantly
weaken the argument.

Firstly, the argument assumes causation based on a mere correlation.
Just because firms with executives sleeping less than 6 hours have higher
profits and faster growth doesn't necessarily mean that the reduced sleep
hours caused these successes. There could be other contributing factors
that the study didn't take into account, such as the overall work ethic,
industry experience, business strategies, or the efficiency of the
workforce at these firms.

Secondly, the argument presumes that the self-reported sleep hours of
executives are accurate. Self-reported data can often be unreliable due to
biased recall or the desire to present oneself in a certain way. Some
executives might underreport their sleep hours due to a perception that
successful people sleep less.

Thirdly, the argument implies that hiring people who sleep less than 6
hours per night will lead to increased prosperity for a business. This
disregards research demonstrating the negative impact of chronic sleep
deprivation on cognitive functions, decision-making, and general health.
Over time, the productivity of these sleep-deprived individuals might
decline, potentially harming the business.

Lastly, it assumes that all roles within a company will benefit from lesser
sleep, which is a gross oversimplification. Different roles require
different skill sets and may not benefit from reduced sleep in the same
way an executive's role might.

In conclusion, while the argument is intriguing, its assumptions make it
flawed. Correlation does not imply causation, and there might be other
unconsidered factors contributing to a firm's success. Furthermore, the
assumption that hiring people who sleep less will lead to greater
prosperity is a simplistic approach and ignores potential long-term
health and productivity issues associated with sleep deprivation.

His calm exterior the militant fervor with which he threw himself

into the campaign.
delineated/reviled/falsified/ridiculed/belied

The correct word to fill in the blank is "belied."

The sentence then reads: "His calm exterior belied the militant fervor
with which he threw himself into the campaign."

In this context, "belied" means "gave a false impression of," which fits

the sentence because the calm exterior gives a false impression of the
militant fervor with which he engaged in the campaign.

Inured to the intense work engendered by the deadlines they normally
faced, the production managers felt somewhat by the temporary
hiatus in orders.

constrained/disoriented/wizened/overworked/dehumanized

The correct word to fill in the blank is "disoriented."

The sentence then reads: "Inured to the intense work engendered by the
deadlines they normally faced, the production managers felt somewhat
disoriented by the temporary hiatus in orders."

In this context, "disoriented" means "confused" or "thrown off," which
fits because the production managers, used to intense work, might feel
confused or thrown off by a sudden break in orders.

Quantity A
A diagonal of a cube with edge 5

Quantity B
A diagonal of a rectangular prism with sides 3, 4, and 5

* Quantity A is greater.

* Quantity B is greater.

» The two quantities are equal.

* The relationship cannot be determined from the information given.

To solve this, we need to use the formula for the diagonal of a three-
dimensional figure, which is V(12 + w2 + h2), where 1, w, and h are the
lengths of the sides.

Quantity A is the diagonal of a cube with edge 5. Since a cube has all

sides equal, 1 = w = h = 5. Therefore, the diagonal of the cube (Quantity A)
is V(52 + 52 + 52) = V75 = 5V3.

Quantity B is the diagonal of a rectangular prism with sides 3, 4, and 5.
So,1 =3, w = 4, h = 5. Therefore, the diagonal of the prism (Quantity B)

is V(32 + 42 + 52) = V50 = 5V2.

Since V3 > V2, Quantity A is greater than Quantity B. So, the correct
answer is "Quantity A is greater."

Fig. 3. An example of using GPT-4 for the GRE test, including writing an essay and answering verbal and math questions. All the displayed objective
questions were correctly answered. The problems are borrowed from https://gre.kmf.com/exam/pre/817.

3 GPT: SPARK OF AGI IN NLP

In the past year, ChatGPTﬂ GPT-4 , and other Al chatbots
such as Vicung’) made large progress towards AGI. They
are computer algorithms developed for natural language
processing (NLP). With a chat procedure with humans, they
can understand the intention of humans and accomplish a
wide range of tasks as long as they can be presented in
pure texts. In particular, GPT-4 has a strong ability in generic
problem-solving and was considered an early spark of AGI
in the NLP field [2].

We briefly showcase the pure-text abilities of GPT-4.
Throughout this part, we have used the May 12th version
of GPT-4. The set of covered tasks includes the conventional
NLP problems (e.g., translation, named entity recognition,
question answering, etc., as shown in Figure [I) and other

3. https:/ /openai.com /blog/chatgpt
4. https:/ / github.com/lm-sys/FastChat

text-based problems such as solving mathematical and logi-
cal problems (Figure [2), passing verbal exams (.., GRE, as
shown in Figure 3), coding with debugging (Figure @), and
so on. Beyond these basic examples, GPT-4 also exhibits a
strong ability in logic, which enables it to integrate clues
collected from multiple rounds of dialog into the final
answer (Figure B). We refer the readers to a previous paper
(i.e., the Sparks-of-AGI paper [2])) for a thorough analysis of
the ability of GPT-4.

Although GPT-4 has not yet opened the vision interface
to the public, the official technical report [1] showed several
fancy examples about multimodal dialog, i.e., chat based on
an input image as reference. This implies that GPT-4 has
been equipped with abilities of aligning language features
with visual features, hence it can perform basic visual un-
derstanding tasks. As we shall see later (in Section[4.2.5), the
vision community has developed several replacements [20],
for the same purpose, and the key lies in using ChatGPT
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m Help me with a program that uses RL to work on atari 2600 space
invaders.

Reinforcement learning (RL) is an effective method for training agents to
solve tasks, such as playing Atari games like Space Invaders. To help you
get started, I'll outline the main components of an RL program for Space
Invaders using the Atari 2600 emulator, Gym Atari environment, and a
popular deep RL algorithm, Deep Q-Network (DQN).

Dependencies:

1. Gym Atari: Provides a Space Invaders environment to train your
agent

2. PyTorch or TensorFlow: Deep learning frameworks for building and
training the DQN

Here's a general outline of the program:
1. Import libraries

import gym

import torch

import numpy as np

import random

from collections import deque

2. Define the DQN architecture

class DQN(torch.nn.Module):
def __init_ (self, input_shape, n_actions):
super(DQN, self).__init_ ()
### many lines ignored

3. Define the DQN agent

class DQNAgent:
def __init_ (self, input_shape, n_actions,
learning_rate, gamma, epsilon_start, epsilon_final,
epsilon_decay):
### many lines ignored

4. Define the DQN agent

class DQNAgent:
def __init_ (self, input_shape, n_actions,
learning_rate, gamma, epsilon_start, epsilon_final,
epsilon_decay):
### many lines ignored

5. Run the training process

def main():
env = gym.make("SpaceInvaders-ve")
### many lines ignored

if __name__ == "
main()

__main__":

This is a basic implementation of DQN for Atari 2600 Space Invaders.
Note that there are many improvements you can make to this
implementation, such as:

1. Preprocessing the input frames (e.g., grayscaling, resizing, stacking)
2. ..

Also, keep in mind that training DQNs can take a long time, and you
might need to adjust hyperparameters or use more advanced algorithms
like Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) to achieve better performance.

def replay(self, batch_size):
# Train the DQN using the experiences in the
replay buffer

Is this correct? Nothing in the function?

@ Apologies for the oversight. The replay function was incomplete. Here is

the correct implementation of the replay function, which samples a
batch of experiences from the replay buffer and uses them to train the
DQN:

def replay(self, batch_size):
if len(self.memory) < batch_size:
return
# Sample a batch of experiences from the replay buffer
batch = random.sample(self.memory, batch_size)
states, actions, rewards, next_states, dones =
zip(*batch)
states = torch.tensor(states, dtype=torch.float32)
actions = torch.tensor(actions, dtype=torch.long)
rewards = torch.tensor(rewards, dtype=torch.float32)
next_states = torch.tensor(next_states,
dtype=torch.float32)
dones = torch.tensor(dones, dtype=torch.uint8)
### many lines ignored

Replace the previous incomplete replay function with this one in the
DQNAgent class. This function samples a batch of experiences,
calculates the target Q-values using the target DQN, and updates the
DQN's weights using gradient descent. The loss function used in this
implementation is the Huber loss (smooth_l1_loss), which is less
sensitive to outliers and more stable than the mean squared error loss.

Error message:

python main.py
/home/ma-user/work/xielingxi/py39c/1ib/python3.9/site-
packages/gym/envs/registration.py:593: UserWarning: WARN:
The environment SpaceInvaders-v@ is out of date. You
should consider upgrading to version “v4 .

# much error information ignored

gym.error.Error: We're Unable to find the game
"SpaceInvaders". Note: Gym no longer distributes ROMs. If
you own a license ...

@ The error message you provided indicates that Gym is unable to find the

Space Invaders ROM. Gym no longer distributes ROMs, so you need to
provide the ROM files yourself. To download the Atari ROMs provided
by Gym, you can run the following command:

pip install gym[accept-rom-license]

However, note that you should only use these ROMs if you own a license
to use them for research purposes.

Another way to import the ROMs is by ...

If you want to check if your copy of "Spacelnvaders" is unsupported, you
can run the Python script with the following environment variable:

PYTHONWARNINGS=default: :ImportWarning:ale_py.roms python
main.py

For more information about ROM management in Gym, you can refer to
the Arcade Learning Environment GitHub repository:
https://github.com/mgbellemare/Arcade-Learning-Environment#rom-
management

Fig. 4. An example of using GPT-4 for writing a reinforcement learning program to play an Atari 2600 game, Spacelnvaders. Most of the generated
contents (code and text) are eliminated to save space. Please note how GPT-4 corrected the code based on the user’s feedback.

or GPT-4 to generate (instruct) training data. Additionally,
with simple prompts, GPT-4 is also capable of calling exter-
nal software (e.g., Midjourney, as shown in Figure ) for im-
age generation and external libraries (e.g., the HuggingFace
libraries, as shown in [[19]) for solving complex problems in
computer vision.

These Al chatbots were trained in a two-stage procedure.
In the first stage, a large language model (LLM), most of
which are based on the transformer architecture [44], is pre-
trained on a large-scale text database with self-supervised
learning [3], [47], [48]. In the second stage, the pre-trained

LLM is supervised by human instructions [4] to accomplish
specific tasks. If necessary, human feedback is collected and
reinforcement learning is performed to fine-tune the
LLM towards better performance and higher data efficiency.

Later in Section we will revisit the above procedure
and understand it as a natural choice for training an agent
to interact with the text environment.
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I have a 7-digit integer but you do not know it. You can get it by asking
me questions. Every time, you can ask for only one digit (e.g. what is the
n-th digit) and I will give you the answer. The only constraint is that you
cannot ask for neighboring digits in two consecutive questions. Do you
understand what I said?

Yes, I understand. You have a 7-digit integer and I can ask for one digit
at a time, but I cannot ask for neighboring digits in two consecutive
questions. So, for instance, if I asked for the 4th digit in my first question,
I couldn't ask for the 3rd or 5th digit in my next question. I would have

to ask for the 2nd, 6th, or 7th digit next. I can continue this process until
I have discovered all seven digits.

Now, let us begin.

Alright, let's start with the first question: What is the 4th digit of your 7-
digit integer?

8

Great, the 4th digit is 8. For the next question, I'll ask for the 2nd digit.
What is the 2nd digit of your 7-digit integer?

o

Thank you. The 2nd digit is 0. Next, I would like to know the 5th digit.
What is the 5th digit of your 7-digit integer?

5

Thank you. The 5th digit is 5. Now, I'll ask for the 1st digit. What is the
1st digit of your 7-digit integer?

1

Thank you. The 1st digit is 1. Now, I'll ask for the 3rd digit. What is the
3rd digit of your 7-digit integer?

4

Thank you. The 3rd digit is 4. Now, I'll ask for the 6th digit. What is the
6th digit of your 7-digit integer?

~

Thank you. The 6th digit is 7. Finally, I'll ask for the last digit. What is
the 7th digit of your 7-digit integer?

6

Thank you. The 7th digit is 6. So, based on your answers, your 7-digit
integeris 1048576. .

i Note: GPT broke the rule by asking for
the 6th and 7th digits in the last rounds.

1
i
L

Fig. 5. An example of GPT-4 interacting with human to get the final answer. GPT-4 understood the logic although it broke the rule in the final step.

®

I want to create a picture on midjourney. It shall contain a beautiful
scene with sea, blue sky, cloud, and some people spending vacation.
Show me some prompts that I can use.

Here are several prompts that can help you create your vision:

1. A Bright Summer Day: Imagine a bright summer day with the sun
beaming in a clear blue sky. Wisps of soft, white clouds lazily drift by.
A sparkling azure sea stretches out to the horizon, mirroring the sky
above. A few people are scattered along the beach, lounging under
colorful umbrellas, playing in the sand, or splashing in the gentle
waves. Their laughter and the sound of the sea create a cheerful
symphony.

. Sunset Vista: ......

. Tropical Paradise: ......

A W N

. Coastal Adventure: ......

5. Tranquil Morning:

Use these prompts to inspire your creativity and come up with a scene
that best captures your vision of "midjourney".

Using the first prompt on midjourney.

®

T used the first prompt and created some pictures. They are good, but all
of them seem like oil paintings. I want to create some pictures that are
close to real photos. How can I modify the prompt?

I'm glad to hear you created some pictures using the prompts. If you're
aiming for a more realistic, photographic style, it would be useful to
incorporate more precise and detailed descriptions in your prompts.
Here's a revised version of the first prompt:

A Photorealistic Summer Day: Visualize a photorealistic image of a
midsummer's day at the beach. The sky is a clear and vibrant blue, with
an unblemished expanse that is punctuated by only a few wisps of
delicate, white clouds. The sea, reflecting the azure of the sky, shimmers
under the brilliant sun. Minute details such as the froth at the crest of
each wave, the sand's texture under the light, and even the varied colors
and patterns of beach towels and umbrellas dotting the landscape are
clearly visible. Vacationers are scattered along the beach, with intricate
details like the patterns on their swimwear, the glistening beads of water
on their skin after a swim, and the joy reflected in their expressions
making them seem almost life-like. The entire scene captures the essence
of a perfect beach vacation, combining it with the realism and detail
typical of high-resolution photography.

By emphasizing detailed and realistic elements in your prompt, you're
encouraging a focus on fine elements and minutiae, which could aid in
creating a more photograph-like picture.

Using the updated prompt on midjourney.

Fig. 6. An example of using GPT-4 for automatic prompts for text-to-image generation with Midjourney (https://www.midjourney.com/). GPT-4
understood the user’s intention to adjust the prompt, although the new prompt still cannot fully satisfy the user’s requirements.


https://www.midjourney.com/
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4 CV:THE NEXT BATTLEFIELD OF AGI

Humans perceive the world based on multiple data modal-
ities. It is a common knowledge that about 85% of what we
learn is through our vision system. Therefore, given that the
NLP community has shown the promise of AGI, it is natural
to consider computer vision (CV) or multimodality (which
includes at least the vision and language domains) as the
next battlefield of AGIL

Here we provide two additional comments to comple-
ment the above statement. First, it is clear that CV is a
superset of NLP, because humans read articles by first
recognizing characters in the captured images and then
understanding the contents. In other words, an AGI in CV
(or multimodality) should cover all abilities of an AGI in
NLP. Second, we argue that language alone is insufficient
in many scenarios. For example, when one tries to find
detailed information about an unknown object (e.g., animal,
fashion, efc.), the best way is to capture an image and use
it for online search; purely relying on text descriptions can
introduce uncertainty and inaccuracy. As another case, as
we shall see in Section it is not always easy to refer to
fine-grained semantics in a scene (for recognition or image
editing), and it is more efficient to think in a vision-friendly
manner, e.g., using a point or box to locate an object rather
than saying something like ‘the person who is wearing black
jacket, standing in front of the yellow car, and talking to
another person’.

4.1 Ideal and Reality

We desire a CV algorithm that can solve generic tasks,
possibly by interacting with the environment. Note that
the requirement is not limited to recognizing everything
or performing dialog based on an image or video clip. It
shall be a holistic system that receives generic orders from
humans and produces the desired results. But, the current
status of CV is quite preliminary. As shown in Figure[7] the
CV community has been using different modules and even
systems for different vision tasks. Below, we list a few of
them.

o Image classification is one of the most fundamen-
tal tasks in CV, due to the simplicity of the set-
ting and the cheapness of collecting training data.
State-of-the-art image classification algorithms are
based on deep neural networks including convo-
lutional networks [8], [51] and vision transform-
ers [9], [10]. A pre-training stage with either self-
supervised representation learning [25], [52] or large-
scale datasets (e.g., the full ImageNet [53] or even
external datasets [54], [55]) is very helpful to improve
the classification accuracy.

e The models for object detection and instance seg-
mentation are mostly fine-tuned from the mod-
els trained for image classification. Researchers de-
signed specific modules (often referred to as the
head) to use the image features extracted by the clas-
sification network (often referred to as the backbone)
for object localization and recognition. The head
modules can be roughly categorized into the two-
stage [56], [57], [58] and one-stage [59], [60] methods,
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and the transformer blocks have been used [61]] and
pushed the performance on real-world data [62] to-
wards a higher level [6], [7].

o The semantic segmentation algorithms fine-tune
models trained for image classification in another
way. The early efforts involve the encoder-decoder
architecture which first downsamples the original
image to extract semantic features and then upsam-
ples the features to the original resolution [63], [64].
The idea was also inherited to medical images [65]
and generalized to 3D data [66]. It was shown that
keeping high-resolution features improves the seg-
mentation accuracy [67]. Vision transformers also of-
fered new opportunities for more accurate segmenta-
tion models [68]], [69], especially for more challenging
datasets [70].

e The image captioning task [62], [71] is one of the
early trials for cross-modal understanding. In the
beginning, pre-trained vision models are equipped
with a recurrent head such as LSTM [72] for gen-
erating captions [73], [74]. Recently, researchers de-
veloped an alternative solution for image captioning
which involves fine-tuning foundation models that
have connected vision to language [75], [76], [77].

o For text-to-image generation, state-of-the-art algo-
rithms [12], [78] are based on the alignment between
vision and language. For this purpose, a cross-modal
pre-trained model such as CLIP [13] is inherited,
based on which probabilistic models are used to
decode sequential tokens into images [79], [80], [81]
or denoising latent diffusion models [12], [78], [82].

Besides, there exist algorithms for other vision tasks, in-
cluding multiple object tracking [83], [84], [85], pose esti-
mation [86], and many others. It is clear that the current
status of CV (individual algorithms are used for different
purposes) is far from what the GPT series has achieved in
the NLP field.

4.2 Unification Is the Trend

Below, we summarize recent research topics towards unifi-
cation in CV into five categories.

4.2.1

In a long period of time, most CV algorithms can only recog-
nize the concepts that appear in the training data, leading to
a ‘closed-world’ of visual concepts. In opposite, the concept
of ‘open-world’ refers to the ability that a CV algorithm can
recognize or understand any concept regardless whether
it has appeared before. The open-world abilityE] is often
introduced by natural language since it is a natural way
for humans to understand new concepts. This explains why
language-related tasks such as image captioning [73]], [74]
and visual question answering [91], [92], [93]] contributed to
the earliest open-world settings for visual recognition.
Recently, with the emergence of vision-language pre-
training (e.g., CLIP [13] and ALIGN [94]), it becomes much

Open-world Visual Recognition

5. Sometimes, ‘open-world’ is referred to as ‘open-set’ or ‘open-
domain’, although these terminologies may have slightly different
meanings.
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recognition in many vision tasks. Image credit: CLIP [13], ViLD [87],
LSeg [88], GLIP [89], ViRReq [90].

easier to align features in the vision and language do-
mains. The unified feature space not only offers simpler
pipelines for image captioning [75], [76], and visual
question answering [11]], [76]], [95], but also creates a new
methodology for conventional visual recognition tasks.
For example, image classification can be done by simply
matching the query image with a set of templates (also
known as ‘prompts’) saying a photo of {something}, where
something can be any (hence open-world) concept like cat
or Siberian husky, and set the result to be the candidate
with the highest matching score. Beyond the vanilla version,
researchers developed algorithms [96]), named ‘learning
to prompt’ to improve the classification accuracy. Later,
the methodology was inherited from image classification to
object detection [87], [98], semantic segmentation [88], [99],
instance segmentation [100], panoptic segmentation [101],
[102], and further extended to visual grounding and
composite visual recognition tasks. These tasks can ben-
efit from vision-language models pre-trained with enhanced
localization [103], [104].

Open-world visual recognition is closely related to zero-
shot visual recognition because both of them try to gen-
eralize the recognition ability to the concepts that have

not appeared in the training set. However, in the authors’
opinion, it is yet unclear whether and how deep learning
algorithms can recognize unseen concepts. Indeed, there
are some special cases that zero-shot recognition can be
achieved (e.g., the training data contains dog, cat, and dog’s
head, but it does not contain cat’s head; it is possible that the
algorithm can learn the concept of cat’s head from composi-
tion without training data), but in most cases, the zero-shot
ability was inherited from the pre-trained vision language
model. Note that the original CLIP model and other variants
(e.g., OpenCLIP and EVA-CLIP [106]) were pre-trained
on large-scale image-text pairs which may have contained
the target concepts withheld from the downstream training
set. Therefore, we argue that ‘open-world’ is a more precise
description than ‘zero-shot’.

As language introduces flexibility to visual recognition,
it also brings the drawback of referring to detailed semantics
in complex scenes. For example, when a large number of
same-class objects appear in an image, it is difficult for the
model to ask about the position, shape, or attributes of a
specific object. This issue is easily solved in vision itself, e.g.,
one can use a point to indicate the object of interest. We
will get back to this issue in the part discussing multimodal

dialog (see Section 4.2.5).

4.2.2 The Segment Anything Task

The Segment Anything task was introduced recently
as a generalized module to cluster raw image pixels into
groups, many of which correspond to basic visual units
in the image. The proposed task supports several types of
prompts including point, contour, text, etc., and produces a
few masks as well as scores for each prompt or each com-
bination of prompts. Trained on a large-scale dataset with
about 10 million images, the derived model, SAM, was able
to transfer to a wide range of segmentation tasks including
medical image analysis [111], [112], [113], camouflaged ob-
ject segmentation [110], [114], 3D object segmentation [108],
object tracking [115], as well as application scenarios such
as image inpainting [109]. SAM can also be used with state-
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of-the-art visual recognition algorithms, such as refining
bounding boxes produced by visual grounding [116] algo-
rithms into masks, and feeding the segmented units into
open-set classification algorithms for image tagging [107],
[117].

Technically, the keys of SAM lie in the prompting mech-
anism and data closure, i.e., closing the segmentation task
with a small amount of feedback from labelers. The unified
form of prompts makes SAM look like a part of the vision
foundation model or pipeline, but there are still many un-
solved issues. For example, it remains unclear about the up-
stream and downstream modules of SAM (if SAM is indeed
part of the pipeline), and SAM can be severely impacted
by pixel-level appearance, e.g., an arm can be segmented
from the torso exactly on the border of clothes, implying that
color is the dominant factor for segmentation. In general, it
is likely that SAM has over-fitted to the Segment Anything
task itself and hence weakened its ability of classification.

4.2.3 Generalized Visual Encoding

Another way to unify CV tasks is to provide a generalized
visual encoding for them. There are several methodologies
to achieve this goal.

A key difficulty lies in the large variance between vision
tasks, e.g., object detection requires a set of bounding boxes
while semantic segmentation requires a dense prediction
over the entire image, both of which are very different from
a single label required by image classification. As all can
understand it, natural language offers a unified form to
represent everything. An early effort named pix2seq [15]

ViperGPT: GPT to generate Python code

vy oot

MM-ReAct: GPT for multimodal reasoning

Chameleon: GPT for compositional reasoning

HuggingGPT: GPT for calling CV libraries

Fig. 11. GPT offers an easy and unified way to generate code or
explanations for visual understanding. Image credit: ViperGPT [18],
Chameleon [124], MM-ReAct [125], HuggingGPT [19].

showed that object detection results (i.e., bounding boxes)
can be formulated into natural language and coordinates
and then converted into tokens as the output of vision
models. In a later version, pix2seq-v2, they generalized
the representation to unify the output of object detec-
tion, instance segmentation, keypoint detection, and image
captioning. Similar ideas were also used for other image
recognition [120]], video recognition [121], and multimodal
understanding [16], [122]], [123] tasks.

Besides using language, researchers also tried to use
vision alone to unify everything. The idea was named in-
context learning and was borrowed from the NLP com-
munity [3], suggesting that a pre-trained model can realize
the intention of new tasks from a few demonstrations. This
learning paradigm was first introduced into CV using natu-
ral language as prompts [76]]. In [17], different vision tasks,
including instance segmentation, keypoint detection, depth
estimation, saliency detection, etc., were formulated into
assigning different color patches or regions in the output
image canvas, hence a single model named Painter can be
trained to deal with them all. The framework was then
extended into a more generalized form which also supports
video segmentation [119].

In the backbone of the above algorithms lies the vision
transformer [9], which offers strong data fitting ability in
different modalities. The ability was verified by an earlier
work which trained a generalist agent named Gato [45] to
unify vision, language, and robotics tasks as long as the
desired output can be encoded into a sequence of tokens.

Despite the ability of unified representation, it is ques-
tionable how far the methodology has gone beyond multi-
task visual representation learning, where different tasks
are integrated by incorporating multiple loss functions [50].
Recall that GPT applied in-context learning to unify NLP
tasks, but CV does not necessarily follow the same direction:
this is because CV tasks are mostly discrete (e.g., there is
no intermediate task between segmentation and tracking)
and thus there might not be a significant difference between
individual and joint optimization strategies.

4.2.4 LLM-guided Visual Understanding

Visual recognition can be complex especially when it in-
volves compositional concepts and/or relationships be-
tween visual instances. It is difficult for end-to-end mod-
els (vision-language pre-trained models for visual question
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answering [11], [76], [95]) to produce answers following a
procedure that is easily understood by humans.

To alleviate the issue, a practical methodology lies in
generating explainable logic to assist visual recognition. The
idea was not new. Several years ago, prior to the appearance
of the transformer architecture, researchers proposed to use
the long short-term memory (LSTM) model [72] to generate
programs so that vision modules are invoked as modules for
complex question answering [126]. At that time, the ability
of LSTM largely limits the idea within the range of relatively
simple and templated questions.

Recently, the appearance of large language models (es-
pecially the GPT series) makes the conversion of arbitrary
questions possible. Specifically, GPT can interact with hu-
mans in different ways. For example, it can summarize basic
recognition results to the final answer [125] or generate
code [18], [124] or natural language scripts [19] to call
basic vision modules. As a result, visual questions can be
decomposed into basic modules. This is especially effective
for logical questions, e.g., that asking about the spatial rela-
tionship between objects or that depending on the number
of objects.

LLMs may understand the logic, but they have not yet
showed the ability to assist fundamental visual recognition
modules. That said, the answer will still be wrong once
the basic recognition results are incorrect, e.g., the detec-
tion algorithm misses a few objects that are small and/or
partially occluded. We expect an essential visual logic to be
formulated in the future (e.g., the algorithm can follow a
sequential algorithm to detect every object, or be guided by
commonsense [127] to solve hard cases), possibly with the
assistance of LLMs, so that fundamental visual recognition
is boosted.

4.2.5 Multimodal Dialog

Multimodal dialog extends text-based dialog to the vision
domain. The early efforts involved visual question an-
swering in which various datasets with simple questions
have been constructed [128], [129], [130]. With the rapid
development of LLMs, multi-round question answering was
made available by fine-tuning pre-trained vision and lan-
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guage models together [11], [95ﬂ It was also shown that
a wide range of questions can be answered via in-context
learning in multimodality [76] or using GPT as the logic
controller [[131]].

Recently, a novel paradigm developed in the GPT series,
named instruct learning [4], has been inherited to enhance
the quality of multimodal dialog [20], [46]]. The idea was
to provide a few reference data (e.g., objects, descriptions)
from ground-truth annotation or recognition results and ask
the GPT model to generate instruction data (i.e., enriched
question-answer pairs). Fine-tuned with these data (without
reference), the foundation models for vision and language
can interact with each other via a lightweight network
module (e.g., a Q-former [11]).

Multimodal dialog offers a preliminary interactive
benchmark for computer vision, but, as a language-guided
task, it also has the weaknesses analyzed in the open-
world visual recognition (see Section [4.2.T). We expect that
enriching the form of queries (e.g., using generalized visual
encoding methods, see Section can push multimodal
dialog to a higher level.

4.3 The Essential Difficulty

Indeed, the above efforts have largely advanced the progress
of unification in CV. However, the community is still far
from an algorithm that can solve a wide range of real-world
tasks, in particular when interaction is needed. In this part,
we discuss on the essential difficulty that leads to the current
dilemma.

4.3.1 GPT Revisited

We start with recalling the definition of AGI (see Section
the definition was inherited from [42], [43]). In short, the
goal of AGI is to maximize a reward in an interactable
environment.

GPT defined such an environment with the chat task.
Note that, in a pure-text world, chat is the perfect task for
an agent to learn from interaction (talking with humans and
receiving feedback); meanwhile, any task can be defined
by chat. In our opinion, establishing the environment (with
the chat task) is the most important insight of GPT. The
technical solutions (i.e., generative pre-training followed by
instruct fine-tuning) can be derived from the chat task:
generative pre-training is to memorize the distribution of
the environment (world); instruct fine-tuning is to align
the learned contribution with question-answer pairs for
problem-solving. There are clear boundary between them,
as the fine-tuning stage is driven by specific tasks while the
pre-training stage is not.

We try to build the relationship between the basic ele-
ments of an environment and GPT. We find that the state,
action, and reward in the environment correspond to the
prompting mechanism, the desired target, and the feedback
from users, respectively. We expect that CV algorithms are
also trained in such an environment, or at least with the
above factors clearly defined.

6. GPT-4 [1] also showed examples of multimodal dialog, but it is
unclear how they achieved the ability, especially for the cases with rich
texts, e.g., solving a complex physical problem and understanding a
joke which is mainly described in optical characters.
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4.3.2 Why Not Establishing Environments for CV?

Conceptually, an AGI in CV should also be trained in
environments. Back to the 1970s, David Marr pointed out
that CV algorithms should construct a world model and
learn abilities by interacting with the model [132]. Other pi-
oneers in Al, including Hans Moravec and Rodney Brooks,
also emphasized the importance of learning from environ-
ments [133], [134]. However, establishing environments for
CV is never an easy task, unlike that for NLP which is quite
straightforward.

There are mainly two options, namely, training agents in
the real world or in virtual, simulated environments. The
former option is closer to the final objective, but the over-
high costs and uncontrollable safety issues have constrained
it in small-scale and toy scenarios (e.g., training robotic arms
for object grasping). The latter option is relatively easy to
achieve, but it suffers the fidelity issues (not only about
3D modeling and rendering, but also about the behavior of
other agents) and thus has to alleviate a significant domain
gap when being transferred to the real world.

Due to the high difficulty of simulating the world (i.e.,
establishing environments), the CV community has taken an
alternative solution which is to sample the world. It involves
two major steps, namely, image/video data collection and
semantic annotation. The first step is to perform a sparse
sampling of the real world — note that, although their size
has significantly increased during the past decades, all ex-
isting datasets are still orders of magnitude smaller than the
real world. The second step is to expect what agents need
in order to accomplish tasks and convert the requirements
(e.g., detecting objects) into semantic annotations. From this
point of view, we refer to them proxy tasks as they serve as
surrogates to achieve the goal of AGI. Note that proxy tasks
exist in almost all Al fields, e.g., in NLP, there are various
such tasks including translation, named entity recognition,
and others.

4.3.3 Proxy Is Dying!

The proxy tasks have been vastly improved in the past
decade, thanks to the rapid development of deep learning.
One of the most well-known examples lies in ImageNet-
1K classification [53]], [135], where the best accuracy is
under 50% prior to AlexNet [51], while the accuracy is
higher than 90% as of today [55]. The odyssey was made
possible by strong network architectures, effective optimiza-
tion tricks, external training data, etc. Nevertheless, many
research papers have been still pursuing higher accuracy
on this dataset. Standing upon a high baseline (e.g., 85%),
the improvement brought by the proposed algorithm is
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often small (e.g., 0.5%), leading to a weird situation in
that implementation tricks contribute even more than the
proposed algorithm itself.

We illustrate the situation in Figure Let us assume
that AGI of vision and perfect performance of proxy tasks
are two goals in the space of algorithms. In the pre-deep
learning era, CV algorithms are mostly weak, so setting the
goal to be high proxy task performance is reasonable. As of
today, CV algorithms have been much stronger than before;
consequently, continuing to improve proxy tasks can drive
us away from AGI. We refer the readers to what happened in
NLP: GPT offered a unified solution and largely reduced the
importance of the conventional proxy tasks (e.g., translation,
named entity recognition, etc.

5 FUTURE: LEARNING FROM ENVIRONMENT

The above analysis calls for a new paradigm for training
strong agents for CV. In this section, we convert our opin-
ions and insights into an imaginary pipeline, review existing
works that are related to the pipeline, and make comments
on future research directions based on the pipeline.

5.1 AnImaginary Pipeline

Figure shows our idea. The pipeline comprises three
stages: Stage O for establishing environments, Stage 1 for
pre-training, and Stage 2 for fine-tuning. When necessary,
the fine-tuned model can be prompted for conventional
visual recognition tasks. Below, we describe each stage in
detail.

o Stage 0: establishing environments. As analyzed
previously, high-quality environments are strongly
required for AGI in CV. Here the concept of ‘high-
quality” includes but is not limited to abundance
(there should be sufficient and diversified environ-
ments), fidelity (visual appearance and other agents’
behavior should be close to the real world), and
richness in interaction (the agent can be asked to
perform a wide range of tasks by interacting with
the environments).

o Stage 1: generative pre-training. The algorithm is
asked to explore the environments and pre-trained
to predict future frames. The biggest difference from
the GPT task (predicting the next token) in NLP
lies in that the future frames depend on the action
of the agent (in NLP, the pre-trained text corpus
remains unchanged), so the model is trying to learn
a joint distribution of state and action. This strategy
is especially useful when the set of established envi-
ronments is insufficient to approximate the world’s
distribution. Note that, as CV is a superset of NLP
(see the paragraph before Section [4.I), the size (e.g.,
number of parameters) of pre-trained CV models
should be orders of magnitude larger than NLP
models.

7. Disclaimer: these tasks are still important in some real-world
applications, but it is unlikely that they shall be studied in an old-
fashioned manner. With the chat task, these tasks can be accomplished
with simple prompts.
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Stage 0: establishing environments
abundant, fidelitous, interactable environments
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Optional: downstream perception
transferring to conventional vision tasks
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Stage 1: generative pre-training
learning by predicting future frames

Stage 2: instruct fine-tuning

following human instruction to accomplish various tasks

Fig. 14. An imaginary pipeline of training a stronger agent for computer vision. The idea was borrowed from GPT, with Stages 1 and 2 performing
generative pre-training and instruct fine-tuning, respectively. Differently, environments need to be established prior to the pre-training stage, which
itself is a major challenge. Image credit: the Stage 1 image is from Habitat and others are from ProcTHOR [23].

o Stage 2: instruct fine-tuning. The pre-trained model
is guided to accomplish real-world tasks, following
human instructions. Intuitively, there are much more
types of allowed interaction between the agent and
environments, including exploration, navigation, us-
ing language, performing physical actions, and many
others. A reasonable conjecture is that much more
instruction data should be collected, which also cor-
responds to the size of foundation CV models.

e Optional: downstream perception. We expect that
CV algorithms can learn all required abilities of
perception from the previous stage, e.g., in order to
accomplish a very simple task, Buy me a cup of coffee,
the model must at least learn to (i) explore around
with safety, (ii) recognize where the coffee bar is, (iii)
communicate with the shop assistant with language,
and (iv) grasp the bought coffee. Such a model, when
properly prompted, should output desired percep-
tion results, including tracking another agent (for
not colliding with it), open-set visual recognition (for
finding the bar and the bought coffee), and others.
This is related to the idea of analysis by synthe-

sis [136].

To sum up, we expect the agent to be task-oriented,
i.e., focusing itself on accomplishing tasks in the established
environments. The proxy tasks (see Section are to be
solved naturally with prompts.

5.2 Existing Works
We briefly review the existing works that are related to the
imaginary pipeline.

5.2.1 3D Embodied Environments

There are typically two options for establishing virtual
environments. The first option is to collect visual content

from a real-world scenario and perform 3D reconstruction.
For example, Habitat released more than 200 scanned
scenarios for visual navigation. The second option is to
generate (render) scenes with 3D models. For example, Proc-
THOR provided a large set of 3D objects and a program
to randomly generate room layouts, so that one can sample
an arbitrary number of 3D scenes and perform various tasks
including navigation, grasping, and reordering.

However, the existing environments (including the
above two and many others [28], [137]) have not yet vali-
dated the ability to scale up to the level of the real world. In
particular, when more and more environments are sampled
from ProcTHOR , the performance, either for embod-
ied or downstream recognition tasks, can saturate quickly.
Clearly, for any existing method, there is a tradeoff between
abundance and fidelity. This is a major challenge before pre-
trained CV models can exhibit the scaling law and
emergent abilities as NLP models did.

5.2.2 Pre-training Vision Models

In the past years, visual pre-training methods have been
largely developed. Contrastive learning (CL) [24], [140],
[141], offered the first methodology to surpass su-
pervised learning in downstream tasks, and masked image
modeling (MIM) [25], [52], pushed the performance of
pre-trained models to a higher level. The major difference
between them lies in the pre-training objective, where CL is
discriminative and MIM is generative.

Built upon a generative objective, MIM is closer to
what we desire in the aforementioned pipeline. However,
predicting future frames in environments is different from
predicting missing contents in sampled images or videos,
which is similar to the difference between masked language
modeling and generative pre-training [47]. Addition-
ally, compared to text data, there can be much more re-
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dundant information in vision data. We conjecture that data
compression is an important factor in the pre-training task.

5.2.3 Reinforcement Learning for Game Playing

Interacting with environments is closely related to game
playing. The past decade has witnessed the integration of
deep learning and reinforcement learning, resulting in a
series of algorithms for playing various games, such as Atari
2600 games [26], [144], simulated robotics tasks [144], [145],
Go and other chess [146], [147], StarCraft II [27], and so on.
Effective algorithms were also designed for combining mul-
tiple reinforcement learning strategies [148] or completing
very complex tasks [149].

Compared to the above problems, the real world is much
more complicated and involves actions from different as-
pects including language and robotics. A practical strategy
is to first disable some types of interaction to simplify the
tasks and add them back when the foundation models are
sufficiently strong.

5.2.4 Embodied Computer Vision

Embodied Al refers to the research field in that agents learn
from/for interacting with virtual environments. The moti-
vation partly came from how humans learn as babies [150].
In the scope of CV, typical tasks include exploration [151],
[152], [153] where the goal is simply to explore and recon-
struct the world, visual navigation [28], [154], [155] where
the agents are asked to explore the world for specific targets
(e.g., an image or an object), and embodied question answer-
ing [29], [156] where the agents answer questions based on
the interaction with the world.

Recently, two works were brought to our attention. The
first one is PaLM-E [30] where a general-purpose vision-
language model is trained to perform a wide range of
embodied tasks. These tasks are organized into a unified
prompting system, thanks to the in introduction of LLMs.
The second one is ENTL [31] where an end-to-end system
was designed and different stages in embodied CV (includ-
ing world modeling, localization, and imitation learning)
were tokenized and integrated into a sequence prediction
task. Both works pushed the unification in embodied CV
forward from different directions.

We emphasize that, despite the existing efforts, the real-
world scenario is much more complicated than what we
have ever created or simulated (see Section[5.2.T). To achieve
the goal of AGI, more interaction types should be sup-
ported, long-range and complex tasks should be designed,
and instruction data should be collected. System design and
engineering might be more important than one thinks.

5.3 Comments on Research Directions

As the final part, we make comments on future research
directions. With the major goals migrated from the perfor-
mance of proxy tasks to learning from environments, many
popular research directions may have to adjust their goal.
Here is a disclaimer: all the following statements are our
personal opinions and may be wrong.
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5.3.1 On Establishing Environments

A clear goal is to continue increasing the size, diversity, and
fidelity of the virtual environments. There are multiple tech-
niques that can help. For example, novel 3D representation
forms (e.g., neural rendering field, NeRF [157], [158], [159])
may be more efficient in achieving a tradeoff between the
reconstruction quality and overhead.

Another important direction lies in the richness of en-
vironments. It is a non-trivial task to define new, complex
tasks and unify them into a prompting system. Also, Al
algorithms can benefit much from a better simulation of
other agents” behavior [160] because it can largely improve
the abundance of environments and hence the robustness of
the trained algorithms.

5.3.2 On Generative Pre-training

There are mainly two factors that affect the pre-training
stage, namely, neural architecture design and proxy task
design. The latter is clearly more important and the former
shall be built upon the latter.

As analyzed in Section existing pre-training tasks,
including contrastive learning and masked image modeling,
shall be modified to allow for efficient explorations in vir-
tual environments. We expect the newly designed proxy to
focus on data compression, because there is much heavier
redundancy in vision data than in language data. The new
pre-training proxy defines the requirement of neural archi-
tectures, e.g., to achieve a tradeoff between data compression
and visual recognition, the designed architecture should be
equipped with an ability to extract different levels (granu-
larity) of visual features by request.

Additionally, cross-modality (e.g., text-to-image) genera-
tion will become a direct metric to measure the performance
of pre-training. When a unified tokenization method is
available, it can be formulated into a multimodal version
of the reconstruction loss.

5.3.3 On Instruct Fine-tuning

We have not yet entered the scope of defining tasks in the
new paradigm. As real-world tasks can be very complicated,
we conjecture that some elementary tasks (e.g., exploration,
fetching, interaction, efc.) can be defined and trained first, so
that complex tasks can be decomposed into them. For this
purpose, a unified prompting system should be designed
and abundant human instructions should be collected. As a
reasonable conjecture, the amount of instruction data can be
orders of magnitude larger than what has been collected for
training GPT and other chatbots.

This is a completely new story for CV. The road ahead is
filled with unknown difficulties and uncertainty. We cannot
see much at the current point, but clear paths will emerge in
the future.

6 CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we discuss how to advance CV algorithms
towards AGI. We start with reviewing the current status
and recent efforts of CV for unification, and then we inherit
ideas and insights from NLP, especially the GPT series. Our
conclusion is that CV lacks a paradigm that allows learning
from environments, for which we propose an imaginary
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pipeline. We expect that substantial technical evolution is
required to bring the pipeline to truth.
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