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Abstract— Current advanced policy learning methodologies
have demonstrated the ability to develop expert-level strategies
when provided enough information. However, their require-
ments, including task-specific rewards, expert-labeled trajec-
tories, and huge environmental interactions, can be expensive
or even unavailable in many scenarios. In contrast, humans
can efficiently acquire skills within a few trials and errors
by imitating easily accessible internet video, in the absence of
any other supervision. In this paper, we try to let machines
replicate this efficient watching-and-learning process through
Unsupervised Policy from Ensemble Self-supervised labeled
Videos (UPESV), a novel framework to efficiently learn policies
from videos without any other expert supervision. UPESV
trains a video labeling model to infer the expert actions
in expert videos, through several organically combined self-
supervised tasks. Each task performs its own duties, and they
together enable the model to make full use of both expert
videos and reward-free interactions for advanced dynamics
understanding and robust prediction. Simultaneously, UPESV
clones a policy from the labeled expert videos, in turn collecting
environmental interactions for self-supervised tasks. After a
sample-efficient and unsupervised (i.e., reward-free) training
process, an advanced video-imitated policy is obtained. Exten-
sive experiments in sixteen challenging procedurally-generated
environments demonstrate that the proposed UPESV achieves
state-of-the-art few-shot policy learning (outperforming five
current advanced baselines on 12/16 tasks) without exposure
to any other supervision except videos. Detailed analysis is also
provided, verifying the necessity of each self-supervised task
employed in UPESV.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the advancement of reinforcement learning (RL),
it’s possible to train policies that reach expert levels for
challenging tasks defined in complex environments [1], [2],
[3], [4]. However, the demanding training conditions and low
sample efficiency significantly constrain the applicability of
RL. To this end, many advanced RL approaches, such as
model-based RL [5], [6], [7] and self-supervised RL [8],
[3], [9], are proposed for higher sample efficiency. At the
same time, some other researchers are no longer limited to
online agent experience but try to seek help from offline
supervisions. Given enough expert-labeled demonstrations,
ideal policies can be obtained through offline-RL [10], [11]
or imitation learning [12], [13], without the need of reward-
specific environmental interactions. However, similar to ex-
pert rewards, these offline supervisions are also not widely
available and always require time-consuming collection at
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Fig. 1. UPESV achieves sample-efficient policy learning with only
action-free videos and reward-free interactions. This is achieved by three
organically combined self-supervised tasks, where each performs its own
duties. For example, on Fruitbot task, UPESV is the only effective few-
shot policy learning method, where each self-supervised task is necessary.

a high cost. Different from them, the image-only videos
are easily accessible currently thanks to the development of
video websites and social media. However, Learning From
Videos (LFV) poses a big challenge due to the lack of
action labels. Although some attempts, such as video-based
RL pre-training [14], [15] and video-based intrinsic rewards
[16], have made great progress on RL data efficiency, they
still require more or less additional supervisory information,
e.g., reward-based finetuning and expert-annotated actions.
Inverse RL methods [17], [18], [19] provide effective so-
lutions for completely unsupervised policy learning from
videos by reward prediction. While they often fail to well
balance policy performance and sample efficiency, requiring
more interactions than RL with expert rewards [20], [12].

Can we derive a video-based policy with only a few
interactions, without exposure to any other supervisions?
Previous advanced methods [21], [22] have proven it possible
and achieved considerable results in state-based control (with
the state-based demonstrations) and style-unchanged easy
video games. However, their performance is unsatisfactory
when facing environments with complex visual input and
dynamics, which may be attributed to the following two
shortcomings: First, they don’t make full use of available
information, i.e., both the expert videos and reward-free in-
teractions. For example, BCO [21] tries to label expert videos
only based on non-expert environmental interactions, which
means the highly qualified dynamics information contained
in expert videos and the distribution difference are ignored.
In contrast, ILPO [22] pays much more attention to the
above dynamics contained in videos, but their world model is
trained without considering the potential assistance provided
by ground-truth interactions. Second, they don’t provide their
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model with enough vision-specific signals. These signals are
crucial for the models to understand high-dimensional inputs
[23], [24], thus well extracting extensive information (e.g.,
environmental dynamics) from both datasets.

In response to the above two issues, we propose a novel,
sample-efficient, and unsupervised video-based policy learn-
ing framework, named Unsupervised Policy from Ensemble
Self-supervised labeled Videos (UPESV), as shown in Fig.
1. It organically employs several self-supervised tasks to
well utilize both expert videos and reward-free interactions,
training a robust dynamics-aware video labeling model to
infer the expert actions for efficient policy cloning. For expert
videos, we employed a latent reconstruction task, where an-
other world model is set to recover the next observation based
on current observation and predicted actions, in the latent
space. This task forces the labeling model to understand
the changes between neighboring observations and extract
the high-quality dynamics information contained in expert
videos, which is highly related to expert action prediction.
For reward-free interactions, we let the labeling model pre-
dict the non-expert ground-truth actions. This task not only
aligns the model to the real action space, but also serves as a
generalization task by changing both the data distribution and
optimization target, thereby improving the model robustness.
In practice, we observe a performance drop when naively
gathering the above tasks into one model because they
can’t learn a shared and qualified representation module by
themselves. This motivates us to design a visual shift contrast
task, where the model is required to associate a shifted image
to its origin. This task let the model pay more attention to
action-related visual changes, enhancing its representation
ability in a target manner, which is proven necessary to
well balance the above two tasks. The organically employed
three self-supervised tasks together enable advanced labeling
performance, where each performs its own duties. Along
with the labeling model training, UPESV simultaneously
clones a policy from the labeled expert video, and collects
environmental interactions to enrich self-supervised task data
in turn. After a sample-efficient, unsupervised, and iterative
training process, UPESV obtains an advanced policy based
on a robust video labeling model.

We conduct extensive experiments in sixteen challenging
procedurally-generated environments containing complex vi-
sual inputs. The results demonstrate that the proposed UP-
ESV achieves considerable few-shot policy learning, outper-
forming current advanced baselines on 12/16 tasks without
exposure to any other supervisions except videos. We also
provide detailed ablations and analyses to show the necessity
of all three self-supervised tasks employed in our framework.
We summarize the contributions as follows:

• We propose a novel, sample-efficient, and unsupervised
framework to derive policies from videos, named Unsu-
pervised Policy from Ensemble Self-supervised labeled
Videos (UPESV). Given a small amount of environmen-
tal interactions, UPESV can derive an effective video-
based strategy, without need of any other supervision.

• UPESV trains a video labeling model along with imitat-

ing a policy, through three organically combined self-
supervised tasks where each performs its own duties.
These tasks together provide the models with advanced
representation learning and comprehensive dynamics
understanding.

• Extensive experiments in sixteen challenging
procedurally-generated environments demonstrate
that UPESV exhibits state-of-the-art performance in
few-shot policy learning. It outperforms five current
advanced baselines on 12/16 tasks. Detailed analyses
are also provided to verify the effectiveness and
necessity of each module in our framework design.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Sample-efficient Policy Learning

Interacting with the environment to collect data for policy
learning is a time-consuming and expensive process. In some
special scenarios, such as autonomous driving [25] and real
robot learning [26], the interactions can even lead to danger.
To this end, many advanced methods are proposed to improve
the RL sample efficiency. Model-based RL methods [6], [7],
[27], [28] train extra world models that augment the RL
experience, thereby improving sampling efficiency[29]. Self-
supervised RL, i.e., RL auxiliary tasks [30], [8], [31], [32]
alleviate the lack of supervision signals for representation
learning in DRL, accelerating policy learning by improving
the upstream representation understanding capabilities. At
the same time, many researchers try to completely avoid
accessing environments, learning policies through imitation
learning [12], [33] and offline RL [11], [10], [14]. However,
the required expert supervision signals, including both expert
reward and offline expert dataset, are also expensive and
unavailable in many scenarios. Different from these expert
supervisions, videos are easy to obtain from the internet
currently. Our work aims to achieve completely unsupervised
policy learning with the easily accessible videos, in the
absence of any other expert supervision.

B. Learning Policies From Videos

Thanks to the improvement of the internet, it’s very easy
to acquire massive and different kinds of videos currently.
Many videos contain expert demonstrations in different
fields, which provides extensive knowledge for both human
beings and machines to utilize. However, due to the lack of
action information, how to well utilize the videos poses a
big challenge. One of the most direct ways is to improve
existing strategy learning methods with the help of videos,
such as video-based pre-training for RL [34], [35], [36], [37]
and video-based intrinsic reward for RL [16]. They indeed
improve the sample efficiency of policy learning under
enough supervision but still require other expert supervision.
Imitation Learning from only Observations (ILO) [17], [21],
[22] is proposed to completely decouple expert supervisions
from LFV. Most ILO methods try to extract expert rewards
contained in the videos, employing RL to optimize the unsu-
pervised reward expectation for policy imitation [17], [38],
[39]. These inverse RL methods achieve considerable results
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Fig. 2. UPESV framework. UPESV learns a video labeling model and a policy network jointly, through three organically combined self-supervised tasks
where each is necessary and performs its own duties. The motivation and details of these three tasks: visual shift contrast, latent future reconstruction, and
ground-truth action prediction, are provided separately in Sections III.A, III.B, and III.C. We simultaneously train the policy π(a|o) by behavior cloning
labeled expert videos for self-supervised data enrichment, which we detail in Section III.D.

on imitation performance but can’t take sample efficiency
into account. At the same time, some researchers give up
reward engineering for RL. By predicting expert actions from
videos based on non-expert interactions [21], [40] or digging
out expert dynamics hidden in the expert videos [22], [20],
they achieve sample-efficiency unsupervised policy learning
faced with simple inputs. Different from these methods,
UPESV organically employs multiple different unsupervised
tasks, benefiting from both non-expert interactions and expert
videos with advanced representation learning.

III. METHODOLOGY

UPESV trains a policy network and a video labeling
model jointly. The policy determines the action a based
on current observation o, defined as π(a|o). The video
labeling model predicts the real expert action between two
neighboring expert observations in videos, formulated as a
inverse dynamics model V (avi |ovi , ovi+1), where avi denotes
the predicted action while ovi and ovi+1 denote neighboring
expert observations. V consists of three networks: a feature
encoder f , a latent predictor g, and an action projector h.
ovi and ovi+1 are separately encoded by f , concatenated, and
processed by g and h to obtain the avt , formulated as:

avt = h(g(f(ovi ), f(o
v
i+1))). (1)

In practice, we also include a few available historical
observations ovh as additional input information. They are
processed similar to ovi and we omit them in the remaining
part for clarity. UPESV learns V through three different
but related self-supervised tasks over both expert videos Bv

and environmental interactions Be, which we describe in
the first three subsections. During the training of V , we
simultaneously train the policy π(a|o) by behavior cloning
V -labeled expert videos, which we describe in Section III.D.
The policy π(a|o) collects self-supervised data for V while

the improved V further enhances the policy π(a|o). After a
sample-efficient and iterative training process, we obtain the
well-trained video labeling model V and policy π.

We provide the framework diagram, as shown in Fig. 2.

A. Self-supervised Task: Visual Shift Contrast

1) Motivation: To infer actions from videos, the video
labeling model V (avi |ovi , ovi+1) should be able to capture
the difference between neighboring images. In most visual
control domains, the relative difference is more related to
decision making than the absolute difference in visual inputs.
Imagine two particles moving upward at different positions
on the plane. They have different absolute positions, but the
same relative position changes that corresponds to their same
actions. To this end, we want the labeling model to focus on
relative position difference, which is achieved by driving it
to ignore the absolute position difference. Therefore, a shift
matching task that forces the video labeling model to align
a random shifted image to its origin in the semantic space,
is employed. This task enhances the visual understanding of
the V in a target manner, which is necessary to understand
complex dynamics through another two tasks (detailed in the
next two subsections) simultaneously.

2) Implementation: The visual shift contrast task forces
the video labeling model V to align a randomly shifted
image to its origin in the latent semantic space. Concretely, a
batch of observations {ovi }Ni=1 are sampled from expert video
dataset Bv . Each observation is randomly shifted (up to s
units in any direction) twice to obtain two shifted images,
ôvi and ǒvi , where the two different hats upon ovi denote two
independent random shifting. They are further encoded by
f to obtain two latent features, f(ôvi ) and f(ǒvi ). Then, we
define (f(ôvi ),f(ǒ

v
i )) as positive pairs while (f(ôvi ),f(ô

v
j )) as

negative pairs. Contrastive learning [41] is conducted on the
whole batch to bring the positive pair closer while pulling



the negative pair further away from each other. A contrastive
model measuring distance is defined as follows:

Mc(f(ô
v
i ), f(ǒ

v
i )) = W

u(f(ôvi )) · f(ǒvi )
||u(f(ôvi ))|| · ||f(ǒvi )||

, (2)

where W is a trainable matrix. u(·) is a Multi-Layer
Perceptron (MLP), which doesn’t change the dimension of
the latent embedding. It is set to introduce asymmetry,
thereby avoiding collapse to trivial solutions. Then, we define
a InfoNCE loss [42] as the objective of visual shift contrast:

LV SC = logMc(f(ô
v
i ), f(ǒ

v
i ))

− log
1

N

N∑
j=1

Mc(f(ô
v
i ), f(ô

v
j )).

(3)

B. Self-supervised Task: Latent Future Reconstruction

1) Motivation: To predict expert actions accurately, the
video labeling model V (avi |ovi , ovi+1) should be able to
capture and understand which relative differences (between
neighboring images) are similar and close, which requires
it to understand the expert-related dynamics hidden in the
videos. To this end, we introduce a latent future reconstruc-
tion task into model training, where another world model
is employed. The world model takes the latent feature of
the current observation and V -predicted latent action as
inputs, trying to reconstruct the latent feature of the next
observation. By supporting the world model to reconstruct
different future observations, the video labeling model is
forced to understand dynamics, refining more action-like
information into a small-dimension output.

2) Implementation: The latent future reconstruction task
updates the video labeling model and an extra world model
jointly. First, a batch of observation pairs {(ovi , ovi+1)}Ni=1

are sampled from expert video dataset Bv . Each current
observation ovi is encoded by the f to obtain f(ovi ) while
each next observation ovi+1 is encoded by the f to obtain
f(ovi+1). Then, they are concatenated and further processed
by latent predictor g to produce the predicted latent action
zvi . Then, the f(ovi ) and zvi are concatenated as the input to
the world model Me(·|zvi , ovi ) and we can obtain a predicted
observation pvi+1 in the latent space. Then we minimize
the difference between the latent embeddings of predicted
observation pvi+1and ground-truth next observation f(ovi+1),
jointly updating the parameters of our video labeling model
V and world model Ew:

LLFR =
1

N

N∑
i=1

||f(ovi+1)− pvi+1||2. (4)

C. Self-supervised Task: Ground-truth Action Prediction

1) Motivation: If the video labeling model V (avi |ovi , ovi+1)
can understand the expert video well, it should also gener-
alize well to demonstrations sampled by other policies. To
this end, we train our policy π(a|o) to imitate the V -labeled
videos through behavior cloning and utilize it to interact
with environments for real transitions collection. Then V is

updated by achieving a real action prediction task on the
collected real transitions. With the V improved by all three
tasks (visual shift contrast, latent future reconstruction, and
ground-truth action prediction), the derived policy π is also
improved and in turn collects more action-labeled data of
higher quality for the ground-truth action prediction. This
task is not only set to provide the V with the information
of real action spaces, but also serves as a generalization task
to improve both the robustness and performance of V by
different data distribution and optimization targets.

2) Implementation: First, a batch of transitions
{(oei , aei , oei+1)}Ni=1 are sampled from environmental
transitions Be. We feed each observation pair into our
video labeling model V and obtain the V -predicted action
ae,vi . The difference between predicted action vector ae,vi

and ground-truth action aei is minimized. The objective is
formulated as the following:

LGAP = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

C∑
c=1

(ae,vi,(c)loga
e
i,(c)). (5)

where the subscript (c) denotes the c-th dimension of a
vector.

D. Unsupervised Policy Cloning

As mentioned in Section III.C, our policy π(a|o) and
video labeling model V (avi |ovi , ovi+1) are trained and im-
proved jointly. π(a|o) imitates the V -labeled expert videos
through behavior cloning and interacts with environments
for self-supervised data collection, while V is improved for a
better π(a|o) through three self-supervised tasks (Lsm, Llfr,
and Lsm) conducted over the expert videos and collected
transitions. After a sample-efficient iterative training process,
an effective π(a|o) and an advanced labeling model V are
both obtained.

The behavior cloning process of π(a|o) is described here.
For every observation pairs (ovi , o

v
i+1) from Bv , we use the

video labeling model V to obtain a action vector avi . Then
the action-free observation pairs are labeled with avi , denoted
as (ovi , a

v
i , o

v
i+1). Based on the current observation ovi and the

policy π(a|o), we obtain the policy-based action vector av,πi

and then minimize its difference from label avi for policy
learning:

LUPC =
1

N

N∑
i=1

||av,πi − avi ||2. (6)

IV. EXPERIMENTS & ANALYSIS

A. Experimental Settings

We evaluated our method on all sixteen environments
introduced by the Procgen benchmark [46]. Procgen provides
a diverse set of procedurally-generated video game environ-
ments, each with unique challenges, multiple dynamics, and
changing visual style. For example, in Maze task, the screen
color, map size, and maze content are all changing dras-
tically, which places high demands on both representation
learning and dynamics understanding of methods.



TABLE I
THE FEW-SHOT POLICY LEARNING PERFORMANCE COMPARISON BETWEEN UPESV AND ALL BASELINE METHODS. EACH METHOD ARE ONLY

ALLOWED 100K STEPS ON EACH TASK, WHICH REQUIRE METHODS TO HAVE HIGH SAMPLE EFFICIENCY TO OBTAIN AN EFFECTIVE POLICY. THE

PROPOSED UPESV EXHIBITS STATE-OF-THE-ART PERFORMANCE WHEN COMPARED WITH BOTH ADVANCED LFV METHODS AND RL METHODS.

Task UPESV (ours) BCO [21] ILPO [22] LAPO [43] PPO [44] TVL [45]
Bigfish 30.5 ± 1.6 3.6 ± 3.7 0.9 ± 0.0 20.6 ± 0.7 0.9 ± 0.1 1.0 ± 0.1
Maze 9.7 ± 0.2 7.4 ± 2.4 0.8 ± 1.5 9.6 ± 0.1 5.0 ± 0.7 4.6 ± 0.7
Heist 9.4 ± 0.3 7.6 ± 1.9 1.2 ± 1.2 9.4 ± 0.3 3.7 ± 0.2 3.4 ± 0.9

Coinrun 7.4 ± 0.2 6.7 ± 0.9 2.4 ± 0.2 6.2 ± 0.4 4.1 ± 0.5 3.6 ± 1.0
Plunder 3.5 ± 0.7 4.2 ± 0.3 4.0 ± 0.7 4.8 ± 0.1 4.4 ± 0.4 4.5 ± 0.4

Dodgeball 9.1 ± 0.8 5.4 ± 1.1 0.0 ± 0.1 5.9 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 0.2 0.6 ± 0.2
Jumper 6.6 ± 0.2 6.4 ± 0.3 0.6 ± 0.4 7.3 ± 0.2 3.5 ± 0.7 3.2 ± 0.5
Climber 6.8 ± 0.6 3.3 ± 0.2 0.1 ± 0.2 4.7 ± 0.3 2.2 ± 0.2 2.4 ± 0.5
Fruitbot 20.6 ± 1.6 3.6 ± 0.1 -1.4 ± 0.2 0.5 ± 0.3 -1.9 ± 1.0 -2.4 ± 0.9
Starpilot 15.0 ± 0.8 12.8 ± 13.9 2.1 ± 0.1 20.3 ± 1.6 2.6 ± 0.9 1.8 ± 0.6

Ninja 6.3 ± 0.3 4.2 ± 1.1 0.3 ± 0.5 5.2 ± 0.1 3.4 ± 0.3 3.0 ± 0.3
Miner 9.3 ± 1.2 5.8 ± 1.3 0.7 ± 0.3 6.7 ± 0.6 1.2 ± 0.2 1.2 ± 0.2

Caveflyer 3.5 ± 0.6 2.8 ± 1.1 2.7 ± 1.1 3.9 ± 0.1 3.0 ± 0.4 3.2 ± 0.6
Leaper 2.9 ± 0.3 2.5 ± 0.5 0.2 ± 0.8 2.7 ± 0.2 2.6 ± 0.3 2.5 ± 0.4
Chaser 0.8 ± 0.1 0.8 ± 0.0 0.1 ± 0.1 0.8 ± 0.0 0.4 ± 0.2 0.6 ± 0.2

Bossfight 2.0 ± 0.4 0.4 ± 0.3 0.0 ± 0.0 0.3 ± 0.3 0.1 ± 0.1 0.2 ± 0.2
Mean score 9.0 4.8 0.9 6.8 2.3 2.1

We compare our UPESV with five current advanced
online policy learning baselines, including both Learning
From Video (LFV) methods and pure RL methods: BCO
[21], ILPO [22], LAPO [43], PPO [44], and TVL [45].
Among them, the first two methods are current state-of-the-
art Imitation Learning from only Observation (ILO) methods,
requiring no other supervisions like UPESV. Our UPESV
differs from these ILO baselines apparently. They either train
a video labeling model for behavior cloning only on environ-
mental transitions (BCO) or extract environmental dynamics
from only expert videos (ILPO). By contrast, UPESV takes
advantages from both kinds of methods, employing two
different self-supervised tasks to utilize both datasets simul-
taneously for an advanced video labeling model. In addition,
the additional visual self-supervised task further improves
the representation ability and performance of UPESV. LAPO
is a state-of-the-art video pre-training method. The pre-
trained latent policy is finetuned by rewards and actions in
environmental interactions. Inverse RL methods also provide
solutions to learn video-based policy online without other
supervisions, but their goal is to restore the expert reward as
much as possible, which makes them difficult to surpass RL
methods exposed to expert rewards [38], [39], in terms of
sample efficiency [20]. Considering that they are generally
not evaluated on Procgen, we directly employ TVL and PPO,
two state-of-the-art RL methods on Procgen provided with
expert rewards in comparison. Note that our UPESV doesn’t
access these expert rewards and any extra supervisions.

We choose full distributions of levels and easy mode
in Procgen throughout this paper. For each method, 100K
steps of environmental interactions are allowed. For methods
requiring expert videos, 60K update times (during 100K
environmental steps) are allowed for the training of each
model (including policy) in their frameworks. The expert
videos containing 8M steps are generated by a well-trained

RL-based policy, which is provided by previous work [43].
For methods requiring rewards, we allow them to access
the expert reward provided by Procgen environments. The
architectures of UPESV follow previous works [44], [43],
[45] that are currently advanced on Procgen. Adam [47] is
chosen as the optimizer throughout the paper, with the batch
size set to 128. The learning rate is set to 3e-5 for the visual
shift contrast task, 3e-4 for the latent future reconstruction
task, 1e-3 for the ground-truth action prediction task, and
2e-4 for unsupervised policy cloning. The maximum shift
distance s in visual shift contrast task is set to 1, which
performs better than others in experiments. The results of
UPESV are over average 5 random seeds.

B. Sample Efficiency Comparison

We test the policy learning abilities of all the methods
when interaction is limited, which directly reflects their
sample efficiency. Each method is allowed to interact with
environments for only 100K steps. 100K steps are much less
than the 25M employed in previous works [46], [45], requir-
ing extremely high sample efficiency. The results across all
16 tasks are shown in Table 1. Compared with three video-
based baselines, UPESV performs better on 12/16 tasks and
not worse on the others except Starpilot. These advantages
demonstrate the UPESV video labeling model has a better
understanding of both visual inputs and environmental dy-
namics, which can be attributed to the employed three self-
supervised tasks. We observe trivial solutions that lead to
huge performance drops in ILPO. This is due to its mode
collapse in complex environments, which is also observed
by [20], [43]. Compared with two advanced RL methods,
UPESV’s performance advantages are very obvious. In ad-
dition, video-based methods BCO and LAPO also overall
perform better than pure RL methods. Note that both UPESV
and BCO are reward-free. These phenomena demonstrate
that the videos may serve as a more efficient teacher than
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Fig. 3. Ablation study on all three self-supervised tasks. Each task is employed with reasonable motivation necessary in UPESV.
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expert rewards, especially when interactions are limited. In
summary, the huge efficiency advantages enable UPESV to
have state-of-the-art few-shot policy learning ability.

C. Ablations: Necessity of Each Self-supervised Task

In UPESV, we employ three different self-supervised
tasks to jointly learn the video labeling model and policy.
These three tasks are organically combined, where each
one performs its own duties. To demonstrate that they are
all indispensable in our framework, we sequentially ablate
the latent future reconstruction task (UPESV w/o LFR),
ground-truth action prediction task (UPESV w/o GAP), and
visual shift contrast task (UPESV w/o VSC), observing the
performance changes. In UPESV w/o GAP, we have to train
the video labeling model without accessing true action space,
so we train a policy decoder to remap the latent actions to
real actions based on interactions after the policy learning
process, which follows previous works [22]. The results are
shown in Fig. 3, demonstrating that (i) every employed self-
supervised task is necessary in UPESV, and (ii) the visual
shift contrast task is crucial for the model to benefit from
the other two tasks for advanced environment dynamics
understanding.

D. Hyper-parameter Sensitivity Analysis

In this section, we test different shift distance s values
in the visual shift contrast (VSC) task, as shown in Fig. 4.
When s = 0, VSC degenerated into an image discrimination
task. It is also effective (much better than UPESV v/o VSC)
but worse than adding a few shifts (worse than s = 1, 2, 4. It
means that forcing the model to ignore the global observation

TABLE II
THE PREDICTION ACCURACY OF TWO VIDEO LABELING MODELS ON

UNSEEN EXPERT DATASET.

Task UPESV (ours) BCO [21]
Starpilot 50.4% 32.6%

Miner 33.1% 10.4%

difference is helpful for understanding dynamics. In addition,
we also try to add some time information (usually useful in
RL), using two neighboring images instead of two shifted
images (having the same origin) to define positive pairs for
contrastive learning [48] while finding no improvements.
It fits our intuition because the time contrast reduces the
model’s ability to perceive neighboring distinctions, which is
critical for understanding complex environmental dynamics.

E. Robustness: Prediction Accuracy on Unseen Expert Data

Considering both BCO and our UPESV train video label-
ing models to infer real actions contained in expert videos,
we compare the two models’ prediction accuracy on unseen
expert action-labeled datasets. The results in TABLE II show
the superiority of UPESV. This is consistent with their policy
performance in the few-shot learning task, demonstrating the
influence of additional dynamics understanding and represen-
tation learning on models’ robustness.

V. CONCLUSION & FUTURE WORK

In this work, we propose UPESV, a novel, sample-
efficient, and completely unsupervised policy learning frame-
work to imitate policy from videos. With three organically
selected and combined self-supervised tasks, UESPV models
well understand both visual representation and environmental
dynamics, enabling state-of-the-art few-shot policy learn-
ing in challenging procedurally-generated environments. The
ability of sample-efficient video-based policy learning is
a perfect fit for current challenging tasks where interac-
tions are expensive, supervision is difficult to acquire, but
video demonstrations are plentiful, e.g., robot manipulation.
Crossing the gap from video games to real robots is a big
challenge, which we leave in future studies.
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