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ABSTRACT

Learning the optimal policy from a random network initialization is the theme
of deep Reinforcement Learning (RL). As the scale of DRL training increases,
treating DRL policy network weights as a new data modality and exploring the
potential becomes appealing and possible. In this work, we focus on the policy
learning path in deep RL, represented by the trajectory of network weights of
historical policies, which reflects the evolvement of the policy learning process.
Taking the idea of trajectory modeling with Transformer, we propose Transformer
as Implicit Policy Learner (TIPL), which processes policy network weights in
an autoregressive manner. We collect the policy learning path data by running
independent RL training trials, with which we then train our TIPL model. In
the experiments, we demonstrate that TIPL is able to fit the implicit dynamics of
policy learning and perform the optimization of policy network by inference.

1 INTRODUCTION

A lot of achievements of deep learning have been witnessed in the past decade (Mnih et al.| 2015}
Silver et al.l 2018} Jumper et al., 2021} |OpenAll 2022} (O’ Neill et al., |2024). With the aim of real-
izing and surpassing natural intelligence, deep neural network has been the first choice of function
approximator to achieve large-scale approximation and generalization. Despite the success of deep
neural network, the understanding of network weights is far from well-known, let alone treating
network weights as a data modality and leveraging it to solve problems from a different perspective.

To understand and leverage the weight space of neural network, a consistent effort has been made by
the deep learning community in recent years. To explore the correlation between network weights
and network performance, many works study from different angles. [Eilertsen et al.| (2020) predicts
the hyperparameters of neural network training with network weights. The correlation between net-
work weights and network performance are studied in terms of accuracy (Unterthiner et al.,|2020),
learning trends (Martin et al., |2020), generalization gap (Jiang et al., 2019} Yak et al.,|2019). An-
other stream of works focus on learning implicit neural representations (INRs) (Schiirholt et al.,
20215 [Navon et al., [2023} |Luigi et al.,|2023). Comparatively, weight space of neural network is less
studied in the context of deep Reinforcement Learning (RL) (Sutton & Barto, |1988)). As a very first
attempt, |Tang et al. (2022) propose to use the weights of policy network as an additional input of
value network to extend the ability. |Sokar et al.[(2023)); Dohare et al.| (2024) studies the phenomenon
of plasticity loss from the lens of weight dormancy. Besides, the learning dynamics of an RL agent
in the weight space is also studied in (Schneider et al.| 2024; Tang et al., [2024).

In this paper, we study the learning process of a deep RL agent from the lens of weight space. To be
specific, we treat the iterative optimization of agent’s policy network (i.e., from randomly initialized
weights to the final weights after training) as a trajectory in the weight space, called policy weight
trajectory. We then view policy weight trajectory as a new type of data, which reflects how a deep
RL agent learns to solve a task with a certain RL algorithm. Naturally inspired by the appealing
trajectory modeling ability of Transformer (Vaswani et al., |2017), we aim to study the question:
whether Transformer can model policy weight trajectory and take the place of conventional iter-
ative gradient optimization by direct inference. To this end, we propose Transformer as Implicit
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Policy Learner (TIPL), a Transformer-based model for policy weight trajectory, that takes as in-
put the weights of policy network in this history and outputs the weights for the next policy in an
autoregressive manner. In our experiments, we collect policy weight trajectories by running Prox-
imal Policy Optimization (PPO) (Schulman et al., 2017)) in two OpenAl Gym MuJoCo continuous
control tasks, i.e., InvertedPendulum-v4 and HalfCheetah-v4 (Brockman et al., [2016). By training
TIPL with the collected data, we demonstrate that TIPL is able to fit the implicit dynamics of policy
learning and perform the optimization of policy network by inference.

The most related work to our paper is (Zhou et al., [2023), which proposes to use Transformer to
process the network weights for a better INR. The difference between our work and it is two-fold:
first, we process a sequence of network weights rather than the weights of a single network; second,
we aim to use Transformer to model the optimization process of the weights in the context of deep
RL. Another related work is Algorithm Distillation (Laskin et al.;2023)) where a Transformer is used
to fit the cross-episode state-action trajectories of a deep RL agent, consequently showing effective
in-context trajectory optimization. This is different from our work since conventional state-action
trajectories are modeled in their work while we focus on the weight trajectory of policy network.

2 BACKGROUND

Reinforcement Learning (RL) (Sutton & Bartol [1988) is a machine learning paradigm of solv-
ing the optimal policy for a sequential decision-making problem. In the framework of RL, the
sequential decision-making problem is modeled by a Markov Decision Process (MDP) defined
by a tuple (S, A, P,R,~,po,T), with the state set S, the action set .4, the transition function
P: S x A — P(S), the reward function R : S x A — R, the discounted factor v € [0, 1),
the initial state distribution py and the horizon 7'. An agent interacts with the MDP by performing
actions with its policy a; ~ m(s;) that defines the mapping from states to action distributions.

The objective of an RL agent is to optimize its policy 7 to maximize the expected discounted
cumulative reward J(7) = Eﬂ[zzzo v're], where so ~ po (S0), St41 ~ P (Si41 | s¢,a¢) and
re = R (s¢,at). In deep RL, the agent’s policy function is usually approximated with deep neu-
ral networks, conventionally denoted 7, with network weights ¢ (including weights, biases, and
etc). The parameterized policy 74 can be updated by taking the gradient of the objective, i.e.,
¢ — ¢ + aV,J(m,) with a step size « (Silver et all 2014; Mnih et al., [2016; [Schulman et al.,
2017;|Haarnoja et al.|[2018).

3 METHOD

In this section, we first introduce the concept of policy weight trajectory (Section [3.1)) and then our
Transformer-based model TIPL (Section [3.2)).

3.1 PoOLICY LEARNING PATH AS NETWORK WEIGHT TRAJECTORY

Starting from a randomly initialized policy network weights ¢, a canonical learning process of a
deep RL policy network is conducted in an iterative manner as mg, — Mg, —> =+ — Tp, —> ...
within training budget. In this paper, we call the corresponding sequence of network weights W =
{¢1}¥_, as policy weight trajectory, where k is the max iteration number within budget.

Intuitively, policy weight trajectory reflects the dynamics of the policy optimization process and
it is determined by multiple factors including the RL algorithm, the optimizer, the data sampling
strategy, random noise, etc. Formally, the dynamics of policy learning process, or equivalently the
distribution of policy weight trajectory can be formulated as ¢, = P (my, ,, Dy, Ct, €;), with:

* The RL algorithm .4: it determines the calculation of policy gradient.
* The data batch D;: it is the data used to compute the gradient sampled by a certain strategy.

* The learning context Cy: it denotes the context like optimizer status, learning rate schedule
and more in a general view.

* The random noise ¢;: it represents the stochasticity in the sampling and optimization.
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In this way, we can view the canonical learning process of deep RL policy network as a process of
trajectory generation. Since Transformer has almost been the first choice in many kinds of complex
trajectory modeling problems (Kirsch et al., 2022]), it is potential to use Transformer to approximate
P 4 in our context. Therefore, it drives us to propose TIPL in the following.

3.2 TRANSFORMER AS AN IMPLICIT POLICY LEARNER

To model generation process of policy weight trajectory ¢, = P(my, ,, Dy, Ct,€), we adopt
GPT (Radford & Narasimhan, 2018)) architecture which has shown its effectiveness in RL litera-
ture (Chen et all 2021). To make the implementation practical and simple, we do not input the
factors Dy, CY, €;, since it adds a non-trivial burden to maintain these data and inputting them also
injects stochasticity to the learning of the Transformer model. Moreover, we believe that the Trans-
former model can implicitly infer the information of the missing factors based on the policy weight
history {¢;}!Z to some extent.
Data Collection
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Figure 1: An illustration of Transformer as An Implicit Policy Learner (TIPL).
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The illustration of our model, Transformer as An Implicit Policy Learner (TIPL), is shown in Fig-
ure |1} TIPL is trained based on the policy weight trajectories {W(j ) j=1 collected from a number
of trials of deep RL training. Each weight ¢ in the trajectory W is viewed as a token. TIPL takes
as input the policy weights {¢; }!_3 and outputs the next policy weights ¢; ~ Py(-|{¢:}!5). TIPL
uses a causal Transformer model with a causal mask that only makes the information till timestep
t (i.e., < t) visible when generating the output at timestep ¢t. Thus, TIPL, parameterized by 0 is
trained in autoregressive manner:

minimizeg B0y | 5, p, (1(p) =) MSE(@1, 6). S

Additionally, since a normal-scale RL policy network (e.g., two-layer MLP with 256 neurons per
layer) has over 1M weights, it is difficult to directly input it as a token. Instead of learning an implicit
network representation, we resort to a simple method, i.e., Temporal SVD (Tang et al. [2024), to
reduce the dimensionality. Concretely, by performing SVD decomposition [@g, @1, ..., dn] =
USV'T, the first d columns of the left singular matrix U (denoted by U, 1.q4)) is used for a low-
dimensional representation u; of the weight vectors ¢;. This serves as a training-free transformation
for each policy weight. In turn, for a d-dim representation u; predicted by TIPL, a full policy weight
vector can be reconstructed by ¢; = ©;3[1.4,1.q] V[L:d].

4 EXPERIMENT

In this section, we empirically evaluate the performance of TIPL.

Setups In our experiments, we collect policy weight trajectories by running Proximal Policy Op-
timization (PPO) (Schulman et al., 2017) in two OpenAl Gym MuJoCo continuous control tasks,
i.e., InvertedPendulum-v4 and HalfCheetah-v4 (Brockman et al.,|2016). We adopt the PPO imple-
mentation in CleanRIﬂ with no modification to hyperparameters. We run 50 independent trials with
different random seeds and the total interaction steps are 800k for InvertedPendulum-v4 and 2M for
HalfCheetah-v4. The policy network is a two-layer MLP with 8 or 256 neurons for each layer fol-
lowed by a conventional Gaussian distribution output, which is sufficient to learn effective policies
in the two tasks respectively. For each trial, we collect the weights of 2k or 5k policies.

'https://github.com/vwxyzjn/cleanrl
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Figure 2: Performance evaluation of TIPL. In each panel, the weight prediction error (blue) v.s., the
return error of predicted weight (green) is on the left; the scatter plot for return of true policy weight
(i.e., J(mg,)) v.s., return of predicted policy weight (i.e., J(m5,)) is on the right.

We implement TIPL upon the official code of Decision Transformer (DT) 2021)P| with
minor modifications. The major difference is that we take policy weights as input tokens rather than
the (state, action, return-to-go) inputs in DT. We train TIPL with collected data for 50 iterations with
10k batches of 64 trajectory segments. We refer readers to the public code repository for specific
hyperparameter choices.

Performance Evaluation To evaluate the performance of TIPL, we use weight prediction error
(WPE), i.e., MSE(¢¢, ¢), and return error of predicted weight (REPW), i.e., |J(mg,) — J(mz, ).
Note that REPW evaluates whether the predicted weight is indeed an effective policy. The results
are shown in Figure 2] In the left column, we plot WPE (blue) and REPW (green) against the
forward prediction steps, i.e., @¢, ¢+1, Pet2, - - -. We can observe that TIPL shows higher WPE as
the forward prediction step increases; while REPW basically stays at the same level. This means
that the compounding WPE in predicted weights does not lead to deteriorating policies, as minor
differences in weight space may not influence policy performance. In the right column, we compare
the return of true policy weight J(, ) and the return of predicted policy weight J(m ;) with scatter
points across ten forward prediction steps. We can see that the scatter points lie around the diagonal
line. This indicates that TIPL is able to capture the overall improvement trend of policy weight
trajectory. Note that REPW should not be fully attributed to TIPL, as it is also influenced by the
stochasticity in the return evaluation of policy network and gradient optimization. In summary,
we demonstrate that TIPL is able to model the evolvement of deep RL policy in weight space and
generate the next policy weight based on historical weights in our experiments.

5 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we explore the idea of using Transformer to autoregressively approximate the policy
weight trajectory generated by typical RL training processes. Our experiments demonstrate the
effectiveness of TIPL in predicting the weight of improved policies.

Policy Data Limitation A large amount of data is one of the prerequisites for eliciting the power
of a large Transformer model. Policy weight is a type of highly dense data that encapsulates the
decision-making behaviors of an RL agent. We expect to build a larger dataset for policy weight
trajectory so as to further our study by better leveraging the power of Transformer.

Better Architecture and Weight Representation We adopt GPT architecture and use Temporal
SVD for a simple dimension reduction for policy weight. Considering more sophisticated implicit

https://github.com/kzl/decision-transformer


https://github.com/kzl/decision-transformer

Published as a paper at ICLR 2025 Workshop on Weight Space Learning (WSL)

neural representation and advanced Transformer architecture especially tailored for network weight
is a straightforward future direction.

Usage of TIPL  With the scaling of policy weight trajectory data and TIPL model, we expect that
TIPL can be used as a general optimizer for deep RL policy across different learning problems and
reduce the reliance on iterative gradient optimization.
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