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Abstract

Reinforcement Learning (RL) provides a powerful framework for decision-making
in complex environments. However, implementing RL in hardware-efficient and
bio-inspired ways remains a challenge. This paper presents a novel Spiking Neu-
ral Network (SNN) architecture for solving RL problems with real-valued obser-
vations. The proposed model incorporates multi-layered event-based clustering,
with the addition of Temporal Difference (TD)-error modulation and eligibility
traces, building upon prior work. An ablation study confirms the significant
impact of these components on the proposed model’s performance. A tabular
actor-critic algorithm with eligibility traces and a state-of-the-art Proximal Pol-
icy Optimization (PPO) algorithm are used as benchmarks. Our network consis-
tently outperforms the tabular approach and successfully discovers stable con-
trol policies on classic RL environments: mountain car, cart-pole, and acrobot.
The proposed model offers an appealing trade-off in terms of computational and
hardware implementation requirements. The model does not require an exter-
nal memory buffer nor a global error gradient computation, and synaptic updates
occur online, driven by local learning rules and a broadcasted TD-error signal.
Thus, this work contributes to the development of more hardware-efficient RL
solutions.
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1. Introduction

Reinforcement Learning (RL) is a bio-inspired paradigmwithinmachine learn-
ing, where an agent learns to make decisions by interacting with an environment
and receiving feedback in the form of rewards (Sutton & Barto, 2018). It has been
successfully used in various domains, ranging from game-playing AI (Mnih et
al., 2015) to self-driving cars, robotics (Hwangbo et al., 2019), and much more.
In recent years, deep reinforcement learning (DRL) has emerged as a promising
approach, combining RL with the scalability and representation power of deep
neural networks (DNNs). However, despite these advancements, the computa-
tional efficiency of deep neural networks still remains a challenge. Training DRL
systems often require thousands of hours of training on energy-intensive com-
putational resources like GPUs and TPUs.

An alternative approach is offered by biologically inspired, spiking or event-
based, neural networks. These networks aim at emulating the computational
principles found in biological brains, such as the propagation of information
through discrete spikes, distributed spatio-temporal processing and local learn-
ing rules via co-located memory and computing blocks. Although bio-inspired
methods have the potential to mitigate some of the challenges encountered by
DNNs—particularly in the area of power efficiency and online learning—the use
of SNNs for complex RL problems is still an area of active research(Akl et al.,
2023).

In this paper, we introduce a novel neuromorphic architecture designed to
tackle reinforcement learning problems with real-valued observations. Drawing
inspiration from prior works (), our network incorporates event-based cluster-
ing and introduces modulation by a global signal through eligibility traces. The
effectiveness of the proposed model is assessed against a tabular actor-critic al-
gorithm with eligibility traces and a state-of-the-art DRL model, Proximal Pol-
icy Optimization (PPO). The results demonstrate that our network provides an
appealing trade-off in terms of computational and hardware implementation re-
quirements when compared to PPO on three classic RL control tasks.

This paper is structured as follows. A review of related literature and com-
parison to the present work is provided in Section 2. The proposed model is
described in Section 3 and is experimentally compared to baseline models in Sec-
tion 4. Concluding remarks and discussion of possible future endeavors can be
found in Section 5.
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2. Related works

Deep learning has shown impressive results in the domain of Reinforcement
Learning and has surpassed all other conventional methods to be the state-of-
the-art architectures for training autonomous agents, particularly on sparse re-
ward structures. However, the training procedures for Artificial Neural Net-
works (ANNs) have always been resource-intensive in terms of computation and
memory requirements. Deploying ANNs at the edge with low-power constraints
and training them online still remains a challenge due to the same reason. Re-
cent advances in neuromorphic computing and training Spiking Neural Network
(SNN) architectures offer novel solutions to building low-power machine intel-
ligence. SNN architectures that use binary valued spikes (or events) for both
computation and communication provide excellent energy efficiency benefits.
With the uptake in the adoption of neuromorphic sensors like DVS (Lichtsteiner
et al., 2008) and ATIS (Posch et al., 2010), event-driven machine learning algo-
rithms are also being explored for low-latency and low-power applications of
neuromorphic computing (Gallego et al., 2020).

Training SNN architectures is still an active area of research, and many at-
tempts have been made to approximate the error backpropagation and gradient
descent techniques used to train ANNs and train SNNs. For example, Bellec et al.
(2020) proposed a spiking neural network learning rule called e-prop that can be
applied to recurrent spiking networks. This rule is shown to approximate the
performance of an LSTM network, trained via backpropagation through time on
two discrete Atari games. Other methods use surrogate gradients with stand-
in differentiable alternatives for non-differentiable parts of SNN architectures
(Neftci et al., 2019). For instance, Akl et al. (2023) propose a combination of
DRL frameworks with a spiking architecture through the use of surrogate gradi-
ents and the backpropagation through time (BPTT) algorithm. However, these
methods also face the same problem of requiring energy-intensive computational
resources to perform the error backpropagation. The error back-propagation ap-
proximations are also not bio-plausible as they would require symmetric back-
ward pathways that transfer precise continuous-valued gradients and, in some
cases, non-causal operations like Back-Propagation Through Time (BPTT). Bio-
plausible local learning rules that can train individual nodes in SNN architectures
using only information available at each neuron, can offer a solution to this prob-
lem. Spike-Timing-Dependent Plasticity (STDP) has been the most commonly
used local learning rule for SNN architectures to perform unsupervised learning.
STDP can train spiking neurons to learn the spatio-temporal features that reflect
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the statistics of the input spiking data. The Hebbian learning rule has primar-
ily been used in unsupervised learning settings to learn some useful features for
tasks like pattern classification (Diehl & Cook, 2015). However, unsupervised
learning rules like STDP neglect any information related to the “success”, “fail-
ure”, or “novelty” of the inputs and outputs (Frémaux & Gerstner, 2016).

R-STDP (Reward-modulated Spike Timing-Dependent Plasticity) is a Spiking
Neural Network (SNN) learning rule that governs the changes in the strength of
connections between neurons such that the plasticity of synapses is modulated
by reward signals that reinforce or weaken the connections between neurons
based on the timing of their spikes. Izhikevich (2007), Florian (2007) and Leg-
enstein et al. (2008) independently laid the groundwork for R-STDP modulated
spiking networks. In order to demonstrate the computational and temporal ca-
pabilities of this approach, a fully connected multilayered network of spiking
neurons is shown by Florian (2007) to solve a temporally coded XOR problem
with a delayed reward. Vasilaki et al. (2009) used a reward-modulated STDP
learning rule on the action layer in combination with an input place cell layer to
perform reinforcement learning on a Morris water maze puzzle. While theoreti-
cal models have used reward-modulated STDP for over a decade, recent research
has provided experimental evidence of the role of eligibility traces in Reinforce-
ment Learning (RL)(Gerstner et al., 2018). The R-STDP rule used in the present
work is a simplified version of RMSTDPET found in the work by Florian (2007).
Actor-critic models with temporal difference (TD) are proposed by Potjans et al.
(2011), and later Frémaux et al. (2013). A more general three-factor learning rule
is later introduced by Frémaux and Gerstner (2016).

A key component of reinforcement learning is the development of useful in-
ternal representations of complex environments to evaluate and utilize the cur-
rent state of the environment. This allows the system to decide on actions that
provide maximum future rewards (Sutton & Barto, 2018). Various internal rep-
resentations for inputs have been used by the SNN solutions for reinforcement
learning. One strategy is to use manually selected partitions of the input space
to generate spiking inputs for various states. Potjans et al. (2009) and Jitsev et al.
(2012) used a fixed cluster of neurons that represent the state space and individu-
ally fire for each particular state. Frémaux et al. (2013) used pre-determined place
cells to act as input to their continuous time spiking actor-critic architecture.
Friedrich et al. (2014) used population coding for the input layer representation.
These methods manually partition the input space or use a population that uni-
formly covers the entire input space of any given environment. A drawback of
these early models is that the implemented networks fully encode the observed
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state in the input layer, functionally similar to classical tabular RL algorithms.
In other words, each neuron in the input layer is used to encode a specific state
of the environment. Also, this approach does not scale well with increasing in-
put dimension. This limitation in scalability is addressed in our previous paper
(Chevtchenko & Ludermir, 2020) by a four-layered network with a hidden layer
inspired by place cells. However, this approach often requires a large number of
place neurons and relies on discrete and finite observations.

Other approaches to represent the input space include using the reservoir
computing paradigm (Schrauwen et al. (2007);Lukoševičius and Jaeger (2009)).
Reservoir computing involves projecting the low dimensional inputs to a high
dimensional representational space by using a population of recurrently con-
nected neurons such that states not linearly separable in the input space can be
separated in the representational space (Maass et al., 2002). Weidel et al. (2021)
used reservoir computing with unsupervised plasticity on the inputs and apply
reward modulated learning on the output layer that generated actions. However,
most of these SNN architectures predominantly use rate coding, which does not
offer the same level of energy efficiency that sparse temporal coding provides.

Another promising approach towards realizing low-power spike-based learn-
ing algorithms lies in the employment of event-driven neuromorphic algorithms.
These are principally aimed at hardware deployment and aim for improved scal-
ability through the collocation of processing and memory, as well as facilitating
low-latency computation (Schuman et al., 2022). Neuromorphic event-driven al-
gorithms emulate spiking neuron architectures that are tailored for computa-
tional efficiency and performance. HFirst algorithm (Orchard et al., 2015) is an
example of a multi-layered network architecture that is based on the HMAX
algorithm (Serre et al., 2007) which itself inspired by visual cortex to learn fea-
tures from event-based data using an event-driven approach of processing data.
The Hierarchy of Event-based Time Surfaces (HOTS) (Lagorce et al., 2016) is
another unsupervised multi-layered feature extraction algorithm that uses the
same neuron update rule based on the cosine distance of weights to the input
representation introduced in Ballard and Jehee (2012) to model sensory features
in cortical neurons. The HOTS algorithm uses multiple layers to extract spatio-
temporal patterns at multiple hierarchical levels with different time constants by
performing clustering. Afshar et al. (2020) introduced an unsupervised feature
extraction algorithm called Feature Extraction using Adaptive Selection Thresh-
olds (FEAST), which is also capable of learning hierarchical spatio-temporal fea-
tures by using adaptive thresholds for each neuron to promote equal activation
of neurons.
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Themajority of the neuromorphic feature extraction algorithms are primarily
targeted toward performing tasks on event-based data. The FEAST method has
been used for a range of applications such as event-based object tracking Ralph
et al. (2022), activity-driven adaptation in SNNs Haessig et al. (2020), and spoken
digits recognition task Xu et al. (2022). Recently a generalization of the FEAST
algorithm has been proposed in Bethi et al. (2022) to perform supervised learn-
ing on spiking data using reward and punishment of neurons through threshold
adaptation. We can utilize the same neuromorphic principles and apply these
architectures to the reinforcement learning domain to partition the input state
space that can dynamically adapt to the reward structure and performance of
the agent. In this work, we modify the neuron layers proposed in the Bethi et al.
(2022) to simultaneously perform unsupervised clustering of the input space and
modulate it based on the ongoing TD-error of an actor-critic agent that utilizes
the learned representation. We show that partitioning achieved by the neurons
represents different parts of the input space with varying degrees of density and
resolution depending on the ongoing performance of the actor-critic agent using
the representation. We demonstrate the quality of the input space representa-
tions by using a conventional tabular actor-critic algorithm and applying it to
various environments.

3. The proposed architecture

The proposed network has two main components: i) an initial clustering
layer(s) for dimensionality reduction and partitioning of the input space and ii)
actor-critic neurons for learning from the previously reduced state-space repre-
sentation. The following sections provide a detailed description of each layer
and corresponding plasticity rules.

3.1. Input layer
The input signal is represented by a vector of real-valued observations−→𝑥 (𝑡) =

[𝑥1, 𝑥2, ..., 𝑥𝑛]. These are provided by the environment in discrete time steps at
time 𝑡 , along with the reward signal 𝑟 (𝑡). Considering 𝑁𝑖 neurons in the input
layer, each neuron can be fully connected to the input signal through an array
of synaptic weights, as illustrated in Figure 1. Euclidean distance is used as a
metric to find the closest neuron 𝑖 with weights −→𝑤𝑖 matching the input context
−→𝑥 . Each neuron 𝑖 also contains a scalar threshold parameter 𝜃𝑖 that is used for
the selection of the closest neuron. The value 𝑣𝑖 of a neuron in the input layer is
calculated as the Euclidean distance between input and weight vectors:
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𝑣𝑖 (𝑡) = | |−→𝑤𝑖 (𝑡) − −→𝑥 (𝑡) | |, (1)

where 𝑣𝑖 (𝑡) is the value of the neuron 𝑖 at time 𝑡 , −→𝑤𝑖 are the weights con-
necting the neuron 𝑖 to the input vector −→𝑥 . The value 𝑣𝑖 of every neuron is
compared to its corresponding threshold value 𝜃𝑖 . The neuron is considered el-
igible if 𝑣𝑖 (𝑡) < 𝜃𝑖 . A winner-take-all (WTA) activation is adopted for an entire
layer or a group of 𝑁 eligible neurons within the same layer, so that the binary
state 𝑠𝑖 (𝑡) of each neuron is described by:

𝑠𝑖 (𝑡) =
{
1 if 𝑣𝑖 (𝑡) = min 𝑗∈{1,...,𝑁 } 𝑣 𝑗 (𝑡)
0 otherwise

(2)

The winning neuron should have the least value among the neurons with values
within their corresponding thresholds. This rule ensures that only the neuron
with the least Euclidean distance within the eligible neurons will produce a spike
for the next layer. If no neuron is eligible through the above rule, the neuronwith
the lowest value is activated but not tagged as eligible for weight adaptation.
Additionally, in order to increase the probability of eligibility in the future, all
neurons within the group have the threshold increased. This adaptation rule is
illustrated in Figure 2 and described in more detail below.

𝑥1

𝑥2

...

𝑥𝑛

𝑛1

𝑛2

...

𝑛𝑖

𝜃1, 𝑣1

𝜃2, 𝑣2

𝜃𝑖, 𝑣𝑖

𝑤11
𝑤12

𝑤𝑛𝑖

Figure 1: Illustration of the input layer of the proposed model.

Neurons in this layer are subject to weight and threshold plasticity, with the
aim of providing a compact representation of the input space. This plasticity
has two drivers: i) adaptation to the input signal and ii) modulation by the feed-
back from the actor-critic layer. The first adaptation rule is based on Feature
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Extraction with Adaptive Selection Thresholds (FEAST) (Afshar et al., 2020) and
on Optimized Deep Event-driven Spiking neural network Architecture (ODESA)
(Bethi et al., 2022). Both FEAST and ODESA architectures use dot products to
evaluate the fitness of a neuron, considering a unitary vector as an input. Mean-
while, the present work considers the input vectors to be normalized, but not
unitary, i.e. real-valued observations of an RL environment and the Euclidean
distance is adopted as a fitness metric.

In order to illustrate this adaptation rule, consider a two-dimensional input
vector −→𝑥 = [𝑥1, 𝑥2], as illustrated in Figure 2. The input signal −→𝑥 and the weights
of two input neurons are represented by two-dimensional vectors. The threshold
of each neuron is a scalar and represents the receptive field of a neuron in the
shape of a circle around the weight vector.

𝑥1

𝑥2

−→𝑥−→𝑤1 −→𝑤2

𝜃1

𝜃2

(a)

𝑥1

𝑥2

−→
𝑥′

−→𝑤1 −→𝑤2

𝜃 ′1

𝜃 ′2

(b)

Figure 2: An illustration of synaptic plasticity rule based on FEAST (Afshar et al.,
2020) using Euclidean distance. A two-dimensional input is considered. (a) The
input vector −→𝑥 is outside the threshold regions of both neurons. The neurons
become more sensitive by increasing the thresholds. (b) A new input vector acti-
vates neuron 1. This results in adjustments of both the weights and the threshold
of the active neuron.

An initial input signal −→𝑥 , depicted in Figure 2a, falls outside the activation
region of both neurons (solid circles). Thus, the value obtained by Equation 1
is higher than 𝜃1 and 𝜃2. When this occurs, all neurons in the layer have their
thresholds increased by the parameter 𝜃open. This increases the receptive field
size of each neuron in the layer, making it more likely for a neuron to be activated
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by an input signal.
On the other hand, Figure 2b illustrates the case of a new input vector

−→
𝑥′

that activates neuron 1. This is because the new value, i.e. the distance between
input and weight vectors, is within the threshold of the neuron. To increase
the probability of activation of the same neuron in the future, when presented
with similar inputs, both the threshold and weight are adjusted. The threshold is
decreased and the weight vector moves in the direction of

−→
𝑥′, illustrated by the

dotted circle and arrow in Figure 2b.As a result, the receptive field of the specific
winning neuron contracts, reducing the chance of activation by distant inputs.
The above adaptation, applied to activated neurons, is described by:

Δ𝜃𝑖 = 𝑣𝑖 (𝑡) − 𝜃𝑖 (𝑡), (3)
Δ−→𝑤𝑖 =

−→𝑥 (𝑡) − −→𝑤𝑖 (𝑡), (4)
𝜃𝑖 (𝑡 + 1) = 𝜃𝑖 (𝑡) + 𝜂𝑡ℎ ∗ Δ𝜃𝑖, (5)
−→𝑤𝑖 (𝑡 + 1) = −→𝑤𝑖 (𝑡) + 𝜂 ∗ Δ−→𝑤𝑖, (6)

where Δ𝜃𝑖 and Δ−→𝑤𝑖 are update values for the threshold and weights of neuron 𝑖

and the respective update rates for each are 𝜂𝑡ℎ and 𝜂.
Figure 3 illustrates this adaptation process on a simulated dataset with three

probability density functions (PDF). Three neurons are initialized with random
weights and thresholds, as illustrated in Figure 3a. The weight of each neuron is
depicted as a colored dot and the threshold region is delimited by same-colored
arrows. The final configuration is depicted in Figure 3b, after 104 observations
and using both 𝜂𝑡ℎ and 𝜂 equal to 10−2.
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(a) Initial position (b) After adaptation

Figure 3: Clustering of neurons in the input layer on a simulated dataset with
three Gaussian distributions and three input neurons. The weights of the three
neurons are depicted by the colored dots and the corresponding thresholds are
represented by the same-colored arrows.

Note that if more neurons are added to the clustering layer, the adaptation
process described by Equations 3 to 6 will result in a denser, more granular repre-
sentation of the observed state-space via neurons with smaller thresholds. This
is experimentally demonstrated in Figures 4a and 4b by using the same set of pa-
rameters as in the previous experiments but increasing the number of neurons
from 3 to 10.
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(a) Initial position (b) After adaptation

Figure 4: Clustering of neurons in the input layer on a simulated dataset with
three Gaussian distributions and ten input neurons. The positions of the colored
dots on the X-axis represent the weights of the ten neurons used in the experi-
ment. For better legibility, thresholds are represented as vertical lines of the same
color below the dots.

In addition to the weight and threshold plasticity rule above, the proposed
model implements modulation by feedback from the actor-critic layer. This is
similar to the change in Equations 5 and 6, but 𝜂𝑡ℎ and 𝜂 are scaled by temporal
difference error 𝛿 and neural trace 𝑐𝑖 . This modulation is described in more detail
in Section 3.2.

The input layer neurons can encode the real-valued vector −→𝑥 in a number of
ways. In the present work, we consider two possible configurations, as depicted
in Figure 5: a) fully connected and b) individual encoding for each input dimen-
sion, followed by an additional clustering layer. Neurons grouped within a dot-
ted rectangle represent a winner-take-all (WTA) activation mechanism, where
the neuron possessing the highest potential transmits a pulse to the succeeding
layer.
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...

𝑥1

𝑥𝑛

...

(a)

...

𝑥1

...

𝑥𝑛

...

(b)

Figure 5: Diagrams of evaluated configurations for encoding the input vector by
the first layer. (a) The input is fully connected to the neurons in the first layer
with WTA activation. (b) A group of neurons if fully connected to a single input
scalar and WTA is applied to each group separately.

Note that the configuration in Figure 5b produces multiple active neurons at
each time-step, corresponding to the size of the input vector −→𝑥 = [𝑥1, 𝑥2, ..., 𝑥𝑛].
In this case, a hidden clustering layer is used to provide a single winner neuron
for the actor-critic layer, as illustrated in Figure 7. The WTA activation permits
only one neuron from this second layer to generate a spike at any time step, thus
explicitly enforcing sparsity at the layer level. The synapses between the first
and second clustering layers are subject to the same modulation, as described
by Equations 3 to 6, replacing the input vector −→𝑥 by a larger multi-hot binary
vector, representing activations in the previous layer.

3.2. Actor-critic layer
The actor-critic layer is a neuromorphic implementation of the tabular TD(𝜆)

algorithm (Sutton, 1988). The actor is composed of𝑁𝑎 neurons, each representing
a single discrete action. When a spike is produced by a single presynaptic neuron
𝑗 , the resulting potential of an action neuron 𝑖 is equal to the synaptic value𝑤𝑖 𝑗 .
The action is then selected based on the highest potential, with the addition of
random exploration:
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𝑎(𝑡) =

argmax

𝑖

𝑤𝑖, 𝑗 , with probability 1 − 𝜖

random, with probability 𝜖,
(7)

where 𝜖 is the exploration probability. At the beginning of an episode 𝜖 is ini-
tialized at a maximum value of 1 and is then gradually decreased to a small final
value 𝜖𝑚𝑖𝑛 . The rate of decrease and the final baseline value are hyperparameters
used to balance exploration and exploitation.

In the proposed system an action can be the result of a single or multiple
neurons in the action layer spiking by using WTA activation. For instance, a
movement in two dimensions can be encoded by two independent groups of
neurons, each representing a one-dimensional action.

The value of a hidden state is represented by the weight connecting the value
neuron to the hidden layer. Two separate synaptic eligibility traces are imple-
mented for the actor and critic connections. These traces decay exponentially
over time:

−→𝑐𝑐 (𝑡 + 1) = −→𝑐𝑐 (𝑡) −
−→𝑐𝑐 (𝑡)
𝜏𝑐

, (8)

−→𝑐𝑎𝑖 (𝑡 + 1) = −→𝑐𝑎𝑖 (𝑡) −
−→𝑐𝑎𝑖 (𝑡)
𝜏𝑎

, (9)

where 𝜏𝑎 and 𝜏𝑐 are time constants for the actor and critic traces respectively.
Correspondingly, actor and critic trace vectors are denoted as −→𝑐𝑎𝑖 and −→𝑐𝑐 . Note
that −→𝑐𝑎𝑖 relates to the action neuron 𝑖 and 𝑐𝑎𝑖 𝑗 is set to one when an action neuron
𝑖 and hidden neuron 𝑗 fire at the same discrete time step.

Finally, after an action is selected, the environment provides the next obser-
vation −→𝑥 (𝑡 + 1) and reward signal 𝑟 (𝑡 + 1). Based on this feedback, the temporal
difference (TD) error is calculated as follows (Sutton & Barto, 2018):

𝛿 = 𝑟 (𝑡 + 1) + 𝛾𝑉 (𝑡 + 1) −𝑉 (𝑡), (10)

where𝑉 (𝑡) is the value of the hidden state at time 𝑡 and𝛾 is a discount parameter.
Based on the TD error, value and action weights are updated:
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−→𝑤𝑣 (𝑡 + 1) = −→𝑤𝑣 (𝑡) + −→𝑐𝑐 (𝑡) ∗ 𝜂𝑐 ∗ 𝛿, (11)
−→𝑤𝑎𝑖 (𝑡 + 1) = −→𝑤𝑎𝑖 (𝑡) + −→𝑐𝑎𝑖 (𝑡) ∗ 𝜂𝑎 ∗ 𝛿, (12)

where −→𝑤𝑣 is a vector of values, −→𝑤𝑎𝑖 are weights arriving at the action neuron 𝑖 .
Constants 𝜂𝑐 and 𝜂𝑎 are update rates for the critic and actor respectively. Finally,
weights and thresholds of clustering layers are also modulated by the TD error:

𝜃𝑖 (𝑡 + 1) = 𝜃𝑖 (𝑡) + 𝜂𝑡𝑑 ∗ Δ𝜃𝑖 ∗ |𝛿 | ∗ 𝑐𝑖 (𝑡), (13)
−→𝑤𝑖 (𝑡 + 1) = −→𝑤𝑖 (𝑡) + 𝜂𝑡𝑑 ∗ Δ−→𝑤𝑖 ∗ |𝛿 | ∗ 𝑐𝑖 (𝑡), (14)

where 𝜂𝑡𝑑 is the update rate and 𝑐𝑖 (𝑡) is the activation trace of the postsynap-
tic neuron 𝑖 . Following Equation 9, this trace is set to one each time neuron 𝑖

is eligible and decays exponentially with time constant 𝜏𝑖 . This update occurs
concurrently with unsupervised clustering described by Equations 5 and 6.

With the above update rule lower absolute TD error causes the neuron to
follow the unsupervised clustering rule from Equations 5 and 6 and illustrated
in Figure 2. Conversely, a higher positive or negative TD error signal makes the
model more likely to retain the recent feature representation. This behaviour
causes neurons to become more sensitive to regions of the input space that cor-
respond to higher absolute TD errors.

A linear track experiment is used to illustrate the role of TD-modulated clus-
tering. In this environment, the agent travels through a fixed track from position
1 to 100 and each time-step moves the agent to the right by one unit. A single
reward of +1 is provided at position 90 and once the end of the track is reached,
the agent restarts at position 1. Considering a discount 𝛾 = 0.9, the value corre-
sponding to each position is represented by a solid blue line in Figure 6. Since in
the proposed architecture, the state values are estimated from a hidden layer, a
discrete approximation of a real-valued curve is formed by the ten hidden neu-
rons. This approximation is represented by a dotted orange line and the solid
dots correspond to the weights of these hidden neurons after 500 episodes. Note
that if no TD-modulation is used, the weights would converge to a uniform rep-
resentation of the observed state-space, as depicted in Figure 6a. On the other
hand, by adding modulation through TD-error, the weights will be skewed to-
wards the states that produce the highest TD-error, which is illustrated by amore
accurate approximation of the value curve in Figure 6b.

14



(a)

(b)

Figure 6: An illustration of the role of TD-modulated clustering for a more ac-
curate value representation. Position of the colored dots on the X-axis represent
the weights of the ten neurons used in the experiment. Thresholds are omitted
for legibility.
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An overview of the proposed network is illustrated in Figure 7. In this ex-
ample, the first clustering layer is divided into groups of three neurons, each
with a WTA activation. The activation trace from this first layer is a higher di-
mensional vector than the input. Both the first and second layers implement
the FEAST clustering rule proposed by Afshar et al. (2020), as well as additional
modulation by TD error, described by Equations 13 and 14.

Figure 7: An overview of the presented network. In this example, each input
scalar 𝑥𝑖 is connected to a group of three neurons in the first clustering layer. A
WTA activation is applied independently on each group and a resulting multi-
hot vector is processed further by the hidden clustering layer. Another WTA
activation function, this time applied to the entire layer, results in a single active
neuronwhich represents a distinct hidden state. Orthogonal actions are indepen-
dently encoded by subsequent groups of neurons and the value corresponding
to the hidden state is computed based on sum of the synaptic weights. Eligibility
traces are attached to both neurons and synapses for weight and threshold mod-
ulation.

4. Experimental evaluation

The proposed architecture is experimentally compared to a classical tabular
actor-critic algorithm with eligibility traces (TAC), as well as a state-of-the-art
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deep reinforcement learning (DRL) algorithm PPO. Three classic control RL envi-
ronments from OpenAI Gym (Brockman et al., 2016) are used for this evaluation:
mountain car, cart-pole and acrobot. The sections below provide a more detailed
description of these environments and baseline algorithms.

4.1. RL environments
4.1.1. Mountain car

The Mountain car is a classic RL control problem, illustrated in Figure 8. The
environment consists of a car that is stuck in a valley between two hills. The car
has limited power and is unable to climb the hills directly. The goal of the agent
is to learn how to control the car so that it can reach the top of the hill on the
right.

Figure 8: The mountain car environment (Brockman et al., 2016).

This environment has a two-dimensional state space, consisting of the posi-
tion and velocity of the car. The position is a continuous value that ranges from
-1.2 to 0.6, while the velocity ranges from -0.07 to 0.07. The action space is dis-
crete, consisting of three possible actions: push the car to the left, push the car
to the right, or do nothing.

The reward function in the Mountain car environment is designed to encour-
age the agent to reach the top of the hill on the right. The agent receives a reward
of -1 at each time step until it reaches the goal. This penalization is added to en-
courage the agent to reach the goal as quickly as possible. Once the agent reaches
the goal, the episode ends and the agent receives a reward of 0.

This is a non-trivial problem because of the long-term dependencies involved.
The agent must learn to build up momentum by moving back and forth in the
valley before it can climb the hill on the right. This requires the agent to balance
short-term rewardswith long-term goals. Importantly, the goal state is extremely
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unlikely to be reached by chance, i.e. random exploration, within the time limit
of 200 steps.

4.1.2. Cart-pole
The cart-pole environment in OpenAI Gym (Brockman et al., 2016) is another

classic RL problem, illustrated in Figure 9. The environment consists of a cart and
a pole that is attached to the cart by a free-moving joint. The goal of the agent
is to balance the pole on top of the cart for as long as possible.

Figure 9: The Cart-pole environment (Brockman et al., 2016).

The state space of the Cart-pole environment is four-dimensional, consist-
ing of the position and velocity of the cart, and the angle and angular velocity
of the pole. The cart position and pole angle are continuous values, as well as
the respective velocities. The action space is discrete, consisting of two possible
actions: move the cart to the left or move the cart to the right.

The reward function in the Cart-pole environment is designed to encourage
the agent to balance the pole on top of the cart for as long as possible, limited
to 500 steps. The agent receives a reward of +1 at each time step while the pole
remains upright. The episode ends when the pole falls over or when the cart
moves too far to the left or right. Once the episode ends, the agent receives a
reward of 0.

The Cart-pole is a challenging RL problem because of its instability. The
agent must learn to balance the pole while also avoiding moving the cart too far
to either side.

4.1.3. Acrobot
The setup is illustrated in Figure 10 and the goal is to lift the tip of the robot to

a target level. The environment provides a six-dimensional observation consist-
ing of the sine and cosine of both joint angles, as well as the respective angular
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velocities. The second joint is weakly actuated and the system includes gravita-
tional pull. To solve this task, the agent has to consistently swing the actuated
joint, building up the energy.

Figure 10: The acrobot environment (Brockman et al., 2016).

The reward function in the Acrobot environment is designed to encourage
the agent to swing the pendulum up to a vertical position. The agent receives a
reward of -1 at each time step, as with the other environments, this encourages
the agent to reach the goal as quickly as possible. When the pendulum reaches
the goal position the episode ends and the environment provides a reward of 0.

4.2. Baseline algorithms
4.2.1. TAC

The tabular actor-critic algorithm is based on a classical TD(𝜆) reinforcement
learning algorithm used to estimate the optimal value function of an MDP, given
a set of states, actions, and rewards (Sutton, 1988). It is a variant of the TD-
learning algorithm that incorporates eligibility traces, which allow for the accu-
mulation of TD-errors over multiple time steps.

At each time step, the algorithm updates the value function estimate of the
current state 𝑠 using the TD-error 𝛿 , defined in Equation 10. This update is
weighted by the eligibility trace, which is a measure of the importance of the
state 𝑠 in the current episode.

The eligibility traces of the actor and critic tables are updated at each time
step using the decay parameters 𝜏𝑎 and 𝜏𝑐 , as well as the discount factor 𝛾 . This
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allows the algorithm to incorporate information from previous time steps into
the current update and improve the accuracy of the value function estimate.

The algorithm repeats this process for a fixed number of episodes, updating
the value function estimate and eligibility traces at each time step. The epsilon-
greedy exploration strategy is used to balance exploration and exploitation.

4.2.2. PPO
Proposed by Schulman et al. (2017), Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) is

a RL algorithm used for training policy-based models, which directly optimizes
the policy function that maps states to actions. It is a variant of policy gradient
methods, which aim to maximize the expected reward of an agent by adjusting
the parameters of the policy function.

PPO uses a surrogate objective function that constrains the change in the
policy parameters to be small so that the agent does not deviate too far from
the previous policy. This makes the training process less brittle and prevents the
agent from making drastic policy changes. The PPO algorithm uses a clipping
technique to enforce this constraint on the policy updates. At each iteration, the
algorithm computes the ratio between the new and old policy probabilities for the
observed state-action pairs and uses this ratio to compute a surrogate objective
function. The surrogate objective function is then optimized using a gradient
descent algorithm, subject to a constraint that limits the size of the policy update.

The size of the policy update is controlled by a hyperparameter 𝜖clip, which
represents the maximum amount that the policy parameters can change in a
single update. If the ratio of the new and old policy probabilities exceeds 1+𝜖clip,
then the update is clipped to a maximum value of 1 + 𝜖clip. Similarly, if the ratio
is less than 1 − 𝜖clip, then the update is clipped to a minimum value of 1 − 𝜖clip.
This helps to prevent the policy from changing too much and ensures that the
updates are consistent with the previous policy.

Analogously to the actor-critic model in the proposed network, PPO also uses
a value function to estimate the expected reward of each state.

4.3. Hyperparameters
This section presents the main hyperparameters that were found to have an

impact on each algorithm’s performance during exploratory trials. Awidely used
optimization framework Optuna (Akiba et al., 2019) is employed to iteratively
search for a good set of hyperparameters for the proposed network and both of
the baseline algorithms. More specifically, the Tree of Parzen estimators (TPE)
Bergstra et al., 2011 algorithm is used for sequential optimization. After an initial
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random exploration for 10 trials, TPE aims at choosing a set of parameters that
maximize an objective function. If a model with the same set of parameters is
evaluated more than once, the final score is an average of all the trials within this
set.

4.3.1. TAC
The tabular actor-critic baseline is optimized for 500 trials on each of the

three benchmark problems: mountain car, cart-pole and acrobot. Each trial is
composed of 1000 episodes and the optimizer aims at achieving the best average
latency at the last 500 episodes. The best-performing parameters for each of these
environments are indicated in Table 1 with letters a, b and c corresponding to
mountain car, cart-pole and acrobot, respectively.

Table 1: Hyperparameter search space for the TAC baseline. Letters indicate the
selected configuration for each environment: mountain car (a), cart-pole (b) and
acrobot (c).

Hyperparameter Search space

# of bins per dimension [5, 10(b,c), 20(a)]

𝜖𝑚𝑖𝑛 [0.01(a), 0.05(b,c), 0.1]

𝜖 decay time (# of episodes) [100, 200(b,c), 500(a)]

Discount factor [0.9(c), 0.95(a,b), 0.99]

Actor learning rate [10−3, 10−2(b,c), 10−1(a)]

Critic learning rate [10−3, 10−2(b,c), 10−1(a)]

𝜏𝑎 [1(a,b,c), 10, 20]

𝜏𝑐 [1, 10, 20(a,b,c)]

4.3.2. PPO
Table 2 presents the list of hyperparameters for the PPO algorithm, described

in Section 4.2.2. The optimization process is identical to the TAC algorithm. Due
to the sparse rewards of the mountain car problem, the PPO algorithm was not
used on this environment.
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Table 2: Hyperparameter search space for the PPO baseline. Letters indicate the
selected configuration for each environment: mountain car (a), cart-pole (b) and
acrobot (c).

Hyperparameter Search space

# of neurons in each hidden layer [64(b,c), 128, 256]

# of hidden layers [1(b), 2(c), 3]

Buffer size [1k, 2k(b,c), 4k]

Learning rate [10−3, 10−4(b,c), 10−5]

Batch size [32, 64(b,c), 128]

Discount factor [0.9(c), 0.95, 0.99(b)]

# of surrogate loss optimization episodes [5, 10(b,c), 20]

Clipping parameter 𝜖clip [0.1, 0.2(b,c), 0.4]

4.3.3. Proposed model
The proposed model shares hyperparameters with the TAC algorithm, as the

Actor-Critic part of the network is a neuromorphic implementation of this algo-
rithm. However, a different search space is selected because the proposed Actor-
Critic model does not evaluate the entire state-space of a given environment.
Rather, a hidden layer of the clustering network is used to partition the state-
space into a more compact and discrete representation.

In contrast to the baseline algorithms above, and due to the large number of
adjustable parameters in the proposed model, a hybrid optimization strategy was
adopted. The TPE algorithm was used alternatively with manual tuning, typi-
cally adjusting a few parameters at a time. The final set of optimized parameters
is presented in Table 3, with letters a, b and c indicating the hyperparameters
found for mountain cat, cart-pole and acrobot environments. Note that only the
acrobot environment benefited from a second clustering layer. Thus, an addi-
tional optimized configuration with a single clustering layer is indicated by d.
This configuration is used to evaluate the impact of the second clustering layer,
as described in Section 4.5.
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Table 3: Hyperparameter search space for the proposed network. Letters indicate
the selected configuration for each environment: mountain car (a), cart-pole (b)
and acrobot (c and d).

Hyperparameter Search space

𝜂 [10−5(a), 10−4, 10−3(b,c,d), 10−2]

𝜂 decay factor [10−3(b), 10−2(d), 10−1(a,c), 1]

𝜂 decay time (# of episodes) [100(b,d), 500(c), 1000(a)]

𝜃open [10−3(b), 10−2(a,c), 10−1(d)]

𝜃open decay factor [10−3(b), 10−2, 10−1(a,c,d), 1]

𝜃open decay time (# of episodes) [100(b,d), 500, 1000(a,c)]

# of neurons in the first clustering layer [10, 20(c), 50, 100(a,b,d)]

# of neurons in the second clustering layer [10, 20(c), 50]

𝜂𝑡𝑑 [10−3(a), 10−2(c,d), 10−1(b)]

𝜖𝑚𝑖𝑛 [0.01(a,b,c,d), 0.05, 0.1]

𝜖 decay time (# of episodes) [100, 200, 500(a,b,c,d)]

Discount factor [0.9, 0.95(b,c), 0.99(a,d)]

Actor learning rate [10−3, 10−2, 10−1(a,b,c,d)]

Critic learning rate [10−3, 10−2(c), 10−1(a,b,d)]

𝜏𝑎 [1, 5(a), 10(c,d), 20, 50(b)]

𝜏𝑐 [1, 5(a), 10(b,c,d), 20, 50]

4.4. Results
The following experimental results are obtained from ten independent runs

for each combination of an RL algorithm and a benchmark environment. A ran-
dom agent (𝜖 = 1) is also included in the experiments. The results are presented
as the average of the ten trials, with respect to each episode. Additionally, the
trial with the best latency is shown separately as a dotted line and the shaded
region indicates standard deviation, also relative to the episode.
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4.4.1. Mountain car
The Mountain car environment has two input dimensions and a sparse re-

ward. The PPO algorithm did not obtain good results on this benchmark unless
the reward signal is modified to include a continuous reward related to proximity
to the goal state. Because of this, the PPO algorithm is not included in the results
presented in Figure 11. Also due to the sparse reward, a random agent is unable
to terminate the episode before the time-out of 200 steps.

Figure 11: Average latency results on the Mountain car environment. Dotted
lines correspond to the best out of ten trials and the shaded regions represent
the standard deviation.

The proposedmodel and the TAC baseline present similar final latency values
and learning speed on average. However, a comparison of the best trials (dotted
lines) suggests that the proposed network can surpass the tabular algorithm. It
is also worth noting that the observation space of the actor-critic TAC in this
environment consists of the entire state space, discretized using 20 bins, giving
a total of 400 discrete states. Meanwhile, the proposed network employs 100
neurons for clustering the real-valued 2D input from the environment, resulting
in 100 discrete states for the subsequent actor-critic component. This reduction
in the state-space becomesmore significant in the next benchmark environments
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with higher state dimensions. It can also contribute to the faster learning rate
observed when comparing both average and best latency curves.

4.4.2. Cart-pole
The proposed model is also compared to baselines on the Cart-pole environ-

ment, as illustrated in Figure 12. Differently from the Mountain car problem, the
reward is not sparse and is proportional to the time the agent is able to keep the
pole in balance. While all three of the evaluated models are able to significantly
improve the balancing time after 250 episodes, PPO provides the most stable con-
trol over the ten independent runs. The proposed model obtains a comparable
performance to PPO on the best run and, as in the previous experiment, is better
than TAC in terms of both average and the best runs.

Figure 12: Average latency results on the Cart-pole environment. Dotted lines
correspond to the best out of ten trials and the shaded regions represent the
standard deviation.

As described in Section 4.3.3, the proposed network uses a single clustering
layer with 100 neurons, providing a reduced discrete state space for the actor-
critic network. On the other hand, the TAC algorithm uses 10 bins for each input
dimension, giving a total of 104 discrete states. While increasing the number of
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bins can result in improved performance over time, this has the drawback of
slower learning speed. Thus, the proposed clustering layer is able to provide
enough resolution in the state-space for solving the Cart-pole without requiring
a very large number of neurons.

4.4.3. Acrobot
The Acrobot environment combines a sparse reward with additional input di-

mensions, making it the most challenging of the three considered benchmarks.
On this task, the proposed network is able to achieve significantly better perfor-
mance by using two clustering layers. The first layer contains 20 neurons per
dimension, or a total of 120 neurons, with 6 active at any given time-step. The
second layer reduces this state-space to just 20 neurons in total, a substantial
reduction compared to 106 states observed by the TAC algorithm.

Figure 13: Average latency results on the Acrobot environment. Dotted lines
correspond to the best out of ten trials and the shaded regions represent the
standard deviation.

While the PPO algorithm is significantly better than the proposed one in
terms of learning speed and control precision, the proposed model is still able to
find a stable control strategy for the Acrobot problem.
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4.5. Discussion and summary
An obvious advantage of the proposed network over a tabular RL algorithm is

that the state space observed by the actor is drastically reduced. Table 4 provides
a comparison of the proposed model and the Tabular Actor-Critic (TAC) in terms
of state space requirements. The difference becomes more significant when the
number of input dimensions is increased.

Table 4: Comparison between the proposed model and the Tabular Actor-Critic
(TAC) in terms of state space requirements

Environment Algorithm State space

Mountain car Proposed 1 × 102

TAC 4 × 102

Cart-pole Proposed 1 × 102

TAC 1 × 104

Acrobot Proposed 2 × 101

TAC 1 × 106

We consider the Cart-pole and Acrobot environments for an additional abla-
tion study with the aim to evaluate the impact on the performance of the individ-
ual components of the proposed network. In order to provide a more statistically
significant set of results, each experiment consists of 30 independent runs using
a specific configuration of the algorithm. Average latency and standard deviation
are evaluated using an unpaired t-test with 95% significance.

The proposed network has two synaptic plasticity models for the clustering
layers: passive clustering that drives neurons to evenly represent the observed
state-space and TD-error modulation that encourages a denser distribution near
states with higher absolute TD-error (see Section 3.2 for more details). Each of
these components is individually disabled from the proposed model and evalu-
ated on the cart-pole environment. The average latency and standard deviation
are calculated from the last 1000 episodes of each run, once a more stable con-
trol is reached. A qualitative comparison is presented in Figure 14, while the
statistical significance analysis is based on corresponding data from Table 5.
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Figure 14: An ablation study of the proposed model on the cart-pole environ-
ment. The shaded regions represent the standard deviation.

The comparison of average latencies in Table 5 suggests that TD-error mod-
ulation plays a significant role in the performance of the network. Meanwhile,
there is no statistically significant difference between a configuration with and
without passive clustering enabled on the cart-pole environment. Interestingly,
both plasticity rules are found to be significant in the next ablation study on the
acrobot environment.

A similar ablation study on the acrobot environment is presented in Figure
15 and Table 6. However, since the proposed network for this environment has
a second clustering layer, another configuration is optimized with a single clus-
tering layer in order to evaluate the impact of this feature. Simply removing
a layer from the proposed configuration would not result in a fair comparison,
since the other hyperparameters also have to be adjusted to better fit the new
configuration. Thus, an additional optimization run with 500 trials is performed,
considering the same range of hyperparameters presented in Table 3.

Overall, each of the considered changes to the proposed architecture results
in a statistically significant drop in performance, when compared to the initial
configuration. In contrast to the previous experiment with the cart-pole envi-

28



(a)

(b)

Figure 15: An ablation study of the proposed model on the acrobot environment.
The shaded regions represent the standard deviation.
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Table 5: Average and standard deviation of the latency curve for the ablation
study on the cart-pole environment. The shaded regions represent the standard
deviation.

Configuration Average latency (std) Significant change?

Proposed 460 (52)

W/o TD-modulated clustering 332 (134) ✓

W/o unsupervised clustering 456 (56)

Static clusters 367 (132) ✓

ronment, the unsupervised clustering plays a more significant role than the TD-
modulated one.

Table 6: Average and standard deviation of the latency curve for the ablation
study on the acrobot environment

Configuration Average latency (std) Significant change?

Proposed 128 (14)

Static clusters 475 (78) ✓

Single clustering layer 183 (29) ✓

W/o TD-modulated clustering 163 (54) ✓

W/o unsupervised clustering 488 (29) ✓

Finally, the proposed neuromorphic approach is fundamentally different from
traditional deep reinforcement learning (DRL) models in term of both memory
usage and the amount of synaptic updates that are applied to the network dur-
ing learning. Firstly, while PPO and similar DRL algorithms use a large mem-
ory buffer for storing previous transitions in the environment, the current ap-
proach relies on synaptic traces. Secondly, the backpropagation algorithm re-
quires global information about the network, while in the proposed model only
local computations are applied for synaptic plasticity. Thirdly, during training
the synapses of the actor-critic network used by PPO are modified several times
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over a batch of data retrieved from the memory buffer. On the other hand, the
synaptic updates on the proposed model are performed once at each time-step
by using a broadcasted TD-error signal and eligibility traces.

5. Conclusion and final remarks

This work provides a novel neuromorphic architecture aimed at solving rein-
forcement learning problems with real-valued observations. The proposed net-
work contains clustering layers, based on earlier work by Afshar et al., 2020 and
Bethi et al., 2022, with an introduction of TD-error modulation and eligibility
traces. The impact of the main components introduced in this architecture is
evaluated in an ablation study and shown to have a significant impact on perfor-
mance.

The network’s effectiveness is assessed against a tabular actor-critic algo-
rithm with eligibility traces, as well as a state-of-the-art deep learning model,
Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO). The proposed model outperforms the tabu-
lar algorithm in terms of learning speed and accuracy consistently, demonstrat-
ing its capability to discover stable control policies for three control problems
involving 2, 4 and 6 input dimensions.

While it does not surpass the PPO-based controller in terms of optimal per-
formance, our network offers an appealing trade-off in terms of memory and
hardware implementation requirements. This is because the proposed model
does not require an external memory buffer and the synaptic plasticity occurs
online, driven solely by local learning rules and a broadcasted TD-error signal.
These aspects provide a more biologically plausible learning model, which in fu-
turemay lead tomore efficient algorithms in terms of computational andmemory
requirements.

5.1. Future work
Future research can focus on the following directions:

• Automatic parameter and architecture tuning – the experiments suggest
that the model’s performance is sensitive to the choice of several param-
eters. Future work could discover how to best apply evolutionary algo-
rithms to the problem of finding architecture and parameter set for a given
problem.

• Scalability to more complex problems – the proposed model was effective
in solving control problems with 2, 4, and 6 input dimensions. Future work
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could investigate the model’s scalability to problems with even larger in-
put dimensions. A hierarchic organization in the clustering layers is one
possible strategy for learning from an increased number of dimensions.

• Hardware implementation – the study highlighted the potential hardware
efficiency of the proposed model. Future work could focus on the actual
implementation of this architecture in hardware, and investigate its per-
formance in real-world applications.

• Population coding – the current method does not rely on population cod-
ing, which can increase the number of parameters within the network and
lead to slower learning speeds. However, more robust learning and bet-
ter scalability are potential benefits of this encoding method (Tang et al.,
2021). Future work could explore a hybrid approach that combines the cur-
rent method with elements of population coding, to potentially improve
performance without significantly increasing the number of parameters.
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