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Abstract. Reinforcement learning has achieved great success in many
decision-making tasks, and traditional reinforcement learning algorithms
are mainly designed for obtaining a single optimal solution. However, re-
cent works show the importance of developing diverse policies, which
makes it an emerging research topic. Despite the variety of diversity
reinforcement learning algorithms that have emerged, none of them the-
oretically answer the question of how the algorithm converges and how
efficient the algorithm is. In this paper, we provide a unified diversity re-
inforcement learning framework and investigate the convergence of train-
ing diverse policies. Under such a framework, we also propose a provably
efficient diversity reinforcement learning algorithm. Finally, we verify the
effectiveness of our method through numerical experiments1.

Keywords: Reinforcement learning · Diversity Reinforcement Learning
· Bandit.

1 Introduction

Reinforcement learning (RL) shows huge advantages in various decision-making
tasks, such as recommendation systems [20,23], game AIs [3,10] and robotic
controls [24,17]. While traditional RL algorithms can achieve superhuman per-
formances on many public benchmarks, the obtained policy often falls into a
fixed pattern. For example, previously trained agents may just overfit to a de-
termined environment and could be vulnerable to environmental changes [6].
Finding diverse policies may increase the robustness of the agent [16,12]. More-
over, a fixed-pattern agent will easily be attacked [21], because the opponent
can find its weakness with a series of attempts. If the agent could play the game
with different strategies each round, it will be hard for the opponent to identify
the upcoming strategy and it will be unable to apply corresponding attacking
tactics [13]. Recently, developing RL algorithms for diverse policies has attracted
the attention of the RL community for the promising value of its application and
also for the challenge of solving a more complex RL problem [7,11,4].

1 Access the code on GitHub: https://github.com/OpenRL-Lab/DiversePolicies
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Current diversity RL algorithms vary widely due to factors like policy diver-
sity measurement, optimization techniques, training strategies, and application
scenarios. This variation makes comparison challenging. While these algorithms
often incorporate deep neural networks and empirical tests for comparison, they
typically lack in-depth theoretical analysis on training convergence and algo-
rithm complexity, hindering the development of more efficient algorithms.

To address the aforementioned issues, we abstract various diversity RL al-
gorithms, break down the training process, and introduce a unified framework.
We offer a convergence analysis for policy population and utilize the contextual
bandit formulation to design a more efficient diversity RL algorithm, analyz-
ing its complexity. We conclude with visualizations, experimental evaluations,
and an ablation study comparing training efficiencies of different methods. We
summarise our contributions as follows: (1) We investigate recent diversity re-
inforcement learning algorithms and propose a unified framework. (2) We give
out the theoretical analysis of the convergence of the proposed framework. (3)
We propose a provably efficient diversity reinforcement learning algorithm. (4)
We conduct numerical experiments to verify the effectiveness of our method.

2 Related Work

Diversity Reinforcement Learning Recently, many researchers are com-
mitted to the design of diversity reinforcement learning algorithms [7,19,11,4].
DIYAN [7] is a classical diversity RL algorithm, which learns maximum en-
tropy policies via maximizing the mutual information between states and skills.
Besides, [19] trains agents with latent conditioned policies which make use of
continuous low-dimensional latent variables, thus it can obtain infinite quali-
fied solutions. More recently, RSPO [26] obtains diverse behaviors via iteratively
optimizing each policy. DGPO [4] then proposes a more efficient diversity RL
algorithm with a novel diversity reward via sharing parameters between policies.

Bandit Algorithms The challenge in multi-armed bandit algorithm design is
balancing exploration and exploitation. Building on ϵ-greedy[22], UCB algorithms[1]
introduce guided exploration. Contextual bandit algorithms, like [18,14], im-
prove modeling for recommendation and reinforcement learning. They demon-
strate better convergence properties with contextual information[5,14]. Extensive
research[2] provides regret bounds for these algorithms.

3 Preliminaries

Markov Decision Process We consider environments that can be repre-
sented as a Markov decision process (MDP). An MDP can be represented as
a tuple (S,A, PT , r, γ), where S is the state space, A is the action space and
γ ∈ [0, 1) is the reward discount factor. The state-transition function PT (s, a, s

′) :
S × A × S 7→ [0, 1] defines the transition probability over the next state s′ af-
ter taking action a at state s. r(s, a) : S × A → R is the reward function
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Table 1: Comparison of different diversity algorithms.

Method Citation Policy Selection Reward Calculation

RSPO [26] Iteration Fashion Behavior-driven / Reward-driven exploration
SIPO [9] Iteration Fashion Behavior-driven exploration
DIAYN [7] Uniform Sample I(s; z)
DSP [25] Uniform Sample I(s, a; z)

DGPO [4] Uniform Sample minz′ ̸=z DKL(ρ
πθ (s|z)||ρπθ (s|z′))

Our work Bandit Selection Any form mentioned above

denoting the immediate reward received by the agent when taking action a
in state s. The discounted state occupancy measure of policy π is denoted as
ρπ(s) = (1− γ)

∑∞
t=0 γ

tPπ
t (s), where P

π
t (s) is the probability that policy π visit

state s at time t. The agent’ objective is to learn a policy π to maximize the
expected accumulated reward J(θ) = Ez∼p(z),s∼ρπ(s),a∼π(·|s,z)[

∑
t γ

tr(st, at)]. In
diversity reinforcement learning, the latent conditioned policy is widely used. The
latent conditioned policy is denoted as π(a|s, z), and the latent conditioned critic
network is denoted as V π(s, z). During execution, the latent variable z ∼ p(z) is
randomly sampled at the beginning of each episode and keeps fixed for the entire
episode. When the latent variable z is discrete, it can be sampled from a categor-
ical distribution with Nz categories. When the latent variable z is continuous, it
can be sampled from a Gaussian distribution.

4 Methodology

In this section, we will provide a theoretical analysis of diversity algorithms in
detail. Firstly, in section 4.1, we propose a unified framework for diversity al-
gorithms, and point out major differences between diversity algorithms in this
unified framework. Then we prove the convergence of diversity algorithms in
section 4.2. We further formulate the diversity optimization problem as a con-
textual bandit problem, and propose bandit selection in section 4.3. Finally,
we provide rigorous proof for regret bound of bandit selection in section 4.4.

4.1 A Unified Framework for Diversity Algorithms

Although there has been a lot of work on exploring diversity, we find that these
algorithms lack a unified framework. So we propose a unified framework for
diversity algorithms in Algorithm 1 to pave the way for further research.

We use Div to measure the diversity distance between two policies and we
abbreviate policy πθ(·|s, zi) as πi. Vector zi can be thought of as a skill unique
to each policy πi. Moreover, we define U ∈ RN×N as diversity matrix where
Uij = Div(πi, πj) and N denotes the number of policies.
For each episode, we first sample zi to decide which policy to update. Then we
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Algorithm 1 A Unified Framework for Diversity Algorithms

Initialize: πθ(·|s, z);U ∈ RN×N (Uij = Div(πi, πj))
for each episode do

Sample zi ∼ SelectZ(U);
Get trajectory τ from πi;
Get rin = CalR(τ) and update U ;
Store tuple (s, a, s′, rin, zi) in replay buffer D;
Update πi with D;

end for

interact the chosen policy with the environment to get trajectory τ , which is used
to calculate intrinsic reward rin and update diversity matrix U . We then store
tuple (s, a, s′, rin, zi) in replay buffer D and update πi through any reinforcement
learning algorithm.
Here we abstract the procedure of selecting zi and calculating rin as SelectZ
and CalR functions respectively, which are usually the most essential differences
between diversity algorithms. We summarize the comparison of some diversity
algorithms in Table 1. Now we describe these two functions in more detail.
Policy Selection. Note that we denote by p(z) the distribution of z. We can
divide means to select zi into three categories in general, namely iteration
fashion, uniform sample and bandit selection:

(1) Iteration fashion. Diversity algorithms such as RSPO [26] and SIPO [9]
obtain diverse policies in an iterative manner. In the k-th iteration, policy πk will
be chosen to update, and the target of optimization is to make πk sufficiently
different from previously discovered policies π1, ..., πk−1. This method doesn’t
ensure optimal performance and is greatly affected by policy initialization.

(2) Uniform sample. Another kind of popular diversity algorithm such as
DIAYN [7] and DGPO [4], samples zi uniformly to maximize the entropy of p(z).
Due to the method’s disregard for the differences between policies, it often leads
to slower convergence.

(3) Bandit selection. We frame obtaining diverse policies as a contextual
bandit problem. Sampling zi corresponds to minimizing regret in this context.
This approach guarantees strong performance and rapid convergence.
Reward Calculation. Diversity algorithms differ in intrinsic reward calcula-
tion. Some, like [4,7,19], use mutual information theory and a discriminator ϕ to
distinguish policies. DIAYN[7] emphasizes deriving skill z from the state s, while
[19] suggests using state-action pairs. On the other hand, algorithms like [15,26]
aim to make policies’ action or reward distributions distinguishable, known as
behavior-driven and reward-driven exploration. DGPO[4] maximizes the mini-
mal diversity distance between policies.
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4.2 Convergence Analysis

In this section, we will show the convergence of diversity algorithms under a rea-
sonable diversity target. We define P = {π1, π2, ..., πN} as the set of independent
policies, or policy population.

Definition 1. g : {π1, π2, ..., πN} → RN×N is a function that maps popula-
tion P to diversity matrix U which is defined in section 4.1. Given a population
P, we can calculate pairwise diversity distance under a certain diversity metric,
which indicates that g is an injective function.

Definition 2. Note that in the iterative process of the diversity algorithm,
we update P directly instead of U . So if we find a valid U that satisfies the di-
versity target, then the corresponding population P is exactly our target diverse
population. We refer to this process of finding P backward as g−1.

Definition 3. f : RN×N → R is a function that maps U to a real number.
While U measures the pairwise diversity distance between policies, f measures
the diversity of the entire population P. As the diversity of the population in-
creases, the diversity metric calculated by f will increase as well.

Definition 4.We further define δ-target population set Tδ = {g−1(U)|f(U) >
δ,U ∈ RN×N}. δ is a threshold used to separate target and non-target regions.
The meaning of this definition is that, during the training iteration process, when
the diversity metric closely related to U exceeds a certain threshold, or we say
f(U) > δ, the corresponding population P is our target population.
Note two important points: (1) The population meeting the diversity require-
ment should be a set, not a fixed point. (2) Choose a reasonable threshold δ that
ensures both sufficient diversity and ease of obtaining the population.

Theorem 1. ( ∂f
∂U )ij =

∂f
∂Uij

= ∂f
∂Div(πi,πj) > 0, where i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, ..., N}.

Proof. f measures the diversity of the entire population P. When the diversity
distance between two policies in a population πi and πj increases, the overall
diversity metric f(U) will obviously increase.

Theorem 2. We can find some special continuous differentiable f that, ∃ε > 0,
s.t. ( ∂f

∂U )ij > ε, where i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, ..., N}.
Proof. For example, we can simply define f(U) =

∑
i ̸=j Uij, where ( ∂f

∂U )ij = 1.

So we can choose threshold 0 < ε < 1, then we can find ( ∂f
∂U )ij > ε obviously. Of

course, we can also choose other relatively complex f as the diversity metric.

Theorem 3. There’s a diversity algorithm and a threshold ν > 0. Each time
the population P is updated, several elements in U will increase by at least ν in
terms of mathematical expectation.
Proof. In fact, many existing diversity algorithms already have this property.
Suppose we currently choose πi to update. For DIAYN [7], Div(πi, πj) and
Div(πj , πi)(∀j ̸= i) are increased in the optimization process. And for DGPO [4],
suppose policy πj is the closest to policy πi in the policy space, then Div(πi, πj)
and Div(πj , πi) are increased as well in the optimization process. Apart from
these two, there are many other existing diversity algorithms such as [19,26,15]
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that share the same property. Note that we propose Theorem 3 from the per-
spective of mathematical expectation, so we can infer that, ∃ν > 0, j ̸= i, s.t.
Div(π′i, πj) − Div(πi, πj) > ν, where policy π′i denotes the updated policy πi.
And for k /∈ {i, j}, we can assume Uik and Uki are unchanged for simplicity.

Theorem 4. With an effective diversity algorithm and a reasonable diversity
δ-target, we can obtain a diverse population P ∈ Tδ.
Proof. We denote by P0 the initialized policy population, and we define f0 =
f(g(P0)). Then ∃M ∈ N , s.t. f0 + M · νε > δ. Given Theorem 2 and Theo-
rem 3, we define PM as the policy population after M iterations, then we have
f(g(PM )) > f0 + M · νε, which means we can obtain the δ-target policy pop-
ulation in up to M iterations. Or we can say that the diversity algorithm will
converge after at most M iterations.

Remark. Careful selection of threshold δ is crucial for diversity algorithms.
Reasonable diversity goals should be set to avoid difficulty or getting stuck in the
training process. This hyperparameter can be obtained through empirical exper-
iments or methods like hyperparameter search. In certain diversity algorithms,
both δ and P may change during training. For instance, in iteration fashion
algorithms (Section 4.1), during the k-th iteration, P = {π1, π2, ..., πk} with a
target threshold of δk. If policy πk becomes distinct from π1, ..., πk−1, meeting
the diversity target, policy πk+1 is added to P and the threshold changes to
δk+1.

4.3 A Contextual Bandit Formulation

As mentioned in Section 4.1, we can sample zi via bandit selection. In this
section, we formally define K-armed contextual bandit problem [14], and show
how it models diversity optimization procedure.

Algorithm 2 A Contextual Bandit Formulation

Initialize: Arm Set A; Contextual Bandit Algorithm Algo
for t = 1, 2, 3, ... do

Observe feature vectors xt,a for each a ∈ A;
Based on {xt,a}a∈A and reward in previous iterations, Algo chooses an arm at ∈

A and receives reward rt,at ;
Update Algo with (xt,at , at, rt,at);

end for

We show the procedure of the contextual bandit problem in Algorithm 2. In
each iteration, we can observe feature vectors xt,a for each a ∈ A, which are
also denoted as context. Note that context may change during training. Then,
Algo will choose an arm at ∈ A based on contextual information and will receive
reward rt,at

. Finally, tuple (xt,at
, at, rt,at

) will be used to update Algo.

We further define T-Reward [14] of Algo as
∑T

t=1 rt. Similarly, we define the
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optimal expected T-Reward as E[
∑T

t=1 rt,a∗
t
], where a∗t denotes the arm with

maximum expected reward in iteration t. To measure Algo’s performance, we
define T-regret RT of Algo by

RT = E[

T∑
t=1

rt,a∗
t
]−E[

T∑
t=1

rt,at
]. (1)

Our goal is to minimize RT .
In the diversity optimization problem, policies are akin to arms, and context is
represented by visited states or ρπ(s). Note that context may change as policies
evolve. When updating a policy, the reward is the difference in diversity metric
before and after the update, linked to the diversity matrix U (Section 4.1). Our
objective is to maximize policy diversity, equivalent to maximizing expected
reward or minimizing RT in contextual bandit formulation.
Here’s an example to demonstrate the effectiveness of bandit selection. In
some cases, a policy πi may already be distinct enough from others, meaning that
selecting πi for an update wouldn’t significantly affect policy diversity. To address
this, we should decrease the probability of sampling πi. Fixed uniform sampling
fails to address this issue, but bandit algorithms like UCB[2] or LinUCB[14]
consider both historical rewards and the number of times policies have been
chosen. This caters to our needs in such cases.

4.4 Regret Bound

In this section, we provide the regret bound for bandit selection in the diversity
algorithms.

Problem Setting.We define T as the number of iterations. In each iteration
t, we can observe N feature vectors xt,a ∈ Rd and receive reward rt,at

with
∥xt,a∥ ≤ 1 for a ∈ A and rt,at

∈ [0, 1], where ∥ · ∥ means l2-norm, d denotes the
dimension of feature vector and at is the chosen action in iteration t.

Linear Realizability Assumption. Similar to lots of theoretical analyses
of contextual bandit problems [1,5], we propose linear realizability assumption
to simplify the problem. We assume that there exists an unknown weight vector
θ∗ ∈ Rd with ∥θ∗∥ ≤ 1 s.t.

E[rt,a|xt,a] = xT
t,aθ

∗. (2)

for all t and a.
We now analyze the rationality of this assumption in practical diversity al-
gorithms. Reward rt,a measures the changed value of overall diversity metric
△f(U) of policy population P after an update. Suppose πi

t is the policy corre-
sponding to the feature vector xt,a in the iteration t. While xt,a encodes state
features of πi

t, it can encode the diversity information of πi
t as well. Therefore,

we can conclude that rt,a is closely related to xt,a. So given that xt,a contains
enough diversity information, we can assume that the hypothesis holds.
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Theorem 5. (Diversity Reinforcement Learning Oracle DRLO). Given a rea-
sonable δ-target and an effective diversity algorithm, let the probability that the
policy population P reaches δ-target in T iterations be 1− ϶δ,T . Then we have
limT→∞ ϶δ,T= 0.
Proof. This is actually another formal description of the convergence of diversity
algorithms which has been proved in Section 4.2. Experimental results [19,4] have
shown that ϶δ,T will decrease significantly when T reaches a certain value.

Theorem 6. (Contextual Bandit Algorithm Oracle CBAO). There exists a con-

textual bandit algorithm that makes regret bounded by O

(√
Tdln3(NT ln(T )/η)

)
for T iterations with probability 1− η.
Proof. Different contextual bandit algorithm corresponds to different regret bound.
In fact, we can use the regret bound of any contextual bandit algorithm here. The
regret bound mentioned here is the regret bound of SupLinUCB algorithm [5].
For concrete proof of this regret bound, we refer the reader to [5].

Theorem 7. For T iterations, the regret for bandit selection in diversity al-

gorithms is bounded by O
(√

Tdln3(
NT ln(T )(1−϶δ,T )

η−϶δ,T )
)
with probability 1−η. Note

that limT→∞(η− ϶δ,T ) = η > 0.
Proof. In diversity algorithms, the calculation of the regret bound is based on the
premise that a certain δ-target has been achieved. Note that DRLO and CBAO
are independent variables in this problem setting. Given 0 < η < 1, we define

η1 =
η− ϶δ,T
1− ϶δ,T

. (3)

Then we have
1− η = (1− ϶δ,T )(1− η1). (4)

The implication of Equation 4 is that, for T iterations, with probability 1 − η,
the regret for bandit selection in diversity algorithms is bounded by

O

(√
Tdln3(NT ln(T )/η1)

)
= O

(√
Tdln3(

NT ln(T )(1− ϶δ,T )
η− ϶δ,T

)

)
. (5)

The right-hand side of Equation 5 is exactly the regret bound we propose in
Theorem 7.

5 Experiments

This section presents some experimental results about diversity algorithms. Firstly,
from an intuitive geometric perspective, we demonstrate the process of policy
evolution in the diversity algorithm. Then we compare the three policy selection
methods mentioned in Section 4.1 by experiments, which illustrates the high
efficiency of bandit selection.



Study on Diverse Policies 9

(a) (b)

Fig. 1: (a) Policy evolution trajectory. We initialize three policies here, denoted
by red, yellow, and green circles on the simplex. The darker the color of the
policy, the more iterations it has gone through, and the greater the diversity
distance between this policy and other policies is. Moreover, the blue circles on
the simplex denote the average state marginal distribution of policies ρ(s). (b)
Policy evolution process. We initialize three policies here as well, denoted by red,
green, and blue dots on the simplex. The black dot denotes the average state
marginal distribution of policies ρ(s). Moreover, the contour lines in the figure
correspond to the diversity metric I(s; z).

5.1 A Geometric Perspective on Policy Evolution

To visualize the policy evolution process, we use DIAYN [7] as our diversity algo-
rithm and construct a simple 3-state MDP [8] to conduct the experiment. The set
of feasible state marginal distributions is described by a triangle [(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)]
in R3. And we use state occupancy measure ρπi(s) to represent policy πi. More-
over, we project the state occupancy measure onto a two-dimensional simplex
for visualization.

Let ρ(s) be the average state marginal distribution of all policies. Figure 1(a)
shows policy evolution during training. Initially, the state occupancy measures
of different policies are similar. However, as training progresses, the policies
spread out, indicating increased diversity. Figure 1(a) highlights that diversity [8]
ensures distinct state occupancy measures among policies.

We use I(·; ·) to denote mutual information. The diversity metric in unsu-
pervised skill discovery algorithms is based on the mutual information of states
and latent variable z. Furthermore, the mutual information can be viewed as
the average divergence between each policy’s state distribution ρ(s|z) and the
average state distribution ρ(s) [8]:

I(s; z) = Ep(z)[DKL(ρ(s|z) ∥ ρ(s))]. (6)

Figure 1(b) shows the policy evolution process and the diversity metric
I(s; z). We find that the diversity metric increased gradually during the training
process, which is in line with our expectation.
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 2: Comparison of different policy selection methods. (a) Training curves for
different numbers of policies with a fixed δ-target where δ = 0.8. (b) Training
curves for different δ-target with a fixed number of policies where N = 8.

5.2 Policy Selection Ablation

We continue to use 3-state MDP [8] as the experimental environment. Whereas,
in order to get closer to the complicated practical environment, we set specific δ-
target and increased the number of policies. Moreover, when a policy that hasn’t
met the diversity requirement is chosen to update, we will receive a reward r = 1,
otherwise, we will receive a reward r = 0. We use I(s; z) as the diversity metric
and use LinUCB[14] as our contextual bandit algorithm.

Figure 2 shows the training curves under different numbers of policies and
different δ-target over six random seeds. The results show that bandit selection
not only always reaches the convergence fastest, but also achieves the highest
overall diversity metric of the population when it converges. We now empirically
analyze the reasons for this result:
Drawbacks of uniform sample. In many experiments, we observe that uni-
form sample has similar final performance to bandit selection, but signifi-
cantly slower convergence. This is because after several iterations, some policies
become distinct enough to prioritize updating other policies. However, uniform
sample treats all policies equally, resulting in slow convergence.
Drawbacks of iteration fashion. In experiments, the iteration fashion con-
verges quickly but has lower final performance than the other two methods. It’s
greatly affected by initialization. Each policy update depends on the previous
one, so poor initialization can severely impact subsequent updates, damaging
the overall training process.
Advantages of bandit selection. Considering historical rewards and balanc-
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ing exploitation and exploration, bandit selection quickly determines if a policy
is different enough to adjust the sample’s probability distribution. Unlike iter-
ation fashion, all policies can be selected for an update in a single iteration,
making bandit selection not limited by policy initialization.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we compare existing diversity algorithms, provide a unified di-
versity reinforcement learning framework, and investigate the convergence of
training diverse policies. Moreover, we propose bandit selection under our
proposed framework, and present the regret bound for it. Empirical results indi-
cate that bandit selection achieves the highest diversity score with the fastest
convergence speed compared to baseline methods. We also provide a geometric
perspective on policy evolution through experiments. In the future, we will focus
on the comparison and theoretical analysis of different reward calculation meth-
ods. And we will continually explore the application of diversity RL algorithms
in more real-world decision-making tasks.
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