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Abstract
Decision-making is a dynamic process requir-
ing perception, memory, and reasoning to make
choices and find optimal policies. Traditional
approaches to decision-making suffer from sam-
ple efficiency and generalization, while large-
scale self-supervised pretraining has enabled fast
adaptation with fine-tuning or few-shot learning
in language and vision. We thus argue to in-
tegrate knowledge acquired from generic large-
scale self-supervised pretraining into downstream
decision-making problems. We propose Pretrain-
Then-Adapt pipeline and survey recent work on
data collection, pretraining objectives and adapta-
tion strategies for decision-making pretraining and
downstream inference. Finally, we identify critical
challenges and future directions for developing de-
cision foundation model with the help of generic
and flexible self-supervised pretraining.

1 Introduction
Human life is all about making decisions. It occurs in a wide
variety of scenarios and intelligent agents have been devel-
oped to help human with real-world decision-making tasks,
such as traffic control [Liang et al., 2019], energy manage-
ment [Nakabi and Toivanen, 2021], and drug discovery [Zhou
et al., 2019]. Dominant paradigms to train agents include re-
inforcement learning (RL), imitation learning (IL) and plan-
ning. Recent advances in these algorithms have achieved su-
perhuman performance in mastering the game of Go [Silver
et al., 2017], playing Atari video games directly from pixels
[Schwarzer et al., 2023], and autonomous control of robotic
locomotion and manipulation from sensory data [Brohan et
al., 2022]. However, traditional approaches to agent training
suffer from sample efficiency and generalization as numer-
ous interactions with the environment are demanded and the
agent is task- and domain-specific. In this paper, we argue
that self-supervised pretraining with downstream adaptation
is one way to alleviate the issues. We survey recent work
especially on multi-task offline pretraining via Transformer
[Vaswani et al., 2017] and propose future research directions
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towards general large-scale pretraining models for decision-
making.

Self-supervised pretraining has enabled large sequence
models to realize few-shot or even zero-shot adaptation in
natural language processing (NLP) [OpenAI, 2023] and com-
puter vision (CV) tasks [Bai et al., 2023]. Through pre-
training on large generic corpora or visual data (images and
videos), knowledge about the world and human society is
learned which can be utilized in various downstream task
learning with few samples so as to improve sample efficiency
and generalization. In NLP, self-supervised sequential mod-
eling using the objective of next word prediction or ran-
dom masking has produced powerful pretrained models for
text generation [Brown et al., 2020] or context understand-
ing [Devlin et al., 2018]. In CV, unsupervised contrastive
learning [Chen et al., 2020; He et al., 2020] has shown ef-
fectiveness in data augmentation to improve visual repre-
sentation learning. Recently, supervised pretraining and on-
line pretraining have made some progress in decision making
by leveraging large-scale expert demonstrations to perform
imitation learning [Reed et al., 2022; Brohan et al., 2022;
Lee et al., 2023] or involving self-supervised prediction or
skill discovery in online exploration [Pathak et al., 2017;
Eysenbach et al., 2018]. However, large-scale self-supervised
pretraining in multi-task offline settings remains a significant
research challenge.

Recent advances in self-supervised (unsupervised) pre-
training for decision-making allow the agent to learn without
reward signals and in accordance with offline RL [Levine et
al., 2020], encourage the agent to learn from sub-optimal of-
fline data. However, previous attempts at self-supervised RL
pretraining have mostly been limited to a single task [Yang
and Nachum, 2021], or performing pretraining and fine-
tuning within the same task [Schwarzer et al., 2021], which
is not generic and flexible for adapting to varieties of down-
stream tasks. Therefore, in this paper, we focus on multi-task
offline pretraining for decision foundation model where the
pretraining data is task-irrelevant and collected from diverse
environments, and the downstream adaptation concerns dif-
ferent tasks with varying dynamics or reward functions and
domains with distinct state or action spaces. In addition,
we highlight self-supervised representation learning in pre-
training for decision-making to probe what knowledge can be
learned and whether it can be transferred to solve decision-
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making tasks, despite that fully unsupervised RL training
requires learning self-supervised representation as well as
general policies via a single model [Laskin et al., 2021;
Reed et al., 2022; Brohan et al., 2022].

We first provide background on sequential decision-
making and techniques for sequential modeling and self-
supervised learning for RL (§2.1). We then propose Pretrain-
Then-Adapt pipeline to formulate the problem of self-
supervised pretraining for decision foundation model (§2.2).
Based on this pipeline, we review recent work considering
three steps: data collection (§3), self-supervised pretraining
(§4), and downstream adaptation (§5). For data collection,
we summarize environments and tasks for decision-making
pretraining and differences between pretraining dataset and
downstream data. For self-supervised pretraining, we intro-
duce tokenization strategies and pretraining objectives specif-
ically designed for decision-making tasks used in recent
work. For downstream adaptation, we categorize inference
tasks to evaluate pretraining performance and introduce two
strategies of adapting the pretrained model to downstream
inference task including fine-tuning and zero-shot general-
ization. We conclude by identifying key challenges for
general self-supervised pretraining for decision foundation
model (§6) and advocate new research methods and evalu-
ation framework for developing intelligent agents utilizing
knowledge acquired from the foundation model.

2 Problem Formulation
2.1 Preliminaries
Sequential Decision-Making
Sequential decision-making refers to the process of making a
series of decisions to achieve a goal in continuous time, based
on previous actions and observations while considering possi-
ble future states and rewards. The process can be formulated
as a markov decision process (MDP) M =< S,A, T,R, γ >,
where S is the state space, A the action space, T the dynam-
ics transition function T : S ×A× S → [0, 1), R the reward
function R : S × A × S → R, and γ ∈ [0, 1) is a discount
factor for calculating cumulative rewards. Sometimes the un-
derlying state is not accessible to the agent (e.g, an image-
based Atari game), and the process can be modified as a par-
tially observable MDP M =< S,A, T,R,O, E >, where O
is the observation space, and E(o|s) denotes the observation
emission function. Solutions to sequential decision-making
often involve RL [Sutton and Barto, 2018], which aims to
learn an optimal policy π(a|s) that maximizes the expected
discounted cumulative rewards R =

∑∞
k=0 γ

krk+1.

RL via Sequence Modeling
Conventional RL focuses on online interactions with an envi-
ronment, where an agent learns to maximize cumulative re-
wards through trial and error. The agent is able to get instant
feedback from the environment but it is sample-inefficient es-
pecially in real-world applications. Offline RL can mitigate
the issue by reusing past experiences from a static dataset.
However, due to error propagation and value overestimation,
it is challenging to train an offline RL agent via dynamic pro-
gramming. By conditioning an autoregressive model on pre-

vious trajectories containing past states, actions and target re-
turn tokens, Decision Transformer [Chen et al., 2021] formu-
lates RL as a sequence modeling problem. Such a formula-
tion draws upon the simplicity and scalability of Transformer
without the need to fit value functions or compute policy gra-
dients.

Self-supervised Learning for RL
For RL, sample efficiency and generalization are two key
properties and can be realized and improved by sufficient rep-
resentation learning. Similar to pretraining in language [De-
vlin et al., 2018] and vision [Bao et al., 2021], pretraining
on a diverse, large amount of online or offline experiences
benefits downstream task adaptation with pretrained repre-
sentation that can be generalized across domains and tasks.
Previous pretraining for RL mostly relies on expert demon-
strations [Stooke et al., 2021] for one single task [Schwarzer
et al., 2021], yet in real-world scenarios, large amount of un-
labeled and sub-optimal data (without task-specific reward)
can be collected from multiple environments and tasks. Self-
supervised learning is an effective and task-agnostic method
to learn representation from numerous unlabeled data as
shown in large language or vision model pretraining [Brown
et al., 2020; Bai et al., 2023].

Self-supervised learning for RL typically involves repre-
sentation learning of separate RL components, such as state
representation [Yarats et al., 2021], action representation
[Chandak et al., 2019], reward representation [Ma et al.,
2022], policy representation [Tang et al., 2022] and environ-
ment or task representation [Wang et al., 2023a]. However,
based on RL via sequence modeling, self-supervised learning
for RL can also be formulated as a unified sequence modeling
of various RL components, thus simultaneously learn repre-
sentation and extract knowledge concerning different aspects
of sequential decision-making processes, including temporal,
causal and dynamics information.

2.2 Pretrain-Then-Adapt
In this survey, we focus on the pretrain-then-adapt pipeline
for decision foundation model, involving self-supervised of-
fline pretraining for trajectory representation and downstream
adaptation (online or offline) using the pretrained model
based on Transformer architecture. For different decision-
making environments and tasks, a trajectory can contain dif-
ferent modality information. For example, in robotics, a tra-
jectory usually comprises of proprioceptive states, camera ob-
servations, continuous control actions, task description and
goal commands. In game, a trajectory may comprise of image
observations, discrete actions and reward scalars. Formally, a
trajectory can be denoted as

τ = (x1
1, x

2
1, ..., x

N
1 ), ..., (x1

T , x
2
T , ..., x

N
T ) (1)

where xn
t refers to the n-th modality at the t-th timestep.

Given a sequence of trajectories τ collected from agent’s in-
teractions with environments, the pretraining phase aims to
learn a representation function g : T ∈ Rn → Z ∈ Rm

(m ≪ n) to extract useful knowledge from trajectories for
downstream adaptation. The knowledge can be temporal
information about the same data modality (e.g., st, st+1),



Figure 1: Pretrain-then-Adapt pipeline for decision foundation model. Left: Self-supervised pretraining involves two basic pretraining
objectives based on Transformer architecture: next token prediction and masked token prediction. However, using different RL components,
various pretraining objectives can be proposed for pretraining decision foundation models as introduced in section 4.2. Right: Downstream
inference tasks can be roughly divided into three categories: action inference, dynamcis inference and trajectory inference. Details about each
inference task can be referred to section 5.1. Different colors denote different data modality in trajectory sequences. The grey color means
the token is masked.

causal information between different data modalities (e.g.,
st, at), dynamics information about the environment (e.g.,
st, at, st+1), and reward information about the interaction be-
tween agents and environments (e.g., st, at, rt).

During the adaptation phase, the knowledge learned by the
pretrained model can help to optimize a learning objective
fθ(z) in downstream decision-making tasks, such as the value
function V (π) or Q(s, a), policy function π(a|s), dynamics
function T (s, a, s), and reward function r(s, a). Compared
to learning these objectives from scratch in traditional RL,
using the pretrained model will improve the sample efficiency
and generalization. The relationship between pretraining and
adaptation is shown in Figure 1.

3 Data Collection
3.1 Pretraining Datasets
For pretraining, the data can be collected from single or multi-
ple environments and tasks. Recent studies [Sun et al., 2023]
show that self-supervised multi-task pretraining can be more
beneficial to downstream task learning compared to pretrain-
ing with only in-task data, as common knowledge can be ex-
tracted from diverse tasks. However, this cannot be always
true due to the severe discrepancies between pretraining tasks.
For instance, pretraining on multiple Atari games may suffer
from performance degradation in downstream game play due
to the limited visual feature sharing across the games [Stooke
et al., 2021].

We summarize the sequential decision-making environ-
ments and tasks used for self-supervised pretraining data col-
lection in recent studies in Table 1. To examine the effects of
pretraining dataset quality on the self-supervised pretrained
model for decision-making, the pretraining datasets can be
roughly divided into six categories according to the quality
of behavior policy used for data collection. Expert: demon-
strations from an expert; Near-expert: expert demonstrations
with some action noises; Mixed: transitions collected via
multiple checkpoints evenly spread throughout training of an
RL algoirthm; Weak: exploratory rollouts of an expert RL al-
gorithm; Exploratory: exploratory rollouts of an exploratory
RL algorithm; Random: random interactions with environ-
ment. In addition, to test the scalability of Transformer-based
pretrained model, the pretraining dataset can be of varying
sizes, ranging from several to tens of million transition steps
for each pretraining task.

3.2 Downstream Data
When fine-tuning the pretrained model on a specific decision-
making task, the downstream data can be online interactions
with an environment or simply a fixed offline dataset. Dif-
ferent from the large, diverse pretraining dataset where un-
labeled and sub-optimal trajectories may compose the most
of data, the downstream dataset for fine-tuning is usually in
a small size but with reward supervision or expert demon-
stration for better downstream adaptation. Additionally, the
downstream data can be in the same as or different from the



Table 1: Environments and tasks for self-supervised pretraining for decision-making.

Environment Task Continuous/Discrete Action
DMControl [Tassa et al., 2018] robotic locomotion and manipulation continuous
Atari [Bellemare et al., 2013] arcade-style games discrete
Gym MuJoCo from D4RL [Fu et al., 2020] simulated locomotion continuous
Adroit [Rajeswaran et al., 2017] dexterous manipulation continuous
Maze2D [Fu et al., 2020] goal-conditioned navigation continuous
MiniGrid [Chevalier-Boisvert et al., 2018] 2D map navigation with hierarchical missions discrete
MiniWorld [Chevalier-Boisvert et al., 2023] 3D visual navigation continuous
Dark Room [Zintgraf et al., 2019] 2D goal-oriented navigation discrete

pretraining data with respect to the domains and tasks. Gener-
ally, unseen domains and tasks during downstream adaptation
aim to test the generalization of pretrained representation.

4 Self-supervised Pretraining
In this survey, we focus on Transformer-based self-supervised
pretraining for decision foundation model. The input to a
Transformer architecture is required to be a sequence of dis-
crete tokens, such as word tokens in language or patch to-
kens in vision. In this section, we first introduce tokenization
strategies for learning trajectory tokens and summarize self-
supervised pretraining objectives for decision-making pro-
posed in recent work.

4.1 Tokenization Strategies
A trajectory dataset contains multi-modal information as
shown in Eq.1. To learn embeddings of different data
modalities, separate tokenizer is learned for each modal-
ity. In general, tokenization of a trajectory sequence com-
prises three components:(1) trajectory encoding; (2) timestep
encoding; and (3) modality encoding, to allow the Trans-
former to disambiguate between different elements in the
sequence. Trajectory encoding aims to transform the raw
trajectory inputs into a common representation space for to-
kens. There are two tokenization granularity for trajectory
embedding learning: (1) discretization at the level of data
modality [Sun et al., 2023; Wu et al., 2023]; and (2) dis-
cretization at the level of data dimensions [Reed et al., 2022;
Boige et al., 2023]. [Boige et al., 2023] has suggested that
discretization at the level of dimensions can improve pretrain-
ing performance compared to that at the level of modality,
however, the comparative experiments are conducted only on
three locomotion tasks. Timestep encoding captures abso-
lute or relative positional information. The timestep embed-
ding can be learned via a learned positional embedding layer
or a fixed sinusoidal timestep encoder. Modality encoding
allows the Transformer to distinguish modality types in the
trajectory input, which can be learned via a learnable mode-
specific encoder [Wu et al., 2023]. An illustration of tok-
enization strategies is shown in Figure 2. Effects of different
tokenization strategies need to be investigated in future work
as well as its corresponding factors.

4.2 Pretraining Objectives
To leverage large-scale offline dataset with unlabeled sam-
ples, self-supervised pretraining has achieved notable success

Figure 2: Tokenization strategies for self-supervised pretraining on
decision-making tasks. Here the raw trajectory data comprises ob-
servations and actions. Note that in-principle, the tokenization can
handle any modality.

in various domains, such as language [Brown et al., 2020],
vision [Bai et al., 2023], speech [Chen et al., 2022], and con-
trol [Yang and Nachum, 2021]. The self-supervised learning
objective is a key component during pretraining, as it allows
the model to learn the underlying structure and deep seman-
tics of the data by predicting future information or filling in
missing information. Usually, the pretraining objective is de-
signed specifically for certain domain tasks and model archi-
tecture. With Transformer which can model long-range de-
pendencies and capture temporal information from input se-
quence, self-supervised pretraining objectives can be roughly
divided into two categories: (1) next token prediction, and
(2) masked token prediction. Based on the two patterns, va-
rieties of self-supervised learning objectives are proposed for
decision-making task pretraining, as summarized in Table 2.

As shown in Table 2, the simplest pretraining objective is
to predict next action conditioned on previous trajectories and
the state or observation at current timestep. It also relies on
the least requirements for the data modality of offline pre-
training dataset. However, by conditioning on various vari-
ables contained in a trajectory sequence, the action predic-
tion can be empowered with different sources of information
in the sequential decision process, such as the reward or value
signals [Chen et al., 2021; Lee et al., 2022],next state or ob-
servation [Sun et al., 2023] and latent future sub-trajectory
information [Xie et al., 2023]. Besides learning the control
information with action as the predicted target, dynamics in-
formation can also be exploited during pretraining via state
representation learning which has been proven effective in
improving sample efficiency in many RL tasks [Yang and
Nachum, 2021]. In addition to next token prediction, ran-



Objective Loss Function Base Pattern
Next action prediction −logPθ(at|τ0:t−1, st) Next token prediction
Reward-conditioned action prediction −logPθ(at|τ0:t−1, st, Rt) Next token prediction
Future value and reward prediction −logPθ(at, R̂t, rt|τ0:t−1, st) Next token prediction
Future-conditioned action prediction −logPθ(at|τ0:t−1, st, z) Next token prediction
Forward dynamics prediction −logPθ(st|τ0:t−1) Next token prediction
Inverse dynamics prediction −logPθ(at|st, st+1) Next token prediction
Multiple proportion random masking −logPθ(masked(τ)|unmasked(τ) Masked token prediction
Reward-conditioned random mask prediction −logPθ(masked(τ)|unmasked(τ), R0) Masked token prediction
Random masked hindsight prediction −logPθ(masked(a)|unmasked(τ), aT ) Masked token prediction
Random autoregressive mask prediction −logPθ(masked(τ, aT )|unmasked(τ)) Masked&Next token prediction

Table 2: Self-supervised pretraining objectives for decision-making based on Transformer architecture. Pθ is the prediction of the pretrained
model. τ0:t−1 denotes the previous trajectories before timestep t. st is the state or observation at timestep t and at is the action at timestep t.
Rt is the return (cumulative rewards) at timestep t, while R̂t is the predicted return at timestep t and rt is the immediate reward at timestep t.
gT refers to the goal at the final timestep T , and z denotes the encoded future trajectory with the same sequence length as the input trajectory.
st+i is the state or observation at future timestep after t and before the end of sequence length T . Note that the conditional variables in each
loss function are encoded by either a causal Transformer [Brown et al., 2020] when applying next token prediction or a masked Transformer
[Devlin et al., 2018] when applying masked token prediction.

dom masking helps to understand the semantics of trajectory
data during pretraining by filling in random masked informa-
tion given context around masked tokens. [Liu et al., 2022a]
randomly mask a proportion of input trajectory data using a
randomly sampled mask ratio ranging from 15% to 95%. Be-
sides, varieties of masking schemes have been proposed in-
spired by different components in RL. Reward-conditioned
random mask prediction aims to predicted masked tokens in
input trajectory conditioned on unmasked token sequence and
the first return token. In [Carroll et al., 2022], the first return
token can be masked with probability 1/2 and all the subse-
quent return tokens are masked. Random masked hindsight
prediction [Sun et al., 2023] only learns to recover masked
action tokens conditioned on unmasked trajectory tokens and
the action at the final timestep T to capture global temporal
relations for multi-step control. In contrast, random autore-
gressive mask prediction [Wu et al., 2023] only conditions
on unmasked trajectory sequence and learns to recover the
masked trajectory tokens with a constraint that the last ele-
ment in the sequence (e.g., aT ) must be necessarily masked
to force the pretrained model to be causal at inference time.

In pretraining for decision-making, contrastive self-
prediction is another effective self-supervised objective, es-
pecially in data augmentation strategies for sample efficiency.
Different from sequence modeling, contrastive prediction
particularly learns state representation by applying a con-
trastive loss between encoded state (e.g, ϕ(st)) and target
encoded state (e.g, ϕtarget(st+i)). The parameters of target
state encoder is non-trainable and usually defined as an ex-
ponential moving average of the weights of ϕ [Stooke et al.,
2021; Schwarzer et al., 2021; Cai et al., 2023].

5 Downstream Adaptation
In the pretrain-then-adapt pipeline, a model is first pretrained
on a large-scale offline dataset containing trajectories from
various domains and decision-making tasks. Then the pre-
trained model acts as a knowledge base to provide meaning-
ful representation for downstream task learning so as to im-

prove sample efficiency and generalization when adapting to
a new task or domain. In this section, we first summarize in-
ference tasks in sequential decision-making problems during
downstream learning, and introduce two ways of downstream
adaptation using a pretrained model for decision-making: (1)
fine-tuning and (2) zero-shot generalization.

5.1 Inference Tasks in Sequential Decision-Making
Action prediction: Predict action based on various trajec-
tory information. For example, reward-conditioned action in-
ference predicts next timestep action using the returns-to-go
(RTG) information R =

∑T
k=t rk. Goal-conditioned action

inference predicts action using the goal information usually
provided in goal reaching tasks. It can be a single-goal reach-
ing task given a future state at the end of trajectory sequence
Pθ(at|τ0:t−1, st, gT ), or a multi-goal reaching task given sev-
eral goal states at random future timesteps [Liu et al., 2022a].
The multi-goal reaching task can also be seen as a variant of
waypoint-conditioned action inference[Carroll et al., 2022;
Badrinath et al., 2023] where some subgoals (or waypoints)
are specified at particular timesteps Pθ(at|τ0:t−1, st, st+i).

Dynamics prediction: Predict forward or inverse dynam-
ics based on previous or future trajectory information. For-
ward dynamcis inference aims to predict future state st+1

(and reward rt+1) based on current state st and action at
or previous state-action sequences (s0:t, a0:t. This inference
process models the environment dynamics and it is not re-
stricted to Markovian dynamics in theory. Inverse dynamics
inference aims to predict previous action at−1 (or state st−1)
based on current state st and previous state st−1 (or action
at−1). This inference process tries to recover action (or state)
sequences that track desired reference state (or action) trajec-
tories.

Trajectory prediction: Predict future or past trajec-
tories based on previous or future trajectory information.
Particularly, future inference task predicts future state-
action sequences based on previous state-action sequences
Pθ(τt:T |τ0:t−1). Conversely, past inference task predict pre-



vious state-action sequences based on future state-action se-
quences Pθ(τ0:t−1)|τt:T ).
Downstream Evaluation
The pretrained model for decision-making is desired to learn
representation of various RL components and extract knowl-
edge from the representation to improve sample efficiency
and generalization when adapting to a downstream inference
task. For example, when the inference task is action pre-
diction, a pretrained model can perform policy initialization.
When performing dynamics inference, the model can act as a
world model for model-based RL algorithms or an inverse dy-
namics model. For trajectory inference, the pretrained model
can provide sufficient trajectory representation to accelerate
the learning of traditional RL algorithms.

The performance of decision foundation model can be
evaluated from different dimensions depending on the down-
stream adaptation setting. Generally, the evaluation can be
considered from three perspectives: (1) representation learn-
ing performance; (2) generalization performance; and (3) ro-
bustness performance. For representation learning, the down-
stream inference tasks and domains are seen during pretrain-
ing, while for generalization, the downstream tasks or do-
mains are unseen during pretraining. For robustness, the
downstream tasks can be designed to test the model’s ability
of resilience to corrupted observations or environment varia-
tions. [Boige et al., 2023] evaluates the robust representation
by disabling one of eleven sensors or introducing four gravity
changes during inference.

5.2 Fine-Tuning
Fine-tuning is one way to adapt a pretrained model to a down-
stream inference task. Particularly, there are two cases de-
manding fine-tuning: (1) when the pretraining data is mixed
comprising a small proportion of near-expert data and a large
proportion of exploratory trajectories; and (2) when the pre-
training objective is quite different from the learning objec-
tive of downstream task. For example, in traditional RL, the
learning objective is to maximize the total reward for a task
specified by a reward function, whereas the self-supervised
pretraining task is usually reward-free.

Policy Learning Methods
When fine-tuning a pretrained model to adapt to a new
decision-making task, it is required to learn a new policy on
the downstream dataset using an RL algorithm, since the pre-
trained model is to provide useful representation rather than a
general policy. When the downstream dataset is in high qual-
ity, imitation learning algorithms such as behavior cloning
(BC) [Sun et al., 2023; Yang and Nachum, 2021] can be
applied whose learning objective is consistent with the ac-
tion prediction target in pretraining. When the downstream
data is an offline dataset, the pretrained model can be fine-
tuned with offline RL algorithms, such as RTG-conditioned
BC [Sun et al., 2023; Xie et al., 2023; Lee et al., 2022;
Wu et al., 2023], BARC [Yang and Nachum, 2021] and TD3-
BC [Boige et al., 2023; Liu et al., 2022a]. In online settings,
traditional online RL algorithms including SAC [Yang and
Nachum, 2021; Cai et al., 2023], DQN with forward dynam-
ics losses[Schwarzer et al., 2021] and Rainbow [Cai et al.,

2023] can be used to learn the policy for downstream infer-
ence task.

Fine-tuning Methods
When learning a new policy on the downstream dataset,
the weights of pretrained model are changed. According
to the proportion of weights changed, fine-tuning methods
can be roughly divided into three categories: (1) Entirely
fine-tuning: the whole parameters of pretrained model are
changed during downstream fine-tuning; (2) Probing: ap-
pend policy heads to the pretrained model which generate
embeddings with frozen weights and only the policy head in-
troduces new parameters. [Cai et al., 2023; Schwarzer et al.,
2021] show that in some cases freezing pretrained weights
performs better than entirely fine-tuning; (3) Parameter-
efficient fine-tuning (PEFT): introduce a limited number
of weights to the pretrained model which has seen notable
success in fine-tuning large language models, such as LoRA
[Hu et al., 2021], Prefix Tuning [Li and Liang, 2021], P-
Tuning[Liu et al., 2022c] and (IA)3 [Liu et al., 2022b;
Boige et al., 2023].

5.3 Zero-shot Generalization

In addition to fine-tuning, zero-shot generalization directly
adapts a pretrained model to downstream tasks without the
need to change or introduce any parameters to the pretrained
model. This adaptation method performs well when there
is a small gap between self-supervised pretraining objectives
and downstream inference task objective and the pretraining
data is near-expert. Typically, two strategies can be used for
zero-shot generalization: (1) Aligning the pretraining objec-
tive and downstream inference objective, and (2) Prompting
the pretrained model with demonstrations from correspond-
ing downstream task [Xu et al., 2022; Reed et al., 2022;
Laskin et al., 2022].

For example, using a random masking pretraining objec-
tive where the mask ratio varies from goal to goal, [Liu et
al., 2022a] achieves better performance on goal reaching task
compared to using the next token prediction objective. The
reason is that the masking pretraining objective naturally fits
the goal reaching scenario as the model is required to learn to
recover masked actions based on remaining states. However,
when the downstream inference task is a generation task, the
next token prediction objective can be more appropriate for
pretraining. By simply prompting the pretrained model with
a few state-action pairs of a skill (e.g., walk/stand/run), the
model can generate future trajectories in the same skill pat-
tern [Liu et al., 2022a].

6 Challenges and Future Directions

Despite the success of pretraining in deep RL [Laskin et al.,
2021; Xie et al., 2022; Wen et al., 2023], self-supervised
pretraining for decision foundation model is a relatively new
area. In this section, we discuss some main challenges and
highlight several future directions towards general large-scale
self-supervised pretraining for decision foundation model.



6.1 Pretraining
Three key components of self-supervised pretraining for de-
cision foundation model include (1) tokenization strategies,
(2) pretraining objectives, and (3) data collection. Currently,
the tokenization scheme in pretraining for decision-making
mainly borrows ideas from large language or vision mod-
els by transforming input data into token sequences. How-
ever, one difference between decision-making and language
or visual pretraining is that the input trajectory data is multi-
modality, whereas the language or visual data is single modal-
ity. A challenge then is to align different modalities, which is
also a key problem in recent multi-modal pretraining [Wang
et al., 2023b]. In addition, the tokenziation is first proposed
for language modeling as language data is naturally discrete
token sequences. However, many decision-making tasks han-
dle continuous data (e.g., continuous control tasks for robot
learning) and whether existing tokenization methods can fully
make use of the information in trajectory data need further
exploration.

Besides tokenization, the design of self-supervised pre-
training objective also depends on the form of input data as
well as the transformer architecture. The next token predic-
tion and masked token prediction have achieved notable suc-
cess in language pretraining, since the pretraining objective
can naturally align the language data and language task well.
As a result, all language tasks including translation, classifi-
cation and question-answering can be unified as a text-to-text
transfer learning [Raffel et al., 2020]. Inspired by the two pre-
trainig objectives for language modeling, multiple pretraining
objectives have been proposed for decision-making using var-
ious RL components as shown in Table 2. Some studies have
shown that using a combination of pretraining objectives can
encourage the agent to learn various aspects of environment
dynamics [Schwarzer et al., 2021] or short-term and long-
term control information [Sun et al., 2023]. However, the
relationships between these pretraining objectives are under-
explored and whether there exists a general pretraining objec-
tive for decision-making tasks remains an open question.

The size and quality of pretraining data is another impor-
tant factor for model performance. Currently, most studies on
pretraining for decision-making rely on task-relevant expert
demonstrations [Reed et al., 2022; Lee et al., 2023], show-
ing that the model scales well with higher-quality pretraining
data [Schwarzer et al., 2021]. However, in real-world scenar-
ios, it is more common to collect a large amount of unlabeled
and sub-optimal data. Additionally, in traditional online RL
setting, the agent is not required to learn from expert demon-
strations but to find an optimal policy through interactions
with the environment. Therefore, how to learn from large-
scale unsupervised sub-optimal data is a key challenge for
decision-making pretraining and future work can be explored
in reference to traditional RL algorithms such as Q-learning
or policy gradient methods.

6.2 Fine-tuning
When there is a gap between pretraining objectives and down-
stream inference objective, fine-tuning the pretrained model
can help to adapt to the downstream task. As introduced in
section 5.2, different fine-tuning methods change or introduce

parameters in different proportions. Yet the effects of differ-
ent fine-tuning methods on inference performance have been
underestimated. Future work can explore under what condi-
tions that a fine-tuning method should be considered, and the
factors influencing the fine-tuning performance, such as the
type of inference tasks, the similarities and differences be-
tween pretraining objective and fine-tuning objective, or the
downstream data structure, etc.

While fine-tuning can help the pretrained model to adapt
to a new task, it can also cause catastrophic forgetting of
the knowledge acquired from pretraining [French, 1999] as
it changes the pretrained weights due to the distribution shift
between pretraining data and downstream data. Therefore,
the capacity of continual learning [Ring and others, 1994] is
also a key challenge for pretraining in decision-making tasks.
To resolve this issue, a universal interface between different
decision-making tasks can be developed in future work to
unify distinct state and action spaces as well as a dynamic
model architecture to support continuously added features.

6.3 Downstream Evaluation
The performance of a pretrained model can be evaluated by
downstream tasks. In language or vision, downstream tasks
have been clearly defined and classified as benchmarks for
evaluation. For example, BERT [Devlin et al., 2018] has
been evaluated on eleven NLP tasks including summariza-
tion, question answering and commonsense inference. [Bai
et al., 2023] builds a large vision model and adapts to a range
of visual tasks including semantic segmentation, depth esti-
mation, surface normal estimation, edge detection, object de-
tection and colorization.

However, in pretraining for decision foundation model,
there lacks of a unified evaluation framework for fair com-
parison despite of the URLB benchmark [Laskin et al., 2021]
for online pretraining. On the one hand, downstream infer-
ence tasks are usually mixed with policy learning methods
and the distinction and relations between them are unclear.
On the other hand, evaluation metrics are used for specific
decision-making tasks, such as normalized score for games
and average return for locomotion tasks. Therefore, a prin-
cipled evaluation framework for decision foundation model
needs to be established in future work. In addition, to assess
the capabilities of pretrained decision models from different
dimensions, desired properties of the model need to be de-
fined as well as corresponding downstream tasks.
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