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Deep reinforcement learning has led to dramatic breakthroughs in the field of artificial intelligence for the past few years.
As the amount of rollout experience data and the size of neural networks for deep reinforcement learning have grown
continuously, handling the training process and reducing the time consumption using parallel and distributed computing is
becoming an urgent and essential desire. In this paper, we perform a broad and thorough investigation on training acceleration
methodologies for deep reinforcement learning based on parallel and distributed computing, providing a comprehensive
survey in this field with state-of-the-art methods and pointers to core references. In particular, a taxonomy of literature
is provided, along with a discussion of emerging topics and open issues. This incorporates learning system architectures,
simulation parallelism, computing parallelism, distributed synchronization mechanisms, and deep evolutionary reinforcement
learning. Further, we compare 16 current open-source libraries and platforms with criteria of facilitating rapid development.
Finally, we extrapolate future directions that deserve further research.

CCS Concepts: • Computing methodologies → Concurrent algorithms; Reinforcement learning; Massively parallel
algorithms; Distributed artificial intelligence.

Additional Key Words and Phrases: deep reinforcement learning, acceleration, parallel and distributed computing, large-scale

ACM Reference Format:
Zhihong Liu, Xin Xu, Peng Qiao, and Dongsheng Li. 2023. Acceleration for Deep Reinforcement Learning using Parallel and
Distributed Computing: A Survey. 1, 1 (November 2023), 34 pages. https://doi.org/XXXXXXX.XXXXXXX

1 INTRODUCTION
Since the advent of Deep Q Network (DQN)[1] in 2015 which achieved human-level control on Atari video games,
deep reinforcement learning (DRL), a powerful machine learning paradigm, has been widely investigated by
Artificial Intelligence (AI) researchers. DRL deals with training an agent to learn the optimal policy based on feed-
back from interaction with the environment. Through leveraging the power of deep learning and reinforcement
learning, there are many merits in DRL. First, DRL is able to handle high-dimensional and large state spaces.
Second, DRL has the general self-learning ability without the requirements of labeled datasets. Third, problems
that need to be solved by online computation traditionally can be solved in offline training manner with DRL.
With these merits, DRL in recent years has led to dramatic breakthroughs in game playing[2–4], robotics[5–8],
healthcare[9–11], etc.
However, with the increased complexity of the applications for DRL, more interaction iterations and larger

scale of neural network models are required. As a result, the training process becomes very computation-intensive
and thus time-consuming. For instance, it needs around 38 days of experience to train DQN on Atari 2600
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Fig. 1. The structure of the survey.

game [1] with 50 million frames. Besides, tuning of hyper-parameters is tricky and further increases the time
consumption [12].
Thus, it is intuitive to leverage parallel and distributed computing in DRL to accelerate its training process.

During the past few years, rapid progress has been witnessed in this field, resulting in a profusion of studies that
target diversified aspects and use a variety of techniques. This causes significant difficulties in understanding the
development of this field in a systematic manner.
In this survey, we collect, classify, and compare a huge body of work on DRL acceleration using parallel

and distributed computing, providing a comprehensive survey in this field with state-of-the-art methods and
pointers to core references. In particular, we analyze the primary challenges to make DRL training distributed
and demystify the details of the technologies that have been proposed by researchers to address these challenges.
This includes system architectures for distributed DRL, simulation parallelism, computing parallelism, distributed
synchronization mechanisms (backpropagation-based training), and deep evolutionary reinforcement learning
(evolution-based training). Furthermore, we provide an overview and comparison of current open-source libraries
and platforms that put parallel and distributed DRL into practice. Based on that, we extrapolate potential directions
for future work.

1.1 Related surveys
There are a number of surveys in this field that are related to ours. Arulkumaran et al. [13] provide a brief survey
on DRL algorithms, applications, and challenges. Li [14] gives a wide coverage of core elements, important
mechanisms, and applications in DRL. Wang et al. [15] present an overview of the theories, algorithms, and
research topics of DRL. Moerland et al. [16] provide the taxonomy, key challenges, and benefits of model-based
reinforcement learning. Meanwhile, many surveys targeting specific application domains have emerged in
recent years, e.g., autonomous driving[17], cyber security[18], networking[19], intelligence transportation[20],
multi-agent systems [21] and Internet of Things [22]. However, these surveys either focus on the fundamental
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theories and general technologies of DRL, or investigate DRL methods in specific domains. Few of them studies
on learning acceleration by parallel and distributed computing.

Admittedly, there are several surveys have been proposed in distributed machine learning [23–25]. It is noted
that reinforcement learning is one of the sub-branches in machine learning. These surveys, however, summarize
distributed technologies from a holistic perspective of machine learning, without in-depth discussion regarding
distributed reinforcement learning. Besides, many works have emerged on distributed deep learning training
acceleration. Mayer et al. [26] present a comprehensive investigation on challenges, techniques, and frameworks
for DL training on distributed infrastructures. Ben-Nun et al. [27] provide a concurrency analysis for parallel and
distributed DL. Tang et al. provide a comprehensive survey of distributed deep learning from the communication
perspective. Chahal et al.[28] propose a hitchhiker’s guide on distributed training for DL. However, these surveys
target at DL and have not analyzed any methods in DRL. Note that DL and DRL are different types of machine
learning paradigms, and the key difference exactly lays on the training scheme. With respect to DL, the methods
learn from supervised training datasets and seek to minimize the error between the neural network model and
the labeled data. In comparison, DRL methods require interaction with environments to generate experiences.
Based on that, DRL methods learn what actions lead to the maximum outcome. This will unavoidably cause
differences in training acceleration techniques between DL and DRL.
In particular, Samsami et al. [29] provide a brief overview of distributed DRL by introducing several key

research works in this field. No taxonomy of existing methods is presented in their work. Besides, Yin et al.
[30] propose a survey on distributed DRL for the specific field of multi-player multi-agent learning, where
agents are either cooperating or competing within the environments. In contrast, our survey takes a much more
comprehensive and in-depth view on training acceleration by parallel and distributed computing. Along with the
outlined taxonomy and literature overview, the details of key methodologies in DRL training are demystified.
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first comprehensive survey on acceleration for DRL using parallel and
distributed computing.

1.2 Structure of the survey
The structure of the survey is summarized in Fig. 1 and organized as follows.

• Section 2 provides the foundations and challenges related to our study.
• Section 3 classifies system architectures in general for parallel and distributed DRL.
• Section 4 elaborates on different simulation parallelism strategies to expose simulation concurrency.
• Section 5 analyzes computing parallelism patterns used in existing works.
• Section 6 discusses distributed synchronization mechanisms for backpropagation-based distributed training
methods.

• Section 7 explores technologies of deep evolutionary reinforcement learning for evolution-based distributed
training methods.

• Section 8 compares current open-source libraries and platforms that put parallel and distributed DRL into
practice.

• Section 9 gives concluding remarks and highlights future directions that deserve further research.

2 BACKGROUND
Deep reinforcement learning (DRL) integrates deep learning (DL) and reinforcement learning (RL), where DL is
leveraged to perform function approximation in RL. Thus, the basic knowledge of DRL and current distributed DL
training development lay a foundation for parallel and distributed DRL. This section will discuss the foundations
related to this work, and analyze its challenges to motivate this study.
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Fig. 2. The semantics of deep reinforcement learning.

2.1 Preliminaries of deep reinforcement learning
Formally, DRL can be modeled as a Markov Decision Process (MDP). More specifically, at each time step 𝑡 , the
DRL agent receives a state 𝑠𝑡 ∈ S and makes its action decision 𝑎𝑡 ∈ A according to a distribution called policy
𝜋 (𝜃 |𝑠𝑡 ), where S and A are the state space and action space, respectively. The policy is basically modeled by a
neural network with parameters 𝜃 . After the action execution, the agent receives a reward 𝑟𝑡+1 and transitions
to the next state 𝑠𝑡+1 according to the reward function 𝑅(𝑠𝑡 , 𝑎𝑡 , 𝑠𝑡+1) and transition distribution 𝑃 (𝑠𝑡+1 |𝑠𝑡 , 𝑎𝑡 ),
respectively. The return starting from time 𝑡 to the end of the interaction is defined by 𝐺𝑡 =

∑∞
𝑖=0 𝛾

𝑖𝑟𝑡+𝑖 , where
𝛾 ∈ [0, 1] is the discount factor. The semantics of DRL are illustrated in Fig. 2. DRL agents interact with the
environment to collect experience data, which is usually denoted by (𝑠𝑡 , 𝑎𝑡 , 𝑠𝑡+1, 𝑟𝑡+1). Based on experience data,
the agent is trained to learn an optimal policy for maximizing the return by updating the parameters 𝜃 of the
neural network.
DRL can be classified to model-based and model-free. In model-based variants, the transition and reward

models (also named MDP dynamics) are known or learned first. Then the policy optimization is based on the
models. There are mainly two categories in model-based DRL [16]. First is model-based DRL with a learned model.
This category of methods learns both the model and the global policy. Examples are Dyna-style algorithms
such as MB-MPO[31] and ME-TRPO[32]. These algorithms learn the model through data from interaction with
environments. Then model-free algorithms are utilized to learn the global policy based on the data generated
by the learned model. Second is model-based DRL with a known model. This category of methods plans over a
known model, and only performs learning for the global policy. Examples are dynamic programming[33] and
Monte-Carlo tree search based algorithms (AlphaZero[3]).

In contrast, model-free DRL follows trail-and-error patterns and learns the policy directly. Basically, there are
mainly three categories inmodel-free DRL. First is value-based methods. This category learns a value function that
represents the expected return for being in a state or taking an action in the state, e.g., 𝑉𝜋 (𝑠) and 𝑄𝜋 (𝑠, 𝑎). Then
an optimal policy can be obtained based on the value function. Value-based methods are suited for discrete action
spaces and deterministic policies. Second is Policy-based methods. This category learns the policy directly and
extracts actions according to the policy. Since the policy is actually a distribution of possible actions, continuous
action spaces, and stochastic policies can also be learned. Compared to value-based methods, policy-based
methods have better convergence properties. However, high variance and sample inefficient are common issues
in policy-based methods. Third is Actor-critic based methods, which integrates the merits of value-based and
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policy-based methods. Two separate neural networks are used in the architecture, named actor and critic. The
actor learns the optimal policy and chooses the action by using the policy-based methods. The critic evaluates
the selected action through the value-based methods. Due to the superiority in performance, actor-critic based
methods have become more and more popular in recent years, e.g., PPO[34], SAC[35] and TD3[36].
Alongside supervised learning and un-supervised learning, reinforcement learning performs optimization

based on the experiences collected from interacting with uncertain environments. Finding a balance between
exploration (to discover new features about the world) and exploitation (to utilize what it knows) is fundamental
to the efficiency of reinforcement learning methods. Meanwhile, according to the uniformity of the behavior
policy and the target policy, DRL algorithms can be divided into on-policy and off-policy. Here, the behavior
policy represents the policy used to generate the training data by interaction, while the target policy refers to the
policy that needs to be learned. More specifically, in off-policy learning, the behavior policy and the target policy
are different. The goal of the off-policy learning is to learn the target policy by using the training data generated
by the behavior policy. This has many benefits such as learning from demonstration, continuous exploration,
and better sample utilization. However, it suffers from convergence and stability issues [37, 38]. In comparison,
the behavior policy and the target policy are the same in on-policy learning. As a result, better stability can be
achieved in learning but sacrificing sample efficiency[35].

2.2 Distributed training for deep learning
In recent years, distributed training acceleration for deep learning has become a hot research topic and various
methods have flourished in this field. Due to the tight connection between DL and DRL, knowledge and progress
of distributed DL methods play a foundational role in parallel and distributed DRL. Basically, there are mainly
three parallelism schemes of training acceleration for deep learning: data parallelism, model parallelism, and
pipeline parallelism.
Data parallelism [39–43] is the first proposed and the most common parallelism schemes. It partitions the

training dataset (samples) into multiple subsets and dispatches them to multiple workers (e.g., compute nodes
and devices). Each worker maintains a replica of the entire neural network model along with its local parameters.
During training, each worker processes its subset of data independently and synchronizes parameters or gradients
of themodel across different workers either in a synchronous or asynchronousmanner. This is themain parallelism
scheme utilized in distributed DRL. Details can be found in Section 6.

Model parallelism [44–47] slices the neural network model into disjoint partitions and assigns them to multiple
workers for computation. Compared to data parallelism, the computations between workers are no longer
independent. Neurons with connections across workers require data transfers before continuing the computation
to the next layer. Due to the high computation dependency in neural networks, model parallelism is non-trivial
for accelerating the training [48]. The main advantage of model parallelism is making training a large model,
which cannot fit into the memory of one node, become possible.

Pipeline parallelism [49–52] divides the neural network model into stages (consisting of consecutive layers)
and assigns the stages to different workers. Each worker performs the computation of its stage for microbatches
of samples one by one in a pipeline fashion. This scheme can significantly improve parallel training throughput
over the vanilla model parallelism by fully saturating the pipeline. Basically, pipeline parallelism is a special form
of model parallelism.

Combining these parallelism schemes therefore giving full play to their respective advantages is a promising
direction[53–59]. Krizhevsky et al. [53] propose a hybrid scheme of using data parallelism for convolutional
layers and model parallelism for densely-connected layer. Wu et al.[54] propose to make use of data and model
parallelism to accelerate the training of recurrent neural networks. Rasley et al. propose ZeRo [57], a parallelized
optimizer based on model and data parallelism, which can train large models with over 100 billion parameters.
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Park et al. propose HeiPipe[58] that combines pipeline parallelism with data parallelism for training large deep
networks.

2.3 Challenges of parallel and distributed training for DRL
Although above distributed training methods can serve as good references for training acceleration in DRL,
copying these methods to DRL directly is infeasible. That is because there are differences in training schemes
between DL and DRL. DL trains from supervised training datasets and seeks to minimize the error between the
neural network model and the labeled data. In comparison, DRL does not have labeled data. It learns an optimal
policy that leads to the maximum outcome through interacting with the environment. This will unavoidably
cause differences in training acceleration between DL and DRL and trigger requirements of new techniques and
methodologies. Overall, the challenges of parallel and distributed training for DRL can be summarized as follows.

• Training DRL agents in parallel is a complex and dynamic problem that many components, such as actors,
learners, and parameter servers, need to operate cooperatively. How to organize the architecture of these
components and allocate the training tasks among them so as to maximize the system throughput is a
challenging problem[60, 61].

• Requiring to interact with environments (mostly simulated) to generate training samples is a distinguished
feather of DRL. Training DRL agents for complex applications often need millions or even billions of
experience samples. How to parallel simulations so as to increase the sample efficiency is demanding
[62, 63].

• The workloads in distributed DRL training are heterogeneous, which may cause data movement across
devices even nodes frequently. This will degrade the overall throughput and computation efficiency. How to
saturate the computation resources by using different hardware architectures and corresponding computing
parallelism techniques accordingly is challenging[64].

• Since the parallel learning machines may process at different speeds in a heterogeneous environment,
obsolete gradients exist and can have a large impact on stability and convergence in training. How to
aggregate the gradients and synchronize the model maintained in parallel workers is also non-trivial[65].

• The essence of dominant training technology in distributed DRL is stochastic gradient descent based on
backpropagation. However, this technology still suffers from local optima and expensive computational
cost [66]. How to exploit other optimization or search techniques in DRL to enable more sufficient training
is desired.

In addressing these challenges, a profusion of studies have been proposed in the field of DRL acceleration using
parallel and distributed. There is a necessity to collect, classify, and compare these studies in a structured manner,
thereby facilitating researchers understanding the development of this field. In the following sections, we survey
the research for parallel and distributed DRL training and demystify the details of the key technologies. This
includes system architectures for distributed DRL, simulation parallelism, computing parallelism, distributed
synchronization mechanisms (backpropagation-based training), and deep evolutionary reinforcement learning
(evolution-based training). In addition, we provide an overview and comparison of current open-source libraries
and platforms that put parallel and distributed DRL into practice.

3 SYSTEM ARCHITECTURES FOR DISTRIBUTED DRL
Training DRL agents in parallel is a system engineering problem that many components need to operate
cooperatively. Taking a panoramic view of the parallel and distributed DRL acceleration frameworks that
bloomed in recent years, four components can be abstracted in the general case:

• Actor : is in charge of interacting with the environment, including performing the actions obtained according
to the policy, getting information such as observations and rewards, and producing experience data.
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(a) Centralized architecture (b) Decentralized architecture

Fig. 3. Comparison of centralized and decentralized architectures for parallel and distributed training in DRL.

• Learner : collects or samples the experience data, and computes the gradients for updating the model. Since
the gradient computation is usually based on a batch of experiences, high speed hardware like GPU is
commonly used in Learners.

• Parameter Server : Maintains the up-to-date parameters of neural network models for Actors or Learners.
Note that in some approaches (e.g., APE-X[67] and R2D2[68]), the job of the parameter server is concurrently
taken by the Learner.

• Replay memory: Stores the experience data produced by Actors. This exists in cases of off-policy reinforce-
ment learning, e.g., Gorila[69], Ape-X[67], R2D2[68], etc.

According to the organization of these components, we classify the parallel and distributed training architectures
for DRL into two classes: centralized and decentralized architectures.

3.1 Centralized architecture
In the centralized architecture, there is a center that maintains the global model of the neural network for learning.
Learners optimize the global model by computing gradients based on the experiences from Actors. Both Learners
and Actors synchronize their local model from the global model in some period or steps. Compared to Actors
who usually have a large scale, the number of Learners can be one or many. We abstract the general form of the
centralized architecture as shown in Fig. 3(a). The global model is either maintained by the Parameter Server or a
Learner. More specifically, if there are multiple Learners in the architecture, the Parameter Sever serves as the
center for updating the global model and distributing it to Actors and Learners. Therefore, the star communication
topology is constructed in the centralized architecture. In any event, since a large number of workers as well as
iterations could be involved in distributed DRL training, the bottleneck of the center node will have a strong
impact on the training scalability.
Silver et al. [69] propose a massively distributed method for the DQN named Gorila (General Reinforcement

Learning Architecture). To the best of our knowledge, this is one of the pioneering works in the area of distributed
training for DRL. Gorila is based on the centralized architecture and consists of four components: Actors, Learners,
the Parameter Server, and the Replay Memory, as shown in Fig. 4(a). The center of Gorila is the Parameter Server,
which is in charge of updating and distributing the network parameters. There can be many Actors and Learners
in Gorila. Each Actor has a replica of the Q network and is responsible for generating experiences to the Replay
Memory through interacting with the environment. Each learner also has a replica of the Q network and is in
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(a) Gorila[69] (b) APE-X[67] (c) A3C[70]

(d) IMPALA[61] (e) rlpyt[71] (f) DD-PPO[72]

Fig. 4. Architectures of current parallel and distributed DRL methods.

charge of producing the gradients to the parameter server based on the experiences from the Replay Memory.
With the help of parallel Actors and Learners, Gorila can significantly improve the training performance for
DQN, reaching a reduction of ten times in training duration on most games of Atari.
Some variants over Gorila have also been proposed to further improve the performance. Horgan et al. [67]

propose a distributed method in centralized architecture for DQN with prioritized experience replay named APE-
X. Rather than sampling uniformly in Gorila, APE-X focuses on learning the prioritized experiences with larger
absolute temporal difference (TD) errors, as shown in Fig. 4(b). Further, a distributed method named Recurrent
Replay Distributed DQN (R2D2)[68] is proposed based on APE-X, which imports the recurrent neural network
(LSTM) in training to achieve better performance in the partially observed environment. These two methods
are based on a similar architecture to Gorila. However, only one Learner is used in these two methods, which
is running on a GPU. By doing this, the Learner can exploit batch computing advantages of GPU for gradient
computation compared to Gorila. Besides, they leverage the single Learner to maintain the latest parameters
instead of the Parameter Server.
Unlike Gorila which is for off-policy learning, Minh et al. [70] propose a new type of distributed training

method named A3C for on-policy learning. The architecture of A3C is shown in Fig. 4(c). We can see that A3C is
based on a centralized architecture. Different from the aforementioned methods, A3C does not utilize the Replay
Memory. Instead, A3C leverages the parallelization of Actors to enrich the diversity of environmental interaction
experiences and accumulates updates over multiple steps to improve the stability of learning. Besides, the Actor
and Learner are encapsulated together in an actor-learner thread. Further, although there is no Parameter Server,
a global network is also maintained on a worker, which is considered as the center of the architecture. Each
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actor-learner thread sends accumulated gradients to and obtains the latest network parameters from the global
network.

3.2 Decentralized architecture
In the decentralized architecture, there is no central node that maintains the global model. Basically, more than
one Leaner are deployed. Each Learner not only computes the gradients based on the experiences from the
corresponding Actors, but also obtains the gradients from other learners. Then, each Learner updates its model
by aggregating all the gradients. Here, All-reduce [73, 74] distributed communication mechanism is utilized to
aggregate the gradients, which generally requires a fully connected communication topology for parallel workers.
Other than interacting with environments and producing the experiences, Actors update the parameters from
Learners. We abstract the general form of the decentralized architecture as shown in Fig. 3(b). Compared to
the centralized architecture, by using multiple Learners to aggregate the gradients and maintain the model, the
decentralized architecture removes the communication congestion on the Parameter Server [74].
A decentralized architecture of multiple learners with importance weighted is proposed in IMPALA [61].

In IMPALA, actors utilize CPU cores to interact with the environment, while learners are deployed on GPUs
to give play to the gradient computation. To maintain the latest model in the whole system, gradients are
aggregated across multiple learners synchronously and actors obtain the latest parameters from learners. Stooke
et al. [71, 75] propose an acceleration method of utilizing multiple GPUs for DRL named rlpyt, which is based
on the decentralized architecture. There are multiple Learners in the architecture. Each of them is running
on a GPU and is in charge of data sampling and model inference. Besides, All-reduce is performed in each
iteration to aggregate the gradients so as to keep the model in every Learner identical. This method has many
variants that are applied with different DRL algorithms including A3C, PPO, DQN, etc. A similar architecture
is adopted in DD-PPO[72], which is also decentralized and leverages multiple GPUs. Other than the method
in [75] that synchronizes the models of different GPUs in one machine, DD-PPO extends the architecture across
many machines and has better scalability. Similar to A3C[70], DD-PPO encapsulates the work of the Actor and
Learner together in a worker. In this way, each worker alternates the workloads of experience collection, gradient
aggregation, and optimization to achieve better resource utilization.

3.3 Discussion
These two classes of architectures are commonly used in recent studies. In the centralized architecture, it is
known that the central node may encounter communication congestion that limits the scalability of distributed
training [23]. However, its merits on synchronization efficiency and realization simplicity are non-negligible.
This is because the global updated model is maintained in a central node, from which all workers can easily
obtain and keep consistent. In the decentralized architecture, the scalability issue is relieved by eliminating the
single-point issue. Nevertheless, the models optimize separately and need to be synchronized through assembling,
which may incur convergence latency and communication overhead [74].

Overall, there aremany open issues and emerging topics from the perspective of the learning system architecture.
Firstly, the question of whether Actors should conduct model inference to derive actions remains unresolved. In
scenarios where Actors are tasked with model inference, Actors need to maintain the up-to-date copy of the
model, obtain the actions through model inference, and transfer the experiences after environment interaction
(e.g., IMPALA shown in Fig. 4(d)). Conversely, in other approaches, Actors focus on the interaction with the
environment and give up the work of model inference (e.g., rlpyt shown in Fig. 4(e)). Instead, Learners obtain the
actions through model inference and transfer them to Actors. Both paths of solutions have two sides. The former
path takes full advantage of computational capacities in Actors to share the responsibilities of model inference.
However, frequent model update requests from many Actors will significantly decrease the learning efficiency of
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Learner [76]. The latter path reduces the overhead of model synchronization among Actors and Learners, but it
may incur latency on transferring actions and experiences [77].
Besides, unlike the typical design of the system architecture where Actor and Leaner are the two types of

distributed workers, some methods innovatively extend the workers to fine-grained types. For example, there are
Actor worker, Policy worker, and Trainer in [78]. The Actor worker is responsible for environment interaction, the
Policy worker takes charge of policy inference, and the Trainer is in charge of model learning. The main purpose
of this design is to increase computational efficiency by allocating different workers to different computing
nodes that suit their tasks, e.g., CPU, GPU or TPU nodes. A similar design can be found in SampleFactory [60],
where there are Rollout worker, Policy worker, and Leaner for the fine-grained types of parallel workers. Also, Li
et al. [79] refines the workers to Actor, V-learner, and P-learner for data collection, value learning, and policy
learning, respectively. Since there is a model learning job for Dyna-style model-based DRL, Zhang et al. [80]
refine the parallel workers to Data Collection Worker, Model Learning Worker, and Policy Improvement Worker in
their asynchronous model-based training method.

Furthermore, as previously discussed, the centralized architecture adheres to a star communication topology,
whereas the decentralized architecture employs a fully connected communication topology. Each of these solutions
carries its own drawbacks, such as the single point of failure in the centralized architecture and the increased
synchronization overhead in the decentralized one. To achieve a better trade-off, Assran et al. [81] propose
gossip-based Actor-Learner architecture where parallel workers are organized in a peer-to-peer communication
topology. Gossip [81, 82] communication mechanism is used to exchange the model update in this method. Each
parallel worker only communicates with its neighbors, and does not need to communicate with everyone else.
The theoretical proof is given that the parallel workers’ models are guaranteed to remain within 𝜖 − 𝑐𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑒 during
training. Experiments also show that this architecture achieves competitive performance compared to A3C[70]
and IMPALA[61]. Similarly, Sha et al. [83] propose distributed asynchronous policy evaluation based on directed
peer-to-peer networks, allowing each parallel worker to update its value function locally by using data transferred
from its neighbors.

4 SIMULATION PARALLELISM
Requiring to interact with the environment to collect training samples is one of the main differences between
DRL and DL. Simulations that simulate realistic environments are widely used to reduce training cost and time,
especially for physics-based applications, e.g., robotics and autonomous driving. There are many simulation
platforms that are popular in DRL training, e.g., OpenAI Gym, MoJoCo, Surreal, Unity ML, Gazebo, and AirSim.
Basically, the computations in simulations (e.g., physics calculation, rewards calculation, and 3D rendering) are
involved in each step of training iteration. As the size of experiences increased for training complex applications,
the simulation efficiency becomes more and more important in the training acceleration. For instance, 2.5 billion
frames of experience are needed for PointGoal navigation in 3D scanned environments[72]. How to parallel
simulations so as to increase the sample efficiency is challenging. To this end, many approaches have been
proposed. According to existing reinforcement learning literature, there are mainly two simulation parallelism
strategies.

4.1 Distributed simulation based on CPU clusters
Many simulation platforms in use today are run on CPUs for many existing DRL methods in training, e.g., Atari
in [1, 70, 84, 85], MoJoCo in [36, 86–88] and OpenAI Gym in [73, 89, 90]. A straightforward strategy for training
acceleration is employing a cluster of CPUs to execute a number of instances of the environment in a distributed
manner, where each instance normally runs on a process or a thread. Based on this, the experience data used
for training can be generated at a higher speed. Besides, the experience data can also be more diversified by
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(a) CPU simulation parallelism pipeline (b) GPU simulation parallelism pipeline

Fig. 5. Comparison of two simulation parallelism pipelines. (a) The intermediate data needs to be copied from CPUs to GPUs
back and forth during training in CPU simulation parallelism pipeline. (b) GPU simulation of zero-copy enables directly
accessing to simulation results in the GPU buffers and keeps all of the computations on the GPU. [62]

importing stochastic or using different policies when interacting with different instances of the environment.
This strategy is adopted by many existing parallel and distributed DRL training methods such as Gorila [69],
A3C [70], APE-X [67] and IMPALA [61], and yields impressive results. For example, in APE-X, approximately
50K environmental frames per second (FPS) can be generated by using 360 actor machines; each actor runs an
instance of the environment by a CPU core.

Nevertheless, the scaling of these distributed simulation methods is determined by the number of CPU cores in
the system. As the number of CPU cores and nodes in the cluster increases, potential overhead may be incurred
in communication across nodes [91, 92], synchronization [72, 93] and resource allocation [94, 95]. Furthermore,
as GPUs are commonly used in neural network computations, a combination of CPUs and GPUs is popular in
most of the DRL researches. In this case, additional context-switching overhead would be introduced, as shown
in Fig. 5(a). That is because intermediate data needs to be copied from CPUs to GPUs back and forth during
training in this case. It is noted that simulation is only one part of the training platform. After a simulation step
in the environment, the next state and a reward need to be computed. When using GPUs for neural network
computations, the experience data (e.g., the next state and rewards) needs to be transferred from system memory
to GPU memory for neural network inference. Then, actions are produced and need to be copied again to system
memory for CPUs to perform the simulation step.

4.2 Batch simulation based on GPUs/TPUs
In view of the limitations of CPU simulations on a large-scale, researchers have been committed to developing
batch simulation methods based on specialized hardware architectures such as GPUs or TPUs. Liang et al. [96]
propose a GPU-accelerated RL simulator to parallel the simulations, which can achieve thousands of humanoid
robots concurrently simulated and generate 60K environmental frames per second in a single machine with
one GPU and CPU. With the batch simulation framework, the humanoid robots can be trained to run in less
than 20 minutes while using 1000 × less CPU cores compared to previous works [97]. While relying on GPU to
perform most of the simulation computations, this method still requires CPUs to perform tasks of getting state
and applying controls. The performance of this method is also bounded by CPU-GPU communication bandwidth.
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Therefore, zero-copy batch simulation that eliminates CPU-GPU communication has become a hot research
topic in the field. Dalton et al. [94] propose a CUDA Learning Environment named CulE to support GPU emulation
for Atari. CuLE enables the Atari simulation to run directly within GPU memory, thereby eliminating off-chip
communications that previousmethods endured [96]. Up to 155K FPS in emulation only is achievedwhen emulated
by CuLE with 4096 environments in parallel by 1 GPU. Further, other than targeting at 2D Atari simulation,
Shacklett et al. [98] propose a large batch simulation method for 3D environments (PointGoal navigation). This
method bundles a large batch of requests for simulations and processes one entire batch at once. The key idea is
to amortize the costs of simulation computation, synchronization, and communication across a batch of requests.
Similarly, Makoviychuk et al. [62] propose a high performance robotics simulation platform named Isaac Gym
for a variety of robotics environments. Isaac Gym offers a Tensor API that grants direct access to simulation
results stored in GPU buffers, ensuring that all computations remain within the GPU. In this way, the bottleneck
of off-chip communication between CPUs and GPUs can be eliminated, as shown in Fig. 5(b). Isaac Gym enables
thousands of environments simulated on a single GPU and achieves up to 300× improvement in the training time
over previous work [99].

Besides, Freeman et al. [100] from Google Research propose an open-source library named Brax for large-scale
rigid body simulation by using TPUs. Brax enables simulation computation and RL optimizer performed together
on the same TPU. The experiment results show that Brax can achieve hundreds of millions of steps per second
for MujoCo-ant on a TPUv3 8×8 accelerator.

4.3 Discussion
Currently, using a combination of CPUs and GPUs in DRL training is the mainstream in the field. CPUs are used
to simulate the environments and perform environmental interaction, while GPUs are used to perform neural
network inference as well as weights update. Hence, CPU-GPU communication is an unavoidable performance
bottleneck. To this end, zero-copy simulation that contains all the computation in GPUs or TPUs is one of the
significant research directions for highly efficient simulations. This provides an alternative way of simulation
parallelism, with no requirement of accessing to CPU clusters which most researchers find hard to get. Besides,
different from previous works that run each environment instance in the individual simulation, sharing scenes
with other robots in a simulation is an effective way to take advantage of batch parallelism and maximize the
throughput [62, 96, 98]. Since texture and geometry objects tend to be large in size, naively loading these objects
for every environment is unaffordable for GPU memory. For instance, Liang et al. [96] loads all agents (and
task-related objects) in the same simulation. Shacklett et al. [98] maintain 𝐾 ≪ 𝑁 unique scenes in GPU memory,
where 𝑁 is the number of parallel environments in a batch.

Transferring the learned policies from simulation to reality is an essential demand for many real-world
applications. Simulation-to-reality (Sim-to-real) is a topic of much interest. One straightforward strategy is to
build a realistic simulator that can perfectly replicate the reality. Hence, the learned policies can be directly
applied in real-world environments. This is referred as the zero-shot transfer. In recent years, the zero-shot transfer
has been successfully demonstrated in several domains. Andrychowicz et al. [6] transfer learned policies for
dexterous in-hand manipulation to physical robots by performing training entirely in simulation. Rudin et al. [101]
demonstrate sim-to-real transfer for quadrupedal robots by using massively parallel DRL. Loquercio et al. [102]
achieve the zero-shot transfer for high-speed UAV navigation while some realistic scenarios that were never
experienced during training in simulation. The techniques for enabling seamless transfer in these approaches
can be summarized as follows. First, add realistic sensor noise to the observations. Second, randomize physical
properties in simulations such as friction coefficients and dynamics of objects. Third, learn with disturbances
such as pushing the robot randomly and adding noise to rewards during training.
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5 COMPUTING PARALLELISM
Other than simulation, intensive computing workloads are unavoidable in DRL training e.g., network inference,
backpropagation, and evolutionary computation (see Section 7). As a result, computing parallelism techniques
are widely utilized to speed-up computations in DRL training. There are mainly three ways in the literature:
cluster computing, single machine parallelism, and specialized hardware architectures (i.e., GPUs, FPGA, TPUs)
acceleration.

5.1 Cluster computing
Cluster computing usually includes multiple machines working together to perform computation-intensive or
data-intensive tasks. Those machines are also called ‘nodes’ and inter-connected by a high-speed local network.
Since the computing resources in individual nodes are relatively constrained, integrating the resources of multiple
nodes is a straightforward and effective way for acceleration of large-scale processing. In the early days when
deep neural networks were not widely used in reinforcement learning, the classic cluster computing framework
(i.e., MapReduce [103]) has been applied to reinforcement learning for acceleration [104]. This method distributes
the computation in the large matrix multiplication for Markov decision process (MDP) solutions such as policy
evaluation and iteration. Considering the inadequacy of MapReduce for iterative computation involved in neural
network training, Dean et al. propose DistBelief[44] to utilize clusters of machines in training and inference for
large-scale deep networks. However, this method targets deep network training, which is different from that
of DRL. To this end, one of the earliest works on parallel and distributed DRL, Gorila [69], is proposed. Gorila
utilizes a cluster of machines to achieve an order of magnitude of reduction in training time than single-machine
training. To the best of our knowledge, this is the enlightenment work that many methods, such as Ape-X[67],
IMPALA[61], and R2D2[68], spring up in this direction. From the evolution of related works, we can see that
cluster computing is roughly a standard mode of accelerating training for DRL.

5.2 Single machine parallelism
Other than cluster computing that uses multiple machines, single machine parallelism utilizes multiprocessors or
multi-core CPUs in a single machine to increase the computing ability. The rationale for applying single machine
parallelism is that distributed clusters may not be affordable for most researchers, unlike the widely available
commodity workstations. Besides, data transfer, model synchronization across machines during training will
also incur noticeable overhead. Multiprocessing and multithreading are the key technologies in single machine
parallelism. More specifically, multiprocessing refers to operating different processes simultaneously by more
than one CPU processor, while multithreading refers to executing multiple independent threads in parallel by a
single CPU, especially the multi-core CPU.

The representative method is A3C [70]. In A3C, many actor-learner threads are launched in parallel, and each
thread performs a training procedure separately, including environment interaction, experience collection, and
model update. In this way, the speed of data generation and the sample efficiency can be improved significantly.
The results in [70] showed that A3C using 16 CPU cores surpasses DQN variants using Nvidia K40 GPU in half
of the training time and achieves comparative performance to Gorila which uses 100 machines.

Petrenko et al. present a high-throughput training system named SampleFactory [60], which is designed based
on a single machine with a multi-core CPU and a GPU. Though optimizing the efficiency and resource utilization
in a single machine setting, Sample Factory can achieve throughout as 130K FPS (Frame per Second) and 4 times
speedup over the state-of-the-art baseline SEED_RL [77] with a workstation-level PC. One of the significant
contributions of SampleFactory is that it allows large-scale DRL experiments accessible to a wider community by
reducing the computational requirements.
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Table 1. Comparison of computing parallelism types in parallel and distributed DRL implementations.

Methods Computing parallelism Types Implementation Details Major Results
CC MP/MT GPU FPGA TPU

Gorila[69] ✓ 31 machines 10× speedup over GPU implementation

Ape-X[67] ✓ ✓ 360 CPU cores and 1 P100 GPU 4× median scores over Gorila

R2D2[68] ✓ ✓ 256 actors and 1 GPU 4× median scores over Ape-X

IMPALA[61] ✓ ✓ ✓ 500 CPU cores and 8 P100 GPUs 250K FPS and multi-task setting

Ray RLlib [105] ✓ ✓ ✓ 8,192 CPU cores on EC2 completes training Mojoco in 3.7mins

ARS[106] ✓ 48 CPU cores on EC2 15× speedup over ES-based method[97]

A3C[70] ✓ 16 CPU cores 2× speedup over K40 GPU implementa-
tion

Reactor[85] ✓ ✓ 20 CPU cores 4× speedup over A3C

DBA3C[107] ✓ ✓ 64 nodes with 768 CPU cores completes training Atrai 2600 in 21 mins

DPPO[108] ✓ 64 actors >20× speedup over A3C

D4PG[109] ✓ 64 CPU cores 4× higher return than PPO

SampleFactory[60] ✓ ✓ 36 CPU cores and a 2080Ti GPU 4× speedup over SEED_RL

GA3C[110] ✓ ✓ 16 CPU cores and 1 Titan X GPU 45× speedup over A3C

PAAC[111] ✓ ✓ 4 CPU cores and a GTX 980 Ti GPU >6× speedup over Gorila

rlpyt[71][75] ✓ ✓ 8 P100 GPUs and 40 CPU cores 6× speedup using 8 GPUs relative to 1
GPU

Dactyl[6] ✓ ✓ ✓ 384 nodes (6144 cores and 8 GPUs) 5.5× speedup over implementation with
1 GPU and 768 CPU cores

DD-PPO[72] ✓ ✓ 256 V100 GPUs 196× speed up over 1 V100 GPU

MSRL[112] ✓ ✓ 64 GPUs 3× speedup over Ray RLlib

SRL[78] ✓ ✓ 15K CPU cores and 32 A100 GPUs 5× speedup over OpenAI Rapid[113]

SpeedyZero[114] ✓ ✓ 192 CPU cores and 20 A100 GPUs mastering Atari benchmark within 35
minutes using only 300k samples.

NNQL[115] ✓ Arria 10 AX066 FPGA 346× speedup over GTX 760 GPU

TRPO_FPGA[116] ✓ Intel Stratix-V FPGA 19.29× speedup over i7 CPU

DDPG_FPGA[117] ✓ Intel Stratix-V FPGA 4.53× speedup over i7-6700 CPU core

FA3C[118] ✓ ✓ Xilinx VCU1525 VU9P FPGA 27.9% better than Tesla P100

PPO_FPGA[119] ✓ ✓ Xilinx Alveo U200 27.5× speedup against Titan Xp GPU

On-chip replay[120] ✓ ✓ Xilinx Alveo U200 acceler 4.3× higher IPS over GTX 3090 GPU

AlphaZero[3] ✓ ✓ ✓ 5000 TPUs v1 and 64 TPUs v2 cores defeats world-champion program by
training within 24 hours

AlphaStar[4] ✓ ✓ ✓ 3,072 TPU v3 and 50,400 CPU cores achieves above 99.8% of ranked human
players by training in 44 days

OpenAI Five[113] ✓ ✓ ✓ 1,536 GPUs and 172,800 CPU cores defeats Dota 2 world champion (Team
OG) by training in 10 months

GATO[121] ✓ ✓ ✓ 256 TPU v3 cores handles 604 distinct tasks with a single
network

SEED_RL[77] ✓ ✓ ✓ 520 CPU and 8 TPU v3 cores 11× faster than the IMPALA with a P100
GPU

CC: Cluster Computing; MP/MT: Multiprocessing or Multithreading; Statistics are collected from the corresponding papers.
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A combination of cluster computing and single machine parallelism is quite common in literature. Fiber [122]
extends multiprocessing from one machine to distributed environments. AlphaGo [2] uses asynchronous multi-
threads to improve the performance in large-scale Monte Carlo tree search. IMPALA [61] provides single machine
settings as well as distributed settings to accelerate large-scale DRL training. The benefit of single machine
parallelism over cluster computing is removing the communication overhead of sending data across machines by
keeping all the computing in a single machine. Note that the latency of synchronizing the model may have a
noticeable impact on the stability of learning, especially for on-policy learning.

5.3 Specialized hardware architectures
Since there are lots of batch processing operations (e.g. matrix multiplication) in neural network training and
inference, the specialized computation hardware architectures with large throughputs such as GPUs (Graphics
Process Units), FPGAs (Field Programmable Gate Arrays), and TPUs (Tensor Process Units) are preferable. With
massive ALUs (arithmetic and logic units) and good programmability, GPUs are utilized to accelerate in a wide
range of applications that go well beyond traditional graphics processing. Comparably, FPGA supports customized
operations for a specific application by user-programmable interconnects. Although FPGAs might not be superior
to GPUs in computation efficiency, they are preponderant in reducing energy consumption. In addition, TPUs are
custom-developed application-specific integrated circuits (ASICs) for machine learning workloads and achieve
high throughput and low energy consumption for matrix computations. Overall, all these hardware architectures
can exploit the inherent computing parallelism to achieve speedup on data-intensive computing tasks.

In recent years, Nvidia has been devoting itself to utilizing GPUs in distributed DRL. Mohammad et al. propose
GA3C [110], an architecture based on A3C [70] with highlighted on GPU utilization to augment the training
speed. GA3C employs trainer threads to collect batches of data and submit them to a GPU for exploiting the
GPU’s computational capabilities better. Rather than utilizing a single GPU, a multi-GPU RL framework has also
been proposed [96], in which 32 GPUs in maximum are reported in the experiments. Based on that, hundreds to
thousands of locomotion robots are parallelized to accelerate the training. Lasse et al. propose IMPALA [61] to
solve large-scale, multi-task RL problems with a multi-GPU system (NVIDIA DGX-1), which contains 8 NVIDIA
Tesla V100 GPUs.

FPGAs are utilized in tabular reinforcement learning for acceleration in the early days [123, 124]. As the neural
network has been induced in reinforcement learning, more room for improvement by FPGAs is created. Many
works are proposed to use FPGAs in accelerating backpropagation in DRL. Su et al. [115] propose an FPGA
acceleration system for DQN, which allows dynamically reconstructing the network to achieve better learning
results. Their experiment results show that the proposed system can achieve up to 346 times and 77 times speedup
compared to GPU implementation and CPU implementation, respectively. Cho et al. propose a FPGA-based A3C
Deep RL platform named FA3C [118]. In FA3C, simple and generic processing elements are designed for all types
of DNN layers. Compute unit pairs are also proposed for inference and training tasks separately. Experiment
results show that FA3C achieves 27.9% higher IPS values (the number of inferences processed per second) and
1.62 times better energy efficiency than GPU implementation (Nvidia Tesla P100).

TPUs are designed specifically for machine learning workloads and used frequently in the latest Google findings
in the DRL domains such as AlphaZero [3], AlphaStar [4], GATO [121], etc. In terms of distributed training
platforms, Google research teams propose a scalable reinforcement learning framework called SEED_RL [77],
in which multi-TPUs architecture is utilized and the learning speed is significantly improved compared to the
baseline based on multi-GPUs. For example, an 11 times speedup is achieved by SEED_RL over a strong baseline
IMPALA on DeepMind tasks.

Although these specialized hardware architectures have brought a huge speedup, CPUs also play an essential
role in DRL training (e.g., environment interaction, task scheduling, and parameter sharing). A heterogeneous
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architecture of CPUs and specialized hardware is a promising endeavor in this area. Combining CPUs and GPUs
has become the popular way of saturating the computation power of GPUs in recent years, and many works are
proposed to utilize CPU-GPU heterogeneous architectures [61, 75, 110, 114]. Other than this, Meng et al. propose
a CPU-FPGA heterogeneous platform for accelerating Proximal Policy Optimization [119]. Rather than only
focusing on specific RL algorithms, Meng et al., further propose a more generic CPU-FPGA accelerator using
on-chip replay management for widely used RL algorithms including DQN and DDPG [120]. By allocating the
workloads to CPU and FPGA sophisticatedly, CPU-FPGA heterogeneous method achieves significant improvement
in overall throughput.

5.4 Discussion
Table 1 compares the computing parallelism types utilized in current parallel and distributed DRL implementations.
We can see in the table that all of these parallelism types are widely used, and a combination of different computing
parallelism techniques is popular. More specifically, all these three types of parallelism are reported in the latest
research such as Ray RLlib[105], SEED_RL[77], Dactyl[6], AlphaZero[3], GATO[121], etc. As parallelism in DRL
becomes more and more ambitious, achievements in training efficiency in this area have been proven. The
state-of-the-art solution only took 3.6 mins [105] to train Atari 2600 games. In comparison, it took 15 days to train
a single Atari game several years ago, which at that time was a significant breakthrough in human history [1].
Besides, with the parallelization of computing resources, computing task scheduling plays an important role

in enhancing the efficiency of distributed DRL systems. The computing workloads involved in distributed DRL
training are diverse and heterogeneous, including environment interaction, network interference, gradient
backpropagation, and model synchronization, which are handled by workers such as Actors, Learners, or the
Parameter Server. Hence, it is essential to effectively schedule these computing tasks across processors even
machines with varying resource configurations, thereby minimizing the overall training time. There are many
scheduling strategies have been proposed in current distributed DRL systems.

• Load balancing. This strategy enables load-aware scheduling that assigns computing tasks to distributed
hardware, considering factors such as resource contention and input locality. Ray[125] utilizes fine-grained
and coarse-grained load balancing methods for stateless and stateful computations, respectively. rlpyt[75]
forms two alternating groups of simulation processes, and schedules GPU to serve each group in turn to
keep utilization high. Meng et al. [119] propose inter-load balancing method for two compute units (CUs)
involved in training value and policy networks. Li et al. [79] propose to explicit control the frequencies for
parallel workers to achieve load balance.

• Resource dynamic adjusting. This strategy dynamically scales the resources for workers to accelerate DRL
training with minimum costs. MINIONSRL [126] leverages a scheduler that dynamically adjusts the number
of Actor workers to optimize the DRL training with minimal training time and costs. Similarly, Meng et al.
design a scheduling mechanism that re-allocates CPU threads to processing a sub-batch of training for the
Learner in heterogeneous computing environments.

• Computation and communication overlapping. In distributed DRL training, computing tasks can be blocked
by communication tasks due to their execution dependencies. For example, gradient aggregation has to
wait for the completion of gradient transfer for parallel workers. This strategy schedules the computing
and communication tasks to reduce the waiting time, thereby improving the computation utilization.
PEARL [127], an open-source distributed DRL framework, designs a Learner module that enables scheduling
to overlay the communication and computation. Mei et al [114] propose an optimized data transfer
scheduling technique that overlaps computation in distributed DRL training.

• Preemptive scheduling. This strategy proactively terminates lagging tasks, as each worker must wait
for all parallel workers to complete during synchronous training. Wijmans et al. propose a straggler
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preemption mechanism in DDPPO [72], where the slow-running worker is preempted once a certain
percentage of the other parallel workers are completed collecting their experience data in one iteration.
Similarly, PyTorchRL [128] employs a comparable preemption mechanism within its distributed DRL
training framework.

6 DISTRIBUTED SYNCHRONIZATION MECHANISMS
The dominant solution1 for training acceleration in distributed DRL is employing a number of workers to
cooperatively train the model based on distributed stochastic gradient descent (DSGD) [27, 48]. This is based on the
data parallelism introduced in Section 2. During DSGD training, each parallel work holds a copy of the model,
performs training based on a subset of environmental experiences, and then aggregates the update to the target
model cooperatively. It is noted that distributed synchronization among workers is vital to the training efficiency,
especially in the heterogeneous environment where the parallel workers may process at different speeds. Variants
of synchronization mechanisms are systemically studied in deep learning area, i.e., Bulk Synchronous Parallel
(BSP)[129], Asynchronous Parallel (ASP) [130] and Stale Synchronous Parallel (SSP) [131]. These mechanisms lay
a good technical foundation for distributed DRL.

(a) Asynchronous Off-policy Training (b) Synchronous On-policy Training

Fig. 6. Comparison between different synchronization mechanisms in distributed DRL. The rectangular bar represents the
corresponding training step for the Actor and the Learner. Arrows represent data transmission for the model parameter
update or the rollout data.

However, since importing environment interaction and dividing the parallel workers into different roles such
as Actors and Learners, DRL may face new difficulties while applying distributed synchronization approaches.
The model holding in Actors for the behavior policy may lag behind the model in Learners for the target
policy after several iterations in parallel settings. This makes the behavior policy different from the target
policy gradually. It is noted that there are off-policy and on-policy schemes for DRL algorithms (see Section 2).
According to the training schemes and the way of synchronization among workers, there are mainly two types of
distributed synchronization mechanisms in current distributed DRL solutions: asynchronous off-policy training
and synchronous on-policy training.

6.1 Asynchronous Off-policy Training
Asynchronous off-policy training is the distributed synchronization mechanism that was initially applied in dis-
tributed DRL, and it has been widely used later on, e.g., Gorila[69], APE-X[67], R2D2[68] etc. In the asynchronous
1Another promising training solution based on evolutionary learning will be discussed in Section 7
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training, the parallel workers operate independently. As shown in Fig.6, each worker performs model update at its
own pace without waiting for other workers. This will naturally lead to differences between the behavior policy
model for Actors and the target policy model for Learners. We can see in Fig.6(a), at time 𝑡1, the behavior policy
with parameter𝑊0 for Actor 𝑗 is different from the target policy with parameter𝑊1 for the Learner. The same
phenomenon can also be seen at time 𝑡2 , when the behavior policy with parameter𝑊1 for Actor 𝑖 is different
from the target policy with parameter𝑊2 for the Learner. Therefore, this type of synchronization mechanisms is
mainly used for off-policy algorithms which do not require the consistency between the behavior policy and
the target model while learning. DQN is a classic off-policy algorithm, and many asynchronous distributed DRL
methods such as Gorila, APE-X, and R2D2 are based on DQN. More specifically, asynchronous off-policy training
is normally based on a centralized architecture and there is a Parameter Sever maintaining the global model.
Each Actor pushes its interaction training data to the Replay Memory and pulls the up-to-date parameters from
the Parameter Server asynchronously. The Learner updates the global model based on the training data in the
Replay Memory. In this way, every worker tries to optimize the global model by contributing its efforts based on
the local copy of the model, thereby accelerating the model training.

However, it is known that off-policy algorithms suffer from the stability issue [37]. That is mainly because the
distribution under the target policy shifts from that under the training data collected by the behavior policy, named
policy-lag [61]. To relieve this problem, there are many off-policy correction methods have been proposed in
distributed DRL. Espeholt et al. propose V-trace correction methods in IMPALA [61]. In this method, V-trace targets
are computed based on trajectories collected by the behavior policy and the current target value function under
the target policy, where two truncated importance sampling (IS) weights are imported to improve convergence.
Babaeizadeh et al. propose 𝜖-correction in GA3C [110], which adds a small constant 𝜖 during gradient estimation.
This prevents the log value of the sampled action probability from becoming very small and leading to numerical
instabilities.
Further, the nature of the asynchronous update will also cause stale update, which occurs when a worker

updates the target model using training data generated by the obsolete model [129]. As shown in Fig. 6(a), the
Learner, Actor 𝑖 and Actor 𝑗 at time 𝑡0 hold the model denoted as𝑊0. Actor 𝑖 at time 𝑡1 pushes the training data
to create a new model denoted as𝑊1. Actor 𝑗 at time 𝑡2 pushes the training data to create a new model denoted
as𝑊2. However, at time 𝑡2, Worker 𝑗 ’s model used in training (i.e.𝑊0) is stale compared to the target model (i.e.
𝑊1). The stale update, shown as red arrows in Fig. 6(a), may slow down the convergence in training [70, 132].
Distributed model-based DRL methods also suffer from this issue. For example, reanalyze staleness is incurred in
SpeedyZero[114]. This is because the parallel trainers commonly receive batches that have been reanalyzed by
an outdated version of the model, rather than the latest target model.

6.2 Synchronous On-policy training
In order to mitigate the stale update issue mentioned above, the synchronous on-policy training method lets
the parallel workers wait for the completion of gradient computation for all the workers, and then performs
the model update synchronously. In this way, the models contained in parallel workers are consistent. This
consistency among workers ensures the on-policy property of DRL algorithm that the behavior policy and the
target policy are the same during training. Current synchronous on-policy training solutions in distributed DRL
mainly use two ways to synchronize the model: centralized and decentralized manners. For the former one
such as PAAC [133] and DBA3C [107], every worker transmits its gradients to the Parameter Server for model
optimization. Then the updated model is copied to every worker. With respect to the decentralized manner such
as DDPPO [72], all worker’s gradients are shuffled among them. Then, the model in each worker is updated based
on the aggregated gradients. In both ways, the parallel workers update the model synchronously and consistently.
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It is clear in Fig. 6(b) that there is no stale update that each worker holds the consistent model in each training
iteration.

However, it may incur the synchronization barrier, where the fast-running worker keeps idle and waits for the
slow-running one in each iteration, as shown in Fig. 6(b). At time 𝑡1, after Actor 𝑖 completes its training iteration,
it waits for Actor 𝑗 to complete. This will deteriorate the utilization of computing resources in the cluster[72]. It
is known that heterogeneity is the marked characteristic in the real cluster environment[134], where the case of
processing at different speeds for different workers is quite common. Besides, the gradient aggregation induces
burst traffic while transmitting the gradients for all workers in a short duration. This may cause congestion and
then reduce the utilization of communication resources.

6.3 Discussion
Although asynchronous off-policy training methods have been shown higher resource utilizations than synchro-
nous counterparts, they usually suffer from stability issues and converge to poorer results[129, 135]. Besides,
recent works have demonstrated experimentally that synchronous on-policy training performs better than asyn-
chronous off-policy training when using a large scale of distributed nodes. Adamski et al. [107] witnessed that
synchronous on-policy training outperformed asynchronous off-policy training in the experiments of training
Atari games using 64 nodes.

To alleviate the synchronization barrier in synchronous training, stale-synchronous training introduces
flexibility in the strict synchronization timing, allowing faster workers to proceed to the next iteration under
the condition of bounded staleness (i.e. a concept of the maximum obsolete age between the slowest and other
workers). Once the staleness bounded is reached, a synchronous model update is enforced. In this way, a better
trade-off between model consistency and resource utilization can be achieved. To the best of our knowledge,
while stale-synchronous training achieves decent results in deep learning area[136, 137], it is not yet widely
adopted in distributed deep reinforcement learning currently. We believe stale-synchronous training holds great
potential value in distributed deep reinforcement learning. One possible way is to enforce a synchronization
according to the divergence between the target policy and the behavior policy.

Moreover, beyond vanilla on-policy and off-policy training, combining on-policy and off-policy in distributed
DRL has attracted much attention in recent years. Schmitt et al. [138] propose to mix the off-policy replay
experience with on-policy data and introduce a trust region algorithm that efficiently mitigates bias and enables
efficient learning in distributed settings. Results show that this method outperforms IMPALA[61] based on V-trace
importance sampling. Other than this, Borges et al. [139] propose to combine the off-policy targets with the
on-policy targets in the distributed model-based DRL system named MuZero, improving the convergence speed
and rewards.

7 DEEP EVOLUTIONARY REINFORCEMENT LEARNING
As mentioned above the dominant solution for training the neural network in distributed DRL is distributed
stochastic gradient descent (DSGD) based on backpropagation of gradients. On the other hand, evolutionary
computation, an approach inspired by the process of natural selection, finds its great potential in solving DRL
problems. Many evolution-based training methods for distributed DRL have been proposed in recent years
and have demonstrated impressive performance[8, 66, 97, 140–142]. This field of research is also named Deep
Evolutionary Reinforcement Learning [8] and neuroevolution [142] in the literature. In the interest of brevity,
evolution-based training methods directly perform searches in the parameter space by evolving a population of
candidate solutions over many generations, without the need for backpropagating and aggregating gradients. As
a result, evolution-based training methods enable massive parallelization with a low bandwidth requirement.
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(a) Evolution-guided Policy Gradient Method[143] (b) Deep Evolutionary Reinforcement Learning[8]

Fig. 7. Architectures of current methods based on a combination of learning and evolution.

7.1 Training acceleration based on evolution strategies
Evolution Strategies (ES) is one of the major branches of evolutionary computation, which iteratively updates a
search distribution by using an estimated gradient on the parameter spaces [144]. There are many proposals that
utilize evolution strategies algorithms to solve DRL problem [97, 141, 145]. One representative research is [97]
proposed by Salimans et al. In this method, a population of parameters (genotypes) and their objective function
values (fitness) for the neural network are maintained for every iteration (generation). The parameters with the
greatest fitness are selected to form the population for the next generation. This iteration is ended while the
optimization objective is achieved. Let 𝐹 (𝜃 ) represent the objective function parameterized by 𝜃 , and 𝑝𝜇 denotes
the distribution (parameterized by 𝜇) that the population follows. The goal of the method is to maximize the
expectation value E𝜃∼𝑝𝜇𝐹 (𝜃 ) over the population by searching for 𝜇 with stochastic gradient ascent. In terms of
solving the DRL problem, the objective function 𝐹 (𝜃 ) is the return after a sequence of actions a is taken, denoted
by 𝑅(a(𝜃 )), where the actions are determined by a policy a = 𝜋 (𝑠 |𝜃 ). The method supposes the distribution 𝑝𝜇 as
isotropic multivariate Gaussian with mean 𝜇 and fixed covariance 𝜎2𝐼 . Then, E𝜃∼𝑝𝜇𝐹 (𝜃 ) can be written in the
form of a Gaussian-blurred version of the original objective, that is,

E𝜃∼𝑝𝜇 = E𝜖∼N(0,𝐼 )𝐹 (𝜃 + 𝜎𝜖). (1)
Hence, the ES method performs the optimization by stochastic gradient ascent over 𝜃 directly with the following

estimator:

∇𝜃𝐸𝜖∼N(0,𝐼 )𝐹 (𝜃 + 𝜎𝜖) =
1
𝜎
𝐸𝜖∼N(0,𝐼 )𝐹 (𝜃 + 𝜎𝜖)𝜖. (2)

Note that the ES method does not calculate gradients analytically but estimates the gradients of the objection
function over parameters accordingly. By exploring in the parameter space instead of action space compared to
policy gradient methods, the ES algorithms can be considered as a black box optimization that is invariant to
action frequency and delayed rewards. This is thus better suited for problems with a long time horizon. Salimans
et al. [97] show that their algorithm achieves comparable results in continuous robotic control problems and
video games.

Another surprising advantage of the method in [97] is the massive parallelization ability. This method incurs
relatively low communication overhead when parallelized across many workers for the following reasons: First,
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since the operation in each iteration is conducted over the entire episode, the frequency of communication
between workers is significantly reduced. Second, the information that needs to be transmitted between workers
is limited to the return of an episode. This requires less bandwidth compared to distributed gradient-based
methods, where the transfer involves gradients of the parameter vector or the parameter vector itself. Third, the
elimination of value function approximations helps to reduce communication overhead, as there is no requirement
for the additional gradient synchronization needed to learn the value function. Salimans et al. [97] have deployed
their algorithm over 80 machines with 1, 440 CPU cores, which achieves training time reduction by two orders of
magnitude compared to single machine deployment.

7.2 Training acceleration based on genetic algorithms
Genetic Algorithms (GA) is another branch of evolutionary computation, which is based on the theory about the
genetic structure and behavior of chromosomes [146]. Different from the ES-based method [97] which is still
gradient-based optimization, GA-based methods are gradient-free. Such et al. [66] propose a GA-based method
called Deep GA for solving deep reinforcement-learning problem. Deep GA is based on a genetic algorithm
which normally consists of three main operations: selection, mutation, crossover. In terms of selection, truncation
selection is performed, which selects the top 𝑇 individuals as the parents of the next generation. The mutation is
performed by adding Gaussian noise to the parameter vector shown as,

𝜃𝑛 = 𝜓 (𝜃 (𝑛−1) , 𝜏𝑛) = 𝜃 (𝑛−1) + 𝜎𝜖 (𝜏𝑛), (3)

where 𝜃𝑛 is the next generation of 𝜃 (𝑛−1) ,𝜓 (𝜃 (𝑛−1) , 𝜏𝑛) is a mutation function and 𝜏𝑛 is a list of mutation seeds
for 𝜃𝑛 . 𝜖 (𝜏𝑛) follows Gaussian distribution N(0, 𝐼 ). With respect to crossover, Deep GA does not include it for
simplicity. Besides, in order to scale well in the distributed setting, Deep GA leverages a compact encoding
technique that uses an initialization seed plus a list of random seeds to reconstruct the parameter vector. The
experiment results show that Deep GA can outperform ES[97], A3C, and DQN on average. The results also reveal
that Deep GA is superior to the gradient-based method in solving local optima problems by jumping across them
in the parameter space.

Unlike only evolving weights of the neural networks in [66], Stanley et al. propose a GA-based method called
NEAT [147, 148], which evolves network topologies along with weights to enhance the learning efficiency.
NEAT has been successfully applied to policy optimization and outperforms baseline with fixed-topology on a
reinforcement learning benchmark. Although NEAT and HyperNEAT [149] represent early works for topology
evolution of small networks, there are many recent works targeting deep (large-scale) neural networks [8, 150–
153], including evolving the hyperparameters [154, 155]. It is known that the architecture and hyperparameters
of neural networks highly impact the overall performance. Success in the applications of deep (reinforcement)
learning often requires fine-tuning of these building blocks of networks manually in practice. Fortunately, with
the help of these solutions, the issue of manually designing a neural network for every application can be relieved.

7.3 Hybridization of evolutionary computation and backpropagation
The aforementioned methods mainly follow the path of performing a direct search in the parameter (or encodings)
space based on the evolutionary computation, thereby obtaining the optimized neural networks that can serve
as the policy in DRL problem. While evolutionary computation has merits of diverse exploration and massive
parallelism based on population-based scheme, it suffers from high sample complexity, especially for problems
with large numbers of parameters. Meanwhile, DRL methods leverage powerful backpropagation approaches
to reinforce profitable actions into weight parameters. Hence, a hybrid scheme that combines the strengths of
evolutionary computation and backpropagation has great potential value and triggers widely concerns.
Khadka et al. [143] propose an evolution-guided policy gradient method in DRL. This method incorporates

evolutionary algorithms to generate diverse experiences and utilizes backpropagation in DRL to learn from them.
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More specifically, this method combines a genetic algorithm with DDPG algorithm, as shown in Fig. 7(a). A
population of actor networks is maintained to interact with the environment and generate diverse experiences in
parallel. The next generation of actors is created by selection, mutation, and crossover operators. Besides, the
critic network and the actor network are trained by using backpropagation based on samples from the reply
buffer. Then, the updated weights of the actor network are synchronized to the population of the actor networks.
In this way, this method injects the learned behaviors based on DRL into the evolving population. Experiments
based on continuous control benchmarks show that this hybrid method outperforms prior DRL and evolutionary
algorithms.

Gangwani et al. [156] propose a hybrid algorithm named Genetic Policy Optimization (GPO) for sample-efficient
deep policy optimization. Rather than perform crossover in the parameter space in existingmethods [143, 147, 149],
GPO does crossover in the state visitation space with the goal of cloning the behaviors of parents. Research
showed that the crossover way of exchanging the parameters straightforwardly often leads to hierarchical
relationship destruction and a loss of functionality [147]. Besides, GPO utilizes the DRL algorithm (PPO) based
on backpropagation instead of random permutation to mutate the weights of the actor networks. Experiments
on Mojoco benchmark locomotion tasks demonstrate that GPO outperforms PPO and A2C[157] algorithms and
achieves comparable or higher sample efficiency.

7.4 Discussion
Neuroevolution enables useful capabilities that are basically unavailable for traditional DRL approaches, including
evolving building blocks of neural networks such as weights, topologies, and hyperparameters, facilitating
diverse exploration and massive parallelization while maintaining the evolving population of networks. This
also opens the door to incorporating learning and evolution to create sophisticated intelligence for solving
high-dimensional decision-making problems. Other than the approaches above, there are still many interesting
topics in this exciting area. Some examples incorporate quality diversity [158, 159], novelty search [160, 161]
and adaptive noise [162, 163] to improve exploration. Many works focus on Neural Architecture Search (NAS)
by utilizing indirect encoding [164–166], swarm intelligence algorithms [167–169], random search [170–172],
sequential model-based optimization [173, 174], etc. While NAS is still in the initial research stage, breakthroughs
have been made in many field including image classification [175, 176], object detection [177, 178], machine
translation [179, 180], multi-task learning [181, 182].
Besides, with the increasing capacities of computing resources that are easy to obtain, neuroevolution has

further demonstrated its great potential in solving complex problems. Li et al. utilize deep evolutionary reinforce-
ment learning to evolve diverse agent morphologies to handle locomotion and manipulation tasks in complex
environments [8]. Its architecture is shown in Fig. 7(b). This method employs 1152 CPUs to evolve ten generations
of populations and train four thousand agent morphologies, with five million environment interactions for each
morphology. Real et al. propose to automatically discover neural network models for CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100
datasets by evolving 1000 population of models with 250 parallel workers [151]. Asseman et al. study to use FPGA
acceleration on Deep GA [66] method with a distributed system of 432 Xilinx FPGAs [183]. In their experiment,
832 instances in parallel can be run, and 1.2 million frames per second of the aggregation rate can be achieved.
Compared to the baseline method [66], this method achieves twice speedup and high game scores in most of
cases.

8 OPEN-SOURCE LIBRARIES AND PLATFORMS
In AI area that is flourishing, it is undoubted that developing and evaluating innovations in a rapid manner is
essential in academia as well as the industrial community. This motivates researchers to develop tools, such as
libraries and platforms, to facilitate DRL algorithms development in the field. In recent years, many libraries
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and platforms have been proposed in DRL areas, e.g., OpenAI baselines2, Keras-RL3, MushroomRL4, etc. Some of
these are scalable and user-friendly that algorithmic components (e.g., functions, neural networks, environments,
etc.) can be flexibly reused to compose customized learning agents. However, many of them are designed to
be run on a single process or a single machine. Parallel and distributed execution at scale are not considered.
Parallel and distributed programming have high professional restrictions that require complex operations, which
are not friendly to developers who major in learning algorithm design. Therefore, there is a crucial demand to
encapsulate parallelism primitives in libraries and platforms.

We review and compare current open-source libraries or platforms that support parallel and distributed DRL
according to the following criteria.

• Baseline Algorithms. They should provide rich choices of existing deep reinforcement learning algorithms,
which facilitates rapid development and comparisons for users.

• Environment Integration. Simulation interaction is a basic element in DRL training. Hence, integrating
simulation environments in training libraries and platforms plays an important role in supporting easy
verification as well as applications.

• Parallel and Distributed Features. The key parallel and distributed techniques and capabilities offered to
enhance the DRL training efficiency are compared.

It is noted that we do not compare the performance of existing libraries and platforms experimentally, which
is out of the scope of this survey article. Table 2 provides an overview of the open-source libraries or platforms
that support parallel and distributed DRL. Statistics are collected from the Github links, documents, and papers
of corresponding codebases in Aug. 2024.

Most of these libraries and platforms provide rich choices of baseline algorithms and supported environments.
More specifically, RLlib [105], rlpyt [71], ACME [187] and TorchRL [190] include value-based and policy gradient
families of DRL algorithms, and provide baselines of the SOTA parallel and distributed DRL methods such as
IMPALA [61] and Ape-X [67]. In comparison, the open-source version of SampleFactory[60] and SRL[78] only
implement one algorithm (Proximal Policy Optimization, PPO). In terms of supported environments, all of the
libraries and platforms integrate OpenAI’s Gym and support Gymwrapper API. This provides a lot of convenience
for users to access to environments. There are 9 codebases that support more than three types of environments,
e.g., SampleFactory[60] and MindSpore[112] provide 10 and 7 types of environments, respectively.

Besides, we compare the parallel and distributed features such as parallel training methods and communication
mechanisms for different libraries and platforms. RLlib [105] and rlpyt [71] offer training options of synchronous
or asynchronous optimization. SEED_RL [77] encapsulates a fast communication layer based on streaming
RPCs to mitigate the overhead of remote calls. Fiber [122] provides standard multiprocessing API and supports
migration frommultiprocessing on one machine to cluster computing across multiple machines on the fly. Besides,
some of them [7, 105] provide demonstrations or even automation cluster setups on major cloud providers, e.g.,
AWS, Azure, and Google Cloud. This is very useful to promote parallel and distributed DRL in practice since
most research teams cannot afford to build a cluster of resources.

9 CONCLUSION AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS
Expanding DRL to a large-scale has become an inevitable trend nowadays. However, the rapid progress in which
the field is developing makes it difficult to understand in a systematic manner. In this survey, we have provided
a comprehensive literature review on training acceleration for DRL using parallel and distributed computing.
In particular, we have analyzed the primary challenges to make DRL training distributed, and demystified the

2https://github.com/openai/baselines
3https://github.com/keras-rl/keras-rl
4https://github.com/MushroomRL/mushroom-rl
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Table 2. Open-source Libraries/Platforms for Parallel and Distributed Deep Reinforcement Learning.

Libraries/Platforms Institutes Year Baseline Algorithms Supported Envs. Parallel and Distributed Features

TF-Agents[184] Google 2017 DQN, DDQN, DDPG, TD3, REIN-
FORCE, PPO, SAC, etc

Bsuite, DeepMind Control,
Gym, MuJoCo, Pybullet

Batch simulation and network forward
pass parallelism based on CPUs/TPUs.

Ray RLlib[105] Berkeley 2017

A2C, A3C, ARS, BC, DDPG, TD3,
Rainbow, ES, APE-X, IMPALA,
PPO, APPO, DD-PPO, SAC, QMIX,
VDN, IQN, MADDPG, MCTS, etc.

Gym, PettingZoo, Unity3D,
Gazebo

Synchronous training with straggler mi-
grations, and various baselines including
evolution-based and model-based algo-
rithms

ReAgent[185] Facebook 2018 DQN, Double DQN, Dueling DQN,
QR-DQN, DDPG, TD3, SAC, etc. Gym

Workflows to perform training with
large-scale data preprocessing, feature
transformation, distributed training, etc.

SURREAL[7] Standford 2018 DDPG and PPO Gym, Deepmind Control,
Surreal Robotics, MuJoCo

Asynchronous training and cluster au-
tomation setup on major cloud providers,
e.g., AWS and Azure.

PARL[186] Baidu 2019
DQN, ES, DDPG, PPO, IMPALA,
A2C, TD3, SAC, MADDPG, CQL,
QMIX, etc.

Gym
Parallelization of training with thou-
sands of CPUs and multi-GPUs based on
a centralized architecture.

rlpyt[71] Berkeley 2019
A2C, PPO, DQN, DQN variants,
Rainbow, R2D2, Ape-X, DDPG,
TD3, SAC, etc.

Atari, Gym Synchronous and asynchronous sam-
pling and optimization.

SEED_RL[77] Google 2020 IMPALA, R2D2, SAC, Vanilla PG,
PPO, AWR, V-MPO, etc.

Atari, DeepMind Control,
Google Football, MuJoco

Centralized inference and a fast commu-
nication layer based on gRPC.

ACME[187] DeepMind 2020
D4PG, TD3, SAC, MPO, PPO,
DMPO, MO-MPO, DQN, IMPALA,
R2D2, MCTS etc.

DeepMind Control, Gym

Asynchronous training with a learner
process and many distributed actor pro-
cesses and low-level storage system Re-
verb for experience replay.

Fiber[122] Uber 2020 A3C, PPO, ES, etc. ALE, Gym, MuJoCo

Standard multiprocessing API and online
migration from multiprocessing on one
machine to cluster computing acrossmul-
tiple machines.

SampleFactory[60] Intel Lab 2020 PPO

MuJoCo, Atari, VizDoom,
DeepMind Lab, Megaverse,
Envpool, IsaacGym, Brax,
Quad-Swarm-RL, Hugging
Face Hub

Asynchronous training with off-policy
corrections on a single-machine setting.

ChainerRL[188] Preferred
Networks 2021

DQN, IQN, Rainbow, REINFORCE,
A2C, ACER, PCL, DDPG, TRPO,
PPO, TD3, SAC, etc.

Gym, MuJoCo Synchronous and asynchronous training.

Tianshou[189] Tsinghua 2022

REINFORCE, A2C, TRPO, PPO,
DDPG, TD3, SAC, DQN, Rainbow,
IQN, BCQ, CQL, CRR, PER, PSRL,
etc.

Gym, PettingZoo
Synchronous and asynchronous training,
and standardization support of the train-
ing process.

TorchRL[190] UPF 2023

A2C, PPO, DDQN, SAC, REDQ,
Dreamer, Decision transformers,
RLHF, APPO, DPPO, DDPPO, IM-
PALA, Ape-X, etc.

Gym, DeepMind Control
Synchronous and asynchronous training,
and high modularity that allows flexible
composability for DRL training.

MindSpore[112] ICL,
Huawei 2023

DQN, PPO, A2C, A3C, DDPG,
MAPPO, MADDPG TD3, SAC,
Double DQN, etc.

Gym, MuJoCo, MPE, SMAC,
DMC, PettingZoo, D4RL

Synchronous and asynchronous training,
and flexible parallelization using frag-
mented dataflow graph (FDG).

SRL[78] Tsinghua 2024 PPO
Gym, Atari, Google Foot-
ball, MuJoCo, Hide and Seek,
SMAC

Synchronous training and data batch pre-
fetching.

PEARL[127] Meta Re-
search 2024 DQN, DDPG Gym

Portable implementations across hetero-
geneous platforms including FPGA and
Optimization on DRL-specific runtime
scheduling.

Statistics are collected from the Github links, documents, and papers of corresponding codebases in Aug. 2024.
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details of the technologies that have been proposed by researchers to address these challenges. This includes the
system architectures for distributed DRL, the simulation parallelism to increase sample collection efficiency, the
computing parallelism to improve the computational efficiency, the distributed synchronization mechanisms
for backpropagation-based training, the deep evolutionary reinforcement learning for evolution-based training.
Further, we have summarized the existing libraries and platforms in view of facilitating the research community
in rapid development. This survey tries to enable readers to have a holistic view of distributed DRL and provides
a guideline for them to get started quickly in this area. Below, we extrapolate potential directions for future work
in this field.
Specialized hardware accelerators. Designing specialized hardware accelerators that are computationally

efficient with neural networks becomes an urgent and promising direction. It has been witnessed that many
domain-specific architectures have been proposed to accelerate DRL training such as NVIDIA Tensor Core[75],
FPGAs[118], TPUs[77]. Despite the advancements in computation speed, several emerging topics remain in this
highly dynamic field of research. One such direction is in-memory computing, which is critical for reducing data
movement and minimizing latency for DRL training[120, 191]. Another direction is the exploitation of pipeline
parallelism according to the DRL training workloads, which requires innovative hardware designs and algorithms
to ensure all the arrays on the hardware are always active during training [192]. Additionally, how to reduce
the energy consumption while improving the computational efficiency is also very important. We believe that
neuromorphic hardware design is a promising direction, such as spike-based neuromorphic chips [193]. Moreover,
heterogeneous architectures that combine the strengths of different hardware platforms in the field of DRL can
be further investigated[127].
In-network distributed aggregation mechanisms. Network communication occupies a large part of the

execution time in distributed gradient aggregation. To alleviate the communication overhead, an emerging trend
is to shift the gradient aggregation process from the worker nodes to the network infrastructure itself, such as at
the programmable switches. By doing so, the gradient aggregation is conducted on-the-fly at the granularity of
network packets rather than gradient vectors stored within the memory of the worker nodes. This approach
has the potential to substantially reduce the end-to-end network latency and the volume of data transferred
across the network during distributed training. Li et al. [74] were pioneers in leveraging in-switch computing
to accelerate the distributed training of deep reinforcement learning, achieving significant results. We believe
designing packet forwarding and computing mechanisms according to the characteristics of DRL workloads will
have great potential for training improvement.
Efficient sample exploitation algorithms. A large amount of rollout data is required is one of the known

issues of DRL training. One reason is counted for the low sample reuse rate. OpenAI researchers demonstrate
that the sample reuse rate is lower than 1 in the asynchronous training of the OpenAI Five[113]. Note that simply
collecting more data in parallel without effectively exploiting it does not necessarily translate into improved
training outcomes. Therefore, the development of algorithms that can exploit rollout samples more effectively,
without compromising the stability of the learning process, is a crucial direction for future research in distributed
DRL. To address this challenge, several strategies can be pursued. First, more sophisticated replay mechanisms,
including Priority-refresh[114], asynchronous curriculum experience replay[194], and regret minimization
replay[195], are promising techniques to better utilize the samples. Besides, driving DRL agents to perform
searches sophisticatedly rather than randomly is helping for generating more useful samples. Exploration
strategies such as curiosity-driven [196], diversity-driven [197], and novelty search [142] in large state-action
spaces are potential directions of importance.
Large language model-enhanced DRL. Large language models (LLMs), equipped with extensive pre-

trained knowledge and powerful generalization abilities, are emerging as a promising direction to enhance the
performance of DRL, including accelerating the training process. Specifically, in the DRL training paradigm, LLMs
can assist DRL agents in reward function design, action selection, and policy evaluation, based on the modeling
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capability and common-sense pre-trained knowledge. In this way, LLMs not only enable a considerable level of
ability at the beginning of the training process, but also facilitate the decision-making during the optimization.
Currently, numerous pioneering works [198–200] have been proposed that I am confident will pave the way for
robust development in the coming future.
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