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ABSTRACT

Reinforcement learning (RL) is one of the active fields in machine learning, demonstrating remarkable
potential in tackling real-world challenges. Despite its promising prospects, this methodology has
encountered with issues and challenges, hindering it from achieving the best performance. In
particular, these approaches lack decent performance when navigating environments and solving
tasks with large observation space, often resulting in sample-inefficiency and prolonged learning
times. This issue, commonly referred to as the curse of dimensionality, complicates decision-making
for RL agents, necessitating a careful balance between attention and decision-making. RL agents,
when augmented with human or large language models’ (LLMs) feedback, may exhibit resilience and
adaptability, leading to enhanced performance and accelerated learning. Such feedback, conveyed
through various modalities or granularities including natural language, serves as a guide for RL agents,
aiding them in discerning relevant environmental cues and optimizing decision-making processes.
In this survey paper, we mainly focus on problems of two-folds: firstly, we focus on humans or an
LLMs assistance, investigating the ways in which these entities may collaborate with the RL agent in
order to foster optimal behavior and expedite learning; secondly, we delve into the research papers
dedicated to addressing the intricacies of environments characterized by large observation space.

Keywords Reinforcement Learning · Large Language Models · Curse of Dimensionality · Attention and Decision-
making

1 Introduction

Reinforcement learning (RL) has emerged as a vital and dynamic area within machine learning, finding diverse
applications in domains such as healthcare [1] and natural language processing (NLP) [2]. In RL we have a sequential
decision making problem in which, an agent is interacting with an environment-whether simulated or real-world-,
collecting samples or experiences, and creating a behavior in order to achieve a presented task. Despite its many
successes and advancements [3], RL still encounters fundamental challenges that hinder its widespread adoption and
optimal performance [4].

Of these fundamental challenges we first have sample-inefficiency. The RL agents interact with the environment,
perform exploration, and collect experiences in order to be able for informed decision-making, which leads to prolonged
learning times for RL agents [5]. The second challenge is the fact that the knowledge gained in the exploration phase by
the RL agent may not necessarily be generalized to all or some unseen states and actions in the environment it is already
interacting with [6]. The third challenge deals with the fact that in complex environments with large observation space
[7], the RL agents need to perform a balance between decision-making and attention. In this type of environments, the
RL agents are faced with the curse of dimensionality which is compounded in presence of the said challenges [8].
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Among the proposed methodologies to address the challenges RL faces, there exist approaches that utilize external
sources of information such as humans [9] or large language models’ (LLMs) [10] feedback, alongside their own
experiences and the knowledge gained from the environment [11]. Humans or LLMs can provide feedback or presence
for the RL agent in order for efficient and informed exploration and decision-making, expediting the RL agent’s
learning process and alleviating the challenges mentioned above. The feedback can take various forms including natural
language, non-natural language, demonstrations, evaluative, and informative [5, 9]. Human or LLM provided natural
language feedback is the more informative form of feedback, since, based on the level of their knowledge and awareness
of the environment and task at hand, human or LLM can provide better feedback regardless of any hardships other
forms experience [12].

Overall, in this survey paper, our focus lies on two primary areas of literature. Firstly, in addition to the raw data
received from the environment, we aim to supplement the RL agent with presence or feedback obtained from either
human or an LLM. This feedback helps the RL agent to enhance performance, contributing valuable insights and
guidance to aid its exploration and decision-making. These papers are available in Sections 2 and 3, respectively.
Secondly, we have addressed the curse of dimensionality in complex environments, where the observation space is
large. In this challenge, the dilemma is the concurrency of attention and decision-making, since, it needs to mostly
explore and experience many trials in order to learn and discern which parts of the environment are of importance to
attend to for achieving optimal behavior and decision-making. These papers are available in Section 4.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section ?? provides fundamental concepts surrounding RL and
LLMs. Sections 2 and 3 delve into RL with human feedback, and LLMs for RL, respectively. Section 4 discusses the
balance between decision-making and attention in environments with large observation spaces. Section 5 underscores
the importance of these topics. Finally, Section 6 summarizes the findings and concludes the survey paper.

2 RL with the Help of Human Feedback

This section is mainly divided into two categories of research papers: first category consists of papers which utilize
natural language as their feedback, and the second category consists of research papers which do not. Since, our main
focus in this survey is on the first category, we first discuss these papers: sub-section 2.1. Later in this section, we
discuss papers which do not utilize such feedback/instruction: sub-section 2.2. Each category is also divided into further
sub-sections, representing different clusters within each category. Figure 1 shows the taxonomy of the papers presented
in this section.

Figure 1: Hierarchy for Section 2.

2.1 Natural Language Feedback/Instruction

In this category, we discuss papers which utilize human natural language feedback. The feedback may be utilized in
different forms or approaches by the RL agent. This category is divided into these sub-sections:

• Section 2.1.1: papers which discuss natural language feedback/instruction in simulated RL environments.
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• Section 2.1.2: papers which are same as above item, but discuss in robotic and real-world environments, rather
than simulated ones.

• Section 2.1.3: papers which focus mainly on aspects in which, the human provides feedback/instruction in
real-time and dynamically. This sub-section also discusses a line of communication between human and RL
agent, in which the human provides corrective or evaluative feedback/instruction in natural language.

• Section 2.1.4: papers which focus on different granularities of feedback, other than instruction itself, but are in
natural language form. Meaning, the feedback may be a description or an abstraction, provided by human in
natural language.

2.1.1 Task or Sub-task as Natural Language Instruction in Simulated Environments

This sub-section discusses papers which utilize natural language feedback/instruction as task or instruction to solve.
The tasks or instructions have been provided by human before-hand and are presented for the RL agent to behave
optimally. The human in this scenario is not involved dynamically or does not communicate in the learning process of
RL agents. The abstract idea of these papers is shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2: Abstract idea and architecture of papers in Sections 2.1.1 and 2.1.2.

Kaplan et al. [13] introduce a deep RL approach in which, the RL agent is able to surpass previous benchmarks in
Montezuma’s Revenge from the Atari Learning Environment [14] with the help of natural language instructions. The
RL agent receives both visual observations from the environment, and natural language instructions from humans.
Combinations of these sources of information helps the RL agent to self-monitor its progress and grant rewards for
completing instructions which represent sub-tasks alongside increasing game scores.

Hill et al. [15] utilize natural language instructions provided by humans to enhance and expedite the training of RL
agents in environments. In their method, the RL agent utilizes pretrained language models such as BERT [16], to
generate synthetic instructions, understand them, and behave accordingly. The authors have provided results showcasing
the zero-shot transfer capabilities of the RL agents from synthetic instruction generated by BERT to human instructions
in a 3D simulated environment suited for object detection and placement.

Devo et al. [17] propose a method for visual navigation task in a 3D maze environment guided by natural language
instructions. The RL agent receives natural language instructions and visual observations obtained by the environment
for navigation. The RL agent is capable of interpreting the instructions to predict directions in order for improved
navigation in the environment.

Hermann et al. [18] introduce a method which can perform navigation in real-world urban environments, called
StreetNav, through images obtained from Google Street View. In their method, the RL agent is capable to interpret
natural language driving instructions, which are provided by Google Maps. With the help of these driving instructions,
and also visual information obtained from urban environments, the RL agent is able to reach any designated destination.

Hu et al. [19] introduce a framework for enhancing the performance of the RL agents in a multi-agent settings with the
help of natural language instructions, and reaching equilibria during training faster. Humans express their desired policy
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through these natural language instructions. Based on these instructions and also observations from the environment,
the proposed framework utilizes LLMs to generate a prior policy in order to help RL agents not diverge from human
policies.

Chen et al. [20] utilize human demonstrations annotated with human natural language instruction in a gridworld
environment designed for crafting. They propose a two-layered hierarchical approach for multi-task and sparse reward
setting. First layer is the low-level policy which is conditioned on the provided natural language instructions, and the
second layer endeavors to interpret those instructions or generate new ones. With the help of provided dataset, the RL
agent can perform imitation learning to achieve the presented tasks, or can learn to generate new instructions in novel
tasks.

2.1.2 Task or Sub-task as Natural Language Instruction in Robotic Environments

This section is exactly same as 2.1.1, with one difference that, it discusses papers which are presented to tackle robotic
environments and tasks. The abstract idea of these papers is shown in Figure 2.

Bing et al. [21] utilize natural language instructions in robotic manipulation tasks to improve and expedite the training
of deep RL approach. Their deep RL approach which utilizes meta-RL algorithm and language models, aims to reduce
the time spent for trial-and-error learning during training of the RL agent, with the help of natural language instructions.
The proposed approach is important since, it requires fewer trial-and-error steps for exploration and can understand
tasks by interpreting natural language instructions and descriptions.

Stengel et al. [22] introduce a pretrained Transformer-based RL agent to utilize human natural language instructions in
order to perform multi-step robotic manipulation tasks in a 3D environment. With the help of instructions and visual
observation obtained by the environment, the RL agent is able to detect important locations for either grasping or
placing of the objects. Since the location of objects is detected with the help of these inputs, the RL agent can perform
tasks in fewer time-steps, thus, alleviating the problem of trial-and-error learning.

Lynch et al. [23] presents a framework to create a dynamic and real-time communication line between humans
and robotic RL agents which can learn from natural language instructions. Their focus is mainly on the fact that
the interaction between these two entities better to be real-time in order for the human to provide natural language
instructions as tasks for the real-world robots. These robots can perform continuous control tasks such as robotic
manipulations.

Sharma et al. [24] address the challenge of utilizing natural language corrections or instructions in planning objectives
of the robot in order to enhance its performance and also clarify ambiguous human instructions. Their approach
helps the RL agent to adjust and modify goals and its behavior dynamically, and also adapt to new goals based on the
corrections human provides.

Shi et al. [25], present a framework to enhance RL agent’s performance in long-horizon robotic manipulation tasks
with the help of real-time natural language human feedback. To achieve this, the authors propose a hierarchical policy
framework that utilizes natural language instructions alongside low-level robotic control. At the high-level, the RL
agent can generate language instructions autonomously, and human can provide corrective natural language feedback to
further improve the performance. At the low-level control, the RL agent preforms action selection and behavior cloning
based on interpreted natural language instructions.

2.1.3 Dynamic and Real-time Natural Language Communication Loop

This section discusses papers which utilize natural language feedback/instruction as task or instruction to solve. However,
unlike Sections 2.1.1 and 2.1.2, the human in this scenario is involved dynamically in the learning process of the RL
agent. Via a communication line, the human provides feedback for the RL agent at any time-step and the RL agent
would behave accordingly. The abstract idea of these papers is shown in Figure 3.

Surh et al. [26] investigate the real-time natural language and binary feedback provided by the human for training of the
RL agent. The authors emphasis on the fact that human can provide feedback at any time-step and these two entities
collaborate together. Their appraoch consists of a contextual bandit setting, in which, the human provided feedback is
converted into instant reward.

Wang et al. [27] incorporate natural language voice instructions in their approach to improve performance of the RL
agent. Their setting is autonomous driving cars, in which the RL agent is controlling the car and the human provides
voice feedback. In their approach, real-time speech-to-text methods and BERT-based classifier have been utilized to
interpret human voice instructions and map them to proper and understandable actions for the RL agent.
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Figure 3: Abstract idea and architecture of papers in Section 2.1.3.

Van et al. [28] address the challenge in which real-world RL agents might show incorrect behavior or any behavior
that would result in failure. Based upon human natural language feedback, the RL agent can improve its action space,
modify it, or remove some actions from it to prevent occurred failures. The authors have utilized non-expert humans to
generate high-level and natural language feedback online and repair the RL agent’s policy, rather than expert humans.

Tambwekar et al. [29] introduce a framework in which humans can efficiently interpret or initialize RL agent’s behavior
or policy. Inspired by decision tree algorithm, the authors in their paper endeavor to create an architecture in which the
feedback is translated from natural language to a structured from such as lexical decision trees. Utilizing these, humans
can efficiently utilize natural language descriptions to improve the RL agent’s performance and policy. The RL agent
utilizes such feedback and endeavors to reach the desired policy stated in natural language.

2.1.4 Abstraction, Instruction, and Description

This section discusses papers in which, the feedback can be of any type or granularity, such as a description, an
instruction or an abstraction. Papers in this section mainly focus on the fact that the RL agent needs to be robust towards
different types of natural language feedback, extracting necessary information useful for optimal behavior. The abstract
idea of these papers is shown in Figure 4.

Mirchandani et al. [30] propose a framework for reward shaping which improves sample-efficiency of the RL agents in
understanding and performing complex tasks defined in natural language. Their approach utilizes abstraction to guide
exploration, believing that complex instructions can entail simpler ones. There are two parts in their approach: first, a
classifier which classifies whether a low-level instruction has been done or not; second, a classifier which correlates the
relevancy between low-level instructions with termination on high-level and complex tasks.

Sumers et al. [31] propose an approach for RL agents to understand human preferences which have been presented in
natural language. They utilize a contextual banding algorithm to distinguish between different granularities of human
natural language feedback. First granularity is instructions and how they can provide information about policies. The
second is descriptions and how they can provide information about reward functions. Integrating such mechanism in
RL agents help them achieve autonomy in selection of granularity which can help them achieve better performance.

2.2 Other Types of Feedback

In this category, we discuss papers which utilize human feedback which is not of natural language form. This category
is divided into these sub-sections:

• Section 2.2.1: papers which focus mainly on aspects in which, the human provides feedback in real-time and
dynamically. This sub-section is similar to Section 2.1.3, but with one difference and that is the feedback is
not in natural language form.

• Section 2.2.2: papers which focus on feedback which is of different modalities; meaning, the RL agent needs
to understand and utilize feedback from different modalities which are not necessarily of natural language
form.
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Figure 4: Abstract idea and architecture of papers in Section 2.1.4.

• Section 2.2.3: papers which discuss human feedback or involvement as policy. This means that the human
suggests actions for the RL agent for optimal behavior.

• Section 2.2.4: papers which are same as above item, but discuss instead of utilizing the human feedback as a
policy, we utilize human expertise as a reward function which provides rewards for any action chose by the RL
agent.

• Section 2.2.5: papers which focus on human visual demonstrations as feedback. This type of papers is in line
with inverse RL, however, with some minor differences.

2.2.1 Dynamic and Real-time Human Feedback

This sub-section is similar to Section 2.1.3. However, the humans do not provide natural language feedback and they
utilize other forms such as evaluative feedback, preference-based, button clicking and etc. The abstract idea of these
papers is similar to what is shown in Figure 3.

Lou et al. [32] address the challenge of sample inefficiency in RL by proposing a human-in-the-loop (HIL) framework.
This framework incorporates human knowledge and expertise during the early stages of the RL agent’s learning process
to minimize the number of interactions with the environment. The RL agent requests human feedback only when it
detects discrepancies in the Q-values computed by its policy.

Wu et al. [33] propose a framework to utilize human feedback and knowledge to enhance performance and training
of the RL agent in autonomous driving setting. Humans can intervene or take control of the vehicle real-time during
training and learning of the RL agent, leading to correcting failures of the RL agent. This leads to the RL agent learning
optimal behavior facing situations in which it had failed before.

Moreira et al. [34] explore the utilization of human interactive feedback in order to expedite the learning process of the
deep RL agent. The authors investigate three methodologies in their paper: first one is autonomous RL agent itself
without utilization of any feedback source, second one is the RL agent which utilizes feedback from other RL agent,
and lastly the RL agent which utilizes human feedback in its architecture. The authors perform multiple simulated
robotic experiments and showcase that utilizing feedback alongisde raw observations prove to be successful.

Li et al. [35] address the challenge of deploying RL agents which have been trained offline into real-world environments.
The RL agent might have behaviors that are not fully optimal. Thus, the authors utilize human feedback in online
settings to improve deployment process and further training of the RL agent. Human feedback is presented as finetuning
process for the RL agent, and the RL agent endeavors to imrpove and modify its behaior in order to lessen the failures.

Guan et al. [36] utilize human feedback in the form of saliency maps to provide binary evaluative feedback for
improving the sample-inefficiency of the RL agent. By using these saliency maps alongside human binary feedback,
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humans can highlight regions in the observation space which are efficient to attend to for better decision-making. These
regions can help the RL agent to expedite its learning process and lessen the trial-and-error process.

Daniels et al. [37] address the challenge in which the humans’ expertise in providing feedback for the RL agent are not
completely correct or uniform, and there can exist noise or differences in some humans’ feedback, which can lead to
hindered performance of the RL agent. Humans’ feedback are not usually uniform or similar regarding an RL agent,
thus, this can lead to some complications in the process of helping the RL agent. The authors contribute to the fact
that the RL agent needs to be able to select a specific human feedback based on their expertise, which can be the most
helpful for it.

2.2.2 Multimodal Human Feedback

In this sub-section, we discuss a paper which utilize different modalities for feedback such as, natural language,
evaluative feedback, reward shaping and etc. These feedback modalities can be provided to the RL agent either
simultaneously or sequentially. The RL agent needs to be compatible to any type of feedback and utilize it in its learning
process. The abstract idea of these papers is shown in Figure 3.

Trick et al. [38] present an approach in which human feedback from multiple and different modalities are integrated
into the RL agent. Their approach utilizes a Bayesian fusion method in order to combine the output distributions of
base classifiers for each modality. This in turn highlights the confidence or uncertainty level of each modality and can
help the RL agent for informed action-selection and also robustness towards the ambiguity of the feedback.

2.2.3 Human Feedback as Policy

In this sub-section, we discuss papers which utilize human selected or preferred actions as an independent policy.
Humans either can suggest actions at any time-step, or they can intervene and modify action probabilities or values.
The abstract idea of these papers is shown in Figure 5.

Figure 5: Abstract idea and architecture of papers in Sections 2.2.3.

Griffith et al. [39] propose an approach to utilize human feedback as policy or action-selection alongside the RL agent’s
policy. In this approach the human provides feedback in form of a preferred action for the RL agent, which directly
modifies the policy of the RL agent, instead of rewards or the RL agent’s values. Due to its simplicity and adaptability,
their approach can be utilized in real-world problems and scenarios.

Scherf et al. [40] introduce an approach in which the RL agent is faced with human’s inaccurate action feedback. In an
interactive setting, the human can provide actions as feedback for the RL agent at any time-step, however, this feedback
might prove to be incorrect. Thus, the RL agent needs evaluate this feedback from different aspects such as consistency,
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retrospective optimality, and behavioral cues. With the help of these aspects, the RL agent can build state-dependent
trust in what the human has suggested or advised, and behave accordingly.

Frazier et al. [41] investigate the efficacy of human selected actions as feedback in Minecraft game. The authors discuss
the challenge of deep RL agents in such complex 3D environments and propose two interactive algorithms: Feedback
Arbitration and Newtonian Action Advice. The authors discuss that these algorithms prove to be successful since, if the
human provides feedback for the RL agent for multiple times, it would improve the RL agent’s performance. Newtonian
Action Advice can also prove to be useful whilst the RL agent is navigating the environment, wherein, the challenge
of perceptual aliasing is important. Overall, the proposed algorithms are robust towards feedback with low levels of
accuracy, since, the authors demonstrate that the high frequency of the provided feedback can make up for that.

2.2.4 Human Feedback as Reward

In this sub-section, we discuss papers which utilize human as a reward function. Humans may accept or reject selected
behavior, or they can score chosen actions in certain time-steps. Thus, alongside environment reward, human feedback
itself becomes a reward function. The abstract idea of these papers is shown in Figure 6.

Figure 6: Abstract idea and architecture of papers in Section 2.1.3.

Neider et al. [42] address the challenge of environments with sparse reward settings in RL. Their approach utilizes
human feedback represented as deterministic finite automata (DFA). In their approach, a reward machine is iteratively
learnt based on human feedback and also the observed rewards. Their approach guarantees optimal performance in
long-horizon tasks, in turn reducing learning time.

Hejna et al. [43] present an approach in which human feedback is provided as reward function for the RL agent. The
authors utilize human feedback or human preferences to pretrain reward models for wide range of tasks with different
levels of diversity. This in turn causes the approach to be less reliable on the human presence in online and interactive
setting, since the reward model is modelling human-presented preferences or rewards. Since, the RL agent is being
trained on various tasks, their approach is inspired by meta-learning principles and multi-task learning settings.

Suay et al. [44] propose an approach in which the human can provide rewards as feedback for the RL agent real-time,
in a real-world robotic setting. The provided human rewards are then integrated into the action-selection process of
the RL agent. Since, the human is present in training process of the RL agent, it needs fewer trials and time-steps for
exploration and finding optimal decision-making pattern, thus, proving this approach to be successful.

2.2.5 Human Feedback as Demonstrations

In this sub-section, we discuss papers which utilize human provided demonstrations as feedback, so that the RL agent
can try to mimic the presented behavior. A term for these approaches is called "inverse RL". These papers focus on the
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fact that the RL agent would endeavor to learn a task by watching a human do it. The abstract idea of these papers is
similar to what is shown in Figure 3.

Li et al. [45] investigate utilizing human demonstrations and evaluative feedback to enhance the RL agents in real-world
robotic settings. Their approach utilizes inverse RL principles in order for the RL agent to reach the optimal behavior
and decision-making. The authors conclude that using their approach might not necessarily reach an optimal policy,
however, it can produce decent and useful value functioon for the RL agent.

Huang et al. [46] introduce an approach to deal with complex challenge of navigating mixed traffic environments
for autonomous vehicles. They utilize human feedback which acts as a mentor to ensure safety and efficient traffic
flow. Humans can intervene or guide the RL agents whenever needed for better and optimal behavior in uncertain or
dangerous situations. Their approach does not require a custom reward fucntion and works with human demonstrations
or interventions alone.

Lin et al. [47] present an approach in which human feedback is utilized for challenges of exploration and sample-
inefficiency. They require the human to provide a few expert demonstrations for exploration process, then, they utilize a
Gaussian process model to advise the RL agent actions with different levels of confidence. These demonstrations help
the RL agent to learn how to perform efficient and more intentional exploration and decision-making process based on
the human provided demonstrations, even in the parts of the environment it has not seen demonstration for.

3 LLMs for RL

This section is mainly divided into two categories of research papers: first category consists of papers from post-
ChatGPT era which utilize LLM’s assistance of any shape or form for the RL agent: Section 3.1, and the second
category consists of research papers which do the same, but are from pre-ChatGPT era and do not use any specific LLM
in their approach: Section 3.2. Each category is divided into further sub-sections, representing different clusters within
each category. Figure 7 shows the taxonomy of the papers presented in this section.

Figure 7: Hierarchy for Section 3.

3.1 Post-ChatGPT Papers Which Utilize Language for RL

In this category, we discuss papers which utilize LLM’s natural language capabilities for RL agents. This category is
divided into these sub-sections:

• Section 3.1.1: papers which provide natural language feedback/instruction to the RL agent to achieve the task.
These papers are similar to the papers from Sections 2.1.4 2.1.2 and 2.1.2.

• Section 3.1.2: papers which are same as above item, but instead of LLM being an extrinsic entity, it is a
component of the RL agent. The LLM may also provide feedback in a real-time and dynamic setting unlike
the above item.

• Section 3.1.3: papers which focus mainly on scenarios in which, the LLMs can act as an RL agent. The LLM
selects action based on a natural language high-level state representation created on top of the raw sensory
data presented by the environment.
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3.1.1 LLMs to Provide Feedback, Instructions or Assistance

In this sub-section, we discuss papers primarily centered on LLMs providing natural language feedback/instructions to
RL agents, often without direct human involvement. While some studies involve human prompters to elicit optimal
feedback from LLMs, most focus solely on the LLM’s role. The abstract idea of these papers is similar to what is shown
in Figures 2, 3 and 4.

Du et al. [48] introduce a method in which pretrained LLMs provide instructions or goals for intrinsic motivation
inside the RL agent for informed exploration in the environment. Upon completing each instruction by the RL agent,
it receives a reward designed by the pretrained LLM, thus, lessening the effects of sparse reward setting. The LLM
defines goals based on current state description the RL agent is in. LLM-generated goals are produced with the help of
human prompter, and are also diverse in a sense that encourages the RL agent to perform meaningful exploration.

Barj et al. [49] propose a method that utilizes LLMs’ feedback to analyze and refine the RL agent’s policy in situations
where the RL agent has failed to generalize a specific goal to out-of-distribution environments. LLM’s feedback acts as
a reward model for the RL agent in order to identify potential failure scenarios.

Gu et al. [50] investigate a cooperative teach-student learning framework in which the teache is the LLM, providing
useful and abstract information for the RL agent. The RL agent acts as student to provide real-time information on its
whereabouts to the LLM, and help the LLM in order to provide better feedback. This causes both entities to improve on
themselves in order to accomplish mutual goals.

Karimpanal et al. [51] introduce a framework to utilize pretrained LLMs’ natural language feedback to produce sets of
decision-making behavior in order to expedite the learning of RL agent. Since, querying the LLM might be costy, the
authors propose to utilize another RL agent to decide when to query the RL agent. Using the instructions and solutions
produced through this sample-efficient querying system, the primary RL agent can perform optimal decision-making.

Kwon et al. [52] explore the utilization of LLMs as reward functions in RL setting. In their approach the LLM is
prompted with the examples of descriptions of observations and their corresponding optimal behavior and reward
signals. Based on these examples in the prompts, the LLM is able to evaluate the behavior and decision-making of the
RL agent towards any specific objective.

Hu et al. [53] investigate the costly and time-consuming interactions between RL agents and LLMs in sequential
decision-making tasks. The authors propose an approach in which the RL agent employs two policies, one of which is
trained to decide when to query the LLM for natural language instructions to complete a given task. The pretrained LLM
provides a planner role, in order for the RL agent to reach its goal. To accomplish this, one of the RL agent’s policies is
trained to realize when to query, and the other policy learns how to execute the instructions in the environment.

Liu et al. [54] propose a transformer-based RL agent designed for natural language instruction-following tasks in
vision-based environments. Their approach utilizes a pretrained multimodal transformer model capable of encoding and
generating feature representations that integrate visual observations with natural language instructions.

Ma et al. [55] introduce a method to utilize LLMs to autnomously design custom reward functions without any
pre-defined prompting structure for any specific task. Their approach utilizes evolutionary optimization algorithms to
utilize its capabilities in different settings such as zero-shot or few-shot learning. The authors demonstrate that the LLM
in their approach is able to outperform human-designed reward functions.

3.1.2 LLM as a Component of the RL Agent

In this sub-section, we discuss papers which investigate the integration of LLMs as intrinsic components of RL agents.
Unlike the previous sub-section where LLMs provided feedback/instruction externally 3.1.1, here they are embedded
within the RL agent framework, enabling real-time and dynamic interaction. This integration facilitates seamless
communication between the RL agent and the embedded LLM, allowing both entities to access sensory data from the
environment. The abstract idea of these papers is shown in Figure 8.

Peng et al. [56] introduce a framework in which the RL agent is able to explain its behavior or action-selection for
performing tasks, whether online or post-hoc. Their approach is set for interactive text-based game environments. The
authors utilize a symbolic knowledge graph state representation and a hierarchical graph attention mechanism for the
RL agent’s decision-making process. The provided are either immediate and local, or temporally extended post-hoc.
The first type is generated by identifying key facts inside the knowledge graph whoch is influencing the decision-making
process. The second type endeavors to include all the important segments of state space crucial in a trajectory for the
decision-making.

Pan et al. [57] propose a hierarchical continual RL framework which utilizes LLMs for knowledge transfer. Their
approach consists of two layers: a high-level policy formulation which is done by the LLM to generate a sequence of
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Figure 8: Abstract idea and architecture of papers in Sections 3.1.2.

goals, and a low-level policy control to execute and train RL policies. These two layers provide feedback to each other
and adjust themselves. For improvement of the performance of the RL agent, the high-level policy stores low-level
policies in a skill library.

Klissarov et al. [58] introduce an approach to address the challenge of designing custom and intrinsic reward functions
by utilizing the LLM’s preferences over the RL agent’s behavior. This intrinsic reward is combined with the reward
received from the environment and utilized for the training of the RL agents. For each time-step, LLM sees a pair of
performed action-selection or behavior by the RL agent and prefers one over the other.

Zhai et al. [59] integrate LLMs in RL agents to create embodied agents for human-AI interaction scenarios. The
proposed framework of two stages. First, a pretained LLM is finetuned to map human natural language instructions
into goals, and an RL policy endeavours to accomplish the stated goals. In the second stage, the authors train both the
RL agent and the LLM together, so that these two entities are more aligned. In this optimization loop, the RL agent
provides feedback for the LLM and causes the LLM to provide more informed feedback or set of goals for the RL agent.
This leads to better understandment of the environment and also human provided instructions.

Prakash et al. [60] present an approach in which the LLM is integrated into hierarchical RL agent in order to solve
long-horizon tasks. The LLM guides the exploration of the RL agent in order to solve its sample-inefficiency. Selected
actions or performed behavior by the RL agent is evaluated by the LLM based on the observed states and task description
in order for biasing of the RL agent’s decision-making process.

Quartey et al. [61] propose utilizing LLMs in order to generate and learn auxiliary tasks alongisde the RL agent’s main
task in an object-centric environment. The authors aim to solve the sample-inefficiency of the RL agent. Their approach
utilizes abstract temporal logic representationsof tasks and also object and context-aware embeddings obtained from the
LLM to create the auxiliary tasks. These auxiliary tasks have the role of exploration for the RL agent so that it is able to
accomplish the main task, therefore, enhancing the performance of the RL agent.

3.1.3 LLM as an Agent

In this sub-section, we discuss papers which explore the domain where LLMs serve as RL agents, leveraging their
ability to interpret natural language high-level state representations derived from raw sensory data provided by the
environment for decision-making. Notably, some LLMs possess multimodal capabilities, enabling them to process
diverse data types, including visual observations. The abstract idea of these papers is shown in Figure 9.

Tang et al. [62] introduce a model-based agent in order to enable the LLM to program its knowledge gained from
interactions with the environment in Python code. This agent learns the dynamics of the environment, reward and
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Figure 9: Abstract idea and architecture of papers in Section 3.1.3.

transition function, in order for improved planning and decision-making. This helps the agent to have an interpretable
and sample-efficient learning process across gridworld environments.

Feng et al. [63] introduce an approach in which from the traditional RL and its key concepts related to it such as policies,
value functions, task objectives, and etc. are translated to the natural language representation, and presented to the LLM.
LLM endeavors to solve MDP and tabular tasks, which at the end leads to an interpretable behavior, easy-to-understand
framework, efficient learning, diverse and capable reasoning without needing to human supervision.

Yang et al. [64] introduce an approach in which LLMs act as an agent in 3D visual grounding robotic tasks. The utilized
LLM does not require labeled training data in order to handle natural language queries for grounding objects. After
understanding the provided query, the LLM engages with the provided grounding tool, and performs reasoning in
order to recognize the spatial attributes of the objects for grounding and decision-making. LLMs can benefit from their
commonsense knowledge in order for better understanding of the queries and spatial reasoning.

Sun et al. [65] introduce an approach in which the LLM is utilized for interactive planning in partially observable MDP
settings in robotics. The pretrained LLM agent faces uncertainty as it lacks complete observation or information at each
time-step. This leads to the LLM endeavoring to father missing information from the environment in order to achieve
understanding of its current state and then, informed decision-making.

3.2 Pre-ChatGPT Papers Which Utilize Language for RL

In this category, we discuss papers which utilize NLP-based and pre-ChatGPT models’ natural language feed-
back/instruction. This category is divided into these sub-sections:

• Section 3.2.1: this sub-section is same as Section 3.1.2, with this difference that instead of utilizing LLMs,
these papers utilize regular NLP-based models and architectures.

• Section 3.2.2: this sub-section is same as Section 3.1.1, with this difference that instead of utilizing LLMs,
these papers utilize regular NLP-based models and architectures.

• Section 3.2.3: papers which focus on environments or tasks whose observation space is in natural language.

3.2.1 Model as a Component of the RL Agent

Papers in this sub-section are similar to the papers in Section 3.1.2. However, papers in this sub-section only utilize
pre-ChatGPT models. The abstract idea of these papers is similar to what is shown in Figure 8.

Hanjie et al. [66] introduce a framework in which natural language descriptions are utilized within a multi-task
environment for improved generalization capabilities. In their framework, the authors do not assume a prior mapping
between textual descriptions and state observations. Instead, the RL agent needs to understand and recognize entities
and informed behavior from the description based on reward signals. Their architecture utilizes attention to recognize
and ground entities in a given textual description.

Wu et al. [67] propose an approach in which the RL agent localizes objects in images based on natural language
descriptions. The RL agent utilizes the spatial and temporal information obtained from the environment in order to
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modify and reshape bounding-boxes in order to localize the determined object. Their approach is robust towards
scenarios in which there are many objects in the image, or objects having detailed attribution.

He et al. [68] propose an approach for grounding natural language descriptions in videos. The RL agent learns to
efficiently recognize the accurate time-steps for beginning and ending of descriptions in video frames. The utilized
policy is actor-critic, which iteratively observes the video frames and the description. Based on these observations,
the RL agent learns to adjust beginning and ending points and doing so, it receives rewards which are generated from
ground-trutth labels presented by humans for grounding.

3.2.2 Feedback, Abstraction, Description and Instruction

Papers in this sub-section are similar to the papers in Section 3.1.1. However, papers in this sub-section only utilize
pre-ChatGPT models. The abstract idea of these papers is similar to what is shown in Figures 2, 3 and 4.

Shah et al. [69] present an approach where the RL agent learns to navigate an environment using visual observations,
depth data, and natural language instructions provided by a human. Based on the cross-attention mechanism between
visual observations and textual instructions, the RL agent understands which parts of the environment are relevant for
informed and better navigation and focus on them more. Since, the environment setting lacks dense rewards, the RL
agent relies mostly on the cross-attention mechanism and low-level control policies for navigation.

Eloff et al. [70] explore the utilization of text-based natural language communication in collaborative multi-agent RL
environments. This allows the RL agents to create collaboration between the RL agents without the need for predefined
instructions. In their approach, one RL agent provide natural language instructions for others in order to navigate a
maze-like environment. The sender RL agent encodes environment state and information and generates natural language
instructions based on encoder-decoder architecture, and the receiver RL agent decodes those instructions into action
sequences.

Jiang et al. [12] introduce a framework for hierarchical RL agents to utilize natural language as an abstraction. In their
approach, two policies are employed: a high-level policy that generates natural language instructions and a low-level
control policy that operates based on the high-level policy’s guidance. The RL agent is able to reason in high-level
space and consequently perform informed behavior. The authors also propose a method to relabel hindsight language
instructions based on the alternative behavior the RL agent has performed for a specific instruction. This method helps
the authors not to utilize reward shaping methods.

3.2.3 Natural Language State Representation

In this sub-section, we discuss papers which focus on environments or tasks driven by natural language, where both
the state representation and available actions are expressed in language. These tasks often include text-based or
narrative-driven games. The abstract idea of these papers is shown in Figure 10.

Figure 10: Abstract idea and architecture of papers in Sections 3.2.3.

Narasimhan et al. [71] propose an approach to learn control policies for text-based games, where state space, interactions,
and action space are in natural language form. The presented game rewards are input to the RL agent as feedback
for improved decision-making process. The authors utilize long short-term memory networks to encode textual
representations into numerical vector representations which captures the game semantics.

Zhao et al. [72] introduce a framework for task-oriented natural language dialog systems and also utilizing relational
and structured databases. The RL agent has the language understanding capabilities to understand dialogues in order for
informed decision-making and creation of strategic dialog policies. The authors also have utilized supervised learning
techniques in their RL approach to expedite learning process.
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4 Trade-off between Decision-making and Attention

This section is mainly focused on research papers that either discuss complex environments which consist of large
observation space, or have utilized some attention mechanism in their decision-making. This section is divided into
these sub-sections:

In these papers, the authors have mostly utilized attention mechanisms in order to circumvent the challenges, and mainly
focus on the trade-off of decision-making and attention.

• Section 4.1: papers which discuss utilizing attention mechanism in their RL-based approach to solve challenges
which consist of visual observations.

• Section 4.2: papers which are almost same as above item, but discuss in environments whose observation
space is large and suffer from curse of dimensionality.

• Section 4.3: papers which mainly focus on the interpretability and explainability of the produced attention
masks between human subjects and RL agents.

• Section 4.4: papers which specifically focus on the challenge of Visual-Language-Navigation.

4.1 Attention-based RL for Visual Attention

In this sub-section, we explore how attention mechanisms are incorporated into RL frameworks to address challenges
centered on visual observation space.

Borji et al. [73] present an attention-based RL approach to learn object-based visual attention control in environments.
Their model consists of three layers. Early visual processing layer performs bottom-up attention in which the RL agent
detects objects based on highlighted locations in saliency maps. In higher visual processing, top-down attention is learnt
via binary tree structure to identify the requested objects. Lastly, decision-making and learning delves into employing
RL and provided information by previous layers to perform actions in attention-driven states.

Mayo et al. [74] propose an attention-based visual navigation RL agent to combine semantic and spatial information for
the goal object detection and finding. Based on the information the RL agent receives, the RL agent utilizes attention
mechanism to make informed navigation behavior to recognize what objects exist in the environment and where they
are located, in order to reach the desired goal object.

Barati et al. [75] introduce an RL approach for driving environments which consist of multiple views. Each view
provides different sensory input about the car and also the environment, each have varying level of information and
observability within them. By utilizing attention mechanism, the RL agent makes informed decisions regarding the
importance of each view and how each can be beneficial. The RL approach utilizes actor-critic RL framework, and
assigning a network to encode and create representations for each view. These representations are then integrated in a
global neural network.

4.2 Attention-based RL and Curse of Dimensionality

In this sub-section, we explore papers tackling RL environments with large observation spaces, moving beyond visuals
to include observations from other modalities. These papers tackle with the issue of curse of dimensionality, and mostly
incorporate attention mechanisms into RL for efficient decision-making.

Pan et al. [76] introduce a deep RL approach which utilizes attention mechanism to solve the challenge of vehicle
routing in real-world urban environments. Their approach is capable of performing learning and decision-making in
partially-observable MDPs (POMDPs). Their approach also includes a graph-based POMDP model in order to observe
and capture environment dynamics better. The deep RL’s policy is adaptable to this information as well in order for
enhanced learning performance.

Fei et al. [77] introduce a deep RL approach which endeavors to improve attention mechanism in NLP tasks. The
authors have utilized three networks. The attention network which produces the attention weights for the environment
states or in other words, the tokens. The other is about the policy and the process of decision-making, which endeavors
to modify attention weights based on the environment states. Lastly, there is also a network to adjust the attention scores
based on selected actions by the policy network, which receives rewards from the attention network.

Reizinger et al. [78] explore environments which lack dense rewards. The proposed approach utilizes attention
mechanism and curiosity-driven exploration for the RL agent, to enhance their learning performance. The attention
mechanism emphasizes on parts of the relevant to both actor and critic networks of the RL agent. The attention
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mechanism emphasize the important parts and segments of the environment for the RL agent, and modifying its loss
function in order to perform informed and improved curiosity-driven exploration for the RL agent.

Mott et al. [79] introduce an approach in which top-down attention mechanism is utilized for the RL agent to be
able to focus on parts of the environment which are relevant and important for decision-making. The RL agent is
actively interacting with the environment and by doing so, it is able to highlight most important parts. This enables the
RL agent’s decision-making process to be more interpretable and accessible. The RL agent is also able to adapt its
architecture to novel states and planning future strategies.

4.3 Interpretability of the Visual Attention Masks

In this sub-section, we review papers exploring the interpretability of attention mechanisms, connecting human
understanding with RL agent decisions. They analyze attention masks to pinpoint key elements for decision-making
and compare human and RL agent focus, revealing biases.

Leong et al. [80] investigate how RL agents with attention mechanism perform decision-making process in environments
where the observations are of multi-dimension. They utilize human participants to perform experiments to determine
which of these dimensions are relevant to the task and also the reward they receive. The authors utilize eye tracking
tools and fMRI and let the human to engage in trial-and-error learning. The authors conclude their findnings by stating
that the attention mechanism is important during learning, since, it biases value functions learnt and updated by the
humans.

Zhang et al. [81] propose to investigate how deep RL agents’ visual attention mechanism performs in comparison with
expert humans’ attention while performing Atari games. The authors aim to examine the similarities between the visual
representations generated by the two approaches and investigate how these representations impact the performance of
RL agents. The authors investigate the saliency maps produced to gain insight into which parts of the environment
has been of importance for humans and RL agents. Overall, the authors state that as time passes and RL agents gain
experiences and knowledge, their attention model and produced visual representation becomes more similar to what the
expert humans have produced.

4.4 Vision-Language-Navigation

In this sub-section, we discuss papers tackling the Visual-Language-Navigation (VLN) challenge, where RL agents
must understand and follow navigation instructions given in natural language, adding complexity to decision-making.
These papers aim to integrate language comprehension and spatial reasoning within RL frameworks, bridging the gap
between textual instructions and visual perception.

Zitkovich et al. [82] utilize a vision-language model which has been trained on large-scale internet data for robotic
control tasks. Utilization of such data enhances generalization capabilities of the model and also helps it to acquire
reasoning capabilities. The model is finetuned on robotic trajectory data, visual question answering, and also vision-
language tasks so that the model is able to understand the given natural language task in order to accomplish the task.
In their approach, the robotic actions which the model can take or perform are expressed as tokens, so that the mapping
from instructions to a set of actions can be done easily.

He et al. [83] introduce an approach for vision-language navigation task in which the RL agent performs navigation in a
3D environment based on visual observations and textual instructions. Their approach utilizes a multi-level architecture
in which the raw textual instructions are segmented into sub-instructions in order for improved decision-making. Since,
the complex raw textual instructions which may be long are not necessarily understandable for the RL agent, utilizing
this method to segment instructions into sub-instructions can prove to be useful. This causes the RL agent to perform
efficient decision-making process.

5 Discussion

Thus far in this survey paper, we have discussed papers which focus on either the challenge of curse of dimensionality
in RL, or assisting RL agents with the human or LLM feedback. Overall, there have been different methodologies
explored and introduced. However, there still exists gaps and shortcomings in these areas. In this section we discuss
few of such shortcomings that we think exist in literature and theorize possible solutions for them. These gaps and
shortcomings are discussed in following sub-sections.
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5.1 Coexistence of Different Granularitites for Natural Language Feedback

Most papers which have utilized human or LLM natural language feedback, center around on providing only one
granularity of feedback at the same time, and the provided feedback for RL agents is not multi-granularity. For
example, the feedback has to be either an instruction or an abstraction, and these two types cannot be necessarily
combined for further improvement of the performance. However, in some scenarios, the coexistence of different
granularities of natural language feedback might prove to be successful. Overall, the RL agent must adeptly interpret
and comprehend various forms of feedback and remain resilient, robust and adaptable to it, effectively integrating
feedback into its processes. This becomes particularly critical in tasks with large observation spaces, necessitating
numerous trial-and-error iterations to identify optimal strategies and behavior.

5.2 Autonomy of RL Agents

Alongside using external source of information provided by either a human or an LLM, the RL agent needs to understand
the task and be able to solve it itself. The RL agent is better not to be too dependent on provided feedback, rather, they
have a choice to either accept, or reject it in incorporating them in their decision-making or exploration. This can go
beyond simple accept/reject scenario, in which, the RL agent is able to extract information of any type of information:
whether correct and helpful, or incorrect and unhelpful.

5.3 Size of Descriptions and Instructions

Following the said shortcoming in Section 5.1, the provided natural language descriptions or instructions are usually
not that very long, or in fewer steps at a time. This way, the reviewed papers are hindering the autonomy of RL agents,
since, they are providing what exactly to attend to, or what exactly to do, in order for achieving the task goal. RL agents
need to be robust towards any granularity and be able to extract useful information for decision-making and exploration.

5.4 Human Awareness of the Tasks and Environments

In most papers, the human necessarily knows the task, environment and goal of the scenario that the RL agent is facing
with. The human may also know the optimal action and behavior in order to reach the goal. However, this may not be
true for every challenge, task, environment or scenario, since, the human may not be familiar with either of these or the
human may not know how to behave optimally. We can also mention the fact that the provided feedback needs to be
correct, wherein some cases it might not. Since, humans may not always know the task, environment and they might
know the optimal behavior and decision-making.

5.5 Dynamic Communication Line

In most papers which utilize natural language feedback, there is no explicit dynamic line of communication for RL
agents and humans/LLMs in which, both entities could communicate dynamically for better performance. In these
papers, usually the natural language instructions or descriptions are given to the RL agent for improving the performance.
Or that the humans/LLMs provide feedback only in certain time-steps. Lack of dynamism between these entities may
prove not to be successful in scenarios where these two entities need to coexist for better decision-making of the RL
agent.

5.6 The Need for a Dataset

In most papers which utilize natural language feedback and mostly are from pre-ChatGPT era, there is a need for a
dataset to familiarize the RL agent to work with the task and the natural language feedback humans/LLMs provide.
However, obtaining such dataset is cumbersome and needs domain or task expertise, and is not always available. This
in turn may lead to less automation as human supervision and expertise is needed.

6 Conclusion

In this survey paper we discuss papers which tackle the challenges reinforcement learning (RL) faces, such as sample-
inefficiency, prolonged learning times, and curse of dimensionality or environments which have large observation space.
The main methodology discussed in this survey paper is either using human/LLM’s feedback and assistance, or learning
and utilizing attention mechanism in their methodology. human or large language models (LLMs) feedback can be
helpful for the RL agent for optimal behavior. Such feedback, conveyed through various modalities or granularities
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including natural language, serves as a guide for RL agents, aiding them in discerning relevant environmental cues and
optimizing decision-making processes. On the other hand, by using attention mechanism the RL agent is able to attend
to parts of the environment which is relevant for the optimal, informed, and faster decision-making process.
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