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Abstract
We present an algorithm for local, regularized,
policy improvement in reinforcement learning
(RL) that allows us to formulate model-based and
model-free variants in a single framework. Our al-
gorithm can be interpreted as a natural extension
of work on KL-regularized RL and introduces a
form of tree search for continuous action spaces.
We demonstrate that additional computation spent
on model-based policy improvement during learn-
ing can improve data efficiency, and confirm that
model-based policy improvement during action
selection can also be beneficial. Quantitatively,
our algorithm improves data efficiency on several
continuous control benchmarks (when a model
is learned in parallel), and it provides signifi-
cant improvements in wall-clock time in high-
dimensional domains (when a ground truth model
is available). The unified framework also helps us
to better understand the space of model-based and
model-free algorithms. In particular, we demon-
strate that some benefits attributed to model-based
RL can be obtained without a model, simply by
utilizing more computation.

1. Introduction
Stable policy optimization in high-dimensions, and contin-
uous action spaces, can be a challenge even in simulation.
In recent years, a variety of deep RL algorithms have been
developed, both for the model-free and model-based set-
ting, that aim to tackle this challenge. In continuous con-
trol, recent progress on scalable (distributed) algorithms
(Schulman et al., 2017b; Song et al., 2019) now allows us
to solve problems with high-dimensional observation and
action spaces end-to-end, provided adequate computation
for simulation and learning is available. At the other end of
the spectrum, there exist off-policy algorithms (Hafner &
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Riedmiller, 2011; Lillicrap et al., 2015; Heess et al., 2015;
Abdolmaleki et al., 2018; Haarnoja et al., 2018) that have
achieved remarkable data-efficiency, and raise hopes that ap-
plications of RL in robotics are within reach. For problems
in continuous control, recent results that additionally employ
learned models of the environment have promised further
data efficiency gains (Byravan et al., 2019; Hafner et al.,
2019a). Analogously, in domains with discrete actions, the
combination of model based search, e.g. Monte Carlo Tree
Search (MCTS), with RL has recently been shown to be a
powerful approach (Silver et al., 2017; Schrittwieser et al.,
2019; Anthony et al., 2017).

Compared to a more simplistic policy gradient or actor-critic
method all of these model-based techniques have one thing
in common: they use additional computation (by performing
a search or gradient based optimization) either at the time
of action selection or in the policy improvement step. From
this observation three questions naturally arise: 1) If data-
efficiency can be improved via additional computation how
should this computation be spent (i.e. can an off-policy
algorithm be as efficient as a model-based algorithm by
performing more policy updates)? 2) If a model of the
environment is available, can we conclude that additional
search during action selection is beneficial? 3) Can model-
based search and RL be cast into a consistent framework
applicable to domains with continuous actions?

In this paper we make an attempt to understand these ques-
tions better. In particular we aim to understand how data ef-
ficiency and scalability of algorithms for continuous control
can be influenced through the use of additional compute dur-
ing acting or learning. We build on a class of KL-regularized
policy iteration schemes (Rawlik et al., 2012; Abdolmaleki
et al., 2018) that separate acting, policy improvement, and
learning and thus allow us to flexibly employ parametric
policies, value functions, exact or approximate environment
models, and search based methods in combination. In this
framework we instantiate variants that differ in their re-
liance on learned approximations (e.g. for Q-function /
policy / model) and how they use compute. Among these,
our framework allows us to instantiate an off-policy model-
free variant, that recovers the MPO algorithm (Abdolmaleki
et al., 2018), as well as a new algorithm dubbed TreePI .
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This approach can utilize additional compute by searching
with an (potentially approximate) environment model – in a
way that is akin to MCTS for decision making in discrete
domains. We find that it works robustly with exact and
approximate environment models even in high-dimensions.

Using our approach we make a number of observations re-
garding the questions 1)-3) posed above:
1. The literature on model-free algorithms in continuous
control has underestimated their data efficiency. Through
additional updates of the policy and value-function (addi-
tional compute), we can achieve significant improvements.
2. At the expense of additional compute a learned predictive
model (of rewards and values) can be used during learning
for model-based policy optimization; providing a stronger
policy improvement operator than a model-free algorithm.
3. The approximate model can also be used for local policy
improvement at action selection time. This leads to better
decision making which consequently improves the data that
is collected. Compared to model use during learning, any
model bias does not directly affect the parametric policy and
the approach provides a further advantage in data efficiency.
4. Finally, when an accurate environment model is available,
we find that local policy improvement during acting can
greatly improve learning speed (in wall-clock time) com-
pared to state-of-the art distributed RL, thereby giving a
positive answer to Question 2.

2. KL regularized Reinforcement Learning
We consider Markov Decision Processes in which we aim to
learn an optimal policy π∗(a|s) of actions a in states s ∈ S .
Policies are judged based on a scalar reward signal given in
each state rt = r(st) which is discounted over time using a
discount factor γ ∈ [0, 1). Let τ = {(s0, a0), . . . (sT , aT )}
denote a trajectory of length T consisting of state-action
pairs where st+1 ∼ f(st, at) is the transition function.
Let π(a|s; θ) be a parameterized (neural network) pol-
icy with parameters θ and ρπ denote the associated dis-
tribution of trajectories, when following π. Further let
µ1:N = {µ1, . . . , µN} be a set of n time-varying local
policies such that {π(a|st) > 0} =⇒ {µ(a|st) > 0}. We
will also make use of the Kullback-Leibler divergence at
state st which we denote with KLt = KL[µ(·|st)‖π(·|st)]).

2.1. The KL regularized objective

The starting point for our algorithm is the KL-regularized
expected reward objective

J (µ, π) = E
τ∼ρµ

[∑
t

γt−1(rt − αKL[µ(·|st)‖π(·|st)])
]
,

(1)
with associated regularized action-value function
Qµπ(s, a) = rt + γ Est+1 [V

µ
π (st+1)] and value function

V µπ (s) = Eρµ [
∑|τ |
t=1 γ

t−1(rt − αKLt)|s0 = s]. This
objective can be motivated from different perspectives.
It arises naturally in the control as inference framework
(Toussaint & Storkey, 2006; Rawlik et al., 2012), and is
closely related to the objective of maximum entropy RL
where the relative entropy (KL) is replaced by a simple
entropy term (Haarnoja et al., 2017; Schulman et al.,
2017a). Broadly speaking, existing algorithms optimizing
this objective can be grouped into two classes: those
that optimize J only with respect to µ, and those that
optimize J with respect to both µ and π; typically in an
alternating fashion. While the former solve a regularized
objective in which expected reward and closeness to the
“reference distribution” π are traded-off against each other,
the latter can converge to the optimum of the expected
reward objective (e.g. Rawlik et al., 2012; Abdolmaleki
et al., 2018) and are also referred to as EM policy search
algorithms (Deisenroth et al., 2013).

Here, we consider the alternating optimization of J wrt. µ
and π. The optimization occurs iteratively, repeating the fol-
lowing two steps (referred to as E-and M-step respectively,
in analogy to the EM algorithm for statistical inference):
E-step Optimization of µ(i) = argmaxµ J (µ, π(i)) given
a fixed π(i). M-step Optimization of J with respect to π
given µ(i); which amounts to minimizing the average KL.

3. KL regularized K-step Improvement
We make several observations about J – from which we
will then derive a model based policy optimization scheme:

A relation to the RL objective. When π = µ then
J (π, π) = Eτ∼ρπ [

∑
t γ

trt] , since the KL term vanishes.

Optimality conditions from existing work. Maximizing
J with respect to µ gives the optimal policy µ∗(a|s) ∝
π(a|s) exp(Qµ

∗

π(i)
(s,a)/α) (see e.g. Rawlik et al., 2012; Fox

et al., 2015). We thus have J (µ∗, π) ≥ J (µ, π) ∀µ.
It turns out that the following is also true: for any π and
µ1(a|s) ∝ π(a|s) exp(Qππ(s,a)/α) we have J (µ1, π) ≥
J (π, π) (see e.g. Abdolmaleki et al., 2018). We can think
of µ1 as picking the action that is soft-optimal under the
assumption that at the next time step we resort to acting ac-
cording to the current policy π. µ1 thus amounts to a local
improvement over π, and we refer to it below as one-step
improved. This insight is exploited e.g. in the algorithm
of Abdolmaleki et al. (2018), which iterates three steps (1)
estimating Qππ, (2) optimizing for µ1, and (3) moving π
towards µ1; corresponding to a policy iteration scheme that
repeatedly performs one-step improvements of the policy.

From one-step to K-step policy improvement. Going be-
yond one-step improvements we can consider a sequence of
K local policies µ1:K = {µK(·|s1), . . . , µ1(·|sk)} that are
individually optimized based on the result of the following
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nested K-step optimization adapted from Equation (1):

µ∗1:K(a|s) = argmax
µ1:K

JK(µ1:K , π)

= argmax
µ1:K

E
µ1:K

[
γKV ππ (sK+1) +

K∑
t=1

γt−1(rt − αKLt)
]

(2)
where s1 = s, a1 = a, and using the short-hand notation
rt = r(st, at), KLt = KL[µ(·|st)‖π(·|st)]. The solution
to this optimization corresponds to the policy that acts soft-
optimally for the next K steps, and subsequently resorts to
acting according to π; and it bears resemblance to the K-
step greedy policy defined in (Efroni et al., 2018) albeit for a
regularized objective. Here, too, we find that J (µ∗1:K , π) ≥
J (π, π) ∀π, since each local policy in µ∗1:K improves on
π by at least as much as the one-step improvement.

Observation. We can express µ∗1:K recursively via a K-step
soft-optimal Q-function (see supplementary for details):

µ∗K(a|s) ∝ π(a|s) exp
(
Q∗K−1
π (s, a)/α

)
Q∗kπ (s, a) =

{
r(s) + γ Es′∼pµ∗

k
[V
∗k−1
π (s′)] if k > 1

r(s) + γ Es′∼pµ∗
k
[V ππ (s′)] else

V ∗kπ (s) = α log

∫
π(a|st) exp

(
Q∗kπ (s, a)/α

)
da.

(3)

In addition, if all {Q∗kπ }Kk=1 are given then it is also easy to
sample approximately from an estimate µ̂K ≈ µ∗K , e.g. via
the following self-normalized importance sampling scheme:

a ∼ µ̂K(·|st) = Categorical(a1:M ;w
1:M
K /

∑M
j=1 w

j
K),

with w1:M
K = {exp(Q∗Kπ (s, aj)/α)}Mj=1,

a1:M = {a1, . . . , aM} ∼ π(·|s).
(4)

Thus, to sample from µ∗K(·|s) we simply sample M actions
from π(·|s) and importance weight with the exponentiated
soft-Q values Q∗Kπ (s, a), which is possible both for discrete
and continuous actions without discretization.

A number of different schemes can be used to estimate
µ1:K . If µ is parametric we can directly follow the gradient
of JK(µ1:K , π) with respect to µ1:K resulting in a K-step
KL regularized policy gradient (related to e.g Schulman
et al., 2017a; Haarnoja et al., 2018; Bhardwaj et al., 2020),
as described in more detail in the supplementary. Alterna-
tively we can attempt to directly estimate Q∗Kπ using the
recursive form of Equation (3), from which µ∗K follows im-
mediately as above. This choice allows us to instantiate a
family of policy iteration schemes in which we alternate
between estimating µ∗1:K for the current π and updating π
towards µ∗K : i) perform an E-Step by locally estimating
µ
(i)
1:K ≈ µ∗1:K for reference policy π = π(i) according to

the recursion in Eq. (3); ii) perform an M-Step by mini-
mizing minπ JK(µ

(i)
K , π) which amounts to fitting π(i+1)

to samples from µ
(i)
K :

π(i+1) = argmin
π

E
s∼τµ

[KL[µ
(i)
K (·|s)||π(·|s)]], (5)

and we fit a parametric approximation to Qπ
(i+1)

π(i+1) for boot-
strapping in the next E-step.

For such a policy iteration scheme to be effective, a
lightweight estimate of µ∗K is desirable. In a model free
setting this is largely impractical for K > 1 since a Monte-
Carlo estimator of Eq. (3) may be very hard to construct (it
would at least require priviliged access to the environment;
i.e. the ability to reset to any given state to perform the re-
quired K-step rollouts). For K = 1 we recover the method
from Abdolmaleki et al. (2018) which uses a parametric Qππ
to construct a Monte Carlo estimate of µ1 in the E-step.

In the case where a model of the environment is available,
or can be learned, sample based estimation of Q∗Kπ from Eq.
(3) becomes practical – as we will show below. The only
caveat in this case is that the naive approach would require
the evaluation of a full tree of trajectories (up to depth K).

4. Policy improvement with TreePI
In this section we propose an algorithm for approximately
sampling from µ∗K that removes the, impractical, require-
ment of building a full tree up to depth K.

We assume deterministic system dynamics and the avail-
ability of a model st+1 = f(st, at). In this case we can
obtain a particle approximation to µ∗K using a form of self-
normalized importance sampling that bears similarity to
MCTS. We first describe the procedure in its exact form and
then a practical, approximate algorithm.

Unbiased solution. For brevity of notation, and with-
out loss of generality, let α = 1. For deterministic sys-
tems we can estimate expQ∗Kπ (s, a) by building a tree,
of depth K in the following way: starting from s we re-
cursively sample M actions per state according to π, i.e.
aj ∼ π(·|s), up to a depth of K steps. Arrows are la-
beled with actions. Leaves are set to Qππ(s, a). We can
then compute an approximation to expQ∗Kπ (s, a) recur-
sively using the approximate value function V̂ d+1(s) =

log 1
M

∑M
j=1 exp(r(f(s, aj))+γV (f(s, aj)) starting from

the leaves V̂ 1(s) = 1
M

∑M
j=1 exp(Q

π
π(s, aj)). Then

Q̂K(s, a) = r(s) + γV̂ K−1(f(s, a)). It is easy to see that
E[exp Q̂K(s, a)] = expQ∗Kπ (s, a), i.e. exp Q̂K(s, a) is an
unbiased estimate of expQ∗Kπ (s, a). We can then sample
from µ̂K as described in eq. (4) using Q̂K instead of Q∗Kπ .

Practical algorithm. Building the full tree of depth K,
with branching factor M , would be computationally ex-
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pensive. Instead, we build the tree greedily, following the
procedure in Algorithm 1. Rather than expanding all M
actions it samples from the current approximation to µK .
Intuitively, the procedure consists of two interleaved steps:
1) forward rollouts starting in st using the model f and our
current best guess µ̂1:K for the locally improved policy, 2)
soft-value backups to update our current best estimate of
Q̂K [st, a] ≈ QµKπ (st, a) – which in turn results in a better
estimate µ̂1:K . These steps are repeated until N total roll-
outs have been performed. We note that, the algorithm only
requires sampling from the current policy π and thus works
for both continuous and discrete action spaces. Although
for N < MK we cannot guarantee that the MC estimate
wj = exp Q̂K(s, aj) of expQ∗Kπ (s, a) (with j = 1 . . .M )
is unbiased, it is easy to ensure that it will be afterN =MK

rollouts (by preventing fully expanded subtrees from being
revisited). We note that this analysis relies on the environ-
ment being deterministic, in the stochastic case the log-sum-
exp calculation introduces an optimism bias.

5. Learning parametric estimators
In the general RL setting it is not always reasonable to
assume knowledge of the environment model f . For the
K-step policy improvement operator from Section 4 to be
applicable in these settings a model has to be learned jointly
with a parametric policy and Q-function estimator. In these
cases, and to allow for seamless transition from the model-
free to model-based setting, we learn a predictive model of
future rewards and Q-values. This bears some similarity
to recent work (Schrittwieser et al., 2019); although we
here learn Q-predictions in an off-policy manner. We focus
on assessing the difference between search-based policy
improvement and model-free learning only. We hence do not
aim to model future observations to prevent corroboration of
our experimental results with issues due to modelling high-
dimensional physical systems (e.g. predicting the dynamics
of a humanoid walking). On the other hand, it is possible
that in some domains learning an observation model could
lead to further improvement; both for the model-free and
search based instances, as argued in some recent works (Lee
et al., 2019; Byravan et al., 2019; Hafner et al., 2019b).

For training, we assume access to a replay buffer contain-
ing trajectory snippets, B = {τ1:T1 , . . . , τ1:T|B| }, of obser-
vations and actions, τi = {(o1, a1, r1), . . . , (oT , aT , rT )}.
We denote by stfφenc(ot) a parameterized encoding func-
tion, mapping from observations to a “latent” state and
by fφtrans = (st, at) a learned transition model. Let st =
fφ(o1, a1:t−1) = fφtrans(fφenc(o1), a1:t−1) be the prediction
of the state at time t after encoding observation o1 and ap-
plying the approximate transition model, conditioned on
observed actions, for t time-steps. We train a predictive
model of rewards (loss Lr), Q-values (with loss LQ) and

Algorithm 1 Tree Policy Improvement (TreePI)

Input: state st, policy π(i), approximate value function
Q̂π

(i)

π(i) , branching factor M , number of rollouts N , maxi-
mum depth K, multiplier α
Output: Importance weights w1:M

K and correspond-
ing samples a1:Mt such that

∑M
j=1 w

j
k log πθ(a

j |st) ≈
E
a∼µ(i)

K (·|st)
[log πθ(a

j |st)]
Initialize: T [d] = {} ∀ : d < K
for i = 1 to N do
sprev = None; a = None; s = st; d = 0
// forward rollout
while s ∈ T [d], d < K do

// fetch transition from tree
( , , a1:M ) = T [d][s]
// resample actions according to Eq. (4)
w1:M
d = {exp(Q̂d[s, aj ]/α)}Mj=1

a ∼ Categorical(a1:M , prob = w1:M
d /

∑
j w

j
d)

// remember state and perform transition
sprev = s; d = d+ 1
s = f(s, a)

end while
// Insert new transition into tree
T [d][s] = Node(sprev, a, {a1t , . . . , aMt } ∼ π(i)(·|s))
Q̂d[st, a

1:M
d ] = {Q̂ππ(st, a1d), . . . , Q̂ππ(st, aMd )}

// soft-backup
while s not None do
(sprev, a, a

1:M ) = T [d][s]
V = α log 1

M

∑M
j=1 exp(Q

d[f(s, aj), aj ]/α)

Q̂d+1[sprev, a] = r(s) + γV
d = d− 1; s = sprev

end while
end for
return a1:Mt , w1:M

0

actions (with policy loss Lπθ ). This amounts to finding the
minimum of the combined loss:

L = E
τ∼B

[
T∑
t=1

Lr + LQ + Lπθ
∣∣∣st = fφ(o1, a1:t−1)

]
,

Lr = (rt − rφr (st))
2
,

LQ =
(
rt + γEπ(i) [Q̂πθπθ (st, ·;φ

′
Q)]− Q̂πθπθ (st, at;φQ)

)2
,

Lπθ = KL[µ̂K(·|st)‖πθ(·|st)] +R(πθ, π
(i), st)

≈
M∑
j=1

− log πθ(a
i
t|st)wit +R(πθ, π

(i), st)

where a1:Mt , w1:M
t = TreePI(st, π(i), Q̂π

(i)

π(i) ,M,N,K, α),
(6)

with φr, φQ, θ in the above denoting the parameters of the
learned reward predictor, Q-value function and policy re-
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Figure 1. Comparison of TreePI (with depth K=10 and executing the search policy during at decision time) against state-of-the-art
algorithms on control suite domains. Search improves slightly over MPO with 10 updates per step and a predictive model. MPO without
predictive model loss – as well as SAC – is less data efficient. We plot the median performance (over 5 runs). All algorithms reach similar
performance at convergence (overlapping stars denote median after 20k episodes).

spectively. Note that the above slightly abuses notation,
using st to refer to the latent states, to simplify the pre-
sentation; and we assume s1 = fenc(o1). We use a tar-
get network (with parameters φ′Q that are copied every
periodically from φQ) to stabilize the TD loss LQ. Fur-
ther, R denotes an additional regularization term that pre-
vents over-fitting of the policy πθ to the M samples. This
can be crucial for avoiding collapse of the policy distri-
bution in the low sample and small temperature regime
(i.e. small M = 20, small α) that we typically find our-
selves in. While the form of regularization can be cho-
sen freely, recent work in RL has found KL regulariza-
tion via a trust-region constraint to be particularly effective
(Schulman et al., 2015; Abdolmaleki et al., 2018). We thus
let R(πθ, π(i), st) = η(KL[π(i)(·|st)‖πθ(·|st)]− εKL), set
εKL = 0.005 to a small value and optimize for the La-
grangian multiplier η together with other parameters via
gradient descent / ascent, solving for: argmaxηminφ,θ L.
Finally, after 500 steps we set π(i+1) = πθ and start the next
round of optimization – i.e. we perform partial optimization
for computational efficiency. A listing of the procedure is
given in Algorithm 1 in the supplementary material.

6. Experiments
To understand when and how TreePI can improve perfor-
mance we consider several experimental scenarios. We
start with experiments on the DeepMind control suite (Tassa
et al., 2018) which explore the utility of our algorithm in
combination with a learned model as described in Section 5.
We focus on data efficiency and compare to several strong
off-policy baselines for learning from scratch.

In a second set of experiments, we attempt to disentangle
the effects of search from the problem of learning predic-
tive models. We assume access to the true model f of the
environment; inserting true states in the calculation of Eq. 6
and replacing the learned reward rφr with the true reward
function r. The focus here is on the best use of a fixed
compute budget to achieve fast learning.

6.1. Control Suite with a Learned Predictive Model

Experimental Setup We experiment with four domains
from the DeepMind control suite: i) the ’Cartpole (swingup)’
task, where the control is one-dimensional and the goal is
to swing-up and balance a pole attached to a cart, ii) the
’Finger (hard)’ task where the goal is to spin a rotating
object to a target orientation with a two-joint robot, iii) the
’Humanoid (stand)’ task where a humanoid with 21 degrees
of freedom should stand up from a randomly initialized
position, iv) The ’Walker-2d (run)’ task where a simpler,
two-dimensional, body should run as fast as possible.

Model setup and Baselines We use feed-forward neural
networks to represent the different components fφenc , fφtrans ,
rφr , Q̂φQ , πθ in TreePI . Full details on the network setup
and hyperparameters are given in the supplementary ma-
terial. The reward, Q and policy networks rφr , Q̂φQ , πθ
operate on the shared representation obtained from fφenc and
fφtrans ; and we use a network predicting mean and variance of
a Gaussian distribution as the policy πθ. The hyperparame-
ters for all methods were tuned based on initial experiments
on the Walker-2D domain and then fixed for the remain-
ing experiments. If not otherwise noted we set M = 20,
K = 10 and N = 200 in the experiments for TreePI . We
use two versions of TreePI : (a) we execute the current policy
π at action selection time (and hence only perform search
when updating the policy) denoted by TreePI/π; and (b) at
action selection time, we perform an additional search to
draw a sample from µ̂K for the current state (cf. Eq (4)),
denoted by TreePI/search.

We consider two sets of off-policy RL baselines to disen-
tangle improvements due to the network (and additional
predictive losses) from improvements due to the policy op-
timization procedure itself. First, we compare to two state-
of-the-art RL algorithms: MPO (Abdolmaleki et al., 2018)
and SAC (Haarnoja et al., 2018). We align their network
architecture with the TreePI setup to the extent possible
(using separate policy and Q-function networks; see the
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supplementary) and run them using the same software in-
frastructure to minimize differences due to tooling. Second,
we compare to a variant of MPO that performs standard
model-free learning but uses the same network architecture
and additional predictive losses for reward, Q-function and
policy as TreePI . This baseline (MPO+Predictive) uses
the model merely to provide auxiliary losses and not for
policy improvement.

Results The main results are depicted in Figure 1.
First, we observe that simply adding a predictive model
of rewards and values to a standard off-policy learner
(MPO+Predictive) results in improved data-efficiency in
the Cartpole and Finger domain when compared to well
tuned versions of state-of-the-art agents (SAC, MPO). Sec-
ond, TreePI with K = 10 (TreePI(10)/Search) results in
improved data-efficiency in three of the four domains; re-
markably achieving near optimal performance in all do-
mains in less than 2000 episodes.

To analyze this improvement further, we test how much
TreePI gains from the model-based search and how much
from the fact that it uses additional compute (via model
rollouts). To isolate these effects, we varied the number of
Policy and Q-function updates performed per environment
step for different methods. Results are presented in Figure
2, where we plot the performance against updates per envi-
ronment step; displayed at a specific time during training
(150 episodes). In addition we also plot the performance
for TreePI(10)/π – i.e. using TreePI but executing π, thus
no search during action selection. All methods gain in data-
efficiency as the number of updates – and thus the use of
compute – grows up to 10 (see e.g. Popov et al., 2017 for
related results). Additional updates result in premature con-
vergence of the policy (overfitting), reducing performance –
and also resulting in sub-optimal behavior at convergence;
not shown in the plot. Interestingly, MPO+Predictive gains
in data-efficiency at a larger rate with more updates, almost
catching up to TreePI(10)/π at 10 updates per step. To bet-
ter appreciate this result we also plot MPO+Predictive in
Figure 1 which obtains performance much closer to TreePI .
In addition, running TreePI with a depth of K = 1 and exe-
cuting π (TreePI(1)/π Figure 1) recovers MPO+Predictive
as expected (except for differences in setting α, see sup-
plementary). Thus, even though some of the improvement
can be attributed to TreePI being a better policy improve-
ment operator – it is consistently better than MPO at lower
numbers of updates – spending more compute on policy
updates can partially alleviate this difference. Some of the
data-efficiency gains attributed to model-based methods in
the literature may thus be obtained in a model-free setting;
a result similar to recent observations for RL in discrete
domains (van Hasselt et al., 2019).

Nonetheless, additional search at action selection time
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Figure 2. Comparison of different compute budgets on the learner
and actor side for the Walker-2D measured after 150 episodes.
Performing more learning steps per collected experience improves
performance (i.e. data-efficiency) until overfitting occurs.

(TreePI(10)/search) still results in an improvement over
all other algorithms; even at a high number of updates per
step. This, to some extent, supports the hypothesis that fast
adaptation during action selection combined with ’slower’
learning can result in effective policy improvement – which
underlies both the traditional paradigm of model predictive
control (MPC; see e.g. Maciejowski, 2002 for an overview
and Lowrey et al., 2018 for a modern variant) and the more
recent ideas of Expert-Iteration (Anthony et al., 2017) and
AlphaZero / MuZero (Silver et al., 2017; Schrittwieser et al.,
2019) for discrete search in games.

We speculate that the advantage of additional search at ac-
tion selection time is that it temporarily shifts the action
distribution towards a better policy but does not change the
policy parameters. This benefit remains even when more
gradient descent steps on the policy parameters would lead
to overfitting. The ability to replan after every step given the
true environment states also mitigates the effect of model
error. To lend further support to this finding we tested a
different mechanism to temporarily change the policy: we
paired TreePI with a policy gradient based update, instead
of search, at action selection time – taking 10 gradient steps
w.r.t. the policy parameters based on 100 K-step rollouts
each. This is similar to a recent exploration on replacing
search with policy gradients in discrete domains presented
in (Anthony et al., 2019). This change results in almost
the same improvement (TreePI(10)/PG in Figure 2) over
TreePI(10)/π. Fully characterizing this phenomenon is an
interesting direction for future work.

6.2. Humanoid Domains with a Known Model

For the experiments with a known environment model and
reward we consider more challenging domains and attempt
to answer the question: can TreePI help us to allocate com-
putational budget more efficiently to ‘solve’ them faster?
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Experimental setup We consider three difficult, high-
dimensional domains, using humanoid bodies. First, we
perform experiments with the ‘Humanoid (run)’ task from
the Control suite (see above). Second, we consider the
problem of reproducing highly agile motion-capture data
with the the complex humanoid body of Merel et al. (2019).
Deep RL approaches are currently popular for producing
controllers that track motion-capture data, but the training
process can be quite slow (e.g. Peng et al., 2018). Earlier
research has used model-based search to control humanoids
(Tassa et al., 2012; Hämäläinen et al., 2014) and match refer-
ence movements (Liu et al., 2010). Our approach is able to
interpolate between model-free deep RL and sample-based
planning. Concretely, we evaluate a setup similar to Peng
et al. (2018); Merel et al. (2019) and train a policy to repro-
duce a cartwheel and backflip motion from the CMU Motion
Capture Database1 (see the supplement for a full descrip-
tion of the task). We note that this task is non-trivial since
the simulation is physically accurate and the humanoid’s
actuation, weight and size are different from the people that
executed the recorded motion (in fact, exact replication of
the reference motion may not be possible).

We use a fast, distributed, implementation of TreePI (with
the search written in C++) and compare to high-performance
distributed model-free RL algorithms. We use a distributed
actor-learner setup analogous to Espeholt et al. (2018). To
keep the comparison as fair as possible, we restrict TreePI to
16 asynchronous actors using 32 threads for expanding the
tree. We use up to 6000 actors for the RL algorithms, at
which point they send 100x more data back to the learner
and perform 10-50x more total environment interactions
than TreePI (counting all transitions within the search)
at 10x the compute cost. We set the branching factor to
M = 50, and the depth to K = 10 and experiment with
varying N for TreePI, α = 0.1 was used throughout. We
use both an off-policy algorithm MPO as well as an on-
policy algorithm PPO (Schulman et al., 2017b) as baselines.
We keep network architectures as similar as possible. Full
details of the experimental setup are given in the supple-
mental material. For TreePI search on the learner could
become a computational bottleneck. Fortunately, with a
larger number of actors that all perform search to choose
high-quality actions, this data is of sufficient quality so that
we can simply maintain a small replay buffer (containing
100k time-steps) and train the policy to match actors action
choices directly. We thus adjust policy learning to sim-
ply maximize the likelihood of actions sampled from this
buffer. That is, we change the policy loss in Equation (6)
to Lπθ = log π(at|st) +R(πθ, π

(i), st) for at, st ∈ τ . The
rest of the losses are kept unchanged.

1http://mocap.cs.cmu.edu/

Figure 3. Visualizations of TreePI performing the Cartwheel and
Backflip motion-capture tasks. A full video of the respective tra-
jectories can be found in the supplementary material.

Results The performance in terms of wall-clock time af-
ter 3h/6h and 48h is presented in Figure 4. We can ob-
serve that TreePI in combination with the true environment
model results in significantly faster convergence than any
of the model-free algorithms. In addition, as we vary N
(the number of rollouts) we observe that for few rollouts
TreePI behaves similar to a standard RL algorithm. As N
increases the tree search starts to find significantly improved
policies, resulting in faster convergence. Interestingly, the
RL methods (which do not make use of an environment
model) fail to reach a similar speed-up even when thousands
of actors are used. We speculate that for RL algorithms with
an increasing number of actors the policy improvement step
(which happens only on the learner) becomes a bottleneck.
In contrast, TreePI off-loads this step to the actors. With
knowledge of the true model actors can locally improve the
policy and produce high-quality actions to be consumed
by the learner. Note that at the end of learning the high-
performing policy will have been distilled into a network
and can be executed without reliance on the model. The
training speed-up can thus be interesting in situations where
a simulation of the environment is available at training time.

7. Discussion and Related work
Policy optimization schemes based on the KL regularized
objective have a long history in the RL and optimal control
literature – see e.g. Kappen (2005); Toussaint & Storkey
(2006); Todorov (2007); Rawlik et al. (2012) for different
perspectives on this objective. A number of different ap-
proaches have been considered for its optimization. These
include both policy iteration schemes similar to the ones
considered in this paper (e.g. Toussaint & Storkey, 2006;
Rawlik et al., 2012; Montgomery & Levine, 2016; Levine
& Koltun, 2013; Theodorou et al., 2010; Abdolmaleki et al.,
2018) as well as algorithms that optimize the regularized
objective that we consider in the E-step (e.g. Ziebart, 2010;
Haarnoja et al., 2017; Schulman et al., 2017a; Hausman
et al., 2018; Fox et al., 2015; Haarnoja et al., 2018), often
via some form of regularized policy gradient. Recently,
algorithms in this class have regained considerable atten-
tion, including both model-free (e.g. Schulman et al., 2017a;
Hausman et al., 2018; Fox et al., 2016; Haarnoja et al., 2018;
Maddison et al., 2017; Abdolmaleki et al., 2018) and model-
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Algorithm / Task Humanoid (run) Cartwheel Backflip
3h / 48h 6h / 12h / 48h 6h / 12h / 48h

TreePI (2k roll.) 786.5/840.7 48.7 / 61.2 / 61.2 40.2 / 54.6 / 58.9
TreePI (500 roll.) 756.8/839.7 32.9/49.2/60.5 29.7/42.8/58.2
TreePI (10 roll.) 374.7/843.5 13.8/30.3/58.7 11.2/29.6/56.4
MPO (64 actors) 374.6/837.3 7.8/15.3/54.3 9.1/18.7/49.7
MPO (6k actors) 324.9/842.8 9.4/23.6/60.3 12.6/27.4/57.7
PPO (6k actors) 526.3/839.2 6.3/28.4/59.9 14.7/29.1/58.4
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Figure 4. Left: Performance wrt. wall-clock time for solving the three high-dimensional humanoid control tasks (average over 20 test
episodes). TreePI results in significantly faster convergence. Statistically equivalent results marked in bold. Right: Comparison of
TreePI and MPO for the Cartwheel task both in terms of wall-clock time. A clear advantage for the search based method can be observed.

based (e.g. Levine & Koltun, 2013; Montgomery & Levine,
2016; Piché et al., 2019) approaches. In contrast to our work,
however, most model-based approaches make use of local
dynamics models combined with known reward functions.

Among model-based control for high-dimensional continu-
ous action spaces work by Levine & Koltun (2013); Mont-
gomery & Levine (2016); Chebotar et al. (2016) bears simi-
larity to our work in that they alternate between policy opti-
mization and network fitting, while, for instance, Byravan
et al. (2019); Hafner et al. (2019a) directly use the model to
compute model-based policy gradients. Most similar to our
work are recent model-based algorithms derived from the
perspective of information theoretic optimal control. These
optimize for the same objective as our approach but make
different assumptions. Piché et al. (2019) perform planning
with a learned model via a form of sequential importance
sampling for action selection – using an separate procedure
to optimze a proposal policy. Bhardwaj et al. (2019) use a
simulation model to construct K-optimal targets for learning
the soft-Q function, as well as during execution for action
selection. Lowrey et al. (2018) rely on the true system
dynamics and a learned value function to optimize action se-
quences during execution. We further expand on the relation
to these approaches in the supplementary material.

Monte Carlo tree search (Coulom, 2006) is a well stud-
ied family of planning approaches for model-based control.
MCTS in combination with learned policies and value func-
tions have recently been successful in challenging problems
with discrete action spaces, both with ground-truth (Silver
et al., 2017; Anthony et al., 2017) as well as with learned
models (Schrittwieser et al., 2019). There have also been
some attempts applying MCTS to problems with continu-
ous action spaces (e.g. Yee et al., 2016; Ma et al., 2019;
Moerland et al., 2018) mostly through an application of the
idea of progressive widening (Coulom, 2007; Chaslot et al.,
2008) to continuous action spaces (Couëtoux et al., 2011).
The starting point for our approach, an extension of known
regularized policy iteration algorithms to a framework that

allows multi-step updates, is quite different; with our tree
search effectively being motivated as an approximation to
a MC estimate of the soft-Q value. In light of our positive
results it is of course entirely conceivable that other forms
of search (perhaps with a clever discretization) will yield
similar or even greater benefits. Exploring such possibili-
ties, and potentially uncovering connections is an exciting
direction for future work.

While there has been considerable work on adopting ideas
from the probabilistic inference literature to RL, the flow
of ideas in the opposite direction has been more limited.
One pertinent example is the work by Buesing et al. (2019)
who adapt tree search to perform approximate inference
discrete distributions, resulting in a search tree with similar
soft-backups to the ones explored in this work.

8. Conclusion
We presented a framework for local optimization of the KL-
regularized RL objective that allows us to interpolate be-
tween model-free and model-based solutions. We explored
different algorithm variants and design choices, disentan-
gling benefits of using a model for action selection and
policy learning.

Experimentally we show that with a learned model our al-
gorithm achieves a notable improvement in data efficiency
compared to state-of-the art model-free approaches. Where
a the system model is known (e.g. when working with physi-
cal simulations) our algorithm allows us to balance computa-
tion effectively and can achieve a better computational trade
off than conventional high-throughput model-free setups.

Much remains to be done: we have only sampled a small
number of design choices within the presented framework,
and we expect that the benefits we have observed might
transfer to related algorithms. We hope that the perspec-
tive of this work will inspire others to investigate other
algorithms that flexibly blend the use of model-based and
model-free approaches.
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A. Additional algorithmic details
We first provide additional details for the derivations of the
TreePI procedure from the main paper.

A.1. K-step optimal policy

We provide a derivation of the K-step optimal policy from
Equation (3) in the main paper. For completeness we re-state
the corresponding observation from the main paper:

Observation. We can express µ∗1:K recursively via a K-step
soft-optimal Q-function:

µ∗K(a|s) ∝ π(a|s) exp
(
Q∗K−1
π (s, a)/α

)
Q∗kπ (s, a) =

{
r(s) + γ Es′∼pµ∗

k
[V
∗k−1
π (s′)] if k > 1

r(s) + γ Es′∼pµ∗
k
[V ππ (s′)] else

V ∗kπ (s) = α log

∫
π(a|st) exp

(
Q∗kπ (s, a)/α

)
da.

(7)

The proof is via induction.

Base case K = 1. For the base case we have to solve the
following maximization problem:

µ∗1 = argmax
µ1

J 1(µ1, π)

= argmax
µ1

Eµ1

[
rt + γEs′∼p(s′|s,a)[V ππ (s′)]− αKLt

]
,

= argmax
µ1

Eµ1

[
Qππ(s, a)− αKLt]

= argmax
µ1

Ea∼µ1

[
Qππ(s, a)− α log

µ1(a|s)
π(a|s)

]
= argmax

µ1

∫
Qππ(s, a)µ1(a|s)da

− α
∫

log
µ1(a|s)
π(a|s)

µ1(a|s)da

s.t.
∫
a

µ1(a|s)da = 1

(8)
Forming a Lagrangian for the constraint that µ1 integrates
to one yields

L1(µ1, λ) =

∫
Qππ(s, a)µ1(a|s)da

− α
∫

log
µ1(a|s)
π(a|s)

µ1(a|s)da

+ λ(1−
∫
a

µ1(a|s)da).

(9)

Taking the derivative of L the right hand side wrt. µ1

(∇µ1
L1(µ1, λ)) and setting to zero we obtain

0 = Qππ(s, a)− α logµ1(a|s) + α log π(a|s)− λ. (10)

Rearranging terms and exponentiating we arrive at

µ1(a|s) = π(a|s) exp
(
Q∗1π (s, a)/α

)
/ exp(λ), (11)

solving for λ we obtain the normalizing constant λ =

logZ = log
∫
a
π(a|s) exp

(
Qππ(s, a)/α

)
, with which we

finally obtain

µ∗1(a|s) = π(a|s) exp
(
Qππ(s, a)/α

)
/Z (12)
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with Z =
∫
a
π(a|s) exp

(
Qππ(s, a)/α

)
which gives the de-

sired result for K = 1.

Further, expanding the definition of the value function and
inserting µ∗1(a|s) we obtain

V ∗1π (st) = Eµ∗1
[
rt − αKLt + γEs′∼p(s′|s,a)[V ππ (s′)]

]
= Ea∼µ∗1

[
rt − α log

µ∗1(a|s)
π(a|s)

+ γEs′∼p(s′|s,a)[V (s′)]
]

= Ea∼µ∗1
[
Qππ(s, a)− α log

µ∗1(a|s)
π(a|s)

]
= Ea∼µ∗1

[
Qππ(s, a)− α log

π(a|s) exp(Qππ(s, a)/α)/Z
π(a|s)

]
= Ea∼µ∗1

[
Qππ(s, a)− α log exp(Qππ(s, a)/α) + α logZ

]
= Ea∼µ∗1

[
α logZ

]
= α log

∫
π(a|s) exp

(
Qππ(s, a)/α

)
da,

(13)
where we have used Eµ∗1 [c] = c in the last step. This proves
the expected result.

Induction from K - 1 to K. For any K > 1 assuming
that µ∗K−1 it is easy to see that we can find µ∗K via the
maximization

µ∗K = argmax
µK
JK(µK , π)

= argmax
µK

E
µK

[
rt + γ E

s′∼pµ∗
K

[V ∗K−1
π (s′)]− αKLt

]
,

(14)
as per Observation (3). We obtain µ∗K(a|s) =
π(a|s) exp(Q∗K−1π (s, a)α)/Z via steps analogous to Equa-
tions (8)-(11). From this the definition of V ∗Kπ (s) then
immediately follows analogous to Equation (13).

A.2. Derivation of tree estimator

We give a more detailed explanation of the TreePI estimator
(without apprpximations) from Section 4 in the main paper.

Recall that we are interested in a procedure for approxi-
mately sampling from µ∗K . We assume deterministic system
dynamics and the availability of a model st+1 = f(st, at).

To sample from µ∗K(a|s) ∝ π(a|s) exp(Q∗Kπ (s, a)/α) we
need an estimate of exp(Q∗Kπ (s, a)/α). We here show how
to obtain such an estimate by building a fully populated tree,
of depth K.

Definition. Let Q̂K(s, a) be the tree estimate build as fol-
lows – assuming α = 1 for brevity of notation. Starting
from s we recursively sample M actions per state according
to π, i.e. aj ∼ π(·|s), up to a depth of K steps. Arrows
are labeled with actions. Leaves are set to Qππ(s, a). We
can then compute an approximation to expQ∗Kπ (s, a) re-

cursively using the approximate value function V̂ d+1(s) =

log 1
M

∑M
j=1 exp(r(f(s, aj))+γV (f(s, aj)) starting from

the leaves V̂ 1(s) = 1
M

∑M
j=1 exp(Q

π
π(s, aj)). Then

Q̂K(s, a) = r(s) + γV̂ K−1(f(s, a)).

To prove that this results in the required estimate let us first
simplify the derivation: we consider the case of trajectories
with finite horizon |τ | = T and set γ = 1. We then seek to
prove the following proposition
Observation. For γ = 1 and α = 1 and determinis-
tic system dynamics the M-sample estimate exp Q̂K(s, a)
is unbiased. That is exp(r(s) + Eπ V

∗K−1
π (st+1))=

Eπ[exp Q̂K(s, a)] = expQ∗Kπ (s, a).

We start by expanding the definition of exp Q̂∗Kπ (s, a), mak-
ing use of the fact that we consider purely deterministic
dynamics of the form st+1 = f(st, at) and assuming a
trajectory of length T :

expQ∗Kπ (st, at)

= exp
(
r(st) + log

∫
π(a|st+1) exp(Q

∗K−1
π (st+1, a))da

)
=exp

(
r(st)

)∫
π(a|st+1) exp(Q

∗K−1
π (st+1, a))da

= E
π(a|st+1)

[
exp(r(st)) exp(Q

∗K−1
π (st+1, a))

]
= E
π(a|st+1)

[
exp(r(st)) exp

(
r(st+1)

+ log

∫
π(a′|st+2) exp(Q

∗K−2
π (st+2, a

′))da′
)]

= E
π(a|st+1)

[
exp(r(st)) exp(r(st+1))∫
π(a′|st+2) exp(Q

∗K−2
π (st+2, a

′))da′
]

= E
a,a′∼π

[
exp(r(st)) exp(r(st+1)) exp(Q

∗K−2
π (st+2, a

′))
]

· · ·

= E
a2:K∼π

[
exp(r(st)) · · · exp(r(st+K−1))

exp(Qππ(st+K , a
K))
]

(15)
where we recursively expanded the expectation, moving
terms outside where possible – which is possible as the ex-
ponential cancels with the logarithm due to the determinism
of the environment. Any Monte Carlo approximation to
the last line here is easily verified to be an unbiased esti-
mator. This includes our tree based estimate exp Q̂K(s, a)
in which recursively samples the inner integrals for each
state. We note that a corresponding estimate of V ∗Kπ would
be biased due to the log in front of the expectation.

It should be noted that this analysis hinges on the fact
that f is deterministic and that γ = 1 (as is the case
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Algorithm 2 K-Step Regularized Policy Iteration
Input: number of updates per step updates per step,
updates per iteration target rate
Initialize: πθ, Q̂πθπθ , (rφr , f ≈ fφ if needed), updates =
0, i = 0
repeat

reset st to start episode
while not episode ended do

// sample action with search or π
a ∼ π(i)(·|st) or a ∼ TreePI (Algorithm 1 in paper)

// collect next transition
st+1 = f(s, a), add (s, a, st+1) to buffer B
for updates per step do
st = st+1

sample τ ∈ B
update Q̂πθπθ , rφr , fφ, πθ
if updates mod target rate equal 0 then
π(i+1) ← πθ, Q̂π

(i+1)

π(i+1) ← Q̂πθπθ
i = i+ 1

end if
updates += num update steps

end for
end while

until convergence

for e.g. the humanoid motion capture tracking environ-
ments we consider) for infinite horizons and thus γ < 1
we would not obtain an unbiased estimate. In that case we
would instead obtain a pessimistic estimate due to the re-
lation exp(γ logEa∼π[exp(f(a))]) ≥ Ea∼π[[exp(f(a))]γ ]
for 0 < γ ≤ 1.

A.3. Policy iteration procedure

A full listing of the policy iteration procedure is given in
Algorithm 2.

B. Additional details on the model setup
B.1. Hyperparameters for TreePI

We use fully connected neural networks with the following
structure: If the model is learned then the state-encoder fφenc

consist of two fully-connected layers with 256 units each
with exponentiated linear (elu) activation functions (Clevert
et al., 2016), layer normalization is used in the first layer of
the network (which we find useful for dealing with different
observation scales accross domains). The transition model
similarly contains two layers of 256 units and predicts a
delta that is added to the previous state (a standard choice
that simplifies the learning problem). The latent state size
is assumed to be 256. To perform forward prediction we

Hyperparameters TreePI
Encoder fenc 256-LN-256

Transition ftrans 256-LN-256
Policy net 256-LN-256-256

Q function network 256-LN-256-256
Branching factor M 20
Maximum Depth K 10

Number of rollouts N 100
α 0.1
εKL 0.005

Discount factor (γ) 0.99
Adam learning rate 0.0003
Replay buffer size 2000000

Target network update period 200
Batch size 256

Activation function elu

Table 1. Hyperparameters for TreePI. LN corresponds to layer-
normalization.

feed the transition model with both the encoder state (or
previous predicted state) as well as the action – which simply
concatenate to the latent features.

The reward, Q and policy networks operate either on the
ground truth states (when a model of the system is available,
i.e. in the humanoid experiments from Section 6.2) or on
the shared representation obtained from fφenc and fφtrans . The
networks each contain three layers of 256 units each (with
layer normalization after the first layer); followed by a linear
layer outputting scalar values for rφr , Q̂φQ and two layers
for prediction policy mean µθ(x) and log variance ςθ(x)
of the policy for πθ(a|s) = N (µθ(x), Isoftplus(ςθ(x)))
respectively. For the Q-function the action is concatenated
to the other inputs.

We tuned other hyperparameters such as M and α on the
walker domain and then fixed them for the other experiments.
All parameters are listed in Table 1. The algorithm was not
overly sensitive to the exact settings of the parameters as
long as they were in the right order of magnitude.

B.2. Hyperparameters for the baselines

For the baseline experiments we constructed policy and Q-
function networks that are aligned with the above described
network architecture. For MPO+Predictive we use the ex-
act same network architecture as outlined in Table 1. For
the other baselines (MPO, MPO, PPO) we construct a net-
work without th predictive parts – that is otherwise similar
to the TreePI setup. Concretely, we apply an encoder fenc to
the provided obervations, followed by networks predicting
policy parameters and Q-function (or Value function in the
case of PPO). The hyperparameters of individual algorithms
are listed in Table 2
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Hyperparameters All methods
Encoder fenc 256-LN-256

Policy net 256-LN-256-256
Activation function elu
Discount factor (γ) 0.99

MPO
Q function network 256-LN-256-256

εE-Step 0.1
εmean 0.005
εcov 0.0001

Adam learning rate 0.0003
Replay buffer size 2000000

Target network update period 200
Batch size 256

SAC
Q function network 256-LN-256-256

Target entropy (per action dimension) -0.5
Adam learning rate 0.0003
Replay buffer size 2000000

Target network update period 200
Batch size 512

PPO
Value function network 256-LN-256-256

Clipping ε 0.2
Adam learning rate 0.0002

Batch size 512
Sequence length 10

Table 2. Hyperparameters for TreePI. LN corresponds to layer-
normalization.

In the distributed setting multiple actors were used to gen-
erate experience for the learner. Each actor has generates
experience by performing an episode in the environment,
data is sent to the learner after each executed transition (ei-
ther filling a replay buffer or a queue (for PPO)). Parameters
are then fetched from the learner every after 100 interactions
with the environment.

C. Additional details on the Policy Gradient
Variant

As described in the main text, we performed an additional
ablation where we replaced the search at action selection
time with a policy gradient that temporarily changes the
network parameters. We now derive the policy gradient
used for this experiment. We start by recalling the K-step
objective

JK(µ, π) = E
µ1:K

[
γKV ππ (sK+1)+

K∑
t=1

γt−1(rt−αKLt)
]
,

(16)

where, as before, KLt = KL[µ(·|st)‖π(·|st)]. We now
consider parametric policy µθµ initialized with the param-
eters of π(i)

θ . Defining the KL regularized K-step return
as

R = γKV ππ (sK+1) +

K∑
t′=t

γt
′−1(rt′ − αKLt′)

and the corresponding return from time t onwards as

Rt:K = γKV ππ (sK+1) +

K∑
t′=t

γt
′−1(rt′ − αKLt′),

we can then write the required derivative as

∇θµJ (µθµ , π
(i)
θ )

= ∇θµ E
µθµ

[
γKV ππ (sK+1) +

K∑
t=1

γt−1(rt − αKLt)
]

= E
µθµ

[ K∑
t=1

R∇θµ logµθµ(at|st)
]

= E
µθµ

[ K∑
t=1

Rt:K∇θµ logµθµ(at|st)
]
,

(17)
where from the second to third line we have made use of the
standard likelihood ratio policy gradient (Williams, 1992)
and from the third to fourth line dropped terms not influ-
enced by the decision at decision point st (i.e. the action
choice at t does not influence the past rewards).

Equation 17 can be estimated by performing rollouts
(against the learned model f ). To change the policy pa-
rameters at state st during policy execution we then perform
10 gradient steps (using Adam as the optimizer with learn-
ing rate 0.0005) estimating the gradient in each step based
on 100 rollouts (of depth 10). After these 10 updates we
sample an action from µθµ and reset its parameters to θ.
This procedure effectively replaces the action sampling step
in Algorithm 1.

D. Additional details on relations to existing
algorithms

As mentioned in the main paper, in the context of EM policy
iteration schemes Abdolmaleki et al. (2018) implement the
same estimate for µ as our algorithm if we setK = 1. In this
setting the main difference is how α is set. While we treat
α as a hyper-parameter, MPO starts from a hard-constraint
(instead of the KL regularization we employ), performs
Lagrangian relaxation to obtain a dual-function and then
optimizes this dual for a target maximum KL (εE-step = 0.1).

Additionally, if we keep K > 1 but drop the nested opti-
mization wrt. µ1, µ2, . . . , µK−1 we obtain a different ap-
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proximate solution to the optimal policy µ∗ given as

µPI
K(a|st) ∝ π(a|st) exp

(
γKV ππ (st+K) +

∑
t′ γ

t′−1rt/α
)
,

(18)
which corresponds to estimating the K-step optimal path
at state st (as estimated via a K-step rollout following π)
assuming that π is followed thereafter. This solution can
be realized via a simple Monte Carlo estimator (to estimate
the path costs in the exponential, for different actions at st)
and can be related to the path-integral formulation for pol-
icy improvement (Kappen, 2005; Theodorou et al., 2010).
Concretely, considering µPI

K corresponds to a path integral
with π acting as the prior and (approximate) boot-strapping
according to the value function V µπ . As mentioned, we can
realize this improved policy by sampling paths simulated by
following π and then re-weighting with the exponentiated
return. An interesting variant would be to target the same
density µPI

K with a more advanced sampler such as a Sequen-
tial Monte Carlo (SMC) method – which starts simulating
M paths from st but re-samples after each step according to
the exponentiated accumulated reward. Following such a
procedure recovers the sampling employed by Piché et al.
(2019).

Overall, Our policy π1:K(a|s) from Eq. (3) can thus be seen
as an extension of path-integral control where we consider
tree-like branching in each state – up to depth K – rather
than linear paths to estimate an improved policy.

E. Additional details on the humanoid Motion
Capture domain

We give additional details on the experiments for reproduc-
ing motion capture data. In these experiments the observa-
tions consist of the humanoid’s proprioceptive state (given
by joint positions and velocities) as well as the head position
in Euclidean space and time (encoded via a phase variable
that starts at 0 at the beginning of an episode and is 1 at the
end of the episode).

The setup is thus similar to (Merel et al., 2019) and we use
the same complex humanoid body. We note that, Deep RL
approaches are currently popular for producing controllers
that track motion-capture data but the training process can
be quite slow (e.g. Peng et al., 2018). Earlier works have
used model-based search to control humanoids (Hämäläinen
et al., 2014) and match reference movements (Liu et al.,
2010).

We use a time-varying reward that measures the discrepancy
between the body-pose of the humanoid and the a reference
pose from a motion capture clip. We and train a policy to
reproduce a cartwheel and backflip motion extracted from
the CMU Motion Capture Database2 (see the supplementary

2http://mocap.cs.cmu.edu/
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Figure 5. Comparison to sampling via SMC instead of using search
via TreePI at action selection time.

for a full description of the task). The reward function we
use is given as

rt = exp(−βEtotal/wtotal), (19)

where Etotal is a sum of deviations from the reference trajec-
tory and wtotal a sum of corresponding weights the total sum
of deviations is given as

Etotal =wvelD(qvel, q
∗
vel, Nvel) + wposD(qpos, q

∗
pos, Npos)

+wori‖ log(qori ∗ (q∗ori)
−1)‖+ weeD(qee, q

∗
ee, Nee)

+ wxvelD(qxvel, q
∗
xvel, Nxvel),

(20)
where D(x, y,N) = 1/N

∑
|x − y|, and where vel and

pos refer to velocity and position componjents of the joint
positions respectively, xvel and xpos are the velocity and
position in cartesian space and ee denotes the end-effector
positions of the humanoids body. We use wvel = 1, wpos =
5, wori = 20, wee = 1, wxvel = 1.

F. Additional comparison to SMC at action
selection time

As an additional ablation that was not contained in the main
paper – and to support the hypothesis that search at action
selection time can generally be useful – we pair TreePI
with another approach for sampling approximately from
µ∗K . Specifically we make use of a Sequential Monte Carlo
sampler (as also discussed in Section 4 of the supplemen-
tary), akin to Piché et al. (2019), but here paired with our
TreePI method for optimizing the policy during the opti-
mization. The results are shown in Figure 5. We observe
that, similar to the policy gradient ablation in the main paper,
a significant benefit can be obtained over Treepi/π.


