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Abstract

Observing celestial objects and advancing our scientific knowledge about them involves tedious planning,
scheduling, data collection and data post-processing. Many of these operational aspects of astronomy are
guided and executed by expert astronomers. Reinforcement learning is a mechanism where we (as humans
and astronomers) can teach agents of artificial intelligence to perform some of these tedious tasks. In this
paper, we will present a state of the art overview of reinforcement learning and how it can benefit astronomy.
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1. Introduction

Reinforcement learning (RL), with the aid of ad-
vances in deep neural networks, has made major break-
throughs in diverse disciplines. Some early highlights
were in computer games (Mnih et al., 2015), in chess
and Go (Silver et al., 2016) and in robotics (Lillicrap
et al., 2015; Haarnoja et al., 2018b). Recent high-
lights include developing efficient algorithms such as
in matrix multiplication (Fawzi et al., 2022) and in
sorting (Mankowitz et al., 2023).

There are a few applications of RL in astronomy
as well. Telescope automation is closely related to
robotics and RL can be used in telescope control
including adaptive optics (Nousiainen et al., 2022;
Landman et al., 2021; Nousiainen et al., 2021) and
adaptive reflective surface control (Peng et al., 2022)
as well as in observation scheduling (Jia et al., 2023a,b,
2022). Going further down the data flow, RL has
been applied in radio astronomical data processing
pipelines (Yatawatta and Avruch, 2021; Yatawatta,
2023) for hyper-parameter tuning. Considering mod-
ern astronomy to be a flow of data or information
from the observing telescope to the scientist, we fore-
see many more applications of RL to aid and refine
this flow and motivates this publication.

Several methodologies fall under the umbrella of
machine learning (ML): Supervised learning is the
most commonly used methodology where a machine
is given both the input and the required output to
learn to perform a certain task. In unsupervised

learning on the other hand, only the input is given
to the machine. Reinforcement learning follows a dif-
ferent paradigm where a machine learns to perform
a task by repeated attempts and getting some form
of feedback from an external environment. Another
noteworthy difference in RL is the temporal aspect,
i.e., the task to perform is considered to be a sequence
of actions to take instead of just one action, as in,
say, supervised learning where a classifier outputs the
class corresponding to the input in one step.

In this paper, we provide an overview of mod-
ern deep-RL with a focus on its use in astronomy.
Reinforcement learning has a long history and multi-
ple origins, stemming from several disciplines such as
machine learning, dynamic programming and control
and the scope of of this paper is to give a brief but
sufficient overview of the topic so that a new user can
quickly apply the RL techniques in their work. This
paper is organized as follows: in section 2, we give a
theoretical overview of RL. In section 3, we discuss
model-free RL algorithms both for discrete and con-
tinuous action spaces. Next in section 4, we discuss
model-based RL where a model representing the en-
vironment is built and used. Finally, in section 5 we
discuss practical aspects of RL including commonly
used software and we conclude in section 6.

Notation: We do not distinguish between scalars,
vectors or tensors in our notation and the actual di-
mension of the variables should be inferred depending
on the context of their use. The matrix transpose, in-
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verse and determinant are given as (·)T , (·)−1 and
det(·), respectively. A multinomial Gaussian with
mean µ and covariance Σ is given as N (µ,Σ).

2. Reinforcement learning theory

In this section, we provide a concise theoretical
overview of reinforcement learning . Modern RL sits
in the intersection of many diverse disciplines and we
take an approach based on machine learning (Sutton
and Barto, 2018; Szepesvári, 2010) to provide this
introduction. Alternative viewpoints do exist, for ex-
ample from dynamic programming and control (Bert-
sekas, 2005, 2012) or even from neuroscience (Bert-
sekas and Tsitsiklis, 1996).

2.1. The state, action and reward

We consider a form of artificial intelligence, which
we call the agent interacting with its environment as
seen in Fig. 1. The agent performs a task and has an
objective or a goal that we can specify. Information
is passed from the environment or the world to the
agent in the form of observations. After considering
the observations, the agent performs the task which
is fed to the environment as the action. Based on the
action, the environment will undergo a change. To
evaluate the effect of the action taken, the agent also
receives a reward which is a numeric evaluation of the
quality of the action and its effect on the environment.

Observation

Reward

Agent

Action

Environment

Figure 1: An agent interacting with its environment. The agent
receives an observation and performs an action and receives a
reward corresponding to the action.

We put the relationships between the agent and
its environment into a more rigorous mathematical
form as follows. Let S be a set whose elements are
possible representations of the state of the environ-
ment. Any element in S can be given by s and with-
out loss of generality we assume s to be a vector.

Note that the state does not have to be equal to the
observation: the state is a condensed form of the ob-
servation, for example by removing observables that
are directly dependent on other observables. We con-
sider A to be a set of possible actions to take. Any
element in A can be given by a which is also assumed
to be a vector. Note also that both s and a can be
vectors of discrete values (integers) as well as contin-
uous values depending on the problem. In Table 1 we
have listed several examples of RL applications. In
the chess game example, both the state and action
are discrete because there are only a finite number
of chess pieces and moves that can be made at any
point in the game. In the other two examples, we
have continuous values for s and a although some
state (or action) variables can be discrete. The di-
mensions of s and a can also be large for real life
problems, for example in the self-driving automobile
example in Table 1.

The quality of the action taken by the agent is
measured by the reward r which is generally a real
valued scalar. We consider the function generating
the reward to be in the functional space R. The def-
inition of the reward is unique to each RL problem
and we (as the users) have the freedom to define this
as long as we follow the general rule: the higher the
reward is, the closer we are to achieving our objective.
In other words, we give higher rewards to the agents
when the actions taken by the environment leads to
reaching the goal and lower rewards (or higher penal-
ties) when the actions lead to poor results or failure.

2.2. Markov decision processes

As seen in Fig. 1, the interactions between the
agent and its environment are repetitive, i.e., at any
given iteration, the agent observes and receives the
state s (and reward r) and recommends action a which
is passed onto the environment. The environment
takes the action a and as a result, its state will change.
This updated state (or observation) is passed onto the
agent, together with the reward r. This cycle contin-
ues until we reach our goal, hence it is a process. Most
RL problems are episodic, i.e., after many repetitions
of this cycle, the agent reaches its goal or ends in fail-
ure. If we consider the chess game example in Table
1, the game ends when the agent wins, loses or draws
the chess game. Therefore, one chess game can be
considered as one episode. In the bipedal walker and
self-driving automobile examples, the episode will end
when we reach our destination, or when we run out of
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Table 1: Some examples where RL can be applied

Problem Objective State Action

Chess Win game
Positions of chess

pieces on the board.
Select and

move a chess piece.
Walking robot
(Bipedal walker)

Walk
Positions, velocities
of leg joints etc.

Apply torque to
various leg joints.

Self driving
automobile

Reach destination

Position, velocity,
acceleration of self
and other vehicles;

fuel level, road measurements, road signs,
pedestrians etc.

Apply forces
for acceleration, braking,

steering etc.

energy (fuel) or when we meet with an accident. This
temporal aspect is unique to RL compared with other
ML problems such as supervised learning. We use the
subscript t to denote this temporal dependence when
we describe the state, action and the reward, such as
st, at and r(st, at). At step t, the transition probabil-
ity of the state from st to the next state st+1 is given
by p which is called the state transition probability in
P.

The tuple (S,A,R,P) is called a Markov decision
process (MDP). The Markov property implies that
the state transition probability at step t is only de-
pendent on the current state st and the action taken
at. In other words, we can parameterize the state
transition probability as p(st+1|st, at) which is only
dependent on st and at (we use the notation for condi-
tional probability here). The reward received at state
st after performing action at is denoted by r(st, at)
which can also be represented as rt.

An important question to answer in many RL
problems is how to determine if the agent has learnt
to perform the required task. Considering the ex-
amples in Table 1, it is clear for the chess example
where we consider the agent has learnt to play chess
if it wins in almost all games. For the bipedal walker
example, determining whether or not the walker has
learnt to walk is a bit problematic. In order to alle-
viate this issue we consider the agent has learnt the
task if it can sustain a sufficiently high reward at each
time step t. Obviously, we do not expect the agent
to reach such a high reward at start and we need to
look forward to the future. Therefore, while learning
a task, the agent does not attempt to maximize the
immediate reward, but the cumulative reward over a

number of future steps as well. In an infinite hori-
zon MDP, we consider an infinite number of steps in
the future. To account for uncertainties in the future,
we calculate a discounted cumulative reward with a
discount factor γ (0 < γ < 1). This also makes the
summation of rewards over future steps converge to
a finite value.

2.3. Q function, value function and policy

In order to illustrate the basic RL concepts, we
start with a simple example: In Fig. 2 we show a
maze, which is our environment. The agent can start
from any of the empty squares and has to navigate
to the top right hand square, which is the goal. At
each step, the agent can make four moves, i.e., up,
down, left and right. If the agent reaches the top
right hand corner, we reach the end of the episode
(terminal state).

END

420

1 3

Figure 2: The maze environment with 5 valid states 0, 1, . . . , 4.
The agent can move (act)←,→,↑, or ↓. The state S is a discrete
space with 5 states and the action A is also a discrete space
with 4 actions.
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In order to reach our goal, we can define the re-
ward given for each action taken at each state as in
Table 2. Note that we give a very low reward (−∞)
to impossible actions. We give a high reward (100)
when we reach our goal by moving up at state 4.

Table 2: Tabulated reward R[s, a] for the maze environment
to achieve the goal. Each row corresponds to a state and each
column corresponds to an action.

→ ← ↑ ↓
0 −1 −∞ −∞ −1
1 −1 −∞ −1 −∞
2 −1 −1 −∞ −1
3 −∞ −1 −1 −∞
4 −∞ −1 100 −∞

In order to reach our goal in the maze, we tabu-
late the quality of each state and action pair that we
name as the Q-table. The Q-table therefore is a table
with rows corresponding to each state and columns
corresponding to each action (similar form as Table
2). Let us call this Q[s, a] and let us call the reward
table in Table 2 as R[s, a]. We follow algorithm 1 to
update the values of Q[s, a] iteratively.

Algorithm 1 Q-table iteration

Require: Discount γ, Reward table R
1: Initialize Q-table to all zeros.
2: Select random initial state s from {0, 1, . . . , 4}.
3: while not reached terminal state do
4: Select action a ← column number that gives

maximum value of row number s in Q-table. If
more than one column has the maximum value,
choose randomly between them.

5: Next state s′ ← follow action a and Fig. 2.
6: if s′ = terminal state then
7: Update Q[s, a]← R[s, a].
8: Stop.
9: else

10: Update Q[s, a] ← R[s, a] + γ( maximum
value of row s′ in Q-table ).

11: Next state s← s′.
12: end if
13: end while

What we have shown in algorithm 1 is a crude
form of Q-learning that is only feasible with a low
dimensional, discrete state and action spaces. The
application of algorithm 1 to Fig. 2 is tedious, but
can be done by hand with some value selected for

γ (say γ = 0.9). Python source code implementing
algorithm 1 for the maze environment is given in Ap-
pendix A. After sufficient number of iterations and
sufficient repetitions of algorithm 1 with different ini-
tial states (episodes), we will get an end result as in
Table 3.

Table 3: Converged Q-table for the maze environment after
several iterations with γ = 0.9.

→ ← ↑ ↓
0 79.1 0 0 62.171
1 70.19 0 70.19 0
2 89 70.19 0 70.19
3 0 62.171 79.1 0
4 0 0 100 0

Using Table 3, we can solve the maze environ-
ment, for example in state 0, we get the highest Q-
value (79.1) by taking action in the first column →
while in state 1, we can choose either the first →
or the third ↑ column and so on. In most problems
however, the dimensions of the state space and the
action space are too high to use a tabular method.
The same can be said if the state or action spaces are
continuous.

In order to generalize RL algorithms to handle
high dimensional or continuous problems, we move
on from a tabular representation to a functional rep-
resentation relating S and A. Some of the major
components are:

• Policy: The policy is a mapping from S to A. A
deterministic policy π(s) will produce action a
given the state s, π(s)→ a. A stochastic policy
π(a|s) will predict the conditional probability
distribution of the action a given the state s.
We can generate samples from the conditional
probability distribution to get a representation
of the action, i.e., a ∼ π(a|s).

• Q-function: The Q-function Q(s, a) → q is a
mapping from the state and action spaces to a
real number q, S ×A → R. This is the general-
ization of the Q-table (e.g., Table 3) from dis-
crete RL problems to continuous or high dimen-
sional RL problems. Given the state s, Q(s, a)
will given an indication of the quality (or ex-
pected cumulative reward) of taking action a
under policy π(·). The higher Q(s, a) is, the
closer we are to achieving the goal of the RL

4



problem. The Q-function is also called action-
value function or state-action value function.

• Value: The value of state s is the expected cu-
mulative reward starting with state s and fol-
lowing a policy π(·). In other words, it is a
measure of the importance of being in state s
to reach the goal of the RL problem. We use
V (s) → v to denote the value function that
maps S → R.

It is important to understand how the aforemen-
tioned policy and value functions are related to one
another. At the solution of the RL problem (or af-
ter reaching the goal), the optimality conditions are
defined by the Bellman equation (1)

Q(s, a) = r(s, a) + γ max
a′=π(s′)

Q(s′, a′). (1)

The Bellman equation relates Q(s, a) to the (optimal)
policy π(s). The current state and action taken are
given by s and a respectively while the next state and
action (under optimal policy) are given by s′ and a′.
The immediate reward is given by r(s, a) while the
discount factor is γ. Note that we have already used
a form of (1) in algorithm 1 to solve the maze problem
(see line 10). Note also that if s is the terminal state
(end of episode), s′ does not exist and the right hand
of (1) is just r(s, a).

To solve any given RL problem, we have to learn
the optimal π(s), Q(s, a) or V (s) tailored to that
particular problem. In order to do this, we repre-
sent each of the aforementioned functions as deep
neural networks (DNN, LeCun et al. (2015)). There
are two main reasons for deep neural networks to be
ideally suited for this task. First, deep neural net-
works have the ability to find arbitrary representa-
tions. Second, from a practical viewpoint, modern
deep learning frameworks have built in learning ca-
pabilities with gradient descent and built-in gradient
calculation such as reverse mode automatic differenti-
ation (Paszke et al., 2017). The deep neural networks
are parameterized by trainable parameters and in sec-
tion 3 we will describe how we train these deep neural
networks to solve the RL problem.

3. Deep reinforcement learning algorithms

In this section, we will focus our attention on
model-free deep RL algorithms. We first discuss the
common difficulties faced during training an RL agent.

• Not enough data: A large amount of training
data is required even in other deep learning
tasks such as supervised learning. This is even
more prominent in RL. Note that in RL, we
generate training data by interacting with an
environment. Most real life environments are
complex and expensive to operate (for example
a self driving automobile). Hence, generating
enough training data is hard in RL. In section
4, we discuss model-based RL as a way to gen-
erate data without interacting with an environ-
ment. Alternatively, we can store and re-use
past experience which we will elaborate in this
section.

• Exploitation vs exploration: The optimization
problems underlying the training of RL are non-
convex and ill-conditioned with high dimensional
parameter spaces. Moreover, the state space S
and action space A can also be high dimen-
sional. In order to reach the global optimal
point in our optimization, we need to uniformly
sample the full S and A. It is easy for the so-
lutions to converge to local minima or overfit
because of poor sampling. In order to overcome
this, during selection of the action to take, we
can balance between random sampling (explo-
ration) or using the policy to maximize the re-
ward (exploitation). This is commonly termed
ϵ-greedy action selection, where we select a ran-
dom action with probability ϵ and we exploit
the policy with probability 1 − ϵ where ϵ is a
small positive value.

• Stability: The solution to the RL problem is ob-
tained by (indirectly) solving (1) or something
similar in an iterative manner. We do see that
Q(s, a) appears on both sides of the equation
and makes in unstable. Generally a small learn-
ing rate is chosen to avoid divergence but other
improvements are used to overcome this as we
illustrate later in this section.

3.1. Experience replay

In order to alleviate the data deficiency for train-
ing, we can store our interactions with the environ-
ment at each step t and re-use them as experience.
We keep a special buffer (replay buffer) D for this
and at each step, we store the tuple ( state s, action
a, reward r, next state s′ ) in the buffer. Since we
are using past experience, we are using actions based
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on past policies, that might be different from the cur-
rent policy. Hence the use of a replay buffer compels
us to use off-policy RL algorithms. It is also possi-
ble to prioritize the past experience that we retrieve
from D based on how poor the agent has performed
in the past (Schaul et al., 2015). For example, we
can prioritize retrievals from D giving high priority
to past steps where the transitions from s to s′ has
large change in the Q-values (importance sampling).

We present the high level algorithm for RL us-
ing a replay buffer in algorithm 2. This algorithm
uses transitions from step t to t+1 for learning, also
called temporal difference learning with one step look
ahead (TD-0). We use two outer loops, one loop
over E episodes and an inner loop over L steps per-
episode. We consider an infinite-horizon RL problem
and hence make L sufficiently large for this purpose.

Algorithm 2 Training the RL agent

Require: Number of episodes E, number of loop it-
erations L

1: Initialize Environment and Agent.
2: Setup empty (or reload saved) ReplayBuffer D.
3: for e = 1, . . . , E do
4: Environment: simulate or realize new (ran-

dom) observation.
5: Agent: ← initial state s.
6: for t = 1, . . . , L do
7: a← Agent suggests action based on s.
8: Environment: take action a, determine re-

ward r(s, a) and next state s′.
9: D: store (s, a, r, s′).

10: Agent: sample a mini-batch from D and
learn.

11: if s′ is not terminal state then
12: s← s′

13: else
14: break loop
15: end if
16: end for
17: end for

An important statement in algorithm 2 is in line
10, where the actual training of the agent is done. A
mini-batch is one or more tuples of (s, a, r, s′) that is
sampled from D and fed to the learning algorithm.
Generally, a large minibatch will give a more sta-
ble performance of the learning algorithms and the
largest size of the mini-batch is mostly determined
by the available memory. We will expand the learn-

ing statement (line 10 in algorithm 2) in the following
to consider various learning strategies.

3.2. Discrete action RL

In a discrete action space A, the action a can
only take a finite number of values. However the
state space S can be continuous or discrete, we do
not impose any restriction. In contrast to the tab-
ular algorithm 1, we use a Q-function Q(s, a) where
a is discrete. The Q-learning (Watkins and Dayan,
1992) step can be given as in (2):

Q(s, a)← Q(s, a) (2)

+µ

(
r(s, a) + γmax

a′
Q(s′, a′)−Q(s, a)

)
.

Note that we have not (yet) discussed how Q(s, a) is
represented in (2), this can be done by a table (with
interpolation for s) or by a deep neural network. The
learning rate in (2) is given by µ. Because a is discrete
and has only a finite number of values, evaluation of
max
a′

Q(s′, a′) can be done by evaluation of Q(s′, a) for

all possible values of a and selecting the maximum Q-
value. If we have more than one tuple of (s, a, r, s′) in
a mini-batch, we repeat (2) for all tuples sequentially.
Initial values for Q(s, a) will be set to 0, especially for
the terminal states s. If the next state s′ is terminal,
the right hand term of (2) is just µ (r(s, a)−Q(s, a))
and the same is implicitly applied to all learning steps
hereafter.

As noted before, solving (1) by iterating (2) is
not stable and leads to overestimation (Van Hasselt
et al., 2016), especially for large µ values. Double
Q-learning (Van Hasselt, 2010) is an improvement to
Q-learning in this regard. In double Q-learning, in-
stead of one, we use two Q-functions, i.e., Q1(s, a) and
Q2(s, a). The motivation for this is to keep one Q-
function fixed while updating the other. With prob-
ability 0.5 we update the first Q-function as

Q1(s, a)← Q1(s, a) (3)

+µ

(
r(s, a) + γQ2

(
s′, argmax

a′
Q1(s

′, a′)

)

−Q1(s, a))
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and otherwise we update the second Q-function

Q2(s, a)← Q2(s, a) (4)

+µ

(
r(s, a) + γQ1

(
s′, argmax

a′
Q2(s

′, a′)

)

−Q2(s, a)) .

Note that in (3) and (4), the target reward is esti-
mated by the Q-function which is fixed. The evalu-

ation of Q2

(
s′, argmax

a′
Q1(s

′, a′)

)
can be described

as first finding the value a′ that gives the maximum
of Q1(s

′, a′) and using this to evaluate Q2(s
′, a′).

Thus far, we have treated the Q-functions with-
out any consideration on how they are represented. In
most practical algorithms, the Q-functions are repre-
sented by deep neural networks. For example, using a
DNN with trainable weights given by θ, we can model
the Q-function in (2) and we denote this by Qθ(s, a).
Using the same trick of double Q-learning, we cre-
ate two Q-functions, one parameterized by θ which
is trained and another parameterized by θ′ which is
denoted as the target Q-function, i.e., Qθ(s, a) and
Qθ′(s, a) respectively.

We minimize the mean squared error loss J(θ)

J(θ) = ∥r(s, a) + γmax
a′

Qθ′(s
′, a′)−Qθ(s, a)∥2 (5)

during training. A gradient descent step to minimize
(5) can be given as

θ ← θ − µ∇θJ(θ) (6)

where µ is the learning rate. Note that the gradient
of (5) can be calculated as

∇θJ(θ) = (7)

−2
(
r(s, a) + γmax

a′
Qθ′(s

′, a′)−Qθ(s, a)

)

×∇θQθ(s, a)

using the chain rule. Note the similarity of the gra-
dient (7) to the Q-learning step (2). The target net-
work parameters θ′ are updated at a lower cadence
after repeating (6) several times by copying θ, i.e.,
θ′ ← θ. For a mini-batch of several (s, a, r, s′), the
loss (5) is averaged over the whole mini-batch. With
modern deep learning frameworks, we only need to
specify the loss to minimize as in (5) and it is not
necessary to explicitly calculate the gradient and the
gradient descent.

Looking back at Table 1, the chess game exam-
ple has both discrete state and action spaces. How-
ever, their dimensionalities are high, and unlike other
RL problems, the environment (another chess player)
acts in an adversarial manner. For this type of RL
problems (games) a combination of Monte Carlo tree
search (for dimensionality reduction) and DNNs (to
reduce depth and breadth of tree search using value
functions) are used (Silver et al., 2016).

3.3. Continuous action RL

In a continuous action space, the action a can
have an infinite number of values. Therefore, the di-
rect application of algorithms such as Q-learning is
not feasible. The policy π(s) or π(a|s) plays a major
role in calculating a, instead of searching through all
possible actions. In dynamic programming, there are
two families of algorithms for solving RL problems in
continuous action spaces: value iteration and policy
iteration. In value iteration, the value function V (s)
is updated iteratively (according to the Bellman opti-
mality condition (1)) until convergence and based on
the converged value function, the policy is calculated.
On the other hand, in policy iteration, the value func-
tion is updated while evaluating the current policy
and thereafter, the policy is also iteratively updated.

In this paper however, we focus on actor-critic
methods where we jointly update both the value func-
tion and the policy and can be considered as a com-
bination of value iteration and policy iteration. As
seen in Fig. 3, we decompose the agent into an actor
and a critic as follows:

• Actor: implements the policy. The actor will
produce and action a given state s, π(s) → a
or the conditional probability of a given state
s, π(a|s) that can be sampled to generate a. In
algorithm 2, the actor is active in line 7 and line
10.

• Critic: evaluates the state s (and action a) us-
ing the Q-function Q(s, a) or the value function
V (s). Conceptually, the critic provides a cri-
tique of the action taken by the actor. The
critic is active in the learning step in line 10 of
algorithm 2.

We describe some of the actor critic algorithms
that are state-of-the-art in the following.
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Figure 3: An RL agent composed of an actor and a critic.

3.3.1. Deep deterministic policy gradient (DDPG)

In DDPG (Lillicrap et al., 2015), the actor uses a
deterministic policy parameterized by parameters ϕ,
i.e., πϕ(s). The critic is parameterized by parameters
θ and evaluates Qθ(s, a). In addition, we use two
target networks, one for the actor, parameterized by
ϕ′ and one for the critic, parameterized by θ′, i.e.,
πϕ′(s) and Qθ′(s, a).

In line 7 of algorithm 2, the action to take given
the state s is generated as

a← πϕ(s) + ϵ (8)

where ϵ is generated from an Uhlenbeck-Ornstein pro-
cess (Uhlenbeck and Ornstein, 1930) (noise is corre-
lated between each learning step in algorithm 2). At
each learning step in algorithm 2, the critic is updated
using the loss function

J(θ) = ∥r(s, a) + γQθ′
(
s′, πϕ′(s′)

)
−Qθ(s, a)∥2 (9)

which is quite similar to (5) except that the maxi-
mization step with respect to a′ is replaced by eval-
uation of the target policy πϕ′(s′). Afterwards, the
policy is updated to maximize the Q-value Q(s, a),
therefore the loss to be minimized with respect to ϕ
is given by

J(ϕ) = −Qθ (s, πϕ(s)) . (10)

Using gradient descent, both θ and ϕ are updated as

θ ← θ − µQ∇θJ(θ), ϕ← ϕ− µπ∇ϕJ(ϕ) (11)

where µQ and µπ are the learning rates for the critic
and the actor, respectively. At each learning step,
the target network parameters are also updated by a
small amount using Polyak averaging as

θ′ ← τθ + (1− τ)θ′, ϕ′ ← τϕ+ (1− τ)ϕ′ (12)

where τ is a small positive value.

3.3.2. Twin delayed DDPG (TD3)

The main shortcoming of DDPG is the overes-
timation of the Q-value (Fujimoto et al., 2018) and
TD3 is an attempt to overcome this. In this algorithm
we use two Q-functions instead of one, parameterized
by θ1 and θ2, i.e., Qθ1(s, a) and Qθ2(s, a). Similar
to DDPG, each Q-function has its corresponding tar-
get, parameterized by θ′1 and θ′2, i.e., Qθ′1

(s, a) and
Qθ′2

(s, a). At initialization, θ1 and θ2 are randomly
initialized to be as different as possible. The actor
uses policy πϕ(s) parameterized by ϕ and target pol-
icy πϕ′(s) with ϕ′ as parameters.

The agent generates an action in line 7 of algo-
rithm 2, given state s as

a← clip(πϕ(s) + ϵ, a, a) (13)

where ϵ is a vector (similar to the size of the action)
whose values are zero mean Gaussian noise with σ =
0.2 standard deviation that is clipped to have values
in [−c, c] with c = 0.5 (the range of values from −c to
c is denoted as [−c, c]). Furthermore, the action itself
is clipped to only have values in [a, a]. The objective
of this clipping is to smoothen the generated actions,
so to act as a form of regularization on πϕ(s).

The learning step (line 10 in algorithm 2) is as
follows. Using the next state s′ (sampled from D)
and using the target policy, we generate

a′ ← clip(πϕ′(s′) + ϵ, a, a) (14)

where ϵ and the clipping operations are similar to
(13). Because we have two Q-functions, the loss for
the i-th (i = [1, 2]) can be written as

J(θi) = ∥r(s, a) + γ min
j=[1,2]

Qθ′j

(
s′, a′

)
−Qθi(s, a)∥2

(15)
where we find the minimum Q-value of the target Q-
functions evaluated at s′, a′ by min

j=[1,2]
Qθ′j

(s′, a′). By

comparing two Q-values and using the minimum of
the two, we try to avoid overestimating the Q-value,
which is an improvement to DDPG. We minimize the
total loss J(θ1)+J(θ2) (averaged over the mini-batch)
to update both θ1 and θ2.

In TD3, the policy is updated less frequently than
the Q-functions. While at each learning step θ1 and
θ2 are updated, the parameters of the policy ϕ are
updated with a slower cadence (say at every 5 learn-
ing steps). The policy update is done by maximizing
the Q-value with respect to ϕ, quite similar to DDPG
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(10) except we only use one Q-function for this, for
example we minimize

J(ϕ) = −Qθ1 (s, πϕ(s)) . (16)

Notice that during the policy update, we do not add
noise to the actions as in (13) or (14).

The target parameters are updated similar to DDPG
(12) except that it is performed with the same ca-
dence with which the actor is updated, as in

θ′i ← τθi + (1− τ)θ′i, i = [1, 2], ϕ′ ← τϕ+ (1− τ)ϕ′

(17)
where τ is a small positive value.

3.3.3. Soft actor critic (SAC)

Both DDPG and TD3 have deterministic policies
π(s) and therefore to enable some exploration while
choosing actions, some form of noise is added to the
action as in (8) or in (13). In contrast, the actor in
SAC implements a stochastic policy π(a|s) that in-
herently includes some randomness. Each element of
vector a is modeled to be an independent and iden-
tically distributed random variable to create the pol-
icy π(a|s). The probability density function (PDF)
of the i-th element of a (say ai) is generated using
a Gaussian random variable with mean µi and vari-
ance σ2

i . However, this leads to values in the range
[−∞,∞] and to keep the actions within a finite range,
the probability density function is transformed by a
tanh(·) function that maps the output to [−1, 1]. In
practice we use a DNN with parameters ϕ to model
πϕ(a|s) as the mean and the variance of each element
ai.

Similar to TD3, SAC uses two Q-functions pa-
rameterized by θ1 and θ2 as Qθ1(s, a) and Qθ2(s, a)
and corresponding target Q-functions Qθ′1

(s, a) and
Qθ′2

(s, a) parameterized by θ′1 and θ′2. In order to
generate an action in line 7 of algorithm 2, we sam-
ple the policy as

a ∼ πϕ(·|s). (18)

The learning step in line 10 of algorithm 2 involves
minimizing loss functions to update the critic (θ1 and
θ2) and thereafter to update the policy (ϕ). Gener-
ally, high randomness in actions leads to high chance
of exploration (as opposed to exploitation). High ran-
domness also means high differential entropy of the
conditional PDF, so we can increase the reward given
to policies with high entropy. With this motivation,

we add an extra reward to the Q-value based on the
differential entropy of the policy πϕ(a|s) that is pro-
portional to − log πϕ(a|s). With this motivation, we
have a loss function for the critic as

J(θi) = (19)

∥r(s, a) + γ

(
min
j=[1,2]

Qθ′j

(
s′, a′

)
− α log πϕ(a

′|s′)
)

−Qθi(s, a)∥2

where
a′ ∼ πϕ(·|s′) (20)

and α is the entropy regularization factor (small value
≈ 0.1). Note that we need to apply the tanh(·) to the
Gaussian PDF to calculate log πϕ(a|s) in closed form,
as given in Haarnoja et al. (2018a,b).

The policy is updated by minimizing

J(ϕ) = −
(

min
j=[1,2]

Qθj (s, aϕ)− α log πϕ(aϕ|s)
)

(21)

where
aϕ ∼ πϕ(·|s) (22)

is a sample drawn from πϕ(·|s). In order to have a
differentiable (with respect to ϕ) cost function J(ϕ)
in (21), we use the re-parameterized (Kingma and
Welling, 2013) generation of aϕ as

aϕ ← tanh(µϕ + σϕ ⊙ ξ), ξ ∼ N (0, I) (23)

where ⊙ is the element-wise product and ξ is ran-
domly generated fromN (0, I) which is Gaussian noise
with zero mean and unit covariance. Note that we
still have a differentiable mapping from vectors µϕ

(mean) and σϕ (diagonal covariance) to aϕ. Both µϕ

and σϕ are modeled by a DNN with parameters ϕ.
After updating θ1 and θ2 at each learning step, the

target network parameters θ′1 and θ′2 are also updated
by Polyak averaging as in (17).

4. Model based reinforcement learning

Generating enough data to train RL agents is a
fundamental problem in many applications. In some
applications, the data generation is expensive and
may even harm the actual physical system, for ex-
ample a robot or an automobile might be damaged if
certain actions are performed. In order to overcome
this problem, as shown in Fig. 4, we can create a
representative model of the actual physical system to
generate more data. The use of an internal model to
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represent the environment is called model based RL
and offers a rich variety of algorithms (Levine et al.,
2015; Nagabandi et al., 2017; Clavera et al., 2018;
Chua et al., 2018; Janner et al., 2019; Wang et al.,
2019; Clavera et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2021). Of
course, model based RL will only work if the model
we construct as the proxy for the environment can ac-
curately represent the dynamics of the environment.

Observation

Model

Reward

Action

EnvironmentAgent

Figure 4: Model based RL. A dynamics model representing the
environment is created and used by the agent.

There are two forms of uncertainties that we need
to consider when building a model to represent the
actual environment (Chua et al., 2018). Aleatoric un-
certainty is the uncertainty due to inherent random-
ness in the measurements (e.g., thermal noise, quan-
tization). In contrast, epistemic uncertainty is the
uncertainty due to the lack of complete information
about the actual physical system (e.g., misrepresen-
tation of the state). We can minimize both forms of
the aforementioned uncertainties by using an ensem-
ble of probabilistic DNNs as our model. A probabilis-
tic DNN models the transition probability p(s′|s, a)
of the next state s′ given s and a as opposed to a de-
terministic DNN which directly gives the next state
s′ as output. By using a probabilistic DNN we can
reduce the aleatoric uncertainty. In order to reduce
the epistemic uncertainty, we use an ensemble of such
probabilistic DNN models.

4.1. Probabilistic ensemble models

We can select any probability distribution to model
the transition probability and often a multinomial
Gaussian with a mean µθi and a diagonal covariance
Σθi is chosen, as in

pθi ∼ N (µθi ,Σθi). (24)

We use parameters θi to represent µθi and Σθi in the
probabilistic model. In order to estimate the param-
eters θi, we maximize the likelihood, or minimize the
negative log-likelihood (ignoring the constant terms)

J (θi) = (25)
(
µθi(s, a)− s′

)T
Σ−1
θi

(s, a)
(
µθi(s, a)− s′

)

+ log detΣθi(s, a).

We minimize J (θi) in (25) by using s, a and s′ sam-
pled from the replay buffer D (Lakshminarayanan
et al., 2016). In the ensemble, we have B proba-
bilistic DNN models with parameters θi, i ∈ [1, B]
for each model. During training, each θi is randomly
initialized and we independently sample minibatches
with replacement for each i to minimize J (θi) in (25).
The reason for this is to find a diverse set of feasible
solutions for θi for each i.

Once we have a trained model pθi , there are sev-
eral ways to use it in RL. A direct way is to use the
model to generate more training data (Janner et al.,
2019; Wang et al., 2021). In model predictive control
(Nagabandi et al., 2017; Chua et al., 2018) on the
other hand, the dynamics model is used to predict
future rewards and plan the sequence of actions to
take. It is also possible to perform gradient descent
directly through to model, for example to optimize a
policy (Clavera et al., 2020).

4.2. Probabilistic ensemble with trajectory sampling

As an example of model based RL, we discuss the
probabilistic ensemble with trajectory sampling al-
gorithm (PETS, Chua et al. (2018)) in this paper.
The PETS algorithm is simpler in the sense that it
does not use gradient descent optimization, compared
to the model-free algorithms described in section 3.
However, note that learning the dynamics model by
minimizing (25) still involves optimization based on
gradient descent. We use an ensemble with B prob-
abilistic models. The basic idea of PETS is to look
ahead T steps and based on the expected reward, de-
cide on which action at to take. In algorithm 3, we
have given the pseudo-code for PETS. Note that we
use a replay buffer D similar to algorithm 2. In fact,
algorithm 3 is similar to 2 in the manner of interac-
tions with the environment and the use of a replay
buffer. The major difference is given in line 6 of al-
gorithm 3, where we select the action at by sampling
and not by using a policy.

The selection of the optimal action is done by
sampling trajectories starting from the current state
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Algorithm 3 PETS

Require: Number of episodes E, number of loop it-
erations L

1: Setup replay buffer D, fill by taking random ac-
tions.

2: Randomly initialize ensemble dynamics model pθi
for all i.

3: for e = 1, . . . , E do
4: Train pθi using D by sampling with replace-

ment for all i.
5: Select initial state s1 from environment.
6: for t = 1 . . . L do
7: Run CEM: starting from st, sample actions

for trajectory steps t, t+ 1, . . . t+ T − 1 and
select optimal action at.

8: Execute at in the environment, record st+1

and reward rt.
9: D: Store (st, rt, at, st+1).

10: end for
11: end for

st using the cross entropy method (CEM, Botev et al.
(2013)) that is summarized in algorithm 4. We look
ahead T steps and let us consider the candidate ac-
tions for this trajectory to be at, at+1, . . . , at+T−1. In
one trial, we propagate these actions with one (ran-
domly selected) dynamics model i (from B models),
as st+1 ∼ pθi(st, at), st+2 ∼ pθi(st+1, at+1) and so
on until we reach st+T ∼ pθi(st+T−1, at+T−1). Af-
terwards, using the state and action pairs (st, at),
(st+1, at+1), upto (st+T−1, at+T−1), we calculate the
expected rewards rt,rt+1, to rt+T−1. We roll-out P
trials where we randomly select the dynamics model
i to generate the state sequence and we record the
average reward for this trial as the average reward
over all P trials and all T steps.

We select M elite actions from the C candidate
actions at step t, i.e., at, that has the highest aver-
age reward and calculate the mean and variance to
update µ and σ2. The updated µ and σ2 are used
to generate candidate actions for the next iteration.
After N iterations, µ is returned as the optimal ac-
tion at. The crucial component in algorithm 4 is the
evaluation of the reward (line 6), that needs some in-
formation on how the rewards are calculated. If this
information is not available, we can train the dynam-
ics model pθi to predict the reward in addition to the
state transition probability.

Algorithm 4 CEM

Require: State st, ensemble model pθi i ∈ [1, B],
number of iterations N , task horizon length T ,
number of particles P , number of candidate ac-
tions C and elites M

Require: Initial mean µ0 and variance σ2
0

1: Setup distribution N (µ, σ2) with µ ← µ0 and
σ2 ← σ2

0.
2: for n = 1, . . . , N do
3: for d = 1, . . . , C do
4: Sample at, at+1, . . . at+T−1 ∼ N (µ, σ2)
5: Sample spt+1 ∼ pθi(st, at), spt+2 ∼

pθi(s
p
t+1, at+1) upto spt+T where i randomly

selected from [1, B] with replacement and for
p ∈ [1, P ].

6: For each aτ (τ = t, t+ 1, . . . , t+ T − 1) eval-
uate r(spτ , aτ ) for each p.

7: Average r(spτ , aτ ) over p (P values) and τ
(T values) and record this for this candidate
action.

8: end for
9: From the candidate actions, find M elite ac-

tions corresponding to the M highest averaged
rewards.

10: Update µ and σ2 with the mean and variance
of the elite actions.

11: end for
12: Return µ as optimal action.
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4.3. Hint assisted RL

Almost all tasks in astronomy (planning, schedul-
ing, resource allocation, data processing etc.) already
have a rich variety of methods in use. Existing meth-
ods rely on fundamentals from statistics, signal pro-
cessing etc. and also on heuristics and experience
gained by decades of practice. In such situations, an
obvious question to ask is if we can incorporate the
knowledge we already have into an RL agent in an
efficient manner.

Hint assisted RL (Yatawatta, 2023) is one way
of incorporating already existing knowledge into the
training of RL agents. As shown in Fig. 5, the provi-
sion of hints can be based on anything, for example
it could be based on an existing model or it could
be based on an experienced astronomer suggesting a
solution.

Reward

Action

Environment

Agent

Observation

Critic

Actor

Value

Entropy

Hint

Figure 5: Hint assisted RL. An external hint is directly pro-
vided to the actor in the RL agent.

Generally a hint h is a replacement for an action
a (having the same dimensionality and the same do-
main for example). We use a constraint c(a, h) (for
example c(a, h) = ∥a− h∥2 or any other metric) as a
distance measure between the action a and the hint
h. As shown in Fig. 5, the hint is directly fed into
the actor affecting the learning of the policy.

We modify the learning of the policy as follows.
First, we define a function g(a, h) as

g(a, h)
△
= [c(a, h)− δ]2+ (26)

where [x]+ = x if x > 0 and [x]+ = 0 otherwise
(similar to a ReLU function). In (26), a threshold
is given by δ (> 0) that determines how far apart
the hint and the action can be. In other words, we
take into account the situations where the hint can
be inaccurate, so a large value for δ indicates that we
have less trust in the accuracy of h.

We employ the alternating direction method of
multipliers (ADMM, Boyd et al. (2011); Giesen and
Laue (2019)) for the policy optimization with the hint
being applied as a constraint. We modify (16) or (21)
as

Jh(ϕ) = J(ϕ) +
ρ

2
g(aϕ, h)

2 + λg(aϕ, h) (27)

where J(ϕ) is the original loss function for the policy
in TD3 (16) or in SAC (21). The Lagrange multiplier
is given by λ and ρ is the regularization factor. In the
learning step of algorithm 2 (line 10), the parameters
ϕ for the policy are updated as

ϕ← ϕ− µπ∇ϕJh(ϕ) (28)

where Jh(ϕ) is the augmented Lagrangian in (27).
Thereafter, the Lagrange multiplier is updated as

λ← λ+ ρ g(aϕ, h). (29)

The execution of (29) can be done less frequently than
the execution of (28). Similar to TD3, the target pol-
icy (if exists) parameters can be updated by Polyak
averaging as in (17).

5. Applications in astronomy

In this section we discuss some practical aspects of
applying RL to new tasks and also present some sim-
ple examples to illustrate the performance of the algo-
rithms discussed in sections 3 and 4. Reinforcement
learning algorithms are well supported in both major
deep learning frameworks, i.e., Pytorch (Paszke et al.,
2019) and Tensorflow (Abadi et al., 2016). Further-
more, an exhaustive number of collections of environ-
ments such as Gym (Brockman et al., 2016; Towers
et al., 2023) and collections of standard algorithm im-
plementations such as stable-baselines (Raffin et al.,
2021) and model based RL libraries (Pineda et al.,
2021) also exist.

There are several practical issues that a prospec-
tive user of RL should consider when applying afore-
mentioned tools and utilities to their problem.

• In some tasks such as in a telescope system con-
trol, the state can be obvious and can directly
relate to the physical measurements. On the
other hand, in more abstract tasks such as in
tuning a regression problem, this might not be
the case. Therefore some amount of insight into
the problem and also some experimentation is
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required to determine the state representation.
An obvious question to ask is if the task behaves
as an MDP. If this is not the case and the state
transition depends not only on the current state
but some history as well, the historical data can
also be included in the current state (in other
words, the current state is a window of states
extending into the past). Similarly, the action
can be part of the state and the action learnt
by the agent can be the incremental action (or
the scaling of the action).

• Both the state and the action will be formed by
combining information from various sources, in
other words combining apples and oranges. We
need to pay attention to the numerical stability
of the DNNs that are used to represent various
models such as the actor or the critic. Ideally,
all data should have the same dynamic range for
the neural networks to perform well. Therefore,
when combining data from different sources, we
need to pay special attention to scale or normal-
ize data appropriately.

• The calculation of the reward in each task is
entirely determined by the objective to achieve
and constraints such as differentiability does not
apply (Tadepalli and Ok, 1996; Henderson et al.,
2018). In practice, actions that deliver good re-
sults are boosted by scaling the reward up and
conversely, penalties can be added to the reward
to discourage undesirable actions. Clipping of
rewards is also common in practice (Hu et al.,
2020), mainly for the numerical stability of the
DNNs.

• In some applications, we will encounter actions
that include both continuous and discrete vari-
ables, i.e., hybrid action spaces. In such situa-
tions, we can model the probabilities of the dis-
crete actions as the policy and draw a number
according to the highest probability. For ex-
ample, if we have K possible discrete actions,
we can use a vector of K continuous variables
and apply a soft-max operation to get a vec-
tor of probabilities. Afterwards, we can choose
the element with the highest probability as the
discrete action.

• The dimensions of the input and the output can
vary even within a single problem. For exam-
ple, the sky models (Nijboer et al., 2006) used

in various data processing steps in radio astron-
omy can have different number of sources de-
pending on the direction in the sky. In order
to accommodate that, we can design our RL
agent to handle the largest possible number of
dimensions and fill missing values with zeros.
An improvement is to use auto-encoders or self
attention mechanisms (Vaswani et al., 2017) to
encode the input before feeding it into the RL
agent. The encoding can be learnt during or
before training the RL agent.

All forms of tasks in astronomy can be considered
as possible applications of RL. We refer the reader
back to section 1 for a review of all such existing
applications. We also highlight some of the potential
applications of RL in astronomy:

• Planning and control: Astronomical observa-
tories serve multiple users with diverse science
goals. Data collection for such diverse science
goals need a significant amount of planning and
control and RL can aid in performing this.

• Resource allocation: Various forms of resources
are required to produce science from raw astro-
nomical data. Examples of such resources are:
observing duration, computing resources, stor-
age, network bandwidth etc. The resources are
limited and need to be allocated fairly among
the users. There are additional constraints such
as minimizing the monetary cost and energy
consumption. Such allocation problems can also
be tackled by RL.

• Hyper-parameter tuning: Generic pipelines are
adapted for processing each specific observation
in most astronomical data processing pipelines.
In order to do this, various hyper-parameters
need to be tuned, mostly by grid-search based
approaches. As shown by previous work (Yatawatta
and Avruch, 2021; Ichnowski et al., 2021; Yatawatta,
2023), RL agents can outperform grid-search
based approaches in tuning tasks such as re-
gression, classification, and clustering.

• New science: Data collected by various obser-
vatories for specific science purposes are stored
at large archives of astronomical data. Such
archival data can be re-used by other astronomers
whose science can be significantly different from
the science for which the data were originally
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collected. We can train RL agents to re-use
archival data for new scientific purposes. This
discovery can be formulated as a task for an RL
agent to learn and the learning can be done in
a manner of indexing the archives for potential
science.

5.1. Example: Bipedal walker

Wrapping this section up, we present a simple and
yet challenging RL task: training a bipedal robot
to walk. This environment is provided with Gym
(Brockman et al., 2016) and is called the BipedalWalker-
v3 environment. The difficulty of training the agent
to walk increases depending on the ground on which
the robot tries to walk. In Fig. 6, we show the envi-
ronment with almost flat ground that is seemingly a
simple task. In contrast, the hard version is shown in
Fig. 7 where the path has many obstacles including
stairs, pits and hurdles.

Figure 6: Bipedal walker on flat ground (BipedalWalker-v3).

Figure 7: Hard version of bipedal walker with obstacles in the
path (BipedalWalkerHardcore-v3).

The state s of the bipedal walker is a vector of 24
real numbers corresponding to position of leg joints

and various velocities of the body. The action a cor-
responds to the torques applied to the 4 leg joints,
thus the action space is a continuous 4 dimensional
space.

Figure 8: Cumulative reward of the bipedal walker environment
with episodes for SAC and TD3.

Figure 9: Cumulative reward of the hard version of bipedal
walker with episodes for SAC agent with and without using
hints.

We employ several algorithms to train both the
easy and hard versions of the bipedal walker and show
the results in Figs. 8, 9 and 10. An agent is consid-
ered to have learnt to walk and reach the end of the
path once the cumulative reward per episode is more
or equal to 300. The DNN architectures for the ac-
tor and the critic and the hyper-parameters used in
TD3 and SAC are given in Appendix B. In each com-
parison, we initialize the environment and the agents
using a fixed random seed.

In Fig. 8 we compare the model free algorithms
TD3 and SAC in training the bipedal walker to walk
in the easy environment shown in Fig. 6. We see
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Figure 10: Cumulative reward of the hard version of bipedal
walker with episodes for TD3 agent with and without using
hints.

that with the SAC algorithm we are able to train the
walker to reach the target cumulative reward while
with TD3 we get a slightly lower reward. We move
on to the hard environment in Figs. 9 and 10. In Fig.
9, we compare the performance of the SAC algorithm
with and without using hints. The hints in this case
are generated by an agent that is trained with the
easy environment (Fig. 8). Therefore, the hints pro-
vided are inherently not accurate but nonetheless, the
walker trained with the use of hints is able to achieve
a higher reward, almost reaching the target. The ter-
rain in the hard environment has many obstacles such
as stairs, pits and hurdles that are randomly gener-
ated as seen in Fig. 7. This makes the environment
highly non-stationary which is also reflected by the
dispersion of the rewards achieved in each episode as
in Fig. 9. This also prevents the vanilla version of
SAC (without using hints) from achieving the target
reward of 300.

In Fig. 10 we perform a similar comparison using
the TD3 algorithm. We compare the performance of
TD3 with and without using hints in the hard envi-
ronment. The hint assisted version of TD3 is able
to get a higher reward, but much less than the SAC
version. The hints are provided by the TD3 agent
trained in the easy bipedal walker environment but
as we see in Fig. 8, the TD3 agent is still not reach-
ing the target reward. Therefore we are using an in-
completely trained agent to provide the hints, which
explains the poor results in Fig. 10 compared to Fig.
9. Nonetheless, the version using the hints still get a
higher reward than the version without hints in Fig.
10. We see the use of the hints as a ’brain transplant’

from one agent to another and the hints could well
be derived from another source.

5.2. Example: Calibration

In this example, we consider a problem more ap-
plicable to astronomy. The objective of this example
is to give a more conceptual overview of formulating
the state, action and reward for a general problem
and more in-depth details about this particular ex-
ample can be found in (Yatawatta, 2023). Given a
data vector y, we build a model describing the data
as

y =

K∑

i=1

si(θ) + n. (30)

Problems similar to (30) can arise in many applica-
tions, including regression, model fitting, calibration
and so on. In our model, we have K basis functions
si(·) (generally non linear) that are parameterized by
the parameter vector θ and our data is corrupted by
noise in the vector n.

As illustrated in Fig. 11, we consider the mecha-
nism that actually solves (30) to be a black-box, i.e.,
a specialized mechanism to solve the problem at hand
of which we do not intend to have low-level control.

y θ̂, r

si(·), i ∈ I

Calibration

Figure 11: Calibration considered as a black-box.

The application of RL to the aforementioned prob-
lem can be described as follows.

• Objective: We will use RL to determine the best
model to use for (30). We consider the K basis
functions si(·) as our dictionary and we will use
RL to select the indices i from 1, . . . ,K to best
fit our situation. We need to consider two cri-
teria to make this selection. The first criterion
is the quality, i.e., we need construct a model
that best describes the data. The second crite-
rion is the cost because we have a finite amount
of computational resources that limit the size
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of the model to create as well as the number of
iterations that we can expend in creating the
model. Generally we will encounter multiple
realizations of (30) with different ground truth
models and we use RL to determine the best
model for any realization of (30).

• State: The state should summarize the perfor-
mance of the system in solving (30). Since we
have a black-box as in Fig. 11, we can use
statistical tools such as the influence function
(Hampel et al., 1986; Koh and Liang, 2017) to
determine the state. The exact details in deriv-
ing the influence function for problems similar
to (30) can be found in (Yatawatta, 2019).

• Action: Let us use the set I to represent the in-
dices i from 1, . . . ,K that we have selected for
our model. The action in our problem should
specify I and additionally, the maximum com-
putational budget to expend within the black-
box in Fig. 11. Given K directions, we can
formulate the action to predict the probabilities
of each i = 1, . . . ,K being selected to create I.
Therefore, the action can be formulated to be a
vector of K values within the range (0, 1] and if
any value is greater than 0.5, we select its index
to be part of I. In order to determine the com-
putational budget, an additional scalar within
the range (0, 1] can be appended to the action.
We can scale this value to fit within the mini-
mum and maximum computational budget. To
recapitulate, the action is formulated to be a
vector of K+1 values in the range (0, 1] derived
from the DNN for the actor that can be trained
to predict values in the range [−1, 1] (or values
in the standard normal distribution followed by
tanh(·) activation for a stochastic actor).

• Reward: Once we have I, we determine the pa-
rameters θ̂ and we can find the residual as

r = y −
∑

i∈I
si(θ̂). (31)

One way to measure the quality of our model
is to use the Akaike information criterion AIC
(Akaike, 1974). Given the standard deviations
of the data y and the residual r as σy and σr,
respectively, we can determine the AIC as

AIC ∝
(
σr
σy

)2

length(y) + length(θ). (32)

The first term of (32) represents the quality of
the model (fractional reduction in the variance
by using the model). The second term of (32)
represents the degrees of freedom consumed by
the model and length(θ) is directly dependent
on the cardinality of I (how many directions
are selected).

Using the AIC, we can formulate the reward to
use for training our RL agent as

reward ∝ −AIC − penalty (33)

where the penalty represents the computational
cost required to determine the parameters θ̂
(for example by using maximum likelihood es-
timation). Since we use an iterative method
to find θ̂, we make the penalty proportional to
the number of iterations used by the maximum
likelihood estimation algorithm.

Guided by the aforementioned concepts, we train
an RL agent to maximize the reward for our problem
(30) with K = 6 using SAC algorithm. Hints are
provided to SAC by using an exhaustive search of
2K possible choices for I. The midpoint within the
minimum and maximum number of iterations is used
as the hint for the computational budget. The agent
is trained by using simulated random realizations of
(30), each realization is called an episode. In each
episode, the agent is given 7 steps to take an action
and learn. The evolution of the average reward of
each episode is shown in Fig. 12. Note that Fig. 12
shows the same reward curve at two different scales,
in order to highlight the initial low rewards and the
slow increase of the reward at later iterations showing
that the agent is learning.

6. Conclusions

We have provided a brief overview of deep rein-
forcement learning algorithms that are directly appli-
cable in various astronomical tasks. Taking into ac-
count the plethora of alternative methods and tech-
niques that already exist in astronomy to perform
these tasks, we have also introduced a simple mecha-
nism to transfer the knowledge from existing methods
to RL agents via the use of hints. The growth of data
intensive astronomy needs efficient and autonomous
agents to monitor, control and process data with min-
imal human involvement. The use of reinforcement
learning can help us to achieve this goal.
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Figure 12: Average reward of each episode during learning to
solve (30). The reward is shown in two different scales in the
two plots to highlight the early and late behaviors.

Source code implementing all algorithms discussed
in this paper are publicly accessible at (hint assisted
reinforcement learning).
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Appendix A. Python code for Q-table itera-
tion

Listing 1: Q-table iteration
import numpy as np

# Reward
R=np . array ([[ −1 , −np . in f ,−np . in f , −1] ,

[−1,−np . in f ,−1,−np . i n f ] ,
[−1,−1,−np . in f , −1] ,
[−np . in f ,−1,−1,−np . i n f ] ,
[−np . in f ,−1 ,100 ,−np . i n f ] ] )

# Next s t a t e , i n v a l i d =−1, t e rm ina l =100
Sprime=np . array ( [ [2 , −1 , −1 ,1 ] ,

[3 , −1 ,0 , −1] ,
[ 4 ,0 , −1 ,3 ] ,
[ −1 ,1 ,2 , −1] ,
[ −1 ,2 ,100 , −1] ] , dtype=np . in t32 )

# Discount f a c t o r
gamma=0.9
# Q−t a b l e
Qtable=np . z e ro s ( ( 5 , 4 ) , dtype=np . f l o a t 3 2 )

# fun c t i o n to p l a y one ep i s o d e
def ep i sode (R, Sprime , gamma, Qt ) :

t=0
s=np . random . cho i c e (np . arange ( 5 ) )
while t <100:

a=np . random . cho i c e (np . argwhere (np .max(R[ s ] )\
==R[ s ] ) . f l a t t e n ( ) )

sprime=Sprime [ s , a ]
i f sprime==−1:

print ( ’ Error ,  i n v a l i d  next  s t a t e ’ )
break

i f sprime==100:
Qt [ s , a]=R[ s , a ]
break

print ( f ’{ t } :  s t a t e  { s}  a c t i on  {a}  next  { sprime} ’ )
Qt [ s , a]=R[ s , a]+gamma∗(np .max(Qt [ sprime ] ) )

s=sprime
t=t+1

print ( Qtable )
for epoch in range ( 1 0 0 ) :

ep i sode (R, Sprime , gamma, Qtable )
print ( Qtable )

Appendix B. Hyperparameters in TD3 and
SAC

The actor and critic network architectures used
are as follows:

• Critic: In both TD3 and SAC, we use a DNN
with 3 linear layers. The dimensions of each
layer are: input layer (24 + 4) × 256, hidden
layer 256× 256, output layer 256× 1.

• Actor: In both TD3 and SAC, we use a DNN
with 3 linear layers, except in SAC the out-
put layer is divided into two heads (for µϕ and
log σϕ). The dimensions of each layer are: input
layer 24 × 256, hidden layer 256 × 256, output
layer 256× 4.

In all layers except the last, we use ReLU activation.
We use the Adam (Kingma and Ba, 2014) gradient
descent optimizer in training.

Table B.4: Hyper-parameters used in training TD3 and SAC
agents.

Parameter Value

Discount γ 0.99
Batch size 256
Learning rate µθ,µϕ 1e− 4
Polyak averaging τ 0.005
Temperature α 0.036
ADMM ρ 0.001
Hint threshold δ 0.5
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J.J., Shen, A.T.J., Younis, O.G., 2023. Gymnasium.

Uhlenbeck, G.E., Ornstein, L.S., 1930. On the theory of the
brownian motion. Phys. Rev. 36, 823–841.

Van Hasselt, H., 2010. Double q-learning. Advances in neural
information processing systems 23.

Van Hasselt, H., Guez, A., Silver, D., 2016. Deep reinforce-
ment learning with double q-learning, in: Proceedings of
the AAAI conference on artificial intelligence.

Vaswani, A., Shazeer, N., Parmar, N., Uszkoreit, J., Jones, L.,
Gomez, A.N., Kaiser, L., Polosukhin, I., 2017. Attention Is
All You Need. arXiv e-prints , arXiv:1706.037621706.03762.

Wang, T., Bao, X., Clavera, I., Hoang, J., Wen, Y., Lan-
glois, E., Zhang, S., Zhang, G., Abbeel, P., Ba, J., 2019.
Benchmarking Model-Based Reinforcement Learning. arXiv
e-prints , arXiv:1907.020571907.02057.

Wang, Z., Wang, J., Zhou, Q., Li, B., Li, H., 2021. Sample-
Efficient Reinforcement Learning via Conservative Model-
Based Actor-Critic. arXiv e-prints , arXiv:2112.105042112.
10504.

Watkins, C.J., Dayan, P., 1992. Q-learning. Machine learning
8, 279–292.

Yatawatta, S., 2019. Statistical performance of radio interfero-
metric calibration. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronom-
ical Society 486, 5646–5655.

Yatawatta, S., 2023. Hint assisted reinforcement learn-
ing: an application in radio astronomy. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2301.03933 .

Yatawatta, S., Avruch, I.M., 2021. Deep reinforcement learning
for smart calibration of radio telescopes. Monthly Notices of
the Royal Astronomical Society 505, 2141–2150.

19

1708.02596
1912.01703
2104.10159
2104.10159
1511.05952
1706.03762
1907.02057
2112.10504
2112.10504

	Introduction
	Reinforcement learning theory
	The state, action and reward
	Markov decision processes
	Q function, value function and policy

	Deep reinforcement learning algorithms
	Experience replay
	Discrete action RL
	Continuous action RL
	Deep deterministic policy gradient (DDPG)
	Twin delayed DDPG (TD3)
	Soft actor critic (SAC)


	Model based reinforcement learning
	Probabilistic ensemble models
	Probabilistic ensemble with trajectory sampling
	Hint assisted RL

	Applications in astronomy
	Example: Bipedal walker
	Example: Calibration

	Conclusions
	Python code for Q-table iteration
	Hyperparameters in TD3 and SAC

