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GRPO (Group Relative Policy Optimization) #5-fi DeepSeekMath £, HFHEK
T R PSR A2 ] B B U 4 PPO Ah &) Bty value/critic fhit, AR PPO K%
fRaE SERHLAE [1]. J5 %k DeepSeek-R1/R1-Zero 4k£E% il GRPO 1 A% Ui Hi R Ak 2
AJHEZE [4]. R HAE A0S, GRPO HHtE Ny :

TE[R]—/> prompt FREEZ & EE, HA MM R EL S (advantage),
FH PPO K%Y clipping 55 %17 KL 2950k T 5 ks .

(HXAIE EARIME THESE, AN RASCHERIER . 248 GRPO #¥H, #=/b%(n|
H T LI A -

1. ft2 LLM By RL BrBes HAES] PPO X &2k 7

2. PPO Hy critic/value model #|JiCEEMUf47

3. MAFAW DA (BAFETAE L) A critic, iR FIREZ REAR N HLERS?
4. Jitf DeepSeekMath i) GRPO HprpE 58 = KA AFE?

5. W 2aRZ EEese i, #ofE . AU B GYE SO EE SUR 84— FE?

ARERHEIR e Pisg — RL/PPO 15 — GRPO i — S — FH - RRS5%
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915 BeAmiar: 2 GRPO it 21
TH

1.1 Fpoids

a2 9
q —ANEE, prompt, BIZEEAA
—EREE (completion), ] A — 4 [0 20
0 PSS ¢ A0 E ) token,
0 55 t A~ token Z iR HIZK .
o SHCN 0 BPAERISARA (S FNEF ).
0,14 AL HIIZE batch i ) 1H SR .
Tref RS FNG, webilh SFT BAs E—MRE5R A
R(q,0) R SEEE T o IR .
i 551 FFORFERI B RG22, EICH ri = R(q,04) .
Ay 55 1 SK HAESE t ) token Abf¥) advantage.
G [7]—> prompt "~ RA:FH A% (group size).
|04 55 1 ZcH T token KB
€ PPO/GRPO # clipping i A HEZHL
B KL 135 5 2 %5
Iz Jis GRPO PR, [ —%8 A2 i a W [l —HEEEAS A T I AR Ak AR
E[] W,
Var|/] 7.
Std[] PR
Dxi(pllq) Kullback-Leibler #{J .

1.2 FgplAsss. WIEL. JjZebiksiifk

GRPO WM e M Bl = A E e I(E. 22, feifEze.
iﬁ—?ﬁﬁiﬂ\j T1,T9,...,Tn, D_IJJ



GRPO ### F—F R 3 GRPO pibi iy TR

1
FRAIIE.
Var(s) = = 3w — ) (1.2)
Std(x) = v/Var(z) (1.3)
FRMFRIEZE
MR AME R S E R IR, S B FR L 5 1A -
Ty
%7 Std(x) (1.4)

XA A ELRRICR |
(@) ibEEAAPLRE 0 (FMFRHEL EHYEA 0)
(b) BRI (briE2EH—F) 1),

GRPO #iEZ4B[F —A~ prompt "~ 2 2 A FHY R L 1 ILIARHELL .

5Bl

A LP ST Eagillbs)
0.2, 0.8, 05, 0.1
Bl 02+08+05-01 1.4
A B2
0.2—0.35 = —0.15, 0.8—0.35 = 0.45, 0.5—0.35 = 0.15, —0.1-0.35 = —0.45.
TR
0.0225, 0.2025, 0.0225, 0.2025.
TriE:
Var — 0.0225 + 0.2025 + 0.0225 + 0.2025 _ 0.45 01195
4 4
PRt ZE
Std = v0.1125 = 0.3354.
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F—F R 3 GRPO pibi iy TR GRPO ##t

PR HETR 0.2 -0.35 0.8 -0.35
2t Y e 04479, 22 7Y 0 1.341
0.3354 0.4472, 0.3354 3416,
0.5—-0.35 —0.1-10.35
=~ 0.4472 -  ~ —1.3416.
0.3354 0.4472, 0.3354 3416

X AHPRHEAR LN 2 MR GRPO XAE “AHNARXT S .

1.3 ZeAhies 55 i S BRIy 51 o) i

BN — M RIS RIS, 2 —> token —4> token /B
R 0 = (01,00, or) IERRAR R T, M2 AR IARRETR:

mo(olg) = [ [ mo(or | g, 0<). (1.5)

X2 PPO/GRPO 7£ LLM Hnfiygthiy 55—
AR

L. SEfE prompt g {4 RAEREE—4> token oy;
2. FBTE (¢, 01) FAF FAR 025
3. FHE (g, 01, 02) HIF T AL 033
4. GuttisdE, HEH LR,
XTEOBARTEH T, B eik i kAN -
log m(olq) = XT:IOg mo(0t | 4, 0<t)- (1.6)

t=1

Ak, [ policy gradient B4 £ B4 token AR L.

T3

AR E A 34 token, JEH
me(01]q) = 0.4, mg(02|q,01) = 0.5, mg(03|q,01,02) = 0.2,
2B FHIRIMER 2
mo(0lg) = 0.4 x 0.5 x 0.2 = 0.04.

HOREER N
log my(olq) = 1og 0.4 +10g 0.5 + log 0.2.

Feh, RZERANEX S Z RS logprob BFb, Al @FE & B 7ERIA iy 5
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GRPO #ht Bt HEEH:  GRPO MIUAIAH TR
[ R R ]

1.4 BipEY log-derivative trick
s Ak ar > B — A SRR/ N T 2

V@ﬂ'@(ﬂ?) :WQ(LU)VQIOgTFQ(LU). (].7)
HERF R

Vomg()

mo(z)

logme(z) = Vylogmy(z) =

Wi [ mo(x) BIFRK (1.7).
A AU E T PO s > 1 B sl 5

> mol@)f(x)

7
By [f ()],

XPESRBBRERS, FeEAL BRAYH ERE R A B RS 4 0. AT (1.7), REZKFHAE
SR R < SRR

1.5 KL #pE
KL HUZM A R 225 . XU p, g 105

l‘

Dxu(pllg) = Zp log—. (1.8)

BARTERERIFRIE, H I
Dxw(pllq) # Dxw(qllp).

1E PPO/GRPO HL, KL, [y (A0 52 “BIRAAGE”. UL, 00 Fems o oy pl s
i, BB %— T URBE S ML S, 785 BN (reward hacking) . i
SR AR

DeepSeekMath o3 f1 T4 F ¥ A5 /i T [1]:

Tref (034 0i.<t) _ Tref(04t|q, 01 <t) 1 (1.9)
WO(Oi,t|Qa 0i,<t) 779(0i,t|Q> Oi,<t)

D [mg]|ref] ~
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F—F R 3 GRPO pibi iy TR GRPO ##t

PRI
4

. 7Tref(0i,t|q7 0i,<t)
779(01',15|Qu0i,<t> 7

E X
g(z) =z —logz —1, x> 0.

il
J@=1-2  f@)=—>0
z’ 2 '

I g iRk, HHAE ¢'(2) = 0 B 2 = 1 ikl /IME. X HN
g(1)=1-logl—1=0,

MO « >0, #A

z—logz —12>0.

KARE T AT 25K (1.9) PR — AR AT i

1.6 HSPERAE SR LU
PPO 5 GRPO il H 455 2 — e i Lo fE -
. Wg(at|8t)
if) = Toyq (tlst) (110

Bk HEEMCRAE (importance sampling).
B FAT AR A
Epplf(2)] = D p(a)f(2),

HSEps EF EMFEASR A 57— 01 g KB g(z) > 0 )5 p(e) BE XRE, #nbAS
i

= .TMZL‘: M.T
Bl = a5 1) =B | £ 1)) (1.1)
PPO/GRPO T 2 I m,, RFE, T L
o
o

old

A A 5] 24 iy SRS Xk B2 ) 5 ) o
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GRPO ##t F—F R 3 GRPO pibi iy TR

2 Dy IR I A
7 LLM 3755 0L, S2 B P OMEAR HU MR SR BTy token (AR HU(H Y 15

lo|

mo(olg) _ 1 _melorlq, 0<)
7r901d (O|q> t=1 7T901d (0t|CI7 O<t)

HEEAEEBEZT RO UE, TZEEFERK, FitELg PPO/GRPO 3 f
1E token 2 B fj ratio.

1.7 —A-ig/pal Hl D3R
FOEARE, ARBADNIZAE T S MRS
L. iR AR B ] 53
2. WA 2 Z token KA
3. log-derivative trick;
4. HNPRELL:
5. Mt E S KL IEN,

X5 ANEBEER, LT GRPO 2.
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o+ 2% M RLHF 3] PPO: GRPO i1 5z

2.1 A S BIRR RIS

TEsRfLE )i F B, SKig (policy) e “ZraRESHE, Frahiissr 7. 76 LLM 37
S, f H AR 2

RE s 27] prompt SEAFIZ, H (¢, 0<)
E a; F—A~ token o,

WM mo(arlsy)  BIBAE M FI A7 B L token B
Bl T — B 0= (01,...,0r)

Rl R(q,0)  X5E#EEIERI P>
T2, A EEARIIGH bt fe T S 2 -

J(0) = Eqer(@), onm (1) [F2(q; 0)]- (2.1)

2.2 REINFORCE: 5 Isn Sems ke
T B PPO #1 GRPO, Sl Su MM SRS B T iy . [ € — i g, X

Jo(0) = mo(0lq)R(g, 0). (2.2)

XiF 0 KB - O
Vo Jg(0) = Vo > m(0lg)R(g, 0) (2.3)
=Z&mewn (2.4)
= Z R(q, 0)ms(0lq) Ve log mo(olq) (2.5)
- Ezwreuq) [R(g,0)Vslogmy(olq)]. (2.6)

XL P(Q) BUNE, s 2

VoJ(0) = Equp(@), o~ms(lg) | B(4, 0) Vo log mg(0lq)] . (2.7)

7



GRPO ##t %% M RLHF 3| PPO: GRPO fji¥st

FIHZ (1.6), AT DAZKLEYR AL token 2 31 :

lo|

Vo logm(olg) = Zva log mp(0ilq, 0<1)- (2.8)

t=1

(MO

lo|

VoJ(0) =E |R(g,0) > Vylogmy(oilg o) | - (2.9)

t=1

XU R — AR E R B =R TR i, AR A B token HXMEHE AR S iR
PRdfEmr s ARSI, WA AR,

2.3 31 2% 5] A baseline

R (2.7) BIRIER, [ 2EARIC. TOE L, RS A BRI, T 4B R
SRS . e LAV 27 W A baseline:
V4 (6) = E[(R(g,0) — b(a)) Vs log mo(ola)] (2.10)

Horb b(q) HAMKHFIAET g, AR BIRAE B RS o0 S AKX FBITA AN 22z )
EEYONTSpE

Eonry(1g) [0(a) Vo log me(ola)] = b(a) Y mo(olq) Vo log me(olq) (2.11)
= b(q) Z Voma(0lq) (2.12)
= b(CJ)VZ > molol) (2.13)
= b(q)Vyl : 0. (2.14)
FIrRA,
E[(R—b(q))Velogm] = E[RV,logm. (2.15)

Xit4E baseline {1y ATHIS K

2 B IR R

X FRRIERE . Al baseline EHIZIK baseline XY i RFENER “A(FAlS7”
. B FUREOIRGS . SMREIEE. T GRPO HLE Ui “FH4IIEME baseline” #4
e NEHMBE . s, R GRPO 2 BRI S AN e WX H ix
PR, TN B4 PPO 19 V (s) HUBMER 0 iS5 0 B 2h =32 R Teim &S 18 .
Ja X B I IR — .
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% M RLHF %] PPO: GRPO f9755¢ GRPO ##t

2.4 advantage. value 4 critic
TE actor-critic iEH, HiE

A(sy,ap) = Q(s,a) — V(s¢) (2.16)

Pk advantage. ‘BEFR HEIEIE X MR R K207
Hrp:

Q(st, ar): FEIRAS s IATENE a0 J5, ARARERAGIIE;
Vise): HBERE s W34
©A(se ) BIAFAIRPARES KPR (EL

PPO F£— sttty ] vhid w4 ) value model (critic) HAhit V(s,), @it GAE
Sy AJ2). 4 LLM ) RLHF 350, X3k I R 26 5 0 2l e

AR (policy) + %A (reference) + Al (reward model) + #r{EAHY

(value/critic).

[ EE T % T K aEAUR ZE (long CoT) By KBRS, 53X A value/critic A4 % . DeepSeek-
Math #£1# GRPO f EE:aHl.2 —3i 2 fe® L4 critic, I53AFF81A R i 7
[1]

2.5 PPO: MflZz RLHF §EH'&

PPO By IALE : A 220 500, (BN LSRG — ek 3l K [2]. B £t surrogate
objective n[PAG Hy:

Jepo(0) = E [min <7’t(9)121t, clip(re(0),1 — e,1 + e)At)} , (2.17)

y
5

To(ay|st)
7T901d (at | St) .

r(0) = (2.18)

2.5.1 Mt 2% clip

WREA clip, HirwE
rt(Q)At.

M Ay > 0B, FRAIFE r(0) R, WlRREREIEOITER: Y A, <08, 7% r(0)
AL

FIFET, AR RAL r(0) Ay T B S BORIS S ARG IR . T2 PPO SR B HUR 5
67 F1“HOE” —FHRE/NE ORI & ) -

min (rt(Q)At, clip(ry(0),1 — e, 1 + E)At).
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GRPO ##t %% M RLHF 3| PPO: GRPO W& 5+

2.5.2 ¥ advantage Ity B P
WA, > 0 i
R (0) < 1+ e, HAREATTE r(0)A K
AR r(0) > 1, TR (1+ ) Ar, ARSI LUAER TR R ARSI
bR E: ATl DA, TSR S 3 .
2.5.3 1 advantage 114y B Bl
WA, < Om, R
© FRAIFE o (0) AN, AT FEARSR S A
- HAIRIES R, clip SEEHE 5 Pl
L, PPO MG AR “ToA B KA, TR 18 HAEM MO — S22
CICTI
2.6 PPO 1 LLM-RLHF ¥ Al 2. & Wi HE

& InstructGPT X3¢ RLHF TAEfHE, PPO ol FiESHAS % [3]. HEWHE
#El CoT g, L3 2= Mu:

1. critic/value model 7 & 45 ;
2. REE TV ARG, AR token RIREEFEHIE S
3. KRSt credit assignment F1i)I| 25 5 AEE 5 R M .

GRPO 1R # & X A VLA .
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45 3% GRPO: JURZINL. BOoAaAX5iE
SCHER

3.1 DeepSeekMath 5 Hiity iy 5

DeepSeekMath 7558 4.1 A5 BH#f {8 GRPO #iid 4 PPO AE A : ‘& 245 T critic/value
model, ANFEAZAST M EREL, MR RAE R i — 41 B 2 B Al E A
RS (1],

PPO W H /2 -
WA BRI ~ K5 — critic 45 1 H Tk F-
GRPO W H 2
M E AL ~ BTEREZ 4 & B L.

Wy, GRPO NN “BE4XHMEZ R, MEZH “EMHX RS EAEAE A

11



GRPO ##t F=% GRPO: JFIRzEL. B0 EIRSCER

3.2 i3y PPO-GRPO X} P

Trained
Models

Frozen

Models

Policy j Reward
¢ Model Model
"

Figure 4 | Demonstration of PO and our GRPO. GRPO foregoes the value model, instead
estimating the baseline from group scores, significantly reducing training resources.

GRPO
A Rii‘ifﬁi‘f“ |
Grnup_ ]_‘ A,
Computation —
-

on the rewards {r.,} and a learned value function V,;,. Thus, in PPQO, a value function needs to

3.1: DeepSeekMath #1xf PPO 5 GRPO fy£5#xf i . B ] AE#E 1 GRPO %427 value
model, BChXTEEZAEAR R i group computation, MIMSEAEXEEES . EGRET A
Shao % A ¥ DeepSeekMath i385 13 71 [1].

XK E AR AL, AR T 4 K5 R
1. PPO Z%i value model; GRPO R~EEEL,

2. PPO — B RBEBA 4t H: 454 value {1t advantage; GRPO Xif [i]—A i i3 R kf—
it

3. GRPO M2 fE S A RICLAE , i M A5

4. ZHRAGRIGBUIAGRE , PO ENT 3R “B5 Ik AGE” A 45 IR 5 1
HITE -

3.3 G GRPO Hbsehi%k
i1 DeepSeekMath {5k, GRPO fy H ARk ET PAFEA R [1]:

J f)=E - (mm T Ay,
Greo () o hqlfﬂfo)ld o [GZ |07, Z #( t

(3.1)
clip(ri (0),1 —€,1+ E)Aw) -5 DKL[’/TQH’/Tref]>] ,
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H=F GRPO: Jihghtl, 20 asNE183CEDR GRPO ##t

L

M

ri,t(ﬁ) _ W@(Oi,t’(L 0i,<t) _ (3.2)
0014 (Oi,t ’CL Oi,<t)

PN TE TR (3.1):

L {o},+ [A—4> prompt TR G K%
2. L0 LR

3. L ol [ Y token 4 (Jilh GRPO fy—Fi fEIH—)rat)
4. min(---): 4k PPO ) clipped surrogate;

5. At Bils, R i SHIITES t 4 token [ 41X} advantage;

6. —f Dku[mo|mrerd 112 HI SRS S i 12 2 7% S Kt

3.4 Outcome supervision: 7 W . Ul %5 %) BifRi) GRPO
1 DeepSeekMath ) outcome supervision ¥/, £ 45858 kB H &38| — R4

T, BRIGAE NS HEAL -

1< 1 &
He =5 ;ri, GG=AG ;(m — pg)?. (3.3)
TE XAMEAR R (dak 2 4lMHx) advantage ifcss WIEL) :
Fp= Mo (3.4)
Og
B o, Xz T A token, 45—Mt{AE:
Ai,t:f’iy tzl,,‘Oly (35)

XEE: £ outcome supervision &, —Z&[mZHNHHA token 4= [ —A~2HAH
Xt ES .

FOULPE i

WIREE @ 2 BHE R B B EH I, 4 7 > 0, HFA token /iy logprob # {4
AW
WSS @ MR E 2, 4 <0, HFTA token ) logprob #A#RH E AR

13/38



GRPO ##t F=% GRPO: JFIRzEL. B0 EIRSCER

3.5 Process supervision: H 4k B credit assignment

DeepSeekMath 14318 | process supervision[1]. HARVER : A& RAE R & 45 R4
—ANESY, TR T HEHDPIRARAIE” 114y WO @ SR 1GNP 0R, HoD IR
1l token &K

index;(1),...,index;(kK;),
XF .2 i

Ti'ndex(l) Tindex(Ki) .

i ey ly

TR A PR BN A R, Sebniife:

index(j)
_index(j) _ T — mean(R)
i - std(R) (3.6)
b5, % token fiy advantage BUN'E “ARILREZ RN A A IRE 2 A7
A= Y jindex(7) (3.7)

index(j)>t

X It outcome supervision HAl, K-AE FRIFRETIX 4 “HEA AL B 2 T 3

jl_[f%k” R

3.6 KL 0 A4 8 e loss HL

DeepSeekMath 45545, GRPO A4 KL ijmi g3 reward 4% advantage,
M2 B KL gk H AR e & [1]. XA —AN 4k

e advantage (155 R 24

ARt KL R #E reward, AR HNFRHECHT I BB ESE, PY reward HBEA
55 IERAME, A ZR. TS KL BEGRAE loss H, GEREIE “FAfHa” Rl Bl kom”
XM T

3.7 DeepSeek-R1 vy ik #éid

DeepSeek-R1 /B4 4510 T B {1511 GRPO SUA: XA MR g SRAE— it
{017 v 7OG}; X‘j‘%%tﬂéﬁﬁﬁj i, ;‘JFHq
r; —mean(ry,...,rqg)

Ai = Std(Tl, S ,7“(;) (38)

s AR LS [4]. X 5 DeepSeekMath i outcome supervision H4t—3k. &~
[FlZ A =2 AT - DeepSeek-R1 BGA T B2 “IFHNPAHE 5", T DeepSeekMath Ji
ANV LPLN token % surrogate objective,
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F=% GRPO: JFIRal. O0nXEiRE R GRPO ##t

2 5 IR I 2

iﬁ‘
FrbA, JREERZ A SRS Al

A, HERAWZ GRPO MO, HIEXMWFEIGIESCEMA, 2 token
ﬁrﬂbJﬂmnﬁ&mmym,u&omammmm&&mquBMnﬁﬁAm%m
7.
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B4 M PPO 3] GRPO: —3b—b#HEH
X

4.1 #5—:: M PPO /¥ critic #4h 1%
£ PPO B, — A LM E RS AR
Ay = Qr — Viy(sy), (4.1)
Horr V J2 critic/value model. & [a] 251 i) i 2 :
TEMEPRST, NEREA- 2301, FE R R 2 KR ?”
TR:
© BRI RALE RO, A, > 0
TR, WA, <0,

4.2 b i coR¥pkoE” M learned value gosk[aliSigl
beis

i FeA 18 i A 2% J& outcome supervision: [[—AM# ¢ T, RFEEGE G 5&HE

01, » 0G,
Xof I8 2 Jil
T1, y'a
R 235 A AR HI 22
1 G
Ly = 527"1 (4.2)
=1

MR E S B, NS ERA “F— M K, T25E
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U M PPO % GRPO: ——E3EH 3k GRPO #bf

EUGCELITEE
Cri— g > 08 8 IR T ALY

Cn gty < 00 RTALT

Crim gy = 00 SUUEEIET,

PSR DAALRRIE S o, UG OTER

o= 2 He (4.4)
Og

4.3 =2k JOFEBIGHIN s B te g B4 token

LLM 1) S S8 B e 4 2275 51 token X 4Uifi# |, itk outcome supervision " ]
PRI B -

Ai,t =T;.

WAt UL, 5 i A% A token BB R IL SR —A> “RESR I E MR 1)

{55, T2 token % surrogate Az i :

min (ri,tw)m, clip(ri (0),1 —e,1+ e)fi>. (4.5)

4.4 FWU: W28 % KL

Un R A AN 320, AR AR i) T-Pddl AR pRIs B2, 48 R
BHRT PR E TR BRI, BT RELERTIN [R] -

L. SR EIAaTE = A
2. UG IR i ;
3. HBEF AR,
RIS I AZ 5 KM moer M1 KL $1550, BRI G b -

—B Dxp[mo || Tref] - (4.6)
EHfAESFoR: KLk, BFrsEosn: Bt Al H AR 2 3 50 5 it K mFe .
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GRPO ##f e M PPO 3] GRPO: —#—:4E 5k

4.5 Shib: EEA R VRS

WL AT MRS “GRPO 32 PPO [ V(s,) #epi4l P4y reward., ” %~
B EM, HAEE ™.

FERR£IRE: DeepSeekMath Y5 L v — A3 T 4L )i surrogate
objective, XA~ objective fyHf %I i [AIM L FEAR A 1 ok, A2 JEIERT “4l
A 2 — AR iE T baseline”, FEM PPO —B 4 454,

#a)igul, PPO — GRPO Wy R EHR Bt AR EmdkR” A1 “HARRAEEH By
L, AR “H PPO f—AbfF 58— 1, HCHLEEA SRS R,

4.6 §NL: W24l brdEfL i A PEAY
YLERIE(L

AMEIER

Lo ol HEOREADOHEIR, ASOR B LAY 20 ME R 2K 5

2. Hi—RJE: KR[E G reward JEEARE, ARHEM S SRR EEE AT L.
B

© fRTERAEL: T RE DY A% nl BT )

OMERR: W] REDY SR I AR ZE

w ARG reward, FEREBSTEIZH “HEEER"; MAHRERSIEBRAE L XE
(el R DL 5 HEY -

A, REE—HITAREAE N ARHEZEIT—AL A B ] REHF R Min B SO 88 45 ik 17
R 1M J 2R ) S B AN SR DR B i GRPO itk [6, 5] XJE T “JRARHEE”
M JEse TREASAR” 2 [A] Y 1
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po EAREIES —m: WAT-5 8

Kol

5.1 Bli@—: HNbsiE bt E25

BOLAS prompt |, REET G =4 FKEE, R hle:

r = 02, o = 08, rs = 05, Ty = —0.1.

HAn: THEE & RIS AAX LS.

5.1.1 55— RAIHMH

02+08+05-01 14
g = 0 = =0.35,

5.1.2 2B Rty

ry— g = 0.2 =0.35 = —0.15,
Ty — fig = 0.8 — 0.35 = 0.45,
r3 — pg = 0.5 —0.35 = 0.15,

Ty — ptg = —0.1 — 0.35 = —0.45.

5.1.3 =3P RIjREbsii
St

(—0.15)% = 0.0225, 0.45% = 0.2025, 0.15% = 0.0225, (—0.45)% = 0.2025.

g
o 0.0225+0.2025 + 0.0225 + 0.2025  0.45

o2 : = 0.1125.

PRifEZE
o, = V0.1125 ~ 0.3354.
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GRPO ##t FhE A AEIEE 5 PR BIE

5.1.4 PG RbsUEALR IR LS

0.2 —0.35
Ay = — 2200 0.4472
! 0.3354 ’
0.8 —0.35
= 209 1341
2 0.3354 3416,
0.5 —0.35
Aq = =2 290 0 0.4472
3 0.3354 0.4472,
—0.1—0.35
Ay = ————— ~ —1.3416.
4 0.3354 3416
A :
(A1, Ag, Ay, Ay) &~ (—0.4472, 1.3416, 0.4472, —1.3416).
RN

©OS 2 ARIIE R, DO R I S
COS A RN R, AR 5
COA L 3 N R TR SRR

# >k outcome supervision, ABALE 2 &M H iy token Hith

Ayy = 1.3416.

5.2 filigi—: —A token i1 clipped surrogate g 2.5

e O es 2 4145, WTA 34 token., F{THBH T 3 A7 EY ratio:

T271(8) = 13, 7”22(9) = 1057 T2’3(0> = 07
3o
Ay, =1.3416, e=0.2.
T clip iy E A2
1—e=0.38, 14+e=1.2.

5.2.1 %514 token

Ji B -

1.3 x 1.3416 = 1.7441.
T 5 ratio:

clip(1.3,0.8,1.2) = 1.2.
Sy :

1.2 x 1.3416 = 1.6099.
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FhE A AEIEE 5 PFERIE GRPO ##t

PPO/GRPO surrogate Ht — # % /IMA :

min(1.7441,1.6099) = 1.6099.

5.2.2 452 /4 token

JELGII
1.05 x 1.3416 = 1.4087.

T 1.05 78 [0.8, 1.2] N, o5 Az

clip(1.05,0.8,1.2) = 1.05.

P
min(1.4087,1.4087) = 1.4087.

5.2.3 5 34 token

Jir B -

0.7 x 1.3416 = 0.9391.
=S

clip(0.7,0.8,1.2) = 0.8.
I

0.8 x 1.3416 = 1.0733.
PRl it -

min(0.9391,1.0733) = 0.9391.

5.2.4 L&
=4~ token [y surrogate 452 :
1.6099, 1.4087, 0.9391.

AR B, W% 3-token J i) K4 surrogate

1.6099 + 1.4087 + 0.9391  3.9577

~ 1.3192.
3 3

FLUERR

XABIFRA R 56 14 token [Hhy “WkiG KL migt clip #idE; 26 2 4> token
IEHHH; %8 34 token BARILE/NT 1, (HH T 47] advantage H1E, BERIHTR
PhmIE, HRHEsh R 5.
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5.3 pilEi=: KL 5525
IR token G E, 4 ATSEMSRIZH HMEAT “SBRBORRERIR) token” AOMEAS)

mp = 0.30, Tref = 0.24.
A DeepSeekMath i f (1= :

Tref  0.24

= o 030 =0.8.
T
Dxu[mo||Tref] & x — logx — 1 (5.1)
= 0.8 —log(0.8) — 1 (5.2)
~ 0.8 — (—0.2231) — 1 (5.3)
= 0.0231. (5.4)

#i B =0.04, W KL {55tk

B - Dgr, = 0.04 x 0.0231 ~ 0.000924.

X UHAEX A BRI E b, KL 25—/ HEFZAAAER BRI $i77.

5.4 Biipy: process supervision i} token Zi k¥
#r—~ group WA SR (M) 2:

R=1[0.2, 09, —0.1, 0.4].

SR
. 0.240.9 ; 0.140.4 _ % 035,
N
—0.15, 0.55, —0.45, 0.05.
IR
0.0225, 0.3025, 0.2025, 0.0025.
Jr:
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#
=

A EIEE ik AP EBIE GRPO ##t

0.0225 + 0.3025 + 0.2025 + 0.0025 _ 0.53
4 4

= 0.1325.
PRt

Std(R) = v/0.1325 = 0.3640.
TRAREAL S PRI il -

0.2-0.35

U

0.9 — 0.35

~ e ~ L5110,
—0.1-0.35
e~ 12362,

0.4 — 0.35

i ~ 01374,

PAEBLH N o AW NPIRZ AT, 7337 token i 8 5 F1 11, XA AR IE AL AL BRIl

v
—0.4121,  1.5110.

4 process supervision #pJ:

- T token t =3, RRIASEBNAES A1 11, HiL

Ay g =—0.4121 4+ 1.5110 = 1.0989.

ST tokent =7, HES LT, REHE 1L, Wik

Ay 7 = 1.5110.

XjF token t = 12, Fra A RREE R T, HiL

1211,12 = 0.

JE BRI

X Ui process supervision AJg “H& & E A token i [F—AN0 %0, T2
BRSAF L EEN token, SRS IEMGH BRS LB E RN token, s
ZRZE LG

23/38



GRPO ##t FhE A AEIEE 5 PR BIE

5.5 —AFEHITAHRAT R RAR B G =2

#r group size G =2, HEJhh

7'1:17 T2:Ov
HE A HIE Lo
+
=—=05
,LLg 2 )
bR 2=
1—-0.5)24+(0—-0.5)2
ag:\/( )—;< ) =+0.25 =0.5.
iie 1-0.5 0—0.5
A= — =1, Ay = —— = 1.
0.5 0.5

XILFae i e MR/ NMAS . AL, RZ AL GRPO B s —Fh
{egk. dlkant. 45 clipping Wsricft.
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6.1 JURPHTCRSP

Algorithm 1 Iterative Group Relative Policy Optimization

Input initial policy model mg,,; reward models ry,; task prompts D; hyperparameters ¢, 8, p
1: policy model mg « mg,,
2: foriteration=1,...,1do
3: reference model 7..f « mp
4 forstep=1,...,Mdo
5: Sample a batch Dy, from D
6: Update the old policy model mq,, «+ 7
7 Sample G outputs {cn}‘[.sz.l ~ 1y, (- | q) for each question q € Dy
8 Compute rewards {r; }le for each sampled output o; by running r,,

9: Compute ﬁu for the t-th token of o; through group relative advantage estimation.
10: for GRPOiteration=1, ..., u do
11: Update the policy model mrg by maximizing the GRPO objective (Equation 21)
12: Update r,, through continuous training using a replay mechanism.
Output 7y

And different from the KL penalty term used in (2), we estimate the KL divergence with the
following unbiased estimator (Schulman, 2020):

-ﬂ'ref(oi,[";: oi,a;() _ ﬁ're:f(oi,[‘qr oi,s;() _

7p(0i2q, 0i,<t) 7p(0:.]q, 0,<t)

1, (4)

Dy lJTU | Iﬂ're_f] =

6.1: DeepSeekMath iy Iterative GRPO thti% -5 KL fhiit /A . E#%#EH5 H Shao % AH)it
305 14 71 [1].

6.2 FUPHICRSHHRIR A IS
ik Algorithm 1 af AR T #0111 4505 :
L. AL
2. BEASNEIE
3. VRESIPE A BHH e
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GRPO ##t FnE  GRPO —RNGFRALE T4

4. i—A> prompt batch;

5. A XTI FE VUM ISR 7, 5

6. Xf batch spagA~EE, MIFSRIERAE G 403

7. XX s n] &t reward;;

8. RN reward 18440 & 1K) advantage;

9. M GRPO H by eR LIS S ;

10. (An2RAT 2Lty ) mrgkst il replay s s S .

6.3 GRPO [YIZaRf RAIE “ERIOR”, M Remsg oA

R R EYFE R AR — . GRPO I ARIEREAER “WIRES, M
(L CEiTEE T

Toyq — T6-
THERAHIUL, EAEMU 2 -
- em R E AR I token AR ;
© BRAGEAAR F E token AR

R R BB B K.

6.4 Mfl 2 reasoning 115555 5iE A& GRPO

DeepSeek-R1 7 #8840 H, BA17E reasoning-oriented ##i b X &#i j rule-
based reward, {2, RAGHFLE AT S HRAEHER U5t [4]. XTS5 4 513E & GRPO, &
RIFE T

—

- [ HEATIN AT LA ;

N

- RPDEAE R RAE (A /B0 MRidad /R M s 2 2 AN 2 ) 5

w

- REXT SRSl LU 2 X T 43 B R E
4. reasoning WFEAKMA “SR-IIE-EIE" BB REFE.
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6.5 Outcome supervision 4 rule-based reward 416
TERZ B/ RS S5 B, — BT 2Rl -
ry = pomeet y pformat_ypaux (6.1)
B
ot AR IET:
+pformat: SR AR A S
C i BT, BEVN T LA . BT,

SR 2[5 E reward R I ARE(L . DeepSeek-R1 AR : XF DeepSeek-
R1-Zero, FEAdiH] rule-based rewards sR4A%F . ACHE A2 f 4 PR A HEHL (ML vHE A S5 151 5
%} DeepSeek-R1, N¥E general data Fiffii A T model-based rewards[4].
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7.1 [a)i8i—: 24 critic/value model

DeepSeekMath $£if} GRPO M zi, @AM %#mish value model, il 2.
FR NGB (1]
AR L4 PPO-RLHF AR 5 A -

Policy + Reference + Reward + Value/Critic,
#52 GRPO w14 :

Policy + Reference + Reward/Verifier.
e CoT f i, XA ZEMRA LARMHE.

7.2 i AR L

SIS (R LR . verifier 474y, XUERIRAR L RHEASR I BT 1.
DeepSeekMath #1454, GRPO [#) group-relative 14 53 7 g H 8 500 41 12
HFAW [1].

HmpEid, GRPO RS £ a1 s b il i -

[f]—~ prompt T, XJLA ] BMEE WV ixgianie?
T AN — 5 R[] 7% -
Xk M EAE 4 R L X e 2 /07

7.3 @ =: 8 reasoning M1l HEETRIEIT A

DeepSeek-R1 ¢4 T7E4E RL HPA RL AZDEIIZEr , B2 i BUE K 8%
IFE] LRSS S SRISRHESEAT [4]. XKW reasoning AR “HWHR", THRZE—Fh
TEIR RSN T 1225 B # R SR

GRPO i G il ghiust, ROV e

Lo X [A] il 2 P ;
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fLm  GRPO F R T 40m)8 GRPO ##t

2. i@ verifier/reward & FIHIX AL LD ;
3. BHAOMER TR A TS .

7.4 Wsipg: {fr PPO KU R ek 5 critic-free Z
GRPO K2 faj saibiE a1 5] )5 4G REINFORCE. BAMEE TS E T E LS :
1. clipping;
2. KL regularization.
R AR AT AR GRPO & AL :

“fREE PPO ke E HHrE 2R, {HiE advantage %M learned value Bii;
group-relative reward.”
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45 8% GRPOWRMR. XA 5 A5
(£

&

8.1 Jalt—: URALARINBAT S, LT RAT IS
A RN L B A [l R — -

]

g = T4, o4 =0.

XEWREEL D R TE TR, Gl SN AR AL R

COR RN — MR €
- ELH EE %4 advantage B ;

- EE kXA group.

XYM GRPO #El DX 53 i 22 D) o

8.2 JaP —: group size KX/, WitEARE
R G AR/, IR AL SALREZEA SR noisy. SIS R4
1. HESel 5 U BT, ARG TR
2. "I RPEHAK, T2 advantage REARE;
3. MEM. By R B R 254 sampling noise k.

Fibk, group size & AMEREEIGES AL
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#/\% GRPO WRIIR. KIS G841 GRPO ##t

8.3 M —=: k& GRPO KB RaHk 4il

Jitf; DeepSeekMath H#rHA —Ii

WL SEHAEA N ER token -, FXTFEACSE-Y . J52E TR, iXFh sample-level loss
reduction 7£ long-CoT 3755 T AT G K K FEAH 5 h)

COLM 2025 1) ¢Understanding R1-Zero-Like Training: A Critical Perspective)
fit, GRPO fEAE—Miiiuim e, SAEIZRh AR B, JUH @R B K,
Hth Dr. GRPO i # B A BEI5 Fp i 22 0OR B 1E X — 1 . (6]

DAPO #t—#451 , J5ihf GRPO ¢ sample-level loss £ CoT 35t ik K [n] & h
[ A token Xi#E(k loss DTk, HEM FEONMERYMA P B KK, Hide
token-level policy gradient loss 1E At [7].

IR 13V A7S

RHAEWRE ‘i GRPO 5177, MREWE: Kt GRPO J&—A-EH R &
A, MAEERHLES, WK CoT. W% TRLKEF, tIXCa kel —Rb@& e LR
B4R -

8.4 JuPRpu: std brifEfb A kg L4 il
il GRPO fi

Ty — Hg
Og

Ja ST R SE AR, PRt ZE 0 — b B4 el AR AN ] ) A [E) B SR RUBE . AT E LA
question-level difficulty bias 8 H'E AAE LGN, (6, 5].

Hugging Face 1) TRL 57 SCRY SRR - AT IR G183, BUARSEI A E e %
& std-based scaling, H HERIA#IRER . KL Al &5H0 0T 585 518 U [5].
8.5 FPRTL: GRPO 3%A1E2k RL, ZPamk AT Bk

GRPO ZHi[f))& critic, TARIELREAL . BMKIREF FE:

1. 4 ETEH RIS AN WA BUFTEAS 5
2. WHEAR TR
3. ZRIEMATH.

L, SaiEginy DPO I ikMtt, GRPO KIREA A AIAEL RL A,

31/38



9.1 —skxfibk

9% 5 PPO. DPO. RFT i)k

Ik oAt 5 O TEEL A A
PR =S critic/value &
PPO W HAE + iR S A i ] RLHF.
clipped surrogate 2N
+ critic advantage actor—critic
E7ps
GRPO ARG + PPO T AT E NIV EN
Mt% clipping + LRI
(nrik) KL reasoning
DPO (oEsoa) A—3E NS TP PraN
chosen/rejected Pt 76 2
BT L H A iny
RET Sl EaR, A —E AN A W e AL
P 2 S ey I, AR o
AR IS

9.2 —AMAIHMZE—#M
AT DMEJUBO ROt D055 IR b 52 LB AR

[

N

w

. PPO: critic it “FH#7KF7, reward geiE iy ;
. GRPO: [FE Py LU 5 HAHXT J7 1) 5
. DPO: gL wii*} (chosen, rejected) EHHE 71l

4. RET: Jelifipars, MR > il vy o & i Hh e A

9.3 GRPO @A 2455

o & GRPO WA 55 8 A7 =ML -

L. Rl A&ER. A, A4
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g 5 PPO, DPO. RFT X% GRPO ##t

2. BEMUR: [ HEAZ T i SRR A2 5
3. AVFELIRR : BIEZ LA MER .

Rl . A0S, 2R, s5tkknt, 2 GRPO FRilET&E s 5.
M, WHATES Balig 2. At EiE. WK PMmME, GRPO LA NEARN
fER, 1H reward $EitavER L.
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5105 B Bmgik—m: GRPO ik
AREERE S

Kol

WERARBESE A B e, RANCHEREEYAZ, IBATEICHE N X —.

—. S BRI

I

o]
mo(0lq) = H o(0tq, 0<t)-
t=1

B RL H bs i dse KAL)

=. PPO H] clipped ratio £ ¥ 8

min (rt(e)At, clip(r(6),1 — €, 1+ E)At).
q. GRPO irestasfb: AL EHARR critic
XF[a]—AN T, R
F153455)

R4 E S AR

1 1
He = @ zi:ria % =\ a (ri — pg)*.



BIE A BEGN T GRPO [/ N AL GRPO ##t

AR R EAL LS -

1 outcome supervision |,

1. s GRPO 58808 % PPO BRI R e 45

Jerpo(0) = E

G |o;]
1 1 . N . .
Z |O| § : (mln(ri,t(Q)Ai,tv Chp(ri,t(e)u 1_5» 1+€)Ai,t)_5 DKL[WGHWref])] .
i=1 't

t=1

Q|

75 B )
1. Z4 critic, Bk LLM-RL (% JA ;
2. T E SRR IR AR LU REAR 55
3. WPeE. AU, RN IR SRR BIA R
4. A critic-free P[RR PPO KA 4 F4 i B 5T

L. ernast
L. RJhb A X o
2. group size K/NEAFEIE;
3. AR G BREAC AT S o ) A
4. S LREPHE AR “GRPO ZEAMKR”, KRG FIEEE—E.
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IRARAEIE GRPO HJEIZiE, Al T P~ -
1. Zgyphsr#i—i REINFORCE #1 baseline;
2. FF4f PPO f1y clipped surrogate;
3. SRJ5H8 DeepSeekMath (1) Figure 4 #1 Algorithm 1 X} H AN A FiE—k ;
4. HJ5HCTHE—A 4-sample group #J GRPO H ;.
MURBEAE HHZES I N HX 4 6, EIREZEIEIE GRPO ER T
(@) LLM 22—~ H a4 3emg ;
(b) PPO M ratio + clipping i S i
(¢) GRPO i [A] Z A S il i 4LAR X advantage;
(d) GRPO (4 fii & critic-free ). ZHH &= PPO X% RL.
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