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Abstract—We present two nonparametric approaches to We propose two nonparametric frameworks for infinite hori-
Kullback-Leibler (KL) control, or linearly-solvable Mark ov de-  zon KL control. The first framework is based on Gaussian
cision problem (LMDP) based on Gaussian processes (GP) and processes (GP) [14], which is a Bayesian modeling approach

Nystrom approximation. Compared to recently developed para- . . . .
metric methods, the proposed data-driven frameworks featte with data-driven, generative models. The second framevegork

accurate function approximation and efficient on-line opeations. ~ based on Nystrom approximation, which is considered as a
Theoretically, we derive the mathematical connection of KL  sampling-based low-rank matrices approximation methatl an
control based on dynamic programming with earlier work in s originated from the numerical solver of integral equasio
control theory which relies on information theoretic dualities for [1]. We employ both GP and Nystrdm method to approximate

the infinite time horizon case. Algorithmically, we give exficit L . . .
optimal control policies in nonparametric forms, and propose desirability functions associated with KL control. We show

on-line update schemes with budgeted computational costdlu-  the nonparametric forms of the corresponding optimal @ntr
merical results demonstrate the effectiveness and usefdas of  policies and we present efficient on-line update schemes to
the proposed frameworks. improve applicability.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section
|. INTRODUCTION Il and I, we derive KL control based on both dynamic

Stochastic optimal control plays one of the key roles in moProgramming and information theoretic dualities, and show

tor control of complex nonlinear systems. Recently, Kutba thgir connections for infinite time horizon_ case. Sectiorahd

Leibler (KL) control, or linearly-solvable Markov decisio Y introduce the proposed nonparametric frameworks for KL

problem (LMDP) has demonstrated remarkable applicabiliyFOntrol based on GP and Nystrom approximation. Numerical

to robotic control and planning problems [7]. 1h [11][12], resu!ts are provided an.d discussed in Section VI. Finally

the Bellman principle of optimality was applied for disget S€ction VI concludes this paper.

time optimal control prpblems in which the control cost is || |NEINITE HORIZON KULLBACK LEIBLER CONTROL

formulated as the KL divergence between the controlled and BASED ON DYNAMIC PROGRAMMING

uncontrolled dynamics. The resulting framework appliesto

large class of control problems which include finite, infnit

horizon, exponentially discounted and first exit![12]. We consider the stochastic optimal control problem with
One of the most challenging tasks in KL control or LMDP Statex € R” and controlu € R™ of the following form:

is the approximation of desirability function defined in ton T

uous state space. Recently, parametric approaches hawe bee  v(x) = min lim —E[/ L(x(t), m(x(t))dt ],

developed and implemented in real robotic systems [[13][7]. T 0

Although the linearly-solvable formulation has shown gigre ~ subject to the dynamicstx = a(x)dt + B(x)(udt + odw),

efficiency compared to policy and value iteratidn|[11][13], and the cost rate functiorC(x(t),u(t)) = q(x) + 52z |[ul|>.

there are still major limitations with these parametrichoets. ~ The functiong(x) > 0 and the driftee(x) and diffusionB(x).

Despite the guaranteed convergence, the parameters of thet v(x) be the value function and,(x) its gradient. The

basis functions used to approximate the desirability fionct Optimal control control has the following form:

may converge to the wrong solution depending on the control 9 T

problem under consideration[13]. This behavior resultinin u=—o"B(x) v, (x). (1)

accurate approximation of the underlying desirabilitydtion. ~ The value function(x) satisfies the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
In this paper, we provide a unified view of KL control for (HJB) equation

the infinite time horizon case. This unified view brings tdget 1

earlier work in control theory [5] with more recent work in ma ¢ =q(x) + D[v](x) — 5“3 (%) 5 (x)vx (%), 2)

chine learning and robotics|[7,/11,/12]. In particular, wewh . . . . '

two alternative derivations of KL control which rely on the where the linear Differential operat@ is defined as

dynamic programming principle and the information theigret 1

dualities between free energy and relative entropy, reshe Dle](x) = () ox + §tr (E(x)vxx) ’ (3)

A. Infinite Horizon Stochastic Optimal Control
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andy. is the noise covariance matri¥(x) = ¢?B(x)B(x)". [ll. KULLBACK LEIBLER CONTROL BASED ON
For the case of infinite horizon average-cost-per step, 0 INFORMATION THEORETICDUALITIES

is the unknown average cost-per-step anid the differential
operator cost-to-go. Moreover, for the case of first-exabpr
lems,c = 0 and v is the actual cost-to-go. The HIB equa-
tion takes a linear form under the exponential transforomati
z(x) = exp(—wv(x)). By exponentiating)(x) we get

The work in [9] have shown the mathematical links be-
tween 1) the information theoretic point of view of stochast
optimal control theory as presented within the control thieo
community, and 2) the path integral and Kullback Leibler
formulations for finite horizon stochastic control as presd

(g(x) — ¢)z(x) = D[z](x). (4)  within machine learning and statistical physics commesiti
_ _ _ In this section we will show the corresponding connectians f
B. Discrete time formulation the case of infinite horizon stochastic optimal control peais.

In the discrete time case, the stochastic dynamics are To do so, below we provide the definition of free energy
discretized and therefore(k) in discrete time corresponds and relative entropy and review the Legendre transformatio
to x(kdt). In addition the controller specifies the transition In particular, Let(€2, 7) be a measurable space, whee
probability 7(y|x). Therefore in discrete time we will have: denotes the sample space afAdlenotes ar-algebra, and let
x(k + 1) ~ 7(-|x(k)). The cost rate is now formulated as  P(£2) define a probability measure on thealgebra?. For

our analysis we consider the following definitions.
L(x, (%)) = q(x)dt + KL(m(-[x)]|p([x)), (5) Definition 1: Let P € P(Q) and let the function7 (x) :
with the termr(|x) denoting the transition probability under ¢! — 3 be a measurable function. Then
the control dynamics and(-|x) is the transition probability
under the uncontrolled dynamics. The distribution under th 5<~7(X)) = loge/eXP(PJ(X))dpa (12)

optimal control law is
is called free energy off (x) with respect tdP.
py1x)2(y) 9y o (x) P

™ (ylx) = —5————. (6) Definition 2: Let P € P(Z) andQ € P(Z2), the relative
Gl2l(x) entropy ofP with respect taQ is defined as
The termG is a linear integral operator defined @&|(x) = 40
[ p(y|x)z(y)dy. The minimized Bellman equation can now KIL((Q||P) = { Jlog, GdQ
be exponentiated and expressed in terms a6 follows oo

. d@
if Q << P, log, 55 € Lt
otherwise

where ‘< <” denotes absolute continuity &f with respect td®
€xp (dtCI(X) - dtc) z(x) = G[z](x). (7) and/£; denotes the space of Lebesgue measurable functions on

) ) [0, 00). We say that) is absolutely continuousith respect to
It has been shown that the equation above has a unique gositiyp 5nd we writeQ << Pif P(H) = 0 = Q(H) =0, VH € F.
solution z(x) that corresponds to the largest eigenvalue [11)ye will also consider the function ’

A = exp(—dtc). For the case of discrete-state Markov Decision

Process (MDP) we define a set of stafes,}. In this case £(x,T) = 15<j(x,T)> _ llog Ep[exp (0T (x, T))},
equation[(¥) can be rewritten as P p °

Az = QPz, (8) with 7(x,T) = ¢(x¢p) + fOT q(x)dt is the state depended
cost. The objective function above takes the fofix) =

Ep (J) + §VAR(J) asp — 0. [ To derive the basic rela-
tionship between free energy and relative entropy we espres
the expectatiorEp taken under the measuie as a function

of the expectatiorily taken under the probability measuge

C. Relationship between Continuous and Discrete Case ~ More precisely will have

with z(x,,) the desirability function at every states, in the
set,Q a diagonal matrix of elementsp(—dtq(x,)) andP the
passive transition probability matrix. This eigenvalueljem
can be solved by various methods such as power iteration.

To make the connection with the continuous case we dP
represent the passive dynamijgs|x) as Ee | exp (pT (x,T))| = /eXp (T (%, T))@d@
p(ylx) = N(y;x + dta(x), dtE(x)). (9) By taking the logarithm of both sides of the equations above

Consider the generator of a stochastic process: and making use of the Jensen’s inequality we will have

- Elz(y)ly(0) = x] — 2(x) o ex x oo [ ex o P
Jim =2 =D[s](x).  (10) lgelEu{ p (pT( ))} 2/1 ge< p (pT( ))dQ>dQ

sinceg[z](x) = E[(y)|y(0) = x] we will have - / 7 (x)dQ — KL (Q||P)

Gl2](x) = 2(x) + dtD[z](x) + o(dt?). (11)
) . . 1For smallp the cost is a function of the mean the variance. When 0
Substitute[(IN) into[{7) results ifl(4). the cost function is risk sensitive while fgr< 0 is risk seeking.




We multiply the inequality above with for case ofp < 0 or ~ For u = ¢ the equation above is exactly the samel[a (4).

p = —|p| and thus we have Up to this point, we have shown the equivalence with the
approach in Sectiof T[4B anfTHA. Next we go one step
€(x) = —ig(j(x)) < Eq (J(x)) + Ry (Q[IP) | further by deriving the HJB equation. More precisely, under

|| B |l the exponential transformation of(x) = exp(—wv(x)) the

(13)  equation[(2D) heuristically takes the form
The inequality above gives us the duality relationship leemv
relative entropy and free energy. Essentially one couldchdefi —log, ¢(x, T) ~ pT +v(x). (23)

the following minimization problem To show the validity/motivation of [{23), multiply both
1 . 1 side with + and take limit as7 — oo. We have
- mg(j(x)) = inf | Eq (7 (x)) + HKL QIP) |- (49 g, —+log, ¢(x,T) = p which is the same ag{lL6).
i . . . . In addition, substitute the exponential transformatiggr) =
The infimum in [14) is attained &p" given by exp(—v(x)) into (21) and taking into account tht;?;cx) =
40" = exp (—|p|TJ (x))dP . (15) — 205V + 20y aNd 2y = —2zvy results in:
Jexp (=[p|T (x))dP
In the next section we follow the steps of [5] to show how
inequality [14) is transformed to a stochastic optimal oaint
problem for the case of Markov diffusion processes.

1 1
D[z](x) = —za(x)Tvx + izv;fBBTvx - §ztr <vxxBBT>.
Substitution of the operator above infa(21) results in:

A. Connections to Dynamic Programming p=a(x) o, — %’UEBO’QBT’UX + %tr<2(x)vxx) + ¢(x).
We start our analysis with the free energy term in the o ] )

Legendre transformatiof {113). We follow the steps asin [5]The above equation is the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman PDE for

but for the case of the risk seeking version of the free energyhe case of infinite time horizon stochastic control and is

Since our analysis is on infinite horizon stochastic contasle ~ €xactly the same WIUHZ)_- As we can seandv(x) satisfy the _

we divide the free energy term with and take the limit as HJB equation. The term is the optimal expected cost per unit

T — oo. In addition, to simplify our analysis we will assume time andv(x) is the associated cost potential function. The op-

» = 1. More precisely timal control is formulated asi(x) = —0?B" vy = 0?B" 2.
. Finally we make use of the derivative;, that is the Radon-
p=— lim —log, Ep [exp(_j(& T))} Nikodym derivative [15] for the stochastic dynamics [nl(17)
T—oo T and [I8) to find an expression for the Legendre transformatio
$(x,T) in (28). This expression completes the connection withteiee
1 tic optimal control formulation. More precisely we have:
< lim = .
< Jim_ 7 [Eo(700) + KL@IP)|.  49) o -
I _ mehorizon FL(@IP) =B (1o, 55 ) =Eo( [ o lulPar).
The functiong(x, T') is the parameterized, by the time horizon dQ 0o 20
T, desirability function. The expectatioiity andEq are taken ] . (24)
over state trajectories generated with forward samplinthef Based on this last result the Legendre transformation tedees
dynamics form
dx = a(x)dt + B(x)odw, a7) w=- Tll_I}I(l)o % log, Ep [exp (=T (x, T))]
dx = a(x)dt + B(x)(udt 4+ odw). (18) ) T )
The desirability function satisfies the PDE that follows < fim — [EQ </0 <Q(X) + @HUHQ) dt) } - (259
T
% =D[¢](x) — q(x)o(x,T), (29) Stochastic Optimal Control Cost

which is a form of the Feynman-Kac formula [5]. It is diffeten The left-hand side of the inequality is the control cost unde
from the forms used so far in the finite horizon stochasticMinimization that is lower bounded by. This last form

optimal control case [9]. Next we formally separate vagsbl of Legendre transformation completes the connection with
as in [5], namely stochastic optimal control.

¢(x,T) ~ exp(—pT)z(x). (20) IV. GAUSSIAN PROCESSES FOKL CONTROL

The desirability z(x) is a well-defined functional map-
ping of continuous, possibly high-dimensional inputs talac
— pz(x) = D[z](x) — q(x)z(x). (21)  outputs. The goal is to infer the desirability given a newly
observed state. This inference can be viewed as a nonlinear
regression problem. In this section, we introduce an o@-lin
(¢(x) — p)z(x) = D[z](x). (22) Gaussian process approach to KL control (GP-KL). In the

Substitute back intd (19) results in

Which can be further written as



rest of the section, consider that we are given a set of szherezx* (x*) = [82((::)*) az(:;)*) QzE)I;’;)]. With each
observed statest = {xi,xs,...,xny} and corresponding glement ox ox ox

desirability functionsZ = {z(x1), 2(x2), ..., 2(xn)} where . .
each statex € RP. We can define the state set as a vector 0z(x") _ OK(x", X)

(K(X,X) 4+ 02I) " '2(X), (29)

X = [x1,X2,...,xy] € RP*N and corredponding desirabil- Ox (D Ox (D
ity 2(X) = [2(x1), 2(x2), ..., 2(xn)] € RPN where ZEbC.X) can pe evaluated analytically. Due to the

data-driven nature of the proposed GP-based approach, the
_ _ _ _ optimal control policy can be computed without assumed
A GP is defined as a collection of random variables,parameterizations as ih [13]. In the next subsection, wé wil

any finite number subset of which have a joint Gaussiarshow how to further improve the on-line efficiency of the
distribution. Given an input vectot, and corresponding output proposed framework.

z(x), a GP is completely defined by a mean function and _ _ _
a covariance function. The joint distribution of the obsstv C. On-line update of optimal control policy
output and an unknown output corresponding to a given test One way of applying the control policy on-line is to

A. Desirability learning via Gaussian process regression

input x* can be written as incorporate every newly observed state to the statetset
each time step. For instance, let the state space vector be
X K(X,X 21 K(X,x* : S
p ( j((x*)) > ~ J\/(O, [ (K’(x*{ ;)U" K((x*:)){(*)) ] ) X € RPXN at time t. At time step t+1, the newly observed

state vector becomes
The covariance of this multivariate Gaussian distributisn

defined via a kernel matri¥ (x;,x;). o, represents zero- X1 = [Xg, %] € RPXVHD, (30)

mean white noises. In particular, in this paper we consider t |y, ever as the observed state vector grows, the size of
Gaussian "e”;e" Wh'(fh IS mostTW|der used kernQeI fl.mCt'orkernel matrices used for computing optimal control policy
K(xi, %)) = g exp(—5(x; = x;)" W(x; —x;)) + oy, with - grows as well, such thak (X 1, X;,1) € RWFDx(N+1),
Us’an’wthe hyper-parame_zter_s of the GP. The kernel functloqn particular, when computing the inverse of kernel matrix
can be interpreted as a similarity measure of random vasabl K(X;41,Xs11)" ", the time complexity become8(NV + 1)3

More specifically, if inputsc; andx; are close to each other  nich il increase cubically over time. Therefore, conipgt

in th? ke(;nelhspace, thegpu;gu(xi) a';](_j ,:](_xj)lare highly the optimal control policy on-line would become computatio
correlated. The posterior distribution, which is also a &&san, ally intractable for the infinite horizon case. Now we intoae

can be obtained by constramlng_theJomt_d|str|but|on tntam an on-line update scheme with fixed size of kernel matrices
the outputz(x*) that are consistent with the observations.p..oq on sparse Gaussian processes [3]

Ther(_eforg, the pr(_adictiye distribution can be computed by Our goal is to compute the optimal control policy without
conditioning the joint prior over the observed output as increasing the dimension of the kernel matrices. To do so, we

p(z(x*)|z(X)7x*,X) NN(E(X*), E[z(x*)]), introduce a schem_e to delete one state fmnwhgn a newly
observed state; is incorporated at+1. To determine whether
where the mean and variance are given by or not to add/delete a state from the current state set, wédwou

like to know how well the whole state set is approximated by

(o) * 21\—1
2(x") =K(x", X)(K(X, X) + 0, 1) " 2(X), the new one with fixed dimension. When a new stateis

Blz(x")] = - K", X)(K(X, X) + 021) 'K(X,x*) (26)  observed at t, assume we can represent the kernel function as
+ K(x*, x%). N
The kernel or hyper-paramet&® = (o,,0,, W) can be KXy, x;) = ZaiK(Xf,xit)’ (31)
learned by maximizing the log-likelihood of the trainingtou =1
puts given the inputs where «; is a coefficient, and eack;; is a element in state
set X at t. Eq. [31) means that the kernel can be represented
0" = argmax{log <p(z(X)|X, @)) } (27)  without the newly observed point. However in general cases
© the equation does not hold, therefore we introduce an error

The optimization problem can be solved using numericameasure:

methods such as conjugate gradient [14]. We use the mean N

of predictive distribution to infer the desirability furich of a e = ||K(X,x}) — Z K (X, xi0)|1% (32)
given newly observed state*. i=1

wheree is a scalar. When the error measurés within the
range of a specified threshotq,;, the new state will not be
added into the state set; whenis larger than the tolerance
measure, the new state should be added to the state set to
7 Zx (XF) maintain a reasonable approximation. EqJ (32) is calledéder
2(x*) independence test [3]. In the second case, we have to delete o

B. Optimal control policy based on GP

Given the approximated desirability functiefix*), we can
compute the optimal control as:

u(z*) = —o?B(x*) vy (x*) = 0°B(x*)



state vector from the state set to keep a fixed kernel sizefuseproblem. Given a new data point* that is not in the set

as the maximum size). We applied the sparse online Gaussidy1,¥2,-..,¥»}, We can compute its eigenvector as:
process method developed by Csat6b and Opper [3], which Lo

efficiently approximate the KL divergence between the aurre o(x*) == W, §:)o(¥:). (36)
GP and the GP with one data point missing. The data point ") A ; ( (

corresponding to the largest KL divergence will be removed. . _ o )
The on-line algorithm can be summarized Atgorithm 1.  where ¢(z*) is the approximation of(z*). The Nystrom

For initialization, we use discretized Markov Decision &ss method provides a means of approximating desirability func
(MDP) to find z(X) by an eigensolver [13]. tion for newly observed state. Based on the above formula, we

can efficiently solve the eigenvalue problem associateth wit
KL control. Motivated by [[8), we define

[N

Initialize GP-KL using MDP;

2 fort=1to T do W(x" x;) = Q(x")P(x*,%x;), i=1,2,...,N, (37)
3 Observe a new state}, infer desirabilityz(x}) h h , d desirability functi
using GP as introduced [ IVIA; then we compute the approximated desirability function
4 Compute optimal control policy(x;) as in[IV-B; 1 N
5 | if e> ey then Hx) =5 > W', xi)2(xi),
6 Add x* to the state set’ such that i=1
_X* = {X,x7} wherez(x;) is the desirability function for previously observed
7 if f'ZE_(X) > (3 then Delete one element from  gi5165. The main idea of this method is to use only partial
A™ using the method ir[3]; state set information to firstly obtain the desirability étion
8 end , . _ by solving a simpler eigenvalue problem, and then extend the
9 dAppIy control policyu(x;) to the system; eigenvectors using complete state set information (withiye
10 en ;
_ . . observed states). Suppose the complete state space \&ctor i
Algorithm 1: Algorithm for on-line GP-KL given by [X,X*] € RPX(N+T) \where X* is a vector with
all newly observed state over tim&* = [x},x3,...,x}] €

RP*T and X is a prior state knowledge. The task of com-
puting desirability function for the whole state set beceme
A. Desirability learning via Nystim approximation finding the eigenvectors for the following matrix:

In the last decade, the Nystrom approximation is increas- X
ingly used as a sampling-based low-rank matrix approximato W = { QC%)((}%?E?;X)%) QC%%}E%EE?;XXR) } . (39)
[4][2]. Originally, the Nystrom method was developed todfin ’ ’
numerical solutions to integral equations by replacing théBased on the Nystrom method, we can approximate the eigen-
integral with a representative weighted sum [1]. Suppose weector of the above matrix as:
have the following integral equation: { 2(X) } { 2(X)

mwmwxmmuﬁ‘@”

V. NYSTROM APPROXIMATION FORKL CONTROL

f (. ¥)$(y) (%) (33) Sl
W(x,y)o(y)dy = Ao(x). 33
a For each newly observed staté, the approximated desirabil-
This integral equation can be approximated by ity function can be approximated as
b—a N 2(x*) = Q(x")P(x", X)z(X) Ak (40)
> W(x,3,)6(3;) = A(x). (34) x
[ The matrix ZAxz” is called theNystiom approximationof

‘W. However, one assumption for applying the Nystrom ap-
proximation is thaW should be a symmetric matrix. Although
P(X,X*) = P(X*,X)T, we observed that generally the diag-
onal matriceQ(X*) # Q(X), therefore W is not symmetric.
Here we use a simple approach to compensate this issue.
b—a < - - - For a newly observed state’, instead of computing the cost
n ZW(yi,yj)gb(yj) = A(¥i). (35 function ¢(x*), we computey(mearix*, X)) whereX is the

=1 mean of prior state space veckr Intuitively, when the newly
Here we sefa, b] to be [0, n] without loss of generality. Then observed state* is far from X, the Nystrom approximation

The approximation is based on evaluating the original irateg
equation at a set of evenly spaced poifitsyo,...,¥, on
the intervalla, b]. We can solve the above equation by setting
x =y; such that € {1,2,...,n}. Then the equation becomes

we can rewrite the equation a&® = AA, where A;; =  would become inaccurate. It has been shown that Nystrom
W (§:,¥;)- © = [¢1,02,...,¢x] is the eigenvector of matrix method performs poorly for points located further than a
A and A is a diagonal matrix with elements;, Ao, ..., A\, particular distance from the current manifold [8]. However

the corresponding eigenvalues. Therefore, solving thgirai  computing [(4D) is much more efficient than computibg] (26),
integral equation problem becomes solving an eigenvalusince no inverse of kernel matrices need to be evaluated.



B. Optimal control policy based on Ny8tn method VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Given the approximated desirability functiah(x*), we In this section, we focus on two dynamical systems: inverted
can compute the optimal control policy using the same bapendulum and car-on-a-hill. We will show the desirability

sic formula as in[(28)u(x*) = o?B(x*)T z;(}({x)) where learning and on-line stochastic control performances ef th
e (x) = (20D Q2e) 92 with each element  Proposed GP-KL and Nystrom-KL frameworks.

2(x*) _ 0Q(x") A. Inverted pendulum
ox(@x — gx(d)=

%Q(x*)z(xm;{l, The passive dynamics for the inverted pendulum is
Qpen (x) = [z, sin(z,)]T, wherex = [z, ,]T andB(x) =

the partial derivatives?20c.X) 9Q0<) can pe computed [0 1]T. The first task for inverted pendulum is to move at

analytically given the passive dynamiE$ (9) and a difféedide  constant velocity in either direction. Therefore, the debi

cost functiong(x). behavior is a limit cyclewy; = 2.6 is the desired velocity

in both directions. The second task is to balance the inderte

pendulum ato, 0].

In this subsection we use a simple but efficient approacll?' Car-on-a_—hlll _ N
to on-line update of control policy. When incorporating new The passive dynamics for the car-on-a-hill is:
observed state to the state set, the size of the state sed woul .. z, —9.8sign(zp) }

increase. For efficient implementation, we would like toitim Qcar(X) = { (14(zp exp(—22/2))2) 2 (1+(zp exp(—22/2))~2) 2
wherex = [z,;x,] and B(x) = [0;1]. The task is to be at

the size of the state set. Similar to the on-line policy updat
one of the two desired state with non-zero velocities (which

P(x*, X)z(X)A%" +

C. On-line update of optimal control policy

for GP-KL, we define a error measueesuch that when the

distance between newly observed state and the mean of turren : , .
; Means it won't stay at these states). Therefore, the desired
state spacdlx* — x|| < ¢, the new state will note be added

. behavior is a limit cycle as well. The desired sthig ; =
into the state space. y ate s va ]

When the new state is added into the state space, we enforLEz’ =2, [paz; vaz] = 22
a restriction on the number of maximum allowable size of theC. Initialization
state set. As discussed in Sectlon V-A, the Nystrom method Firstly, we estimate the range of the state space using
yields compromised performance when new stateis far  sampled data obtained by propagating passive dynamics, and
from the mean of the current state veclr Therefore, the  create a uniform grid on the constrained state space. Then we
criteria for deleting elements from the state set depends ogvaluate the desirability(x) on the grid by discretized MDP
the distance betweex* and elements irX. We measure the (@) given cost functiony(x) and transition matrix [13]. The

Euclidean distance and remove transition matrix can be computed with or without knowing th
. system dynamics [7]. For the inverted pendulum task, thte sta
X = argelgl(aXHX —x], (41)  ranges are assumed to bg € {~Z, 7} andz, € {—6,6}.
X

For car-on-a-hill, the assumptions arg, € {-5,5} and
where the most distant state is deleted. The Nystrom-Klz» € {—6,6}. However, the controlled dynamics could fall
scheme is summarized iAlgorithm 2. Initialization details outside this estimated state ranges, we will address thigis

will be discussed in the next section. in VI-El

D. Desirability learning performances

In both examples we initialize with a 20-by-20 estimated
grid, which is assumed to be our prior knowledge about the
state setX (400 states). Then we apply GP and Nystrom
methods to approximate the desirability on a 100-by-10@ sta
space for both tasks, the 10000 states do not include any of
the element in¥. The resultingz(x*) are shown in Figl]1. It
can be seen that both GP and Nystrom methods yield smooth

[N

Initialize Nystrom-KL using MDP;

2 fort=1toT do

3 Observe a new state;, compute approximated
desirability Z(x;) using Nystrdm method as
introduced i VEA;

4 Compute optimal control policy(x}) as in(V-B;
5 if [|x* — X]| > e then

6 Add x* to the state se’ such that . : o
» » and accurate approximations given limited knowledge about
X*={X,z"}
if SIZE(X) > § then Delete one element from the state space.
! ¥+ according to[(Z1) : An interesting problem is when the optimal behavior in-
. end 9 ' volves a point attractor, e.g., balancing an inverted pkmdu
. . ) In [13], it was reported for this class of task, the paransetri
9 Apply control policyu(x}) to the system; iqent : S hod
10 end eigenfunction approximation methods converge to wrong so-

lutions. Here we use the same inverted pendulum balancing
example to test the proposed nonparametric methods. Result
are shown in Figl]2. Both methods work effectively.

Algorithm 2: Algorithm for on-line Nystrom-KL
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Fig. 1: Approximation of desirability functions. In all gl X-
axis corresponds to positions, Y-axis corresponds to itédsc
Blue corresponds to smaller values and red to larger vajags. HPU _ i
MDP for inverted pendulum. (c) Nystrém approximation for costs significantly less computational effort. While the-GP
inverted pendulum. (€) GP for inverted pendulum. (b) MDP forKL scheme took 71 sec, Nystrom-KL only took 19 sec to

- car-on-a-hill. (d) Nystrom approximation for car-orqdk (f)
GP for car-on-a-hill.

E. Control performances

(© (d)

Fig. 2: Approximation of desirability function and optimal
control for inverted pendulum balancing task. (a) - MDP.{b)
Nystrom approximation. (c) - GP. (d) - Optimal control poidis

on an uniformly distributed state space for GP-KL (top) and
Nystrom-KL (bottom)

estimated range. For the inverted pendulum task, the actual
range for position i —m, 7} which is beyond our assumption
{-%,%} It can be seen from Fig.3 (a) and (b) that GP-
KL provides slightly better performance than Nystrom-KL.
As we discussed in sectidn_ WA, the Nystrom approach to
approximatingz(x*) yields less accurate solutions whef

is far away fromX. However, since the Nystrom-KL does
not compute inverse of kernel matrices as GP-KL does, it

complete the task. In the car-on-a-hill task, we assume krgpw
the state range (the trajectories will reach new statesmiite
known range), both methods provide reasonable perfornsance
The GP-KL scheme took 103 sec, and Nystrom-KL took 32
sec. Generally speaking, GP-KL works with higher accuracy

Now we test the on-line control performances of the pro-when we have inaccurate assumption of the state range. On the
posed GP-KL and Nystrdom-KL schemes. For each task, 2@ther hand, Nystrom-KL demonstrates higher efficiency iand

stochastic trajectories are sampled with random initiatest,
500 time step per trajectory. Recall that the desired behswvi
are limit cycles while keeping constant velocities or reéagh

suitable when we have more confident state range assumption.

VII. CONCLUSIONS ANDDISCUSSIONS

specified states. Results are shown in Eig. 3. The proposed on Over the last decade there has been increasing number
line schemes autonomously add/remove elements in the stat@ stochastic optimal control within the machine learning

set and update optimal control policies accordinglgorithm

community [12, 5| 10] and with a plethora of applications in

1 and 2. As mentioned earlier, the controlled dynamics mayautonomous systems and robotics. In this paper, we showed

reach the states that are far away fradnand fall outside the

the mathematical connections of KL control for infinite time
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Fig. 3: lllustration of cost functions and controlled statgec-
tories. Black traces are stochastic trajectories samptetbu

the proposed on-line control schemes. (a) - GP-KL for ireabrt

fold

embedding of high-dimensional state space, etc. Many

challenging tasks requires in-depth exploration, and oturé
work will focus on further improving the applicability of o
frameworks.
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