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Abstract

In this paper, a new reinforcement learning (RL) method known as the method of temporal
differential is introduced. Compared to the traditional temporal-difference learning method,
it plays a crucial role in developing novel RL techniques for continuous environments.
In particular, the continuous-time least squares policy evaluation (CT-LSPE) and the
continuous-time temporal-differential (CT-TD) learning methods are developed. Both
theoretical and empirical evidences are provided to demonstrate the effectiveness of the
proposed temporal-differential learning methodology.
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1. Introduction

Over the past decade, reinforcement learning (RL) has quickly become one of the most
prominent technologies in the field of artificial intelligence (AI). The popularity of RL is
mainly driven by its recent success in various application fields (Barto et al., 2017; Silver
et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2018; Kolm and Ritter, 2019). Despite the rapid growth of RL in
recent years, a common feature in most existing RL techniques, or broadly speaking most
AT technologies, is that the learning task is performed in discrete learning environments
(Russell and Norvig, 2010, Section 2.3.2), that is, either the time space or the state-action
space or both are associated with the discrete topology. Although most practical physical
environments are continuous in nature, in the sense that both the time space and the
state-action spaces are continuous, RL and Al problems in continuous learning environments
have rarely been touched upun in the past literature. In fact, the ability of learning in
continuous learning environments has long been visioned as an important component of
a futuristic Al system (Russell, 1997, Section 7). Admittedly, building AI and RL agents
in continuous environments is a challenging task. One challenge is that most processes
evolving in continuous environments are described by ordinary differential equations (ODEs),
stochastic differential equations (SDEs), or other complex mathematical models. These
models are still not fully-understood from the Al and RL perspective. This raises the question
on how to develop a generic learning framework applicable to all these models. In addition,
the state-action spaces encountered in practical RL problems often exhibit complex shapes
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and structures. For example, the presence of singularity points in robot workspace (Merlet,
2006) is a notorious issue in robot control and learning. These irregularities create a serious
challenge for the convergence and robustness analysis of learning algorithms. Besides its
potential value in practical applications, understanding the continuous limits of RL and Al
algorithms also provides us a unique insight into the dynamics and theoretical nature of
these algorithms. In fact, dynamical systems and differential equation theories have gained
great popularity recently in understanding ML, especially neural network (NN) models (E,
2017; Chaudhari et al., 2018; Chen et al., 2018; Ruthotto and Haber, 2020). In addition,
the ODE method has already been used in stochastic approximation (Ljung, 1977) to study
the convergence of RL algorithms (Kushner and Yin, 2003). Hence, in order to expand the
application of RL to a broader range of problems, and to enrich our understanding of RL
theory, it is necessary to investigate RL methods in general continuous learning environments.

The purpose of this paper is to extend the classical temporal difference (TD) error (Sutton,
1988) to the setting of continuous environments. To overcome the shortcomings of traditional
RL in dealing with problems arising from continuous environments, we will introduce a
new concept under the name of temporal-differential error. Similar to the TD in discrete
environments, the temporal-differential error plays a key role in developing new RL methods
in continuous environments. In particular, we introduce two continuous RL algorithms,
namely, the continuous-time least squares policy evaluation (CT-LSPE) (Algorithm 1) and
the continuous-time temporal-differential (CT-TD) learning (Algorithm 2). These algorithms
are extensions of the LSPE (Nedi¢ and Bertsekas, 2003) and the TD learning (Sutton and
Barto, 2018, Chapter 6), respectively, to continuous environments. As a continuous RL
methodology, our algorithms also possess several unique features that distinguish them from
most traditional RL methods. First, instead of using NN approximation, kernel approximation
is used in our design. The linkage between the kernel function and the Hilbert space theory
allows our algorithms to achieve convergence over the entire state space. Second, systems and
control theory will be applied to show the stability and robustness of the proposed learning
algorithms. Finite-time error bounds are also obtained, without assuming the stationarity of
the training data as in the past literature (Antos et al., 2008; Munos and Szepesvéri, 2008).

2. Related Works

The study on RL in continuous environments can be traced back to the concept of advantage
updating (Baird, III, 1993; Harmon et al., 1995). Shortly after Baird’s advantage updating,
the continuous-time TD learning and actor-critic algorithms were developed by Doya (1996)
and Doya (2000). In addition, Munos (2000) developed a continuous RL technique to solve
viscosity solutions in order to tackle the case where the classical optimal solution does not
exist. Continuous RL has also been applied in different fields including game theory (Borgers
and Sarin, 1997) and neurobiology (Frémaux et al., 2013). A common feature of these early
results is that the discrete-time sampling is performed to convert the continuous-time problem
into the discrete-time setting. More recently, the research on deep RL opens possibilities
for developing practical learning algorithms in continuous state-action spaces (van Hasselt
and Wiering, 2007; van Hasselt, 2012; Lillicrap et al., 2016; Duan et al., 2016; Recht, 2019).
Indeed, computer experiments from balancing inverted pendulums to learning the locomotion
have shown very promising results.
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Besides the above collective efforts, a learning-based control design methodology, usually
under the name of adaptive (or approximate) dynamic programming (ADP) (Jiang and
Jiang, 2012; Vrabie et al., 2013; Bian and Jiang, 2016; Kiumarsi et al., 2018), has been
developed to solve optimal control problems for continuous-time dynamical systems. Instead
of discretizing a continuous-time system into a discrete-time system, ADP algorithms solve
directly the optimal control problem by utilizing the continuous-time data flow generated by
dynamical systems. Exploiting explicitly systems and control techniques, the stability and
optimality of the controlled system can be guaranteed. Finally, to perform the learning task
in more complex environments, robust and decentralized extensions of ADP have also been
proposed by Jiang and Jiang (2017); Bian and Jiang (2019).

3. Problem Formulation

Throughout this paper, R denotes the set of reals. I denotes the identity matrix with
appropriate dimension. |- | denotes the Euclidean norm for vectors, or the induced matrix
norm for matrices. id denotes the identity mapping. Let (€2, F,P) be a probability space
and {x;}+>0 be a cadlag and time-homogeneous strong Markov process with state space X.
Here X is a locally compact Hausdorff space with a countable base, equipped with the Borel
o-algebra B. Denote by E, the expectation conditionally on the initial state  and by E,
the expectation with respect to u. The Hilbert space LZ and the norm || - ||, are induced
from the inner product (-, -), defined via (f,g), = E, [fg] for all f, g € Li. Denote by A the
infinitesimal generator associated with {z}s>0. The domain of A is written as D(A) C L2.
For more details on the notations used in this paper, see Appendix A and references therein.

Our goal in this paper is to estimate the following value function V* that depends on the
future path of {z}i>0:

V*(z) = B, [ /0 h evtr(mt)dt] . Vrex, (1)

where r € LZ is the running-reward/cost function, and v > 0 is a scalar representing the
discounting effect. To be mathematically concrete, we assume E;[r(x;)] is measurable and
locally essentially bounded.

To see why the classical discrete-time TD learning is no longer a good choice to solve V*
here, we write the discrete-time TD error for the discretized process (with sampling period
At) as

At
e AV (zar) — Vi(z) + / e Pr(xs)ds, Vre X.
0

Obviously, when At is small, the discounting term e~ 72 is close to 1, resulting in a poor
convergence performance (see Tsitsiklis and Van Roy (1997) for convergence analysis). If
At is too large, the updating frequency is reduced, which could also compromise the on-line
learning performance. In light of the above difficuities, it is desirable to solve V* without
discretizing the performance index and the underlying Markov process in the first place. To
proceed, note from Ito (1960, Chapter 1) that V* satisfies the following linear functional
equation:

0=TV*"+r, (2)
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where T = A —~. The converse statement is also true by Dynkin’s formula (Kushner, 1967a,
Chapter 1).
In this paper, we will introduce two on-line learning methods to solve (2).

4. Value Approximation in Continuous Time

In this section, we consider the following approximated equation:
Vi = H(TV;E + T), (3)

where I is defined by the following integral equation:
1V (z) = / V()K (2, 2)du(z), YV € L2, z € X,
b'e

Here K is a square-integrable continuous symmetric positive-definite kernel. Corresponding
to each K, we can uniquely define a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) H C Li
(Aronszajn, 1950, Section 2). In addition, IT is an orthogonal projection from Li to H
(Aronszajn, 1950, Section 2). To fit into our learning framework, the reproducing kernel K
is designed to ensure H is a subspace of D(.A). This requirement can be satisfied for many
practical processes by selecting a sufficiently smooth K; see Section 5 for details. Finally, we
assume the initial value function V € H.

From the perspective of systems and control theory, (3) can be viewed as a reduced-order
model (Scarciotti and Astolfi, 2017) of the nominal system

8tvt == TUt + 7. (4)

As a result, we can rewrite (3) in the form of system (4) with an approximation error
(IT —id)(TV; + r) added to its right-hand side.

The following theorem shows that V; converges into a neighbourhood of V* exponentially.

Theorem 1 V; is well-defined and is exponentially stable (at V) in H. In addition,

N _ 1
Vi=V*,<e 7t\|%—Voo|!u+§||TVoo+T||w
* —t * 1_67’% :
Vi=VHl,<e " [[Vo -V ||M+77 SI[BP]\|(H—1(1)(TVS+T)||M~
se|0,t

In particular, ||[Voo — V*||, < YT Voo + 7 .-

See Appendix B.1 for the proof of Theorem 1.

The finite-time error bounds in Theorem 1 are composed with two parts. The first
part represents the error induced from the initial guess Vj. The second part is due to the
approximation error introduced by the projection II. If we can choose H properly, such that
for any f € ‘H, Af € H, then one can show that

1

_ —e
Ve =V, < e Vo= V¥, + #HHT =7l
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The above inequality implies that in this case the error bound is purely controlled by the
initial guess Vp and the “observation error” in the running-reward/cost 7.

Note that the first error bound in Theorem 1 is tighter for large ¢, and the second error
bound is tighter for small . From the perspective of robust control theory, the second error
bound quantifies the impact of (IT —id)(7V; + r) on the approximation error between V;
and V*. In addition, the discounting factor «y is linked to the robustness of (3), in the sense
that a larger v results in a smaller error bound and a faster convergence rate.

Finally, it is worth pointing out that the results in Theorem 1 can also be extended to
evaluate the ergodic cost (Arapostathis et al., 2012). In this case, there is no discounting
term in (1), and we have 7 = A in (2) and (3). Note from Bhattacharya (1982, Proposition
2.2) that as long as {x:}+>0 is ergodic, A has a simple zero eigenvalue corresponding to the
constant eigenfunction. Hence, by excluding the constant function from H, we can ensure
there still exists a v > 0, such that (V,IITV), < —v||V||,. As a result, the two inequalities
in Theorem 1 still hold.

5. Model-free On-line Learning

The results presented in the last section provide an efficient way to approximate V* through
the linear functional equation (3). Unfortunately, in order to solve (3) directly, we must have
access to the knowledge of i, A, and r. This is not an easy task in practice, since u, A, and
r are associated with the mathematical model of the learning environment, which is usually
not known.

In this section, we propose two on-line learning algorithms to estimate V* using the data
observed directly from the environment. The knowledge of 1, A, and r is not required in our
learning algorithm design. Throughout this section, we consider the following realization of

K:

K(z,2) = 67 (2) (B, [667]) " 6(x),

where ¢ = [¢1 ¢2 ---on]T, and {6, é\le are N independent functions in D(A). The
independence of {¢; };V: | guarantees the matrix inverse in K is well-defined. Obviously, K
satisfies our definition of reproducing kernel in Section 4. In fact, the RKHS H associated
with K is the N-dimensional space spanned by {¢; ;-Vzl, and V; in (3) can be parameterized
as Vi(z) = ¢ (z)c; for some ¢; € RY. Directly plugging the definitions of K and V; in (3),
we have the following ODE in ¢:

&= (B [607]) " (B, [6T6T) e+ Bulor]), o € RV, (5)

In the above equation, T is applied element-wise to ¢. By Theorem 1, (5) admits an
equilibrium point ¢* satisfying E,, [¢T ¢ ] ¢* + E, [¢r] = 0.
In addition, by Dynkin’s formula, we can replace A¢ in (5) with

dy = Adpdt + dM;, (6)

where M, is a vector-valued martingale, and d¢; = Orrdr — @¢ represents the infinitesimal
change in the value of ¢;. By abuse of notation we denote ¢; and ry for ¢(x;) and r(x),
respectively, when there is no confusion.
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Algorithm 1: Continuous-time least squares policy evaluation (CT-LSPE)

Choose N basis functions ¢;. Denote ¢ = [¢p1 ¢2 -+ ¢n]T. Select p > 0.
Update ¢; through the following ODEs:

t t
6 = Ry / 65 (dds — vsds)T cr + Ry / burods, co € RY,
0 0
Ry = —Ripy¢{ Ry, Ro=p 'L

5.1 Continuous-time least squares policy evaluation

We first replace the integrations with respect to p in (5) by their empirical estimations. This,
together with (6), leads to the CT-LSPE algorithm in Algorithm 1.

The convergence of Algorithm 1 relies on the existence of three functions ;, i = 1,2, 3,
defined as

o0

¥1(z) = By [ /0 N (By [0 Ad"] — ¢r AP ) dt} ;o) = B, [ /0 (B (09" ] — duo)) dt|

Ys3(z) = Ey [ /0 h (B, [or] — dert) dt] .

These functions quantify the differences between the expectations in (5) and their corre-
sponding empirical estimations.
Now, we impose the following assumptions on z; and ¢.

Assumption 1 (Ergodicity) {z:}:>0 is irreducible, aperiodic, and positive recurrent.

Assumption 2 (Poisson equation) ¢; € D(A), i =1,2,3.

Assumption 3 (Ito isometry) sup; H%Ex “fot ¢j(zs)dM; 2] < oo forj=1,2,--- N.
Assumption 1 ensures that x; is an ergodic process. Assumption 2 requires that ;, i = 1,2, 3,
exist and are solutions to certain Poisson equations; see Glynn and Meyn (1996) for conditions
under which ; exists. Note that the discrete-time versions of Assumptions 1 and 2 for
MDPs have been widely used in ADP and RL literature (Tsitsiklis, 1994; Tsitsiklis and
Van Roy, 1997). Assumption 3 essentially requires the second moment of the stochastic
integral fg ¢j(xs)dMs, j =1,2,--- | N, does not grow too fast. Since we can always choose a
sufficiently smooth ¢ (such as the softmax function, the Gaussian function, or the wavelets)
to saturate the noise in the environment, it is possible to satisfy this assumption even for a
very noisy process (such as a fat-tailed process).
The convergence of Algorithm 1 is guaranteed in the following theorem.

Theorem 2 Consider Algorithm 1. Under Assumptions 1, 2, and 3, ¢; converges to c*
with probability one. In addition, there exist constants C; > 0, i = 0,1,2, such that for a
sufficiently large e,

A A Gt
|Ct _ C*‘Z < A7M6—2(7/AM—a)t+Cl ’CO - C*’2 + Mgi'Qe /0 - 16—2(7/)\1\1—8)(15—5)618 (7)
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Algorithm 2: Continuous-time temporal-differential (CT-TD) learning

Choose N basis functions ¢;. Denote ¢ = [¢1 ¢p2 -+ ¢dn]T. ar > 0 satisfies ¢4 < 0,
fooo a?dt < oo, and fooo oydt = oo.
Update ¢; through the following SDE:

der = oudy (¢f dpy — yef gpdt +midt), o € RN,

with probability at least 1 — Co/€®, where Ay and A, represent the largest and smallest
eigenvalues of E#[gbng}, respectively, and € < v/X\p is an arbitrary positive constant. In
particular, (7) implies that |¢; — ¢*| = O (t*0‘5) with probability one.

See Appendix B.2 for the proof of Theorem 2 and the detailed formulation of the error bound.

The first term on the right-hand-side of (7) represents the error induced from the prior
guess ¢g. The second term is driven by the estimation error induced from the empirical
estimation of the expectations in (5). By the law of large numbers, this estimation error
converges to 0 with rate O (t_0'5). Since 7% decreases slower than the exponential rate, it
dominates the error bound of |¢; — ¢*|. Note that the obtained convergence rate is consistent
with the result in Yu and Bertsekas (2009) for discrete-time LSPE.

5.2 Continuous-time temporal-differential learning

An alternative way to approximate (5) via on-line data is to use stochastic approximation
(Benveniste et al., 1990). In this case, E, [QZ)Tng] ct + E, [¢r] is directly replaced by the
on-line data ¢:c/ dps + ¢¢ry at time t. This, together with (6), leads to the CT-TD learning
algorithm in Algorithm 2. To accommodate the noise induced from stochastic approximation,
the matrix inverse in (5) is replaced by a slowly decreasing step size «y. In particular, we
name
rd T

Cy ad% — ¢ ¢+ Tt

as the temporal-differential error.

Assumption 4 (Finite moments) There exist C > 0 and real-valued function @, such that
E. (lolY) < C, Eu (J9i]Y) < C, By (JA%:|*) < C, (dpj(x4))* < p(a)dt, and (dip; j(4))* <
o(xy)dt, for the j-th element in ¢ and 1;, and i =1,2,3.

A discrete-time version of the boundedness condition on the high-order moments of v; and
At is also required in Tsitsiklis and Van Roy (1997) and Benveniste et al. (1990). The
conditions on (d¢; (2;))? and (dw; j(z4))” are new in this paper and essentially require v;(z;)
and ¢; do not vary too fast.

Theorem 3 Consider Algorithm 2. Under Assumptions 1, 2, and 4, ¢; converges to ¢* with
probability one. In addition, there exist constants Coy and C1, such that for sufficiently large
€ and integer k,

ley —* 2 < e (|Co — P4 ARGy (2€ - 1) 6201k) e Jo esds (8)
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with probability at least 1 — ApCy — %, where

00 [e%e) 2
A, =al +/ oZdt + (/ afdt) .
k k

In particular, (8) implies that |c; — c*| = O (e_”Y Jo asds) with probability one.

See Appendix B.3 for the proof of Theorem 3 and the detailed formulation of the error bound.

Note that as k goes to the infinity, Ay converges to 0 by the conditions on oy in Algorithm
2. In addition, the convergence rate of Ay is slower than the exponential rate, due to the
slow decreasing rate of ay. As a result, limy_;o0 vVApe2“1* = 00, and the error bound in (8)
grows with k.

A key difference between Algorithms 1 and 2 is that the time integration of the whole
time series is incorporated in Algorithm 1, while only the on-line data at current time is
used in Algorithm 2. As a result, Algorithm 2 may produce a much noisier estimation on the
value function, especially at the beginning of the learning process. Indeed, the experimental
results in Section 6.1 have shown that the point estimations produced by Algorithm 1 have
smaller standard errors. In fact, to ensure the convergence of Algorithm 2, a more restrictive
condition (Assumption 4) is required. In contrast, the presence of decreasing step size oy in
Algorithm 2 provides more freedom to adjust the convergence rate of the CT-TD learning.
For instance, if oy = (a4 bt%)~! with @ > 0, b > 0 and 0.5 < # < 1, then we have by Lemma
11 in Appendix C that |¢; — ¢*| = O(t~7#) for sufficiently large .

We can see from the proofs of Algorithms 1 and 2 that the constants in the error bounds
in Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 are polynomials of IV, that is, the number of bases. As a result,
if NV increases, the error bounds in Theorems 2 and 3, which represent the estimation errors,
increase as well. On the other hand, a small N also leads to a large divergence from H to Li,
which is quantified by [|(II —id)(7 Vs +r)|, in Theorem 1. As a result, a small N causes
a large approximation error. This trade-off between approximation error and estimation
error, or better known as the bias-variance trade-off, is a well-known phenomenon in various
machine learning methods.

Finally, note from Algorithms 1 and 2 that the state x; of the environment does not
appear explicitly in the updating equations. Instead, the updating equations only depend on
r(z;) and ¢(x¢). From the perspective of control theory, the pair (¢(x),r(x)) can be viewed
as the output of the environment at state x. Therefore, Algorithms 1 and 2 can also be
applied to output-feedback control problems and partially observable Markov processes.

6. Computer-based Experiments

In this section, we present two computer-based experiments to illustrate the effectiveness of
the two learning algorithms presented in the previous section.

6.1 Continuous-time ARMA(2,1) process

Consider {y;}+>0 as a real-valued continuous-time ARMA(2,1) process governed by

Gt 4 020 + O1ye = E1p + 01614 + 02ay + 03634,
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where 01, 2, 01, 02, and o3 are positive reals, and ¢, © = 1,2, 3, are three independent
white noises (Arnold, 1974, Section 3.2). Denote z; = (y;, 9 — &1,¢). Then, we can derive the
following two-dimensional Ornstein—Uhlenbeck (OU) process:

doy = Awdt +Sdw, A=|0 L o ow=| 1 U 0
=01 —0; o1 —0y 02 03

where wy = [wy; way w37t]T is a vector of three independent Brownian motions defined with
w; =&, 1=1,2,3 (Arnold, 1974, Eq. (3.2.3)).

We know from Kushner (1967b) that the discounted value function V* defined by (1)
solves the following partial differential equation:

0= V" (@) + 0,V () Az + 5 3702,V (@)(25T )i +1(a), (9
i,J

where (XX7); ; denotes the (4, 5)-th element in XX

In this example, we aim at using Algorithms 1 and 2 A
to estimate the discounted value functions with respect to | |2
three types of running-costs. First, a quadratic function
r(x) = 10 Z?Zl |z;]? is used, under which (9) reduces to a
Lyapunov equation. Then, we select the L! vector norm
r(z) = 1032, |#;]. Finally, we choose r(z) = 1037, L >1
which is essentially the 0-1 loss. See Figure 1 for an illustration |;]
of different choices of . In all three cases, the discounting
factor is fixed at v = 1, and the step size oy in Algorithm 2 is

1,
chosen as oy = 0.7/(14t). Model parameters of the OU process el 21
are chosen as 61 = 0, = 01 = 09 = 03 = 1, and the initial

state is chosen as g = (1,0). Six basis functions are selected: () 1 ’ |3

é(z) = [1 21 z2 2?2 2122 73], where x = (21, 2).

Figures 2 and 3 show the experimental results of our al- Figure 1: Comparison of
gorithms. To evaluate the performance of the algorithms, we different running-costs.
conduct learning processes over 35 sample paths. Figure 2 illus-
trates the 35 paths of the weights {ci}?zl corresponding to the six basis functions. Figures 3a,
3b, and 3c show the box plots of these weights at ¢ = 1000. Overall, the weights obtained from
both the CT-LSPE algorithm (Algorithm 1) and the CT-TD learning algorithm (Algorithm
2) converge to same values in all three cases. However, compared with the CT-LSPE, the
CT-TD learning generates more dispersed samples, and the outliers are scattered further
from the center of the clusters of samples. This is not surprising, as the time integration
in the CT-LSPE tends to smooth out the noise in the learning process, especially at the
beginning of the learning phase. Indeed, we can see from Figure 2 that CT-TD learning
generates noisier paths of basis-function weights. To further illustrate the effectiveness of
the proposed algorithms, we compare the value functions obtained from the two learning
algorithms with that from Monte-Carlo (MC) simulations in Figures 3d, 3e, and 3f. The
point estimations of value functions at ¢ = 1000 with 95% confidence intervals are given in
Figures 3g, 3h, and 3i. Note that in all three cases, these point estimations are approximately
at the same level. In addition, compared with the CT-TD learning, the CT-LSPE produces
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Figure 2: Value estimation for a continuous-time ARMA(2,1) process. The weights of basis
functions ({cj¢}i>0 for i =1,2,---,6) along the 35 sample paths are plotted for the three
choices of r. Each color, except black, is corresponding to one sample path. The solid black
lines represent the point estimations of ¢; ;.

10



TEMPORAL-DIFFERENTIAL LEARNING IN CONTINUOUS ENVIRONMENTS

r(a) = 10327 gl

r(e) = 10327 |

r(z) =10 Z?:l Lz >1

40 25
30 20 %‘
154 ===
20
= 10
10
—— 5
— ———
— 1 = -
0 = = 0 _— = — —_— == ——
o 2 o & o & < <
CT-LSPE CT-LSPE CT-LSPE
40 25
+ +
s - =
!
151 ===
20 +
10
10
= 5
T %
- —_—
0 = =+ = 0 - - T = = —_— -
Gl c (=] C3 Cs [} [ C6
CT-TD CT-TD CT-TD
60 60 60
— MC — MC — MC
50 — CTLSPE 50 — CTLsPE 50 — CT-LSPE
— crD — cT1D — cT
40 40 40
30 30 30
3 2 3 20 3 20
N S S
10 10 10
0 0 0
-10 -10 -10
-20 -20 -20
0 200 400 600 800 0 200 400 600 800 0 200 400 600 800
t t t
(d) (e) ()
8.50
. v 1904 ¥ Vi v
8.25
26 185 8.00
25 7.75
18.0
24 7.50
29 § 17.5 i 7251 1
22 17.0 7.00 [
n 6.75
16.5
6.50
20
CT-LSPE CT-TD MC CT-LSPE CT-TD MC CT-LSPE CT-TD MC
(8) (h) (i)

Figure 3: Value estimation for a continuous-time ARMA(2,1) process. Each one of the three
columns in the figure is corresponding to one choice of r. Figures (a), (b), and (c) show
the box plots of the basis-function weights ({¢;+}¢>0 for i =1,2,---,6) at t = 1000 along
the 35 sample paths. Figures (d), (e), and (f) show the estimations of the value functions
(Vi(z)) at z = (1,0). The solid lines represent point estimations of the true values using
different algorithms. The shaded areas represent 95% confidence intervals. Figures (g), (h),
and (i) show the point estimations (blue dots) of Vigoo(x) at x = (1,0) with 95% confidence
intervals (red bars) under different algorithms.

a smaller standard error. This result is also consistent with the observations in Figures 3a,
3b, and 3c. Finally, the MC simulation produces the largest standard error.

6.2 Control of the benchmark double inverted pendulum on a cart

In this example, we apply the CT-LSPE together with the actor-critic algorithm (Konda and
Tsitsiklis, 2000) to improve the control performance of a double inverted pendulum on a cart

11
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(DIPC) (Figure 4). It is well-known that the DIPC is a nonlinear under-actuated plant, and
designing a controller for DIPC is a challenging task in the field of nonlinear control (Khalil,
2015).

0

X

Figure 4: Double inverted-pendulum on a cart.

The mathematical model of the DIPC is given below (Moysis, 2016), which is derived
from the Lagrange equations of the DIPC:

D(0)6+ C(6,6)0 + G(9) = Hu,

where 6 = [0y 61 62]7, 6 denotes the horizontal displacement of the cart, #; and 5 denote the
angles of lower and upper pendulum links with respect to the vertical position, respectively,
u is an input force applied to the cart, and

Cy C5 cos 01 C'3 cos 09 0
D(0) = | Cycos by Cy Cscos (01 —62)|, G(O) = |—Crsinby |,
_Cg COS 92 05 CcOS (91 — 92) Cﬁ —Cg sin 92
—0 —02 sin (91) 91 —03 sin (92) 92 1
C(0,0) = |0 0 Cssin(fy —62) 09|, H= |0],
0 —Cjsin (6 — 65) 6, 0 0

1 1 1
Ci=mg+mi+mg, Co= <2m1 + m2> li, C3= §m2l2, Cy = <3m1 + m2> l%,
1 1 1 1
Cs = —malyly, Cg=-mal3, Cr=(-mi+ma)lg, Cs=-malag,
2 3 2 2
The model parameters are listed in Table 1.

Denote the state of the DIPC as = = [0y 01 62 90 91 02] Now, we can rewrite the above
model in the standard state-space form:

Jo 1 I U B
Y= 1lo —pc¢|* T |=p'q| " |-D1H|"

Note that D, C, and G are also nonlinear functions of x. Hence, the above system is an
affine nonlinear system. In the learning task, at each state-action pair (x,u), the following

12
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Table 1: Parameters of the DIPC.

Parameters | Value Definitions

mo 1.5kg Weight of the cart

mi 0.5kg Weight of the lower pendulum link
mo 0.75kg Weight of the upper pendulum link
Iy 0.5kg Length of the lower pendulum link
ls 0.75kg Length of the upper pendulum link
g 9.81m/ s2 | Gravity constant

quadratic running cost is used
r(z,u) = 7 Qx +u?, Q = diag{100, 1000, 1000, 50, 10, 10}.

We select basis functions as the 2nd order polynomials of 6y, 61 and 65 together with the
constant function. Hence, there are totally 10 bases in our learning algorithm. The initial
state of the DIPC is at (g, 01,62) = (0,10°,—10°). Here, we only consider linear controllers.
In another word, we can always write u; = Kx; for some real control gain matrix K.

The entire learning process is composed with 50 learning trials, indexed by k = 1,2,--- | 50.
Each learning trial is performed over a fixed time interval [0,¢]. The initial controller
parameter K is adopted from Moysis (2016):

K, =[—2.2361 499.6181 — 578.2160 — 8.2155 19.1832 — 88.4892].

The CT-LSPE algorithm is employed in each learning trial to estimate the value function.
To facilitate the learning process, we add exploration noises in the system input in each
learning trial. As a result, the control action applied to the DIPC in the k-th learning trial
is u; = Kpxy + noise;, where noise; is a stationary Gaussian process with fixed distribution
N(0,0) for all t € [0,t7]. Then, u; has a distribution N (Kyx¢,0) £ m(at) in the k-th
trial. Extending the actor-critic algorithm with eligibility trace in Konda (2002) to the
continuous-time setting, we update the control gain matrix after finishing the k-th learning
trial via

Kk+1 == Kk - thf‘/tf («T0)7

where 1 > 0 is the step size, V4, is the value function learned in the k-th trial, and

t ¢
2 = / Ok, (log (m(as))) ds o / al (as — Kypxs) ds
0 0

is the eligibility trace. Note that we only update the control gain matrix Kj at the end of
each learning trial in order to increase computational efficiency.

The experimental results are given in Figures 5 and 6. We fix A = 0.0005 and ¢y = 800
during the learning process. After 50 learning trials, the control gain matrix becomes

Ko = [—2.0547 498.9838 — 578.0119 — 16.9386 38.3267 — 90.5340].

13
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—— Cost value

10 20 30 40 50
Trials

(a) Costs at different learning trials. (b) Comparison between different controllers.

Figure 5: The value functions and system trajectories of DIPC, before and after conducting
the learning process.
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Figure 6: The weights of basis functions ({¢;+}+>0 for
first and the 50-th learning trials.

The cost values V;,(zo) estimated in each learning trial are plotted in Figure 5a. Clearly
the cost values show a decreasing trend as the trial number increases. We also plot the
system trajectories under controllers u; = Kjx; and usg = K59y in Figure 5b, respectively.
Obviously, usg leads to a much better transient performance, in the sense that the DIPC
shows less oscillations. Finally, the weights of basis functions ({¢;+}+>0 for i =1,2,---,10)
before and after conducting the learning process are plotted in Figure 6.

7. Conclusions

This paper is motivated to provide a new RL framework for learning problems in continuous
environments. A novel concept, known as the temporal-differential error, and a new class of
temporal-differential learning methods, are proposed. In particular, two RL algorithms with
detailed convergence analysis are designed for RL in continuous environments. Next, we point
out several future research directions that deserve further investigations. First, the proposed
algorithms are purely based on the temporal-differential error. It is interesting to see how
to incorporate eligibility traces in RL algorithms driven by the temporal-differential error.
Second, it is worth checking how to extend other existing discrete-time TD-learning-based
RL algorithms to the continuous setting, by means of the techniques developed in this paper.
Finally, besides the prediction problem which is the main focus of this paper, it is also
important to investigate the off-policy learning problem in continuous environments.

14
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Appendix A. Review of Continuous-time Markov Processes

Let (£, F,P) be a probability space. Consider {z:}+>0 as a homogeneous cadlag (right
continuous with left limits) strong Markov process on state space X, which is a locally
compact Hausdorff space with a countable base and is equipped with the Borel o-algebra
B. The definition of X covers most spaces that will be encountered in RL tasks, including
Euclidean spaces, countable discrete spaces, and topological manifolds. Starting with xg = x,
x admits a stationary probability measure p on B. Denote by E, the expectation conditionally
on the initial state  and by E,, the expectation with respect to p. [M]; denotes the quadratic
variation of a real-valued stochastic process M; defined on (2, F,P).

Given the stationary distribution p, we can define a Hilbert space Li equipped with the
inner product (-, -), and the norm || - |,

(F. 9 = /X g dp=B,1fgl. 1flp=/Us Do Vfr g€ L2

In addition, we can define an operator P; : Li — Li as
Puf(x) = Ee[f(2r)], VoeX.

One can easily check that P; is a contraction semigroup on Li (see Lemma 4 in Section C).
In addition, the infinitesimal generator A associated with P; is defined as

Af = limw,

t—0 t

provided that the above limit exists. Denote the domain and the range of A as D(A) C L7
and R(A) C LZ, respectively. By Hille-Yosida theorem (Pazy, 1983), we know A is closed,
and D(A) is a dense subset of Li. Since x; is right continuous, its transition probability
is stochastically continuous, and is uniquely determined by its infinitesimal generator. For
additional properties on P, and A, see Nelson (1958); Pazy (1983); Hansen and Scheinkman
(1995).

Appendix B. Proofs of Theorems

In this section, we present proofs of our three main theorems.
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B.1 Proof of Theorem 1
We first show that V; exists on H. For any V € H, we have from the definition of K that

VIAV), = [ Vi) [ (V)R G a)duz)duta)

X

- / (AV)(2) / V(@)K (2, 2)dpu(x)dpu(2)
X X

= (V, AV),..

Since A generates a contraction semigroup P; in Li (Lemma 4), we know by Lumer—Phillips
theorem (Lumer and Phillips, 1961) that A is closed and dissipative. Hence, (V, AV), < 0.
Thus, I1A is dissipative on H, and —II.A is maximal monotone (Borwein, 2010, Proposition
1). Then, we have by Minty surjectivity theorem (Minty, 1962) that II.4 —id is surjective. In
addition, since A is closed, we know by the definition of IT and the dominated convergence
theorem that I1A4 is closed on H. Hence, again by Lumer—Phillips theorem, I1.4 generates a
contraction semigroup on H. Then we have from Phillips (1954) that the abstract Cauchy
problem (3) admits a unique solution V;. In addition, by Hille-Yosida theorem, (TLA — ~)~*
is bounded, and hence

0=TI(TV*+7) = (IlA —)V* +1Ir

admits a unique solution V* on H.
Denote V; = V; — V*. We next show that V; converges to V* exponentially. Note from
(3) and the above analysis that

jtuvt<x>ﬂiz2 /X V() /X (AT: =72 () (2, 2)duz) (o) < ~29 7|

This implies that V; is globally exponentially stable at V*
Now, to derive the first finite-time error bound, we have

Ve = v, < |ve - v

<e M HVO —V*

v v
j j

7 ©

Denote 0 = T(V*) 4+ r + €, where ¢ is the approximation error due to II. Using Dynkin’s
formula and the tower property, we have

V*(x) =E, [e”tf/*(a:t) + /O t eV (r(xs) + E(xs))ds] ,

V() = E, [e”tv*(azt) + /0 t evsr(:ps)ds} .

Since p is the stationary distribution, we have by Jenson’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem

that
0 2 oo
Ex |:/ 'ye’YSE(xS)dS] ] < EH |:/ ’)/67362(.565)d3:|
0 0

2

2
=E,

72 HV* _ V*
o

[

m
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To derive the second finite-time error bound, we rewrite (3) as
0 Vi(x) = TVi(x) + r(x) + &),

where ¢; is the approximation error at time ¢. Using Dynkin’s formula, we have

Vi(z) = Ey [evtVo(:vt) + /Ot e 5 (r(xs) + Et_s(:lis))ds] ,

and hence
t
Vi(x) = V*(z) = E, [e_vt(Vo — V) () —I—/ e_wssts(ws)ds] )
0
Then,
ﬁ Ve — V*Hu
t —s
e ? . ve
< 2 B 106 = V)l + [ | [ 2 st |
2
_ye . > boyes
_ m\/E“ [E. [(Vo = V) @)I?] + || B | [E. [/0 mst_s(xs)ds] ]
ye ! o2 boyes ?
- m EN [|(VO -V )(xt)‘ ] + EN /0 mstfs(ms)ds (10)
ye ! . Loy
< ﬁHVO*V ||u+\// ﬁlletfsllids (11)
-7t —(t
= L Vo — VIl + \// T (I —1d)(T Vs + )| ds
< 2 Vo - VL + sup [I(TT—id)(TV; + 1)
>~ T 7 00—
L—e s€[0,4] K

where (10) and (11) above are due to Jenson’s inequality. This completes the proof.

B.2 Proof of Theorem 2
—1
We first show R; = (f(f pstlds + pI) . Since

d t . t
T (Rt </0 b5l ds + PI>> = Ry </0 G5l ds + pf> + Riprof

~1
= ( fg psdLds + pl > solves the ODE of R; in Algorithm 1. Since the right-hand-side

-1
of the ODE of Ry is locally Lipschitz, and ( fg bsplds + pI ) is bounded, we can select a
sufficiently large subset S of the space of all symmetric positive definite matrices, such that
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-1
= ( fg b5l ds + pl ) is a unique solution of the ODE of R; on S, and it also remains
in S.
We next denote

IID

T
ae s [odon—sontas, we g [ o

sHld I L _— ML
i ([ostassor) w2 o [ oan;

Then, we can rewrite the updating equation of ¢; in Algorithm 1 as

IID

2t

=Y Ae + 27+ (7 - 27 A) e + 271 — S+ 2 e, (12)
where
A2 [ o0 —10)dn, b2 [ ordu £2 [ odTan
X X X
Let ¢ = ¢ — ¢*. Then,

=S AG+ (57 A - ST AR S ) G+ 2 - ST (BT A - ST A S )

By Assumptions 2, we have
Ai(xs) = Nis,

where i = 2, 3,4, ¥4 = ¥ — Y3, and
Do = ¢x)" (1) =B, Aga=(xa)r(ws) —b,  Ags=¢(2:)(AD" (25) = 79" (25)) — A.

Then, we have by Lemma 6 (element-wise) that

1 t
li Ex % =Y, ]E Azsd
A B Wile)l =0 s g B | ] Bost

2
] <oo, =234

Now consider the boundedness of 7;. The quadratic variation of the j-th element in M,
is given below:

d[Mjle = (dM;)* = (dgj(21))® + O(dt?).

By Assumption 3 and Ito’s isometry, we have

sup(t + 1)E, [|77t|2} < 00.
>0
Applying Lemma 5 with oy = 1/4/t 4+ 1, we know with probability one that Ay, b;, and

Y converge to A, b, and X, respectively. In addition, we know with a probability at least of
1-Ch / €2 that

€ € € €
A— Al < — b < — S—% < —— and ] < ——,
A=Al T et e eSO K =S|
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for all ¢t > 0, where

1
Cy = sup ma; t—i—l]Ew[ 2},71&0
b= sup x{< A T

t 2
/Awds ],i:2,3,4}.
0

As a result, by the boundedness of A, b, 3¢, and 7;, we have with a probability at least
1 — Cp/€? that

€Po
t+1’

S < e (T3 <=l <

€po € (1 +epo)
t+1’ Vi+T1
=514, — Al < |22 A - Al + |28 - 1)14] <

EE <1+ 2 | <

€
——— (epo + pol Al + 1),
g (CPo ol Al 1)
€

Vit+1

=57 — b < (epo + po [l +1),

where

) e+ (e+][2])?
0 p—
|%]2 p|Z[?

Applying Lemma 7, we know ¢; converges to ¢* with probability one. In addition,
“2 - AM¢(10) a2, A [ C(t,5)
lee — |7 < eV |eg — T+ —— | &(s)eb\"¥ds
)\m €>\m 0

with a probability at least 1 —Cp /€2, where Ay and A, represent the largest and the smallest
eigenvalues of X, respectively, e < 2v/Ajs is an arbitrary positive constant, and by Lemma 9,

C(t,s) =— <2’Y —5) (t —s) +4e(2+2epo +po |A]) (VE+1 - Vs +1)

AM

<—2<7—6> (t—s) +Ch,

AM
Co
5(5)_ 8—1—1’
where
4€2 (2 + 2epy + po |A|)? N N
Oy =4 2P0+ 20 AN 0 2 (0] 4 1A €]) + (14 epo) (1 + 20 D)2

9

In particular, we know by Lemma 10 that |¢; — c*[2 =0 (t‘l). This completes the proof.

B.3 Proof of Theorem 3

First, we introduce the following auxillary system:

ér= ap(Aé +b), ¢ = co,
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where A and b follow the definitions in Appendix B.2.
We first show that ¢ converges to c¢*. Indeed, a direct calculation shows that

pn &0 — |2 = 2au(ér — )T A(E — ¢*) < —2yau)é — )2
By the comparison lemma (Sontag, 1998, Lemma C.3.1), we have

|ét . C*|2 < e—Q'yfgasds’éO o C*’2.

Since fooo apdt = 00, ¢; converges to ¢* as t goes to the infinity.
Denote ¢ = ¢ — ¢. We can rewrite the updating equation in Algorithm 2 as

dét = th(Aét + A4,t5t + A4’tét + A37t)dt + Othﬁ(mt)(ét + ét)Tth, Co = 0,

where Ag; and Ay, follow the definitions in Appendix B.2.
Note that ¢f'dM = Zj c;jdM;, where dM; denotes the j-th element in dM. Now the
proof is completed by applying Lemma 8.

Appendix C. Technical Lemmas

In this section, we present several supporting lemmas that have been used in the proofs of
our main results.

Lemma 4 P, is a contraction semigroup in Li.

Proof We have by Jenson’s inequality that

|Pf2 = / IPyf (@) Pdpu(a) < /Pt<f2 /f2 Vdu(z) = ||f|2. VS € I2.

This completes the proof. |

Lemma 5 Suppose S; is a time series satisfying
ofE [S7] < C, vt>0,

for some C < 0o, where ay > 0 is deterministic and decreases monotonically to 0. Then, for

any € > \/a,

1
P (sup | Se| < e> >1-=5C.
t>0 €

In particular, a2 S; = O(ay) with probability one.

Proof Denote events

Er = {Orgax | Se| > 6} vT > 0.
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By Markov’s inequality, P (E7) < C/e?. Since Er is increasing, by monotone convergence
theorem,

1
lim P(Ep) =P < lim ET> =P (sup|at5t| > 6) < 5C.
T—o0 t>0 €

T—o00

Letting € go to the infinity, we have

P <sup|at5t| < oo) =1.
>0

This completes the proof. |

Lemma 6 Suppose Assumption 1 holds. Denote by 1 the solution to the following Poisson
equation:

Ap(zy) = f(2) — Eplf]-
Then,

1
lim E; [¢(z;)] =0, limsup-E;

t—o0 t—00 t

/O t Ad(a)dt

2
]<oo.

Proof Since ¢ € D(A), E, [#?] < co and E, [f?] < co. By Assumption 1 and the ergodic
theorems (Kontoyiannis and Meyn, 2003, Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.3),

lim Eq [p(x)] = Eu[¢] =0, lim Eq [f*(w:)] =E, [f*].

t—00

Denote

me = (@) — b(z) + /0 A () ds.

Then m is a martingale, and we have by the martingale property that

2 N2
E.[m?] = E, (ZAmM) :ZEx[(Ami7t)2]:ZE$ (f/’%ﬁ) Ati],

i
where 0 = t; <ty < --- =t is a set of partition points on the interval [0,t], At; = t; 41 — t,
and

tit1

Ami,t = ¢(xti+1) - 1/)(%) + A@Z)(l's)ds

t;

We next quantify E,[m?] by inspecting Ew[Amft] By Holder’s inequality,

xT

<\/th1 :+1 Aw(xs)ds>2] < /titi+1 E, [(Al/)(ms))ﬂ ds = O(AL),
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where the last equality holds since the integrand is bounded. In addition,

Es (W) = v(en))’]

[ )

E, | )
=E, [7112(%“)] —E, [¢2(l‘tz)] —2E, [(PAti - 1d)¢($tz)¢(l‘tz)]

E, | )

| = Eo [0%(2)] - 2A4E, [(PA“ _Aiiw(x“)th,-)

Putting the above items back into the summation in E,[m?] and letting At; go to 0, we have

Eqm?] = Eq [63(z0)] — 0%(x) — 2 /0 E, [A(22)i(x2)] ds.

Since both ¢ and f are square integrable, lim sup,_, .t 'E;[m?] < co. This completes the
proof. |

Lemma 7 Consider the following system:
ét = (E_IA + AAt)Ct + At,

where X is a symmetric positive definite matriz, A is a negative definite real matriz, and
AA; and A; are random variables bounded with probability one. Assume

1 t
lim / |AAs|ds =0
t—oo ¢ Jg
for allw € E € F. Then c is input-to-state stable (ISS) (Sontag, 2008) over E, from Ay to
Ct.
Proof Consider the Lyapunov function V(c) = ¢! Ye. Given w € E,

Vier) = —cf (A+ AT)ey + 2] SAArey + 2¢f A

1
< —(y — elS| - 2T A4 el + ATEA,

1
< —(YET = e = 2]AA)V (ar) + EA;‘FEAt,

where v > 0 satisfies AT 4+ A < —vI, and ¢ < 7|2| ™! is a positive constant. Reformulating
the above inequality, we have

dﬁ(V(Ct)e(~,|2|—1_g)t—2fg|AAS|ds) < @|At|26(~/|2|*1—5)t—2f0t|AAS|ds‘
t €

Hence,

t
\Ct\Q < //\\1\46—(|7/)\M—a)t+2fgAA5|ds‘CO‘2+>‘/\M/ e—(V/)\M—E)(t—S)-i-Qf;|AAT\dT’ASIZdS.

m EAm Jo
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where Apr and A, represent the largest and the smallest eigenvalues of X, respectively. One
can see from the above inequality and our assumption on AA that ¢; is ISS, from A; to ¢.
This completes the proof. |

Lemma 8 Consider the following system.:

N
der = o(Acy + Avger + Dgg)dt + oy gja(er)dMjy, (13)
=1

where A is a real matriz satisfying A + AT < —2~4I for some v > 0, oy > 0 is continuously
differentiable with ¢z < 0, limy_y0o o = 0 and fooo at = 00, g; 1s a vector-valued function, M;
is a real-valued martingale, and A1y and Agy are random variables that are bounded with
probability one and satisfy

diy = Nigdt +dmsy, E,[Aiy] =0,

for some martingales m;, © = 1,2. In addition, M; and m; are adapted to a filtration
{Fi}i>0, and there exist a function ¢ and a constant C > 0, such that d[M;]; < ¢idt and
dm; i|¢ < pidt for the k-th elements in m;, and

8
it(c
B Al <€, Bo[lwid] <€ Bofol] < o |2421) <c,
for all ¢, where Eqg denotes the expectation conditional on Fy.
Given the above conditions, we have
2

P (|ct|2 <€ (|co|2 + AnCOerQ/\(”H)) el asds) >1—-A,Co— o

where b = max {1, |co|},

oo 2 oo
Ap=0a2 + (/ a?dt) +/ addt,

b2 1 1/e
o 2ol +1) (2%+(2a0N2+1)\FC+1)+
2(b2 + 1)/ =2

log 2
2 Y

Cy s a positive constant, and n and € are sufficiently large integers and reals, respectively.

Proof The proof contains three parts. First, we show |¢;| cannot grow faster than the
exponential rate. Second, we show |¢;| is bounded. Finally, we show |c;| is asymptotically
stable at the origin.

First, given A > 0 and b = max{1, |cy|}, we define B, = {w € Q: |¢;(w)| < beM for all ¢}
and

on(w) = inf {t s er(w)] = be’\"} ,  Tn(w) =sup {t < opt1(w) : |e(w)] = be’\”} , n>1
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Then, o, < 7, < opyt1. Obviously, for any w € By, we have o,(w) > n for all n. Denote
E,={w e Q:o,(w) <}, Bnp = {w € By : 0p(w) < oo}, and EF[Y] = Eg [V - 1ex]
for any £ € F and randome variable Y. Note that for any measurable function f > 0,
EF[f] =Eo[f - luer] < Eo[f).

Denote z; = e Me;. Then,

N
dZt = —)\Zt + Oét(AZt + Al,tzt + 67)\tA27t)dt + at(f}‘t Z gj,t(Ct)de,n

j=1
Define V(z) = log (|z]* + 1). Then the Hessian of V' is
2 _4..T
2(|z]* + 1)1 — 42z < 2 I< 4 I
(2 +1)? 2P +1 7 (|2 + 1)

and we have for any |z;| > §, where 0 < 6 < b, that

AV(Zt) S *1 T 52

where

C
A=y (2]A1] + 1+ [Ag2) + 20 2NZW
t

By Dynkin’s formula, whenever |z,| > d for some o > 0, one has

min(¢,7s) ING2
( 1+ 02

]EO—[V(Zmin(t,To'))] < V('za) + Ea/

g

—l—A)ds,

where 7, is the first time after o at which 27, exists {2 : [z| > 6}. By the definition of A,
sup; Eo[A¢] < 2062(1 + 62)~L. Now, we have from the tower property that sup, Eg [V (2)] <
V(20). Thus, by Markov’s inequality, one has

log (52 + 1)

P(By) =P (V(z) < log(6* +1)) > 1 — g+ 1)

vt > 0.

Hence, z; is bounded with probability one.

Now, we show |¢| is bounded. On one hand, we have on E,, ;1 that

}Can“‘ _ \CT,JZ — PR 2,200 5 2,200 (14)
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On the other hand, we can derive that
1
d <2|Ct|2 - atcf(@bl,tct + ¢2,t)>

1
= ¢/ de; + §dCtTdCt — dage] (Y1 4e + ar) — cude] (P ce + o)
— el (Y14der + dip per + dipay) — OétdCtT(ﬂ)l tdeg + dipy ey + d¢2 1) — aucy dipy gdey

< Qi Cy (ACt + Al tct + Az t)dt + Qi Cy Zg]t Ct det + (,Yt Z |gjt Ct | thdt
7j=1

— el (Y14ct 4 o g)dt — agel (dipy per + dipa )
— it (2(1 4+ A1 g) e + (o + dipay)) dery — cupdel Yy pdey

N N
N
< —ayef (dmy gep + dmay) + agcf Z;gj,t(ct)de,t + a?; E 1 |9 (ce) Pt
j= j=

— O'étCtT(thCt + 1/127t)dt — Oé%(QlﬁLtCt + wgﬂj)T(ACt + ALtct + Agﬂg)dt
N

N
— a7 (2P0t + 20)" Y gialc)dMy + af N[ Y lgje(ee) Ppedt
j=1 j=1

23N
+af e Z dmy )’ + af = 5 Z\gﬂ cr)[Pprdt + Oz?!d%tlz
7=1

where my 1, is the k-th element in m;. Taking integration on both sides of the above inequality,
we have for any w € F, 1 that

1
0 < 5 (‘co'n+1’2 - ’CTn|2)

On+1
T T T
S a0n+1CO'n+1 (¢1707z+100n+1 + ¢270n+1) - aTnCTn (wlyTnCTn + 11}277'11) - / OétCt dmlatct
Tn

On+1

On+1
[ auctama, +N§; / o (2+ ot ]) g co) Pprde

n

On+1 . T On+1 T
— / Qi Cy (¢2,t + @bl,tct)dt — 2/ at Ct wl t(A + Aq t)Ctdt
Tn Tn

On+1 On+41
_/ ajel (207 Aay + (A+ Ary) ¢2,t)dt—/ ajrpg Ao ydt
N

On+1 N On+1
+ / avef (1= 2009 ,)gja(ce)dMjy — Z / ;s ,gj(ce)dM;,

j=1"mn

On+1
+Z/ ’Ct| dml,kt Z/ dmgkt)2.

Note that for all w € Epp1p, n < 7 < 0pg1 < 00 and |¢] < be D) for 7, <t < oppt.
Then, we have by Young’s inequality, Holder’s inequality, and the definitions of «, o,,, and
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T, that

% ”60n+1|2 - |CTn| |

T
Conit (Qp170'n+1 Cont + ¢2,0’n+1 )

2 On+1
T
/ agc; dma g
Tn

_l’_
7 (24 i) |gse(ce) P edt

On+1 T
Gycy Py pcpdt
n

On+1
/ ajcf (2101 Ao+ (A4 Ary) ¢2,t) dt

<ag,., k

On+41 T
aic; dmay gcy
Tn

U7L+1

+Ck2 ‘C wlTncTn+¢2Tn)
2

_l’_

2
+

2

On+1 T
/ Gy o rdt
Tn

2

2

+ +4

On+1

2
+

2
+

On+1

02T Ayt
0%7/)2,75 2t

Tn

On+1

On+1 2

04?¢§F,t9j,t(ct)de,t

2

aref (1= 20401 ,) gjlcr)dM;,
N 2
+ 1 Z

On+1 9 9
/ oy (dma k)
k=11/7n
< 202 <W1,an+1|254€4)‘(n+1) T ’w210n+1‘2b262)\(n+1)>

On+1
On+1
T
/ agc; dmy gce
Tn

+2043n <‘¢177n|2b464)\(n+1)+|¢2,Tn‘2b262)\(n+1)> i
3 Y foni 2 o, 2 2 4 2
ey [ e [T o (1 o) opa(eo
j=17mn

ofle|? (dma )

N
1

2

2
+

On+1 T
aic; dma g
Tn Tn

On+1 Ont1l Ontl Ont1
i / ot / ltpz, o2t ) 4 / Gt / by 12t A D)
Tn Tn T

Tn

On+1 On+1 9
+4 / oZdt / a2 [T (A + Ay )| dibt e D)
Tn Tn

On+1 On+1
+ / aZdt / af |29] tA27t+(A+A17t)T¢27t}2dtb262A(”+1)

Tntl ot 9 N
Tn Tn j=1

2

On+1
/ e} (1= 20007 ,) gju(cr)dM;,
n

N Tn+t 2 N2 Oni1 9
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N 2
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Taking expectations on both sides of the above inequality, we have by Ito’s isometry and
Fubini’s theorem that

ntl, 2
£ B0 [l = lera ]

< 204n SgEEO [|¢1,t|2 + |¢2,t]2] phedrn+l) 4 2oz72z sgg) Eo [ 2] pletr(ntl)
t> t>

+ N2 [ ot [o] 91N N [ afat ] e

4 * 9 ? 2 2 ‘gjt<ct)‘4 2 A1)\
+ 2N (/ atdt> sup [Eg I:(4+Oén‘¢1,t’ )’44,0,5} (1+be " >

>0,j>1 (1 + lee])
+ a2 sup Eg [‘7,/}2713’2] b2t 4 o2 sup Eg [WLJQ] pretA(ntl)
>0 >0

00 2
+4 </ ozfdt) sgg) Eq U¢IT¢(A + Al,t)ﬂ pletrntl)
n t>

00 2
2
+ (/ afdt) SQIODEO [‘watAzt + (A4 Ay ) by } b2 e2A 1)
n t>

oo 2 2
+ (/ afdt) sup Eg D%T,tA?ﬂ }
n >0

+ N2 > 2 0 Enl(1—2 T \2 |gj,t(0t)|2 1 & pent1) 2b2 2X(n+1)
apdt sup Eo (1 — 20491 4) ez (LHbe e
n U

[e’s) . 2 2
+N2/ atdt sup Eo [\¢2,t!2’gj’t(0t)’290t] <1+be“”+1))

£20,5>1 (1 + [et])
0o 2 N2 On+1 2
+ N4 (/ afdt) Eq [90?] pretrntl) 4 T (/ a?dt) Eo [90?] ) (15)

Hence, we can deduce from (15) that there exists Cy > 0, so that

2
E0En+1,b |:“Co-n+1|2 _ |C7-n|2’ :| é COAnb4e4>\(n+1)7 (16)

) 2 0
A, =0a? + (/ afdt) +/ aZdt.

As a result, we have from (14) and (16) that

where

P (En+1,b) < CoAn64/\, n > 1.
Thus, we have

(52 +1)

4
g 1) o

P (Em—l) >P(By\ Eng1p) >1—
In particular, this implies that P (sup;>q |¢:| < 00) = 1.
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Now we can write

_ t
Egrwl [‘Ct’2:| < |CO|2 _27/ En+1 [Cs‘ }ds—i— \/Tlﬂ 2)\n
0
By the comparison lemma (Sontag, 1998, Lemma C.3.1), we have

jordas [Ict\Q] < <|Co|2 + \/Mb%””) e Jo sds,

By Markov’s inequality, one has for all € > 1 that

_ 1
P (w € Epyr: a(w))? > € (\00\2 +V CoAanGZ)‘("H)> el asds) < -
€
Hence,
P (W € ’Ct(w)\Q <e€ <\co\2 + \/szez’\("“)) e 2l “5d5>
>P (w € Epyr: a(w))? <e (]60]2 + \/C()Anb2€2)\(n+1)) ek asds)
log (52 + 1) Y
1— ———— — Colpe™ — —.
” log(b? + 1) 04In€ €
o 2
Denote e = llogg((i%ti)) Then,
52 — log(62+1) _ | _ pe Mlog(b2+1) _ g _ (b2 + 1)1/6 1
This completes the proof. |

Lemma 9 For any 0 <s<t,a>0 andb> 0, we have

1
—Vt+b>as—vVs+b—ab— —.

4a
Proof Denote y; = at — v/t + b. Then
. 1
=q— ——.
v 2Vt + b
If a > (2v/b)™', then ¢ > 0 for all t. As a result, y; > y, for all t > 5. If @ < (2v/b)™!, then
Yt — Ys > ming y; — yo, where min; iy = —ab — (4a)~!. This completes the proof. [ ]

Lemma 10 Suppose a is a positive real. Then for any ty > 0,

t
1 h
/ 7easd8 S 7eat
to S t

for some h > 0.

28



TEMPORAL-DIFFERENTIAL LEARNING IN CONTINUOUS ENVIRONMENTS

Proof First, consider the following auxiliary dynamical system defined on [tg, 00):

Tt = 2t Tty = 0,
1

— ato
to

. 1
2t = —;zt +azy, 2
To complete the proof, we only need to show z; < hz; for some h > 0. Denote e =z — hz,

where h > 0 is a sufficiently large constant that will be determined later. Then e;, < 0, and
we have

h h
é::i:—hz":zt—i-tzt—ahzt:zt<1+t—ah).

Now, if a > to_l, we can choose h > (a — tgl)_l, such that 1+ ht™! —ah < 0 for all ¢t > t.
Since z; > 0, we have é; < 0, and as a result x; < hz; for all t > tg.

Ifa < tgl, then 1 + ht~! — ah = 0 admits a solution t =t/ £ ah—h_l > to for all h > a™ 1.
Hence, e; reaches its maximum at ¢t = t. As a result, we can choose

2
1 a ]l 2
h > — —e*ds + =

- )
ae Ji, S a

which implies that

h

/ha_1 1easds < (ha — l)eﬁﬂ,
t

o S

and hence ey, < 0. This completes the proof. |

Lemma 11 Consider ap > 0 with &; < 0. If there exist h > 0 and tg > 0, such that

a? > —héy for all t > to, then
— It asd a \"
e Tt ™ < () .
Qi

&
ap > —h— >0, Vt>t,.
(077

Proof By definition,

Taking integration from ty to t, we have

¢
/ asds > hlog(ay,) — hlog(ay).
t

0
h
o ftto asds < < oy )
T\

This completes the proof. |

Hence,
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