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ABSTRACT

System identification is a fundamental problem in reinforcement learning, control theory and signal
processing, and the non-asymptotic analysis of the corresponding sample complexity is challenging
and elusive, even for linear time-varying (LTV) systems. To tackle this challenge, we develop an
episodic block model for the LTV system where the model parameters remain constant within each
block but change from block to block. Based on the observation that the model parameters across
different blocks are related, we treat each episodic block as a learning task and then run meta-learning
over many blocks for system identification, using two steps, namely offline meta-learning and online
adaptation. We carry out a comprehensive non-asymptotic analysis of the performance of meta-
learning based system identification. To deal with the technical challenges rooted in the sample
correlation and small sample sizes in each block, we devise a new two-scale martingale small-ball
approach for offline meta-learning, for arbitrary model correlation structure across blocks. We then
quantify the finite time error of online adaptation by leveraging recent advances in linear stochastic
approximation with correlated samples.

1 Introduction

With the recent success stories in video games and Go, there is a general consensus that reinforcement learning (RL)
techniques have great potential for intelligent decision making in dynamical systems, thanks to its ability to learn from
the environment on the fly and carry out adaptive control. It is therefore of great interest to understand the system
identification in dynamic systems, especially for model-based RL. Thus motivated, this study focuses on characterizing
the sample complexity of system identification, i.e., how many data samples are required to estimate the unknown
parameters of a time-varying dynamic system. Notably, sharp non-asymptotic analysis, even for the system identification
of linear time-invariant (LTI) systems, is rare. Recent work [4] has built a finite sample theoretical guarantee of the
least squares estimator for LTI systems in the context of Linear Quadratic Regulator (LQR) using multiple independent
trajectories, with all but the last state-transition discarded for each trajectory. A sharp non-asymptotic analysis of the
least squares estimator for the identification of LTI systems with a single trajectory is provided in [29]. Nevertheless,
the LTI model would not be applicable to the time-varying dynamic systems in many applications.

Considering that the environment is often time-varying and evolves over time, we move one step forward and study
the performance of system identification in unknown linear time-varying (LTV) systems. We aim to obtain a clear
understanding of the impact of the sample size and model dynamics on the parameter estimation in LTV systems.
Inspired by the block fading channel model in wireless communications systems where the random channel gains are
assumed to be constant within a block, we treat the LTV system as episodic blocks in which the model parameters
remain constant within each block but change from block to block in a stochastic manner.

Clearly, system identification is a challenging task for LTV systems, for a number of reasons, including (1) continuous
learning: one-time learning for a global model would not suffice because different episodes have distinct model
parameters; (2) fast learning: since the environment may change quickly, straggled learning could result in outdated
estimators. A key observation here is that model parameters across adjacent episodes are often ‘related’ (in some
sense) and in many applications they may follow some common distribution. Based on this observation, we propose
meta-learning (Meta-L) [8]] for system identification. The underlying rationale behind Meta-L is to learn a good model
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initialization by training over many similar tasks [8]], and use it for fast adaptation to learn the new model using only a
small amount of data from the new learning task. Thus inspired, we advocate meta-learning to continuously and quickly
learn the model parameters in LTV systems.

The main contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows.

(1) We propose an episodic block model for the LTV system, where the model parameters are assumed to be constant
within each episodic block of length L but change from block to block. The block length L hinges upon the system
dynamics; and the faster the variation is, the smaller L is. Building on this proposed episodic block model, we leverage
meta-learning to learn a model initialization by making use of the model similarity across episodic blocks, thereby
addressing the challenges in system identification of LTV dynamics. The proposed Meta-L based system identification
consists of 1) offline Meta-L and 2) online adaptation, and it is akin to a recursive least square (RLS) estimator, with
interleaved usage of training data and testing data within each block and iterations across blocks.

(2) To the best of our knowledge, this work provides the first non-asymptotic analysis for the system identification
performance of Meta-L with general correlation structure in LTV dynamic systems. In particular, based on [29], we
devise a new two-scale martingale small-ball method to address the difficulties rooted in sample correlation and small
block sizes. The derived upper bound on the distance between Meta-L based model initialization and the underlying
parameters is sharp and encapsulates the impact of the model similarity and the sample size on system identification.

(3) Further, we characterize the model estimation error corresponding to the online adaptation using the model
initialization learnt from offline meta-learning. We devise a multi-step gradient descent algorithm and recast it as a
linear stochastic approximation algorithm with correlated samples. The upper bounds on the finite time error reveal that
the error between the model estimator and the underlying model decays exponentially.

It is worth noting that the selection of block length L in the episodic block model used to approximate the LTV
system can be nontrivial. As will be shown in Theorem |1} one can choose a smaller block length L to improve the
approximation accuracy of the episodic block model for the LTV system, and the meta-learning algorithm for offline
learning can yield a good model initialization as long as there is a large number of episodic blocks available. However,
the selection of L is more challenging for real-time learning which may necessitate an adaptive episodic block model
to approximate the LTV system; and this deserves further investigation. We note that related work [24] proposed a
time-varying model where the model parameters are assumed to follow a jump process and change independently
subject to the constraints on the average number of jumps in a given time window; in contrast, the proposed episodic
block model encompasses general correlation structure and makes it possible to leverage meta-learning as a promising
approach for system identification of LTV systems.

1.1 Related Work

Meta-Learning: Meta-learning has recently emerged as a promising solution for learning to learn. Both meta-learning
and multi-task learning aim to improve the performance by leveraging other related tasks. However, meta-learning
focuses on learning a good model initializer first and uses it for fast learning in a new task [26, 21} 30], whereas
conventional multi-task learning aims to learn all tasks simultaneously. One gradient-based meta-learning algorithm,
called MAML [8]], directly optimizes the learning performance with respect to an initialization of the model such that
fast adaptation from the initialization can produce good performance on a new task. A first-order method named Reptile
is proposed in [23] to circumvent the need of second derivatives in MAML. These approaches have been extended
to devise new reinforcement learning algorithms, which can perform significantly better than standard reinforcement
learning algorithms that learn from scratch [[10, 22, [25]]. However, there is a lack of fundamental understanding about
the performance of meta-learning with correlated samples in terms of the sample complexity required to achieve certain
performance. This work makes a first attempt to characterize the non-asymptotic estimation error for meta-learning
based system identification. And our study on Meta-L based adaptive control is underway.

System Identification: System identification is a fundamental problem in control theory, reinforcement learning and
signal processing. Most existing studies in this area have used mixing-time arguments, which rely on fast convergence
to a stationary distribution so that correlated samples can be treated roughly as if they were independent (see, e.g.,
[37, 20, [15, [18]). Recently, there has been increasing interest in non-asymptotic analysis of system identification.
Polynomial time guarantee in terms of predication errors for identifying stable linear systems is provided in [28} [11} [12].
The series of recent work [6l[7]] characterize a non-asymptotic convergence rate of the least-square estimator. Simchowitz
et al.[29] address the coupling between the covariate process and the noise process, and devise the innovative block
Martingale small ball (BMSB) method, based on which sharp non-asymptotic analyses is carried out for the sample
complexity of system identification in LTI systems. Taking one step further, [27] derives the finite time error bounds for
general LTI systems where eigenvalues of the model parameters are arbitrarily distributed in three different regimes,
i.e., stable, marginally stable and explosive.
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Figure 1: An episodic block model for the LTV system.

Nevertheless, system identification for LTV systems from a learning perspective remains not well understood. Existing
work on LTV system identification relies on time-domain recursion algorithms [2, (9] and the frequency domain analysis
[36], subject to restrictive assumptions. There are also some prior work on transforming LTV systems into LTI systems
to simplify the analysis. Tsatsanis et al. [32] transform the LTV identification into a LTI identification problem via
expanding coefficients onto a finite set of wavelet basis sequences. By assuming that the model parameters follow a
jump process model, [24] proposes a Thompson sampling-based learning algorithm for the Linear Quadratic control but
with no performance guarantee for system identification.

2 Problem Formulation

In this section, we introduce an episodic block model for LTV systems, building on which we explore meta-learning for
system identification. For ease of exposition, we study the system identification problem in the context of LQR with
LTV dynamics approximated by the episodic block model. It is clear that our analysis techniques for meta-learning
based system identification can be carried over to general LTV systems.

2.1 Episodic Block Model for LTV Systems

Consider a LTV system with the system dynamics satisfying x;11 = Ayxy + Byuy + wy, where x; € R™ is the system
state with zg = 0, u; € R™ is the action based on the state history {z, ..., 2o}, and w; ~ N (0,02 I,,) is the stochastic
disturbance. A; and B, are the unknown model parameters at time ¢ with proper dimensions.

Motivated by the widely used block fading channel model in time-varying wireless communication systems, we
advocate an episodic block model for the LTV system, where the model parameters are assumed to be constant within
each episodic block of length L but change from block to block. Note that the episodic block model with block length
L is used to approximate the underlying general LTV systems, in the same spirit as using piecewise linear functions to
approximate any nonlinear functions. L is a design parameter of choice, and the smaller L is, the more accurate the
approximation is. For a fast changing LTV system, L should be set small to guarantee approximation accuracy. Suppose
there are N episodic blocks. As shown in Figure[l} (4;, B;) = (A;,B;) fort € [(i — 1)L+ 1,iL] and i € [1, N],
and (A, By) varies from one block to another. In this work, we consider the general case where the model parameters
can be correlated across blocks. Further, departing from the standard assumption in meta-learning that the model
parameters follow a known distribution [8]], in this study we only assume that the parameter (A;, B;) lies in a compact
set © ¢ R(™+m)x7 where {4;} are within unit disk, as in very recent work [[14]]. And this assumption is made only to
facilitate the analysis of meta-L based system identification, given that meta-learning does not need the knowledge of
the compact set in implementation.

For convenience, define for each block d, G 4 = Zf;é AB,BY(AY)T and F} 4 = Zf;é Al (AT, as the finite time
controllability Gramians to capture the magnitudes of the system excitations induced by the control inputs and the noise
process. Let || A|| £ max || A4, || B|| £ max || Bql|, || A|| £ min || A4 and || B|| £ min || By||. We further assume that
there exist positive semi-definite matrices G, Fy, G, and F', such that
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Figure 2: Meta-L based system identification under the episodic block model.

We note that the above assumption would hold when { A;} are within unit disk (recall that the parameters (A4;, B;) lie in
a compact set ©). As expected, the performance of meta-learning based system identification hinges on the finite-time
controllability Gramians [29].

2.2 Meta-Learning based System Identification

Building on the episodic block model above, we next apply Meta-L to train a global model initialization (Ay, By) in
an offline manner, with data from historical episodes, such that (Ay, By) could be quickly adapted to learn the model
parameters (/L, BZ) for a new episodic block. As illustrated in Figure there are two main steps for Meta-L based
system identification, namely 1) offline Meta-L and 2) online adaptation.

Offline Meta-L: Without loss of generality, suppose there is a sequence of arbitrary realizations over D episodic
trajectories {71, T2, ..., 7p }, each with length L. The LTI dynamics for trajectory 7,4 is given by x¢41.4 = Aqzsq +
Byuy,q + wy g, for t € [0, L — 1]. Following [4], we assume that the system could be reset to zero initial state after
each trajectory, for offline learning only, to collect D trajectories, i.e., o4 = 0, and input u¢ 4 ~ N'(0,021,,), which
not only simplifies the analysis but is also important to deal with potentially unstable systems.

For convenience, we use 74(, j) := {4, Wi d; ---, Tj,d, Uj,d, Tj+1,4) to denote the sample trajectory from ¢ to j within

episodic block d. Let 24 == [(w1.a)T, (ur.a)T]T and ¢ := [A4, Ba). The dynamics for block d can be rewritten

aS Typ1,d4 = ¢} 20,4 + Wy As is standard, we define the loss function as £(7(i, ), (4, B)) := 2 321 _, 51 —

Azy, — Buy||3. Further, for each block d, the samples collected in the first M time steps, i.e., 74(0, M — 1), are taken
as the training set for that block, whereas the rest of the block, i.e., 74(M, L — 1), serves as the testing set. Denote

¢T := [Aqy, By] as the estimated model parameter of block d and ¢} := [Ag, By) as the Meta-L model initialization to
be learned. The offline Meta-L problem is given as follows:

H;in ZdDzl ﬁ(Td(MvL_ 1)7(1311)7 @)

subject to Ga = ¢g — AV L(T4(0, M — 1), dg),

where « is the learning rate. In general, the optimal Meta-L model initialization ¢ can be found as the solution to the
above optimization problem (see, e.g., [8} 16]).

Online Adaptation: As the system continuously evolves online (with no resetting), based on model initialization ¢}, the
model parameter ¢; of a new episodic block 7 can be obtained via online adaptation using M samples in the block, i.e.,

bi = b5 — aVL((0, M — 1), ¢5). @

In a nutshell, the Meta-L based system identification boils down to characterizing the solution to (I)) and (Z). In
particular, we seek to answer the following key questions: What is the distance between the Meta-L initialization ¢}
and the underlying true model parameter of a given block? How do the training dataset size M, the testing dataset
size L — M and the number of trajectories D, impact this distance? What is the impact of the model similarity across
different blocks on this distance? What is the estimation error after fast adaptation with a few samples only?



3 Performance Analysis of Offline Meta-Learning

Next, we quantify the distance between the Meta-L initialization and the model parameter of a given episodic block j,
ie., ||¢; — @;||. For convenience, define, for the training dataset of block d,

Tird = [T1,ds s TM,d)s Ztrd = [20,dy s ZM—1,d], Wer,d = [Wo,ds s Wrr—1,d];

and for the testing dataset of block d,

Tte,d = [TMA41,ds s TL,d)s Zte,d = [ZM,dys - ZL—1,d], Wie,d ‘= [WM,ds -+, WL—1,d];

Uia = diag(0.Gra + 0o Froa,001m), Ty = diag(0.Gy + 00 Fy,001m), L, = diag(02G, + 0o F,, 001m).
Further, define the following matrices:
Zag = (I — azirazira)2te,as Z = [Z1, ., ZD); Mla = (21e.q — Q2te a2traziy.a)ba, = [11, ..., 5]

T T T T TVT. 171 T T T T 5T T, TT
Wd = wte,d — azte,dztr,dwtr,d7 W = [Wl g oeey WD} 5 Wd = xte,d — azte,dz”‘,dxtr,da W = [W1 g ooy WD] .

The following result characterizes the Meta-L model initialization in terms of Z and W.
Lemma 1. For a matrix Z we denote by Z' its pseudo-inverse. The solution to the problem (@D is

¢ = (Z")'W = (Z2") (I +w).

It can be seen from Lemma that the Meta-L based model initialization ¢ can be viewed as a weighted sum of the true
model parameters for all D trajectories, with perturbation incurred by the noise process. Based on Lemmal(l] we next
investigate the distance between meta-initialization ¢}, and the true model ¢;, ||¢5 — ¢;|, aiming to quantify the impact
of the sample size and the model similarity on the estimation error.

To this end, we first apply SVD to Z7, ie., ZT = USVT where 3,V € Rm+tm)x(m+n) and 7 ¢ RP(L—M)x(mn)
Through careful manipulation, we have that

1
65 — &5l = 1(ZT) (P + Qu — Qo) SiT(HUTPH + U Qull + U Qo))
Amin(ZZT)
(Z;;ZJ - az%,lzthlzg;ul)(gﬁl - 9;) wt;m Zt;,lztr,lwt;r,l
(Zte,z - azm,zztr,zztr,z)(@ - ¢’j) Wte, 2 Zte,2%tr,2Wtr 2
where P £ ) , Qu = ) and Qo £
(ZtT;,D - azz;,DZtnthj;,D)(d’D - ¢j) the,D Zz;,DZtr,Dwz;,D

A few key observations are in order. Intuitively, U P encapsulates the impact of the model similarity across different
blocks, whereas UT Q,,, and U7 Q capture the impact of the noise process from the testing dataset and the training
dataset, respectively. To find tight upper bounds on ||} — ¢;||, there are a few challenges originating from the following
facts: 1) (sample correlation) Not only the elements of Z are dependent, Z is also correlated with P, @, and Qo; 2)
(small episodic block size) for a LTV system, the block size L and the training dataset size M could be small, which
impedes the usage of the standard tools for analyzing in-block properties based on large sample sizes.

To tackle these challenges, we devise a new two-scale martingale small-ball approach to deal with the correlation among
elements of Z and small block sizes, and then use a martingale-Chernoff bound method [29] to analyze the correlation
between the system state and the random disturbance.

3.1 Lower Bound on )\,,;,,(ZZ7): A Two-Scale Small-Ball Approach

Observe that

D
T T T T
27" = Zd*l(l - aztr,dztv‘,d)zte,dzte,d([ - aztr,dztr,d)- (3)

It follows that it would suffice to find a lower bound for 25:1 zte,dzg 4 provided that we can also find a lower bound

on I — azyy gz, uniformly for all D trajectories. Observe that 2521 Zte,dZL, 4 is the sum of sample covariances over
D episodic blocks, each being an independent martingale process conditioned on the realized model parameters in D
historical blocks. With this insight, we devise a two-scale small-ball method, in which a block martingale small ball
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Figure 3: A two-scale small-ball view of episodic blocks.

method is used to handle the correlation structure within each block and then Mendelson’s small ball method is applied
across episodic blocks jointly to find a lower bound accordingly. Such a two-scale approach enables us to quantify the
correlation structure with each block and then exploit the conditional independence of observations across blocks, given
realized model parameters, thereby yielding a sharper lower bound.

Specifically, as illustrated in Figure we treat the testing sequence {z q} for all D blocks together as a
‘super-sequence’. Then this ‘super-sequence’ can be treated as a combination of D independent martingale
processes where within each block the system state sequence is a martingale process with filtration given by
Fi = o(2Mdy - 2t.d, WM. dy -, Wt q). By dividing the testing sequence z;. q of each block d as a set of mini-
blocks with block size k, a martingale small-ball method is applied to evaluate the sample covariances within the entire
testing sequence. For the sake of completeness, we restate a generalized martingale small-ball condition [29] (cf. [19]
which is developed to deal with the correlation within each block).

Definition 1 (Martingale Small-Ball). Let (Z;);>1 be an {F;}i>1-adapted random process taking values in R.
We say (Z;)i>1 satisfies the (k,v,p)-block martingale small-ball (BMSB) condition if, for any j > 0, one has
. Zle P(|Z;+i| > v) > p almost surely. Given a process (X;)i>1 taking values in R%, we say that it satisfies the
(k, T s, p)-BMSB condition for T g, = 0 if. for any fixed u € S, the process Z; := (u, X;) satisfies (k, \/uTT gu, p)-
BMSB.

It can be shown that for each block, {2 4}1",; satisfies the (k, T 2, 4, p)-BMSB condition where k € [1, | L — M| /2].
Next, based on the observation that in fact each block as a whole also satisfies the small-ball condition, we apply
Mendelson’s small-ball method to evaluate the sample covariances of the entire super-sequence. define

10DM

- _ 2
)\éM3||BH2<1+3 log ) max{mo2,no’}.

It is clear that X is of order O (M max{mo?2,no?}), where the term O(-) encompasses some constants and ploylog
factors. With this two-scale small-ball approach, we can obtain the following result about the lower bound on
Amin(ZZ7T) as follows.

Lemma 2. Suppose that the learning rate satisfies that 0 < o < 1/, and for any k € [1, | L — M | /2], the number of
blocks D, training dataset size per block M and the block size L satisfy that

2 M 2 2
(1Y 5 p, o (0 D))
)‘min(ELk/Zj )

Then, for any § € (0,1), it follows that with probability 1 — 6,

_p2(L=M)/k] -
Amin(227) S DU - M)A —e s )= aN) A (L))
main - 48 .

The dependence on A, (EL k2] ) directly manifests the impact of the system “excitability" on the lower bound of the
minimum eigenvalue of the sample covariance matrix. In particular, the more the system is excited by the noise process,
the larger A\in(ZZ7) is. As expected, note that the impact of A,q0(I'as—1), i.€., the Gramians of the training process,
can be controlled via tuning the learning rate «.

3.2 Upper Bounds on |UTP||, |UTQ,| and |UT Q|

Upper bound on ||U™ P||: The term ||U” P|| captures the impact of the model similarity across different blocks on the
estimation gap. To obtain a fundamental understanding of this impact, we impose the following assumption.



Assumption 1. There exists a positive number Dy such that when D > Dy, for any sequence {¢4,d = 1,...,D} and
@i in the compact set © the following inequalities hold:

1 1
Y0 a-dll <m 53 lga— il < Ve “

Assumption [T|encapsulates the model similarity between offline episodic blocks and any block in terms of the average
distance (and the corresponding variance) between model parameters. This condition is mild in the sense that there
exist n and V, for (4)) to hold with high probability when {¢;} follows some distribution within the support in ©. For
instance, when ¢; follows a uniform distribution in ©, an upper bound on E[||¢4 — ¢;||] can be found in [3]]. Based on

the Law of Large Numbers, the sample average & 25:1 ll¢a — &:|| is close to the expectation E[||¢q — ¢;]|] when D is
large enough. Under Assumption 1, we have the following upper bound on ||UZ P||.
Lemma 3. Suppose Assumption 1 holds. With probability 1 — 6, the following inequality holds:

2
DiDimas (LFL_1 - (Zﬁgl;) ) (L — M>\/§. /C. DV,

Amin(ZZT)

U P|| <

)

where C, is some constant.

We relegate the bounds on |[UTQ,, || and |[UT Qo to the appendix, and state the main ideas here.

Upper bound on ||[UTQ,,||: Along the lines in [29], we study the quantities with U in terms of Z, since [|[UT Q.|| <
T

SUPyesn—1, uesmtn—1\{0} “sziq%“””, with S”~! being the unit sphere in R™. With a closer look in Z, it can be seen that

the weighted system state sequence remains a martingale process for each block. The key idea here is to control the

deviation of sum of independent sub-Gaussian martingale sequences by using the martingale-Chernoff bound approach

(cf. [29D).

Upper bound on ||[UT Qo||: Each row block Qg 4 = zg; dztr’dwt? 4 in the matrix Q) is intimately related to how the

training noise wt:'; 4 1s amplified during the system evolution, i.e., how the system is excited by wg;, 4- Once again,
we study this error term with Z. However, the martingale-Chernoff bound approach is not applicable here due to
the complicated correlation structure between z;¢ 4 and wy, ¢ within each block. Therefore, we develop bounds for

uT ZQov and || ZT u|| separately.

3.3 Summary of Main Results

Summarizing, we have the following theorem on the distance between the Meta-L based model initialization ¢ and the
true model parameter ¢; for a given episodic block j.

Theorem 1. Suppose Assumption 1 holds, and the learning rate o and block sizes satisfy:

_ P2 L(L—M)/k] )2
8

0<a< %, and D(l—e > max{Dy, Do}.

Then, for a given ¢; and some Cy, the following inequality holds with probability 1 — 56:
llps — &1l < Con + 0 (D_I/Q) \/W_F O ([D(L . M)]_1/2> ’

where

48 \mas <LFL71 -5( ?iElﬂtf)

,Pzt(LgM)/kJ

Co = .
(L= M)p*(1 —e )1 = ad)2Amin (L 2))

Based on Theorem [T} we have the following important remarks.

Benefits of Meta-Learning. To better understand the benefits of meta-learning in system identification of the linear
time-varying system, we first take a closer look at the optimal model initialization ¢y, and compare it with the solution by
using least square estimation over all D blocks (i.e., setting o = 0 and using all L samples for each block) in a noiseless
setup. Let zq = [20,d; ..., 2L—1,4)- As indicated by Lemmal[l} ¢} is a weighted sum of the true model parameters {¢4}
for all D trajectories, where the weight for block d is captured by (I — aztr’dzﬁy d)zte,dthe’ oI = aztr’dztj;’ 4)- Observe
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Figure 4: Illustration of the solution by using meta-learning vs. that based on least square estimation. The red circles
represent the model parameters for each block, the blue cross is the solution using meta-learning, and the green triangle
is the solution using least square estimation.

that the solution obtained by least square estimation is also a weighted sum of {¢,} where the weight for block d is
captured by 2427 instead. Intuitively, the least square estimator would always assign higher weights to the blocks with
‘larger’ model parameters, which would in turn generate a model initialization closer to the ‘larger’ model parameters.
In stark contrast, meta-learning assigns more ‘balanced’ weights across blocks, in the sense that a larger I — azt,,7dz£7 d

is used to scale a smaller 24 42[. ; in an intrinsic manner (see Figure 4| for examples). Therefore, meta-learning paves a
better way to utilize the information in each episodic block, thus leading to a smaller estimation error for a suitably
selected learning rate c.

Impact of M, L, D. It can be seen that the offline Meta-L distance ||¢; — ¢;|| can be decomposed into two parts: 1)
the error incurred by model dissimilarity captured by Cyn + O (D‘l/ 2) v/ Vg, and 2) the error caused by finite sample

sizes and the random noise process captured through O ([D(L — M)~V 2). In particular, this distance is linear in
model average distance 7, while the impact of model variation decays at a rate of 0 (D‘l/ 2). Besides, one can choose
a block length L as desired to control the approximation accuracy of the episodic block model for the LTV system, and
the offline Meta-L algorithm can yield a good model initialization as long as there is a large number of blocks (large D)

available (also corroborated by the experiments in the appendix).

The impact of the training dataset size M on the distance ||¢} — ¢, is not easy to tell, considering that both Cy

and the terms in O() depends on M directly or implicitly. To get some insights on the impact of M, we consider a
noiseless scalar system where both A and By are scalars. In this case, the distance ||¢; — ¢;|| is bounded from above

by Con + 0 (Dfl/ 2) +/Vy, and it suffices to understand how Cj changes with A/. When {A;} are in an open unit
disk, by taking a detailed look into Cy, Cj can be regarded as a function of M € [1,L — 1], i.e., h(M) = bLLf_if](\y),
where f(M) is a function of M with Vf(M) > 0and V2f(M) < 0. Let g(M) = f(M) + (L — M)V f(M). It can
be seen that VA(M) = ﬁ%w. Since Vg(M) = (L — M)V?f(M) < 0, Vh(M) could be (1) always non-negative,
or (2) first negative and then non-negative as )M increases, which indicates that the distance ||} — ¢;|| may (1) increase
or (2) first decrease and then increase with M. In a nutshell, there exists an optimal M for which the estimation gap is
minimized.

Impact of Model Similarity. In a noiseless system, given a set of D episodic blocks for offline Meta-L, the best
upper bound on ||¢} — ¢,|| that one can achieve is intimately related to 7, namely the average distance between any
{¢4,d =1,...,D} and ¢, in ©. In the presence of stochastic disturbance in the LTV system, Theoremreveals that
our upper bound only degrades to Cyn for a small constant Cjy, and our result holds for any realization sequence of
{¢q} regardless of the correlation structure among them.

It is clear that when D goes to infinity, the last two error terms in Theorem [T|diminish, whereas there still exists a gap
between ¢j and ¢; due to the model dissimilarity. This makes sense since meta-learning is used to find a good model
initialization point ‘close to’ all offline task models. Note that when the system is LTT (all blocks have same model
parameters), the term Cyn + 0 (D_l/ 2) \/‘7415 diminishes simply because the distance between block parameters is
zero. With D(L — M) samples for meta-learning, Theoremrecovers the nearly minimax optimal bound in [29] for
the identification of LTI systems with least square estimation.



4 Error Bound for Online Adaptation

Given the Meta-L initializer ¢}, the model estimator ¢; for a new block ¢ can be obtained via online adaptation by
using its samples only. Since there is no resetting in online adaptation, the states would ‘persist’ across different blocks,
which however does not affect the performance of online adaptation using samples in the new block. So we focus on
the adaptation of a single block. In what follows, we quantify the estimation error after online adaptation. Once again,
the challenge herein is originating from the small sample size and the sample correlation, such that existing techniques
based on large sample sizes and assuming that the system state is near the steady state would not work well here.

In light of this, instead of using the one-step gradient descent algorithm where all M samples are used in one shot as in
(2), we consider a M-step gradient descent algorithm with a trajectory of correlated samples {(z¢,;, us 4, l't+1,i)}£\i61
following the linear dynamics x4 ; = A;x¢; + Biue; + wi; = ¢zTZt,i + wy ;, and only one sample is used for every
step, i.e.,

Gi(t +1) = ¢i(t) — age(di(t)), &)

where §,(¢i(t)) 2 VL = zmz;flqgl(t) —zafy,; for0 <t < M —1and $:(0) = ¢p. It is worth noting that equation
(B) turns out to be a linear stochastic approximation (LSA) of the underlying model parameter ¢;. Hence, the problem
reduces to finding the finite time error bound of LSA with a trajectory of correlated samples following the linear
dynamics.

Preliminary on LQR: Based on the well-known result that the LQR problem in the LTI system can be solved with a
linear feedback policy u; = Kz, we assume that each block ¢ evolves with a stabilizing controller K (cf. [4] for the
controller synthesis) during the online adaptation, i.e., A; + B; K is a stable matrix with spectral radius p; < 1, thereby
generating a trajectory of M samples. The stationary distribution of the linear dynamics {z;} is N'(0, Ps,) = Voo
where P, uniquely solves the Lyapunov equation (A; + B; K )Py (A; + B;K)T — P, + I = 0. Furthermore, it has
been shown in [33]] that the S-mixing coefficient of LTI for ¢t > 1 with stable A; + B; K is

B(t) = SUPg>1 Egny [[IPz, (|0 = 7) — vVool[tw] < Cmpt

for constant C,,, any p € (p;, 1) and distribution v, where || - |4, refers to the total-variation norm.

Finite time error: Along the same line as in [1], let Cy = maxg,ce [|¢:|| and define proj,, £ argming, 4/ <c, |6 —
¢'|]2 as the projection operator onto a norm ball of radius C to circumvent unreliable estimators outside the ball.
Further, to mitigate the impact of the outlier samples with extremely large state values, the outlier samples z; ; are
projected onto a norm ball of radius C, < co:

~ A .
Zi 2 argming . <o 12 — 24l (6)

We caution that C, should be set to be large enough such that only extreme outlier samples would be projected as in (6).
Since there are only a few samples for online adaptation in each block, the likelihood of this happening is very small. We
use this projection for online learning because technically it is impossible to bound the spectrum of 2,2/ for only a few

samples. It follows that the ‘modified” gradient is given by gt(czgi(t)) = EmétTlél(t) — ét,i(d)iTém +wy;)T. Applying
g:(¢:(t)) and operator proj,, to (3), the update step can be transformed to bi(t+1) = projd)((&i (t) — g (i (t))).

For convenience, define Py, = [I K T]T Py [I K T]. Using a similar approach in the finite time analysis of
TD-learning [[1], we have the following result characterizing the finite time error.

Proposition 1. Suppose that the system evolves with a stabilizing controller K during online adaptation and that the

learning rate o satisfies o < 2)\1‘;&5). With the model initialization ¢y, we have
N C . 2aMC
E iM— 1‘2<a7gA+1—2a)\min oo]V[ 5 — 12+—¢$A s
1960 = il < 520 (P (15 = i + =t

for some constant Cy and Cy.

Clearly, for a sufficiently small learning rate, the gap between the parameter ngSz(M ) and the underlying parameter ¢;

decreases exponentially. Moreover, the larger A,,;,,(Px) is, the faster the convergence is. Different controllers for
the LQR in block 7 can be then designed based on the model estimation using online adaptation, with performance



characterized by the model estimation error (see Appendix H for details). It is worth noting that for a large sample
size when the system nearly approaches its steady state, the finite time error bound about LSA in [31] can be directly
applied here, which indicates an exponential decay about the mean squared estimation error. Note that the result in
[29] shows that the maximum squared estimation error for the least square estimator (LSE) decays linearly with the
sample size when the sample size is large enough. Our simulation studies (relegated to Appendix J) indicate that
when the underlying model is near the Meta-L initialization, the recursive LSA starting from this initialization clearly
outperforms the LSE for small sample sizes.

5 Conclusions

System identification plays a critical role in characterizing the fundamental limits of reinforcement learning algorithms
in a LTV system. In this study, we propose an innovative episodic block model for the LTV system and leverage meta-
learning for system identification therein. We carry out a comprehensive non-asymptotic analysis of the performance
of Meta-L based system identification with correlated samples. With the proposed two-scale martingale small-ball
approach for offline Meta-L, the derived upper bound on the distance between Meta-L based model initialization and
the underlying model parameters is sharp and encapsulates the impact of the model similarity and the sample size on
system identification in LTV systems. Furthermore, by leveraging recent advances in linear stochastic approximation,
our results on online adaptation with correlated samples indicate that the error between the model estimation and the
underlying model decays exponentially.
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A Proof of Lemma 1

Lemma 1. For a matrix Z we denote by Z' its pseudo-inverse. The solution to the problem (@ is

o5 = (Z1)'W = (Z")T (I +w).
We first calculate the one-step gradient descent update. Observe that
2
2)
=
=3 (Z (@41 — G 20) " (L1 — ¢dTZt)>

t=M

L-1
‘C(Td(M7L - 1),455) S % (Z

t=M

2T | Tt
Tip1 — Py [Ut}

| =

t=M
It follows that )
OL(Ta(M,L —1),9T)

2
Similarly, the derivative of £(74(0, M — 1), ¢}") can be obtained as follows:

L (M-
L(7a(0,M = 1),¢5) = 3 (Z Tip1 — Bp {zt}

Ut
t=0

T T
= Zte,d%te,dPd — Fte,dTte -

and
OL(1a(0, M — 1), ¢5)

Oy

Then, the relation between qu and ¢y follows immediately:

T T
= Ztr,dztr,d¢0 = Ztr,dTird-

5 T
ba = Qg — QZtr.dZer qP0 + WZtr dTirds
0pq

_ T
— =] - Q2tr dZr d-

ol

L—-1
=5 (Z (||33t+1|\§ + (—we1) T 0q 2 + 2 Ga(—w141) + ZtT¢d¢§Zt)

)

)

) |

()

€))

(10)

Now we are ready to compute the optimal meta-parameter ¢;. For convenience, we define the meta-learning objective

function as:
D

F(¢0> £ Zﬁ(Td(MvL - 1)’(£d)'

d=1

It can be shown that by setting

D
OF (¢e
D00) S (1~ izl ) el ald — 7m0 0)60)
o —

D
+ Z (I - aztndth;,d)(azte,dzt?dztr,dxtj;,d - Zte,dxz;,d)

d=1

A

)

we can have that

D
D (I = azipazh g) zieazte o(I = aziraziy ) b0)
d=

D
T T T T
= E (I - aztﬁdztr,d)(zteydxte,d - O‘Zt&dzte,d‘z“’,dxtr,d)'

12

(1)



Let Zg = (I — azr a2, g)te,a and Z := [Zy, ..., Zp). It follows that

T T T
Tie,1 — Qe 12tr, 1011

T T
Tie2 — AZe 22tr,204r 2

AR A : (12)

T T T
Lie,p = OZ4e DRtr,DTyyr D

which indicates that

r T T T
xte,l - a'zte,lz“‘,lxtnl
L, —azf oz 0zt
¢* B (ZT)T te,2 te,2°tr, 2% ¢r,2
6 — .
T T T
| Tte,D = YZte, D#tr,DLiyr D
=ZT'w
T T T T
Zhe 1 D1+ Wie 1 — Q240 12601 (24,101 + Wir 1)
T T T T
T Zie,2P2 + Wig o — Q2o 22tr,2(24r, 202 + Wiy 2)
= (z")1 ) (13)
T T T T
_Zte,Dd)D + Wie. D — a’zte,Dz“’aD(ztr,D(bD + wt?”yD)
T T T T T T
(Zt:,g,l - azgg,lztnlztjg,lwl wtjg,l - az%g,lztﬁlwtjf,l
Tt (Zte,2 - azte,ZZtT722tr,2)¢2 Wie 2 — AZie 22tr,2Wiy 9
— (27 , + .
T T T T T T
(Zte,D - azte,DZtTaDZtr,D)¢D Wie,p — ¥Rt pZtr,DWyy D

Lz I+ w).

B Proof of Lemma

Lemma 2. Suppose that the learning rate satisfies that 0 < o < 1/, and for any k € [1, | L — M | /2], the number of
blocks D, training dataset size per block M and the block size L satisfy that

2| -k 2 . A2 (T
D(lie,p s ) Y, (m+;1) (Tle2)) |

Then, for any § € (0, 1), it follows that with probability 1 — 6,

_PA(L—M)/k] <
Nin(227) > 25T M)p(L e =)A= ) Amin (o))
min - 48 .

Note that
D

777 = Z(I - OéZtr,dZﬁd)Zte,dZ;d(I - ozztr,dzﬁd). (14)
d=1

To obtain the lower bound of ZZ7', we first find a high-probability lower bound on the term I — 2ozztr,dz3;7 4 such that
the right hand side of (T4) can be bounded from below by the sum of testing data correlation over all D blocks.
Lemma B.1. For any block d with model parameter ¢4 € © and § € (0, 1), the following inequality holds:

J

2(m +n) Mle] <!

2
]P)|:Ztr,dzt:£,dﬁ ( 5

Proof. Recall that for d-th block,

T T

T _ |Ttd T T 71 _ |TtdTigq  TedUy g
Zt,d?t,.d = [xt,d U’t,d} = .

Ut,dly g  Ut,dUs g



Given g = ¢4 211,40+ wi—1,4, we have E[xt,duzd] = E[uy,ax{ 4] = 0 since 2 4 and u; 4 are independent, where the

expectation is taken with respect to the control action u; 4 ~ N'(0,021,,) and the noise w; ~ N(0, 02 I,,). Moreover,

!
Tii1,d = AaTtd + Baur,a + wea = Agea + wi g,

where w; , £ Bauys.q + wy g and w) , ~N(0,02B4BY + 02 1,,). It can be shown that

(Z Adwllf—l—i,d> (z_:(wé—l—i,d)T(Ail)T>
i=0
t—1

= A(02B4B] + oo 1) (A"
i=0
= Uth7d + Ungt,d

Elz, da:t d

and
]E[utydug:d] = 021,,.

From the definition of I'; 4 and I"p/_1, it follows that

M-1
T
Elztr, dztrd Z 2t dzt d| = Z E[Zt,dzt,d]
t=0

_ [N (02Gha+ 02 Fa) 0
0 M(f?lfm
M(c2Gnrr—1,a + 02 Frr—1,4) 0
0 Mo?l,,
< MTy (15)

Appealing to Markov’s Inequality, we conclude that

2(m+n
P [zt,.ﬂzg.,d £ (5)MFM_1]

_ _ 2m +n
=P {Am((Mer) Y2 razi a(MT 1)~ ?) > (5)]

o
[ (M T )
“2(m+n) (MTar-1)"" 20,020, a(MTar 1)~ /%)
5 - —
SmE [TT((MFM,l) 1/2Ztr,d2tz;’d(MFM71) 1/2)}
0
<=
2
where the last inequality holds because of (T3). -

B.1 Upper bound on )\mm(ztr,dzﬁ 2

In what follows, we aim to obtain a tighter upper bound on ;4 (ztr’dzg;,_ 2

Lemma B.2. Forany 6 € (0, 1), the following inequality holds:

_ 10M \ 2 1
P[/\max(ztr,dzﬁd) < M3||B||2(1 +34/log 5 ) max{mag,nofu}} >1- 7
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Proof. First, it clear that

M-1
T T
)\maw(ztr,dztr,d) :)\mag; Z anzt’d
t=0

M-1

<Tr Zzt,dth’d
t=0
M-1 M-1

=Tr th,dxf,d +Tr Zut,d“z,d
t=0 t=0

We next seek upper bounds on T'r (Zfi o xt,dmtTd) and T'r (Zfi . ut,du;":d), respectively.

(1) For the term T'r (Zt]\i 61 xndxz?d), through sophisticated manipulation, we can have the following with regard to

Ty ax L, given zg g = 0:

t—1 t—1
T _ t—1—i T pT AT\t—1—i t—1—i T [ 4T\t—1—i
Tt,dTiq = E :Ad Bau; qu; 4By (Ag) + E Ay T wiqw; g(Ay)
i=0 i=0
T
t—1t—1 t—1t—1
t—1—1 T T\t—1—j t—1—1 T T\t—1—j
+ E E Ad ZBdui,dwj’d(Ad) 7+ E E Ad leui,dwj,d(Ad) J
i=0 j=0 i=0 j=0
t—1 t—1 t—1 t—1
t—1—i T BT 4T\t—1—j t—1—i T  AT\i—1—j
+D 0> AT Bausaul  BI(AD) T4 Y AT wiaw] o (A7) T
i=0 j=0,j#i =0 j=0,j#i

Note that
AL Bau qul o BY (AY) 1+ Ay T wg qw] (AF) T — AL Baug gw) g (AT
T M
— A By T B (AT) T — Ty (AT 4 A T g (AT
—uigBg (A7)
=[A " Bau g — AZfl*jwj_,d] (AT " Baug g — Atil*jwjyd]T

d
=0.

It then follows that

t—1 t—1
T t—1—i T T AT\t—1—i t—1—i T [ gT\t—1—i
Tt,dTyq 2 E :Ad Bdui,dui,dBd (Az) “+ E Ay wi,dwi,d(Ad) !
i=0 i=0
=1 t—1
t—1—i T Ty AT\E—1—i t—1—j T [ AT\E—1—j
+ § E [Ay " Bauiau; ¢ By (Ag) Ay wjaw; g(Ag) 9]
i=0 j=0
t—1 t—1 t—1 t-1
t—1—i T BT/ AT\i—1—j t—1—i T [ AT\E—1—j
+ § E Ay " Baugauj 4By (Ag) T+ E E Ay T wiqw; g(Ag) ’
i=0 j=0,j#i i=0 j=0,j#i
t—1 t—1
t—1—i T pT AT\t—1—i t—1—i T [ AT\t—1—i
=(t+1) E Aq T'Baugau; Bg (Ag)"T T+ (E41) E A T twiawg g(Ag )
i=0 i=0
=1 =1 -1 -1
t—1—i T BT/ gT\t—1—j t—1—i T [ AT\E—1—j
+ E E Ay T'Bauiquj By (Ag) T+ E E A "y, qw; 4(Ag) /
i=0 j=0,j#i i=0 j=0,j#i
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which indicates that

M-1

T
E Lt,dT¢ q
t=1

M M—j M M—j
jMZ Z A Bduz ,dW;, dBd AT =y MZ A) _1wi dwde(Ag)j71
j=1 i=0 J=11=0
M t—1 — M t—1 t-—1
+Z Z At 1— ZBduz qu) dBd AT t—1—j +Z At 1— ZULL AW d(AT)t 1— _7
t=1 i=0 j=0,j#i t=1 i=0 j=0,j#1¢

Therefore, the trace T'r (Zggl xt7dz§d) can be bounded from above as follows:

M-1
E T
T .Tt7dxt7d
t=0

M M—j M—j
<M ZT’/‘ Z AJ 'Bau; AU, T BT (AT =Y + M ZTT Z Afi_lwﬁdwiT’d(AdT)j*l
j=1 =0 1=0

M t—1 t-—1

+3 3 > TrlAYT T Byug gt B (AY) )
t=1 i=0 j=0,j#i
M t—1 t—1

+ZZ Z Tr[Af[lfiwivdwfd(Ag)t_l_j].

t=1 i=0 j=0,j#i

Next, we first find an upper bound on T'r [EM T AT Byug qul BT (AT)) _1} . It can be shown that

M—j M—j
> A Byui qul  BY (A7) Y| = Tr | A7 Ba( D ui,dufd)BdT(Ag)jI]
i=0 i=0
= Tr | B} (AT)—1 AT By( Z ui,dufd)]
i=0
< Amaa (BY (A7)~ 45 BT (Z uud“f)
i=0
< ||AY Byl P Tr <Z uz-yduzjd>
i=0
where the first inequality holds because the following is true based on Von Neumann’s trace inequality:

Amin(X)Tr(Y) < Tr(XT) < Apaa(X)Tr(Y) (16)
for positive semi-definite matrices X and Y. Therefore, it suffices to bound T'r (Ef‘igg ui7dufd) from above.
LetU; = ZMO_j U; duZTd It is clear that ¢ follows a pseudo Wishart distribution SW,,, (M — j, 021,,,) considering that

the dimension m is generally larger than the training size M. Based on [13]], there exists a matrix ) € R *"s such that

U; = QZ/{ QT , where r; is the rank of U; (r; < m) and Z/{ follows a Wishart distribution, i.e. L{ W, (M J, IT]).
Hence

M—j
r (Z ui’duiT’d> =TT(QZ/~{J~QT)
i=0
=Tr(Q"QU;)

S)\mar (QTQ)TT( j)
:UgTT(Z/?j)7
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such that
> Az‘leui,duZdBﬂAf)“] < 02| A% By|PTr (). 17)
1=0

Following the same line, it can be shown that

M—j
Tr ZAé‘lwz,ded(AdT)“] o2 || AL PTrOW;) (18)

where W; ~ Wy, (M — J, 1,,) for some g; < n.
For the term Tr[A} '~ Byu; qul ;B (A})'~'77], we have
Tr[Ag_l_inuiydu}deg(Ag)tflfj]
<ml|Ag" " Bauiauj 4B (Aq) ||
<ml| Ay Ball | A Balllui,au o
<m|| AL T Byl |A T Bal| T (usaul ). (19)

And similarly,
Tr[AL  ws qw? (AT 19 < nf| AP AL T (wi aw] ). (20)

Combing (I7) - (20), we can obtain that

M-1 M M
r < > ift,divf,d) <Ma2 Y (|45 BalTr(Uy)] + Moy, > (1|45 P Tr (W)
t=0 j=1 7j=1
M t—1 t—1 ) )
+my > > (AT T Ballll Ay Bal Tr(ws auj )]
t=1 i=0 j=0,j#1
M t—1 t—1

—|—nzz Z ||Afi_1_iAfj_1_j||Tr(wi7dij,d)]

t=1i=0 j=0,j#i

M M
<Mo?||B|? ZTr(zZ{j> + Mo, > Tr(W
j=1
M t—1 t—1
+m||B|]? ZZ Z Tr(ui,du;‘fd)
t=1i=0 j=0,j#i

M t—1 t-—1

+n Z Z Z Tr(wiydij’d).

t=1 i=0 j=0,j#i

Moreover, since U; ~ Wy (M — J, 1)), Tr(U;) ~ ij( M—y» for which we have the following high probability
bound:

P(Tr(U;) < Mm + 2V Mma + 2a)
U;

>P(TrU;) <r;j(M —J)+2¢/ar;(M — J) + 2a)

>1—e ¢ 21
for any @ > 0. Similarly, we have

P(Tr(W;) < Mn +2VMna +2a) > 1 — e~ (22)
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For the term Tr(ui}duz 1) based on the Chernoff bound, we can have

P[Tr(ui,dufd) < b]

>1 — inf e PE[P T (w0t )]
c>0

1 - iuf V[ S v 9]
c>0

=1—infe H Eletwia(k)ws.a(k)]
k=1

c>0
1 m
=1— inf e ——
0<e<1/02 (1 — okc?)
>l—e ﬂb"% (z)—m/2
- 2 )

which implies that

P [Tr(uiydu;{d) < V202 (a’ - % log g)} >1—e

for a’ > 0. Following the same line, we can obtain the following for the term 7'r (wi,dwfd):

P [Tr(wi’dij’d) < V202 (a’ - glog g)} >1—e @,

Based on (Z21) - (24), it follows that

M-1
_ / 10M 10M
P[ﬂ(th,ded)<M2a§||B||2(Mm+2 Mmlog —— + 2log ——
t=0
/ 10M 10M
+ M?02 (Mn + 24/ Mnlog 5 + 2log 5 )

_ 10M3 10M3
202mM?3||B||? log ——— 202 nM?3log —————
+\faam | B||* log 5(r/2)m 7 +\fgwn og 5(7r/2)”/2}

>1 - —.

(2) Next, for the term T'r (Zivi 51 ut}dutTd), it can be seen that

where @7 4 ~ N'(0, I,) and U ~ x3,,,. Therefore,

= / 10 10 5
Tr (Z ut,duz:d> < o(Mm +2 Mmlog? +210g5)] >1- 0"

t=0

P

18
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In a nutshell, we can obtain that with probability 1 — 6/2, the following holds:

)\maw (Ztr,dzg;-,d)

_ 10M 10M
<M26%|[BI2(Mm + 2/ Mm log 05 +210g0T)
/ 100 10M
+ M?02 (Mn + 24/ Mnlog 05 +210gOT)

_ 10M3 10M3
202mM?3||Bl|? log ———— 202 nM3log ——
+ faam | B||* log 5(x /272 + fgwn og 3(x /2

/ 10 10
+ 02 <Mm—|—2 Mm10g5+21og6>
_ / 10M 10M 10M3
2 2 2
10M 10M 10M3
2 2
+ M?02(Mn + 24/ Mnlog 5 +2logT+\/§MnlogW)
/ 10 10
+ 02 (Mm+2 Mm10g6+210g5>
_ 10M 10M
§M3m02||B||2(1+31/logT)2—|—M3n(1—|—3\/log 5 )2

2
a = 10M
§M3||B||2<1+3 log 0(5 ) max{mai,naz,}. (25)

B.2 Lower bound on \,,;,,(ZZ7)

Note that
10DM

— _ 2
AéM3||BH2<1+3 log ) max{mo?,no?}.

Based on Lemma and by setting the learning rate 0 < a < 1/, we can have ming{ \pin (I — aztr’dzf,r, D>
1—aX>0,ie., I —azypazl g = (1 — aX) > 0, with probability 1 — §/2. Consequently, we have the following
result about the lower bound on A,,;,(ZZ T):

Lemma B.3. With probability 1 — 6/2 for any 6 € (0, 1), the following inequality holds:

1—a))? D
)\mzn(ZZT> 2 %)\mzn (Z Zte,dztj;d) .
d=1

Proof. To prove Lemma|[B.3| let E = I — a2y a2{, 4 = 0, and we first show that
1
————FGE - G 26
(1 —aX)? - (26)
for G € RUm+m)x(m+n) and G » 0.
For ease of exposition, let E = = FE and C = EGE. Then C - 0. Based on Corollary 7.6.5 in [13], there exists a
nonsingular matrix § € R(m+m)x(m+n) guch that

C = SIST and G = S©S7

where ¥ = diag(dy, ..., dp,+r) is diagonal. To show C = G, it suffices to show S(I — Z)ST > 0, which is the case
ifand only if all d; < 1fori € [1,m + n].
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To show d; < 1fori € [1,m + n], it is worth to note that
GC™'=808T(8T)"18 1 = gxus~ L.

Hence, GC ™! is similar to 3, and they have the same eigenvalues dy, ..., d;,+. Moreover, according to Lemma 5.6.10

in [13]], there exists a matrix norm ||| - ||| such that the following holds for the spectral p(GC 71):
p(GC™Y) = p(G(E)"'G Y (E)™)

<||GE)'GHE)
<|[lGE)'G |- IIE) ]
<[PGE)'G ) +alp(BE) +

P(E™) +e]’

[ 1,% r

<1

forsome 0 < e <1 — 5 1~_(£E’7)' Therefore, (Z6) holds.

Next, let G = zte,dtheyd + €51 for €5 > 0. Hence, G - 0. It follows that
E(Zte,dztj;,d + EQI)E t (1 — 055\)2(21:@7(122;7(1 + 621)
such that

D D
ZE Zte dzte s+ eE = (1—-a))? Z zte’dthe’d + ex).
d=1 d=1

It can then be seen that

D D
Amin (Z E(zte,dzg;’d + 621)E> > (1 — aX)*Mnin (Z Zte dztj;d) +e2D(1 — a))?
d=1

d=1

and

o)

D D
Amin (ZE Zte,dztj;,d + 62])E> < Anin (Z Ezte7dZ£,dE> + €2Amaz <Z EE) .
d=1

d=1 d=1

Therefore, we can have

D
/\’min (ZZT) :Amin (Z Ezte,dzg;,dE>

d=1
D D
>(1 — @A) Amin (Z zte’dzt{,yd> + eD(1 — al)? — €A maz (Z EE> .
d=1 d=1

(1—a5\)2)\mm(25:1 zte,dz};’d)
2Amax (L, EE)-D(1—-aX)?]"

1—a))? D
AmML(ZZT) Z %Amin <Z Zte,dzg;’d> .
d=1

Let ey = We can obtain that
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B.3 Lower bound on \,,,;, (ZdD:l zte,dzg;,d)

To obtain a lower bound on /A, (ZZ7), it suffices to find a lower bound on A,y (25:1 zte,dz;d). Note that

D D L-1
T T
E Rte,d?te,d — E E 2t,d%t,d>
d=1 d=1t=M
which indicates that
D D L-1
A T _ ; 2 27
min Zte,d%te.q | = min (2t,d,u)", (27
’ ueSm+n—1
d=1 d=1t=M

where ST~ denotes the unit sphere in R™ ", Hence, it reduces to find a lower bound of the right hand side of the
equation (27).

Given any realization sequence of D blocks {¢,4}, if we put the testing sequence for all D blocks together as a
‘super-sequence’, this ‘super-sequence’ can be then regarded as a combination of D independent martingale processes
where within each block the sequence of the system states is a martingale process with respect to the filtration
Fi = 0(2Mdy s Zt,dy Wi, ds ---, Wt,q)- Therefore, finding a lower bound of reduces to quantifying the covariates
z¢,q for the super-sequence.

To this end, we propose a two-scale small-ball method. More specifically, by dividing the testing sequence 2. 4 of each
block d as a set of mini-blocks with block size k, a martingale small-ball method is applied to evaluate the covariates
within the entire testing sequence. Next, observing that in fact each block as a whole also satisfies the small-ball
condition, we apply the Mendelson’s small-ball method once again to evaluate the sample covariances of the entire
super-sequence.

To this end, we first need to check if the sequence {zt7d}t20 satisfies the Martingale small-ball condition [29].

Lemma B.4. For any block d, let x q be any initial state in R™. Then, the process z q satisfies the (k,T |} 2) 2%)-
BMSB condition for k € [1,|L — M]/2].

Proof. Consider the d-th block 1414 = Aqxt.a + Bauta + wiq, where zoq € R™, a;q ~ N(0,021,,) and

wi,q ~ N(0,02 I,,,), we can have
-1

t T, ../
Tra = AgTo,d + E Aqwy_q1_; 4.

i=0
Since w; 4 ~ N(0,0;BaBj + 02,1,), we have x4 4| Fry, ~ N(Ayw1,.4,02Gy.a + 07, Fia), such that
x Alx 02Gyq+ 02 F 0
e e n (] [ 8 ) eamers

Hence, (u, 2y +1,d) ~ N ({u, pr.a), uT Ty qu) for u € S™"~1 It can be shown that for k € [1, [L — M | /2]

k
1 3
z E: ( u, Ze.a)| > \/UTFLk/QJ,dU> 2 55

indicating that for each block d the process z; 4 satisfies the (k,T'|1 /2] a5 %)-BMSB condition. O]

Therefore, if we divide 2. 4 for each block d as | (L — M) /k| mini-blocks, each with size k, the process z; 4 for each
mini-block satisfies the (&, ' /2).4, %)-BMSB condition given any fixed u € S™*t" 1,

For ease of exposition, we first take a look at the scalar case. More specifically, suppose we have D independent blocks,
each with size M := L — M and any initial state, and each block {zt,d}l <t<il is a scalar process that satisfies the
(k,vq,p)-BMSB condition. Denote S = LM\ /k]. The following result in [29] characterizes the property for such
sequences:

Proposition B.1. [29] Let {z; 4}+>1 be a scalar process that satisfies the (k,vq, p)-BMSB condition. Then,

>1l—e

M 2
Z ’Udp kS > _STP2.

21



v 2, 2 p2
Let Xg= Y0 22, Wy =" kSandk = 1 — ¢~ . Itis clear that the larger vq and k are, the tighter the lower
bound on X is. This is also one of the main reasons that we devise a two-scale small-ball method to differentiate the
correlation structure within each block and the conditional independence of system states across different blocks, given
the sequence of D blocks. Then from Proposition We conclude that the super-sequence {X,4}2_, with independent
elements satisfies the small-ball condition [19], i.e., P[X; > Wy] > . Hence, based on a binomial estimate, we can
obtain a high-probability lower bound of the sum over the super-sequence.

Proposition B.2. Suppose all the block parameters lie in a compact set ©, and for each block X 4 satisfies the small-ball

condition that P[ Xy > W] > k where Wy = “"p kS. Denote t = max{||vq||} and v = min{||vg||} as the maximum
and the minimum of ||vq|| over ©, revpectlvely Then

2,2 2,4
ZXd DKSkp v < exp _2fo v
9+

Proof. Consider the following Bernoulli random variables
Rys=1 (Xd > Wd) ,Vd c [].,D],
where P(R; = 1) > k. Itis easy to check that X; > Wy Ry, such that for some constant C the following holds:

D M

ZZztd<Cl _P[ZXd<Ol

d=1t=1

(29)

<P [Z WaRg < C4

Since R;’s are independent random variables, we can find an upper bound on P [Zle WiRg < Cl} in 29) by
studying the concentration behavior.

Moreover, observe that
Er, [Wde] = Wd]P)[Rd = 1] > kWy. 30)

and 0 < W R, < ’728‘” ’ kS. Based on Hoeffding’s Inequality, we can have that

D D D
ZWde — HZWd < —EKZWd‘|
<P [Z WyRq — Z Eg,[WaRd] < ek Z Wdl

d=1

Sexp{ze ’i (Zd:1Wd) }

P

Dv*p*k252 /64
{ 2€2H2DU4}
<ex - (-
4

Taking € = % it follows that

lz WaR4 <

Combining with (29), Proposition [B.Z]can be proved. O

Propositionimplies that for a fixed u € S™T"~1, we can have a point-wise lower bound for ZdD=1 ZtL;I&I (2,4, u)%:

D L-1
D(L — M)p°k 2Dk?
P lz Z<Zt,d7u>2 S (]-Q)UTFUC/QJU] S exp {_WIA%ZH(FLk/zJ)} . (31)

d=1t=M

Based on (27), we need to obtain a lower bound of min, e gmin—1 Y0y i (2., u)? from this point-wise lower
bound. This step can be achieved by approximating this minimum with an e-net. More specifically, we use the following
two lemmas in [29] to show this. Denote by Sy the set of all points = € R™*+" such that || M ~1/2z]||, = 1 for a given
M € Rm+m)x(m+n) and M - 0.
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Lemma B.5. Let Q € RmT)*DIL=M) gnd consider matrices 0 < Tynin =< Tinaz € ROVTIX040) Lot T he g 1/4-
net of Sr,, . in the metric |\F,1,{§m()||2 Then if inf e u? QQTu > 1 and QQT < Tpnaw, we have QQT = Tpin /2.

min

Lemma B.6. Let 0 < Iy < Dinge € ROVTIXA1) - and let T be a minimal € < 1/2-net of Sr.,,.. in the norm

— 4 — min

T3 () |2 Then, log(|T1) < (m +n)log (1 + 2) + log(det(Tmaz Tt ))-

Lemma@] characterizes the relationship between the pointwise lower bound and uniform lower bound when covering
S™+n=1 with a 1/4-net, while Lemma estimates the cardinality of the 1/4-net 7 based on a standard volumetric
argument. Armed with these two Lemmas, we are ready to prove Lemma[2}

Denote Zy. = [2te,1 - Zte,D] € R(m+n)xD(L=M) guch that Z;.Z r Zd 1 Zte dzte 4= Zd 1 Zt Ve dzt -
First, along the same line as in Lemma|[B.T] we can show that

4(m +mn)

5 D(L - M)FL—l = Fmaw <

(32)

o

P [ztezg; £

Let Q = Zi and Iy, = D(L%WQWQJ. Denote the event by €3 := {Z;c ZL, # T'mas}. We have that

lz Zte,d%ie,d % FU@/QJ]

D L-1
D(L — M)p?
<P [Elu eT: Z Z (zt.4,u)? < quﬁtk/%ukg

+ ]P)[€2}
d=1t=M 12

2DK% _
<expy — 97/\"”% (E\_k/2j) + (m + n) log(g) + IOg d@t( mll»Kszn)

L9
4
2D 2 maz

+ (m +n)log ((m n n)A}nm(me)> } + g

(a) 2Dk
gexp{ o5t )\fnzn(FLk/Qj)—i—(m—kn)log(Q)+(m+n)log(

96(m + n)
6p2(1 _ _pﬂ(L—gM)/kJ )
TT’(FL 1)

B 1
4 (m+n)log (m+n> + (m +n)log ((m+n))\mm(FLk/2J)> } "
8><96<m+n)>

IS

®) 2D )

op*
Tr(Tr 1) 1 0
log [ ——— 1 4
*(mtn) Og( m+n ) F s n)los <(m+”)km¢n(FLk/2J)> }+ 1
2D 6 m-+n Tr(T—
§exp{ o Ain(L (k/2)) + 4(m +n) log (W) + (m+n)log (M)
+ (m+n)log ! +§
(m + n)Amin (L 1/2)) 4
2D 6 + ) Ty |, 6
< B 2 S~ — 1
_exp{ 951 )‘mm(FLk/%) + 4(m + n) log ( 5p > =+ (m + n) log <)\mzn(FLk/2J) + 4
(©§
<77
-2
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where (a) is true because T7(I'naz) = 4(m + n)D(L — M)Tr(I',_1) /8, (b) holds because k < £ p € (0,1] and
1 —e™® > & forx € (0,1], and (c) is true if

_ P2 (L=M)/k] 2
Dl1l-—e 8

N2 (FU(J/QJ) <4) 6(m + n) Tr(Tr—1)
>t = Log | = ) +4(m+n)log (> +(m+n)log | —=——] 7.
2220 (L lk/2)) 0 op Amin (L5 /2))

Therefore, we can conclude that with probability 1 — %,

_p2 L —M)/k)

D
D(L— M)p*(1—e
Amin (E zte,dz£7d> > 51 Amin (L [k /2)-
d=1

Combining with Lemma [B.T|and based on the union bound, we can have that with probability 1 — §

_p2(L—M)/k)
8

D(L - M)p*(1 —e )1 = @A) Anin (T 1 /2))

48 ’

thus finishing the proof of Lemma 2]

C Proof of Lemma[3

Lemma 3. Suppose Assumption 1 holds. With probability 1 — 6, the following inequality holds:

2
DnAmas (LFH -5 (2M'n) ) +(L - M),/2/CDV;

IUTP| < ;
Amin(ZZ7T)
where C, is some constant.
Note that [|[UTP|| < sup T‘Z#fﬁ. For convenience, denote Z = [Z; --- Zp| with Zg; = (I —
veS™ 1 ues™ 1\ {0}
aztr,dztj;’d)zte,d, and P=1[P --- PD}T with Py = ZdT(qﬁd —¢;). Let Yy £ uTZng(gbd — ¢;)v. Itis clear that

D D
u"ZPv = "u"ZyZ] (¢a — dj)v=> Y
d=1 d=1

which is a sum of D independent random variables {Y;}2_; for given u, v and the blocks {¢,}. In what follows, we
first take a closer look at the random variable Y, by studying its expectation and variance.

1) Since E[Y,] = uTE[Z4Z1)(¢a — ¢j)v, we focus on E[Z,Z7]. Following the same line in the proof of (26), it can
be shown that

(I — azirazty g) (zreazte q + esD)(I — zira2 g) X Zreazl q + esl (33)

for some €3 > 0, such that

T T T T
ZaZy (I - Oéztr,dztr,d)zte,dzte,d(—r - azt?“-,dztr,d)

IA

T T T
Zte,dZie,d T €31 — €3(I = @2tz a) (I = Q2tr,d%r,4)

zte,dz;l;d + €3 [2aztr,dzt7;7d —a? (ztr,dzg;’d)z].

Letez = i It follows that

a
T T T T \2
ZaZg = Zte,dZte,q t ZtrdZerg — g(ztr,dztr,d) .
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Let z¢ = [20,d, ---» ZL.—1,4)- Then, we can have
E{ZaZ]) < Elte.azfe  + #raina = 5 Girazin,d)’)
= Elste.af g + #iraziyd) = S El(ztrazty.a)’)
= Elzazf] — SEl(ztrazty.0)’)

o
S Elztrast )’

L1 o (Mt 2
-y ()
t=0 t=0
o (M2 2
jLPL1—2<; Ft) .

2) Similarly, var[Yy] = vT(¢q — ¢;)Tcov[ZaZT|(¢pa — ¢;)v, where ||cov[Z,ZT]| < ||cov[zte,dzg;)d]H <
|E[2te,d2/0 a2te.d?te 4)ll- Bxpanding Ezie azfy g2te.a2/. 4], we can have that

< Elzazg] —

E[Z
”E[Zte,dztj;,dzte,dzg;,d]H = H LE% ~11]

E[Z12] 5 5 5 5
2o 2l < eizul) + (2ol + [ LZar) + ELZl

where

E[Z1] =E

E[Zlg} =k ( - l‘t,(ﬂ?zd) ( - xt,d“%) + thdugd

E[Z2] =E

i —1 -1
]E[ZQQ] =K <Z ut,de:d> <Z Tt dut d + Z Ut d’U/t d

In what follows, we quantify each term.

(a) For the term ||E[Z1]|), we can first show that

L—-1 L—-1

T T
E Tt,dTt g E Lt,dl¢ q
t=M t=M

E Tt dact a4t dact at E E X dml a%y, dxj d

t=M i=M j=M,j#1i
L-1 L-1 L1
< Z |E[z1,a2 gr.a] 4| + Z Z Bl a2} 45,0 4| (34)

i=M j=M,j#i
Further, for H]E[xt,dth’dxt’dzt’d] || we have that

B[z gz gre.ariall < Elllzearyarear) ] =Elef gzearigre.d]

—E[Zmﬁ,d@"'z Z a7 4 (1)} 4(5)]

i=1j=1,j#i
n
= Elzy (i +Z Z (7 4 (D) 4(7)]
i=1 i=1 j=1,j#1
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where x;4(i) is the i-th element of the Gaussian vector ;4. Here E[z} ,(-)] is the fourth moment of the Gaussian
random variable x; 4(-), which can be bounded above by some value M uniformly for any d and ¢. For the cross term
Elx7 4(i)27 4(j)] where i # j, based on the Holder’s inequality, we can show that

El? (i)23 407)] < \/Elaf o()Elaf 1)) € Ma. (35)

Hence, it follows that
||E[xt,dx3:dxt,dxzd]|| <n?My. (36)

Similarly, for the cross term ||E[z; 47 ;7 42 4]|| we have that

]
<\/]E 7, dxl dmz d‘T’L d}E[ 7y dai, d.fL'] ati.d

§n2./\/l4.

L-1 L—1

T T
E Tt,dx¢ q E Lt,dl¢ q
t=M t=M

Next, for the term E [(ngj\} mtvduipd) (ngj\ll Up qr, d)] , similar to (34), it follows that

#| (e (S|

L—-1 L-1 —

< Z IEfws,auf que.actall + Z IELzs,au7 gu.av7 a) -

=M j=M,j#i

(i a2] 42,075 a)l| <Elll2ia2falllz)a2]

‘We can then conclude that

S (L — M)2ﬂ2M4. (37)

For the term E[xtﬁdutTdutﬁdxtTd], since x4 4 and u 4 are independent, we can have that

E[xt,dUtT,dut,dxtT,d] :Var[%dutT,d] + E[xt,dug:d]ET[xt,duZd]
=var[z; q] + var[uy 4]

=02Gr_1+ 02 Fr_y + 021,

where the last step is based on Lemma given that zo 4 = 0 after reset in offline learning and var[u; 4] = 021,,. For
the cross term E[mi7dudeuj,da:JTd] where 7 # j, based on the Holder’s inequality, we can obtain that

Efxi,aui guj.azs gl <Ell:aud alllluj.az]all]
S\/E[Hwi,du?:dHQNE[IIUJ‘,dxfd||2]

f;ﬂzzﬁmw

p=1g=1

n

Ezz%wwﬂ

<mnMoyo? (38)

where the second moment E[z7,(-)] is uniformly bounded above by some constant M. Let My =
max {||02Gr_1 + 02 Fr_1 + 021,,||, mnMao? }, then it follows that

L—1 L—1

T T
§ Tt,dUt q § Ut,dT¢ q
t=M t=M

Combing (37) and (39), we conclude that
IE[Z11]]] < (L — M)?(n® My + My).

< (L — M)>Ms,. (39)
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(b) We analyze E[Z}5] and E[Z5, ] together since IE[Z12] = ET[Zs1]. Note that

L-1 L—
T T
( g Tt qy d> < E Tt qUy d)] E Elx; dzt aTt, dut d + E E $Z,dxi,d93j,duj,d]~

=M j=M,j#1i

Due to the independence between x; 4 and uy g4, E[z¢, dxt aTt,dU;, T ] = 0. For the cross term E[z;, dxl 4Tj,dU; d] DIf
i < j, Blwgax] gajau] 4] = 0 since u; q is independent with other terms; 2) If > j, based on (36) and @, it can be

shown that
[Blas a7 gj,au] 4| < \/E[lei,dwfdIIQ]E[lemuzdIIQ] < /2 MM,

Therefore, it follows that
L-1 L-1
L — M)? -
(Z xt,cwg:d) (Z xtvdu2d>] < %\/m (40)
t=M t=M

L—1 L—1 L—1 I—
T T T T

E Tt,dUy g E Ut,dUy g E E[z, dut dut, dUt al + E E E[zi,au; quj,duj,q)-

t=M t=M

i=M j=M,j#i

Moreover,

It is clear that E[xtvduzﬂdutvduzﬂd] = 0. For the cross term ]E[xi7dudeuj7duj Jd: DIfi < g, E[xivdu?dujydujrd] = 0 due
to the independence among x; 4, 4; 4 and u; q; 2) If ¢ > j, x; 4 and u; g are correlated but independent with u; 4, so

E[Cﬂi,duzduj,dujT,d] = 0. Hence,
(thdut d> (Zuwutdﬂ =0. 1)
t=M t=M

Combing (@0) and (@), we conclude that
5 = L— M)? ~
IE7 2]l = [EZ1ell < M S mants,

(c) For the term ]E[Zgz], based on (39), we have that

L—1
(Z ut7dzzd> (Z Ty qu] d)] < (L —M)>>M,. (42)
t=M
Further, note that
—1 L—1
=M
— L—1 —
< Z B[t qut qus,aui qll] + Z Z E[[Jws,aui qujauj 4]
t=M =M j=M,j
L—-1 71 —1
< Y Eluf gusaulguea + Y wa i atT g |PEL g at T |2
t=M i=M AL]#z
L—-1

L—1
T T T
Eluf gueaui quea) + E : \/E ul i qul i g Bl juj qul ju;a)
i=M j=M,j#i

il
S

<3(L — M)*m?s?

where the last step is true because

m
Elu] gus,auf gur,q] = Z [uf ()] + Z Z [uf 4(i)uf 4(5)] < 3mPo,.
i=1 i=1 j=1,5#1
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Together with (2), we can conclude that
IE[Zao]l| < (L = M)*(Mo + 3m*ay).
In a nutshell, we can obtain that

var[Yy] <||pa — &;11°|E 2te,a2l azte,azie dl

- 1 ~
<(L — M)?||¢q — ¢4 <n2./\/l4 +2My + 3mPot + 2\/n2M4M2)

£(L = M)?|l¢a = ¢5|*Co-

Next, based on Chebyshev’s Inequality, we can have that

\F
> _
Vs

D
ZYd —E
d=1

D
>
d=1

D
Zvar[Yd] <4
d=1

Let Vy = 5 327 [léa — ¢ With probability 1 — 4,

D
> Ya
d=1

D

D Y
d=1

i
5

L— M)\/} /C,DV,. (43)

D
u' ZPvy = ZYd <E

<E

It thus follows that with probability 1 — 4,

w'ZP
|urp|| < sup %
veSn—1 yeSmtn— 1\{0} 127 ull

E ZYd + (L - M)\E CUDV¢}

D1 I

> uTE[ZaZ])(ba — ¢5)v + (L — M)\/; CUDV¢}
d=1

1
<
VUl ZZTy {

D
I B2 6= o)+ (2 - M\[W}
. =1
B2 6 = )]+ 2~ M\fm}

M—-1

2\ b
(e
S /\maac LTy 1 — < E E E - + L M \/7\/01,DV
)\min(ZZT) o 2 (t—o t) d H ¢d (bj ”

=1

2
DnAmax (LFL—I - % ( ,i\ialEt) ) + (L — M)\/%\/m
<

B Amin(ZZ7T)

thereby proving Lemma 3]

It is worth to note that the upper bound of ||[U” P|| indeed is closely related to || ZdD:1 E[ZaZX1(¢a — ¢5)],

involves sophisticated coupling between E[Z;Z}] and ¢4. With a more careful and complicated treatment of the
coupling, this upper bound may be improved further.
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D Upper bound on [|[U7Q,|

Along the lines in [29], we study the quantities with U in terms of Z, since [[UTQ,| <
T

SUP,esn—1, ueSm+n—1\{0} % with 8”1 being the unit sphere in R™. The key idea here is to control the

deviation of sum of independent sub-Gaussian martingale sequences in terms of variance proxies.

We have a few more words on Z. Let Z = [Zy - - - Zp] where Z; = (I — aztr,dzg;’ 4)%te,d corresponds to the system
response sequence of the d-th block. For each block, taking the first M/ samples as training set 2, 4 and the rest L — M
samples as the testing set z, 4, it is not difficult to tell that Z; is a weighted sequence of the testing set z;. 4 in the
sense that each element of Z; is a product of a constant matrix Cy,. = I — aztr’dthr’ gand z; gfor M <t < L — 1.
Therefore, the weighted system state sequence remains a martingale process for each block.

Thanks to the independence among different blocks, we can obtain the following concentration result by using a similar
martingale-Chernoff bound approach in [29]:

Lemma 4. The following inequality holds with probability 1 — 2§:

1UTQull < 1001/ Cq + 210g det(Amas (T 1)) (Frnin) 1 2 o,

where
Co= log 5T nlog5 + 8(m + n)log 8 + 3(m + n) log (m ;— n) s Tonin = Amin(Cx))) (1 - aX)’ 1
The rest of this section is dedicated to prove Lemma] Note that
T
Ut Z Qv
U7 Qull < sup T (44)

vesn—1 ueSm+n-1\{0} 1 Z7ull

Similar to the approach used in sectionto obtain a lower bound of min, ¢ gm+n—1 ZdDzl ZtL;]&[ (2¢.4,u)?, we can
approximate the supremum over an infinite set by the maximum over a e-net covering the infinite set.

Lemma D.1. [29] Let Q € R+ *D(L=M) pave full row rank, q € RPEM) 1ot 0 < Tyin < QQT < Typaw €
R(m+n)x(m+n) ond let T be a 1/4-net of Sr

in the norm of ||Fmam||2 Then,

min

sup (ZTu,q) _ < 9 e (ZTu,q)
wesmin- |[ZTu| = “ueT || ZTu|l

Therefore, by approximating S"~* with a 1/2-net 7; over v and S™"~! with a 1/4-net T3 over u, based on (@4), we
can have

uT
ZQu
10T Q]| < 4 max max — Quo

. 45
veTiueTy || ZTul| 45)

To obtain an upper bound on (@3], we need to 1) evaluate the size of the e-nets, i.e., |71| and | 73|, and 2) study the

behaviour of “JZZI% 1‘“|” for a fixed pair of (u,v) in the corresponding nets.
1) Recall the event e := {Z;c ZL £ Tynas } defined in Appendixwhere Zie = |2te,1 -+~ Zte,0) € R(m+n)xD(L—-M)
and Ty = WD(L — M)I';_;. Based on (32), we have that

P(Z1eZ) 2 Tinaw] =Ples] > 1 —

te — -

ST

(46)

Based on (33), it follows that

WE

D

T \2 T
E (ZaZT 4 ey(I — QZtr.dZirq) ] 2 Zte,d?te,q t €4DI,
d=1

Y
Il

1
such that

D
AmaT(ZZT) S Amam(Zter,j;) + 64D - 64)\m7n[2(1 - aztr,dzgn7d)2]-
d=1
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Amaz(Zre Z12)

Let €= 2[D=Amin [ZdDzl(I*O‘ZtT,dZZ-,dyH

. Then, we have

6(m +n)

Amaz(ZZ7) < LBAmaz(ZieZje) < =5

D(L - M))\maa:(FLfl%

which indicates that with probability 1 — §/4
6(m +n)

z77 <
- 0

D(L = M)Aao(Tp—1)I =T, ...

And from Lemma 2] we conclude that with probability 1 — §

_ P2 —M)/k]
8

D(L— M)p*(1—e Amin (L -
2727 - ( P " JAmin(Liiy2)) (1—aX)’T=T",.. 47)
Therefore, based on Lemma 5.2 in [34] about covering numbers of the unit sphere and Lemma[B.6] we can obtain that
1og(|7i]) + log(|72]) < nlog5 + (m + n)log 9 + log(det(Tq0 (Trnin) ))- (48)

T
2) Next, to bound the point-wise “H ZZT%”” for fixed (u, v), it suffices to study the concentration behaviour of a sum of

sub-Gaussian random variables. In particular,

D
u' ZQuv = ZUTZdthe’dv (49)
d=1
and
D
u' 22" =Y u" Z4Z] v, (50)
d=1

where both are the sum of in-block sample covariances over all D conditional independent blocks given the realizations
of {¢4}. Therefore, if the term uTZdwg;, 4v for each block concentrates around the square root of ul Zngv for the
same block, the summation (@9) is also likely to concentrate around the square root of (50). To show this, based on the
Chernoff bound, it follows that for some constant v and 3

P[{u"ZQuv >~} Nn{u"Z2Z"u < B}]

D D
=P [{Z uTZdwz;’dv > 'y} N {ZUTZngu < 5}]

d=1 d=1

D
et o ffernanedl
d=1

=inf P
A>0

2
< inf ef)\’ye)\zaﬁyﬁ/QE |:€>\ 25:1 uTZdw,Z;def)\on“’ 25:1 uTZngu:|
A0

2 2
= inf e NN Wwh/2E

D 2
H e)\uTZdwzl’dv)\Qdé"uTZngu]
d=1

A>0
D 2
. _ 2 2 T T . \2%4 . T T
:)1\2%6 )\'yek o.,B/2 H E |:e)\u Zgwye gv—N" 3w’ ZaZ, u:| (51)
d=1

where the last equality is true because of the conditional independence among different blocks. Note that
L—1
Zdw;j';d = Z - aztr’dzg’d)zt,dwg:d
t=M
where each term (I — aztr_,dzg d)ztydwg: , behaves like a product of a constant ( — aztr,dzg 4)%t,a and a sub-Gaussian
random variable wgd because w;|F;_1 is mean-zero and U?U—sub—Gaussian, and z; g is fixed given F;_;. Similarly,
L—1

T T T T
ZqZy = E (- aztr,dztr,d)zt,dzt,d(f - O‘Zthdztr,d)
t=M
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where each term of the summation is also fixed given F;_;. Based on the tower rule [29], it is easy to show that

2
E |:e)\uTZdwz;,dv—)\2U;“uTZdZ?;u:| <1.
Continuing with (51)), we can have

,Y2
P[{u"ZQuv 2~} n{u"ZZTu < B}] <e 7.
Following a similar argument in Lemma 4.2 (b) in [29], we conclude that

’U,TZQ“,’U Hw / T / U‘TF;n,a.tu Hg}
| 2 =227 2| <o [T oo ()

min

such that
PI{IUTQull = Hu} 0 {Thin 2 227 2 e }]

T
<IT:|Tal max max b | {4 2900 > ko [y g7 <)
vETL uETS HZT’LLH 4

< (nlog5 + (m + n)log9 + log(det(Iaz (Trmin) 1)) 1 U Dot _Hi
(@)
< exp (nlog5 + (m + n)log 9 + log(det(I oz (Fnin) 1))

_ H?
- exp (log()\maz (Trraz (Trnin) 1))) exp (— 9602 )

2
<exp (n log5 + (m + n)log 9 + 2log(det (I, 4z (F;nm)*l)) - 921:2 )

2
<exp (n log 5 + 8(m + n)log 8 + 2(m + n) log (m (J; n) + 3log(det(Amaz (Tr—1)1) Tmin) ") — 91;1;2 )
o

— 4

where (a) is true because

T T/
U Fmazu U Pmazu / -1 / -1 / / —1
IOg <’VUTF’ u-‘> < ulT’ m < ”(szn) 2 Fm‘“"(rm”l) 2 ” = Amaz (Fmar (Fmin) ),

min min

Coin = Amin(L1/2)) (1- a5\)2 I and H,, is chosen as

H, = IOUw\/log% —|—n10g5+8(m+n)log8+3(m+n)log(m+n) )

5 + 2log det(Amaz (T'L—1)1)(Tmin) L.

Therefore, Lemma] can be proved by the union bound.

E Upper Bound on ||[UTQ,|

Each row block Qo ¢ = 2%, j2trqw},. , in the matrix Qo is intimately related to how the training noise w, , is amplified

during the system evolution, i.e., how the system is excited by the training noise wtq; 4+ Similarly, instead of directly

T
working with U, we study this error term with Z, i.e., |[UTQp| < su - min1 Y2900 However, the
g y Pyesn—1 ues TZTu]

martingale-Chernoff bound approach is not applicable here due to the complicated correlation structure between 2. 4
and wy,. ¢ within each block. Therefore, we will seek bounds for the numerator and the denominator separately, which
leads to the following lemma.

Lemma 5. The following inequality holds with probability 1 — §:

m+n

4 ~

U Qoll <Cu il VDEMA(L = MY det (T o (Frnin) 1) 2 Ho,

_pl(L=M)/k]
Dp*(1—e g )
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where

Cw = ow(v/n+4/ % log %)(1 + 34/log w)(l + 34/log %)Héﬂz max{mo.,nos},
_ / 2 -
ree = 1.5(L—M)3HB||2(1—|—3 log %) max{mog,nos}(1 — a))’I.

The rest of this section is dedicated to prove Lemma 5] Note that

and

ul' ZQov
U Qol| < sup 7TQO , (52)
vesn—1 uesmin-1\{o} 27|

and Qo q = zg; dztrwdwg; 4- Due to the complicated correlation between Z; = (I — aztr’dthT d)Zte,d and wy, 4, we
bound || ZTu| and uT ZQqv in (52) separately.
Observe that

1ZTu|| = VuT ZZTu > JuTT! . . (53)
Further, it can be shown that

D D
u" ZQov =Y u"' Z4Qo.av < |[u" ZaQo av||

d=1 d=1

D
<3 " Zall[Qo.av]
d=1

D
<max{\/u"ZaZ]u} > 1Qo.av]
d=1
D
<max{y/u” ZaZ]u} max{]| 2 4ll} max{] 2.4} ;1 l[wer,av]|-

Based on (33), we have
Amaz[ZaZq + €5(I — 2ira2tr.4)?] < Amaz (Zte,d?ie,q) + €5
and
Amaz[ZaZg + es(I — azirazy q)?] = Amaz(ZaZ3 ) + esAmin[(I — @2era2tr. 4)%].

Amaz (Zte,dzfq,;,d)

T Rmin [ (I—zer gzl 27T it follows that

Hence, for €5 =

)\mar(Zng) S)\max(zte,dth;ﬁd) + €5 — ESAmzn[(I - aztr,dztj;’d)ﬂ

:15Amaaﬁ (Zte,dztj;,d)'

Following the same line with Lemma we first have that with probability 1 — §/4:

\/uTZdZ:{u < y/ulTte, u,
and with probability 1 — §/4:
m(‘?x{”'zw?;,du} = mgx{ )‘maCE(ztE,dZtT;,d)} < VA

te _ te te _ _ 3 RII2 20(L—M)D 2 2 2
where "¢, = 1.5A¢, Tand A'¢,. = (L—M)?||B||*(1+34/log 3 max{mogs,nog }. Based on Lemma

max max max

we have that with probability 1 — §/4:

mc?x{”'th;,dn} = m(?x{ )‘ma:r(ztr,dztz;,d)} < VAar
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where A7

_ 2
—M3||B||2<1+3 log%) max{mo2,no?}.

Since wy ¢’s are all independent across ¢ and d, we can have that wy, qv ~ N(0, Uﬁ,[n). Hence,

D D D
Z ||wtr,dUH = Ow Z ”wtr,dll < Uw\/B Z ||7I)25T,d||2
d=1 d=1 d=1

where Wy, 4 ~ N(0, I,). Let Wp = 25:1 ||Weral|?. Then, Wp follows the chi-square distribution with n.D degrees
of freedom, i.e., Wp ~ X2 (nD), such that the following concentration result holds:

4 4 0
A 1042 foprog L+ 21 4 <

Therefore, based on (52)), we can conclude that with probability 1 — §:

T
u' ZQov
IU7Qoll < sup T
veSn—1 yeSmtn—1 ||ZTU||

uI'Tte
RV LR IOWE NN e o (1 2

u€$m+n 1

<owD(Vn+ \/;ngl)[M(L - M) (1+ 3\/10g 20(L_fM)D)(l +3/log 20](‘5“))

. ||B||2max{mag,nogj}\/det Ite, (T

maa:( mvn)i )

<ot 2 tog (1 + 3y log 2EIND) g 5 iy 201D e

m—+n
48 =
-max{mo? no?} < — ] )> D2M3(L — M)3\/det (Pte o Tonin) ~1)
e B

Dp?(1 —

:HOa

where H( decays quickly for a large enough D.

F Proof of Theorem 1]

Theorem 1. Suppose Assumption 1 holds, and the learning rate o and block sizes satisfy:

1 2 -/ \ 2
O<a<i, and D(l—eip B ) > max{Dx, Do}.

Then, for a given ¢; and some Cy, the following inequality holds with probability 1 — 56:
65 = ¢4l < Con +0 (D™7) Vs + O (ID(L = 2] 77),

where

48 \max (LFL—l -3 ( <o L )2)

_PQL(L;M)/H

Co =

(L — M)p2(1 — )1 = aX)2Amin(C 1y )
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Based on Lemmas[2}{3] by the union bound, we can have
1

* T T T
165 = 031l S = (IV"PI+ 107 Qul + allU” Qull)

2
. DnAmas (LFL,1 o ( Moip ) ) +(L— M)\/;/CUDW

+ Hy + aH
Amin(ZZT) Nmin(ZZT) ’
DiAmac (LFH—%( s Y )+(L—M)\/§\/CUTW¢ Ho 4 aHs
= + —=
Amin (Z227) Amin (Z27)
@ M-1 2
481 Amas (LFL‘I T2 ( =0 L) ) (L— M)\/ngvDW H., + oHy
S . - - + w
(L — M)p2(1 — o ZHE0AL X2 Amin (T ) Amin(ZZT) Amin(ZZT)

_con+o( )f+o<D(LM)>

where

2
48)\max <LFL—1 - % ( ?ialﬁa )

_2LE M) /k] 1 ‘
s J(L = aA)?Anin (L1 /2))

Co =
(L = M)p*(1 -

G Proof of Proposition ]|

Proposition 1. Suppose that the system evolves with a stabilizing controller K during online adaptation and that the
learning rate « satisfies o < With the model initialization ¢, we have

P (P
5 (M) — il < —2C9 Lo . __ 2aMCy
E[[|¢: (M) — il|*] < oty [1 = 20min (Poc)]™ (I% oill* + < —2aAmm(Poo)> ’

for some constant Cy and é¢.

We focus on the adaptation performance for the block 4, i.e., ||¢; (M) — ¢;||. For ease of exposition, we use ¢; to denote

the update q@i(t) during the online adaptation for a new block ¢ at time t. We omit the subscript ¢ for the samples within
block ¢, and with a bit abuse of notation, we use z; to ‘stand for’ Z; ; in this proof.

For convenience, let g(¢) denote the expected gradient when the linear system reaches its steady state and ; denote the
steady state. We can have that

9(¢) =E[VL((&¢, ur, T141), ¢)]
=E[%2] ¢ — 23] 4]
[2téz(¢ ¢i) — Zawy ]
— k| Pelr w0002 Pe- 000, (54
Then it follows that
[bes1 — dill* <llr — ¢i — age(de)||?
=ll6 — 6ill” + [l ge(Do)II” — 20(e — i, 9u(1))
=)¢¢ — dill> + ol ge(de) 1> — 20( by — i, G(e)) + 20 — b, gt (D) — G( 1))
=l¢e — ¢sll* — 204T7“((<5t — $i) (D1 — 1) Poo) + [l ge () [I” + 201(dr)
<l — ¢ill* - 2Oé)wmn( )T (b — 6i) (D — )" + ®l|ge(0) > + 2064 ()
<[1 = 202 min (Poo) |6 — 4ll* + 2[lge(d0) || + 20 () (55)
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where & (¢;) := (s — 1, ge(d¢) — G(¢1)). Next, we need to find upper bounds on ||g;(¢¢) |2 (the gradient update at
time ¢) and &;(¢;) (which can be regarded as the estimation error when evaluating the gradient for the update).

(a) For the term ||g; (¢;)||2, we can have

Elllge(@0IP) =Elll 27 (b — 6:) — zew] 1]
<E[z0=7 12 16e — dill2 + 20 — dilllzezT I zew? || + 2T |2
<AC2CH + 4C,CPE | ] + C2E[[lwr]. (56)

For convenience, let w; = [ey, ..., e,]T. For the term E[||w,||], we can have

Effjwel] =

where Y7 follows the non-central chi distribution with degree of freedom n and A\; = 0. It is known that the first

moment of Y] is given by
T (5-1)
w=3UE" 0

where ]Ll()a) (z) is a Laguerre function. Therefore,
Ef[Jwl]] = 0wl
For the term E[||wy||?], we can have

) [Z] - [Z (%)] —

k=1

where Y5 follows the non-central chi-squared distribution with degree of freedom n and Ay = 0. It is known that the
first moment of Y3 is equal to n, such that
E[]|w|*] = now.

Therefore, based on (36), we have
Elllge(é0)|°] < AC3C + 4CsClowpty + Cinoy £ Cy.

(b) Next we need to analyze & (¢;) := (s — 1, ge(d¢) — G(¢)). Specifically,

]E[ft(flgt)]: [( ¢t7gt( ) (t))]
=E[Tr((¢: — ) (9:(00) — (6:)")]

=Tr(E[(¢; — Qj)t)(gt(ét) - g(ﬂgt))T]) (57)
It follows that
E[(¢: — é¢)(9¢(de) — 3(e))7]
=E[(¢; — b¢) (227 (b — ¢i) — zew] — 2055 (b — @) + 2] )]
=E[(¢i — du)(di — d)" (2127 — z2])] + El(¢i — ) (3] — wiz])]
=E[(¢: — ¢¢)(di — b0) " 22] | — El(di — do) (9 — 61) 2127 |-

Denote f := (¢; — gbt)(qﬁ gbt) 22T as a function of state x, and h := . Then, along the same line as in [1],

S
2[[ T

IE{R ()] - Efh)]l = H [ e~ [ ha

< drv Voo, Vt),
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where drv (P, Q) denotes the total-variation distance between probability measures P and (), and v is the distribution
of x; and v is the steady distribution of z; (corresponding to the distribution of Z;). Based on the mixing property of
LTI systems, we can know that

dTV(VOO7Vt) S Oant~
such that
IE[(¢s — &¢)(g:(02) — G( @)1l < 2/| fllocCrmp’ < SCSCiCmpt.
Therefore, continuing with (37), we have

E[¢:(d:)] <nl|E[(d: — é¢)(g¢(de) — ()]
SSnC’fCﬁC’mpt
20",

Based on (53)), we conclude that

E[l|¢er1 — ¢3ll*] <Elllge — ¢ill%] + > Cy — 20X min (Poo)E[l|¢r — 6:%] + 2aCp'
=[1 — 20\ min (Ps)|E[||§: — 6i]|?] + 02Cy + 2aCpt.

It follows that
R R R M—-1 R
Elllgar — ¢ill*] <[1 = 20 min (Poo)]M [0 — 631> + @>Cy D [1 = 20Amin(Poo)]’
t=0
B M—-1 R
+20C5 > [1 = 20Amin(Po)] p™
t=0
. . C ~ - _
<[1 = 20Amin(Po)]™ b0 — &5l> + —59 4 2aMCy[1 — 20hmin (Poc)]™ "
<l (P60 — i+ = ol (P)]
A 2aMC aC
:1_205)\mznpoo M 5 — i2+ ¢A gA
[ (Poo)] <||¢9 R rw Tl R Tw

H Controller Design for LQR

For block 7 where the model parameters A; and B; are constant, the system dynamics satisfy:
Typ1 = Az + Biug + wy.
As is standard, the incurred cost at time ¢ is given by the following quadratic function:
Cy = actTSxt + utTRut,
where S and R are positive definite matrices. Denote J*(A;, B;) as the optimal cost per stage, i.e.,

T
N |
J*(A;, B;) = m&nq}g&oT;Ewt[C}\Ai,Bi],

where the minimum is taken over measurable functions v = {u(+) }+>1. To minimize the average cost per stage, it is
well known that for a LTI system with known parameters, the LQR problem admits an optimal static state-feedback
control policy, i.e., uy = Kz;.

In the case when the model parameters (A;, B;) are unknown, one can synthesize the control based on the model
estimation (1212, BZ) More specifically, define A; = A — A 4, and B, = B, — A B,. With a transition to the
high-probability bound, we can obtain that max{||A4,|l2, [|AB,|l2} < € for block ¢ after online adaptation from

meta-learning initialization [Ag, By], as shown in Proposition We introduce two different controller designs here
based on the meta-learning estimation.
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H.1 Certainty Equivalent Controller (CEC)

The certainty equivalent controller for block 7 can be obtained based on the certainty equivalence principle as following:

w7 Z Bl
(58)

st @41 = Ay + Biug +wy,
Uy = Ki.’L't.

Given the estimation error ¢; in system identification, the following result follows directly from [[17], which provides a
sub-optimality guarantee on the solution to problem (58).

Corollary H.1. [l[7)] Let J* denote the minimal LOR cost achievable by any controller for the dynamical system with
transition matrices (A;, B;), and let K, denote its optimal static feedback controller. Denote Py as the solution to the
discrete Riccati equation with optimal (A;, B;):

P, = A} P.A; — Al P.B;(R+ BI'P.B;,) 'BI'P,A; + S,

and P as the solution to the discrete Riccati equation with estimation (/L, BZ) Suppose m < n. Let vy > 0 such
that p(A; + B;K,) < v < 1. Also, let ¢, > 0 such that ||/L — A < € and ||BZ — Bi|| < €; and assume
|P — P.|| < f(e) for some function f such that f(e;) > ;. Define 7(M,p) = sup{|M*|p~* : k > 0} and
T, := 1+ max{||4; |, || Bill, | P«ll, | K«||}. Then, for positive definite S and R, the certainty equivalent controller
obtained from (16) achieves

(A + BiK.,7)?

* 2 9
Cu(K7) = J° < 2000 mI =

f(ﬁi)z,

as long as f(e;) is small enough so that the right hand side is smaller than o2,

For more details and experimental performance, interested readers may refer to [[L7].

H.2 Robust Controller

It has been shown in [17] that the CEC performs well only if the model estimation error is small. Therefore, when
the estimation error becomes larger, we need a more robust controller design. To secure the control performance
with the model estimation error, it is natural to impose a robust optimization problem which aims to minimize the
worst-case performance given the estimation uncertainty set. Hence, for each block ¢, we aim to solve the following
robust optimization problem:

1 T
min sup lim T g Euw, [Ct],
U max{l|aa, 2,188, |2} <e; T 4=

s.t. Ti41 = (Al — AAi)xt + (Bz — ABi)ut + wy,
Ut = Kil‘t.

(59)

As shown in [5]], using the SLS approach [35] which focuses on the system responses of a closed-loop system, we can
convert the robust optimization problem to a semi-definite programming problem and further quantify the robust control
performance as a function of the estimation error bound ;.

More specifically, consider a static state-feedback control policy K; for block 4, i.e., uy = K,z fort € [(i—1)L+1,4L].
The closed loop map from the disturbance process {w(i_l) Ly W(E—1)L41s ...} to the state x; and control u; at time ¢ can
be obtained by

t

T = Z (A; + B;K;)'™ Fwp_1,
k=(i—1)L+1
) (60)
Uy = Z KZ(A7 + BiKi)tik’wk_l.
k=(i—1)L+1
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Denote ®%(t) := (A; + B;K;)!~! and ®i () := K;(A; + B;K;)*~!. Then (60) can be rewritten as

t .

2] Ot —k+1)

[ut] = > [cI);(t —k+1)| Y 61
k=(i—1)L+1

where {® (t), @ ()} are called the closed-loop system response elements induced by controller K; for the block i. For

the system dynamics to satisfy (61)), a sufficient and necessary condition is that {® (t), ®? (¢)} fort € [(i —1)L+1,iL]
must satisfy:

Q! (t41) = A;®%(t) + B;®L (1), @ (1) = I. (62)

With the system response, the SLS approach can convert the nonconvex constraint set with respect to controller
K to an affine set (62) of {®5(t), ®,,(¢)}. By transferring the time-domain system response to the frequency domain
represented with boldface letters via z-transform, i.e., transfer function ®_ (2) = > .=, ®%(¢)z~*, we can rewrite (62)
as

1- A 5] |ge| = 1. (©3)
and

P = (2 — A; — B;K;)™",

& = Ki(zI — A, — B;K;)™ !,

implying the corresponding controller K; = & (®%)~1.

Based on the affine constraint set (63]) on {®!, &'}, the SLS framework allows us to characterize the system responses
on the true system (A;, B;) with a controller computed using only the model parameter estimates {(A;, B;)}. If we
denote A; := (A4; — A;)®., + (B; — B;)®,,, simple algebra shows that

It can be shown that if (I + A;)~! exists, the controller K; = ®° (®!)~! computed with (A;, B;) achieves the
following system response on the true system (A4;, B;):

- (oo

Moreover, it has been shown in [4] that K; is a stabilizing controller for (A;, B;) if K; stabilizes (fli, Bi) and
[IAi]l2., < 1. Consider the space of proper and real rational stable transfer functions:

t=0

RHo(C.p) = {@ =3 | < Cpf}

with positive C' and p € [0,1). To guarantee that K stabilizes (4;, B;), we need 2®’. € RH o (Cy, p) and 2@’ €
RHoo(Cy, p) for some positive constant C;, and C,,.

Therefore, to obtain a robust stabilizing controller for block i, we can reformulate the non-convex optimization problem
(39) as the following quasi-convex problem [5]]:

. 1 . {Q% 0 ] [@;] ‘
min —— min 1 g
velo,1) l—veie |[L0 Rz][®,]],,
i g2 o v (64)
e R [ W

2@}, € RHoo(Ca, p), 2@}, € RHoo(Cus p)-

The objective function is quasi-convex with respect to v which can be solved efficiently. The inner problem is a convex
but infinite-dimensional problem, which can be relaxed to a finite-dimensional problem via FIR truncation still with

performance guarantee. After solving this problem, we can obtain a robustly stabilizing controller K; = <I>Z (<I>i,)_1 for
block . The following result characterizes the performance guarantee of the robust controller.
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Corollary H.2. /5] Let J* denote the minimal LOR cost achievable by any controller for the dynamical system with
transition matrices (A;, B;), and let K, denote its optimal static feedback controller. Suppose that the resolvent
Ra,+B;K,, denoted by (21 — (A; + B;K.))™!, satisfies Ra,+p,x. € RHoo(Cx, px) and that (wlog)p. > 1/e.
Suppose furthermore that €; is small enough to satisfy the following conditions:
(1 + K DIRA 4B,k I3 <1/5,
€i(1+ [|K.[)Cx <1 = pa.

Let (A;, B;) be any estimates of the transition matrices such that max{||A4, ||, |Ap, ||} < €. Then if (Cy, p) and
(Cu, p) are set as,

c. :0(1)0*7
1—ps
o, _OWIK.|C.
1—p.

p=(1/4)p. + 3/4,
we have that (a) the problem (39) is feasible, (b) letting K; denote an optimal solution to (39)), the relative error in the

LOR cost is
Ci(Ai, B, K;) < [1+5ei(1+ || KL DR a5,k 2. )7 T*

For more details and experimental performance, interested readers may refer to [4} 15]].

I [5-Mixing Coefficient of LTI systems

Based on the well-known result that the LQR problem in the LTI system can be solved with a linear feedback policy
u;y = Kux;, we assume that each block ¢ evolves with a stabilizing controller K during the online adaptation, i.e.,
A; + B; K is a stable matrix, thereby generating a trajectory of M samples. For example, K can be obtained by solving
a robust optimization problem (39) with the offline meta-learning initialization ¢}, based on the estimation gap shown in
Theorem 1.

Let T denote the unit circle and D as the open unit disk in the complex plane. Let R’H ., denote the space of matrix-
valued, real-rational functions which are analytic on D¢. For ® € RH o, the Hoo-norm ||®||3,_. is defined as || @[+ =
sup,cr || ®(s)]|. Furthermore, given a square matrix A, its resolvant ® 4 (s) is defined as ® 4 (s) £ (sI — A)~!. When
Ais stable, ® 4 € RH o and |||, < oo. It has been shown in [33] that the S-mixing coefficient of LTI with stable

B(t) = sup By, [|IPz, (|20 = ) — Vool| 1]
E>1

D 10448,
S || 4 I(AL‘;BZK)HHOO \/TT(POO) +

n_ ta ¢
= Cm
el p
for any fixed p € (p(A; + B;K),1),t > 1 and any distribution vy, where || - ||+, refers to the total-variation norm on
probability measures and p(A; + B;K) is the spectral radius of the matrix A; + B; K.

J Numerical Results

Experiments Setup: To generate episodic blocks for offline Meta-L, the parameters are set as follows. Moreover, the
noise w; ~ N(0, 0.01 x I,,), where I, is an x n identity matrix, and action u; ~ N (0, 0.1 x I,,,). For every block
d, we assume that each element in both A; and B, follows a uniform distribution within [0.5, 1]. Along this setup,
we generate D episodic blocks for offline Meta-L, where each block has length L and zero initial state. Further, for
each episodic block d, the samples collected within the first M time steps, i.e., 74(0, M — 1), are taken as the training
dataset for that block, whereas the rest of the block, i.e., 74(M, L — 1), serves as the testing dataset. We set the learing
rate a = 0.01. To evaluate the estimation gap between meta-initialization ¢} and the underlying model parameter
¢; for a new block ¢ and the estimation error for the online adaptation, we measure the average estimation error in
terms of 2-norm over 50 testing blocks. The estimated parameter after M steps adaptation is denoted as ¢(M) in the
experiments.

Offline Meta-L: The performance of offline Meta-L is demonstrated in Figure [5|and Figure[6] For a fixed dimension, it
can be seen from Figurethat the average estimation gap ||¢; — ¢; || decreases with the number of blocks D at first,
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and then converges to some constant at some point, corroborating the result in Theorem T} Besides, this estimation gap
clearly increases with the dimension m and n, as illustrated in Figure[6] As shown in Figure[7] one can always choose
a smaller L to improve the accuracy of the episodic block model for the LTV system, and the meta-L algorithm for
offline learning can still work well as long as many blocks are available.
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Figure 5: Impact of the number of blocks D on the aver-  Figure 6: Impact of the dimension m and n on the average
age estimation gap for offline Meta-L with same dimen-  estimation gap for offline Meta-L with same block size.

sion but different training sizes.

Online Adaptation: Figure [8|demonstrates that the impact of different Meta-L model initialization ¢} on the average
estimation error ||¢(M) — ¢;]. Clearly, the error decreases at first with the increase of the block number D because a
better ¢ would be learnt by the offline Meta-L. This trend stops when the model initialization ¢} stops improving with
D. Moreover, as illustrated in Figure[9] for a suitably chosen learning rate « the average estimation error for the online
adaptation decreases quickly with the increase of the number of training samples M.

Least Square Estimator vs Meta-L: To demonstrate the advantage of Meta-L based system identification with small
sample sizes, we compare the average estimation performance between the proposed Meta-L based system identification
and the classical Least Square Estimator (LSE). More specifically, we set the noise w; ~ N(0,1) and u; ~ N(0,1).
We also present the comparison under different values of meta-initialization ¢} to further substantiate the performance
of Meta-L even with perturbed ¢, as demonstrated in Figure Clearly, the Meta-L based online adaptation
outperforms the LSE in all cases with small sample sizes, which corroborates the benefits by using a good initial point
in the recursive linear stochastic approximation algorithm, compared with the classical LSE where such a good initial
point is not utilized.
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Figure 7: Impact of the block length L on the average estimation gap for offline Meta-L.

40



o
)
&2

022

H —M=1
0.21

o
[N
=

o
o
w
o
)
T

0.19F

o
)
N

0.18
017

o
o

0.16 |

Mean Error ||¢p(M)-¢.|| in Online Adaptation
o
n

Mean Error ||¢p(M)-¢.|| in online adaptation

0.15F E——yr
0.18 0.14 }|——@=0.005
@=0.001
0.17 0.13 F|— @=0.0005
—— a=0.0001
0416 ! ! ! ! ! ! : 012 T | ! | :
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 0 10 20 30 40 50
Block Number (D) Size of M

Figure 8: Impact of offline learning block number D on Figure 9: Impact of sample size M on the the average esti-
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“Harmonic” Block Model: To show the performance of meta-learning under correlated block structures, we consider
a simple “harmonic” block model where the block model parameters switch deterministically between blocks as
[(A17 Bl), (AQ, Bg), (Al, Bl), (AQ, Bg)7 ] Here, (Al, Bl) = (05, 07) and (1427 BQ) = (08, 08) In this setting
¢ learnt by offline meta-learning is the middle point between ¢' = (A;, By) and ¢* = (A, Bo) withn = 1[|¢* — ¢?||.
Since the two models ¢! and ¢? are bi-modal and hence ‘easier to find’ by online adaptation, an additional gradient step
using only a few samples, starting from ¢}, can quickly converge to the true model (either ¢! or $?) in a new block, as
illustrated in Figure[I4] In a nutshell, the proposed meta-L based SI algorithm for general cases depends on the ‘joint
effort’ of offline learning and online adaptation, and this is the essence of meta-L algorithms.

Downstream LQR Control based on Model Estimation: Based on the model estimated via online adaptation using
the first M samples for each block, one can deploy the certainty equivalent controller or the robust controller introduced
in Appendix [H] for the rest of the block. Since in our model each block is LTI, the controller design of LQR based
on model estimation in LTI systems can be directly applied here for the control of the rest of the block. Interested
readers can refer to [17,[4, 5] for more details and the empirical performance of the designed controllers with respect to
the model estimation error, especially for the scenario when the model estimation error is small, corresponding our
experiments on the model estimation performance of the proposed meta-learning based system identification.
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Figure 10: Performance comparison for online adaptation Figure 11: A separate view on different scales for the
between Least Square Estimator and Meta-L based fast performance comparison illustrated in Figure[T0]
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