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Abstract

Actor-critic methods integrating target net-
works have exhibited a stupendous empiri-
cal success in deep reinforcement learning.
However, a theoretical understanding of the
use of target networks in actor-critic meth-
ods is largely missing in the literature. In
this paper, we reduce this gap between theory
and practice by proposing the first theoretical
analysis of an online target-based actor-critic
algorithm with linear function approximation
in the discounted reward setting. Our algo-
rithm uses three different timescales: one for
the actor and two for the critic. Instead of
using the standard single timescale temporal
difference (TD) learning algorithm as a critic,
we use a two timescales target-based version
of TD learning closely inspired from practi-
cal actor-critic algorithms implementing tar-
get networks. First, we establish asymptotic
convergence results for both the critic and the
actor under Markovian sampling. Then, we
provide a finite-time analysis showing the im-
pact of incorporating a target network into
actor-critic methods.

1 INTRODUCTION

Actor-critic algorithms
Konda and Borkar, 1999]

Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003b), [Peters and Schaal, 2008|,
Bhatnagar et al., 2009] are a class of reinforce-
ment  learning (RL)  [Sutton and Barto, 2018,
Bertsekas and Tsitsiklis, 1996] methods to find
an optimal policy maximizing the total expected
reward in a stochastic environment modelled by a

[Barto et al., 1983,
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Markov Decision Process (MDP) [Puterman, 2014].
In this type of algorithms, two main processes inter-
play: the actor and the critic. The actor updates a
parameterized policy in a direction of performance
improvement whereas the critic estimates the current
policy of the actor by estimating the unknown state-
value function. In turn, the critic estimation is used
to produce the update rule of the actor. Combined
with deep neural networks as function approxima-
tors of the value function, actor-critic algorithms
witnessed a tremendous success in a range of challeng-
ing tasks [Heess et al., 2015 [Lillicrap et al., 2016},
Mnih et al., 2016, Fujimoto et al., 2018|
Haarnoja et al., 2018].  Apart from using neural
networks for function approximation (FA), one of the
main features underlying their remarkable empirical
achievements is the use of target networks for the
critic estimation of the value function. Introduced by
the seminal work of Mnih et al. [Mnih et al., 2015] to
stabilize the training process, this target innovation
consists in using two neural networks maintaining two
copies of the estimated value function: A so-called
target network tracking a main network with some
delay computes the target values for the value function
update.

Despite their resounding empirical success in deep RL,
a theoretical understanding of the use of target net-
works in actor-critic methods is largely missing in the
literature. Theoretical contributions investigating the
use of a target network are very recent and limited
to temporal difference (TD) learning for policy evalu-
ation [Lee and He, 2019] and critic-only methods such
as Q-learning for control [Zhang et al., 2021]. In par-
ticular, these works are not concerned with actor-critic
algorithms and leave the question of the finite-time
analysis open.

In the present work, we reduce this gap between
theory and practice by proposing the first theoreti-
cal analysis of an online target-based actor-critic al-
gorithm in the discounted reward setting. We con-
sider the linear FA setting where a linear combina-
tion of pre-selected feature (or basis) functions esti-
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mates the value function in the critic. An analy-
sis of this setting is an insightful first step before
tackling the more challenging nonlinear FA setting
aligned with the use of neural networks. We con-
duct our study in the multiple timescales framework.
In the standard two timescales actor-critic algorithms
|[Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003b, [Bhatnagar et al., 2009],
at each iteration, the actor and the critic are updated
simultaneously but the critic evolves faster than the
actor which uses smaller stepsizes. We face two main
challenges due to the integration of the target vari-
able mechanism. First, in contrast to standard two
timescales actor-critic algorithms, our algorithm uses
three different timescales: one for the actor and two
for the critic. Instead of using the single timescale TD
learning algorithm as a critic, we use a two timescales
target-based version of TD learning closely inspired
from practical actor-critic algorithms implementing
target networks. Second, incorporating a target vari-
able into the critic results in the intricate interplay
between three processes evolving on three different
timescales. In particular, the use of a target variable
significantly modifies the dynamics of the actor-critic
algorithm and deserves a careful analysis accordingly.

Our main contributions are summarized as follows.
First, we prove asymptotic convergence results for
both the critic and the actor. More precisely, as the
actor parameter changes slowly compared to the critic
one, we show that the critic using a target variable
tracks a slowly moving target corresponding to a TD-
like solution [Tsitsiklis and Van Roy, 1997]. Our de-
velopment is based on the ordinary differential equa-
tion (ODE) method of stochastic approximation (see,
for e.g., [Benveniste et al., 1990, Borkar, 2008]). Then,
we show that the actor parameter visits infinitely of-
ten a region of the parameter space where the norm
of the policy gradient is dominated by a bias due to
linear FA. Second, we conduct a finite-time analysis
of our actor-critic algorithm which shows the impact
of using a target variable on the convergence rates
and the sample complexity. Loosely speaking, up
to a FA error, we show that our target-based algo-
rithm converges in expectation to an e-approximate
stationary point of the non-concave performance func-
tion using at most (’)(6*31113(%)) samples compared
with O(e2In(1)) for the best known complexity for
two timescales actor-critic algorithms without a target
network. All the proofs are deferred to the appendix.

2 RELATED WORK

In this section, we briefly discuss the most relevant
related works to ours. Existing theoretical results in
the literature can be divided into two classes.

Asymptotic results. Almost sure convergence re-
sults are referred to as asymptotic. Konda & Tsit-
siklis [Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003b|, [Konda, 2002] pro-
vided almost sure (with probability one) convergence
results for a two timescales actor-critic algorithm
in which the critic estimates the action-value func-
tion via linear FA. Our algorithm is closer to an
actor-critic algorithm introduced by Bhatnagar et al.
[Bhatnagar et al., 2009] in the average reward set-
ting. However, unlike [Bhatnagar et al., 2009], we in-
tegrate a target variable mechanism into our critic
and consider the discounted reward setting. Moreover,
as previously mentioned, the target variable for the
critic adds an additional timescale in comparison to
|[Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003b, [Bhatnagar et al., 2009|
which only involve two different timescales. Re-
garding theoretical results considering target net-
works, Lee & He [Lee and He, 2019] proposed a fam-
ily of single timescale target-based TD learning al-
gorithms for policy evaluation. Our critic cor-
responds to a two timescales version of the sin-
gle timescale target-based TD learning algorithm of
Lee & He |[Lee and He, 2019, Algorithm 2| called
Averaging TD. In [Lee and He, 2019, Th. 1], this
single timescale algorithm is shown to converge
with probability one (w.p.l) towards the standard
TD solution solving the projected Bellman equa-
tion (see [Tsitsiklis and Van Roy, 1997] for a precise
statement). Besides the timescales difference with
|[Lee and He, 2019|, in this article, we are concerned
with a control setting in which the policy changes
at each timestep via the actor update. Yang et
al. [Yang et al., 2019 proposed a bilevel optimiza-
tion perspective to analyze Q-learning with a tar-
get network and an actor-critic algorithm without
any target network. More recently, Zhang et al.
[Zhang et al., 2021] investigated the use of target net-
works in Q-learning with linear FA and a target vari-
able with Ridge regularization. Their analysis covers
the average and discounted reward settings and estab-
lishes asymptotic convergence results for policy evalua-
tion and control. This recent work [Zhang et al., 2021
focuses on the critic-only Q-learning method with a
target network update rule, showing the role of the
target network in the off-policy setting. In particular,
this work is not concerned with actor-critic algorithms.

Finite-time analysis. The second type of results
consists in establishing time-dependent bounds
on some error or performance quantities such as
the average expected norm of the gradient of the
performance function. These are referred to as
finite-time analysis. In the last few years, several
works proposed finite-time analysis for TD learning
|Bhandari et al., 2018, [Srikant and Ying, 2019] for
two timescales TD methods [Xu et al., 2019] and
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even more generally for two timescales linear stochas-
tic approximation algorithms [Gupta et al., 2019,
Dalal et al., 2018| [Kaledin et al., 2020]. These works
opened the way to the recent development of a
flurry of nonasymptotic results for actor-critic
algorithms [Yang et al., 2018| Qiu et al., 2019,
Kumar et al., 2019| Hong et al., 2020,
Xu et al., 2020b, Xu et al., 2020al [Wang et al., 2020,
Wu et al., 2020, [Shen et al., 2020].  Regarding on-
line one-step actor-critic algorithms, Wu et al.
[Wu et al., 2020] provided a finite-time analysis of
the standard two timescales actor-critic algorithm
[Bhatnagar et al., 2009, Algorithm 1] in the av-
erage reward setting with linear FA. Shen et al
[Shen et al., 2020] conducted a similar study for
a revisited version of the asynchronous advantage
actor-critic (A3C) algorithm in the discounted set-
ting. None of the mentioned works uses a target
network. In this work, we conduct a finite-time
analysis of our target-based actor-critic algorithm.
Such new results are missing in all theoretical
results investigating the use of a target network
|[Lee and He, 2019, [Zhang et al., 2021].

The summary table [l compiles some key features of
our work to situate it in the literature and highlights
our contributions with respect to (w.r.t.) the closest
related works. We also mention that alternative up-
date rules are also possible for actor-critic algorithms.
Other common variants in practice use different pol-
icy gradients estimates based directly on the critic es-
timate instead of using it for bootstrapping (see for
e.g. a recent discussion in [Wen et al., 2021]). Such a
modification of the actor would not impact our critic
analysis but would induce a different bias for the pol-
icy gradient estimate (impacting namely Th. 4] and
Th. below). Our analysis can also be adapted to
this setting with a suitable analysis of the induced bias.

3 PRELIMINARIES

Notation. For every finite set X', we use the nota-
tion P(X) for the set of probability measures on X.
The cardinality of a finite set ) is denoted by |Y|. For
two sequences of nonnegative reals (z,) and (y,,), the
notation z, = O(y,) means that there exists a con-
stant C' independent of n such that z, < Cy, for
all n € N. For any integer p, the euclidean space RP
is equipped with its usual inner product (-,-) and its
corresponding 2-norm || - ||. For any integer d and any
matrix A € R?*P, we use the notation || Al| for the oper-
ator norm induced by the euclidean vector norm. For a
symmetric positive semidefinite matrix B € RP*P and
a vector z € RP, the notation |z||% refers to the quan-
tity (x, Bzx). The transpose of the vector x is denoted
by =7 and I, is the identity matrix.

3.1 Markov decision process and problem
formulation

Consider the RL setting [Sutton and Barto, 2018|
Bertsekas and Tsitsiklis, 1996, Szepesvari, 2010]
where a learning agent interacts with an environ-
ment modeled as an infinite horizon discrete-time
discounted MDP. We denote by S = {s1,---, s} the
finite set of states and A the finite set of actions. Let
p:S x A — P(S) be the state transition probability
kernel and R : § x A — R the immediate reward
function. A randomized stationary policy, which we
will simply call a policy in the rest of the paper,
is a mapping 7 : § — P(A) specifying for each
s € §,a € A the probability 7(als) of selecting action
a in state s. At each time step t € N, the RL agent
in a state S; € S executes an action A; € A with
probability 7(A;|S;), transitions into a state Siy1 € S
with probability p(St41|St, At) and observes a random
reward Ry11 € [-Ug,Ug] where Ugr is a positive
real. We denote by P, the probability distribution
of the Markov chain (S;, A;) issued from the MDP
controlled by the policy m with initial state distribu-
tion p. The notation E, . refers to the associated
expectation. We will use E; whenever there is no
dependence on p. The sequence (R;) is such that
(S.t.) Eﬂ-[RtJrﬂSt,At] = R(St,At) . Let v e (O, 1) be
a discount factor. Given a policy m, the long-term
expected cumulative discounted reward is quantified
by the state-value function V; : & — R and the
action-value function @, : & x A — R defined for all
s€8,a € Aby Vi(s) :=Ex[> o gV Re41|So = sland
Qr(s,a) = Ex[>; g7 Re41]S0 = 5,40 = a] .We
also define the advantage function A, : S x A — R
by Az(s,a) = Qn(s,a) — Vz(s). Given an initial
probability distribution p over states for the initial
state Sp, the goal of the agent is to find a pol-
icy m maximizing the expected long-term return
J(m) == 3 .cs P(5)Vx(s). For this purpose, the agent
has only access to realizations of the random variables
S, Ay and R; whereas the state transition kernel p
and the reward function R are unknown.

3.2 Policy Gradient framework

From now on, we restrict the policy search to the set of
policies 7 parameterized by a vector § € R? for some
integer d > 0 and optimize the performance criterion
J over this family of parameterized policies {mp : 6 €
R?}. The policy dependent function J can also be
seen as a function of the parameter 6. We use the
notation J(6) for J(mg) by abuse of notation. The
problem that we are concerned with can be written as:
maxgcpa J(0) .Whenever it exists, define for every 6 €
R the function ¢y : S x A — R? for all (s,a) € S x A
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Table 1: Comparison to closest related works.

Discounted Actor Markovian Target Asymptotic Finite-time Timescales
reward critic  sampling! variable results analysis
|[Lillicrap et al., 2016] v v X v X X 1
|[Lee and He, 2019] v X X v v e 1
[Wu et al., 2020] b 4 v v b 4 X v 3
[Shen et al., 2020] v v v X X v 2
|[Zhang et al., 2021 v X v v v X 2
This paper v v v v v v 3

! refers to the use of samples generated from the MDP and the acting policy, this excludes experience replay as
in [Lillicrap et al., 2016] and identically independently distributed (i.i.d.) samples used in theoretical analysis.

2 |[Lee and He, 2019| provide a finite-time analysis for a target-based TD-learning algorithm (for policy evaluation) based
on the periodic update style of the target variable used in [Mnih et al., 2015] involving two loops. They highlight that
a finite-time analysis of the Polyak-averaging style update rule |Lillicrap et al., 2016] is an open question. Here, we

address this question in the control setting.

by:
Yo(s,a) ;== Vinmg(als),

where V denotes the gradient w.r.t. #. We introduce
an assumption on the regularity of the parameterized
family of policies which is a standard requirement in
policy gradients (see, for eg., [Zhang et al., 2020a, As-
sumption 3.1][Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003b, Assump-
tion 2.1]). In particular, it ensures that vy is well
defined .

Assumption 3.1. The following conditions hold true
for every (s,a) € S x A.

(a) For every 6 € R, my(als) > 0.

(b) The function § — mg(als) is continuously differ-
entiable and L, -Lipschitz continuous.

(c) The function 6 — y(s,a) is bounded and L-
Lipschitz.

Assumption Bl is satisfied for instance by the Gibbs
(or softmax) policy and the Gaussian policy (see
|Zhang et al., 2020a), Sec. 3] and the references therein
for details).  Under Assumption B], the policy
gradient theorem [Sutton et al., 2000][Konda, 2002,
Th. 2.13] with the state-value function as a baseline
provides an expression for the gradient of the perfor-

mance metric J w.r.t. the policy parameter 6 given
by:

1

vI6) = T

: E(&A) ~lip.0 [Aﬂe (5’7 A) ¢0(§= A)] .
(1)

Here, the couple of random variables (S, A) follows
the discounted state-action occupancy measure ji, 9 €

P(S, A) defined for all (s,a) € S x A by:

1p.0(5; @) = dp0(s) mo(als) (2)
where d,4(s) :==(1—7) Zwt]P’p),re(St =s) (3)
t=0

is a probability measure over the state space S known
as the discounted state-occupancy measure. Note that
under Assumption 3], the policy gradient VJ is Lips-
chitz continuous (see [Zhang et al., 2020al Lem. 4.2]).

4 TARGET-BASED
ACTOR-CRITIC ALGORITHM

In this section, we gradually present our actor-critic
algorithm.

4.1 Actor update

First, we need an estimate of the policy gradient V.J(6)
of Eq. (M) in view of using stochastic gradient as-
cent to solve the maximization problem .Given Eq. (I
and following previous works, we recall how to sam-
ple according to the distribution p, 9. As described
in [Konda, 2002, Sec. 2.4], the distribution p, ¢ is the
stationary distribution of a Markov chain (S’t, /L)teN
issued from the artificial MDP whose transition kernel
p:Sx A— P(S) is defined for every (s,a) € S x A
by

p(-|s,a) ==vyp([s,a) + (1 =) p(), (4)

and which is controlled by the policy my generating the
action sequence (flt) We will later state conditions
to ensure its existence and uniqueness. Therefore, un-
der suitable conditions, the distribution of the Markov
chain (gt, /L)teN will converge geometrically towards
its stationary distribution p, 9. This justifies the fol-
lowing sampling procedure. Given a state S; and an
action /L, we sample a state S’t+1 according to this
artificial MDP by sampling from p(-|S;, A;) with prob-
ability v and from p otherwise. For this purpose, at
each time step t, we draw a Bernoulli random vari-
able B; € {0,1} with parameter v which is indepen-
dent of all the past random variables generated until
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time t.

Then, using the definition of the advantage function,
Eq. @) becomes:

1—7

VJ(0) = —— E[(R(S, A)+7Vz, (S) =V, (5)) (S, A)],
5)

o o (
where (S,A) ~ py6 and S ~ p(-|S,A). From this
equation, it is natural to define for every V € R™ the
temporal difference (TD) error

6141 = Rey1 +7V(Se41) = V(Sy), (6)

where Siy1 is drawn from the distribution p(-|5’t, flt)
and (S't,At)teN is the Markov chain induced by the
artificial MDP described in Eq. @) and controlled by
the policy m. Notice here from Eq. Bl that we need two
different sequences (S;) and (S;) respectively sampled
from the kernels p and p. In our discounted reward
setting, using only the sequence (S’t) issued from the
artificial kernel p would result in a bias with a sampling
error of the order 1—+ (see [Shen et al., 2020, Eq. (14)
and Lem. 7]).

Supposing for now that the value function Vi, is
known, it stems from Eq. (@) that a natural estima-

tor of the gradient V.J(0) is 6&;’1#9(5’,5,21,5)/(1 - 7).
This estimator is only biased because the distribution
of our sampled Markov chain (S;, A;); is not exactly
p,0 but converges geometrically to this one. However,
the state-value function V;, is unknown. Given an es-
timate V,,, € R" of V,ret and a positive stepsize oy, the

actor updates its parameter as follows:

1

011 =0 + oy
I—vy

5 e (S A (T)

4.2 Critic update

The state-value function V., is approximated for ev-
ery state s € S by a linear function of carefully cho-
sen feature vectors as follows: V., (s) =~ V,(s) =
wle(s) = S widi(s) ,where w = (w1, ,wm)? €
R™ for some integer m < n = |S| and ¢(s) =
(#1(s), -+ ,¢™(s))T is the feature vector of the
state s € S. We compactly represent the feature vec-
tors as a matrix of features ® of size n x m whose
ith row corresponds to the row vector ¢(s)? for some
s€ES.

Now, before completing the presentation of our
algorithm, we motivate the use of a target variable
for the critic. As previously mentioned, instead of a
standard TD learning algorithm [Sutton, 1988] for the
critic, we use a target-based TD learning algorithm.
We follow a similar exposition to [Lee and He, 2019,
Secs. 2.3, 2.4 and 3] to introduce the target variable

for the critic. Let us introduce some additional
notations for this purpose. Fix 6 € RY. Let Py
be the transition matrix over the finite state space
associated to the Markov chain (S;), i.e., the ma-
trix of size n x m defined for every s,s’ € S by
Py(s'ls) = > ,cap(s'|s,a)mg(als) .Consider the vec-
tor Rg = (Ro(s1),-- Ro(sn)) whose ith coordinate
is provided by Rg(s;)) = > ,camolalsi)R(si,a).
Let D,¢ be the diagonal matrix with elements
dpe(si),t = 1,---n along its diagonal. Define also
the Bellman operator Tp : R” +— R” for every V € R"
by TpV := Ry + 7PV . The true value function V,
satisfies the celebrated Bellman equation V;, = TpV;, .
This naturally leads to minimize the mean-square
Bellman error (MSBE) [Sutton et al., 2009 Sec. 3] de-
fined for every w € R™ by &(w) := £[|TyV., — VwH%M
where V, = ®w. The gradient of the MSBE w.r.t.
w can be written as V,&(w) = ngdpyg[(Tng(S') -

Va(9)) (Esp, (18) [YVuVi(S)] — ViV (9))].  As ex-
plained in [Bertsekas and Tsitsiklis, 1996, p. 369],
omitting the gradient term V,TpV,(S) =

Egp,15[7VuVu(9)] in V& (w) yields the standard

TD learning update rule wyr; = wy + 5t+1¢(§t).
The TD learning update does not coincide with a
stochastic gradient descent on the MSBE or even
any other objective function (see [Barnard, 1993|
Appendix 1] for a proof). The idea of target-based
TD learning is to consider a modified version of the
MSBE &(w,@) := [TV — V|3, , . Observe that
the term TV, depending on w in the MSBE is now
freezed in Ey(w,®) thanks to the target variable .
We now need to introduce a new sequence w; to define
a sample-based version of TyVy — V,, which will be a
modified version of the standard TD-error

S41 = Re1 +70(Se1) @ — (Sp)Twe . (8)

Then, a stochastic gradient descent on Ewrtow yields
the critic update

Wit = Wi + Bides10(S) - 9)

The target variable sequence @w; needs to be a slowed
down version of the critic parameter w;. For this pur-
pose, instead of using a periodical synchronization of
the target variable @w; with w; through a copy as in
DQN, we use the Polyak-averaging update rule pro-
posed by [Lillicrap et al., 2016]

W1 = w0 + & (wit1 — @), (10)

where &; is a positive stepsize chosen s.t. the se-
quence (@) evolves on a slower timescale than the se-
quence (wy) to track it. The update rules of the actor
and the critic collected together from Eqs. (@) to (@)
give rise to Algorithm [ We will use the shorthand

. Ve
notation d;41 := d,,’{ from now on.
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Algorithm 1 Target-based actor-critic.

Initialization: 6y € R% wy € R™.
fort=0,1,2,---,T-1do
Ap ~ 79, (+|St); Stw1 ~ p(:[St, At)
41 = Res1 +7 0(Se41) wi — ¢(Sp) " wi
- > classical TD error
Or+1 = Reg1 + 7 &(Se1) @ — ¢(Sp) wy
> target-based TD error
9t+1 = 9t + atﬁét_,_lz/}gt (St, At) > actor

W1 = wi + Br0r416(St)
Wip1 = @ + §(wig1 — @y)
‘?f—i—l ~p; By~ B(v)
Siy1=Bi11Si41+ (1 — Bey1)SE

end for

Output: Policy and value function parameters 6

and wr.

> critic
> target variable

Remark 1. We can simplify Algorithm [ by using
only the target-based TD error &y, instead of main-
taining both TD errors 5t+1 and d;41. The proofs can
be easily adapted, note for this that (&;) and (w;) track
the same target @.(6;) (see Prop. 52 Th. B3). For
clarity of exposition, we present the algorithm with
both TD errors, since the classical TD error stems
directly from the policy gradient whereas the target-
based TD error comes from the use of the target net-
work.

5 CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

In this section, we provide asymptotic convergence
guarantees for the critic and the actor of Algo-
rithm [ successively. For every 8 € R?, let Ky €
RISIMIXISIAI be the transition matrix over the state-
action pairs defined for every (s,a),(s’,a’) € S x A
by Ky(s',a'|s,a) = p(s'|s,a)me(d’|s’). Let K =
{Ky : 6 € R?} and let K be its closure. Every ele-
ment of K defines a Markov chain on the state-action
space. We make the following assumption (see also
|[Zhang et al., 2021], Marbach and Tsitsiklis, 2001]).

Assumption 5.1. For every K € K, the Markov
chain induced by K is ergodic.

In particular, it ensures the existence of a unique
invariant distribution p,¢ for the kernel Ky for ev-
ery § € R% Note that we can replace by p in As-
sumption [B.1].

Algorithm [ involves three different timescales. The
actor parameter ; is updated on a slower timescale
(i.e., with smaller stepsizes) than the target variable w;
which itself uses smaller stepsizes than the main critic
parameter w;. This is guaranteed by a specific choice of
the three stepsize schedules. The following assumption

is a three timescales version of the standard assump-
tion used for two timescales stochastic approximation
[Borkar, 2008, Chap. 6] and plays a pivotal role in our
analysis.

Assumption 5.2 (stepsizes). The sequences of posi-
tive stepsizes (ay), (B:) and (&) satisfy:

(a) Yoy =3B =2, & =+o0,
(b) Yoi(af + B} +&7) < oo,
(c) limy o0 g /& = limy 00 & /B = 0.
We also need the following stability assumption.

Assumption 5.3. sup,(|jw| + [|6:]]) < 400 w.p.1.

The almost sure boundedness assump-
tion is classical |[Konda and Borkar, 1999,
Borkar, 2008, Bhatnagar et al., 2009,

Karmakar and Bhatnagar, 2018]. The stability
question could be addressed in a look up table
representation setting (for e.g., m = n). Never-
theless, this question seems out of reach in the FA
setting without any modification of the algorithm.
Indeed, as discussed in [Bhatnagar et al., 2009,
p. 2478-2479], FA makes it hard to find a Lya-
punov function to apply the stochastic Lyapunov
function method [Kushner and Yin, 2003] whereas
the function J can be readily used in the tabular
case. Under a modification of the actor update
of the algorithm and slightly stronger assump-
tions inspired from [Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003al,
Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003b], the almost sure bound-
edness of the sequence (w:) can be relaxed using a
generalization to three timescales of the rescaling
technique of [Borkar and Meyn, 2000] which was ex-
tended by [Lakshminarayanan and Bhatnagar, 2017]
to two timescales stochastic approximation in the
case of i.i.d. samples. For simplicity of exposi-
tion, we defer the technical details regarding this
question to the appendix (see Appendix [C). Con-
cerning the sequence (), as previously mentioned,
it seems out of reach without modifying the algo-
rithm, [Lakshminarayanan and Bhatnagar, 2017] (see
their Section 6) propose for example to regularize
the objective function J by adding a quadratic
penalty €l|0||?/2 (e positive) leading to an addi-
tional €6, term in the actor update of the standard
actor-critic algorithm 1 of |Bhatnagar et al., 2009).
We do not make use of this trick which modifies
the critical points of the performance function. It is
also worth mentioning that several works enforce the
boundedness via a projection of the iterates on some
compact set [Bhandari et al., 2018, [Wu et al., 2020,
Shen et al., 2020, [Zhang et al., 2021]. The drawback
of this procedure is that it modifies the dynamics of
the iterates and could possibly introduce spurious
equilibria.
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First, we will analyze the critic before investigating the
convergence properties of the actor.

5.1 Critic analysis

The following assumption regarding the fam-
ily of basis functions is a standard requirement
[Bhatnagar et al., 2009, [Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003bj,
Tsitsiklis and Van Roy, 1997].

Assumption 5.4 (critic features). The matrix ® has
full column rank.

We follow the strategy of [Borkar, 2008, Chap. 6,
Lem. 1] for the analysis of multi-timescale stochas-
tic approximation schemes based on the ODE method.
We start by analyzing the sequence (w;) evolving on
the fastest timescale, i.e., with the slowly vanishing
stepsizes f; (see Assumption [1.2). The main idea be-
hind the proofs is that ;, w; can be considered as quasi-
static in this timescale. Then, loosely speaking (see
Appendix for a rigorous statement and proof), we can
show from its update rule Eq. (@) that (w;) is associ-
ated to the ODE

(0(s), @(s)) = G(0(s)) w(s),

)

.
=
»
N
Il

(ODE-w)

S
=
VA
S~—
Il
o o =

&l
=
)
S—
Il

)

where h : R x R™ — R™ and G : RY — R™*™ are
defined for every 6 € R, € R™ by

h(6,@) == ®" D, y(Ry+7yPp® ®) and G(0) := T D, ¢® .

(11)
Recall that the matrices D, g, Py and the vector Ry
are defined in Sec.

Remark 2. Under Assumptions [5.1] and [5.4], the ma-
trix —G(f) is Hurwitz for every 8 € R?, i.e., all its
eigenvalues have negative real parts. In particular, it
is invertible.

The matrix —G(#) being Hurwitz, it follows
from (ODE=W) that wy tracks a slowly moving target
w4 (0y,01) governed by the slower iterates 6; and @;.
The detailed proof in the appendix makes use of a re-
sult from [Karmakar and Bhatnagar, 2018|] to handle
the Markovian noise.

Proposition 5.1. Under Assumptions B and BT
to 54, the linear equation G(f)w = h(f,@) has a
unique solution w,(f,w) for every § € R4 @ € R™
and limy [|ws — wa(0:,0¢)|| = 0 w.p.1.

In a second step, we analyze the target variable se-
quence (@;) which is evolving on a faster timescale
than the sequence (#;) and slower than the se-
quence (w;). At the timescale &, everything happens
as if the quantity w; in Eq. (I0) could be replaced by

W (0t, ;) thanks to Prop. Bl Thus, in a sense that
is made precise in the appendix, we can show from
Eq. (I0O) that (@) is related to the ODE

{oy<s> = G(0(s)) " (h(8(s)) = G(60(s))@())
0(s) =0,
(ODE-w)

where h : R* = R” and G : R4 — R™*™ are defined
for every 6 € R? by

h(0) :=®"'D,pRy and G(0):=®'D,q(I,—vPp)®.

(12)
We show in the appendix that the matrix
—G(0) is Hurwitz. This result differs from
|Bertsekas and Tsitsiklis, 1996, Lem. 6.6.  p.300]

or [Tsitsiklis and Van Roy, 1997, Lem. 9] because the
matrix D, ¢ corresponds to the stationary distribution
associated to the artificial kernel p and the policy
mp in lieu of the original transition kernel p. Then,
we prove that —G(0)~'G(#) is also stable, which
suggests from (ODE-Q)) that @w; tracks an other slowly
moving target w.(#;). This is established in the next
proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Under Assumptions B and BT
to 54, for every § € R?, the linear equation G(#)w =
h(f) has a unique solution @.(f) and limy ||@; —
@«(01)| = 0w.p.1. Moreover, for every § € RY,
P w,(0) is a fixed point of the projected Bellman op-
erator, i.e., HpTy(Pw.(0)) = Pw.(0), where Iy =
®(®TD, ¢®)"1®T D, ¢ is the projection matrix on the
space {Pw : w € R™} of all vectors of the form & w
for w € R™ w.r.t. the norm || - ||p, ,-

Combining the results from Props. 61l and B2], we
prove that w; tracks the same target w,(6;).

Theorem 5.3. Let Assumptions B.] and 51l to (.4
hold true. Then, we have

li{n lwe — @i (0:)]] =0 w.p.1.
following:

Moreover,  this limit implies the
limg ||TTp, Ty, (Pwi) — Puwe|| =0 w.p.1.

Remark 3. When the actor parameter 6; is fixed
(i.e., we are back to a policy evaluation prob-
lem), the second part of the above convergence
result coincides with the widely known interpreta-
tion of the limit of the TD learning algorithm
provided in [Tsitsiklis and Van Roy, 1997] (see also
|[Bertsekas and Tsitsiklis, 1996 p. 303-304]).

5.2 Actor analysis

Theorem 5.4. Let Assumptions B and B to B4
hold true. Then, w.p.1

timn (I 7(60) [ = [b(80)]) < 0.
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where for every 6 € R (s,a) € S x A,
bA(H) = ﬁEup,e ["/19(57 A) (Q9 (Sv A) - Qﬂ'e (Sv A)) and
QG(Sv CL) = R(Sv CL) + Y ZS/GS p(5/|55 a)¢(5/)Tw* (9) .

Th. B4l is analog to [Konda, 2002, Th. 5.5] which is
established for the standard on-policy actor-critic in
the average reward setting and [Zhang et al., 2020D)
Th. 3] for an off-policy actor-critic without any target
network. The result states that the sequence (0;) gen-
erated by our actor-critic algorithm visits any neigh-
borhood of the set {# € R? : |[VJ(0)| < [|b(8)]} in-
finitely often. The bias b() corresponds to the differ-
ence between the gradient V.J(#) and the steady state
expectation of the actor’s update direction. The es-
timate used to update the actor in Eq. (@) is only a
biased estimate of V.J(#) because of linear FA.

Remark 4. The bias b(f) disappears in the tabu-
lar setting (m = |S| and the features spanning RIS
when we do not use FA and in the linear FA set-
ting when the value function belongs to the class
of linear functions spanned by the pre-selected fea-
ture (or basis) functions. Beyond these particular set-
tings, considering compatible features as introduced in
[Sutton et al., 2000, [Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003b| can
be a solution to cancel the bias b(#) incurred by Algo-
rithm [II We do not investigate this direction in this
work.

6 FINITE-TIME ANALYSIS

Our analysis in this section should be valid for a contin-
uous state space S (and still finite action space) upon
supposing that the feature map ¢ defined in Section[d.2]
has bounded norm (i.e., ||¢(+)|] < 1) and slightly adapt-
ing our notations and definitions to this more general
setting (see also for e.g., [Wu et al., 2020]). To stay
concise and consistent with the first part of our analy-
sis in Section Bl we restrict ourselves to the finite state
space setting.

6.1 Critic analysis

For every 6 € R?, we suppose that the Markov
chain (S;) induced by the policy 7y and the transition
kernel p mixes at a geometric rate.

Assumption 6.1. There exist constants ¢ > 0 and
o€ (0,1) s.t. for every t € N, 6 € R?,

SupdTv(P(S’t S |S’0 = S,ﬂ'g),dp’g) < CO't,
seES

where drv (-, ) denotes the total-variation distance be-
tween two probability measures.

This assumption is used to control the Markovian noise
induced by sampling transitions from the MDP under

a dynamically changing policy. It was considered first
in [Bhandari et al., 201§] in a policy evaluation setting
for the finite-time analysis of TD learning. It was later
used for instance in [Zou et al., 2019, [Wu et al., 2020,
Shen et al., 2020].

We have seen in Sec. B.lthat the dynamics of the critic
is driven by two key matrices —G/(#) and —G(6) "1 G(8).
While we only need these matrices to be stable for our
asymptotic results, we actually show in the appendix
that —G(6) is even negative definite uniformly in 6.
We suppose that the second matrix —G(6)~'G(6) is

also negative definite uniformly in 6.

Assumption 6.2. There exists ¢ > 0 s.t. for ev-
ery € R4, w e R™, wTG(O)1G(O)w > (|jw]|?.

We are now ready to state our critic convergence rate.

Theorem 6.1. Let Assumptions B, Bl and
to hold. Let c¢1,ca,c3,a,&, 8 be positive constants
st. 0<fB<E<a<l. Set oy = (135)&, & = (1i2t)§
and fB; = 7357 - Then, the sequences (we) and (6)

from Algorithm [l satisfy for every integer T'> 1,
T
1 _ 1 InT
T ;]E[Hwt — .0 =0 (T15> +0 ( 5 )

1 1
+O <T2(a—£)> +0 <T2(£—/3)> '

The bound of Th. [6] shows the impact of using a
target variable. First, the last two terms impose the
conditions o > & and & > (. At least with linear
FA, this may provide a theoretical justification to the
common practice of updating the target network at
a slower rate compared to the main network for the
critic. Second, compared to [Wu et al., 2020, Th. 4.7]
which is concerned with the standard actor-critic in
the average reward setting, we have the slower O(T%1)
instead of O(T”~!) and our bound comprises four error
terms. These are also consequences of the use of a
target variable.

Remark 5. Although we use similar proof techniques
to [Wu et al., 2020] for our finite-time analysis, no-
tice that our novel asymptotic analysis of the critic
(Sec. B.J)) is crucial for the proof (see Sec. [B] for de-
tails).

6.2 Actor analysis

We suppose that the critic approximation er-
ror induced by linear FA is uniformly bounded
(see also [Qiu et al., 2019| Wu et al., 2020,
Xu et al., 2020a]).

Assumption 6.3. There exists eppa > 0 s.t. for ev-
ery 6 € RY, 1V, — fI)(IJ*(H)HDM < €pA .
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Observe that epa = 0 if the true value function V,
belongs to the linear function space spanned by the
feature functions for every 6 € R?.

Theorem 6.2. Let Assumptions 311, 611, to 6.1
and[6.3 hold. Let ¢, ¢, c3, a, €, 8 be positive constants
s.t. O<B<§<a<1 Set oy = (1+t0<7§t

and §; = Then, for every integer T' > 1,

1+t)5
1+t)5 ’

Ti E[|VJ(6,)|] <T11 a> O (1];?)
<?§i |wt—w*@ﬂ|0<+0(@A%

Combining Th. 611 and Th. 621 we obtain the follow-

ing result.

Corollary 6.3. Under the setting and the assump-
tions of Ths. [6.1] and [6.2], we have for every T' > 1,

T
1 InT
Z (IIVJ(6:) || (m) + 0 (W)

1 1
+O<Wd0)+0<pfm>+o&m%

Moreover, if we set o = %, &= % and 8 = % to define
the stepsizes (ay), (&) and (B), the actor parameter
sequence () generated by Algorithm [I] within T =
O(e%1n®(L)) steps, satisfies

i B[ TI(6,)]*) < Oera) + ¢

As a consequence, since Algorithm [I]uses a single sam-
ple from the MDP per iteration, its sample complexity
is O(e~®In*(1)). This is to compare with the best
O(e2In(1)) sample complexity known in the litera-
ture (to the best of our knowledge) for actor-critic al-
gorithms up to the linear FA error [Xu et al., 2020al,
Th. 2]. Although the use of a target variable seems
to deteriorate the sample complexity w.r.t. the best
known result for target-free actor-critic methods, note
that it is still aligned with the complexity reported
in [Qiu et al., 2019] (up to logarithmic factors) and
better than the O(e~*) sample complexity obtained
in [Kumar et al., 2019] with i.i.d. sampling. Notice
that we do not make use of mini-batching of sam-
ples (even from a single sample path) or nested loops
as in [Xu et al., 2020a]. We refer to [Wu et al., 2020,
Section 4.4] and [Xu et al., 2020a, Table 1] for fur-
ther discussion. We briefly comment on the origin
of this deteriorated sample complexity stemming from
our finite-time bounds. Due to the use of a target
variable, instead of the O(T?(~#) error term of the
standard actor-critic (see [Wu et al., 2020, Cor. 4.9] or

[Shen et al., 2020, Ths.3-4]), we have two error terms
O(T?@=8)) and O(T?¢~#)) slowing down the conver-
gence because of the condition f < £ < a. Interest-
ingly, at least in the linear FA setting, this corrobo-
rates the practical intuition that the use of a target
network may slow down learning as formulated for in-
stance in |Lillicrap et al., 2016}, Section 3] (even if con-
stant stepsizes are used in practice).

Remark 6. Remark Ml also applies to the function
approximation error epa.

7 CONCLUSION AND FUTURE
WORK

This paper provides the first convergence analysis of
an actor-critic algorithm incorporating a target net-
work, establishing both asymptotic and finite-time re-
sults under Markovian sampling. Motivated by the
success of actor-critic methods using target networks
in deep RL, our analysis shows that this target network
mechanism is theoretically sound in the linear FA set-
ting. Although our analysis does not demonstrate a
particular advantage of target-based actor-critic meth-
ods over non-target based counterpart in the linear FA
setting, our results pave the road for the nonlinear FA
setting. There are several interesting directions for fu-
ture research. A theoretical justification of the use of
a target network in the nonlinear FA setting beyond
linear FA is a challenging problem that merit further
investigation. In particular, as practical algorithms in
deep RL seem to indicate, it would be interesting to
see if such a trick can be a theoretically grounded al-
ternative to the failure of temporal difference learning
with nonlinear FA. Another possible avenue for future
work to close the gap between theory and practice is to
address the case of off-policy target-based actor-critic
algorithms which have enjoyed great empirical success
|[Fujimoto et al., 2018, [Haarnoja et al., 2018].
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Supplementary Material:
Analysis of a Target-Based Actor-Critic Algorithm
with Linear Function Approximation

A Proofs for Sec. asymptotic convergence results

A.1 Critic analysis

The objective of this section is to prove Th.[5.3l First, we recall the outline of the proof. Our actor-critic algorithm
features three different timescales associated to three different stepsizes converging to zero with different rates,
each one associated to one of the sequences (6), (w;) and (w;). In spirit, we follow the strategy of [Borkar, 2008,
Chap. 6, Lem. 1] for the analysis of two timescales stochastic approximation schemes. We make use of the results
of [Karmakar and Bhatnagar, 2018] which handles controlled Markov noise. The proof is divided into three main
steps:

(i) We start by analyzing the sequence (w;) evolving on the fastest timescale, i.e., with the stepsizes ; which
are converging the slowest to zero (see Assumption (2. We rewrite the slower sequences (6;), (&) with
the stepsizes B;. In this timescale, (0;), (0;) are quasi-static from the point of view of the evolution of the
sequence (w;). We deduce from this first step that w; tracks a slowly moving target w, (0, ;) governed by
the slower iterates 6; and @;. This is the purpose of Prop. 5.1l which is proved in Sec. below.

(ii)) In a second step, we analyze the sequence (w;) which is evolving in a faster timescale than the sequence (6;)
and slower than the sequence (w;). Similarly, we show that @, tracks an other slowly moving target @, (6;).
This is established in the proof of Prop. (.2 in Sec.

(iii) We conclude in Sec[A.1.3] by combining the results from the first two steps, proving that the sequence w;
tracks the same target @.(6;).
A.1.1 Proof of Prop. (5.1

Let F; be the o-field generated by the random variables S, Sy, Ay, 0, @, w; for I < t. For each time step ¢, let
Zy = (St, At). Our objective here is to show that the critic sequence (w;) tracks the slowly moving target w. (6, @)
defined in Prop. Bl From the update rule of the sequence (w:), we have

Wil = we + ﬂt5t+1¢(»§t)
= wi + Bi(Rig1 +70(Se41) @ — ¢(Se)"wi)B(Se)
= wi + Brw (e, we, Zt) + 51&77&)1 ) (13)

where for every 0,w € R™, 2 = (s,a) € § X A,
w(w,w, z) = (R(S,a) +9> p(8/|57a)¢(8/)T@> ¢(s) — d(s)g(s) " w (14)
s’eS

and 772&)1 is a martingale difference sequence defined as

1 = (Resr = R(Se, A))$(S) + 107 (0(Ser1) — Eb(Si1)|Fr)) $(Se) - (15)

As can be seen in Eq. ([3)), the sequence (w;) can be written as a linear stochastic approximation scheme
controlled by the slowly varying Markov chains (6;) and (). In view of characterizing its asymptotic behavior,
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we compute for fixed @,w € R™ the expectation of the quantity w(w,w, Z) (see Eq. (I4)) where Z = (5, A) is
a random variable (on S x A) following the stationary distribution u, ¢ (see Eq. (2)) of the Markov chain (Z;).
Recall the definitions of A : R? x R™ — R™ and G : RY — R™*™ from Eq. (), for every § € R% @ € R™

h(0,0) :=®" D, g(Ry + yPp®®) and G(0) :=d"D,®.

Lemma A.1. Under Assumption G511, for every w,w € R™, we have

Ezep, o w(@,w, Z)] = h(0,0) — G(O)w

Proof. We obtain from the definitions of w in Eq. (I4) and p, ¢ in Eq. @) that

]EZNMp,B [’U}((D, W, Z)] = ]:EZNMP,Q

< R(S,A)+~ > p(s'15,A)¢ )Tw> #(S5) — ¢<§>¢<§>Tw]
s'eS

> tpols,a) <R<s, a)+v > p(s]s, a)qs(s')%) o(s) — p(s)¢(s) w
s’eS

s€S,acA
= dpol(s) <Re(5)¢(5) +7 ) po(s'ls)o(s') T w(s) — ¢(S)¢(S)Tw>
s€S s'eS
= h(0,w) — G(O)w
where the penultimate equation stems from recalling that Rg(s) = >, .4 R(s,a)me(als) and pe(s'|s) =
> acaP(s']s,a)mg(als) for every s € S. O

Defining x: = (6¢, @), we obtain from the update rules of (6;) and (@;) that
Xt+1 = Xt + Beee, (16)

where ¢; = (——5t+1w9t(Zt) o £ (weg1 —wt)) . Notice that ¢, — 0 as t — oo. This is because % — 0,

% — 0 by Assumption [5.2], (w;) and (hence) (@;) are a.s. bounded by Assumption 53], (R;) is bounded by Ug,
0 — 1g(s,a) is bounded by Assumption Bl and S, A are finite.

Let ¢ = (xt,wi), ¢ = (0, @,w) € RH2™ W (¢, 2) = (0,w(@,w, 2)), &, = (g4,0) and 77&)1 = (0,77&)1). Then, we
can write Eqs. (I6) and (I3) in the framework of [Karmakar and Bhatnagar, 2018, Sec. 3, Eq.(14), Lem. 9], i.e.,
as a single timescale controlled Markov noise stochastic approximation scheme:

Cir1 = G + Be[W(Ct, Zt) + €1 + nt( 0, (17)

with €, — 0. Under the assumptions of [Karmakar and Bhatnagar, 2018| that we will verify at the end of the
proof, we obtain that the sequence ({;) converges to an internally chain transitive set (i.e., a compact invariant
set which has no proper attractor, see definition in [Karmakar and Bhatnagar, 2018| Sec. 2.1] or [Benaim, 1996,
Sec. 1 p. 439]) of the ODE

S0ls) = W) where W(Q) = (0,500 — G(O)),

ie.,

=x(s) =0,
{d%w@ — Alx(s)) — CO(s))ls). (18)

As we will show that the second ODE governing w has a unique asymptotically stable equilibrium w, (6, o) for
every constant function x(t) = x = (6,®), it follows that (x:,w:) converges a.s. towards the set {(x, w.(x)) : x
R ™1 In other words, lim ||w; — w4 (¢, @¢)|| = 0, which is the desired result.

We now conclude the proof by verifying among (A1) to (A7) of [Karmakar and Bhatnagar, 2018] the assumptions
under which [Karmakar and Bhatnagar, 2018, Lemmas 9 and 10] hold.
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(i) (Al): (Z;) takes values in a compact metric space. Note that it is a finite state-action Markov chain
controlled by the sequence (6;).

(ii)) (A2): It is easy to see from Eq. ([4) that the drift function w is Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. the variables
w,w uniformly w.r.t. the last variable z because p is a probability kernel and the set of states S is finite.

(iii) (A3): (ﬁt(}r)l) is a martingale difference sequence w.r.t. the filtration (F;). Moreover, since (R;) is bounded,
there exists K > 0 s.t. B[ [|121F] < K (1 + [jws]| + [|a]2)-

(iv) (A4): The stepsizes (8;) satisfy >, 8 = +o00 and ), 87 < co as formulated in Assumption

(v) (A5): The transition kernel associated to the controlled Markov process (Z;) is continuous w.r.t. the variables
z2€8x A x € RH™ € R™. Continuity (w.r.t. to the metric of the weak convergence of probability
measures) is a consequence of the fact that we have a finite-state MDP.

(vi) (A6"): We first note that the inverse of the matrix G(f) exists thanks to Assumptions [5.1] and [5.4]. For
all y = (,w) € R™, we now show that the ODE “Lw(s) = h(x) — G()w(s) has a unique globally
asymptotically stable equilibrium w,(x) = G(6)*h(x). The aforementioned ODE is stable if and only if the
matrix G(6) is Hurwitz. We actually show that we have a stronger result in Lem. under Assumptions 5]
and [5:4]. We briefly explicit why the assumption as formulated in the rest of (A6’) holds.

Define the function L(x,w) = %||G(0)w — h(x)||>. For every x = (6,w) € R¥*™, the function L(y,-) is a
Lyapunov function for ODE (). Indeed, using Lem. [A.2] below, we can write

d%L(Xvw(S)) = —(h(x) = G(O)w(s), G(O)(h(x) = G(O)w(s))) < —e[|G(O)w(s) — h()]*.

(vii) (AT): The stability Assumption ensures that sup,(|lwe]| + [|6¢]]) < 400 w.p.1. As a consequence, it also
follows from the update rule of (&) that sup, ||@:]| < +oo.

Lemma A.2. Under Assumptions 5.1 and [5.4], there exists ¢ > 0 s.t. for all # € R% w € R™,
Wwl'G(O)w > e|jw|?.

In particular, it holds that supgega [|G(0) 71| < .

Proof. Recall that K := {Kj : 6 € R?} where for every 6 € RY, Ky € RISIAXISIAI s the transition matrix over
the state-action pairs defined for every (s, a), (s',a’) € S x A by Ky(s',d’|s,a) = p(s'|s,a)mg(a’|s') . We also
denoted by K the closure of K. Under Assumption [5.1], there exists a unique stationary distribution px € RS*A
for every K € K.

We first show that the map K — g is continuous over the set IC. The proof of this fact is similar to the proofs
of [Zhang et al., 2021 Lem. 9] and [Marbach and Tsitsiklis, 2001, Lem. 1]. We reproduce a similar argument
here for completeness. Observe first that px satisfies:

T _
M(K)pk = [(1)] where M(K):= {K 1 I] .
As a consequence, since M (K) has full column rank thanks to Assumption 5], the matrix M (K)TM(K) is
invertible and we obtain a closed form expression for px given by:

com T T
e = () 2(R)) ()T ] = SR 1

0
M(K)*
|| = “Femmr o0 )]
where com(A) stands for the comatrix of the matrix A. Then, it can be seen from this expression that the map
K — ug is continuous. Note for this that the entries of the comatrix are polynomial functions of the entries
of M(K)TM(K), and the determinant operator is continuous.

It follows from Assumption [5.1] that for every K € K and every (s,a) € S x A, puk(s,a) > 0. We deduce
from the continuity of the map K +— pux over the compact set IC that inf g pi(s,a) > 0.Since Ky € K for
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every 6 € R?, we obtain that infy Lpo(s,a) > 0where we recall that p, ¢ is the unique stationary distribution
of the Markov chain induced by Ky . As a consequence, since dj, g(s) = >, 4 Hp,0(5,a), it also holds that

irelf dpo(s)>0.

Therefore, for every § € R%, w € R™:
wl'GO)w = (Pw)' D, (P w) > mig i%f dpo(s)]|Pw|® > migl i%f dp.0(8) Amin (@7 @)[|w||?,
s€ s€

where )\min(q)T(I)) > 0 corresponds to the smallest eigenvalue of the symmetric positive definite matrix &7 ® which
is invertible thanks to Assumption[5.4]. The proof is concluded by setting € := Apin (@7 ®)-minges infy dpe(s) >0
which is independent of 6. O

A.1.2 Proof of Prop.

Recall the definitions of the vector h(#) and the matrix G(0) from Eq. (I2):
h(6) :==®"D,pRy and G(0):=d"D, (I, —vPs)®P. (19)

We begin the proof by showing the existence of a unique solution @, (6) to the linear system G(¢)w = h(). The
following lemma establishes the uniform positive definiteness of the matrix G(#) Note that we do not include
symmetry in our definition of positive definiteness as in [Bertsekas and Tsitsiklis, 1996]. As a matter of fact, the
matrix G(6) is not symmetric in general.

Lemma A.3. If Assumptions [5.1] and 5.4 hold, there exists x > 0 s.t. for all # € R? and w € R™,
WwI'G(O)w > k|w|*.

In particular, the matrix G(6) is invertible.

Proof. First, we have for every § € R%, w € R™,
w'G(O)w = (dw)"' D, (I, — YPy)Pw = (®w)" D, o(Pw) — 7(Pw)" D, g Py(dw). (20)
Then, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

1 1
(®w)" D, g Py(dw) = (dw)" D2 D2y Py(Pw) < ||[®wp, , || Po®w| D, , - (21)

p,9|
Notice now that we cannot use the classical result [Tsitsiklis and Van Roy, 1997, Lem. 1] to obtain that
IPVp,, < IIVlp,, for any V' € R™ because D,y is not the stationary distribution of the kernel Py but

it is instead associated to the artificial kernel Py. Nevertheless, the following lemma provides an analogous result
with a similar proof.

Lemma A.4. For every § € R?, V € R”, we have

1

—~ 1
1PV 13 IIVHD - THVH?J < ;IIVII%M -

p9_

Proof. 1t follows from Jensen’s inequality that

n

HPGVH%)M dee 5 (ZPH 55s:)V; > dee s Z (s5]5:)V.

Then, observe that Py = Py + (1 —~)1p” as a consequence of Eq. #). By plugging this formula and then using

the fact that dT P9 = dp 9, We obtain

Z dp,@(si) Z Pg(Sj |Si)‘/}2 =
=1 j=1

-
M=

<
Il

K 1 : dp,e(si)P9(8j|Sz‘)V}2> - (1=9) ip(sg‘)‘/}z}
dpo(s)V2 — (1~ ip 5;) }

o

-7
VI3, - TIIVHi

2|~
M:

J

2~
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which concludes the proof of Lem. [A4]. O
We now complete the proof of Lem. [A.3]. From Eq. (1), Lem. [A4] with V = ®w yields

1 1
(®w)" Do Po(Pw) < —VII%IIQDP,Q = —(2w)" Dp,p(dw).

Val
Whence, we obtain from Eq. (20) that

Wl G(O)w = (1= y7)(2w)" Dy p(Pw) > (1 — ) wl|?,
where the last inequality stems from Lem. O
We now prove the remaining convergence results. We start with the first result showing that the sequence (&;)

tracks @, (0;) . From the update rules of the sequences (@;) and (w:) (Egs. [@)-(I0)), we can introduce the quantity
w«(0t,@¢) as defined in Prop. 5] to obtain

Wrp1 = @ + & (w1 — @)
= Wt + & (wr + Brw(@r, we, Zs) + 51577,5.121 — W)
= Bp + & (We (00, @r) — @) + Ex(wr — wa (81, @0) + Brw(@e,wi, Z0)) + EBemy - (22)

Then, using the expressions of h, G in Eq. (II)) and h, G in Eq. (IZ), we can write
Wi, @1) — @0 = G(0,) " (h(B, 1) — G(0)wr) = G(B:) " (h(6:) — G(0:) ) -
As a consequence,

Wrr1 = @ + EG(0:) 7 (h(0:) — G(0)@r) + & (wr — Wi (O, @1) + Brw(@r, wi, Zy)) + &ﬁmﬁ)l . (23)

Therefore, the sequence (&;) satisfies a linear stochastic approximation scheme driven by the slowly varying
Markov chain (6;) evolving on a slower timescale than the iterates (w;). We proceed similarly to the proof of

Prop. B.1.
Recall the notation x; = (0;,&;). Let x = (,0) € R™*™ U(x) = (0,G(0)"1(h(0) — G(§)@)). Then,

Xe+1 = Xt + & (U (xe) + &4, (24)

where &; = (% ﬁ5t+1¢9t (Sty Ap),wi — wa By, @) + Brw(@y, wi, Zt) + 51&77&)1) .

It can be shown that & — 0 as t — +oo. Note for this that a;/& — 0 and 8; — 0 by Assumption 5.2,
wp —wx (0, wy) — 0 as proved in Prop. BIland d;411, (5',5, flt), w(we, wy, Zt) are bounded by Assumptions,
(.3l the boundedness of the reward function R and the fact that the sets S, A are finite. Moreover, Assumption[5.2]
ensures that >, & = 400 and ), & < +o0.

Furthermore, one can show that the function U is Lipschitz continuous. For this, remark that:

(a) The function U is affine in @.

(b) The functions 8 — Ry and @ — Py are Lipschitz continuous as Py(s'|s) = p(s'|s,a)mg(als), Re(s) =
> aca R(s,a)mg(als) and Assumption BIH(D) guarantees that 6 — mg(als) is Lipschitz continuous for every
(s,a) e S x A.

(¢) The function § — D, ¢ is Lipschitz continuous. We refer to [Zhang et al., 2021, Lem. 9] for a proof.

(d) The function 6 — G(0)~* is Lipschitz continuous. Observe for this that for every 6,6 € R*,G(6)~! —

GOt =GO)"HG®) - G(0))G(#)~ ! and that sup, [|G(6) | < oo using Lem.

e) The reward function R is bounded and the entries of the matrices D,y and Py are bounded by one.
Ps
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Using classical stochastic approximation results (see, for e.g., [Benaim, 1996, Th.1.2]), we obtain that the se-
quence (x;) converges a.s. towards an internally chain transitive set of the ODE “y(s) = U(x(s)), i.e.,

4gs) =0,
ds
{%w@ — G(O(s) (h(O(5)) — GB(s))(s)). (%)

We conclude by showing that for every 6 € R?, the ODE L (s) = G(0) ' (h(0) — G(A)w(s)) has a globally
asymptotically stable equilibrium @, (#). This result holds if the matrix —G(6)~*G(6) is Hurwitz, i.e., all its
eigenvalues have negative real parts. We show this result in Lem. [A.5] below.

Then, it follows that x; = (6;,@;) converges a.s. towards the set {(#,w.(6)) : § € R%}. This yields the desired
result hmt ||(:)t — (:)*(9,5)” =0

Lemma A.5. For every 6 € R%, the matrix —G(6) ~'G(0) is Hurwitz .

Proof. We first recall Lyapunov’s theorem which characterizes Hurwitz matrices (see, for e.g.,
[Horn and Johnson, 1994, Th.2.2.1 p. 96]). A complex matrix A is Hurwitz if and only if there exists a positive
definite matrix M = M* s.t. A*M + M A is negative definite, where M* and A* are the complex conjugate
transposes of M and A. We use this theorem with A = —G(6)~'G() and M = G(6) which is symmetric by
definition and positive definite thanks to Lem.[A.2l Then, we obtain that

A*M + MA=-GO)TGO)'GH) — GO)GO)'G0) = —(GO)" +G(0)).

We conclude the proof by showing that G(8)T +G(6) is a (symmetric) positive definite matrix. For that, observe
that for every nonzero vector w € R™, it holds that w?(G(0)T + G(0))w = 2wTG(#)w > 0 where the positivity
stems from Lem. [A.3] O

The last result states that for every § € RY, ®w,(6) is a fixed point of the projected Bellman operator I1yT}.
This is a consequence of the following derivations:

Ty (Pw.(0)) = ®G(0) @7 D, o Ty(Pw.(0))

®G(0)'®T D, o(Ry + yPpy®w.(6))

= OG(0) ' h(0) + PG(0)H(G(O) — G(0))G(0) " h(0)
OG(0) " h(h) + PG(0) " Lh(F) — DG(H)Th(H)

= 3@,(0), (26)

where the first equality uses the expression of the projection Ily, the second one uses the definition of the Bellman
operator Ty and the third one stems from the definitions of the matrices G(0) and G(0) (see Egs. (IIl) and (I2])).

A.1.3 Proof of Th. 5.3

The proof of Th. uses both Prop. 5.1l and Prop. 5.2

In order to show that lim; |[|w; — @.(0;)|| = 0 w.p.1 ,we prove the two following results:
(a) limy ||wr — wi(0r,@4(601))]] =0 w.p.1.

(b) ws(0,@,(0)) = @, (0) for all 6 € RY.

(a) We have the decomposition

wi — Wi (O, 0 (0¢)) = [we — wa (0, @¢)] + [wi (b, 0r) — wi (B, @4 (61))]
= W — Wi (0, @00)] + G(0:) 1 ({6, 0¢) — h(By, 04 (61)))
= [ — wi(Or, )] + G(0,) " ®T D, g, Py, ®(wy — @ (61))
= W — Wi (0, 00)] + G(0:) " (G(8:) — G(6:)) (@0 — @4 (6))
= [wi = a0, 00)] + (I — G(0:) G (0:)) (@0 — @4 (6r)) (27)
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It follows from Prop. 511 that the first term in the above decomposition goes to zero. Then, observe that
supy |G(0) 7| < oo given Lem. [A2] and supy |G(0)|] < oo thanks to the boundedness of the matrices Py
and D, ¢ uniformly in 6. As a consequence, the second term also converges to zero using Prop. [5.2.

(b) Using the definitions of the functions w, and @,, we can write for every 6 € R?,

(6,@.(60)) = G(6) " h(8,@.(9))
=G(0) '@ D, g(Ry +yPy®G(0)  h(0))
=G(0) ' (h(0) + 2T D, s Py®G(0) ' h(0))
= G(0) " (In + 9" D, g Py®G(0) " )h(6)
=G(0)"1(G(0) + 72T D, g Py®)G(0) ' h(0)
=G(0)'G(0)G() " h(0)
= @.(0).

For the last result, we write

[TTg, Tp, (Pwr) — Puwy|| = [|® (G(0:) " Dy6, Ty, (Pwy) — wr) ||
=@ (G(6:)~ (I)TDPGr(TQr((I)wt) duwy)) ||
(GO~

=@ (G(0: G(0)wr)) |
= |@G(6:)~ 1G(9t)(wt — ws(62))]]
< N@IGO) NGO llwe — @ ()] - (28)

Then, as previously mentioned in the proof, observe that sup, |[|G(8) || < oo and supy ||G(6)| < oco. Since
Wt — 0 (0;) — 0 as t — oo, the result follows.

A.2 Proof of Th. 5.4k actor analysis

In this subsection, we present a proof of Th. B4 which is similar in spirit to the proof in
|[Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003b, Sec. 6]. Recall the notation Z; = (S, At). Note that (Z;) is a Markov chain.
The actor parameter 0; iterates as follows:

Or11 =0 + oy 1= 5t+11/)0t(st7 At)

=0ty i 5 (Re1 + (9(Ser1) = 6(S0)) wi)vbe, (Se, Ar)

1 . J 1
=0+ o = 7(R(St, A)e, (St Ar) + Ho, (Zy)wy) + atl — 7"7t+1 )

where for every § € R?, 2 = (s,a) € S x A,

T
Hy(z) = wesa<vz (s']s,a) —¢(s)> ,

s'eS

and (7;41) is an R-valued F;-martingale difference sequence defined by

i1 = (Re1 — E[Reqa | Fi)) o, (Se. Ae) + b, (St Ap) (6(Sta1) — Elp(Seq) | Fe])  we - (29)

We now introduce the steady-state expectation of the main term Hy(Z;)w; —I—R(St, At)l/Jgt (St, At) Recall that p, 6
is the stationary distribution of the Markov chain (Z;). Define the functions H : R — R¥*™ and u : R — R¢
for every § € R? by

H(0) =Eznp, ,[Ho(Z)],

w(0) = Ezep, o[R(S, A)tho (S, A)], (31)

—
w
=)

=
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where Z = (5’ , fl) is a random variable following the distribution 1, .

Then, we introduce the quantity @, (6;) which approximates well w, for large ¢ (in the sense of Th. [53) and only
depends on the actor parameter ;. We obtain the following decomposition

1 -
— i+ e+ ), (32)

Orp1 =0 + ar f(0) + atl

where the function f : R? — R? and the error terms egl) and e§2) are defined as follows

1(6) = T (H(0) @.(0) +u(0)) (33)
etV = (R(St, Ae)o, (Si, Ae) + Ho, (Z4)o.(6:)) — (H(8;) @x(6) + (b)), (34)
es?) = Ho, (Z:)(wr — @.(0:)). (35)

The bias induced by the approximation of V.J(f) by our actor-critic algorithm is defined for every 6 € R? by
b(0) := f(0) —VJ(). (36)

This bias is due to the linear FA of the true state-value function. It is defined as the difference between the
steady-state expectation of the actor update given by the function f defined in Eq. (B3] and the gradient V.J(9)
we are interested in. The following lemma provides a more explicit and interpretable expression for the bias b(6).
The state-value function Vj, will be seen as a vector of RIS!.

Lemma A.6. For every 6 € R¢,

b(0) = 1% Z NP,9(87 a)e(s, a) Z p(8/|8, a)(¢(5/)T(‘D* (0) =V, (S/)) :

v SES,acA s’eS

Proof. The expression follows from using the definition of b(f) and computing both the function H defined in
Eq. (30) and the gradient of the function J.

First, we explicit the function H, writing

T
H(0) =Ezmp,,[Ho(Z)] =Ezep,, |V6(S,A) <7 p(s'|S, A)g(s') — ¢<5*>>

s€S,acA

D woo(s,a)o(s,a) <7 p(s'|s, a)p(s")" — ¢(S)T>
= S (s a)e(s,a)
sES,acA s'eS
where the last equality stems from remarking that Y . 4 p1p,0(s,a)1g(s,a) = 0.
Then, the policy gradient theorem as formulated in Eq. (Il) and the definition of the advantage function provide
(1=7)VJ(O0) =Ez~p, 9[ o (S, A)p(S, A)]
= Ezmp o [(R(S, A) +7 Y p(s|, A Vi, (87) = Viry (5))0(S, A)]

s’eS
= tp0(s,0)(R(s,a) +7 Y p(s']5,0)Viy (s') = Viry ()00 (s, )
s,a s'eS

=ul®) +7 Y wpols.a)(s,a) Y p(s']s,a)Vi(s'). (38)

sES,acA s'eS

The result stems from using the definition of b(6) together with Eqs. B7) and (38). O
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Using a second-order Taylor expansion of the L-Lipschitz function V.J (again see [Zhang et al., 2020a, Lem. 4.2|)
together with Eq. (82), we can derive the following inequalities

J(0s11) = J(0r) + (VI (0:), 041 — 01) — L6410 — 0%,
> J(0:) + (VI (6:), f(6r))

+

2
Qv - ~ e ~ ~
VT O dieer + e + ) — L1, (S AP (39)
11—~ (1—=7)

The above inequality consists of a main term involving the function f and noise terms. The following lemma
controls these noise terms which are shown to be negligible.

Lemma A.7. (a) 37, (VJ(6,), et ) <oow.p.l,

(b) Y720 at(VI(0r),ij41) < cow.p.1,

(c) limy_yo0 e§2) =0, wp.l,

(d) o720 afllSe41¢b6, (S, Ar)|* < 00 wop.1.

Proof. (a) The proof is based on the classical decomposition of the Markov noise term egl) using the Poisson
equation [Benveniste et al., 1990, p. 222-229]. We refer to [Zhang et al., 2020b, Lem. 7 and Sec. A.8.3| for
a detailed proof using this technique. The proof of our result here follows the same line. For conciseness,

we only describe the necessary tools, pointing out the differences with [Zhang et al., 2020b, Lem. 7 and
Sec. A.8.3] which is concerned with a different algorithm.

Let Z := 8 x A. First, define the functions g} : Z — R? and g : RY — R? by:

96(2) = R(2)vo(2) + Ho(2)@«(0), (40)
9(0) == u(0) + H(0)@.(0) . (41)

for every z = (s,a) € Z,0 € R%. Observe in particular that egl) = g;t(gt, A;) — §(6;). Recall that for ev-

ery 8 € R?, the kernel transition Ky is defined for every (s, a), (s',a’) € Sx.Aby Ky(s',a’) = p(s'|s,a)my(a’|s")
(see Assumptlon BI). The idea of the proof is to introduce for each integer i = 1,--- ,d a Markov Reward
Process (MRP) [Puterman, 2014, Sec. 8.2] on the space Z induced by the transition kernel Ky and the re-
ward function 9p.i (ith coordinate of the function gj). As a consequence, the corresponding average reward
is given by g;(0) (ith coordinate of g(f)). Then, the differential value function of the MRP is provided
by vg := (I — Kg + ﬂuze)*l(l - 1@59)9571- as shown for instance in [Puterman, 2014} Sec. 8.2]. The func-
tions vg ; for ¢ = 1,.-- ,d define together a vector valued function vy : Z — R?¢. Under Assumption |5:|:L
using similar arguments to the proof of Lem. [A.2] (see also [Zhang et al., 2021], Proof of Lem. 4, p. 26])

can show that the function K € K — (I — K + Tpge) (I = Lpg) is contlnuous on the compact set K. It
follows that supy , |lve(2)| < oo because Ky € K for every 6 € R? and g; . is uniformly bounded w.r.t. ¢
under our assumptions. Moreover, the differential value function satisfies the crucial Bellman equation:

vo(2) = g5(2) = 9(0) + Y Ko(<|2)v

z'eZ

for every z € Z. We use the above Poisson equation to express egl) = g;t(gt, flt) — g(0:) using vg. The rest
of the proof follows the same line as [Zhang et al., 2020b| Lem. 7 and Sec. A.8.3].

(b) First, recall that (7;) is a martingale difference sequence adapted to F; and so is ((VJ(6;),7i+1)). Using
the boundedness of the function 8 — 1g(s,a) guaranteed by Assumption BII—@ with the boundedness of
the rewards sequence (R:), the sequence (w;) (Assumption [5.3]) and the gradient V.J, one can show by
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that there exists a constant C' > 0 s.t. E[[(VJ(0:), ft41)|*|F] < C a.s. Then,
using that Y, a? < oo (Assumption [5.2)), it follows that >, E[|a:(VJ(6:), 7le41)|*|Ft) < oo a.s. We deduce
from Doob’s convergence theorem that item holds.

(c) As for item |(c)} we first observe that H(6;) is bounded since 6 — 104 (s, a) is bounded for every (s,a) € S x A
thanks again to Assumption BIH(c)l Then, item [(c]| stems from the fact that w; — @.(6;) — 0 as shown in
Th. 3.
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(d) Similarly to H(6;), upon noticing that the reward sequence (R;) is bounded by Ug and the sequence (w¢)
is a.s. bounded by Assumption B3], the quantity d:11g,(St, A¢) is also a.s. bounded. Then, item is a
consequence of the square summability of the stepsizes a; (3, oF < 00) as guaranteed by Assumption

O

The end of the proof follows the same line as [Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003bl p. 1163] (see also [Konda, 2002, p. 86]).
We reproduce the argument here for completeness. Let 7" > 0. Define a sequence k; by

k
ko =0, kt+1=min{k2kt:2ai2T} fort>0.

i=ke
Using Eq. (B9) together with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Eq. (36), we can write

kt+1 —1

TOris) = JOk) + Y ax(IVIE)1? =16 - VI @) + vt
k=k¢

where v, is defined by

k}t+1—1
a B -
vi= Yy < L (VT(0k) ik + ey ety — L

S A )2
=, \L—7 5 [10k-+1%0, (Sk, A) |l ) .

ok
(1=7)
It stems from Lem.[A7lthat v; — 0 as ¢t — +o0o . By contradiction, if the result does not hold, the sequence J(6y)
would increase indefinitely. This contradicts the boundedness of the function J (note that § — V., is bounded
since the rewards are bounded).

B Proofs for Sec. [6: finite-time analysis

Throughout our finite-time analysis, we will not track all the constants although these can be precisely determined.
We will in particular explicit the dependence on the effective horizon 1/(1 — ) and the cardinal |.A]| of the action
space. The universal constant C' may change from line to line and from inequality to inequality. It may depend
on constants of the problem s.t. the Lipschitz constants of the functions J, 6 — g, 8 — w9, upperbounds of the
rewards and the score function .

B.1 Proof of Th. finite-time analysis of the critic

The proof is inspired from the recent works [Wu et al., 2020, [Shen et al., 2020]. However, it significantly deviates
from these works because of the use of a target variable w in Algorithm[I]. In particular, as previously mentioned,
Algorithm [ involves three different timescales whereas the actor-critic algorithms considered in [Wu et al., 2020,
Shen et al., 2020] only use two different timescales respectively associated to the critic and the actor.

We follow a similar strategy to our asymptotic analysis of the critic. Indeed, our non-asymptotic analysis consists
of two main steps based on the following decomposition:
w¢ — (I)* (9,5) = Wt — Wy (9,5, (:)t) + Wy (9t, (:)t) — (I)* (Gt)
= wi — wa (01, 0t) + W (01, 0r) — wa (0, 04 (6;))
= Wt — Wy (6‘t, (I)t) + @(Ht)_l(ﬁ(Ht,th) - ﬁ(@t,w* (Ht))) . (42)
Hence, it is sufficient to obtain a control of the convergence rates of the quantities w; —w. (04, @) and & — @ (0;) .
We already know that these quantities converge a.s. to zero thanks to Props. Bl and B2]. We conduct a

finite-time analysis of each of the terms separately in the subsections below and combine the obtained results to
conclude the proof.

We start by introducing a few useful shorthand notations. Let Z; := (5',5,[1,5, Sit1). Define for every & =
(8,a,8) € S x Ax S and every w,w € R™:
8(%,0,w) = R(3,a) +79(s) '@ — ¢(3) w, (43)

9(Z,0,w) = 0(Z, 0, w)P(8). (44)
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Finally, define for every 6 € R? the steady-state expectation:

g(ov ("_}7 w) = E§~dp’9,&~7r9,s~p(»|§,f1) [g(ia wa w)] = B(@, Q_}) - G(G)w . (45)

B.1.1 Control of the first error term w; — w, (6, o)
We introduce an additional shorthand notation for brevity:

Vg i= W — w*(ﬁt,wt) .

Decomposition of the error. Using the update rule of the critic gives
el = llwi + Big(Ze, Gr, wi) — wa(Brgr, @11

= v + Beg (T, @r, wr) + we (B, 00) = Wi(Bes1, 0e41) |-

Then, we develop the squared norm and use the classical inequality ||a + b||? < 2||a|| + 2||6]|? to obtain

lverll? < [lvell? + 28 (vey 9(Fe, @1, wi)) + 2(vt, wi (O, @) — wa(Op1, Dr41))
+ 2{[ws (61, @¢) = Wi (Br41, @e1) > + 2087 . (46)

Now, we decompose the first inner product into a main term generating a repelling effect and a second Markov
noise term as follows

Ve, g(Z, 01, wp)) = (v, §(0r, @, wi)) + A(Or, 0, wi, Ty) (47)

where we used the shorthand notation

AO,0,w,7) = (W — wi(0,0), 9(Z,0,w) — g(0,0,w)) . (48)

We control the first term in Eq. (1) as follows
(e, §(0r, @r, wr)) = (vr, §(0r, 1, wi) — G(0r, 0r, i (B, @r))) = — (w2, G (Or)1) < el - (49)

We used the fact that g(6:, s, w.(0t,w:)) = 0 for the first equality and Lem. [A.2] for the inequality. Then, it can
be shown that

v
llws (0, @01) — wa(Org1, De1) || < C(10r — Opa || + lor — Desa]]) < C ) . (50)
-y

Combining Eqs. [{#6) to (B0)) leads to

- (0% Of2
Iorsa < (1= 2280l + 25AGnusin )+ C (12 4 ) Il +© (T2 4@ +2) . (5)

Control of the Markov noise term A (6, &, wi, Z:) . We decompose the noise term using a similar technique
to [Zou et al., 2019] which was then used in [Wu et al., 2020, [Shen et al., 2020]. Let T' > 0. Define the mixing
time

7 :=min{t € N,t > 1:co' ! < min{ar,&ér, Br}}. (52)

In the remainder of the proof, we will use the notation 7 for 71 (interchangeably). In order to control the
difference between the update rule of the critic and its steady-state expectation, we introduce an auxiliary chain
which coincides with z; except for the 7 last steps where the policy is fixed to mg, .. The auxiliary chain will be
denoted by &; := (S;, As, St11) where Syyq ~ p(-|Si, A¢) and (S, A;) is generated as follows:

~ 0i—r % po = Or—r % oo Orr % p pox s 1 P

Spr A B S S A B S — S Ay B B S L A D S
Compared to this chain, the original chain has a drifting policy, i.e., at each time step, the actor parameter 6; is
updated and so is the policy mp, and we recall that it is given by:

~ [ ~ P (2. = - Ot—rt2 7 p P& 6+ i D
Ster — Ay s 5 Strp1 —— A1 = St —— A = 2 S — Ay = S
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Using the shorthand notation z; := (@, w;), the Markov noise term can be decomposed as follows:

N0, wp,we, &p) = (MO, 26, Tt) — MOp—r, 207, Tt)) + (A(Or—r, 267, Tt) — A(Or—7, 2e—7, Tt))

+ A(@t,T, Zt—1, ii?t) . (53)

We control each one of the terms successively.

(a)

(b)

(¢)

Control of A(6;, 2z, %) — A(0i—r, 2t—r,%¢): Using that w, and g are Lipschitz in all their arguments, g
is Lipschitz in its two last arguments and wy,ws,g and g are all bounded, one can show after tedious
decompositions that

[ (O 22, Tt) = MOr—rs 267, Z0)| < C[|0r = O[] + [|or — @t—r || + [|lor — wir]) - (54)

Then, recalling that the sequence («;) is nonincreasing, remark that

t—1 C t—1 O
[0r — 07| < Z 1041 — 0] < T— Zaa‘ Sq1z T
t—1 t—1

Similarly, we have |0 —&— || < C7&—r, ||wt —wi—r|| < CTBi—r and we can therefore deduce from Eq. (54)
that
_ ) . (55)

Control of A(0;—+,2zt—7, %) — AMOy—r, 2¢—r,8¢):  following similar arguments to [Wu et al., 2020,

(A e 2, 70) — AByr, 207, 52)] < O (f‘_

Shen et al., 2020], we upperbound the conditional expectation of this error term w.r.t. S’t—f+1,@t—r, Wiy
and 6, ,. Note that our definition of &; is slightly different from the ones used in the two aforementioned
references because of the third component of Z; (and also #;) which is generated according to the original
kernel p instead of the artificial kernel p. We have

EAOr—ry 2—7y 81) — MOs—ry 2t—ry )| Si—ri1, Or—r] = B[Vt 9(Fty 20—7) — 9(d1y 20—7))|St—rt1, Or—r]
< Cdrv (P (It € |St 1, O—r), P(& € '|S’t7~r+179t7~r>)
C -
S 5|A|LT( Z E[”91 - 9t—T|||St—T+17 et—T] ) (56)

i=t—T

where the first equality stems from the definition of A, the first inequality uses the definition of the to-
tal variation distance dry between two probability measures and the last inequality is a consequence of
[Wu et al., 2020, Lem. B.2, p.17] (see also [Shen et al., 2020, Lem. 2 p.12]).

Then, we have

t 1—1
E[|0; — 07 1St—ri1,007] < D> > E[0j11 — 0[S 41,00 ]

.
Il
o+ o~
|

T i=t—T j=t—7
C t i—1 T
ST5 2 2 Sy ) iS pau (T4 )]
i=t—T1 j=t—T1 =0
As a consequence of these derivations, Eq. (56 yields
. G c 2
E[A(Ot—r, 2t—r, Tt) — MOt—r, 2t—7, 84)|St—r41, 0] < :'Alat—T(T +1)°, (57)

Control of A(Gt,f,zt,q-,j:t): Define Ty = (S’t,At,St+1) where S’t ~ dpyet—‘r’ At ~ TY,_. and St+1 ~
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p(-|St, A¢). Observing that E[A(6;_,, 2, :Et)|5’t_7+1, 0:—-] = 0, we obtain

EAOr—ry 2t—7y 20)[St—ri1, O1—r] = E[AOs—r, 20—ry Z4) — MOs—ry 207, T0)|Si—rt1, O]
=E[(vi—r. 9(Z, 2t—r) — 9(Tt, 207 ) St—r41, O—r]
< Cdry(P(z, € '|gt77+179t7~r)7p(ft € '|gt77+179t7~r))
= OdTV(P(gt € '|gt77+1;9t77)7dp,9t77)
< O
<Car, (58)

where the first inequality stems again from the definition of the total variation norm and the last two ones
follow from Assumption [6.I] and the definition of the mixing time 7 = 7 (see Eq. (52)).

Given the decomposition of Eq. (&3], collecting Eqs.([BH), (1), (B8) and taking total expectation leads to the
conclusion of this subsection

E[A(0;, 2, 31)] < C (T (ft__T

_>%ﬁﬂ%§%ﬁ+1f+w0. (59)

Derivation of the convergence rate of the mean error term %Zthl le]|> . We obtain from taking the
total expectation in Eq. (BI) together with Eq. (B9) that

JEllull+o (2 rg+6) . (o)

Bl Pl < (1 - 228)B{lul) + 2061 (7 (£ S (74 1 4 ar

5 _
@
o

Rearranging the inequality and summing for ¢ between 7 and T, we get

252 lvell?] < IU(T) + I(T) + I3(T) + Iu(T), (61)
where
T
L) =) E(E[IIWHQ] — E[[lve1[P]) (62)
T

L(T) := Z 2C (7’ <f‘t_7 - ) + |A| 7(r+ 1)2 +aT> (63)

=C Z (ot + 5 )l (64)

- Z T (65)

We derive estimates of each one of the terms I;(T) for i = 1,2, 3, 4.

(1) Since (1) is a bounded sequence,

S/l 1 1
@ = 3 (5 - 5 ) EAIPL+ 5Bl ] = 5 Ellvraal?)

T /1 1 1
_z: (E a 5t—1> * Brr—1

t=71r

_C _ s
= - =0’ (&)

<C
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Then, since 77 = O(InT), it follows that

1 1 C 1 C
S — P ~ = ~ oY,
1+T —7r i )_1+T—TTﬂT T( +1-7) Br ( )
(2) Using the inequality > 7_, k=% < ;711:; for 1 <1 < p and the fact that 77 = O(InT), we have
T—1 T—7
1 2
12(T>SC<TT <10‘t +&)+|AI(T+ ) Zat+(1+T—7)aT>
t=0 -7 t=0
C
<1T 7(T(l +T) P 4 (r+ 1) A1+ T) )
InT |A| _ |A|
=0 (—T" ﬂ>+o< In*(T)T* a)_ < 1" 67
(75 A () L) (67)

where we recall for the second inequality that 0 < f < £ < a < 1 and for the last equality, we recall that
|A| is finite. As a consequence,

1
1+T—TT

Al
-7

L(T)=0 ( (T)T—ﬂ) :

(3) Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can write:

Zc( S S )

t=771

< c$ i (ﬁ ) J > Ellwel?) (68)

t=77 t=77

Then, observing that the sequences (%) and ( ) are nonincreasing, we have:

1 T ay é.t 2 z (e 2 ft ?
1+T—TT§T<(1 7)B ﬁt) = 1+T—TTt:ZTT <<<1_7)Bt> +<E> )
B 2 g Qptrr ? Etvrr ?
14T —7p Z <<(1 —7)3t+TT> * (Bt-i-‘r’r)

t=0

9 T—7r o 2 gt 2
ST—T:F'i‘ltz:; <<(1 )Bt) +<E>>
(T — 7p +1)"2(2=F) N (T — p +1)72=6)
T (=20 =2(a—p) 1-2(6-5)
—2(a—p)
-0 (1(11_77)2 + T—2<f—5>) : (69)

(4) Similarly to item (3), to control the fourth term, we write:

ey () s Y ()
L+ T =1 = L=9728 B )T 1+T -7 — \(1-7)%8: B '

0
(1+T —7p)" (=8 (1+T — 1)~ (=6

ST - T 1-@E-p
(1+T—TT)_'8
1-8

(T—(2a—/3)

(e +T—<2£—ﬂ>+T—ﬂ> : (70)
-7
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Hence,
—(2a—p8)
ﬁ 4(T) = (ﬁ + 7@ 4 T_B) . (71)
Define:
T
N(T) = 2 Bl (72)
o 1 & at 2 &\’
roe e 3 () < (8)) ™
G(T) = g (1(T) + B(T) + 1(T)). (74)
Using items (1) to (4), we have:
T—2(a=p)
F(T)=0 <7 + T—2<f—5>> , (75)
(1=7)?
! A T-(20-5)
G(T) =0T 1)+ 0 ( - (T)T—ﬂ> +0 (W + 178 4 T—ﬂ> : (76)

From Eq. (61)) and items (1) to (4) above, we have:

2eN(T) < C\/F(T)\/N(T)+ G(T)
Solving this inequality yields:
N(T)=0O(F(T)+ G(T)).
Remarking that 0 < 2(a — 8) < 2a — 8 and 0 < 2(¢ — 8) < 2§ — 3, we obtain:
—2(a—p)

Al (T)Tﬁ> +(9( T ) L OT A

N(T) = O(T?~ 1)+0(

Then, we conclude that:

T

Z [llv]|*) = O(n(T)T~") + O(N(T)) = O(N(T)) -

B.1.2 Control of the second error term @w; — @.(6;)

Consider the shorthand notation 7 := @&y — 0. (6:) .

Using the update rules of (&:), (w:) and developing the squared norm gives:

17t 11117 = [|&r + (Wi — @r) — @u(Or41) 1P
= |17 + &xwi + Brg (T, 01, i) — @r) + 0u(6r) — Du(Br41) 1
= (17 + (& (vt + Brg(Fe, @r, wi) + w0, 0p) — Op) + @u(60) — @u(Be11)) |12
= 17117 + 2(02, & (ve + Beg(Te, @r, wi) + e (0, 01) — @r) + Du(07) — Du(0141))
+ 1€ (ve + Brg(Fe, ¢, wi) + w0y, @r) — 0p) + @ (0r) — @ (Opp1) || - (77)

E

Since the sequences (14), (w¢) and the functions g,w. are bounded and the function @, is Lipschitz continuous,

the last squared norm term can be bounded by: C(&787 + &2 + = 7)2)

We now control the scalar product in Eq. (7). We decompose this term into four different terms:
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(a) Using Assumption [6.2] it holds that:
261 (0, wi (01, @0r) — W) = —26(1, G(0,) 7' G(0,)in) < —2C |7 -
(b) The boundedness of the function g implies that:
28 8e(De, 9(Ze, @, wr)) < C&Be]| ] -
(c) Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives:
28 (e ve) < 26|17 ] - [[well -

(d) Since @, is Lipschitz continuous, we can write:

2(04, Wi (01) — @i (0141)) < C 7HVtH

Collecting the bounds from items (a) to (d) and incorporating them into Eq. (77), we obtain:

062
) Wl + 26l ol + € (62 + €+ 25 )

el < (1= 2¢0llnl? + € (s + .

Rearranging Ineq. (78)) leads to:

2ol < (Ul = o) +.C (6 + 2

Summing this inequality for ¢ between 1 and T" and taking total expectation yield:
2
sz 2 < 5,(T) + Sa(T) + S(T) + (1),

where

(E[I7]1%] = EllZe 7))

g
5
[

~
Il
-

B
Lo | =

e ) Bl

Efl[Ze]] - [lwl]

of
(&eﬁt +& + a _7)2&) :

Similarly to Sec. [B.1.1l we control each one of the terms X;,7 = 1,2, 3, 4 successively.

%

E

I

HIQ Ni=
-
—

~
Il
-

B

23 (T) :

™
=
=
i
Nl S

~
Il
-

~
I |

(i) First, using the boundedness of (7;), we estimate X; as follows:

Tl 1 _ 2 1 2 A
E:(E_ET)EHM]+aﬁmmm EEllrral?l| <

t=1

1

Y1(T) = T

(ii) Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies:

Ji( mjwiMmM

i( @—ﬁaj F R,

s
SIQ

I/\
’ﬂl

2
) [Ze]l + 2l|Ze]| - )] + C <§tﬂf et ﬁ) '
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Moreover,

1 I 2 o ’ 1 (T +1)128 (T +1)1-2(=9)
TfZ;(Bt (i) ) O (= (e ey

=0T~ %)+ 0 (%) .

(iii) Invoking the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality again yields:

in '”W i B[]

(iv) Similarly to item (ii), we obtain

So(T) = O(T628) + O(T§) + O (gg_ 32) .

Define for every T' > 0 the following quantities:

1 T
W(T) = & S Ellul?.
1 t;l
X(@) = 7 DBl
1 T 2
)= 54 (T) + 5

It follows from items (i) to (iv) and Sec.[B.I.1l (for the last estimate) that

Y(T)=0(T"*)+0 (ﬁ) 7

(1—=7)?
Z(T) = O(TS ) + O(T~528) + O(T~€) + O <(1Tf_ i‘)‘z) |
W(T)=0(T""")+0 < |“_4|7 (T)Tﬁ> +0 <(T;(_57‘;;) +O(T?5-9).

Eq. (80) can be written:

20X(T) < € (VY(T) + VW (T)) VX(T) + Z(T)

Solving this inequality implies:

Since 0 < 8 < & < a < 1, we obtain:

Al

X(T)=O(T¢ 1)+(9(

(89)
(90)

(91)
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B.1.3 End of Proof of Th.

We conclude our finite-time analysis of the critic by combining both previous sections (BI1] and [B1.2):

T

Ef]|we — @+ (60)]°] ZE Ve + ws (01, &0) — @ (00)]%]
t 1

1
T

-

1 T
= = ST Bl (00, @) — (00, @ )]
t=1

< 2WET) +CX(T)
= 0(X(1))

T—2(a—8)
=0T H+0 (

(1=7)?

where the second equality follows from using the identity w.(6,@.(0)) = @.(6) for every § € R%, the inequality
stems from using the classical inequality ||a + b[|? < 2(||a||* + ||b]|?) together with the fact that w, is Lipschitz
continuous, the penultimate equality is a consequence of Eq. (@2]) and the last equality is the result of the previous

section (see Eq. (@3)).

Al
-7

(T)Tﬁ> +0 < > +O(T2E=R))  (94)

B.2 Proof of Th. finite-time analysis of the actor

Recall the notation Z; := (St, Ay, St+1). In this section, we overload this notation with the reward sequence (R;),
ie., Ty := (St, A, Stt1, Rey1) . Let us fix some additional convenient notations. Define for every & = (5, a, s,r) €
S x A x 8 x [~Ug,Ug], and every w € R™, 0 € R%:

5(53, w) =714+ v6(s)Tw — ¢(3)Tw (95)
8(2,0) =1+ Ve, (8) — Vi, (3). (96)

Note that the TD error §;41 used in Algorithm [ coincides with 5(:%,5, wy).

Recall that § — VJ(0) and 6 — V., (s) (for every s € S) are Lipschitz continuous. Throughout the proof,
Ly (resp. Ly) stands for the Lipschitz constant of § — VJ(0) (resp. 0 — Vi, (s) for every s € §) and Cy
(resp. Cy) denotes the upperbound of 6 — ||VJ(0)|| (resp. 0 — Vi, (s) for every s € S). Since the function V.J
is Ly s-Lipschitz continuous, a classical Taylor inequality combined with the update rule of (6;) yields:

LVJ at2
2 (1)

Recalling that 6 — g (s, a) is bounded by Assumption B.Il(c)} (R;) and (w;) are bounded (see Assumption [5.3)
and S, A are finite, we obtain from Eq. ([@T) that there exists a constant C' s.t.:

J(Or41) = J(6%) + O:t,ywj(et)a5(fftawt)¢9t(§tw‘~1t)> - 16(Z¢, we e, (S, Ar)1? - (97)

2
Oy

J(Or41) > J(6;) + A= 2

O:t,y (VJ(04),0(i,wi)tba, (Se, Ay)) — CLy (98)

Now, we decompose the TD error by introducing both the moving target @.(6;) and the TD error §(Z:,6;)
associated to the true value function Vr, :

6(Ze,wi) = [0(Fe, wi) — 6(Fe, @2 (00))] + [6(Fe, 0 (02)) — 8(Z4, 0,)] + 6(Ts, 0r) . (99)

Incorporating this decomposition ([@9) into Eq. (@8)) gives:

J(Or41) = J(0:) + o_étij(ot)v (0@, wr) = 0(&1,@4(0)) )b, (S, Ar))

1 o_étv (VI (00), (8(Ze,@4(0r)) — 8(Z¢,00) )0, (St Ar))

2

(VT(0:),06(Ze,00)tba, (Se, Ar) = VI(0,)) + (0,)])> — CLyy—

+ Qi Qi
1—~ 1—v (T—9)2"

(100)
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In Eq. (I00), the first inner product corresponds to the bias introduced by the critic. The second one represents
the linear FA error and the third translates the Markovian noise. Our task now is to control each one of these
error terms in Eq. (I00).

For the first term, observing that (%, w;) —0(Z¢, @« (0¢)) = (Yo(Ses1) —d(S:))T (wi—@+ (6;)), the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality leads to:

E[(VJ(8:),0(Fe, wr) — 8(&s, @ (60))0, (Se, A))] = —CVEI[V I (0P VEll[we — @ (8:)]I7]. (101)

Then, we control each one of the second and third terms in Eq. (I00) in the following sections successively.

B.2.1 Control of the Markovian bias term

We introduce a specific convenient notation for the second term, for every & = (5,a,s,7) € Sx Ax S x [-Ug, Ug],
and every 6 € R%:
L(Z,0) := (VJ(0),(F,0)p9(5,a) — VJ(0)) .

Recall from Sec. [B.I1] the auxiliary Markov chain (Z;), the Markov chain (Z;) induced by the stationary distri-
bution and the mixing time 7 defined in Eq. (52).

Similarly to Sec. Bl we introduce the following decomposition:

E[L(Z,60,)] = E[L(&¢, 0:) — D(&¢, 0+ )] + E[L(&4, 0—r) — D@1, 0]
+E[D(E, 0i—r) — T(Ty, 01—r)] + E[D (T, 01—,)] . (102)

We address each term of this decomposition successively.

(a) For this first term, we write:
D(y,0;) — T(iy,0,—r) = (VJ(0;) — VI (01—r), 0(Zr, 00)be, (Sy, Ay) — VI (6,))
VI (0—r), (6(Z¢,00) — 0(F¢, 0—r)) o, (St, Ar))

(VJ(
(VJ(0r—7),6(Z¢, 0 T)Wet(st,flt) Vo, (S, Ar)))

+ + +

Moreover, note that:

8(F1,00) = 6(F4,01—r) = V(Virg, (Se41) = Virg,_ (Se41)) + Vi, (St) = Vi, (S1) -

Remark that VJ,0 — 1y and 6 — V;, are bounded functions under Assumption Bl. Since VJ, Vg, , g
are in addition Lipschitz continuous as functions of 6 (see, for e.g., [Shen et al., 2020, Lem. 3] for a proof
for V,) under Assumption B, one can show after tedious inequalities that:

[D(Z4,0;) — T(&4,0t—7)| < (Lvs(C(1+Cy) 4+ Cvy) + CCyvsLy + C(1+ Cy)Cvy+ CviLvy)|0: — 60—+ |
< CCL—||0: — 0+, (103)

where C_, := max(Ly;Cv,Lyv;Cvs,LyCyvs,CyvCyy). Note here that the last notation highlights that
the constant depends on 1 — 7 due to the dependence on 1 — v of the constants defining Ci_,. We will
explicit this dependence later on in the proof.

(b) For the second term, we have:

|E[T(Z¢, 0 ) — T(&¢, 01—7)]|
=[E[(VJ(0:—r), 5( — )0, (Se, Ap) = 0(Er, 07 )b, _, (Si, Ar))]]
= [E(VJ(0r—r), 6(Z1, 01—r )00, (St, Ar) — 6(de, 0e—r)tbo, . (St, Ar))|St—rp1,0p—r]]

< CCyCy Eldrv (P (It € '|St7~r+179t7~r);P(fft € '|S’t7~r+1;9t77))]

t
< CCvCyy|Al Y Bl — 0, l]. (104)

i=t—T
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Here, the first inequality is a consequence of the definition of the total variation distance whereas the second
inequality follows from applying [Wu et al., 2020, Lem. B.2]. Indeed, using this last lemma, to show the
last inequality, it is sufficient to write:

drv (P(&; € |Si—rs1,00—7), P(F1 € -|Si—ri1,01—r))
= dpv (P((St, At) € -[Si—r41,0t—1),P((St, Ar) € -[St—r41,60:—1))
- - . ~ 1
<dry(P(S; € -|Si—7+41,01—7),P(St € -[St—741,0:—1)) + §|A|L,,E[||9t —0i—|l] .

Iterating this inequality gives the desired result of Eq. (I04]) . We conclude from this item that:

t
E[L (%, 0;—r) — T(d,0:—7)] > —CCyCyyl Al > E[||0; — 0;—-|].

i=t—T
(c) Regarding the third term, similarly to item (b), we can write:

E(&¢,0i—r) — T(Z4,0,—7)] > —CCy Oy E[drv (P(Z; € '|gt77+179t7~r)7p(ft € '|S’t7~r+179t7~r>)]
—CCyvCy Eldrv (P(i € '|gt77+179t7‘r)7dp,9t77 ® 7o, ., @D)]
—CCyCysEldry (P(S; € -|St—ri1,0:—1),dpo, )]

—CCyCyy0™ 1, (105)

v

where the equalities follow from the definitions of #;, Z; and the last inequality stems from Assumption [6.1].

ince the Markov chain Z; i1s built s.t. _t ~ Or s _t ~ Tg, .,90t+1 ~ DP(- _t, _t , one can see that
d) Si he Mark hai is buil S dp,,TA oS Sy, A h.
E[I'(Z:,0:—,)] =0.

We conlude this section from Eq. (I02) by collecting Eqs. (I03) to (I05) (items (a) to (d)) to obtain:

t
E[T(#,60,)] > —CC1_E[|0; — 0, ,[]] - CCvCxy > E[[|i — -] - CCyCryo™
1=t—7+1
t

t [
>—CCyy Y E[6i—6i 1]l -CCvCyy > > E[|6; —6;4]] - CCyCyyo™"

i=t—7+1 i=t—74+1j=t—7+1
t t t

>-CCiy Y E[0i=0ial] -CCvCyy D > E[l6;—6;-1]] - COvCyyo™

i=t—7+1 i=t—7+1 j=t—7+1

t
2 —C(C1—y + CyCyyT) Z E[[|6; — 0;1]]] = CCyCy 0!
i=t—7+1

>—C ((Ol'y T+ OVCVJTQ)% + OVCVJOéT> ) (106)

where the last inequality uses the definition of the mixing time 7 and the fact that the sequence (o) is nonin-
creasing.

B.2.2 Control of the linear FA error term

Recall that 6 — 1)y is Lipschitz continuous, V.J is bounded and remark that the quantity 6(Z;,w.(6;)) — 6(Z, 6;)
is bounded. Therefore, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have:

E[(VJ(0), (0(F1, @4 (0:)) — 0(&+, 0c)) b, (Se, Ar))]
= E[(VJ(0r), (0(F¢, @4 (61)) — 6(F4, 04)) (W, (St, Ar) — o, (Sp, Ap)))]
+E[(VI(0,), (5(Ze,@x(64)) — 6(3¢,00) o, (S, Ar))]

> —C(1+ Cv)OvE[[10; — 0o [I] + ELVT(8:), (5(Fs,@(8:)) — 8(&+, 00)) o, (S, Ar))] - (107)
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Let us introduce for every & = (5,a,s,7) € S x A x S x [~Ug, Ug|, and every § € R? the shorthand notation:
A(ja 9) = <V‘](0)a (8(575 W (9)) - 6(577 9))1/}‘%—7— (gtv At» .

Note here that the term g, _(S;, A;) in the notation above is fixed in adequacy with Eq. (I0Z). The following
decomposition holds:

A(@e, 0) = (A(F1,0;) — A(Fr, 0—r)) + (A(Fe, s ) — A(g, 0pr))
+ (A, Or) — ATy, 0_r)) + ATy, 0r—r) . (108)

Similar derivations to the previous section allow us to control each one of the error terms.

(i) Using that the mappings VJ, 0 — V., (s) (for every s € §) and 0 — @.(0) are Ly j(resp. Ly, L, )-Lipschitz
continuous, we obtain: )
A(Z4,0:) — A(Z¢,0i—7) > —CCL_ |10 — 01— ||,
where él—v = LvJ(l + Cv) + CVJ(LV + La,*) .

Using similar manipulations to the previous section, we get:

(ii)
BIA 01-r) — AEn,60-)] 2 ~CCus(1+ Oy 3 Bl — b0 ). (109)

(iii)
E[A(jt, 91577-) — A(ift, 91577-)] Z —OCVJ(l + OV)O'Til . (110)

(iv) For the last term, we can write:
E[A(Zr, 0;—)0i—] > —C|IVI(0r—7)|| - Bl0(Ze, @u(01r—r)) — 6(Z1, 00 —+)[61—] - (111)

Then, recall that ; = (S, As, St11) where Syy1 ~ p(-|S:, A;) and observe that:

(4, @4 (0r—r)) = 6(Z1, 017 ) = Y(D(St41) " @u(Or—r) = Viry,__(St41))

+ (Vi (Se) — ¢(Se) @, (0i—7)) . (112)

L

Recalling that p = vyp + (1 — v)p and using Assumption [6.3], one can then easily show that:

E[|0(Zt, 0x(0t—r)) = 0(Zt, 0r—7)[|0r—7] < Cepa .
As a consequence, noticing that V.J is bounded, we obtain from Eq. (III)):

E[A(Z¢,0;—+)] > —CCvyepa -

Combining items (i) to (iv) with the boundedness of the function V.J, we conclude from this section that:

E[(VJ (1), (0(&¢, 04 (0:)) — 8(E¢,01))be, (S, Ar))]
> —C((14Cv)Cys+ Cr_y)E[|0: — 0+ |[] - CCvs(1+ Cy)| Al > E[|6; — 0, ]]

1=t—T

—CCyvy(1+Cy)o™ 1 = CCyrepa

> -C ((((1 +Cv)Cvyy + él—y)T +Cvs(1+ Cv)|A|T2) lat__; + CvJ(l +Cv)ar + CVJEFA) (113)

where the last inequality has already been established in Sec. [B] with the choice of the mixing time 7 = 77.
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B.2.3 End of the proof of Th.

Combining Eq. (I00) with Eqs. (I01), (I06) and (I13) yields:

E[J(0:11)] > E[J(8,)] + ——E[|VJ(8:)]%] - VE[[lwr — @4 (6:)]1%]
1 2 Qy—r a?
- 7((Cl,,YT +Ci_,7? )1 5 +C}_ar + Cyepa) — CLyy =2 (114)
where 0117 : (1+Cv)CvJ +Cl y-i-Cl —s C . =CyCyvy +CVJ(1+Cv)|.A| and 05’7,7 =CyCyy+Cvs(1+

Cv).

Rearranging and summing this inequality for ¢ = 7p to T lead to:

T
1
— Z E[IVJ(6,)]1*] < Ur(T) + Uz(T) + Us(T) + CCv sepa (115)
t=77
where
1 A QP
U (T) = E[J(0 —E[J(0:)]), 116
1(T) T_TT+1t—zT:T ” (E[J(0e41)] — E[J(6:)]) (116)
) o o
. t—T1r t
Us(T) := —TT+1;T( 7+ CE )1_ +C3 aT—i—Lle_Fy), (117)
T
Us(T) == - +1 Z VE[[VI0:) 2] VE[[lw: — @.(0:)]12] (118)
t=11

Let us now provide estimates of each one of the quantities U;(T) for i =1,2,3.

1. Since the function J is bounded by % and the sequence () is nonincreasing, the first term can be
controlled as follows:

T—7m+1

Ur 1 1 1 1
<t (=4 T
T—rmr+1\ar Q-1 Qar Qo1

T
Ui (T) = _1=7 <$E[J(9Tﬂ)} - = ! E[J(0-,)] + Z ( L _ i) E[J(@t)])

Up 2
P
“T—m+1ar
=0 (T*7") . (119)

2. We can observe from the policy gradient that Cy; = O((1 — v)72),Ly = O((1 — v)~2) and from the
definition of the value function that Cy = O((1 — v)~!). Moreover, it follows from [Zhang et al., 20204,
Lem. 4.2] that Ly; = O((1 —v)™2). As a consequence, we have that:

Ciy = O((1=7)7%), C1y = O((1=7)"); CL_, = O((1-7)7"); CF_, = O((1—7)*); CF_, = O((1—9)7?).

Recalling that the sequence of stepsizes (o) is nonincreasing and that 70 = O(InT'), the second term can
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be estimated by the following derivations:

T T
¢ 1 2 2 Qt 711 3 Qi
0e(T) = 77 ((Cl_m +C_13) tZ s CY_ (T —7rr+ Var + Ly, tz —
=TT =rr
C T—rr a T—7p o
< 1 2 2 t 3 (p_ 1 I ¢
S — ((Cl_m +C_13) ; T + O (T =+ ar + Ly, ; —
C (Ct_ 0+ C? 73)+ Lvy (T —7rr +1)17
< : c3_(T— 1
_T—TT+1< 1—+« -« + Gl (T —mr + Dor
In?T )
=0 7——T" 120
((1 —-7)8 (120)

3. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have:

c T T
Us(T) < r—) > EIIVI@)I2| Y Elllwr — @.(6:)]2] - (121)
Define the quantities:

T
F(T) = Z [IV.7(6)]I] (122)

o
EM) =5 =7 Z [llwe — @ (0:)]1%]. (123)
K(T) :=Uy(T )+U2( )+OCVJ€FA- (124)

Using these definitions, we can rewrite Eq. (IT5) as follows:

T)<C+F(T)\VE(T)+ K(T)
Solving this inequality yields:
F(T)=0O(E(T))+ O(K(T)). (125)

We conclude the proof by remarking that items (1) to (3) above imply:

K(T)=0(T*")+0 (%Tﬂ) +0 ((IE_F‘;)Q) . (126)

Egs. (IZA) and ([I26) combined can be explicitely written as follows:
T

1 91 o1 In’T a €FA
mtz E[[VJ(@)|* =0 (T ) + 0O (7(1 —y ) +0 (<1 —7)2)

=TT

+0 (ﬁw Z Effjw; — W*(et)”Z]) :

t=71r
Thus, by combining with the result of Theorem [6.1] we have:

1 T

2
et Y EINIe =0 () + o (e ) o ()

+OTEY + 0 ( lnTVT ) +0 (%) +OTHER) - (127)
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Then, we can write

T Tr—1 T
Z INMAIE ; (Z E[IVJ(0)17+ > EHW(GW])
=1 t=1 t=7r
T
<o (T_ — t_ZTTEHVJ(et)P])

InT T—2(a=¢) EFA
=0 (T ! +O<7Tﬁ>+0<7>+0 f">+0<7).
=) (1—n)° (1—7)? T ) (1—7)?
This completes the proof.

B.2.4 Proof of Cor.

The result is a consequence of combining Ths. and and simplifying the obtained rate using the fact
that 0< < é<a<l.

C Proof of the stability result

The proof is inspired from the techniques used in [Konda and Tsitsiklis, 20034,
Lakshminarayanan and Bhatnagar, 2017]. Note though that our proof deviates from a simple application
of these results. On the one hand, the approach of Konda and Tsitsiklis [Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003a] is not
sufficient to tackle the case of our three timescales algorithms which is more involved than the standard two
timescales actor-critic algorithm. On the other hand, the result of [Lakshminarayanan and Bhatnagar, 2017]
extending the rescaling technique of [Borkar and Meyn, 2000] to two timescales stochastic approximation
algorithms does not handle the Markovian noise and only addresses the case of additive martingale noise.

Before proceeding with the proof, we state the stability result with all the required assumptions.

C.1 Assumptions and stability theorem

We first introduce a useful assumption regarding the increments of the actor iterates.

Assumption C.1. There exists a constant C' > 0 s.t. for every t € N, |61 — 0:]| < a:C'.

In order to satisfy this assumption, one can slightly change the update rule of the actor sequence (6;) of our
algorithm to bound its increments. This trick was previously used in [Konda, 2002, p. 80] for instance and
considered later in [Zhang et al., 2020b]. Let I' : R™ — R be a function assumed to satisfy the following
inequalities for some positive constants C; < Cy: for every w € R™ |jw|| - T'(w) € [Cy, C3], and for every w,w’ €

R™ T(w) —T(w)| < % . An example of such function as provided in [Konda, 2002] is for instance the

function defined for every w € R™

F(w) = Lju<c, + H —— =

1+

1+ |jw
where C is some given positive constant. Given such a projection-like function I', we replace the update rule of
the actor of our actor-critic algorithm (see Algorithm[) by a modified update rule guaranteeing Assumption
above as follows:

1 _
Orp1 =0 + T I'(wi)0i41%6, (S, Ar) -

We introduce an additional assumption on the stepsizes complementing Assumption

Assumption C.2. The sequences of positive stepsizes satisfy the following:
(i) The sequences (8;), (o) and (&) are nonincreasing.
(ii) For every t e N0 < & < 1.
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Theorem C.1. Let Assumptions 311, 5.1, 5.2, 5.4, 6.2, and hold true. Then, supy(||@k] + |lwk|) <
00, a.s., i.e., Assumption holds true.

The proof of this result proceeds as for our convergence result: we address the faster timescale first before
analyzing the slower one.

C.2 Faster timescale analysis

In this section, our goal is to bound the norm of the sequence (w;) evolving on the fast timescale driven by the step-
sizes (B;) using the norm of the sequence (@;) updated in a slower timescale defined by the stepsizes (&;). In order
to use a rescaling technique inspired from |[Borkar and Meyn, 2000, [Lakshminarayanan and Bhatnagar, 2017], we
introduce a few useful notations. Define for every 6 € R? the functions hg : R x S? — R*™ and Gy : R x §? —
R2mX2m for every y = (r,5,5") € R x §2 by:

oty = ["47] L ) = [P 0ot

Consider the sequences ry := (wkT,chT)T and Y41 := (gk,SkH,RkH). Given the update rules of the se-
quences (wg) and (@) from our algorithm, we have the following decomposition:

The1 = Tk + B (hek (Yit1) — Go, (Yk—i-l)"'k) + BeMy17k + BrMit1 »

where (Mj41) is a 2m x 2m-matrix valued martingale difference sequence w.r.t. the filtration (Fj) (where
the o-field is generated by all the r.v.s up to time k) defined for every k € N by:

Mgy = [ ENSha2) - BSHIFDT]

and (ng+1) is a 2m-vector valued sequence defined for every k € N by :

£l
Nk+1 = 5 .

Br |Whkt1 — W
Consider now the functions h : R4 — R?™ and G : R% — R2™*2™ defined for every § € R? by:

h(0) = ﬁ?] G = [Géﬁ) —W@ngpﬁpgq)] |

where we recall that h(0) = ®T D, gRy and G(0) = T D, .

Let the sequence of nonnegative integers (kf ) be defined by:

k—1
ki =0, kKl =mindk>k > p>T%, (128)
I=k;

where T is a positive constant that will be chosen appropiately later on. For notational convenience, in the rest
of Section [C.2] we will simply use the notation (k;) for the sequence (kjﬁ ). The superscript § will be useful when
considering a different timescale in the upcoming section.

Then, for any j € N, we can introduce the rescaled iterates fi = defined for every k£ > k; and which

k
max(L, |7k, [I)
satisfy the following recurrence relation:

. y y s S
G(ﬁk)Tk> + Bréiy1 + B max(1, ||ry, )’

N _
Pip1 = 75 + Bk (

s l7as 1)

where for k > kj, the term ¢, is defined by:

o o (o (Yir1) — h(6h)
Fr max(1, ||, )

— (G, (Yi41) — é(@k))ﬁc> + B My 17l
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We also introduce the iterates (rfc) defined as follows: rij =7y, and

o) 4 L.
(0r) k) ﬁkmaX(la ||7°/€J'H)

Observing that the sequence ri can be written as (wi, Qi) and given the update rule of (ri), we have the following
for every j € N, k > k;:

-+ B (m +727D,, GkPOk‘I’Wk G(ﬁk)wi) ,
_l’_

(129)
gk(wk-i-l ‘Di) )

Before proceeding, we recall two useful lemmas which we will repeatedly use in the proofs.

Lemma C.2. Let A € [0,1). Suppose that (ug) and () are nonnegative sequences satisfying ug1 < Auy + ek
If sup;, e < oo, then sup; up < oo.

Lemma C.3. Let G € R™*™ be a matrix verifying for every w € R™, wTGw > ¢||w||? where € > 0 is a constant.
Then, for sufficiently small v > 0, [|[(I — yG)w|| < (1 = ve)|w| < e 2'75Hw||

Lemma C.4. We have the following:

(i) There exists a constant C' > 0 s.t. sup; maxg; <x<r |ri|\ <C.

nt O |
(i) lim; maxy, <k<, ., |7, — 72l =0, a.s.

. , j ,
(iii) There exists a constant C" > 0 s.t. sup; maxy, <r<k;,, |75/ < C'; a.s..

Proof. (i) Let us show that there exists a positive constant C' > 0 s.t. SUp; MaXy, <k<k;4 |wl]| < C. For j
sufficiently large s.t. Lem. holds and for k between k; and k;11, we have

j = j h(6)|| _j
J < (I = B.G(0:))w H7+ T D, g Py OO
Hwk+1H = H( ﬂk ( k))wk” + ﬂk ax(l, ”rij) ﬂk”’}/ 0,0k L 0k wk”
&

1 . .
<(1- 551&)”%” + Bk + BrCallwp |

max(L, |7k, )

k
eféezi:kj Bi

k k
, ol 4
J . 4 C Al o?
i\ 20 ) et o 2 | 2 Al
1=RKj

k .
S1+TC+Co [ D Bl ] (130)

where C1, Cy are two positive constants, T’ is a positive constant (which we do not explicit) s.t. 77 > T,
the second inequality follows from the fact that the matrix G(6) is e-uniformly positive definite (i.e., for
every w € R™, wTG(O)w > €||w|?) together with Lem. and the last inequality stems from the fact
that Hwij || <1 by definition.

We now relate the term [|@? || to the quantity maxp, <1< wa” For every i € {k;--- ,kj11 — 1},

[
Idal < 1801+ el < 11+ 30 @lofnll < 1+ 7 (s 5 (| o o)

<I<i
=, ki <I<i (3

Notice then that ||| is bounded whenever [w]|| is bounded. It remains to show that the sequence (w})
is bounded. For this purpose, combining the above inequality with Eq. (I30) yields

k
¥ / / / . g
max |lwi|| < (A +T'Ci + CoT")+ CoT"  max Zk Bi (k%%)éz ﬂl) ( max ||wy |>
i=k;

kjgkgkj+1 kjgkgkj+1 kj <l<l

< / / /2 fk i '
S(A+T'CL+CoT') 4+ CoT (k <n]t€12<12(]+1 B kjgr}glgz(jﬂ [lwi ||
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Since the sequence (%) converges to 0 by Assumption [5.2], there exists v > 0 s.t. for j sufficiently large,

CgT'2(maxkj§k§kH1 E—Z) <1 —wv. Thus,

i1+ T+ CoT
max [lag ]| < :
ki<k<kjii1 ()

which concludes the proof.

(ii) This result is a consequence of applying [Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003a, Lem. 9] to the sequence (r).
Note that Assumption 6 in [Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003a] is not needed for this result to hold since we
proved item one. This means that the matrix G(6) is not required to be uniformly positive definite
(see |Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003a, Assumption 6]). We leave the verification of the remaining technical
assumptions to the reader.

(iii) This item follows from combining the two first items with the triangular inequality. Remark that the
second item implies that the sequence (maxy,<p<,., |7 — r7||); is a.s. bounded.

O

Recall that for every @ € R™, 6 € RY,
wi(@,0) = G(O)" (h(0) +7@" D, g PyPw) .
Now, we define for every j € N and for every @ € R™, 6 € R? a rescaled version @5 (@,0) of w.(w,0) as follows:

h(6)
max(L, [[rg,|)

@ (@,0) == G(O) < + ”yfI)TDpﬁPg(I)cD) : (131)

Notice that there exists a constant C* > 0 s.t. for every j € N, for every @ € R™, 0 € R,
max (||w (@, )], [|&F (@, 0)]]) < C*(1 + [|w]]) - (132)

Lemma C.5. There exists j, € N, T, > 0 s.t for every integer j > j, and T > T} (T as in the definition of k;),
if |lwr, — ws(@Or;, O0k;)]| > C1(1 4 ||@r, ||) for some constant C; > 0, then,

_ 3 _
Hwkj+1 — Wk (wkj+179kj+l)|| < Z ”wk]‘ — Wk (wkj ) ekJ)H y a.S.

Proof. Notice that if [|wr, — ws(@r;,0k;)|| > C1(1 + [|@x, ||), using Eq. (I32)), we obtain that:

i 1l = Wy @001 = 3, — (@, 0k,) + (@, 00, )2+ [, 12

< \2llen, — (@ B0, ) 2+ 2w (@, B, + 1, |2

< V2lwk, — w0 @k, 00 Il + /207 (1 + @k, )2 + [0, |2
< VB, — wel@ry, 00, + VEC" + (VICH + 1) )
As a consequence, we have:

”wkj _w*(a)kwekg‘)” Hwkj _w*(a)kj79k?j)” 1
max(L, [[ri;|) 7 V2llwr, — ws @k, 0, + (V201 + (A + flon ) — V2 + 28

Then, setting Cy := /2 + ﬂgizﬂ, it follows that:

Hwkj+1 — Wk (‘ij+1 ) 9kj+1)” o ”wij+1 - w; (i)iwrl ’ okfrl)”

lwn, = wa (@ O6)I ol — @5 (@ O,

< Colll@y,,, —wi,,, 1+ lwi,,, = @7 @y Ok, )l

(133)
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Since the first term of the right-hand side converges a.s. to zero as j goes to infinity by Lem. [C4], there
exists jo € N s.t. for every j > jo,

~J J
||0ka+1 _wk]urlH S E y @.S. (134)

We now establish a bound for the second term in Eq. (I33). For every k; < k < k;41, we have that:

h(0)

Hwi+1 - ‘DJ* (Qi+17 9k+1)|| = Hwi - G); (‘Dia Or) + ﬁk(m + V(I)TDP)GkPQk(I)(D']i — (_}'(Hk)wi)
+@j (@, 6x) — (wk+179k+1)”
< lwf, — @5 (@), 0k) — BrG(Ox) (wi, — &5 (@i, )|
+ [leoj (kaek) (Wk+1=9k+1)||

< |1 = BrG(Or) |l — 5 (@], Ol + C (& + )

where C' > 0 is a constant coming from Lem. and the last inequality stems from the fact that the function
(@,0) — w;(w,0) is Lipschitz continuous for every j (by the same arguments as for the proof showing that the
function U is Lipschitz before Lemma[A5]). Similarly to the proof of the first item of Lem. [C4l, we have:

kjt1
||w-]]€j+1 —wj (wk +179k1+1)” <e 26THwk - a};(a)ij’ekf)” +C Z (&“ + o)
k=k;
kj+1
1. i ]
<t (4 156,001 ) + € 3 (6 + ). (135)
k=k;

By definition, [|wj, || <1, [|of || < 1, and it stems from Eq. (I32) that [[w], [|+[|} (@}, 0k, )|| < C” for some C’ > 0.

Choosing T' > w, we obtain: e~ 27 <||wi] |+ llws (Qij , ij)||> < ﬁ . We also have that for every j € N,

”1 (&g +ai) < max;C L <k<kji1 E’“Lo"“ T’. Since (& + ag)/Br — 0, there exists j; € N s.t., for every j > j1,
C’ZkHl (§x + ) < 40 . As a consequence, Eq. (I38) implies that for every j > max(jo, j1),

; 1
ot ,, =5 (@4, 00,0l < T (136)

Combining Eq. (I33)) with Eqs. (I34) and ([I36)) yields for every j > max(jo, j1),

||CLJ]gj+1 —W*(@kj+179kj+l>|| < 02 ( 1 + L) 3
||ij — Wk ((:)k] ’ 9k1)||

4Cy 20,

which is the desired inequality.

Theorem C.6. There exists a constant C' > 0 s.t. for every j € N,

(1) ||wk7j - w*(wkwekj)" < C(l + ”wij)v a.s.
(i) llan | < ¥ i ), s
(111) MaXp; <k<kji1 ”Wk” < C(l + ”a}k;‘ ”)7 a.s

Proof. (i) The proof follows exactly the same path than the proof of [Lakshminarayanan and Bhatnagar, 2017,
Th. 7-(ii)]. We reproduce it here for completeness. On a set of positive probability, let us assume on
the contrary that there exists a monotonically increasing sequence (j;) for which Cj, 1 0o as | — oo and
[[wr, I > Cj, (14 ||ag,, [|). Now, from Lem. [C.5, we know that if [|wy; —w. (@, Ox,) || > C1(1+ ||, []), then
||wki _w*(@ki’eki) (1+ ”‘Dk]H)
Thus, corresponding to the sequence (j;), there must exist another sequence (j;) s.t. ji—1 < j| < ji
and ||o.);€jl,71 — w*(a’kj{flvekj{fl)n is within the ball of radius C;(1 + ||<D;€jl,71||) and |lwy — wa(@ry, Oy |




Anas Barakat, Pascal Bianchi, Julien Lehmann

is greater than Cj (1 + [|wy, [|). However, we know from Lem. that the iterates can only grow
1

by a factor of C’ between the time kj;—1 and kj. This leads to a contradiction. We conclude that

llwk, — wa(Wr;, Ok, )| < C(1 + ||@g,||) for some C > 0.

(ii)) The inequality is a consequence of the first item combined with Eq. (I32]).

(iii) Using the definition of the sequence (&)) and the third item of Lem. (providing the constant C’)
combined with the second item of the present theorem, we obtain the desired result as follows:

lworell = max(L, | (@, @)D NGNS (14 o, || + l@w; DO < C(L+ llox, 1) 4

where C := C’'(1 + C) and C comes from the proof of the first item.

C.3 Slower timescale analysis

We now turn to the analysis of the sequence (&;) evolving in a slower timescale than that of the sequence (w;).
Recall the update rule of the sequence (&;):

W1 = W + Er(Wrt1 — @i) -

Given a constant T > 0, let (kf ) be defined as in Eq. (I28) and define the sequence (kS ) (which we will sometimes
simply denote (k;) in the rest of this section when unambiguous) as follows:

B_
Ky —1

kS =0, kS, = min kf>kn:j€N,Z§l>T
I=knp,

Since & /B converges to 0, there exists C¢ > 0 such that T < ZT;E & < CeT.

Similarly to the previous section, for every n € N, we define the rescaled iterates (@), and (W) for every k > ki,
as follows:

AN — Wk Aq o .

Wr, T max(L e, ) D I v e e )

An An Q R An Q AR An An ~n An
Wey = wp + Brd(Sk) (Wﬁ;kn”) + ¥ (Skg1) wp — ¢(Sk)TWk) Wppr = Wi+ &(Wp, —wi),

(137)
and their noiseless counterparts (w}), and (@} )s are defined for every n € N,k > k,, by:

Wi, ~ Ok, h(6x) 5 ;4 =k (138)
wipr = wi + B + YO D, Po, ®0} — G (0 )w}) Wy =W+ k(Wi —@g)-

The following lemma states the almost sure boundedness of the above rescaled and noiseless iterates.

Lemma C.7. The following assertions hold true:
(1) Sup’ﬂ mannSkSkn+l (H(D]::LH + ||6‘\)7le) < oo ? a.s.
(i) sup, maxy, <g<k, ., (|OF ]|+ [lwgl) < oo, a.s.

Proof. (i) Let n € N. By definition of the sequence (ky,), there exists j € N s.t. k,, = kf There exists C > 0

(independent of n) s.t. for every k € {kjﬁ, e ,kf_H — 1}, a.s.,

ol < (1= Gl + Eelloall < llofll + &+ [loj 1),
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where we used Th. [C.6l for the last inequality. It follows that for every k € {kJB e ,kJ 41— 1}, as.,

ek osg
lopall < |1+ C Z & | el +c Z G<e TGl +C Z g
1=k 1=kf 1=k
K2, —1
As a consequence, using the notation u; := li;; & for every j € N, we obtain that a.s.,
=";
&y 11 < e 1G] + Cus (139)

For every I,p € N, let U(l,p) be the set of integers j s.t. I < kJB < p. Recall that for every n € N, there

exist integers jp41 > jn S.t. ky = kjﬁn and k,11 = kfnﬂ by definition of the sequence (k). Then, using
Eq. (I39), we have for every j € U(ky, knt1), a.s

leogs Il < I e en+c > II e |
k]+1
€U (K kL —1) PEU(kn kT, —1) \i€U(kD k7, —1)
E -1
[ e} Fi+1 I3
:eCZLiJE,ll 51”@2 ||+C Z . El kﬁﬂ lup
peU (kn kJJrl 1)

< 00T 4 0T C T,

where the last inequality comes from the facts that ||} || is bounded by 1 and that Zz " < CeT. To
conclude, notice that this bound also holds for any k € {kn, -+« kpy1} and use Th. -mto bound ||@}||.

(ii) The proof of this item follows a similar path to the first one. Notice that the iterates considered in this
item are noiseless versions of their counterparts which were shown to be bounded in the first item.

O

Lemma C.8. lim, maxg, <k<,., [|(&F,@F) — (wp,@p)|| =0.

Proof. Let n € N. Consider the shorthand notations 2 := & — w} and y} := @ — @} for k > k. Note that
for every k > kS, the sequences (z);, and (y}'), satisfy the recurrence relations:

Ty =20+ B(v2T Dy o, Po, Py — G(Ok)7}) + Bréyl (140)
yZJrl = y}? + 5k(332+1 - yZ) s
where the Markovian noise sequence (¢);, is defined for every k > k$ by:
~n 1 & o An =~ =~ =~ ~T
6 = e |5 Rt (00| 7 |6(5000(S10)T ~07 Dy, P 0G4 G005 0050 o1
max(1, [[r¢ )
(141)

It is clear that the sequence (€}) is a.s. bounded using Lem. Define the mapping z* : R™ x R — R™ for
every 6 € R, y € R™ by:
z*(y,0) :=yG(0) T D, g Pydy . (142)

Then, we have the following decomposition for every k > k& :

Yrr1r = U + &e(@ (i, 0k) — yi) + Se(wi g — ) + &z — 2" (v, 0r))
= (Im — &G (0k) T G(6k) )y + &k (2fyy — ) + &2} — 2™ (yit, Ok)) -
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Since G(6)~'G(#) is uniformly (in 6) x-positive definite (see Assumption [62)), Lem. implies that there

exists £ > 0 s.t. for sufficiently large n and k € {kS,- -, n+1 -1},
k
_1
lyieall < e = g+ D &Gllafyy — 2|+ &llaf — 2 (47,00
1=k,

k
= > Gllaty — 2P+ Gllay — 2 (v, 00|
1=k,
k

<Y GBC+CT _max | af — o' 00
1=k}, '

where the equality comes from the fact that y e = = 0 by definition and the last inequality comes from the fact

that =", — 2 = Bi(y®T D0, Py, Py}" — G(Hl)xl + €7') and the a.s. boundedness of the sequences (z} ), (¥} )k
and (€})y resulting from Lem. Observe then that:

5

n+1 n+1 kjn+17 é_l é_l +oo

Z b= Z Z > B < max <—) Z B?. (143)
B kP <I<k? B

1=k, 1=k§, 1=k in nt1 1=k?

Since Y, 82 < oo and &,/Bn — 0, it follows that an; Bkﬁk — 0. Combining this result with Lem.

below yields:

lim  max yrll =0, a.s. 144
Jm o] (144)
We now show the same result for the sequence (z}!)i. First, observing that zy, = 0, we obtain by iterating
Eq. (I40) that:
k k
wir = | II Um = BG(0,)) | Bi (v Dpoo, Po, Byi* + &) -
1=k% [P=it1

Then, similarly to the first part of the proof, there exist C' > 0 and € > 0 s.t. for sufficiently large n and k, <
k S knJrl;

k k k k
n 1 n 2 AN
lzpall<e > | IT - 36p) | Aillyill + Yo I U= 8,G60,)) | 51
1=k§ |p=l+1 1=k |p=I+1
k k

<0 max i+ | S | T U =BG, | B

€ 1€ £
kn<i<k, i 1=k¢ =141

where the first inequality stems from the fact that the matrix G(#) is uniformly positive definite and Lem. [C.3]
and the last inequality is a consequence of [Kaledin et al., 2020, Lem. 12]. Eq. (I44) and Lem.[C.12 below entail
together that:

lim max ||z =0, a.s.,

which concludes the proof. O

Lemma C.9. There exists a sequence (d,,) that converges to 0 when n — oo and a constant C' > 0 s.t. for

every n € N,
C

1
@ < e @R I+ 00+ ————s
1ok, [ Y v (R ]}

n+1|
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Proof. Recall from Eq. (I31) that & (@,0) = G(§)~! (% +7<I>TDP79P9<I><D> for every n € N;w €
R™,0 € R?. It is clear that for every k > ky:

W1 = Wk + & (@n (@, Ok) — 0f) + & (Wi — wi) + Ee(wi — w0 (@F, 0r)) -

Rewriting this equation using the definition of &} gives us:

G(0x) " h(0r)

CDI?Jrl = (I— gké(ek)_lG(ek»wlg + &k max(l Hrk ||)

+ &k(wipr — wi) + &k (wi — oy (@F, 0k)) -

Remember that G(6)~'G(6) is (uniformly) positive definite. Thus, for sufficiently large n, Lem. ensures the
existence of kK > 0 s.t.:

G (0x) "R (0|

F1 T Wi P —an(@r, )l 145
max(1, [ ) +&llwppr —will + &rllwy — @ (@, 01| (145)

—n 1 —n
ok ll < (1 = SR&)lI@iI + &

Since the sequences (w}), (@) and h(f) are bounded and supyega [|G(0) 71| < oo, there exists C' > 0 s.t. for
every k € {k§, -+ K51 1, [|G(0) " h(8y)] < C and:

n n h(ek) —n a n
[wiyr — will = Br max(L, [re. ) + 79" Dy 0, Po, @0} — GOk )wit || < BiC .
Therefore, for sufficiently large n,
—n —LIKT || ~n CO&T kfl+1 n ~k =M
||Wk§l+1|| S<e? ”‘“kﬁ” + m + CCT B, + Z Erllwy — wp (@5, Ok -
B k=kS

kS, - .
It remains to show that ijclﬁ Ekllwp — @y (WF, Ok)|| converges to 0 as n — co. For this purpose, we adopt the

same strategy used for studying the sequence (@}). First, we write for every k > k,,
Wiy — @ (@41, Orr1) = (1 = BrG(O)) (wi — @5 (@, Ok)) — (@5 (@541, Osr) — B (@07, 00)) -

Then, applying Lem. [C.3] for sufficiently large n, there exists € > 0 s.t. for every k € {kn, -+, knt1},

n ~k (=T 1 n ~k (=T ~k (=M ~ ok (—M
k1 = @n @k, Ol < (1= Brgellwr — wn (@, Ol + llon (@1, Or1) — o (@, 1)) -

We can show that, for every n, the function (@, ) — @7 (&, 0) is Lipschitz continuous (same arguments as the
proof showing that the function U is Lipschitz before Lem. [A.5). It follows that there exists positive constants

C and (' s.t. for every k € {kS, -+, k5 1},
| (R 15 Org1) — @i (@i, O) || < Cilwiyy — @i || + Ca < C'&

where the last inequality comes from the boundedness of the sequences wi and &} for k € {k§,--- ,kfl 41}, and
the fact that there exists C' > 0 s.t. for every k, ai < C&. Therefore, noticing that there exists C' > 0 s.t.
[wie — (@), Ohe )|l < C, it is easy to check that

k

v —5eXr ¢ B / —1e>k B
lfen = @@, Oren)]| S € 2 o0 O YT B R gy
1=k5,
To conclude the proof, it is sufficient to show that:

Ky k—1
" 1 gkl _

lim > & (e AR Y > eéézﬁfﬂﬁpgl> =0.

n—oo
k=k5, I=k%,

The proof of this technical result is deferred to Lem. [C.15] below. O



Anas Barakat, Pascal Bianchi, Julien Lehmann

Theorem C.10. We have the following:

(i) sup,, ||@k, || < o0, a.s.
(ii) sup,, maxy, <k<k,., ||@}] < 00, a.s.
(iii) supy, [|wk|| < 00, a.s.

Proof. (i) Combining Lem. with Lem. implies the existence of a sequence (4,) converging to zero a.s.
s.t. for sufficiently large n,

C

~ 1 2 5
op N <e 2 Tap |l 4 0 + ———— .
o |l &7, I+ 6n max(1, |7, )

n+1
Multiplying both sides by max(1, ||r, ||) and using the fact that a.s.:

max(L, [[re, ) < 1+ [[wg, | + llon, [ < (1 4+ (A + @, 1)

ol

where C’ > 0 in the last inequality is a constant stemming from Th. [C.6H(iii), we obtain a.s.:
1@kl < (€73 4 (14 C)on) g, || + (14 CT)on + C

The result follows from Lem.

(ii) This result can be proven following similar arguments to the first item by exploiting Eq. (I43]) in the proof
of Lem. and the results therein.

(iii) First, using the definition of (&]'), observe that:

sup llook|| = sup, - max [l ||
=sup max {max(1, |[(wk, O, )|) - O]} (146)

n kngkgkn+1

Then, using that max(a,b) < a + b for any nonnegative reals a, b, together with the triangular inequality,
it follows from Eq. (I46]) that:

o] < sup(1 ; o S — 7). 14
sup | < sup(1 + o | + @, 1), max g+ max g —ail) (147)

Given Th. [CGH(ii) there exists a constant C' > 0 s.t. a.s.:

ok < sup O (1 + ||@ o op —ap)). 14
sgpllwkll_sgpc( +||wkn||)(kn§r}€12§n“ ||wk||+kn§122?§n+l lwg — @) (148)

The result follows from the boundedness of the sequences (wg,, ) (see the first item) and (w}?) (see the second
item) and Lem.

O
C.4 Technical lemmas
Lemma C.11. With (27) and (y}) defined as in the proof of Lem. [C.8] it holds that:

lim max |lzf — 2" (y,0k)|| =0, a.s.,
n—00 ki§k§k2+1

where we recall that for every y € R™, 0 € R%, 2*(y,0) = vG(0) 1 ®T D, g Py®y as previously defined in Eq. ([1Z2).

Proof. Recall that 3:25 = y’kg = 0. Throughout this proof, we will use the shorthand notation v;} := x}} —

z* (Y, k). Recall that () and (y') are bounded sequences in the sense of Lem. [C.7and so is the sequence (v}).
Using Eq. (I40), it is easy to check that the sequence (v}) satisfies for every k > k§ the recurrence relation:

Vi1 = (Im = BrG(O))vE + (27 (4, 0k) — 2" Yy, Ons1)) + Bréy -
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Iterating this equality for k > kS and observing that ’UZi = 0 leads to the identity:

k k

U;cl-i-l = Z H (Im - 516(91)) (= (yga Op) — (y3+17 9p+1)) + ﬁp€2) .

p=k, |I=p+1

It can be shown that the function (@, ) ~ 2*(w,0) is L-Lipschitz continuous for some L > 0 (using the same
arguments as for the proof showing that the function U is Lipschitz before Lem. [A5). Furthermore, since G(6)
is uniformly positive definite, applying Lem. yields the existence of € > 0 s.t. for sufficiently large n and
for k > kS,

k k k
n —lesok n n ~ n
ol < LY e 2 immn iy 0,) = (ypn ) |+ | Do | TT U = 51G0) | Bty
p=k%, p=kj, [1=p+1
It can be easily checked that there exist C > 0 and C” > 0 s.t. for every k € {k§,--, n+1 =1}, Iy, 0k) —
(Y71, k)| < C(€k + ar) < C'€. As a consequence, we obtain for every k € {k§, -+, k5, — 1},
k - k k )
Vil < Lc! Z e_§GZl:p+lﬂl§p + Z H (Im — BIG(61)) Bpép|| - (149)
p=k, p=kj, =P+l

To prove the lemma, it is sufficient to show that both terms on the r.h.s. of the above inequality converge a.s.
to 0. For this, recall first from the definition of the sequence (k$) that there exist jn,jni1 € N s.t. kS = kjﬁn

and kn—i—l kf .,- Observe also that for every k € {kS, - ,ka_l — 1}, there exists ix € {jn, " ,Jns+1 — 1}
s.t. k € {kik, e ,kf 41— 1}. Then, we can rewrite the first term in the above inequality as follows:
k 1—1 k1+1
Z —5e3 p+1ﬁl§ = Z Z e —geXi p+1ﬁl§ + Z e e p+1ﬁl§
p=k%, i=in p=kf p=k

The second term on the r.h.s. of the above equation can be easily upperbounded by Z K™ §p < (T

kﬁ
ik
By 1) Max, e <p<kS, g—’; Now, for the first term of the above equation, notice that for i € {j,, - ,ix — 1},
i1 nSPS
k°
pE {kl e ,k:H_l —1}and k € {klk, ceey lk"l‘l} Zl —pr1 B> le’“kg B1 > T(ir —i— 1) and this implies:
ip—1 7,+1 ip—1 1+1 5
e 2621 p+1615 < e 76 (te—1—1) 5 _7 max p'
S 5 S 60T e &

i=Jn pik;f i=Jn p= k;B

We conclude from the above derivations that there exists C' > 0 (independent of n) s.t. for every k €

{kfzv"" n+1 }
k

1 k
z : efiezl:p+1 ﬁlgp S O max 520
p:ks kg <p<k§Jrl Bp

Given Assumption 521 we deduce from this inequality that the first term on the r.h.s. of Eq. (I49) converges

to 0, i.e.,
k

lim max Z ef%ézfzpﬂ ﬁlgp =0.

n—roo gt <k<k§+l Y

As for the second term on the r.h.s. of Eq. (IZ9)), we control it in the following lemma (Lem. [C12). O

l; K {Hz p1Um - BiIG(6)) }ﬁp

‘—Oas

Lemma C.12. lim, o nnauckggkgki+1
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Proof. Let Gpy1.4 = Hf:pH(Im — BiG(6))) for every p € {k§, - 7k§+1} and p < k — 1. As in the proof of

Lem. [C.IT] we begin by the observation that there exist j, and j,.1 s.t. kjﬁn = kS, kfnﬂ = kf;H and that for
every k € {k§,--- 7k§1+1 — 1}, there exists i, € {jn, - ,jnt1 — 1} st. k € {ki, e ,kiﬂ — 1}. Then, we can

write for every k € {k§,- - ,kfﬁl -1},

. B
ir—1 ki+1

k k
Z ép-‘rl:kﬁpgg < Z Z ép-‘rl:kﬁpég + Z ép-i—l:kﬁpég

p=kS i=jn p=k? p:k?k

We will show that the first term on the r.h.s. of the above inequality converges to 0 a.s. when n — oco. A
slight change in the following proof will establish the convergence to zero of the second term. Notice that
for k € {kS,--- ,kfﬁl -1},

B

ip—1 kf+1 B i —1 B kivi— B
Z Z Gerl:kﬂpéZ < Z ”ka+1:k” Z Gp+1:kf+1—1ﬂpgz : (150)
i=Jn P:kf i=Jn P:kf
Lem [C.3 implies that for sufficiently large n, for k € {ki, e ,kiﬂ} c {kS,- - 7k§+1} and i € {jp, - ,ix — 1}
— *%ﬁzf kB 51 1 T(i .
=k; —s€eT(ip—1—1)
gl 7 Tt < oo
Recall now from Eq. (I4I) the definition of €} for p > k§,
n 1 5 ~ U o .
65 = T |5 Bt = 6]+ |65, 6(Sp0)” = 87 Dy, Py, 8] 67+ | 610,) = 95,057 .

In the following, we control this Markovian noise using the decomposition technique of [Benveniste et al., 1990]
which was also used in [Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003a]. We use similar notations to those of the proof of
[Konda and Tsitsiklis, 2003a, Lem. 8]. Define the Markov chain Y, := (S5,,4,). The perturbation €, is of
the form

AN AN R An 2An 1) 2n 2
ng(wp,wp,YpH) - F9p(wp’°‘)p) + Mzg-i-)lwp + Mzg—i-)h

where Fy(w,@) is the steady state expectation of Fy(w,®, (S,, A,)), where S, is a Markov chain with transition
kernel Py, and where Méﬂzl
exists a solution Fy(w,®) to the so-called Poisson equation:

for i = 1,2 are martingale difference sequences. For every 6 € R? w,w € R™, there

Fy(w,@,y) — Fp(w,®) = Fg(w,w, y) — (Pgﬁ}g)(w,@, Y) .

Using this equation, the perturbation can be decomposed as follows for any fixed n € N and p > k,,,

e = MU\ + M)+ Fy, (@, 65, Yor) — Fo, (@7, &7)

p+1%¥p
= MULn + MP) + Fy, (7,67, Ypur) — (Po, B, ) (Gf &, Y1)
= (M@0 + M2, + (Fo, (@, 07, You1)) — (Po, Fo, ) (@], &0, Yy)) (152)
+ (Po,_ By, ) (@1, @01, Yy) = (Po, Fo, ) (@0, &0, Vi) (153)
+ (Po, Fo, ) (@0, &, V) — (Po, Fo, ) @0y, 57, Yy) (154)
+ (Po, Fo, ) (@)1, 07, V) — (Po, Fo, ) (@001, 5 1. Y)) (155)
+ (Po, Fo, ) (@21, 87 1, Yy) — (P, o, )@ 1,601, Y,). (156)

Egs. (I20),([I51) and ([I56) imply that the proof is complete if we show that:

s
ip—1 kipa—1
L s ) _
3 —5€T(ip—1—1) onf| _
lim max g e g Gp+1:kf+171ﬂpep 0, a.s.

n—0o0 1§ 3
Fon k<K izj, p—k?
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For this, it is sufficient to prove the following inequality:

2

k;ﬁ
i1 n+1
E max § G en <C § 2 157
In<i<jny1—1 P+1:’€f+1—1ﬁ” P - ﬁ (157)
p:kf p=kS

Indeed, the Chebyshev inequality implies that for every § > 0,

kB

i+1 O n4+1"
P max E G 5, >6| <= E 2
Jin<i<jni1—1 prind,, 1oy 20 ) < 62 P
p=k; p=k%,

and applying the Borel-Cantelli lemma with the summability of the series Y, 87 yields:

'L+1

. nl|l __
lim max E Gp+1k5 1_1ﬁp6p =0, a.s.

Nn—00 jn <i<jnt1—1 g
pszi

To prove that Ineq. [57 holds, it is sufficient to show that the desired inequality holds when €, is replaced by each
one of the terms of its decomposition. For the first term which is a martingale difference with bounded second
moment, we establish the sought-after inequality in Lem. The last three terms are of the order O(f,),
O(&p) and O(ay,), respectively. The remaining term is the summand of a telescopic series with bounded moment

and we address its particular case in Lem. [C.14] below. o

Lemma C.13. There exists C' > 0 s.t. for every n € N,

2

B 13
k1+1 kn+171
E n 2
. nq%afilﬂ Gp+1 K7, —151) p+1 <C E: By s
- p=k; p=k},

where for every p > kn, Z72, == M) om + MG + (Ep, (&0, &7, Ypr1) — (P, Fo, ) (@7, 07, Yy)) .

Proof. In this proof, we suppress the superscript n of Z, ; to simplify notation. Note that n is fixed throughout
the proof. Define M: = Zl:kf BiZ141 foreveryi € N k > kf This is a zero mean, square integrable martingale

for k€ {k§ +1,--- =k2+1}- By summation by part, we have for every j, <i < j,41 — 1,
k?+1 W1 k?+1_2
1+1 ~ : P
Z Gp+1 kY, —15172 - - Z (Gp+1 k=17 Gp ki~ )Mkf '
=k p=k?
Notice that G pHLRE 1T Gp o1 Bp Gp+1 K2, 1@(9p). Hence, bounding the max by the sum, we obtain
the following inequality:
K7 ? j j K7 ?
i+17 Jnt+1—1 N 2 Jnt1—=1|1Fip1—
i1 P
jnggﬁﬁl—l ZB G;oJrl:kaflﬂ;DZerl <2 Z Mkf + 2 Z Z BP p+1: kﬂ _ G(HP)M]C?
p:ki 1=Jn 1=]Jn

(158)

We have that supgega |G(6)]| < oo. Moreover, using Lem. [C.3], one can show that there exists C' > 0 s.t. for
every integers g > p, ||Gpyqll < C. Thus, we obtain the following upper bound using the triangle inequality:

2 2
'L+1 z+1

Z ByG p+Lk}, — G(ep)M,iB <c? Z BPH

p=k!

k? Spgk?+1

2
< C*T7" < max | M 5||> .
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Taking the expectation in Eq. (I58)) and using Doob’s inequality yields:

2
1+1 In+1—
272 k;
E i< Z Gp+1 kS 1_1ﬁpr+1 < (2+8C°T7) Z E U‘ H 1
T p=k? i=jn
Jn+1—1 k?+1_1
272 2
<(@+8C* )0z 3 3 5
i=Jn p:kf
kfz+1
_ 212 2
= (2+48C°T?)Cz Y B,
p=k,
where the last inequality comes from the bounded second moment of Z, ;. O

Lemma C.14. Let (X}) be an R™-valued random sequence with bounded second moment. Then, there ex-
ists C' > 0 s.t.

2
k;f.:»l n+l
~ _ 2
g jnsgﬁil—l Z GPH:kﬂrpr(X”“ X) =C Z By
p=k p=Fks,
Proof. Summation by parts yields for j, <i < j,4+1 — 1,
kY -1
Z G pHLk, 71510( pt1— Xp) = ﬂkfﬂqufﬂ - ﬂkaka;kaquf
p=Fk{
kf+1
+ Z ﬂp p+1: k1+1 - ﬂp*le:kirl—l)Xp . (159)
p=k{+1

Notice that Bpép+1:k?+l—l _Bp_lép:kirl—l = (Bp—Bp-1)G pr1ke, 1 +Bp_16pép+1:k?+l_lé(9p). Then, similarly

to the proof of the previous lemma, recall that supyega [|G(8)]| < oo and that Lem. [C.3] entails the existence of
a constant Cg > 0 s.t. for sufficiently large p and for every integers ¢ > p, max(||G(0p)Gpri:4ll, |Gpqll) < Ca.
Using the previous remarks with Eq. (I59) yields for j, <4 < jp41 — 1,

K? ?
i1 2 2
2 2 02
ZB GZDJFl:ka*pr(Xp-’_l B Xp) = 4Bk?+1_1 Hkaﬂ ’ + 40Gﬁkf ka H

p:ki

k=1 ’ k=1 i
4 D Bo=Bo-0)Cpirgs X T4 Do Bom1BoCigs G0 Xp| - (160)

p:k?-{-l p:k?-{-l

To prove the lemma, it is sufficient to show that the desired inequality holds when the L.h.s. is replaced by each
of the terms on the r.h.s. of the above equation. Consider the first term:

Jn+1 J'n.+17 n+1
2 2 2
B\ _max B X | } Z Bes ,1E[||Xk51 ]<cx > B, <C Z By, (161)
i=Jn 1=Jn

where the constant Cx > 0 bounds the second moment of X}, (i.e., sup, E[| Xx||? < Cx) and C is also a positive
constant independent of p and n. The second term is treated analogously.
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Let us consider now the third term. Using the triangle inequality combined with the boundedness of ||C_¥p;q||
for ¢ > p yields for n sufficiently large and j, <7 < jp41 — 1,

kP -1 2 kD -1 2
Z (Bp — ﬁp—l)Gerl;kfﬂqXp < Cé‘ Z 1Bp—1 = Byl - | X5
p:karl p:karl

Then, it follows that:

2 2
kil_l Jn+1—1 kil_l
max Z — Bp_1)G .. X < C2 Z Z 1= || X
jn<i<jni1-1 Bp = Bp=1)Gpiaa,, 1 Xp| = Ca 2 Bp—1 = Byl - 1 Xl
P:k?-l-l 1=Jn p:k?f-‘rl

We obtain the desired inequality by taking the expectation and using the boundedness of the second moment of
the r.v. Xk:
2 2
k'li-}+171 Jn4+1—1 k'li-}+171 kfl+171
~ / / 2
AN [ SRCRESEHNT | P o (b SRCRIE) I )
p=k? 41 =Jn p=k?+1 p=kS

where ¢’ := C%Cx. It only remains to show that the desired inequality also holds for the fourth term in
Ineq. (I60). Using similar manipulations as above, we have:

] 2 ] ]
kiya—1 dng1—1 ki —1 ki, —1
~ ~ 2
L ST B 8G,ne O0X| <C2 XS Y Y BB Bl Kl
p:k?-i-l 1=In p:k?-l—l q:k?-l—l
and taking the expectation implies:
kP -1 ? kS, -1 ? kS, -1
~ ~ 1 2 ~ 2
o | S BnGun oo <o X %) <0 ¥ g
p=k? 41 p=k}, p=Fk
where ' := C" Y32, 2. Thus, the lemma holds for C' > 4Cx +4CxCZ + 4C" + 4C. O

Lemma C.15. lim, ZZS; & (e_éeszn Py Zf:kn e3¢ X moi Bm&) =0.

Proof. We have already proved that lim, . Z:’:kl {keféézfzkn E (see the proof of Lem. [CI1). The
convergence of the second term in the lemma is proven in the same manner. O
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