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Abstract

Actor-critic algorithms are widely used in reinforcement learning, but are challenging to mathemat-
ically analyse due to the online arrival of non-i.i.d. data samples. The distribution of the data samples
dynamically changes as the model is updated, introducing a complex feedback loop between the data
distribution and the reinforcement learning algorithm. We prove that, under a time rescaling, the online
actor-critic algorithm with tabular parametrization converges to an ordinary differential equation (ODE)
as the number of updates becomes large. The proof first establishes the geometric ergodicity of the data
samples under a fixed actor policy. Then, using a Poisson equation, we prove that the fluctuations of the
data samples around a dynamic probability measure, which is a function of the evolving actor model,
vanish as the number of updates become large. Once the ODE limit has been derived, we study its
convergence properties using a two time-scale analysis which asymptotically de-couples the critic ODE
from the actor ODE. The convergence of the critic to the solution of the Bellman equation and the
actor to the optimal policy are proven. In addition, a convergence rate to this global minimum is also
established. Our convergence analysis holds under specific choices for the learning rates and exploration
rates in the actor-critic algorithm, which could provide guidance for the implementation of actor-critic
algorithms in practice.

1 Introduction

Actor-critic (AC) algorithms [16, 18] have become some of the most successful and widely-used methods
in reinforcement learning (RL) [31]. AC algorithms are typically implemented in two ways: either as a batch
or online algorithm. In the batch setting, there is a “double for loop” where one update of the actor in
the outer for loop is followed by a large number of critic updates in the inner for loop to obtain a good
approximation of the value function for the current policy. The convergence of batch AC has recently been
studied in [19, 35, 39]. An online, two time-scale AC algorithm was first proposed in [16], where the actor
and critic are updated simultaneously with i.i.d. data samples. In this paper, we study a class of online
actor-critic [13, 37, 38] algorithms where the data samples arrive from a Markov chain [15] (instead of i.i.d.
data samples) and prove the actor/critic converge to the solution of an ODE as the number learning steps
becomes large. It is then proven that the solution of the ODE converges to the optimal policy.

We consider an actor-critic algorithm where the actor and critic are updated simultaneously at each
new time step by using the data samples from simultaneous simulations of two different Markov decision
processes (MDPs). Specifically, the data samples used to update the critic are from the original MDP while
the samples for the actor are from an artificial MDP with a sightly different transition probability (which
will be clearly defined in Section 2) such that the update direction of the actor asymptotically convergences
to the unbiased policy gradient direction (see the algorithm in [39] for details). The data samples from the
MDPs are non-i.i.d. and the transition probability function depends upon the action selected at each time
step. Actions are selected using the actor’s current policy. Therefore, the stationary distributions of the
MDPs change as the actor evolves during learning. In order for the critic converge to the value function, an
exploration component is included in the selection of the actions, where the exploration decays to zero as the
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number of learning steps becomes large. We find that carefully choosing the decay rate for the exploration
as well as the learning rate is crucial for proving global convergence of the limit ODEs to the optimal policy
and the learning rates we use can be easily implemented in practice.

1.1 Related literature

Policy gradient The policy gradient (PG) method [32] is one of the most important concepts in RL and has
achieved great empirical success [28, 29]. However, PG algorithms involve non-convex optimization problems
for tabular policy parameters [1] and are thus difficult to analyse mathematically. Recently, [1, 3, 14, 22, 23]
have established the convergence and convergence rate to the global optimum for the standard PG method
by assuming the value function is known. [3] proved that projected PG on the simplex does not suffer from
spurious local optima. [1] proves that all of the stationary points of PG for a softmax tabular policy are
actually the global optimum and natural PG converges at rate O (%) [23] proves the convergence rate O (%)
for the PG method with a softmax tabular policy.

Actor-critic The AC algorithm was first developed in [32] and then extended to the Natural Actor-Critic
(AC) algorithm in [27]. Batch AC algorithms [19, 35, 39, 40] involve a “double for loop” where the outer
iteration updates the actor and, for each update of the actor, there is a large sub-iteration to solve the critic.
[39] studied the global convergence of AC algorithms under the Linear Quadratic Regulator. [40] analyzed
the finite-sample performance of the batch AC algorithm. [19] considered the sample complexity for the
“decoupled” AC methods with ii.d. data samples. [35], under the over-parametrized two-layer neural-
network proved that the neural AC algorithm converges to a global optimum at a sub-linear rate. In online
AC [13, 16, 37, 38], the actor and critic models update simultaneously but with two time-scales. The actor
updates at a slower rate while critic updates more quickly to provide the actor an accurate policy gradient.
[16] studies an online AC algorithm with Markovian data samples without using the ODE method and prove
convergence to a stationary point. [37] proves that two time-scale algorithms with non-i.i.d. data samples
and linear function approximation finds an e-stationary point with O(e_%) samples, where ¢ measures the
squared norm of the policy gradient. [38], under the compatibility condition [11, 32] between actor and
critic, shows that two time-scale AC requires sample complexity at order O(e=2% log®(¢~1)) to converge to
an e-stationary point. By carefully decreasing the exploration rate, [13] shows that the two time-scale natural
AC algorithm has sample complexity of O (5‘6) for convergence to the global optimum. [12] proposes an
off-policy variant of the natural AC algorithm based on Importance Sampling, where they use the Q-trace
algorithm for the critic and provide a sample complexity of O (673 log (%))

Stochastic approximation in RL Stochastic approximation [4, 5, 7] can be seen as a general framework
to analyze RL algorithms. Two time-scale stochastic approximations [8, 9] are one of the most popular
methods for AC [6, 13, 18, 37, 38] algorithms. [4, 5, 7] establish the classical ODE method and use it for
the stability and convergence analysis of the (two time-scale) stochastic approximation where the stochastic
error is a martingale difference sequence. [8, 9] proved convergence rate and finite time analysis for the two
time-scale linear stochastic approximation in RL under an i.i.d. assumption. [6, 18] use the ODE method for
two time-scale stochastic approximation in AC algorithms where the actor is updated by a policy iteration
algorithm.

Our paper studies a different class of algorithms than this previous literature. We consider the global
convergence of the ODE limit for the online tabular AC algorithm. First, we use a time re-scaling [30] of
the algorithm (2) to map it into a time interval [0,7], and the mathematical analysis required to prove
convergence to the ODE limit is different from the classical ODE method in stochastic approximation theory
[4, 5,7, 17]. Second, unlike the batch AC with a nested loop structure [19, 35], our online algorithm updates
the actor and critic simultaneously with dynamic Markovian sampling. Third, [16, 37, 38] also studies an
online AC algorithm with non-i.i.d. data samples. However, they only prove convergence to a stationary
point while we prove global convergence for the tabular AC algorithm by analyzing the limit ODE. The
algorithm in [17] uses data samples which arrive from a time non-homogeneous Markov chain (non-i.i.d).
However, the value function in [17] is the averaged reward while ours is the discounted sum of the rewards
and [17] uses policy iteration to update the actor while we use the policy gradient theorem.



In our paper, we include exploration in the policy so that the Markov chain visits all states and actions.
The exploration decays to zero at a certain rate as the number of learning steps become large. A careful
choice of the exploration rate and the learning rate is necessary in order to prove global convergence. In
particular, the exploration rate does not satisfy the standard conditions (sum of the squares is finite) in
stochastic approximation theory in [4, 5, 6, 7, 18]. However, by using the time-rescaling limit, we are still
able to establish an ODE limit for a class of actor-critic algorithms.

2  Actor-Critic Algorithms

Let M = (X, A, p,u,7,7v) be an MDP, where X is a finite discrete state space, A is a finite discrete
action space, p(z'|x, a) is the transition probability function, i is the initial probability distribution of the
Markov chain, r(z,a) is a bounded reward function, and the discount factor is v € (0,1). Let the policy
f(z,a) be the probability of selecting action a in state . The state and action-value functions V(-) : X — R
and V/(-,-) : X x A — R are defined as the expected discounted sum of future rewards when actions are
selected from the policy f:

g ”y r(zg,ar) | xo =

where ay ~ f(xy,-), and 211 ~ p (- | 2k, ax) for all k € Z*T.> Note that the transition kernel p and policy
f induce a Markov chain on the state-action space X x A. Then for any (z,a) € X x A, define the state
and state-action visiting measures respectively as l/ff and Uﬁ, where

. VI( Z’y r(zg,ar) | xo = x,a0 = al, (2.1)

() :ZV’“.P(% =), of(za) =27k-P(:ck =z,a, =a) (2.2)
k=0

k=0

and xg ~ pu(-),ar ~ f (K, ), Thy1 ~ D (- | zk,ar) for all E > 0. The goal of reinforcement learning is to learn
the optimal policy f* which maximizes the expected discounted sum of the future rewards:

mfaxJ(f%

where the objective function J(f) is defined as

Z’y r (zk, ak ] = Z w(z)\V(z) = Z U[;(x,a)r(x,a). (2.3)

TEX (z,a)EX XA

Policy-based reinforcement learning methods optimize the objective function over a class of policies
{fo | @ € B} using the policy gradient theorem [31]. In practice, the value function in the policy gradient
theorem is unknown and must therefore also be estimated by a statistical learning algorithm. Online actor-
critic algorithms simultaneously estimate the value function using a critic model and the optimal policy
using an actor model. In this paper, we specifically study a class of online actor-critic algorithms where the

“actor” is a tabular softmax policy
e@(x,a)

Z ofwa)’ (2.4)

a’e A

fo(z,a) =

with parameters 6 = (G(x, a)) The “critic” @ = (Q(, a))(z,a)cx x.4 i also tabular with a separate

(z,a)eX XA’
parameter for each state-action pair. The policy fg(x) = ( fo(z, a))a ca lsa probability distribution on the
set of actions \A. .

Define a new MDP M = (X, A, p, i, r,~y) with the transition probability function

P |za)=7-p(|za)+(1—-7) p), (2.5)

INote that the series in equation (2.1) converge since v € (0,1) and r(z, a) is bounded.




Note that (2.5) is similar to the transition probability of MDP M except that with probability 1 —- the state
will be randomly re-initialized with distribution p [15, 35, 38]. [15] proved that the stationary distribution
of M under policy f is the ﬁaﬁ in (2.2). At the learning step k, we use 0 to denote the estimate for
the policy parameters while @, is the estimate for the value function under the policy fy,. At step k, the
sample (Zj.ar) used to update the actor parameters 6 is generated from MDP M by policy fs,. Then we
use the policy gradient theorem [32] to update the actor and get new policy fg, ,. The sample (2, ax) is
sampled from MDP M by the exploration policy gs, (see equation (2.10)). We then update the critic by
temporal difference learning [36] to obtain the new critic approximation Qx+1. An exploration policy is used
to guarantee that the policy will have a positive probability to visit all states and actions. For notational
convenience, we will sometimes use f and g to denote fy, and gs, .

In summary, the samples {z,ax}r>1 used to train the critic model are sampled from M under the
exploration policy g:

p(:lzo,a0)  go(®o,’)  p(lei,a1)  gi(wr,)  p(lo2,a2)
Zo, ao I aq To a9 T3 - (26)

The samples {ZT, a }x>1 for the actor model are sampled from M under the policy fx:

__ PClZo,a0) _ fo(To,r) _ PC1Z1,31) _ fi(@1,) _ p(|T2,G2)
o, ao X1 al i) ag T3+ (27)

and 0, Q are updated according to the actor-critic algorithm:

Qr+y1(z,a) = Qr(z,a) + d (T(Cvk, ar) + VZQ/@(C%H,G")gk(ﬂcmhan) — Qi (z, ak))&c,a@k(xka ag)

N
o (2.8)
Ort1(z,a) = O (2, a) + ﬁ@k@kﬂk)am,alog Jr(Tr, ar),
for k=0,1,...,TN and the notation 9, , is defined as the derivative with respect to the location (z,a) in
the tabular variable, that is:
aw,an(:Ekuak) = aQ(m,a)Qk(xkuak) = ]]-{zk:m,ak:a}a (2 9)
02,0108 fi(Tr, a) = Op(z,a) 108 fr (ks ar) = Liz, =} [L{zma} — fr(z, a)] '
The actions ay in (2.8) are selected from the distribution
N
9o, (z,a) = i + 1 =n))- fo,(x,a), Y(z,a) € X x A. (2.10)

where 0 < Y < 1 and dy = |A|. That is, with probability 7}, we select an action uniformly at random
and, with probability 1 — n,]cv , we select an action from the current estimate for the optimal policy. We let
the exploration rate decay during training, i.e., W}iv — 0 as k — oo. Note that the step-size for the online
actor-critic algorithm (2.8) is % and the number of learning steps is T'N. We will later show that as N — oo
the critic and actor models converge to the solution of an ODE on the time interval [0, T']. Here we highlight
that in order for the Q-learning algorithm converge, the policy needs to have positive probability to choose
every action (see [24, 33] for details) and this is why we add exploration in the policy used to generate data
samples.

Finally, we remark that there are two limitations of our algorithm. First, in order to calculate an unbiased
policy gradient to update the actor in the algorithm (2.8), we actually sample from two MDPs, which will be
computationally expensive in practice (although this is standard in the literature [15, 35, 38]). Second, the
exploration combined with the two time scales of the online learning algorithm (2.8) will lead to a slightly
slower convergence rate for our algorithm.

Challenges for mathematical analysis: Convergence analysis of the actor-critic algorithm (2.8) must
address several technical challenges. The data samples are non-i.i.d. and their distribution depends upon
the actor model, which changes as the parameters are updated. Actions are selected using the actor model,



which influences the states visited in the Markov chain and affects the actor model’s evolution in the learning
algorithm. Thus, actor-critic algorithms introduce a complex feedback loop between the distribution of the
data samples and the model updates. Another challenge is that the learning algorithm is not guaranteed to
update the model in a descent direction for the objective function, which is an obstacle for proving global
convergence to the optimal policy. Finally, due to the softmax policy, the objective function is non-convex.

Overview of the proof: In our mathematical approach, we prove that the actor-critic algorithm (2.8)
converges to an ODE under an appropriate time re-scaling. We address the challenge of non-i.i.d. data
depending upon the actor model in two steps. The proof first establishes the geometric ergodicity of the
data samples to a stationary distribution 7f¢ under a fixed actor policy fy. Then, using a Poisson equation,
we prove that the fluctuations of the data samples around a dynamic probability measure /| which is a
function of the evolving actor model, vanish as the number of updates become large.

Once the ODE limit has been derived, we study its convergence properties using a two time-scale analysis
which asymptotically de-couples the critic ODE from the actor ODE. The convergence of the critic to the
solution of the Bellman equation and the actor to the optimal policy are proven. In addition, a convergence
rate to this global minimum is also established. In order to prove the global convergence, the learning rate
and exploration rate for the actor-critic algorithm must be carefully chosen.

3 Main Result

We prove that the actor and critic models converge to the solution of a nonlinear ODE system as the
learning steps become large. Our results are proven under the following assumptions.

Assumption 3.1. The reward function r is bounded in [0,1]. X and A are finite, discrete spaces.
In addition, an assumption regarding the ergodicity of the Markov chains (2.6) and (2.7) is required.

Assumption 3.2. For any finite 6, the Markov chain (X, A) for the MDP M under exploration policy

go and the Markov chain (X' , g) for the MDP M under policy fo are irreducible and non-periodic. Their
stationary distributions 7/, U[Z (which exist and are unique by Section 1.3.3 of [20]) are globally Lipschitz in

policy f.
The global convergence proof also requires a careful choice for the learning rate and exploration rate.

Assumption 3.3. The learning rate and exploration rate are:

N 1 N 1
k = ’ Me = )
1+ £ 1+log* (& +1) (3.1)
1 1 ’
N _ N _
thus (i — Gt = T+ v = 1+ log(t+ 1)

Remark 3.4. The learning rate and exploration rate in (3.1) satisfy the following properties for any integer
n € N:

/ (sds = 00, / Cdt < oo, / (smsds < oo,  lim C—Z =0. (3.2)
0 0 0 =00 1)y
These properties are verified in the Appendix A.
The main results of this paper are the following theorems.
Theorem 3.5 (Limit Equations). For any T > 0,
lim B sup [||0ve) =0 + [|Q vy — @if]] =0, (3.3)

N—oo  iel0,1]



where Q; and 0; satisfy the nonlinear system of ODEs:

d 7,5 ~ A " " M
%(x,&) = ar (ZZT,CL) T(.I,CL)‘F’YZQt(Z,a )ggt(Z,a )p(Z|$,CL) _Qt(xaa)
= (3.4)
0, ; _ _
O (r,0) = G () | Qul,a) — 3 Qule, ) g )|

with initial condition (Qo,0) = (Qo, 0o).

_ Thus, the critic converges to the limit variable Q; while the actor converges to the limit variable 6,, where
Q: and 6; are solutions to a nonlinear system of ODEs. We then prove the convergence of the limit ODEs
(3.4) to the value function and optimal policy. The convergence analysis also allows us to obtain convergence
rates.

Theorem 3.6 (Global Convergence). The limit critic model converges to the value function:

HQt—V-fﬂtH_O< ! ) (3.5)

log® ¢t

For an nitial distribution p(x) > 0,Va € X, the limit actor model converges to the optimal policy:

I = 3005) =0 (7 ) (36)

logt
where f* is any optimal policy.
Remark 3.7. We highlight several points regarding the convergence results in Theorem 3.5 and 3.6:

(1) The limit ODEs in Theorem 3.5 have some similarities to the literature of stochastic approximation
and ODE method by Borkar [4, 5]. In these previous articles, the long-time behaviour of the discrete-
time stochastic algorithm will closely follow deterministic ODEs. The derivation of the ODEs and the
convergence analysis in our paper are different than in [4, 5]. In our algorithm the learning rate for
both actor and critic have the re-scaling % and we study the algorithm under a time re-scaling. Thus
when N — oo, for any time interval [¢,¢ + At], the number of parameters updates — co. Therefore,
the random fluctuations in the algorithm vanish and the algorithm will converge to the limit ODE in
Theorem 3.5.

(2) The polylog convergence rate in Theorem 3.6 is a consequence of the specific choice of the exploration
rate n; = m. The effect of the exploration rate 7; is similar to the effect of a learning rate. The
specific function 7; necessary to guarantee convergence is a consequence of our mathematical analysis.

(3) Theorem 3.5 and 3.6 imply a convergence result for the discrete actor-critic algorithm: for any e > 0,
there exists a 7' and N such that IE[HfgLnTJ — f*H] < g for all n > N. The proof follows directly from
Theorems 3.5 and 3.6. Specifically, for any e > 0, by (3.6) we can select a T large enough such that

fa, is within § of the global optimal policy. Then, we can apply (3.3) to select an N large enough to
ensure that the discrete algorithm fg ., is within § of the ODE limit fg, .

(4) The global convergence to the optimal policy strongly relies on the sufficient exploration initial dis-
tribution p(z) > 0 for any state [1]. However, as in [1] when the numbers of states becomes large,
even with the uniformly random action selection mixed in, the visiting measure of the policy could
place exponentially small probability (in the size of the state space) on particular states, which will
significantly decrease the convergence rate in (3.6).



4 Derivation of the limit ODEs

We use the following steps to prove convergence to the limit ODEs:
e Prove a priori bounds for the actor and critic models.

e Derive random ODEs for the evolution of the actor and critic models. The ODEs will contain stochastic
remainder terms from the non-i.i.d. data samples.

e Use a Poisson equation to estimate the fluctuations of the remainder terms around zero.

e Use Gronwall’s inequality to obtain the convergence to the limit ODEs.

4.1 A Priori Bounds

In order to prove convergence to the limit equation, we first establish a priori bounds for the param-
eters. In our proof, we will use C,Cy and Cr to denote generic constants. For notational convenience, we
will sometimes use &, ¢ and &, & to denote the elements (x,a), (2, a’) and data samples (xy, ax), (T, ax),
respectively.

First, we establish a priori estimates for the actor and critic models.

Lemma 4.1. For any fited T > 0, N € N, there exists a constant Cr which only depends on T such that
sup  |Qk(z,a)| < Cpr <oco, VE<NT
(z,a)eXxA

sup  |0k(z,a)] < Cpr < oo, Vk<NT.
(z,a)eX XA

(4.1)

Proof. For the update algorithm in (2.8)

Qr+1(§) = Qu(&) + % (T(gk) +7 ) Qulrir, a”)g(wrir, a”) — Qk(ﬁk)) 9eQr (k) (4.2)

a’’

and we have the bound

C C
sup [Qr+1(§)] < sup [Qe(§]|+ = sup Q&)+ - (4.3)
texXxA feX XA N ¢cxxa N

Then, using a telescoping series, we have

sup |Qk(§)| = sup |Qo(§)|+2( sup |Q;(§)[ — sup |Qj—1(§)|>
A A cexxA

EEX XA feXx x =1 feX x X
C C
< su + — su i + —
(S 1Q0(€)] ;<N£6X5A|QJ 1(9)] N)
o . (4.4)
< swp Q@)+ 5D sup [Qj-1(€)+C
EeX XA j:1§€X><A
C k
<C+— sup [Q;-1(8),

where the last inequality follows from the fact that Qg is a fixed finite vector. Then, by the discrete Gronwall
lemma and using % < T, we have

sup  |Qr(z,a)] < Cexp(%) < Cexp(CT)=Cr, Vk<NT. (4.5)
(z,a)eXx.A N



Recall that the update for the actor model is

N ~ ~
i1 (€) = 01(6) + - Qu(E)0e log S (&)

N B (4.6)
=0k (§) + ﬁ@k(ﬁk)]l{fk:m} [Liae=ay — [ @k, a)]
which together with the bound for the critic in (4.5) leads to
Cr
sup |Or41(€)l < sup 10u(E)] + 7 (4.7)
EeXxA EeXxA
Then, using a telescoping series, we immediately obtain the bound in the statement of the lemma. O

4.2  Evolution of the Pre-limit Process

From their definitions in (2.1), V/(x) and V/(z,a) are related via the formula

Vi)=Y V/(,a)f(z,a). (4.8)

Define the state and state-action visiting measures, respectively, as V;{ and af: , where

vi(@) =Y 7 Plav=2), of(z,a)=) 7" Plar =m0 =a), (4.9)
k=0 k=0

where g ~ p(-),ar ~ f(zg, ) and xp41 ~ p (- | zx,ar) for all k¥ > 0. By definition, we have al{(:zr,a) =
f(x,a)-v{(z) and, by [15], the stationary distribution of M is the corresponding visitation measure of M.

Notation We first clarify some of the notation that will be used in the analysis.

(a) For any k > 0, let Py, denote the transition probability for the Markov chain (X, A) induced by M
under softmax policy f; and let Iy, denote the transition probability for the Markov chain (X, A)
induced by M under exploration policy gg. That is,

Py, (‘Ta a; xlv al) = p(.’L'/|$C, a)gk (xlu a/)a

4.10
My, (2,02, ) = ', @) o ). (4.10)

(b) Let a[f and 79 denote the stationary distributions (whose existence and uniqueness are given by
Assumption 3.2) for the transition probability IIp, and Py, , respectively.

(c) Define the o-field of events generated by the samples &1, -+ ,&,, &1, ..., &, in (2.6) and (2.7) to be .%,.
Then, for any Borel function h(6,§),

B [h(0n&uir) | Fu] = 2 (00T, (Eai0). (4.11)

yeX XA

For any function h(6, £), we shall denote the partial mapping & — h(6, ) by hg and define the function

Moho() := > h(6,9)s(&y).

yeX XA

Using the visiting measures in (4.9), the policy gradient can be evaluated using the following formula.

Theorem 4.2 (Policy Gradient Theorem [32]). For the MDP starting from p, the policy gradient for fy is

Vo (fo) = > of?(z,a)V7(x,a)Vlog fo(x,a), (4.12)

x,a



Let the advantage function of policy f denoted by
Al (z,a) = VI (z,a) = VI (2), V(z,a) € X x A, (4.13)

and the gradient VyJ(fy) can be evaluated using the following formula when fy satisfies the softmax policy
(2.4).

Lemma 4.3. Define 0y 4 J(fo) = gé]((wf‘;)) and then for the tabular policy (2.4), by policy gradient theorem
(4.12), we have
O0r.aJ(fo) = (33 a)Afe (z,a). (4.14)

Proof. By the policy gradient theorem, we have

nye fHI a)]]-{m’—m} []]-{a’—a}_fe(x a’)] er(I a)

z’,a’

= Zufﬂ )fo(@,a") [Lar—ay — fo(z,a)] Vo (z,ad)

= V;]:S () fo(x, )V (2z,a) — yie () fo(z, a) Z Fol, WV () (4.15)
= vl (x) fo(x,a) AT (2, a)
= 059 (z,a) A% (z,a).
O
Using a telescoping series and the update equation for the actor (2.8),
[Nt]—1
O1wvej(z,a) = bo(z,a) + > GV Qu(Ek, Gk)0u alog fr(Tn, ar)- (4.16)
k=

Note that & = (z,a), &, = (T, ax) and define

[Nt]—1 [Nt|—1

MY ( —1 Z G Qi (&x)e log fr(&k) —i S > dan@)oelog fr(€)afr(€),  (417)

k=0 ¢'eXxA

where al{k is the visiting measure for M under policy fi. Combining (4.16) and (4.17), we obtain the
following pre-limit equation for the actor parameters:

9Lth (z,a) — bp(z,a)
INt]—1
Z D N Q) log fir(€)afk (€ + MY (2, a)
k=0 ¢exxA

| W

=N 2 O ) il ) [Ny = Sl )] Qul ) 4 M s

[Nt]—1

1 Z CNUkaa) lexa ZQkxa Vfr(z,a")

+ MtN(:E,a)

/ B (o >[QLN5J ) = 3 QU ) ) ()| s+ 3 (1,0 + OV,

where step (a) uses the a priori bound for the critic @y in Lemma 4.1.



Similarly, we can show that the critic model satisfies

[Nt]—1
Qnt) () = Qo(&) + % Do)+ Qul@rir, a”)gr(wrir, a”) — Qulér) | Oe,aQu(@r, ar).
k=0 a’
Define
1 [Nt]—-1 1 [Nt|—1
MM (E) = -5 Z Qr(ER)0eQn(&r) + 5 D D Qnl(€)0Qi(E)™ (€)),
k=0 ¢
L - | -
=% rgk 0eQr(&r) =5 D D _r(€)2Qu(ENT ™ (¢),
L ]’V“jo 1 =0 (4.19)
MY (€)= % DD AQu(@rir, a”)gk(rin, a”)0eQr (&)
k=0 a”
LNt -1

Z SN Qulz, ") gz, ") Qu(€ )T (€ )p(21€).

k=0 & z,a"”
where 79 is the stationary distribution of Markov chain (X, A) induced by M under policy gi. Note that
ax,an(xkv CLk) = ]]-{wk:m,ak:a}-

Then, we obtain the following pre-limit equation for the critic:

t
Q Nty (§) = Qo(§) + 04/0 TINI (&) () +7 Y Qnay(2,0")g sy (2,0 )D(216) — Q nay (€) | ds (4.20)

+a (M) + MY (©) + MPN()) + OV Y.

4.3 Poisson Equations

Now we rigorously derive the limit ODEs by using a Poisson equation to bound the fluctuations of the
non-i.i.d data samples around the trajectory of the limit ODE. In fact, we first prove

lim E sup |[M(z,a)| =0, V(z,a) € X x A. (4.21)
N—oo  ielo0,1]

Using a similar method, we can also prove the convergence of M}, M2, and M.

It is known that a finite state Markov chain which is irreducible and non-periodic has a geometric
convergence rate to its stationary distribution [25]. We are able to prove a uniform geometric convergence
rate for the Markov chains in our paper under the time-evolving actor policy updated using the actor-critic
algorithm (2.8).

Lemma 4.4. Let IIj denote the n-step transition matriz under the policy fo,. Then, for any fized T' > 0,
there exists an integer ng such that the following uniform estimates hold for all {0}o<kx<nT and N € N for
the algorithm (2.8).

e Lower bound for the stationary distribution:

kir}\g of" (z,a) > Cer®, V(z,a) € X X A, (4.22)

where C,er > 0 are positive constants.

o Uniform geometric ergodicity:

sup [ (&) — ol ()| < (1 - Br)lwol  vee x x A, (4.23)
E<NT

where Br € (0,1) is a positive constant.
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Proof. By Assumption 3.2 and Lemma 1.8.2 of [26], for any fixed 6 € R, there exists an ng = no(a) eN
such that
0 (&€) >0 V¢, €. (4.24)

For any (£,¢'),

meGe) = Y &) Ta(ény—1;¢)

§1, €ng—
e N (4.25)
= Z p(3:1|3:,a)f9~(x1,a1)~-~p(3:/|3:n0,1,am,l)fg(x/,a'),
517"'7571071
where the constant C is defined as
C'=C(no) = inf > Blalw,a) P |Bng -1, an-1) > 0, (4.26)

§1,58ng—1

where C' > 0 is because (4.24).
Due to fy being a softmax policy and the bound from Lemma 4.1, there exists a constant ey > 0 such
that

kgjléT fe(z,a) > ep, V(z,a) e X x A. (4.27)

Then, using similar analysis as in (4.25) with constant ng = no(6) and C' = C(ng), we have for all k < NT
0 (6:¢') > Cep, Ve €. (4.28)

Thus, we can derive a lower bound for the stationary distribution

kg}\gT ol (ol d') = ki<I}§T ol (z,a)II;° (x, a5 2", ')
- - x,a
> Tk no
= b 2ot (@ a)Cer (4.29)
T,a
@ Cep?
>0,

where step (a) is because o/ is a probability and thus the summation equals to 1. We can now establish the

uniform geometric ergodicity of the Markov chain. Let us choose 1 = kg}é:r rglgl I3 (€,€') > 0 in (4.23),

where Br > 0 is by (4.28). Thus, for Vk < NT, the Markov chain with transition probability IIy, satisfies
Doeblin’s condition. In particular, we can show that

Hgs (575/) > BT >0, v§7§/' (430)

Since ng and Br are independent of 0y, we can apply Theorem 16.2.4 of [25] to prove that for all k < NT
05, (&) — ofr (NI < (1= Br)7e) e e X x A, (4.31)
which proves the uniform geometric ergodicity (4.23). O

Then, using the same method as in Lemma 4.4, we can prove a similar result for the MDP M with
exploration policy gy.

Corollary 4.5. Let Py, denote the n-step transition matriz under policy gi. Then, for any fized T < oo,
there exists an integer ng and a constant

C =C(no) :== inf Z p(z1|x,a) - p(2!|Tng—1, ang—1) > 0, (4.32)

z,a,z’

§1,5€ng—1

such that the following uniform estimate holds for all {0k o<k<nT and N € N for the update algorithm (2.8):

11



e Lower bound for the stationary distribution:

kg}é 9% (z,a) > C (nﬁvm) , V(z,a) e X x A. (4.33)

e Uniform geometric ergodicity:

sup [P (&) — 7% ()| < (1 - Br)t™) vee x x A, (4.34)
E<NT

where fr = C (nﬁvﬂ) = (0,1) is a positive constant.

Remark 4.6. Without loss of generality, we suppose the integer ng in Lemma 4.4 and Corollary 4.5 are the
same. The proof of Corollary 4.5 is the same as the proof of Lemma 4.4 and the detailed proof can be found
in Appendix B.

In order to prove the stochastic fluctuation term vanishes as N — oo, we first introduce a Poisson
equation with a uniformly bounded solution.

Lemma 4.7. For any N € N, state-action pair € = (z,a), T >0 and k < NT, the Poisson equation
Vg, (€) — g vp, (§) = Lger—gy — /" (€), €eXxA (4.35)

has a solution?

ve, (€)= [1I5, (€56 — o™ ()], (4.36)

n>0

and there exists a constant Cp (which only depends on T') such that

sup |ve, (€)] < Cr, V€' € X x A. (4.37)
E<NT

Proof. Due to the uniform geometric convergence rate (4.23) for all ¥ < NT in Lemma 4.4, there exists a
Br > 0 (independent with k) such that for any ¢’ € X x A

T (¢5€) —afk(€)] < (1= Br)l7od, VR < NT (4.38)

which can be used to show the convergence of the series in (4.36). Consequently, vy, is well-defined. The
uniform bound (4.37) follows from

o, ()] < |Mp (€1:6) — afe ()] < > (1 - Br)t ) < ¢ (4.39)

n>0 n>0

Finally, we can verify that vy is a solution to the Poisson equation by observing that

HGkVGk Zugk H9k€ y)

—Z > MG (y:6) — ol (©)] | o, (€5)

n>0
@ (4.40)
> <Z (Y 6) — ok (&) Ty, (5';1/))
n>0 Yy
=D [, ~ ok (©)]
n>1
=1, (&) = (Lger—gy — alF (€)),
where the step (a) uses (4.38) and the Dominated Convergence Theorem. O

2We do not prove uniqueness of the solution to the Poisson equation (4.35). For the purposes of our later analysis, it is only
necessary to find a uniformly bounded solution vy which satisfies (4.36).
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Using the Poisson equation (4.7), we can prove that the fluctuations of the data samples around a dynamic
visiting measure al{k decay when the iteration steps becomes large.

Lemma 4.8. For any fized state action pair £ = (x,a) and T > 0,
INT|—1

lim E|— Z N {]1{£ g a[ﬁ(g)} —0. (4.41)

N—o00
Proof. We define the error € to be
€k 3:@?, [1{§k+1:g} - U;{k (5)}
=G [Vek (gk—i-l) L (gkﬂﬂ (4.42)
=¢ [Vek (Ens1) — Mo, v, (gk)} + Gk {Hekl/ek (gk) — 1y, vp, (gkﬂﬂ :

where we have used the definition of the Poisson equation (4.35). Let

Yo(y) = Move(y). (4.43)
Then, we have that
INT|—1 INT|—1 B B INT|—1
> = 3 G G o ()] 3 6| (v (&) - v (6))
k=0 k=0
INT] -1 B B B INT|—1 B B
S [ i) ~ T, (&)] + e (&) + >0 & [ (&) — v, (&)]
k=0 k=1
INT|—1 N
+ Z A T/JGk 1 (§k> —Cf\JIVTJA‘/’HLNTJﬂ (5[NTJ)
(4.44)
Define the error term
INT|-1 INT|-1 INT|—1 INT|—1
Z € = Z le) + Z + Z Ek +pLNTJ 0 (445)
k=0 k=0 k=1
where B B
=G [Vek (§k+1> — 1lg, vp, (51@)} ;
= Cljcv [1/}91@ (gk) - 1/}91@71 (gk>} ) (4 46)
23) = (Cljcv Cliv—l) 1/}91@71 (gk) s -
P|INT];0 = Cév¢00 (&) - Ci\]fvijlwﬁNijl (gLNTJ> .
To prove the convergence (4.41), it suffices to appropriately bound the fluctuation term LN%% €r|. Actually,
k=0

the first term can be bound due to the martingale property while the second term can be bounded using the

uniform geometric ergodicity and Lipschitz continuity. The third and fourth terms are uniformly bounded
by (4.37).
For the first term in (4.45), note that

E {yek (E,m) | ﬂk} = Ty, ve, (Ek) : (4.47)
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thus )
{Zn => %}
k=0

is a martingale and since the conditional expectation is a contraction in L2, we have

n>0

~ 2 ~ 2
E ‘Hekvek (51@)‘ <E ‘Vek (fk-i—l)‘ : (4.48)
Then,
| NI 2 | T ,
E\% >, | = N2 > (Czﬁv)zE‘Hekvek (§k> — Vg, (€k+1)‘
k=0 k=0
1 NN s\ 4.49)
N\2 .
Iy (B |va, (G| (
INT|—1
(a) 4Ct
S N > G
k=0

where the step (a) is by the uniform boundedness (4.37). Thus, for any T > 0,

1 INT|-1
- M| _
Jim B| = kz_o e =0. (4.50)

For the second term of (4.45), by the uniform geometric ergodicity (4.23), for any fixed vy > 0 we can
choose Ny large enough such that

Sup > w8 — ok (©)] <, VyeXxA (4.51)
n:LN[)TJ
| WTi-1
N oo
k=1
| NI N N
—l% > & [ve (&) v (&)]
k=1
INT|—1 |NoT|—1 |NoT|—1

IN

N ; o 7;1 [Hgk (gk,§> —oﬁk(f)} - ngl {Hgkfl (§k7§) ok 1(5)} + 20770

INT|-1  |[NoT]-1 INT|—1

Sy > @ > [m () - (6.9)])+ i o] S a [of© ~ ol (0| + 200

k=

—

2211 —I—IQ + 2C7r0.-
(4.52)
By Lemma 4.1, for any & < NT we have

C
165 = 01l < D 10k(@,a) = O (2,a)| < WT

z,a€EX XA
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For any finite n, IIj is Lipschitz continuous in . Consequently,

[NT]-1
NoT
1y < 2ol I R
LNTJ 1 (4.53)
N T
BB Y Qo <Y
where the constant Cr only depends on the fixed Ny, T. Thus, when N is large enough,
| T
¥ 2 & | <40 (4.54)
k=1
Since ~q is arbitrary,
| T
: 2| _
Jim E| - Yo ogl|=0 (4.55)
k=1
For the third term of (4.45),
LGS | | @ o N7 o
= T T
Elv > &=%B| X (¥ -)ve, (&)= 5| X @a-d)| =5 @50
N N N N
k=1 k=1 k=1
where step (a) is by the uniform bound (4.37). Therefore,
| T
: 3 _
Jim E|= Yool =o. (4.57)
k=1
Obviously, for the last term of (4.45) by the boundedness in (4.37) we have
1
ngn NPINTI0 = =0,
INT|—1
which together with (4.50), (4.55) and (4.57) derive the convergence of = > € and therefore proving
k=0
(4.41). O

4.4 Identification of the Limit ODEs

We next prove the convergence of M/, which will allow us to prove the convergence to the limit ODEs
(3.4).

Lemma 4.9. For any & = (x,a) and the stochastic error M} defined in (4.17), we have

lim sup E|MN ©| =o. (4.58)
N—=001e(0,17]
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Proof. For any K € N and A = £, we have

M)

k-1 (J+1)LANJ 1
=Y ARE W(E)elog fi (&) = Y Qu(€)delog fi (€)afk(€) | +o(1)
Jj=0 —gLANJ eEX XA

k-1 (J+1)LANJ 1
- A—J (Qmm €)0¢ 1og fan| (ﬁk) Y Qjian(€)d¢log fijany (€) f’“(fl))
§=0 —]I_ANJ LexXxA

K-1 | GFDIAN]-1 B N
0y 2 [(@k@k)aglogfk(sk)— > Qu)elog fi (&) o k(&))
3=0 k=j|AN] EeXxA
(QJLANJ(&Wlegf;LANJ( ) > Qjian(€)dlog fijan (€) fk(&’)) +o(1)

&eSxA
K-1 K-1
ALY ot AIQJ—FO
7=0 7=0

(4.59)
where the term o(1) goes to zero, at least, in L' as N — oc.
To prove the convergence of the first term, note that

Qj1an) (€r)0¢ log f AN (gk) ZQ]LANJ )0e log fany (&) olk (&)
—ZQJ\_ANJ )0elog fi1any (€) Lz ¢y ZQJLANJ )0 log fijany (€) ol (€)  (460)

:ZQJ‘LANJ (&0 log fijany (&) [l{gk:g} - U,{k (5/)} -
%

Thus, for any j € {0,1,..., K},

(J+1)[AN]-1
;| = TANT S D Qan(€)oclog fian (€) |:]]'{§~k:§/} — o} (5/)}
i J k=j|AN | 3
1 (J+1)[AN]-1

= ZQ]LANJ )0¢ log fjiany (€) [AN] O {l{gk:g} — ok (5/)} (4.61)

k=j|AN]

(G+DAN]-1

1 /
<Cry TAN] > A [Laey — @),

3 k=j|AN]
which together with Lemma 4.8 proves
Jim E 11| =o. (4.62)

Thus,

K—1 K—1 ZK 1 1o} ( )

N _ _ Lej=0 VP
ZO Al ; =A ZO Op(1) = tT, (4.63)
— iz

which derives the convergence of the first term.
For the second term, using the bound in Lemma 4.1, we have for any k < TN

sup |Qr(¢)] < Cr,

exXxA
Cr (4.64)

SEP|Q1€(§/) - Qr1(¢)] < N
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Noting that
85 1Og fk(é./) = ]]-{w’:;ﬂ} []]-{a/:a} - fk(x/a a)} )

then by the Lipschitz continuity of the softmax transformation and (4.64) we have

|Q1(&)0¢ log fr (&) — Qr—-1(£")0¢ log fr—1 (€]
=[Qx(&") — Qr—1(&")] Ie log fi. (&) + [Qr—1(&") [O¢ log fi. (&) — D¢ log fr—1 (£)]]

C

<=L+ Cr |9 log fie(€') — O¢log i1 (€)) (465)
C C

SWT +Cr |0 — Op—1]| < WT

Then, for any j € 0,1,--- ,K — 1 and any k € [j|AN],(j + 1)|AN]| — 1],

—jla
Q€0 i (€) — Qyam) €Dk log fyan (€))] < CEIAN) (4.66)
Thus,
(G+1)[AN]-1

K-1 K-1 .
1 k— j|AN|
N‘< N
;AIZJ—C;ALANJ Z k N

k=j|AN]
K—1 [AN]-1
1 k
=C A———r —
|AN | Z N
7=0 k=0
K-1
1 |AN]?
<C A——
- jgo |AN| N (4.67)
K-1
[AN]
<C A—m—
SCL ATy
7=0
K-1
<0y A?
j=0
< CA.
Collecting our results, we have shown that
lim sup E|M}Y|< C’z (4.68)
N —o00 tE(O,T] K
Note that K was arbitrary. Consequently, we obtain
lim sup E|[M}|=0, (4.69)
N—00¢e(0,1]
concluding the proof of the lemma. O

Following the same method, we can finish proving the convergence of the stochastic fluctuation terms
and the detailed proof can be found in Appendix C.

1
Lemma 4.10. Fort € [0,T], M}Y, MY, M>N 550 as N — oo,
Using Lemma 4.9 and 4.10, we can now finish the derivation of the limit ODEs.

Proof of Theorem 3.5: Due to Assumption 3.2 and the Lipschitz continuity of softmax transformation, we

know aﬁg‘ , 9 is Lipschitz continuous in 6,. By Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.17 of [34], for any initial value,
there exists a unique solution on (0, +00) for the ODE system (3.4). Let Q¢(z, a), 6;(z,a) be the solution of
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(3.4) with initial value Qq, 8p. Using the bound in Lemma 4.1 and the Lipschitz continuity from Assumption
3.2, we have for t € [0, 7]

o1 (@,0)Q vy (2. 0) = o (2. 0)Qu(w,0)
<ol (@,0) o (@) - |Q vy (0,0)| + 0 (2.0) | Qv (@,0) = Qu(a,0) (4.70)
<Cr [[|61ve) = Oc[ + [|Quvey — @]

and we can also show for the exploration policy from (2.10) that

‘gLth (z,a) —gt(x,a)|

N
Miney — M
7 [0 =) forne, (210) = (1= 1) fo, (2, 0)|
[ (4.71)
TNy T .
= + [ fopny (@a) = fo,(z, a)| + |nNe o, (2, @) = e fo, (2, a)

<C |ntivey = me| + Cllopwe — 6]l

Combining (4.18), (4.20), and (3.4) and using the same decomposition method as in (4.70), we have for
te€0,T] B B
161vey = Oell + ([ Quvey — Q]

< Y vy a) = Oz, 0)| + Qv (z,a) — Qu(x, a)]

(z,a)eX xA
¢ _ _ T . (4.72)
<Cr [ [louver = 0l + [ Quvsy — Qull ds+ [45Y] + 3 [34| +- 0 )
0 i=1
t
4Cr [ |6y = |+ [ty = ] s
0
Define N B B
i 1= (|0 — 0l + [ Qe — @t
N N & i,N _1 t N N (4.73)
BY = |M; ]+Z‘Mt ‘—i—O(N )+ Cr qu — ¢, +‘nLNSJ —ns]ds.
i=1 0
Due to Lemma 4.9 and 4.10,
lim E sup BN =0. (4.74)
N—oo  telo,1]
Taking the supremum and expectation of (4.72),
t
E sup ¢V < C’T/ E sup ¢Nds+E sup BY, Vte[0,T] (4.75)
s€[0,t] 0 rel0,s] s€[0,t]
By Gronwall’s lemma, we have
T
E sup ¢ <E sup B§V+OT/ E sup BNdt < CrE sup BY, (4.76)
te[0,T] te[0,T) 0 s€[0,t] te[0,T]
which together with (4.74) proves the convergence (3.3). O

5 Convergence of Limit ODEs

We now study the convergence of the limit actor-critic algorithm, which satisfies the ODE system (3.4).
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5.1 Critic convergence

Now we prove convergence of the critic (3.5), which states that the critic model will converge to the
state-action value function during training. We first derive an ODE for the difference between the critic and
the value function. Then, we use a comparison lemma, a two time-scale analysis, and the properties of the
learning and exploration rates (3.2) to prove the convergence of the critic to the value function.

Recall that the value function V9 satisfies the Bellman equation

r(z,a) +v Y V9 (2,d")gg,(2,a")p(z|z,a) = VI (2,a) = 0. (5.1)

Define the difference -
e = Qp — V9. (5.2)
As a first step, we prove an a priori uniform bound for the critic in the update (3.4). Without loss of

generality, we initialize the ODE as Qo = 0 (we can always define Q) = Q; — Qo and prove the uniform
bound for Q}).

Lemma 5.1. For any state x and action a, we have

~ 2
maX‘Qt(a:,a)‘ < T t>0. (5.3)

Proof. We first prove max Q¢ (z,a) cannot become larger than % Actually, if max, , Q:(7,a) ever attains
x,a

%, that is for some to > 0
~ 2
Hxlfa;lXQtO (z,a) = T (5.4)

then for any state-action pair (g, ag) such that Qu,(xo,a0) = % we have
dO _ 2
&(xo, ap) < an?o (zg,a0) |1+ 9 1

96
—— | = —am "o (x9,a0) <0, (5.5)
dt =t 11—y 1-—4v

and therefore max, , Q¢(x,a) can never exceed % Similarly, we can prove

~ 2
min Q(z,a) > T t>0, (5.6)
which concludes the proof of the lemma. o

We now develop an ODE comparison principle which will help us to prove the convergence (3.5).

Lemma 5.2. Suppose a non-negative function Yy satisfies

dY; C 1
— < ——Y; + - t>t 5.7
dt 10g2n0t t+ t7 = 40, ( )

where C,ng are constant and ty > 0. Then,

Yt_O( 1 ) (5.8)

log4 t

Proof. First, we establish a comparison principle with the following ODE:

dZ, C 1
—— =——=—Z+~- t2>to,
dt log=° ¢ t (5.9)
Zyy = Ys,.
Define
Vi=Y:— 2.
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Then, we have V;, = 0 and for any ¢ > ¢,

) 7

dt At dt

C 1 C 1
<Vt~ (—Zi+ =
= log¥™t T ( log®™ ¢ ! t)

5.10)
c (
-z

log®™° t( ! 2
C

2710 t

— Vi.
log ‘

Then, using an integrating factor,

d tC t v, C
— — dr SV, = —d 4+~ V] <o. 5.11
dt [exp {/to 10g2"° T} t} P {/to 1Og2n° T} { dt + 10g2"0 e ( )

Thus we have V; < exp {— ftz WLﬂUTdT} Vie =0, t>tg. Therefore,

Y, < Z t>to. (5.12)

Then, if we can establish a convergence rate for Z;, we have a convergence rate for Y;.
To solve the ODE (5.9), note that

d e e dz c 1 Lt
— [exp {/ dT} Zt] = exp {/ —— dT} [—t + — Zt] = —exp {/ 5 dT} .
dt 1o log®™ t, log”™ T dt  log“™t t t, log”™0 1

(5.13)
Then,
7 Zto 4 fto ge p{ft ogE"O TdT} ds
t =
exp {fti logzc;z() TdT} exp {L l()g2"0 TdT} (5'14)
= I3+ 1}
Note that for any integer n and constant v > 0,
log" ¢
lim —2 ' — . (5.15)
t—oo 1Y
Thus, without loss of generality, we can suppose tg is large enough such that
log?™t <t, t>tg. (5.16)
Then, we can show that
Z Ziot§
I} < fo =20 (5.17)

exp{fti ng} t¢
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By L’Hospital’s Rule, we have

410g2n0+3

2no+4 t

t
fto s €xp {fto log2"0 TdT} ds . 10g
+ lim

exp {ft loanO qu-} i—oo Ot
t1 C

@ .. fto 5 €xp {j; TogZ 0T dT} ds
2 tim

o0

exp {fto loggno TdT}

1
7 6XPp {ft log2"0 TdT}

t—o0 t C c
exp {fto log2m0 dT} log2mo0 t

lim log*t - I' = lim
t—o0 t—o0

— logznot
T e Ct
p— 0,

where step (a) is by (5.15). Therefore, we can let ¢y be large enough such that

1
I} < ——, Vt>t.
log™t
Combining our results, we have
Yilg 1
Y. <Zi < —7

which together with (5.15) proves (5.8).
Using Lemma 5.2, now we prove the critic convergence (3.5).

Proof of (3.5): Combining (3.4) and (5.1),

do, V%

dt

z,al!

Let ® denote element-wise multiplication. Then,

% = —an?% © ¢ + ayn9 O Ty + d‘;zét ,
where T'y(2/,a’) Zqﬁt (z,a")gg,(z,a")p(z|2',a’).
Define the procze;l;/
Y, = %@T ot
Differentiating yields
% - :% = —ad, ™ © ¢y + ayg; 7% O Ty + ¢/ d‘gzet

21

—(.I, CL) = —an?% ({E, a)(bt (Ia a) + Ofyﬂ-ggt (Ia a) Z ¢t(za a”)gét (Zv a//)p(2|$, CL) + dt ({E, CL).

(5.18)

(5.19)

(5.20)

(5.21)

(5.22)

(5.23)

(5.24)



The second term on the last line of (5.24) becomes:

¢15T7Tg§‘ oy

= Z o (2, a’ )% (2 a) Z Pe(z,a")gg, (z,a" )p(z]2’, a’)

z/,a’ z,a

= Z Z (bt(zv all)(bt (xlu a/)gét (27 all)p(zlxlu a/)ﬂ-gét (xlu a/)

2,0 z,a"

<)

z',a’ z,a"

S (sbt(z, a") + (e, a')z)get (2, a")pl=le! ' )n90 (o, )

z',a’ z,a"

1
252@(2,@ ZQGr'Z“ (z]a’,a" )% (2, a") Z(btx a' )9 (2’ ZQG,ZG (z|2',a")
z,a"

_1 AV T " I IN\2,_gp o
_52@@,@)wget(z,a>+5z¢t<x,a>w%,a>

z,a! z’,a’

= Z be(x',a’ )29 (2 ).

x’,a’

(bt(za G/H)(bt (xlu (1/)

94,(z, a")p(zla’, a' )% (2, ")

where we have used Young’s inequality, the fact that Z 95,(z,a")p(z|2’,a’) = 1 for each (2/,a’), and

Z 9g,(z,a")p(z|2’,a")yw9% (2!, a") = w99 (z,a”). Therefore,
dY; dV t
S < —a(l—y)nn G o] S (5.25)

where ¢7 is an element-wise square.
By the limit ODEs in (3.4) and the uniform boundedness in Lemma 5.1, we have for any (z, a)
do.
’d—tt(:v,a) = < CG (5.26)

o (a, )l@twa ZQN@G )fa, (. a)

For any state zg, define 9, ,V7(z¢) = 8{;/9];1(2‘))). Then, for the exploration policy (2.10), by the policy

gradient theorem (4.12) we have

00,0V (20)| = | Y ot (') V9 (2, a')Dz.0 l0g gg, (2, ')

x’,a’

<C Y |0raloggg, (2, a))
2 (5.27)

:C(l_m)zfetgx’ yamaIngG,(x a)’

0+

x’ a’

where step (a) is by
fo, (2 a") fo, (2, a")

= 5.28
@) - ) T @) (5.28)
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and
|81-)a IOg fét (IE/,CL/)‘ = |]]-{m/:w} []]-{a’:a} — fgt (.I/,G,)H < 2.

The relationship between the value functions

Vi (g, a0) = r(z0,a0) + 7 Z Vo (& )p(a' |20, a0),  V(xo0,a0),

can be combined with (5.27) to derive
IVoV:(z,a)|| <C, V(x,a).
Combining (5.26) and (5.31),

95,
‘dv < ca,

@ Y

:‘vgvget(x,a) Cif < VoV (2, )| Hdaf

where C' > 0 is a constant independent with 7.
Combining (5.25), (5.32) and (4.33), we have

dY; _
< —a(l =) min{r® (2,0)}¥; + C] G
< —aln (1 —4)Y; + Co/ ¢
0
< —OnY; + L gil|C
un
70 2 2n0 <t2
< =Yy +|[éel*n T
t
Cq
= _nt (O 277 ) 277:) Ct
Since ngt — 0 as t — 00, there exists ty > 2 such that Vt > t,
dY; C 1
— < —-CnY; Y, + -
ar = et Gs log®™ ¢ t+t’

where the C' is a constant independent with ¢. Then, by Lemma 5.2, there exists 1 > tg such that

1
Y, =0(—— | =0 (n?).
¢ <log4 t> (nt )
By the policy gradient theorem (4.12), we have

OV (20)

=Vi(z,a)of ().
O(w,a) ’
Thus, by the relationship (5.30),

anet ,’Eo,ao o

vaet r,a) cr 7 (2)p(2 |0, ag) < C.
9% (z,a)

Then, for any (z,a) € X x A, there exists ¢ € [0, 1] such that

[V (2,a) = VIo (2,a)| = ’VfV?féfm*?)gét (z,a) - g5, — Ja,]

Finally, combining (5.35) and (5.38), we obtain (3.5).
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(5.34)

(5.35)
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(5.38)



5.2 Actor convergence
5.2.1 Convergence to stationary point

In order to prove global convergence, we first show that the actor converges to a stationary point. We
introduce the following notation:

Ve ( (fa,) : Zajet (z,a)Q¢(x,a)Vglog fg,(z, a),

(5.39)
I(fz,) Zoﬂ 2,0)Q4(2,0)y 4 108 f3, (. a).
Then, the limit ode for € in (3.4) can be written as
do,
= =GVl (f5,)- (5-40)

By direct calculations,

Volog fo(x,a) =V |0(z,a) 1og29“>

> ee(w’“ IVl (x,a’)
:Vee(a?aa) -2 EGH(IV‘Z/)
o (5.41)
=Vyb(z,a) — ng:va )Vel(x,a’)

:Vgo(ilf, a) - a/~f9(m,v)[v99(xv a )]

=€x.a — Z ez,a’f@(xa a/)v
a/

where e , is the unit vector where only the x, a element is 1 and all other elements are 0. Then, the difference
is
Vo(f3,) = VoI (fs,) Z ol (2,a) (Qe(w, a) = VI (,a)) Vo log f5,(x, a),

7 (5.42)
= Za-fén (z,a) (Q¢(z,a) — Vo (x, a)) <ex7a — Zezﬁa/fgt (z, a’)) ,

a’

which together with (3.5) derives
IV67(B) = Vo T (B:)]|2 < ClIQr — VI |5 < Cip. (5.43)

Thus we re-write the gradient flow (5.40) as
dﬁt s ~ s
= (Ve (fa,) + G Z ol (z,a [(Qt(:zr, a) — V9o (x, a)) -V log f5, (z, a)} . (5.44)

Now we can adapt the proof in [2] to show the gradient flow converges to a stationary point. We first
provide a useful lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let Y;, W; and Z; be three functions such that Wy is nonnegative. Asuume that

day,
d_tt >W,+Z;, t>0 (5.45)

and that fooo Zdt converges. Then, either Yy — oo or else Y; converges to a finite value and fooo Widt < .
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Proof. For any ¢ > 0. By integrating the relationship % > Z; from t to t >t and taking the limit inferior
as t — 0o, we obtain

litrniant > Yg—l—/ Zydt > —00. (5.46)
— 00 i
By taking the limit superior of the right-hand side as ¥ — oo and using the fact lim Zidt = 0, we obtain
t—o0 Ji
liminf Y; > limsupY; > —oo. (5.47)
t—o00 F—o00

This proves that either Y; — oo or Y; converges to a finite value. If Y; converges to a finite value, we can
integrate the relationship (5.45) to show that

t t
/ Weds <Y; — Yy — / Z.ds, (5.48)
0 0

which implies that [~ Wds < limy_,o0 Y; — Yo — [° Zsds < o0. O
Next we can prove convergence to the stationary point under the learning rate (3.1).

Theorem 5.4. Suppose the learning rate (; satisfies (3.1). Then, for the gradient flow (5.40), we have that
J(0t) converges to a finite value and

t—lg-noo V@J(fgt) = 0. (5.49)
Proof. First we note that by the proof of Lemma 7 in [23], we know that the eigenvalues of the Hessian
matrix of J(fy) are smaller than L := ﬁ and thus Vo J(fg) is L-Lipschitz continuous with respect to 6.
Then, by the gradient flow (5.40), (5.43), and chain rule, we can show that
dJ(f3,) ~
— 7 = GV (J5)N0(f3,)

= GV (fa)I? + Vo (f3,) (%J(fét) - VOJ(fét))
> GlIVa (fa)I? = CGlIVe T (fa,)ll - 1Qe(,) = VIoe (-, )]l2

(a)

> GlIVed (f5.)1I7 = CamllVad (f3,)
()

> (G — CGm)IVod (f3,)]? — CGme

©)
> CCtHVeJ(fét)”Q = CGme.

(5.50)

where the step (a) follows (5.43). Step (b) is by using the relationship ||VoJ(fg,)|| < 1+ [[VeJ(f3,)]13 and
step (c) is because 1, — 0 and C7, C are some sufficiently large enough constants. Then, by Lemma 5.3 and
the assumption in (3.1), we can show that either J(fj,) — oo or J(f5,) converges to a finite value and

+oo
/ VeI (fs)IPdt < oo. (5.51)
0

Note that J(fp) = Ey, {Z;ﬁg vEr (g, ak)] Therefore, the objective function J is bounded by Assumption

3.1 and thus we know J(f;) converges to a finite value and (5.51) is valid.
If there existed an €y > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that ||V J(f,)|| > €o for all t > ¢, we would have

+oo +o0
[ alvermPa=a [ =, (5.52)
t

t
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which contradicts (5.51). Therefore, 1itm inf || Vo J(fg,)|| = 0. To show that tlim Vo J(fg,)ll =0, assume the
—00 —00

contrary; that is limsup [|[VgJ(f5,)|| > 0. Then we can find a constant ¢; > 0 and two increasing sequences
t—o00 )

{an}n>1, {bn}n>1 such that
g <bp<ax<by<az<by<---,

€
1967 (f5, )l < 2 1967 (fp, )l > .

Define the following cycle of stopping times:

€1

tn == sup{s|s € (an, bn), [IVeJ (f5,)ll < 5},

i(tn) := inf{s|s € (tn,bn), [|VoJ(f5.)| > €1}

Note that ||[VeJ(f5,)| is continuous against ¢, thus we have
an, <tp <i(tn) < b,

€1
Vo (fo, )l = 5 VeI (fa,,, )l =&

€ .
5 SIVeIUa)l < er, s € (tailtn)).
Then, by the L-Lipschitz property of the gradient, we have for any ¢,

= = Ve (fo,0,,)ll = V0 (5, )

2
<|IVeJ(fs,,,,) — Vol (fa, )l
< L{|0s(s,) — O,

i(ta) itt)
<L / VoI (f3)llds + L / V0T (f5.) — Vo (f5.)l1ds
t t

n n

i(tn) 7’(tn)
< Lel/ (sds + CL/ (smsds.
tn tn

From this and by (3.2) it follows that

1 i(tn)
oL < linrgioréf /tn (sds.
Using (5.50) and (5.55), we see that

i(tn) i(t”)
€
I(fo,,,) — I(f5,,) = 01(51)2 / (ods — O / Camsds.
t t

n n

Due to the convergence of J(fg, ) and the assumption of the learning rate, this implies that

itn)
lim Cods =0,

n—oo t'n.
which contradicts (5.57) and thus the convergence to the stationary point is proven.
5.2.2 Global convergence
We now prove the global convergence rate (3.6) for the actor dynamic using the following steps:

e Derive non-uniform Lojasiewicz inequalities.

e Adapt the method in [1] to obtain the global convergence.
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e Set up the uniform Lojasiewicz inequalities and the ODE for actor convergence.
e Analyse the ODE by a comparison lemma to get the convergence rate.

Since the objective function J(fy) is non-concave, the convergence to a stationary point in Theorem 5.4
does not guarantee global convergence to the optimal policy. As a first step, we establish the following
non-uniform Lojasiewicz inequalities that show that the gradient of the objective function for any parameter
value dominates the sub-optimality of the parameter. Actually, (5.60) is used for the case that the best
action at any state x is unique, while (5.63) is for the non-unique optimal action case.

Lemma 5.5 (Non-uniform Lojasiewicz Bound). Choose any deterministic optimal policy f*.

o Suppose for any state Vx € X, there exists unique optimal action, then we have

-1

Vo (fo)ll =

1

where a*(z) = argmax VY (z,a),Vz € X.

e

Y
fo

Vi

min fy (@.a"(2)) - [() = (o) (5.60)

oo

o When under some state x € X, there is an “optimal action set”:

A*(z) = {a*(z) e A: VT (z,a*(z)) = max VI’ (:zr,a)} ) (5.61)

a

i.e. all actions a*(z) € A*(x) are the greedy action w.r.t. the optimal state-action value functin V7" .
Given any policy fg, construct the following optimal policy

el ifae A'()
Fi(ma) = werw ) (5.62)

0, otherwise

1t is obvious that f; is an optimal policy, since for all x € X,

Z f@(l‘,a)

% a€A*(x)
Z fo(@,a) = S fo(z a/>:1
acA*(z) a’' € A*(x) ’
Now we have
e —1
1 1/[/9

Ve (fo)ll > ——==-

A4 min Y foloa@)| DU - IG)]. (563)

x

oo a*(z)eA*(z)

fo
Vi

Remark 5.6. As the proof of Lemma 5.5 is similar as in [23], we move the detailed proof into Appendix D.

Lemma 5.5 is not sufficient to prove a global convergence rate (or even global convergence). For example,
the term Ini)r} fa, (x,a*(x)) in (5.60) could converge to zero as t — oo. Thus to obtain (3.6), we follow the
TE )

steps.

(i) Prove the global convergence
J(f*) = J(fg,) =0, t— o0, (5.64)

This global convergence can be proven by adapting the method in [1] to the setting in our paper.

(ii) Due to the convergence (5.64), if for each state = the best action a*(z) is unique, we will have

tlim fo, (x,0"(2)) =1, VexelX (5.65)
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and thus

Lnf_ g, (e,a"(2)) > 0. (5.66)

If for some state x, the best action is not unique, then the convergence (5.64) implies that

tl_lg)lo Z fo,(x,a"(x)) =1, VoeX (5.67)
a*(z)EA* (x)
and thus
Lot > fawat(2) >0 (5.68)
a*(z)eA* ()

(iii) The lower bound for min fg, (2, a*(x)), min > fa,(x,a*(x)) and (5.60), (5.63) can be used to
x T oar(z)eAt(z)
derive the uniform Lojasiewicz inequality for MDP with unique or non-unique optimal action. By
analysing the gradient flow, we can prove the convergence rate (3.6).

Now we adapt the method in [1] to obtain the global convergence (5.64). For the gradient flow

do,

o = &Vl (f5,), (5.69)
where VgJ (6;) := 3. U;{ét (z,a)Q¢(x,a)Vylog fg,(x,a), with the similar calculations in (4.15), it can be shown
that p 7

Eét(xa a) = Ctam,a‘](fét)
= Ct Z V;J:G (I/)fét (IE/, a/)]]-{;ﬂ’:w} []]-{a’:a} - fét (IE/, CL)] Qt(xlv CL/)
f— —
= Ct Vﬂet (I)fét (Ia a/) []]-{a’:a} - fét (Ia a)} Qt(iE, a/)
— (5.70)

= G (@) f3, (2, 0)Qu(, a) — Gl (2) f5, (2, @) [Z f5,(x,d)Qu(z, ')

= Ctaﬁgt (‘Ta a) Qt(% a) - Z Qt(fﬂ, al)fét (CL‘, al)] :

The following lemma is important in our proof.

Lemma 5.7 (The performance difference lemma ([10])). For all policies f, f' and state xq,

VI (o) = VI (o) = ZO{O (z,a)AT (2, a), (5.71)

x,a
where 0{0 is the visiting measure for the MDP M with initial distribution 05, and policy f.

We first prove the following convergence lemma for value functions V7o () and V/o: (z, a).

Lemma 5.8. There exists value V°(x) and V=°(x,a) for every state x and action a such that

lim V7o (z) = V°(x), lim Vo (z,a) = V°(z,a).

t—o0 t—o0

Then, by the critic convergence (3.5), we immediately have when t — oo
Qi¢(r,a) — V>(x,a)
Qil@) = 3 Qula, a)fp, (@.0) » V=(a). (5:72)
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Define
A= min A (z,a)l, 5.73
{m,a\Am(m,a);ﬁO}| (z,a)| (5.73)
where A®(z,a) = V°(z,a) — V°°(x). Then there exists a Ty such that Vt > Ty, (x,a) € X x A, we have
A A
Ve(x,a) — 1 < Qi(z,a) < V™(x,a) + I (5.74)
Remark 5.9. Here we can suppose that A > 0 because if A = 0, then we have for any states and actions
A*®(z,a) = 0. By Lemma 5.7,
Tim [(f) ~ J(f3,)

= lim Z w(zo) [Vf* (20) — V7o (330)}

t—o0

:tl_i@oz“(xo) Zggo (z,a) [VIo (z,a) — Vo (;C)]] (5.75)

= lim 0[; (z,a)A%o (2, a)

which immediately concludes the global convergence.

Proof. For any fixed state xg, treat the state value V/¢(xq) as the objective function for an MDP whose
initial distribution is d,, and, by the policy gradient theorem (4.12), we have

VoVIor (20) Zafet (z,a)V'e (z,a)Vylog f5,(z, a), (5.76)

where aﬁi‘ (z,a) denotes the visiting measure of the MDP starting from o under the policy fg,. Thus, using
the same calculations as in (4.14), we have

0
89(1 a)

V7o () = o1t (,0) AT (2, ) (5.77)

Let Bi(x,a) = Qi(x,a) — VYo (2,a) denote the critic error. Due to (3.5), we know that for any state-action
pair (z,a), |B¢(z,a)] < Cn:. Combining (5.70) with (5.77) and using the chain rule, we have

d_ . . d -
Evfet (z0) = VoV o (2) - s

B

a a@(;ﬂ,a)

_ d -
V7o (xo)aﬁt(x,a)

=( Z agg‘ (z,a)Afo (z, a)aﬁg‘ (z,a) [Qt(x, a) — Z Qi(z,d") f5,(x,a") (5.78)

= CtZUmo (z,a)ATo (x, a)ali (x,a) lﬁt x,a) Zﬂt z,d) f, (z, a) + Afo (z, a)]
> CtZUm (z,a) oﬁet (gc,a)(Afét (z,a))* — CCny,

where the last inequality follows from (3.5). Thus, by Lemma 5.3 and the boundedness of the value functions,
we obtain the convergence for the state value function. Then, due to

v e, (x,a) =r(z,a) +7 Z Ve (x/)p($l|$, a), (5.79)
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the convergence for the state action value function is concluded. The convergence for (), is immediately
follows from the critic convergence (5.33). Combining the convergence for value functions, A > 0, and the

finiteness of the action space, we obtain (5.74). O
Next, partition the action space A into three sets according to the value V°°(z) and V*°(z, a),
Ig :=A{alV=(z,a) = V>=(2)}
I? = {a|V>(x,a) > V=(x)} (5.80)
I7 = {a|]V>=(z,a) < V=(z)}.
The following steps can be used to prove the global convergence (5.64).
e Show that the probabilities
Jim fo,(x,a) =0, VaecIiUI”.
e Show that for actions a € I*, lim;_, 0¢(x,a) = —oc and, for all actions a € I7, 0;(x,a) is bounded

below as t — oo.

e Prove that the set I7 is empty by contradiction for all states x and conclude the global convergence

(5.64).
Lemma 5.10. Define the advantage function for the critic as
Ai(z,a) == Q4(x,a) — Q¢(x).
Then, there exists a Ty such that ¥t > Ty, x € X, we have

A A
Ai(z,a) < 1 VYa € I?;  Ai(z,a) > 1 Va € I7.

Proof. Since Q;(z) — V°°(z), we have that there exists T1 > Tp such that for all ¢ > T7,

Veo(x) — % < Qi(x) <V=(x)+ %

Then, for any actions a € I”, we have for any t > T > Ty

Ay(z,a) = Qy(x,a) — Q4(x)

(a) A _

< V(z,a) + i Q+(x)

(b)

< V™(z,a) + % -V (z)+ %

(©) A
<A+ =
S + 5

..A
47

where step (a) is by (5.74), step (b) is by (5.83) and step (c) is by the definition of I* in (5.

(5.73). Similarly, for a € I, B B
Ay(w,a) = Qu(r,a) — Qu(x)

A
>V™(zr,a) — 1 — Q(x)
>V>(z,a) — % —Voo(x)—%
At
- 2
.2

T
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Lemma 5.11. For any state action pair (x,a) € X x A, we have tlim 59070‘](f§t) = 0. This implies that
— 00

tlg]élofgt(:t,a) =0, VYaeclI{UI?,
(5.86)

lim Z fo,(x,a) = 1.

and thus
t—o00
acly
Lemma 5.12 (Monotonicity in ;(z,a)). For all a € I¥, 0,(z,a) is strictly increasing for t > T\. For all

a € I?, 0y(x,a) is strictly decreasing for t > T;.
(5.87)

Lemma 5.13. For any state x with the set I7 # 0, we have:
0, — in 6, — —00.
gg}? t(ZE,CL) 00, (rlnlﬁ t(ZE,CL) S

The proofs of Lemmas 5.11, 5.12, and 5.13 are the same as in [1] and therefore are omitted.

Lemma 5.14. For all states x with the set IT # 0, choose any ay € I7. Then, for any a € I§, if there
(5.88)

exists t > Ty such that fg,(x,a) < f3,(x,ay ), we have
fo.(x,a) < f5 (x,ay), VT 2>t

Proof. 1f f;,(z,a) < f5,(z,ay), we know 0;(z,a) < 6y(2,a;) and there exists a small ¢g > 0 such that

fa,(x,ay) > €. Therefore,
~ f7 — —
6m,a<](f§t) = Vuet (:E)fét ({E, a) [Qt(xu a) - Qt(x)}
(@) ¢5 _ _ A
< v (2) fg, (2, a1) |Qe(z, a4) — Qulw) — —
. o (5.89)
<" (2) fg,(x,a4) [Qe(x,a4) — Qe(x)] — o’ (x) [Qe(x, ay) — Qu()]
~ 15 Ae
< am,a+‘](f§t) - V#Bt (‘I)Toa
where the step (a) follows from t > Tp, a € I§ and a4 € I7,
M 00 A o} A o] 3 M
Qi(z,a4) 2 V> (w,a4) — 72V (x) +A - Vil (2,a) + ZA > Qu(z,a) + —, (5.90)
and the fact that 8;(z,a) decay exponentially. Let C = uﬁg‘ (az)% and note that
By, J(f7,) —C > 0. (5.91)
Then, we have - -
QQ(I, a) < 9£($, OJ+) - CCt (592)
(5.93)

By the gradient flow (5.69), Theorem 5.4, and (5.43), we have for any action a
e
40 .
# = 02,aJ(f5,) =0, t— oo
t

di
Thus, without lose of generality, we can suppose that constant Tj is large enough such that for any ¢t > T}
(5.94)

and any action a € A,
C _
—§<t < Oi(x,a) < gCt-

Thus, for any s >t > Ty, - - - -
0. (x,a) = 0.(z,a) — 0,(z,a) + 0;(z, a)
(5.95)

(@ C C ~
< gCt + gCt +0;(z,ay) — C¢

- C
< 9;(I,a+) - gctv
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where step (a) use (; is decreasing. Finally, we have for any Ty < ¢t < 7,

0, (z,a) = 0;(z,a) +/ 0'(z,a)ds
¢

<Ofn.ar)+ [ Ooar)ds (5.96)
t

=0.(z,ay).
and therefore (5.88) is true. O

For any ay € IY, we divide the set I§ into two sets Bf (a) and B§ (ay.) as follows: B (ay) is the set of

all a € I§ such that for all t > T, f5,(x,a1) < f5,(x,a) and Bf (a4 ) contains the remainder of the actions
from I¥. By the definition of Bf (a4 ), we immediately have two Lemmas.

Lemma 5.15. Suppose for a state x € X, IT # 0. Then, Vay € I we have that Bf (a4) # 0 and that

tl_lg)lo Z fo,(x,a) =1, (5.97)
a€B§ (ay)
which also derives -
max 6:(z,a) — . (5.98)
a€B¥(a4)

Lemma 5.16. Consider any x with 17 # 0. Then, for any ay € If, there exists an T,, such that for all
a € Bf (a4)
fo(w,aq) = fg,(z,a), VE>T,,.
The proofs of Lemmas 5.15 and 5.16 are the same as in [1] and therefore are omitted.

Lemma 5.17. For all actions a € I, we have that 0:(z,a) is bounded from below ast — co. For all actions
a € I”, we have that 0;(xz,a) — —oc0 as t — oo.

Proof. From Lemma 5.12, we know that when ¢ > T; and for any a € I, 0;(x, a) is strictly increasing. Thus

0¢(r,a) is bounded from below for any a € I{. For the second claim, from Lemma 5.12 we know that when

t > T1, 0:(x,a) is strictly decreasing for a € I*. Therefore, by monotone convergence theorem, tlim O¢(z, a)
—00

exists and is either —oo or some constant €. Next, we prove the convergence to —oo by contradiction.
Suppose for some a € I” that there exists a €y such that 6;(x,a) > €y, vVt > T1. By Lemma 5.13, we know
that there exists an action a’ € A such that

. . Y AN
llggf Oi(x,a") = —o0. (5.99)

Choose a constant § > 0 such that 0, (x,a’) > €y — §. Then, we can find an increasing sequence {t,},>0
larger than 77 and converging to oo such that

O, (x,a") < €eo — 0, ILm 0, (x,a") = —oo0. (5.100)

Define 7,, as -
Tp = sup{s|s € [T1,tn], Os(x,a’) > €9 —} (5.101)

where R
T = {s]s € (Tu, tn), O (f5,) < 0} (5.102)

By the continuity of @9 J(fo), we know T is a Lebesgue measurable set. Note that the Lebesgue measure
of 7™ should be positive for all n. Suppose there is a constant n such that £(7 ) = 0, then by 0, (z,a’) >

€o — 0, we will have
tn

étn (x7 al) = é‘rn (:Eu a/) + Csé\w,a”](fés)ds

Tn

= 0r, (z,a) + / CoOz.arJ (f5,)ds (5.103)
(Tmtn)\T(")

>0, (z,a)

> €0 — 67
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which contradicts (5.100).
Define the sequence {Z,,}n>0 as

Zn = Csé\m,a’J(féq)dS'
T(n) )
Then,
t’Vl o~ _
Zn < (502,00 (f5,)ds < 0y, (, a') — (eg — 9). (5.104)

By (5.100), this implies that

lim Z, = —o0 (5.105)

n— o0

For the positive measure set 7, we have for any ' € T,

f@t/ (‘Ta a)At’ (‘Ta a)
fét/ (Ia a/)At/ (Ia a‘/)

(1-7A
2

= > exp (€9 — by (z,a")) % > exp(d) (5.106)

where we have used that |A"% (z,a’)| < ﬁ, AT (2,0)) — Ap(z,a)| — 0 and |AT% (z,a)| > £ for all

t’ > Ty (from Lemma 5.10). Note that since i@J(fgt/) < 0 and 5m,a’J(f§t/) <0 for all # € T, we have

~ 1-— ¥ A ~
e (,) < oo ()220, 0 (53, (5.107)
Thus .
Or,(,0) = O, (2,0) + | CuBoad (f3,)ds
T
(a) _ ~
$on@a)t [ CBuad(fy)ds
T (5.108)
o 1—-v)A ~
< (a.a) +exp(@) T2 [ B a(f5 s
T
~ 1—-7v)A
— by () + exp(0) L2 7,
where the step (a) follows from ‘iﬂj(fés), < 0 for any s > 77 (Lemma 5.12) and step (b) is from (5.107).
Since (5.105) and (5.108) contradict that ;(x,a) is bounded from below, the proof is completed. O
Lemma 5.18. Consider any state x with I # (0. We have for any ay € IT,
Jim > bi(x,a) = o0 (5.109)
a€Bg(a+)

Proof. By definition of B¥(ay ), we know when t > T,

fét(xanr) <f§t(a:,a), VCLEB(SE(CLJF),
which implies 0;(x,ay) < 0¢(x,a). By Lemma 5.17, we know 6;(x,a) is lower bounded as t — oo, and
thus for all @ € Bf(a4), 0:(x,a) is lower bounded as t — oo, which together with Iéla(X )Gt(x, a) — oo in
a€B{ (a4
Lemma 5.15 derive (5.109). O

We are now ready to prove the global convergence of tabular actor-critic algorithm by following the same
method in [1].

Lemma 5.19 (Global convergence). For any optimal policy f*,

J(f*) = J(fg,) =0, t— o0 (5.110)
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Proof. We only need to prove I7 is empty for any z. If so, by (5.75)

0 < lim [J(f*) = J(fg,)] = hm ZO’ z,a) Ao (z,a) Za z,a) [V>(r,a) = V>=(x)] <0, (5.111)

t—o0

which implies the global convergence (5.110).
Now we prove I{ = (),Vx € X by contradiction. Suppose I7 is non-empty for some state z € X and let
ay € I7. Then, from Lemma 5.18, we must have

> bux,a) > oo (5.112)

a€Bg(as)

By Lemma 5.17, we know for any a € I*, 0;(x,a) — —oo and 0;(z,a ) is bounded from below. Thus we

have i
S0 xp(ite0) ~ O} 0 (5.113)

and there exists To > Ty such that Vi > Ty

fét(xaa) (1 _’7)A

, 5.114
fale.ar) 1614 -4
or equivalently
fa.( Jo.(x,a) a) A
- Y e (5115)
16
acl®
Noting that Bf C I¢, we have
Jim Ay(2,a) =0, Vae B (ay). (5.116)
—00
By Lemma 5.16,
fo@ad) oy s,
f(?t (‘Ta a)
which together (5.116) derives that there exists T3 > T3, Ty, such that
f@ ({E, CL+) A
A(z,0)| < = ——, VYVt 2>1Ts. 5.117
el <TGy Ay T (o417
Thus we have A
Y. fa(wa)|Az,a)| < f, (,a4) 76 (5.118)
a€Bf(a+)
or equivalently
A A
_fét(;v,a+)1—6 < Z Ja,(x,a)A¢(z,a) < fgt(x,a+)1—6. (5.119)
a€Bf(aq)
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Then, we have for ¢ > Tj,

O—ngtxaAtxa nga:aAt:Ea ZfexaAt(:Ea)

acly a€l® acl®
®
> Z fa,(x,0)A¢(2,a) + Z fa,(x,0) A (2, a) + f5,(x,ay)Ac(2,a4) Z fo,(x,a)A¢ (2, a)
a€Bg (a+) a€BF(ay) a€l?
© A 243, (x,a)
2 Z fg,(x,a)A(z,a) + Z fét(l’aa)At(l’aa)+f§t(l‘,a+)z - Z %
aEBg(a+) aGBg(a+) acl® v
(@ A A A
> Z fg,(x,a)A(z,a) — f@t(x,m)ﬁ + fét(ilf,aJr)Z - fét(l‘,aJr)g
a€B(ay)
> Z f@t({E,CL)At(.I,CL),
a€Bg(ay)

5.120
where step (a) is from (5.70) and in the step (b) we used A;(x,a) > 0 for all actions a € I for t > 1E3 > Tf
from Lemma 5.10. Step (c) follows from A;(z,ay) > 4 for t > T3 > T; from Lemma 5.10, the fact
Ao (z,a) > —ﬁ and the critic convergence |Af% (z,a) — A;(z,a)| — 0, while step (d) is by (5.115) and
the left inequality in (5.119). This implies that for all t > T5

> Oead(fs,) <0
a€Bg (ay)
Then,
lim Z (H_t(x,a)—H_T3(x,a))§/ G Z B (f5,)dt < 0, (5.121)

t—o0
a€B§(ay) s weBg(ay)

which contradicts (5.112). Therefore, the set I7 must be empty for all x € X and then the proof is
completed. O

The global convergence in Lemma 5.19 can also allow one to prove the global convergence of the policy.

Lemma 5.20. For any deterministic optimal policy f*, let a*(x) = argmax, f*(x,a), Vo € X. Recall thate
the optimal actions set

A (z) := {a*(az) e A: VI (z,a*(z)) = mafo*(a:,a)}, Vo e X.

a

Then, by the convergence (5.110), if for each state = the best action a  (x) is unique, we will have

tlirn fa, (x,a*(x)) =1, VeeX (5.122)
and thus
e t>0 fa, (x,a"(x)) > 0. (5.123)

If for some state x, the best action is not unique, then the convergence (5.110) will imply

Jim > falwat(@) =1, VoeX (5.124)
a*(x)EA* ()
and thus
R > fa(zat(z) >0. (5.125)

T a*(z)eEA*(x)
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Proof. As in (5.

ot
\]
ot
}/
g
¢]
5
<
(]

. (5.126)
= ZV[L*(QJ) Vo (z,a* Zert z,a’) fg, (x, a)]
By (5.110), we have the convergence
_ 0 I,
0= lim [J(f*) = J(f5,)] Zu ) [V (@)~ VI (@) (5.127)
which together with u(z) > 0,V/" (z) — V/o: (2) > 0,Vz € X and the relationship (5.79) leads to
lim VI () = Vo (2) =0, VeeXx
e ) (5.128)
tlim VI (z,a) — VI (2,a) =0, V(r,a) € X x A
—00
Combining (5.126) and (5.128), we have
0= tim [J(/*) = J(f3,)
= lim D vl (o) |V (a,a” (@) = D VI (e.d) fp,(x w]
t—vo0 £t M ’ - ’ e
. . (5.129)
= tlir?o y}: (x) mafo (z,a) ZVf z,a’) fg,(x,a )]
(;) hmZu mafo (x,a) ZV (x,a") fg (x,a")
T t—oo - Ot
where step (a) is due to
mafo (z,a) ZV z,d’)fg,(z,a') >0, VoeX.
Then we have
. f* * _ f AYE Ay =
tlggo V' (z,a"(2)) Z VI(x,d) fg,(z,a )] 0, VxeX. (5.130)

Thus if the best action a*(x) for any state x € X is unique, (5.130) derives

lim fp, (r,a"(z)) =1, VreX.

t—o00

When there exist multiple optimal actions in A*(x), (5.130) derives

tli)rgo Z fo,(x,a"(z)) =1, VeeX.

a*(z)EA*(z)

Finally, noting that fy being a softmax policy and the bound in Lemma 4.1, for any finite ¢ > 0, the
policy is positive. Thus (5.123) and (5.125) are direct corollary of (5.122) and (5.124). O

Finally, combining Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.20, we can obtain the uniform Lojasiewicz inequality, which
will prove the convergence rate (3.6).
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Proof of (3.6): Define the actor error
Y= J(f") = J(fg,)-
Then, by chain rule,

4y, o
O (ol (f2)¥0 (T3

GV (fg I + V0T (f5,) (Vo (fa,) = VoI (fs,))

~GlIVo I (fa)II? + CGlIV oI (f)] - Qe = V7o |2 (5.131)
~GlIVo T (f3,)I12 + CCmeI V0 (S,

—(G = CCme)IV o (f3,)II7 + Cleme

—CCt||V0J(f§t)||2 + C¢my.

IANINCIN A

By Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.20, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

Vo] (f3,)|l = C [J(f*) = T(f5,)] = CYa, (5.132)

which together with (5.131) derives

dy;

d—; < —CGY2 + CGmy
co, o (5.133)
t tlog”t

Consider the comparison ODE:

iz, Cc._, C
?t

tlog”t

)

At
ZQ>}/27

(5.134)

By the Basic Comparison Theorem in [21], we have
0<Yi<Z t>2. (5.135)

Then, if we can establish a convergence rate for Z;, we will have a convergence rate for Y;.
Without loss of generality, we suppose the constant C' = 1 and define function

OSXt:Ztlogt, t22

Thus,
ax,
dt

1 1 1
—Z; +logt | —=Z% + ———
t ¢+ log ( tt * t10g2t>

1

=— (Zdogt— Z?log?t + 1 5.136
ogy (Zulont = Z1og?t+1) (5136
1

- tlogt

(X —X7+1), t>2

Noting that 1_7‘/5 and 1+2—‘/5 are two stationary solution of (5.136), the solution X; will decrease if it is larger

than 12—‘/5 and it will increase for X; € [0, 1*—2‘/5] Thus, for a solution X; starting from X > 0, there are
two cases:

(1) If the starting point Xo > 1+2‘/5, the solution X; will decrease and always be larger than 1+2‘/5 by the
uniqueness theorem for ODEs (Theorem 2.2 of [34]).

(2) If the starting point X» € [0, %g], the solution X; will increase and always be smaller than 1+2—‘/5 by
the uniqueness theorem for ODEs (Theorem 2.2 of [34]).
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Thus, no matter where X, starts from, we always have

1 )
0 < X, < max{Xs, %f}, t>2, (5.137)
which shows that o
0<V,<Z; < —, t>2, (5.138)
logt
and therefore the convergence rate (3.6) is proven. O
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Appendix
A Verification of (3.2)

[e’s) 2 e’}
/ Csnsds:/ Csnsds—l—/ (smsds
0 0 2
>~ 1
d

§C+/ ———dt
2 tlog“t

L (A1)
—  Toat], &%
2n
lim L = jim 28T @

where step (a) is by L’Hospital’s Rule.

B Proof of Corollary 4.5

Proof. Recall the exploration policy in (2.10) with the decreasing exploration rate n,iv . Then, we have for
Vk < NT,
Mt
gk (z,a) > Ld J, Vz,a € X X A. (B.1)
A

Then, for any £,¢" and k < NT, with the constant C from (4.32),

Pr&e) = Y. Py(&4)Po(Sn-1:¢)

&1, 5€ng—1
= Z p(@1lz, a)ge (w1, a1) - p(&'|Tng—1, ng—1)gk(2’, ') (B.2)
517"' )fnofl

> 0 ()"
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Thus, we can derive a lower bound for the stationary distribution

kg}\fI‘T i (@', a) = ki<1}§T Z (2, a)Py) (v, a;2', ')
- - x,a

> i Ik ( N )no
= k%l}éT o (2, a)C (nin)

(@ C (nf\]fvﬂ)no
> 0,

where the step (a) is because 79 is a probability and thus the summation equals to 1. For the uniform
geometric ergodicity, we can choose fr = inf minPy°(£,&") > 0 in (4.34), where S > 0 is by (B.2). Thus

E<NT €&
for Vk < NT, the Markov chain with transition probability Py, satisfies the Doeblin’s condition, then by
Theorem 16.2.4 of [25], we can derive the uniform geometric ergodicity (4.34). (]

C Proof of Lemma 4.10

Proof. As in the proof for the decay of M}, we use two steps to prove the result.

(i) Prove that the fluctuations of the data samples around a dynamic stationary distribution 79 decay
when the number of iteration steps becomes large.

(ii) Use the same method as in Lemma 4.9 to prove the stochastic fluctuation terms vanish as N — oo.

(i) To prove that for any fixed state action pair £ = (x,a),VT > 0

1 INT|—1
i B kZ_O [Lige=ey — 7™ (&)]| =0, (C.1)

we first introduce a similar Poisson equation for any fixed state-action pair £ = (z,a), N € N, T < oo and
k< NT,
Vo, (§') — Po, 9, (§) = Lgr—gy — 77 (§), e X x A (C.2)
A solution of (C.2) can be expressed as
70, (€)= D [P, (£/36) — 7 (¢)] - (C.3)
n>0

By Corollary 4.5, there exists a constant C (which only depends on T') such that
sup |7g, (&) < Cr, V€ e X X A (C.4)
E<NT

Then, as in the proof of Lemma 4.8, we define the error € as
€k ::]]'{fk+1:E} — o (5)
=09, (§k+1) — Po, 79, (Ek41) (C.5)
= [Vo, (§k+1) — Po, Vo, (&k)] + [Po, Vs, (Ek) — Po, o, (Erv1)] -

Let
ﬁg(y) = Pgl?@(y). (CG)
Then, we have
INT|—1 INT|—1 INT|—1
Sooa= Y (&) —Poe, G+ D [Pa, (&) — o, (Era1)]
k=0 k=0 k=0
INT|—1 INTJ-1 ) (C.7)
= Z [D9k (gk-i-l) — Po, g, (&C)] + Z [Wk (&) — o, (&C)}
k=0 k=1

"""/;90 (50) - /lLOLNijl (§LNTJ)
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Define the error term as

INT| -1 INT] -1 INT|—1
Sooa= 3 &+ > &+ (C.8)
k=0 k=0 k=1
where . )
€ = V9k(§k+1) - P(')kVGk (gk)
&) = o, (&) — vo,_, (&) (C.9)
PINT:0 = Yo, (S0) — 1/_)0LNTJ,1 (&inT)) -
INT|-1
To prove the convergence (C.1), it suffices to appropriately bound the fluctuation term > &|. The
k=0

first term can be bounded using the martingale property while the second term can be bounded using the
uniform geometric ergodicity and Lipschitz continuity. The third term is bounded using (C.4).
For the first term in (C.8), note that

E {7, (k+1) | T} = Po, o, (k) - (C.10)

Therefore,
n—1
{Zn =&, ﬁn}
k=0

is a martingale and since the conditional expectation is a contraction in L2, we have

n>0

E |P0kD‘9k (51@)'2 <E |50;c (§k+l)|2- (Cll)
Then,
| T 2 | WTi-t
El~ Y @'l =55 > Elm(Gs) — Poso, (&)
k=0 k=0
INT| -1
4 _ (C.12)
SN2 > Elv, (&)l
k=0
(a)
2 4CT,
- N

where the step (a) is by the uniform boundedness (C.4). Thus we have for any T' > 0

| W1

- 1 ()| _
Jim E|- kz_o &’ =0. (C.13)

For the second term of (C.8), by the uniform geometric ergodicity (4.34), for any fixed 7o > 0 we can
choose Ny large enough such that

sup Y PR, — 7 ()] <y, WeEXXA (C.14)
BENT = NoT )
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| NI
N oA
k=1
| VT
=N Z (Yo, (&) — Vo, (k)]
k=1
| INTI=1 [INoT) -1 [NoT|—1
=y > [Ph (& -] - Y [ngfl (ﬁkvf)—ﬂgkfl(ﬁ)} +2C70
k=1 n=1 n=1
INT|—1|NoT|—1 INT|—1
1 NoT
-+ S [Ph 6.0 - Ph (60| + LS k() o (@] + 200
k=1 =1 k=1

=IN + IV +2Crv.

With the exploration policy g in (2.10) and Lipschitz continuity in Assumption 3.2, we have

lge = g1l < > g(a,a) — ge-1(@,a)| < Clnt =0ty |+ C 10k — Ox—1]| .
z,a€EX XA

For any finite n,

gk(&fl) = Z p(xllxua)gk(xlaal)"'p(x/|xn—17an—l)gk(xlua/)u v§7§l €EX XA
€1, 5€n—1

(C.15)

(C.16)

(C.17)

is Lipschitz continuous in the policy g. Then, there exists a constant Cp which only depends on the fixed

Ny, T such that

INT|-1 i INT|—1 T
v [NoT ] Cr | N (@) Cp
e Sl PP =) I S S T |
k=1 i k=1 ]
INT|-1 i INT|—1 T
N \_NQTJ CT N (a) CT
B < DTS g g <2 Y 18-l | €2
k=1 i k=1 ]
where step (a) is due to Lemma 4.1:
C
10k — k1]l < =, Vk < NT.
N
Thus, when N is large enough,
1 INT|-1
N > el | <40y
k=1
Since 7y is arbitrary,
| NTI=1
: =(2)| _
Jm By 2 a| =0
k=1
Obviously, for the last term of (C.8) by the bound in (C.4) we have
. 1_
ngnoo NPINT)0 = 0,
INT|—1
which together with (C.13) and (C.20) derive the convergence of + kz—:o € and (C.1).
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(ii) Following the same method in Lemma 4.9, we can prove the convergence of the stochastic error Mtl N
fori=1,2,3.
For any K € N and A = %, we have

- Mtl’N(f)
(J+1)\_ANJ 1

=

I
<.
i M
o
b
.
I_

—

AAN (Qk §)0:Qk(E) — > Qk@')ag@k(s’)w%(&')) +o(1)

—]\_ANJ fexXxA

K-1 1 (J+1)LANJ 1
= ALA Qj1an) (€r)0:Q;j an) (§k) — Z Qjlan|(€)0:Qj an (&) ()
=0 —J\_ANJ £EXXA
K—1 1 J+1)LANJ 1
+ AL [ Qr(6r)0eQi(&) — Y Qu(€)0:Qur(€)m (&)
j=0 —JLANJ fEXXA
Qjlan) (E)0eQjan (&) — Y. Qjiany(€)0:Qjany (€)% (&) ] | +o(1)
EeXxA
K-1 K—1
= AI 5 T AIG L+ o
7=0 7=0
(C.21)
where the term o(1) goes to zero, at least, in L' as N — oo.
To prove the convergence of the first term, note that
Qjian|(€r)0eQj an (&) ZQ]I_ANJ )0eQj1an) (&)m9 (€)
= Z Qjlan)(€)0:Q  an) (€ )L{gk:e} = Qjian(§)0:Q; an) (€)7o (€) (C.22)
g/
—ZQJ\_ANJ )0eQj1an (€) [Lie=¢ry — (€] .
Thus, for any j € 0,1,..., K,
| GHDIAN]-1
Bil=|mw 2 2 Quuam©)%Qsan (€) [Laey -7 (€]
k=j|AN] ¢
1 G+D[AN]-1
= ZQJLANJ )0:Qj1an) (€ )W [Liep=ery — 7 (€)] (C.23)
k=3[ AN
1 (G+DIAN]-1
<CY lav 2 [Lg—ey 7€)},
[AN] <
3 k=jlAN]
which together with Lemma 4.8 proves
Jim E 11| =o. (C.24)
Thus,
K—1 K-1
o1
ALY, = A Z o( % (C.25)
=0

which proves the convergence of the first term.
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For the second term, by the bound in Lemma 4.1, for any k¥ < TN we have

sup [Qi(£)| < C,
XA

f'ex
C (C.26)
sup |Qu(&') = Qi1 (&) < -
frexXxA
Note that
0eQr (&) = Lygr=¢)-
Then, by the Lipschitz continuity of the softmax transformation and the bound in Lemma 4.1,
C
|Q(€)06Qr(E) = Qu-1(£)96Qr—1(E)] = Lyg,=ey [Qu(E') = Qu—a(E)] < - (C.27)
Then, for any 7 € 0,1,--- ,K —1 and any k € [j|AN],(j +1)|AN]| — 1],
C(k—j|AN
QUEIOQNE) ~ Q) (€)06Q 1 (€)] < CEILEND, 29
Therefore,
K—1 K—1 (j+1)|[AN] -1 .
1 k—j|AN|
AIN. < A———
65 = C |AN
j=0 j=0 k=j|AN]
- OKAA |-
N |AN N
j=0 k=0
K—1
1 |AN]?
< [
s¢ ggo A [AN] N (C.29)
K-1
AN
< - -
<C Z A
7=0
K-1
<CYy A?
7=0
< CA
Collecting our results, we have shown that
lim sup E Mtl’N’ <cL (C.30)
N —o00 t€(0,T) K
Note that K was arbitrary. Consequently, we obtain
lim sup E ‘Mtl’N‘ =0, (C.31)

N—001e(0,1]

Using the same approach, one can prove the claim for Mt2 N and Mt3 N The details of the proof are omitted
due to the similarity of the argument. O
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D Proof of Lemma 5.5

Proof. To prove (5.60), note that

Vo (fo)ll = [Z (az,aJ(fG))Q]

x,a

zlz (i Y

aJ( fg ‘ (D.1)

[N

2 oS
WZ» it () Jo (" (@) - AT (2,00 (2))

\/WZ fe

where step (a) is by Cauthy-Schwarz inequality and step (b) is by Lemma 4.3.
Define the coeflicient as

)+ fo (x,a"(2)) - [AT* (2, a"(2))],

f* £

1% 14 T
#f = max ”* (=)
Vi v Vu('r)

We then have the inequality:

fe X
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where step (a) uses the fact that f* is deterministic and in state x selects a*(x) with probability one. The

last equality uses Lemma 5.7.
To prove the second claim, given a policy f, recall the greedy action set for each state x:

P,

a

*(z) = {a*(x) e A:V/ (z,a"(2)) = max V7’ (x,a)} ,
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By similar arguments as before, we can show that

9J(fo
VT ()l = s 2'69“
= — vie(z z,a) - |A(z,a by Lemma 4.3
|X||A|;“()za:f9( ) [AT ()] (by )
1 * *
> D D ol @) A @)
z a*(z)€A* (z)
1 fo fg(a:,a*(x)) fo *
CVRTA S 2 TS e |, 2, | e @)
XA a* (@) €A @) e To ) o/ €A (x
TEALAE T G| 3 )| 4 @)
(z)eA*(x) a’' EA* (x
1 V;J:g B / fo
> JETA | in Y folwd)| Y ovi (@) Y filwaT(2) A (2,0 (2)
# Moo a’'eA*(z) z a*(z)eA*(z)
w1 v _ /s ;
:W' V_;fe ‘ Z fo(z,a’) ZVHQ(.I)ZfH(I,a)A'B(IE,CL)
oo L a’€ A*(x) x acA
(¢) 1 uﬁg - Z ]
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= =75l - folw,a')| - [J(f*) = J(fo)l,
vl P R
(D.3)
where step (a) and (b) are by the definition of the optimal policy (5.62), step (¢) by due to difference lemma
5.7 and step d is because of fj is optimal policy and thus J(f;) = J(f*). O
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