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Abstract—Externally Forced Switched (EFS) systems
represent a subset of switched systems where switches oc-
cur deliberately to meet an external requirement. However,
fast switching can lead to instability, even when all closed-
loop modes are stable. In this study, our focus is on an
EFS scenario with unknown system dynamics, where the
next mode to switch to is revealed by an external entity in
real-time as the switch occurs. The challenge is to track
the revealed sequence while (1) minimizing accumulated
cost in a regretful sense and (2) ensuring that the norm
of the system’s state does not grow excessively-a property
we refer to as ’the safety of switching.” Achieving the latter
involves requiring the closed-loop system to remain in each
revealed mode for some minimum dwell time, which must
be learned online. We propose an algorithm based on the
principles of Optimism in the Face of Uncertainty. This
algorithm jointly establishes confidence sets for unknown
parameters, devises a feedback policy, and estimates a
minimum dwell time for each revealed mode from data. By
precisely estimating dwell-time error, our strategy yields an
expected regret of O(|M|/ns), where ns and |M| denote the
total switches and mode count, respectively. We benchmark
this approach against scenarios with known parameters.

Index Terms—Online Learning,
Dwell-Time, Regret

Switched Systems,

[. INTRODUCTION

REAT strides have been made over the past few years
in the application of learning-based and data-driven
control techniques to both linear and nonlinear systems whose
parameters are unknown [1]-[7]. One class of plants for which
progress in this direction is currently not as mature, however,
is switched systems (i.e., systems consisting of a number
of continuous-time modes the transition between which is
governed by some discrete protocol [8]-[11]) due to the
complexities brought about in the learning process by the
combination of both continuous and discrete aspects.
In this work, we are primarily interested in developing
such learning-based tools for unknown switched systems in
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the so-called externally forced switching (EFS) scenarios, in
which either the time of the switch, the sequence of modes,
or both are dictated to the system by an external entity [8]. In
particular, we focus on a setting where only the next mode
is dictated, and the decision regarding when to switch to
that mode is made by the system itself. More precisely, the
next mode to switch to is revealed in an online fashion, as
the switch actually occurs, and the problem is to follow the
revealed sequence while (1) minimizing accumulated cost in a
regret sense and, (2) ensuring that the norm of system’s state
does not grow inordinately — a property we refer to as ‘the
safety of switching’. This safety concern removes the option of
quick switching (which would appear rational if the goal were
solely cost minimization) since rapid switching can result in
state explosion, even in situations where the individual closed-
loop modes are stable [12]-[14]. A typical approach to avoid
such state explosion is to ensure that the system remains in
each mode for a minimal specified duration, referred to as
the minimum dwell time, whose computation usually requires
system model [10], [11]. The central difficulty, then, in the
absence of an a priori knowledge of the modes’ parameters
or even of the full sequence of switches (which would allow
for computation of an average dwell-time), is to compute
minimum dwell times for all modes dynamically and directly
from data. Our goal in this paper is to design a strategy that
involves specifying the switch sequence and feedback gain
design in a scenario where the system’s dynamics is unknown,
and there is only noisy access to the state of the sub-systems
(modes). We refer to this setting as ”unknown modes-unknown
sequence” (M S). To address this problem we first analyze the
problem in two distinct scenarios: one where both the mode
and sequence are known (M S), and another where the mode is
known but the sequence is concealed (M S). The M S scenario,
which employs the same information disclosure mechanism
as our proposed problem, serves as a reasonable benchmark
for comparing the designed algorithm for the M S setting.
We demonstrate that achieving optimal solutions for the M S
scenario requires more than just knowledge of the next mode.
This leads us to propose a practical approach for managing
the M S setting that involves implementing the policy obtained
through solving Discrete Algebraic Riccati Equation (DARE)
and crafting a corresponding mode-dependant dwell time
strategy. Afterward, we apply an Optimism in the Face of
Uncertainty (OFU) based algorithm to tackle the challenge
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in the MS setting. Our proposed strategy aims to design
minimum dwell time and feedback policy fully online, relying
solely on state measurements, to enable switching according
to the given sequence with a guaranteed regret comparing to
a reference strategy for M S setting. Our main contributions
are as follows

o We propose a computationally efficient algorithm to es-
timate dwell time in an unknown dynamic setting.

o We prove that the estimated dwell time is close to the true
but unknown dwell time by providing an upper bound for
the estimation error.

e We prove that our proposed algorithm has regret of
O(JM|/ns) compared to the case when the parameters
of all modes are known.

At a high level, our work differs from the existing literature
in terms of setup (i.e., (1) what is (not) known a priori
about the modes and switching sequence, and (2) whether
the switching signal is itself actionable), closed-loop goals
(mere stability vs. performance guarantees) and methods used
(direct vs. no identification of unknown parameters). For
example, [15] use a set of random observations from different
trajectories of the switched system to perform probabilistic
stability analysis even in the absence of knowledge of the
modes and switching rule. The authors of [16] propose a
data-driven control approach for an unknown discrete-time
linear system that switches between a finite number of modes,
with the switching signal being fully unknown. They design
control rules, which can automatically adapt to changes in the
actuation mode, based solely on data and without explicit iden-
tification. Likewise, in [17] and [18], stabilizing controllers are
designed for linear switched systems without explicit plant
identification. These controllers rely solely on experimental
data obtained from an experiment that thoroughly excites all
the modes. The designed switched state feedback controller is
robust in the sense that it guarantees stability for any switching
sequence. In the work presented by [19], the authors put forth
an online switching controller that accomplishes both mode
detection and stabilization. This is achieved solely by utilizing
a finite set of trajectories for each mode, which are provided
offline.

In contrast with these works, which consider solely stabi-
lization as their goal, Du et al., in [20], consider an unknown
Markov jump system within a Linear Quadratic (LQ) frame-
work and propose an algorithm that jointly learns the unknown
parameters of the modes and the Markov transition matrix that
governs the evolution of the mode switches, while achieving
guaranteed regret. The authors of [21] also consider regret
minimization as part of their performance objective but, in
a manner most closely related to our setup, also allow for
the switching time between modes to be part of the control
design and to be determined online. Their algorithm employs
a multi-armed bandit like analysis and, by relying on cost
measurements, switches online between policies drawn from a
finite candidate pool in an effort to identify the best controller.
This switching adheres to a minimum dwell-time policy of
the kind mentioned earlier, but uses a conservative bound for
this dwell-time, which impacts the performance of the closed-

loop system. This is also the case in our own previous work
[22], where we introduced a projection-equipped algorithm for
unknown switching over-actuated systems.

At the technical level, our approach builds upon existing
model-based RL algorithms, which come with guaranteed
regret and use system identification as a core phase. We
use the principle of Optimism in the Face of Uncertainty
(OFU), as originally introduced in [23] and later strengthened
in various ways in [7], [24]-[27], to obtain sublinear regret
and/or accelerate the stabilization of the closed-loop system.
More precisely, we exploit the relaxed-semidefinite program-
ming (SDP) formulation of [28] in our new, switched-system,
context.

Paper Structure. The remainder of the paper is organized
as follows: Section [ presents the problem statement. In
Section[IIl we discuss the solution when all system parameters
are known. Section [[V] provides a brief review of constructing
confidence sets (system identification) and the relaxation of
the standard LQR-SDP formulation for control and dwell-
time design. The proposed algorithm and its main steps are
presented in Section Section summarizes the regret
bound guarantees and stability analysis, including dwell-time
design. Detailed analysis and proofs are provided in the
Appendix.

Notations. || M|, = tr(v M T M) is Frobenius norm of ma-
trix M and A\(M) and \(M) are its minimum and maximum
eigenvalues. For a set S, |S| denotes its cardinality.

[I. PROBLEM STATEMENT AND FORMULATION

Consider a time-invariant switched LQR system

Tty1 = Ai’(t)wt + Bg(t)ut + wit1 (1)
cf(t) = :zrtTQU(t):zrt + utTRU(t)ut 2)

where M is an index set and o : {0} UN — M is right-
continuous piecewise constant switching signal that specifies
at any time ¢ which mode is active. A%, B, Vi € M are
matrices of each individual modes which are initially unknown
to the learner and Q?, R’ are known cost matrices.

We have the following assumption for the process noise
which is standard in controls community (see [7], [24], [26]).

Assumption 1: There exists a filtration F; such that

(1.1) wyy1 is a martingale difference, i.e., Elwiy1| Fi] =0

(1.2) Elwepiw] 4| Fi] = 621, = W for some G2 > 0;

(1.3) wy are component-wise sub-Gaussian, i.e., there exists
0w > 0 such that forany y € Rand 5 =1,2,...,n

E[e?w Y| 7] < e’0l/2.

LetZ = {ig,i1,..., ..., in } represent the sequence of modes
in which the system switches. This sequence is not known in
advance and is revealed gradually, meaning that only the next
mode to switch to, denoted as i1 € M, is disclosed after
the current switch, 7, € M, has occurred. We refer to the
time interval between two subsequent switches as an ’epoch.’
The termination of the sequence is uncertain and is randomly
announced after the "last” mode i,, is revealed. The objective is
to develop an algorithm that guarantees actuation according to
the set Z with the minimum cost, conditioned on maintaining
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control over the expected growth of the state norm, as defined
below.

Definition 1: Let ‘S;;H and ‘S;; represent time sequences
immediately following two subsequent switches between any
two arbitrary modes ¢; and ix4; both in Z. We define the
expected state norm growth as being (@, 3)-under control,
where 0 < @ < 1 and § > 0, if the following condition

holds:

E[I—Er+

k41

|Fs

x¢+

o s 1] < (SLJE[:r:;+ Trr | Fzx,, 1] + Bo?
k

3

In Definition [I] it is important to note that & is a us(er2
defined parameter, whereas /3 is contingent upon the specific
policy class for control design and cost function associated
with each mode, which will be introduced later.

To minimize accumulated cost, switching fast seems ratio-
nal. However, even when the mode characteristics are known it
is well known that fast switching between modes can result in
increases in a system’s state’s norm, which jeopardize global
stability even if each mode is itself stable [8]-[11]. Accord-
ingly, switching fast can violate state norm growth control
in the sense of Definition [Il The issue can be alleviated by
remaining in each mode for a computable minimum duration.
Hence, the key challenge in addressing this problem boils
down to the simultaneous design of policies to be applied
during different epochs and determining the appropriate timing
for switches.

To lay the foundation for developing an algorithm to
tackle the proposed problem, known as Unknown-Modes and
Unknown-Sequence (M S), it is crucial to thoroughly examine
the problem within the settings of (1) Known-Modes and
Known-Sequence (M S) and (2) Known-Modes and Unknown-
Sequence (M S). This analysis not only enhances our under-
standing of the problem but also establishes a baseline for
defining regret, with its upper-bound serving as a metric to
evaluate our proposed algorithm.

Expanding upon the solution for the M S setup presented in
Section [Tl we propose an algorithm in Section [V] to address
the M S setting. Our algorithm relies on high probability es-
timates of parameters, which are obtained through the system
identification procedure outlined in Section

By introducing the notation ©) = (AL, B!)T we can
express equivalently as follows:

a x
Tep1 = Of 2t w1, 2= (uz) . ())
for some mode o(t) = 4. This formulation, denoted by

@), will be widely used henceforth to represent the dynamics
model.

For control design purpose we restrict the policy to belong
to the compact sets S(O%)’s specified by certain 2 > 0 and
0 < 7% < 1, that denote some stabilizing policies K; of system
parameterized with ©7 as follows

S(61) = {K, € R+ mxn
IKill < ki, p(AL+ BLK;) <1—7}. (5

Given the policy class (@), the following lemma explicitly
defines the parameter /3 in Definition

Lemma 1: With the policy class (3) employed for control
design across all modes ¢ € M, within the framework of
the proposed switching scenario explained in Definition [} if
Livsr — Tiy, = Ty fOr Tiyi, ., > 1 then the expected state
norm is (&, 3)-under control with a user-defined parameter &
and f3 defined by

- Ao RS+ RE)?

6)
2 *2 (
o Ve

where 7;,,,, is a-dependant and x; = max;c k% and

vs = max;e pm) v and afl < QY R* <X o1 for all i € M.

[1l. SOLUTION FOR M S AND M S SETUPS

In this section, we focus on addressing the problem of
efficient and safe switching in two distinct scenarios: M S and
MS. For each scenario, we first introduce formulations and
then provide an upper-bound for performance gap between
their solutions.

A. MS setup

Consider a scenario where the switch sequence Z and
the system dynamics for all subsystems are known. In this
context, the central challenge is to determine the switch times
T ={%,...,%i,._,} with T, = 0, with the starting time
point established as ¥;, = 0, along with the set of feedback
gains K = {{K;,},...,{Ki,._,}} to be applied at specific
time instances with the aim of minimizing the cumulative
cost. The subset {K;,} = {Ks, Kz, 41,...Kg, 1},
whose members belong to S(©Y), represents the sequence
of feedback gains to be implemented during the time steps
within the epoch following the j-th switch. It is note worthy
that the cardinally of this sequence is ¥;,,, — %;;, which is
also the decision variable. The formulation of this problem is
given by Problem 0, as follows:

1) MS, (Program 0):

ns—1 Tik+1 -1

7o', Ko = argmin Z Z ik )
KT k=0 =1,

s.t.

zep1 = ATz + BY Dy + wppy

o(t) =i for T, <t<%

E[x;+ Tzt |]:Tik+1_1] < aE[x‘;Z xffk |]:T'Lk_1] + BUU%

k41 “k+1
()

-%;, >1 )

Thkt1

T

Tht1

The constraint (9) imposes the requirement of visiting each
mode 7, € Z. We denote the optimum solution of Program 0
as To = {T0:, . T0n, Yand K5 = {{K; ), (K07, 3

Although Problem O benefits from having full access to
switch sequence information Z, solving it remains challeng-
ing due to its intricate nature as a complex combinatorial

optimization problem. The other challenge arises from the
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nonconvexity of the set S(©%), for any i, € Z as demon-
strated in [29] through a counterexample. This nonconvexity
significantly complicates the computational resolution of (7).
Moreover, the constraint (8), i.e., the boundedness of the
expected state norm as per Definition [Il does not explicitly
depend on the design variables K and 7 which adds a
layer of complexity to Problem 0. Problem 1, as formulated
below, aims to explicitly incorporate this constraint into the
decision variables by establishing a fixed policy for each
epoch. Also, thanks to the fixed policy for epochs, Problem 1
slightly reduces the combinatorial complexity associated with
solving the M S Problem 0. Consequently, solving the problem
simplifies to determining the epoch’s duration and the policy to
be employed during that epoch. For the context of Problem 1,
without loss of generality and for the sake of brevity, we will
redefine the decision variables. By letting 7;, € N, we will use
T ={7iy,---,Ti,._, }» to represent the set of epochs’ duration,
and K = {K,,,...,K,;,. ,} to denote the set of feedback
policies applied for each epoch. In this revised formulation,
we have 7., =%, , —%;;, and the fixed control gain for
an epoch occurring within the time interval [T;, T; ) is
K;,. Having the average expected cost of policy K, denoted
by J(©¢,K;,) and computed by

T-1
) 1 . . )
(05, Ki) = Jim B[y 2 (Q'+ R'TKiR')a/]
t=0

the expected accumulated cost during actuating in mode %
for time with length of 7; will be 7;J(0%, K;).

Now let Pk, be a certain positive semidefinite (PSD) matrix
associated with the fixed K; to be applied in an epoch, which
is defined as follows:

K R'K; + (A + BIK;)" Pk,(A® + BK;).
(10)

Pr, = Q"+

Then following proposition outlines a sufficient condition
to achieve the boundedness of the state in accordance with
Definition [1l

Proposition 1: Let ‘Il and T, represent time sequences

k+1 Tk .
immediately following two subsequent switches from the
mode 7y o ikt1, both within Z. The sufficient condition for
@), with 3 as defined in (), is as follows:

Tiginpr '= Ligpr — T = (11)
_ 1np(KZk’K'Lk+1) + 1DX(K'Lk7KZk+1) —Ina
In (1-7(K;,))
where
A(Hk,, ) X(Px,, )
n(K; = — K; , K; PO Wil = =
77( k) )\(PKik) ( k k+1) A( %)
AP, _ _
X(K'Lk7KZk+1) = % HK — Qlk + KZ'—IER“CKW.
41

12)

2) MS (Program 1):

n—1
K3, T = argmin Z TirinsrJ (©F, Ki, )
K, T k—0
s.t.

= A7, + B?Wy, 4+ wiiq
=1 for%;, <t <%,

Th+1

Tt41

o(t)
In p(K;, , Ky, ) + 73, In <1 _

ﬁ(Kl-k)>+

lnX(KZk,KlkH)Slnd k=0,1,..,ns—1
(13)
(Iik+1 = Tipigsr T Lis Tip =0

The optimum duration and feedback gains outputted by
Program 1 is denoted by 7;* = {7} Tidiys e } and

Ky={Kl, ... K }

Tns—1

Proposmon 2. Problem 1 achieves its minimum in

’ Zn 1in

Tikik+1 =
max{l _lnp(KZk,KlkH) +In X (K, , K, , ) —1nd}
’ In (1-7(K;,))
5)
and for any arbitrary switch sequence Z, every fea-

sible solution of Program 1
nminjepm Jo (04, Q7, RY) := L.

Problems O and 1, apart from their computational com-
plexity, require full knowledge of switch sequence that is
unavailable in our proposed setting, where only the next mode
is revealed to the system and the termination of the sequence
is unknown. In the following section, our goal is to investigate
the problem in the absence of this information.

has a cost Cy1(Z) >

B. MS Setup

When confronted with lack of switch sequence information
and uncertainty regarding sequence termination, a robust ap-
proach with respect to the termination involves minimizing the
costs on an epoch-by-epoch basis. The subsequent program
outlines this approach.

1) MS (Problem 2): Consider the switched system (),
that at time T; switches from mode i; to the mode 751

Tk+1
according to the switch sequence 7 i.e., 0'(‘3,-;k+1) = i

and o(%} ) ik+1. Additionally, let K;, € S(O)
and K;,, € S(OY"") stand for the respective stabilizing

linear controllers for these modes. Then the minimum mode-

dependent dwell-time, Ti*l-k and policy for the epoch of
+1

actuating in mode i, € Z, ka is obtained by solving

following program.

ka*, Zk*1k+1 = argmin Tirinst J(©% K)
K; €8(0F),r, €zt
s.t. (16)
Tip1 = A%z, + By + wip,
v 2 T(KlmKlk+1)
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where

f(Kikv ik+1) = i
max{l I p(Ky, Ky ) + In X (K, Ky, ) — lna}
7 In (1 -7(K;,))

a7)

with operators (., .), 77(.) and X(.,.) defined by (I2).

The objective of Problem 2 is the product of the average
expected cost J(O*, K;, ) incurred by a policy K;, and its
associated dwell time 7;,, . ,. Noting Proposition 2] Problem
2 achieves its minimum when 7,4, , = 7(Kj, , K;, ) where
K;,,, represents the policy of the next epoch. Then problem
can be reformulated as follows:

K = argmin 7(K;,, K;,,,)J (0%, K) (18)
KeS(e')
s.t.

It+1 = Aik Tt + Bi’“ut —|— wt+1.

While formulation (I8) seems less complex than Problem 2,
it still contains two main hurdles. First, K;, , is not know as
it depends on the policy of the subsequent epoch whose index
ix+1 1S yet to be revealed. In other words, K iQ;: is a function
of unknown policy Kj, . Secondly, solving this problem
is computationally intractable because of the complexity of
its objective function and the presence of the nonconvex set
S(Oi).

To obtain feasible solution given the disclosed information,
one possible approach is to enable the system to utilize optimal
control feedback obtained by solving DARE at each epoch.
This approach indeed specifies the policies to be applied
in each epoch and not only eliminates the requirement for
future switch sequences but also sidesteps the computational
complexity associated with solving a complex optimization
problem. The only remaining task is to design a minimum
dwell time associated with the solution of DARE.

The rationale for this approach is supported by employing
the following insightful lemma, which provides an expression
for the value of J(O,, K) in terms of the optimal average
expected cost J,(0© Q,R) and the optimal feedback gain
K.(0.,Q,R).

Lemma 2: (Lemma 3 of [6]) In the classic Linear Quadratic
Regulator (LQR) framework, characterized by the environment
parameters O, = (A, B,)" and the cost matrices (Q, R), the
application of any arbitrary stabilizing static linear controller
K incurs an average expected cost of:

J(©,,K)=J,(0,,Q,R)+ (19)
Tr(Xee (K)(K — K.(0,,Q,R)"
(R+ B! P.B.)(K — K.(©.,Q,R)) (20)

where X, (K) represents the stationary distribution of the co-
variance matrix of the closed-loop system’s state and computed
by

(Ay + B.K)"S,.(K)(As + B.K) = Y00 (K) + 621 =0

The expression 20) can be interpreted as the sum of the
optimal average expected cost and an additional term that
arises due to deviations from the optimal stationary policy
K.(0.,Q,R).

Let us consider that the policy for the next mode, K, ,,
is known in advance. This results in the minimum dwell time
definition being solely a function of policy K;, . Even with this
information, solving (I8) to minimize K;, is computationally
burdensome. Furthermore, it is worth noting that the minimizer
of 7i,i,,, may not necessarily be the feedback gain obtained
by solving DARE. However, such a policy would incur an
average expected cost greater than that of the solution from
DARE, as explained in Lemma [2l Therefore, deviating from
the policy obtained by solving DARE does not necessarily
reduce the accumulated expected cost. This rationale justifies
adhering to the policy obtained by solving DARE. It makes us
independent of the next epoch’s policy and allows us to avoid
the computational complexity of solving (I8) while remaining
reasonably close to the optimal policy.

The following program provides the minimum dwell time
for the proposed alternative algorithm.

2) Approximate MS (Program 3): Consider the switched
system (I, that at time T;_, switches from mode ij, to the
mode iy 1, (ie., 0(%; , ) = ix and U(S:;H) =ij41). Let the
corresponding dual solutions SDP solutions for these modes be
P, (O, Q% R*), P,(OF"", Q"+, R"+1) and the designed
control feedback for the mode iy, be K,.(©%, Q% R**). Then
minimum mode-dependent dwell-time for the epoch starting
at g, is

ik lkt1 ma {1 1npikik+1 +In X*ikik+1 . lna} (21)
Tx = X ,— .
In (1 - nik)

where

(H(®%,Q*,R™))

(P.(O%F, Qi Riv))’

AN(P.(©FF, Qir+1, Rir1))
A(P.(©%, Q' Riv)
AP, (O, Q%, R*))

A(P* (@iwl ,Qik+1, Rin+1)
H(OF,Q™, R™) = Q"™+
K] (0% Q% R*)R*K,(©k Q%, R™).

ik .fA

Tglht1 .
* -

Tt
X*k -

(22)

We denote the switch time sequence associated with the
solution of Program 3 as 7, = {%} ,...,T; | } where Tj =

i0)
0 by definition and T} =T;  + 7"

Considering equation (21)), the undesirable switching sce-
nario is when the subsequent mode switch to 71 necessitates
prolonging the duration in current mode i to effectively
suppress the state explosion in the sense of Definition [1l We
refer to this type of scenario as a malignant switch, as it
hinders a quick transition. To provide a precise definition of
such a switch, we introduce the following rigorous definition.

Definition 2: (Malignant and Benign Switch) When system
at time T switches from mode iy, t0 ix1, i.e., o(%

Th41 i;Jrl) =
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i, and o(T;

7fk+1) = 1k+1, we call the switch malignant if

lnpi"i’c+1 +In X > Ina

benign otherwise.

In equation (2), assigning a value of one to 77 indicates
the occurrence of benign switching.

Now, our focus is to assess the performance loss resulting
from the approximation of Program 1 by Program 3. The fol-
lowing corollary provides an upper bound on the performance
loss.

Proposition 3: For any arbitrary switch sequence Z we have
the following properties:

1) The solution of Program 3, C5(Z) has the following
lower bound:

Co(T) < max [ = nsmp (0, Q' RY)] i=Us (23)
2) The optimality gap between Problem 1 and 3 C3(Z) —
C1(Z) has the following upper-bound

C3(Z) — Ci(T) <Us — L. (24)
Conclusively, under the illustrated information disclosure
mechanism and when all mode parameters are known, the jus-
tifiable strategy when feasibility and computational complexity
are crucial factors, should be applying the policy obtained by
solving DARE for each mode, and constraining the duration
between two subsequent switches to be minimum dwell-time
computed by Program 3, called minimum mode-dependent
dwell time.
Now, before delving into the problem in the M S setup, it
is crucial to review some foundational concepts.

V. PRELIMINARIES FOR THE M S SETUP

We review the notation of strong stability introduced in [7],
which will be used in the context of switched system as well.

A. (k,~y)— strong stability [7]

Definition 3: Consider a linear plant parameterized by A
and B. The closed-loop system matrix A + BK is (k,v)—
strongly stable for k > 0 and 0 < v < 1 if there exists H > 0
and L such that A, + B,K = HLH~! and

D L] <1-+
2 HNH ] <k

Furthermore, we say a sequence K of control gains is
(K, y)—strongly stabilizing for a plant (A4, B) if A+ BK is
(k,7)—strongly stable.

As proved in [5] any stabilizing policy K is indeed (k,7)-
stabilizing for some « and -« and the definition thus does not
introduce any additional assumption. However, it simplifies the
analysis. For the sake of completeness we provided the proof
in Appendix.

B. System Identification

The preliminaries provided by this section are a summary of
results provided by [7] and [24]. However, we slightly modify
the representation, especially for construction of confidence
ellipsoid.

Assumption 2:

1) There are known constants o, oi, 9%, v¢ > 0 for all
i € M such that, o) < Q' < oil, ol < R' <
ail, ||©Y < 9 and v* is an upper-bound for average
expected cost J, (0%, Q%, RY), defined in Section

2) There is an initial stabilizing policy K for all subsys-

tems.

It is important to mention that Assumption [2] is a standard
assumption in the literature and can be found in [7]. The
second part of the assumption can be omitted by utilizing
the results from [26] and the authors’ previous work [30].
However, for the sake of consistency, we will adhere to the
assumption presented in [7].

Now, consider the linear switched system (d), which op-
erates according to the sequence Z for an arbitrary time t.
Furthermore, let us denote n;(¢) as the total number of time
steps the system has spent in mode ¢ € M up to time ¢. Then,
we can express (1) as follows:

Xoi(t) = Zny(0yO% + Wiy o) (25)

where W, ;) is the vertical concatenation of w;, "'7‘”1—;(1&)
and X, ;) and Z,,;) are matrices constructed by rows
xlT, e T ) and ZOT, . ZL(t)_l respectively.

Using the measured data, the [?-regularized least square
estimate can be obtained as

Ayi : i i—1 i
Oy, 1) = argmine(0) = V*, " (Z;(t)Xm(t) +X:0}).

@i
(26)
where e(0?) is defined by
e(0) =N Tr ((0° - 65" (0" - 67))+
nqj(t)—l
il il NT
Z Tr ((IS+1 — 0" z5)(Ts41 — O z4) )) 27N
s=0

where ©} is an initial estimate and ); is a regularization
parameter. Furthermore,

nl(t)—l
i T T
i =Nl + Z 202 = NI+ Z) ) 2 o)
s=0

is covariance matrix. By assuming martingale difference prop-
erties for dynamics and sub-Gaussianity for the process noise,
and assuming having access to an initial estimate Of such
that ||©% — ©}]|« < ¢; for some ¢; > 0 a high probability
confidence set around true but unknown parameters of system
is constructed as follows

Ci(0) = {©" € Rinatma)xn:

Tr (0 = ©,) Vi, (© = 05, )) < iy}
(28)
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where

ndet(V,
i m(S)
Tna(t) = <Uw\/2nlog 5 ot + VA el> .

It is guaranteed that the true parameter of the system ©%
belongs to the confidence ellipsoid C{(§) with probability at
least 1—¢ where 0 < § < 1. The regularization parameters \;’s
are a user-defined parameter which needs to be specified in a
way that the stability of system is guaranteed and the regret
scales appropriately. We will specify it in the stability analysis
section. It is noteworthy that C;(4), constructed based on n;(t)
data points, preserves information about the parameters of
mode ¢ up to time t.

(29)

C. Primal and Dual Relaxed-SDP Formulation

While referring the readers to Appendix [CC] for more detail,
LQR control problem with known system parameters can
be reformulated in Semi-definite Programming (SDP) in the
form of primal and dual problems. Given the constructed
confidence set [28)-[@29), by applying the perturbation lemma
(see Appendix [[CE), the primal and dual formulations are
relaxed to account for the estimation error.

The relaxed primal SDP is given as follows:

: Q" 0
min <O Ri o
i 1
E >— 0.
(30)

where minimization is with respect to
Eil)il) Ezu

%= (zuz zuu)
Thi) T (t)ﬁiHVii(t)Hl/z. We d_enore the
optimal solution of this program as the operator ¥(C}, Q*, R"),
which operates on Q¢, R’, as well as the confidence ellipsoid
Ci(8) that fully determines @ () Vi .(t)» and ,um() For
brevity, we choose to use C} rather than C;(5) within the
operator expression.

The controller extracted from solving the relaxed SDP (3Q)
is deterministic and linear in state (u = K (C}, Q*, R")x) where

K(C},Q" R") =%, (C{,Q" RS, (C},Q", R"). (31)

The designed control possesses strong stabilizing character-
istics in accordance with the definition provided in Definition

Bl

and u;i(t) =z

The relaxed primal problem (30) is mainly used for control
design purpose. However for the stability analysis, minimum
mode-dependent dwell time design and regret bound analyses,
we need its dual program which is given as follows:

max PeW
Q'—P O>
.t i |+
) o < 0 R (32)
OhrP Oinico) = M, I[Pl
P

In the context of optimization with respect to P, we denote
the optimal solution of the relaxed dual problem (32) as
P(C;,Q", R").

The derivation of the relaxed primal and dual formulations
follows the analysis provided by [7]. However, the fundamen-
tal distinction between our formulation and that presented in
[7] lies in how we define /rfli(t). This discrepancy arises from
our choice not to normalize the confidence set.

D. Regret Definition

Let A, represent the algorithm that possesses knowledge
of the mode parameters. This algorithm devises a feedback
policy by solving the DARE, calculates the mode-dependent
dwell time associated with the DARE solution through the
resolution of Problem 3, and follows the sequence 7 =
{0,171, ..., in }. Under these conditions, the expression for the
optimal accumulated cost is given by:

n—1

: : lelkJrl

k=0

iy, is given by @) and J.(©.,Q' R") =
P.(©%,Q% R") ¢ W is optimal average expected cost for the
mode i € M. To emphasize, the operator P.(0%,Q, R?)
represents the solution of the dual SDP and should not be
confused with P(C}, Q% R"), which is the solution of the
relaxed dual SDP.

Now, let an arbitrary algorithm A address the M .S problem
by following switching with epoch duration 7 and applying
episodic policies K. Having the corresponding accumulated
cost denoted by J4(Z), we define the regret for the algorithm
A as follows:

Ja.(I) = L(OF, Q™ R™) (33)

where T

RA(T) = JA(Z) — Ja,. (D). (34)

V. PROBLEM SOLUTION FOR M S SETUP
A. Overview

In this section, we introduce our algorithm, which aims to
design the feedback gain and the minimum mode-dependent
dwell time for the switched system (Il2) when there is only
access to noisy measurements of the state. The objective is
to ensure that the system switches according to an externally
revealed step-by-step sequence Z = {ig,;i1,;...0n} With
minimal cost while maintaining control over the expected state
norm, as defined in Definition [[I we first introduce specific
symbols to streamline our results and analysis. We denote the
estimated minimum mode-dependent dwell time of the Eth

switch between iy and 45,1 by 7.5"**', where the 0" switch
starts at time ¢t = 0 with mode 7. This symbol provides

information about the index of the switch and both consecutive
modes. The estimated time of occurrence of the k" switch,
denoted as T¢*, is defined as T° = k-1 +T57,, with
T¢® = 0. It is directly deduced that T5* = Z];:o rég s We
apply an OFU-based principle through which we build a high
probability confidence ellipsoid for systems parameters, using
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which we design our feedback policy through solving relaxed
primal problem (B0) and specify the associated minimum
mode-dependent dwell time using solution of relaxed dual
SDP (32). The way we apply OFU principle is slightly
different than of OSLO algorithm proposed by [5] in that
we apply an off-policy version of it where we exploit the
information learned by Tf? for an epoch occurring in interval
[T57, %5.,,). The system commits to apply the designed
feedback policy throughout the epoch whose length is indeed
the designed minimum dwell time that is sufficient condition
to guarantee state norm boundedness in the sense of Definition

m

B. Main Steps of Algorithm[]

Given initial parameter estimates for all the subsystems
denoted by O} such that |©f — ©%| < ¢; (as defined in
Appendix [ED)), Algorithm [Tl designs minimum-dwell time and
feedback gain to be implemented. For such initialization, we
propose a provably efficient strategy, Algorithm [2| adopted
from [5] with slight modifications on the duration of the warm-
up phase. We leave the supporting arguments and theorem to
Appendix [-DI for brevity.

The process for building confidence set is performed by
following the process specified in Section [V-Bl For k' epoch
starting at time T7’ we choose A, such that

A, v
N = (35)
aO 0y
where
ik _ ik
P, (o) = Ty (o) T (36)

ni (T52)

ST
1k o1k
Z %q *q

q=1

\/ r:zklk (sgz)ﬁik (Xi + 1] 1%,

The algorithm employed is of the off-policy type, utilizing
information learned by the beginning of each epoch to com-
pute feedback gain and the minimum mode-dependent dwell
time to be applied during the epoch.

To clarify, let II; represent the set of all confidence ellip-
soids updated by time ¢, defined as follows:

I, = {C{(d)| j = 1, ..., M} (37)

Now, consider the moment T¢%ik when the k" switch from
mode 7y, to 7541 occurs. During this epoch, the fixed applied
control is designed based on the most recently updated cor-
responding confidence ellipsoid C‘kaf (0) € HT;_:’: and through
solving the relaxed primal problemkm. Furthermore, given
the revealed next mode 7;41, the minimum mode-dependent
dwell time 7¢5"*** is computed using C2. (8) and CZE* (9).
Theorem [2] illustrates how to compute thlig quantity. ]31]§/+éctu-
ating with the designed fixed policy, the algorithm maintains

exploration throughout. When the epoch concludes at T¢°
Tk+1

(9).

Consequently, the set of recently updated confidence elllicf)éoids

is refreshed as Ilge: , where CL.. (8) = Ck..(d) for all
k1 g1 i

J#i.

the set of confidence ellipsoids is updated with Cgi;s

Algorithm 1 Safe and Fast Switching Algorithm (SFSA)
1: Inputs: & € (0, 1), of,02, 90" > 0, § € (0, 1),

Q' , R, ©) Vi=1,..,|M|
Set 72 =0
Initialize the set Ilge using the initial estimates O
Initialize first mode 79 = ¢
for £k =0,1,... do
Receive the next mode iy
Use Hgfz and solve relaxed primal SDP (GQ)

Y(CE., QM R¥) feedback
K(Cih..Q™, R*) by GI)

8:  Use Hkgf and solve dual Relaxed-SDP (32) for both
P(Cii, Q™ R™) and P(CEE, Qi Riven)

o: Compﬁte kit by Theoremk

N AR

for and compute

. _ Tklk+1
10 Set T =TF + Tes

. es es
1 for TH < ¢ <7 do .
12: Actuate in the mode i) by executing control ui* =

K(CE.. Q% R),
'k .

13: Observe new state i1, Save (z;*,x:y1) into

database of mode 7
14:  end for

15:  update confidence ellipsoid of the mode iy, C‘gi;s
Th41

by following 23} using regularization parameter
obtained by (G336)

16:  update IIzes and name it Ilges
ik k41
17: end for

VI. ANALYSIS AND GUARANTEES
A. Stability Analysis

In this section, we first demonstrate that the learning-based
policy designed is (k, v)-strongly stabilizing within an epoch.
The result we present are similar to those of [7], with the
rationale detailed in its proof (see Appendix [ED). The second
part of this section introduces Theorem 2] which provides
a formula for online computation of the minimum mode-
dependent dwell-time. This computation is used in Algorithm
[ and ensures control of state norm growth in the sense of
Definition 1.

1) Stability in an Epoch: The following Theorem gives the
stability properties of the designed OFU-based control applied
on a mode 7 within an epoch (i.e., interval between two
subsequent switches in 7).

Theorem 1: Suppose that at time ¢, a transition to an
arbitrary mode i takes place, and let C{(6) € II; indicate
the confidence ellipsoid formed using 7;(¢) data points. Then
defining k; = /2v;/a}o2 and v; = 1/2k2, it is evident
that the policy K (C{, Q*, R") obtained through solving relaxed
primal SDP exhibits (k;,;)-strong stabilizing characteristics
as per Definition 3

2) Minimum Mode-Dependent Dwell-Time:

Theorem 2: Consider the switched system described by (),
which undergoes a mode transition to mode ¢ at time ¢ and
subsequently identifies the next mode index j for the upcom-
ing switch. Let K(C}, Q% R") denote the control feedback
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designed for mode i, and let P(C!, Q%, R") and P(C},Q7, R7)
represent the corresponding solutions of relaxed dual SDPs.
Then, the growth in state norms during the transition from
mode 4 to j is under control in the sense of Definition [I]
provided that the duration of actuation in mode 7 lasts for at
least the minimum dwell-time of 77 given by:

ij .
T 1= max

_Inp(Ci(5),CL(9)) +In X (C}(6),C{(5)) —Ina
g In (1 0(C(0))) o
where
e A(H(Ci0)
o(C(9),C(9)) = AA((I; Cgt’gj v ))
X(C}(9),¢1(5)) = j((]f Ll )) (@0)
and

- 2/‘:11(15)”P(CZ7 in RZ)”*X

I I ’
v . 41
(K(Cé,Q%RZ)) o ( K(ci,Q\R)) - G
Note that in the proof of Theorem 21 it is shown that 0 <
n(Ci(9)) <1.
The following lemma gives an upper-bound for the state
norm for the switched system.
Lemma 3: Algorithm [I] guarantees

a
41 2
]:-,—q_l] + KJ*JO'W

0
(42)

<
Blogss Tage Vrim] S Elog ot

for the state norm right after two subsequent switches occur-
ring at T7° and T7°
Furthermore, for any T¢° <t < T’

Tk+1
2 a2 7
Elz] o Fio1] < @ k20 20 + —— = 62 = X (43)
1—a n.
or overlay for any ¢ > 0
2 —aX? ~
Elz, z¢|Fi_1] < k2xg xo + @ o2 :=X (44)
1—a ns
where 7, = 1/k2 and X, = 207/,

Corollary 1: The policy employed in Algorithm 1 falls
within the category of candidate policies as defined by (),
ie, n; < k% for all i € |[M|. Now, noting that v} < 1,
consequently, upon comparing @2) from Lemma 3] with (3),
it becomes evident that Algorithm 1 ensures the containment
of state norm within bounds, aligning with the conditions
specified in Definition [Il

The following theorem establishes an upper bound on the
estimation error of the dwell time. This bound is highly useful
for regret bound analysis of the algorithm.

In the M S setting, the problem of minimizing costs while
switching according to Z can be framed as minimizing the
expected time, as the objective is to spend as little time
as possible in each mode while ensuring the state remains
bounded, as defined in Definition 1. In this context, the
expected cumulative time required to achieve the goal is
expressed as:

Z k1k+1 (45)
k=
where 7/5"**°s are determined by (I).
In the M S setting, the duration, denoted as
n—1
Too =Yy Tikisen, (46)
k=0

is not explicitly known. Theorem [3] also offers insights into
the order of the total expected time for switching according to
T under the mode index announcement strategy, particularly
when ensuring the boundedness of the state is a concern.

Theorem 3: (Dwell-Time Estimation Error Upper-Bound)
Suppose that at time £, the system initiates actuation in mode
1 and immediately receives to mode j. In this scenario, the
following statements hold.

(a) The error of the estimated minimum mode-dependant
dwell time 7% has the following upper-bound

n (1 + ﬁ&(;@))

i i< 47
Tes T = “In (1 — IQ 2) ( )
where
Li=—2"L||P(C;, Q" R")||+ i i iy | X
Xt ~ H ( t Q )” K(Ct,Q ,R)
1 I T
n;(t) (K(C;,QﬂRﬂ) I, (48)
i 2w 2
Z apimmax =5, B = 50e @9)

(b) The expected cumulative time T, required to accomplish
switching according to Z with state norm growth under control,
as defined in Definition 1, is of O(]M|y/n), where n is the
total number of switches.

B. Regret Bound Analysis

The regret, defined in (34), can be partitioned into two
components, denoted as R}4 and Ri\, which are outlined as
follows:

Ry

n— lsfk+1

O D AR ACENEN )

k=0 t= T”
ns— 1§fk+1

o(t
By, Y @) 50
k=0 t=%*
k+1
R
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Here, o(t) = iy, for T <t< Tf}fﬂ.

The component R, characterizes the regret arising from
the sub-optimality of the feedback policy generated by the
algorithm. In contrast, the term Ri\ gauges the regret attributed
to estimation error of the minimum mode-dependent dwell
time. To establish an upper bound for R, we adopt a
decomposition approach similar to that found in [7], while
also incorporating considerations for controlling state norm
growth. For the latter term, we rely on the insights derived
from Theorem [3

To establish an upper bound for the regret, we introduce the
event 6’;5; (Z) which is defined as follows:

g@f; (I) = {Hgflz and
Elx] x| Fi1] < Xi for TP <t < T8 1

Tk+1
(51
This event contains the collection of confidence ellipsoids
updated until time T’ using which we designed the feedback
gain and the minimum mode-dependent dwell time, subse-
quently upper-bounding the expected state norm, which is
also included in the event. The value of X, is determined
according to (43) during the execution of the mission following
the prescribed sequence 7.
Theorem 4: Suppose Assumptions [l and 2 holds, then
Algorithm [ achieves the expected regret of O(]M|\/ns) with
probability at least 1 — 4.

VIl. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose an algorithm that guarantees safe
switching with minimum cost in a scenario where switch
sequences are revealed in an online fashion. Our algorithm
is based on the Optimism in the Face of Uncertainty (OFU)
principle, which integrates system identification, control, and
dwell-time design procedures. By utilizing constructed confi-
dence sets for parameter estimates, we develop a strategy to
accurately estimate the minimum dwell time. Furthermore, we
prove that our proposed algorithm achieves an expected regret
of O(JM|y/ns), compared to the case when all parameters are
known, where ns represents the total number of switches and
|M]| is the number of mode candidates. A possible extension
for this work involves a setup in which the decision of the next
mode to switch becomes an integral part of the strategy design.
For instance, the LQ formulation of the problem discussed
in [21] has the potential to jointly design both the timing
and selection of the next mode, aiming to identify the most
effective actuation mode with minimal regret.
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APPENDIX |
FURTHER ANALYSIS

In this section, we dig further and provide proofs, rigor-
ous analysis of the algorithms, properties of the closed-loop
system, and regret bounds.

A. Notes on (k,~)- stability

To get a better sense for (k,7)- stability, we provide
illustrations of the proof of Lemma B.1 by [5]. For any linear
system traditionally defined by pair (A, B), the stabilizing
policy K is (k,y)- stabilizing. The closed loop system is stable
if p(A+ BK) =1— where 0 < v < 1. If we define matrix
Q = (1 —~)"Y(A+ BK), then Q is stable if there exists a
positive definite matrix P such that

Q'PQ=P. (52)

It is also trivial that when @ is stable, (A + BK) is also
stable.

From (32) one can write

(A+ BK)"P(A+ BK) =< (1 —7)?P. (53)

Pre and post multiplying both sides of (33) by P~% and
P? yields

L'L=<(1-7)>% (54)
where L = P2 (A+ BK)P~=. Then defining H = P~ %, one
can write

HLH !'= A+ BK. (55)

Setting the condition number of P~3 to Kk, 1.e.,
|H||||H || < & and having || L|| < 1 —~ from (34) complete
proof.

It is worthy to note that this definition directly results p(A+
BK) <L <1-n.

Lemma 4: (Lemma 25 of [7]) Let X and Z denote matrices
of equal size and let Y denote a (k, ) stable matrix such that
X XYTXY +Z, then X < = Z|1.

B. Proofs of Section[l

Proof of Corollary
Proof:

Considering that Program 1 is a minimization problem
linear in 7;,, it attains its minimum at the equality condition
of (13). Utilizing a similar, albeit simpler, approach as shown
in the proof of Theorem 2l we can establish that when a
system at time ¢ starts actuation in mode ¢ using a stabilizing
policy K;x and is subsequently informed of the next mode-
to-switch, denoted as 741 to actuate with another stabilizing
policy Kj;,,,, the duration of actuation in mode i, denoted
as 7;,, must satisfy the following condition:

1n[)(Kik,Kik+1) —+ Tik 111 (1 — ﬁ(Kz ))
—l—ln/‘?(Kik,KikJrl) <In)y

or equivalently

Tiv > _1nﬁ(Kik’Kik+1) + 1ni¥(Kik7Kik+1) - lny' (56)
In (1—-7(K;,))
where
] AHk,) APriy,,)
W(Ki ) = ”7’67 p(Kik7Kik+1) = )\THI)
( Kik) —( Kik
_ X(Pxk, ) _ ,
X(K;,,Ki )= ——2 Hg, =Q"+K, R*K,
( k k+1) A(PK%JFI) K% Q b k
(57)
then again similar to the proof of Theorem we have
E[Vik+1 ((t + Tik)Jr)] <
Tig
PG Ko (1= () ) BV ()
Tik: _
(D = a(Ki)) (P, ) (58)
k=0
where by definition of Vipi((t + 7,)7) =
xE;JrTik)*PKHlx(t-i-ﬂk)Jr and Vk+1((t+7—ik)+) = ‘T;PKixtJr’

and applying Rayleigh-Ritz inequality it yields

El@fysr, y+E(etm,)+] <

_ Tik
X(sz ) Kik+1)p(Kik ) Kik+1) <1 - ﬁ(KZk)> E[I;I7t+]+

)E(Klk ) Kik+1)
(Ki,)
where we applied an upper-bound on the geometric series in

(38).

By definition of 7;, we have

2
Oy

Tik

<y<1
(59

By Ko 0Ky o) (1 (K ))
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Furthermore by applying Lemma (4] we have

2 K>
[P [+ Sea(l+k )7,

using which one can show

X(Kiy, Ky y) 5 < a? kA1 +K%)?
——— N LS s, (60)
(Kiy) af v

in which we applied the fact that Pg, = ool which holds
for i = ik,ik+1.

Observing that the policy K;, € S(0%*), we have k <
ki and v > ~Z. This indicates that we indeed fulfill the
boundedness of state immediately after a switch, as defined
in accordance with Definition [1l

Furthermore, in cases where Inp(K; K ) +
In X (K, K;,,,) < 0, it signifies that prolonging mode
i, is needless. However, our proposed scenario requires a
mandatory presence of at least one step in mode ij. Thus,
we include this condition within the definition of minimum
dwell-time.

|

Proof of Corollary
Proof: The evidence is a straightforward outcome of a
situation where the system operates in a mode with the highest
cost and longest duration. This scenario offers a robust upper-
bound for cost that can be used for any given sequence of
switches, denoted as 7. [ |

C. Primal-Dual SDP formulation of LQR

For any system O, with quadratic cost specified with () and
R, the standard LQR control problem can be reformulated into
the Semi-Definite Programming (SDP) form as follows:

minimize <Cg 2)02(@*,62,}3)

St $.0(0,,Q,R)=06,"%(0,,Q,R)0, +W

where for a given ©,, X(0,,Q, R) is the covariance matrix
of joint distribution (z,w) in steady-state with
EIEIE EIEU

E(0..Q. F) = (Em Euu>
in which ¥,,(0.,Q, R) € R™", ¥,.(0,,Q,R) € Rm*™,
and ¥,,(0.,Q,R) = YX,,(0.,Q,R) € R™" for Q €
R™*™ and R € R™*™. The optimal value is exactly average
expected cost J,(©.,Q, R) and for W > 0 (which guaran-
tees 3, > 0) the optimal policy of system K.(©.,Q,R)
can be obtained from K.(0.,Q,R) = K(X(0.,Q,R)) =
Yz (04, Q, R)X (O, Q, R). In other words, the matrix

X XKT
E(K) = (KX KXKT)
is a feasible solution for the SDP. With stabilizing

K.(0.,Q, R) the system state converges to the steady state
distribution with covariance of X = E[zzT].

The dual of this program is written as follows:

max P(O,,Q,R)eW
St <Q - P(6.,Q,R) 0) +0.P0.,Q, R0, =0 .

0 R
(62)

using its optimal solution P, (0., Q, R) we define the optimal
average expected cost as J, (0., Q, R) = P.(0,,Q,R) ¢ W.

D. Initialization Algorithm

Given a (Ko, yo)—stabilizing policy K, Algorithm 2] guar-
antees reaching to an appropriate ¢; for all i € M. The only
remaining question is the specification of the algorithm input
T¢ for each mode, to address which we first explicate the main
steps of the warm-up phase.

Algorithm 2 [22] Warm-Up Phase

1: Inputs: K¢, T¢, 9%, 8, oy, 7 ~ N(0, 205/@62]), Vi
2 set Ny = 020; %, Vi = NI Vie M

3: for i =1:|M| do

4 fort=0:T¢ do

5: Observe x;
6
7
8

Play u; = Kizy + n;

observe ;41

using u; and x; form z; and save (z,xy1) and
update the ellipsoid according to the procedure given

(63163)
9: end for
10: end for

11: Output: O¢ the center of constructed ellipsoid

1) Main Steps of Algorithm 1: In Algorithm 2] using data ob-
tained by executing control input u; = K}x; +n; (which con-
sists of linear strongly stabilizing term and an extra exploratory
sub-gaussian noise 1), a confidence set is constructed around
the true parameters of the system by following the steps of
Section [V-Bl For warm-up phase We set \; = 029° ~ and

£ =0 in (27) that results in by-time-t estimates of

Ol =V ' Z7X,. (63)

where the covariance matrix V; is constructed similar to

Section [V-Bl Recalling ||©%]|. < ¥ by assumption, a high

probability confidence set around true but unknown parameters
of system is constructed as

Ci(0) := {©" e RImHmalxn
Tr (0 - O} V(0" -0)) <7t} (64

where

) det(V:
Ty = (aw\/2nlogL(Vt)

2
saeond) /\n91>. (65)

We need following definition to specify warm-up phase dura-
tion.
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Definition 4: [22] The set N,(0,) = {© € R»+m)xn .
I© — ©. < €} for some € > 0 is (k,~y)—stabilizing
neighborhood of the system (1), if for any ©' € N,(O.),
K(©®,Q,R) is (k',~")—strongly stabilizing on the system (I))
with &’ < K.

Initialization phase, with an given initial policy K{ is carried
out for all modes to achieve an estimate ||©f — 0| < ¢; such
that it fulfills two goals.

First, it resides in (k},~)—stabilizing neighborhood. In
other words, the confidence ellipsoid C{(§) is guaranteed to
be a subset of (k{, ) —strong stabilizing neighborhood. This,
indeed, guarantees that Algorithm [I] starts with a policy as
good as the initial (k,~v§)-stabilizing one, K.

The following theorem is adopted from [22] that gives the
required duration 7} to fulfill the first goal.

Theorem 5: [22] For any mode 7 there are explicit con-
stants C} and €} = poly(ady ™ ! ok 9, v, m) such that for
a given (kb,~4)— strongly stabilizing input K¢, the smallest
time T¢ that satisfies

80 n
m (Uw [(Qn(log 3 + log(1+

300 2 i4 Ti 1/2 ) 2
%ﬁo(n + 9%k2) log 70} + \/Xﬁl)
Yo
i 2

2 QHO P2
. i 0Yw i . ~2
< mln{no ci , €0 } =€
0

égg,Qi,Ri) applied on the system O

(66)

guarantees that K(
produces (kj,~;) closed-loop system where O, is the center

of confidence ellipsoid C!.,(J) constructed by Aolgorithm
Before, describing the ’second goal, we need to find an
upper-bound on the duration of the posted problem, given
number of switches ng. The following lemma gives an upper
bound on duration of an epoch.
Lemma 5: Maximum duration for an epoch is

Ink
dw *
S 67
e = (- ) @7
where with the definition ; := \/2v; /02,
* = a. Qs d 68
" T ety T T g (6%)

Proof: The proof is straightforward. Applyrng strongly
stabilizing K on the system with initial state x,, guarantees
the boundedness of state trajectory as follows:

thH < 51(1 - ’71)15 t[)”xt()” + 7 tﬁéa<

Jwsl[.  (69)

The proof is completed by noting that the worst mode after a
switch is the less suppressive one, i.e., the one with k; = Kk*.

|
The second goal is that the estimate ©f satisfies ||©f —
OL|| < & where &A%, < 1and A\, = max,, 77, Where

TS are start of epochs. In Corollary 5 of [5] it is shown that
if nerd > poly(n, v, 9", a5, 05", ko, 7y 5 log(6~1)) with

T n2y2191. nsngwaac
Ty = 0(5—110\/ (neTdw ) log? ——mat) (70)
Qyoy,

time steps we fulfill the second goal.

To put all in nutshell, to achieve an initial estimate @6 such
that ||©f — ©%|| < min{é;, &} = ¢; we need to run warm-up
algorithm for T time steps that satisfies (66) and (ZQ).

We can relax the assumption of having an initial stabilizing
K by adapting the results of [26] and [30]; however we prefer
to stick to this assumption and be more focused on presenting
the core contribution of the paper, learning mode-dependent
minimum dwell time.

E. Stability Analysis

We first need the following lemmas as required ingredients
to prove Theorem [I] and afterward Theorem

Lemma 6: (Perturbation Lemma [7]) Let X and A be
matrices of matching sizes and let AAT < V=1 for positive
definite matrix V. Then for any P > 0 and p > r(1 +
2| X[[[V['/2). we have

—u|| PV < (X +A)TP(X + A) < p|P|l. VL
Proof: The proof follows the same steps of Lemma 24 in
[7] with only the difference in p definition, which is slightly
different than the one of [7]. This is due to the fact that unlike
[7], we have not normalized our confidence ellipsoid. |
Lemma 7: (Lemma 16 in [7 ]) Assume at time 7, a switch
to mode ¢ occurs. Let p; > 77 (1 + 29; v . )”1/2) and
i) = (dvipi /oo T (Thrs holds true by rationale il-
lustrated in Theorem [I). Let X(O Tq,QZ,RZ) be the primal
relaxed SDP solution of and let P(@iq, Q', R") denote

the solution of dual relaxed SDP (32). Then Em(é;q, Q! RY)
is invertible and

P©.,Q \R)=Q +K' (6! Q" RR'K(©
+ (A} + BiK (6% ,Q",R")) T P(6L ,Q", R")x
(AL + B! K(0!,Q",R") — | P(6 ,Q", )| x

I I i
(K(éiq,Qi,Ri)> 1%& m(Tq) (K(éiani,Ri))

where (Af.q,éf.q)T = é;q and K(éiq,@i,Ri) =
Sur (0L, Q' RNE,1OL, Q' RY).
Proof of Theorem [I]
Proof:
First we need to find a p; such that pu; > Tiq(l +
2191'HV7;(7_Q)”1/2), we denote it by ji.° which is defined as
follows:

LLQLRY)

(71)

rt (14 2191‘”‘/1:1(7(1)”1/2) <

nl(Tq)
(1 +20;(ni(rg) + 1| Y 2

k=1

iTo° r
0y ) =p; (72)
where 7% is O(log(n;(7,))) considering the definition of ¢;.

In the second inequality we apply the fact that A} < n;(7,)
considering the definition given for )\Z'Tq below.
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Applying the perturbation Lemma [6] in (71) of Lemma [7]
yields

P@©.,Q . R)=Q +K"(6: Q" R)R'K(®. Q" R’)
+ (A +BIK(OL Q' R)) PO ,Q",R")x
(A. + BLK(O%,Q', R") — 2i1;" | P(6%,, Q", R) .
! Vi ! ' 73
K@ ,Q\’)) Ym0 \ K@, QR 73
Recalling the dual formulation (32) and the fact v; > J:
one can write

vi > J.> PO ,Q R eW > (Q 0

0 Rz) oW 2 aéai

which clearly shows that v;/afo? > 1.
Now we let A\ = 4y;fi;*/abo? and together with

|P(6%,,Q" R)|. < vi/o2, and the fact that V! ) > A1
Vt it yields
i 2
B A~ . . . | _ Y aOO'w
iPGlu l,Rl *Vl_ Sz_ ¢
H || ( Tq Q )H n;(7q) M UU% 4]/1'“1
i 1 2 7
< iy 0% p = 201 (74)

02 dvifi; 4

plugging (74) together with the assumptions Q¢, R* > oI
into (3) yields,

Ai i i b aph 1 Ai i i Ai i i
P(G'ran 7R) > 7‘[—’— 7K (Grqu 7R )K(erqu 7R)
+ (A + BIK(OL ,Q",R"))"P(L Q" RY)
x (A. + BIK(©} ,Q', RY)). (75)
O%Z% that
|P(OL , Q" RY)|| < % (which implies x; > P(O! ,Q", R') <
—2 w B
A,

o2

it holds true that

the fact

Defining x; = and using

. S 1 . . o
PO ,Q" R") - 5046] < (1-r;)P(OL,,Q", R") (76)
From (73) and (Z6) one has:
P01, Q1 R (A, + BLK(6),, Q' R)) T x
P(éiqv Qia RZ)(A* + BiK(é:q ) in Ri))Pil/Q(éi—qv in Rl)
(17

Hi =P'*@©. Q"R
L. t' =P~'2(0] Q" R)(A. + BLK(6],,Q" R"))
P27, Q' R

TD) leads ||LE || < /1 —r;? <1—1/2k;2

Furthermore, (73) results in P(@iq,Qi,Ri) >
%EKATl(égq., Q. R)K(OL,Q",R') which together with
HP(G:—WQZ?RZ)” < imply ”K(G:—quzle)H < Ki. No

2
Uw

need to mention that in an epoch, for any ¢ € [rg, Tg41],
K(0,,Q" R") = K(@;q,Ql,Rl). .
This 2l < +/vi/oZ and
HH;'qle < ,/%. So, our proof is complete and
0

K(éiqv in Ri),s are (K”ia 71)_

automatically yields

strongly stabilizing. [ ]

F. Minimum Dwell Time

Before providing proof of Theorem[2] we need the following
Lemma.

Lemma 8: [7] For mode 1 starting g—th epoch at 7,
P(6L,,Q" R') X P(OL,Q", R") <P(O} ,Q",R") + X},
(78)
where
i 2“?#? Ai i pi
T T —HP(G)Tqu Rl
() i ) |
K(6:,,Q RY)) " M) \K(O] Q" R
holds true.
Proof of Theorem

Proof: Let the system actuate in the mode ¢ within an
epoch starting at time 7, and ending at 7,4 . Then for any
t € 14, Tq+1], we designate the potential Lyapunov function
as follows:

Vi(t) =z P(OL,,Q", Rz, (80)

where P(éf.q, Q', R?) is the solution of relaxed dual program
(32) for mode i, computed by n;(7,) number of data. Notably,
this solution is both positive definite and radially unbounded.
Also, by applying Rayleigh-Ritz inequality one can write

A(P(é:-qaszRl))E[I:ItLthl] S
E[Vi(t)|Feo1] < X(P(O%,Q", R))E[z] x| F—1].  (81)

by martingale difference properties of process noise we have

EWVi(t+ 1)|F] — Vi(t) =

o (AL + BIK(©} ,Q",R"))TP(6 ,Q", R")x

(AL + BLK(©},,Q", R)z+

Elw/ PO, Q" R)wi1|Fi] — 2 P(O ,Q", Rz, (82)

Now, using (Z3) one can write,

P(éiqv Qiu Rl) - Qi - KT(éiqv Qiu Rl)RZK(é:—qv in RZ)+

2uil| P(©5,, Q" RY)].
-

I L
(K(é;,, Q') Ri)) Vo) <K<ég ,I@i, Ri>> =
(AL+ BLK(O!,Q',R") P(O] ,Q, R')x
(AL+ BLK(0%,Q', R")).
Substituting which in (82) yields

(83)
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E[V;(t +1)|F] = Vi(t) <
— 2/ H(CL, (0)m + A(P(OL,,Q", R))W  (84)
in which,

H(CL, (9) =
Q'+ K" (6L Q' RR'K (6! ,Q',R")—
2" (| P(O%,, Q", RVl

! Vil ! ' 85
<K(éiq,Qi,Ri)> ni(ry) (K(éiq,Qi,Ri)) (8

It is noteworthy that (83) can be easily computed using
confidence ellipsoid C, (d).
Observing that

E[EV;(t + 1)|F]| Fi-1] =
holds true and the fact that
E[H(CL, (6))|Fi-1]

EVi(t+1)|7]

= H(C;, (9))
and
E[P(6},.Q", R)| Fia] = P(65,.Q", R").
are true for all ¢ > 7, we can rewrite (84) as follows
EVi(t + 1)|F] — EVi(¢)| Fr-1] <
—A(H(Ciq(&)))E[thxAFt_l] +A(P(OL Q' R))dZ
(86)
combining which with §I) gives
E[Vi(t + 1| F] — EV;(t)|Fe-1] <

A(H(CE, (9)) | o
- X(P(égqj@ij RY)) E[V;(t)|Fi-1] + A(P(©

L QL RY)al
87)
which can be briefly rewritten as follows:

EVi(t+1)|F] <

(1 n(e2,00) )ED01Fs] +3(P(O1,. Q' RY)o
(88)
where
(€, 0) = =20 0D
A(P(@;q,QZ,RZ))
By carrying the inequality (88) through an epoch cycle,

starting from 7,7, (iust prior to the next switch time) and

propagating back to 7' (immediately after the current switch
time), we arrive at:

(89)

E[VZ (Tq_Jrl) |‘F7'q+1*1] <

(1-nen) " B EDIE

Tq+1

>

k=74+1

k—7q—1 L ) )
(1-nez o)) " X(P@:.Q )L @0

Suppose the system, after being in mode i at time 7441,
switches to mode j. In this context, we introduce teh following
candidate Lyapunov function for mode j:

V;(t) =/ P(©! ,Q, R, 1)
Then one can establish
E[Vl( 7+ )|]:Tq+1 1] >
(P( :Lr ))E[x7—;+1x7'q+1|]:‘rq+1*1] >
AP <éTq,Q , RY)
EVi (1)1 Frysa—1] (92)

X(P(©1,Q1, Ri))
where in the first and second inequalities we applied (81).

By defining

X(P(6,,Q7, RY)))
A(P6L Qi RY)
and combining (©2) with the left hand side of (Q0) yields

p(C;,(8),C3 (6)) := (93)

E[VJ (T(;’:F:l)|f7-q+171] <

p(C 0.2, 0) (1-n(CL, ) EMEIF

Tq+1

>

k=74+1

kf‘rqfl_ . ) )
<1 (i, (5))) NPO! Q' R0 O4)
Now applying (81) yields

Blzle @i |[Frn-1] < p(C7,(0),C1,(0)X(Cs,(5),C2,(5)

Ta+1

) Tq+1—Tq
<1 — n(C;q (5))) E[I;+Irj|f7q*1]+

Tg+1

>

k=74+1

. k—7q—1 ) )
(1-nlc@)) e, Gneloned 09

where

PO, Q' RY))
A(P(61,,Q7, RY)

The boundedness of the second term on the right hand side
of (93) follows by following argument. Recalling the definition
of H(C%, (9)) as provided in (83), and taking into consideration
(Z3), along with the fact that P(éiq, Q!, RY) = 0, this leads
to the conclusion that P(éiq, Q', R") = H(CL (9)), resulting
in 7(CL (6)) < 1. Also by stability condition (74) it is
straight forward to notice 77(C%, (6)) > 0. This ensures that the
sum of the geometric series 1 — n(Ciq (5)) remains bounded.
Moreover, in conjunction with X(P(éf.q,@i,Ri) < v;/o2,
the boundedness of the second term on the right-hand side of
(©3) is guaranteed.

In order to manage the growth of the expected state norm,
the following condition needs to hold for a user-defined Y < 1:

X(C (6),4,(6)) =
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p(CL (8),C3 (8))X(CL (8),€3. (8)) (1 — n(CL (8) " < ¥
(96)

which is done by requiring 73, := Tq+1 — T4, denoted as
the dwell time of the epoch starting at time 7,, meets the
condition:

In p(C1, (4), €2, (6)) + I X(C, (9). €1, (5) —In
In(1-— n(C;'q(5)) '

o7)

Note that when

In p(CL, (6), CL, (6)) + In X(CE, (6),CL, (5)) < InY

it indicates a benign situation where there is no necessity to
prolong mode ¢ and a subsequent switch can occur quickly.
However, since it is mandatory to spend a minimum of one
second in each mode, we set forth the minimum mode-specific
dwell time as follows:

i {1 _lnp(qu-q (5)7@; (0)) +In X(qu (5)7@“1 (9) —InY
| In (1 (C5, (9))

(98)
which completes the proof. ]
Proof of Lemma [3]

Proof:

Our first step involves determining a lower bound for
n(Ciq (6)). This can be derived as follows: Given the definition
of H(C%, (9)) according to equation (83), we can conclude that

H(CE,(0) 2 ao(1 +#%) = 252 (14 #%) = (1 + A7)

in which we applied (Z4). Consequently, following the defini-
tion of 7(C% (4)), one can write

. N(14+k2)  (1+s2) _ 1 _ 1
n(C;,(0) 2 2" = > > =
.02 = T CRTE
X(C(0),¢0 (8) < =20 <2 x, (99)

q q % at]) 0

where the last inequality of both expression hold by definitions
max;e|pm| ki =: Ky and of ] < Q', R < of1 forall i € [M].

Let’s begin by providing the proof for the first statement of
the lemma. We start with equations (@3) and (96), which yield
the following result:

E[qutl:vT;wa_l] < VE[& ] a4 | Frmalt+

Tq+1 k—7q—1 ) )
> (1-ae@)) e o)
k=14+1
1 &
<VE@! @ +|Fra] + 202 < (101)
T Te n(C:,(9) <4
VE[e] @ | Fryoa] + #2002 < (102)
q a ao
VE& 2+ |Fry 1] + 62102 (103)
Tq q ab

inwhich, we have used an upper boundary of 1 /n(Ciq (6))
on the summation of a geometric series, considering the fact
that 0 < 7(Ci (6)) < 1 then applied @9). Moreover, we
employed the inequalities X(P(éiq,@i,Ri)) < v'/o? and
AP(©7,,Q7, RI) > o? /2. Subsequently, we applied (99).
These steps together constitute the completion of the proof
for the first part of the lemma.

To prove the second and third components of the lemma,
we proceed as follow

Recalling definition of kth  switch time 7 =
Zs;é [r}%*'], and employing (93), we propagate from
7, back to the initial time ¢ = 0. We use the intermittent
variables 7, and X, defined in (99), and apply gemoetric
series bound on the summation of (1 — 7)) which results in

k—1
X
Elo] 24| Froo] < V¥agmo + —0f D Y™

*

(104)

m=1

Moreover, for any instant ¢ falling within the epoch initiated
at 7, and involving action in mode j, the application of (88)
along with a similar analogy to (O0) enables us to formulate:

E[V;(6)|Fi-1] <

(1 - (6))) EW ()| Fr ]t

>

m=1i+1

k—1p—1
(1 - <a>>) (P61, Q) B)o?
(105)

which yields to

t—Tg
Biof ol Fooa] <2 (1-0(C40) ) Blaly s 17

X.
+n—:ai.

(106)

Now by combining (I04) and (IQ8) for 7, < t < 71 We
summarize
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t—Tk
Bz, z¢|Fio1] < YFk2 (1 —n(Cl (5))) g To+

1 &2
1+ Lol <
( 1_y) U
2 ) A?
Vet an + =505k (107)

which completes proof of the second part. The third part
directly follows by the second part.
|

G. Minimum Mode-dependent Dwell-Time Estimation
Error

In this subsection, we give an upper-bound for dwell time
estimation error [7,7,]- — 7./, which is used for the regret
bound analysis.

Proof of Theorem

Proof:

proof of part (a)

The most pessimistic upper limit on the error in estimating
the minimum mode-dependent dwell time [Tm alr, — 7+ occurs
when the type of switch is benign according to Deﬁnition In
such a case, 7.’ reaches its lowest value of one. Consequently,
we directly bound the minimum mode-dependent dwell time
itself. This result can also be applied to prove part (b) of the
proof.

By Lemma [§] for mode i we can write

(PO, Q' R)) < X((P( Q"R +x7,)
<X\(P(© QZ RY)) +X(x%,)
< K2A(P(OL Q" R)) +X(x},)

(108)

where in the second inequality we applied Weyl’s inequality
and in the last inequality we applied

AP LR =
(P(©r AL < e =gl (109)
A( ( TanZaRZ)) a0/2
By dividing both sides of (I08) by A(P(é:.q,@i,Ri)) and
noting that A(P(é;q, Q', R")) > /2 one can write:
P(&I QI R .
( (9, @ 1) §n$+3ix(x;q).
(P(@quaQZ,RZ)) Qg
Now, we have
Inp(C. (6), G2, (6)) +n X (CL (6),C3. (5)) =
A(P(©7,,Q\R)) | (PO, Q" R)) _
"XP@,. QL RY) A(P(éiq,Qj,Rﬂ) -
2 _, . .
(2 () + (s + () =
0

2 9 _
——A(x;,)) + ki In (14 QQjA(Xiq))

70 340
(111)

A (110)
A

Q|[\>

o

Inx?1n (1 +

Now considering the definition of minimum dwell time and
the fact that 7)(C% (6)) > 1/k7 one can write:

—in(1—n(CL (6)) > —=In(1 - 5;?). (112)
which yields to
[ng]rq -7 <
[l < (113)
Do Z]lnli —I—ln( _(Xf_q))—ln)}
—ln(l —K; )
that completes the proof. [ ]

Following lemma gives an statement to be used in the regret
bound analysis section.
Lemma 9: The following statement holds true.

242 2 N
.. . In il K2a /\(Xf' )
' U< Y V% 7 er
[de]Tq T —ln(l — Ks 2) + _Z —ln(l - n;Q)
5=1,]
(114)
Proof:

The proof directly comes from the following useful inequal-
ity

ln(l—i—:v)g , for x> 0.

T
Vit

H. Regret Bound Analysis (Proof of Theorem[4))

Recalling (30) to bound the first term R}, we start with
upper-bounding the regret in the epoch starting with k"
switch, i.e., 7, <t < T. For the sake of brevity of notations,
we let s1 := Tk, S2 1= Tk, ¢ := ik, and j := ix4+1. Then the
regret of actuating in the corresponding epoch is written as
follows:

Tre—1
Rovs, = Y (¢ — J.(01, Q1 RY))
t Tk
where
¢ =1/ (Q+K"(0,,Q"  RNR'K(O.,Q" R"))x,

(115)

as the algorithm commits to a fixed policy during the epoch.
Given that J.(0%,Q",R") = P(O%,Q" R') e 021, and
PO, ,Q" R") < P(O.,Q", R") (see Lemma 19 in [7]) it
yields

J.(0L, Q" RY) > o2 ||P(O%,, Q" R)|.
On the other hand, by {Z3) we have

(116)
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QZ+KT(93k,Qi RYR'K(OL Q" R') <
P(eL,,qQ', )~

(A.+BLK(OL Q" R")TP(O, ,Q", R")x
(A-+B.K (0L,.Q", R))+

20| P(O%,, Q" R')||. %

-
I I
i iy ) Vinitr T A V)]
< ( Tk7Q R)) 1( k)< ( Tk7Q R))
Combining the above inequalities results in
Rerume < R"'k Tk RTk Tk ,R’Tk Th RTk Th
Ek ! . .
R‘Fk Ty Z < P(@;’Zankszk)fEt—
t=Tg
I:+1P(®ZT’Z,QikvRik)ItH)lgt
Tr—1 . .
Rg:‘zk = Z (Wlflp(@iiank?Rzk)wt)lgt
t=T}
Tp—1 _ _
Rif:% = Z <th-|-1P(@zTZaQZkaR%)wt+1—
t=T
PO, @ ). e
Tr—1 du; i
Ris, = Y 2P (Vi )l (118)

t=71 w

It is worthy to note that in the terms mentioned above, we do
not specify the mode index as it is known from the context.i.e.,
for an epoch starting at 7 the corresponding mode is i, €
1:= {io, il, ceey ’L'nfl}.

Furthermore, recalling Ri\ definition we can write

Tk+171

g cit =
t=%}
Tk+1—1

=Ty

R‘Ik Th41 + R‘Ik Th41

Tk41— 1
RTk Thel Z (I:P(G:{’Q%’R%)It_
t=%}
z) (A¥ + BEE(0%, Q" R™)TP(OL,, Q" R™)x
(A% BiK(éi@,Qik,Rik))xt> lg, (119)
Th+1—1 _ _ _
gk Tk+1 - Z 2:u’zk||P 63'25Q1k5R1k)||*
t=%p

}
N 1 1
(K(Gi’;,Qi’“,Ri’“)) o
(120)

( Si Ii i)vikn'lﬁ)
K(@TJ:C’Qk,Rk) i(Tk

in which we applied (Z3).

By this decomposition, now the regret (30) is upper-bounded
as follows:

ns—1

Re <E(Y. Rile,
k=0
ns—1

Z R‘Ik Tk+1

RTk fk +RT;C ik +RTk ik]

Sk Tk+1]

Now we need to bound each term individually. First we

show that E[Y" " R12.. ] =0 and E[Y_1" ' R3¢ ] = 0.
Lemmas pr0V1des for these claims.
Lemma 10: On event &,
ns—1
Z R2..,] = (121)
holds true.
Proof:
ns—1s,—1 ) .
B[ Y (@ POL,Q" R )w)le) =
k=0 t=s1
ns—1 sz3—1 ) .
DB (wl POF, Q" R™*)a) g, | Fra] =
k=0 t=s1
ns—1 - ) . so—1
Y P(O%.Q™ R*)eE[ Y (w1zi)le, | Fia] =
k=0 t=s1
ns—1 . ) . so—1
> P(O%,Q", R™) e E[(wyx:)le,|Fia] =0
k=0 t=s1
(122)

Note that the second equality holds because P(O% , Qi R'*)
is JFi—1 measurable. The last equality holds because x
and wy4; are independent and w4 ; is martingale difference
sequence, i.e., [ws41|Fs] =0 forall s =0,1,...,¢. [ |

Lemma 11: It holds that

ns—1

Z Rsl 52 -

(123)
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Proof:

ns—1sa2—1

E[Z Z (w1 PO, Q™ R™* w1 —

k=0 t=s1
ol | P(O%, Q% R™")||.)1e,] =
ns—1 so—1 _ _
Z E[Z (ngp(ezﬁank’R%)th—
k=0 t=s1
ol || P(OF, Q™ R™)||.)1e, | Fr] =
ns—1 sa—1
Z (E[Z (wz‘rlp(ggivQZkvRZk)wH-l)lftlfk—l]_
k=0 t=s1
5271 ) )
B[y (02178}, Rl )1e 7ol ) =
t=s1
ns—1 . . so—1
Z ( (@éﬁleklek) 'E[Z (wipwis1) L, | Fro1]—
k=0 t=s1
s2—1 . .
B[S (o270}, )] s Foca]) <
t:S1
ns—1

> IIPOF, Q™ R
Sg—l

Z E[(WL1Wt+1 -

t:S1

o21)1g,|Fi-1] =0 (124)

where, we applied Fj_; measurablity of P(©%,Q, R*)
in the last equality and in the last inequality we applied the
property A e B < || A||.|| B]|«- |

Lemma 12: It holds that

ns—1
§ Rsl 52 —_

Proof: We have

[xgxo] + 2kt 2s)
O-(AJ

52—1

1 E
Rsl 1S9 T
t—51

( TPO! Q' R)a—

o PO QR >wt+1)1gt

Qi7Ri)$S1 _xT ( 51762Z RZ)xSQ

817

~ e @

5272

Z (‘T;FP( 517Ql Rl)xt _‘T;FP( 517Ql
t=s1+1

=, P(@Z

817

N O}lst

Q', Rz, — 2] P(O!,Q", Rz,
(126)

by telescoping. By applying (I26) and taking into account
the definitions T and 7 it implies

ns—1
Z RTk Tk
ns 1
Z( Elof, PO, Q" R o, | Fi,

k=0
+E[z;, (@;';C,Qik , R, |f7k1]) (127)

Case A: Contraction Case ) < 1
For this case we, by applying @2} it yields

ns—1 ns—1
Z RT;C ik < Z [ (eiinZkale)xTJka*l]
k=0
y ns—1
< 0—2 Elz! @, | Fro-1] (128)
W k=0
ns—1
Z RY ) (129)
By @3) we have

¢(C7,(0).C1, (ONW = E[Vi(ryfi1)| Frr—1]—

p(CL (8),C1, <6>>(1 —n(Ci, @)) T RG]

Based on the dwell-time design the following inequality

s 0.c0)(1-neon) <

holds if 7441 — 74 . Therefore for any 7 < [wa]

2 [wa]
C(CE (). CL )W > BV, (7 )| Frpy ] -

[TJQ]TQ
Pl (0.4, 0) (1-n(e,0)) T EWIF ]2
E[VJ‘(Tg:Ll)LFﬂﬁl*l]_

9(€2,0).¢2,0) (1= (€4, 6) ) V()7 120

Also, by definition we have

E[Vzk 1(52 )|]:k 1 1] =
E[P(6-4, Q" R ) o [x )z ]| F sy
2

and similarly
E[Vik (Sllg)l}—s’f—l] = E[ (GéﬁinkvRik) b
<[4 15, ([30) implies
[$;571$S§—1]|fslzc—l_l]+

[‘/I:S’fxs’f]']:skfl] < C(Ciq(é),Cf_q(é))W
(131)

[x;rkxs’fH]:s’f—l]'
Now noting that s& — s¥ <
_E[P( l’; 11,Qlk 1 RZk 1)

E[P (92’1762““,1‘3“‘) .
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By summing up the right hand side of (131 over the switch
sequence we have

i j Ve 4
C(CTq (6)76%1 (5))W S E[i* (132)
which follows by similar analysis, carried our for Lemma 3

Now it is straight forward to see

. . Vs
E[P(0%,Q", R") ¢ [zq z0]|Fo-] < —5Elzg 20| Fo-]

=5
(133)

that completes the proof.
|
To bound the term E[3_7> " R2 .| we need the following

lemma.
Lemma 13: Let the matrix M be positive definite and let z;
be a Fy-measurable vector, if Y2;% B[z M ~'z|F 4] <1

then

S2
Z Elz] M~ 2| Fi1] <
t=s1
det (M + 372 Elze2
(5315, Bl (134)
det(M)
Proof: Following statement holds true by determinant
properties

-
Fi
2log s 17 1])

det (M + > Elze2] | Fi1]) =

t:sl

EP)
det(M)det (I + M=% " Elzz] |Fr 1 )M~

t=s1

1/2) _

det(M)(1 + Z E[z,

t:sl

M_lztlj:t—l])

which results in

S2
].Og(]. + Z E[Z;M712t|ft_1]) =
t=s1
10 det (M —+ 2:2:5 [ZtZt |]:t 1])
& det(M)
If Y272 E[z M~'z|F; 1] <1 then applying the inequal-
ity x < 2log(1 + «) which holds true for 0 < z < 1, one can
write:

S2
Z Elz] M~ 12| Foq] <
t=s1
det (M + Z:is E[ZtZ;q]:t,l])
2 log
det(M)
| |
Lemma 14: On event &; it holds
ns—1
Z RE (135)

Proof: Recall the deﬁnltlon of fi;* given by (72) where
74 denotes switch time. For the sake of simplicity in notation,
we slightly abuse the notation and let the parameter to be

defined ji¥ where k is index of the k-th switch. Since the al-
gorithm is off-policy and the control is designed by confidence
ellipsoid, constructed by data gathered before starting current
epoch, then E[i¥ | F;-] = E[@} |Frx_1] = ii¥ . The second
equality holds because the last update-time of ji¥ is at least
two epochs back. Now, one can write

ns—1
§ Rsl 52 -

ns— 152 1

4V1 /'L’L i -1
Z Z — 5 knik(sl)zt)lf,‘t] =
k=0 t=s1
ns—1sa—1
4y; ,ul ;
Z Z — TV’“ (sl)Zt)l,s,HMZ | =
k=0 t=s;
ns— 14 /14
E[Z ;.2 = Vkak(ﬁ)].
k=0 w
5271 -
E[Y (2 2) e Felliil 1 =
t=s1
ns—1 _k s9—1
v BEE |
Z % [V k”hk(sl)] ]E[Z (Ztht)ng]-"tfl] =
k=0 “ t=s1

ns—1 _ k1 s2—1
v, Elpig, ] i1
> T > E[ZEV by (s))71e | Fima ] (136)

k=0 w t=s1
By Vi nip (s1) % = Ak ' I, we have
So— 1
D E[EVE o)alelFia] <
t=s1
So— 1
k Z Zt Zt1$t|]:t71]-
7Ak t=s1

Considering the fact that E[z,' 2; F;_1] is bounded for s; <
t < sy — 1 then Ak 2 VE[2] zile, | Fioa] is O(s2 — s1).
However, since )\k is of O(y/n;, (s1)) by definition, with
long enough sw1tch sequence there exists k’'—switch with
corresponding time time ¢’ such that O (n;(t')) = O((73%,)?)
and for k > k'’ the following inequality holds

Sgl
T LE

lkt 51

where s; > t/. The inequality (I37) in deed fulfills the
condition for Lemma [I3] Therefore for all modes i € Z and
S1 Z t/

(2 241, | Fia] <1 (137)

52—1
Z E[ZJE[VZS(SI)]ZJ&|ft71] <
t:S1
det (E[V?,, (s
2log (—e (V. 2)])> (138)
det (E[Vznl(sl)])
holds where
5271
E[Vlm(&)] = E[Vlni(sl)] + Z E[Z;Ztlftu:t_l}.
t=s1
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The inequality (I38) implies that for ¢ > ¢’ the left hand is not
O(sa — s1) anymore which assures achieving better regret.
Now, we proceed with decomposing (136) as follows:

ns— 147/1 ‘u —7 89—1 .
Z — Q2 Z E nik(sl)]zt1€t|ft—1] =
k=0 t=s1
I
m’'—1 —1 sp—1
4V1' E i
Z % Z E[ 2 B[V ( 1)]ztlgt|ft_1} +
k=0 w t=s1
ns—1 So—1
vy Bl ] - ;
k02 ) Z [z E[V*™,, (sl)]2t1£t|]:tf1]
k=m/' w t=s1
s

(139)

We upper bound the terms individually. For the term I'; we
have

K —1 so—1
I, < Z al Z E[z zile,|Fim1] <
k=0 t=s1
k-1 so—1
Z 204” 2 Z IE xt LL‘tlgt|]:t 1] <
t=s1
k’—l

Z 20/’%2 alsy —s1) =
2204 2XnZ

) <2M|X mz}a{caom ni(t))
i€l

where in the first inequality we applied V' n: (51) <

1/)\n”“I and the definition of )\1 . In the second in-
equality, we used the fact that on the event &, 2z =

I d g 2 < 92k,;2
K(@:’_q,Qi’Ri) Iy an || K(@:‘_q,Qi,Ri) || S 4R

since k; > 1, i.e.,

E(z zile,|Fio1] < 267E[2) 24| Foi ] (140)

In the third inequality we applied Lemma [3 with o defined
as follows:

o = KEE[xg xo| Fo-] + kEW. (141)
The equality holds because
K —1
Z S92 — 1) Z n;(t (142)
k=0

€L

by definition.
Now we proceed to upper-bound I's. For k& > k' thanks to

the fulfilment of (I37), which is condition of Lemma [13] it
yields

(E
¢ (E

)

ns—1 k—
8 A Efuk det
', < E yk0£uzk]l (
det

m)
k=K’ w E )
ns—1 i
Sv.E[ul® ] ( B[V, (s2) ))

< —r = log i (143)

UE) k:Zk/ (E V’Lk Tig 51) )
where E[u?* | = max;ez E[u?* ], which is given by (146).

Moreover,

2% et (IE Vie,,
det (E N, (T) ) )
log ( : (144)
lEZ'M det (E[Vznl(t ,)])

in which we opened up the summation and re-arranged the
terms based on the modes and afterwards, we applied the
property log 7 + log% = log % for each mode’s terms.
Conclusively, we have

8*
r, < 22

( det( [Vlm( )])
det E Vlni(tm,)])

Zl

€M

> (145)

where 7' is minimum expected time to accomplish mission.

Note that in (I43), the summation of logarithmic terms are

order of O(|M]log(|M|+/ns)) given the fact that T is of
O(|M]y/ns) by Theorem [3]

Furthermore, for any i € M one can write:

E[ui’] =

> adat 1) )] <

k=1

Ri(1+2v;(1 + 2x7a)® (146)
By definition E[u}°] = MaXie || E[u7%] where considering
the definition of 7, ). R; is O(log|M|y/ns). ni(T) < T and
by Theorem Bl T is of O(|]M|y/ns). This concludes that I'y
is of (’)(|/\/l|3/2ns4) where O absorbs logarithmic orders of
ns and |M]|.
|
It is noteworthy that the regret term I'; is imposed because
of applying off-policy type of OFU-based strategy instead of
on-policy one.

I. Upper-bounding R

Now, need to upper-bound the term R?% which is enforced
due to the learning error for estimating the mode-dependent
minimum dwell-time. Before hand we need the following
ingredients.
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ns—1 Tpy1—1

meel3 3 -
k=0 t=%
ns—1Tps1—1

B[y Y =

k=0 t=%

ns—1Tpt1—1
E[

> > (@

k=0 t=%4
KT@;:,Q%R“)R”K(ég;,czik,R“))xt]
(147)
and from (Z3) we have the following inequality
Q™ + KT(0F , Q™" R*)R*K (02 ,Q™, R*) =
P(Og,, Q" RB")+
T Ai i i
2 PO L@, R
T

1 - I
( Atk (Yix ik>Van»1(§)< Atk (Yik zk) =
KO, Q1)) Vo k(O Qi Riv)

Vik oy’ A i i A i i
I+ (I + KT(0F,, Q" R™)K(0F,, Q™. R™)) <

o
Vik ozg’“ 9
(g + 7(1 + k%)) (148)
where in the second inequality we used
A i i : i1

||P(7(?§kk7Q kaR k)” < Vik/o'z' andnbapphed Vv knik(sl) <
1/A;* I and used the definition of A ,* .

Applying the obtained bound (148) on (I47) yields

ns—1

B} < (S5 + 21+ RD)aE Y (7 —7h)
k=0
< (ﬂ + %(1 + ﬁf))aT

where T is an O(|M|y/ns) term by Theorem 3] which implies
the term R2 = O(IM|y/ns).
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