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Discounted semi-Markov games with incomplete
information on one side*
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Abstract: This work considers two-player zero-sum semi-Markov games with in-
complete information on one side and perfect observation. At the beginning, the system
selects a game type according to a given probability distribution and informs to Player 1
only. After each stage, the actions chosen are observed by both players before proceeding
to the next stage. Firstly, we show the existence of the value function under the expected
discount criterion and the optimality equation. Secondly, the existence and iterative algo-
rithm of the optimal policy for Player 1 are introduced through the optimality equation
of value function. Moreove, About the optimal policy for the uninformed Player 2, we
define the auxiliary dual games and construct a new optimality equation for the value
function in the dual games, which implies the existence of the optimal policy for Player
2 in the dual game. Finally, the existence and iterative algorithm of the optimal policy for
Player 2 in the original game is given by the results of the dual game.
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1 Introduction

The research of incomplete information repeated games originated from Aumann and
Maschler in the 1960s (see [2, 3] and references therein). Many practical interactions are
characterized by information asymmetries, the players are not fully informed the games
information, such as the details of the system and their opponents actions. Therefore,
the study of the game with incomplete information naturally arises. What Aumann and
Maschler concerned was two-player zero-sum repeated games with lack of information
on one side and perfect observation, which means that some system information or payoft
functions are announced to Player 1 only. This model leads to novel strategic issues that
cannot be adequately analyzed by focusing separately on either the uncertainty or the
long-run aspect.

The games with incomplete information have a wide application prospect, which leads
to a lot of works dedicated to generalizations of this model or close extensions of it. Let
us cite for the advances of games with incomplete information on one side. Harsanyi [14]]
introduced one-stage Bayesian games with incomplete information. Renault [29] showed
the existence of the value function in Markov chain games with incomplete information
on one side. The optimal policy typically involves a repeated revelation of information
because the state of system changes over time, see also Horner et al. [18]]. Neyman [26]
gave proved the existence of the value function and the optimal policy for all players of
the repeated games, where each state follows a Markov chain independently of actions
and at the beginning of each stage only Player 1 is informed about the information. To
analyze the optimal policy for players with missing information, the duality method is
proposed by De Meyer & Rosenberg [[11] and Laraki [23]]. Cardaliaguet [7]], Cardaliaguet
& Rainer [8] 9] studied the games with incomplete information, where the state variable
was assumed to evolve according to a stochastic differential equation, see also Griin
and Oliu-Barton [27]. For the case of non-zero-sum games, the system will be more
complex, and we refer to Hart [15], Sorin [34]], Simon, Spiez & Torunczyk [33] and
Renault 30} [31] for further reading. It is worth noting that there are also a lot of results
on the games with incomplete information on both sides, see Aumann & Maschler [2]]
and Gensbittel & Renault [12]. For more recent advances on the topic of incomplete
information games, refer to Aumann & Heifetz [1] and Mertens, Sorin & Zamir [24]).

It is well known that the transition time of discrete-time Markov games is constant,



while that of continuous-time Markov game satisfies the exponential distribution. How-
ever, in practical application, the transition time may not satisfy either of these two situa-
tions. The semi-Markov game is a generalization of a discrete-time Markov game, where
the transition time depends not only the present state and the actions chosen but also on
the next state. In this sense, more general control problems come under the purview of
the theory of semi-Markov processes than Markov processes, refer to Jaskiewicz [[19,20]],
Luque-Viésquez [23]], Mondal [25]], Puterman and Vega-Amaya [36] for further read-
ing.

However, to the best of our knowledge, there is no relevant research that considers
the semi-Markov game with incomplete information. In this paper, we focus on the two-
player zero-sum semi-Markov games with incomplete information on one side and perfect
observation. In our models, the transition mechanism is defined by the semi-Markov ker-
nels. The incomplete information on one side means that the system selects a game type
k € K with probability p, € [0, 1] at the beginning, but only announces this selection
to Player 1. Namely, Player 2 is missing this information. After each stage, the actions
chosen are perfectly observed by both players. The main feature of that interaction was
when selecting an action now, one considers not only information revealed by ones action
and its affect on future behavior of the opponent, but also its affect on the system. In the
analysis of those games with incomplete information, the main difficulty is how to char-
acterize the players’ optimal policies. Especially, how the selection of the system affect
the polices of the uninformed players and whether the uninformed players can conjecture
the selection of the system through the actions of the opponents.

The main contributions of the present paper are as follows. 1) In our incomplete in-
formation model, the sequence of states follows the transfer mechanism of semi-Markov
chain, which depends on the actions of the players. Our model generalizes the model of re-
peated games (see Aumann and Maschler [2} 3]) with incomplete information, which cor-
responds to the case identity transition matrix. Our results also generalizes the model of
zero-sum semi-Markov games. Since semi-Markov games with incomplete information
have a strong application prospect, it is of great significance to study the value function
and the constructions of the optimal policy. 2) For different players, we propose different
optimality equations, respectively. In particular, it is difficult to analyze the policy for the
uninformed players by lack of information. We develop the dual game method proposed
by De Meyer and De Meyer & Rosenberg [[11]] (see also Laraki [23]]), and then con-



struct a new optimality equation which is different from that of the original games. 3) For
the players’ optimal policies, the conclusions we get are not only the existence, but also
the effective and feasible iterative algorithms (see Algorithms [Il and 2)). In each step of
the iterative algorithms, the selection mechanism p € Z?(K) of the original game G(p)
(or auxiliary vector z € RIXl of the dual game G*(z)) needs to be recalculated according
to the historical data. Therefore, the optimal policy is historical dependent rather than
Markov. We fully believe that our analysis piques some theorists curiosity and pave the
way toward a more complex model.

As described above, the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we formally in-
troduce the model of semi-Markov games with incomplete information and the notations
used, including a basic assumption and some preliminaries. Section 3 is devoted to prov-
ing the existence of the value function (Theorem 3.4), introducing the optimality equation
(Theorem [3.1)), and giving the algorithm for the value function (Corollary 3.8). The ex-
plicit construction of the optimal policy for Player 1 (Theorem[4.T)) is proposed in Section
4, and the iterative algorithm (Algorithm 1)) of optimal policies is also given. In Section
5, we introduce the concepts of dual games, which are connected to the original games
by the dual variational formulas (Theorem [5.3). We propose a new optimality equation
of the value function in the dual game (Lemmal[3.7)) and further show the existence of the
optimal policy for Player 2 in the dual game (Theorem [5.8). Finally, a feasible iterative
algorithm (Algorithm ) of the optimal policy for Player 2 is given in the end of this

section.

2 The game model and preliminaries

Terminologies and notations. In this paper, we adhere wherever possible to the follow-
ing notations. Given a finite set E, denote by |E| the cardinality of E. Let Z(FE) be the
Borel o-algebra of E equipped with discrete topology, and &?(FE) be the set of probability
distributions on E. The set Z(E) is viewed as a subset of Rl and for p, g € R¥!, denote
by llp — qll := X lpi — qil- Hence, (Z(K),|| - ||) becomes a complete separable metric
space, see [6]]. For any i € E, ¢; denotes the Dirac measure on i. Write R, := [0, c0). Fi-
nally, if X and Y are Borel space, denote by &?(X|Y) the family of transition probabilities
(or stochastic kernels) on X given Y.

A zero-sum semi-Markov game with incomplete information model is defined by the



collection:
{K,S,(A X B), p,0C,-i,a,b),ck,i,a,b)}, (2.1)

where K is the set of game types, S is the set of states, and A and B are the set of actions of
Player 1 and Player 2, respectively. K, S, A and B are assumed to be finite and equipped
with Borel o-algebra. The probability p € Z?(K) is the law of the game type. Moreover,
the transition mechanism of the semi-Markov game is defined by the semi-Markov kernel

O, li,a,p)onR, x § given § X A X B, which is assumed that:

(1). Given any i,j € S,a € Aand b € B, Q(, jli,a,b) is a nondecreasing and right

continuous real-valued function on R, satisfying Q(O0, jli, a, b) = 0;
(i1). Foreacht € R,, Q(t, |-, -, ) is a sub-stochastic kernel on § given S X A X B;

(ii1). The limit lim,,, Q(t, |-, -, -) is a stochastic kernel on S given S XA X B, which means
Yjes lim o O(t, jli,a,b) = 1 for all (i,a,b) € S X A X B.

If actions a € A and b € B are chosen at state i, then Q(¢, jli,a, b) is the probability
that the sojourn time in state i is not greater than ¢ € R, and the system jumps into the
next state j. It is possible that j = i with positive probability. Finally, c is a real valued
function on K XS X A X B that denotes the payoff rate function and it represents the reward
rate for Player 1 and the cost rate for Player 2. Since K, S, A and B are finite sets, the
function c is bounded. Without loss of generality, c(k, i, a, b) is assumed to be nonnegative
(equivalently, bounded below). For convenience, denote

¢’ = max ck,i,a,b).
(k,i,a,b)e KXS XAXB

The rules of the semi-Markov game with incomplete information is as follows. At
the beginning, one of game type k is chosen according to p € Z(K) and informed to
Player 1 only. At the initial decision epoch #, = 0, the system stays at iy € S, and Player
1 chooses an action ay € A according to the information of iy and k, meanwhile Player
2 chooses an action by € B just according iy. The actions (ay, by) are observed by both
players. Then the system remains in iy for time #; and changes to i;. At time ¢;, Player 1
selects an action a; € A based on the game type k, (iy, ag, by) and the current state i;, while
Player 2 selects an action by € B based on (iy, ay, by) and i;. Again, the actions (a;, b,) are

observed by both players. As a consequence of those action choices, the system remains



in 7; for time #, and changes to i,. The game evolves repeatedly in the above way. The
probability p € Z(K) is a parameter in the analysis below, so the semi-Markov game
with incomplete information is denoted by G(p).

To introduce the history of the evolution of G(p), we give the probability space (or
trajectory space) which is based on Kitaev’s construction [21} 22]. Let (Q,.%#) be the

canonical measurable space that consists of the sample space
Q:=KX(SXAXBXR,)™,

and the corresponding product o--algebra .% . The elements of Q are known as trajectories
of the system. For each w = (k, iy, ag, by, t1, . . ., i, Ap, byy thy1, . . .) € Q, we define random
variables k, X,,, A,, B,and T, (n = 0,1,...) on (Q, .%) as

n+1

W)=k To@) =0, Tpn(w):= )

m=1

X, (w) =i, A,(w):=a, B,(w):=D>b,.

The selection of game type is denoted by « and the n-th decision epoch is 7,. X, is the
state variable and A,, (resp. B,) is the action variable of Player 1 (resp. Player 2) at the
n-th decision epoch. Hence, we define the processes of state and action until the n-th

decision epoch by
Hn(w) = (XOaAOa BO’ Xl’ e ’An—l, Bn—la Xn)(w) = (iOa ap, bO’ il ceesdp—1, bn—l, ln) (22)

Let H, = (S X A X B)" X § be the set of histories up to n-th decision epoch, which is
equipped with its corresponding product o-algebra #(H,,). The finiteness of S, A and B
implies that H,, is finite too.

Next, we give the definitions of the policies for players. The asymmetry of informa-
tions between Player 1 and Player 2 leads to that the policies for Player 1 depend on the

game type k € K, but the policies for Player 2 do not.
Definition 2.1.  (i). A randomized history-dependent policy for Player 1 is a sequence
of stochastic kernels m = {ﬂﬁ,k), k € K,n > 0}, where 7T£,k) is a stochastic kernel on A
given H,, i.e.
a0 |h,) € 2(A), Vh, € H,.

Denote by o = {0,,n > 0}, which is independent of game type k, the randomized
history-dependent policy for Player 2, where 7% and A are replaced by o, and
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B. Denote by 11 (resp. X) the set of all randomized history-dependent policies for
Player I (resp. Player 2).

(ii). A deterministic policy for Player 1 is a measurable mapping sequence ¢ = {cpﬁ,k), ke
K,n > 0}, where goﬁ,k) : H, — A. Similarly, we can define the deterministic policy
for Player 2. Denote by TP (resp. ZP) the set of all deterministic policies for Player
1 (resp. Player 2).

Given any p € Z(K), i € S and (m,0) € Il X Z, using Tulcea’s Theorem (see [16,

Proposition C.10]), there exists a unique probability measure Pg‘f on (Q, .%) such that

Pl (Xo =i,k = k) = pr, (2.3)
PIpr:(,T(An =a,B, =blx,H,,T,) = ﬂ'EIK)(alHn)O-n(mHn)’ (2.4)
PZ’T(Tn+1 - Tn < t, Xn+l = j|K’ Hn’ Tn, An, Bn) = Q(I, ]|Xn’ Ana Bn) (25)

Here and in what follow, we denote by E7'7 the expectation with respect to 7. According
to (2.3)-(2.3), for each measurable function f on K X (R, X S X A X By"**! xR, x S, we

obtain the expression of E77[ f] as

ng- [f(K’ TOa XOa AOa BOa Tl - TO, Xl’ .o ’Ana Bna Tn+l - Tna Xn+l)]

= p ) b ), i alhooobolho) ) fo 0(dn, irlig, @o, bo) X -

kekK ipeS ao€A,bpeB ies
k . .
x> 1P lhobalh) > f Oty inialins @, by)
a,€A byeB insres Y0
X f(k’ O, iOa ap, bOa tla il B bn’ tn+l’ in+l)- (26)

For each p € #(K), we decompose that p = 3.k pdx, and then (2.6) implies that E77
has the linearity property with respect to p, i.e.,
E’;f[f] = ZpkEg;‘;[f], VieS,mell,oeX. (2.7)
keK
Before introducing the goal of this paper, we give an assumption imposed on the

semi-Markov kernel, in order to avoid infinite multiple decisions in a limited time. The
following assumption is also used in 21, 32].

Assumption 2.2. There exist constants 6 > 0 and 0 < & < 1 such that

D(%li,a,b) := Z 0@, jli,a,b) <1 —-¢, V(i,a,b) € S XA X B.
JjeS



Proposition 2.3. Under Assumption2.2} for each p € Z(K), i € S and (m,0) € [1 X &, it
holds that
P’;? (Too =0)=1, where Ty := limT,.

n—oo0

Proof. In fact, given any M > 0 and n > 0, we have

Pg? (Th1 < M) = E;(,T (17,

PESES

ul SEFT e M|, ¥pe 2(K).i€S, (r,0) e X E.
(2.8)

To calculate EZ‘IT [e‘T"”], we start with

BT [e 7] = BT [e—TnEn,c_r (e—<Tn+1—Tn>
i pi pi

Ho o Ao, B
According to (2.3) and Assumption2.2] we have

B~ (e_(Tn+l =T»)
Pii

H,, Tn,An,Bn) = f e”'Q(dt, S1X,, Ay, By)
0
s 0
= f e'D(d1X,,A,, B,) + f e'D(dt|X,, A,, B,)dt
0 5
< =eDO|X,,ApB)+e°<1—g+ged <1.
Using mathematical induction, we have
E7 e < -e+8e”), n>1. (2.9)

eM(1 — & + ge7%)"*!. Finally, the continuity of
M) = lim,_, Pg‘f (T, < M) = 0. Combining
with the arbitrariness of M > 0, we have IP;”‘I.T(Too =o0)=1. O

Hence, by (2.8) we have Pg‘lf (Th1 < M)

<
probability measure imply that P;’,‘I.T(Tw <

In order to characterize the value function of G(p), we need to consider the continuous
form of the stochastic processes X,,, A, and B,,. For each w € Q and n > 0, we define the

processes at the time interval ¢ € [T,(w), T,+1(w)) as
Xi(w) = Xy(w) = in, Alw) =An(w) = ay, Biw)= By(w) = Db,. (2.10)

Fix any discount factor @« > 0. Under Assumption for any initial state i € § and
policies m € II for Player 1, o € X for Player 2, the expected discount reward for the

Player 1 of the game G(p) is defined as
T 00
V(p’ i’ T, O-) = E;ir |:f e_‘"c(K, Xt’ Ata Bt)dt] = EZ”(’T [f e_(nc(K’ Xta At, Bt)dt .
0 0
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To define our optimality criteria, we need to introduce the following concepts. The lower

value of G(p) is given by

V(p,i) := sup mf V(p,i,n, o), (2.11)

nell 7€

which is called the game floor of Player 1. Similarly, the upper value of G(p) is given by

V(p, i):= mf sup V(p,i,n, o), (2.12)
L rell

which is called the loss ceiling of Player 2. It is clear that V < V. Conversely, if V > V
then we denote by V* the common value, which is called the value function of G(p). The

definition of the optimal policies is given below.

Definition 2.4. A policy n* € Il for Player 1 is called optimal in G(p) if
im; V(p,i,n",0) > V(p,i), VieSs.
Similarly, a policy o* € Z for Player 2 is called optimal in G(p) if

sup V(p,i,m,0%) < V(p, i) 1€8S.

nmell

The goal of this paper is to show the existence of the value function and find the
optimal policies for Player 1 and Player 2 in G(p). At the end of this section, we give
the following result to explain the relationship of ng between different variables of p €
P(K),melland o € X.

Proposition 2.5. Fix any A € [0, 1].
i) Foreach p,q € P (K) and n, & € 11, there is n* € Il such that

(/IP”+(1—/1)P”)(E)— (E)y VEe Z,ieS, oces.  (2.13)

/1p+(1 q,i

Particularly, when m = #, the above formula holds with n* = r.

ii) For each o, € X, there is o such that

(P”+(1—/1)P”)(E)_P”(E) VEeZ, pe PK),icS, neZ. (2.14)



Proof. Step 1, proof of @.13). Let {h, € H,,n > 0} be the history sequence satisfying
hy =iy and h, = (h,-y,a,_1,b,_1,1,). Given any k € K, define a sequence {C,(k, h,,a),n >

0,a € A} and C_;(k) as follow:

C_i(k) == Apr + (I = D,

n—1 n—1
Colle, by, @) = Apir(alhy) | | 78 (@liin) + (1 = Dt (@lhy) | | 75 @aulhan).
m=0 M=0

For convenience, use C_;(k, h_;,a_y) instead of C_;(k). h, = (h,-1,a,-1,b,—1,1,) implies

that C,(k, h,,a) = O for all a € A when C,_;(k, h,_1,a,—;) = 0 and

D Calle by @) = Gy (ks g1, 000), 1> 0. (2.15)
acA
Using C,(k, h,, a), we define the policy 7t = {ﬂﬁ’(k), n=0,ke K} as
Cn(k, hn’ a)/cn—l(k’ hn—la an—l)’ Cn—l(k’ hn—l’ an—l) > Oa (216)

A,(k) -
" (alh,) = i
n ( | n) { |A|_1, otherwise.

According to (Z.13), for all n > 0 and k € K, it holds that ., 7% (alh,) = 1. Denote

E_; :={k}x (S XAXBXR,)~,
En = {k} X {(i09 ao, b())} X [09 Sl] XX {(irH Ay, bn)} X [09 Sn+1] X (S XA X B X IR+)009

which are the measurable cylinder subsets of (€, .%). Obviously, we have

7,0 7,0 o
(ABZ + (1= DPET) (Ey) = Ape + (1= D = Py (Eop).

For n > 0, using (2.4) and 2.3), then
(57 + (1= VELT) (B
Sm+1

n—1
= {/lpk]l{i}(iO)I: 1—[ ﬂ',(;l?(am|hm)0-m(bm|hm) Q(dt’ im+1 |im9 A, bm)]
m=0 0

Sn+1

X (Gl ulh) f D(dtliy, ay, bn>)}
0

n-1 SM+1
+ {(1 = Dautiaio)| [ |4l [ 0@ ioalivs s bun)|
M=0 0

Sn+1

x (A @l (bl f D(dtliy, ay, bn))}
0

10



= 10| A [ ] " anltn) + 1= D ]_[ Al

n-1 Sm+1

Sn+1
x[ T(bollin) Q(dz,im+1|im,am,b,,»](an(bnmn) f D(dr|in,an,bn>)

0

1l
(=]

m

Sm+1

= 1y (i0)Culk, hn,an)[ﬂam(bmmm) Ot imetlims s )|
0

Sn+1
% (aeulh) f Dl @z, b)) (2.17)
0

On the other hand, according to the definition of 7! given in (2.16]), we have

Pﬁpf(l -q (E,)
n-1 SM+1
= L) Apr + (1 = /I)Qk)[ O'M(bM|hM) o(dt, iy1lim, am, bM)]
M=0
Sn+1
x (bl f Dl ar, b)) [ “)(ammm)]

m=0

Sm+1

= 1), k. hn,an)[ﬂam(bmmm) Ot s lims s )|
0

X (crn(bnlh,,) f " Dt bn)). (2.18)
0

Combining with (2.17) and (2.18)), we obtain that (2.13)) holds for all measurable cylinder
subsets E, of (Q,.%). Hence, (2.13)) also holds for all E € .%.

Step 2, proof of (2.14)). Similarly, let {h, € H,,n > 0} be the history of G(p), and we
define a sequence {D,(h,,b),n > 0,b € B} as follow:

Dy, b) = A[ | bl + (1 = ) [ | GtBlin).
m=0 m=0

For convenience, denote D_;(h_;, b) = 1. Then, we define the policy o = {O'ﬁ, n>= O} as

Dn(hm b)/Dn—l(hn—la bn—l)’ Dn—l(hn—la bn—l) > 07
A -
Ta(blhy) = { B!, otherwise.

The rest only needs to verify that o' € X and (2.14). These are similar to the proof of Step

1, so the detailed calculations are ignored. O
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3 Existence of the value function and optimality equation

The main conclusions of this section are the existence of the value function and the op-
timality equation. Under the Assumption[2.2] for each p € #(K) and i € S, the value
function V*(p, i) of G(p) always exists, see Theorem [3.4]below. The other important con-
clusion is the optimality equation corresponding to the value function V*(p, i), see Theo-
rem 3.1l below. For the convenience of describing the optimality equation, we introduce

some notations.

i) Forany y = {y®¥(-) € 2(A),k € K} € Z(A|K) and a € A, we define a mapping
Ayt P(K) = P(K)as
Y(k)(a)l?k
Ziex Y (@)p '
in other words, A, ,(p) € Z(K).

A, (p)k) = Vpe PK), kek, 3.1

i) Givenn > 0, r € [T and o € X, we define the policies up to the n-th decision epoch
as

al, =70 ke K,0<m<n}, ol,:={om0<m<n. (3.2)

m >

Denote by I1[n] and X[n] the sets of all policies up to the n-th decision epoch with
the form (3.2)), respectively. For the special case n = 0, we have

M[0] = {ulu® (i) € P(A).k e K,i€ S| = PAKXS);

Y[0] = {v|v(-li) € Z(B), forallie S} = F(B|S).

Similarly, we can define the sets I1”[n] and Z”[n] for the sets of deterministic poli-

cies up to the n-th decision epoch.

iii) Let M be the set of real-valued functions u defined on &?(K) xS . For each u € I1[0]
and v € Z[0], we define operators T*"u(p, i), Tu(p, i) and Tu(p, i) from M to M as

following:

T*"u(p,i) = ©(aliyv(bli)c(k, i, ,bf ~(1 - D(tli, a, b))d
u(poi) = 3, ) puaGaliBlive(kiia,b) | e (1= DGl bydr

keK acA,beB
£ > iyl ) f e~ QUdr, fli, &, YAy (P, J):
keK a€A.beB jes Y0
(3.3)

12



Tu(p,i) = inf sup T*"u(p,i), Tu(p,i) = sup inf T*u(p,i). (3.4)
veX[0] /JEH[O] - /JEH[O] veX[0]
Theorem 3.1. Suppose that Assumption2. 2 holds. The value function of the semi-Markov

game with incomplete information G(p) satisfies the following optimality equation:
V=TV =TV".

The proof of Theorem [3.1lis complicated and arranged in the last part of this section.
It may be easy to read by showing how to find out the optimality equation step by step.
At each step, we have either a proposition or a lemma. If one is in hurry, who may
jump from here to the existences and the iterative algorithms of the optimal policies for
Player 1 (Theorem .1} Algorithm[Il) and the optimal policies for Player 2 (Theorem [5.8]
Algorithm 2).

In order to prove the existence of value function V*(p, i) of G(p), the key bridge is the

expected discount reward up to the n-th decision epoch, which is defined as

- 1
Va(pi,mo) = ) ENY [5 (€7 = T ) ek, X A Bm)] . (3.5)

m=0

The relationship between V,, and V is given below.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that Assumption holds. For each &y > 0 there exists N(&y),
which is independent of p € P (K), i € S and (rn,0) € Il X Z, such that for all n > N(g&)
it holds that

Vip,i,m,0) = V,(p,i,m,0) < &.

Proof. Since the payoff rate function c(k, i, a, b) is nonnegative, V,(p,i,m, o) is non-
decreasing with respect to n > 0. Moreover, the finiteness of K, S, A and B ensures
that c(k,i,a,b) is bounded, i.e. ¢* < oo. Hence, the monotone convergence theorem
implies that

V(p,i,m,0) = E’;".’

)
s

e T+
Z f e c(k, X, A,y Byy)dt
m=0* I

— i ng [é (e—aTm _ e—aTm+1 ) c(k, Xy Ao Bm)] .
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Hence, by the Proposition[2.3] we have

- 1
V(P’ i’ T, 0-) - Vn(p’ i’ T, O-) = Z E;j [_ (e—aTm - e_aT'"H) C(K, Xm, Am, Bm)]

m=n+1 @
c* c*

< —E77 |emTmt — g7l | = 7T |7t || (3.6)
a p’l a p,l

Using the same method given in (2.9), we obtain Eg‘f [e“’T”“] < (1 -+ 86‘“5)n+1, where
0 < & < 1 is introduced in Assumption[2.2]and § is a arbitrary positive constant. Note that
B:=1-g+¢ge ™ < 1, then combining with (3.6]), we obtain N(g) = |log = /|log,8| +1
such that for all n > N(gy) is holds that

*

C
V(p,i,m,0) = Vu(p,i,m,0) < ="' < &.
a

The proof of this lemma is completed. O

Denote by V,(p, i) and Vau(p, i) the upper and lower value of V,(p, i, 7, o), respectively,
1.e.,

Vn(p, i);= ing sup V,(p,i,m,0), V,.(p,i);=sup in£ V.(p,i,m, o).
(oAS —

mell nell 7€

When V, = Vi, we say that the value function at the n-th decision epoch exists, which is
denoted by V. The next lemma states that the value function V; (p, i) always exists. This

gives us the direction to study the existence of the value function V*(p, i) of G(p).
Lemma 3.3. For each n > 0, we have
Vu(p.i) = Vu(p,i), Vpe P(K), i€, (3.7)

which means that the value function at the n-th decision epoch exists, denoted by V,(p, ).

Proof. The case n = 0 is trivial. We consider the case n = 1, the other cases can be

analyzed and discussed in the same way. For each 7 € TI[1] and & € Z[1], we define

n

n={a"keKn>0: ﬂgk) = frg‘), n(lk) = fr(lk) and 7P = |JA|™ foralln > 2} eI,

oc=o,n>0: 0yg=06¢,0, =6 ando, = B[ foralln>2}eX.

Hence, we obtain 7|y, = & and o|; = &. Then, for each (7,6) € II[1] X Z[1], define

\71 (p,i,n,0) := Vi(p,i,m,0). Note a fact that the expected discount reward up to the 1-st

14



decision epoch V| only depends on the controlled processes (7, X,,) and action processes
(A, B,,) withm = 0, 1 and is independent of the information of m > 2. Hence, we have

sup inf Vi(p,i, 7, &) = suping Vi(p,i,m, o),

reli[1]0€2(1] rell €

inf sup Vi(p,i,#,&) = infsup Vi(p,i,n, o),
G€X] ger1] €L rell

which means that (3.7)) holds for n = 1 if and only if

sup inf Vi(p,i,#,6)= inf sup Vi(p,i,#,&). (3.8)
#ern[1] GEEI e pemiin
In the next step, we analysize the probability measure space on the deterministic poli-
cies, i.e. Z(I1°[1]) and L (ZP[1]). The policies ¢ € I1°[1] and ¢ € XP[1] are described
by the mappings ¢* : H, — A and , : H, — B, where k € K and n = 0, 1. Since K, A,
B and H,, are finite, the sets IT°[1] and Z”[1] are finite too. For any x € Z(I1°[1]) and
y € Z(xP[1]), we define

Vl(p,i,x,o“) = Z xVi(p,i,@,8), Y& eZ[l];
ellP[1]

Vi i) = >y Vip.i ey, Vi e T
yexP[1]

Vipixy) = D > @y Vip. i),
elP[1] ye=P[1]

By the definition, we obtain that V;(p, i, -, -) is a bilinear function on Z(IT°[1])x 2 (ZP[1]).
The relationship between the randomized history-dependent policies in II[1] (resp.
2[1]) and the probability measures of the deterministic policies in Z(IT1°[1]) (resp. Z(ZP[1]))
is given by two steps. Firstly, we construct an equivalent randomized history-dependent
policy from each x € Z(I1°[1)). In detail, the policy 7* = {ng’(k), nf’(k), k € K} induced by

x € PI1P[1]) is defined as

B = Y K1

gellP[1]
1 x(k)
(k) I EETCYIRTR Z XML gy (@0) L g0y (@), 5 (aolo) > 0,
w7 (alh) = 7wy (aolho) ooy
A, otherwise,

15



Using the result of Theorem D.1], we obtain 7* € I1[1] and
Vl(p, L,n*,0) = Fvl(p, Lx,0), VYoeZXl] 3.9)

According to the similar construction, given any y € Z(ZP[1]), there exists 0@ € X[1]
such that
Vi(p,ist,0”) = Vip, i, &,y), Y& € TI[1]. (3.10)

Secondly, we construct an equivalent measure in Z2(I1°[1]) from each randomized history-

dependent policy. Given any 7t = {frg‘), fr(lk), k € K} € I1[1], we define

o= [ Al (elali)x [ 2 (ePaolm), veenP.
kekK, ipeHy leK, hieH,

Using the result of [33, Theorem D.1] again, we have x* € Z(I1°[1]) and

Vilp, i, &, 6) = Vi(p. i, 7, 6), V6 e Z[1]. 3.11)
Similarly, given any & € X[1], there exists y* € 2 (XP[1]) such that

vl(p, i,y = Vl(p, i,r,o0), Vaellll]. (3.12)
Hence, the formulas (3.9) - (3.12) and the definition of V; imply that

sup Ainf ‘A/l (p’ i’ ﬁa é\-) = sup 1nf FVl (pa ia X, )’),
#er[1] €I xe 2(IP[1]) YEZEP D)

inf sup Vi(p,i,#,6) = inf sup  Vi(p, i, x, ).
X[l e[ YyeP(ZP[1]) xe 2(I1P[1])

Note that TIP[1] (resp. TP[1]) is finite set, then P2 (I1°[1]) (resp. L (ZP[1])) is convex
and compact set, see [6]. Moreover, since Vl (p,i,-,-) is a bilinear function with respect
to (x,y) € 2(I1°[1]) x Z(2P[1]), the von-Neumann minimax theorem (see [4, Theorem
1.2.3]) implies that there exists (x*, y*) € Z(I1°[1]) x 2 (ZP[1]) such that
sup inf \71(p, i,x,y)= sup \71(19, i, x,y")
xe2(P[1]) YEZEP11]) xe 2(IP[1])

= inf Vi(p,i,x*,y)= inf sup  Vi(p,i,x,y).
yEP(ZP[1]) yeZEPD) ye zP[1])

Hence, the above equation implies that (3.8)) holds, and then (3.7)) holds equivalently. O

Lemma [3.3] ensures the existence of the value function V’(p,i) at the n-th decision
epoch. Intuitively, the value function V*(p, i) of G(p) can be constructed by letting n —

co. Details are given below.
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Theorem 3.4. Suppose that Assumption[2.2l holds. Fixed any p € P (K), the value func-
tion of G(p) exists and satisfies

Vi(p,i) = lim V,(p, i), VYies.
Proof. For each n > 0 and (, o) € II1 X Z, the fact that V,,(p, i, m,0) < V(p, i, m,0) implies

Va(p, i) = sup in£ V.(p,i,m,0) < sup in£ Vp,i,m,o) = V(p,i), VieSs. (3.13)

nell 7€ nell €

According to Lemma [3.2] for each &y > 0, there exists N(gg) such that for all n > N(&),

we have

V(p, i) = in£ sup V(p,i,m, o) < inf sup(V,(p,i, 7, 0) + &) = Vn(p, i)+ &.

0% rell TEL reql

Combining with Lemma[3.3land (3.13)), we obtain
Va(p, i) < V(p, D) < V(p, ) < Vy(p, i) + . (3.14)

Moreover, by the definition of V(p, i), it is bounded and nondecreasing with respect to
n. Hence, the limit of lim,_,., V*(p, i) exists, which is denoted by V*(p,i). Then, (3.14)
implies that

Vi(p,i) < V(p, i) < V(p,i) < V'(p,i) + &.

By the arbitrariness of €, we obtain lim,_,., V,;(p,1) = V*(p,i) = V(p,i) = V(p,i). Hence,
the existence of the value function of G(p) is completed. O

Fix any i € S, V*(-,i) and V) (-, i) are functions defined on the space (Z(K),|| - ||).
Naturally, we will give some properties of the value function V*(p, i) and V,(p, 1) in the

next step, such as continuity (see Lemma[3.3)) and concavity (see Lemma [3.6]).

Lemma 3.5. For each i € S and n > 0, the value function at the n-th decision epoch
V(- i) is Lipschitz continuous with respect to p € P(K), i.e., there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

\Vi(p,i) =V, (g, DI < Cllp—4ll, Vp, g€ Z(K).

Moreover, under Assumption the value function V*(-,i) is also Lipschitz continuous

with respect to p € Z(K).
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Proof. By the linearity property given in (2.7)), we obtain that V,,(p, i, w, o) = Y.icx Pk V(i i, 7T, 0),
where ¢, is the Dirac measure on &(K). For any p,q € &(K) and (m,0) € I1 X X, we

have

PNAZCRE N EDWAACHE X

keK keK

Tt *
w0 —i c

< E Pk — qilBSY e e(k, X, Ay, B)dt| < —Ilp — qll. (3.15)
keK v 0 @

|Vn(pa is T, 0-) - Vn(q’ i, T, O-)l =

According to Lemma[3.3] the value functions V;(p, i) and V(q, i) exist. Since the bound
of (3.13) is independent of policies (rr, o), we obtain [V (p, i) - Vi(g, )| < ;—*II p—qll, which
means V, (-, 7) is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant C = ¢*/a. Moreover, noting
that C is independent of i € S and n, under Assumption2.2] Theorem 3.4]limplies that

V:(p,i) = V'(gq, )l < Cllp = 4ll,

which means that V*(p, i) is also Lipschitz continuous with respect to p € #(K). 0O

Lemma 3.6. For each i € S and n > 0, the value function at the n-th decision epoch
V(i) is concave on P (K). Furthermore, under Assumption the value function

V*(-,1) is also concave.

Proof. Fixed any n > 0 and p,q € Z(K), by the definition of V,, and Lemma[3.3], for
each gy > 0, there exist 7 € IT and 7 € I1 such that

inf V,(p,i,7,0) > Vi(p, i) = &0 = V,(p, D) = &,
inf V,(q. 4, 0) > Va(q. ) = &0 = V,(q.0) — .
For each A € [0, 1], Proposition 2.3 implies that there exists 7! € IT such that
Vi(Ap + (1 = Vg, i, ", 0) = AV, (p,i,m, o)+ (1 = DV,(q,i,x,0), Yo €.
Hence, we have
Va(p + (1= g, i) > inf V,(Ap + (1 = Vg, o)

2 ﬂlng Vn(pa ia T, O-) + (1 - /l) 1n£ Vn(q’ i’ 7AZ', 0-) > /IV;(p’ l) + (1 - /I)V;zk(q’ l) —&.
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By the arbitrariness of &, we have V;(Ap + (1 — g, i) > AV, (p,i) + (1 — )V, (q,i), i.e,
V(i) is a concave function on & (K). Furthermore, under Assumption2.2] Theorem [3.4]
gives that V*(p, i) = lim,_« V,(p, i), which implies that V*(p, i) is also concave. O

Similar to the discrete time Markov decision process (see [[5]] for instance), the value
function of G(p) may satisfy some recursive relations. However, in semi-Markov pro-
cesses, this relationship is more complex. In the following result, we introduce the re-
cursive relation of V,(p,i,n,0) and V(p,i,m,0). Before stating the result, we give the
definition of one-step forward policies. Fixed (i,a,b) € § X A X B, the one-step forward
policy of 7 € ITis denoted by “*Px = {(i’“’h)nik), n > 0,k € K}, which satisfies

(i,a,mﬂik)“hn) =% Cli,a,b,h,), Vh, € H,, (3.16)

n+l

where (i,a, b, h,) = (i,a, b, iy, ayp, by, i1, ...,0,-1,b,_1,1,) € H,y1. The one-step forward

policy ¢4Dg = {tablg 5 > 0} of o € X is defined in similar way.

Lemma 3.7. For any n > 0, the function V,(p, i, &, o) satisfies

Vot (p, i1t 07) = o (aliyoo(bli)e(k, i, a, b) f e (1 = D(1li, a, b))dt
+1 Z Z k7t 0 0

keK a€A, beB

>0 paeo®li Y fo e~ QA fli, @, BVl Amyialp)s J, ', D),

keK a€A, beB jes

(3.17)

where Aq1na(p) is the probability measure on P (K) defined in (3.1). Moreover, under
Assumption2.2) the function V(p, i, r, o) satisfies

V(p,i,m,0) = O (ali)oobli)e(k, i, ,bf“”l—Dt', ,b))dt
(poimo) = D, pemy (@bl ivab) | e (1= Dt a, b)

keK a€A, beB

+), D, pmg @ioo(dli) ) fo e~ Qr, fli,a, b)Y Anina(p), J, V', ).

keK acA, beB jes

(3.18)

Proof. Fix any n > 0. By (2.6) and (3.3]), we have that

Vari(p, i, 7, 0) = O (aliyoro(bli)e(k, i, ,b(fw (1 - D(tli, a, b dt)
(poim)= ), ) pi @bl iab)| | e (1= Dali.a.b)

keK acA, beB

. (3.19)

N
m=1

n+1
0 1 -a -
B [Z (e = T, Xy A B
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To calculate the second item of (3.19), we give some preparations. Based on the Bayes

formula, we have

PPk = klAg = a, By = b, X, = j, Ty € [0, s1])
B pkzro><a|z)cro<b|z> by o, jli,a,b)
Siek Pimy (ali)oro(Bli) [ Q(dt, jli, a, b)

= Ano(-li),a(p)(k)a

which implies that for any function f : K — R, it holds that

BT 1f(0)lAo, Bo, X1, T1] = Z Anginan(PIK) f (K. (3.20)

keK

Using the expression (2.6)) again, for any 1 < m < n, we calculate the conditional expec-

tation as following

E™C [( -a(T,=T1) _ —a(Tm+1—T1)) (K, Xons Ay Bm)|A() =a,By=0b0,X, = jk= k]

Ol
= > Atio) ) 7 aoli, @, b, ho)ori(bli, @, b, ho) Z f Q(dn, irlio, a0, bo)
io ao,bo
Z Trg?(am—l |l’ a, b’ hm—l)o-m(bm—lll’ a, b, hm—l)
amfl’bmfl
Z f Q(dtma im|im—la Am-1, bm—l)c(ka im—l’ -1, bm—l) (e—a 27:11 " e—a Zﬁl tl)
im 0
= Z 1) Z (hab)y )(ao|ho)(i’a’b)0'o(bo|ho) Z f 0(dz, iylig, ag, bo)
i 0

ao,bo

b)_(k b
Z et I(n)l(am 11— 1)( “ )O-m 1(b-1hp-1)

am—lsbm—l
© 1
.. . —a Yy —a Yt
Zf Q(dtm, lm|lm—1’ Ap-1, bm—l)c(k’ In—1, Q-1 bm—l) (6 Zi 1 e i 1)
: 0
i

(iab); (iab)

= Etsk,j ’ I:(e_aT"H - e—aTm) C(K, Xm—l ’ Am—l’ Bm—l)] . (321)

Hence, using (3.20) and (3.27)), the second item of (3.19) satisfies

n+1
E;;;r[ 2 é (e—aTm _ e—aTm+1 ) c(k, Xy Ao Bm):|

m=1
n+l1
_En,(r En,(r 1 —aT, —aT 1 X A B
=B, i E e —e C(K, msms m)

m=1

A09 BO9 K, X19 Tl]]
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r n+1
=E77| e Z B [ —a(T,,,—Tl) _ e—a(T,,,+1—T1)) (K, X0, Ay Byy)

m=1

AOa BOa K, Xla Tl:|:|

no| —aT o i,Ag,B i,Ag,B
:Em e NES [Vn((SK,Xl,( 0B, (A0 g

Ao,Bo,Xl,Tl]]

g [ T i,A0, B i,A0, B
=B A aa (PR, Xo, 0, o0 )|
B keK

=Y > pen ool ) f e Q(dt, fli» @, BYVuAsycina(P)s Jy * P, P,
k ab j Y0
(3.22)

Hence, we complete the formula (3.17) by using (3.19) and (3.22). Finally, under As-
sumption 2.2l Theorem [3.4] and monotone convergence theorem give the formula (3.I8])
by letting n — oo in the formula 3.17). O

Having these preparations (Theorem [3.4] Lemma [3.3] Corollary 3.6l and Lemma 3.7)
at hand, we can give the optimality equation corresponding to the value function V*(p, i),
which is the main work of this section.

Proof of Theorem 3.1l Step 1. According to Theorem [3.4] the value function V*(p, i)
exists for each p € Z(K) and i € §. We now show that TV* = TV~ ie.

inf sup T*"V*(p,i) = sup inf T*'V*(p,i), Vpe P(K),i€S. (3.23)
VEE[O] yEH[O] /JEH[O] VEZ

Fix any r € R, uy € I1[0] and v, € Z[0], define sets as

D(vp) := {u € II[0] : T*°V*(p,i) > r} C II[O],
E(up) :={v € Z[0] : T*"V*(p,i) < r} C Z[0].

When the sets D(vy) and E(uy) are the convex closed subsets of I1[0] and Z[0] respectively,
we can use the Sion minimax theorem (see [35, Theorem A.7]) immediately to show the
equation(@.23)).

Firstly, we consider the E(uy). Given any {v,},s0 € E(u) satisfying v, — vasn — oo.
Since K, A and B are finite sets, the limit and the summations in 7+ (see the definition in
(33)) can be exchanged, then we have lim,,_,., T#""V*(p, i) = T*"V*(p, i), which means
that v € E(ug). By the definition in (3.3), the operator T is linear with respect to
v € X[0]. Then, for each v,V € E(up) and A € [0, 1], it holds that

T DY (p i) = ATV (poi) + (1= )TV (p. ),
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which implies Av + (1 — 1)V € E(ug). Hence, E(uy) is a convex closed subsets of Z[0].
Secondly, we consider the D(vy). Given any {u,},-0 S D(vy) satisfying p, — u as

n — oo, we have

1im, eo 12 (ali
b lm. K ((cll)ll) — = A#(.m,a(]?)(k).
ZIEK Pi hmn—>oo My (Clll)

,}il?o Ay cina(P)K) =

Combining with the continuity of V*(p,i) given in Lemma we have T#"V*(p,i) =
lim,,_,., T#*"°V*(p, i), which means D(vy) is a closed set. Next, for each u, i € D(vy) and
A €0, 1], we show that

THH=VE0y*(p i) > AT*OV*(p, i) + (1 = )TV (p, i). (3.24)
To do so, fix any i € S, denote by M¢ = pu®(ali) and M¢ = pa®(ali). Note that

A/l#('li)+(l—/l)ﬁ(-|i),a (p)(k)

_ Liek M} AM; | Siex M} (1= )M
Pk [AME + (1= DM | Ziex M]3 |AME + (1 = DM| Ziex M
2k AM] 2k (1 = J)Mfl

Ay(-li),a(p)(k) +

Apcina(P)(K).

S | am + (1 = e | iex | AM; + (1= )M |

By Lemma[3.6] V*(p, i) is a concave function on #(K), we have
Diek AM]
Sk [AME + (1 = )|

Tiex(1 = VM
Sk [AME + (1 = )M |

V(A ucly+(1-0pclina(p), 1) = VE(Aucia(p)s D)

V*(Npctir.a(p)s D).

Hence, we obtain

T Au+(A=Dpvo (p, i)
= > (M + (1 = VM) vo(bliYe(k, i, a, b) fm e (1 — D(tli, a, b))dt

kK ab 0

+ 0 (Mg + (1= D) vobli) ) f e~ Q(dt, jli, a, BV (Asuctir-acina(P)s /)

k ab j Vo

> AME + (1 = )ME) vo(bli)e(k, i, a, b) f ¢ (1 - D(1]i, a, b))dt

2.2, ) 0
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+ > vl Y fo "o flia, b)[ﬂ( DMV N0, )
ab ; 3

+(1 - ﬂ)( Z M,?)V*(An<-|i>,a(p), j)]
k
=AT*V*(p, i) + (1 = DTAV*(p, ).

Hence, (3.24) holds and D(v;) is a convex closed subsets of TI[0].

Finally, using the Sion minimax theorem in [35] Theorem A.7], we obtain that the
formula (3.23)) holds, i.e. TV* = TV*. Moreover, under the compactness of [1[0] and 2[0],
the Sion minimax theorem in [35, Theorem A.7] also ensures that there exist u, € IT[0]
and v, € X[0] such that

TV*(p,i) = sup inf T*"'V*(p,i) = mf T'"V*(p,i), YieS,; (3.25)
peti[o] veEI0]

TV*(p,i) = 1nf sup T""'V*(p,i) = sup T"""V*(p,i) VieSs. (3.26)
veZ[0] ;er1i0] HEIT[0]

Step 2. Next, we will show that

TV (p.i) < V'(p,i), Vpe PK),i€S. (3.27)

Let u, be the measure given in (3.23)), A, (jy.«(p) is a probability measure on K for any
i €S and a € A. By Theorem[3.4] the value function V*(A, jy.«(p), i) exists, i.e.

V*(Ap,,(-u),a(l?), i) = ‘_/(Ayp(-u),a(]?), i) = Z(Ayp(-u),a(l?), ). (3.28)

The definition of V(A (jy..(p), i) and (3.28) imply that for each &, > 0, there exists some
i € I, which depends on i € S and a € A, such that

V*(A,up(-li),a(p)a l) < V(A,up(-li),a(p)’ i, (i,0)7s O') + &o, Yo e X. (329)

Define the policy n* {ﬂf,fk), ke K, m>0}ellas

{ my Clio) = ppCli), Vig € S (3.30)
ﬂ-;krf )(|hm) = (io,ao)ﬂ,(n)_l('ﬁla a, bl’ PRI lm)a hm = (io’ dyo, bOa ey lm) € 7_{m

Using the notation introduced in (3.16), one can verify that

SO ) = 0,0 Cliv @ by ) = oy, (), Yk € K and (i,a,b) € S X A X B.
(3.31)
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Hence, combining with (3.18)), (3.29) and (3.31)) , we obtain that
V(p,i,n*, o)
= > > pimy P alioroblidek i, a, b) f e~ (1 = D(ti, a, b))dt
k ab 0

+ D> pumyPalero(bli) Y fo QA1 ili, &, D)V (A ipna(P)s it T, )
k ab i
> > > il alioroblidek i, a, b) f ¢ "(1 = D(tli, a, b))dt
Kk ab 0

£ 20> paP @bl ) fo e il a,b) [V (M) ) — 0]
kK ab i
> THPV*(p, i) — &. |
By the arbitrariness of o~ € X and &y > 0, (3.23)) implies that
IVi(p,i) = aoigzli()] T2V (p,i) < V(p,i) = V(p, ).
Step 3. It can be proved in a similar way that

Vi(p,i) <TV'(p,i), Vpe PK), i€S. (3.32)

Here we only show the key steps. For arbitrary 7 = (7P k € K,n > 0} € II, denote

Ty = {ngk), k € K} € I1[0], and then we obtain that A, .(p) is a probability measure on

K. Similar to (3.29), for any &, > 0, i € S and a € A, the definition of V(Aza(p), i)

ensures that there exists (0 € X such that
V*(Ano(-li),a(p)’ l) > V(An0(~|i),a(p)’ i, T, (i,a)o-) — &0, Ve ll (333)

Define the policy o™ = {07,,m > 0} € X as

{ o) = v, (1)

O Clhm) = Go.a0)Ty Clit, ar, by, .o i), m > 1, hy = (ig, ag, bo, . . ., i) € Hip,
where v, is given in (3.26)). It can be verified that
DG (V) = 0y Cl(E @, by ) = 00, Clhn)s Ym >0, hy, € H,,. (3.34)
Again, combining with (3.18)), (3.33)) and (3.34)), we obtain
V(p,i,m,c")
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= Z Z i (ald)oy(bli)e(k, i, a, b) fm e (1 = D(tli, a, b))dt
Kk ab 0
= ; Zb Py (alory Bli) fo QAL irli, @, b)Y (Aryciia(P)s it “Om, (100)
a, I
<> pr @iy Blietk,i,a,b) | e (1 = D(tli,a, b))dr
k h 0 p vy b 0 b b

+ D per iy, (0li) ) f et ili, @, b) [V* (Asycna(p), it) + 0]
k ab i Y0
<T™"V*(p,i) + &.
By the arbitrariness of 7 € I1 and &) > 0, we have

Vi(p,i) = V(p.i) < sup T™"V*(p,i) = TV*(p,i). (3.35)
mo€ell[0]

Finally, 3.23), 3.27) and (333) imply that V* = TV* = TV*. 0O

In fact, the value function up to n-th decision epoch V;(p,i) satisfies the following
iterative formula (3.8). It should be noted that the order of limit and supremum (or infi-
mum) in (3.36) cannot be exchanged, so Theorem [3.1]can not be proved by Corollary
On the contrary, the main proof method of Theorem 3.1l can be used to prove this corol-

lary. Corollary also provides a method for iteratively calculating the value function
Vi(p, D).
Corollary 3.8. For any n > 0, it holds that

Vi (pi) =TVi(p,i)=TVi(p,i), Ype PK), i€S. (3.36)

Let V*, = 0, then we can calculate V,; and V* by V,/(p, i) = Sup ,eno; infyesio) 7"V, _ (p, i)
and V*(p,i) = lim,_. V,(p, i).

Proof. The proof method is very similar to that of Theorem[3.1] so we show the key steps
and omit the details. Firstly, we can still use the Sion minimax theorem [35] Theorem A.7]
to prove TV* = TV*. It is still valid to replace V*(p, i) with V*(p, i) in the proof method
of Theorem 3.1 Moreover, for each p € Z(K) there exist Hnp € II[0] and v, , € Z[0]
such that

TV (p,i)= sup inf TV (p,i) = inf TV (p,i), VieS; (3.37)
- ﬂGH[O] veZ[0] veZ[0]
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TV;(p, i) = inf sup T*"V (p,i) = sup TH"V (p,i) VieS§. (3.38)
veZ[0] ,erTi0) LeTT[0]

Secondly, it is completely similar to the proof method of Step 2 of Theorem 3.1l The key
is the formula (3.17) in Lemma[3.7] i.e.

Vn+1(p’ i’ ﬂ'*, 0-)
= Z Z i (ali)ao(bli)e(k, i, a, b) f e (1 = D(tli, a, b))dt
K ab 0

+ Z Z Pkﬂg(k)(a|i)0'o(b|i) Z fo e~ Q(dt, i1li, a, B)V(AryialP)s i1s iy, P 0r)
k ab i
> 3 palyalooblietk, i, a, b) f e™"'(1 = D(tli, a, b))d
Kk ab 0

#°3 " payalivoro(bli) >’ fo e~ QU irli, @, b) [V, (Mg, cna(P), i1) = 0]
k ab i
> TV, (p, i) — o,
where (1, , is given in (3.37) and r* is defined in a similar way as (3.30). Hence, we have
TV:(p,i)= inf TH»7V(p,i) < Vi, (p,i).
- T0ex[0]
Finally, we use the same method as Step 3 of Theorem [3.1lto prove that

Vi (p, i) < sup T Vi(p,i) = TV, (p, ).
mo€ell[0]

The above discussion can be concluded that V>, (p, i) = TV:;(p, =TV, (p,i).

4 The existence of optimal policy for Player 1

In this section, we focus on the existence of optimal policies for Player 1 in G(p) and its

iterative algorithm. The main conclusion of this section is stated as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that Assumption2.2 holds. Given any p € Z(K) and i € S, there

exists ©* € Il such that
Vip,i,n*,0) > V(p,i), Yo eZ, 4.1)
i.e, " is the optimal policy for Player 1 in G(p).
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Before proving Theorem 4.1 we introduce a lemma to calculate the posterior proba-
bility of event {k = k} given histories. This posterior probability also satisfies an iterative

relation.

Lemma 4.2. Foreachp € Z(K), i € S and (n, o) € [1XZ. Denote by ,p™ (k) the posterior

distribution on K at n-th decision epoch, i.e.,

op"(k) := P77 (k = klHy = io, To = 0) = py,
npn(k) = PZ’T(K =klH,, = hyp, AT, < 5y, 1 S m < n), Yn2>1,

where AT, :=T,, — T,_1. Then, ,p”"(k) satisfies that

w1 P (k) = An,ipy.a,uPK), Yk € K, n>0.

Proof. Using the expressions (2.4), (2.3) and the Bayes formula, we obtain
2P (k) = P;’;.’(K = klH,, = hy, AT,, < 5,p,1 <m < n)
T @) 0Bl [ QAL bli1 @1 b
Sk 2| T A0 Gl Bln) [ Ot blior s b))
Pi LT 7o (@)

ek P HZ_:lo Trgrll)(amlhm).
Obviously, it holds that ,p™ € Z(K). Moreover, ,,p" can be represented by ,p”", and

then using the definition of A introduced in (3.I)), we have

. WP (), () .
w0 (k) = T N 0 P E), k€K, 030,
ZIGK npn(l)ﬂ'n (an|hn)
where 7,(-|h,) = {nﬁ,k)(-lhn),k € K} € Z(A|K). This leads to the required recurrence

relation. O

This is consistent with the intuition, that is, the posterior distribution on K at n-th
decision epoch has nothing to do with the actions of Player 2, but only depends on Player
1. The essential reason is that Player 2 has asymmetric information and do not know the
selection of the system.

Proof of Theorem 4.1l Based on Lemma[d.2] we can construct the optimal policy
for Player 1 step by step. Firstly, we define the pairs of measures {(,p*, 7:(-|h,)), n > 0}
recursively. That is

op" (k) := pr k €K, 4.2)
w1 P (K) = Ayppriclina, P k), n>0and k € K, '
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where u[,p*] is constructed by ,p* according to (3.23)) in Step 1 of the proof of Theorem
Bl In detail, by induction, we have ,p* € Z(K) for all n > 0. Then, for each , p*, using
Theorem 3.1l and (3.23)), there is u[,p*] € T1[0] such that

V*(.p' i) = sup inf T*'V'(,p*,i)= inf THWPWV*(,p*.i), VieS§. (4.3)
/JEH[O] veZ[0] veX[0]
Denote by
T OCh) = ulup1OCli), Yk € K. (4.4)

Hence, for each n > 0, we have ,p* € Z(K) and n* := {nf,(k),k e K.n > 0} € IL

Furthermore, Lemma[4.2]implies that
ng—(K = k|Hm = hma ATm < Sms 0 sm<n-+ 1) = n+1p* = A#[np»«](.un),an(np*). (45)

Next, for every fixed o = {o,,n > 0} € £, we claim that for each n > 0,

* . 1 - 0 —aTy, —aT,+
|4 (P, l) < E Z;) Ep,i [(e —-e I)C(K’ Xm’Am, Bm)]
FEL [V Gap X)) (4.6)
This inequality can be proved by induction. Clearly, it holds that for n = 0, since

Vi(p.i) < TV (p, i)

1
= —E7 7 [(1 = ¢k Xo, Ao, Bo)]
+ZZpkn0“(a|z)ao(b|z)Z f o, jli,a, )™V (ip", J)

JjeS

éEZ;" (1= ek, Xo, Ao Bo)| + L7 [V (1p. X1).

where the first inequality and the seconde equality hold according to the equations (4.3)

and (4.3)) respectively.
Next, we consider n > 1. Given any h, € H,, a, € A and b, € B, we have
O 110y, an, by, +) € Z[0], and then

V*(n+1p*, in+l) < Tﬂ[mp ],Un+1(-Ihn,an,bn;)v*(nﬂp*, in+l)

- {Z w1 P00 ) 7 @l )0 (Bl Yok s, @, b) f e (1 = D(tlins1, @, b))dt}
k a,b 0
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+{Z,mp*(k)Zar:(fi(a|hn+1)a,,+1<b|hn+1)Z f e‘“Q(dt,ﬂim,a,b>v*(,,+2p"*,j)}
k ab j 0

- lE’;;’ (1= e T2T0) ek, Xt Aot B Hin = s AT < 5,0 <m <+ 1]
ol

+ EZ*;U [e_a(Tn+2_Tn+l)V*(n+2p*(Hn+1aAn+1)aXn+2)|Hm = hma ATm < Sms O<m<n+ 1] .
Hence, using (2.4) and (2.3)), the second item of (4.6)) satisfies

B [V G pT X

< éE’;f;‘f [(e—f”nﬂ = ™) ek, Xpo1s Ane Bn+1)] +E 7 [e—“TM V(2P Xn+2)] :
(4.7)

Assume that (4.6)) holds for N = n. For N = n + 1, by (.7)), we have

n

Vi(p.i) < é DUEL (e = e ) ek Koy A B+ EL [V Gt p X

pii
m=0

n+l
< é Z B (e = e ) e, Xy Ao Bu) | + L7 | €2V (uap”s Xusa)| -

m=0

This completes the induction proof of the inequality (4.6). Using (2.9)), we have V*(p, i) <
V(p,i,n*, o) by passing n — oo in (@.6). Finally, by the arbitrariness of o € Zandi € §,
we obtain the existence of the optimal policy for Player 1 in G(p). O

The proof of Theorem [.1] also gives the iterative algorithm of the optimal policy
for Player 1. The key point is that the probability distribution of game type and the
optimal policy for Player 1 need to be calculated together, i.e., {(,p*, 7 (:|h,)),n > O}.
When iteratively calculating the optimal policy, the original game G(p) is regarded as a
new game G(,p*) due to the change of probability distribution ,p* at the n-th decision
epoch. For the convenience of application, the methods in the proof are arranged into the

following algorithms.

Algorithm 1 optimal policy for Player 1
Input: The two-players zero-sum semi-Markov game with incomplete information

{K,S,(A X B),p, QC,li,a,b),c(k,i,a, b)}; the value function V* given by Theorem 3.4l
and Corollary 3.8} for each n > 0, the history A, = (io, ag, bo, . - . , i) € H,.

1: Letop*(k) := pr, k € K.

2: forn=0,1,2,...do
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3: Compute

WP = in T*'V*(,p*,i,)).
mlap7] argﬂrgr%]{vrenzl[g] (P" 1)}

Update the police at the n-th decision epoch ﬂ:(k)('|hn) = ul.prl.
4. Compute

w(k
Pk nm:() ﬂrrg )(am|hm)
(] :
Stk Pi [peo 7on (@)

Update the probability distribution of game type at the (n + 1)-th decision epoch by

w1 P (k) = Ayp,piictin.a, (P (K) =

«+1p" and repeat step 3.

QOutput: The policy n* := (i k € K,n > 0} is the optimal policy for Player 1.

5 The dual games and the existence of the optimal policy
for Player 2

In this section, we focus on the optimal policy for Player 2. To do so, we introduce the
concept of dual games with incomplete information. The existence of the optimal policy
for Player 2 in G(p) can be proved by the relationship between the dual game and the
original game. The dual semi-Markov game with incomplete information is the six-tuple
given as:

{K,S,AXB,z,0(,i,a,b),ck,i,a,b)},

where K, S, A X B, Q and c are the same as the original game G(p) defined in Section
2. The difference is that the probability p € Z(K) in G(p) is replaced by the real-value
vector z = {z(k), k € K} € R, which is used to modify the cost in the value function (see
(5.3) below). In the dual game, the type of game k = k is not determined by the system, but
is choosed by Player 1. Instead, the cost function is modified by the real-value function
z(k). Denote by G*(z) the dual semi-Markov game with incomplete information on one
side.

In detail, the dual game G*(z) evolves in the following way. At the initial decision
time 7y = 0, the system stays at iy and Player 1 chooses a game type k € K according
to the initial state iy. The game type will not change in the subsequent evolution, but is
hidden from Player 2. In the meantime, Player 1 and Player 2 choose action ay € A and

by € B respectively base on the current state iy. The actions chosen are perfectly observed
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by both players. Similar to the original game G(p), the system stays at iy no more than
time ¢, and jumps to i; according to the semi-Markov kernel Q(t,, i;iy, ag, by). Then, the
next decision epoch occurs. At this moment Player 1 chooses an action a; € A base on
game type k and (iy, ao, by, i1), Player 2 chooses an action b; € B base on (iy, ag, by, i1).
The system evolves repeatedly in the above way.

The policy for Player 2 in the dual game is coincide with that in the original game,
refer to Definition2.Ilin Section 2. Nevertheless, the policy for Player 1 in the dual game

G*(7) is different, which is given below.

Definition 5.1. A randomized history-dependent policy it for Player I in the dual game
G*(2) is given by two-tuples (p, ), where p = {p;,i € S} € P(K|S) and n = (7%, k €
K,n > 0} € IL. Denote by I1 the set of all policies for Player 1 in the dual game G*(z),
ie, 1= 2(K|S) x IL

In the dual game G*(z), the notations of the system are coincide with that in the origi-
nal game G(p), which include the trajectory space (Q, .%), history H, up to the n-th deci-
sion epoch and the random variables «, X, T,,, A, and B,. Foreachi € S, 7 = (p,m) € I
and o € X, Tulcea’s Theorem ([L6, Proposition C.10]) implies that there exist a unique
probability measure Pj”f on (Q, .%) satisfying

PP (Xo = i,k = k) = pi(k) (5.1)
P*"(A, = a, B, = blx, H,, T,,) = 7' (a|H,)o,,(b|H,,) (5.2)
PP (Tye1 = Ty < t, X1 = jIk, Hy Ty Ay By) = O, j1Xo0, Ay, By) (5.3)

According to the relationship between the dual game and the original game, we have
PF7(E) = P2U(E), VE € Z. (5.4)

Denote by E;”T the expectation corresponding to Pf"’. In the dual game G*(z), for each

= (o,m) € IMand o € %, the expected discount reward for Player 1 is defined as

T'oo
U(Za i3 ﬁ-s 0-) ::E?(r f e_a/t (C(K’ Xt’ At9 Bt) - Z(K)) dt:|
0

S o | 1 R To
= Z E;T,U' [_ (e_aTm - e—aTm+1 ) C(K’ Xm’ Am’ Bl11)] - EZTO- [Z(K) f €_atdt:| .
@ 0
(5.5)
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Under Assumption[2.2] by (5.4), we have PZ”’ (Te = ) =1 and

A .0 “ —Q 1 JT,0
U(z,i,nt,0) = Ep;,i [L e ek, Xt,A,,Bt)dt] - Z Z(k)Pp;,i(K = k)

keK
1
=V(pi,i,m,0) — E(Pi,Z% (5.6)

where (z, 0;) 1= Yrex 2(k)p;(k). Similar to the original game G(p), we give the definitions

of lower value U(z, i) and upper value U(z, i) as

U(z,i) =supinf U(z,i,n,0) = sup supinf U(z, i, (p,n),0) (5.7)
fell T€F peP(K|S) mell 7%

Ul(z,i) = inf supU(z,i,7,0) =inf sup supU(z, i, (o, n),0). (5.8)
T petl TEX pe 2(K|S) mell

IfU = U holds, we say the value function of the dual game G*(z) exists and denote
U'(z,i) = Uz, i) = Uz, D).

Here, we give the definition of the optimal policy in the dual game G*(z), which is similar
to Definition 2.4

Definition 5.2. Fix any z € R A policy #* € 11 for Player 1 is called optimal in the dual
game G*(2) if
ing Uz, i,7°,0) > U(z,i), Yi€eS.

A policy o* € X for Player 2 is called optimal in the dual game G*(z) if

sup U(z, i, ,0") < U(z,i) VieS.
7ell
Similar to the value function of the original game G(p), U or U has continuity (Lemma

[3.3) and convexity (Lemma[5.4)). These properties are described later here.

Lemma 5.3. Foreachic S, U(z,i) and U(z, i) are Lipschitz continuous functions respect
to z € R,

Proof. Given any (&,0) € [l x 2 and z; = {z,(k),k € K}, 20 = {z2(k), k € K} € R¥I, we
have

R . a ol 1 1
\U(z1, i, 7t,0) = Uza, i, &, o) < B [5 |21(k) — 20| < allzl - 22ll,

The rest is similar to the proof of Lemma[3.3l O
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Lemma 5.4. Suppose that Assumption holds. For each i € S, U(-,i) is a convex

function on RIK!,

Proof. Fix arbitrary i € S and £ > 0. For any z;,z, € RX!, by the definition of U, there

exists o1, 0» € X such that

sup Uz, i, &, 0) < Uz, i) +€, m=1,2.
rell

Using Proposition 2.3] and the equation (3.4)), for each A € [0, 1], there exists o* € X such
that

V(p’ i’ T, 0-/1) = ﬂv(p’ i’ T, 0-1) + (1 - A)V(p, i,ﬂ', 0-2)’ VZ € S’p € ‘@(K)’Tr € H
For each # = (p, 1) € I1, using Assumption 2.2, we have

AU(ZI? i’ 7AZ', 0-1) + (1 - A)U(ZZ’ i’ ﬁ-’ 0-2)
A 1-A4
= AV(p,i,m, o) + (1 = DV(p;,i,m,07) — ;(pi,m) - T(PuZz)

1
= V(pi’ i’ T, 0-/1) - E</1Z1 + (1 - /1)12,[)1'>
= Uz + (1 = Dz, i, 7, o).

By the arbitrariness of 7, we have

UAzy + (1 = Dzp, i) < sup U(Azy + (1 = Dza, i, 7, 07

#ell
< Asup U(zy, i, 7t,01) + (1 — D) sup U(za, i, T, 02)
#ell rell

< AU(z1,i) + (1 = DU(z2,0) + &,

which, together with the arbitrariness of &, means that U(-, i) is convex on R, 0

The next results are about the relationship between the value function of the origi-
nal game G(p) and the one of the dual game G*(z), which are given by the variational

expressions.

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that Assumption2.21 holds. For each i € S, we have
U(z,i) = max 4 V(p,i)— l<p t, zeRX (5.9)
=\ pE,@(K) - ’ a ’ s ) .
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_ _ 1
Uz, i) = Vip,i)— —(p.2), zeRK, 5.10
(z,1) ,,?g%’,‘(){ (p, 1) a<p z)} b4 (5.10)

In the dual case, the lower and upper value functions of the game G(p) satisfy

V(p.i) = min {g<z, D+~ (p, z>}, pe 2K (5.11)
_ — 1
V(p,i) = rzréiBn{U(p, )+ E(p,z}} , pe ZK), (5.12)

where B := {z € RlKllO < zk) < ¢, Vk e K} is a compact subset of RIX!,

Proof. In the following, we give the direct proof of (5.9) and (3.12)), while for the other
two formulas (3.10) and (5.11)) are proved by the Fenchel theorem given in [35, Theorem
A. 16]. The following proof is divided into three steps.

Step 1. According to (G.0), for each z e R and i € S, we have

1
U(z,i) = sup Supinf{V(pi,i,ﬂ,ff)——<pi,z>}
a

peP(K|S) nell TEZ

1
= sup {sup inf V(p;,i,m,0) — —{p;, z)}

pie2(K) \ nell T€Z a
. 1
= Ssup {Z(p3 l) - _<pa Z)} .
peP(K) a

By the Lemma and compactness of Z(K), the supremum can be replaced by the

maximum in above equation, i.e.,
(z,0) = (p, i) — —1 (P, 2)
U(z,i max < V(p,i , .
L% oo |- p p.z

Step 2. In this step, we give the proof of (3.12)). Fix any i € S and z € RXl. Note that

for any & > 0, there exists a policy o = 0(z, i, €) such that

sup E’If [f e (c(k, X, A, B) — 2()) dt] <Ui)+e, VYpe PK).
nell ’ 0

Hence, the definition of ‘_/(p, i) implies that

_ - 1
V(p,i) <supV(p,i,n,0) < Uz, i)+ —(p,2) +&, Vpe ZK).
nell a
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By the arbitrariness of z and &, we have that
V(p,i) < inf {U(Z, i)+ —<P, z)} lnf{U(z, )+ — <P, z)} Vpe Z(K). (5.13)
zeRIKI

Conversely, fix arbitrary i € § and p € &(K). By the definition of V(p, i), for any € > 0,

there exists & = & (p, i, €) such that

V(p, )+e=>supV(p,i,n,0) = Zpk sup V(6y, i, , 0). (5.14)

nmell ek nmell

We need to show that second equality of (3.14) holds. Fix p = &, k € K. According
to (2.6)), the value of Eg:i[ f] only depends on { 5,)},,>0, i.e., it is independent of { T, }n>0,
(j # k). Then, using Theorem .1l the optimal policy of Player 1 exists and is denoted by
7® = ('® n > 0. Let 7 := {*®, k € K} and using (Z.6) again, we have

D Pesup VG i m,8) = ) piV(Brivn, &) < sup Vip,i,m, ).
ek mell ek nell

The inverse inequality is obvious, and then the second equality of (3.14) holds. Define
2% ={z%(k),k € K} as
Zk) = a sup Egk‘f [f e ek, X;, Ay, Bt)dt] = asup V(0, 1,1, 0). (5.15)
nell ’ 0 nell

Obviously, it holds that 0 < z%(k) < ¢* for every k € K, i.e., z7 € B. In the dual game
G(z%), we have

U7, i) < sup sup{V(p,z m,0) — —(p, U)}

peP(K) mell
1 .
= sup sup Z Dk (V(ék, iL,m0)— —z”(k)) <0
peZ(K) mell | ¢ @
where the last inequality is based on (3.13). Then, combining (5.14) and (3.13)), we obtain
_ 1 . — .
V(p’ l) 2 E(p’ ZU) + U(ZO—, l) — &
1 — 1 _
> inf{—(p, 2+ Uz, l)} —& > Inf {—(p,z) + Ul(z, l)} —&. (5.16)
z€B | z€RKl | a
According to (3.13)), (3.16) and the arbitrariness of &, we obtain
= . 1 — . ) 1 — .
V(p,i) = inf {—(p,z) + U(z, l)} = mf{—(p,z) + Uz, 1)}. (5.17)
zeRKl | v zeB | v
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According to the compactness of B and the continuity of U given in Lemma the
infimum can be replaced by the minimum, which is (3.12).

Step 3. In order to show (5.10) and (3.11)), we introduce the concepts of the Fenchel
duality. Let f be a function defined on R” with values in RU{+o0}. The Fenchel conjugate
of f is the function defined on R”

4 (p) = sup{(x, p) — f(x)}, (5.18)

xeR™

where (-, -) is the inner product on R”. Note that Z(K) is a subset of R’X!, Fixed any i € S,

the domain of V(-, i) can be expanded to R as following:

T = | V00 1€ 20
Once we prove the following equation
inf {U(z, D+t p>} = —co, V¥ p R\ P(K), (5.19)
we can deduce that
inf. {U(z, i)+ é(z, p>} =V(p.i), VpeRY, (5.20)

by combining (3.12)). Therefore, we give the proof of (3.19) below, which is equivalent to
proof that for each p = {p;, k € K} € RKI'\ Z(K) and M > 0, there exist some z € R
such that

— 1
U(z, i)+ E(z,p) < -M. (5.21)
-aM - c*
If Y ick P # 1, then define a constant vector as z = {z(k) =my = ﬁ, Vk € K},
lek P1 —
and then the definition of U given in (5.6]) implies that )
— 1 o omy  my Qe
Uiy + Lo py< & 10 Mo Zuek Py
o a o

If 3k P = 1 but there exists some ky € K satisfying py, < 0, then define vector Z :=

{2(k), Yk € K} as
20, k= ko;

k) = { 0, k# ko,

where z¢ := (—aM — ¢*)/py, > 0. Again, the definition of U given in (3.6) implies that

(0

c* (—ZOCI) L Pk _ c L WPk gy

— 1
U(z,i) + =z, p) < — + sup
a a q€l0,1] a a a
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Hence, it holds that (3.21]) which guarantees that (3.20) holds.

According to Lemma and 5.4 U(z, i) is a continuous convex function on R,
Hence, the Fenchel theorem Theorem A. 16] implies that aU(z, i) = (aU)™(z, i), and
then

aU(z, i) = sup {(—p,z) — sup [(w, —p) — (aU)(w, i)]}

peRIKI weRIKI

sup {(—p, o)+ inf |w.p) +(@D)w, i)]}

pERIKI

= sup {~(p,2) + aV(p, )}
peRIK

= sup {aV(p,i) = (p,2)}.
peZ(K)

Using the compactness of Z2(K) and the continuity of V again, the supremum can be
replaced by the maximum, i.e., (5.10) holds. Similar to the case V , we expand the domain
of V(-,i) by

~_ | Y(p, D), pePK);
I(p, l) - { —00, pE RlKl \ r@([{)

By Lemmal[3.6] for each i € S we have
V@pi + (1= Dpa,i) > AV (p1, i) + (1 = DV (pa,i), YA€ [0,1] and py, p, € R,

which means —V(-,i) is convex function on RX. Tt can be verified that {p € RKI :
V(p,i) > r}=1{p e PK): V(p,i) > r} for each r € R. Hence, the continuity of V*(-, i)
given in Lemma 3.3 implies that the set {p € RXl . V(p,i) > r} is closed, which means
-V(.,i) is lower semicontinuous. According to the Fenchel theorem [35] Theorem A.
16], we have
. ## .
~a V(i) = (~a¥)" (..

Using (5.18)) and the definition of V, for each p € Z(K), we have

—aV(p,i) = sup {(z, p) — sup [(x, 2+ aV(x, i)]}

z€RIKI X€RIKI

= sup {(—z,p> — sup [(x, —-z) + aV(x, i)]}

zeRIKI xeP(K)
= sup {(—z,p) —a sup [—a/_l<x, 2+ Vix, i)]}.
zeRIKI xeZ(K)
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Combing the formula above with (3.9), we obtain

V(p,i) = inf {U(z,z)+ (p,z)} m1n{U(z,z)+ (p,z)}

Z€RIKI

On the other hand, using (5.12)) we have

Vip,i) = V(p, )= mln{U(z, i)+ —(p, z)} mm{U(z, i)+ —(p, z)}

Hence, the formula (3.11)) holds. The proof has been completed. O

As the direct conclusion of Theorem [5.3] we obtain the existence of value function

and optimal policy of Player 1 in the dual game G*(z2).

Corollary 5.6. Suppose that Assumption holds. For each z € RX and i € S, the
following results hold.

(1) The value function U*(z, i) of the dual game G*(z) exists.

(2) There exists a optimal policy #* € 11 for Player 1.

Proof. According to Theorem [3.4] the value function V*(p, i) of the original game G(p)
exists for each p € 2(K)and i € S. For each z € RXl and i € S, using (5.9) and (3.10),
we obtain

U'z.i) = U(z,i) = Uz, i) = max {V (p. i) — —<p, z>} (5.22)

The continuity of V*(-, i) and the compactness of &?(k) ensure that there exists p; € Z(K),
which depends on i € S, such that

* o * * o 1 *
U (Z’l) = V (pi’l)_ E(piaz>‘

In G(p;), using Theorem@.] there exists a optimal policy 7' = (7" n> 0,k € K} €I for
Player 1 such that V(p},i,7', o) > V*(p;, i) for each o € X. Hence, we define #* := (o}, )
for each i € . Using (3.4) and (5.6), it holds that

. 1 1
Uz, i, 7", 0) = V(po},i,n',0) — —(pi,z2) = V' (0},i) — —(o;,2) = U'(z,i), Yo €ZX,
o a

which means that #* is the optimal policy for Player 1 in G*(z). 0O
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On the whole, Theorem [5.5] and Corollary describe the dual relations of the value
function and the optimal policy for Player 1 between G(p) and G¥(z). Drawing on this
idea, we try to use the dual game G*(z) to solve the optimal policy for Player 2 in the
original G(p). Previously, we introduce some natations. A set of R/Xl-valued bounded

functions is given as
Z={w:S 5> RN [0<w) <" VieS keKk].

Since S is finite, it can be verified that space . is compact. Given any u € I1[0], v € X[0]
and U : R x § — R, we define a function T*'U : 2(K) x £ xRk x § — R by

™“U)(p,w,z,i) = ® (ali)(bli k,i,a, b (fw (1 - D(tli,a,b d)
( P, w, 2, 1) Z;pw (al)yv(bli)c(k, i, a,b) ; e ( (tli, a, b)) dt

k

1 (o)
ERCEEDIDY pku(“(au)v(bu)[ > f e~ Q(dt, jli,a, )
Kk ab 0

jes
1
x (U<w<j>, D+ —Autnal) w(j»)]. (5.23)

Denote by I1[0] the set of all functions ¢ satisfying
(k. ali) := pilouP(ali),  Vp € P(KIS),p € T[O].

It can be verified that [1[0] = P (K x AlS). Since K, S and A are finite, the set [1[0] is
compact and convex, see [6]. Similar to A defined in (3.1), given any i € S and a € A,
define /() : [1[0] > 2(K) as

P(k, ali)
ek 9, aIi)’

Obviously, x4 1s continuous on [1[0]. Moreover, for any ¢, ¢, € I1[0] and A € [0, 1], it
holds that

Xia) (@) (k) = Vk € K. (5.24)

Xia)(Ad1 + (1 = Dd2) = BiaXia(P1) + (1 = Bia)Xiaw($2), (5.25)
A ek $1(L, ali)

Zkex[Ap1(k, ali) + (1 = Dok, ali)]

Proposition 5.7. Suppose that Assumption2.2 holds. For each z € RIX|, the value function

U*(z, 1) of the dual game G*(z) satisfies

where B o) =

U*(z,i) = min min max max (™ U")(p,w,z, 1), 5.26
( ) veX[0] weZ pe Z(K) yeH[O]( )(p ) ( )
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Proof. According to Theorem [3.1land Theorem[3.3]
U(z,10)

= sup { sup inf Zklzbl P @liv(bli)etk, i, a, b) ( fo ) e~ (1 — D(tli, a, b)) dt)

pe2(K) \ perfo) vEX0]
. . « —a - . ) 1
+ Z Z et ®(ali)v(bli) Z f e~ Q(dt, jli,a, D)V (Nucina(p)s J) — a<p,z>}
k ab jes YO

= sup inf H(¢,v) (5.27)
P vez[0]

where
H'(¢,v)
= sup inf]{zk: ;¢(k,ali)v(bli)c(k, i,a,b) ( fo e (1 — D(1li, a, b)) dt)

ef1[0] veX[0

+ > ol alipvbli) ) fo O, i@, BV (@) ) - é > > otk alie(ol,
k ab

jes keK acA
For any A € [0, 1] and ¢y, ¢, € II[0], the concavity of V* (see Lemma [3.6) and (5.23)
ensure that

Z [A¢1(k, ali) + (1 = Dok, ald)] V" (x .y (A1 + (1 = Dep2), )

k

> Z [A¢1(k, ali) + (1 = Dok, ald)] [Biaoy) V" (i) (@1)s ) + (1 = Bia) V(i (@2), )]

k

= 1) 91 al)V (i (@D, 1) + (1= D) > ¢l )V (ia($2), J).
k k

This inequality implies that for any v, € X[0] and r € R, the set ﬁ(vo) = {¢ € f[[O] :
Hi(¢,vo) > r}is convex. According to the continuity of X and Lemma 3.3 we ob-
tain that D(v,) is closed. In a similar way, it can be showed that E(¢o) = {v € Z[0] :
Hi(¢o,v) < r}is convex and closed for each ¢, € HfO] and r € R. Hence, the Sion
minimax theorem [35] Theorem A.7] and the compactness of ﬁ[O] and X[0] imply that
U*(z,i) = min max H'(¢, v).
veZ[0] pef10]
Using the variational formula (see Theorem [3.3)), the value function V* in (3.27) can be

replaced by the dual value function U*, i.e.,
U*(z,1)

40



— min max {Z ¢(k, a|l)V(b|l)c(k’ i,a, b) (f e (1 - D(tll, a, b)) dt)
veZ[0] gefl[0] k ab ’

+ [Zk: ; ¢(k, ali)v(bli) Z fo i e 0(dr, jli, a, b) inf (U p+ é@(,-,a)(@, 2))]

JjeS
- é Zk: Z o(k, ali)z(k)}

— min max inf { Z Z o(k, aliyw(blie(k, i, a, b) ( f " e (1 - D(tli, a, b)) dt)
k  ab 0

veZ[0] gell[0] weL

+ [ Zk: Z; ok, aliv(bli) ) fo " oo, flia, bY(U* (w(j). j) + éo((,-,a)(qs), w( j)>)]

JjeS
- é Zk: Z o(k, ali)z(k)}.

According to the compactness of . and the continuity of U* (see Lemma[3.3)), the infi-
mum in the above formula can be replaced by the minimum. Since U*(-, i) is convex and

(see Lemma[3.4), using the Sion minimax theorem [35, Theorem A.7], we obtain
U'(z,10)

— min min max { Z Z o(k, aliywv(bli)e(k, i, a, b) ( f " (1 - D(tli, a, b)) dt)
0

veZ[0] we.Z pell[0] T

- [; Zb ok, il fo e i, DU, )+ O @)D

JjeS
1
- — k, ali)z(k) ¢. = min mi
o 2Tty R
which completes the proof. O

The above proposition states the optimality equation of the value function U*(z, i) in
the dual game G*(z), which ensures that the existence of the optimal policy for Player 2.

This is the main conclusion of this section, see Theorem [5.8] below.

Theorem 5.8. Suppose that Assumption 2.2 holds. Given any z € R and i € S, there

exists o € X such that
Uz, i, 7,0 < U(z,i), Vrell, (5.28)
i.e., o* is the optimal policy for Player 2 in the dual game G*(z).
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Proof. According to Corollary the value function U*(z, i) of the dual game G¥(z)
exists. For each {h, € H,,n > 0} satisfying hy = i and h, = (h,_{,a,_1,b,_1,1,), We
construct a sequence {(&,[h,-1],v;[h,]) € £ X Z[0],n > 1} by recursion. In details,

&,[h,_1] are given as

ho] = argmin,_ 4 min max max I'U") (p,w,z,0) ¢,
§ilhol & WEL ) Lex0] pe 2(K) yeH[O]( )(p )

h = i G i FI“’V * n hn— 'n ) 'n ” > 1’
§n+1[ n] arg mlnwef {‘}‘221[1(’)1] pﬁ%’;{)/ﬁ}%ﬁ]( U )(p’ Waf [ 1](l ) l )} n

and v, [h,] are as

* _ . . WV T 7% .
Volhol = arg min, cy o) {gég,} pggg}() ,521%)3] o) (p,w, z, l)} ,

V:[hn] = arg minveZ[O] {3‘2(1} pgg}(’;{) ;f?f?[)é] (rﬂvU*) (P, w, é:n[hn—l](in)a ln)} , h2 1.

The existence of v;[h,] and &,[h,-,] is guaranteed by the compactness and continuity,
which has been discussed in detail in the proof of Proposition 3.7l The definitions of
v, [h,] and &,[h,_,] says that

U*(z,i) = max max ([*o10) (p, & [hol, z, i), 5.29
@) pe@(wnm( ) (p.&1lhol. 2.1) (5.29)

and foreachn > 1,

U Ealha-1106,), i) = max max (DU (p, v L, €4l 11Gn), i) (5.30)

Next, we define a policy 0" = {07, n > 0} € X for Player 2, which is

O-Z(|hn) = VZ[hn](lln)a Vn > 0.

The rest is to prove that o* is the optimal policy for Player 2 in the dual game G*(z).
To do so, we need to verify that for eachn > 0 and 7 = (p, 7) € f[, it holds that

n

U'(z.0) > é DUEFT (e = e T ) ek Xons Ay Bu)| - é<p,-, 2)

m=0

. 1
+ EZTO- |:e—aTy,+1 (U*(§n+1[Hn](Xn+1)’ Xn+1) + E<n+1p;r’ §n+1[Hn](Xn+1)>)] >
(5.31)
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where 07 is the posterior distribution on K at n-th decision epoch. The definitions and
properties of ,,07 are given in Lemma[.2] in which the probability p € Z?(K) needs to be
replaced by p; € Z(K). Hence, by Lemmald.2] we have

np? = An,,_l(-lh,,_l),a,,_l(n—lp?)’ Vl’l = 1 (532)
Next, we prove (5.31) by induction. For each z € R and # = (p, 7) € I1, since o7(-|h) =
volhol(li), we have
fidtoas 1 —aT 1
B | = (1 - ™) ek, Xo, Ao, Bo) | = —(pin2)
@ «
ot | —a % 1 T
+E; [e n (U (&1[Hol(X1), X1) + E(lpiafl[HO](Xl»)]

= > > pilkox (@liyvy[i1bli)e(k, i,a, b) ( f " (1 - Dili.a. b))dt) - é(pi, 2)
kK ab 0

+ ZZpi(k)nif)(a|i)v3[i](b|i)[Z fo e Q(dr, jli, a, B)U*ELNG), J)
k ab

JjeS
1 -
+ a(Ano(-li),a(pi), &)
= U (py, €41l 2, 1)
< U'(z,0),
where the last inequality is based on (3.29). That means (3.31)) holds for n = 0. For the

case of n > 1, we need to calculate two conditional expectations. Firstly, using (3.1)-(3.3)

directly, we have

|
EF [5 (1= e T=Tm0) e, Xt Apsts Bus)|Huss T O S m <+ 1

n+l

= > B (k= KHyt, T, 0 < m < nt 1) Y2 (alHy)0 (01 ok, X, a,b)
k a,b

X f e (1 = D(t|X,+1, a, b))dr
0

= > wapfR) D 1) (@lHyi )V (Hyc 101X ek, X1, @, b)
k a,b

X f e (1 = D(t|X,41, a, b))dr. (5.33)
0
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Secondly, according to (3.32), we have

B | T U €l H 10612), Xo)

1
+ = (2P Enia[Hyt 1(Xoi2)))
a

= > P (k= KlHy1, T, 0 <m < nt 1) )7, (@l )0 (b1Hy1)
k a,b

H, 1, T, 0<m<n+ 1]

n+l1

4 zj: ! O, Wit Ul 1) )+ o vl 10|

= D ) D A @l L 14| f O, X1, a,b)
— Jo
J

k a,b

1
x (U*(fm [Hast ) D)+ it D) [Hn+1](j)>)]- (5.34)

Noting that given any (h,, a,, b,) € H, X A X B, we have n,,,{(-|h,, a,, by, -) € I[1[0]. Using
(3.33)) and (5.34), it holds that

|
BN [5 (1 =T Tm0) e, Xt Apets Bus )| Hus T O S m <+ 1

FER T @l Hy 1062), X

1
+ E<n+ng, §n+2 [Hn+l](Xn+2)>)
= rﬂnﬂ(.lHn’AmBm.)’V;H[H’Hl] U* (n+1P;T, §n+2 [Hn+l ]a §n+l [Hn](Xn+l)a Xn+l)

1
4~ Eunt [H(X01))

H,,+1,Tm,0<m<n+l]

1
< U*(§n+l[Hn](Xn+l)’ Xn+l) + E<n+lp§r’ §n+l[Hn](Xn+l)>a (535)

where the last inequality is based on (3.30). Hence, we calculate the conditional expecta-
tion of (3.33), and then

. 1
E;r,(r [e_aTnH (U*(§n+l[Hn](Xn+l)a Xn+1) + a<n+1p?’ §n+1[Hn](Xn+l)>):|

>E" [l

—aT, —aT,
a (e - n+2) C(K’ Xn+laAn+laBn+l)]

- 1
+ E?’O— [e_aTn+2(U*(§n+2 [Hn+1](Xn+2))’ Xn+2) + E<n+2p§r’ §n+2[Hn+l](Xn+2)>)l- (536)

44



If (3.31)) holds for some n > 1, then for the case of n + 1, (5.36]) implies that

n+l1

U*(Z, l) > é Z E?’U* [(e—aTm - e_aTmH)C(K’ Xm’Ama Bm)] - é(ﬂi, Z)

m=0

- 1
+ E?’U [e_aT"+2 (U*(§n+2[Hn+l](Xn+2), Xn+2) + E<n+2ﬂ?’ §n+2[Hn+1](Xn+2)>)l .

Hence, (5.31)) holds for all n > 0 by induction. Passing the limit n — oo in (3.31)), we
obtain U*(z,i) > U(z,i, 7, 0"). Finally, by the arbitrariness of 7 € [Tand i € S, we obtain

the existence of the optimal policy for Player 2 in the dual game G*(z). O

The dual game G*(7) is the bridge for us to study the original game G(p). There
are two key points to study the existence of the optimal policy for Player 2. One is
the variational formula (Theorem [3.3)), the other is the existence of the optimal policy in
the dual game G*(z) (Theorem [5.8). Back to the original game G(p), we can obtain the

existence of optimal control directly.

Theorem 5.9. Suppose that Assumption2. 2 holds. Given any p € Z(K) and i € S, there

exists o € X such that
Vp,i,m,c") < V(p,i), VrmellieS

i.e., 0" is the optimal policy for Player 2 in G(p).

Proof. For each i € S, using Theorem [5.3] there exists z2 € R/X! such that the value
function V*(p, i) of the original game G(p) satisfying

% . s/ 0 . 1 i
Vip,i) = U(z,l)+;<p,z>-

By Theorem[3.8], for the vector 7' given above, there exists o = {o, n > 0} € X for Player
2 in the dual game G*(Z') such that

U, i, &0 < UZ,i), Vaell

Hence, we define the policy o* = {o%,n > 0} by o:(:|h,) = o(-|h,) for each hy = iy.

Then, for arbitrary 7 € I1, let 1 = (p, 7r), and then we have
. * I+ A i 1 i Y 1 i * .
Vp,i,m,07) = U, i,7,0) + E<p,z> SU(Z, )+ ;(p,z> = Vi(p, D).
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The arbitrariness of & € II says that o € X is the optimal policy of Player 2 in the original
game G(p). O

The proof of Theorem also gives the iterative algorithm of the optimal policy for
Player 2. Similar to Algorithm 1, we need to calculate {(£,[h,-1], v;[h,]) € £ X Z[0],n >
1} together. The algorithm of the optimal policy for Player 2 is arranged in the following.

Algorithm 2 optimal policy for Player 2
Input: The two-players zero-sum semi-Markov game with incomplete information

{K,S,(A X B), p,0O(,-i,a,b),c(k,i,a,b)}; the value function U* of the dual game given
by Corollary 3.8} for each n > 0, the history A, = (iy, ag, by, . . ., i,) € H,.

1: Compute z° := arg min,z{U*(z,ip) — a "{p, 2)}.
2: Compute

vex[0] pe Z(K) uell[0]

&1lhy] = argmin, {min max max (™ U*) (p,w, 2°, io)} ,

* . . % % i .
valho] = arg min min max max (I'*"'U w, 70,1
olho] g min,cy g {weg max max ( ) (p 0)

3: forn=1,2,...do
4. Compute

% _ . . w7 . .
Vn[hn] arg mlnveZ[O] {{‘2{(2 ple‘r;%)lg() ;glféll[)é] (F U ) (P, w, fn[hn—l](ln)’ ln)} .

Update the police at the n-th decision epoch o, (+|h,) = v, [h,](:|in).
5: Compute

— 1 . 1 WLV T T B . . )
§n+1 [hn] arg mlnwef {5221[1(}] pléri”/’ai)li() ;glr%(] (F U ) (P, w, fn [hn 1](ln)’ ln)}

Update the sequence &,[h,-1] at the (n + 1)-th decision epoch by &,,1[h,] and repeat
step 4.

k
n’

Qutput: The policy o := {0, n > 0} is the optimal policy for Player 2.
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