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Abstract
This paper studies a discrete-time stochastic control problem with linear quadratic criteria over an infinite-time horizon.
We focus on a class of control systems whose system matrices are associated with random parameters involving unknown
statistical properties. In particular, we design a distributed Q-learning algorithm to tackle the Riccati equation and derive the
optimal controller stabilizing the system. The key technique is that we convert the problem of solving the Riccati equation
into deriving the zero point of a matrix equation and devise a distributed stochastic approximation method to compute the
estimates of the zero point. The convergence analysis proves that the distributed Q-learning algorithm converges to the correct
value eventually. A numerical example sheds light on that the distributed Q-learning algorithm converges asymptotically.
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Introduction

A large number of phenomena arising from chemistry,
biology, ecology, economics, physics, engineering and
other disciplines can be modeled as stochastic systems
in nature. The past few decades have witnessed the
rapid development of the studies of stochastic systems,
initiated by Wonham [1] in the 1960s. In particular,
stochastic linear-quadratic (LQ) control has become
a research focus widely used in engineering systems.
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For stochastic systems with additive noises, Elia [2]
solved the mean-square stabilization problem of an
LQ system with fading channels involving random parameters and derived the optimal feedback solution of
a generalized Riccati equation using robust control.
Taksar-Poznyak-Iparraguirre [3] focused on the output
feedback regulation problems where the output signal
is affected by additive noises, and they devised a robust linear control strategy. Although there have been
great success in the research of stochastic systems with
additive noises, the systems with multiplicative noises
can better model the uncertainties of the system, such
as packet dropouts, quantization errors, the constraints
on signal-to-noise ratios and bandwidth limits. Therefore, stochastic LQ control with multiplicative noises
has been widely studied in diverse disciplines. For example, Willems-Blankenship [4] derived the necessary
and sufficient conditions for the stability of a class of
linear systems whose open loop involves white noise
multiplicative gain. Zhang-Li-Xu-Fu [5] considered the
problem of LQ regulation with multiplicative noise and
time-delay, and proposed an optimal controller for stabilizing a class of discrete-time stochastic systems based
on the solution of the Riccati-ZXL difference equation.
However, in the aforementioned literature, system matrices and parameters should be known in advance, which
is unrealistic in most applications. When faced with an
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The rest of this paper is arranged as followed. Problem
formulation and preliminaries are introduced in Section
II. The main results for the proposed distributed algorithm and its convergence analysis are presented in Section III. Section IV displays the simulation results of
running the proposed algorithm. Section V provides the
conclusion of this paper.

unknown system model, the above methods will lose efficiency. In the past few decades, a lot of efforts have
been continuously devoted to stochastic control problems with incomplete system dynamics and parameters.
In particular, reinforcement learning (RL) algorithms
have been widely used in control problems. In a variety of machine learning and computational intelligence
problems, the RL method is regarded as a general technology that drives the agent to interact with its environment and obtain the best control policy based on
the rewards received from the environment. Generally,
the core procedure of RL is policy iteration and value
iteration, which enable the RL method to solve control problems with unknown parameters and incomplete
system dynamics. Zhang-Cui-Luo-Jiang [6] designed a
data-driven RL method that can solve the H∞ control
with unknown nonlinear dynamics and constrained control inputs. Zhao-Liu-Luo [7] integrated RL and feedforward neural network to develop an online algorithm to
solve the stability problem of optimal control with uncertain input constraints. Wang-Zhang-Luo [8] applied
an adaptive dynamic programming algorithm based on
value iteration to tackle stochastic LQ control with unknown system parameters in infinite time. Especially,
the Q-learning algorithm is a kind of RL methods widely
used in LQ control and regulation problems. Li-ChaiLewis-Ding-Jiang [9] proposed an off-policy Q-learning
algorithm, which provides an approximate optimal control strategy for affine nonlinear systems with unknown
system dynamics. Xu-Jagnannathan [10] employed the
techniques of adaptive estimator and Q-learning to generate a direct dynamic programming algorithm, which
solves the problem of stochastic optimal adjustment.
However, in the aforementioned literature, obtaining the
solution to algebraic Riccati equation (ARE) and the
optimal controller must depend on the knowledge of the
statistical information of random parameters, which is
not feasible in practical applications [11]. Recently, DuMeng-Zhang [12] devised a Q-learning algorithm to solve
the Bellman equation of discrete-time LQ control problems, where system parameters are associated with multiplicative noise with unknown Gaussian distribution.

Notations: Define Rn as the set of real n × n-matrices.
Denote N as the set of integer numbers. Let Sn+ be the
set of positive semidefinite n × n-matrices. k.k stands for
the standard `-2 norm on vectors or their induced norms
on matrices. In represents the identity matrix with dimension n × n. Given a matrix A, denote its pseudo inverse matrix as A† . Let AT be the transpose of matrix
A. The Kronecker product is denoted by ⊗. A>0 indicates that A is a positive-definite matrix. Denote E[A]
as the expectation of matrix A.
2

Problem Formulation and Preliminaries

In this section, we establish the problem of LQ control
and introduce existing methods for solving this problem.
2.1

Problem Formulation

We consider a discrete-time system described by:
x(k + 1) = A(k)x(k) + B(k)u(k),

(1)

where x(k) ∈ Rn is the state, u(k) ∈ Rm is the control
input, A(k) and B(k) are random matrices with compatible dimensions, which are written as:
A(k) = A + Āω(k), B(k) = B + B̄ω(k).
Here, A, Ā, B and B̄ are constant matrices, ω(k) is a
multiplicative noise which follows the Gaussian distribution N (µ, σ 2 ). In particular, the statistics information µ
and σ 2 are unknown when designing the controller.

Note that the algorithm proposed by Du-Meng-Zhang
[12] is centralized, which is risky to a certain extent, because all data is transmitted in one packet, which creates
an opportunity for an attacker to steal all information.
To this end, in this paper, we propose a distributed Qlearning algorithm for stochastic control problems with
random parameters involving unknown statistical information. Inspired by the work in [13], we design a novel
distributed stochastic approximation algorithm. Under
the distributed stochastic approximation scheme, we can
approximate the zero point of a matrix equation, parameterize it to derive the solution of the Riccati equation,
and design the optimal controller. The convergence of
the distributed stochastic approximation algorithm has
been presented, and its correctness has been verified by
numerical examples.

The cost functional is defined as
J(x, u) =

∞ h
X

x(k)

T

T

u(k)

k=0

i

"
N

x(k)

#
,

(2)

u(k)

where N is a diagonal matrix denoted as
"
N=

Q 0

#
,

0 R
where Q>0 and R>0 are constant matrices. Since
the cost functional is given over an infinite horizon,
the controller is chosen from the stabilizing ones.
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where P is the positive-definite solution to equation (3).
It follows from (6) that we have

Namely, the admissible controller set is defined as
∞
P
ku(k)k2 <0, k ∈ N}.
U = {u(k) E
k=0

E[V (s + 1, x(s + 1)) − V (s, x(s))]
= E[xT (s + 1)P x(s + 1) − x(s)T P x(s)]

Our objective is to minimize the expected value of the
cost functional and obtain the optimal and stabilizing
controller in admissible control set U .

= E{[A(s)x(s) + B(s)u(s)]T P [A(s)x(s) + B(s)u(s)]
− xT (s)P x(s)}
= E[xT (s)AT (s)P A(s)x(s) + uT (s)B T (s)P A(s)x(s)
+ xT (s)AT (s)P B(s)u(s) + uT (s)B T (s)P B(s)u(s)

Remark 1 We emphasize that the LQ control studied
in this paper is associated with multiplicative noise involving unknown statistical properties. Although the research on the LQ control problem of known system parameters has been quite mature, how to solve LQ control
with unknown uncertainty in a distributed manner is still
an open question.

− xT (s)P x(s)]
= E{x(s)T [A(s)T P A(s) − P − Q]x(s)
+ u(s)T B(s)T P A(s)x(s) + x(s)T A(s)T P B(s)u(s)
+ u(s)T (B(s)T P B(s) + R)u(s)
− x(s)T Qx(s) − u(s)T Ru(s)}.

(7)

Calculate the summation of equation (7) for s from k to
∞:
2.2

∞
X

Preliminaries

E[V (s + 1, x(s + 1)) − V (s, x(s))]

s=k

The stabilizability of system (1) is essentially equivalent
to determine whether the value function
V (k, x(k)) :=

min
u(s),s≥k

∞
X

+

E[x(s)T Qx(s) + u(s)T Ru(s)]

s=k

=

E[x(s)T Qx(s) + u(s)T Ru(s)]

∞
X

E{[u(s) + (B(s)T P B(s) + R)−1 B(s)T P A(s)x(s)]T

s=k

s=k

× [R + B(s)T P B(s)][u(s) + (B(s)T P B(s) + R)−1

n

is finite for all x ∈ R . In addition, in the case where the
system matrices are known, the generalized ARE can be
expressed as:
P= E[Q + A(k)T P A(k)] − E[A(k)T P B(k)]
×E[B(k)T P B(k) + R]−1 E[B(k)T P A(k)]

∞
X

× B(s)T P A(s)x(s)]} − E{x(s)T [B(s)T P A(s)]T
× [R + B(s)T P B(s)]−1 B(s)T P A(s)x(s)}
∞
X
E{x(s)T [A(s)T P A(s) − P + Q]x(s)}.
+

(8)

s=k

(3)

Lemma 1 Assume that equation (3) has a unique solution P >0, then the optimal controller is given by

When s → ∞, the first term of the left-hand side of equation (8) approaches to E[V (k, X(k))]. Also, note that
due to Riccati equation (3), the last two terms of the
right-hand side of equation (8) is equal to 0. It indicates
that, the value function reaches the minimum when the
optimal controller turns to be

u∗ (k) = − {E[B(k)T P B(k) + R]}−1 E[B(k)T P A(k)]x(k).
(4)

u∗ (k) = − E[B(k)T P B(k) + R]−1 E[B(k)T P A(k)]x(k).
(9)

We have the following lemma:

Also, the value function has the form of
V (k, x(k)) = E[x(k)T P x(k)].

(5)

Proof: Define
V (s, x(s)) = E[x(s)T P x(s)],

(6)
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the Riccati equation (11) can be equivalently written as

The optimal controller (4) can be further expressed as
u∗ (k) = − E{[B + B̄ω(k)]T P [B + B̄ω(k)] + R}−1

P = Π(G).

(13)

T

× E{[B + B̄ω(k)] P [A + Āω(k)]}x(k)

Substituting (13) into equation (12) yields

= − E[B T P B + B T P B̄ω(k) + ω T B̄ T P B
+ ω(k)T B̄ T P B̄ω(k)]−1 E[B T P A + B T P Āω(k)

G=E

+ ω(k)T B̄ T P A + ω(k)T B̄ T P Āω(k)]x(k)

"
Q + A(k)T Π(G)A(k)
B(k)T Π(G)A(k)

= − [B T P B + µB T P B̄ + µB̄ T P B

A(k)T Π(G)B(k)

#

.
B(k)T Π(G)B(k) + R
(14)

+ (µ2 + σ 2 )B̄ T P B̄]−1 [B T P A + µB T P Ā
+ µB̄ T P A + (µ2 + σ 2 )B̄ T P Ā]x(k),

In this scenario, solving the Riccati equation (11) can
be converted into seeking for the zero point of equation
(14). Du-Meng-Zhang [12] applied an iterative stochastic
approximation algorithm to solve equation (14):

(10)

which suggests that the optimal controller is closely related to the expectation and covariance of the random
parameter.

G(k + 1) = G(k) + α(k)Y (G(k)),

(15)

where
Therefore, when the expectation or covariance of the
random parameter is unknown, the standard solution
(10) is not applicable any more. In order to tackle with
this situation, [12] presented a novel algorithm.

Y (G(k))
"
#
Q + A(k)T Π(G(k))A(k) A(k)T Π(G(k))B(k)
=
B(k)T Π(G(k))A(k) B(k)T Π(G(k))B(k) + R
− G(k)

In [12], the authors have rewritten the generalized Riccati equation into the form of

P =Π E

and α(k) is the learning rate sequence satisfying:

#!

"
Q + A(k)T P A(k)

A(k)T P B(k)

B(k)T P A(k)

B(k)T P B(k) + R

P∞

k=0

,

where

a.
b.
c.
d.

In this case, the optimal controller can be formulated as

u (k) =Γ E

Q + A(k)T P A(k)

A(k)T P B(k)

B(k)T P A(k)

B(k)T P B(k) + R

The LQ problem (1)-(2) is well-posed;
ARE (11) admits a solution P >0;
{G(k)} is bounded with a positive probability;
{G(k)} converges almostly surely (a.s.) to a deterministic matrix G∗ ∈ Sm+n
.
+

Q + A(k)T Π(G∗ )A(k)

(4) G∗ = E 

†
Γ(P ) = −Puu
Pux .

Let
Q + A(k)T P A(k)

A(k)T P B(k)

B(k)T P A(k)

B(k)T P B(k) + R

α(k)2 ≤ ∞.

(1) The value function V (x) = xT P x for all x ∈ Rn ;
(2) The solution of ARE (11) is given by P = Π(G∗ );
(3) The optimal
control is given by u∗ (k) = Γ(G∗ )x(k);


where

"

k=0

Moreover, if either statement is valid, one has the following properties:

#!

× x(k),

G=E

P∞

Then, the following statements are equivalent:

†
Π(P ) = Pxx − Pxu Puu
Pux
is defined as a mapping for a matrix P according to the
partition
"
#
Pxx Pxu
P =
.
Pux Puu

"

α(k) = ∞ and

Lemma 2 Let {G(k)} be the sequence constructed by
stochastic approximation algorithm (15) for k = 1, 2, . . . .

(11)

∗

(16)

T

∗

B(k) Π(G )A(k)

A(k)T Π(G∗ )B(k)

B(k)T Π(G∗ )B(k) + R

.

Remark 1 The algorithm proposed by [12] is centralized. That is, the algorithm requires the entire information of G(k) and other system parameters to update
G(k+1) iteratively. However, this is not adaptive to problems where information security and privacy are empha-

#
, (12)

4

sized. It has become mainstream to replace centralized algorithms with distributed ones where global information
is not needed.

Proof: Since Q > 0 and R > 0, it follows from (14) that
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where ε > 0. In addition, from the non-decreasing property of Π in [12], it follows from (11) that we have

G ≥ diag{Q, R} ≥ εI,

Main Results

In this section, we present a distributed stochastic approximation method for the Q-learning algorithm for
stochastic LQ control. The consensus analysis and convergence analysis of the proposed algorithm are also provided.
3.1

P ≥ Π(diag{Q, R}) ≥ εI.
Thus, there exist unitary matrices T1 and T2 such that
T10 P T1 = I, T20 Guu T2 = I.

A Distributed Q-Learning Algorithm
"
Let T =

Firstly, we present a novel distributed algorithm. Comparing to the centralized algorithm proposed by [12],
where a single sensor has to collect all information, our
algorithm involves N sensors where each sensor only has
access to partial information. In particular, an undirected graph G = {V, E}, which contains a vertex set
V and an edge set E, is formed by N sensors. Sensor j
is said to be a neighbor of sensor i, if i and j are connected by an edge. The set of the neighbors of sensor i is
denoted by Ni . Each sensor i = 1, . . . , N is assigned to
collect measurement data and carry out the estimates of
G∗ . Each sensor is also able to share local estimates with
its neighboring sensors via the communication links between them. The graph G is assumed to be connected
throughout the paper.

I 0
C I

#"

T1 0
0 T2

#
with C = −G−1
uu Gux and

define Υ̃(k) = T1−1 Υ(k)T, Ñ (k) = T 0 N T where N =
"
#
h
i
Q 0
and Υ(k) = A(k) B(k) .
0 R
In view of the fact that Π(T 0 GT ) = T10 Π(G)T1 , we obtain
I =T10 P T1
=T10 Π(G)T1


=Π E[Υ̃0 (k)Υ̃(k) + Ñ ] .

(18)

By letting G̃i (k) = T 0 Gi (k)T , it follows from (17) that
we have
X
G̃i (k + 1) =G̃i (k) +
(G̃j (k) − G̃i (k))

Based on the graphical model above, our algorithm is
implemented in each sensor concurrently. Specifically,
each sensor iteratively computes

j∈Ni




+ α(k) Υ̃0 (k)Π(G̃i (k))Υ̃(k) + Ñ − G̃i (k) .

Gi (k + 1)
X
=Gi (k) +
(Gj (k) − Gi (k)) + α(k)Li Y (Gi (k)),

(19)

j∈Ni

We now prove that G̃i (k) is bounded a.s. To this end,
we denote

(17)
PN
where i=1 Li = N I and Y (.) has been defined in equation (16).

Φ̃G (k) =Υ̃0 (k)Π(G(k))Υ̃(k) + Ñ ,


Φ̃(G(k)) =E Υ̃0 (k)Π(G(k))Υ̃(k) + Ñ ,

Remark 2 In the proposed algorithm (17), sensor i iteratively computes its estimate for G∗ using local information. That is, sensor i only needs to use Gi (k) and
Gj (k), j ∈ Ni to update Gi (k + 1) instead of knowing the
estimates of the whole network.

Ψ̃G (k) =Υ̃0 (k)Gxx (k)Υ̃(k) + Ñ ,


Ψ̃(G(k)) =E Υ̃0 (k)Gxx (k)Υ̃(k) + Ñ .

3.2

It can be shown that Ψ̃(G(k)) is a contraction mapping
under matrix 2-norm. In fact, from (18), it is obvious
that I = Ψ̃(I). Together with N > 0, it follows that
Ñ > 0.Then thereexists a positive number λ < 1 such
that E Υ̃0 (k)Υ̃(k) = I − Ñ ≤ λI. Accordingly, for any

Boundness of the Distributed Algorithm

In this part, we first study the boundness of algorithm
(17).
Theorem 1 Under the condition that ARE (3) has
a positive-definite solution P >0, then {Gi (k), k ≥ 0}
is bounded with a positive probability for each i =
1, 2, · · · , N .
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together with E Υ̃0 (k)Υ̃(k) ≤ λI , we have

M1 and M2 , it follows that
kΨ̃(M1 ) − Ψ̃(M2 )k2



E[Θi (k)|F(k − 1)] ≤ kGixx (k) − IkE Υ̃0 (k)Υ̃(k)

= Υ̃0 (k)(M1,xx − M2,xx )Υ̃(k)
2 

0
≤kM1,xx − M2,xx k2 kE Υ̃ (k)Υ̃(k) k2

≤ λkGixx (k) − Ik2 I
≤ λkĜi k2 I.

≤λkM1 − M2 k2 ,

(22)

Moreover, it is easy to verify that

this implies that Ψ̃(M ) is a contraction mapping with
respective to M by using λ < 1.

E[kΘi (k)k2 |F(k − 1)] ≤ 36µ + 30µkĜ1 (k)k2 ,
where µ satisfies that E[Υ0 (k)Υ(k)] + N ≤ µ.
By applying similar discussions to Lemma 3.4 in [12], it
yields that Ĝi (k) converges to 0 a.s., which implies that
Gi (k) is bounded a.s.. As a consequence with G̃i (k) =
T 0 Gi (k)T and G̃i (k) ≤ Gi (k), it follows that Gi (k) is
bounded a.s..

Define:
Gi (k + 1) =Gi (k) +

X

(Gj (k) − Gi (k))

j∈Ni

+ α(k)[Ψ̃Gi (k) − Gi (k)],

(20)

with initial value Gi (0) = T 0 Gi (0)T . Since Gixx (k) ≥
Π(Gi (k)), we have that

3.3

Convergence Analysis

We can now prove the convergence of the distributed
algorithm (17). The convergence analysis consists of the
following two parts:

Ψ̃Gi (k) ≥ Φ̃Gi (k).
Thus, it holds that

lim kGi (k) − Gj (k)k = 0, ∀i, j ∈ Ni , a.s.,

G̃i (k) ≤ Gi (k), k = 0, 1, 2, · · · ,

k→∞

∗

lim kGi (k) − G k = 0, ∀i ∈ Ni , a.s.,

k→∞

which gives that Gi (k) is an upper bound process of
G̃i (k).

(23)
(24)

where G∗ is the solution to (14). The first condition (23)
indicates that algorithm (17) achieves consensus, and
the second condition (24) indicates that the consensus
value is the solution to (14).

Let Ĝi (k) = Gi (k) − I, it follows from (20) and I =
E[Υ̃0 (k)Υ̃(k)] + Ñ that,

The detailed proof is given as below.

Ĝi (k + 1)

3.3.1


X
=[1 − α(k)][Gi (k) − I] +
[Gj (k) − I] − [Gi (k) − I]

Consensus Analysis

We first focus on proving that each sensor reaches consensus under the distributed scheme (17).

j∈Ni

+ α(k)[Ψ̃(Gi (k)) − I]
X
=[1 − α(k)]Ĝi (k) +
[Ĝj (k) − Ĝi (k)]

Theorem 2 Suppose that equation (3) has the solution
of P >0, then the proposed algorithm (17) achieves consensus.

j∈Ni

h

i
+ α(k) Υ̃0 (k)Gixx (k)Υ̃(k) − E Υ̃0 (k)Gixx (k)Υ̃(k)
h 

i
+ α(k) E Υ̃0 (k)Gixx (k)Υ̃(k) − E[Υ̃0 (k)Υ̃(k)] .

Proof:

(21)

Denote F (k) = col{G1 (k), G2 (k), . . . , GN (k)} and
Φ(k) = col{L1 Y1 (k), L2 Y2 (k), . . . , LN YN (k)}, it follows
from (17) that

Denote




Θi (k) =E Υ̃0 (k)Gixx (k)Υ̃(k) − E Υ̃0 (k)Gixx (k)Υ̃(k)


+ E Υ̃0 (k)Gixx (k)Υ̃(k) − E[Υ̃0 (k)Υ̃(k)],

F (k + 1) = AF (k) + α(k)Φ(k),
where A = I − L and L is the Laplacian matrix.
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Let M =
obtain

0
1
N 1N 1N

and δ(k) = (I − M )F (k), we further

3.3.2

δ(k + 1) =(I − M )AF (k) + α(k)(I − M )Φ(k)
=(A − M )δ(k) + α(k)(I − M )Φ(k),

Convergence Analysis to the Solution of (17)

In this part, we present discussions on the convergence of
equation (17), that is, to prove that equation (24) holds.

where the facts AM = M A = M 2 = M have been used
in the derivation of the last equality.
Theorem 3 Under the assumption that ARE (3) has a
solution P >0, then Gi (k), i = 1, . . . , N converge a.s. to
G(k).

By applying iterative calculation to (25), it yields that
δ(k + 1) =(A − M )k+1 δ(0) +

k
X

α(τ )(A − M )k−τ

τ =0

Proof: We define Ḡ(k + 1) =
thus obtained from (17) that

× (I − M )Φ(τ ).
To prove that the algorithm achieves consensus in the
almost sure sense, the key point is to analyze the norm
of δ(k). Specifically, we have:

i=1

Gi (k + 1). It is

N

Note that

=k(A − M )k δ(0) +

k−1
X

(A − M )k−τ −1 (I − M )Φ(τ )k

τ =0
k−1
X

≤k(A − M )k δ(0)k +

N
X

k−1
X
τ =0
k−1
X

Li Yi (G∗ )

i=1

(A − M )K−τ −1 (I − M )Φ(τ )
=

τ =0

≤cρk kδ(0)k +

PN

α(k) X
Ḡ(k + 1) = Ḡ(k) +
Li Y (Gi (k)).
N i=1

kδ(k + 1)k

≤cρk kδ(0)k +

1
N

N
X

Li ×

"
 Q + A(k)T Π(G∗ )A(k)
B(k)T Π(G∗ )A(k)

i=1

kα(τ )(A − M )k−τ −1 (I − M )Φ(τ )k

− G∗

A(k)T Π(G∗ )B(k)
B(k)T Π(G∗ )B(k) + R



=0.

α(τ )k(A − M )k−τ −1 kkI − M kkΦ(τ )k.

Also, recall the centralized algorithm (15), i.e.,

τ =0

(25)
G(k + 1) = G(k) + α(k)Y (G(k)),
Based on the fact that, given a connected graph, it yields
that
k(A − M )k k ≤ cρk ,

and let ∆(k) = Ḡ(k) − G(k), the iteration equation of
∆(k) is given by

(26)
N

where c>0 and ρ ∈ (0, 1). It holds that kI − M k<∞,
kδ(0)k<∞ and kΦ(τ )k<∞, we have

∆(k + 1) = ∆(k) +

α(k) X
Li Y (Gi (k)) − α(k)Y (G(k))
N i=1

N

i
α(k) h X
Li Y (Gi (k)) − N Y (G(k))
N i=1


=∆(k) + α(k) Y (Ḡ(k)) − Y (G(k))

lim cρk kδ(0)k → 0

=∆(k) +

k→∞

lim

k→∞

k−1
X

N

i
α(k) h X 
Li Y (Gi (k)) − Y (Ḡ(k))
N i=1
"
#
A(k)T W A(k) A(k)T W B(k)
=[1 − α(k)]∆(k) + α(k) ×
B(k)T W A(k) B(k)T W B(k)

k(A − M )k−τ −1 kk(I − M )kkΦ(τ )k → 0.

+

τ =0

Thus,
lim kδ(k)k = 0, a.s.

N

k→∞

i
α(k) h X 
+
Li Y (Gi (k)) − Y (Ḡ(k)) ,
N i=1

That is, equation (23) holds.
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(27)

#

where W = Π(Ḡ(k)) − Π(G(k). The derivation of (27)
depends on the following fact:

their consensus states will converge to
lim kGi (k) − Gj (k)k = 0, ∀i, j ∈ Ni , a.s.,

k→∞

Y (Ḡ(k)) − Y (G(k))
"
#
Q + A(k)T Π(Ḡ(k))A(k) A(k)T Π(Ḡ(k))B(k)
=
B(k)T Π(Ḡ(k))A(k) B(k)T Π(Ḡ(k))B(k) + R

lim kḠ(k) − G(k)k = 0, ∀i, a.s.,

k→∞

which further imply that

− Ḡ(k)
"
#
Q + A(k)T Π(G(k))A(k) A(k)T Π(G(k))B(k)
−
B(k)T Π(G(k))A(k) B(k)T Π(G(k))B(k) + R

=

+ G(k)
"
#
A(k)T W A(k) A(k)T W B(k)
B(k)T W A(k) B(k)T W B(k)

lim kGi (k) − G(k)k = 0, ∀i a.s.

k→∞

Based on the convergence analysis in [12], we finally obtain
lim kGi (k) − G∗ k = 0, ∀i, a.s.
k→∞



− Ḡ(k) − G(k) .

Thus, the distributed stochastic approximation algorithm converges a.s. to G∗ .

Denote
"
Ψ(k) =

A(k)T W A(k) A(k)T W B(k)

#

B(k)T W A(k) B(k)T W B(k)

4

N
i
1 hX 
Li Y (Gi (k)) − Y (Ḡ(k)) .
+
N i=1

We implement the distributed Q-learning algorithm (17)
in a discrete-time model. Suppose that"the system
# pa0.2 0
, Ā =
rameters are given as followed: A =
0 0.6
#
"
" #
#
" #
"
0.4 0
0.1
0.7
0.7 0
,
, Q =
, B̄ =
, B =
0 0.7
0.7
0.3
0 0.8
1 0.6
R = 1, α(k) = ( k+2
) . Assume that random parameters follow the Gaussian distribution N (µ, σ 2 ), where
µ = 1, σ 2 = 0.1. The system is associated with a networked system where sensors i = 1, . . . , 4 are employed
to autonomously calculate Gi (k), which are the estimates of the Q-factor in the k-th iteration. The induced
graph of the networked system is shown by Fig. 1. Fig.
2 illustrates the 1-norm of Gi (k) for i = 1, . . . , 4 after
running the proposed algorithm for 200 times. Fig. 3 reveals that for i = 1, G1 (k) converges to the correct solution G∗ . Also, other sensors have similar convergence
behaviors as sensor 1 does.

Then, equation (27) can be reformulated as
∆(k + 1) = [1 − α(k)]∆(k) + α(k)Ψ(k).

(28)

Together with
kG(k)k<∞,
it follows that,
"

A(k)T W A(k) A(k)T W B(k)

#

B(k)T W )A(k) B(k)T W B(k)

<∞.

According to the above analysis, we have
kΨ(k)k<∞.
Applying the facts that 0 < 1 − α(k) < 1, kΨ(k)k < ∞
and limk→∞ α(k) = 0, we obtain
lim k∆(k + 1)k = 0.

k→∞

Numerical Example

(29)

1

2

4

3

This gives the second condition (24).
Now we are ready to give the main result of this paper.
Theorem 4 Under the assumption that the ARE (3)
has a positive-definite solution, the distributed algorithm
(17) is able to converge a.s. to G∗ .
Proof: On the basis of the analysis given above, we
prove that the sensors are able to reach consensus and

Fig. 1. A 4-sensor graph
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