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Concurrent learning-based approximate optimal
regulation

Rushikesh Kamalapurkar, Patrick Walters, and Warren Dixon

Abstract—In deterministic systems, reinforcement learming- that the least squares and gradient descent-based update la
based online approximate optimal control methods typicay generally require persistence of excitation (PE) in theesys
require a restrictive persistence of excitation (PE) condion state for convergence of the parameter estimates. Modificat
for convergence. This paper presents a concurrent learning S . .
based solution to the online approximate optimal regulatio SChem?S_ Suph as projection algorithms;modification, and
problem that eliminates the need for PE. The development is e—modification are used to guarantee boundedness of param-
based on the observation that given a model of the system,eter estimates and overall system stability. However, ehes
the Bellman error, which quantifies the deviation of the systm modification schemes do not guarantee parameter convergenc

Hamiltonian from the optimal Hamiltonian, can be evaluatedat = hja55 the PE condition, which is often impossible to verify
any point in the state space. Further, a concurrent learningbased . . .
online, is satisfied [14]=[17].

parameter identifier is developed to compensate for parameic !
uncertainty in the plant dynamics. Uniformly ultimately bo unded As recently shown in results such as[18] and|[19], con-
(UUB) convergence of the system states to the origin, and UUB current learning methods can be used to guarantee parameter
convergence of the developed policy to the optimal policy @ convergence in adaptive control without relying on the PE
established using a Lyapunov-based analysis. condition. Concurrent learning relies on recorded staterin
mation along with current state measurements to update the
parameter estimates. Learning from recorded data is effect
Reinforcement learning (RL) enables a cognitive agent #ince it is based on the model error, which is closely reléted
learn desirable behavior from interactions with its enwiro the parameter estimation error. The key concept that emable
ment. In control theory, the desirable behavior is typicallthe computation of the model error from past recorded data is
quantified using a cost function, and the control problethat the model error can be computed if the state derivasive i
is formulated as the desire to find the optimal policy th&nown, and the state derivative can be accurately computed
minimizes the cumulative cost. Recently, various RL-based a past recorded data point using numerical smoothing
techniques have been developed to approximately solve egehniques[[18],T19].
timal control problems for continuous-time and discrétest  In RL-based approximate online optimal control, parame-
deterministic systems [1]=[13]. The approximate solutisn ter estimates are updated based on the BE along the state
facilitated via value function approximation, where thduea trajectories. Such weight update strategies create twd- cha
function is approximated using a linear-in-the-paraneteP) lenges for analyzing convergence. The system states need
approximation, and the optimal policy is computed based et be PE for parameter convergence, and the policy, which
the estimated value function. is based on the estimated weights, needs to regulate the
Methods that seek an online solution to the optimal contreystem states to a neighborhood around the desired goal so
problem, (cf., [1], [4]) are structurally similar to adagi the information around the desired trajectory can be used to
control schemes. In adaptive control, the estimates for tlearn the value function. For example, in an infinite horizon
uncertain parameters in the plant model are updated usiegulation problem, if the policy does not regulate the exyst
the current tracking error as the performance metric, wagrestates to a neighborhood around the origin, the optimalevalu
in online RL-based techniques, estimates for the uncertdimction (and hence, the optimal policy) near the origin can
parameters in the value function are updated using the Bellrmmot be learned, defeating one of the control objectivess&he
error (BE) as the performance metric. Convergence of onliekallenges are typically addressed by adding an expleratio
RL-based techniques to the optimal solution is analogousdignal to the control input (cf.[]4],[113],[]20]) to ensure
parameter convergence in adaptive control. sufficient exploration in the desired region of the statecepa
Parameter convergence has been a focus of researctHawever, no analytical methods exist to compute the appro-
adaptive control for several decades. It is common knovdedpgriate exploration signal for nonlinear systems.
In this paper, the aforementioned challenges are addressed
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evaluated at any number of desired points in the state spg6eocc) defined as

For example, in an infinite horizon regulation problem, the o

BE can be computed at sampled points uniformly distributed, ,. A . / N n

in a neighborhood around the origin of the state space. TheV (o) = a:n{gﬂw r(z(r),@(z(r))dr, Yzo € R,

results of this paper indicate that convergence of the uwkno ael  to 3)
(1), 7 € [to,00) denote the trajectory of(1) with

parameters in the value function is guaranteed provided W\‘/ﬁerex
selected points satisfy a rank condition that is weaker th feedback control lavi (z (7)) and the initial condition
Xto) = xo. Assuming thafi’* is continuously differentiable,

the PE condition. Since the BE can be evaluated at an
desired point in the state space, sufficient explorationtzan ang* (0) = 0, the optimal control law can be determined as

achieved by appropriately selecting the points in a desire
neighborhood. _ . _ ut = _ER—lgT (VIV*)T,

If the system dynamics are partially unknown, an approxi- 2
mation to the BE can be evaluated at any desired point in tivereV, denotes the partial derivative with respectito
state space based on an estimate of the system dynamics. Mhe optimal value function can be obtained by solving the
this paper, a concurrent learning-based parameter estirisat corresponding Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation
developed to exponentially identify the unknown paranseter . . T Tk
in the system model, and the parameter estimates are used to VoV (f 4 gu”) + a7 Qr +u™ Ru™ = 0. (4)

compute an approximation to the BE. The unknown paramgpgajytical solution of the HIB equation is generally infibdes
ters in the va_luefunctlo_n are updated based on the appréXimgence. an approximate solution is sought. An approximate
BE, and uniformly ultimately bounded (UUB) convergencggytion based on minimizing the BE is facilitated by rejiac

of the system states to the origin and UUB convergence p¥ z4d +* in @) by their respective subsequently defined

the parameter estimates (and hence, UUB convergence Ofégﬁmatesf/ andii to compute the BB (V,x,ﬁ) cR as

developed policy to the optimal policy) is established gsin

Lyapunov-based analysis. 5=V, (f + ga) + 2T Qx + a Ra. (5)
Il. PROBLEM FORMULATION The control objective is achieved by simultaneously afjgst
Consider a control affine nonlinear dynamic system the estimated” and ¢ to minimize the BE evaluated along
. A the trajectoryzx (t). The BE depends on the drift dynamics
i(t)=f(x(t)+g@®)a(t), t (0,00, (1) f Since the drift dynamics are unknown, an adaptive system

wherez € R™ denotes the system statec R™ denotes the identifier is developed in the following section.

control input, f : R™ — R"™ denotes the drift dynamics, and I1l. SYSTEM IDENTIEICATION
g : R™ — R™*™ denotes the control effectiveness matrix. The

objective is to solve the infinite horizon optimal regulatio
problem online, i.e., to find the optimal poliey’ : R™ — R™

Let f () = Y (z) 6* be the linear parametrization of the
function f, whereY : R® — R"*? is the regression matrix
andg* € R? is the vector of constant unknown parameters. Let

defined as - . :
- f R x RP —>(R” SJe an estimate of the unknown function

‘. a , X f defined asf (z,0) 2 Y (x)60, wheref (t) € R" is the
v %ﬁﬁiﬁ/r (@(r), i (x (7)) dr, @ vector of parameter estimates, To estimate the drift dyosmi

aeu  to an identifier is designed as
while regulating the system states to the origin. [[h @),
denotes the set of admissible state feedback policies, and
r:R" x R™ — [0, 00) denotes the instantaneous cost defineghere the state estimation errdiis defined as £ = — 7 and
as k, € R™ " is a positive definite, constant diagonal observer
r(z,a) £ 27 Qx4+ 4 Ra, gain matrix. From[(lL) and{6) the identification error dynasni

... can be derived as
where @ € R™™ and R € R™*™ are constant positive

definite symmetric matrices. The class of nonlinear systems T=Y0 =k, (7)

considered in this paper is characterized by the fOllOWirlgher(?H~ is the parameter identification error definedfag
assumption. 0* — 0.

&= f4 g+ ko7, (6)

Assumption 1. The drift dynamicsf is an unknown, LP A Concurrent learning-based parameter update
locally Lipschitz function such thaf (0) = 0, and the control

effectiveness matriy is a known, bounded locally Lipschitzé
function.

In traditional adaptive control, convergence of the esténa
(t) to their true value$* is ensured by using a PE condition
[15]-[17]. To ensure convergence without the PE condition,
A closed-form solution to the optimal control problem is concurrent learning-based approach can be emploved [18],
formulated in terms of the optimal value functiéfi : R — [19]. The following observability assumption relaxes thie P



condition that is required for parameter convergence irpada The time derivative of the Lyapunov function is given by
tive control. ) re a1
Vo=2"2-0"T,"6. 13
Assumption 2. [18], [19] There exists a finite set of time 0T 0 (13)
instances{t; | j = 1,---, M} such that Using [7) and [(I0), the Lyapunov derivative in(13) can be
expressed as

M
rank Z YjTYJ =p, (8) M
=1 Vo =ikt — 0Tko | Y V]V | 6. (14)
whereY; =Y (z (t;)). =t

The condition in[(8) is satisfied as long as the system statest v € R be the minimum eigenvalue 062?11 YjTYj).
are exciting over a finite period of time, and hence, is weakgr M . . N e
than the PE condition. Furthermore, unlike the PE cond,itio%;1Ce (Za’zl Y-?'TYj IS symmetric ar_1d_ positive se_rgpdeﬂmtg,
the rank condition in[{8) can be verified online since it is ) can be used to conclude that it is also positive definite,
function of past states. To design the concurrent learbagpd 2Nd hencey > 0. Using [12), the Lyapunov derivative in (14)
parameter update law, time instandes | j = 1,--- , M} are ©an be expressed as
selected such that the condition {d (8) holds, and the states
{a:j Sx(t)|j=1,-- ,M} and the corresponding control

values{ a; £ 4 (t;) | j=1,---,M } arerecorded in a history In (I8), v = min (ky,yke) € R, wherek, € R denotes
stack. The update law is then designed as the minimum eigenvalue of the matrik,. The inequalities
in (I5) can be used to conclude th é(t)H — 0 and

. M . . ]
0=TyYT% + Dok YT (& —gia; —Yi0), (9) [Z (t) — 0 exponentially fast. Provided the state trajectory
’ ’ "; 7 (8 = 9y = 39) 2 (t) is boundel, sup, | (1)|| € L. From [), |3 (1)[| <

where g = g(xj), 'y € RPXP js a constant positive HY(t)H Ho(t)H + kz HI(t)H, and henceHa:(t)H — 0. -
definite adaptation gain matrix, arig is a constant positive 1€ concurrent learing-based observer results in expo-

concurrent learning gain. The update law [ (9) depends ggntial regulation of the parameter and the state derwativ
the unknown state derivativie; =z (¢,) . However, since the estimation errors. In the following, the parameter andestat
=i (t). i

state derivative is from recorded data, numerical smogthif€rivative estimates are used to approximately solve tf& HJ

techniques based on past and future data can be usedqyation inl(#) without the knowledge of the drift dynamics.

obtain good estimates of the derivative. In the presence of
derivative estimation errors, the parameter estimatiaorger
can be shown to be UUB, where the size of the ultimate boundBased on the system identifier developed in Sedfidn lll, the
depends on the error in the derivative estimate [19]. Fidm (BE in (8) can be approximated as

and the definitions of and f, the bracketed term if}9), can R A .

be expressed a8; — g,i; — Y;6 = Y;0 and the parameter 0 (%ﬁ, v, 9) =V,V (Y9 +9ﬁ) +2"Qz + 0" Ra. (16)
update law in[(P) can be expressed as

Vo < —vlzl| < —2Va. (15)
v

IV. APPROXIMATE OPTIMAL CONTROL

In the following, the approximate BE in_(IL6) is used to obtain

. M . an approximate solution to the HIB equation[ih (4).
0 =ToY & +Toko [ Y V]Y; 0. (10)
j=1 A. Value function approximation
B. Convergence analysis Approximations to the optimal value functidri* and the

optimal policy v* are designed based on neural network
(NN)-based representations. The NN-based representition
facilitated by a temporary assumption that the state trajgc
Vo & 1ors n léTl—\e—lé. (11) «(t) evolves on a compact subspage- R". The compact-
2 ness assumption is common in neural network-based adaptive
The following bounds on the Lyapunov function can beontrol (cf. [21], [22]), and it is shown in the subsequent
established: stability analysis that the states evolve on a compact set
vzl < Vo <72, (12) provided the initial conditionr (Z) is bounded (see Remark
in the subsequent stability analysis). The following dta
wherev = jmin (1,7) andv = fmaz (1,7) are positive NN assumption describes a NN-based representation of the

known constants; 2 |#7, 67| € R™?, and,y € R optimal value function.

denote the minimum and the maximum eigenvalues of the
matrix l—‘;l. 1Remark (1) in the subsequent analysis shows th@) € Loo.

Let Vp : R"T? — [0, 00) be a positive definite continuously
differentiable candidate Lyapunov function defined as



Assumption 3. On the compact sek, the optimal value In @), p; 2 1 + vw!Tw; € R are the normalization terms,
function V* can be represented using a NN as wherev € R is a constant positive normalization gain,:
LxL ; _ ; ;
Vi =W T4 (17) (t) eR is the least-squares gain matrix, and
A

wherelV* e R’ is the ideal weight matrix, which is bounded wi (Cvi, 0, Wa) =o' (x;) (f («Tia 9) +g(w)a (Cvi, Wa)) :
above by a known positive constaht in the sense that

W < W, o:x — RE — [01 UL]T is a bounded To facilitate the stability analysis, let

continuously differentiable nonlinear activation fumetisuch 1 . N wiw!

thato (0) = 0 ando’ (0) = 0, L € N is the number of neurons, N <t€1[3£0) </\mm {Z —l}>> , (229
ande : Y — R is the function reconstruction error such that i=1

sup,¢, le ()] < € andsup,¢, |€ (z)| < €, wheree,€ € R where \,,;, {-} denotes the minimum eigenvalue. Provided
are known positive constants. Assumption[# holds, the infimum in_(R2) is positive. The
. ._cqndition in [8) is weaker than the PE condition in previous
Coﬁgiﬁgr?gggaez aNSN'based representation of the optimidl’y ©F © [1]5[3].T7]124] and unlike the PE conditio
1 (8) can be verified online. Since the rank condition [inl (21)
ut = —§R_1gT (cTW* +€T). (18) depends on the estimatég¢) and W, (¢), it is in general,
impossible to guarantee a priori. However, heuristicalhg

The NN-based approximat_ion; to the optimgl value functiqqyqition in [21) can be met by collecting redundant data,
in (17) and the optimal policy i (18) are defined as i.e., by selecting more points than the number of neurons by

~oA N 1 % choosingN > L.
vewr 2 __RGToTW, 19 9N > .
e® U 2 g ’ (19) The approximate BE can be evaluated at the sampled points
where W, (t) € RE and W, (t) € R are estimates of the {#i [i=1,---,N} as
ideal weightslV*. The use of two sets of weights to estimate  : ¢ = = 2 7.2 T | AT pa
the same set of ideal weights is motivated by the stability 0 (x“W‘“ WC,G) = wi Wet @i Qo+ Rits,(23)

analysis and fact that it enables a formulation of the BE tha N W) & _1p T T A
is linear in the value function weight estimatés., enabling W"N€"€ vi {Zi: az = —3R 7 g(xi) o(z)” Wa. A con-
a least squares-based adaptive update law. current learning-based least-squares update law for the va
Based on[{19), the approximate BE [I(16) can be expresdd@ction weights is designed based on the subsequentittabil
as analysis as
S it A\ — T T AT o . . N o
5(z,Wa,Wc,9) =w W.+ 2" Qx+ 1" Ru, (20) Wc:—ndF%CS—EFZ%&,
where w (x,é, Wa) 2 o (x) (f (x,é) +g(x)a (x,Wa)) T =1
is the regressor vector. I = (BF - 77011“%1“) Ler<r}s T (to)] <T, (24)

B. Learning based on desired behavior o o ]
where 1., denotes the indicator functiom, > 0 € R is the

In traditional RL-based algorithms, the value function-est . . .
. ) saturation constanf? > 0 € R is the forgetting factor, and
mate and the policy estimate are updated based on observe . .
.2 > 0 € R are constant adaptation gains. The update

data. The use of observed data to learn the value functigil’ . . . I
o ) " ~_law in (24) ensures that the adaptation gain matrix is bodnde
naturally leads to a sufficient exploration condition whic
L . . . uch that
demands sufficient richness in the observed data. In sttichas =
s ) . . o T<|IT@)| LT, Vte[0,00) (25)
systems, this is achieved using a randomized stationaigypol
(cf. [13], [2Q], [23]), whereas in deterministic systems, &he policy weights are then updated to follow the value
probing noise is added to the derived control law (Cf. [1}function weights as
[B], [7], [24]). The technique developed in this result is . R R )
based on the observation that if an estimate of the system Wa = —1a1 (Wa — Wc) — Na2Wa

dynamics is available, an approximation to the BE can be . N R
<nchgWawT 77c2GZiWasz> T
2
=1

evaluated at any desired point in the state space. The fiolipw W., (26)
condition, similar to the condition in({8), enables the use 4p 4N p;
of approximate BE evaluated at a pre-sampled set of poi

(miex|i=1 N} in the state space %ﬁerenal,nag € R are positive constant adaptation gains and
riex|lt=1,---, .

Ga 4 o./gR—lgTo./T c RLXL.
Assumption 4. There exists a set of points The update law in[{24) is fundamentally different from the
{z;ex|i=1,---,N} such thatvt € [0,00), concurrent learning adaptive update in results such_as [18]
N r [19], in the sense that the poinfs; € x | i =1,--- ,N} are
rank <Z Wild; ) — I (21) selected a priori based on prior information about the @esir

P behavior of the system. For example, in the present case sin



the objective is to regulate the system states to the origih afacilitate the subsequent analysis
the system is deterministic, it is natural to select a bodrsix

of points uniformly distributed around the origin of the tsta 9. 2 NerL € 9, A XN: ne2 ||l Yi|| W
space. This difference is a result of the fact that the deezio VNG RS L AN /oL :
RL-based technique uses the approximate BE as the metric to =

update the weight estimates. Given the system dynamics, or 95 2 LynaWo'| 9, 2 lGe
an estimate of the system dynamics, the approximate BE can 4L 4 ’

be evaluated at any desired point in the state space, whereas

in adaptive control, the prediction error is used as a metric 5 2
which can only be evaluated at observed data points along the

state trajectory.

Naw 2WTa'Ge'T + G,) N Deawid;
_|_
4p Npi

3

i=1

1 1 _ _
P £ || SWT Gy + 5¢GTo'T|| 4 W+ naa W,
T T N
V. STABILITY ANALYSIS 9, 2 Ne1||Go |l n Z Ne2 [|Goill
81T ~ \ 8N\L '

To facilitate the subsequent stability analysis, the apipro ) it of thi b d as foll
mate BE is expressed in terms of the weight estimation errora€ main result of this paper can now be stated as follows.

Wc LW —W,andW, £ W* — Wa. Subtracting[(#) from Theorem 1. Provided Assumptiongl(1) E1(4) hold and gains
(20), the unmeasurable form of the instantaneous BE can e, , 1.,, and k, are selected large enough based on the

expressed as following sufficient conditions
5= V.V (f+ga) +aTRa— V.V* (f +gu’) —wT R, e +197w(243<+1), ko > W,
2 Y&
- . N - 1 o =
=—wIW, - w*To'Ye + ZWGTGUWG + ZGE —€f QW + a1 + 2 (V1 + (102 + 952)
1 g > 1917 Ne2 > 2% )
+ oW GeT, (27) - (31)

a -1,T nxn A e T where Z (tp) € R is a positive constant that depends on
where & = gR~ g € R and G = eGe” € R. the initial condition of the system, the observer[ih (6) @on
with the adaptive update law iri]1(9) and the controller in
(I9) along with the adaptive update laws in124) and](26)
R . 1. } } ensure that the state (¢), the state estimation errog (t),

0; = —w?WC + —W;‘FGmWa - W*Tcrng-t? + A;, (28) the parameter estimation erre¥(t¢), the value function weight
4 estimation erroriV, (t) and the policy weight estimation error
W, (t) are UUB, resulting in UUB convergence of the policy

a (:v (t), Wa (t)) to the optimal policyu* (z (t)).

Similarly, the approximate BE evaluated at the sampleesta
{z;|i=1,---,N} can be expressed as

whereA; £ 1W*Ts!Ge/” + 1G.; — €, f; € R is a constant.
On the compact set the functionsf andY are Lipschitz
continuous, and hence, there exist positive constaptdy € Proof: Let V;, : R2"2L+P 5 [0, 00) — [0, 00) be a con-

R such thdl tinuously differentiable positive definite candidate Lyapv
function defined as

If @I < Lyllall, Y @)1 < Ly Jl2ll Vo € x. (29) T P

VL:V*+§Wc r- Wc+5Wa W + Vo, (32)

Using [25), the normalized regressgrcan be bounded as

where the operatof-) : [0,00) — [0,00) is defined ag-) £

2n+2L+p T
sup,cgn~ (). The following positive constants are defined t or all ¢ € [0,00) and for all Z € R +In @33), v, -
0, 00] — [0, 00) are class functions and

whereV* is the optimal value function, arid, was introduced
in (I1). Using the fact that’* is positive definite,[{112),[(25)
’ < ; 1 . (30) and Lemma 4.3 from( [25] yield

vl

~

S

(x

()

A

u(l1Z])) < Ve (Z,t) <w (1Z]), (33)

~ - T
2The Lipschitz property is exploited here for clarity of esjion. The A xT, WCT’ V[/aT7 jT’ QT} )
bounds in [[ZB) can be easily generalized 6 (z)|| < Ly (||lz|]) [l
1Y (z)] < Ly (l|z]]) llz||, where Ly, Ly : R — R are positive,

nondecreasing functions. The time derivative of[(32) along the trajectories [af (1)), (7



(10), (23), and[(26) is given by att = 0*. Thus all the conditions of Theorefnh 1 are satisfied
. e e e < , att =0%. As a result,V; (Z (t)) is decreasing at= 0. By
Vi =V2 =W We = W I T We = Wy Wo + Vo, induction, [|Z (0)]| > ¢« = Vi (Z(t) < VL (Z(0)),Vt €
o ol wh me S R*. Thus, from [3B),|Z (1) < v (@ (|Z(0)])),v¢ €

=V V™ (f +gt) = W, M0 = N ;51' [0,00). If || Z (0)] < « then [3B) and(35) can be used to deter-
. =1 mine thatuv; (|2 (t)[[) < Vz (2 () < v ([l]]), Ve € [0, 00).
— lwgp—l (51" e (FWW F)) W, — 57k, % As a result, | Z ()] < vt @(a)) ,Vt € [0,00). Let the

2 p positive constan¥ € R be defined as

T T T T —
=W (= (W Wc) - etV Z £ o~ (@ (max(|Z (0)] 1))
_WwT ne1Gy Waw Z Ne2Gai Waw! W, This relieves the compactness assumption in the sense that
“ 4Np; the compact sef C R" that contains the system trajectories
N x(t),vt € [0,00) is given by x £ {zeR"||lz| < Z}.
— kBT ZYJ*TYJ 0. Furthermore)|Z (t)|| < Z,Vt € [0,00) implies that the gain

conditions in [[3ll) are sufficient for the inequalities [(n](3d

- _ _hold for all ¢t € [0, 0).
Substituting for the approximate BEs fron{27) ahd (28)ngsi

the bounds in[(29) and(B0), and using Young's inequality, th VI. CONCLUSION
Lyapunov derivative can be upper-bounded as

j=1

A RL-based online approximate optimal controller is de-
2 k Hi,||2 veloped that does not require PE for convergence. The PE
= condition is replaced by a weaker rank condition that can be
verified online from recorded data. An approximation to the
BE computed at pre-sampled desired values of the systeen stat

‘ a

-2
Wl —

Vi <ty ”55”2 —le

~1|12 ~
o]+

wheretg, tq, te (t), 1o (t) € R are defined as using an estimate of the system dynamics is used to improve
2%, + 1 the value function approximation, and UUB convergence of
L 2q—01, = % + Nz — 97 W < ; ) , the system states to the origin, and UUB convergence of the
- G2 policy to the optimal policy are established using a Lyapuno
CUrW + na1 based analysis.
1o (8) 2 meag =t = Gty — 2L — iy 2 (1), Y
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