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A max-plus based fundamental solution for a class of
discrete time linear regulator problems

Huan Zhang Peter M. Dowef

Abstract

Efficient Riccati equation based techniques for the appnai® solution of discrete time linear
regulator problems are restricted in their applicationrabems with quadratic terminal payoffs. Where
non-quadratic terminal payoffs are required, these teghes fail due to the attendant non-quadratic
value functions involved. In order to compute these nondgatic value functions, it is often necessary
to appeal directly to dynamic programming in the form of grat element-based iterations for the
value function. These iterations suffer from poor scalgbilvith respect to problem dimension and
time horizon. In this paper, a new max-plus based methodvsldped for the approximate solution of
discrete time linear regulator problems with non-quadrpéiyoffs. This new method is underpinned by
the development of new fundamental solutions to such linegulator problems, via max-plus duality.
In comparison with a typical grid-based approach, a sulistareduction in computational effort is
observed in applying this new max-plus method. A number ofp& examples are presented that

illustrate this and other observations.

I. INTRODUCTION

After more than 40 years of study, the “linear quadratic fegu problem” (or LQR problem)
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remains ubiquitous in the field of optimal contrdl [2]] [6]iv@n a specific linear time invariant
system, quadratic running payoff, and terminal payoff,dhgctive of the LQR (optimal control)
problem is to determine a control sequence that (when apfdi¢he linear system in question)
maximizes the aggregated running and quadratic termingbffsaover a specific (possibly

infinite) time horizon. It is well known that the value furmti defined by the LQR problem
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is quadratic. The Hessian of this quadratic value functoeither the solution of a difference
(or differential) Riccati equation (DRE) in the finite hooiz case, or the stabilizing solution of
an algebraic Riccati equation (ARE) in the infinite horizaase. Solutions to either equation,
and hence the corresponding LQR problem, can be computgdaeeurately and efficiently
using existing numerical tools (for exampMATLAB™).

Both the DRE and ARE encode invariance of the space of guadtaictions (defined on
the state space) with respect to the dynamic programminiyitemo operator associated with a
quadratic running payoff and linear dynamics. Conseqygndith equations are restricted in their
application to problems with quadratic terminal payoffsh&kke the terminal payoff employed is
non-quadratic, the DRE / ARE solution path for the corresiiog linear regulator problem is
inherently invalid (as the corresponding value functiovolmed need not be quadratic). Instead,
it is necessary to appeal directly to the dynamic programgnpinnciple to obtain an iteration
for the value function. This iteration is in general infindémensional, regardless of the state
dimension. Consequently, approximate value functiomaiitens employing state-space grids,
basis functions, etc, arise out of necessity, but remaimmnsitally limited in their application
due to the curse-of-dimensionality. Consequently, whiaeetime horizon is long or the state
dimension high, the approximate solution of a linear reggulproblem in the company of a non-
guadratic terminal payoff remains a computationally exgden(and sometimes even prohibitive)
exercise.

In this paper, a new computational method is developed fpragmating the value function
associated with a class of discrete time linear regulatoblpms in which the terminal payoff is
non-quadratic. Motivated by recent related warkl [17], [&D], [9], this new method relies on the
development of a max-plus based fundamental solution ®ckiss of linear regulator problems
of interest. Using max-plus duality arguments [1], [8],,[[@3], [15], [16], [17], this fundamental
solution captures the behaviour of the associated dynamgramming evolution operator, and
is independent of the terminal payoff employed. By applyihig fundamental solution to the
terminal payoff associated with a specific linear regulgiablem, the attendant value function
(and hence the solution of this linear regulator problemy rha computed. Furthermore, by
appealing to the algebraic structure of the fundamentaltieol, a substantial improvement in
computation time relative to grid-based iterative methcais be achieved. This improvement is

demonstrated via a number of computational examples. litiaddthe limiting behaviour of



finite horizon linear regulator problems is investigated the fundamental solutions presented.
While value functions associated with non-quadratic teahpayoffs are typically non-quadratic
on finite horizons, it is shown (under mild conditions) thhéte converge to quadratic value
functions in the infinite horizon. There, the effect of a rqumdratic terminal payoff is shown
to reduce to an additive offset in this infinite horizon limlthe convergence results employed
generalize well known DRE / ARE results| [2[,/ [5],/[6]. Prelimary results by the authors have
recently been reported in [18], [19].

In terms of organization, Sectidnl Il describes the linegyutator problem and associated
max-plus vector spaces of interest. Secfioh Il derivesntiae-plus fundamental solutions and
discusses their properties. Section 1V discusses the timfirrizon linear regulator problem with
non-quadratic terminal payoff. Examples are given in & to demonstrate the computational
advantages of the proposed method. Se¢tidn VI is a brieflesion. ThroughoutZ-, andZ-
are used to denote the non-negative and positive integepectvely R~ = RU {—oco} is used
to denote the extended reals, whi¥¢ denotesn-dimensional Euclidean space equipped with
the standar@®-norm denoted by - |. Anin(A) and A\.x(A) denote respectively the smallest and
largest eigenvalue of matrid € R™*". [ € R™" andZ are used to denote theby n identity

matrix and an identity operator respectively.

[l. LINEAR REGULATOR PROBLEMS WITH NONQUADRATIC PAYOFF
A. Optimal control problem

Throughout, attention is restricted to discrete-time timariant linear systems of the form
Tpr1 = Axp + Bw,, 1z =z, (1)

in which z;, € R" andw;, € R™ denote the state and input, both at time Z-,, andz € R"
denotes the initial stated € R™*" and B € R™*™ denote constant matrices with real-valued
entries. The following properties concerniig (1) are asine hold throughout.

Assumption 2.1: (iJA, B] is controllable; and (ii) rankB) = m < n.
The value functioiVy : R™ — R of a linear regulator problem defined on time horizZére Z-,
is given by

Wk(z) = sup Jg(z; w), (2)
we [0,K 1]



in which 70, K — 1] = (R™)® denotes the attendant space of input sequences with inidices
0,K —1]NZ, and Jx : R" x #'[0, K — 1] — R denotes the total (accumulated running plus

terminal) payoff

=

Jcwiw) = 3 (3af @y — 3 funl?) + e, (3)
0

in which w;, € R™ denotes the'" element of sequence € #[0, K — 1], and x;, denotes the

e
i

corresponding element of the state sequence generatdd) syulffect to this input sequence.
The running payoff in[(3) is parameterized By € R™™ (a symmetric and positive definite
real-valued matrix, i.,e® = &7 > 0), and a gain parameter > 0. The terminal payoff is
denoted by the functio® : R — R.

Remark 2.2:Note that by conventionVy(z) = ¥(z), = € R™

B. Non-quadratic payoffs, attendant max-plus vector spaaad duality

The class of optimal control problems described above (dmaterest in this paper) is further
restricted to those with non-quadratic terminal payoffattenjoy a quadratic upper bound. In
formalizing this assumption, and in the subsequent dewedmp of a max-plus based solution
to this class of problems, it is convenient to define a hiéraraf three function spaces. In

particular, define! c %> c %° as

B = {<b c B\ ¢is conve% ,

B = {gb € B ¢is semi-conve% : (4)

%fi{gb:]R"—HR“EIcGRS.t.gb(x)§§|x|2+cf0rallx€R"}.

Assumption 2.3: There exists arEe R such that the terminal payoff in (3) satisfiest € %3.
In view of (4), recall that a max-plus based fundamental temiufor a class of continuous
time LQR problems with finite dimensional dynamics was folaed and developed in [17]
for terminal payoffs in the spacé?. (Related infinite dimensional extensions have also been
developed, see [8],[9]. [10].) In the spirit of that worknitay be shown that the function spaces
(@) are all max-plus vector spaces (see for examiple [15]pdricular,a ® ¢, & ¢, € A for



alla e R, ¢1, € A, andi € 1,2,3, where the binary operations and ® denote max-plus

addition and multiplication, viz
a®b=max(a,b), a®b=a+b.

The max-plus integral o € %' is similarly defined asfﬂgi é(x)dx = sup,cpn ¢(z). With a
view to employing primal-dual relationships defined witlspect to each of these spaces, it is

convenient to define three corresponding functighs, z) € 4., parametrized by € R", as
Pl (x,2) = 2",
VA (x,2) = =5 (x—2)"T M (x — 2), (5)

V3 (2, 2) = 0(x — 2).

Here,M = M7T ¢ R™*" is positive definite, and : R® — R~ denotes the extended real-valued

0, £€=0, :
indicator function defined by (&) = { As mentioned, these functions of (5)

may be used to define primal-dual relationships with respeatach function spaceg:. In

particular, for anyp € %, it may be noted that the primal and duala are related via
¢$=Djla, a=Dyo, 6)

wherey is as per[(b), an®,, D;} denote respectively the dual and inverse dual (with respect
to functiony’ € %) defined by

Dwi ¢ - (DW ¢) () =— o W(% ) ® (—(b(l’)) dl’, (7)

D,la= (D;,} a) () = Hj Vi, 2) @ alz)dz . (8)
By inspection of [(5),D,: is the well-known convex dual, whil®, is the semi-convex dual
employed in finite dimensions ih [L1], [13], [14], [15], [1.6L7], and in infinite dimensions in[8],
9], [10]. Dys can be verified directly agDys ¢)(z) = —max,ecrn {0(z — 2) — ¢(x)} = ¢(2).
That is, the max-plus dual (with respect#d € %2) of any function in%? is itself. For these
duality operatorsD,: and D;} of (7) and [8) to be well defined for the fundamental solutions
in Sectiorll (see Remark_3.7), the following assumpticggarding the basis functiong (5) are

posed.



Assumption 2.4: (i=1)P, ! exists for allk € Z-,, where P, satisfies the difference Riccati
equation (DRE)

Py =0+ AT P A+ AT P, B(*1 - BT P, B)" ' B" B, A, 9)

(i=2) There exists an\/ = M7T € R™", M > 0, such thatP, + M > 0 for all & € Z-,,
where P, satisfies the DRHE[9) witl#, = — M.

C. Dynamic programming

A standard application of dynamic programming (see, fongxa, [4]) to the optimal control
problem defined by{2) yields a (one-step) dynamic programgrprinciple for the finite horizon
value function, : R® — R indexed by time horizot € Z-,. In particular

Wi =S Wy, Wo=1V, (10)
whereS; denotes the (one-step) dynamic programming evolutionatpedefined by
(S16)(z) = (sfﬂ ¢) (z) = sup {%xT D — ”; w? + Az + Bw)} . (11)
weR™
(Superscript notatio:z‘i?{I> "7 will be used where convenient to emphasize the explicit depece
on ® and ~.) Where the terminal payoffr : R* — R is a quadratic function of the form
U(z) = s27 Az (with A = AT > 0, A € R™"), the value functionV, : R* — R is
also a quadratic function, with(z) = 12" P,z for all k € Zso. As (10) holds for all
x € R, the value function iteration defined by {10) with respectthie time horizonk €
Z>o immediately reduces to DRE](9) with, = A. This DRE describes a finite dimensional
representation for the potentially infinite dimensionaration [10). The key to the reduced
order representation](9) df (10) is the fact that the spaaguatiratic functions is invariant with
respect to the dynamic programming evolution opera&toof (I1). Where the terminal payoff
is a non-quadratic function, this invariance cannot be @tgd. That is, DRE[L(9) need not hold.

The definition [(I1) of the one-step dynamic programming @woh operatorS; may be

extended to thék + 1)-step casek € Z-, via the recursion

Sp10=81(Spd) =51 S 9. (12)



Remark 2.5:By convention (see Remaik 2.2), defisg = Z. (12) implies that the time
indexed set of operator§Sy, k € Z>o} satisfies the propert¥y, .k, = Sk, Sk,, k1, k2 € Z>o.
Hence, this set of operators forms a semigroup.

The value functioni¥;, of (2) may accordingly be expressed in terms of the termiaak c
U and S, via W, = S ¥, c.f. (0). Invariance of the max-plus vector spacgs of (4) with
respect to this family of evolution operators is key to thesmquent development of a max-plus
based solution to the optimal control problem [df (2).

Theorem 2.6:Supposeln..(ATA) < 1. Then, for any given € {1,2,3}, r € Ry, there
existd, € R™*", &y > 0, and~, € R. such that for alld € R"*", & < &y, v € Ro, v > 70,

Vedh — SU=8T"Vc B (13)

for all k € Z,.

Proof: First consider the case whefe= 3. In order to show that4? is invariant as per
(I3), an induction argument is applied. To this end, suppbae¥ € %2, that is, there exists
¢ € R such that¥(z) < I |z|* + ¢ for all z € R". Applying (13),

(S{b” \If> (x) = sup {%:):T@x — g lw|? + U (Ax + Bw)}

weR™
< sup {%qu)x—l;|w\2+%\Ax+Bw\2+c}
weR™
=12TEM x4+ ¢ < X (E7) [P + ¢, (14)

where

2T EP 2 = sup {%qu)x - g jw|*+ % \Ax+Bw|2}

weR™
=t (@4 rATA+ 12 AT B (21~ B"B) B A) x.
Select®, € R™*™ positive semi-definite such that
0 < Amax(P0) < E(1 — Amax(ATA)) (15)

and~, € R, such that

W% 1>2rB"B, 1> t5sA"BB"A. (16)



(By inspection, note that suchg and®, always exist.) Hence, for any € R"*", 0 < ¢ < @,

and~y € R.g, v > 7, the left-hand inequality of{16) implies that
VI—rB B> —rB B> -B1=21

Consequently;? I — r BT B is invertible, with (y21 — » BT B)™! < %I. Furthermore, by
0

definition of =%,
=2 =@+ r ATA+ 12 ATB (4?1 —rBTB) " BT A 17)
< Amax (P) T+ Amax(ATA) T + %AT BBT A

< Amax(P0) T + Amax (ATA) T + 2 Mau (Do) I < 7 1,

where the third and fourth inequalities follow by the inelifies of (18) and [(Ib) respectively.
Hence, [(I#) yields that for an € R"*", v € R, such thatd < g, v > 7,

(5;1”7 xp) () < Ilal* +c (18)

holds for allz € R™. That is,S;"" U € %2, so the stated assertion holds for= 1. In order to
show that it also holds for ank € Z.,, suppose thaﬁ,f” U € %3, that is, there exists € R
such thatS;"(z) < ~|z[> + ¢ for all z € R™. Then, applying[(12) followed by (11),
(s,fg xp) () = (sfﬂ S xy) (x) < sup {g 2T or— L+ (s,fﬂ xy) (Az + Bw)}

weR™

< sup {%xT(I)x—”’;|w|2+§|Ax+Bw|2+E} =1d"EM e <Lzl +¢,

weR™
where the last inequality follows by (IL7). That &;1’;]1 U € %3. Hence, by induction, the stated
assertion holds fof = 3.

In order to show that the stated assertion holdsifer{1,2}, inspection of[(#) and the fact
that ! ¢ %2 C % reveals that it only remains to be shown ti&t” preserves convexity
and semiconvexity (respectively). The fact that semicgityés preserved is well-known, see for
example Theorem 4.9 on page 67(inl[15]. The convex case igdadlto illustrate the arguments
involved. In particular, fix any:; » € R", A € (0,1), and¢ € %*. Then, by convexity ofy, and

semi-positiveness property af > 0

(Sf”'* ¢) Az + (1= A) z2)



. Az + (1 =N a)T® Az + (1= X) 22)
weR™ _“Y_; lw|? + ¢ (AN 2y + (1 — \) 229) + Bw)

L+ (- 28 s (1 02
— 2 |w]® + ¢ (\(Azy + Bw) + (1 — \)(Azy + Bw))

%xf@xl—k@xg@xg—g\wp—l—
Ap(Axy + Bw)+ (1= X)) ¢p(Azy+ Bw)

A SUPepm {éxlT@:cl - l; |w* + ¢p(Axq + Bw)}
(1= SUDy,crm {%x§®xz — g |w|? + ¢(Axzy + Bw)}

=A(8770) (@) + (1= 1) (8776) (@2).

Hence,S;"” ¢ is convex, thereby demonstrating th&t” ¢ ¢ 2. u
The max-plus linearity of thé-step dynamic programming evolution operatdts of (1)
does not depend on the specific max-plus linear spdce € {1,2,3}. The case of = 2 is
proved in Theorem 4.5 on page 66 bf [15].
Lemma 2.7:The k-step dynamic programming evolution operat§y of (I2) is max-plus
linear for all k € Z-,. That is, for all for alla € R™, ¢, 6 € %, i € {1,2,3}, andk € Z-,,

S(a®o®0)=a® (Spd)d (Si0). (19)

[1l. M AX-PLUS FUNDAMENTAL SOLUTION AND COMPUTATIONAL METHOD
A. Max-plus fundamental solution semigroup

Where the terminal payoff is non-quadratic, the value functidt, (2) may be computed
via grid-based dynamic programming iteratiohs] (10) foe Z-, [12]. However, this method
is computationally expensive for problems with higherestdiimensions, due to the exponential
increase in grid points required to represent the stateespéus is the well-known curse-of-
dimensionality [[15]. By exploiting the max-plus linearitf the operatorS, k € Z-,, a more
efficient computational method can be developed. This nakémploys an analogous max-plus
fundamental solution to that developed In[[17]. To this eddfine a set of auxiliary value
functionsS;; : R" x R* = R,k € Z>,i € {1,2,3}, by

Ski(z, 2) = (Sk¢'(-,2)) (z), V (z,2) € R* x R" (20)
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Applying the definition ofD, andD in (@) and [(8), and the max-plus linearity 8f, k£ € Z>,
from Lemmal 2.\ yields

Wi(x) = (SpV¥) (x) = (Sk @wi(., 2) @ (DyiV)(2) dz) (x) (21)

5 o D
— [ (8602) @) 0 Puw)e) o = [ Sulen2) © (D) d

Hence, the value functioll’, can be computed by performing a max-plus integration of the
max-plus product o8, ; of (20) and the dual of the terminal paydf,: . The functionS; ; of
(20) is independent of the terminal paydff WhenS,; is computed, it can be used to compute
any value functiori¥},, corresponding to an arbitrary terminal payéffvia (21). From [(2D), the
functionS,.; is obtained by applying the dynamic programming evolutiperatorS, of (12) to
the functionsy® of (E). As a consequence of the linear dynamids (1), quadratining payoff
in (B) and the quadratic basis functign € 2. used as the terminal payoff, the functifp; is

the value function of an LQR problem![2]. Hence it is quadratf the form

4 T 11 12
1|z T 1| x ki ki z
Ski(z,2) = = Qi = ’ ’ ) (22)

where Q;; € (R™)**?", An iterative representation for the Hessian follows by aiyic pro-
gramming. These iterations can be written down indepeihdehfthe initial conditions®), ;,7 €
{1,2,3}. These initial conditions are derived separately in SedibCl

Theorem 3.1:The HessiarQy; k € Z>o,t € {1,2,3} of S;; in (22) satisfy

Qs = @+ ATQuA+ ATQB(YI — BYQ;B) T B Q) A,

Qk—i—l i ATQllc?i + ATQllc,liB(VQI - BTQl}z,lz' ) IBTQk 0

Qi = (@310 (23)
Qi = Qi+ QriB(Y*I — BYQy,B) ' BT Q)

Proof: Applying the quadratic form(22) df. ; along with the definitions of the operators
S and S, in (11) and [(1R) respectively yields

Sk+1,i(l’,2) = % |: ! ] Qk+1,i |: Z ] - (&HW("Z)) (SL’)

z
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= (SISk'(,2)) (&) = (& (; { : ] o [ : D) .

T

1| Az + Bw Az + Bw

S;J}?n {2 ' dx 27 |w|® + 5 k,

z z

} |

The argument of the supremum on the right-hand side is gtiadraw, and consequently,
the maximisation can be performed analytically by completof squares. In particular, the
supremum is achieved by* = (v*I — B"Q,'\B) " (B"Q A"z + B"Q;%2). Ilteration [2B)
follows by explicitly evaluating the supremum using. [ ]

For each: € {1,2,3}, the functionsS,;, k € Z-, can be propagated forward ., via
the iteration [(2B). As shown in the continuous tinel[17] anéinite dimensional case$][8],
[9], [10], it is more efficient to comput8, ;, k € Z>,, for longer time horizons via their max-
plus duals, as a specific time horizon doubling technique mameveloped. To this end, let
Bri(-,z) : R* = R™,z € R", denote the max-plus dual &% ;(-,z) : R" — R~, z € R", with
respect to)’ € i € {1,2,3}, so that by[(V)

&)
Bk,i(yaz) = (Dwisk,i(w Z)) (y) = — V(2 y) ® (—Sk,i(93>z)) dz. (24)
Rn
The functionS, ; is recovered fronBy, ; via the inverse dual operatd?;} of (), with
@ .
Seil@,2) = (Dp!Bui(-2) (@) = | '(@,9) © By, ) dy. (25)
Rn

The functionsB,.;, k € Z~, of (24) can be interpreted as kernels in defining max-plusgiratl
operatorsB; ;, k € Z>o, on spaces#’, i € {1,2,3}, via

Baa) )= [ By, ) @ ate) (26)

n

Remark 3.2:Fix anyi € {1, 2,3}, So,; = ¢* from the definition[(ZD) of; ;. HenceBy ;(y, z) =
d(y — z) from (24) and subsequentlig, ; = Z according to[(26).

The operatord3;,; are closely related to the operatds, from (11) and [(IR) vieD,: of (7)
and D;} of @).

Theorem 3.3:For anyk € Z~, andi € {1, 2, 3},

Sk =Dy By Dys. (27)
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Proof: Fix any¢ € %', i € {1,2,3}, k € Z-o andx € R". Applying (21), the definition(24)
of B ,;, and the duality operator®,: and D;} of (@) and [8),

S0 (e) = [

(Dyi9) (2) @ Ski(z, 2) dz = /Rn (Dyi9) (2) @ <D;}Bk,i(.7 z)) (x)dz

n

n R

= /GB (Dyio) (2) ® ( @@Di(x,y) ® Bra(y, 2) dy) d»
= ; P (x,y) © (/@ Bi(y,2) @ (Dyi9) (2) dz) dy

n

= [0 ® (BDut) )y = (D3] B Do) ().
[

Remark 3.4:From Remark 2I5{S;,k € Z>o} is a semigroup. Theorein 3.3 implies that
for any ki, ky € Zso Biyiryi = DwiSlierD;} = DWSMSRQD;} = DWSMD;}DWSMD;} =
By, iBy, . It is also shown in Remark 3.2 th#,; = Z. Thus, the operator$B; ;. k € Z>o}
form a semigroup.

The value functiondV, k € Z-,, of (@) are propagated by the semigro{§., x € Z>,} via
@Q), or equivalently)V,, = S, W,. From Theoreni_ 3|3\, = D;} By Dyi Wy, which can be
equivalently expressed &, W), = By ; (Dy:Why), k € Z~,. Thus, the semigroup;.;, k € Z>q}
propagates the max-plus dual of the value functibysiV,. Consequently, there are two paths
obtaining the value functiof,, from the initial condition (terminal payoff)y, = ¥ as shown
in panel (a) of Figuréll.

via S, of (I2) via (23
v ——— 5V Qi Qr.i
[P [ [ e
via By, ; of (28 via mz/
le \I] Bkﬂ' Dwz \I] @172‘ @k,i
(a): Propagation ofV;, via S;, of (2) or viaB,; of (26). (b): Propagation o) ; of (22) and©y ; of (29).

Fig. 1. Propagation of value functions via two semigroupd propagation of matriceQy ;, O ;.

B. Propagation of the fundamental solution semigroup kisrne

The propagation of the fundamental solution semigrétsp,, k € Z>,} can be represented
by the evolution of its kernel functior,.;, k € Z~,i € {1, 2,3} of (24).
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Theorem 3.5:For (y,2) € R® x R™, ky, kay € Z>g

D
By ki (Y5 2) :/ Bi,.i(y, p) @ Br,.i(p, 2) dp. (28)

This iteration does not depend on the choice of max-plusovespace#’. It has the same
form as in the continuous timé [17] and infinite dimensionades [[8], [[9], [10]. The proof of
Theorem 3.5 follows as per [17] and is omitted for brevity.

According to Theorenmi 31, &S, ; takes quadratic form witH (22), it can be shown that the

kernel B, ; of (24) is also with that quadratic form, with

T T
11wy Y 1|y @Hi @12i Y
Bri(y. 2) = —3 Or.i =3 :; ; . (29)
z z z Gk,i @,m- z
Hence, iterations (28) are reduced to iterations on theicest®, ;, k € Z-,. These iterations

are specified by a matrix operatiéhy ® 2, defined by

. Qil 0 Q%Z 22 11\—-11M21 12
O ® Q= - Q2 + Q)10 QL. (30)
0 Q2 03!
Here,Q; € R*?" Q; = QT j = 1,2, satisfy Q> + Q}' > 0.
Theorem 3.6:Suppose thaBZj for j = 1,2 andi € {1,2,3} are quadratic of the forni_(29)

with ©, ;. Then,By, 1+, is quadratic of the form(29) witl®y, .., ; given by
®k1+k2,i = @kl,i ® ®k2,i' (31)

Theorem36 has the same form for all spag#s: € {1,2,3}. The proof follows as per[17],
where it is proved for the case where- 2. The proofs for the remaining cases follow similarly,
and are omitted for brevity.

Equation [(31L) implies that the evolution of kerndlg, need not involve every time index
k € Z>,. Indeed, any sequence of time indices may be employed,qedithat each element of
that sequence can be expressed as a sum of two prior (snedélergnts. Time index doubling
is one obvious example. In that case, by generating a segqu8ag, By ;, B2 ;,--- , By ;) for
| € Z-o using equation[{31), only matrix operations® are required to propagat®,; to
O4 ;. This is the key motivation behind computing the auxiliaglue functionsS;; of (20) via
the propagation of the kernel3,; of (24). However, in the computation . ; via By ;, two

additional steps are required. Firstly, at the initial tilne- 1, it is necessary to compute the dual
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B1i(-, 2) = DyiS1.(+, ) of the initial auxiliary value functiors, ; according to[(24). Secondly,
at the final timek, the functionS,; must be recovered vié;,;, = D;ilBM(-,z) according to
(28). It will be shown next that these maximization openasi§24) and[(25) are reduced to a
matrix operation specified by’ : R?"*?" — R><2n 4 ¢ {1, 2 3}, where

[ 11\—-1 _ 11\—-1"H12
r@e| @ @70 }
_Q (Q ) 1 QZl(Qll) 1@12_@22
[ 11 —“1as _ N 11 —1,12
o= | M@ F MM M M@ M) q ] @)
_Q (Qll —l—M) lM Q21(Q11 —l—M) 1@12 _ Q22
Q) = -Q

Here, the matrix)/ in the definition ofI"? is the Hessian used to define the quadratic basis
functionsy? of (B) in space#?. It is required that)!! > 0 in the definition ofl! andQ!! + M >
0 in the definition of"™* in order for the respective inverses to exist. It can be \etifiirectly
that Q = T/(T'(Q)) =T o TYQ), or "o =T.
Remark 3.7:Fori = 1,2, by inspection of[(9) with[(23), i2}!, andQy!, are as per{34) and
(B8), respectively, then Assumption P.4 states g is invertible and@;!, + M > 0 for all
k € Z-o. In that case, the matrix operatiofs of (32) are well defined for all);.; k € Z-,.
Theorem 3.8:For anyk € Z-,, suppose tha$, ; of (20) andB,; of (24) are quadratics of
the form [22) and[(24), respectively. Thef, ; and O, ,; are related vid™ of (32) by

Oki = I(Qri),  Qri=T"(O,) (33)
Proof: From [24) and the definitio (82) df’,
@
Bi(y,2) = = [ o) ® (~Sualr 2) e = —mas {0/(2.9) + (Sl 2))}

., T
_ i Iz llflz ’192’ * _ 1 i !
‘i%%f{w(x’y)W[J { 21 2211121}_2[2«] F(Qk,i)[Z].

Comparing with [(2P) yield®, ; = I'(Qy;). On the other hand, froni (5),
b

Ska(z,2) = | 4'(2,9) ©Braly, ) dy = max {4, y) © Bra(y, =)}
R?’L

T T
= max ¢ V'(y, x) — Y Oci O Y e IN(CI '
e |5 2 | e ez || 2| 2] - e



15

where the property’(z,y) = ¥'(y,z),i € {1,2, 3}, is used. Comparing with (22) yield3; ; =
[(Oy.i). |
The propagations of),; and©,; for k € Z-, are shown in panel (b) in Figufe 1.

C. Initializations

The initializations of iterationd(23) fof). ., k € Z-, and [31) forO©;;, k € Z-, depend on
the specific space%’,i € {1,2,3}.

For space#!: According to [20), the functiosS ; is

Sii(z,2) = (Siv'(+,2) (z) = sup {32" Pz — iy’ w w+ 2" (Az + Bw)}

weR™
T
1|z x ) d AT
=3 Q1,1 , with @, = . (34)
2| 2 z A ~2BBT

P! P 1AT
—Ad! AD AT — 42BBT

Thus,

@171 = F1(621,1) = [ (35)

For space#?: According to [20), the functios,  is

LoToy — l72111TuJ
Sia(z,2) = (Si1¥°(+,2)) (#) = sup < 2 ’
wekm | —1(Az + Bw — 2)TM(Az + Bw — 2)

T
1 ] 11 12 ATAA+CI) —ATA
=3 ! Q1,2 ! ) Wlth QI,Q = b2 b2 - )
2| 2 2 2, Q% —AA A
(36)
where A = MB(y?1 + BPMB)™'BTM — M. Thus,
MM +Qiy)™'"M —M  —M(M+ Qi)' Q?
O12 = FQ(QLQ) - 21 N 11 \—1 21 11 —112 12 - 22 (37)
—Qi5(M + Q1) "M Q7% (M + Q15)7'Q1% — Q5

For spaceZ?: In this case, the max-plus dual of agye %2 is itself, that is,(Dys¢) () =
¢(z) from (8). From the definition of, ; of (20)

wEHo,k—1) i=0

k-1
Ska(z,2) = (Sp®(-,2)) (v) =  sup {Z (3 2l ®a; — 12wl w;) + (), — z)} (38)
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k-1
_ 1T 1.2, T
= sup { (5 x; Px; — 57 w; wi)
0

wEH o k1)

.Tk:Z}.

That is, Sy 5(, 2) is the optimal control probleni)2) with constraints = = andz;, = z. To

=

compute the constrained optimal control probléml (38), tkeno

Ag(z,2) = {w € W k-1)|r0 = x, 71, = 2 Subject to II]].} (39)

the set of controlsv = (wg, wy, - -+ ,wx_1) that steers the initial state fromy = z to final state
x, = z. It is necessary that,(z, z) # () for the functionS; 3(z, z) of (38) to be quadratic on
R™ x R". By definition [39), the sed, of controls is intimately tied to reachability via the matri
B. Consequently, in characterizing the initializati®y; in terms of set\;, a number of specific
cases for the dimensions of matrx € R™™ must be considered in view of Assumptionl2.1.

1) m = n: In this case,B € R™*™ is invertible since raniB) = m from Assumptior 2J1.
HenceA,(z,z) = {wy € R™ |wy = B~'(Az — 2)} . From [38),

Sis(z,2) = 32" @2 — Lywiwy = $2" @z — L 4°(Az — 2)T(BBY) "' (Az — 2)

T
1|z x . ® —2AT(BBT)'A ~2AT(BBT)~!
=3 Q@13 , with Q3= ) (T . ) ) ( . )_1
z z v (BB") A —v*(BB")
(40)

Thus,0,3 = F3(@1,3) = —Q13-
2) n > m: In this caseAy(z,z) # 0, k > n for all (z,2) € R" x R™ since system[{1) is
controllable by Assumption 2.1. Sét = diag®, ®,- - - , ®),

T [ 0 0 0 O |
r = |: [lfg [lf{ I;I;_l :| ;
) [ o . ]T B 0 0 0
w = w w e W, 5 —
! 0 1 1 s B= AB B 0 0
Az[rar ey
c = [A"_lB, A"_lB, -, AB, B] , AP 2B A" 3B ... B 0

Using this notation, the state trajectary; ,_,) generated via {1) subject tq, = =, z, = z can

be written as

T = Ax + Bw, z = A"z + Cw. (41)
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Controllability of (A4, B) implies that rankC) = n, i.e. CCT is invertible. Hence\,,(z, z) of
(39) can be characterized by
Ap(z,z)={w e R™ |z - A"z =Cw} ={CT(z —A"2)+ (I - CTC)w|w e R"}.

Here, C* = CT(CCT)~! € R™" is the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverseCaf The matrix
I —C+C € R™*™ may not be invertible. Suppose that rahk C+C) = r < mn. Then, there
exists D € R™" with rank D) = r such that{ (I — C*C)w|w € R"™} = {Dw|w € R"}.
Thus, A, (z, z) can be characterized by

Ap(z,2) ={CT (2 — A"z) + Dw | € R"} .

From (38), [41),
n—1
Sna(z,z) = sup Z Laoldr, — %72wgwk) T, =2p= Sup {1 oz — vszw}
WEHo,n—1] WEAn (y,2)
= sup {3 (Az+ Bw)"®(Ax + Bw) — + 0" w}
wEN, (2,2)

. { L(Az + B(CH(z — A"z) + D))" ®(Az + B(CH(x — A"x) + D) }

WeER” v(CH(z — A™x) + Dw)T(CH(z — A™x) + Dw)
T
1 , RT®R, — v*RTR; RT®R, — ’RIR
=3 ! Qn,3 ! ) Wlth Qn,3 = ,1 _ ,1 7 ,3 ,3 ,1 _ ,2 7 ,3 ,4
2| 2 z RI®R, —+?RTR; RY®R, —+2RTR,
(42)
where
R, =A— BCtA™ — BDO™ 11, R, = BC* — BDO™'l,,
Rg = C+An + DQ_lﬂl, R4 = —C+ + DQ_IHQ,

I, = DP(A— BCTA") +~2C+A", 1, = DO®BCY —~2DCT,
() T(BT®B —~*I)D.
Thus, 0,3 =T*(Q,3) = —Qun 3.

2
o]

D. Computational method

Based on Theorem 3.8, 8.6 ahd13.8, a max-plus fundamentatisolbased computational

method can be summarized by the following steps:
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O Obtain the initial Hessiar), ; using [34), [(36), or[(40), of), ; using [42), see
SectionI-C.

0 Compute the matrix®; ; via ©,,; = I''(Q, ;) for @1, of 34), (36), [40); OrO,, ;
via 0,3 = I'*(Q,,3) for Q, 3 of (@2), see Theorem 3.8.

O Propagate the matrice®,;, k € Z-o, via (31). Usek; = ky = k for fast
computation via index doubling (dr, = 1 andk, = k for slower linear indexing).

00 Obtain the Hessiar,; for somek € Z.q via Q; = I'(0,;) and [32), see
Theoren3.B.

0 Compute the value functioW,, via (21) and[(2R), together with the max-plus dual
of the terminal payoffD,: V.

As indicated in the above steps, this computational metlredgminantly involves repeated
applications of the matrix operatiop of (30) in Stepd. These operations occur in the dual
space, and correspond to propagation of the HesSianof the kernelB,; of the max-plus
integral operatoB3; ;. (Recall that this operatds; ; defines the fundamental solution semigroup,
with properties inherited from the dynamic programmingletion operatorS;, ; defined in the
primal space by[(12), see Remark]3.4.) As this propagatipnoccurs in the dual space, two
additional primal / dual operations are required by the catajonal method, see Steps[]
and, 0. These operations map the terminal payoff to the dual sEawethe computed value
function back to the primal space. Both involve maximizatisee [(I7) and[{8). However, for
longer time horizons, the computational effort associatgd these maximizations is dominated
by the aforementione®, ; propagation via matrix operation_(30). The computatiomahplexity
of propagating®, ; to ©,; in Step is shown to be in the order dbg, & in Example[V-A.
As this operation is fast and accurate, the computation#thodeis expected to be similarly fast
and accurate, particularly on longer time horizons. Thigeetation is realized in the specific
example considered in Sectibn V-A.

In the infinite horizon case, convergence of the iteratin is critical. This is discussed in
detail in Sectior 1V.

V. INFINITE HORIZON LINEAR REGULATOR PROBLEMS

The infinite horizon linear regulator problem is defined as lilmit of finite horizon linear

regulator problem[{2) as — oo. This infinite horizon optimal control problem can be stuie
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via convergence of the sequence of value functiong }72,. SinceW,.,, = S$Wy, k € Z~,, the
convergence oV, — W,k — oo implies thato@ W = S;W. That is, the limitlW is a max-plus
eigenvector of the operat@; corresponding to the eigenvalle(the max-plus multiplicative
identity). In the special case of LQR (i.e. a linear reguigitoblem with a quadratic terminal
payoff), this is the well-studied convergence problem & thifference Riccati equation (DRE)
@) [5], [6]. The value function of the infinite horizon LQR glslem is a quadratic function
characterized by the stabilizing solution of the corresjion algebraic Riccati equation (ARE).
However, for the non-quadratic linear regulator problehe tonvergence of W}, of (@)
cannot be reduced to the convergence problem of DRE (9),easallune functiondVy, k € Z>g
are not necessarily quadratic. By employing the repretientaf 1, of (21)), this more general

convergence problem can be investigated via the conveegehthe auxiliary value functions

{Sk.i}2, of (20).

A. Convergence of the fundamental solution semigroup leiBig;

The sequence of quadratic functiofis; ; }72, is characterized by the matrix sequeR€g. ; } 2 ;,
while the sequence of dua{$3;;};° , is characterized by the matrix sequer{é€g, ;}7° ,. A pair
of matricesQ,.; and ©,; is related byl according to Theoreh3.8. Hence, the convergence
of {Si.i}z2, and {Bx;}2, is reduced to the convergence of matrix sequere@s;}y>, and
{Ok.i}72, respectively.

From Theoreni_3]6, the sequenf®,;}° , of (29) satisfies[(31), where the initial condition
is given by [(35), [(3I7),L(40), of (42) depending on the spedcifise specified there. To present a
convergence result for the sequere®;.;};_,, the convergence of a matrix sequer{&, }7°,

generated by
Qi1 = U ®Qy, Q) =, (43)
is proved first. Here, the initial conditioi € R?"*?" takes the form

Qll le
Q= : (44)
Q21 Q22
satisfying (2'2)T = Q2! and Q! + Q* > (. That is, in considering_(43), convergence of the
subsequencéO,: ; }7° , is of interest. The following convergence result is usefupioving the

convergence of this sequence.
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Lemma 4.1:Fix any constantg > 0, A > 0, p > 0 such that
p o<1, p<A—2ptc(l—p o) L. (45)
Then, the sequencf oy, A\r)}72, defined by
Opy1 = )\,;20,3, Mgl = g — 2)\;;101@, o1 =0, =\ (46)

is convergent, withr, — 0, A\, > 0 for all k € Z-, and\, | A > p ask — oc.

Proof: Firstly, construct a sequendésy,, \)}7>, by
Grar = p 262, Mepi = e—20"'6%,  G1=o0, A=\ (47)
From the definition of5;, in (@3), it follows thats;, > 0,k € Z~,, and
S =3 R0 < S () = )1 ) = oll— p70), (48)
k=1 k=1 k=1

where the left-hand inequality il (#5) and the fatt! > k for k € Z., are used. Thusy, — 0
ask — co. Turning to.\,, note that for any: € Z-,, @17), [@8), and the right-hand of inequality

(@3) imply that
R . k—1 . 00
Me=M=20""G;> =20 652A=2p"0(1-pP0) = p>0.  (49)

j=1 j=1
The right-hand definition of {47) also implies thék,}2, is decreasing. Hence, there exists
A > p such that\; | \.
Next, construct a second sequercey, \,)}5°, by

Ok = Oy Akl :Xk—QX,;lc?k, 01 :0',5\1:)\. (50)

By inspection of [4l7) and(B0)A; = M. In order to show that\, > i,k € Z-g, using
mathematical induction, suppose that this inequality idtd k. Then, applying[(49) yields

j\k—i-l = S\k — 25\1;15'19 > 5\k — 25\,;15’]c > S\k — 2,0_15'19 = 5\k+1~

That is, )\, > )\, implies that\,, > S\kﬂ. Similarly, induction can be applied to show that the

sequence (ox, A\r) 32, of (@6) satisfies

op < Ory Mk > i, k€ Zog. (51)
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By inspection of [(46) and_(50);;, = 5, = 0 and \; = A\; = \. Supposing that the inequality
(&3) holds for indexk, it is required to demonstrate that [51) holds for index 1. Applying
A > A, > panda, = &, for k € Zog yields o4y = A\ 202 < A\262 < p 262 = Gpy.
Similarly. it can be shown thaX,,; = A\, — 2\, "oy, > Ay — 2X\; ' = \11, as required.

Thus, it has been shown that < 5, = 61, — 0, A\, > A\p > A\s > p, k € Z-o. By inspection
of the definitiono;, in @8), o, > 0,k € Z~y. Thuso, — 0,k — oo. It follows immediately
from (48) that the sequence\, }2°, is decreasing. Thus, there exists> p such that), | .

[

By applying Lemma 4]1, next theorem proves convergenceeo§éiyuencé ) }>° , specified
by (43).

Theorem 4.2:Fix any constants > 0, A > 0,p > 0 such that[(4b) holds. Suppose that the

matrix 2 of (44) satisfies
Q202 < oI, QP2 <ol, QU402 > AL (52)

Then, the matrix sequendg, }° , specified by [(4B) satisfieQ}' + Q> > pl, k € Z-,, and
there exists a matri®,, = diag!!, 0*) such thatQ!! + Q22 > pI andQ; — Qu, k — oco.

o0

Proof: By definition of [30)® operation ,

O, =0 —QR@ +ORTaE, O, = POl o) 0P, -
Oy =-0ROP+OPT0, 0B, =0F - PP +oP) TR
It will be shown by mathematical induction that for ahye Z-,
Q20 < oI, 'O <opl, UM+ QF > N, (54)

where {(oy, A\r);2, are as per[(46). Thé = 1 case is immediate from_(#3),_(44), arld1(52).
Suppose that(34) holds far, (54) is required to hold fok + 1. From [53) and[(54),

0,02, = QRO + 0F) PO (O + O) 0 < AP0 = o
A similar argument proves th&t}' ;2| < oy11. From [53),
R, + O, = 0 + 0F - 0RO +0F) 0! - 0@}l + 9) )
> Mol — 20 ol = Neal > pl > 0. (55)

According to Lemm&4]lg, | 0,k — oo, and there exists > 0 such that\, | A > 0,k — oo,

where [45) is assumed as per the Theorem statement. SjAce (217 k € Z-, (54) implies
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that ||Q}?]|s < /o 4 0, [|QF]]2 < /0% 4 0, k € Z, where|| - ||, denotes the matrix spectra
norm. Thus Q> — 0, Q' — 0, k — oco. From (53) and[(55),

1251 — 4l = 102 + Q%) T e < 1]/ 1 1(%! + Q72) 72 < owp™". (56)
From Lemma 4.1\, > p > 0, 0 < 0, and
Ore1 = N, 208 = (\2op)on < (p~%0) 0.
Hence [(56) turns into
1945, = 'l < (p%0)on-1p™ (57)
Note that it is assumed that?c < 1. Fix anyp, ¢ € Z~, such thatp < ¢. Applying (57)
12,7 = QgHll2 < 1192," — Qphallz + 19055 — Qallz + -+ + 195, — Q12

< (p720)app + (p720)20pp + -+ (p20) Payp
_pPo—(pPa)rH!

1—p~20

POp
-1

<P 7

~1—p20o

O'p.
Thus [|Q)! — Q]'[]; — 0 asp — oo sinces, — 0. Hence, the sequendg;,'}32, is a Cauchy
sequence. Consequently, there exidf$ such thatQ! — Q! &k — oco. It can be similarly
shown that there exist@?? such that2;* — Q%2 k — co. From [55),QL + Q22 > plI. ]
Applying Theoren{ 42 to the matrice3, ; of (35), (37), or [4D) leads to convergence of a
subsequencgO,: ;172 ;. Applying Theoreni 4]2 to the matricé, ; of (42) leads to convergence
of a subsequenco, . 5 }72 ;. To prove the convergence of the sequefi©g; };2,, the following
result is useful.
Theorem 4.3:Fix anyi € {1,2,3} and constants > 0,\ > 0, p > 0 such that[(4b) holds.
Suppose that inequality (52) holds for a mat@y,, p € Z-, in the sequencé¢©; ;}7>, of (29).
Then, the subsequend®y,;}7°, satisfies

@%li—i-l)p,i S @11 @%2 i@21 S @12 ‘@21

kp,i> k4+1)p,i~ (k+1)p,i kp,i = kp,i’ (58)
21 12 21 12 22 22
®(k+1)p,i@(k+1)p,i < @kpvi@kpvi’ ®(k+1)p,i < @kp,i-



23

Proof: From Theoren_316, the sequen{®,,,;}7>, satisfiesO 1), = Opi ® Okpi, k €

Z~. From definition [(3D) of®, O (41

@(k—i-l )p,i @(k-i-l )psi _ @11 @12 (@22 + @kp z) 1@12),12 @12 (@22 + @kp z) @kp 7
®(k+1 )pyi ®(k+1 )psi @kp 2(622 ®kp z) 19;127}1 @kp i @kp 2(922 @kp z) @kp i |
(59)
_ kaz - @kp z(kaz 911) kaz ®kp Z(Gk‘pl 9;,11)_1@11),22
_@21 (@kp i @]1)1 ) @kp i @22 @21 (@kp i @]1),12)_1@]1),21 |

With a view to applying an inductive argument to prove Ehg and ©2?

note first that in theé: = 1 case, [(5B) implies that

o5

2pi

22 21 11
@ @p,i - ®P7i(@p7i _'_

2pi T

where the assumption théx'}; +

= O = 0O + 633)"

02)

@kpz = @%Ii—l)p @]1)12’ @kpz =
Then, from [59),
@kp i @1k+1 @k;l) Z(ka i 9;1 ) ®kp i =
@kp i @ (k+1)p @kp 2(922 + @kp z) @kp )

This proves the inequalities fc@
for any k € Z-.,. The proved mequalltles opll
k € Z~o in (88) imply that forq € Z-

(k+1)p

11
© (k+q)p i < @kp i) @(k+q

For anyk € Z,, it holds2* > k. Thus,j(k) = 2* —

; and©? ; of 8). From Theore 4B}, +

Ypyi — ®p,i €3 @k;n,i = ka,i ® @p,i- That iS,

inequalities in[(5B),

kp,i

1021 11
e <ol
112 22
02 < o2,

©2% > X > 0 is used. Assume that for ary> 1,

O 1y <+ < 0% (60)
®kp 2(9;2@ + @11)1) ®kp i

> 07 (02 +0L)7'e2 . >0.  (61)

%, = pl

i < O and O3, < ©57; for any

< @kpz (62)

k € Z~o. Applying (k) in (€2) yields

@kp it @kp i 2 @lkJrq(k )psi + ®(k+q

@2kp2

>pl.

@2kpz

(63)
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To show the inequalities o> ;07 ; and ©7 ©; ; in (B8), using inequality[(45)[(52)[(59),
(60) and [(68),

@%}34_1) ‘@?]14.1);;,7; — @12 (@22 + @;}i)—1@12‘@21 (@22 + @2}}0—1@21

j 2 kp,i\~kp,i i P\ kpyi kp,i

S 0.@12 (@22 ‘l‘@ll )—1(@22 ‘l‘@ll )—1@21

kp,i kp,i kp,i kp,i kp,i kp,i

S Up_2®12 ‘@21

kp,i~kp,i
12 21
< @kp,i@kp,i‘
imi 21 12 21 12
A similar argument shows th&d( ), 0 1), < O5,,O5,.- u

Combining Theoreni_412 and Theordm]4.3, the convergence eofséiquence(©, 172, ,
that characterizes the kerndbs ;, k € Z-,, of (28) can be proved. Two cases are considered
separately. The first is for the sequer&®, ;}:° , initialized with ©, ; from (38), [3T), or|(4D),
while the second one is for the sequer€®, ;}7° ,, initialized with ©,, 3 from (42).

Theorem 4.4:Fix any: € {1,2,3} and constants > 0, A > 0, p > 0 such that[(4b) holds.

1) Suppose that inequality_(62) holds for the matriégs;,: € {1,2,3} of (38), (37), or
(40). Then, the matrix sequend®, ;}>°, of (29) converges to a block diagonal matrix
O, = diag©! ;,022,) such thato!! , + 022, > p 1.

2) Suppose that inequality (62) holds for the matix; of (42). Then, the matrix sequence
{Brs}32,, of (29) initialized with®,, 3 of (42) converges to a block diagonal maté)x, ; =
diag©) ;,©22,) such thato!! ; + 022, > p 1.

Proof: [1): From Theoreni_4]2, the subsequen@®,: ,;};>, initialized from the matrices
©1,,1 € {1,2,3} of (38), (37), or [(4D), converges to a block diagonal ma@ix; ask — oc.
Thus, 03¢ 03, — 0 and©3; O3, — 0, andOy , + 0%, — O, + 02, > pl ask — oo.
Applying the inequality [(58) in Theorefn 4.3 for= 1 leads t00;},, < ©,},67%,, < 62,
04,071 < 0,267 and el 0%, < 67,02 for all k € Z.,. Thus,0,%67";, — 0 and

21 012 11 22 11 22
05,05 — 0,andO,; + 0;% — O, + ©22, ask — oo.

2): Applying Theoreni{ 413 fop = n and adopting a similar argument as in the prooflpf
above proves that the subsequefg ; — O3 ask — oo, with O, 3 = diag©! 5,02 ;).

According to [32), the sequeng€). ;}7°,, of (22) is related td Oy 5}7°, by Q3 = —Op 3,k >
n,k € Z=o. Thus,Qipns = Qo3 = —Os3 aSk — oco. The subsequenclli,+13}5>, can be
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obtained by applying iterations_(23) of Theoreéml3.1, with, ; replacing@; in the right-hand
side, that is,

an+13_®+AT kn3A+AT kn3 ( 2I BT kn3B) lBT kn3A

le+1 3= ATle 3 + ATQIE{% ( I — BTan 3 ) 1BTQ/m 39

an+1 3 (an+1 3) ) (64)

an+13 an3 an3 (2I BT kn3B) lBT kn3

Suppose tha@Q)y, 1,3 — @, k — oo. Sendingk — oo in both sides of[(64) yields
Q" =@+ ATQU A+ ATQUB(T — BTQY4B) ' BTQI A
Q = ATQL 3T ATQ}X{,?,B(V% - BTQ}X{,?, )T BTQY 39
Q" =@, (65)
Q% = Q%5+ QLB — BTQU3B) ' BTQL,

Since Q2 = Q25 = 0, it is immediate from the second and third equation [ofl (6%t th

Q2 = Q* = 0. In a recent papel [20], it has been established dt, is the stabilising
solution (minimum solution) of the Algebraic Riccati Eqiaat (ARE)

P=3&+A"PA+ ATPB(y*I — B*PB)'BTPA.
That is,»* I — B"Ql! ;B > 0 and
o3 =P+ ATQL A+ ATQL ,B(vI — BTQL 3B) ™' BT QL 5A

Thus, the first and fourth equations 6F(65) imply tigat = 3 andQ? = 22 5. This shows
that@ = (3. Hence, the convergence Ofy, 3 — Qx3,k — oo implies thatQp,1135 —
Qw3 Sk — oo. In a similar way, subsequencd®)i,+j+13}72,7 = 1,2,---,n — 2 can

be generated fro{ Qrnijs3}ie,,7 = 1,2,---,n — 2 by using [2ZB) iteratively with respect
to j. Thesen — 1 subsequences each converge(lq ;. Consequently, the corresponding
subsequence§Oy,, .3}, converge t00y 3,5 = 0,1,2,--- ,n—1 ask — oo. Definey, =
max;e(0,1, -1} (Ohni s+ Ornrja) — (OX 3+ 022 3) o}, mp = maxjeqo, m-13 {11045l l2}
and 77 = maxjeqo,i,. -1} {||07k,5/2}, all for k € Z.,. The convergence of subsequences
{Oknijs}tiz, 10 O3 for all j € {0,1,2,--- ,n — 1} implies thatn, — 0,77 — 0,us — 0 as
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k — oo. For anyk € Zso, let x(k) = [ £ ]. Thus, for the sequencgO; s}, |03 <
ni%J — 0. Similarly, [[©74]]; < ”igj — 0and|[[(©5 + 07%) — (05 + 02 )2 < ¢z — 0.
This proves the convergence of the sequeftogs};>,.. [ |

B. Convergence of the infinite horizon linear regulator gesh

When©,,; = O, k — oo, with the limit being block diagonab..; = diag©L! ;, 0% ),

0L, + 02, >0, the matrices);; = I'"(Ok;) = Qi = I"(O,). From the definition of*
in B2), Qui = I'"(On,) takes the form

Qoo = diag((0% )", -02)),
Qoo = diag M (O, + M) ™M — M, -02,),

Qo3 = diag —O%! —93373).

00,3

The limit of S;.; in (20) takes the form

T
1] x T 1
Soo,i(xwz) = 5 [ } Qoo,i { ] = §($T clxlmx + 2" ggzz)

z
Using the convergence dfS;;}%>,, a convergence result for the sequence of value functions
{Wi}2, of @) can be obtained by employing the representafioh (21).

Theorem 4.5:Suppose that (i) the sequen@®, ;}7>, defining the functiongS;.;}:> , of (20)
satisfiesQr; = Qoo,is k — 00 With Qo ; = diag(Q ;, @22,), (ii) the dual of the terminal payoff

Vi(z) = (Dyi¥)(2), 2 € R", is continuous, and (iii) there exist > 0,y > 0 such that

Ti(z) < —17( 2 +eod)z, Y|z > o (66)

1
2

Then, Wy (x) - Wy (z),xz € R", whereW(z) is given by

Waolx) = L2TQL o+ K, with k = fﬂi \T/’(z) ® (327Q%,2) dz. (67)
Proof: Fix any x € R". From [21),

2 00,1 00,1
. T

= 32" Q) + S Vi(z) ® (327 Q%) ® (27 Qi%z) d=
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= %$TQllflzx + sup {kaz(z)}
z€R™
where 7, : R" — Ris f{,(z) = \Tf"(z)+§zTQi?iz+xTQ}fiz. By assumption ()Qy.; — Quoi =
diag(@.! ;, @22 ,), Theoren{4b is proved if it is shown that

lim sup {f¢;(2)} = ~. (68)

k—o0 zER™

To prove [(68), it is first shown that there exigtse Z-, 7 € R., such that

Seu[éi{fg’(z)} = ﬁllggf{flfz(z)}a VEk>K. (69)

Since@;’, — Q22 and Q% — 0 by assumption (i), there exisfs € Z., andr; > r, such that
1 1

i% - izz < 50 I, ‘Qllfz'r‘ < 5507"1 (70)

for all £k > K. Then, for anyr > ry,

sup{fi(z)} = sup{\fli(z) + %zTQ%?iz + mTQ}fiz}

|z|>7 |z|>r
< SUP{—%ZT( ggz +eol)z + %ZTQi%,Z + xTQllfzz}
|z|>r
< ‘S?P{%ZT( %21 - ggz)z - %50 2T+ xTQllczzZ}
z|>r

< sup{—ieo 2To4 :L’TQ}C?Z-Z}
|z|>7

=r |Qilzm\ —1egr? <riegr — jeor? = —%eor?,
where the first inequality follows by (iii), the second inadjty follows by inspection, and the
third inequality follows by the left-hand inequality df_(¥0Thus, there existg > r,; such that
sup‘z‘>7{f,§7i(z)} < max; <, {f;(2)}. Then, it follows

sup { fi;(2)} = max {mag;{fzf,i(Z)}, max {f;(2)}, |Sup{fzf,i(2)}} (71)

2€R™ z|< ro<|z|<F 2|>F

= ma { {61}, mox U9} ) = maxl 2,9

|z|<ro ro<|z|<T
Hence, [(GB) is proved. This, together with the continuityxfdt implies that the maximizing

points z;; (z) = arg max,cgr-{ fi ;(2)} exist and are uniformly bounded fér> K.
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Next it is shown that the sequence of functiofifs uniformly converges t¢f i(2) = \ffi(z) +
127Q% 2, V2 € R" on setB; = {z € R"||z| < 7}. For anyk € Z-,,

2 w7
max |fkmz(z) - fooz(z)| = max |%ZT( ii - ngz)z + xTQlizz 2| (72)
2€Br 2€BF
1T (22 22 T 12
< max |52 (@ — Go)2| + max|a” @ 2]

= %fz HQii - Qingg +r |Qzlzx| — 0,
which proves the uniform convergence of the sequefge} 2, to f..; on B;. (€8) follows by

lim sup {f,fz(z)} = lim max {f,fz(z)} = max lim {f,fz(z)} = gré%x{fooz(z)} = K,

k—00 LcRrn k—o00 z€BF 2€Br k—o0

where finiteness of follows by (ii). [ |

V. EXAMPLES

The computational method of Sectibn 1ll-D is illustratec ¥hree examples.

For the purposes of benchmarking, the first example emplogsaalratic terminal payoff,
and so is a standard LQR problem. The associated value dumnidfj, of (@) is computed (over
a range ofk € Z-,) via three approaches, namely, (i) via the difference Riaeguation (),
(i) via a grid-based method, involving direct iteration thie dynamic programming equation
(@IJ) on a discretized state space, and (iii) via the max-plased computational method of
SectiondIl-D. (Note that (ii) represents a standard corapoihal approach to solving a linear
regulator problem where the terminal payoff is not quadrafihe value function computed via
() is regarded as the actual solution of the LQR problem,tf& purposes of comparing the
approximation errors obtained in computations (ii) ang. (ifhis also facilitates the comparison
of computation times required to achieve an apriori fixedrapination error via (ii) and (iii),
relative to the solution obtained in (i).

The second example examines in further detail the conveegehthe max-plus based fun-
damental solution that underlies the computational metfigdof Section[Il=Dl In particular,
Theoren{ 4. is tested. This is independent of the termingbfpaelected.

The third (and final) example considers an infinite horizoredr regulator problem with a
non-quadratic terminal payoff. Value functions for the ténand infinite horizon problems are

computed using the computational method (iii) of Secfidi
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A. Benchmarking via an LQR problem

With a view to benchmarking the computational method of i8adll-D] consider an LQR
problem defined as pefl(2) arld (3), with= /10,

01 0 0.1 1 02 1 02
. B= D= CA= . (73)
0.2 —0.1 0.03 0.2 2 0.2 0.5

The terminal payoff is quadratic, witlf(z) = %xTAx selected in[(13).

A=

Computation (i):The value functiori¥,, corresponding to the solution of LQR problem](73)
can be computed via the difference Riccati equatidn (9). Vidlee functioni¥s, computed in
this way is

(74)

1 |: 1.1016 0.2429 ]
T .
2

Wea(x) = le Pouxz = —zT
0.2429 2.0202

For the comparative purposeéd;, is assumed to be actual value functidh (2) that solves the
LQR problem [(7B).

Computation (ii):An approximationﬁ/\m of the value functioniV, of (74) is computed via
a grid-based method. In particular, the dynamic programgneiquation[(10) is iterated directly,
without assuming that the value function is quadratic (asld/®e the case for a non-quadratic
terminal payoff). Bounded and discretized state and cbispaces.2? and # are assumed,
with

(75)

W:[—'LE ’Lﬁ]mggw, 12]21,5//:01,
with Gs = {kd € R \ k € Z}. The dynamic programming principle_(10) is approximated by
Wipr =SW, Wo=10, (76)

2

where (S1¢) : 22 — R, (S10)(z) = supyey {1 T o — g |w|? + ¢ o m(Ax + Bw)},
approximates[{11) o2 via the projection operatar : R? — 272 C R?,

. 1 B (z1) ~(6) = 7 N Z 4+ min(max(§, —7), )
B i

Figure[2(a) illustrates the relative erref; R? — R betweeniWy, and Wy, of (74), where

(2) — Wea()
1 -+ W64(JI)

=N

o) = “b (78)
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Computation (iii): An approximationWé4 of the value functioriV, of (74) is computed via
the computational method of Sectibn1Il-D, using the maaespvector spaces! of (@) with
r = 10. Figure[2(b) illustrates the relative erefy, R? — R, Wheree, is as per[(7B).
There, evaluation oéw624 is artificially restricted to the bounded grid-z z |NGys C R? for
display purposes only. (Recall that the computational owethf Sectiod II-D is not a grid-based
method.)

(a) Finite grid method of computation (ii). (b) Max-plus method of computation (iii).

Fig. 2. Relative errors achieved in the approximate sautiban LQR problem (Sectidn ViA).

30

251 —o—direct DPP iteration
- * -max-plus fundamental solution

201

15

101

computational time in seconds

|
i i i i i i L L I
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 048 16 32 128 140

64
Optimal control horizon k control horizonk
(a) Grid-based (DPP iteration) and max-plus method. (b) Max-plus method of computation (iii).

Fig. 3. Computation times achieved in the approximate Emiudf an LQR problem (Sectidn VAA).

Error comparison:By comparison of Figurekl2(a) and (b), it is evident that thexsplus

based computation (iii) achieves a significantly smalldatiee error than the direct dynamic



31

programming computation (ii) for the same time horizbn= 64. Indeed, the relative error
of computation (iii) is of the order of the machine epsilom tbe Dell laptop used. This is
attributable to the matrix operations involved in propawgatthe matriceso, ; in step O of
the method, and to approximations in the dual / primal opematof steps], [0 and O, [.
Meanwhile, the much larger errors observed in computatignafe due largely to the state
space projection operatar of (77) associated with the finite grid employed.

Computation time comparisorin order to compare computation times of the grid-based
computation (i) and the max-plus based computation (ilig respective computations Wk
and W\,f are repeated for alt € [1,128] U Z-,. Time index doubling is employed in the latter
computation (iii) to demonstrate the speed-up achievaldehe max-plus based computation.
Figure[3(a) illustrates an overlay of the computation tifeescomputations (ii) and (iii) on the
same axes. This demonstrates an approximately linear grmvtomputation time with time
index k for the grid-based method of (ii), and an approximately tamiscomputation time for
the max-plus method of (iii). A definitive computational advage is evident in the max-plus
case for all but small time indices. In examining this conaiohal advantage further, Figurke 3(b)
illustrates that the computation time for the max-plus Hasethod of (iii) does in fact vary with
the time indexk. This computation time maybe approximated By= ¢ + t,. Here,¢ denotes
the time used to compute the dual of terminal payoff in Stepthe matrix@Q,; = (O )
in Stepd, and the value functi0|11/17,€2 in Step[. ¢ is independent of control horizok, and is
2.7961 seconds heret,;, denotes the total time used to propagate the Heg3ianto Hessian
O In Stepl]. The non-monotone behaviour observed in the growth of thisputation time
is due to the time index doubling employed in the computafion In order to understand this

behaviour, it is useful to employ a binary (baderepresentation for the time index with
mp—1

k= Z bj 2j = (bmk—l . 'bgblbo)g, bj c {0, 1}, ] c [O,mk — 1] N Z, mi =1 -+ |_10g2 ]{EJ s
7=0

in whichm,, € Z-, denotes the minimum number of “bits” required for the basepresentation.
By definition,b,,,_; = 1 for all £ € Z~,. Using this notationy,, = Z;‘;’“O‘l b; denotes the number
of non-zero “bits”b; in this representation of. Let 7 denote the time required to perform the
matrix operation® of (1) employed in the propagation stéph (Recall that® is central to
the propagation of the Hessidy ; of the kernelB,; of the max-plus integral operatds; ;,

that is itself central to max-plus based computation (iigee [(311),[(29), and_(26) respectively.)
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Computation ofW,? = W, requiresm; — 1 time index doubling steps to increase the time
index from1 up to2™~!, plus an additionah; — 1 time index “sub-doubling” steps to further
increase the time index fro@™~! 4+ 1 up to k. For example, a time index of = 50 has
ams = 1+ 5 = 6 bit binary representation0 = (110010),, with n5y, = 3 non-zero bits,
implying thatmsq — 1 = 5 time index doubling steps plus;, — 1 = 2 sub-doubling steps are
required. Hence, the sequence of thessteps used to compute Hessi@g,; from ©,; (i.e.

corresponding to the value functidisy) is then
@16,1 @2,1

{ {
11 = O1 = 041 = BOg1 = O = Oz01 — Ougr — Os0n

- - 7

Doubling steps Sub-doubling steps

where each arrow corresponds to an incoming argument to @xn@@toperation. In general, as
each doubling or sub-doubling step requires an applicatioone ® operation (taking timer

per operation), the total computation time needed to comPyt, may be approximated by
tk=((mg—1)+(nk — 1)) 7 <27 (myp — 1) =27 |logy k] . (79)

Hence, the non-monotone growth of the computation timebserved in Figuré]3(b) is due to
the dependence df on k above in [[7P). This computation time is independent of thmiteal
payoff selected (whether quadratic or non-quadratic).

In this specific implementation of the propagatién ; in Step [, n, matrices©,; ; for
J € [0,n; —1]NZ such that; = 1 must be stored in order to perform the “sub-doubling” steps.
In the worst casep, = my; = 1 + |log, k| Steps are required (whefe= 2™+ — 1). In order to
avoid the attendant increase in memory required to storgathatrices©.; ;, j € [1,n;] N Z,
some matrices (for example, those ones with smalereed not be stored. Instead, they can be
recomputed fronD, ; using the® matrix operation. In the worst case (for computation time),
all such matrices used in the “sub-doubling” steps can bemgated. The worst-case total time

required for computing,, ;, £ = 2™ — 1 using such a scheme is given by

ty = (%1]' + (my — 1)) T=(mp —1) (% + 1) 7 = |log, k| <7L10g2 ];J i 3) T

It may be noted that for current computational platforms tymical linear regulator problems,

this worst-case recomputation is not required, as the mgmsage remains relatively small.
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B. Convergence of the max-plus based fundamental solutio#

For infinite horizon linear regulator problems, convergeata sequence of Hessiaf3,: ; } 72,
i € {1,2,3}, generated via time index doubling (for example) is crutathe application of
the computational method of Section 11I-D. Theoreml 4.2estdhat this sequence is convergent,
under specific conditions. The purpose of this example ig$bthe conditions of that theorem.

To this end, consider a linear regulator problem defined ag)eand [3), with

-0.2 0.1 110 106 0
, B= , D= , 7=V8. (80)
—0.15 0 01 0 0.2

(Note that convergence or otherwise of the aforementiorezgfience is independent of the

A=

terminal payoff. Hence,V is not specified in this example.) The sequence of interesigiated

by time index doubling in computing the fundamental solutio %2, is
Ogir1 3= Ogr 3 ® O 3 , k€ Zso, (81)
initialized with ©, 5 = —Q, 3 whereQ), 5 is given by [40). In order to verify the convergence of
this sequence via Theordm K.2, define
0 = Amax(01301%) = Amax (' AT (BBT) 72 A) = 4.4321,
A= Ain(O15 4+ 071%) = Auin(—® + v*AT(BBT) A+ 4*(BB") ") = 7.7297..

These definitions imply that condition_(52) of Theorem] 4.2dsdor 2 = ©, 3. The remaining
condition [45) of Theorerh 4.2 holds if there exigts- /o such thatf(p) > 0, where

flp)=A=p—=2p"to(1—p%0)"". (82)

This may readily be verified via some simple working, or giaglty via Figure[4(a). (For exam-
ple, selectp = 4.) Hence, the conditions of Theordm4.2 hold, so that theimagguence(81)
must converge to the matrix limé.. ;s = diag©.! 5, ©2 ;). This convergence may be observed

by enumerating the sequence for sufficiently lakg&igurel4(b) illustrates the sequendes: }
and { )\, } of (48), and the sequencgs’, } and {\},} defined by

/ . 12 21 / . 11 22
Ogk—1 = )‘max(@2k71,3@2k71,3) ) 2k—1 — )‘min(@2k71,3 + @2’%1,3) .
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These sequences may be observed to be monotone, as exjéaedorementioned lim® 3

may be computed as

[ —0.6313  0.0135 0.000 0.0000
0.0135 —0.2069 | 0.0000  0.0000
0.0000  0.0000 | 7.5921 —0.2502
0.0000  0.0000 | —0.2502 7.8072

600,3 =

: : : ; ; ; 8 ; . . ;
e
] 6.48 N
6f -
; ‘ i T Ogk—1

‘*’AQk—l
3 : 5
° control horizonk
(a) Functionf of (82). (b) Convergence of sequences:, obs , Aok, Ay -

Fig. 4. Convergence of the max-plus based fundamentalisolon 2.

C. Infinite horizon linear regulator problem with non-quatic payoff on%?

In order to demonstrate that the value function of infiniteizun linear regulator problem is
quadratic with an offset according to Theorem 4.5, consitlerlinear regulator problem with

non-quadratic payoff given by

—-0.12 0 —0.2 3 —14
A= ., B= . D= . oy =2,
0.1 0.15 0.1 —14 24

V() = V([ 21 2 ]") = 3loz + 1 sin(z, — 1)].

10 O
The max-plus based fundamental solution®h is employed, with)/ = . Figure[%

0 10
shows the non-quadratic terminal pay@ffand its max-plus dual. Note that¥ and ¥ appear
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(a) Terminal payoffd. (b) Max-plus duall of the terminal payoffl.

Fig. 5. Non-quadratic terminal payo® and its max-plus duab.

similar since a relatively big// is used. Recall that and U will be the same whed/ — oo I
which corresponds to the duality iw?.

The convergence of the sequen@®; »};>, is essential to compute the value function of the
infinite horizon linear regulator problems. According toebinem 4.2, Theorem 4.3, and Theorem
@11 )

O 63272
This can be tested similarly to the example in Section 5.2drticular, hered, , is computed
by (37)

44,059 = Oy o = if the inequalities in Theorem 4.2 are satisfied @y .

[ —2.0555 1.0036 | 0.8266 —0.8816 ]
1.0036  —1.6630 | 0.0497 —1.3155
0.8266  0.0497 |9.1975 0.3607

| —0.8816 —1.3155|0.3607 10.0522 |

@12:

)

Take

& = Amax(O12075) = 2.8054, A = Amin(O14 + O73) = 6.2655.

From Lemma 4.1, the conditions in Theorem 4.2 will be satisfiehere exists & > /4 such
that f(p) > 0, where the functiory is

~

Flp)=A=p—2p7"6(1—p%)" (83)
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as shown in Panel (a) in Figué 6. By observatiffy) > 0 for any2.6249 < p < 5.0049. Thus,

according to Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 5.2, the sequences défined

A . 12 21 Y . 11 22
Ogk—1 = )‘max(@2k71,2@2k71,2) ) )‘2k71 = )‘min(@2k71,2 + @2’%1,2) .

converge as shown in Panel (b) of Figlie 6. Hence, the seqyéng, };>, converges to a block

diagonal matrix ag — oo which is computed as

[ 99859 0.8275
0.8275 —1.8835

0.0000 0.0000
0.0000 0.0000

0.0000  0.0000
| 0.0000  0.0000

9.0986 0.4467
0.4467 9.7773

Consequently, th€), » = diag M (OL, + M)"'M — M, -02 ,) is

3.1067  —1.3362

—1.3362  2.4568
Qoo,2 =

0.0000  0.0000
0.0000  0.0000

0.0000  0.0000
| 0.0000  0.0000

-2

L L L L
T2 26249 3 4 5%49 6 7 8

(a) The functionf of (B3).

Fig. 6. Convergence of the max-plus fundamental soluéan.

—9.0986 —0.4467
—0.4467 —9.7773 |

,,,,,,,,,,

(b) Convergence of various sequences.

wwfco:ntrol horiz&nk

(84)

(85)

It can be verified tha?2, < 0 since the eigenvalues @p?, are —9.990 and —8.8770.

It is also noted that the terminal payo¥ (hence its dual) is oscillating om; and linear on

x9. Thus, the conditions on Theorem 4.5 (equation (66)) isBati. Consequently, the infinite
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horizon value function¥V, is quadratic with an offset as given by equationl (67). Theaiff
is computed as
. =~ 1
K = max {\If(z) + §ZT ?ﬁzz} = 2.5785.
The value functiori?,, is shown in Panel (a) of Figute 7. To verify that,, is indeed quadratic,
an approximatior’Wc>o is computed using the grid based method similar to exampteSection

5.1. The relative error defined by

Wae(x) = Wao(2)
1+ We(x)

(86)

e, (x) =

is shown in Panel (b) in Figurel 7. A small relative error vesfithe developed max-plus

computational method.

40~ i
30+ 1 !
825\
E 20+
15+

10+

() The infinite horizon value functiob/. (b) The erroreg; for grid based method.

Fig. 7. The infinite horizon value function and relative er(88) for grid based method.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

An efficient computational method is developed for solvinglass of discrete time linear
regulator problems employing a non-quadratic terminaloffayMax-plus linearity of the cor-
responding dynamic programming evolution operator is @xgdl to obtain a max-plus based
solution from which the associated value function may be pated conveniently for any non-
guadratic terminal payoff. The computation of the max-phased fundamental solution is
reduced to a sequence of matrix iterations which can be ctedpfficiently and accurately. A

sufficient condition for the convergence of the finite honz@lue function to the corresponding
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infinite horizon value function is presented. This convamgeresult generalizes the well-known
convergence results of difference Riccati equations. Nigalkexamples are given to demonstrate

the performance of the proposed method.
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