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Abstract

This paper deals with three major types of convergence dighitity measures on metric spaces:
weak convergence, setwise converges, and convergencetotaéthvariation. First, it describes and com-
pares necessary and sufficient conditions for these typeswergence, some of which are well-known,
in terms of convergence of probabilities of open and closdd and, for the probabilities on the real
line, in terms of convergence of distribution functionsc&ad, it provides criteria for weak and setwise
convergence of probability measures and continuity oftsstic kernels in terms of convergence of
probabilities defined on the base of the topology generatélddometric. Third, it provides applications
to control of Partially Observable Markov Decision Proessand, in particular, to Markov Decision
Models with incomplete information.

1 Introduction

This paper deals with convergence of probability measundselevant applications to control of stochastic
systems with incomplete state observations. Convergenaebability measures and control of stochastic
systems under incomplete information are among the areasich Albert Nikolayevich Shiryaev has
made fundamental contributions. In particular, convecgeaf probability measures and limit theorems
for stochastic processes were studied in his joint papetsvig distinguished students Yuri Mikhailovich
Kabanov and Robert Shevilevich Liptser (e.n../[21]) andignrhonograph with Jean Jacad [20]. Control of
stochastic processes with incomplete information was th@mntopic of his two influential papers [28.129],
and this topic is related to his monograph with Liptser [22]statistics of stochastic processes.
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In Sectior 2 of this paper we describe three major types ofergence of probability measures defined
on metric spaces: weak convergence, setwise convergemgesoavergence in the total variation. In ad-
dition to the definitions, we provide two groups of mostly Wmoresults: characterizations of these types
of convergence via convergence of probability measurepen@and closed sets, and, for probabilities on a
real line, via convergence of distribution functions. Irtsen[3 we describe criteria for weak and setwise
convergences in terms of convergence of probabilities ®etements of a countable base of the topology.
Section# deals with continuity of transition probabiktieln particular, Theoremn 4.4 describes sufficient
conditions for a probability measure, defined on a produdivaf spaces and depending on a parameter,
to have a transition probability satisfying certain contiy properties. This result can be interpreted as a
sufficient condition for continuity in Bayes’s formula. $ien [3 describes recent results on optimization
of Partially Observable Markov Decision Processes (PONDf@sn Feinberg et al[[15] as well as new
results. Sectiof]6 describes an application of the resudts fSection§ 4 andl 5 to a particular class of
POMDPs, that we call Markov Decision Models with Incompléteormation (MDMIIs). The difference
between a POMDP and an MDMII is that for a POMDP the stateseo$jlstem and observations are related
via a stochastic kernel, called an observation stochastiagk, while for an MDMII the state of the system
is a vector, consisting dfm + n) coordinates, of whichn coordinates are observable amdoordinates
are not observable. MDMIIs were studied mainly in early jmatlons including in Aokil[1], Dynkin[[9],
Shiryaev [29], Hinderer{ [19], Savarigi and YoshikaVval[2Rhenius [[24], Rieder [25], Yushkevich [34],
Dynkin and Yushkevich [10], and Bauerle and Rieder [3], i OMDPs were studied by Bertsekas and
Shreve[[5], Hernandez-Lerma |17], and in many later palilbms.

Feinberg et al.[[15] described sufficient conditions for &xéstence of optimal policies, validity of
optimality equations, and convergence of value iteratimsptimal values for POMDPs with standard
Borel state, action, and observation spaces and for MDMilts standard Borel state and action spaces; see
also conference and seminar proceedihgs[[14, 16]. In betscéhe goal is either to minimize the expected
total costs, with the one-step cost function being nonmegjabr to minimize the expected total discounted
cost, with the one-step cost function being bounded below. FOMDPs these sufficient conditions are:
K-inf-compactness of the cost function, weak continuityhaf transition stochastic kernel, and continuity
in the total variation of the observation stochastic kerfiblese results are described in Secfibn 5 as well as
sufficient conditions for weak continuity of transition pabilities for a COMDP from Feinberg et al. [15]
in terms of the transition functio® in the filtering equation{5l4). In this paper we introducéisient
conditions in terms of joint distributions of posteriorystlibutions and observations; see Theofen 5.5.
The notion of K-inf-compactness of a function defined on a graph of a setechimap was introduced in
Feinberg et al[[13].

Though an MDMII is a particular case of an POMDP, there is nseoation stochastic kernel in the
definition of an MDMII. However, the observation stochadternel can be defined for an MDMII in a
natural way, and this definition transforms an MDMII into aRDP, but in this POMDP the defined ob-
servation stochastic kernel is not continuous in the tadalation. Feinberg et al. [15] described additional
equicontinuity conditions on the stochastic kernels of Midylunder which optimal policies exist, opti-
mality equations hold, and value iterations converge tintgdtvalues. By using results from Sectidds 4
and[B, in Sectio]6 we strengthen the results from Feinbead. §£5] on MDMIIs by providing weaker



assumptions on transition probabilities than the assumgtintroduced in Feinberg et al. [15].

2 Three types of convergence of probability measures

Let S be a metric space arl(S) be its Borelo-field, that is, thes-field generated by all open subsets of
the metric spac&. For S € B(S) denote by5(S) the o-field whose elements are intersectionsSofvith
elements of3(S). Observe thaS is a metric space with the same metric asSprand 3(.S) is its Borel
o-field. For a metric spac®, denote byP(S) the set of probability measuresn (S, B(S)). A sequence of
probability measure$P, },—1 o, .. from P(S) converges weakly (setwist) P € P(S) if for any bounded
continuous (bounded Borel-measurable) functioon S

/f(S)Pn(dS) — /f(s)P(ds) as n — oo.
S s

We write P,,— P (P,—P) if the sequencd P, },,—1 ... from P(S) converges weakly (setwise) 1 €
P(S). The definition of Lebesgue-Stiltjes integrals implies tRat- P if and only if P,,(E) — P(FE) for
eachE € B(S) asn — oo. The following two theorems are well-known.

Theorem 2.1. (Shiryaev [30, Theorem 1, p. 311]yhe following statements are equivalent:
() P, P;
(i) liminf,_,~ P,(O) > P(O) for each open subsé? C §S;
(iii) limsup,,_,., P.(C) < P(C) for each closed subsét C S.

Let R! be a real line with the Euclidean metric. FoPPaP, € P(R') define the distribution functions
F(z) = P{(—o00,z]} andF,(z) = P,{(—o0, z]}, » € R

Theorem 2.2. (Shiryaev[30, Theorem 2, p. 314Por S = R! the following statements are equivalent:
(i) Po—>P;
(i) F,(z) — F(z) for all pointsz € R! of continuity of the distribution functiof.

The following theorem provides for setwise convergenceréselts in the same spirit as Theoreml 2.1
states for weak convergence.

Theorem 2.3. The following statements are equivalent:
() P,—>P;
(i) limy,— o0 Py (O) = P(O) for each open subsé? C S;
(iii) limy, o Pr(C) = P(C) for each closed subsét C S.

Proof. If A is open (closed) then its compleme#t is closed (open), an@(A°) = 1 — Q(A) for each
Q € P(S). Thus statements (ii) and (iii) are equivalent. We prove thawalence of (i) and (iii). Obviously,
(i) implies (iii). According to Billingsley [6, Theorem 1] br Bogachevl[[7, Theorem 7.1.7], any probability
measureP on a metric spac® is regular, that is, for eac® € B(S) and for eache > 0 there exist a
closed subsef’ C S and an open subsé C S such thatC C B C O andP(O \ C) < e. Fix arbitrary
B € B(S)ande > 0. SinceP,(0) — P(O) andP,(C) — P(C), there existsV = 1,2,..., such that
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|P,(O) — P(O)| < eand|P,(C) — P(C)| < eforanyn = N,N +1,.... Therefore,P,(B) — P(B) <
P,(O) — P(B) <e+ P(O\C) < 2,andP(B) — P,(B) < P(B) — P,(C) < e+ P(O\C) < 2,

for eachn = N, N + 1,.... Sinces > 0 is arbitrary, the sequende?,(B)},-1.2,.. C [0, 1] converges to
P(B) for any B € B(S), that is, the sequence of probability measuf€s},—1 2 .. converges setwise to
P e P(S). O

According to BogacheV_[7, Theorem 8.10.56], which is Pflgtigageneralization of the Fichtengolz-
Dieudonné-Grothendiek theorem, the statement of The@&rholds for Radon measures. In view of
Bogachevl[V, Theorem 7.1.7],§fis complete and separable, then any probability measu(&,d(S)) is
Radon. However, Theorelm 2.3 does not assumeStigmeither separable or complete.

If P,—>+P, whereP, P, € P(R')foralln = 1,2,...,thenF,(z) — F(x) andF,(z—) — F(z2—)
for all z € R!. This is true becausé),(r) = P,((—o0,z|) — P((—o0,z]) = F(x) and F,(z—) =
P,((—o0,z)) — P((—o00,z)) = F(z—) asn — oo. However, as the following example shows, the

convergence$), (z) — F(z) andF,(z—) — F(z—) for all € R! do not imply P, - P.

Example 2.4. (Convergence$), (z () andF,(z—) — F(z—) Vz € R! do not implyP, - P). Let
0, =<0 —F (3z), 3:<%; 0, x < 0;

R(z)=9q 2z, 0<z<1; Fuu( 5, §<r<% Fl)=q C), 0<z<1;
1, x>1; 1F,(3z-2), z>% 1, x> 1;

where C'(z) is the Cantor function and = 0,1,... . Note thatF'(z) and F,,(z), n = 0,1,..., are

continuous functions and

max |F(z) — F,(z)] < 2~ ”maX|F1( ) — Fo(z)], n=1,2,....
z€R! zeR!

Therefore,F,,(v—) = F,,(r) — F(x) = F(x—) for eachz € R

Denote byC' C [0, 1] the Cantor set. Since the Lebesgue measure of the Cant6r equals zero
and each distribution functiot,, has a bounded density,,(C) = 0 for eachn = 1,2,.... Note that
P(C) = 1becauseP([0,1]) = F(1)— F(0) = 1 andP(]0, 1]\ C) = 0 since|0, 1]\ C'is a union of disjoint
open interval each of zerB-measure. Thus, the sequence of probability measufg$,,—: o, .. does not
converges setwise to the probability measHre O

The third major type of convergence of probability measucesvergence in the total variation, can be
defined via a metrig;, onP(S) called the distance in the total variation. HarQ € P(S), define

ptv(P, Q) := sup {| /Sf( P(ds) /f f:S—=[-1,1]is Borel-measurabl}. (2.1)

A sequence of probability measurgB, },—1 2. from P(S) converges in the total variation # € P(S) if
limy,—s 00 Pt (Pr, P) = 0.

In view of the Hahn decomposition, there exigts 5(S) such tha{ P—Q)(B) > 0for eachB € B(E)
and(P — Q)(B) < 0for eachB € B(E“). According to Shiryaev [30, p. 360],

p(P.Q) = P(E) — Q(E) + Q(E*) — P(E°) = 2sup{|[P(B) - Q(B)| : B€ BS)}.  (2.2)
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This implies that the supremum in_(2.1) is achieved at thetfan f(s) = I{s € E} — I{s € E¢}, and

(P, Q) = sup{/f(s) (ds) /f : f:S—{-1,1} is Borel- measurabl} (2.3)
s
Since(P — Q)(S) = 0, (22) also implies
p1o(P,Q) = 2P(E) — 2Q(E) = 2Q(E°) — 2P(E°) = 2max{P(B) - Q(B) : B B(S)}.  (2.4)

Consider the positive paf — @)™ and negative patP — Q)™ of (P — Q), thatis,(P — Q)" (B) =
(P-Q)(EnB)and(P—Q) (B) = —(P—-Q)(E°nB) forall B € B(S). Both(P-Q)" and(P - Q)™
are nonnegative finite measures. As follows fréml(2.4),

pro(P,Q) = 2(P — Q)" (E) = 2(P — Q) (E). (2.5)

The statements of Theordm R.5(i,ii) characterize convergén the total variation via convergence of
the values of the measures on open and closed subs@tdririhis respect, these statements are similar to
Theorems$ 2]1 arld 2.3, which provide characterizations faknand setwise convergences. Formiulal (2.2)
indicates that convergence in the total variation can berpnéted as uniform setwise convergence. The
same interpretation follows from Theorems|2.3 2.5(iTineorent 2.5(iii, iv) indicates that convergence
in the total variation can be also interpreted as uniformknavergence.

Theorem 2.5. The following equalities hold faP, @ € P(S):
(i) pw(P, Q) = 2sup{|P(C) — Q(C)| : C'is closed in S} = 2sup{P(C) — Q(C) : C'is closed in S};
(i) pw(P, Q) = 2sup{|P(O Q(O)| :Ois open in S} = 2sup{P(0) — Q(O) : Oisopenin S};
(iil) pro(P,Q) =sup { [5 f(s)P(ds fS f S — [~1,1] is continuous } ;
(Vi) pro (P, Q) = sup {| [5 f(s)P(ds fS : f:S— [~1,1] is continuous} .

\_/\_/

Proof. (i) It is sufficient to show that
pio(P, Q) < 2sup{P(C) — Q(C) : Cis closed in S}. (2.6)

Since(P — Q)™ is a measure on a metric space, it is regular; Billingsléylf&orem 1.1] or BogacheV![7,
Theorem 7.1.7]. Thus, fab' € B(S) satisfying [2.5) and for each> 0 there exists a closed subgetC S
such that” C Fand2(P — Q)" (E \ C) < e. Due toC C E, the equality(P — Q)(C) = (P — Q)" (C)
holds. Therefore, in view of (2.5),

pio(P, Q) < 2(P — Q)T (C) 4+ ¢ < 2sup{P(C) — Q(C) : Cis closed in S} +¢.

Sincee > 0 is an arbitrary, inequality (2 6) holds.
(i) Since of pru (P, Q) = p1(Q, P) and

sup{P(C) — Q(C) : C'is closed in S} = sup{Q(O) — P(O) : O is open in S},

(i) implies (ii).



(i) In view of (B.3), it is sufficient to show that

o (P, Q) < sup {/sf( P(ds) — /f f:S—=[-1,1]is continuous}. 2.7

Since the supremum ia(2.1) is achieved at the funcfion-(s) = I{s € E} — I{s € E°},

pu(P.Q) = [ fo.o(s)(P - Q)(ds), (2.8)

Since of(P — Q)" and (P — @)~ are measures on a metric space, they are regular; Billjndg6le
Theorem 1.1] or BogacheV|[7, Theorem 7.1.7]. Thus,Hoz¢ € B(S) and for eacte > 0, there exist
closed subset§, Cy C SsuchthatC; C E,Cy, C E¢,and(P — Q)T (E\Cy)+ (P —Q) (E°\ Cs) < e.
Therefore,

[ fe.e6)P - Q)ds) < / fer e (5)(P — Q)(ds) +e. (2.9)
S S

where fc, c,(s) = I{s € C1} — I{s € Cy}, s € S. Note that the restriction ofc, ¢, on a closed
subsetC; U Cs in S is continuous. Since a metric space is a normal topologjgates Tietze-Urysohn-
Brouwer extension theorem implies the existence of a coatia extension ofc, ¢, onS, that is, there is
a continuous functiotfc, ¢, : S — [—1, 1] such thatfc, ¢,(s) = fo,.c,(s) foranys € C; U Cy. Thus,

| feics)P = Q) < [ Fercalo)P - Q)s) += (2.10)
According to [2.8)-£Z.70), for any > 0

o (P, Q) < sup {/sf( P(ds) — /f fiS—=[-1,1]is continuous} + 2¢,

which yields inequality[(2]7).
(iv) According to (iii) and the definition ofy, (P, @),

pv(P, Q) = sup {/f( P(ds) /f fiS—=[-1,1]is continuous} <
sup {\ /f(s) (ds) /f cf:S—=[-1,1]is continuous} < pw(P,Q),
S
which implies (iv). O

For a functionf on R, let V(f) denote its total variation. Lef;, i = 1,2, be probability measures
on (R, B(RY)), and F;(z) = P;{(—oc0,z]}, * € R!, be the corresponding distribution functions. The
following well-known statement characterizes convergeincthe total variation in terms of convergence of
distribution functions.

Theorem 2.6. (Cohn [8, Exercise 6, p. 137, (P, P») = V(Fy — Fy) for all P, P, € P(RY).



3 Sufficient Conditions for Weak and Setwice Convergence

Lemma 3.1. Let {P, },,—12... be a sequence of probability measures fiB(§) and P € P(S). If for a
measurable subsé? of S there is a countable sequence of measurable suli3etBs, . . . of B such that:
() B=Uz, B,
(i) liminf,, Pn(ug?lej) > P(Ué‘?:lBj) forall k =1,2,...,
then
liminf P,(B) > P(B). (3.1)

n—oo

Proof. For an arbitrarye > 0 consider an integek(e) such thatP(Uf(ij) > P(B) —e. Then

lim inf P,(B) > liminf B, (U} B)) > P(US)B;) > P(B) — .

n—o00 n—00 = -

Sincee > 0 is arbitrary, inequality[(3]1) holds. O

Corollary 3.2. Let{P,},=12... be asequence of probability measures fi&(8) and P < P(S). If for a
each open subsé? of S there is a countable sequence of measurable sulisetBs, . . . of O such that:
(i) © =U32, By,
(i) liminf,, Pn(ug?lej) > P(U?ZIB]-) forall k =1,2,...,
then thenP, — P.

Proof. In view of Lemmd3L]im inf,,_,~ P,,(O) > P(O) for all open subset® of S. In view of Theo-
rem[2.1, this is equivalent tB, —; P. O

Theorem 3.3. Let {P, },,—12,... be a sequence of probability measures fiB(®) and P € P(S). If the
topology orS has a countable bass, then P,— P if and only iflim inf,,_,, P,(O*) > P(O*) for each
finite unionO* = UX_ O; with O; € 73, k = 1,2,... .

Proof. Since P,—P if an only if lim inf,_, P,(0) > P(0O) for each oper® C §, the necessary
condition is obvious. The sufficient part follows from Cdeny[3.2, because any open sub&eof S can be
represented a®* = U2, O; with O; € 7,1 =1,2,... . O

Lemmd3.l can be used to formulate the following criteriansketwise convergence.

Lemma 3.4. Let {P, },=12... be a sequence of probability measures fiB(#) and P € P(S). Then the
following statements hold:

(i) If for a measurable subsét of S, both sets3 = C'and B = C*¢, whereC*© = S\ C'is the complement
of C, satisfy the conditions of LemmaB.1, thepC) — P(C).

(ii) If for each open subsed C S, both setsB = O and its complemenB = O¢ satisfy conditions (i)
and (i) of Lemm&3]1, theR,,—— P.

Proof. (i) Lemma3.1 implies thdim inf,,_,~, P,(C) > P(C) andlim inf, ., P,(C¢) > P(C°). SinceP
andP,,n = 1,2,... are probability measureBm,, ., P,(C) = P(C). (ii) In view of (i), P,,(O) — P(O)
for each open subsé of S. In view of Theoreni 2.3P, — P. 0



For setwise convergence the following theorem states thdittons similar to the conditions of Theo-
rem[3.3 for weak convergence.

Theorem 3.5. Let {P, },,—12,... be a sequence of probability measures fiB(®) and P € P(S). If the
topology orS has a countable bass, then P, — P if and only if the following two conditions hold:

(i) liminf,_,~ P, (O*) > P(O*) for each finite uniorO* = Ule(’),-, whereO; € ,, k=1,2,...;

(i) each closed subsd® C S satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) of LemrhaB.1.

Proof. Let O be an arbitrary open subset®fin view of (i), Theoreni 211 implies thaim inf,,_, ., P,,(O)
P(0O). In view of (ii), Lemmal[3.1 implies thatim inf,,_, ., P,(O°) > P(O°). Thuslim,,_, P,(O) =
P(0). SinceO is an arbitrary open subset §f Theoreni 2.8 implies tha, — P. O

v

In some applications, it is more convenient to verify cogeerce of probabilities for intersections of
events than for unions of events. The following lemma lirtkes ¢convergence of probabilities for intersec-
tions and unions of events.

Lemma 3.6. LetL = {By,..., By} be afinite collection of measurable subset§.ofhen
nh_)rgo P,(Np,ecrBi) = P(Np,ec Bi)

for all the subsetg’ C £ if and only if
lim P, (Up,er Bi) = P(Upec Bi)

for all the subsets’’ C £

Proof. If the convergence holds for intersections, it holds foromsi because of the inclusion-exclusion
principle. If the convergence holds for unions, it holdsifaersections because of the inclusion-exclusion
principle and induction in the number of setsdn

]

The following two statements follow from Corollalry 8.2 antdebreni 3.8 respectively.

Corollary 3.7. Let{P,},=12.. be a sequence of probability measures fi&(8) and P < P(S). If for a
each open subsé? of S there is a sequence of measurable subggts3,, . .. of O such that:

() 0 = Uz, B,

(il) limp o0 Pu(N5_y Bij) = P(NF_ By,) forall {Bi,, Bi,,..., Bi,} € {B1,Ba,...}, k = 1,2,...,
thenP,—> P.

Proof. Inview of Lemmd 3.5, for each open sub&kbf S condition (ii) implies thatim,, o, Pn(ug?lej) =
P(ug?:lBj) forall £ =1,2,..., and according to Corollafy 3.2 these equalities imply fAat— P. O

Corollary 3.8. Let{P,},=12.. be a sequence of probability measures fiB(8) and P < P(S). If the
topology orS has a countable basg, such thatP,(0) — P(O) for each finite intersectiod® = N¥_, O;
with©; e 7, i =1,2,...,k, thenP,—P.



Proof. In view of Lemmd3.Blim,, ., P,(O*) = P(O*) for each finite unior0* = U¥_, O; with O; € 7,
k=1,2,... . Theoreni3B implies tha®, — P. O

The following example demonstrates that the assumptio@®mgllary(3.8 does not imply that, — P.

Example 3.9. Let S = R!, P be a deterministic measure concentrated at the poiat /2, and P, be
deterministic measures concentrated at the paipts= V2 +n~', n = 1,2,... . Sincea,, — a, then
P,—%sP asn — oo. Let 75 be the family consisting of an empty s&!, and of all the open intervals on
R! with rational ends. Then, is a countable base of the topology Rh generated by the Euclidean metric.
Observe tha®; N O € 7, for all 01, O; € 73, andlim,, oo P, ((b1,b2)) = I{a € (b1,b2)} = P((b1,b2)),
for any rationalb; < b. Thus the assumptions of Corolldry 13.8 hold. However, ofrseliit is not true that
P,—2+P, because’, ({a}) =0foralln =1,2,..., but P({a}) = 1. O

Corollary 3.10. Let{P,},—12,.. be a sequence of probability measures fi6(§) and P € P(S). If the
topology orS has a countable basg, such thatP,(O) — P(O) for each finite intersectio® = Nf_, O;
with O; € 7,7 = 1,2,...,k, and, in addition, for any close sét C S there is a sequence of measurable
subsetsBy, Bs, ... of C such thatC' = U;°, B; and condition (i) of Corollary 3.7 holds, theR, —P.

Proof. Let O be an arbitrary open subset. In view of Corollaryl 3.8, thepprties of the base, imply that
P, P. Therefore
liminf P,,(O) > P(0O). (3.2)

n—oo
LetC = O°. Condition (ii) of Corollaryr3.y and Lemnia3.6 imply that,, .o P, (U}_, B;) = P(U}_, B;)
forallk =1,2,....Inview of Lemmd3.1,
lim inf P, (0°) > P(O°). (3.3)

n—oo

Inequalities [(3.R) and(3.3) imply théin,, ., P,(O) = P(O). SinceO is an arbitrary open subset Bf
Theoreni 2.8 implies tha®, — P. O

4 Continuity of Transition Probabilities

For a Borel subse$ of a metric spac€S, p), wherep is a metric, consider the metric spacg p). A set

B is called open (closed, compact) $hif B C S and B is open (closed, compact) iib, p). Of course,
if S =S, we omit"“inS”. Observe that, in general, an open (closed, compact) s€tritay not be open
(closed, compact). Open setsSrform the topology orb' defined by the restriction of metricon S.

For metric spaceS; andS,, a (Borel-measurablestochastic kernglsometimes called transition prob-
ability) R(ds1|s2) on'S; given Sy is a mappingR(-|-) : B(S1) x So — [0, 1], such thatR(-|s2) is a
probability measure of$; for any sy € So, and R(B|-) is a Borel-measurable function & for any
Borel setB € B(S;). A stochastic kerneR(ds;|s2) onS; givenS, defines a Borel measurable mapping
sa — R(-|s2) of Sy to the metric spacB(S;) endowed with the topology of weak convergence. A stochas-
tic kernel R(ds1|s2) onS; givenS; is calledweakly continuous (setwise continuous, continuous inataé t



variation), if R(-|s(™)) converges weakly (setwise, in the total variationjto |s) wheneves (™ converges
tosin S,.

In the rest of this sectiors, So andS3 are Borel subsets of Polish (complete separable metricespa
and P is a stochastic kernel of; x S, givenS3. The following statement follows from Corollafy 3.8.
As follows from Lemmd 3.6, the continuity of finite intersiect in the condition of Corollar{4]1 can be
replaced with the assumption that probabilities of finiteone are continuous.

Corollary 4.1. If the topology orf;, i = 1,2, has a countable basg such that?(O; x O, - ) is continuous
onS3 for each finite intersection®; = ﬂj.\’zl(’){ with (’){ erl,j=1,2,...,N,i=1,2, then the stochastic
kernel P on$S; x S, givenSs is weakly continuous.

Proof. Letr,” := {0} x O} : O} € 7}, i =1,2}. Note thatr, * is a countable base of the topology i
S, defined as the product of the topologiessinands,. Observe thatY_, ((’){ X og) = (mf’ZIOD X

(mf’:l(’)g) for any finite tuples of open sef®/ }Y | from 7/, i = 1,2. Denote®; = NI, 0} fori = 1,2.
By the assumption of Corollaty 4.%,,(O; x Os|-) is continuous or$3. This means that the assumption of
Corollary[3:8 holds for the basg’*. Corollary[3:8 implies that the stochastic keriebnS; x S, givensSs
is weakly continuous. O

Let F(S) andC(S) be respectively the spaces of all real-valued functionsandounded continuous
functions defined on the metric spateA subsetd, C F(S) is said to beequicontinuous at a point € S,
if sup [f(s") — f(s)] = 0ass’ — s. If afamily Ay C F(S) is equicontinuous at each pointe S, it is
feAo

called equicontinuous dd. A subset4, C F(S) is said to bauniformly boundedif there exists a constant
M < +oo such that f(s)| < M forall s € S and for all f € Ay. Obviously, if a subsetd, C F(S) is
equicontinuous at all the pointse S and uniformly bounded, thed, C C(S).

Theorem 4.2. (Feinberg et al.[[15, Theorem 5.2DetS;, So, andS3 be arbitrary metric spaces? (dss|s1)
be a weakly continuous stochastic kernelSergivenS;, and a subsetl, C C(S, x S3) be equicontinuous
at all the points(sz, s3) € S x Sz and uniformly bounded. B is separable, then for every open g2in
S, the family of functions defined 6h x Sg,

.AO = {(81783) — / f(SQ,Sg)P(dSQ’Sl) : f c Ao},
o
is equicontinuous at all the pointsy, s3) € S; x S3 and uniformly bounded.

Further asr(S) we denote the family of all open subsets of a metric sgac&or eachB € B(S;)
consider a family of functions

Pp = {83 — P(B X C|83) :Ce T(Sg)}
mappingSs into [0, 1].
Lemma 4.3. Let B € B(S1). The family of function® is equicontinuous at a poing € S if and only if

sup |P(B x C]sé")) — P(B x C|s3)] =0 as sg") — S3. (4.2)
CeB(S2)
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Proof. According to the definition of the equicontinuity of the fdyof functions P at a point, it is
sufficient to prove thaf(4l1) follows from
sup |P(BxC|s{") = P(Bx Clss)| >0 as s — ss.
CeT(S2)

Indeed, if P(B x Sa|s5) = 0, thensupceps,) [P(B x Clsy"”) — P(B x Cls3)| = P(B x Safsy") —
P(B x Sa|s3) =0 a53§") — s3, becaus&, € 7(S2). Otherwise, wherP(B x Sy|s3) > 0, according
to the convergenc®(B x Sy|si"”) — P(B x Sy|s3) > 0 ass{” — s3, TheorenZ}(ii) applied to the
probability measure§’ — P(B x C|s\")/P(B x So|s{”) andC — P(B x C|s3)/P(B x Sy|s3) from
P(S2), wheren is rather large, yields thdi (4.1) holds, that is, the farofijunctionsP is equicontinuous
at a pointsg € Ss. O

Let P’ be the marginal of” on Sy, that is, P'(C|s3) := P(S1 x C|ss), C € B(Sq), s3 € S3. There
exists a stochastic kernél onS; givenS;, x Sg such that, for allB € B(S;),C € B(S2),s3 € S3

P(B X C’Sg) = LH(B‘SQ,Sg)P,(dSQ‘Sg); (42)

Bertsekas and Shrevel [5, Proposition 7.27]. Moreover, &mhes € S3, the distributionH ( - |so, s3) is
P’(-|s3)-a.s. unique irsy, that is, if H; and H, satisfy [4.2) therP’(C*|s3) = 0, whereC* := {s9 € So :
H,(B|s2, s3) # Ha(B|s2, s3) for someB € B(S;)}; Bertsekas and Shreve [5, Corollary 7.27.1].

Theorem 4.4. Let the topology o, have a countable basg satisfying the following two conditions:
(i) Si1em,

(ii) for each finite intersectior® = ﬂf\;l O of sets®? € 7,7 = 1,2,..., N, the family of function$p
is equicontinuous at a point, € Ss.

Then, for any sequenQeé")}nzl,Z,., fromSs converging tos3 € S3, there exists a subsequenoe, },—1 2 ..
and a selC* € B(S;) such that

P'(C*|s3) = 1and H(-|s2, s:(,)"k)) converges weakly tfl ( - |so, s3) forall s, € C* as k — oo, (4.3)

Remark 4.5. According to LemmB_3.6, a countable bagen Theoren 4} can be assumed to be closed
with respect to the finite unions instead of finite intersei

Theoreni 4.4 implies the following two corollaries. The @robTheoreni 4.4 is provided after the proof
of Lemmd4.9.

Corollary 4.6. If for each open subseD of S; the family of functionsPy is equicontinuous at a point
s3 € Sg, then for any sequenc{eé")}nzl,gv___ from S3, that converges tes € S3, there exists a subsequence
{ng}tr=12,. andasetC* € B(Sz) such that(d.3) holds.

Proof. The statement of the corollary follows immediately from dhem[4.4. Indeed, the family of func-
tions Py is equicontinuous o5 for each open sab of S;. SinceS; is a separable metric space, each
countable base of the topology 8i satisfies assumptions of Theoreml 4.4. O
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Observe that for a stochastic kerrfelon S; x S, given S, equicontinuity at a poinks € Sg of the
family of functionsPy for all open subset® in S, is a weaker assumption than continuity in the total
variation of P onS; x Sy givenS; at the pointss. Equicontinuiuty of the family of function®s, at a point
s3 € S3 is equivalent to the continuity in the total variation of ttechastic kernef’ on'S, givenS; at the
point ss.

Corollary 4.7. Let assumptions of Theorém#.4 hold. If the setwise cormveegiakes place if.3)instead
of the weak convergence, then the stochastic kdPah S, x S, givenSs is setwise continuous.

Proof. According to Theorer 213, if the stochastic kerffebnS; x S, givenSs is not setwise continuous,
then there exist > 0, a nonempty open subs@tof S; x Sq, and a sequenc{esé")}nzl,gv___ that converges
to somess € Sz such that

1P(0]s{) — P(O|s3)| > = foreachn = 1,2, ... . (4.4)

Let O be the projection of onS; andO,, := {s1 €S1 : (s1,52) € O} be the cut oD ats; € 0.
SinceO is an open set, the set, andO,,,) are open. Sinc@’(dSQ\sgn)) converges in the total variation
to P’(dss|ss), for anyss € S3

o H(O(y,|s2, 55" )P (dsa] s§") /@ H(O(sy) 52, 55" P (dsa]ss)| — Oasn = co.  (4.5)
2 2

According to the assumptions of Corollary 4.7, there exdststC* € 5(S;) and a subsequen({eé"k)}k:m’_,_
of {sé”)}n:m,m such thatP’'(C*[s3) = 1 and H( - |32,s§"k)) converges setwise tfl (- |s2, s3) for any
sg € C*. In particular,H(O(s2)\32,sé"’“)) — H(Oyy,) |52, s3) for any sy € C*. Therefore, the dominated
convergence theorem vyields

/O [H(Opu 52 55™)) — H(Opups2.53)| P'(dsa]ss) — 0 ash — oo, (4.6)
2
Formulae[(4.b) and (4.6) imply that &s— oo
P(O]s{™)) = /O H(O(ay 52, s P (dsa|s5”) — /O H(O(sy)|52, 53)P'(ds2|s3) = P(O|s3).
2 2
This contradicts[(4]4). Thus the stochastic kef@nS; x S, givenS; is setwise continuous. O

The proof of Theorer 414 uses several auxiliary results.

Lemma 4.8. (Feinberg et. al[15, Theorem 5.5)eth and {h(™},_; » . be Borel-measurable uniformly
bounded real-valued functions defined on a metric sggaad |et{u(n)}n:1727m be a sequence of proba-
bility measures fronP(S) that converge in the total variation to the measure P(S). If

sup
CeB(S)

—0 as n — oo, 4.7)

M) ()™ (ds) — s s
L s = [ syt

C

then {h(™},_1 5. converges in probability: to » asn — oo, and therefore there is a subsequence
{ngYe=1.2.. such that{ ™)}, _, ,  convergesi-almost surely tdh.
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Let A, be the family of all subsets &f; that are finite unions of sets from the countable basaf the
topology onS; satisfying the conditions of Theordm .4, akg be the family of all subset® of S; such
thatB = O \ O’ with O € 7, and®’ € A;.

Lemma 4.9. Let the assumptions of Theoréml4.4 hold for sepe S3. Then, for any subsd € Ay, the
family of functionsPg is equicontinuous at the point, € S3.

Proof. Fix an arbitrarys3 € S3. Observe that, if for a0 € A, the family of functionsPy is equicontinuous
at the points; € Ss, then for any subseB = O \ O’ of S; with O € n,and® € A, the family of
functionsPg is equicontinuous at the poir € S3. Indeed, according to Lemra#.3, for ail, sé") € Ss,
n=1,2,...,such thatsgn) — 83 @SN — 00,

sup |P(B x C|s{") = P(B x C|s3)| = sup |P((O\0O) % C|s{”) = P(O\ O') x C|ss)|

CEB(S2) CeB(S1)
< sup |[P(O' x C|s{") = P(O' x Clss)|+ sup |P((OUO) x Cls) — P((OUO') x C|s3)|.
CeB(S2) CeB(S2)

The above inequality, the assumption thatl(4.1) holds foPat A; and for allss, s:())") €Ss,n=1,2,...,
such that" — s5 asn — oo, and the property that i’ € A; thenOU O’ € A, for all O € 7, imply that
(4.1) holds for any subsé? € A,, that is, the family of function® is equicontinuous at the poigt € Ss.
The rest of the proof establishes that, for eétk A, the family of functionsPy is equicontinuous at the
point sz € Ss.

Letr, = {OVU)},_12. . Consider an arbitrar) € A;. ThenO = UY, 00U for someN = 1,2,...,
whereOU?) € 7,7 = 1,2,...,N. LetAN = {nF _ 06 : {iy iy, ... i} € {j1,72,...7n}} be the
finite set of possible intersections &f/1), ..., ©@U~). The principle of inclusion-exclusion implies that for
O =UN 00, C €S,, andss, s{") €S,

|P(O x Clss) — P(O x Cls{")| < Y [P(D x Clss) — P(D x C|s{").
DeAN

The above inequality and the assumption of Thedrein 4.4deygfinite intersections of the elements of the
baser;, imply that, for eachD € A, the family of functionsP is equicontinuous at the poigt € S3. [

Proof of Theoreri 414Let {s:(,)")}nzl,zm be a sequence froly that converges te3 € S3. According to
Theoreni 211 [{4]3) holds if there exists a subsequéngg},,—1 2. and a seC* € B(S,) such that for all
open subset® in S;

P/(C*ss)=1 and liminf H(O|sy,s"™)) > H(O|sq,s35) forall syeC*  (4.8)

m—r 00

The rest of the proof establishes the existence of a subﬂeq(,leé"m)}m:l,zm of the sequencesgn)}nzl,zm
and a setC* € B(S,) such that[(4.8) holds for each open suleif S; .

Let A, andA, be the families of subsets 8f as defined before Lemma#.9. Observe that: (i) both
andA, are countable, (ii) every open subg2bf S, can be represented as

o= J o= J B%Y, forsome OUVen,j=12.., (4.9)
Jj=12,... j=1,2,...

13



whereBG:D) = 0U:1\ (LWZ! 06:1) are disjoint elements of; (it is allowed thatO?:) = () or BG-1) = ()
forsomej =1,2,...).

To prove [4.8) for all open subsetd of S;, we first show that[(4]8) holds for afP € A,. From
Lemmag$ 41,419 and (4.2),

lim sup
N0 CeB(Se)

[ Bl P sals) — [ H(Blssssa)Pldsalss) =0, Beha (410)
C C

Since the sef\, is countable, letA, := {BU) : j = 1,2,...}. Choose a subsequen{:eé”’“)}kzlvgw
of the sequencq$§”)}n:172,.... Denotes(™0) = sé”) foralln = 1,2,... . Forj = 1,2,..., from
(@10), Lemmd 4l8, applied with = s, h(™(s) = H(BW|sy, s(=D), p () = P/(.|smi=D),
h(s) = H(BY)|sy,s3), andu(-) = P'(-|s3), there exists a subsequenf€™/)},,_; o of the sequence
{s(mI=D},_1 5 and aseC; € B(S,) such that

lim H(BY|sy,s")) = H(BY|sy,s5) forall sy € Cy. (4.11)
n—oo
LetC* = Nj=1.2,..C;. Observe thaf’ (C*|s3) = 1. Lets:(,)"’”) = s(mm) =12 ... .As follows from
Cantor’s diagonal argumenk_(%.8) holds with= BU) for all j = 1,2, ... . In other words,[(418) is proved

forall O € As.
Let © be an arbitrary open set & and B&1), B2 be disjoint elements aofi, satisfying [Z.9).
Then the countable additivity of probability measures iegpthat, for allsy € C*,

lkl;glglof H(O|82’ sgnm)) — gﬂlgof H(B(j’1)|827 séﬂm)) 2 lg}gglofH(B(j,l”Sz’ Sénm))
Jj=12,... j=1,2,...
= > H(BYY|sy, s3) = H(Olsy,s3).
§=1,2,...
Therefore, [(4.8) holds for all open subsétsn S;. O

Example 4.10. (Stochastic kerneP onS; x S, givenS; satisfies assumptions of Theoreml 4.4, but it is
not setwise continuous and it does not satisfy the assumpfi€orollary[4.6.)LetS; = R, S, = {1},

S3 = {171,271 ... 0}, 75 be the family consisting of an empty s&!, and of all the open intervals on
R! with rational ends, and®(B x C|s3) = I{v/2 + s3 € B}I{1 € C}, B € B(S1), C € B(S3). Then
P'(C) = I{1 € C}, H(B|sy,s3) = I{\/2 + 53 € B}, B € B(S1), C € B(S,). LetT, be the countable
base of the topology oR! generated by the Euclidean metric described in ExampleThe.family 7, is
closed under finite intersections, and for &y 7, the family of functionsPy is equicontinuous at all the
pointsss € S3. Therefore, assumptions of Theoreml| 4.4 hold.

Note that the function?(B x C|s3) is not continuous at the pois = 0, when B = R! \ {/2}
andC = S3. Therefore, the familyPp is not equicontinuous at the poigt = 0, and the assumption of
Corollary[4.6 do not hold. Moreover, the sequekég( B|1, %)}nzl,zm (and any its subsequence) does not
converge taH (B|1,0) and, therefore, the setwise convergence assumption frawil&@y[4.7 do not hold.

O
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5 Partially Observable Markov Decision Processes

Convergence properties of probability measures and nel@amtinuity properties of transition probabilities
are broadly used in mathematical methods of stochasticaloir this section, we describe the results for a
Bayesian sequential decision model, a POMDP. For POMDRs$gpor probabilities of states of the process
form sufficient statistics; see e.g., Hernandez-Lerma p1789]. In terms of Markov Decision Processes,
this well-known fact means that it is possible to construcMDP, called a Completely Observable Markov
Decision Process (COMDP), whose state space is the spacelmhility measures on the original state
space. If an optimal policy is found for a COMDP, it is easy tonpute an optimal policy for the origi-
nal POMDP. However, except the cases of finite state spaceall@od and Sondik [31], Sondik [32]),
MDMlIs with transition probabilities having densities @lier [25], Bauerle and Riedér![3, Chapter 5]),
models explicitly defined by equations for continuous randariables (Striebel [33], Bensoussan [4]), and
numerous particular problems studied in the literaturdi] tecently very little had been known about the
existence and characterizations of optimal policies foMB®s and their COMDPs. The main difficulty
is that the transition probability for a COMDP is defined i@ Bayes formula presented in formula {5.4)
below, and the explicit forms of the Bayes formula are knovinee for discrete events or for continuous
random variables; see Shityaev |30, p. 231]. Recently Fegqbt al.[15] established sufficient conditions
for the existence of optimal policies and their charactdiim for POMDPs with Borel state, action, and
observation spaces.

In this section we define POMDPs, explain their reduction@MDPs, survey some of the results from
Feinberg et al.[[15], and present the condition on jointritistions of posterior distributions and observa-
tions that implies weak continuity of transition probatiéls for the COMDP. In the following section, we
describe a more particular model, the MDMII, and apply Clargl4.7 and results of this section to it.

LetX, Y, andA be Borel subsets of Polish spac&$dx’|x, a) be a stochastic kernel ahgivenX x A,
Q(dyla, ) be a stochastic kernel dngivenA x X, Qo(dy|z) be a stochastic kernel dngivenX, p be a
probability distribution orX, ¢ : X x A — R! = R U {+oco} be a bounded below Borel function &nx A.

A POMDPis specified by a tupleX, Y, A, P, @, c¢), whereX is thestate spacgY is theobservation set
A is theaction set P(dx'|z, a) is thestate transition lawQ(dy|a, z) is theobservation stochastic kernel
c:X x A — R! is theone-step cost

The partially observable Markov decision process evohgeg$oiows: (i) at timet = 0, the initial
unobservable statey has a given prior distributiop; (ii) the initial observationy, is generated according
to the initial observation stochastic kerrigj( - |zo); (iii) at each time epoch = 0,1, ..., if the state of the
system ist; € X and the decision-maker chooses an actipe A, then the cost(xy, a;) is incurred; (iv)
the system moves to a statg ; according to the transition law( - |z;,a;), t = 0, 1, .. .; (v) an observation
yi+1 € Y is generated by the observation stochastic kefiel|a;, z1+1),t =0,1,... .

Define theobservable historieshy := (p,y0) € Hp andh; := (p,vo, a0, .-, Yt—1,at—1,y:) € Hy
forallt = 1,2,..., whereH := P(X) x YandH; := H;,y x Ax Yif¢t = 1,2,.... A policyr
for the POMDP is defined as a sequence= {m;}:~ 1 .. Of stochastic kernels; on A givenH,;. A
policy 7 is callednonrandomizedif each probability measure;( - |h;) is concentrated at one point. The
set of all policiess denoted byfI. The lonescu Tulcea theorem (Bertsekas and Shréve [5, p14Y] or
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Hernandez-Lerma and Lasseirel[18, p.178]) implies thatieypr € IT and an initial distributiorp € P(X),
together with the stochastic kernéfs @ andQo, determine a unique probability measutg¢ on the set of
all trajectories(X x Y x A)> endowed with ther-field defined by the products of Boreltfields B(X),
B(Y), andB(A). The expectation with respect to this probability meassigenoted bye?.

For a finite horizoril” = 0, 1, ..., theexpected total discounted cost®

T—1
Via(p) =B} Y ale(wy, ap), p € P(X), 7 €I, (5.1)

t=
wherea > 0 is the discount facto/", (p) = 0. Consider the following assumptions.

Assumption (D). ¢ is bounded below oiX x A anda € (0,1).
Assumption (P). ¢ is nonnegative oX x A anda = 1.

WhenT = oo, formula [5.1) defines thimfinite horizon expected total discounted ¢@stid we denote
it by V7 (p). For any functiong” (p), including g™ (p) = V7 ,(p) andg™(p) = V' (p), define theoptimal
values

9(p) = inf g"(p), p € P(X).

A policy = is calledoptimal for the respective criterion, §™ (p) = g(p) for all p € P(X). Forg™ = VI o
the optimal policy is called-horizon discount-optimafor g™ = V7, it is calleddiscount-optimal

We recall that a function defined onX x A with values inR! is inf-compact if the sef(z,a) € X x A :
c(z,a) < A} is compact for any finite numbex. A function ¢ defined onX x A with values inR! is
calledK-inf-compact onX x A, if for any compact sell’ C X, the functionc : K x A — R! defined on
K x A is inf-compact; Feinberg et al. [1A,113, Definition 1.1]. Acding to Feinberg et all [13, Lemma
2.5], a bounded below functianis K-inf-compact on the product of metric spacésndA if and only if it
satisfies the following two conditions:

(a) c is lower semi-continuous;

(b) if a sequencéz(™},,— o with values inX converges and its limit belongs tdX then any sequence
{a™}, =10 witha™ € A,n = 1,2, ..., satisfying the condition that the sequedeér™, a(™)},,—1 o ..
is bounded above, has a limit poine A.

Fora POMDRX, Y, A, P,Q, ¢), consider the MDRX A, P, ¢), in which all the states are observable.
An MDP can be viewed as a particular POMDP with= X andQ(B|a, z) = Q(B|z) = I{x € B} for all
zx € X,a€ A, andB € B(X). In addition, for an MDP an initial state is observable. Tfarsan MDP an
initial statex is considered instead of the initial distributipnin fact, this MDP possesses a special property
that action sets at all the states are equal.

It is well known that the analysis and optimization of an PORIEan be reduced to the analysis and
optimization to a specially constructed MDPs called a COMDife states of the COMDP are posterior
state distributions of the original POMDP. In order to findagtimal policy for POMDP, it is sufficient to
find such a policy for the COMDP, and then it is easy to constancoptimal policy for the COMDPs (see
Bertsekas and Shreve [5, Section 10.3], Dynkin and YusbkkejliO, Chapter 8], Hernandez-Lermal[17, p.
87], Yushkevich[[34] or Rheniu$ [24] for details). Howeviitle is known about the existence of optimal
policies for COMDPs and how to find them when the state, olagienv, and action sets are Borel spaces.
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The rest of this section presents recent results from Fegradeal. [15] on the existence optimal policies and
their computation for COMDPs and therefore for POMDPs.

Our next goal is to define the transition probabilityfor the COMDP presented i (3.5). Given a
posterior distribution: of the stater at time epocht = 0,1, ... and given an action selected at epoch
denote byR(B x C|z, a) the joint probability that the state at tinfe+ 1) belongs to the seB € B(X) and
the observation at time+ 1 belongs to the set’ € B(Y),

R(B % C|2,q) = /X/BQ(C’|a,3:’)P(d3:’|:U, 0)2(dz), B € B(X), C € B(Y), 2 € P(X), a € A. (5.2)

Observe thaR is a stochastic kernel a¥i x Y givenP(X) x A; see Bertsekas and Shreve [5, Section 10.3],
Dynkin and YushkevicH [10, Chapter 8], Hernandez-Lerm& fiL 87], Yushkevich[34], or Rhenius [24] for
details. The probability that the observatigmt timet 4 1 belongs to the set’ € B(Y), given that at time

t the posterior state probability isand selected action is is R'(C|z,a) := R(X x C|z,a), C € B(Y),

z € P(X), a € A. Observe thaR' is a stochastic kernel ofi givenP(X) x A. By Bertsekas and Shreve [5,
Proposition 7.27], there exist a stochastic ketfiedbn X givenP(X) x A x Y such that

R(B x Clz,q) = / H(B|z,a,y)R (dy|2.a), BeBX), CeBY), »cPX), ach  (5.3)
C

The stochastic kerndll ( - |z, a, y) defines a measurable mappiAg: P(X) x A x Y — P(X), where
H(z,a,y)(-) = H(-|z,a,y). For each pai(z,a) € P(X) x A, the mappingd(z,a,-) : Y — P(X) is de-
fined R'( - |z, a)-almost surely uniquely ip € Y; Bertsekas and Shrevé [5, Corollary 7.27.1] or Dynkin and
Yushkevich [10, Appendix 4.4]. For a posterior distribatia € P(X), actiona; € A, and an observation
yi+1 € Y, the posterior distribution;; € P(X) is

Zer1 = H (2, a4, yrg1). (5.4)

However, the observatiop . ; is not available in the COMDP model, and therefgre; is a random variable
with the distributionR’( - |z, a;), and the right-hand side df(5.4) maps, a;) € P(X) x A to P(P(X)).
Thus,z.;1 is a random variable with values f{X)) whose distribution is defined uniquely by the stochastic
kernel

q(D|z,a) := /YI{H(Z,a,y) € D}R/(dy|z,a), D € B(P(X)), z € P(X), a € A; (5.5)

Hernandez-Lerma[17, p. 87]. The particular choice of alsstic kerneH satisfying [5.8) does not effect
the definition ofq from (5.3), since for each pafr, a) € P(X) x A, the mappingd(z,a,-) : Y — P(X) is
definedR/( - |z, a)-almost surely uniquely ip € Y.

The COMDRP is defined as an MDP with the paramet®(X(,A,q,c), where ()P(X) is the state space;
(ii) A is the action set available at all states P(X); (iii) the one-step cost functioa: P(X) x A — R!,
defined

c(z,a) = / c(xz,a)z(dx), zeP(X), acA; (5.6)
X

(iv) transition probabilities; onP(X) givenP(X) x A defined in[5.5).
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For an MDP, a nonrandomized policy is calleidrkoy, if all decisions depend only on the current state
and time. A Markov policy is calledtationary if all decisions depend only on current states.

For MDPs, Feinberg et al._[13, Theorem 2] provides generabitions for the existence of optimal
policies, validity of optimality equations, and convergerof value iterations. Here we formulate these
conditions for an MDP whose action sets in all states arelggqud then Theoreiin 5.1 adapts Feinberg et
al. [13, Theorem 2] to POMDPs.

Assumption (W*) (cf. Feinberg et al[[15] and Lemma 2.5 in [13]). (i) the fupatc is K-inf-compact on
X x A; (i) the transition probabilityP( - |, a) is weakly continuous iz, a) € X x A.

For the COMDP, AssumptioiW*) has the following form: (i)c is K-inf-compact onP(X) x A; (ii)
the transition probability;( - |z, a) is weakly continuous itiz, a) € P(X) x A.

In the following theorem, the notation is used for the expected total costs for COMDPs instead the
symbolV used for POMDPs. The following theorem follows directlyrfréd-einberg et al [12, Theorem 2]
applied to the COMDRP(X), A, q, ).

Theorem 5.1. (Feinberg et al.[[15, Theorem 3.1]).et either Assumptio(D) or Assumptior(P) hold. If
the COMDP(P(X), A, ¢, ¢) satisfiesAssumption(W*), then:

(i) the functionsi; o, t = 0, 1,. .., ando, are lower semi-continuous dA(X), andv; o (z) — v,(%) as
t — oo for all z € P(X);

(i) for eachz € P(X) andt = 0,1, ...,

Up41,0(2) = min {E(z, a) + a/ Ut.a(2)q(d? |z, a)} =
P(X)

ach (5.7)

min{/xc(x,a)z(dw) +oz/x/X/qut,a(H(z,a,y))Q(dy\a,x')P(dm'\x,a)z(dw)},

achA

wherety o (z) = 0 for all z € P(X), and the nonempty sets

A o(z) = {a €A: U10(2) =¢(2,a) + a/ 6t7a(z')q(dz’|z,a)} , zePX),t=0,1,...,
P(X)

satisfy the following properties: (a) the grahr(A; ) = {(z,a) : z € P(X),a € A1 n(2)},t=0,1,...,
is a Borel subset dP(X) x A, and (b) ifv;41,4(2) = 400, thenA,; o(z) = A and, ifv;11 (2) < +o0o, then
A o(z) is compact;

(iii) foreachT = 1, 2, .. ., for the COMDP there exists an optimal Markévhorizon policy(¢q, . . ., ¢7-1),
and if for aT-horizon Markov policy(¢o, ..., ¢r—1) the inclusionspr_1_.(z) € Aia(z), 2 € P(X),
t=0,...,7 — 1, hold, then this policy i§-horizon optimal,

(iv) for eachz € P(X)

U (2) = min {E(z,a) + a/PX) @a(z/)q(dz’|z,a)} =

achA

( (5.8)
min{/xc(x,a)z(dw)+a/x/X/Yva(H(z,a,y))Q(dy\a,x')P(dw'\x,a)z(dw)},

ach
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and the nonempty sets

An(2) = {a €A: U4(2) =¢(z,a) + a/

z‘;a(z')q(dz'|z, a)} ’ z € P(X)>
P(X)

satisfy the following properties: (a) the graghr(A,) = {(z,a) : z € P(X),a € A,(z)} is a Borel subset
of P(X) x A, and (b) ifo,(z) = 400, thenA,(z) = A and, ift,(z) < +oo, thenA,(z) is compact.

(v) for an infinite horizon problem there exists a stationdigcount-optimal policy,, for the COMDP,
and a stationary policy}, for the COMDP is optimal if and only i}, (z) € A, (z) for all z € P(X).

(vi) if ¢ is inf-compact orP(X) x A, then the functions,,, t = 1,2,..., and g, are inf-compact on
P(X).

Theoren{ 5.1l establishes the existence of stationary oppol@ies, validity of optimality equations,
and convergence of value iterations to optimal values utidsiollowing natural conditions: (i) Assumption
(D) or (P) and the functiore is K -inf-compact, and (ii) the stochastic kerrebn P(X) givenP(X) x A is
weakly continuous. Theorerhs b.2 dnd| 5.3 provide sufficientitions for (i) and (ii) respectively in terms
of the properties of the cost functierand stochastic kernels and@.

Theorem 5.2. (Feinberg et al.[[15, Theorem 3.4]j.the stochastic kerneP(dz’|z, a) onX givenX x A is
weakly continuous and the cost functionX x A — R is bounded below ani-inf-compact orX x A,
then the cost function : P(X) x A — R! defined for the COMDP i {5.6) is bounded from below by the
same constant asandK-inf-compact or?(X) x A.

Theorem 5.3. (Feinberg et al[[15, Theorem 3.7]jhe weak continuity of the stochastic kerfgtz’|z, a)
onX givenX x A and continuity in the total variation of the stochastic kelr@(dy|a, z) onY givenA x X
imply that the stochastic kerng(dz’|z, a) on P(X) givenP(X) x A is weakly continuous.

The following assumption, that has similarities with {4.8)d theorem are used in Feinberg etlal] [15]
to prove Theorern 513.
Assumption (H). There exists a stochastic kerriélon X givenP(X) x A x Y satisfying [5.8) such that: if
a sequencéz(™},_1 o . C P(X) converges weakly to € P(X), and a sequencg(™},—12 . C A con-
verges ta: € A asn — oo, then there exists a subsequedice™), a(™))} 1o C {(z™ a™)},_12.
and a measurable subgeéf Y such thatk’(C|z,a) = 1 and for ally € C

H (2" o) 4 converges weakly tdl (z, a, y). (5.9)

In other words,[(5]9) hold&/( - |z, a)-almost surely.

According to the following theorem, if the stochastic kdrid# is setwise continuous and Assump-
tion (H) holds, then the stochastic kermghk weakly continuous. According to Feinberg etal.|[15, THeeo
3.7], weak continuity of the stochastic kerriéland continuity of the observation stochastic ker@eh the
total variation imply that the stochastic kerrlis setwise continuous and Assumptigt) holds. Another
sufficient condition for weak continuity afis that there is a weakly continuous version of a stochastic k
nel H onX givenP(X) x A x Y; see Striebel[33] and Hernandez-Lermal [17]. Howeves, tbndition may
not hold for a POMDP with a weakly continuous stochastic &efhand a observation stochastic kerggl
continuous in the total observation; see Feinberg et al.Ex&mple 4.2].
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Theorem 5.4. (Feinberg et al.[[15, Theorem 3.5]f.the stochastic kernek’(dy|z,a) onY givenP(X) x
A is setwise continuous and Assumptief) holds, then the stochastic kerngldz’|z, a) on P(X) given
P(X) x A is weakly continuous.

In addition to Theorenh 513, that provides the sufficient ¢bonl of weak continuity of a stochastic
kernelq in terms of transition and observation probabilitieand@, and to Theoreri 514, that provides the
sufficient condition of weak continuity of a stochastic kara in terms of stochastic kernelR’ and H, a
sufficient condition can be formulated in terms of the ststic&kernelR onX x Y givenP(X) x A, defined
in (5.2). For eactB € 7(X) consider the family of functions

Rp ={P(X) x A — R(B xC|z,a): Ce7(Y)}
mappingP(X) x A into [0, 1].
Theorem 5.5. Let the topology oiX have a countable bas?ytﬁg with the following two properties:
@ Xe Tlfg,

(b) for each finite intersectio® = ﬁleoi of setsO; € ng, i1 =1,2,...,k, the family of functiongk »
is equicontinuous at all the points, a) € P(X) x A.

Then the following two statements take place:

(i) the stochastic kerneR’(dy|z,a) on'Y given P(X) x A is continuous in the total variation, and
Assumptior(H) holds;

(i) the stochastic kernej(dz’|z, a) onP(X) givenP(X) x A is weakly continuous.

Proof. (i) The equicontinuity at all the points, a) € P(X) x A of the family of functionsk» defined on
P(X) x A, being applied t&® = X, implies that the stochastic kerngl onX givenP(X) x A is continuous
in the total variation. Theorei 4.4, being applied to theegBsubsets of Polish spacBs = X, S, = VY,
andS; = P(X) x A, yields that AssumptionH) holds. (ii) Since the continuity ok’ in the total variations
implies its setwise continuity, the statement follows frstatement (i) and Theorem 5.4. O

The following theorem completes the descriptions of thatiehs between the assumptions of Theo-
rems[5.8E5J5. Among these three groups of assumptions,sthengtions of Theorein 5.4 are the most
general, and they follow from the assumptions of Thedrer \stch in its turn follow from the assump-
tions of Theoreni 513.

Theorem 5.6. If the stochastic kerndP(dx’|x, a) onX givenX x A is weakly continuous and the stochastic
kernel@(dy|a, z) onY givenA x X is continuous in the total variation, then the assumptioiBh®orenl 5.6
hold.

Proof. In view of Feinberg et al[[15, Lemma 5.3], the family of fuiett R\ 0, is equicontinuous for two
arbitrary open subset8; and, in X. By settingO, = 0, this result implies that the family of functions
R is equicontinuous for each open sub&ein X. Since we endowel with the induced topology from a
separable metric space, its topology has a countable bask islclosed according to the finite intersections.
Therefore, this countable base of the topologyXosatisfies assumptions of Theorem]5.5. O
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Observe that Theorem 5.3 follows from Theordms 5.5[and 5t following theorem provides suf-
ficient conditions for the existence of optimal policies foe COMDP. lts first statement is Theorém]5.3,
which is repeated for completeness of the statements.

Theorem 5.7. (Feinberg et al.[[15, Theorem 3.6]).et either AssumptiofD) or Assumptior(P) hold. If
the functione is K-inf-compact orX x A then each of the following conditions:

(i) the stochastic kerneP(dz’|z,a) on X givenX x A is weakly continuous, and the stochastic kernel
Q(dyla,z) onY givenA x X is continuous in the total variation;

(i) the assumptions of Theordmb.5 hold;

(iii) the stochastic kerneR’(dy|z,a) on'Y givenP(X) x A is setwise continuous and Assumptitt)
holds,

implies that the COMDRP(X), A, ¢, ¢) satisfies AssumptiofW*), and therefore statements (i)—(vi) of
Theoreni 51 hold.

Proof. Theoreni 5.2 implies that the cost functiofor the COMDP is bounded below afittinf-compact on
P(X) x A. Weak continuity of the stochastic kerngbn P(X) givenP(X) x A follows from Theorembg5]3—
.9, ]

Example 4.1 from Feinberg et al. [15] demonstrates thalgifstochastic kerné€)(dy|a, z) on'Y given
A x X is setwise continuous, then the transition probabijifgr the COMDP may not be weakly continuous
in (z,a) € P(X) x A. In that example the state set consists of two points. Thegeif the stochastic kernel
P(dx'|x,a) on X given X x A is setwise continuous (even if it is continuous in the to@itiation) in
(z,a) € X x A then the setwise continuity of the stochastic ke@élly|a,z) on'Y given A x X is not
sufficient for the weak continuity af.

6 Markov Decision Models with Incomplete Information

Consider a Markov decision model with incomplete informat{MDMII); Dynkin and Yushkevich[[10,
Chapter 8], Rhenius [24], Yushkevich |34] (see also Rie@8ij hnd Bauerle and Rieder|[3] for a version
of this model with transition probabilities having ders#j. This model is defined by abserved state
spaceY, anunobserved state spad&, anaction space\, nonemptysets of available actiond(y), where
y € Y, a stochastic kerndP on'Y x W givenY x W x A, and a one-step cost functien G — R', where
G={(y,w,a) e Y xW x A: ae€ A(y)} is the graph of the mappind(y, w) = A(y), (y,w) € Y x W.
Assume that:

() Y, W and A are Borel subsets of Polish spaces. Fowall Y a nonempty Borel subset(y) of A
represents theet of actionsvailable aty;

(i) the graph of the mappingl : Y — 2%, defined asGr(4) = {(y,a) : y € Y,a € A(y)}is
measurable, that i§;r(A) € B(Y x A), and this graph allows a measurable selection, that is tdsts a
measurable mapping: Y — A such thaip(y) € A(y) forally € Y;
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(iii) the stochastic kerneP onX givenY x W x A is weakly continuous itfy, w,a) € Y x W x A;

(iv) the one-step cost functionis K-inf-compact onG, that is, for each compact s&t C Y x W and
for each\ € R!, the seDg () = {(y,w,a) € G : c(y,w,a) < A} is compact.

Let us defineX = Y x W, and forz = (y,w) € X let us defineQ(C|z) = I{y € C} for all
C € B(Y). Observe that thig) corresponds to the continuous functigr= F'(x), whereF' (y, w) = y for
all x = (y,w) € X (hereF is a projection ofX = Y x W onY). Thus, as explained in Example 4.1 from
Feinberg et al.[[15], the stochastic kerdgldy|z) is weakly continuous in: € X. Then by definition, an
MDMII is a POMDP with the state spacg, observation set, action space\, available action setd(y),
stochastic kerneP, observation kernel)(dy|a,z) := Q(dy|z), and one-step cost functian However,
this model differs from our basic definition of a POMDP beeaastion setsi(y) depend on observations
and one-step cost§z,a) = c(y,w,a) are not defined whea ¢ A(y). To avoid this difficulty, we set
c(y,w,a) = 400 whena ¢ A(y). The extended function is K-inf-compact onX x A because the set
D (A\) remains unchanged for eah C Y x W and for each\ € R

Thus, an MDMII is a special case of a POMDR, Y, A, P, @, c¢), whenX = Y x W and the observa-
tion kernel@ is defined by the projection &f on Y. The observation stochastic kerr@( - |z) is weakly
continuous int € X. This is weaker that the continuity ¢} in the total variation that, according to The-
orem[5.7, ensures weak continuity of the stochastic kewretife COMDP and the existence of optimal
policie. Indeed, Feinberg et al._[15, Example 8.1] demanag that even under the stronger assumption,
that P is setwise continuous, the corresponding stochastic kerna P(X) givenP(X) x A may not be
weakly continuous.

The natural question is: which conditions are sufficientlierexistence of optimal policies for the MD-
MII? Since an MDMII is a particular POMDP, the existence ofioyal policies for an MDMII is equivalent
to the existence of optimal policies for the COMDP corresfiog to this MDMII. Theoreni 5]1 gives an
answer in a general form by stating that such conditionshtereveek continuity of the transition probability
q of the corresponding COMDP and tfie-inf-compactness of the cost functi@nfor the COMDP. The
following theorem provides a sufficient condition for theakecontinuity ofg. For each open s&? in W
consider the family of function®}, = {(z,a) — P(C x Olz,a) : C € 7(Y)} mappingX x A into [0, 1].

Theorem 6.1. Let the topology oV have a countable basg" satisfying the following two conditions:
(i) WenV,

(ii) for each finite intersectior® = mleoi of setsQ; € TIYV, i=1,2,...,k, the family of functiong;,
is equicontinuous at all the points;, a) € X x A.

Then the stochastic kerngldz’|z, a) onP(X) givenP(X) x A is weakly continuous.

Proof. Let Tgf be a countable base of the topology¥rlosed with respect to the finite intersections. Such
base exists, becauséis the separable metric space. Since finite intersectiom$eaients of the basgW
are open sets, let us choos¢ in a way that finite intersections of elementsmgf belong tor,”. Then
= {Oy x Ow : Oy € 7}, Ow € 7"} is the countable base of the topology ¥n= Y x W defined
by the products of the topologies dhandW and for any finite tuples of open se@é)g)}év:l in Y and
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{O(J) N,inW, N = 1,2,..., their finite intersectionmyzlog) and ﬂNzl(Q(j) are open inY and W
N, <(9§{]) x OY )) = <ON O(j)> X (ﬁN Oé;{,)) € 7 for any finite tuples of
open sets{(’) } | from 7, and{Oé{,} from 7. From [5.2) it follows that

respectively. Moreover,

R(Cy xBx(Cy|z,a) = / P((ChiNCq)x Blx,a)z(dx), B e B(W), C1,Cy € B(Y), z € P(X), a € A,
X

R(Clz,a) = /XP(C’ « Wiz, a)z(dz),  CeB(Y), z € P(X), a € A,

For any nonempty open sef¥; € 7" andOw € 7" respectively, Theorein 4.2, wihy = P(X), S; = X
Ss = A, O =X,¥Y(B|z) = 2(B),and Ay = {(z,a) = P((Oy N C) x Ow)|z,a) : C € 7(Y)}, implies
the equicontinuity of the family of functions

ROyXOW = {(Z,CL) — R(OY X OW X C’Z,CL) : Ce T(Y)}a

defined onP(X) x A, at all the points(z,a) € P(X) x A. Therefore, Theorern 5.5(ii) yields that the
stochastic kerne}(dz’|z,a) on P(X) givenP(X) x A is weakly continuous. O

Assumptions of Theorem 8.1 are weaker than equicontindigllahe points(z,a) € X x A of the
family of functionsPy for all open set®) in W (see Examplé_4.10 above), which in its turn is a weaker
assumption than the continuity of the stochastic keihedn X given X x A in the total variation. The
following theorem states sufficient conditions for the &ige of optimal policies for MDMIls, the validity
of optimality equations, and convergence of value iteretito optimal values. Theordm 6.2 generalizes$ [15,
Theorem 8.2], where the equicontinuity at all the poiptsa) € X x A of the family of functionsP;, for
all open set® in W is assumed.

Theorem 6.2. Let either AssumptioD) or Assumption(P) hold, and let the cost function be K-inf-
compact onG. If the topology oriWW has a countable basg}W satisfying assumptions (i) and (ii) of The-
orem[6.1, then the COMDPP(X), A, ¢, ¢) satisfiesAssumption(W*), and therefore the conclusions of
Theoreni 51 hold.

Proof. Assumption(W*)(i) follows from Corollary[4.1 and Theorem 5.2. Assumpti@W *)(ii) follows
from Theoreni Gl1. Therefore, the COMDP(X), A, ¢, ¢) satisfies AssumptiofW*) and the conclusions
of Theoreni 5l hold. O
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