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Abstract: Supervised learning, combined with model predictive control (MPC), has garnered
recent attention, especially in approximate explicit MPC. Here, deep neural networks learn
the MPC policy from optimal state-action pairs offline. However, while approximate explicit
MPC aims to replicate the MPC policy, it often sacrifices performance guarantees inherent in
online optimization. This paper proposes an alternative approach: offline supervised learning to
derive the optimal value function instead of the policy. This function serves as the cost-to-go in a
myopic MPC with a short prediction horizon, significantly reducing online computation without
compromising controller performance. Additionally, we augment the offline supervised learning
with a descent property constraint, that steers the learning process such that the successor states
have lower cost-to-go than current states. Unlike existing approaches, our method learns the
cost-to-go function from offline state-action-value tuples, as opposed to closed-loop performance
data.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

Model Predictive Control (MPC) is a widely-used ap-
proach where an optimization problem is solved iteratively
online at each sampling instant, considering the current
system state. However, the computational demand for on-
line computation can be restrictive for embedded systems
due to limited resources and the necessity for fast sam-
pling times. One common method to mitigate this issue
is through pre-computing a parameterized policy using
supervised learning, known as expert-assisted supervised
learning, imitation learning, or behavioral cloning (Bert-
sekas, 2019, Section 5.7.2). The core concept is to solve
the MPC problem offline for various state realizations to
obtain corresponding optimal actions, then train a super-
vised learning model with this data to approximate the
policy. This approximated policy can then replace online
optimization, providing actions based on the current state
(Mesbah et al., 2022).

Despite the potential of deep learning techniques and
the demand for computationally efficient MPC policies in
embedded applications, challenges remain regarding the
performance guarantees of the closed-loop system. More
importantly, any changes in the controller parameters dur-
ing online implementation can lead to performance losses
and violations of safety-critical constraints, undermining
the advantages of standard MPC.

One approach to address this involves myopic controllers
with very short prediction horizons, which can reduce
online computation costs. However, naively reducing the
length of the prediction horizon can lead to severe per-
formance degradation. Bellman’s principle of optimality
suggests that if a representation of the “cost-to-go” from

any state within the state-space is available, even a greedy
approach with a prediction horizon as small as one step can
maintain control performance. However, getting an exact
representation of the optimal cost-to-go function (using
backward induction) is an intractable problem. To address
this, the cost-to-go function can be approximated using a
suitable parametric function V(x; θ).
Learning the optimal cost-to-go function has been pre-
dominantly studied under the context of approximate
dynamic programming (ADP) and reinforcement learn-
ing (RL) (Bertsekas, 2019), using closed-loop performance
data. That is, the parameters θ in V(x; θ) are updated
using systematic methods such as Q-learning or temporal
difference using closed-loop data obtained from different
episodes (Mesbah et al., 2022, Section V). On the other
hand, the use of supervised learning to learn the cost-to-
go function offline (akin to approximate explicit MPC)
has received very little attention, which is the main focus
of this paper. Recently, Abdufattokhov et al. (2021) pre-
sented the idea of learning the cost-to-go function offline
using supervised learning. However, this was restricted to
quadratic cost-to-go functions of the form V(x) = xTPx,
as opposed to generic parametric function approximators
V(x; θ).

Main Contribution This paper focuses on supervised
learning-based value function approximation guided by the
descent property constraint, using optimal state-action-
value tuples as the training dataset. By solving long-
horizon MPC problems offline for various state realiza-
tions, labeled training data can be generated. Using a
benchmark CSTR example, this paper demonstrates that
a good fit only in the sense of mean squared loss can give
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poorer asymptotic performance, whereas approximating
the value function with the descent property constraint
can lead to a more meaningful cost-to-go function, despite
having a poorer mean squared loss.

2. PROPOSED METHOD

2.1 Myopic MPC policy

Consider the following MPC problem ΠN (x(t)) with a long
prediction horizon N ,

V ∗(x(t)) = min
xk,uk

N−1∑
k=0

ℓ(xk, uk) + ℓN (xN ) (1a)

s.t. xk+1 = f(xk, uk) ∀k ∈ I0:N−1 (1b)

xk ∈ X , uk ∈ U (1c)

x0 = x(t), xN ∈ Xf (1d)

where x ∈ X ⊆ Rn are the states, u ∈ U ⊆ Rm denotes the
inputs, x(t) is the current state, ℓ : Rn ×Rm → R denotes
the stage cost, f : Rn × Rm → Rn denotes the system
model, and N is the length of the prediction horizon.

Assumption 1. Functions f : Rn ×Rm → Rn and ℓ : Rn ×
Rm → R are continuous, and without loss of generality
ℓ(x, u) ≥ 0, f(0, 0) = 0 and ℓ(0, 0) = 0, and the origin is
contained within X × U .

Leverage Bellman’s principle of optimality, our objective
is to build a myopic MPC policy that can be used online.

min
u∈U

ℓ (x(t), u) + Vf (x
+) (2a)

s.t. x+ = f(x(t), u) ∈ X (2b)

where Vf (x
+) : Rn → R is the optimal cost-to-go from

any point x+ ∈ X . However, since the optimal cost-to-go
Vf (x) is not known, we aim to replace it with some suit-
able function approximator V(x; θ) trained using optimal
state-value pairs generated offline. This closely resembles
approximate dynamic programming (ADP) (Bertsekas,
2019), with the key difference that the cost-to-go function
is learned offline using supervised learning, without the
need for a simulator or the actual system in-the-loop.

2.2 Learning optimal cost-to-go using supervised learning

Much like approximate explicit MPC schemes, the training
dataset is collected by solving offline the original MPC
problem with long prediction horizon (1) for several state
realizations xi ∈ X using any suitable sampling strategy.
The data set consisting of ntr optimal state-action-value
tuples is denoted by D := {(xi, u

∗
i , V

∗(xi))}ntr
i=1.

When approximating the value function, an important
question that arises is: what constitutes an effective ap-
proximation? If we can precisely learn the optimal cost-to-
go V ∗, according to Bellman’s principle of optimality, the
myopic policy (2) becomes equivalent to the expert MPC
problem (1). This underscores the conventional approach
of minimizing empirical loss, where we train a function
approximator V(x; θ) parameterized by θ, to minimize the
mean squared error (MSE) loss:

θ̂1 = argmin
θ

1

ntr

ntr∑
i=1

∥V(xi; θ)− V ∗(xi)∥2 (3)

using D as the labeled training data set.

However, this alone may not be sufficient, and more
intriguingly, this is not even necessary. For example, if
V(x; θ) exhibits a constant bias compared to V ∗(x), the
myopic policy using V(x; θ) would still yield the optimal
policy. This suggests that the relative differences between
V(x; θ) and V ∗(x) should be minimized. In other words,
one would want V(x; θ) − V(x′; θ) ≈ V ∗(x) − V ∗(x′),
indicating the need for Sobolev-like training. This implies
that we need to generate the training data to evaluate the
slope along n different directions around xi, since x ∈ Rn.
Yet, this still neglects the role of the stage cost. As such,
Sobolev training may not be best suited for value function
approximation.

One of the desirable properties that we would like to have
in the approximate value function V(x; θ) is the descent
property, whereby, upon applying the optimal input u∗

i at
state xi, the cost-to-go from the successor state f(xi, u

∗
i )

must be lesser than the cost-to-go from the current state
xi. To this end, we would like to steer the supervised learn-
ing problem such that the the learned parameter θ satisfies
the descent property for all the training data points. To
achieve this property, Abdufattokhov et al. (2021) consid-
ered the restricted case of learning a quadratic cost-to-go
function of the form xTPx with P = LTL, and essentially
learning L that minimizes the MSE loss. In order to con-
sider a broader class of function approximators, we propose
the following training problem

θ̂2 = argmin
θ

1

ntr

ntr∑
i=1

∥V(xi; θ)− V ∗(xi)∥2 (4a)

s.t. V(f(xi, u
∗
i ); θ)− V(xi; θ) ≤ ℓ(xi, u

∗
i ), (4b)

i = 1, 2, . . . , ntr

with the descent property constraint (4b). This steers the
learning problem such that we only learn θ that satisfies
the descent property condition for all the training data
points xi. If this constraint is enforced for a large number
of training data set covering the entire feasible state space
then the learned value function V(x; θ) would exhibit a
control Lyapunov function (CLF)-like behavior.

Remark 1. A policy function πapprox(x;ϑ) can also be
trained simultaneously using the same dataset D, which
can be used to warm start the myopic controller (2).

The training problem (4) with the constraint (4b) neces-
sitates both the optimal action u∗

i and the value function
V ∗
i at each data point xi, unlike the MSE loss function

(3) which only requires the value function. However, the
need for optimal action and value doesn’t increase compu-
tational cost of generating the training data points, since
solving (1) at xi provides both V ∗

i and u∗
i . Successful im-

plementation however necessitates generating a large num-
ber of state-action-value data points covering the entire
feasible state-space, just as in direct policy approximation.

To address the challenge of efficiently generating a large
amount of training data samples for direct policy approx-
imation, we recently proposed a sensitivity-based data
augmentation scheme, which can be easily extended to
the case with generating the optimal value V ∗

i in addition
to the optimal action u∗

i . Noting that the MPC problem
is parametric in the initial state xi, the key idea behind
the data augmentation scheme is as follows: Once the
optimization problem (1) is solved for a given initial state



xi, the parametric sensitivities tells us how the primal-
dual solution changes when the initial state changes. The
augmented optimal value is obtained by evaluating the
cost function using the approximated primal-dual solution.
See Krishnamoorthy (2022, 2023) for detailed description
of the data augmentation scheme.

3. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLE

This section, applies the proposed approach to a bench-
mark CSTR example that was previously used to demon-
strate direct policy approximation (cf. Hertneck et al.
(2018); Krishnamoorthy (2022)). This system consists
of two states, namely, the scaled concentration x1, and
the reactor temperature x2. The coolant flow rate u is
used to control the CSTR to a desired state of xsp =
[0.2623, 6519]T.

Expert MPC : We design a reference tracking model predic-
tive control problem with a prediction horizon of N = 140
samples, and a sampling time of Ts = 3s. The MPC prob-
lem is designed with X = [0.0632, 0.4632]×[0.4519, 0.8519]
and U = [0, 2] and the stage cost is given by ℓ(x, u) = ∥x−
xsp∥2 + 10−4u2. We generated a total of ntr = 1719 state-
action-value tuples using a grid-based sampling strategy
covering the entire feasible state space. This is denoted by
D.

Value function approximation (VfA): We use a radial basis
function network with 100 neurons, where each neuron

uses the basis function eβ∥x−µi∥2

centered around µi with
β = 5 to represent the approximate value function. The
center for each neuron µi determined using a k-means
clustering algorithm. Using the same parametric function

architecture and the training data set D, we first learn θ̂1
by minimizing only the mean squared error loss function
(3). For the 1719 training data points, this resulted in

a MSE of 0.0515 (cf. Fig. 1(a)). We then learn θ̂2 by
minimizing the MSE loss function with additional descent
property constraint as shown in (4), which resulted in a
MSE of 0.8199 (cf. Fig. 2(a)).

Performance of the Myopic MPC We design a one-step
lookahead MPC (2) with the approximate value function
V(x, θ) as the cost-to go function, implemented with the
same sampling time of Ts = 3s as the expert MPC.
The myopic MPC with the approximate value function

V(x, θ̂1) trained using only the mean squared error loss
function is tested in closed-loop simulations starting from
several initial states, whose closed-loop trajectories are
shown in Fig. 1(b) in blue, benchmarked against the
full horizon MPC (in dashed black). From this it can
be clearly seen that despite having a reasonably good
fit to the training data set (cf. Fig. 1(a)), none of the
closed-loop trajectories reach the desired setpoint, but
rather exhibits a cyclic performance around the reference
point, leading to performances losses. We then test the

myopic MPC with the approximate value function V(x, θ̂2)
trained with the additional descent property constraint,
whose closed loop trajectories are shown in Fig. 2(b)
(in red) benchmarked against the full horizon MPC (in
dashed black). This example clearly demonstrates that,
despite using the exact same function approximator and
the training data set, the closed-loop response of a myopic

<latexit sha1_base64="3KW040/orAQTQGJt8tOUs1nWiSY="></latexit>

a)

<latexit sha1_base64="SVtcybPQJ0n4a6wqBOzxmboCJxk="></latexit>

Myopic MPC with V(x, ✓1)
Full horizon MPC with N = 140

<latexit sha1_base64="f+KeDfQ4cFUDzB0eZ5ZwDbG+/FA="></latexit>

MSE = 0.0515

<latexit sha1_base64="IVws3awiuDBfVKASW/oY7kgeN88="></latexit>

b)

Fig. 1. (a) Training data V ∗
i and predicted data V(xi, θ1)

trained using only the MSE loss function. (b) Closed-
loop simulations comparing the myopic MPC with
V(xi, θ1) and the full horizon MPC (N = 140).

policy with the approximate value function trained with
the descent property constraint performs better.

Myopic policy with updated controller parameters Gen-
erating the training dataset for learning the value func-
tion approximation incurs similar computational costs as
generating the dataset for direct policy approximation.
This prompts the question of whether learning the value
function offers advantages over direct policy learning. In
essence, solving the optimization problem (2) online en-
ables the controller to adapt to real-time changes in pa-
rameters such as constraints, prices, and model parame-
ters. This adaptability allows for continuous optimization
of system performance based on the latest information
available, a capability not present in pre-trained control
policies.

To illustrate this, we implement two changes: adjusting
the myopic policy to a faster sampling time of Ts = 0.1s
and increasing the lower bound on x2 from 0.4519 to 0.64.
Despite these alterations, the myopic MPC still utilizes

the same cost-to-go function V(x, θ̂2) trained from expert
MPC data, where x2 ∈ [0.4519, 0.8519] and Ts = 3s.
Comparing the closed-loop trajectories of the myopic MPC

with V(x, θ̂2) against the full horizon MPC using tightened
state constraints (as shown in Fig. 3), demonstrates the
myopic MPC’s ability to handle changes in controller
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Fig. 2. (a) Training data V ∗
i and predicted data V(xi, θ2)

trained using the MSE loss function and the descent
property constraint. (b) Closed-loop simulations com-
paring the myopic MPC with V(xi, θ2) and the full
horizon MPC (N = 140).
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Myopic MPC with V(x, ✓2)
Full horizon MPC with N = 140

Fig. 3. Closed-loop simulations with the tightened state
constraints comparing the myopic MPC with V(xi, θ2)
and the full horizon MPC (N = 140).

parameters such as state constraints and sampling time—a
feat not achievable with direct policy approximation.

4. CONCLUSION

This paper presented a supervised learning approach to
building a myopic MPC with approximate cost-to-go func-
tion trained from expert demonstrations in the form of op-
timal state-action-value tuple collected offline. The novelty
lies in encoding the descent property in the learned cost-to-
go function, such that the we only learn the parameters of
a suitable function approximator that satisfies the descent

property for all the training data samples. Using a bench-
mark CSTR example, we demonstrated that a good fit
only in the sense of MSE loss may not always lead to good
closed-loop performance, and showed how learning the
cost-to-go function using the descent property constraint
in addition to the MSE loss function improves the closed-
loop performance of the myopic MPC. We further demon-
strated the ability of the myopic MPC to handle online
variations in the controller parameters, by tightening the
constraint set X , and changing the sample time.
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