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Abstract

In this article, we study a continuous-time stochastic H,, control problem based on reinforcement learning (RL) tech-
niques that can be viewed as solving a stochastic linear-quadratic two-person zero-sum differential game (LQZSG).
First, we propose an RL algorithm that can iteratively solve stochastic game algebraic Riccati equation based on col-
lected state and control data when all dynamic system information is unknown. In addition, the algorithm only needs
to collect data once during the iteration process. Then, we discuss the robustness and convergence of the inner and
outer loops of the policy iteration algorithm, respectively, and show that when the error of each iteration is within
a certain range, the algorithm can converge to a small neighborhood of the saddle point of the stochastic LQZSG
problem. Finally, we applied the proposed RL algorithm to two simulation examples to verify the effectiveness of the
algorithm.
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1. Introduction

In the past few decades, the H, control theory has received a lot of attention and development. This theory studies
the controller design problems under worst-case scenarios [1]. The method of solving the saddle point of the infinite-
horizon zero-sum game problem (ZSG problem) can be directly applied to the H,, control problem, where the control
term tries to minimize the cost function, while the disturbance term tries to maximize it [2]. The characterization of
saddle points for control problems requires solving the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman-Isaacs (HJI) equations for nonlinear
systems [3] and the game theoretic algebraic Riccati equations (GAREs) for linear systems [4, 5]. When the game
dynamics and cost functions are known, the analytical solutions of the HJI equations are, in general, not available, and
one needs to resort to numerical methods such as grid-based approaches [6] to solve these partial differential equations
(PDESs) approximately. For linear systems, Lanzon et al. [7] proposed a recursive method to solve GAREs in 2008. In
2010, Feng and Anderson [8] developed a new algorithm to solve a stochastic GARE arising in a linear-quadratic (LQ)
stochastic differential game with state-dependent noises. Then Dragan and Ivanov [9] extended to the case where the
stochastic system is affected by state- and control-dependent white noise.

The development of approximate/adaptive dynamic programming (ADP) [10, 11] and reinforcement learning
(RL) [12] theories have significant meanings for solving problems of H,, control or differential games with uncertain
systems. Compared with model-based approaches, RL and ADP approaches focus on how to learn the saddle point
from past data to reinforce rewards without knowing the structure of the dynamic system. In 2011, Vrabie and
Lewis [13] presented an ADP algorithm to find the saddle point solution of an LQZSG problem without requiring
information on internal system dynamics. Wu and Luo [4] proposed a synchronous policy iterative scheme containing
only one iterative loop for solving a linear continuous-time H,, control in 2013. Afterward, Li et al. [14] developed
an RL method for an LQZSG problem with completely unknown dynamics. Moreover, Chen et al. [15] presented
two model-free algorithms that do not need to initialize the stabilizing control policy to find the Nash equilibrium
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solution. However, the ADP algorithms mentioned above for solving the LQZSG problem are all for deterministic
systems, and limited work has been done for the stochastic LQZSG problem. Recently, RL and ADP methods for
stochastic systems have been of interest to many researchers. (see, for instance, [16-21]). In 2022, Guo et al. [22]
and Firoozi and Jaimungal [23] studied a class of entropy-regularized mean-field games in which the exploration-
exploitation tradeoff for RL is considered.

Moreover, the robustness of the algorithm is the core and hardest problem in RL design. It is possible that the
estimation errors caused by sampling will cause the policy iteration (PI) process to diverge. In 2021, Pang et al. [24]
studied the robustness of the PI algorithm for the continuous-time LQ control problem. Pang and Jiang [20] also
analyzed the PI algorithm for optimal stationary control problem of stochastic linear systems is robust with respect
to generating estimation errors during the learning process. Then, Cui and Jiang [25] utilized Lypuanov’s direct
method to analyze the convergence of the PI algorithm under disturbances. Moreover, Cui and Molu [26] discussed
the robustness of an iterative scheme for solving a mixed H,/H., control problem.

In this article, we focus on a stochastic continuous-time H,, control problem where the diffusion term in the linear
stochastic system contains state and control variables. The problem can be viewed as an infinite-horizon stochastic
LQZSG problem. The contributions of this paper are stated below.

e Based on the model-based PI algorithm for solving the stochastic GARE, we propose a novel RL algorithm. In
contrast to numerical methods that require information about all system matrices [9], this algorithm uses the
ADP technique to iteratively solve the stochastic LQZSG problem only by collecting state and input data. In
addition, compared with [27], this RL algorithm removes the assumption that partial system information need
to be known, so it is a completely model-free algorithm, and the iterative process of the algorithm only needs to
collect data once.

e We give a robustness analysis of the PI algorithm and prove that when the error generated in each iteration
of the RL algorithm is bounded and small, the solution of the algorithm iteration will converge to the small
neighborhood of the optimal solution of the stochastic LQZSG problem. Compared with [20], two levels of
loops are required in the process of solving stochastic GARE, so the robustness and convergence analysis of the
inner loop and the outer loop need to be done, respectively.

e We conduct numerical experiments on a 2-dimensional linear system and a 4-dimensional linear two-mass
spring system based on the proposed algorithm. The simulation results show that the algorithm can converge to
the optimal solution well.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly describe the stochastic H,, control problem
and model-based PI algorithm. Section 3 proposes a completely model-free PI for the stochastic LQZSG problem.
Section 4 presents a robust PI algorithm and discusses its robustness. Finally, Section 5 shows two numerical simula-
tion results that demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed RL algorithm.

Notations: Let R™™ be the set of all n x m real matrices. Let R" be the n-dimensional Euclidean space. || - || is the
Frobenius norm. || - ||, is the 2-norm for vectors and the induced 2-norm for matrices. Let || - ||, denote the supremum
norm of a matrix-valued signals, i.e |[|Allc = sup,l|A;llp. For a matrix X € R™", vec(X) = [xlT,x;, e x;]T, where
x] € R" is the i-th column of X. ® indicates the Kronecker product. I, denotes the n-dimensional identity matrix.
S" is the set of all symmetric matrices in R™". Define B,(X) = {Y € R™"|||Y — X||r < r} and B,(X) as the closure
of B,(X). A continuous function « : [0,a] — [0, o) is said to be a class K function if it is strictly increasing and
x(0) = 0, and a continuous function 8 : [0, a] X [0, c0) — [0, o) is said to be a class KL function if, for each fixed ¢,
the mapping (-, t) is a class K function and, for every fixed p, B(p, t) decreases to 0 as t — oo.

2. Problem formulation and some preliminaries

Let (Q,7,F,P) be a complete filtered probability space on which a one-dimensional standard Brownian motion
W(:) is defined with F = {#;},5 being its natural filtration augmented by all the P~null sets in #. Consider a class of
continuous-time time-invariant stochastic linear dynamical control systems described by

dX(s) = [AX(s) + Biu(s) + Bov(s)]ds + [CX(s) + Du(s)] dW(s), (D)
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where X(-) € R” is the system state with initial state X (0) = xg, u(-) € R™ is the control input, and v(-) € R™ is
the external disturbance input. The coefficients A, C € R™", B, D € R™™ and B, € R™ are unknown constant
matrices. Let H be a Euclidean space, and we define the following space: L%(H) = {p:[0,00) xQ - H | ¢(-) is

F-progressively measurable process, and E fot |¢,0(s)|2ds < oo foreacht >0 }.

Clearly, the state equation (1) admits a unique solution X for any control pair (&, v) € L]}%(Rm') X L]}%(R"’Z).
Define the infinite horizon performance index

J (xo;u(),v()) := E [ fo (XT(5)QX(5) + uT (s)Ru(s) = Y’V ()¥(s)) ds] )

with Q = Q7 >0, R = R™ > 0. Now, we give the definition of mean-square stabilizability.

Definition 2.1. System (1) is called mean-square stabilizable for any initial state x, if there exists a matrix pair
(Ly, L)) such that the following closed-loop system

{ dX(s) = [AX(s) + B|L,X(s) + BoL,X(s)]ds + [CX(s) + DL, X(s)]dW(s), s >0
X() =X

satisfies lims_o, E[X(s)"X(s)] = 0. In this case, the feedback control pair (u(-),v(:)) = (L,X(:), L,X(")) is called
stabilizing, and the matrix pair (Ly, L,) is called a stabilizer of system (1).

Assumption 2.1. System (1) is mean-square stabilizable.

Under Assumption (2.1), we define the sets of admissible control pairs as
Uy = {(u(~), V() € LA (R™) x L& (R™) | (u(-), »(-)) is stabilizing } .

In the two-player zero-sum differential game, the control policy player u seeks to minimize (2), while the distur-
bance policy player v desires to maximize (2). The goal is to find the saddle point (x*(-), v*(-)) € U4 such that:

S?? 1}(1{] (x0; u(-),v() = H(lf 51(15) J (xo; u(-), v() = J (xo; 4" (), v' (),

or equivalently, J (xo; u™(-), v(-)) < J (xo; u”(+), v*(-)) £ J (xo; u(-), v*(+)) for any (u(-), v(-)) € Ugq.
By [5, Theorem 5.7], when A, B;, B,, C and D are accurately known, the solution to this problem can be found by
solving the following GARE:

ATP+PA+C PC +y*PB,B] P - [PBl + CTPD] X [R + DTPD]_I [BITP + DTPC] +0=0. 3)
The saddle point of the zero-sum game is
w'() = L,X() = —(R+DTPD) " (B]P+DTPC)X(),
V() = LiX() = y By PX().
and the game value function is V(xo) := J (xo; u*("), v*(-)) = xj Pxo.
Definition 2.2. A P € S" is called a stabilizing solution of (3) if P is a solution and the saddle point (u*(-), v*(-)) € U .

The model-based Algorithm 1 aimed at solving (3) iteratively is presented below, which is an equivalent reformu-
lation of the original results in [9, 27].

Algorithm 1 Model-based Policy Iteration (PI)

Initialization: Choose a matrix P, such that there exists a stabilizer (L,, 0) of the system (1) satisfying

(A+B/L) " P,+P,(A+BL)+(C+DL,)" P,(C+DL,)+Q+ y_zPuBszTPu +L,RL, <0.
3



Set L = 0, and let k « 0.

1:

2: repeat

3: Let j « 0, and set LSO =1,

4 repeat

5 (Policy evaluation) Solve the following matrix equation for P(k+1 D,

. . : : .
(A+B L") + BLP) P 4 PEND (A4 B L + By LP)

+(c+ L&) S (€4 LI + LETRLE + 0 - LOTLP = 0, @
6: (Policy improvement) Get the improved policy by
Lftk+1,j+1) P —<R + DTP(I<+1,j-+-1)D)_1 (BIFP(k+1,j+1) + DTP(k+l,j+l)C> (5)
7 je—j+1 .
. until [PST) — PETLITY) < g

o P pliei
10: Lf,kﬂ) ’)/_2BTP(k+1)

11: k—k+1

12: until |[PY - PEV) < e

13: Output P as the stabilizing solution P*) of GARE (3).

Then, the following two theorems guarantee the convergence of Algorithm 1, and the proofs can be found in
[9, 27].
Theorem 2.3. In the inner loop of Algorithm 1, the following properties hold:
(1) The matrix pair (L(k”’j) L(k)) is called a stabilizer of system (1) forall j =0,1,2,---;
(i) PALO 5 plell) 5 pheld) 5 5 plkel.

(iii) lim;e P(k”f) p(k+1*> im jseo L<k+1/) L(k+1 9

Theorem 2.4. In the outer loop of Algorithm 1, the following properties hold:
(1) The matrix pair (L(k”’j) L(k)) is called a stabilizer of system (1) forall k =0,1,2,---;
Giy PV < pP@ < p® <. < pO.
(iii) 1imy— e P(k”) PS*), hmk_,oo LD =),
Note that the above method needs all knowledge of the system matrices, which are difficult to obtain in the real
world. In the next section, we first develop an online model-free RL algorithm for the stochastic LQZSG problem

without using the information of the coefficient matrices A, By, B, C, D in system (1). We then provide the conver-
gence analysis and finally present the online implementation using the least squares method.

3. PI-based ADP algorithm for the unknown dynamics case

In this section, we will propose a PI-based ADP algorithm to solve the stochastic LQZSG problem under com-
pletely unknown system dynamics. Then, we discuss the convergence of the algorithm and demonstrate its implemen-
tation through the least squares method.

For P € S", we define an operator as follows:

T 1
svec(P) := | p11,2p12, - - 2P1ns P22, 2923, - - > 2Pu-t s Pn | € RZ"HD,

By [19, 28], there exists a matrix 7~ € R"*27+D with rank(7) = in(n+1) such that vec(P) = T x svec(P) for any
P € S". Then, we define L := (LT ® LT) T~ € R™>*2n0+D_ which satisfies LT ® LTvec(P) = L x svec(P) for L € R™™,
For example, for vector x € R”, we have
X = [X%,xlxz, e X1 Xy X3, X2 X3, -,xn_1xn,xﬁ]T € R,
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For brevity, we define the following notation:

¢§k+l,j) = [6l ZI;X (In ® L;k+1,]’)-r) _ 2[!

xx? xXu’

i T i i 7 k+lj i
o (o L¥7) =21, ILLEY -6,
: . - _

6"t = — [ vec (LE,"“J) RLEM) 4 o - y*zLi")TLE,")),

where

. _ _ . liv1 . Liv1
S =E [t - X" )], o, :=E [ f ﬁT(s)ds], I :=E f X"(5)® XT(s)ds} ,
t; 1

. lit1 .
I, :=E" [f XT(s)®uT(s)ds} , I :=FE
14

tivl
f XT(s)®Vv'(s)ds
L

Proposition 3.1. Find P,(Akﬂ’j b from the matrix equation (4) and obtain Lg,k”’j“) using (5) in Algorithm I are equiv-
alent to solving the following equation:
svec ng+1,j+l)
FH(k+1,j+1)
(k+1,)) vec (Bl .
i vec (B(2k+1,1+1))
svec (D(k+1’j+1))

_ 0§k+1,j)’ 6)

where
B(1k+1,j+1) . B-erflk+1,j+1) + DTP(uk+l’j+1)C, B(2k+1,j+1) = B;P;k+1’j+l), D(k+1’j+l) - DTPE,k+1’j+1)D.
Proof. Firstly, we rewrite the original system (1) as
dX(s) = [(4 + BILY™ " + B,LP) X(5) + By (u(s) — LV X(9)) + By (v(s) — LEX(s))] ds
+ (€ + DLE) X(s) + D (u(s) - L X(5))| dW(s). @
By (4), (5) and (7), applying 1t6’s formula to X7 (s)P**"/*Dx(s) yields

d (XT(S)P(uk+l,j+l)X(s))
= {[(A + B + ByLO) X(s) + By (u(s) — LETX(s) + Ba (v(s) — LPX(9))| " PEVx(s)
+ XT(P V(A + BILE Y + BiLP) X(s) + By (u(s) - Ly X(s)) + B2 (v(s) - LOX(9))|
+ [(C + DL ) X(5) + D (u(s) - ij‘“’f))((s))]T plrtirh) [(C + DLE) X(s) + D (u(s) - LE,"“*”X(s))]} ds
+ (- )dW(s)
:{2 (M(S) _ L;kn,j)X(s))T (B]TPgm,m) " DTP;k+1,j+1)C)X(S) i 2(v(s) _ L(v")X(s))T B;P;kn,m)x(s)
_ XT(L&DT pTpE LD & LD x (o) 4y T(5)DT PETD pyy(s)

—X"(s) (Lff”’j)TRLg‘”’j) +0- 7-2L<vk>TL§k>) X(s)}ds + (- )dW(s).

®)
Integrating both sides of (8) from ; to #;,; and taking conditional expectation E”, we can get
E7 [XT(+ ApPE X+ A = XT( PV X (1)
lit1 . . : j
Sl 2(u(s) - LEx())" (BT PED 4 DTPEDC) X () + 2 ((s) - LOX(s))” B PE VX (s)
1 v 2
t ©))

~ X" (L&D pT pEH LD pr B LDy gy 4y T()DT PED D)
~XT(s) (Ll(lk+1,j)TRLl(dk+1,j) +0- y—zL(vk)TL(vk))X(s)} ds].
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By the vectorization and Kronecker product ®, we can rewrite (9) as

— E‘Tll

tiv1 . .
f X7 () (L’(lk+1,J)TRLE¢k+1,j) +0- )’_ZLS,k)TLS,k)) X(s)ds]
t
=k [)_(T(tm)svec (Pflkﬂ’jﬂ)) — X7 (t;)svec (P(uk+]’j+l)>
tis . . .
- f (ZXT(S) ® (u(s) - L(uk””)X(s))T) vec (BlTPf,kH’jH) + DTPikH’]H)C) ds
ti

Lis1 .
- f (2XT(s) ® (v(s) - L5k>X(s))T) vec (B Py *V) ds
1,

i

tit1 _ T . (10)
+f (XT(S)®XT(S))L(uk+1’j) svec(DTPffH’”l)D)ds
t
Lis1 X
—f L'tT(s)svec(DTPff+1’J+1)D)ds]
14
svec P(k+1’j+l)
u
H(k+1,j+1)
_ gt | Ve (B, ) 2 gt
—Yi vec(g(kﬂ,ﬁl)) - Vi :
2
SVEC(D(kH,jH))
O

It can be seen that the desired parameters satisfy (6). However, (6) is only a one-dimensional equation, and we
cannot guarantee the uniqueness of the solution. We will use the least squares method to solve this problem.
For any positive integer N, denote

(D(k+l,j) = [¢(lk+1,j)T 5\1[<+I,.,‘)T]T _

k+1,/)7 T 7k+1,j
- [6xx, ZIxx (In ® LE« D ) - leua ZIxx (In ® Lg;k) ) - leva IxxL; T - 5uu 5
. . ~1T - -
K1) . [9<lk+1,.n’ - .’me,p] = —I_vec (Lff“”)TRLE,kH”) +0- ,y—ng)k)TLik))7

Gur = [0 T Gi= [0 O] = [ BT

e ey

uu?> > uu

T 17T T 1717
L= 1. 0] Le=[00. ]
Then, we have the following N-dimensional equation:

svec P;"“’f“’
vec (B(lk+1,]+l)
vec (ng+1,]+1))

svec (ﬁ("”’j*”)

@KL = @K+L) (11)

When the matrix ®*+1-?" in (11) is full column rank, the solution can be obtained using the least squares method
as follows:

svec (P,Sk+1’j+l)
B(1k+1,j+1)

vec - -1 - .
plrlin) | = (q)(k+1,/) (D(k+1,1)) N Gat e Gan} (12)
2

vec
svec (D(k“’j“))

In practice, at each time point f, (t; >t 2 tip1,8=1,2,---, g) , we take a control pair (u(tg), v(tg)) as an input to
the system (1) and obtain X(#41) by the Euler-Maruyama (EM) method. When we have obtained H sample paths in



a time interval [#;, 7,41, we calculate E” [X(t,-+1)T] as Eu [X(t,-+1)T] ~ % S X (t:41)" and calculate I, in (6) as

q

o
I;qu_{z

h=1

g
Z XP(1)T @ XP(t,)T6t].
g=1

Similarly, we can approximate J.y, 0y, Ly, [y, and I,,.
Now, we are ready to give the following ADP algorithm for practical online implementation.

Algorithm 2 Model-free PI for LQZSG problem

Initialization: Choose a matrix P, such that there exists a stabilizer (L,, 0) of the system (1) satisfying

X" Px—E[X(@O)TPX10)| 2 E

f (X(s)T OX(s) + X(s)TL] RL,X(s) + y_zX(s)TPuAPuX(s)) ds] .
0

1: Collect data through (u,v) = (L, X + e, e,), where ¢, and e, are exploration signals.
2: Set LY = 0, and let k « 0.

3: repeat
4: Let j « 0, and set Lf,k”’o) =L,.
5: repeat ‘ ' '
6: Solve for PXH1/+D B(1k+1”+1), B(zk”’”l) and D*+1-7*D using least squares method (12).
7:

p LD _(R + D(k+1,j+1))_] (B(k+l,j+l))

U 1

8: Jej+1 '
9. wuntil [P — P <
o, LeD gt

11: ke—k+1
12: wntil LY - L8 V) < €
13: Output P,Sk”) as the stabilizing solution P* of GARE (3).

Remark 3.2. Since the initialization in Algorithm 2 does not know information about matrix B, we assume that there
exists a matrix A € S" satisfying B,B, < A.

Next, we show that the convergence of Algorithm 2 can be guaranteed under some rank condition. The proof of
Lemma 3.3 is similar to the proof of [29, Lemma 6], and thus is omitted.

Lemma 3.3. [f there exists an integer ly > 0, such that, for all | > I,

+1 +1
a(nt 1) + mn + mon + %, (13)

rank([lxm Ly, I, 61414]) =

then ®**1D has full column rank for all j € Z,.

Next, we prove the convergence of Algorithm 2.

Theorem 3.4. Under rank condition (13), {Pi,k’j) }ZO and {L,(lk’j)}:io converge to P;k’*) and Lf,k ’*)(k > 1) in the inner

loop, and {Pf,k’*)}:;o converges to the stabilizing solution P* of the GARE (3) in the outer loop .
Proof. Under condition (13), (12) has unique solutions P&+"/*1 E’(lk“’jm, I~3(2k+l"i+l) and D*+L/+D - Therefore, ac-
cording to Proposition 3.1, Algorithm 2 is equivalent to Algorithm 1.

Then, without considering the estimation error, the proof of convergence of Algorithm 2 is similar to that of [27,

Theorem 4.7]. O



It is noted that errors are introduced in the computation of expectations and integrals in ®*+!-) and @**1.),
Therefore, the least squares solution of (12) is actually

Sk+1,j+1
svec (PEFHD

S(k+1,j+1
vec B(1 D

S(k+1,j+1
vec(B;+ J* ))

svec (ﬁ“‘* ! ’-f+l>)

- (q)<k+1,.i>*q)(k+1,j>)*1 QUL @kt (14)

where Pf,k”'j”), B(lk+1,j+1)’ §<2k+1,j+1) and D&L+D are estimates of Pak+1,j+1)’ B(]k+1,j+1)’ B(2k+1,j+1) and D&+Li+D
In the next section, we will show that the convergence of the inner and outer loops can be given by Theorem 4.6
and Theorem 4.11 when the estimation error satisfies certain conditions.

4. Robustness analysis of PI

In reality, model-free policy iteration (PI) can hardly be implemented precisely and exactly because of the ex-
istence of various errors (possibly) induced by expectation estimation, state estimation, and so on. So it is of great
interest to study whether the PI algorithm is robust to errors in the iterative process. To consider the estimation error
in Algorithm 2, we present Algorithm 3.

Denote
Q+ATP+PA+C"PC PB +C"PD PB,
M (P) := BITP+DTPC R+D"PD (0]
B} P 0 -?

[M(P)]sx | IM(P)]y, | [M(P)];,
=| [M(P)lux | [M(P)]uu Y
[M(P)]yx 0 [M(P)]yy

Then, (4) is equivalent to . ‘
H(M (Pak+1,,+1)) ) L;k+1,j), ngc)) =0,

where
. - . . In .
‘7‘((M (Pl(lk+1,]+l)) ,L;k“']),LE,k)) — [In L(uk+1,j) Lgk) ]M(P;kHJH)) L(uk+kl,j) )
LY
Algorithm 3 Robust PI

Initialization: Choose a matrix P, such that there exists a stabilizer (L,, 0) of the system (1) satisfying

(A+B/L) P,+P,(A+B/L)+(C+DL)" P,(C+DL,)+Q+ 7‘2P”BZBZTPM +L,RL, <0.

1: Set L(VO) =0, and letk < O.

2: repeat

3: Let j « 0, and set L5*9 = .

4 repeat

5 (Policy evaluation) Obtain M**L/*D = Apk+li+D 4 M(Pff“’ﬂl)), where AM*+1L+D g §rmi+m g o

. LN 1,7+1 .
disturbance, Pﬁ,k LD ¢ s gatisfies

H (M (PFD) LT EP) =0 (15)

4

(Policy improvement) Get the improved policy by

-1

I:‘(lk+1,j+1) - _ [M(k+l,j+l)] [M(k+1,j+l)]

uu ux

8



7: Jej+1 .

g until [|PX1) — plrliTh) < ¢
o PeD [M(k+l,j)]_ [M(k+1,j)]
10: k—k+1

11 until |29 - 2% V) < e

144 VX

Remark 4.1. The error AM® 1D = ppé+Lixh _ g (Pi,k”’jﬂ)) can arise from a variety of factors. In Algorithm 2,
the error factors mainly come from using the average estimated value of the data sample instead of the expected value
and using the EM scheme in collecting the data. The formation of error AM**1i*D in Algorithm 3 also includes but is
not limited to the following situations: disturbance of input data in dynamic systems and estimation errors of matrices
O, R, and vy in the cost function in inverse reinforcement learning.

Next, we will discuss the robustness of the inner and outer loops in Algorithm 3 respectively.

4.1. Robustness analysis of inner loop
For X, Y,Z € R™"_ define

Ly,V)=X"Y+YX+Z'YZ PX):=1,0X +X &I, QZ):=Z"0Z,
AY) =AY - B(R+ DTYD)_I (BTY+D7YC), C(¥):=C-D(R+ DTYD)_l (BTY +D7YC),

where A® = A + B,LY.
Then it is easy to check
vec (Lxz(Y)) = (P(X) + Q(Z2)) vec(Y). (16)
For example, Y € S" is a stabilizing solution of (3) , then by [30, Theorem 1] we know that P (A (Y)) + Q(C (Y))
is Hurwitz, and (16) implies the existence of the inverse operator of .L#y)cr)(-) on S".

-1
In the inner loop of Algorithm 1, we make Pf,k 10 = p, and L,(AkH’O) =- [M (Pf,k +1.0) )]

[M (Pf,k ”’0))]”, and then
(Lf,k L0 0) remains a stabilizer of the system (1). Inserting (5) into (4), the sequence {Pf,k+1’j)};:0 generated by the

uu

inner loop satisfies

P = Lot e~ @O = [ (P [ (P R (P [ (), ) am

ux uu uu
where 00 = 0 — y2L® [ ®)
By (16), the above equation is equivalent to

vec (P£k+l,j+l))

. . -1 . -1 -1 .

=(P(A(PE) (0P ) veel — 0~ [ (P [m (P R[m (U] [ (P, )
Thus, by (17), it is clear that the inner loop of Algorithm 1 is a discrete-time nonlinear system, and Pf,k”’*) is

an equilibrium by Theorem (2.3). The following lemma states that Pi,k“’*) is actually a locally exponentially stable

equilibrium.

Lemma 4.2. For any o € (0, 1), there exist 5o(c) > 0 and ¢y (69) > 0 such that for any Phk LD e Bs, (Pﬁ,k”’*)),

(Lﬁ,kﬂ‘j), Lfk )) is a stabilizer of system (1), and

2

”P(Mk+l,j+l) _ P;k+1,*) ; <o ”P;ku,j) _ ng+1,*) . (18)
Especially, (17) is locally exponentially stable at P,(lk“’*), ie.,
'|P(uk+l,j+l) _ PE‘kH,*) i < O_HP(MkH,j) _ P;kn,*) .- (19)

9



Proof. Since (L(uk”’*), Lf,k)) is a stabilizer of system (1), by continuity, there always exists a 6o > 0 such that (Lﬁ,k”’j ), L(vk))
is a stabilizer of system (1) for P&/ ¢ Bs, (PE,kH’*)). Suppose PXH) e B;, (Pg,k“’*)). By Theorem 2.3, when

(k+1,%)

{Pi,k+1 ’)} _, converges, P, is a solution of GARE as follows

A(k)TP(k+1 *) + P(k+1 )A(k) + CTP(k+1 )C + Q(k) [M (P(k+1 ))] [M (P(uk+1,*))]_l [M (P’Sk-kl,*))] =0. (20)

ux

Adding
- [w (P, (P“‘“’”)]W [ (), = Lo (P )y (D e (),
o o) o) o)

to both sides of (20) yields

uu ux

Lﬂ(PZM'/)),C(P(M“"f)) (Pflkﬂ,*))

2D
o 0= [ (L R () 0 ),
where
v (P(k+1,j) P(k+1,*))
:[ (P(k+1 N P(k+1 ))]u [M (P(k+1 j))]u [ (P(k”’j) _ P(uk+l *))]ux
()] e () (19 — i) D (P [ (1)
[ e 0 1) o) ()
) ) ) ()
X DT (P PEo) DM (P b (P,
Subtracting (21) from (17), we have
P(ukﬂ’jﬂ) - P;kﬂ’*) = L:ﬂl(P(u“l'f’),C(Pf,k“‘”) (y (P(ukH’j) - P1(4k+1’*))> .
Taking norm on both sides of above euqation and using (16), we can find a ¢ such that
HP(ukJrl,j+l) _ pllrt) < HP;kH,j) — Pkt i
O

Next, consider the disturbance term AM®**1)_ We represent Algorithm 3 also as a discrete-time nonlinear system
and can indicate that the system is locally input-to-state stable by Lemma 4.2 (see [31 Definition 2.1.]).

In the inner loop of Algorithm 3, we make PO — p fUALO) — [M (13("“ 0))] [M (P(k+1 0))],, and AME+10) =

uu

0, and then (ﬁﬁ,k *1.0), O) remains a stabilizer of the system (1). The sequence {P(k+l A } generated by the inner loop
of Algorithm 3 satisfies

P = 8 gt~ @ = [ (P [ (P R o () o ()

uu uu ux ) (22)
& (M (PE), AMS1),

10



where
&(M(PF10), A1)
! (_ oW _ fr LT p zgwu))

(A®-+B, L) (C+DLE)

g~ €0 ] [ R s (] o () )

uu uu
The following lemma can be proved in a similar way as in [24, Lemma 4].

Lemma 4.3. There exists a d(6g) > 0 such that for all Isff LD e Bs, (Pﬁ,k”’*)), (lA,f,k”’j) , L(vk)) is a stabilizer of system
(1) and [M(k”’j)]w is invertible, if“AM(k“’j)”F <d.

By Lemma 4.3, if ||AM||,, < d, then the sequence {f’f,kH’j)}:io satisfies (22). The following lemma gives an upper
bound of ”8 (M (Isikﬂ’j)) , AM("”’D)H in terms of HAM("“J)”F.
F

Lemma 4.4. For any }A)f,kﬁ’j) € Bs, (P(uk”’*)) and any cy > 0, there exists a 0 < 6}(60, ¢2) < d, independent of f’f,k”’j),
where d is defined in Lemma 4.3 such that

& (BE19). am019)| < e am®]), <
if ||[AME1D|| < 61, where c3(6) > 0.
Proof. For X e R™" Y € R™" AX € R™, and AY € R™", supposing X and X + AX are invertible, then

[X7'Y = X+ AX)'(¥Y + AY)||,. = ||-XTTAY + XTTAX(X + AX) TN (Y + AY))|,.

23
<X, (1AY1E + [[X + AX) 7| Y + AYIIFIAXIF) @)
For any P € 8;, (Pf,k”’*)) and |[AM® 1| - < d , by continuity and Lemma 4.3, we have from (23)
A A 1-1 A : A “1=-171 A .
[ (Bt [ (B2, = [t L]
<o (B, (e e )] 0 lant ) 24

<. Jam17],

for some c4(d9, d) > 0. Using (24), it is easy to check

HP(A(k) = B[a | ] )_p(ﬂ(p;kﬂ,j)))‘

(k+1,j)
sesfame,

uu ux

HQ (C _D [M(k+1,j+1)]‘l [M(k+1,j)] )_ Q(C (13(uk+1,j)))

AMEHLD)
- < C6 “ M ”F

uu

e[ (L, L) [ (42, L) [ (412, ) o (L0, 1)

ux

- [M<k+1,j>]T [M<k+1,j)]‘1 R[M(k+1’j)]_l [w19] )
ux uu

uu ux

<ol ],
F
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for some ¢5(d0, d) > 0, (09, d) > 0 and ¢7(d9, d) > 0. Then by continuity, (16) and (23)
”8 (M (Pflkﬂ,j), L(k)) AM(k+l,j))“
A4 > F

(,D(Au«) _ B[Mml,j)]“ |31 )+Q(C _ D[M(kn,j)]‘l (31419 ))_'

uu

<

F
e+ cs e (P A(PE ) o (), -0 — w2, L) [ (AL 1)

-1

ux uu

I T

I es0), < o s,

Choosing 0 < 6! < d such that C3(5i < ¢, completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.5. For o and its associated 8y in Lemma 4.2, there exists 61(69) > 0 such that if |AM|| < 61, 13;/#1,0) €

B, (Pi*)

1) [M(k“’j)] is invertible and (lA,;kal’j_l), i,ik)) is a stabilizer of system (1), Vj € Z,,j> 0;

uu

(i) the following local input-to-state stability (ISS) holds:

p(k+1,)) k+1,% 5(k+1,0 k+1,%
Pu - PIS ) P(u ) — Pit )

<A w0 d) +xIAMI),

where class KL function B(y, j) = oy, class K function k(y) = c3y/(1 — o),y € R and c3(5p) > 0;
P(k*-l,j) _ P(kH’*) =0.

(i) 1im;es [AM]|, = 0 implies lim; ., |

Proof. Letc, = (1 —0)dy in Lemma (4.4) and §; be equal to the 6} associated with c,.
For any j € Z, if P} e 8;, (PE,kH’*)), then

A ; T
'|P(Mk+1,]+1) _ P(uk+1,*)

L <|le(m (BE), amn)| v

L;ll(ﬁ‘uhlv/))’c(pf(m.,))( - oW - [M (P(uk+1,j))]

ux

e W M R §
e R I es)
<or || — P s iam (26)
<08 + €30, < 08 + ¢2 = &, 27

where (25) and (27) are due to Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4. By induction, (i) in Lemma 4.5 is proved.
The proof of (ii) in Lemma 4.5 comes directly from repeating (26) as

H pgm,j) _ plst)

<o? Hpg{kﬂ,ﬁz) _ P(uk+1,*)

. +e3(c+ D|AM]le < ...

3
lAM]|, .
-

F

< O_j ||]")£lk+l,0) _ P;kJrl,*)

F+1

Then, (iii) can be proved in a similar way to that of (iii) in [24, Lemma 2].
O

In Lemma 4.5, it is required that IA’E,kH’O) € Bs, (Pf,kﬂ’*) ); thus, by definition, ﬁﬁ,k 19 must be in a neighborhood of

ﬁﬁ,k”’*). The following theorem removes this restriction, where ﬁ(uk”’o) can be any stabilizing control gain.

Theorem 4.6. For any given stabilizer (iﬁ"”"”, I:Ek)) of system (1) and any € > 0, there exists 0, (e, ﬁikﬂ’o)) > 0 such
that if Q® > 0 and ||AM||., < 6:

12



() [M(k“’f)]uu is invertible and (Z(Mk+l’j), Iiik)) is a stabilizer of system (1),|
Mo(62) > 0;

(ii) lim supj e '

Isn(lkﬂ’j)”F < MyNj€eZ,j>0, where

P;kﬂ,j) _ P;kﬂ,*)

<€

plkrted) _ plkelo = 0.

(i) 1im;es [AM]| | = 0 implies lim; .. |

Proof. Note that all the conclusions of Theorem 4.6 can be implied by Lemma 4.5 if §, < min(k"'(€),6,), and

13,(4]‘“’1) € By, (Pﬁ,kﬂ’*)) for Algorithm 3. Thus, the proof of Theorem 4.6 reduces to the proof of the following Lemma
4.7. 0

Lemma 4.7. Given a stabilizer (I:(,,Hl’o),l:f,k)), there exists a 0 < 6, < min(k '(€),01) and a j € Z, such that
ISSM’D € B, (P(uk+1’*)), as long as ||AM||,, < 9.

The proof is very close to that of [24, Theorem 2] and [20, Corollary 1], so it is omitted.

4.2. Robustness analysis of outer loop

According to [9, 27] and Algorithm 1, the iteration process of P in the outer loop satisfies

(A +72B,BI PP) PED 4 PED (A 4 y72ByBT W) + CTPUC
-1
— (P DBy + CTPYOD) (R+ DTPHID) T (BTPD + DTPEIC) + 0 - y PP B, BI PP = 0.
The above equation can be written as

(A+BiLED + BLO)T PED 4 PO (A 4 BILED 4 ByL®) + (C + DLED)T PED (€ + DLED)
+ LEVTRLED 4 0 — 2L 07 LB = 0. (28)

where LI = = [ (PE)] a1 (P

uu

a0 <] [ ()

-1

ux W vx

Lemma 4.8. For any 63 > 0, define Ds, (P(v*) ) = {Lik ) e R™(L,, L®) is a stabilizer of system (1), and Tr(P’ —
pleDy < 53}, For any L € Ds, (Pi*)), there exists a b(63) > 0, such that ”Pf,*) - Pik”)”F < b(53) ||E(k”)“F, where
=kt _ 72 (L$k+1) _ Lsk))T (L£k+1) _ Lgk)).

Proof. Define Ay = A+ BILY + B,LY and C(,) = C + DL.. Then (28) becomes
« T T - T
+(LY - Lg"“))T (R+DTPEOD) LD + LEDT (R+ DTPEID) LY - LY DPEIDLY + 0 = 0. (29)
In addition, (3) can be rewritten as
ALPY + POAG + CTLPYCoy + LY RLY + Q- y* LY LY = 0. (30)
Subtracting (30) from (29), we have
A(T*) (ng*) _ P(vk+1)) + (ng*) _ P(ka))A(*) + C(T*) (P(v*) _ PEka)) Cey - )/2 (L(v*) _ L‘(}k+1))T (Lg*) _ L(vk+1))
+ y2 (Lg‘”) _ Lg,k))T (Lg)k+1) _ L(vk)) + (LS‘) _ Ll(,lk+l))T (R " DTPf,kH)D) (Ll(l*) _ Lf,kﬂ)) =0.
Let 135,1”1) = Pf,* ) _ Pik“). Then by (23), the above equation can be rewritten as

A(T*)f’ikﬂ) + Pikﬂ) (A + BlLitkH) + BzLikH)) + C(T*)P‘()kﬂ) (C + DLitkH)) — _yz (L$k+1) _ Ly())'l' (Lik+1) _ Lik)) . (3D
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Vectorizing both sides of (31) yields 7((P(vk+1)) (P(k”)) vec( ("”)) where
K (PAD) = L, @ AT, + (A + BiILEY + B,LMY) @1, + €T @ (C + DLED)

Since I, ® A(T*) + A(T*) I, + C(T*) ® CT is Hurwitz, there exists a 64 > 0 such that K (Pﬁk H)) is invertible for all

Lik) € Ds, (P(V ) ) N Bs, (Li )). Therefore, for any Lik) € Dy, (Pg,* )) N Bs, (L(V*)), it follows that
0, < )

where ¢*(-) is the minimum singular value of a matrix.
On the other hand, for any L* € Ds P B (L), where B¢ is a complement of Bs,, 24D 2 0 and there
Yy Ly 3 v 54 v 54 P 4
exists a constant b; > 0 such that HE("“)HF > b;. Thus, we have

&3+ Tr(PIY)
by

83+ Tr(P)

[Pl < 7r(rt) < s

7 (%)
Suppose that by = mawaEZ)és(P(‘_*))QBQ(LS*))271 (7( (Pfrkﬂ))) and b (63) = max {bz, %}, then the proof is

complete. O

Lemma 4.9. Let ¥ = {¥Y(s); s > 0} be the solution to the matrix SDE

d¥(s) = A¥Y(s)ds + C¥Y(s)dW(s), s=>0
Y(0) = I,

and system (1) with (u(-), v(:)) = (0, 0) satisfies lims_,, E[X(s)"X(s)] = 0. Define HY(-),A) = E fooo Y(s)TAY(s)ds,
and a(A) = log(5/4)/||All2, where A € S" is a positive semi-definite matrix. Then,

1
IHCYC), Ml 2 5 a(AIAlL.

Proof. The Taylor expansion of e is

k
+Z(AS) =1, + F(s).

Hence,

o (IA]]s)F s
IF ()] < kZ‘ = elAlls _ 1. (32)
Choose a x € R" which satisfies x” Ax = ||Al||x]>. Then, by Jensen’s inequality and (32) we get
x"Hx > f x (EY(s)TAEY(s))xds
0
_ f T A xds (33)
0
@ T 1
> fﬂ xTe? *Ae*xds > Ea(A)||A|||x|27
0

which the last inequality can be derived from [25, Lemma 7]. O
Lemma 4.10. For 83 > 0 and I:f,k) € Dy, (P(V*)), if|AL)||e < f(03), where AL(Vk) = ig‘) - Lf,k), and f(63) is defined in
(39), then L™ € D5, (P).
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Proof. From Lemma 4.10, f,(vk) € D, (P(V*)) forany k =0,1,2,---. By Algorithm 3, Pfk D is the solution of
AE/:;—l)T If_.\)gjk+l) + pg,k-'—l)AE{:;—l) + CEf;I)Tﬁs,k*—l)Céf;l) + Li{k+1)TRL‘(lk+l) + Q _ ,y2il$yk)'rz:$)k) — 0, (34)

N A -1 A
where A = A+ B + BoLY, €Y = €+ DL and LY = — [ M (PYV)] (M (PID))]

. N . * uu ux’
For the former iteration, it can be written as

AG PR + PRAT + CEPOCE + LYRLY + 0 = Y LLEY =0, (35)

Subtracting (35) from (34) yields
T /A N A A T /A A T A
AL (PUD = pO) 4 (PED — PR) AKD 1 ¢l (PID — pOY D 4 (LED — LO) (R+ DTPPD)
k+1 k 2(rk) _ =D\ (k) _ Fh=1 2 (7 O\T (7 k k
X (LED = LO) + 2 (L0 = LED) (L0 = LED) =92 (2P - LP) (L0 - LP) =0,

st 19— [ () ()],
Let P&+ = {‘I”‘“(s); 5> O} be the solution to the matrix SDE

() ()

d¥*1(s) = AXTDPH (o) g5 + CEDPRHL () gW(s), s> 0
PEL(0) = T,

(kDT @ kDT g Hurwitz, it follows from [32, Theorem 3.2.3] that P(vk+l) - pf}k)

Since I, ®A(k+l)T + A% I, + C(*) )

() ()
satisfies the inequality

N N 0 a1 T i
plrD _ po ZIEf Pkt ()T (72 (Lik) "y 1)) (Lf,k) i U))‘I’k”(s)ds
0

0 (36)
_E f \Pk+l(s)T (72 (lA,(,k) _ L(k))T (i(k) _ L(k))) ‘I’k+l(s)ds
() V 14 v v
By Lemma 4.9 we have
HE fm P ()T (72 (Lik) _ i‘(}k—]))T (L(vk) _ [:(Vk—l))) W (5)ds
lo 5 (37)
g(5/4) T o
2 T I 0 -E)  -2)
Taking the trace on both sides of the inequality (36), by (37), Lemma 4.8 and [33, Theorem 1] we obtain
Tr (PO - p) 5 1OSOTD g (i piv)
2n\b(s) A%
0 . T /s
- Tr(E fo '}"‘“(s)“y"“(s)ars)Hy2 (29 - LO)" (L0 - 1)
Then, we have
Tr(PS) = PUD) =T (PO — PO) = T (D) — p0)
log(5/4) () _ Pk
<|1- Tr(P — P
T \ib(83) HAE’:;'I) ) ( ) (38)

“ A T /A
+Tr(E fo T"“(s>“11k+‘<s)ds)|1y2 (20— L) (20 - 1)
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Let

AWy = log(5/4)(k+l) . b (i(vk)) - Tr (IE foo \Pkﬂ(s)'r‘{;kﬂ(s)ds)_
21 \b(S3) HA ' 0

(%)
Since f (I:(Vk)) and f» (ﬁfk)) are continuous with respect to iﬁk),

f@y=_inf  A(LP)>0, AG)= sup  AH(LP) <o
L Wen () e, ()

It follows from (38) that if [|(2 — L) < /5,

There exists f3(d3) > 0 such that when “(isk) - Lik) )H2 < f3(83), (Ly, ﬁ(vk“)) is a stabilizer of system (1). Therefore,

we have T'r (Pi*) - 135,]”1)) < 03.

. [ ,(63)03
L, <miny f3(83), =: f(63), (39

(t.-1)

Y2 f2(63)

we have L") € D, (Pi*)).
]

Theorem 4.11. For 65 > 0 and I:(VO) € Dy, (Pfx)) ifIIAL,|| < f(03), then the following small-disturbance ISS holds:

[P = PO, <81 ([P = PO, k) + k1 (AL o) (40)
where B1(-,-) is a class KL function, and k() is a class K function .

Proof. 1t follows from Lemma 4.10 that ﬁik ) e Ds, (Pi*)) forany k =0,1,2,---. From (38), we have
Tr (P = PED) <(1 = £,69) Tr (P = PO) + s ||y? (19 - 0) " (29 - 1) (41)

Finally, similar to (ii) in Lemma 4.5, the proof of the theorem can be completed by repeating the above inequality.
O

Remark 4.12. In practical implementation, the computations in Algorithm 2 need to be approximated by collecting
state data at discrete time points and using methods such as the EM algorithm. Additionally, the conditional expecta-
tion must be approximated using Monte Carlo methods, which introduces error in the iterative process. According to
[34] and [35], it is known that the approximation error can be reduced by decreasing the discretization interval and
increasing the number of samples. Therefore, |AM||,, < 02 in Theorem 4.6 and ||AL,||., < f(03) in Theorem 4.11 can
be satisfied.

5. Numerical Experiments

In this section, we will verify the effectiveness of Algorithm 2.
Example 1. (2-dimensional case) Let the dimension n = 2, m; = my = 1 and set

A |-12s 07141 _ [0.6052 ~[0.3281
~10.8597 -1.0757|" 7' 7 |0.6433|° 7?7 |0.8746|"
c - [0:07430.0545 _[0.0774
~10.0935 0.0397|° ~lo.o118|

The coefficients in the quadratic performance index are

02 0
Q_[O 0'2], R=024, y=05.
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Now, we will solve this problem using the presented model-free algorithm. The initial state is selected as x =
[2,3]". Since the dimension of the parameter to be estimated in (14) is N = @ + mn + mon + @ = 8,
we divided the time interval [0,2] into N = 8 equal parts. Then, to ensure that the full column rank condition in
Lemma (3.3) is satisfied, we make the exploration noises ¢, = 0.1sin(107) + YA R™1&, e, = 0.1cos(10r) + \JApy~2€
in Algorithm 2, where 4; = A, = 0.05, and ¢ is a standard normal random vector, to ensure sufficient exploration
[15, 16, 18]. The values of stop criteria €; and € in Algorithm 2 are set to 1075 and 107°.

By implementing Algorithm 2, Figure 1 shows the parameter iterations of the value function in the learning
process. It is evident that the inner loop (steps 5-9) of the Algorithm 2 is convergent after a finite number of steps.

The convergence results for }A’E,k”’j), k=0,1,... are given by matrices

P(l,*)_ 0.1034 0.0585 P(zy*) _ 0.1363 0.0977
“ 710.0585 0.1058(° "« 7 ]0.0977 0.1465|

pam _ [0-1454 01077 sas _ |0.1460  0.1084
“ 7101077 0.1559]° v 7 10.1084 0.1565]|

Then, since the convergence error ||I:(vé) - I:fs )II < €, we obtain
LY =L =[-07082 -0.6618], LY =L =[0.6021 0.6673],

and
T ow 710.1084  0.1565]°

For comparison, we take the result
P 0.1473 0.1041
7 10.1041 0.1661

obtained from the model-based PI Algorithm 1 as the true value. The error between the converged value P*) from
Algorithm 2 and the true value P is [|P® — P|| = 0.0114, showing a good convergence effect.

Finally, to demonstrate that the feedback control pair (u,v) = (iﬁ,*)X, ﬁ(v*)X) is stabilizing, we present the state
trajectory of the system under this input control in Figure 2.

AAAAA

Number of terations. Number of iterations

Figure 1: Convergence of the P, parameters of the inner loop (k = 0, 1,2,3,4).
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Figure 2: The state trajectory of system (1) under the input control pair (&, v) = (ﬁfl*)X, ﬁ‘(,*)X).

Example 2. (4-dimensional case) We consider a linear two-mass spring system that has uncertain stiffness [8] and
suppose that a multiplicative noise perturbs it. The model of the stochastic spring system can be described by system

(1) with matrices

0

0
-1.25
| 1.25

0

0
-0.25
1 0.25

0
0
1.25
-1.25

0
0
0.25
-0.25

1
0
0
0
0
0
0

0

ococoo 20 —o

> Blz s B2:

s

0
0
1
0

0
0
0
1
0
0
> D - 0

0.2

Then the presented RL method is applied to solve the stochastic LQZSG problem with weighting matrices

y=2.

By implementing Algorithm 2, it is shown that the inner loop in Algorithm 2 satisfies the stopping criterion

||f’f,k+l’j) - f’;kﬂ’j*l)ll <1073,k=0,1,...,8, and convergence is obtained:
2.0795 -0.6274 0.5586 0.1212 2.5583 -1.4013 0.0200 -0.3751
pU» _ -0.6274 29162 1.5361 1.3055 PR —-1.4013 5.4209 4.0395 2.7529
w71 0.5586 1.5361 2.5822 0.9784]’ T 10.0200 4.0395 5.5042 2.4334 |’
0.1212 1.3055 0.9784 1.6321 -0.3751 27529 24334 2.6540
29851 22777 -0.7285 -0.9177 3.2803 —-2.8847 -1.2576 —1.2985
sGa _ |=2.2777  71.7588 6.2857  4.1544 Pl _ -2.8847 9.2831 7.7383 5.0961
“ o T 1-0.7285 6.2857 7.8694  3.7968 |’ w T 1-1.2576 7.7383 93697 4.7093 |’
-0.9177 4.1544  3.7968 3.6121 —1.2985 5.0961 47093  4.2636

18



3.4157 -3.1633 —-1.5068 -1.4760 3.4522  -3.2384 -—1.5757 -1.5246
-3.1633 99803  8.4148  5.5367 -3.2384 10.1695 8.6024  5.6584
-1.5068 8.4148 10.0770  5.1456 |’ -1.5757 8.6024 10.2767 5.2692 |’
-1.4760 5.5367 5.1456  4.5725 -1.5246 5.6584 52692  4.6589

pG.x) PO _
PO = e PO =

From Figure 3, it is shown that the outer loop of Algorithm 2 is terminated after k = 9 iterations.
For comparison, we take the result

34025 -3.1333 -1.4814 -1.4601
P -3.1333 99070 8.3560 5.5014
~|-1.4814 83560 10.0285 5.1207

-1.4601 5.5014  5.1207  4.5561

obtained from the model-based PI Algorithm 1 as the true value. The error between the converged value 13(“9,*) from
Algorithm 2 and the true value P is ||f’(,,9’*) — PJ| = 0.6374. It can be seen that, in the presence of estimation errors, the
algorithm can converge to a small neighborhood around the true value.

Similarly, to demonstrate that the feedback control pair (u,v) = (iﬁﬁx, I:ﬁ,*)X) is stabilizing, we present the state
trajectory of the system under this input control in Figure 4.
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Figure 3: Convergence of the if,k) parameters of the outer loop.
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