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Abstract

Multi-agent reinforcement learning is an area of rapid advancement in artificial intelligence and ma-

chine learning. One of the important questions to be answered is how to conduct credit assignment

in a multi-agent system. There have been many schemes designed to conduct credit assignment by

multi-agent reinforcement learning algorithms. Although these credit assignment schemes have been

proved useful in improving the performance of multi-agent reinforcement learning, most of them

are designed heuristically without a rigorous theoretic basis and therefore infeasible to understand

how agents cooperate. In this thesis, we aim at investigating the foundation of credit assignment

in multi-agent reinforcement learning via cooperative game theory. We first extend a game model

called convex game and a payoff distribution scheme called Shapley value in cooperative game the-

ory to Markov decision process, named as Markov convex game and Markov Shapley value respec-

tively. We represent a global reward game as a Markov convex game under the grand coalition. As

a result, Markov Shapley value can be reasonably used as a credit assignment scheme in the global

reward game. Markov Shapley value possesses the following virtues: (i) efficiency; (ii) identifiabil-

ity of dummy agents; (iii) reflecting the contribution and (iv) symmetry, which form the fair credit

assignment. Based on Markov Shapley value, we propose two multi-agent reinforcement learning

algorithms called SHAQ and SQDDPG. To address the direct approximation problem existing in

SQDDPG, we also propose SMFPPO. Furthermore, we extend Markov convex game to partial ob-

servability to deal with the partially observable problems, named as partially observable Markov

convex game. In this game, we propose partially observable Shapley policy iteration and partially

observable Shapley value iteration which endow the capability of tackling partially observable sce-

narios for SHAQ, SQDDPG and SMFPPO. In application, we evaluate SQDDPG and SMFPPO on

the real-world problem in energy networks.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Multi-agent reinforcement learning (MARL) is an area of rapid advancement in artificial intelligence

(AI) and machine learning (ML) to solve many realistic decentralised control problems with cooper-

ative structure, e.g. robotic teams for emergent rescues [1, 2], traffic network control [3] and energy

network control [4]. Unlike the conventional supervised learning in an offline learning paradigm,

the learning process of MARL discussed in this thesis is completely conducted in an online learn-

ing paradigm. Owing to the recent advances of reinforcement learning (RL) (i.e. an area of ML

which investigates the long-term optimal control through maximizing the accumulated discounted re-

wards) [5–8], the concept, model and method in game theory were extended and incorporated with the

techniques developed in RL, forming the research area of MARL [9,10]. Therefore, the research area

of MARL is dedicated to solving more challenging problems that can be modelled as game models

from the perspective of game theory, but are difficult to be addressed by the traditional methods in

game theory.

Cooperative game is a critical research area in the field of game theory and it can well model the

cooperative tasks, where each decentralised controller is seen as an agent with the decentralised con-

trol regime and the whole system is named as multi-agent system (MAS). The most severe challenge

of cooperative games is how cooperation among agents can be explicitly represented, so as to guide

developing theory or methods to search the solution of control schemes. To address the challenge, a

global reward is usually designed to give feedback to a team of agents, evaluating whether their deci-

1
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sions satisfy the common goal encoded in the global reward. The cooperative game that is equipped

with a global reward is named as global reward game [11]. Its objective is to achieve a joint pol-

icy of agents that reaches a long-term (one-shot) common goal, through maximizing the long-term

accumulated global rewards (the one-shot global reward).

The usual approach in MARL to solve global reward game is letting each agent individually maximize

the accumulated discounted global rewards (also known as the value). Although it can guarantee the

convergence to a stability solution called Nash equilibrium in the non-cooperative game theory under

some conditions (e.g., centralised optimization with no conflicting explorations during learning), the

contribution of each agent is failed to be identified which will intensively defect the convergence

rate [12, 13] and even degrade the final joint policy into a policy for which only one agent performs

the task with other dummy (idle) agents to the worst case. For example, when an agent is a dummy

that contributes nothing to the whole group, it still receives the same value as other agents, which

becomes a misleading signal to optimize the policy during learning. If the above learning process

repeats for a while, it is highly likely that the dummy agent would not learn any useful policy to the

team, and the joint policy degrades. The signal given to each agent is also called credit, which can be

understood as a metric to measure an agent’s decision as per its contribution to the team.

To address the above problem, there appears a branch of MARL called credit assignment which

studies the scheme to assign a proper credit to each agent. In this thesis, we focus on investigating a

novel theoretical framework to incorporate a credit assignment scheme into global reward game from

the perspective of cooperative game theory.

1.1 Motivation and Objectives

In general, credit assignment cannot be interpreted by a cooperative game guided by the solution

concept for non-cooperative game theory such as Nash equilibrium. Specifically, each agent’s payoff

function is reformulated to be an identical function called potential function (equivalent to a global

reward function), which can encourage cooperation among agents. Under such a situation, each agent

only maximizes the accumulated global rewards, with no consideration of their own contributions to
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the global reward. This motivates us to establish a new theoretical framework and a novel solution

concept that reasonably involves credit assignment along with searching the optimal joint policy of

agents.

Furthermore, most of previous works only raised the motivation of applying credit assignment. For

example, although it is possible to manually shape an individual reward function for each agent,

however, this often impedes learning performance due to the inaccurate description of reward shaping

[14]. Moreover, [15] showed up an example about inefficiency of the policies learned by the global

value, i.e., only one agent learns a useful policy with other agents being lazy (i.e., contributing nothing

to the team). Unfortunately, these works on credit assignment did not come up with any understanding

or interpretation of the credit assigned to each agent during learning. To bridge this gap, we raise the

following questions:

1. Is credit assignment valid in a global reward game?

2. Is it possible to derive theoretically guaranteed MARL algorithms that identify agents’ contri-

butions by credit assignment in a global reward game?

In this thesis, we attempt to answer these questions by extending the concepts in cooperative game

theory, which is for showing the validity of credit assignment in global reward game. Especially, a

payoff distribution scheme in cooperative game theory called Shapley value [16] is generalised and

incorporated into MARL algorithms. Furthermore, we propose new MARL algorithms based on the

generalised Shapley value.

1.2 Contributions

The contributions of this thesis will be summarized and discussed in Chapter 6. We now give a brief

summary to help readers have an overall picture of the main contributions of this thesis. The general

contribution is to construct a theoretical framework that extends the convex game to Markov decision

process, named as Markov convex game, so that it can be used to rationalize the credit assignment in
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global reward game. Shapley value [16] is chosen as a credit assignment scheme that has been well

studied in cooperative game theory, generalised to Markov convex game, named as Markov Shapley

value. Markov Shapley value is proved to converge to the Markov core proposed in this thesis (i.e. a

generalised solution concept extended from convex game to Markov convex game). By the property

of Markov convex game, we prove that using Markov Shapley value as a credit assignment scheme

leads to maximization of the global value, which matches the objective of the global reward game. In

addition, Markov Shapley value inherits the properties of fairness from Shapley value that can well

identify and quantify each agent’s contribution to the team. The above reasons show up why Markov

convex game is a suitable theoretical framework to represent global reward game to solve and validate

the credit assignment problem.

Using Markov Shapley value as a credit assignment scheme incorporated into an existing multi-agent

reinforcement learning algorithm called MADDPG [17] that belongs to the category of deterministic

policy gradient algorithms, we propose SQDDPG. Although the above theoretical results are sufficient

to motivate using Markov Shapley value as a credit assignment, it is with no theoretical guarantees

on the convergence and the reliability may be risky. This directly impedes the further application to

the real-world problems which request the restrict requirements of reliability. To address this prob-

lem, we develop the theory of Shapley-Bellman operator that is guaranteed to converge to the optimal

Markov Shapley values. Depending on the theory, a multi-agent reinforcement learning algorithm

called SHAQ is derived. Moreover, owing to the close relationship between Q-learning [18] and de-

terministic policy gradient [19], the reliability of SQDDPG is also guaranteed. Regarding SQDDPG,

Markov Shapley value is implemented as the convex combination of learnable marginal contributions

(i.e., each marginal contribution is a direct function). Although this implementation can reduce the

bias of fitting function, the issue of inconsistent credit assignments (i.e., the credit assignment of each

agent could be formed by different classes of coalition values) may be induced, which prevents its ap-

plication to real-world problems. To resolve the bias-inconsistency problem, we propose to directly

learn coalition values and then use the learned coalition values to form marginal contributions and

Markov Shapley values. The bias of directly learning coalition values is acceptable in light of our

theoretical analysis. Since the difference of two coalition values is difficult to be differentiable, we

use PPO as the base algorithm and propose SMFPPO. Due to that many real-world applications are
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only partially observable, we further extend Markov convex game to adapt to partially observable

scenarios, named as partially observable Markov convex game. Furthermore, we propose Shapley

policy iteration and Shapley value iteration for this game, which can be applied to instruct the imple-

mentations of SQDDPG, SMFPPO and SHAQ for partial observation.

We evaluate performance of SQDDPG and SHAQ on the benchmark tasks from the community of

machine learning. Both algorithms perform generally better than the state-of-the-art baselines and

exhibit interpretability of credit assignments (i.e., the assigned credits can reflect agents’ contributions

and can be used as an index to interpret agents’ behaviours). Moreover, we apply SQDDPG and

SMFPPO to solve problems in energy networks. Amid the trend of decolonisation, an electric power

network is the most important pillar of an energy network. An electric power network is also more

challenging to control and operate compared to other energy networks (e.g. gas and heat networks)

due to its fast and nonlinear behaviour. For this reason, in this thesis, we focus on the control of

an electric power network, and more particularly, on the active voltage control problem in electric

power distribution networks, as a test bench for the proposed MARL algorithms to solve real-world

problems. In simulations, we show that SQDDPG and SMFPPO outperform other state-of-the-art

multi-agent reinforcement learning algorithms.

The output of the original work presented in this thesis is listed as follows.

1. Extending convex game in cooperative game theory to Markov decision process, named as

Markov convex game and showing that it can represent global reward game, which provides a

foundation of applying credit assignment in global reward game;

2. Generalising a payoff distribution scheme in cooperative game theory called Shapley value to

Markov convex game, which is then used as a credit assignment scheme to solve global reward

game, named as Markov Shapley value;

3. Incorporating the Markov Shapley value into the Bellman equation (i.e. the foundation of rein-

forcement learning) named as Shapley-Bellman equation to formulate a complete theoretical

framework for multi-agent reinforcement learning. In more details, the proposed Shapley-

Bellman equation is guaranteed to converge to the optimal Markov Shapley values and the
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optimal joint policy;

4. Proposing three multi-agent reinforcement learning algorithms such as SHAQ, SQDDPG and

SMFPPO, based on the above theoretical framework and practical implementation tricks in

deep learning;

5. Extending the Markov convex game to partial observability named as partially observable

Markov convex game, the theoretical results of which guide the implementation of SHAQ,

SQDDPG and SMFPPO to solve partially observable tasks;

6. Formulating the active voltage control problem as a Dec-POMDP, so that applying multi-agent

reinforcement learning algorithms to solve the task becomes reasonable;

7. Releasing a simulator of active voltage control in power distribution networks for multi-agent

reinforcement learning and evaluating the performance of SQDDPG and SMFPPO to demon-

strate the potential of applying these two algorithms to solve the real-world problems.

1.3 Thesis Overview

Chapter 2. This chapter introduces the necessary background knowledge about MARL, cooperative

game theory and voltage control in electric power distribution networks. As for MARL, we start from

multi-agent learning for traditional games, followed by the foundation of RL. Then, we introduce

MARL based on the definition and knowledge shown in these two sections. Finally, we introduce

credit assignment that is a traditional problem existing in MARL and the target problem to be solved

in this thesis. About cooperative game theory, we start from clarifying the motivation from non-

cooperative game theory, followed by the background knowledge of convex game and Shapley value

which are the basic concepts to be studied and generalised in this thesis.

Chapter 3. This chapter is the main part of this thesis, involving the theory and the derived meth-

ods. More specifically, the validity of applying credit assignment in global reward game is firstly
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discussed based on cooperative game theory. Then, a theory to incorporate Shapley value from co-

operative game theory as a credit assignment scheme into multi-agent reinforcement learning is es-

tablished. Based on the theory, we propose three MARL algorithms such as SQDDPG, SHAQ and

SMFPPO. Moreover, we further extend Markov convex game to partial observability named as par-

tially observable Markov convex game (POMCG), and propose Shapley policy iteration and Shapley

value iteration that can solve this problem in theory. Finally, depending on the theory of POMCG,

we provide an insight into practical implementation of SQDDPG, SHAQ and SMFPPO on solving

partially observable problems.

Chapter 4. This chapter evaluates the performance of SQDDPG and SHAQ on the popular bench-

marks from the community of machine learning.

Chapter 5. This chapter evaluates the performance of SQDDPG and SMFPPO on the active voltage

control problem in power distribution networks.

Chapter 6. This chapter summarizes the outcomes of this thesis and points out future works.



Chapter 2

Literature Review

2.1 The Roadmap of Multi-Agent Reinforcement Learning

In this section, we will review the progress and development influencing multi-agent reinforcement

learning (MARL) and its relationship to the traditional realms such as game theory, control theory and

reinforcement learning. In brief words, a multi-agent system is a group of interacting autonomous

entities called agents sharing an environment, which they perceive by sensors and in which they act

with actuators [20]. There are a wide range of applications that can be modelled as a multi-agent

system, such as robotic teams [21], economics [22], power systems [23] and so on.

Among all these applications, it can be categorized as three classes of tasks: fully competitive scenar-

ios, fully cooperative scenarios and mixed scenarios. Fully competitive scenarios imply that agents

in the environment are opponents to each other (e.g., the sum of agents’ returns or payoffs is zero,

so called zero-sum game from the game theoretical perspective); fully cooperative scenarios imply

that agents coordinate to accomplish a common goal (e.g., maximizing the common return or payoff

from the game theoretical perspective); and mixed scenarios lie between these two settings (e.g., the

general-sum game from the game theoretical perspective). In this thesis, we mainly concentrate on

the fully cooperative scenarios, standing on the perspective of cooperative game theory, i.e. a theoret-

ical framework assuming that there exists a binding agreement among agents about the distribution

of payoffs or the choice of strategies [24]. The payoff distribution is highly related to the credit

8
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assignment problem in multi-agent learning [25].

To provide a clear logic of the progress of MARL in history, the review commences as per the fol-

lowing topics: multi-agent learning, reinforcement learning, multi-agent reinforcement learning (in-

cluding global reward game) and credit assignment. The taxonomy of the above topics is shown in

Figure 2.1. Note that multi-agent reinforcement learning as the conjunction of multi-agent learning

and reinforcement learning, can solve more general games or scenarios (e.g. general-sum Markov

games [26]), however, in this thesis we merely concentrate on global reward game and the credit

assignment problem.

Credit Assignment

Multi-Agent Learning Reinforcement Learning

Multi-Agent Reinforcement Learning

Global Reward Game

Figure 2.1: Taxonomy of multi-agent learning, reinforcement learning, multi-agent reinforcement
learning, global reward game and the credit assignment problem. More specifically, multi-agent re-
inforcement learning is an interdiscipline of multi-agent learning and reinforcement learning. Global
reward game is a problem formulating the fully cooperative scenarios for multi-agent reinforcement
learning. Credit assignment is a critical question to the global reward game.

2.1.1 Multi-Agent Learning for Traditional Games

Although it is possible to manually design the strategies of agents in advance, the increasing com-

plexity and uncertainty appearing in real-world problems suggest automatically learning or searching

strategies [20, 27]. Multi-agent learning was initially arising and focused on solving static (state-

less), repeated and multi-stage games in the literature of game theory [28]. These games were mostly

modelled to solve some social and economic problems [29].
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Game Class. Static game is a game class that involves no dynamics and each agent just needs to

make a one-shot decision. The representative example of static game is bi-matrix game, where there

exist two agents and each agent possesses a payoff function described as a matrix influenced by both

agents’ decisions. Repeated game is an extension of static game and the only difference is that agents

repeatedly make decisions on the same static game rather than the one-shot decision. During the

process of decision making, each agent is able to collect the history of other agents’ decisions that

may help its own decision thereafter. Multi-stage game is an extension of repeated game, where the

main difference is that the stage game will not be always identical, contrary to repeated game where

the stage game is invariant. In both repeated game and multi-stage game, the outcome is a sequence of

decisions for multiple stages (that may be infinite) and the payoff of each agent is simply calculated

as the accumulated payoffs of stage games (that may be multiplied by discount factor for infinite

stages). Both of games can be expressed as game-trees, equivalent to an extensive-form game with

imperfect information (since the simultaneous move at each stage). Any extensive-form game can be

represented as a static game [29].

Solution Concept. The commonest solution concept to solve these games is called Nash equilib-

rium which is a stability criterion describing agents’ decisions, where no agents would benefit by

unilaterally varying its strategy. In other words, it is a joint strategy such that each agent’s strategy

is the best response to others. Any static game was proved to have a Nash equilibrium, while some

games may possess more than one Nash equilibrium. In the context of MARL, Nash equilibrium is

usually employed as a learning objective and a rule to update policies.

Learning Algorithm. The most famous and commonest algorithm to automatically solve these

games (learn strategies) is called fictitious play that was proved to converge to Nash equilibrium in

restricted classes of games such as fully cooperative games (also called potential game [30] in game

theory) and two-player zero-sum games [31]. In a nutshell, at each iteration an agent acts the best

response to an empirical model of other agents’ history strategies, which can be regarded as a tracking

method from the perspective of control theory. The follow-up works such as generalised weakened

fictitious play [32], joint strategy fictitious play [33] and fictitious self-play [6, 34], generalised ficti-
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tious play to the model-free (or sample-based) paradigm without any knowledge of game models and

combined it with the modern machine learning techniques, so that fictitious play can be applied in

wider scenarios. Policy-space response oracle (PSRO) [10] generalised fictitious self-play to meta-

games, where the strategy became the meta-strategy for choosing strategies.

The multi-agent learning algorithms introduced above mainly aimed at solving the traditional class

of games that can be represented as static games. For the dynamic games with uncertainties, these

algorithms cannot be directly used. Rather, multi-agent reinforcement learning takes the place of

solving such a class of game, called Markov game.1

2.1.2 Foundation of Reinforcement Learning

Reinforcement Learning (RL) is a sub-area of machine learning (ML) studying the interactive process

between an agent and an environment, during which the agent takes an action at each time step as a

reaction to the state it observes in order to maximize the (discounted) cumulative rewards received

from the environment. The state is usually measured by sensors and the reward is usually hand-crafted

via a real-valued function of state and action variables to encode an objective. In comparison with

other two categories of ML algorithms, supervised learning and unsupervised learning, RL receives

weak signals as rewards during learning rather than supervised learning with strong signals as labels

and unsupervised learning with no explicit signals. More specifically, the RL paradigm can be seen as

a sequential decision model (e.g. Markov chain [35], autoregressive-moving-average model (ARMA)

[36], etc.) from the perspective of supervised learning, but with no explicit ground-truth actions. On

the other hand, the traditional RL only concentrates on the single-agent problem, however, it can

be extended to the multi-agent scenarios with some natural mathematical extensions, which will be

introduced in the following section. In the next paragraph, we will see a mathematical model as the

foundation of RL called Markov decision process.

Markov Decision Process. The interactive process between an agent and an environment is typi-

cally described as a mathematical model called Markov decision process (MDP) [37], which can be

1Some traditional learning methods were also extended to adapt to Markov game.
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specifically written as a 4-tuple ⟨S,A, T, R⟩. S is a set of states that indicates the set of events of

an environment and A is a set of actions that the agent can select to interact with the environment.

T : S ×A×S → [0, 1] is a (probability) transition function that describes the environmental dynam-

ics, i.e., how the next state will be transited to, given the current state and an action taken by the agent.

It is conventional to use a probability function Pr(s′|s, a) to denote T (s′, s, a). R : S × A → R is

a reward function that describes the goal of learning (or the desired behaviours of the agents). The

purpose of solving MDP is finding an optimal sequence of actions that can maximize the discounted

cumulative rewards such that max{at}∞t=0
E{at}∞t=0

[
∑∞

t=0 γ
tRt|S0]. Usually, we consider a Markov sta-

tionary policy to simplify the problem, i.e., π : S × A → [0, 1]. Thereby, the above optimization

problem is written as maxπ Eπ [
∑∞

t=0 γ
tRt|S0], which is usually written as the optimal state value

function denoted as V ∗(S0) = maxπ V
π(S0), where V π(S0) is called state value function. If con-

sidering state-action pairs, then Qπ(S0,A0) = Eπ [
∑∞

t=0 γ
tRt|S0,A0], which is called action-value

function or Q-value function.2 It is known that this problem can be solved by an optimality criterion

called Bellman optimality equation [38] such that

V ∗(s) = max
a

∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a) [R(s, a) + γV ∗(s′)] , ∀s ∈ S. (2.1)

Since V ∗(St) = maxaQ
∗(St, a), we can equivalently write Eq. 2.1 as follows:

Q∗(s, a) =
∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a)
[
R(s, a) + γmax

a′
Q∗(s′, a′)

]
, ∀s ∈ S, a ∈ A. (2.2)

There are two categories of dynamic programming methods to solve the Bellman optimality equation,

called policy iteration (PI) and value iteration (VI) respectively. In more details, PI can be described

as a process of two stages: policy evaluation and policy improvement, which can be mathematically

expressed as follows:

Policy Evaluation: V (s)←
∑
s′

Pr(s′|s, π(s)) [R + γV (s′)] ,∀s ∈ S,

Policy Improvement: π(s)← argmax
a

∑
s′

Pr(s′|s, a) [R + γV (s′)] , ∀s ∈ S,
(2.3)

2The “Q” in Q-value is the abbreviation of the word quality.
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where the update operation for policy evaluation is called dynamic programming (or Bellman oper-

ator in some other literature) which should nearly converge to a fixed point of V (s), while policy

improvement is performed by the argmax operation. These two stages are alternatively performed

until the convergence to a nearly-optimal policy and the corresponding optimal values.

VI is a compact format of the combination of policy evaluation and policy improvement in one simple

update operation such that

V (s)← max
a

∑
s′

Pr(s′|s, a) [R + γV (s′)] ,∀s ∈ S. (2.4)

Eq. 2.4 is a dynamic programming which is performed recursively until the convergence to a fixed

point of values. The fixed point is proved to be unique, denoted as V ∗(s). Then, the optimal policy

can be recovered by performing the following operation such that

π(s) = argmax
a

∑
s′

Pr(s′|s, a) [R + γV ∗(s′)] ,∀s ∈ S. (2.5)

Eq. 2.4 is guaranteed to converge to Bellman optimality equation expressed in Eq. 2.1. If the Q-value

Q(s, a) is in place of the state value V (s), Eq. 2.4 can be rewritten as the following update operation

such that

Qπ(s, a)←
∑
s′

Pr(s′|s, a)
[
R + γmax

a′
Qπ(s′, a′)

]
,∀s ∈ S, a ∈ A, (2.6)

which is proven to converge to the Bellman optimality equation expressed in Eq. 2.2 [39].

The main difference between PI and VI are discussed as follows. VI do not store the explicit policy

function during learning, instead of which, it infers the optimal policy from the optimal values during

execution. Policy iteration stores both policy function and value function during learning, so that it

can directly make decision by the explicit policy function during execution.

Approximation and Learning. Solving the Bellman optimality equation by dynamic programming

needs not only the access of a transition function (i.e. not always easy to be obtained in real-world

applications), but also computational cost due to the curse of dimensionality over state size and action
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size. To address these two issues, Monte Carlo estimation is applied to form two methods, Monte

Carlo control and temporal difference (TD) learning, which learn the optimal policy from the raw

experience collected from simulation, without any exact model of environmental dynamics. Besides,

we can extend these two methods to the situations where the function approximation is applied and

introduce some modern RL algorithms that are used in this thesis such as Q-learning, Actor-Critic

method, deterministic policy gradient and etc..

As for Monte Carlo control, the Q-values are estimated by averaging the collected returns of sam-

pled episodes and policy improvement is performed based on the estimated Q-values, following the

paradigm that extends from PI called generalized policy iteration (GPI), where the “generalized”

means the approximation of policy evaluation. To improve the representative capability of policy

denoted as θ, it is common to use a technique called function approximation to represent a policy as

a parametric function. Therefore, it can be optimized by policy gradient method. The general idea is

deriving a proximal gradient with respect to parameters of the policy (since an objective function is

usually non-differentiable with respect to parameters of the policy) and employing gradient ascent to

update the parameters. Mathematically, it can be expressed as follows:

∇θJ(θ) = Eπ [Q
π(s, a)∇θ log πθ(a|s)] ,

θ ← θ + α∇θJ(θ),

(2.7)

where∇θJ(θ) is the policy gradient with respect to the objective function such that

J(θ) =
∑
s∈S

dπ(s)V π(s) =
∑
s∈S

dπ(s)
∑
a∈A

πθ(a|s)Qπ(s, a), (2.8)

where dπ(s) denotes the stationary distribution of a Markov chain involving πθ(a|s).

Based on the Monte Carlo estimation of Q-values (i.e., estimating the Q-values by the returns of

sampled episodes), ∇θJ(θ) can be written as Eπ [Gt∇θ log πθ(At|St)], Gt called return indicates the

discounted cumulative rewards starting from timestep t. By sampling only one episode of experience

to approximate the expected return, Eq. 2.7 becomes the update operation as follows:

θ ← θ + αGt∇θ log πθ(At|St), (2.9)
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which is called REINFORCE [40].

As for TD learning, the general idea is using Monte Carlo estimation to approximate the dynamic

programming. In other words, it estimates the value of the current state based on the estimation of a

value of another successor state. This idea is also called bootstrapping. To ease the understanding of

readers, we only introduce the basic off-policy TD(0) control. For exploring all state-action pairs in

case of being trapped in the suboptimal policy, the raw experience is collected by an ϵ-greedy policy

that is called behaviour policy (i.e., with the probability of ϵ > 0 a random action is selected, while

with the probability of 1− ϵ the optimal policy is selected). Then, we use Monte Carlo estimation to

approximate the dynamic programming as value iteration (see Eq. 2.6) and update Q-values with the

collected raw experience such that

Q(S,A)← Q(S,A) + α
[
R + γmax

a
Q(S′, a)−Q(S,A)

]
, (2.10)

where the target policy (i.e., the policy we aim to learn) is a greedy policy and R + γmaxa Q(S
′, a)

is usually called TD target. Eq. 2.10 is also known as Q-learning, which is proved to converge to the

optimal Q-values given some necessary conditions [41]. With the precondition of greedy policy, we

have the relationship such that V π(S) = Qπ(S,A). By the policy evaluation in Eq. 2.3 and Monte

Carlo estimation, we can rewrite the policy evaluation as follows:

Q(S,A)← Q(S,A) + α [R + γQ(S′,A)−Q(S,A)] . (2.11)

Eq. 2.11 is called TD(0) prediction that can be used to estimate Q-values directly. Replacing the

return in Monte Carlo control by TD(0) prediction with the parametric Q-value function denoted as

Qω(S,A) in REINFORCE, a new algorithm called actor-critic method [42] is yielded such that

ω ← ω + αω [R + γQω(S
′,A)−Qω(S,A)]∇ωQω(S,A),

θ ← θ + αθQω(S,A)∇θ log πθ(A|S).
(2.12)

The upper operation is called critic that stands for updating parameters of the action-value function,
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whereas the lower operation is called actor that stands for updating parameters of the policy function.

If actions are continuous and that a = πθ(s), Eq. 2.8 becomes the following equation such that

J(θ) =
∑
s∈S

dπ(s)Qπ(s, a). (2.13)

Since the action in Qπ(s, a) is now parametric, we can directly derive its gradient by the chain rule in

calculus such that

∇θJ(θ) = Es∼dπ(s)
[
∇aQ

π(s, a)∇θπθ(s)|a=πθ(s)

]
, (2.14)

which is called deterministic policy gradient (DPG) [19]. Using Monte Carlo estimation, the operation

to update parameters of the policy is written as follows:

θ ← θ + αθ∇aQ
π(s, a)∇θπθ(s)|a=πθ(s). (2.15)

Practical Tricks and Implementations. As the growing of deep learning, RL is combined with

several tricks and deep neural networks (DNNs) to improve performance. The first improvement is

using the DNNs to approximate the Q-value function to increase the capability of representation, how-

ever, Q-learning may suffer from instability and divergence when combined with the approximation

of a nonlinear Q-value function and bootstrapping. To mitigate the issues, [43] proposed experi-

ence replay and periodically updated target. The main idea of experience replay is constructing a

replay buffer D = {e1, e2, ..., eT} that stores the raw experience of transitions et = (St,At, Rt,St+1)

collected by ϵ-greedy policy. During each update of Q-learning, one or a batch of transitions are ran-

domly sampled from the replay buffer and any samples in the replay buffer can be repeatedly used to

improve data efficiency, remove correlations in the observation sequences, and smooth over changes

in the data distribution. The main idea of periodically updated target is that the Q-value function in the

TD target is periodically updated, which makes training more stable as it overcomes the short-term

oscillations. Accordingly, the loss function to update the Q-value function is as follows:

min
ω

E(s,a,R,s′)∼U(D)

[(
R +max

a′
Qω−(s, a

′)−Qω(s, a)
)]
. (2.16)
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Eq. 2.16 is the form of fitted Q-learning [44] that tackles the continuous function approximation of Q-

values (due to the approximation using DNN here). U(D) indicates uniform sampling from the replay

buffer. Qω−(s, a
′) is updated periodically (i.e., more slowly than the update frequency of Qω(s, a

′))

by cloning Qω(s, a
′). Combined these two tricks and the function approximation using DNNs with

Q-learning, it forms deep Q-network (DQN) [43].

Following the same philosophy, the algorithm of deep deterministic policy gradient (DDPG) [45] was

proposed. Different from using the ϵ-greedy policy as a behaviour policy for DQN, it uses an extra

Gaussian noise over a continuous action to conduct exploration such that π′(s) = π(s) + N , where

N indicates a unit Gaussian distribution. Another modification is that in DDPG the target Q-value

function is updated softly, i.e., ω− ← τω + (1 − τ)ω−, where τ is the learning rate to periodically

update parameters of the target Q-value function ω−. Besides, parameters of the target policy is

updated similarly as the target Q-value function.

The rapid change of policy led by the updates of parameters may cause training instability. To mitigate

this issue, the update of policy should not be too much at each step, based on which the trust region

policy optimization (TRPO) [46] was proposed. Before looking into TRPO, let us see the off-policy

model in Eq. 2.8, i.e., optimizing the policy π based on the raw experience collected by another

policy β. The mismatch between the training data distribution and the true policy state distribution is

compensated by importance sampling [47]. This off-policy model can be described as follows:

J(θ) =
∑
s∈S

dπθold (s)
∑
a∈A

πθ(a|s)Q̂πθold (s, a)

=
∑
s∈S

dπθold (s)
∑
a∈A

β(a|s)πθ(a|s)
β(a|s)

Q̂πθold (s, a)

= Es∼d
πθold ,a∼β

[
πθ(a|s)
β(a|s)

Q̂πθold (s, a)
]
,

(2.17)

where πθold indicates parameters of the policy before the update and Q̂πθold (s, a) indicates the estimated

Q-value function. Theoretically, during an on-policy training process, the behaviour policy should

be consistent with the target policy. Nevertheless, when the rollout workers and optimization are

processed asynchronously, the behaviour policy could be old-dated. TRPO captures this phenomenon
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and models the behaviour policy as πθold and Eq. 2.17 becomes the following equation such that

JTRPO(θ) = Es∼d
πθold ,a∼πθold

[
πθ(a|s)
πθold(a|s)

Q̂πθold (s, a)
]
. (2.18)

Besides, TRPO also considers the trust region constraint that restricts the update from an old policy

to a new policy through the measure of KL divergence [48] within some threshold δ > 0 such that

Es∼d
πθold [DKL(πθold(·|s)∥πθ(·|s)] ≤ δ. (2.19)

TRPO was proved to guarantee a monotonic improvement over PI [46].

To simplify TRPO, proximal policy optimization (PPO) [7] was proposed to replace the formulation

of TRPO by a clipped surrogate objective. If the ratio between an old policy and a new policy is

denoted as that

r(θ) =
πθ(a|s)
πθold(a|s)

, (2.20)

the objective of TRPO becomes the following equation such that

JTRPO(θ) = Es∼d
πθold ,a∼πθold

[
r(θ)Q̂πθold (s, a)

]
. (2.21)

Since JTRPO(θ) will suffer instability if the parameter update is too large, PPO enforces the r(θ) to

stay around 1 by adding the clipping operation such that clip(r(θ), 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ), where ϵ > 0 is small

enough and r(θ) ∈ [1 − ϵ, 1 + ϵ]. By taking the minimum between the original TRPO objective and

the clipped objective to avoid the extreme policy update, the objective of PPO is expressed as follows:

JPPO(θ) = Es∼d
πθold ,a∼πθold

[
min

{
r(θ)Q̂πθold (s, a), clip(r(θ), 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ)Q̂πθold (s, a)

}]
. (2.22)

The policy of PPO is modelled as Gaussian distribution for continuous actions (i.e., learning both

mean and variance), and categorical distribution for discrete actions. Moreover, maximizing an extra

entropy term over the policy is needed to encourage exploration. Some other tricks such as normal-
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ization and clipping of rewards and observations could influence training performance.

2.1.3 Multi-Agent Reinforcement Learning

Markov Game. We begin with the common setting of multi-agent dynamic system under Markov

property called Markov game (also known as stochastic game in some literature). Mathematically, a

Markov game can be described as a tuple ⟨I,S,A, T, (Ri)i=1,...,|I|⟩. I is a set of agents. S is the set of

states;A =×|I|
i=1Ai is a joint action set andAi is the action set of each agent. T : S×A×S → [0, 1] is

a transition function describing the environmental dynamics (i.e., how the next state is achieved given

the current state and a joint action of agents). Similar to MDP, it is conventional to use a probability

function Pr(s′|s, a) to express T (s′, s, a). Ri : S×A → R is a reward function describing how much

an arbitrary agent i can benefit from its action in some state. Each agent’s goal is to maximize the

accumulated discounted rewards such that E [
∑∞

t=1 γ
t−1Ri]. If the sum of agents’ rewards is equal

to zero such that
∑

i∈I Ri = 0, then the Markov game becomes fully competitive. If each agent’s

reward function is identical such that R1 = R2 = ... = R|I|, then the Markov game becomes fully

cooperative, named as Global Reward Game (a.k.a. Team Reward Game), which is the scenario

considered in this thesis.

Goal of Learning. From the perspective of learning, in addition to the stability of learning dynam-

ics, some researchers focus on adaption of the dynamic behaviours of other agents [20] or awareness

to opponents [25]. More specifically, the stability implies the convergence to a stationary joint policy

that satisfies some solution concept (e.g. Nash equilibrium and its extension to dynamic games called

Markov perfect equilibrium [49]), while the adaption means an agent’s performance can be improved

or maintained as other agents change their policies. The criteria used to define the adaption include

targeted optimality, compatibility, safety [50] and rationality [51, 52].

The rationality can be further specified as two schemes such that (1) an agent is required to converge

to a best response when other agents remain stationary; and (2) an agent should reach a return that

is at least as good as the return of any stationary strategy, and this holds for any set of other agents’

strategies, which is usually called no-regret. It is noticed that stability and adaption are two orthogonal
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goals, and they can be considered either individually or simultaneously when designing a solution

concept. In other words, the satisfaction of either stability or adaption does not necessarily implies

the satisfaction of another. Nevertheless, there is an exception that a Nash equilibrium is achieved

whenever the rationality defined by (1) above is satisfied. This example implies that the goal of

learning highly depends on a subjective definition rather than an objective property. Therefore, the

meaningfulness of a learning goal is critical, which is an indispensable part of understanding multi-

agent behaviours.

In this thesis, we define the learning goal based on a concept in cooperative game theory called core. It

is a mathematical description of the extent of cooperation under a specific game model called convex

game. In more details, if the outcome of the game lies in the core, it is believable that agents have

formed collaboration with the optimal coalition value.

Learning Algorithm Taxonomy. The most popular taxonomy to categorize MARL algorithms is

based on task taxonomy [20] (i.e., there exist a group of algorithms that can overcome a type of

task). Besides, an MARL algorithm can be categorized as per prior knowledge of a task. If an agent

knows full or partial information, it is called model-based learning.3 Otherwise, it is called model-

free learning. Most of existing works focus on the research on model-free learning, due to its easy

implementation. Nevertheless, the increasing requirement of sample efficiency (with less interactions

with environments) encourages advances of model-based learning from both theoretical and empirical

aspects [53–55].

Another taxonomy of MARL algorithms is based on learning paradigms, by which MARL can be cat-

egorized as independent learning, agent awareness and agent tracking (agent modelling). Typically,

independent learning is fully targeting on stability regardless of other agents’ behaviours, while agent

tracking is fully targeting on adaption with no consideration of stability; and agent awareness lies be-

tween these two paradigms [56]. However, the toughest obstacle of adopting independent learning is

the non-stationary environment to each agent when regarding other agents as part of its environment4.

3In the modern MARL community, a paradigm that learns a environmental model is also called model-based MARL.
4In the recent work, [57] proved that independent learning can also converge to the optimal policy (i.e. decentralized

critic in Actor-Critic framework) given specific assumptions on the correlation between an agent’s and other agents’
sample histories.
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To resolve this issue, there are two paradigms such that (1) permitting communication among agents

as part of information for decision (during both the learning and the execution phases) and (2) cen-

tralized training and decentralized execution (CTDE), whereby the information is only shared among

agents (e.g. through communication) during the learning phase. Furthermore, centralized training can

be seen as a sort of agent awareness, since it considers other agents’ actions as part of its input that is

equivalent to tracking agents’ decisions.

In this thesis, we mainly focus on applying the CTDE paradigm to design a novel MARL algorithm.

There are two main reasons for this choice: (1) the centralized training can mitigate defect of non-

stationary environment problems caused by simultaneous multi-agent decisions, and adapt to varia-

tions of environmental dynamics (i.e., adaption to other agents’ policies caused by emergencies); and

(2) decision is flexible to be conducted when some emergencies (e.g., communication is unavailable

in real-world applications such as natural disasters).

2.1.4 Credit Assignment in Global Reward Game

Credit assignment is a significant problem that has been studied in global reward game for a long

period. The original motivation is solving the problem of unfairness (i.e., each agent’s contribution

cannot be fairly reflected) [58] and addressing negative influence on convergence to the optimal joint

policy [12,13]. The counterpart solution to credit assignment solving global reward game is the shared

reward approach, where all agents jointly maximize the cumulative global rewards. A classic example

to show the importance of credit assignment is shown in Example 1.

Example 1. Suppose that two agents are dummies and they contribute nothing to a group of three

agents, while the rest agent performs beneficial actions to the group. By employing the shared reward

approach, these two dummy agents receive the same credits as the rest agent. This may lead to a

problem that the two dummy agents will believe that their meaningless actions can still optimize the

global rewards and continue perform sub-optimal policies. Thereafter, the multi-agent problem will

be degraded to a single-agent problem, wherein only one agent truly aims at solving the task. As a

result, the mismatched credits will probably impede convergence to the optimal joint policy.
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The earlier literature incorporated coordination graphs to linearly factorize the global value as a

method to implement the credit assignment [59, 60]. In contrast, [11] attempted using Kalman fil-

ter to infer the credit to each agent. [14] and [61] modelled the marginal contributions inspired by the

reward difference [58]. VDN [15] was proposed to learn the credit assignment as factorised Q-values,

assuming that any global Q-value equals to the sum of factorised Q-values. Nevertheless, this fac-

torisation may limit the representation of the global Q-value. To mitigate this issue, QMIX [62] and

QTRAN [63] were proposed to represent the global Q-value in a richer class with respect to factorised

Q-values, as per an assumption named as Individual-Global-Max (IGM) (see Definition 1). Another

research thread is investigating representation of the credit assignment such as COMA [14]. It is not

difficult to observe that the analytical form of COMA shown in Eq. 2.27 naturally satisfies IGM. The

theoretical framework of Markov convex game proposed in this thesis can be seen as an realization of

the monolithic IGM, but with immense theoretical backgrounds.

Definition 1. For a joint Q-value Qπ(s, a) with a deterministic policy, if the following equation is

assumed to hold such that

argmax
a

Qπ(s, a) =
(
argmax

ai
Qi(s, ai)

)
i=1,2,...,|N |, (2.23)

then we say that
(
Qi(s, ai)

)
i=1,2,...,|N | satisfies Individual-Global-Max (IGM) and Qπ(s, a) can be

factorised by
(
Qi(s, ai)

)
i=1,2,...,|N |.

On the other hand, the branch of works discussed above did not take into consideration of equilibrium

of the credit assignment (i.e., the credit assignment to a team of agents with the optimal joint policy is

unclear). To address this weakness, in this thesis we introduce a solution concept named as Markov

core (that can be regarded as a stability criterion) to evaluate the credit assignment corresponding to

the optimal joint policy. This bridges the gap between the credit assignment and the optimal global

value.

VDN. VDN linearly factorises a global value function such that

Qπ(s, a) =
∑
i∈N

Qi(s, ai), (2.24)
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so that Eq. 2.23 holds.

QMIX. QMIX learns a monotonic mixing function fs : ×i∈NQi(s, ai) × s 7→ R to implement the

factorisation such that

Qπ(s, a) = fs
(
Q1(s, a1), ..., Q|N |(s, a|N |)

)
, (2.25)

so that Eq. 2.23 holds. Although QMIX has a richer functional class of factorisation than that of VDN,

it meets a problem that maxaQ
π(s, a) =

∑
i∈N maxai Qi(s, ai) does not necessarily hold, which may

lead to biases on Q-value estimation [63] and corrupt the learning process to achieve the optimal joint

policy. Theoretically, VDN does not possess the problem discussed above, however, the functional

class of the simply additive factorisation is so restrictive [62].

QTRAN. QTRAN gives a sufficient condition for value factorisation that satisfies IGM such that

∑
i∈N

Qi(s, ai)−Qπ(s, a) + V π(s) =


0 a = ā,

≥ 0 a ̸= ā,

(2.26)

wherein

V π(s) = max
a

Qπ(s, a)−
∑
i∈N

Qi(s, āi).

In Eq. 2.26, a = ×i∈Nai; and ā = ×i∈N āi where āi = argmaxai Qi(s, ai) because of IGM. Ad-

ditionally, [63] showed that the above condition also holds for affine transformation on Qi, ∀i ∈ N

such that wiQi + bi. For this reason, an additional transformed global Q-value such that Qπ′
(s, a) =∑

i∈N Qi(s, ai) by setting wi = 1 and
∑

i∈N bi = 0 is used to represent the value factorisation. It is

forced to fit the above condition with a learned global Q-value Qπ(s, a) and V π(s). [63] argued that

finding a factorisation of Qπ′
(s, a) is equivalent to finding [Qi]i∈N to satisfy IGM.

COMA. COMA [14] was inspired by the idea of difference rewards [58] and proposed to subtract

the counterfactual baseline that excludes the effect of an arbitrary agent i from the global Q-value to
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represent the credit assigned to the agent i. The mathematical expression is as follows:

Qi(s, a) = Qπ(s, a)−
∑
ai∈Ai

πi(ai|s)Qπ (s, (a−i, ai)) , (2.27)

where
∑

ai∈Ai
πi(ai|s)Qπ (s, (a−i, ai)) is called the counterfactual baseline. COMA is actually a

special case of the marginal contribution from the perspective of cooperative game theory and we will

discuss it in the next chapter.

2.2 Cooperative Game Theory

Game theory aims at studying interactions between self-interested computational entities called agents,

where the research object is called game that captures the main attributes of a scenario populated by

a set of agents [24,29]. Each game is equipped with an outcome to describe the result of the game. A

primary concern of a game is investigating the rational outcome. To achieve this goal, game theorists

have developed an enormous number of solution concepts to depict rationality. In other words, if an

outcome lies in an appropriate solution concept, then it captures the rational outcome of the game.

The known challenge is that these solution concepts are not guaranteed to exist in a game, which leads

to the emergence of a range of solution concepts (e.g. Nash equilibrium, correlation equilibrium and

etc.) representing different rationality. This can be slightly mitigated by restricting the categories of

games. From the categories of games, it can be classified to non-cooperative games and cooperative

games. Cooperative game theory is a subject that mainly studies the cooperative games modelling

collaborations among agents, which is the research interest of this thesis.

2.2.1 A Motivation of Cooperative Game Theory

To understand the motivation of establishing cooperative game theory, it is a good point to see why a

non-cooperative game is non-cooperative. We will give an example of a conventional non-cooperative

game called Prisoner’s Dilemma from [24, 64] to elucidate the reason. The Prisoner’s Dilemma is

usually described as Example 2 shows.
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Example 2. There are two men who were accused of crimes and held in separate cells with no way

of communication or meeting, so with no way to make binding agreements. They are told that

• if one confesses and the other does not, the confessor will be freed and the other will be jailed

for three years;

• if both confess, then each will be jailed for two years;

• if neither confesses, then they will be jailed for one year.

The key question is whether the prisoners decide to cooperate (not confess) or not cooperate (confess).

Since in this game both prisoners are symmetric, the thought and decision of either agent should be

equal to another. It is not difficult to see that for either agent, regardless of another agent’s decision,

the optimal choice should be to confess. Therefore, the outcome becomes that both agents confess and

they will be jailed for two years. This actually follows a solution concept under the non-cooperative

game theory known as dominant strategy equilibrium, which describes the unique rational outcome

under this solution concept. Nevertheless, if two agents cooperate, then the outcome will be better for

both agents (i.e., each agent only needs to be jailed for one year). The miss of the later outcome is due

to the lack of conditions for cooperation (i.e., binding agreements are not possible). In more details,

this game is designed as a scenario where no agents can communicate or meet to each other. As a

result, they cannot trust one another and can solely maximize their own utilities given an assumption

that the other will think in the same way. If communication is available, they could make binding

agreements to cooperate and achieve a better outcome than the dominant strategy equilibrium, and

the dilemma will naturally disappear. This example shows up the significance of making binding

agreements in cooperative games, which leads to the definition of a cooperative game as Definition 2

shows.

Definition 2 ( [65] ). A game is cooperative if the agents can make binding agreements about the

distribution of payoffs or the choice of strategies, even if these agreements are not specified or implied

by the rules of the game.

Cooperative game theory focuses on the solution concepts that take into consideration of making

binding agreements. We would emphasize that such binding agreements are common in the real-life
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scenarios such as building contracts that forms the commerce and global economy [24]. This enables

this theoretical framework meaningful. We assume that some methods exist for shaping binding

agreements when we develop the theory to simplify analysis.

2.2.2 Convex Game

Problem Definition. Convex game (CG) [66] is a typical characteristic game belonging to the cate-

gory of transferable utility games in cooperative game theory. We now introduce the basic definitions

referred to a popular textbook [24]. The CG is formally represented as Γ = ⟨N , V ⟩, where N is

the set of all agents and V is the value function to measure the profits earned by a coalition. N also

indicates the grand coalition (i.e., the largest coalition which includes all agents). The value function

V : 2|N| → R≥0 is a characteristic function that maps from the coalition space to real numbers. For

all coalitions C,D ⊂ N , the value function satisfies the following property such that

V (C ∪ D) + V (C ∩ D) ≥ V (C) + V (D). (2.28)

Eq. 2.28 is defined as a supermodular function and a game with a supermodular characteristic function

is defined as convex, which is the origin of the name of convex game. Note that the value of an empty

coalition is defined as zero, i.e., V (∅) = 0. If imposing an additional assumption such that any two

coalitions are independent, i.e., C ∩ D = ∅, Eq. 2.28 is reduced to the following form such that

V (C ∪ D) ≥ V (C) + V (D)− V (C ∩ D) = V (C) + V (D). (2.29)

Eq. 2.29 is called superadditive. Note that convex game is necessarily superadditive, however, the

reverse is not always true. In this thesis, with the condition of independent coalitions, Eq. 2.29 is used

as the definition of convex game in analysis for conciseness.

Solution Concept. The outcome of CG is a tuple (CS,x), where CS = {C1, C2, ..., Cm} is a coalition

structure, and x = (xi)i∈N indicates the payoffs distributed to agents which satisfy two conditions:
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(1) xi ≥ 0,∀i ∈ N ; and (2)
∑

i∈C xi ≤ V (C),∀C ⊆ CS. The solution concepts of interests are from

two aspects: (1) the fairness of payoff distribution scheme; and (2) the stability of coalition structure.

Core is a stable outcome set of CG that defines the stability of coalition structure. In details, it can be

mathematically defined as the following set such that

Core(Γ) =

{
(C,x)

∣∣∣∣ ∑
i∈C

xi ≥ V (C),∀C ⊆ N

}
.

It ensures a rational payoff distribution scheme and no subset of agents would have incentives to

deviate from its coalition to acquire more profits. This can be easily verifiable by the following

didactic example. Suppose that
∑

i∈C xi < V (C) for some C ⊆ N , then the agents considered in

C may intend to form their own coalition C. For instance, an agent i can gain the profit such that

x′i = xi +
V (C)−

∑
i∈C xi

|C| , where xi is the payoff from the original outcome and coalition structure

without considering that the coalition C is formed, and x′i is the new payoff after actually forming the

coalition C.

2.2.3 Shapley Value

Shapley value [16] is a solution concept describing the notion of fairness, which is usually considered

under the grand coalition. In the next paragraph, we will retrospect the procedure of forming Shapley

Value step by step referred to the contents in [24]. It is intuitive that each agent’s payoff should

reflect its contribution to accomplish the fairness. To realize this idea, a possible implementation is

assigning each agent i the payoff V (N ) − V (N\{i}). Nevertheless, the sum of payoff distributions

via this payoff distribution scheme could be disparate from the V (N ). To address this problem,

an ordering (permutation) of agents can be fixed and each agent receives the payoff according to the

contribution to its predecessor coalition in this ordering, the payoff scheme of which is called marginal

contribution. By this payoff distribution scheme, two agents that play the symmetric role could receive

different payoffs, caused by the ordering selection. To eliminate the ordering dependence, Shapley

proposed to average over all possible orderings of agents. The whole procedure above forms the

final shape of Shapley Value, whose formal definition is shown as follows. Given a cooperative game
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Γ = (N , V ), for any permutation m ∈ Π(N ), let δmi (C) = V (Cmi ∪ {i})− V (Cmi ) denote a marginal

contribution of agent i in the ordering m to form the grand coalition, then the Shapley value of each

agent i can be written as follows:

Shi(Γ) =
1

|N |!
∑

m∈Π(N )

δmi (C). (2.30)

For the sake of the assumption of set-valued functions for characteristic value functions, Eq. 2.30 can

be equivalently transformed to the following expression such that

Shi(Γ) =
1

|N |!
∑

m∈Π(N )

δmi (C)

=
1

|N |!
∑

m∈Π(N )

V (Cmi ∪ {i})− V (Cmi )

=
1

|N |!
∑

C⊆N\{i}

|C|!(|N | − |C| − 1)! [V (C ∪ {i})− V (C)]

≜
∑

C⊆N\{i}

|C|!(|N | − |C| − 1)!

|N |!
· δi(C).

(2.31)

In more details, the transformation is based on the fact that there are multiple repeated coalitions

among all possible permutations of agents, which suggests that the Shapley value of agent i is defined

based on all its predecessor coalitions, i.e., C ⊆ N\{i}. It is not difficult to check that each coalition

C is repeated |C|!(|N | − |C| − 1)! times. By defining the marginal contribution based on an arbitrary

coalition C such that δi(C) = V (C ∪ {i})− V (C), Eq. 2.31 turns out and it is the commonest form of

Shapley value appears in the related literature.

As Eq. 2.31 shows, Shapley value takes the average of marginal contributions of all possible coali-

tions, so that it satisfies efficiency and fairness (i.e., sensitivity to dummy agents and symmetry) as

Theorem 1 states. If we calculate the Shapley value for an agent, we have to consider 2|N|−1 possible

coalitions where the agent could join during the process of forming the grand coalition, which may

lead to the computational catastrophe.

Theorem 1 ( [24] ). Shapley value is the only payoff distribution scheme with the following properties:
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(1) Efficiency:
∑

i∈N Shi(Γ) = V (N );

(2) Identifiability of dummy agents: if agent i is a dummy, then Shi(Γ) = 0;

(3) Reflecting the contribution;5

(4) Symmetry: if agent i and j are symmetric in Γ, then Shi(Γ) = Shj(Γ).

2.3 Voltage Control in Electric Power Distribution Networks

2.3.1 Power Distribution Network

Figure 2.2: Illustration on distribution network (block a-b-c) under PV penetration. The solid and
dotted lines represent the power and information flows respectively. Block d is the detailed version of
distribution network and block e is the circuit model of block d.

An electric power distribution network is illustrated in Figure 2.2 stage a to c. The electricity is

generated from power plant and transmitted through transmission lines. Muti-stage transformers are

applied to reduce the voltage levels while the electricity is being delivered to the distribution network.

The electricity is then consumed by residential and industrial clients. A typical PV unit consists

of PV panels and voltage-source inverters which can be installed either on roof-top or in the solar

farm. Conventionally, there exist management entities such as distributed system operator (DSO)

monitoring and operating the PV resources through the local communication channels. With emergent

PV penetration, distribution network gradually grows to be an active participant in power networks

that can deliver power and service to its users and the main grid (see the bidirectional power flows in

Figure 2.2 stage-d). Nevertheless, this also confronts the new challenges to the safety and resilience of
5Note that this property was not described in the past introduction of Shapley value [24]. Nevertheless, it is the

underlying insight to construct the Shapley value, so we mention it here as a property.
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power networks, since the active power generated by PV penetration is uncertain due to the weather

conditions (i.e., difficult to be modelled in closed form). This motivates us to apply MARL as a

solution to mitigate this issue in this thesis.

2.3.2 System Model and Voltage Deviation

In this thesis, we consider medium (10-24kV) and low (0.23-1kV) voltage distribution networks

where PVs are highly penetrated. We model the distribution network in Figure 2.2 as a tree graph

G = (V,E), where V = {0, 1, . . . , N} and E = {1, 2, . . . , N} represent the set of nodes (buses) and

edges (branches) respectively [67]. Bus 0 is considered as the connection to the main grid, balancing

the active and reactive power in the distribution network. For each bus i ∈ V , let vi and θi be the

magnitude and phase angle of the complex voltage and sj = pi + jqi be the complex power injection.

Then the active and reactive power injection can be defined as follows:

pPV

i − pL

i = v2i
∑
j∈Vi

gij − vi
∑
j∈Vi

vj (gij cos θij + bij sin θij) , ∀i ∈ V \ {0}

qPV

i − qLi = −v2i
∑
j∈Vi

bij + vi
∑
j∈Vi

vj (gij sin θij + bij cos θij) , ∀i ∈ V \ {0}
(2.32)

where Vi := {j | (i, j) ∈ E} is the index set of buses connected to bus i . gij and bij are the

conductance and susceptance on branch (i , j ). θij = θi− θj is the phase difference between bus i and

j . pPV
i and qPV

i are active power and reactive power of the PV on the bus i (that are zeros if there is

no PV on the bus i). pL
i and qLi are active power and reactive power of the loads on the bus i (that are

zeros if there is no loads on the bus i). Eq. 2.32 can represent the power system dynamics which is

essential for solving the power flow problem and active voltage control problem [68] (see details in

Appendix A.1-A.2). For the safe and optimal operation, 5% voltage deviation is usually allowed, i.e.,

v0 = 1.0 per unit (p.u.) and 0.95 p.u. ≤ vi ≤ 1.05 p.u.,∀i ∈ V \ {0}. When the load is heavy during

the nighttime, the end-user voltage could be smaller than 0.95 p.u. [69]. In contrast, to export its

power, large penetration of pPV
i leads to reverse current flow that would increase vi out of the nominal

range (Figure 2.2-d) [70, 71].
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Two-Bus Network Analysis. To intuitively show up how voltage is varied by PVs and how PV

inverters can participate in the voltage control, we give an example for a two-bus distribution network

as shown in Figure 2.3. In Figure 2.3, z0i = r0i + jx0i represents the impedance on branch (0, i); r0i

and x0i are resistance and reactance on branch (0, i), respectively; pL
i and qL

i denote active and reactive

power consumption, respectively; pPV
i and qPV

i indicate active and reactive PV power generation,

respectively. The parent bus voltage v0 is set as the reference for the two-bus network.

Figure 2.3: Two-bus electric circuit of the distribution network.

The voltage drop ∆v0i = v0 − vi in Figure 2.3 can be approximated as follows:

∆v0i =
r0i(p

L
i − pPV

i ) + x0i(q
L
i − qPV

i )

vi
. (2.33)

The power loss of the 2-bus network in Figure 2.3 can be written as follows:

Ploss =
(pL

i − pPV
i )2 + (qLi − qPV

i )2

v20
· r0i. (2.34)

Traditional Voltage Control Methods. Conventionally, PVs are not allowed to participate in the

voltage control so that qPV
i is restricted to 0 by the grid code. To export its power, large penetration

of pPV
i may increase vi out of its safe range, causing reverse current flow [70, 71]. Voltage control

devices, such as shunt capacitor (SC) and step voltage regulator (SVR) are usually equipped in the

network to maintain the voltage level [72]. Nonetheless, these methods cannot respond to intermittent

solar radiation, e.g. frequent voltage fluctuation due to cloud cover [73]. Additionally, with the rising

PV penetration in the network, the operation of traditional regulators would be at their control limit

(i.e. runaway condition) [74].
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Inverter-based Volt/Var Control. To adapt to the continually rising PV penetration, grid-support

services, such as voltage and reactive power control are required for every new-installed PV by the

latest grid code IEEE Std-1547™-2018 [75]. For instance, the PV reactive power can be regulated by

the PV inverter under partial static synchronous compensator (STATCOM) mode [76]. Depending

on the voltage deviation levels, the inverter can inject or absorb different amount of reactive power

exceeding its capacity [77]. This control method is then named as Volt/Var control, as the reactive

power (with unit VAR) is determined by the voltage (with unit Volt). Intuitively by Eq. 2.33, when

the voltage increases due to large PV penetration in the lunch-time, the PV inverter absorbs reactive

power, while during the night-time, the full inverter capacity is used to balance voltage fluctuation

caused by increasing load [74]. Note that the only control variable in Eq. 2.33 and Eq. 2.34 is qPV
i

which represents reactive power generated by the PV. Based on Eq. 2.33, to enforce zero voltage

deviation, the reactive power should satisfy the following condition such that

qPV

i =
r0i
x0i

(pL

i − pPV

i ) + qLi . (2.35)

Since the ratio r0i/x0i in the distribution network is extremely large, qPV
i could become negative

(i.e. absorbing reactive power) with great magnitude during the period of the peak PV injection (i.e.,

pPV
i ≫ pL

i ). From Eq. 2.34, to achieve the least power loss, qPV
i needs to be equal to qLi (i.e. no reactive

power injection). This result may conflict with the voltage control target in Eq. 2.35, implying that it is

hard to simultaneously maintain safe voltage levels and minimise the power losses, even for the two-

bus network. This section only demonstrates a 2-bus network which has linear relationship between

voltage deviation and PV reactive power. Although the power systems in the real world are non-linear

and more complex, they possess the same phenomenon on the contradiction between voltage control

and power loss minimisation.

2.3.3 Foundation of Voltage Control in Power System

Power Flow. The power flow problem is designed to find the steady-state operation point of a power

system. After measuring power injections pPV
i − pL

i and qPV
i − qLi , the bus voltages vi∠θi can be
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retrieved by iteratively solving Eq. 2.32 using Newton-Raphson or Gauss-Seidel method [78]. The

power plow serves as the fundamental role in grid planning and security assessment by locating any

voltage deviations. It is also used as the system dynamics to generate observations during the runs of

MARL.

Optimal Power Flow. Optimal power flow (OPF) is an optimization problem that aims at mini-

mizing the total power loss subject to the power balance constraints defined in Eq. 2.32, PV reactive

power limits, and bus voltage limits [78]. As the centralized OPF has full access to the system topol-

ogy, measurements, and PV resources, it provides the optimal active voltage control performance and

can be used as a benchmark method. However, the performance of the OPF highly depends on the

accuracy of the grid model and the optimisation is time-consuming which makes it difficult to be

deployed online.

The OPF considered in this paper can be briefly formulated as:

minqPV
i

p0

s.t. Eq. 2.32

|qPV
i | ≤ qPV

i,max, i ∈ V PV

vi,min ≤ vi ≤ vi,max, i ∈ V \ 0

v0 = vref,

(2.36)

where p0 and v0 are active power and reference voltage of the slack bus, respectively. V PV is the

index set of the buses equipped with PVs. pPV
i , qPV

i , and si are the active power, reactive power,

and the capacity of PV at bus i, respectively. In this thesis, each PV inverter is oversized with si =

1.2 pi,max,∀i ∈ V PV . The maximum PV reactive power is qPV
i,max =

√
s2i − (pPV

i )2. Note that the

objective of the OPF problem is equivalent to minimizing the overall power loss. Eq. 2.36 may be

infeasible due to the large penetration of PVs. In this case, slack variables can be added on the voltage

constraint.

Droop Control. To regulate local voltage deviation, the standard droop control defines a piece-wise

linear relationship between PV reactive power generation and voltage deviation at a bus equipped
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with inverter-based PVs [73, 75]. It is a fully decentralised control and ignore both the total voltage

divisions and the power loss. The droop control, as recommended by IEEE Std-1547™-2018 [75],

follows the control strategy qPV
i = f(vi), where qPV

i and vi are the PV reactive power and the voltage

measurement of a PV bus i. f(·) is piecewise linear as shown in Figure 2.4. In more details, vref

represents the voltage set point (e.g. 1.0 p.u.). va and vd represent the saturation regions limited by

the PV inverter capacity and the current PV active power. There also exists a dead-band between vb

and vc that does not require any control. For the voltage lower than vb, the inverter provides reactive

power proportional to the voltage deviation against vref. If the voltage is higher than vc, the inverter

absorbs reactive power until convergence achieves. The droop control only requires the local voltage

measurements, which is simple and efficient to be implemented. However, it cannot directly minimise

the power losses nor respond to fast voltage changes. For simplicity, we set vb = vc = vref in this

thesis.

Voltage (p.u.)𝑣!"#𝑣$ 𝑣%𝑣& 𝑣'
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Figure 2.4: Illustration of the droop control law.

2.3.4 Active Voltage Control

Traditional Methods for Active Voltage Control. Voltage rising and fluctuation problem in dis-

tribution networks has been studied for 20 years [70]. The traditional voltage regulation devices

such as OLTC and capacitor banks [72] are often installed at substations and therefore may not be

effective in regulating voltages at the far end of the line [79]. The emergence of distributed gener-

ation, such as root-top PVs, introduces new approaches for voltage regulation by the active reactive
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power control of grid-connected inverters [80]. The state-of-the-art active voltage control strategies

can be roughly classified into two categories: (1) reactive power dispatch based on optimal power

flow (OPF) [74, 81]; and (2) droop control based on local voltage and power measurements [82, 83].

Specifically, centralised OPF [67,84,85] minimises the power loss while fulfilling voltage constraints

(e.g. power flow equation defined in Eq. 2.32); distributed OPF [86,87] used distributed optimization

techniques, such as alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM), to replace the centralised

solver. The primary limitation of OPF is the need of exact system model [88]. Besides, solving con-

strained optimisation problem is time-consuming, so it is difficult to respond to the rapid change of

load profile [73]. On the other hand, droop control only depends on its local measurements, but its

performance severely relies on the manually-designed parameters, which is often sub-optimal due to

the lack of global information [73]. It is possible to enhance droop control by distributed algorithms,

but extra communications are needed [79,89]. In this thesis, we investigate the possibility of applying

MARL to the active voltage control problem. Compared with the previous works on traditional meth-

ods, (1) MARL is model-free, so no exact system model is needed; and (2) the response of MARL is

fast to handle the rapid changes of environments (e.g. the intermittency of renewable energy).

Multi-Agent Reinforcement Learning for Active Voltage Control. We now discuss the previous

works that applied MARL to active voltage control problem in the power system community. [90,91]

applied MADDPG with reactive power of inverters or static var compensators (SVCs) as control

actions. [92] applied MADDPG with a manually designed voltage inner loop, so that agents set ref-

erence voltage (instead of reactive power) as their control actions. [93] applied MATD3 also with re-

active power as control actions. [94] applied MASAC, where both reactive power and the curtailment

of active power are used as control actions. In the above works, distribution networks are divided

into regions, with each region controlled by a single agent [95, 96]. It is not clear if these MARL

approaches scales well for increasing number of agents. In particular, it is not clear if each single

inverter in a distribution network can behave as an independent agent. In this thesis, we model the

active voltage control problem as a decentralized partially observable Markov decision process (Dec-

POMDP) [97], where each inverter is controlled by an agent. We propose Bowl-shape as a barrier

function to represent voltage constraint as part of the reward.
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Theory and Method

In this chapter, we introduce the main contributions of this thesis. We firstly extend convex game

to Markov decision process, named Markov convex game. Then, we justify that applying payoff

distribution schemes in the Markov convex game as a credit assignment scheme to solve a global

reward game is feasible. Thereby, we have showed that credit assignment is valid in a global re-

ward game from the perspective of cooperative game theory. Next, we extend Shapley value, a

payoff distribution scheme in the convex game, to Markov convex game, named Markov Shapley

value, and incorporate the Markov Shapley value into the MARL algorithmic framework, forming a

generic theoretical framework. Based on the theoretical framework, we derive three Shapley value

based MARL algorithms called Shapley Q-learning (SHAQ), Shapley value deep deterministic policy

gradient (SQDDPG) and Shapley value model-free proximal policy gradient (SMFPPO). Finally, we

extend the theoretical framework to partial observability and show how the above Shapley value based

MARL algorithms can be tweaked to solve partially observable tasks in practice.

3.1 Markov Convex Game

Extending from convex game, we now formally define Markov convex game (MCG) that can be

described as a tuple Γ = ⟨N ,S,A, T,Λ, π, Rt, γ⟩. N is the set of all agents. S is the set of states and

A = ×i∈NAi is the joint action set of all agents wherein Ai is each agent’s action set. T (s′, s, a) =

36
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Pr(s′|s, a) is defined as the transition probability between two states. CS = {C1, ..., Cn} is a coalition

structure, where Ci ⊆ N called a coalition is a subset of all agents. Λ is a collection of coalition

structures. ∅ andN are two special cases of coalitions, i.e., the empty coalition and the grand coalition

respectively. Conventionally, it is assumed that Cm ∩ Ck = ∅,∀Cm, Ck ⊆ N . π = ×i∈Nπi is the

joint policy of all agents. For any coalition C, a coalition policy πC(aC|s) = ×i∈Cπi(ai|s) is defined

over the coalition action set AC = ×i∈CAi. Therefore, π can be seen as the grand coalition policy.

R : S × AC → [0,∞) as a characteristic function is the coalition reward function. Accordingly,

R(s, a) is the grand coalition reward for St = s and At = a at time step t, which could be shortened

as Rt for conciseness in the rest of this thesis. γ ∈ (0, 1) is the discounted factor. The infinite long-

term discounted cumulative coalition rewards is defined as V πC(s) = EπC

[∑∞
t=1 γ

t−1Rt(s, aC) | St =

s
]
∈ [0,∞), called a coalition value. Moreover, the empty coalition value V π∅(s) = 0 and V π(s)

denotes the grand coalition value. If the grand coalition value is equivalent to a global reward, then

the grand coalition value is equal to a global value.

The solution to MCG is finding a tuple
〈
CS, (maxπi

xi(s))i∈N
〉
, where (maxπi

xi(s))i∈N indicates the

payoff distribution under the optimal joint policy given a coalition structure CS . Under the assumption

that Cm ∩ Ck = ∅,∀Cm, Ck ⊆ N , the condition for MCG becomes the inequality as follows:

max
πC∪

V πC∪ (s) ≥ max
πCm

V πCm (s) + max
πCk

V πCk (s), ∀Cm, Ck ⊆ N , C∪ = Cm ∪ Ck. (3.1)

In an MCG with the grand coalition as the coalition structure, i.e., CS = {N}, Markov core, a

solution concept describing stability, is defined as a set of payoff distribution schemes by which no

agent has incentives to deviate from the grand coalition to gain more profits. Mathematically, Markov

core is expressed as follows:

MarkovCore(Γ) =

{(
max
πi

xi(s)

)
i∈N

∣∣∣∣max
πC

x(s|C) ≥ max
πC

V πC(s),∀C ⊆ N , s ∈ S
}
, (3.2)

where maxπC x(s|C) =
∑

i∈C maxπi
xi(s). The objective of the MCG is finding a payoff distribution

scheme (xi(s))i∈N that finally converges to Markov core under the optimal joint policy.

To assist the application on Q-learning, we similarly define coalition Q-value asQπC(s, aC) ∈ [0,+∞)
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for all coalitions C ⊂ N . Following the above convention, the grand coalition Q-value (or the global

Q-value) can be written as Qπ(s, a). Moreover, the optimal coalition Q-value of a coalition C with

respect to the optimal joint policy of another coalitionD⊆ C (i.e., π∗
D) and the sub-optimal joint policy

of the coalition C\D (i.e., πC\D) is defined as Qπ∗
D(s, aC). Therefore, the optimal coalition Q-value

of a coalition C with respect to the optimal joint policy of the coalition C is defined as Qπ∗
C(s, aC).

Similarly, the optimal global coalition Q-value with respect to the optimal joint policy of the grand

coalition is denoted as Qπ∗
(s, a).

Eq. 3.1 implies a fact existing in most real-life scenarios that a larger coalition results in the greater

distributed payoffs (see Remark 1) and therefore the greater optimal global value in cooperation,

which directly increases agents’ incentives to join the grand coalition. This interpretation for the

dynamic scenario in this thesis is consistent with the static scenario given by [66], which is also

known as the snowball effect.

Remark 1. Suppose that there are two coalitions T ,S such that T ⊂ S ⊂N and an agent i ∈ N\S .

For convenience, we denote C1 = T ∪ {i} and C2 = S, and thus C∩ = C1 ∩ C2 = (T ∪ {i})∩ S = T

and C∪ = C1 ∪ C2 = (T ∪ {i}) ∪ S = S ∪ {i}. By Eq. 3.1, we can write down the following

inequalities such that

max
πS∪{i}

V πS∪{i}(s)−max
πS

V πS (s) = max
πC∪

V πC∪ (s)−max
πC2

V πC2 (s)

≥ max
πC1

V πC1 (s)−max
πC∩

V πC∩ (s)

= max
πT ∪{i}

V πT ∪{i}(s)−max
πT

V πT (s).

(3.3)

It is intuitive to see that each agent can gain more payoffs if the size of the coalition grows.

3.2 Validity of Credit Assignment in Global Reward Game

In this section, we show up the connection between global reward game and Markov convex game,

and then show the validity of credit assignment in a global reward game. More specifically, we mainly

prove two following results: (1) Finding the payoff distribution under the grand coalition in Markov
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core also maximizing the social welfare (see Proposition 1); (2) solving a Markov convex game under

the grand coalition is equivalent to solving a global reward game (see Theorem 2). Accordingly, the

purpose of solving a global reward game is more evident and a global reward game is able to be

represented as a Markov convex game under the grand coalition. Thereafter, it is feasible to solve a

global reward game by a payoff distribution scheme defined in the Markov convex game (e.g. Markov

Shapley value) as a credit assignment scheme. As a result, we have showed that credit assignment is

valid to solve a global reward game from the perspective of cooperative game theory.

Lemma 1 ( [24] ). If an outcome (CS,x) is in the core of a characteristic function game ⟨N , V ⟩, then

V (CS) ≥ V (CS ′) for every coalition structure CS ′ ∈ CSN , where V (CS) =
∑

C∈CS V (C) denotes the

social welfare under the coalition structure CS and CSN is the set of all possible coalition structures.

Proposition 1. For an Markov convex game, if an outcome with the grand coalition as the coali-

tion structure (i.e., {N}) is in the Markov core, then it leads to the maximal social welfare, i.e.,

maxπ V
π({N}) ≥ maxπ V

π(CS ′) for every coalition structure CS ′ ∈ CSN .

Proof. We first define maxπ V
π(s; CS) =

∑
C∈CS maxπC V

πC(s). Since Markov convex game is a

characteristic function game and Markov core is an analogue of the core in convex game, if we define

maxπC V
πC(s) = Ṽ (C) for an arbitrary s ∈ S, the result is directly obtained.

Proposition 1 shows that solving payoff distribution under the grand coalition for satisfying Markov

core also maximize the social welfare with respect to the coalition structure. This gives more insight

into the reason why we need to use Markov core as the solution concept for solving Markov convex

game.

Theorem 2. If an outcome with the grand coalition as the coalition structure (i.e., {N}) is in the

Markov core, then solving a Markov convex game under the grand coalition is equivalent to solving

a global reward game.

Proof. If an outcome with the grand coalition as the coalition structure (i.e., {N}) is in the Markov

core, we can conclude that maxπ V
π(s; {N}) is the resulting objective function which we need to
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optimize to find the stationary optimal joint policy. Since maxπ V
π(s; {N}) = maxπ V

π(s), we can

observe that solving the objective function resulting from a Markov convex game is equivalent to

solving the objective function of a global reward game.

By Theorem 2, the result from Proposition 1 can be regarded as a reason to clarify the motivation of

studying the global reward game from the perspective of cooperative game theory. Furthermore, the

payoff distribution scheme belonging to the Markov core obeys a relationship such that maxπ V
π(s) =∑

i∈N maxπi
xi(s) by definition. This result provides a justification for applying credit assignment

(a.k.a. value decomposition or factorization in some literature [15, 62]) in a global reward game

from the perspective of cooperative game theory, by unifying the concepts of payoff distribution

scheme and credit assignment scheme. In the rest of this thesis, we may replace the concept “payoff

distribution” with “credit assignment” for the ease of understanding.

When solving a global reward game as a Markov convex game under the grand coalition, the goal is

finding the optimal credit assignment scheme to satisfy the Markov core. This leads to the definition

of Markov Shapley value which is the optimal credit assignment scheme reaching the Markov core,

and therefore can be used to solve the global reward game. We will introduce the construction of

Markov Shapley value in details in Section 3.3. Before that, we show the relationship among Markov

convex game, global reward game and Markov Shapley value in a diagram as shown in Figure 3.1 for

clarity.

3.3 Shapley Value for Multi-Agent Reinforcement Learning

In this chapter, we introduce how Shapley value is incorporated into the framework of multi-agent

reinforcement learning. Overall, we extend marginal contribution to Markov convex game. Next, we

form Markov Shapley value in the Markov convex game by the new defined marginal contribution

and prove that the properties of original Shapley value are inherited. Then, we derive a theoretical

framework based on Bellman equation and Bellman operator, to regularize the optimality of Markov

Shapley value and the approach to find it respectively. Furthermore, by approximating the compo-

nents defined above, we derive Shapley value Q-learning, Shapley Q-value deep deterministic policy
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Markov Convex Game
Under the grand coalition

Find a solution in Markov core

Markov Shapley Value
The optimal credit assignment scheme

Global Reward Game
With a team of agents

Maximize the global value

Figure 3.1: Solving a Markov convex game under the grand coalition by finding a solution in the
Markov core, is equivalent to, solving a global reward game with a team of agents to maximize the
global value. For this reason, Markov Shapley value belonging to the Markov core can be used as the
optimal credit assignment scheme to solve a global reward game.

gradient, and Shapley model-free proximal policy gradient. Finally, we establish the relationship be-

tween the proposed framework and algorithms in this thesis, and prior works. To ease reading, the

important definitions, conditions and theorems are wrapped with shading boxes which readers can

follow to avoid losing themselves in the loads of mathematical languages.

3.3.1 Assumptions

Assumption 1. We assume the following conditions hold: (1) The state space and the action space

are finite and (2) The joint policy is stationary.

Assumption 2. For the ease of analysis, in this thesis we assume that each agent’s policy will not be

affected by coalition formation. In other words, each agent’s policy is regarded as its inherent feature,

which is invariant throughout the interaction with other agents.

Assumption 3. Any coalition policy can be factorised into a permutation of decentralised (i.e., dis-

joint) policies, i.e., πC = ×i∈Cπi, where πi is agent i’s policy. Each πC uniquely corresponds to a

V πC(s) as a characteristic function (i.e., a set-valued function). Meanwhile, policies of the agents

outside an coalition will not affect the coalition and therefore not change the coalition value (or

coalition Q-value).
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Assumption 4. If an agent i is a dummy in an arbitrary state s ∈ S , it will not provide any contri-

bution to any coalition Ci ⊆ N\{i} such that V πC(s) = V πC∪{i}(s). Additionally, no members in the

coalition Ci will react in another way after an agent i joins.

Assumption 5. If two arbitrary agent i and agent j are symmetric in an arbitrary state s ∈ S,

V πC∪{i}(s) = V πC∪{j}(s) to any coalitions C ⊆ N\{i, j}. Literally, the contributions of these two

agents are equal to any coalition C.

Assumption 6. For any agent i ∈ N , its optimal Markov Shapley value in an arbitrary s ∈ S denoted

as maxπi
V ϕ
i (s) satisfies the following equation such that

max
πi

V ϕ
i (s) =

∑
Ci ⊆ N\{i}

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·max

πi

Φi(s|Ci),

where πi is agent i ’s policy.

Assumption 1 shows the common conditions for the ease of analysis in the Markov decission pro-

cess. Assumption 2 depicts a hypothesis that each agent’s policy will not be affected by coalition

formation, which supports the coalition policy factorisation shown in Assumption 3. Assumption 3

is natural to hold given the chain rule in probability theory, the independence of each agent’s policy

and the definition of value function in reinforcement learning. Assumption 4 and 5 directly inherit

the definitions from cooperative game theory [24]. Assumption 6 inherits the definition from Shapley

value [16] with extra consideration of agent i’s policy, an underlying condition of which is that the

maximizer (i.e., πi) of each Φi(s|Ci) ∈ {Φi(s|Ci)|Ci ⊆ N\{i}} needs to be identical, in any s ∈ S. In

other words, it implies that different permutations to from the grand coalition correspond to different

long-term rewards that probably encode some unexpected events (i.e., each permutation is mapped

to a marginal contribution of agent i), but with the same optimal policy as the solutions. Therefore,

learning through Markov Shapley value is primarily for the fair credit assignment, with no changes to

each agent’s optimal policy. We argue for the existence of this condition by Example 3.

Example 3. Suppose that there are two agents in total (i.e., |N | = 2), and we consider an arbitrary

agent i belonging to N whose action set is defined as Ai = {0, 0.15, 0.25}. Accordingly, there are

only two intermediate coalitions for the agent i to join and therefore two marginal contributions. To
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ease understanding, we only discuss a two-stage scenario and the result can be naturally extended

to long-term scenarios. Agent i’s policy can be expressed as a sequence of actions such that πi =

⟨a0i , a1i ⟩. The set of marginal contributions of the agent i is supposed to be a setM such that

M =
{
Φi(s|{−i}) := −(a0i + a1i − 0.5)2 + 1 + ||s||2,Φi(s|∅) := sin(a0i + a1i ) + ||s||2

}
.

Since V ϕ
i (s) =

1
2
(Φi(s|{−i}) + Φi(s|∅)), it is easy to observe that Assumption 6 holds.

3.3.2 Marginal Contribution

By the view of cooperative game theory, the grand coalition is progressively formed by a permuta-

tion of agents. Accordingly, a marginal contribution measures the contribution of any agent i to an

arbitrary intermediate coalition, as shown in Definition 3.

Definition 3. In a Markov convex game, when a permutation of agents ⟨j1, j2, ..., j|N|⟩,∀jn ∈ N

forms the grand coalition N , where n ∈ {1, ..., |N |}, ja ̸= jb if a ̸= b, the marginal contribution

of an agent i is defined as the following equation such that

Φi(s|Ci) = max
πCi

V πCi∪{i}(s)−max
πCi

V πCi (s), (3.4)

where Ci = {j1, ..., jn−1} for jn = i is an arbitrary intermediate coalition in which the agent i

would join during the process of forming the grand coalition.

Proposition 2. Agent i’s action marginal contribution can be derived as follows:

Φi(s, ai|Ci) = max
aCi

Qπ∗
Ci (s, aCi∪{i})−max

aCi

Qπ∗
Ci (s, aCi). (3.5)

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.1.

As Proposition 2 shows, an agent’s action marginal contribution (analogous to Q-value) can be derived

according to Eq. 3.5. It is usually more useful in solving MARL problems.
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We now introduce some preliminary results about the marginal contribution to support analysis of the

Markov Shapley value. Although we show in Lemma 2 and Proposition 4 that the coalitional stability

and efficiency of the marginal contribution are satisfied, the fairness cannot hold. This motivates us

to further propose the Markov Shapley value to settle this problem.

Proposition 3. ∀Ci ⊆ N and ∀s ∈ S, Eq. 3.1 is satisfied if and only if maxπi
Φi(s|Ci) ≥ 0.

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.1.

Lemma 2. The optimal marginal contribution is a solution in the Markov core under a Markov convex

game with the grand coalition.

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.1.

Proposition 4. In a Markov Convex Game with the grand coalition, the marginal contribution satis-

fies the property of efficiency: maxπ V
π(s) =

∑
i∈N maxπi

Φi(s|Ci).

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.1.

3.3.3 Markov Shapley Value

It is apparent that a marginal contribution only considers one permutation to form the grand coalition.

From the viewpoint of Shapley [16], fairness is achieved through considering how much the an agent

i increases the optimal values (i.e. marginal contributions) of all possible coalitions when it joins in,

i.e., maxπCi
V πCi∪{i}(s) −maxπCi

V πCi (s),∀Ci ⊆ N\{i}. Following the same philosophy, we define

the Shapley value under Markov convex game based on the novel marginal contributions and action

marginal contributions defined in the Markov convex game (see Definition 3 and Proposition 2), as

shown in Definition 4, named as Markov Shapley value (MSV).

Definition 4. Markov Shapley value is represented as

V ϕ
i (s) =

∑
Ci ⊆ N\{i}

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
· Φi(s|Ci). (3.6)
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With the deterministic policy, Markov Shapley value can be equivalently represented as

Qϕ
i (s, ai) =

∑
Ci ⊆ N\{i}

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·Φi(s, ai|Ci). (3.7)

where Φi(s|Ci) is defined in Eq. 3.4 and Φi(s, ai|Ci) is defined in Eq. 3.5.

For convenience, we name Eq. 3.7 as Markov Shapley Q-value (MSQ). Briefly speaking, MSV

calculates the weighted average of marginal contributions. Since a coalition may repeatedly ap-

pear among all permutations (i.e., |N |! permutations), the ratio between the occurrence frequency

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)! and the total frequency |N |! is used as a weight to describe the importance

of the corresponding marginal contribution. Besides, the sum of all weights is equal to 1, so each

weight can be interpreted as a probability measure. Consequently, MSV can be seen as the expec-

tation of marginal contributions, denoted as ECi∼Pr(Ci|N\{i}) [Φi(s|Ci)]. Note that Pr(Ci|N\{i}) is a

bell-shaped probability distribution. By the above relationship, Remark 2 is directly obtained.

Remark 2. Uniformly sampling different permutations is equivalent to sampling from Pr(Ci|N\{i}),

since the coalition generation is led by the permutations to form the grand coalition.

Proposition 5 shows three properties of MSV. The most important property is Property (ii) that aids

the formulation of Shapley-Bellman optimality equation. Property (iii) provides a fundamental mech-

anism to quantitatively describe “fairness” among agents. Property (i) and (iii) play important roles in

interpretation of credit assignment (or value factorisation). Property (iv) indicates that if two agents

are symmetric, then their optimal MSVs should be equal, but the reverse does not necessarily hold.

All these properties that define the fairness inherit the properties of the original Shapley value [16].

Proposition 5. Markov Shapley value possesses properties as follows: (i) identifiability of dummy

agents: V ϕ
i (s) = 0; (ii) efficiency: maxπ V

π(s) =
∑

i∈N maxπi
V ϕ
i (s); (iii) reflecting the contribu-

tion; and (iv) symmetry.

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.2.
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3.3.4 Shapley Value Based Multi-Agent Q-Learning

Condition 1. The conditions that enable Shapley-Bellman optimality equation to hold are shown

as follows:

C.1. Efficiency of MSV (i.e. the result from Proposition 5);

C.2. Qϕ∗

i (s, ai) = wi(s, ai)Q
π∗
(s, a)− bi(s), where wi(s, ai) > 0 and bi(s) ≥ 0 are bounded and∑

i∈N wi(s, ai)
−1bi(s) = 0,

Shapley-Bellman Optimality Equation. Based on Bellman optimality equation [37] and Condi-

tion 1, we derive Shapley-Bellman optimality equation (SBOE) for evaluating the optimal MSQ (i.e.

an equivalent form to the optimal MSV) such that

Qϕ∗
(s, a) = w(s, a)

∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a)

[
R + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ∗

i (s′, ai)

]
− b(s), (3.8)

where w(s, a) = [wi(s, ai)]
⊤ ∈ R|N|

+ ; b(s) = [bi(s)]
⊤ ∈ R|N|

≥0 ; Qϕ∗
(s, a) = [Qϕ∗

i (s, ai)]
⊤ ∈ R|N|

≥0

and Qϕ∗

i (s, ai) denotes the optimal MSQ. If Eq. 3.8 holds, the optimal MSQ is achieved. More-

over, as shown in Proposition 6, for any s ∈ S and a∗
i = argmaxai Q

ϕ∗

i (s, ai), we have a solution

wi(s, a
∗
i ) = 1/|N |.1 In other words, the assigned credits would be equal and each agent would re-

ceive Qπ∗
(s, a)/|N | if performing the optimal actions, for which the efficiency still holds. This can

be interpreted as an extremely fair credit assignment such that the credit to each agent is not dis-

criminated if all of them perform optimally, regardless of their roles.2 Nevertheless, wi(s, ai) for

ai ̸= argmaxai Q
ϕ∗

i (s, ai) still needs to be learned.

Proposition 6. For any s ∈ S and a∗
i = argmaxai Q

ϕ∗

i (s, ai), we have a solution wi(s, a
∗
i ) = 1/|N |.

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.2.

1Note that this is only one solution of wi for the optimal action. In other words, there exist other solutions but perhaps
less interpretable.

2The equal credit assignment was also revealed by [98] from another perspective of analysis.
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Shapley-Bellman Operator. To find an optimal solution described in Eq. 3.8, we now propose an

operator called Shapley-Bellman operator (SBO), i.e., Υ : ×i∈NQ
ϕ
i (s, ai) 7→ ×i∈NQ

ϕ
i (s, ai), which

is formally defined as follows:

Υ
(
×i∈NQ

ϕ
i (s, ai)

)
= w(s, a)

∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a)

[
R + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ
i (s

′, ai)

]
− b(s), (3.9)

where wi(s, ai) = 1/|N | when ai = argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai). We prove that the optimal joint determin-

istic policy can be achieved by recursively running SBO in Theorem 3 that is proved based on the

results from Lemma 3 and Corollary 1.

Lemma 3. For all s ∈ S and a ∈ A, Shapley-Bellman operator is a contraction mapping in a

non-empty complete metric space when maxs
{∑

i∈N maxai wi(s, ai)
}
< 1

γ
.

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.3.

Corollary 1. According to Banach fixed-point theorem [99], Shapley-Bellman operator admits a

unique fixed point. Moreover, starting by an arbitrary start point, the sequence recursively generated

by Shapley-Bellman operator can finally converge to that fixed point.

Proof. Since ⟨R|N |×|S||A|, || · ||1⟩ is a non-empty complete metric space and Shapley-Bellman operator

Υ is shown as a contraction mapping in Lemma 3, by Banach fixed-point theorem [99] we can directly

conclude that Shapley-Bellman operator Υ admits the unique fixed point. Furthermore, starting by an

arbitrary start point, the sequence recursively generated by Shapley-Bellman operator Υ can finally

converge to that fixed point.

Theorem 3. Shapley-Bellman operator converges to the optimal Markov Shapley Q-value and the

corresponding optimal joint deterministic policy when maxs
{∑

i∈N maxai wi(s, ai)
}
< 1

γ
.

Proof. By Corollary 1, we get that Shapley-Bellman operator admits the unique fixed point. Since

Shapley-Bellman optimality equation (i.e., Eq. 3.8) is obviously a fixed point for Shapley-Bellman

operator, it is not difficult to draw a conclusion that the optimal Markov Shapley Q-value is

achieved. Since the sum of the optimal Markov Shapley Q-values is equal to the optimal global

Q-value and the optimal global Q-value corresponds to the optimal joint deterministic policy,
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we show that the optimal joint deterministic policy is achieved. Furthermore, it is obvious that

Shapley-Bellman optimality equation can be transformed back to the Bellman optimality equation

with respect to the optimal global Q-value, given the property of efficiency of Markov Shapley

value.

Stochastic Approximation of Shapley-Bellman Operator. We now derive the stochastic approx-

imation of Shapley-Bellman operator over the value space, i.e. a form of Q-learning derived from

Shapley-Bellman operator. By sampling from Pr(s′|s, a) via Monte Carlo method, the Q-learning

algorithm can be expressed as follows:

Qϕ
t+1(s, a)← Qϕ

t (s, a) + αt(s, a)

[
w(s, a)

(
Rt + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(Qϕ
i )t(s

′, ai)

)
− b(s)−Qϕ

t (s, a)

]
.

(3.10)

Lemma 4 ( [100] ). The random process {∆t} taking values Rn defined as follows:

∆t+1(x) = (1− αt(x))∆t(x) + αt(x)Ft(x),

which converges to 0 w.p.1 under the following assumptions:

• 0 ≤ αt ≤ 1,
∑

t αt(x) =∞ and
∑

t α
2
t ≤ ∞;

• ||E[Ft(x)|Ft]||W ≤ δ||∆t||W , with 0 ≤ δ < 1;

• var[Ft(x)|Ft] ≤ C(1 + ||∆t||2W ), for C > 0.

Theorem 4. For a Markov convex game, the Q-learning algorithm derived by Shapley-Bellman

operator given by the update rule such that

Qϕ
t+1(s, a)← Qϕ

t (s, a) + αt(s, a)

[
w(s, a)

(
Rt + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(Qϕ
i )t(s

′, ai)

)
− b(s)−Qϕ

t (s, a)

]
,
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converges w.p.1 to the optimal Markov Shapley Q-value if

∑
t

αt(s, a) =∞
∑
t

α2
t (s, a) ≤ ∞ (3.11)

for all s ∈ S and a ∈ A as well as maxs
{∑

i∈N maxai wi(s, ai)
}
< 1

γ
.

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.3.

Shapley Q-Learning. For the easy implementation, we conduct transformation for the stochastic

approximation of SBO and derive Shapley Q-learning (SHAQ) whose TD error is shown as follows:

∆(s, a, s′) = R + γ
∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ
i (s

′, ai)−
∑
i∈N

δi(s, ai) Q
ϕ
i (s, ai), (3.12)

where

δi(s, ai) =


1 ai = argmaxai Q

ϕ
i (s, ai),

αi(s, ai) ai ̸= argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai).

(3.13)

Note that the closed-form expression of δi(s, ai) is written as |N |−1wi(s, ai)
−1. If inserting the con-

dition that wi(s, ai) = 1/|N | when ai = argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai) as well as defining δi(s, ai) as αi(s, ai)

when ai ̸= argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai), Eq. 3.13 is obtained. The term b(s) is cancelled in Eq. 3.12 thanks

to the condition that
∑

i∈N wi(s, ai)
−1bi(s) = 0. Note that the condition to wi(s, ai) in Theorem 3

should hold for the convergence of SHAQ in implementation. The details of the derivation of Shapley

Q-Learning are shown in the following paragraphs.

By stochastic approximation in value space, i.e. sampling s′ from Pr(s′|s, a) via Monte Carlo method,

Shapley-Bellman operator can be expressed as follows:

Qϕ(s, a) = w(s, a)

(
R + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ
i (s

′, ai)

)
− b(s), (3.14)

where w(s, a) = [wi(s, ai)]
⊤ ∈ R|N|

+ ; b(s) = [bi(s)]
⊤ ∈ R|N|

+ ; and Qϕ(s, a) = [Qϕ
i (s, ai)]

⊤ ∈ R|N|
+ .
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Since w(s, a) = diag
(
w(s, a)

)
1, where diag(·) denotes the diagonalization of a vector3 and 1

denotes the vector of ones, Eq. 3.14 can be equivalently represented as follows:

Qϕ(s, a) = diag
(
w(s, a)

)
1

(
R + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ
i (s

′, ai)

)
− b(s). (3.15)

Since wi(s, ai) > 0,∀i ∈ N , we can write the following equivalent form to Eq. 3.15 such that

diag
(
w(s, a)

)−1
Qϕ(s, a) = 1

(
R + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ
i (s

′, ai)

)
− diag

(
w(s, a)

)−1
b(s). (3.16)

Next, we multiply 1⊤ on both sides and obtain the following equation such that

∑
i∈N

1

wi(s, ai)
·Qϕ

i (s, ai) = |N |

(
R + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ
i (s

′, ai)

)
−
∑
i∈N

wi(s, ai)
−1bi(s). (3.17)

Since the condition that
∑

i∈N wi(s, ai)
−1bi(s) = 0, by dividing |N | on both sides we get the follow-

ing equation such that

∑
i∈N

1

|N |wi(s, ai)
·Qϕ

i (s, ai) = R + γ
∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ
i (s, ai). (3.18)

Since wi(s, ai) = 1/|N | when ai = argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai), by defining δi(s, ai) = 1

|N | wi(s,ai)
we can

get that

δi(s, ai) =


1 ai = argmaxai Q

ϕ
i (s, ai),

αi(s, ai) ai ̸= argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai),

(3.19)

where αi(s, ai) is a variable that expresses 1
|N | wi(s,ai)

when ai ̸= argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai) for the ease of

implementation.

Substituting Eq. 3.19 into Eq. 3.18, we can get the following equation such that

∑
i∈N

δi(s, ai) Q
ϕ
i (s, ai) = R + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ
i (s

′, ai). (3.20)

3It is a square diagonal matrix with the elements of vector v on the main diagonal, and the other entries of the matrix
are zeros.
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By rearranging Eq. 3.20, we obtain the TD error of Shapley Q-learning (SHAQ) such that

∆(s, a, s′) = R + γ
∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ
i (s

′, ai)−
∑
i∈N

δi(s, ai) Q
ϕ
i (s, ai). (3.21)

The solution resulting from the TD error of SHAQ is necessary for that resulting from the TD error

of Eq. 3.10 (i.e. the stochastic learning process that we proved to converge to the optimal Markov

Shapley Q-value in Theorem 4), and the condition maxs
{∑

i∈N maxai wi(s, ai)
}
< 1

γ
is required to

be satisfied so that the convergence to the optimality is possible to hold.

Next, we give a proof to show that the optimal MSV is a solution in the Markov core, as Theorem 5

shows. As a result, solving SBOE is equivalent to solving the Markov core and SHAQ is actually a

learning algorithm that reliably converges to the Markov core. As per the definition of Markov core,

we can say that SHAQ leads to the result that no agents have incentives to deviate from the grand

coalition. Additionally, by Proposition 1 we can conclude that reaching the Markov core is equivalent

to reaching the optimal social welfare with respect to coalition structures. These two statements

provide an interpretation of credit assignment for a global reward game. C.2 in Condition 1 maintains

the validity of the relationship between the optimal MSQ and the optimal global Q-value if there exist

dummy agents (see Remark 3), so that the definition of SBOE is valid for MCG and MSQ in almost

every case, which preserves the completeness of the theory.

Lemma 5. Markov core is a convex set.

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.4.

Theorem 5. The optimal Markov Shapley value is a solution in the Markov core for a Markov convex

game under the grand coalition.

Proof. The optimal Markov Shapley value is the affine combination of the optimal marginal contribu-

tions. We know that Markov core is a convex set by Lemma 5 and the optimal marginal contribution

is in the Markov core by Lemma 2. Since the affine combination of the points in a convex set is still

in this convex set, we get that the optimal Markov Shapley value is still in the Markov core.
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Remark 3. For an arbitrary state s ∈ S, by C.2 in Condition 1 it is not difficult to check that even if an

arbitrary agent i is a dummy (i.e., Qϕ∗

i (s, ai) = 0 for some i ∈ N ), Qπ∗
(s, a) and Qϕ∗

j (s, aj),∀j ̸= i

would not be zero if bi(s) ̸= 0. If the extreme case happens that for an arbitrary state s ∈ S all

agents are dummies, since
∑

i∈N wi(s, ai)
−1bi(s) = 0 we are allowed to set bi(s) = 0,∀i ∈ N so

that Qπ∗
(s, a) = 0 and the property of efficiency such that maxaQ

π∗
(s, a) =

∑
i∈N maxai Q

ϕ∗

i (s, ai)

is still valid.

Implementation of SHAQ. We now describe a practical implementation of SHAQ for decentralized

partially observable Markov decision process (Dec-POMDP) [101] (i.e., a global reward game but

with partial observations). First, the global state is replaced by the history of each agent to guarantee

the existence of the optimal deterministic joint policy [101]. Accordingly, Markov Shapley Q-value

is denoted as Qϕ
i (τi, ai), wherein τi is a history of partial observations of an arbitrary agent i. Since

the paradigm of centralised training decentralised execution (CTDE) [102] is applied, the global state

(i.e., s ∈ S) for α̂i(s, ai) can be obtained during learning.

Proposition 7. Suppose that any action marginal contribution can be factorised into the form such

that Φi(s, ai|Ci) = σ(s, aCi∪{i}) Q̂i(s, ai). With the condition that

ECi∼Pr(Ci|N\{i})
[
σ(s, aCi∪{i})

]
=


1 ai = argmaxai Q

ϕ
i (s, ai),

K ∈ (0, 1) ai ̸= argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai),

we have 
Qϕ

i (s, ai) = Q̂i(s, ai) ai = argmaxai Q̂i(s, ai),

αi(s, ai) Q
ϕ
i (s, ai) = α̂i(s, ai) Q̂i(s, ai) ai ̸= argmaxai Q̂i(s, ai),

(3.22)

where α̂i(s, ai) = ECi∼Pr(Ci|N\{i})

[
ψ̂i(s, ai; aCi)

]
and ψ̂i(s, ai; aCi) := αi(s, ai) σ(s, aCi∪{i}).

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.5.

Compatible with the decentralised execution, we use only one parametric function Q̂i(τi, ai) to di-

rectly approximate Qϕ
i (τi, ai). Under some conditions (see Proposition 7), the information about
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coalition formation can be equivalently transferred to ψ̂i(s, ai; aCi). As a result, δi(s, ai) is equivalent

to the form as follows:

δ̂i(s, ai) =


1 ai = argmaxai Q̂i(s, ai),

α̂i(s, ai) ai ̸= argmaxai Q̂i(s, ai),

(3.23)

where α̂i(s, ai) = ECi∼Pr(Ci|N\{i})

[
ψ̂i(s, ai; aCi)

]
. To solve partial observability, Q̂i(τi, ai) is em-

pirically represented as recurrent neural network (RNN) with GRUs [103]. ψ̂i(s, ai; aCi) is directly

approximated by a parametric function Fs + 1 and thus α̂i(s, ai) can be expressed as the following

equation such that

α̂i(s, ai) =
1

M

M∑
k=1

Fs

(
Q̂Ck

i
(τCk

i
, aCk

i
), Q̂i(τi, ai)

)
+ 1, (3.24)

where Q̂Ck
i
(τCk

i
, aCk

i
) = 1

|Ck
i |
∑

j∈Ck
i
Q̂j(τj, aj) and Cki is sampled M times from Pr(Ci|N\{i}) (im-

plemented as Remark 2 suggests) to approximate ECi∼Pr(Ci|N\{i})[ψ̂i(s, ai; aCi)] using Monte Carlo

approximation; and Fs is a monotonic function, with an absolute activation function on the output,

whose weights are generated from hyper-networks with the global state as the input. We show that

Eq. 3.24 satisfies the condition that maxs
{∑

i∈N maxai wi(s, ai)
}
< 1

γ
(see Proposition 8) and there-

fore the implementation of SHAQ is reliable and trustworthy.

Proposition 8. α̂i(s, ai) satisfies the condition maxs
{∑

i∈N maxai wi(s, ai)
}
< 1

γ
.

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.5.

Using the framework of fitted Q-learning [104] to solve an extremely large number of states (which

could be usually infinite) and plugging in the above designed modules, the practical least-square-error

loss function derived from Eq. 3.12 can be expressed as follows:

min
θ,λ

Es,τ,a,R,τ ′

 ( R + γ
∑
i∈N

max
ai

Q̂i(τ
′
i , ai; θ

−)−
∑
i∈N

δ̂i(s, ai;λ) Q̂i(τi, ai; θ)

)2
 , (3.25)

where all agents share the parameters of Q̂i(s, ai; θ) and α̂i(s, ai;λ) respectively; and Q̂i(s
′, ai; θ

−)
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works as the target Q-value function where θ− is periodically updated. The learning procedure follows

the paradigm of DQN [43], with a replay buffer to store the online collection of agents’ experiences.

To provide an overview of Shapley Q-learning, we present the pseudo code in Algorithm 1.

3.3.5 Shapley Value Based Multi-Agent Deterministic Policy Gradient

Since the Q-learning algorithm usually cannot deal with the problem with continuous actions, we

further propose a deep deterministic policy gradient (DDPG) algorithm [45] based on Markov Shapley

value, named as Shapley Q-value deep deterministic policy gradient (SQDDPG). First, SQDDPG

belongs to actor-critic methods (i.e., an approximation of generalized policy iteration), while SHAQ

belongs to value based methods (i.e., an approximation of value iteration). Since the value iteration

is equivalent to the policy iteration with one-step policy evaluation, we can directly learn an explicit

joint policy by optimizing the Markov Shapley Q-value for SQDDPG, as per the theory behind SHAQ.

Specifically, the learning procedure of SQDDPG repeatedly performs the following two-step process:

Step 1: min
θ

Es,a,R,s′

 ( R + γ
∑
i∈N

Q̂ϕ
i (s

′, a′i; θ
−)−

∑
i∈N

δ̂i(s, ai;λ)Q̂
ϕ
i (s, ai; θ)

)2
 .

Step 2: πi(s) ∈ argmax
ai

Q̂ϕ
i (s, ai; θ).

(3.26)

It is not difficult to observe that SQDDPG defined in Eq. 3.26 ideally converges to the same optimal

Markov Shapley Q-values as SHAQ does (due to the equivalence between one-step policy iteration

and value iteration) such that

Es,s′

 ( max
a

R(s, a) + γ
∑
i∈N

max
a′i

Q̂ϕ∗

i (s′, a′i)−
∑
i∈N

max
ai

Q̂ϕ∗

i (s, ai)

)2
 = 0. (3.27)

Nevertheless, when we derive SHAQ the important factor to decide δ̂i(s, ai;λ) is the solution of

wi(s, a
∗
i ) that is defined as 1/|N | in Proposition 6. Different from the discrete action space consid-

ered in SHAQ, for the continuous action space considered in SQDDPG, it is expensive to distinguish

the optimal actions from the sub-optimal actions in practice. The main reason is that the continuous



3.3. Shapley Value for Multi-Agent Reinforcement Learning 55

Algorithm 1 Shapley Q-learning
1: Initialise a set of agents N and set N = |N |
2: Initialise Q̂i(τi, ai; θ) with the shared parameters among agents
3: Initialise α̂i(s, ai;λ) with the shared parameters among agents
4: Initialise Q̂i(τi, ai; θ

−) by copying Q̂i(τi, ai; θ) with the shared parameters among agents
5: Initialise a replay buffer B
6: repeat
7: Initialise a container E for storing an episode
8: Observe an initial global state s1 and each agent’s partial observation o1

i from an environment
9: for t=1:T do

10: Get τ ti = (omi )m=1:t for each agent
11: For each agent i , select an action

at
i =

{
a random action with probability ϵ
argmaxai Q̂

∗
i (τ

t
i , ai; θ) otherwise

12: Execute at
i of each agent to get the global reward Rt, st+1 and each agent’s ot+1

i

13: Store
〈
st, (oti)i=1:N , (a

t
i)i=1:N , R

t, st+1, (ot+1
i )i=1:N

〉
to E

14: end for
15: Store E to B
16: Sample a batch of episodes with batch size B from B
17: for each sampled episode do
18: for k=1:T do
19: Get each transition

〈
sk, (oki )i=1:N , (a

k
i )i=1:N , R

k, sk+1, (ok+1
i )i=1:N

〉
20: For each agent i , get τ ki = (omi )m=1:k

21: For each agent i , calculate Q̂i(τ
k
i , a

k
i ; θ)

22: For each agent i , calculate αi(s
k, aki ;λ) by Algorithm 2

23: For each agent i , calculate δi(sk, aki ;λ) as follows:

δ̂i(s
k, aki ;λ) =

{
1 aki = argmaxai Q̂i(s

k, ai; θ)

α̂i(s
k, aki ;λ) aki ̸= argmaxai Q̂i(s

k, ai; θ) (via Algorithm 2)

24: For each agent i , get τ k+1
i = (omi )m=1:k+1

25: For each agent i , get ak+1
i by argmaxai Q̂i(τ

k+1
i , ai; θ)

26: For each agent i , calculate Q̂i(τ
k+1
i , ak+1

i ; θ−)
27: end for
28: end for
29: Construct a loss as follows:

min
θ,λ

1

B

B∑
k=1

[ (
Rk + γ

∑
i∈N

max
aki

Q̂i(τ
k+1
i , ak+1

i ; θ−)−
∑
i∈N

δ̂i(s
k, aki ;λ) Q̂i(τ

k
i , a

k
i ; θ)

)2 ]
30: Update θ and λ through the above loss
31: Periodically update θ− by copying θ
32: until Q̂i(τi, ai; θ) converges

actions cannot be processed in parallel, while the discrete actions can. To address this problem, we

propose an approximation. In more details, it regards the actions for exploration collected from the
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Algorithm 2 Calculating α̂i(s, ai)

1: Input: s,
(
Q̂i(τi, ai; θ)

)
i=1:N

, M
2: Output:

(
α̂i(s, ai)

)
i=1:N

3: for each agent i do
4: Sample M preceding coalitions Cki ∼ Pr(Ci|N\{i})
5: for k=1:M do
6: Get Q̂Ck

i
(τCk

i
, aCk

i
) = 1

|Ck
i |
∑

j∈Ck
i
Q̂j(τj, aj)

7: end for

8: Get α̂i(s, ai) =
1

M

M∑
k=1

Fs

(
Q̂Ck

i
(τCk

i
, aCk

i
), Q̂i(τi, ai)

)
+ 1

9: end for

joint behaviour policy (i.e., an isotropic multivariable Gaussian distribution with a fixed variance) as

the optimal actions. In other words, the Gaussian distribution takes the place of the original deter-

ministic policy and becomes the optimal policy. Accordingly, the joint target policy also becomes a

Gaussian distribution to maintain the consistency. As a result, Step 1 becomes the following objective

function such that

min
θ

Es,a,R,s′,a′

 ( R + γ
∑
i∈N

Q̂ϕ
i (s

′, a′i; θ
−)−

∑
i∈N

Q̂ϕ
i (s, ai; θ)

)2
 . (3.28)

To guarantee that the joint policy is an ϵ-soft policy (i.e., π(a|s) > 0), we additionally bound the

random variable so that it becomes a truncated Gaussian distribution. Owing to the ϵ-soft policy

theorem [38], the above approximation is guaranteed to converge to the nearly-optimal joint policy.

Since the Gaussian distribution is formed by adding a white noise to the joint deterministic policy,

the mode of π(a|s) (i.e., the mean of the Gaussian distribution) should be the optimal action. In

other words, the original deterministic policy gradient is still valid under optimizing the mean of each

agent’s Gaussian distribution µθi .
4 Applying the deterministic policy gradient [19], Step 2 becomes

the following update operation such that

θi ← θi + αi∇θiJ(θi), (3.29)

4Note that it is consistent with the Step 1 that the we tend to obtain a nearly-optimal policy by a Gaussian distribution
centered with the optimal action for each agent.
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where

∇θiJ(θi) = E
[
∇θiµθi(s)∇aiQ̂

ϕ
i (s, ai;ωi)|ai=µθi

(s)
]
. (3.30)

About representation of the marginal contribution of an agent i, the input is the concatenation of two

parts: information of the agent i and information of the agents in the coalition C. More specifically,

the mathematical expression of the agent i’s marginal contribution is expressed as follows:

Φ̂i(s, aC∪{i}) : S ×AC ×Ai 7→ R, (3.31)

where S indicates a set of the global state of an environment; AC indicates actions of the agents in

the coalition C that is invariant among different permutations of agents; and Ai indicates the agent i’s

action. Followed by the probabilistic view that has been introduced in Section 3.3.3, Markov Shapley

Q-value can be rewritten as follows:

Qϕ
i (s, ai) = EC∼Pr(C|N\{i}) [Φi(s, ai|Ci)] . (3.32)

To enable Eq. 3.32 to be tractable in realization, we use Monte Carlo estimation to approximate

QΦ
i (s, ai) here. Also, substituting the marginal contribution for the approximate one in Eq. 3.31, we

can approximate the Markov Shapley Q-value as the expression such that

Q̂ϕ
i (s, ai) ≈

1

M

M∑
k=1

Φ̂i(s, aCk∪{i}), ∀Ck ∼ Pr(C|N\{i}). (3.33)

We show the pseudo code of SQDDPG in Algorithm 3.

3.3.6 Limitation in Direct Approximation of Marginal Contribution

As for the SQDDPG [105], the Markov Shapley value is approximated by the direct approximation

of marginal contributions. Although this approach is simple and easy-to-implement in practice, some

properties such as the efficiency (i.e., the sum of maximum MSV is equal to the maximum grand

coalition value) and the fairness may be violated. We now mathematically describe this phenomenon



58 Chapter 3. Theory and Method

Algorithm 3 Shapley Q-value deep deterministic policy gradient (SQDDPG)
1: Initialize actor parameters θi, and critic (AMC) parameters ωi for each agent i ∈ N
2: Initialize target actor parameters θ′i, and target critic parameters ω′

i for each agent i ∈ N
3: Initialize the sample size M for approximating Markov Shapley Q-value
4: Initialize the learning rate τ for updating target network
5: Initialize the discount rate γ
6: for episode = 1 to D do
7: Observe initial state s1 from the environment
8: for t = 1 to T do
9: ui ← µθi(st) +Nt for each agent i

10: Execute actions ut = ×i∈Nui and observe the global reward Rt and the next state st+1

11: Store (st,ut, Rt, st+1) in the replay buffer B
12: Sample a minibatch of G samples (sk,uk, Rk, sk+1) from B
13: Get ak = ×i∈Nµθi(sk) for each sample (sk,uk, Rk, sk+1)
14: Get âk = ×i∈N

{
µθ′i

(sk+1) +Nt

}
for each sample (sk,uk, Rk, sk+1)

15: for each agent i do
16: Sample M ordered coalitions by C ∼ Pr(C|N\{i})
17: for each sampled coalition Cm do
18: Mask the irrelevant agents’ actions for ak, storing it to am

k

19: Mask the irrelevant agents’ actions for âk, storing it to âm
k

20: Mask the irrelevant agents’ actions for uk , storing it to um
k

21: end for
22: Get Q̂ϕ

i,k(sk, ai;ωi)← 1
M

∑M
m=1 Φ̂i(sk, am

k ;ωi) for each sample (sk,uk, Rk, sk+1)

23: Get Q̂ϕ
i,k(sk, ui;ωi)← 1

M

∑M
m=1 Φ̂i(sk,um

k ;ωi) for each sample (sk,uk, Rk, sk+1)

24: Get Q̂ϕ
i,k(sk, âi;ω′

i)← 1
M

∑M
m=1 Φ̂i(sk, âm

k ;ω
′
i) for each sample (sk,uk, Rk, sk+1)

25: Update θi by deterministic policy gradient:

∇θiJ(θi) =
1

G

G∑
k=1

{
∇θiµθi(sk)∇aiQ̂

ϕ
i,k(sk, ai;ωi)|ai=µθi

(sk)

}
26: end for
27: Set yk = Rk + γ

∑
i∈N Q̂ϕ

i,k(sk, âi;ω′
i) for each sample (sk,uk, Rk, sk+1)

28: Update ωi for each agent i by minimizing the optimization problem:

min
ωi

1

G

G∑
k=1

1

2

(
yk −

∑
i∈N

Q̂ϕ
i,k(sk, ui;ωi)

)2

29: Update target network parameters for each agent i:

θ′i ← τθi + (1− τ)θ′i
ω′
i ← τωi + (1− τ)ω′

i

30: end for
31: end for
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as follows. By the property of efficiency, we can get an expression such that

max
π

V π(s) =
∑
i∈N

∑
Ci⊆N\{i}

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·
[
max
πCi∪{i}

V πCi∪{i}(s)−max
πCi

V πCi (s)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

each agent’s Markov Shapley value

. (3.34)

By rearranging Eq. 3.34, we can get the following equivalent relationship such that

max
π

V π(s) =
1

|N |!
∑
m∈Π

∑
Ci∈M(m)

[
max
πCi∪{i}

V πCi∪{i}(s)−max
πCi

V πCi (s)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

the sum of intermediate coalition values generated from a permutation

, (3.35)

where Π indicates the set of all permutations to form the grand coalition;M(m) indicates the set of all

intermediate coalitions generated by a permutation m. It is not difficult to observe that if V πCi∪{i}(s)

and V πCi (s) belong to the same parametric function, the successive intermediate maximum coali-

tion values will be cancelled. Therefore, only the maximum grand coalition value and the maximum

empty coalition value are left. The coalition values fulfil the above operations are defined as the con-

sistent coalition values. Since the empty coalition value is defined as 0, it is obvious that the LHS

is equal to the RHS in Eq. 3.35. If Φi(· | ·; θi) is a direct parametric function, a combination of θi

and the input of the information about some coalitions may be aligned with multiple possibilities of

differences between successive maximum coalition values. This will highly probably lead to incon-

sistent coalition values. As a result, the property of efficiency does not hold (since Eq. 3.35 becomes

violated) and the fairness is corrupted.5 To address this problem, we suggest learning a parametric

coalition value function and then use it to form the MSV. A fixed parametric function can be seen as

a method to encode a set of coalition values. We call this method indirect approximation of marginal

contributions. Due to the complexity in learning, we conduct an analysis of the feasibility of learning

in practice as Proposition 9 shows (see Appendix A.6 for details). Since the equivalence between the

MSV and the MSQ, the above discussion on the MSV also adapts to the MSQ.

Proposition 9. The approximate maximum Markov Shapley value generated by approximate maxi-

mum coalition values is feasible to be learned in practice.

5Since the coalition values become inconsistent and each resultant marginal contribution probably implies the credit
assignment from a different set of coalition values.
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Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.6.

Owing to the need of precision and safety to the algorithms applied for real-world applications, we

propose to incorporate the indirect approximation of marginal contributions into Shapley value based

MARL algorithms. Since the framework of DDPG [6] is infeasible to fit the difference-type value

functions without losing the advantage of marginal contributions,6 we apply the framework of PPO [7]

as the base algorithm and propose an algorithm named as Shapley model-free PPO (SMFPPO). Dif-

ferent from SQDDPG, each agent’s policy in SMFPPO is modelled as a parametric Gaussian distri-

bution with a learnable mean and a learnable variance to deal with the continuous action problem.7

The pseudo code of SMFPPO is shown in Algorithm 4.

3.3.7 Relationship to Other Multi-Agent Reinforcement Learning Algorithms

In this section, we compare SHAQ, SQDDPG and SMFPPO with other MARL algorithms and inves-

tigate the relationship to these algorithms such as VDN [15], COMA [14] and independent learning

(IL) [106]. We wish our analysis can provide some insights into the further works on credit assign-

ment for global reward game. The relationship among those algorithms is shown in Figure 3.2.

COMA

VDN

SMFPPO

SHAQ

SQDDPG

IL

Figure 3.2: Taxonomy of the proposed Shapley value based and other MARL algorithms.

6Even if using Q-values, the subtrahend Q-value does not involve the agent’s action and cannot be differentiable with
respect to the parameters of policy.

7The control variables of many real-world problems are belonging to the continuous actions, e.g., the active voltage
control problem considered in this thesis where the reactive power is a continuous action.
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Algorithm 4 Shapley Model-Free PPO (SMFPPO)
1: Initialize actor parameters θi for each agent i ∈ N , and coalition Q-value parameters ω
2: Initialize the sample size M for approximating Markov Shapley Q-value
3: Initialize the discount rate γ and the ϵ
4: for episode = 1 to D do
5: Observe initial state s1 from the environment
6: for t = 1 to T do
7: Sample ai from πθi(st) for each agent i
8: Execute actions a =×i∈Nai and observe the global reward rt and the next state st+1

9: for each agent i do
10: Sample M coalitions by Cm ∼ Pr(C|N\{i})
11: for each sampled coalition Cm do
12: Mask the irrelevant agents’ actions for a, storing it as aCm∪{i} and aCm

13: Get Φ̂m
i (st, ai;ω)← Q̂πCm∪{i}(st, aCm∪{i};ω)− Q̂πCm (st, aCm ;ω)

14: end for
15: Get Q̂Φi(st, ai;ω)← 1

M

∑M
m=1 Φ̂

m
i (st, ai;ω)

16: Update θi by maximizing the following loss:

max
θi

E
[
min

{
πθi(ai|s)
πθi,old(ai|s)

Q̂Φi(st, ai;ω), clip(
πθi(ai|s)
πθi,old(ai|s)

, 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ) Q̂Φi(st, ai;ω)
}]

17: end for
18: Update ω by minimizing the optimization problem:

min
ω

(
Rt + Q̂π(st+1, a;ω)− Q̂π(st, a;ω)

)2
19: end for
20: end for

Relationship to COMA. Compared with COMA [14], the credit assigned to each agent i denoted

by Q̄i(s, ai) is mathematically expressed as follows:

Q̄i(s, ai) = Q̄π(s, a)− Q̄π−i(s, a−i),

Q̄π−i(s, a−i) =
∑
ai

πi(ai|s)Q̄π(s, (a−i, ai)),

where the subscript −i indicates the set of all agents excluding i. Q̄i(s, ai) can be seen as the action

marginal contribution between the grand coalition Q-value and the coalition Q-value excluding the

agent i, under some permutation to form the grand coalition wherein agent i is located at the last

position. The efficiency is obviously violated (i.e., the sum of optimal action marginal contributions

defined here is unlikely to be equal to the optimal grand coalition Q-value). In contrast to COMA,

SMFPPO considers all permutations to form the grand coalition to preserve the efficiency and there-
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fore learns a function that represents all coalition value functions.

Relationship to VDN. By setting δi(s, ai) = 1 for all state-action pairs, SHAQ degrades to VDN

[15]. Although VDN tried to tackle the problem of dummy agents, [15] did not give a theoretical

guarantee on identifying it. The Markov Shapley value theory proposed in this thesis well addresses

this issue from both theoretical and empirical aspects. These aspects show that VDN is a subclass

of SHAQ, which has the same value loss function as SQDDPG. The theoretical framework proposed

in this thesis answers the question of why VDN works well in most scenarios but poorly in some

scenarios (i.e., δi(s, ai) = 1 in Eq. 3.12 was incorrectly defined over the sub-optimal actions).

Relationship to Independent Learning. Independent learning (e.g., IQL [106]) can also be seen

as a special credit assignment, however, the credit assigned to each agent is still with no intuitive

interpretation. Mathematically, suppose that Q̄i(s, ai) is the independent Q-value of agent i, we can

rewrite it in the form of the linear combination of action marginal contributions such that

Q̄i(s, ai) = ECi∼Pr(Ci|N\{i})
[
Φ̄i(s, ai|Ci)

]
.

It is intuitive to see that the independent Q-value is a direct approximation of MSQ, ignoring the

detailed process of coalition formation, while SHAQ, SQDDPG and SMFPPO consider the coalition

formation in representing credit assignment. This gives an explanation for why independent learning

works well in some cooperative tasks [107].

3.3.8 Relationship to Other Theoretical Frameworks

Overall, Markov convex game has an intersection with Individual-Global-Max [63]. In more details,

Markov convex game can solve the scenarios more than the grand coalition, while the Individual-

Global-Max solely considers the grand coalition. Under the grand coalition as the coalition structure,

the Markov convex game is a subclass of Individual-Global-Max, by the view of credit assignment.

More specifically, Individual-Global-Max describes a class of credit assignment as value distribution
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under a condition that the optimal policy of each agent’s value leads to the optimal joint policy. In

contrast, Markov convex game under the grand coalition presumes the convexity condition that leads

to an analytic form of the distributed value, so it is a stronger condition and the theory is weaker. Dis-

tributed Q-learning [108] gives another analytic form of each distributed value to satisfy the condition

in Individual-Global-Max,8 so it is a weaker theory than Individual-Global-Max. Besides, distributed

Q-learning is in parallel with the Markov convex game under the grand coalition, since both theories

study the methods to fulfil the condition in Individual-Global-Max from different aspects. Although

the theory of Markov convex game under the grand coalition is weaker than Individual-Global-Max,

the condition of the Markov convex game gives more insights into the investigation of the full picture

of Individual-Global-Max.

Individual-Global-Max

Distributed Q-Learning

Markov Convex Game
(Under the Grand Coalition) Markov Convex Game

Figure 3.3: Taxonomy of the Markov convex game proposed in this thesis and the relevant theoretical
frameworks for relating credit assignment to the optimal global value in multi-agent reinforcement
learning. Markov convex game has an intersection with the theoretical framework of Individual-
Global-Max, and can cover scenarios excluded from Individual-Global-Max such that the coalition
structure is not the grand coalition. On the other hand, the Markov convex game under the grand
coalition and distributed Q-learning are two theories that realize the condition of Individual-Global-
Max and deepen the understanding of optimizing assigned credits to reach the optimal joint policy.

3.4 Tackling The Partial Observability Problem

In this section, we aim at presenting the variants of multi-agent reinforcement learning algorithms

based on Shapley value to fit the partially observable environments. We first extend Markov convex
8In distributed Q-learning, each distributed Q-value is constructed as Qi(s, ai) = maxa−i

Q(s,a−i, ai), where a−i

indicates the joint actions of agents except for agent i.
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game to the partially observable scenarios, named as partially observable Markov game (POMCG).

Second, we propose two algorithms to solve the POMCG, named as partially observable Shapley

policy iteration and partially observable Shapley value iteration, and prove their convergence to the

optimal joint policy and the Markov core. Finally, we show that these two algorithms can be lever-

aged to guide the practical implementations of SQDDPG, SMFPPO and SHAQ to tackle the partially

observable tasks.

3.4.1 Additional Assumptions about Partial Observability

In addition to the assumptions considered in Section 3.3.1, we need the further assumptions on the

analysis of partial observability as shown in Assumption 7 which is a common assumption applied to

partially observable Markov decision process (POMDP).

Assumption 7. We assume that a value function is representable by a finite set of vectors, and there-

fore the value function is convex [109].

3.4.2 Partially Observable Markov Convex Game

To adapt to the decentralised control in many real-world tasks with partial observation (e.g. the ac-

tive voltage control in electric power systems), we extend the MCG to partial observability, named

as partially observable Markov convex game (POMCG). The POMCG can be described as the fol-

lowing tuple ⟨N ,S,A, T,Λ, π, Rt, γ,Ω,O, P r(s0)⟩. The two terms lacking in the MCG are a joint

observation set O = ×i∈NOi where Oi is agent i’s observation set, and an observation probability

function Ω(ot+1|st+1, at, CS) where o = ×i∈Noi ∈ O, s ∈ S and a ∈ A by Definition 5. Agent

i’s action-observation history (AOH) at timestep t is defined as hi,t = ⟨oi,1, ai,1, ..., ai,t−1, oi,t⟩ that

can be recursively written as hi,t = ⟨hi,t−1, ai,t−1, oi,t⟩ [97]. Likewise, the joint history is defined

as ht = ⟨ht−1, at−1,ot⟩. In the training phase of centralised training and decentralised execution

(CTDE), there exists a joint belief state bt(st|CS) = Pr(st|ht, CS) ∈ B(CS) to summarize the joint

history and estimate the probability of states. Note that B(CS) is usually an infinite space that results

in an infinite value space, but corresponding to some specific CS . This is solved by representing the
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value function with finite number of vectors ζ ∈ R|S||CS|. In more details, the resultant value function

is convex [110] and can be expressed as maxζ(·|CS)
∑

s ζ(s|CS)b(s|CS). The minimal set of ζ(·|CS) is

unique [109]. By simply applying Bayesian inference, the successor joint belief state can be obtained

as follows:

bt+1(st+1|CS) = τ(ot+1, at, bt|CS) =
Ω(ot+1|st+1, at, CS)

[∑
st∈S Pr(st+1|st, at)bt(st|CS)

]
Pr(ot+1|bt, at, CS)

,

where Pr(ot+1|bt, at, CS) =
∑

st+1∈S
[
Ω(ot+1|st+1, at, CS)

∑
st∈S Pr(st+1|st, at)bt(st|CS)

]
. The

initial belief is defined as b0(s0|CS) = Pr(s0|CS). The joint belief state constitutes a sufficient statis-

tic of the joint history [111]. By defining a transition function and a reward function of belief state

such that Tb(bt+1, bt, at, CS) = Pr(bt+1|bt, at, CS) =
∑

ot+1∈O Iτ(bt,at,ot+1)(bt+1)Pr(ot+1|bt, at, CS)9

and Rb(bt, aC,t) =
∑

s∈S bt(s|CS)R(s, aC,t), POMDP is transformed to an equivalent belief-MDP.

Note that each coalition C only corresponds to a subset of Λ as shown in Definition 6. It is known

that solving a belief-MDP is equivalent to solving a corresponding POMDP [112]. Since the training

phase of POMCG is a specific form of POMDP, it is reasonable to solve POMCG as a belief-MDP.

Definition 5. In a POMCG, the coalition structure CS affects the observability of an environment

and therefore the belief state.

Definition 6. For any C ⊆ N belonging to a coalition structure included in a subset of Λ, the subset

of Λ is denoted as Ψ(C,Λ) ⊆ Λ. In other words, only the coalition structure belonging to Ψ(C,Λ)

contains C, while Λ\Ψ(C,Λ) does not.

3.4.3 Partially Observable Shapley Policy Iteration

To enable the selection of control more easily during executions [39], we propose an algorithmic

framework in Algorithm 5 named as partially observable Shapley policy iteration (POSPI) to learn

the optimal joint policy. Although Line 10 to 19 is the procedure of sequentially updating the policies

with no extra interactions with the environment, it can be implemented by the simultaneous updates

among agents in practice.

9Im(x) is an indicator function. It equals to 1 when x = m, otherwise it equals to 0.
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Algorithm 5 Partially Observable Shapley Policy Iteration for POMCG.
1: Give an initialised πk =×i∈Nπ

k
i .

2: repeat
3: Policy Evaluation: Compute V πk

C(b) for all b to solve

V πk
C(b) = Rb(b, a

k
C) + γ

∑
o′∈O

Pr(o′|b, ak, CS)V πC(τ(o′, ak, b|CS)),

by value iteration described in Lemma 6.
4: Policy Improvement: Compute πk+1 as follows:
5: for CS ∈ Λ do
6: for C ∈ CS and b ∈ B(CS) do
7: Q (b, aC)← Rb (b, aC) + γ

∑
o′∈O Pr (o

′|b, a, CS)V πk
C (τ (o′, a, b|CS)).

8: end for
9: end for

10: for i ∈ N do
11: Set w(Ci) = Pr(Ci|N\{i}).
12: for Ci ⊆ N\{i}, CS ∈ Ψ(Ci ∪ {i},Λ) and b ∈ B(CS) do
13: Get Q(b, aCi∪{i}) and Q(b, aCi).
14: end for
15: πk+1

i ← argmaxπi

∑
Ci∈N\{i}w(Ci)

[
Q(b, aCi∪{i})−Q(b, aCi)

]
.

16: for Ci ⊆ N\{i}, CS ∈ Ψ(Ci ∪ {i},Λ) and b ∈ B(CS) do
17: Q

(
b, aCi∪{i}

)
← Q

(
b, aCi , π

k+1
i (b)

)
.

18: end for
19: end for
20: πk ← πk+1.
21: until V πk+1

C (b) = V πk
C (b), for all C ⊆ N , CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ) and b ∈ B(CS).

Lemma 6. For all b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ), the value iteration for πC such that

Vm+1(b)← Rb(b, aC) + γ
∑
o′∈O

Pr(o′|b, a, CS)Vm(τ(o′, a, b|CS)),

converges to V πC(b) as m→∞ under the infinity norm.

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.7.

Proposition 10. For all C ⊆ N , b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ), partially observable Shapley policy

iteration converges to the optimal coalition values and the optimal joint policy.

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.7.

Corollary 2. Partially observable Shapley policy iteration is guaranteed to converge to the Markov

core.
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Proof. This result can be directly obtained by the result of Proposition 10 that partially observable

Shapley policy iteration converges to the optimal coalition values which can form the optimal Markov

Shapley values, and the result of Theorem 5 that the optimal Markov Shapley value is a solution in

the Markov core.

3.4.4 Partially Observable Shapley Value Iteration

Proposition 11. For all C ⊆ N , b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ), the partially observable Shapley

value iteration such that

Qm+1(b, aC)← Rb(b, aC) + γ
∑
o′∈O

Pr(o′|b, a, CS)max
a′
C

Qm(τ(o
′, a, b|CS), a′

C), (3.36)

converges to the optimal coalition Q-values and the optimal joint policy.

Proof. See the detailed proof in Appendix A.7.

In this section, we propose partially observable Shapley value iteration (POSVI) that is a value-

based algorithm in contrast with the POSPI that is a policy-based algorithm. It can be observed

that the POSVI is a special case of the POSPI, where the policy evaluation is performed only once.

Proposition 11 proves that the POSVI converges to the optimal coalition Q-values and the optimal

joint policy.

Since Rb(b, aC) =
∑

s∈S b(s|CS)R(s, aC) and the identifiablility of Pr(o′|b, a, CS) (i.e., the expres-

sion can be factorised into estimands), we can sample bt(s|CS) and Pr(o′|b, a, CS) to derive the

following operation to update coalition Q-values such that

Qm+1(b, aC)← R(s, aC) + γmax
a′
C

Qm(τ(o
′, a, b|CS), a′

C). (3.37)
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3.4.5 The Model-Free Implementation

In this section, we discuss the model-free implementations of POSPI and POSVI to solve the estima-

tion of coalition value functions under the partially observable scenarios for SQDDPG, SMFPPO and

SHAQ. Since SQDDPG and SMFPPO belong to the category of multi-agent policy gradient methods

(i.e. an instance of multi-agent policy iteration), we discuss the model-free implementation of POSPI

for SQDDPG and SMFPPO. Similarly, we also discuss the model-free implementation of POSVI for

SHAQ.

Implementation of POSPI for SQDDPG and SMFPPO. The input of each agent’s policy in the

setting of POMCG is a belief state rather than an exact state, which is able to be inferred by its ob-

servation and the belief state at the preceding timestep [97]. Motivated by this result, each agent’s

policy as an aggregation model of the belief inference model and the policy function is modelled as a

recurrent neural network (RNN) for SQDDPG and SMFPPO. Similarly, the coalition value function

can be modelled as an RNN also, but with the concatenation of all agents’ observations as the input.

Nevertheless, in practice the concatenation of agents’ observations is empirically shown to be suffi-

cient to represent the state in many scenarios [57]. In light of this finding, SQDDPG and SMFPPO

directly use multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs) to model the coalition value function with the input as

the concatenation of agents’ observations.

Implementation of POSVI for SHAQ. The coalition Q-value Q(τ(o′, a, b|CS), a′
C) can be directly

modelled as an RNN, where the belief state b is represented as the hidden state. This gives an evidence

of why the practical implementation of SHAQ uses RNN to handle partially observable scenarios

(before further approximation to handling decentralised execution as shown in Proposition 7). In

more details, the Markov Shapley Q-value is directly modelled as an RNN in SHAQ, which can

be seen as an aggregation model that linearly combines multiple RNNs of coalition Q-values. The

linearity is resulting from a fact that Markov Shapley Q-value is equal to the convex combination of

differences of coalition Q-values.
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Evaluation on Benchmark Tasks

In this chapter, we show the evaluation of SQDDPG and SHAQ on several conventional benchmarks

in the community of machine learning research. In the evaluation, we not only show the performance

improvement, but also provide some visualization and analysis to demonstrate the interpretability of

Markov Shapley value, which may show the potential application to the real-world tasks. For exam-

ple, Markov Shapley value can be regarded as an index to evaluate the decision of agents. Moreover,

if an agent is under cyber-attack, the changes of Markov Shapley value can capture the anomaly.

4.1 Evaluation of SQDDPG

We evaluate SQDDPG on Cooperative Navigation, Prey-and-Predator [17] and Traffic Junction [113].

In the experiments, we compare SQDDPG with two independent algorithms (with decentralised crit-

ics), such as independent DDPG (IDDPG) [45] and independent A2C (IA2C) [38], and two state-of-

the-art methods with centralised critics, such as MADDPG [17] and COMA [14]. To keep the fairness

of comparison, the policy and critic networks for all MARL algorithms are parameterized by MLPs.

All models are trained by the Adam optimizer [114]. The details of experimental setups are given in

Appendix B.1.

69
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4.1.1 Cooperative Navigation

(a) Cooperative Navigation. (b) Predator-Prey.

Figure 4.1: Demonstration of the environments of Cooperative Navigation and Predator-Prey. (a) The
circle in blue represents an agent and the circle in black represents a target. (b) The circle in red is
a predator, the circle in green is a prey and the circle in black is an obstacle that cannot be crossed
through.

Environment Settings. In this environment, there are 3 agents that are controllable and 3 targets, as

shown in Figure 4.1a. The objective of each agent is moving towards a target, with no prior allocations

of the targets to the agents. The observation of each agent in this environment involves the current

position and velocity, the displacement to three targets, and the displacement to other agents. The

action space of each agent includes move up, move down, move right, move left and stay.

The global reward of this environment is defined as the negative sum of the distance between each

target and the nearest agent to it. If a collision happens, the global reward will be reduced by 1.

Performance Analysis. As seen from Figure 4.2, the SQDDPGs with variant sample sizes (i.e.,

M in Eq. 3.33) outperform the baselines on the convergence rate. We believe that if more training

episodes are permitted, the algorithms except for IA2C can achieve the similar performance as SQD-

DPG. Therefore, our result supports the argument that the credit assignment method converges faster

than learning with the shared reward approach [12, 13]. As the sample size grows, the approximate

Shapley Q-value estimation will be more accurate and easier to converge to the optimal value. This

explains the reason why the convergence rate of SQDDPG becomes faster when the sample size in-
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creases. Since we show that SQDDPG with the sample size of 1 can finally reach almost the same

performance as other variants, we just run the SQDDPG with the sample size of 1 in the rest of

experiments to reduce the computational complexity.
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Figure 4.2: Mean reward per episode during training in Cooperative Navigation. SQDDPG(n) indi-
cates SQDDPG with the sample size (i.e., M in Eq. 3.33) of n. In the rest of experiments, since only
SQDDPG with the sample size of 1 is run, we just use SQDDPG to represent SQDDPG(1).

4.1.2 Predator-Prey

Environment Settings. In this environment, the agents that can be controlled are 3 predators, while

the prey is a random agent. The specific demonstration is shown in Figure 4.1b. The aim of each

predator is coordinating to capture the prey with the turns (timesteps) as less as possible. The ob-

servation of each predator involves the current position and velocity, the respective displacement to

the prey and other predators, and velocity of the prey. The action space is the same as that defined

in Cooperative Navigation. If the positions of any predator and the prey are overlapped, it indicates

that the prey is captured. The global reward is defined as the negative minimal distance between the

predators and the prey. If the prey is captured by any predator, the global reward will be 10 and the

game terminates.

Performance Analysis. As Figure 4.3 shows, SQDDPG converges fastest with around 25 turns to

capture the prey, followed by MADDPG, IDDPG and COMA. This is because the fair credit assign-
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Figure 4.3: Turns to capture the prey per episode during training in Prey-and-Predator.

ment to each agent induced by the mechanism of Shapley value can well address the dummy agent

problem we mentioned in Example 1 in Section 2.1.4. IA2C is terribly the worst among all these

algorithms which could suffer from the same issue as analysed for Cooperative Navigation.

4.1.3 Traffic Junction

Entry-Points
Routes

(a) Easy.

Entry-Points
Routes

(b) Medium.

Entry-Points
Routes

(c) Hard.

Figure 4.4: Visualizations of traffic junction environment. The black points represent the available
entry points. The orange arrows represent the available routes at each entry point. The green lines
separate the two-way roads.

Environment Settings. In this environment, cars move along the predefined routes which intersect

on one or more traffic junctions. At each timestep, new cars enter into the environment with the
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probability parrive, and the total number of cars is restricted to Nmax. After a car finishes its mission,

it will be removed from the environment and possibly sampled back onto a new route. Each car has

a limited vision of 1, which means that it can only observe the circumstance within the 3x3 region

surrounding it. No communication between cars is permitted in our experiment, in contrast to other

experiments on the same task [113,115]. The action space of each car includes gas and brake. The

global reward function is
∑N

i=1 - 0.01ti, where ti is the timesteps that car i is continuously active on

the road in one mission and N is the total number of cars. Additionally, if any collision happens, the

global reward will be reduced by 10. We evaluate performance by the success rate, i.e., the proportion

of episodes in which no collisions happen.

Performance Analysis. We compare SQDDPG with the baselines on the easy, medium and hard

versions of Traffic Junction. The easy version is constituted of one traffic junction of two one-way

roads on a 7× 7 grid with Nmax = 5 and parrive = 0.3. The medium version is constituted of one traffic

junction of two-way roads on a 14 × 14 grid with Nmax = 10 and parrive = 0.2. The hard version is

constituted of four connected traffic junctions of two-way roads on a 18 × 18 grid with Nmax = 20

and parrive = 0.05. The demonstrations of the environments are shown in Figure 4.4. From Table 4.1,

we can see that on the easy version, except for IA2C, other algorithms can achieve the success rates

over 93%, since this scenario is too easy. On the medium and hard versions, SQDDPG outperforms

the baselines with the success rate of 88.98% on the medium version and 87.04% on the hard version,

which demonstrates that SQDDPG is capable of solving the large-scale problems. Furthermore, the

performance of SQDDPG significantly exceeds no-communication algorithms’ performance reported

as 84.9% and 74.1% in [115].

Table 4.1: Success rate on Traffic Junction, tested with 20, 40, and 60 steps per episode in easy,
medium and hard versions respectively. The results are obtained by running each algorithm after
training for 1000 episodes.

Difficulty IA2C IDDPG COMA MADDPG SQDDPG

Easy 65.01% 93.08% 93.01% 93.72% 93.26%
Medium 67.51% 84.16% 82.48% 87.92% 88.98%

Hard 60.89% 64.99% 85.33% 84.21% 87.04%
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4.1.4 Understanding Markov Shapley Value

To study and interpret the credit assignment, we visualize the Q-values of each MARL algorithm for

one randomly selected trajectory of states and actions from an expert policy on Predator-Prey.1 For

visualizing conveniently, we normalize the Q-values by min-max normalization [116] for each MARL

algorithm. We can see from Figure 4.5 that the credit assignment of SQDDPG is more interpretable

than the baselines. Specifically, it is intuitive that the credit assigned to each agent by SQDDPG

is inversely proportional to its distance to the prey. On the contrary, other MARL algorithms do

not explicitly show this property. To verify the hypothesis, we also evaluate it quantitatively by

Pearson correlation coefficient [117] with 1000 randomly selected transition samples, to summarize

the correlation between the credit assignment and the reciprocal of each predator’s distance to the

prey. The value of Pearson correlation coefficient is greater, the stronger the inverse proportion. As

Table 4.2 shows, SQDDPG expresses the inverse proportion significantly, with the Pearson correlation

coefficient as 0.3210. If a predator is closer to the prey, it is more likely to capture it and that predator’s

contribution should be more significant. Consequently, we demonstrate that Markov Shapley Q-value

as a credit assignment scheme reflects the contribution to the team.

Table 4.2: Pearson correlation coefficient between the credit assignment to each predator and the
reciprocal of its distance to the prey. This test is conducted by 1000 randomly selected episode
samples.

IA2C IDDPG COMA MADDPG SQDDPG

Pearson correlation coefficient 0.0508 0.0061 0.1274 0.0094 0.3210
two-tailed p-value 1.6419e-1 8.6659e-1 4.6896e-4 7.9623e-1 1.9542e-19

4.2 Evaluation of SHAQ

In this section, we show the evaluation of SHAQ on Predator-Prey [118] and various tasks in Star-

Craft Multi-Agent Challenge (SMAC).2 The baselines that we select for comparison are COMA [14],

1Note that the selected expert policy could be highly likely sub-optimal compared with the optimal policy forming the
learned optimal Q-values.

2The version that we use in this paper is SC2.4.6.2.69232 rather than the newer SC2.4.10. As reported from [119], the
performance is not comparable across versions.
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Figure 4.5: Credit assignment to each predator for a fixed trajectory. The leftmost figure records a
trajectory sampled by an expert policy. The square represents the initial position, whereas the circle
indicates the final position of each agent. The dots on the trajectory indicates each agent’s temporary
positions. The other figures show the normalized credit assignments generated by different MARL
algorithms according to this trajectory.
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VDN [15], QMIX [62], MASAC [120], QTRAN [63], QPLEX [121] and W-QMIX (including CW-

QMIX and OW-QMIX) [119]. The implementation details of SHAQ are shown in Appendix B.2.1,

whereas the implementation of baselines are from [119].3 For all experiments, we use the ϵ-greedy

exploration strategy, where ϵ is annealed from 1 to 0.05. The annealing timesteps vary among differ-

ent experiments. For Predator-Prey, we apply 1 million timesteps for annealing, following the setup

from [121]. For the easy and hard maps in SMAC, we apply 50k time steps for annealing, the same

as that leveraged in [122]; while for the super-hard maps in SMAC, we apply 1 million timesteps

for annealing to acquire more explorations so that more state-action pairs can be visited. About the

replay buffer size, we set it as 5000 for all algorithms that is the same as [119]. To fairly evaluate all

algorithms, we run each experiment with 5 random seeds. All figures showing experimental results

are plotted with the median and 25%-75% quartile shading. The ablation study of SHAQ is shown in

Section 4.2.3.

4.2.1 Predator-Prey

C

D

C

U

S

R

L C

Rewarded

Punished

Figure 4.6: Environment of the grid-world version of Predator-Prey. The circle in red indicates a prey,
while the circle in green indicates a predator. The alphabet insides a green circle indicates an action
such that “R” means moving right, “L” means moving left, “C” means capturing, “U” means moving
up, “D” means moving down, and “S” means staying (i.e., doing nothing).

3The source code of baseline implementation is from https://github.com/oxwhirl/wqmix.

https://github.com/oxwhirl/wqmix
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(a) p=-0.5.
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(b) p=-1.
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(c) p=-2.

Figure 4.7: Median test return for Predator-Prey with different values of p.

Environment Settings. In this environment, the world is formed as a 10x10 grid, where 8 predators

are controllable, aiming at capturing 8 preys that randomly move [118]. Each predator’s observation

is a 5x5 sub-grid centering around it. If a prey is captured by the coordination between 2 predators,

these 2 predators will be rewarded by 10. On the other hand, each unsuccessful attempt by only

1 predator will be punished by a negative reward p. In this experiment, we study the performance

of each algorithm under different values of p (that describes different levels of coordination). The

illustration of this environment is shown in Figure 4.6.

Performance Analysis. As [119] reported, only QTRAN and W-QMIX can solve this task, while

[121] found that the failure was primarily due to the lack of explorations. As a result, we apply

the identical epsilon annealing schedule (i.e. 1 million time steps) employed in [121]. As Figure

4.7 shows, SHAQ can always solve the tasks with different values of p. With the epsilon annealing

strategy from [121], W-QMIX does not perform as well as reported in [119]. The reason could

be its poor robustness to the increased explorations [119] for this environment (see the evidential

experimental results in Figure B.12 in Appendix B.2.7). The good performance of VDN validates

our analysis in Section 3.3.7, whereas the performance of QTRAN is surprisingly almost invariant to
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the value of p. Furthermore, the performance of QPLEX and QMIX becomes apparently worse when

p=-2. The failure of MASAC and COMA could be due to that relative overgeneralisation4 prevents

policy gradient methods from better coordination [124].

4.2.2 StarCraft Multi-Agent Challenge

Environment Settings. We now evaluate SHAQ on the more challenging StarCraft Multi-Agent

Challenge (SMAC), the environmental settings of which are the same as that in [122]. StarCraft II

is a real-time strategy game that simulates a battle between two armies of units. A group of agents

are controlled by the learned MARL algorithms, while the other group are controlled by the built-in

game AI. SMAC creates some scenarios (maps) based on the game engine of StarCraft II. The goal of

SMAC is maximizing the winning rate, i.e., the ratio of games won to the games played. Each agent’s

observation space is constructed based the following features within the sight range: distance,

relative x, relative y, health, shield, and unit type. The shield is a protector that

protects the agents from attacks which needs to be destroyed prior to reducing the health. The action

space is constituted of the following discrete actions: move[direction], attack[enemy id],

stop, and no-op. no-op indicates conducting no operation and the dead agent can only execute

this action. The number of combinations of above actions ranges from 7 to 70, depending on the

scenarios. The reward function is shaped based on the hit-point damage dealt and enemy units killed

(i.e., rewarding 10), along with the the bonus for the winning of a battle (i.e., rewarding 200). The

rewards are scaled to improve the training stability, so that the maximum cumulative rewards that

can be achieved in each scenario is around 20. To broadly compare the performance of SHAQ with

other baselines, we select 4 easy maps: 8m, 3s5z, 1c3s5z and 10m vs 11m; 3 hard maps: 5m vs 6m,

3s vs 5z and 2c vs 64zg; and 4 super-hard maps: 3s5z vs 3s6z, Corridor, MMM2 and 6h vs 8z. All

training is through online data collection. To maintain the conciseness, we only show partial results

in the main part of this thesis and leave the rest results in Appendix B.2.5.

4Relative overgeneralisation is a common game theoretic pathology that the sub-optimal actions are preferred when
matched with arbitrary actions from the collaborating agents [123].
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Performance Analysis. It shows in Figure 4.8 that SHAQ outperforms all baselines on all maps,

except for 6h vs 8z. On 6h vs 8z, SHAQ can beat all baselines except for CW-QMIX. VDN performs

well on 4 maps, but bad on the other 2 maps, which still validates our analysis in Section 3.3.7. QMIX

and QPLEX perform well on the most of maps, except for 3s vs 5z, 2c vs 64zg and 6h vs 8z. As

for COMA, MADDPG and MASAC, their poor performances could be due to the weak adaptability

to challenging tasks. Although QTRAN can theoretically represent the complete class of the global

Q-value [63], its complicated learning paradigm could impede the convergence to the value function

for challenging tasks and therefore result in the poor performance. Although W-QMIX performs well

on some maps, owing to lacking a law on hyperparameter tuning [119] it is difficult to be adapted to

all scenarios (see Appendix B.2.7).
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(a) 5m vs 6m.
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(b) 3s vs 5z.
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(c) 2c vs 64zg.
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(d) 3s5z vs 3s6z.
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(e) Corridor.
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(f) 6h vs 8z.

Figure 4.8: Median test win % for hard (a-c), and super-hard (d-f) maps of SMAC.
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4.2.3 Ablation Study
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Figure 4.9: Three ablation studies of SHAQ on SMAC.

We also conduct the ablation study of SHAQ, such as the sample size M for approximating α̂i(s, ai),

the empirical selection law on the learning rate of α̂i(s, ai), and the necessity of learning α̂i(s, ai)

rather than manual setting. These results show that SHAQ is an easy-to-use algorithm which is po-

tential to be applied to a new scenario with the minimum effort on tuning hyperparameters.

Sample Size M for Approximating α̂(s, ai). To study the impact of the sample size M on the

performance of SHAQ, we conduct an ablation study as Figure 4.9a shows. We observe that the

small M is able to achieve fast convergence rate but with high variance, while the large M is with low

variance but comparatively slow convergence rate. This observation is consistent with the conclusions

from stochastic optimisation [125, 126]. As a result, we select the sample size M as 10 in practice, to

trade off between convergence rate and variance.
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An Empirical Law on Selecting the Learning Rate of α̂i(s, ai). To provide an empirical law on

selecting the learning rate of α̂i(s, ai), we statistically fit a curve of the learning rate with respect to the

number of controllable agents by the experimental results on SMAC that is shown in Figure 4.9c. It is

seen that the learning rate of α̂i(s, ai) is generally negatively related to the number of agents. In other

words, as the number of agents grows the learning rate of α̂i(s, ai) is recommended to be smaller. For

example, if the number of agents is more than 10, the learning rate of α̂i(s, ai) is recommended to be

0.0001 as the guidance from Figure 4.9c.

The Necessity of Learning α̂i(s, ai). Some readers may be concerned about the necessity of learn-

ing α̂i(s, ai). To address this concern, we study the necessity of learning α̂i(s, ai) on 5m vs 6m. Since

the learned α̂i(s, ai) finally converges to 1.1029, we grid search the fixed values of α̂i(s, ai) around

this number. As Figure 4.9b shows, α̂i(s, ai) with manually preset fixed value cannot work as well as

the learned α̂i(s, ai). Therefore, we validate the necessity of learning α̂i(s, ai) here.

4.2.4 Understanding Markov Shapley Value

Scenario 1. To verify that SHAQ possesses the interpretability, we show its credit assignment on

Predator-Prey. As [118] illustrated, if both predators are around and capture a prey, they will be

rewarded as 10. Otherwise, if any single predator attempts to capture a prey, they will be punished by

p (that is set to -1 in this demonstration). As we see from Figure 4.10b, all predators are around and

capture a prey, so both of them perform the optimal actions and deserve almost the equal optimal credit

assignment as 4.2927 and 4.0644, which verifies our theoretical claim. From Figure 4.10a, it can be

seen that two predators are far away from preys, so they receive low credits as 2.4709 and 2.8435. On

the other hand, the other two predators are around a prey, but they do not perform the optimal action

“capture”, so they receive less credits than the two predators in Figure 4.10b. Nevertheless, they are

around a prey, so they perform better than those predators that are far away from preys and receive

comparatively greater credits as 3.2933 and 3.1159. The coherent credit assignment in both Figure

4.10a and 4.10b implies that the assigned credits reflect the contributions (i.e., each agent receives the

credit that is consistent with its decision).
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(a) SHAQ: ϵ-greedy. (b) SHAQ: greedy.

Figure 4.10: Visualisation of the evaluation of SHAQ on Predator-Prey: each red square is a con-
trollable predator, whereas each green square indicates a prey. Each predator’s factorised Q-value is
reported in a bubble in blue and the symbols within the squares indicate the action of each predator
(i.e., arrows imply the movement direction, “S” implies staying and “C” implies capturing a prey that
is valid only when the agent is around a prey). The epsilon in Figure (a) is chosen as 0.8, so it is
highly likely that a random action is executed (i.e. ϵ-greedy policy). While the actions performed in
Figure (b) are optimal (i.e. greedy policy).

Scenario 2. To further show the interpretability of SHAQ, we conduct a test on 3m (i.e., a simple

task in SMAC), demonstrating the learned MSQs of both ϵ-greedy policy (for obtaining the mixed

optimal and sub-optimal actions) and greedy policy (for obtaining the pure optimal actions). As seen

from Figure 4.11a, agent 3 faces the direction opposite to enemies, meanwhile, the enemies are out of

its attacking range. It can be understood as that agent 3 does not contribute to the team and thus it is

almost a dummy agent. Its MSQ is therefore 0.84 (around 0), which correctly describes the manner

of a dummy agent (verifying (i) in Proposition 5). In contrast, agent 1 and agent 2 are attacking

enemies, while agent 1 suffers from more attacks (with lower health) than agent 2. As a result,

agent 1 contributes more than agent 2 and therefore its MSQ is greater, which verifies the property

of reflecting the contribution (verifying (iii) in Proposition 5). On the other hand, we can see from

Figure 4.11e that with the optimal policies all agents receive almost identical MSQs (verifying the

theoretical results in Section 3.3.4).

The above results well verify the theoretical analysis that we deliver in Chapter 3. To verify that

the MSQs learned by SHAQ are non-trivial, we also show the resulting Q-values of VDN, QMIX and
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0.84003 0.84003

2 4.09572 4.0957

(a) SHAQ: ϵ-greedy.
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3.62013 3.62013

2 3.27822 3.2782

(b) VDN: ϵ-greedy.

0.41181 0.41181

-0.37613 -0.37613

2 -0.18512 -0.1851

(c) QMIX: ϵ-greedy.
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-2.09003 -2.09003

2 2.47272 2.4727

(d) QPLEX: ϵ-greedy.
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2 5.54292 5.5429

(e) SHAQ: greedy.
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2 5.61862 5.6186

(f) VDN: greedy.
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2.38043 2.38043

2 2.62392 2.6239

(g) QMIX: greedy.

3.46751 3.46751

3.73233 3.73233

2 3.60672 3.6067

(h) QPLEX: greedy.

Figure 4.11: Visualisation of the test for SHAQ and baselines on 3m in SMAC: each colored circle
is the centered attacking range of a controllable agent (in red), and each agent’s factorised Q-value is
reported on the right. We mark the direction that each agent face by an arrow for clarity.
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QPLEX. It is surprising that the Q-values of these baselines are also almost identical among agents for

the optimal actions. Since VDN is a subclass of SHAQ and possesses the same form of loss function

for the optimal actions, it is reasonable that it obtains the similar results to SHAQ. The exploration of

the results of QMIX and QPLEX deserves to be conducted in the future work. As for the sub-optimal

actions, VDN does not possess an explicit interpretation as SHAQ due to its incorrect definition of

δi(s, ai) = 1 over the sub-optimal actions (verifying the statement in Section 3.3.7). Similarly, QMIX

and QPLEX cannot show explicit interpretation of sub-optimal actions either.

Scenario 3. To verify our theoretical results more firmly, we show the Q-values on a more com-

plicated scenario in SMAC, i.e. 3s5z vs 3s6z during test in Figure 4.12. First, we take a look into

the optimal actions. SHAQ can still demonstrate the equal credit assignment as we claimed before.

Unfortunately, VDN does not explicitly show equal credit assignment. The possible reason is that

part of parameters of Q-value are shared between optimal actions and sub-optimal actions. Therefore,

the parametric effect of the mistakes committed on the sub-optimal actions to the optimal actions by

VDN during learning may be exaggerated when the number of agents increases. About QMIX and

QPLEX, the Q-values of optimal actions are difficult to be interpreted in this complicated scenario.

For both of the two algorithms, the agent who is responsible for kiting5 (i.e., agent 3 for QMIX and

agent 2 for QPLEX) receives the lowest credit, however, it is an important role to the team in a combat

tactic.

Next, we focus on the sub-optimal actions. As for SHAQ, agent 1 and agent 3 are participating into

the battle, so deserving almost the equal credit assignment. However, agent 2 drops teammates and

escapes from the center of the battle field, so it contributes almost nothing to the team. As a result, it

can be seen as a dummy agent and thus obtains the credit almost equal to 0. This is again consistent

with our theoretical analysis. About VDN, it coincidentally assigns the credit almost equal to 0 to the

dummy agent (i.e., agent 3) in this scenario. Nevertheless, the low credit assignments to the other 2

agents who participate in the battle is difficult to be interpreted. About QMIX, agent 2 and agent 3

who participate in the battle receive the lowest credits, while agent 1 who escapes from the battle field

receives the highest credit. For QPLEX, the agents’ behaviours are totally difficult to be interpreted.

5https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Glossary_of_video_game_terms.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Glossary_of_video_game_terms
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(a) SHAQ: ϵ-greedy. (b) VDN: ϵ-greedy.

(c) QMIX: ϵ-greedy.

1

3

2

-1.59061 -1.59061

-1.20552 -1.20552

-2.73763 -2.73763

(d) QPLEX: ϵ-greedy.

(e) SHAQ: greedy. (f) VDN: greedy.

(g) QMIX: greedy. (h) QPLEX: greedy.

Figure 4.12: Visualisation of the evaluation for SHAQ and other baselines on 3s5z vs 3s6z in SMAC:
each colored circle is the centered attacking range of a controllable agent (in red), and each agent’s
factorised Q-value is reported on the right. We mark the direction that each moving agent face by an
arrow.



Chapter 5

Application to Active Voltage Control in

Power Distribution Networks

In this chapter, we first model the active voltage control problem in power distribution networks

as a Dec-POMDP to fit it into multi-agent reinforcement learning. Then, we specifically discuss

how to design a global reward function that encodes the goal of this problem (i.e., confining the

voltage within a safety range with the minimum power loss). Next, we evaluate the performance of

SQDDPG and SMFPPO on three scenarios with different network topologies, load profiles and power

profiles. Moreover, we compare the performance of SQDDPG and SMFPPO with the traditional

control methods, and show its potential to solve this real-world challenge. Finally, we provide an

illustrative example to demonstrate the possible physical implication in power distribution networks

for the Markov Shapley value.

5.1 Problem Formulation

For ease of operations, a large-scale power network is divided into multiple regions and there are

several PVs installed into each region that is managed by the responsible distribution network op-

erator. Each PV is with an inverter that generates active power, part of which is consumed by the

local loads while the surplus can be injected into the grid. It is well known that PV power injection

86
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may induce voltage rise for the grid which can be solved by the reactive power injection from the

PV inverters themselves. The reactive power injection creates voltage difference on the inductive dis-

tribution network and thus help restore the network voltage towards the nominal voltage, denoted as

vref. The reactive power and voltage regulation of distributed PVs has a local-global characteristic. On

one hand, each PV inverter can measure its local voltage and regulate its reactive power accordingly

(e.g. Q-V droop control). On the other hand, the reactive injection at one node may affect the voltage

on other nodes, meaning that the voltage regulation should be globally optimised. This local-global

characteristic makes the voltage regulation problem a good candidate for multi-agent control [95,96].

In our problem, each PV inverter is controlled in a distributed manner, i.e., each PV is considered

an agent. All agents within a region share the observation of this region.1 Since each agent can

only observe partial information of the whole grid and maintaining the safety of the power network

is a common goal among agents, it is reasonable to model the problem as a Dec-POMDP [97] that

can be mathematically described as a 10-tuple such that ⟨I,S,A,R,O, T, R,Ω, ρ, γ⟩, where ρ is the

probability distribution for drawing the initial state and γ is the discount factor.

Agent Set. There is a set of agents controlling a set of PV inverters denoted as I. Each agent is

located at some node in G (i.e. a graph representing the power network defined as before). We define

a function g : I → V to indicate the node where an agent is located.

Region Set. The whole power network is separated into M regions, whose union is denoted as

R = {Rk ⊂ V | k < M, k ∈ N}, where
⋃

Rk∈RRk ⊆ V andRk1 ∩Rk2 = ∅ if k1 ̸= k2. We define a

function f : V → R that maps a node to the region where it is involved.

State and Observation Set. The state set is defined as S = L×P ×Q×V , where L = {(pL,qL) :

pL,qL ∈ (0,∞)|V |} is a set of (active and reactive) powers of loads; P = {pPV : pPV ∈ (0,∞)|I|}

is a set of active powers generated by PVs; Q = {qPV : qPV ∈ (0,∞)|I|} is a set of reactive powers

generated by PV inverters at the preceding step; V = {(v, θ) : v ∈ (0,∞)|V |, θ ∈ [−π, π]|V |} is a set

1Sharing observation in this problem is reasonable, since only the sensor measurements (e.g. voltage, active power,
etc.) are shared, which are not directly related to the commercial profits [95, 96]. The observation of each PV is collected
by the distribution network owner and then the full information within the region is sent to each agent.
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of voltage wherein v is a vector of voltage magnitudes and θ is a vector of voltage phases measured

in radius. vi, pL
i , qLi , pPV

i and qPV
i are denoted as the components of the vectors v, pL, qL, pPV and

qPV respectively. We define a function h : P(V ) → P(S) that maps a subset of V to its correlated

measures, where P(X ) denotes the power set of an arbitrary set X . The observation set is defined as

O = ×i∈IOi, where Oi = (h ◦ f ◦ g)(i) indicates the measures within the region where agent i is

located.

Action Set. Each agent i ∈ I is equipped with a continuous action set Ai = {ai : −c ≤ ai ≤

c, c > 0}. The continuous action represents the ratio of maximum reactive power it generates. In

more details, the reactive power generated from the kth PV inverter is qPV
k = ak

√
(smax

k )2 − (pPV
k )2,

where smax
k is the maximum apparent power of the k th node that is dependent on the physical capacity

of the PV inverter.23 If ak > 0, it means penetrating reactive powers to the distribution network. If

ak < 0, it means absorbing reactive powers from the distribution network. The value of c is usually

selected as per the loading capacity of a distribution network, which is for the safety of operations.

The joint action set is denoted as A =×i∈IAi.

State Transition Probability Function. Since the state includes the last action and the change of

loads is random (that theoretically can be modelled as any probabilistic distribution), we can naturally

define the state transition probability function as T : S × A × S → [0, 1] that follows Markov

decision process. Specifically, T (st+1, st, at) = Pr(st+1|δ(st, at)), where at ∈ A and st, st+1 ∈ S .

δ(st, a) 7→ st+τ denotes the solution of the power flow, whereas Pr(st+1|st+τ ) describes the change

of loads (i.e. highly correlated to the user behaviours). τ ≪ ∆t is an extremely short interval much

less than the time interval between two controls (i.e. a time step) and ∆t = 1 in this thesis.

Observation Probability Function. We now define the observation probability function. In the

context of electric power network, it describes the measurement errors that may occur in sensors.

Mathematically, we can define it as Ω : S × A × O → [0, 1]. Specifically, Ω(ot+1|st+1, at) =

2Note that the reactive power range actually dynamically changes at each time step.
3Yielding (qPV

k )t at each time step t is equivalent to yielding ∆t(q
PV

k ) (i.e. the change of reactive power generation at
each time step), since (qPV

k )t = (qPV

k )t−1 +∆t(q
PV

k ). For easily satisfying the safety condition, we directly yield qPV

k at
each time step in this work.
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st+1+N (0,Σ), whereN (0,Σ) is an isotropic multi-variable Gaussian distribution and Σ is dependent

on the physical properties of sensors (e.g. smart meters).

Reward Function. The reward function is defined as follows:

R = − 1

|V |
∑
i∈V

lv(vi)− α · lq(qPV ), (5.1)

where lv(·) is a voltage barrier function and lq(qPV ) = 1
|I| ||q

PV ||1 is the reactive power generation

loss (i.e. a type of power loss approximation easy for computation). The objective is to control the

voltage within a safety range around vref, while the reactive power generation is as less as possible, i.e.,

lq(q
PV ) < ϵ and ϵ > 0. Similar to the mathematical tricks used in β-VAE [127], by KKT conditions

we can transform a constrained reward to a unconstrained reward by a Lagrangian multiplier α ∈

(0, 1) shown in Eq. 5.1. Since lv(·) is not easy to define in practice (i.e., it affects lq(qPV )), we aim

at studying for a good choice in this paper. Although the action range has been restricted to avoid

the violence of the loading capacity of power distribution networks, in simulation there still exist

possibilities that this accident could happen. To address this problem, if the violence of the loading

capacity appears, the system will backtrack to the last state and terminate the simulation, meanwhile,

a penalty of −200 will become the reward instead of the one calculated in Eq. 5.1.

Objective Function. The objective function of this problem is maxπ Eπ[
∑∞

t=0 γ
tRt], where π =

×i∈Iπi; πi : Ōi × Ai → [0, 1] and Ōi = (Oτ
i )

h
τ=1 is a history of observations with the length as h.

Literally, we need to find the optimal joint policy π to maximize the discounted cumulative rewards.

5.2 Voltage Barrier Function

We define vref = 1 p.u. in this thesis, and the voltage needs to be controlled within the safety range

from 0.95 p.u. to 1.05 p.u., which sets the constraint of control. The voltage constraint is difficult to

be handled in MARL, so we use a barrier function to represent the constraint. L1-shape (see Figure

5.1a) was most frequently used in the previous work [90, 93, 94], however, this may lead to wasteful
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Figure 5.1: Three voltage barrier functions, where L1-shape and L2-shape are 2 baselines while Bowl-
shape is proposed in this thesis.

reactive power generations since |∆lv |
α|∆lq | ≫ 1 within the safety range of voltage. Although L2-shape

(see Figure 5.1b) may alleviate this problem, it may be slow to guide the policy outside the safety

range. To address these problems, we propose a barrier function called Bowl-shape that combines

the advantages of L1-shape and L2-shape. It gives a steep gradient outside the safety range, while it

provides a slighter gradient as voltage tends to the vref that enables |∆lv |
α|∆lq | → 0 as v → vref.

We now show and discuss the analytic forms of all voltage barrier functions mentioned above. The

L1-shape can be expressed as follows:

lv(vk) = |vk − vref|, ∀k ∈ V. (5.2)

The L2-shape can be expressed as follows:

lv(vk) = (vk − vref)
2, ∀k ∈ V. (5.3)
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The Bowl-shape can be expressed as follows:

lv(vk) =


a · |vk − vref| − b If |vk − vref| > 0.05,

−c · N (vk | vref, 0.1) + d Otherwise,
(5.4)

where a, b, c, d are 4 hyperparameters to adjust the shape and smoothness of function that are set to

2, 0.095, 0.01, 0.04 respectively in this thesis; N (vk | vref, 0.1) is a density function of the Gaussian

distribution with the mean as vref and the standard deviation as 0.1. In addition to the significance of

satisfying the objective of active voltage control, this construction can also be interpreted as a sort of

statistical implication. vk is assumed to follow the Laplace distribution outside the safety range, while

it is assumed to follow the Gaussian distribution inside the safety range. Thereby, the active voltage

control problem can be transformed to the maximum likelihood estimation (MLE) over a mixture

distribution over voltage with a constraint on the reactive power generation.

5.3 Simulation Settings

Power Network Topology. Two MV networks, IEEE 33-bus [128] and 141-bus [129] are modified

as systems under test.4 To show the flexibility on the network with multi-voltage levels, we construct

a 110kV-20kV-0.4kV (high-medium-low voltage) 322-bus network using benchmark topology from

SimBench [131]. For each network, a main branch is firstly determined and the control regions are

partitioned by the shortest path between the terminal bus and the coupling point on the main branch.

Each region consists of 1-4 PVs dependent on various regional sizes. The specific network description

and partition are shown in Appendix B.3.4. To give an overall picture of the task, we demonstrate the

33-bus network in Figure 5.2.

Data Description. The load profile of each network is modified based on the real-time Portuguese

electricity consumption accounting for 232 consumers of 3 years.5 To highlight the difference be-

4The original topologies and parameters can be found in MATPOWER [130] description file on https://github.
com/MATPOWER/matpower/tree/master/data.

5https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/ElectricityLoadDiagrams20112014.

https://github.com/MATPOWER/matpower/tree/master/data
https://github.com/MATPOWER/matpower/tree/master/data
https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/ElectricityLoadDiagrams20112014
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Figure 5.2: Illustration on 33-bus network. Each bus is indexed by a circle with a number. 4 control
regions are partitioned by the smallest path from the terminal to the main branch (bus 1-6). We control
the voltages on bus 2-33 whereas bus 0-1 represent the substation or main grid with the constant
voltage and infinite active and reactive power capacity. G represents an external generator; small Ls
represent loads; and the sun emoji represents the location where a PV is installed.

tween residential and industrial users, we randomly perturb±5% on the default power factors defined

in the case files and accordingly generate real-time reactive power consumption. The solar data is

collected from Elia group,6 i.e. a Belgium’s power network operator. The load and PV data are then

interpolated with 3-min resolution that is consistent with the real-time control period in the grid. To

distinguish among different solar radiation levels in various regions, the 3-year PV generations from

10 cites/regions are collected and PVs in the same control region possess the same generation pro-

files. We define the PV penetration rate (PR) as the ratio between rated PV generation and rated load

consumption. In this thesis, we set PR ∈ {2.5, 4, 2.5} as the default PR for different topologies.

We oversize each PV inverter by 20% of its maximum active power generation to satisfy the IEEE

grid code [75]. Besides, each PV inverter is considered to be able to generate reactive power in the

STATCOM mode during night [76]. The median and 25%-75% quantile shadings of PV generation,

and the mean and minima-maxima shading of the loads are illustrated in Figure 5.3. The details are

described in Appendix B.3.5.

MARL Simulation Setting. We now describe the simulation setting by the view of MARL. In the

33-bus network, there are 4 regions with 6 agents. In the 141-bus network, there are 9 regions with

22 agents. In the 322-bus network, there are 22 regions with 38 agents. The discount factor γ is set

to 0.99. α in Eq. 5.1 is set to 0.1. To guarantee the safety of distribution networks, we manually set

6https://www.elia.be/en/grid-data/power-generation/
solar-pv-power-generation-data.

https://www.elia.be/en/grid-data/power-generation/
solar-pv-power-generation-data
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(a) 33-bus network.
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(b) 141-bus network.
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(c) 322-bus network.

Figure 5.3: Active PV generations and load consumption.

the range of actions for each scenario, with [−0.8, 0.8] for 33-bus network, [−0.6, 0.6] for 141-bus

network, and [−0.7, 0.7] for 322-bus network. During training, we randomly sample the initial state

for an episode and each episode lasts for 240 time steps (i.e. a half day). Every simulation is run with

5 random seeds and the test results during training are given by the median and the 25%-75% quartile

shading. Each test is conducted every 20 episodes with 10 randomly selected episodes for evaluation.

Evaluation Metrics. In simulation, we use the following two metrics to evaluate the performance

of algorithms. We aim to find algorithms and reward functions with high control rate (CR) and low

power loss (PL). The details of the metrics are shown as follows:

• Control rate: It calculates the ratio of the timesteps where all buses’ voltages are under control to

the total time steps during each episode.

• Power loss: It calculates the average power loss (i.e., the total power loss of the power network

divided by the number of buses) per timestep during each episode.

MARL Algorithm Settings. We evaluate the performance of SQDDPG and SMFPPO, compared

with state-of-the-art MARL algorithms, e.g. IDDPG [105], MADDPG [132], COMA [14], IPPO

[133], MAPPO [134], and MATD3 [135] on this real-world problem with continuous actions. Since

COMA can only work for discrete actions, we conduct some modification to make it work for contin-

uous actions (see Appendix B.3.1 for more details). The details of algorithmic settings are shown in

Appendix B.3.2.
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5.4 Experimental Results

5.4.1 Main Results

Diverse Algorithm Performance under Distinct Reward Functions. To clearly show the rela-

tionship among all baseline algorithms and reward functions, we plot 3D surfaces over CR and PL

with respect to algorithm types and reward types (i.e. distinct voltage barrier functions) in Figure

5.4. It is apparent that the performance of algorithms are highly correlated with the reward types. In

other words, the same algorithm could perform diversely even trained by different reward functions

with the same objective but different shapes. This motivates us to find a comparatively good shape of

reward function (i.e. mainly dependent on voltage barrier functions) to each scenario (averaging the

performance of algorithms) to evaluate SQDDPG and SMFPPO.

Voltage Barrier Function Comparisons. To investigate the effect of different voltage barrier func-

tions and select the best choice for each scenario, we show the median performance of overall six

baseline MARL algorithms in Figure 5.5. It can be observed that the Bowl-shape can preserve the

high CR, while maintain the low PL on the 33-bus and the 141-bus networks. Although L1-shape can

achieve the best CR on the 33-bus and the 141-bus networks, its PL on the 141-bus network is the

highest. L2-shape performs the worst on the 33-bus and the 141-bus networks, but performs the best

on the 322-bus network with the highest CR and the lowest PL. The reason could be that its slighter

gradients is more suitable for adapting to many agents. In summary, the above results show that the

L1-shape, the Bowl-shape and the L2-shape are the best choices for the 33-bus network, the 141-bus

network and the 322-bus network, respectively. As a result, we use the above setting of voltage barrier

functions to evaluate SQDDPG and SMFPPO.

Algorithm Performance. Based on the selection of the voltage barrier function for each scenario,

we now show the main results of all algorithms on all scenarios in Figure 5.6. MADDPG and MATD3

generally perform well on all scenarios. COMA performs well over CR on 33-bus networks and the

performance falls on the large scale scenarios, but its PL is high. This reveals the limitation of COMA
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Figure 5.4: Median performances of overall algorithms trained with various rewards consist of distinct
voltage barrier functions shown in 3D surfaces. The sub-caption indicates [metric]-[scenario].

on the scaling to many agents. Although MAPPO and IPPO perform well in games [133, 134],

their performance on the real-world power network problems are poor. Compared with IPPO and

MAPPO, the main difference of SMFPPO is that the evaluation of return is based on the Shapley value

mechanism. The superior performance of SMFPPO verifies the effectiveness of the main contribution

of this thesis. IDDPG generally performs at the middle place, which may be due to non-stationary

dynamics led by multi-agents [132]. SQDDPG and SMFPPO generally perform well.

5.4.2 Comparison between MARL and Traditional Control Methods

To compare SMFPPO and SQDDPG with the traditional control methods, we conduct a series of

tests on various network topologies (i.e. the 33-bus, the 141-bus, and the 322-bus networks). The
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Figure 5.5: Median performance of overall algorithms with different voltage barrier functions. The
sub-caption indicates [metric]-[scenario].

traditional control method candidates are OPF [67] and droop control [82]. For conciseness, we

only demonstrate the voltage and the power of a typical bus with a PV installed (i.e. one of the

most difficult buses to control) during a day (i.e. 480 consecutive timesteps) in summer and winter

respectively. Given the current observation, either SMFPPO or SQDDPG performs an action once.

In contrast, both traditional methods perform with an optimization procedure to asymptotically reach

the stable and safe voltages. Besides, the droop gain of the droop control needs to be tuned and the

OPF needs the global observation and network topology. Therefore, SMFPPO and SQDDPG are

more economic and cost effective on running algorithms during execution. This is also one of the

motivations why we aim at investigating the potential of applying the technique of MARL to the

real-world physical systems like power systems.

One Bus in the 33-Bus Network. From Figure 5.7 and 5.8, it can be seen that all methods control

the voltage within the safety range in both summer and winter. Both SMFPPO and SQDDPG execute
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Figure 5.6: Median CR and PL of algorithms with different voltage barrier functions. The sub-caption
indicates [metric]-[barrier]-[scenario].

less power loss than the droop control but higher than the OPF. This phenomenon is possibly due to

the fact that droop control is a fully distributed algorithm which cannot explicitly reduce the power

loss and OPF is a centralised algorithm with the known system model, while SMFPPO and SQDDPG

lie between these 2 types of algorithms. It is worth noting that the actions executed from SMFPPO

and SQDDPG are similar to that of droop control. In comparison with the smoothness of the actions

executed from SQDDPG, the actions executed from SMFPPO perform in a zigzag phenomenon.

One Bus in the 141-Bus Network. Figure 5.9 and 5.10 show the results of a typical bus in the 141-

bus network. In summer, all methods can control the voltage within the safety range. Nonetheless, the

power loss of SMFPPO and SQDDPG is far lower than the droop control. In winter, all methods can

still control the voltage within the safety range, however, SMFPPO and SQDDPG behave differently

compared with the traditional control methods in generating the reactive power. For example, SMF-

PPO absorbs the reactive power in winter, which is different from the strategies of the droop control
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Figure 5.7: Comparing SMFPPO with traditional control methods on bus 18 during a day in the 33-
bus network. 1st row: results of a summer day. 2nd row: results of a winter day. None and limit in (a)
represent the voltage with no control and the safety voltage range respectively. P and Q in (b) indicate
the PV active power and the reactive power by various methods.
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Figure 5.8: Comparing SQDDPG with traditional control methods on bus 18 during a day in the 33-
bus network. 1st row: the results of a summer day. 2nd row: the results of a winter day. None and
limit in (a) represent the voltage with no control and the safety voltage range respectively. P and Q in
(b) indicate the PV active power and the reactive power by various methods.

and the OPF, still yielding a low power loss.

One Bus in the 322-Bus Network. Figure 5.11 and 5.12 show the results of a typical bus in the 322-

bus network. In summer, it can be seen that SMFPPO can well control the voltage within the safety

range while SQDDPG cannot. Additionally, the droop control can still control the voltage within the
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(a) Voltage.

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24
Hour

-1.00

0.00

1.00

2.00

3.00

Po
we

r (
M

W
/M

VA
R)

P
Q-SMFPPO
Q-Droop
Q-OPF

(b) Power.
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Figure 5.9: Comparing SMFPPO with traditional control methods on a typical bus during a day in the
141-bus network. 1st row: the results of a summer day. 2nd row: the results of a winter day. None
and limit in (a) represent the voltage with no control and the safety range respectively. P and Q in (b)
indicate the PV active power and the reactive power by various methods.
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(a) Voltage.
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Figure 5.10: Comparing SQDDPG with traditional control methods on a typical bus during a day in
the 141-bus network. 1st row: the results of a summer day. 2nd row: the results of a winter day. None
and limit in (a) represent the voltage with no control and the safety range respectively. P and Q in (b)
indicate the PV active power and the reactive power by various methods.

safety range, whereas the OPF slightly exceeds the lower limit. The inferior performance of OPF is

perhaps due to the reason that the 322-bus network is so large and complicated that it may suffer the

computational catastrophe with respect to the inverse of the topological matrix. In winter, all methods

can control the voltage within the safety range, though the voltage at this time is originally within

the safety range without no control. It can be observed that SQDDPG cannot generate the accurate
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power loss (i.e. the low power loss with the insufficient reactive power or the high power loss with

the excessive reactive power). This is probably due to the incorrect credit assignment led by the direct

approximation of marginal contribution in the implementation of SQDDPG (see Section 3.3.6) and

therefore it leads to the difficulty of converging to the optimal joint policy. In contrast, SMFPPO

generates comparatively more accurate reactive power and therefore the more appropriate power loss.

It is not difficult to see that the droop control is a competitive baseline, however, its drawback is that

the extra inner-loop optimization at each timestep is needed.
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Figure 5.11: Comparing SMFPPO with traditional control methods on a typical bus during a day in
the 322-bus network. 1st row: the results of a summer day. 2nd row: the results of a winter day. None
and limit in (a) represent the voltage with no control and the safety range respectively. P and Q in (b)
indicate the PV active power and the reactive power by various methods.

Analysis for All Buses. To give the whole picture of active voltage control for the days we select

for demonstration above, we show the status of all buses with no control for all scenarios in Figure

5.13; as well as the status of all buses under control methods in Figure 5.14 about the 33-bus network,

Figure 5.15 about the 141-bus network and Figure 5.16 about the 322-bus network. In winter, almost

all methods can control the voltage of all buses within the safety range in all scenarios. For this

reason, we only focus on the results of summer in the following discussion.

In the 33-bus network and the 141-bus network, it is obvious that all methods can control the voltage

within the safety range. In the 322-bus network, the performance of droop control is far better than

OPF, SMFPPO and SQDDPG, which is the only method controlling all buses’ voltages within the
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(a) Voltage.
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(b) Power.
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Figure 5.12: Comparing SQDDPG with traditional control methods on a typical bus during a day in
the 322-bus network. 1st row: the results of a summer day. 2nd row: the results of a winter day. None
and limit in (a) represent the voltage with no control and the safety range respectively. P and Q in (b)
indicate the PV active power and the reactive power by various methods.
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(a) 33-summer.
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(b) 141-summer.
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(c) 322-summer.
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(d) 33-winter.
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(e) 141-winter.

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24
Hour

0.90

0.95

1.00

1.05

1.10

Vo
lta

ge
 (p

.u
.)

Voltage
Limit

(f) 322-winter.

Figure 5.13: Status of all buses’ voltage (in orange lines) in a day on the 33-bus, the 141-bus and
the 322-bus networks in summer and winter. The red dashed lines are the safety boundaries. Each
caption above indicates [network]-[season].

safety range. The reason for the failure of the OPF is probably due to the computational burden as

we discussed before. It is worth noting that the success in the droop control highly relies on a high-

bandwidth inner loop in the inverter controller (i.e., analogous to the optimization procedure to solve

a static game in multi-agent learning), so the effective control rate is much higher than the sample

rate [136]. The failure of SMFPPO is probably due to the fact that the increasing number of agents
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leads to the difficulty of estimating the accurate coalition value function and therefore the Markov

Shapley value. It is seen that the patterns of the resulting voltage yielded by SQDDPG are so close to

the droop control. In contrast, the patterns of the resulting voltage yielded by SMFPPO lie between

the OPF and the droop control. This is an interesting phenomenon which deserves to be investigated

in the future work.

Discussion. We now discuss the phenomenons that we observe from the simulation results.

• It is obvious that the voltage barrier function may impact the performance of an algorithm (even with

tiny change to the common goal). This may be of general importance as many real-world problems

may contain constraints that are not indirect in the objective function. An overall methodology is

needed for designing barrier functions in state-constraint MARL.

• MARL such as SMFPPO and SQDDPG may scale well to the number of agents and the complexity

of networks, and only requires a very low control rate for the active voltage control.

• The combination of learning algorithms with domain knowledge is a potential roadmap towards

the interpretable MARL. For the active voltage control problem, the domain knowledge may be

presented as the network topology, the inner control loop (say droop control), and the load pattern.

The exploitation of such domain knowledge reduces the dimensions of MARL exploration space

and may offer a lower bound of performance as a guarantee. Encoding domain knowledge such as

the network topology as a priori for model-based MARL is also a potential direction.

5.4.3 Understanding Markov Shapley Value

In this section, we attempt to explore the interpretation of Markov Shapley value for the active voltage

control in power distribution networks. Our method to investigate this novel task is firstly giving a

hypothesis for the possible implication of Markov Shapley value to the power network and then

verifying it with the sample data collected from testing cases. We hypothesize that each agent i’s

Markov Shapley value is correlated to pPV
i + 0.01 × qPV

i which is the possible physical implication

that may influence the active voltage control. Recall that pPV
i and qPV

i are the active power and the
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reactive power related to the bus where agent i is located. To avoid the Simpson’s paradox [137],7

we separately calculate the Pearson correlation coefficient for each case with respect to the network

topology and the season (both of which are possible confounding variables).

Results and Analysis. The result are shown in Table 5.1. It can be seen from the table that SQD-

DPG is more correlated to the formula pPV
i + 0.01 × qPV

i than SMFPPO in the 33-bus network and

the 141-bus network. Although the Markov Shapley value of SMFPPO should be theoretically more

accurate than SQDDPG, the excessive approximation error during learning of SMFPPO may lead to

the difficulty of fitting the correct coalition value functions. Owing to the small number of agents

and therefore the limited possibilities of functional forms of marginal contribution, SQDDPG can

successfully learn the accurate marginal contributions. On the other hand, when the number of agents

increase shown in the cases of 322-bus networks, the inaccurate representation of marginal contribu-

tions in SQDDPG is extremely exaggerated and even cannot estimate the correlation in the positive

way. Despite the burden of fitting, SMFPPO can still show the positive correlation in the cases of

322-bus networks. The result raises a dilemma on the trade-off between the ease of fitting and the

accuracy of representation.

Table 5.1: Pearson correlation coefficient between the Markov Shapley value and the physical impli-
cation in the power distribution networks such that pPV

i +0.01× qPV
i in variant test cases. The results

are calculated by 480 samples generated by trained multi-agent models. Note that the p-values of the
results are within the accepted significance level (i.e. within 5%). To enable the table to be neat, we
choose not to report it in the table.

33-summer 33-winter 141-summer 141-winter 322-summer 322-winter

SQDDPG 0.812 0.579 0.591 0.585 -0.757 -0.375
SMFPPO 0.513 0.247 0.325 0.203 0.175 0.072

Discussion. The above results show the correlation between the Markov Shapley value and the

active power adding small portion of reactive power of the bus where it is located. This finding can

verify the effectiveness and representative capability (encoding the physical implication) of Markov

7Simpson’s paradox is a phenomenon in statistics that a trend appears in several groups of data but disappears or
reverses when the groups are combined. This phenomenon is usually caused by confounding variables, so one direct way
to solve it is observing the confounding variables.
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Shapley value, given a known physical fact in the power distribution networks (i.e., the droop control

sets the local active power as the input). From the reverse direction, it is an evidence to let us believe

that Markov Shapley value can potentially “discover” more physical facts to an environment that is

unknown to human beings. The remaining issue is how the linkage between the Markov Shapley

value and the “language” that is familiar to human beings can be established, which might be a future

direction to enhance the interpretability of Markov Shapley value.
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(a) OPF-summer.
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(b) Droop-summer.
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(c) SMFPPO-summer.
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(d) SQDDPG-summer.
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(e) OPF-winter.
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(f) Droop-winter.
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(g) SMFPPO-winter.
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(h) SQDDPG-winter.

Figure 5.14: Status of all buses in a day in the 33-bus network. The orange lines are the variation of
buses’ voltage and red dashed lines are the safety boundaries. Each caption above indicates [method]-
[season].
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(a) OPF-summer.
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(b) Droop-summer.
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(c) SMFPPO-summer.
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(d) SQDDPG-summer.
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(e) OPF-winter.
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(f) Droop-winter.
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(g) SMFPPO-winter.
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(h) SQDDPG-winter.

Figure 5.15: Status of all buses in a day in the 141-bus network. The orange lines are the variation of
buses’ voltage and red dashed lines are the safety boundaries. Each caption above indicates [method]-
[season].
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(a) OPF-summer.
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(b) Droop-summer.
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(c) SMFPPO-summer.
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(d) SQDDPG-summer.
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(e) OPF-winter.
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(f) Droop-winter.
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(g) SMFPPO-winter.
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(h) SQDDPG-winter.

Figure 5.16: Status of all buses in a day in the 322-bus network. The orange lines are the variation of
buses’ voltage and red dashed lines are the safety boundaries. Each caption above indicates [method]-
[season].



Chapter 6

Conclusion and Future Work

This thesis aims at solving cooperative multi-agent reinforcement learning using credit assignment,

which is a longstanding problem in a cooperative game called global reward game. In a global reward

game, agents only receive a global reward when performing decentralised policies to interact with

the environment. The global reward encodes a shared goal to which all agents need to collaborate.

Technically, the agents should jointly optimize the cumulative discounted global rewards (a.k.a. the

global value). During training, if only with the global value as a signal to improve (or learn) agents’

policies, the resulting joint policy could be inefficient (e.g., only one agent learns a beneficial policy to

solve the task, while the other agents perform like dummies). This motivates us to introduce a concept

in cooperative game theory called Shapley value as a credit assignment scheme to fairly assign the

credit to each agent.

Since the Shapley value is a concept for a cooperative game model in the cooperative game theory

called convex game, it cannot be directly applied to the global reward game. To bridge this gap, we

firstly extend the convex game and Shapley value to Markov decision process to fit the setting of global

reward game, named as Markov convex game and Markov Shapley value, respectively. We prove that

Markov Shapley value is a solution to the Markov convex game, agreeing on a solution concept that

we extend from the core (i.e. a solution concept for the convex game) named as Markov core. Then,

we show that a global reward game with credit assignment can be represented as a Markov convex

game (under the grand coalition) with a payoff distribution scheme. This implies that the Markov

108
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Shapley value as a payoff distribution scheme solving a Markov convex game can be applied as a

solution to the credit assignment in a global reward game. We further prove that Markov Shapley

value inherits the fairness of the original Shapley value, which is one of the motivations of employing

Markov Shaley value to solve the global reward game. In more details, the fairness property can assist

the interpretation of agents’ behaviours.

To achieve the optimal global value, each agent should reach the optimal Markov Shapley value. For

the ease of incorporating Markov Shapley value into multi-agent reinforcement learning (MARL),

we drive its equivalent form called Markov Shapley Q-value. We propose an optimality criterion

called Bellman-Shapley optimality equation and an operator called Shapley-Bellman operator, ex-

tended from the well known Bellman optimality equation and Bellman operator in Markov decision

process and reinforcement learning. The Shapley-Bellman optimality equation describes an evalua-

tion of the optimal Markov Shapley Q-value and the optimal joint policy. We prove that recursively

running the Shapley-Bellman operator leads to the Shapley-Bellman optimality equation.

Furthermore, we derive the stochastic approximation of Bellman-Shapley operator and prove its con-

vergence to the optimal Markov Shapley Q-value under some technical assumptions. Based on the

additional function approximation of Markov Shapley Q-value via deep learning, we propose two

practical MARL algorithms such as Shapley Q-learning (SHAQ) and Shapley Q-value deep deter-

ministic policy gradient (SQDDPG). SHAQ is a value-based algorithm which aims at solving the

problems with discrete actions, while SQDDPG is a policy-based algorithm which aims at solving

the problems with continuous actions. SHAQ and SQDDPG are testified in the benchmark tasks in

the community of machine learning research, such as Predator-Prey, Traffic Junction, and StarCraft

Multi-Agent Challenges (SMAC). Both algorithms demonstrate superior performance to the base-

line algorithms and the ability of interpreting agents’ behaviours. To address the issue of the direct

approximation of marginal contribution in SQDDPG, we further propose Shapley model-free proxi-

mal policy gradient (SMFPPO). In addition, we extend Markov convex game to partial observability,

named as partially observable Markov convex game. We also propose Shapley value iteration and

Shapley policy gradient, which support the Shapley value based MARL algorithms in implementa-

tion to tackle the partially observable problems.
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Finally, we apply the SQDDPG and SMFPPO to a real-world problem in energy networks called

active voltage control in power distribution networks. In more details, the main objective is controlling

the voltage of all buses in distributed manner in a power distribution network within the safety range.

To enable the problem to be compatible with MARL, we are the first one to formally formulate

this problem as a Dec-POMDP (i.e. matching each component in power distribution networks to a

concept in the Dec-POMDP). In simulation, SMFPPO and SQDDPG generally perform better than

the baseline algorithms. Moreover, we compare these two algorithms with the traditional control

methods: droop control and optimal power flow (OPF). Due to the extra inner-loop control (i.e. time

consuming) in the droop control and the additional global observation and system specifications (i.e.,

unavailable in rapid-changing scenarios caused by the injection of renewable energy) in the OPF,

SMFPPO and SQDDPG cannot beat them in the large-scale scenario. In the small-scale scenarios,

both MARL algorithms can reach the same control performance, and yield less power loss than the

droop control. Moreover, we investigate the connection between the Markov Shapley Q-value and

the physical implication of power distribution networks. In our finding, the Markov Shapley Q-value

is correlated to the active power adding the reactive power of the bus where it is located. This shows

a motivation of studying a general methodology to connect the Markov Shapley Q-value with the

physical implications in the future work.

6.1 Summary of Achievements

The thesis has proposed several innovations which push forward the advances of cooperative multi-

agent reinforcement learning with credit assignment. The progress is summarized as follows.

1. Establishing the connection between cooperative game theory and global reward game.

Convex game in the cooperative game theory is extended to Markov decision process named

Markov convex game, and connected with the global reward game under theoretical guarantees.

The background and theory behind the convex game are rich in payoff distribution, which makes

credit assignment in the global reward game valid with reasonable and solid foundations.

2. Introducing Shapley value into the global reward game. For the sake of the connection
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between the Markov convex game and the global reward game, a payoff distribution scheme

in the cooperative game theory called Shapley value is valid to be introduced into the global

reward game as a credit assignment scheme. The main advantage of Shapley value is that

it can assign credit fairly. To make Shapley value fit the global reward game, we extend it

to Markov convex game, named as Markov Shapley value. Besides, we derive an equivalent

form of Markov Shapley value called Markov Shapley Q-value, which is a more useful form to

multi-agent reinforcement learning.

3. Constructing a theoretical framework to describe the Markov Shapley Q-value. We extend

Bellman optimality equation to describe the optimal Markov Shapley Q-value called Shapley-

Bellman optimality equation, whereby the reach of the optimal joint policy is guaranteed. More-

over, we propose Shapley-Bellman operator by extending the well known Bellman operator.

Recursively running Shapley-Bellman operator is proved to reach the optimal Markov Shapley

Q-value.

4. Proposing three MARL algorithms based on Markov Shapley Q-value. Based on the the-

oretical framework of Markov Shapley Q-value, we propose three multi-agent reinforcement

learning algorithms named as Shapley Q-learning (SHAQ), Shapley Q-value deep determin-

istic policy gradient (SQDDPG) and Shapley model-free proximal policy gradient (SMFPPO).

SHAQ belongs to the value-based methods, while SQDDPG and SMFPPO belong to the policy-

based methods.

5. Generalising Markov convex game to partial observablility to enable Shapley value based

MARL algorithms to solve partially observable tasks. Markov convex game is generalised

to partial observability named as partially observable Markov convex game (POMCG), in which

we also propose partially observable Shapley value iteration and partially observable Shapley

policy gradient. Thanks to these results, the Shapley value based MARL algorithms can be

implemented in some tricks to deal with the partially observable tasks.

6. Formulating the active voltage control problem as a Dec-POMDP. To solve the active volt-

age control in power distribution networks by MARL, we formulate the problem as a Dec-

POMDP which is a partially observable version of the global reward game. For the sake of
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the theoretical results of the POMCG, it is feasible to leverage the Shapley value based MARL

algorithms to solve the problem. In simulation, it shows that the Shapley value based MARL

algorithms can partially solve the active voltage control problem, still facing the challenge to

the large-scale network.

7. Releasing the open-source simulator for the active voltage control in power distribution

networks. To bridge the gap between the machine learning community and the power society,

we release an open-source environment that is friendly to MARL for simulating the process of

the active voltage control in power distribution networks. The machine learning researchers can

therefore easily attempt any state-of-the-art MARL algorithm to solve this real-world problem.

6.2 Future Work

Although the thesis has achieved convincing breakthroughs in multi-agent reinforcement learning

with credit assignment and its application in the active voltage control problem, there still exist mul-

tiple issues to be tackled in the future work.

Alignment between Markov Shapley value and Physical Implication. Although we have shown

some implication related to Markov Shapley value, these are based on the hypotheses from human

beings. In other words, one should give a hypothesis and then use some statistical metric (e.g. Pear-

son correlation coefficient) to verify the correlation. However, the successes of special cases cannot

guarantee the success in general situations. To address this issue, it is possible to incorporate the prior

knowledge about the physical systems or other environments into the construction of marginal con-

tributions. Thereby, it is potential to align the existing theoretical results in physical systems or other

environments with the concepts of Shapley value. As a result, Markov Shapley value could become

understandable to human beings with physical implication.

Fully Decentralised Training under Credit Assignment. The training paradigm in this thesis

mainly concentrates on the centralised training, which means that agents should share the collected
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data in a central hub during training to gather coalition information for estimating the related term (e.g.

the marginal contribution). Nevertheless, in many cases the data gathering is not allowed, e.g., due to

the privacy problems and communication difficulties. Therefore, it is necessary to derive a methodol-

ogy that can well estimate the coalition information based on the history of local information to each

agent. To this end, the Markov Shapley value is able to be estimated in the fully decentralised manner.

The main challenge here is how a predictor for an agent should be designed, which may be influenced

by the uncertainty of other agents’ behaviours. Technically, this is highly related to a cutting-edge

research problem called generalizable multi-agent reinforcement learning.

Improving Voltage Barrier Function. About the application aspect of this thesis, one future work

that could be improving the design of voltage barrier functions. As our simulation results show,

the reward shape such as voltage barrier function seriously affects the result of MARL algorithms.

On the other hand, the design of voltage barrier functions could influence the trade-off between the

voltage safety and the power loss, which forms a dilemma. For this reason, it is necessary to design

a voltage barrier function that solves both the dilemma in the voltage control problem itself and the

generalizability to different MARL algorithms.

6.3 Publications

The works introduced in this thesis are constituted of the following publications [23, 105, 138].

1. Wang, Jianhong, Yuan Zhang, Tae-Kyun Kim, and Yunjie Gu. ”Shapley Q-value: A local

reward approach to solve global reward games.” In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference

on Artificial Intelligence, vol. 34, no. 05, pp. 7285-7292. 2020. → This paper extended

the convex game to Markov decision process for the first time, meanwhile, it proved that a

global reward game can be represented by a Markov convex game under the grand coalition.

Moreover, this paper proposed a novel algorithm named SQDDPG, which firstly incorporated

Shapley value into multi-agent reinforcement learning heuristically. The contents are covered

by Chapter 3 and 4 in this thesis.



114 Chapter 6. Conclusion and Future Work

2. Wang, Jianhong, Wangkun Xu, Yunjie Gu, Wenbin Song, and Tim C. Green. ”Multi-

agent reinforcement learning for active voltage control on power distribution networks.”

Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems 34 (2021): 3271-3284. → This paper

firstly defined the active voltage control problem in power distribution networks as a decen-

tralised partially observable Markov decision process (Dec-POMDP) [101] in a rigorous man-

ner. Additionally, we released an open-source environment (simulator) for this problem and

evaluated the state-of-the-art multi-agent algorithms on it. The contents are covered by Chapter

5 in this thesis.

3. Wang, Jianhong, Yuan Zhang, Yunjie Gu, and Tae-Kyun Kim. ”Shaq: Incorporating

shapley value theory into multi-agent q-learning.” Advances in Neural Information Pro-

cessing Systems 35 (2022): 5941-5954. → This paper formally defined and analysed the gen-

eralisation of Shapley value to Markov decision process called Markov Shapley value, which

filled in the gap left in [105]. Furthermore, the Markov Shapley value was incorporated into

multi-agent Q-learning called SHAQ. Its optimality and reliability (the convergence property)

were rigorously analysed and proved. The contents are covered by Chapter 3 and 4.
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Mathematical Proofs

A.1 Proof of Marginal Contribution

Proposition 2. Agent i’s action marginal contribution can be derived as follows:

Φi(s, ai|Ci) = max
aCi

Qπ∗
Ci (s, aCi∪{i})−max

aCi

Qπ∗
Ci (s, aCi). (A.1)

Proof. We now rewrite maxπCi
V πCi∪{i}(s) as follows:

max
πCi

V πCi∪{i}(s) = max
πCi

∑
aCi∪{i}

πCi∪{i}(aCi∪{i}|s) QπCi∪{i}(s, aCi∪{i})

= max
aCi

max
πCi

QπCi∪{i}(s, aCi∪{i})

≜ max
aCi

Qπ∗
Ci (s, aCi∪{i}). (A.2)

Similarly, we rewrite maxπCi
V πCi (s) as follows:

max
πCi

V πCi (s) = max
aCi

max
πCi

QπCi (s, aCi) = max
aCi

Qπ∗
Ci (s, aCi). (A.3)
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Since maxπCi
V πCi (s) is irrelevant to ai, by Eq. A.2 and A.3 we can get that

Φi(s, ai|Ci) = max
aCi

Qπ∗
Ci (s, aCi∪{i})−max

aCi

Qπ∗
Ci (s, aCi). (A.4)

By Eq. A.4, we can get the following result such that

Φ∗
i (s, ai|Ci) = max

πi

Φi(s, ai|Ci)

= max
πi

{
max
aCi

Qπ∗
Ci (s, aCi∪{i})−max

aCi

Qπ∗
Ci (s, aCi)

}
= max

πi

{
max
aCi

max
πCi

QπCi∪{i}(s, aCi∪{i})−max
aCi

max
πCi

QπCi (s, aCi)

}
= max

πi

max
aCi

max
πCi

QπCi∪{i}(s, aCi∪{i})−max
aCi

max
πCi

QπCi (s, aCi)

= max
aCi

max
πCi∪{i}

QπCi∪{i}(s, aCi∪{i})−max
aCi

max
πCi

QπCi (s, aCi)

= max
aCi

Q
π∗
Ci∪{i}(s, aCi∪{i})−max

aCi

Qπ∗
Ci (s, aCi). (A.5)

The proof is completed.

Proposition 3. ∀Ci ⊆ N and ∀s ∈ S, Eq. 3.1 is satisfied if and only if maxπi
Φi(s|Ci) ≥ 0.

Proof. ∀Ci ⊆ N and ∀s ∈ S, given that Eq. 3.1 is satisfied, with the fact that Ci ∩ {i} = ∅ we can

get the equation such that

max
πCi∪{i}

V πCi∪{i}(s) ≥ max
πCi

V πCi (s) + max
πi

V πi(s). (A.6)

Since maxπi
V πi(s) ≥ 0 by the definition in Markov convex game, we can easily get the equation

such that

max
πCi∪{i}

V πCi∪{i}(s)−max
πCi

V πCi (s) ≥ 0. (A.7)
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Therefore, we can get the equation such that

max
πi

Φi(s|Ci) ≥ 0. (A.8)

With the same conditions, the reverse direction of proof apparently holds by going through from

Eq. A.8 to A.6. By Definition 4, Eq. A.8 determines the range of Markov Shapley value, which is

consistent with the range of the coalition value in definition.

Lemma 2. The optimal marginal contribution is a solution in the Markov core under a Markov convex

game with the grand coalition.

Proof. The complete proof is as follows.

Firstly, if we would like to prove that the optimal marginal contribution is a payoff distribution scheme

in the Markov core (with the grand coalition), we just need to prove that for any intermediate coalition

C ⊆ N , the following condition is satisfied such that

max
πC

Φ(s|C) ≥ max
πC

V πC(s), ∀s ∈ S, (A.9)

where maxπC Φ(s|C) =
∑

i∈C maxπi
Φi(s|Ci).

Suppose for the sake of contradiction that we have maxπC Φ(s|C) < maxπC V
πC(s) for some s ∈ S

and some coalition C = {j1, j2, ..., j|C|}⊆ N , where jn ∈ C and n ∈ {1, 2, ..., |C|}. We can assume

without the loss of generality that the coalition C is generated by the permutation ⟨j1, j2, ..., j|C|⟩, i.e.,

the agents joins in C following the order j1, j2, ..., j|C|. Now, for each n ∈ {1, 2, ..., |C|}, we have

{j1, j2, ..., jn−1}⊆ {1, 2, ..., jn − 1}. Following Eq. 3.1, we can write out the inequality as follows:

max
πCn∪

V πCn∪ (s) + max
πCn∩

V πCn∩ (s) ≥ max
πCnm

V πCnm (s) + max
πCn

k

V
πCn

k (s),

Cnk = {1, 2, ..., jn − 1}, Cnm = {j1, j2, ..., jn},

Cn∩ = Cnm ∩ Cnk = {j1, j2, ..., jn−1}, Cn∪ = Cnm ∪ Cnk = {1, 2, ..., jn}.

(A.10)
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Next, we rearrange Eq. A.10 and the following inequality is obtained such that

max
πCn∪

V πCn∪ (s)−max
πCn

k

V
πCn

k (s) ≥ max
πCnm

V πCnm (s)−max
πCn∩

V πCn∩ (s), (A.11)

Since we can express maxπC V
πC(s) as follows:

max
πC

V πC(s) = max
πj1

V πj1 (s)−max
π∅

V π∅(s)

+ max
π{j1,j2}

V π{j1,j2}(s)−max
πj1

V πj1 (s)

+
...

+max
πC

V πC(s)− max
πC\{jn}

V πC\{jn}(s). (A.12)

By Definition 3 we can obviously get the following equations such that

Φi(s|Ci) = Φi(s|Cnk ) = max
πCn

k

V πCn∪ (s)−max
πCn

k

V
πCn

k (s). (A.13)

By taking the maximum operator over πi to Eq. A.13, we can get that

max
πi

Φi(s|Ci) = max
πi

Φi(s|Cnk ) = max
πCn∪

V πCn∪ (s)−max
πCn

k

V
πCn

k (s). (A.14)

By adding up these inequalities in Eq. A.11 for all C ⊆N and inserting the results from Eq. A.12 and

A.14, we can directly obtain a new inequality such that

∑
i∈C

max
πi

Φi(s|Ci) = max
πC

Φ(s|C) ≥ max
πC

V πC(s). (A.15)

It is obvious that Eq. A.15 contradicts the suppose, so we have showed that Eq. A.9 always holds

for any coalition C ⊆ N . For this reason, we can get the conclusion that marginal contribution is a

solution in the Markov core under the Markov convex game with the grand coalition.

Proposition 4. In a Markov convex game with the grand coalition, the marginal contribution satisfies

the property of efficiency: maxπ V
π(s) =

∑
i∈N maxπi

Φi(s|Ci).
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Proof. For any Ci ⊆ N\{i} and i ∈ N , according to Eq. 3.4 we can get the equation such that

max
πi

Φi(s|Ci) = max
πCi∪{i}

V πCi∪{i}(s)−max
πCi

V πCi (s), (A.16)

where maxπCi∪{i} V
πCi (s) = maxπCi

V πCi (s), since the decision of agent i will not affect the value

of Ci (i.e., the coalition excluding agent i ). Given the definition that V π∅(s) = 0 and the result from

Eq. A.16, by Assumption 3 we can get the equations such that

max
π

V π(s)

= max
π{j1}

V π{j1}(s)−max
π∅

V π∅(s)

+ max
π{j1,j2}

V π{j1}(s)−max
π{j1}

V π{j1}(s)

+
...

+max
π

V π(s)− max
πN\{jn}

V πN\{jn}(s) =
∑
i∈N

max
πi

Φi(s|Ci). (A.17)

A.2 Proof of Markov Shapley Value

Proposition 5. Markov Shapley value possesses properties as follows: (i) identifiability of dummy

agents: V ϕ
i (s) = 0; (ii) efficiency: maxπ V

π(s) =
∑

i∈N maxπi
V ϕ
i (s); (iii) reflecting the contribu-

tion; and (iv) symmetry.

Proof. The complete proof is as follows. Since the marginal contribution is an implementation to

fulfil (iii) and Markov Shapley value is actually a convex combination of marginal contributions, (iii)

is still preserved. We will next prove the (i), followed by (ii) and (iv). For any agent i ∈ N and any

state s ∈ S, its Markov Shapley value denoted as V ϕ
i (s).

Proof of (i): Let us define Π(N ) as the set of all permutations of agents. Suppose that an arbitrary

agent i is a dummy agent for an arbitrary state s ∈ S . For any permutation m ∈ Π(N ) of agents
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to form the grand coalition, by Assumption 4 we have maxπCm
i
V

πCm
i (s) = maxπCm

i
V

πCm
i

∪{i}(s),

thereby Φi(s|Cmi ) = 0, where Cmi denotes the intermediate coalition generated from permutation m

that agent i would join. Also, the above analysis is valid for all permutations of agents to form the

grand coalition. By Definition 4, it is not difficult to see that the dummy agent’s Markov Shapley

value will be 0 such that V ϕ
i (s) = 0. The proof of (i) completes.

Proof of (ii): The objective is proving that Markov Shapley value satisfies the following equation

such that

max
π

V π(s) =
∑
i∈N

max
πi

V ϕ
i (s), ∀s ∈ S.

By the result from Proposition 4 and Assumption 3, for an arbitrary permutation m ∈ Π(N ) we can

get the equation such that

max
π

V π(s) =
∑
i∈N

max
πi

Φi(s|Cmi ), ∀s ∈ S,

where Cmi denotes the intermediate coalition generated from permutation m that agent i would join

and Φi(s|Cmi ) is the corresponding marginal contribution. If we consider all possible permutations of

agents to form the grand coalition and add all these inequalities, we can get the following equation

such that ∑
m∈Π(N )

max
π

V π(s) =
∑

m∈Π(N )

∑
i∈N

max
πi

Φi(s|Cmi ), ∀s ∈ S.

By dividing |N |! on the both sides, we can get that

1

|N |!
∑

m∈Π(N )

max
π

V π(s) =
1

|N |!
∑
i∈N

∑
m∈Π(N )

max
πi

Φi(s|Cmi ), ∀s ∈ S. (A.18)

Next, to ease life we start from the LHS of Eq. A.18. We directly get the following equation such that

1

|N |!
∑

m∈Π(N )

max
π

V π(s) =
1

|N |!
· |N |! ·max

π
V π(s) = max

π
V π(s). (A.19)
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Now, we start processing the RHS of Eq. A.18. By rearranging it, we can get the equations such that

1

|N |!
∑
i∈N

∑
m∈Π(N )

max
πi

Φi(s|Cmi ) =
∑
i∈N

1

|N |!
∑

m∈Π(N )

max
πi

Φi(s|Cmi )

(The identical Cmi in different permutations is written as Ci

and we can rearrange the equation as follows.)

=
∑
i∈C

1

|N |!
∑

Ci⊆N\{i}

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)! ·max
πi

Φi(s|Ci)

=
∑
i∈N

∑
Ci⊆N\{i}

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·max

πi

Φi(s|Ci). (A.20)

By Assumption 6, we can get the following equations such that

∑
i∈N

∑
Ci⊆N\{i}

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·max

πi

Φi(s|Ci) =
∑
i∈N

max
πi

V ϕ
i (s) (A.21)

Inserting the results from Eq. A.19 and A.21 to Eq. A.18, we can get the equation such that

max
π

V π(s) =
∑
i∈N

max
πi

V ϕ
i (s), ∀s ∈ S.

Therefore, the proof for (ii) completes.

Proof of (iv): We would like to prove that if two agents are symmetric for an arbitrary state s ∈ S,

then their optimal Markov Shapley values should be equal. As Assumption 5 illustrates, suppose that

agents i and j are symmetric for an arbitrary state s ∈ S, V πC∪{i}(s) = V πC∪{j}(s) for any coalitions

C ⊆ N\{i, j}. Given an arbitrary permutation m ∈ Π(N ), let m′ denote the permutation obtained

by exchanging i and j such that Cmi = Cm′
j , Cm′

i = Cmj and Cm′

l = Cml ,∀l ̸= i, j. Next, we aim to

prove that maxπi
Φi(s|Cmi ) = maxπj

Φj(s|Cm
′

j ), for the state s.

We first suppose that i precedes j in m. Then we have Cmi = Cm′
j . Setting C = Cmi = Cm′

j , for the
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state s we can obtain that

max
πi

Φi(s|Cmi ) = max
πC∪{i}

V πC∪{i}(s)−max
πC

V πC(s),

max
πj

Φj(s|Cm
′

j ) = max
πC∪{j}

V πC∪{j}(s)−max
πC

V πC(s).

By symmetry, we have V πC∪{i}(s) = V πC∪{j}(s), which directly implies that maxπi
Φi(s|Cmi ) =

maxπj
Φj(s|Cm

′
j ).

Second, we suppose that j precedes i in m. Setting C = Cmi \{j}, for the state s we have

max
πi

Φi(s|Cmi ) = max
πC∪{j}∪{i}

V πC∪{j}∪{i}(s)− max
πC∪{j}

V πC∪{j}(s),

max
πj

Φj(s|Cm
′

j ) = max
πC∪{j}∪{i}

V πC∪{j}∪{i}(s)− max
πC∪{i}

V πC∪{i}(s).

Since C ⊆ N\{i, j}, by symmetry we have V πC∪{j}(s) = V πC∪{i}(s) and thus maxπi
Φi(s|Cmi ) =

maxπj
Φj(s|Cm

′
j ). Therefore, we have proved that maxπi

Φi(s|Cmi ) = maxπj
Φj(s|Cm

′
j ) for any

m ∈ Π(N ). It is not difficult to observe that m 7→ m′ is a one-to-one mapping, so Π(N ) =

{m′|m ∈ Π(N )}.

By Assumption 6, for an arbitrary state s ∈ S wherein agents are symmetric, we can directly have

max
πi

V ϕ
i (s) =

∑
Ci ⊆ N\{i}

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·max

πi

Φi(s|Ci)

=
1

|N |!
∑

m∈Π(N )

max
πi

Φi(s|Cmi )

=
1

|N |!
∑

m′∈Π(N )

max
πj

Φj(s|Cm
′

j )

=
∑

Cj ⊆ N\{j}

|Cj|!(|N | − |Cj| − 1)!

|N |!
·max

πj

Φj(s|Cj)

= max
πj

V ϕ
j (s).

The proof of (iv) completes.

Proposition 6. For any s ∈ S and a∗
i = argmaxai Q

ϕ∗

i (s, ai), we have a solution wi(s, a
∗
i ) = 1/|N |.
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Proof. First, according to the Bellman’s principle of optimality [37,38], we can write out the Bellman

optimality equation for the optimal global Q-value such that

Qπ∗
(s, a) =

∑
s′

Pr(s′|s, a)
[
R + γmax

a
Qπ∗

(s′, a)
]
. (A.22)

For convenience, we only consider the finite state space and action space here. By the property of

efficiency (i.e., (2) in Proposition 5), we can get the approximation of the optimal global Q-value w.r.t.

optimal actions such that

max
a

Qπ∗
(s′, a) =

∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ∗

i (s′, ai). (A.23)

Suppose that for all s ∈ S and ai ∈ Ai, for each agent i there exists bounded wi(s, ai) > 0 and

bi(s) ≥ 0 that can project Qπ∗
(s, a) onto the space of Qϕ∗

i (s, ai) such that

Qϕ∗

i (s, ai) = wi(s, ai) Q
π∗
(s, a)− bi(s). (A.24)

If we denote w(s, a) = [wi(s, ai)]
⊤ ∈ R|N|

>0 , b(s) = [bi(s)]
⊤ ∈ R|N|

≥0 and Qϕ∗
(s, a) = [Qϕ∗

i (s, ai)]
⊤ ∈

R|N|
≥0 , given Eq. A.24 we can write that

Qϕ∗
(s, a) = w(s, a) Qπ∗

(s, a)− b(s). (A.25)

Besides, we suppose that
∑

i∈N wi(s, ai)
−1bi(s) = 0.

Combined with Eq. A.23 and A.25, we can rewrite Eq. A.22 to the equation as follows:

Qϕ∗
(s, a) = w(s, a)

∑
s′

Pr(s′|s, a)
[
R + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ∗

i (s′, ai)
]
− b(s). (A.26)

From Eq. A.24, we know that wi(s, ai) > 0. Therefore, we can rewrite Eq. A.24 to the following

equation such that

wi(s, ai)
−1
(
Qϕ∗

i (s, ai) + bi(s)
)
= Qπ∗

(s, a). (A.27)
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If we sum up Eq. A.27 for all agents, we can obtain that

∑
i∈N

wi(s, ai)
−1
(
Qϕ∗

i (s, ai) + bi(s)
)
= |N | Qπ∗

(s, a). (A.28)

Since
∑

i∈N wi(s, ai)
−1bi(s) = 0, we can get the following equation such that

∑
i∈N

1

|N | wi(s, ai)
·Qϕ∗

i (s, ai) = Qπ∗
(s, a). (A.29)

Inserting Eq. A.23 into Eq. A.29, we can get the following equation such that

max
a

∑
i∈N

1

|N | wi(s, ai)
·Qϕ∗

i (s, ai) =
∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ∗

i (s, ai). (A.30)

Since a =×i∈Nai, we can get that

∑
i∈N

max
ai

1

|N | wi(s, ai)
·Qϕ∗

i (s, ai) =
∑
i∈N

max
ai

Qϕ∗

i (s, ai). (A.31)

It is apparent that ∀s ∈ S and a∗
i = argmaxai Q

ϕ∗

i (s, ai), we have a solution wi(s, a
∗
i ) = 1/|N |,

when we consider the terms of each agent on the LHS and RHS are adequately equal such that

max
ai

1

|N | wi(s, ai)
·Qϕ∗

i (s, ai) = max
ai

Qϕ∗

i (s, ai), ∀i.

On the other hand, there exist other solutions such that

max
ai

1

|N | wi(s, ai)
·Qϕ∗

i (s, ai) = max
aj

Qϕ∗

j (s, aj), ∃i ̸= j.

However, this class of solutions is unable to be solved in the analytic form when the further infor-

mation about the task in addition to the Markov Shapley value or the rules of credit assignment is

unknown.
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A.3 Proof of Shapley-Bellman Operator

Lemma 7 ( [139]). A set of real matricesM with a sub-multiplicative norm is a Banach algebra and

a non-empty complete metric space where the metric is induced by the sub-multiplicative norm. A

sub-multiplicative norm || · || is a norm satisfying the following inequality such that

∀A,B ∈M : ||AB|| ≤ ||A|| ||B||.

Lemma 8. For a set of real matrices M, given an arbitrary matrix A = [aij] ∈ Rm×n, ||A||1 =

max1≤j≤n

∑
1≤i≤m |aij| is a sub-multiplicative norm.

Proof. First, we select two arbitrary matrices belonging to M, i.e. A = [aik] ∈ Rm×r and B =

[bkj] ∈ Rr×n. Then, we start proving that || · ||1 is a sub-multiplicative norm as follows:

||AB||1 =
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[ ∑

1≤k≤r

aikbkj

]∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

= max
1≤j≤n

∑
1≤i≤m

∣∣∣∣ ∑
1≤k≤r

aikbkj

∣∣∣∣
(By triangle inequality, we can obtain the following inequality.)

≤ max
1≤j≤n

∑
1≤i≤m

∑
1≤k≤r

∣∣aikbkj∣∣
= max

1≤j≤n

∑
1≤i≤m

∑
1≤k≤r

∣∣aik∣∣ ∣∣bkj∣∣
= max

1≤j≤n

∑
1≤k≤r

∑
1≤i≤m

∣∣aik∣∣ ∣∣bkj∣∣
= max

1≤j≤n

∑
1≤k≤r

∣∣bkj∣∣ ∑
1≤i≤m

∣∣aik∣∣
≤
∣∣∣∣B∣∣∣∣

1
max
1≤k≤r

∑
1≤i≤m

∣∣aik∣∣
=
∣∣∣∣B∣∣∣∣

1

∣∣∣∣A∣∣∣∣
1
=
∣∣∣∣A∣∣∣∣

1

∣∣∣∣B∣∣∣∣
1
.

Therefore, we prove that given an arbitrary matrix A = [aij] ∈ Rm×n, ||A||1 = max1≤j≤n

∑
1≤i≤m |aij|

is a sub-multiplicative norm.



126 Appendix A. Mathematical Proofs

Lemma 3. For all s ∈ S and a ∈ A, Shapley-Bellman operator is a contraction mapping in a

non-empty complete metric space when maxs
{∑

i∈N maxai wi(s, ai)
}
< 1

γ
.

Proof. To ease life, we firstly define some variables that will be used for proof such that

Qϕ = ×i∈NQ
ϕ
i ∈ R|N |×|S||A|,

w ∈ R|N |×|S||A|,

P r ∈ R|S||A|×|S|,

1 = [1, 1, ..., 1]⊤,

where A = ×i∈NAi. Then, for an arbitrary matrix A ∈ Rm×n, we define the || · ||1 for the induced

matrix norm such that

||A||1 = max
1≤j≤n

∑
1≤i≤m

|aij|,

where aij is an arbitrary element in A. By Lemma 8, || · ||1 defined here is a sub-multiplicative norm.

By Lemma 7, the set of real matrices R|N |×|S||A| with the norm || · ||1 is a Banach algebra and a

non-empty complete metric space with the metric induced by || · ||1.

To show that the operator Υ is a contraction mapping in the supremum norm, we just need to show

that for any Qϕ
1 = ×i∈N

(
Qϕ

i

)
1
∈ R|N |×|S||A| and Qϕ

2 = ×i∈N
(
Qϕ

i

)
2
∈ R|N |×|S||A|, we have ||ΥQϕ

1 −

ΥQϕ
2 ||1 ≤ δ||Qϕ

1 −Qϕ
2 ||1, where δ ∈ (0, 1).

||ΥQϕ
1 −ΥQϕ

2 ||1

= max
s,a

1⊤
∣∣∣∣w(s, a)

∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a)
[
R(s, a) + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
1
(s′, ai)

]
− b(s)

−w(s, a)
∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a)
[
R(s, a) + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
2
(s′, ai)

]
+ b(s)

∣∣∣∣
= γmax

s,a
1⊤
∣∣∣∣w(s, a)

∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a)
[∑
i∈N

max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
1
(s′, ai)−

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
2
(s′, ai)

]∣∣∣∣
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γmax
s,a

1⊤
∣∣∣∣w(s, a)

∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a)
[∑
i∈N

max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
1
(s′, ai)−

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
2
(s′, ai)

]∣∣∣∣
≤ γmax

s,a
1⊤
∣∣∣∣w(s, a)

∣∣∣∣max
s,a

∣∣∣∣∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a)
[∑
i∈N

max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
1
(s′, ai)−

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
2
(s′, ai)

]∣∣∣∣
(If we write δ = γmax

s,a
1⊤∣∣w(s, a)

∣∣, we can have the following equation.)

= δmax
s,a

∣∣∣∣∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a)
[∑
i∈N

max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
1
(s′, ai)−

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
2
(s′, ai)

]∣∣∣∣
≤ δmax

s,a

∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a)
∣∣∣∣∑
i∈N

max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
1
(s′, ai)−

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
2
(s′, ai)

∣∣∣∣
= δ

∣∣∣∣∑
i∈N

[
max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
1
(s′, ai)−max

ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
2
(s′, ai)

]∣∣∣∣
(By triangle inequality, we can obtain the following inequality.)

≤ δ
∑
i∈N

∣∣∣∣max
ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
1
(s′, ai)−max

ai

(
Qϕ

i

)
2
(s′, ai)

∣∣∣∣
≤ δ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

∣∣∣∣(Qϕ
i

)
1
(s′, ai)−

(
Qϕ

i

)
2
(s′, ai)

∣∣∣∣
(Since a =×i∈Nai, we have the following equation.)

= δmax
a

∑
i∈N

∣∣∣∣(Qϕ
i

)
1
(s′, ai)−

(
Qϕ

i

)
2
(s′, ai)

∣∣∣∣
≤ δmax

z,a

∑
i∈N

∣∣∣∣(Qϕ
i

)
1
(z, ai)−

(
Qϕ

i

)
2
(z, ai)

∣∣∣∣ = δ||Qϕ
1 −Qϕ

2 ||1.

Now, we need to discuss the condition to δ ∈ (0, 1). Apparently, that δ > 0 holds, so we just need to

discuss the condition to guarantee that δ < 1. We now have the following discussion such that

δ = γmax
s,a

1⊤∣∣w(s, a)
∣∣ < 1 (Since wi(s, ai) > 0.)

⇒ γmax
s,a

∑
i∈N

wi(s, ai) < 1 (When γ ̸= 0, we can have the following inequality.)

⇒ max
s,a

∑
i∈N

wi(s, ai) <
1

γ
(Since a =×i∈Nai, we have the following equation.)

⇒ max
s

{∑
i∈N

max
ai

wi(s, ai)

}
<

1

γ
.

Therefore, we show that Shapley-Bellman operator Υ is a contraction mapping in the non-empty



128 Appendix A. Mathematical Proofs

complete metric space generated by R|N |×|S||A| with the metric induced by || · ||1, when

max
s

{∑
i∈N

max
ai

wi(s, ai)

}
<

1

γ
.

Finally, it is apparent that wi(s, ai) = 1/|N | when ai = argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai) satisfies the above

condition.

Theorem 4. For a Markov convex game, the Q-learning algorithm derived by Shapley-Bellman op-

erator given by the update rule such that

Qϕ
t+1(s, a)← Qϕ

t (s, a) + αt(s, a)

[
w(s, a)

(
Rt + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(Qϕ
i )t(s

′, ai)

)
− b(s)−Qϕ

t (s, a)

]
,

converges w.p.1 to the optimal Markov Shapley Q-value if

∑
t

αt(s, a) =∞
∑
t

α2
t (s, a) ≤ ∞ (A.32)

for all s ∈ S and a ∈ A as well as maxs
{∑

i∈N maxai wi(s, ai)
}
< 1

γ
.

Proof. The proof follows the sketch of proving the convergence of Q-learning given by [41]. First,

we rewrite Eq. 3.10 in the form such that

Qϕ
t (s, a) = (1− αt(s, a))Q

ϕ
t (s, a) + αt(s, a)

[
w(s, a)

(
Rt + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(Qϕ
i )t(s

′, ai)

)
− b(s)

]
.

By subtracting Qϕ∗
(s, a) and letting

∆t(s, a) = Qϕ
t (s, a)−Qϕ∗

(s, a),

we can transform Eq. 3.10 to

∆t+1(s, a) = (1− αt(s, a))∆t(s, a) + αt(s, a)Ft(s, a),
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where

Ft(s, a) = w(s, a)

(
Rt + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(Qϕ
i )t(s

′, ai)

)
− b(s)−Qϕ∗

(s, a).

Since s′ ∈ S is a random sample from Markov chain, so we can get that

E[Ft(s, a)|Ft] =
∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a)

[
w(s, a)

(
Rt + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(Qϕ
i )t(s

′, ai)

)
− b(s)−Qϕ∗

(s, a)

]

= w(s, a)
∑
s′∈S

Pr(s′|s, a)

(
Rt + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(Qϕ
i )t(s

′, ai)

)
− b(s)−Qϕ∗

(s, a)(
Since max

s

{∑
i∈N

max
ai

wi(s, ai)

}
<

1

γ
.

)

= ΥQϕ
t (s, a)−ΥQϕ∗

(s, a).

By the results from Theorem 3, we can get that

||E[Ft(s, a)|Ft]||1 ≤ δ||Qϕ
t (s, a)−Qϕ∗

(s, a)||1 = δ||∆t(s, a)||1,

where δ ∈ (0, 1).

Next, we get that

var[Ft(s, a)|Ft] = E
[(

w(s, a)
(
Rt + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(Qϕ
i )t(s

′, ai)
)
− b(s)−Qϕ∗

(s, a)

−ΥQϕ
t (s, a) +Qϕ∗

(s, a)

)2
]

= E
(w(s, a)

(
Rt + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(Qϕ
i )t(s

′, ai)
)
− b(s)−ΥQϕ

t (s, a)

)2


= var

[
w(s, a)

(
Rt + γ

∑
i∈N

max
ai

(Qϕ
i )t(s

′, ai)
)
− b(s)

∣∣∣∣Ft

]
.

Since Rt, w(s, a) and b(s) are bounded, it clearly verifies that

var[Ft(s, a)|Ft] ≤ C(1 + ||∆t(s, a)||21)
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for some constant C.

Finally, by Lemma 4 it is easy to see that ∆t converges to 0 w.p.1, i.e., Qϕ
t (s, a) converges to Qϕ∗

(s, a)

w.p.1, given the condition in Eq. 3.11.

A.4 Proof of Validity and Interpretability

Lemma 5. Markov core is a convex set.

Proof. Let
(
maxπi

xi(s)
)
i∈N and

(
maxπi

yi(s)
)
i∈N be two vectors in the Markov core and α ∈ [0, 1)

be an arbitrary scalar. To ease the derivation, for any i ∈ N we let maxπi
zi(s) = αmaxπi

xi(s) +

(1− α)maxπi
yi(s). By definition, for any coalition C ⊆ N we have

max
πC

z(s|C) =
∑
i∈C

max
πi

zi(s)

=
∑
i∈C

αmax
πi

xi(s) + (1− α)max
πi

yi(s)

= α
∑
i∈C

max
πi

xi(s) + (1− α)
∑
i∈C

max
πi

yi(s)

≥ αmax
πC

V πC(s) + (1− α)max
πC

V πC(s) = max
πC

V πC(s).

Therefore, we have proved that Markov core is a convex set.

A.5 Proof of The Implementation of Shapley Q-Learning

Proposition 7. Suppose that any action marginal contribution can be factorised into the form such

that Φi(s, ai|Ci) = σ(s, aCi∪{i}) Q̂i(s, ai). With the condition that

ECi∼Pr(Ci|N\{i})[σ(s, aCi∪{i})] =


1 ai = argmaxai Q

ϕ
i (s, ai),

K ∈ (0, 1) ai ̸= argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai),
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we have 
Qϕ

i (s, ai) = Q̂i(s, ai) ai = argmaxai Q̂i(s, ai),

αi(s, ai) Q
ϕ
i (s, ai) = α̂i(s, ai) Q̂i(s, ai) ai ̸= argmaxai Q̂i(s, ai),

(A.33)

where α̂i(s, ai) = ECi∼Pr(Ci|N\{i})[ψ̂i(s, ai; aCi)] and ψ̂i(s, ai; aCi) := αi(s, ai) σ(s, aCi∪{i}).

Proof. We suppose for any s ∈ S and a ∈ A, we have Φi(s, ai|Ci) = σ(s, aCi∪{i}) Q̂i(s, ai) and

ECi [σ(s, aCi∪{i})] = 1 when ai = argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai). By the definition of the Markov Shapley Q-

value, it is not difficult to obtain

Qϕ
i (s, ai) = ECi [Φi(s, ai|Ci)]

= ECi [σ(s, aCi∪{i}) Q̂i(s, ai)]

= ECi [σ(s, aCi∪{i})] Q̂i(s, ai).

Recall that δi(s, ai) is defined as follows:

δi(s, ai) =


1 ai = argmaxai Q

ϕ
i (s, ai),

αi(s, ai) ai ̸= argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai).

(A.34)

If ai = argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai), it is not difficult to get that Qϕ

i (s, ai) = Q̂i(s, ai).

If ai ̸= argmaxai Q
ϕ
i (s, ai), we can have the following equation such that

αi(s, ai) Q
ϕ
i (s, ai) = αi(s, ai) ECi [σ(s, aCi∪{i}) Q̂i(s, ai)]

= ECi [αi(s, ai)σ(s, aCi∪{i})] Q̂i(s, ai)

:= ECi [ψ̂i(s, ai; aCi)] Q̂i(s, ai),

where αi(s, ai)σ(s, aCi∪{i}) is defined as ψ̂i(s, ai; aCi). Since under this situation Q̂i(s, ai) is always a

scaled Qϕ
i (s, ai) with the scale of 1/K, the decisions are consistent to the original decision.
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Proposition 8. α̂i(s, ai) satisfies the condition maxs
{∑

i∈N maxai wi(s, ai)
}
< 1

γ
.

Proof. As introduced in the main part of paper, when ai ̸= argmaxai Q̂i(s, ai), α̂i(s, ai) is imple-

mented as follows:

α̂i(s, ai) =
1

M

M∑
k=1

Fs

(
Q̂Ck

i
(τCk

i
, aCk

i
), Q̂i(τi, ai)

)
+ 1,

where

Q̂Ck
i
(τCk

i
, aCk

i
) =

1

|Cki |
∑
j∈Ck

i

Q̂j(τj, aj)

and Cki ∼ Pr(Ci|N\{i}) that follows the distribution with respect to the occurrence frequency of Ci;

and Fs(·, ·) is a monotonic function with an absolute activation function on the output whose weights

are generated from hypernetworks with the global state as the input, similar to the architecture of

QMIX [62]. Since Fs(·, ·) ≥ 0 always holds, it is not difficult to obtain that α̂i(s, ai) ≥ 1 always

holds. As Eq. 3.22 shows, it is not difficult to get that αi(s, ai) = K−1 α̂i(s, ai). Since K ∈ (0, 1),

we get that αi(s, ai) > 1.

As introduced in the main part of this thesis, the following equation is satisfied such that

δi(s, ai) =
1

|N | wi(s, ai)
.

For all s ∈ S and ai ̸= argmaxai Q̂i(s, ai), δi(s, ai) = αi(s, ai) > 1. So, we can derive that

wi(s, ai) =
1

|N | αi(s, ai)

⇒ max
ai

wi(s, ai) = max
ai

1

|N | αi(s, ai)
=

1

|N | minai αi(s, ai)
<

1

|N |

⇒ 0 <
∑
i∈N

max
ai

wi(s, ai) < 1.
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For all s ∈ S and ai = argmaxai Q̂i(s, ai), δi(s, ai) = δ̂i(s, ai) = 1. So, we can derive that

wi(s, ai) =
1

|N |

⇒
∑
i∈N

max
ai

wi(s, ai) = 1.

Therefore, we can directly obtain that for all s ∈ S and a ∈ A,

0 < max
s

{∑
i∈N

max
ai

wi(s, ai)
}
≤ 1.

Since γ ∈ (0, 1), we can get that 1
γ
> 1. As a result, we show that for all s ∈ S and a ∈ A,

0 < max
s

{∑
i∈N

max
ai

wi(s, ai)
}
<

1

γ
.

We conclude that our implementation of α̂i(s, ai) satisfies the condition in Theorem 3.

A.6 Proof of Fixing The Inconsistency Problem

To fix the problem of inconsistent coalition values, a possible solution is learning only one parametric

coalition value function maxπC V
πC(s; θ) to represent a set of maximum coalition values. More

specifically, the maximum coalition values with the identical coalition within two successive coalition

marginal contributions can be cancelled so that the properties of efficiency and fairness are preserved.

Next, we prove the feasibility of implementing this method in practice, i.e., whether the approximation

error of this method is under control.

Assumption 8. The ability of learning a function is invariant to model classes. That is, ∀f̂(·), ĝ(·) ∈

Lp,
∣∣∣f̂(·)− f(·)∣∣∣ ≤ ϵ and |ĝ(·)− g(·)| ≤ ϵ hold.

Lemma 9. Assuming that
∣∣∣maxπC V̂

πC(s; θ)−maxπC V
πC(s; θ)

∣∣∣ ≤ ϵ, the maximum coalition marginal

contribution maxπi
Φ̂i(s|Ci; θ) generated by V̂ πC(s; θ) is with the approximation error bound 2ϵ.
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Proof. The maximum coalition marginal contribution generated by maxπC V̂
πC(s; θ) is expressed as

maxπi
Φ̂i(s|Ci; θ) = maxπCi∪{i} V̂

πCi∪{i}(s; θ)−maxπCi
V̂ πCi (s; θ). Using the assumption, we can get

the following approximation error bound for the coalition marginal contribution such that

∣∣∣∣max
πi

Φ̂i(s|Ci; θ)−max
πi

Φi(s|Ci)
∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣ max
πCi∪{i}

V̂ πCi∪{i}(s; θ)−max
πCi

V̂ πCi (s; θ)−
[
max
πCi∪{i}

V πCi∪{i}(s)−max
πCi

V πCi (s)

]∣∣∣∣
≤
∣∣∣∣ max
πCi∪{i}

V̂ πCi∪{i}(s; θ)− max
πCi∪{i}

V πCi∪{i}(s)

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣max
πCi

V̂ πCi (s; θ)−max
πCi

V πCi (s)

∣∣∣∣
= 2ϵ.

Lemma 10. Suppose that the approximation error bound of a coalition value function is ϵ, i.e.,∣∣∣maxπi
Φ̂i(s|Ci; θ)−maxπi

Φi(s|Ci)
∣∣∣ ≤ ϵ. The corresponding approximate Markov Shapley value

is also with the approximation error bound ϵ.

Proof. Given Assumption 6, the approximate maximum MSV can be expressed as the following

equation:

max
πi

V̂ ϕ
i (s; θ) =

∑
Ci⊆N

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·max

πi

Φ̂i(s|Ci; θ). (A.35)

By the result from Eq. A.35, we can get the approximation error bound of MSV such that

∣∣∣∣max
πi

V̂ ϕ
i (s; θ)−max

πi

V ϕ
i (s)

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣ ∑
Ci⊆N

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·max

πi

Φ̂i(s|Ci; θ)

−
∑
Ci⊆N

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·max

πi

Φi(s|Ci)
∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣∑
Ci⊆N

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·
(
max
πi

Φ̂i(s|Ci; θ)−max
πi

Φi(s|Ci)
)∣∣∣∣∣

≤
∑
Ci⊆N

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·
∣∣∣∣max

πi

Φ̂i(s|Ci; θ)−max
πi

Φi(s|Ci)
∣∣∣∣

≤
∑
Ci⊆N

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
· ϵ = ϵ.
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Proposition 9. The approximate maximum Markov Shapley value generated by approximate maxi-

mum coalition values is feasible to be learned in practice.

Proof. First, we suppose that the approximation error bound of the directly approximate maximum

coalition marginal contribution is given by
∣∣∣maxπi

Φ̂i(s|Ci; β)−maxπi
Φi(s|Ci)

∣∣∣ ≤ ϵ. By Assumption

8, we can suppose that
∣∣∣maxπC V̂

πC(s; θ)−maxπC V
πC(s)

∣∣∣ ≤ ϵ and by Lemma 9 the approximation

error bound of the corresponding approximate maximum coalition marginal contribution is given by∣∣∣maxπi
Φ̂i(s|Ci; θ)−maxπi

Φi(s|Ci)
∣∣∣ ≤ 2ϵ. By Lemma 10, the approximation error bounds of the

maximum MSVs generated from these two methods are equal to that of the corresponding approxi-

mate coalition marginal contributions. Therefore, the approximation error bound of the approximate

maximum MSV generated from the approximate maximum coalition values is only two times as the

direct approximation of the coalition marginal contribution. As a result, we can conclude that the

approximate maximum MSV generated by approximate maximum coalition values is feasible to be

learned in practice.

A.7 Proof of MARL Algorithms for POMCG

Theorem 7 ( [140]). If the value function is convex, for all b ∈ B, the value iteration for belief-MDP

such that

Vm+1(b)← max
a
R(b, a) + γ

∑
o′∈O

Pr(o′|b, a)Vm (τ(o′, a, b)) , (A.36)

converges to the optimal value function as m → ∞ under the infinity norm, satisfying Bellman

optimality equation such that

V π∗
(b) = max

a
R(b, a) + γ

∑
o′∈O

Pr(o′|b, a)V π∗
(τ(o′, a, b)),

where π∗ denotes the optimal policy.
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Lemma 6. For all b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)), the value iteration for πC such that

Vm+1(b)← Rb(b, aC) + γ
∑
o′∈O

Pr(o′|b, a, CS)Vm(τ(o′, a, b|CS)),

converges to V πC(b) as m→∞ under the infinity norm.

Proof. The training phase of POMCG is a form of belief-MDP. If we rewrite Pr(o′|b, a, CS) as

T (o′|b, a) and τ(o′, a, b|CS) as ζ(o′, a, b) for any CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)), the value iteration for πC is

equivalently expressed as:

Vm+1(b)← Rb(b, aC) + γ
∑
o′∈O

T (o′|b, a)Vm(ζ(o′, a, b)). (A.37)

The corresponding Bellman optimality equation is expressed as:

V π∗
C(b) = max

aC
Rb(b, aC) + γ

∑
o′∈O

T (o′|b, a)V π∗
C(ζ(o′, a, b)). (A.38)

If we consider a stationary joint policy for an arbitrary coalition C ⊆ N , then aC ∈ {πC(b)}. From

Theorem 7, πC solves Eq. A.38 such that

Vm+1(b) = Rb(b, aC) + γ
∑
o′∈O

T (o′|b, a)Vm(ζ(o′, a, b)). (A.39)

From Theorem 7, Eq. A.37 converges to V πC(b) for all b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)), as

m→∞ under the infinity norm.

Lemma 11. Policy improvement of each agent by improving the Markov Shapley value improves

coalition values.

Proof. For any agent i ∈ N and any b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)), if we conduct the policy
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improvement we have the following inequalities such that

V ϕk

i (b) =
∑

Ci ⊆ N\{i}

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·
[
V

πk
Ci∪{i}(b)− V πk

Ci (b)
]

=
∑

Ci ⊆ N\{i}

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·
[
Q

πk
Ci∪{i}(b, ak

Ci∪{i})−Q
πk
Ci (b, ak

Ci
)
]

= Qϕk

i (b, πk
i (b)) ≤ Qϕk

i (b, πk+1
i (b))

=
∑

Ci ⊆ N\{i}

|Ci|!(|N | − |Ci| − 1)!

|N |!
·
[
Q

πk
Ci∪{i}(b, ak

Ci
, πk+1

i (b))−Qπk
Ci (b, ak

Ci
)
]
,

where we can get that V πk
Ci∪{i}(b) ≤ Q

πk
Ci∪{i}(b, ak

Ci
, πk+1

i (b)).

If we conduct the above policy improvement for every agent, it is not difficult to induce that for all

C ⊆ N , b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)), we have

V πk
C(b) = Qπk

C(b, ak
C) ≤ Qπk+1

C (b, πk+1
C (b)) = V πk+1

C (b).

Proposition 10. For all C ⊆ N , b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)), partially observable Shapley

policy iteration converges to the optimal coalition values and the optimal joint policy.

Proof. The proof sketch follows Proposition 4.6.1 in [39]. Here we rewrite Pr(o′|b, a, CS) as T (o′|b, a)

and τ(o′, a, b|CS) as ζ(o′, a, b) for any CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)). For any k, we first consider policy evalu-

ation for policy πk+1:

V C
m+1(b)← Rb(b, a

k+1
C ) + γ

∑
o′∈O

T (o′|b, ak+1)V C
m(ζ(o

′, a, b)),

for all C ⊆ N , b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)), m = 0, 1, ..., and

V C
0 (b) = V πk

C(b).
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By the result from Lemma 11, after the procedure of policy improvement, for all C ⊆ N , b ∈ B(CS)

and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)), we have

V C
0 (b) ≤ Rb(b, a

k+1
C ) + γ

∑
o′∈O

T (o′|b, ak+1)V C
0 (ζ(o

′, ak+1, b)) = V C
1 (b).

Using the above inequality, we have

V C
1 (b) = Rb(b, a

k+1
C ) + γ

∑
o′∈O

T (o′|b, ak+1)V C
0 (ζ(o

′, ak+1, b))

≤ Rb(b, a
k+1
C ) + γ

∑
o′∈O

T (o′|b, ak+1)V C
1 (ζ(o

′, ak+1, b)) = V C
2 (b).

To continue similarly, we have the following inequalities such that

V C
0 (b) ≤ V C

1 (b) ≤ V C
2 (b) ≤ ... ≤ V C

m(b) ≤ V C
m+1(b) ≤ ...,

for all C ⊆ N , b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)).

By Lemma 6, we know that V C
m(b)→ V πk+1

C (b), as m→∞. As a result, we obtain that

V πk
C(b) = V C

0 (b) ≤ V πk+1
C (b),

for all C ⊆ N , b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)), and k = 0, 1, ....

It is easy to see that the sequence of generated coalition values is improving, and since the number

of stationary policies is assumed to be finite, after a finite number of iterations, we can obtain that

V πk
C(b) = V πk+1

C (b), for all C ⊆ N , b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)).

Therefore, for all C ⊆ N , b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)), we can obtain the equality

V πk
C(b) = max

aC
Rb(b, aC) + γ

∑
o′∈O

T (o′|b, a)V πk
C(ζ(o′, a, b)).
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As a result, V πk
C(b) solves the Bellman equation and we can write it as V πk

C(b) = V π∗
C(b). It is not

difficult to see that if setting CS = {N} and C = N , we can directly get that V πk
(b) = V π∗

(b) and

conclude that πk converges to the optimal joint policy.

Proposition 11. For all C⊆N , b ∈ B(CS) and CS ∈ Ψ(C,Λ(CS)), the partially observable Shapley

value iteration such that

Qm+1(b, aC)← Rb(b, aC) + γ
∑
o′∈O

Pr(o′|b, a, CS)max
a′
C

Qm(τ(o
′, a, b|CS), a′

C), (A.40)

converges to the optimal coalition Q-values and the optimal joint policy.

Proof. If we rewrite Pr(o′|b, a, CS) as T (o′|b, a) and τ(o′, a, b|CS) as ζ(o′, a, b) for any CS ∈

Ψ(C,Λ(CS)), the value iteration for πC is equivalently expressed as:

Qm+1(b, aC)← Rb(b, aC) + γ
∑
o′∈O

T (o′|b, a)max
a′
C

Qm(ζ(o
′, a, b), a′

C). (A.41)

If we represent maxaC Q(b, aC) as V̂ (b), the above equation can be transformed as follows:

V̂m+1(b)← max
aC

Rb(b, aC) + γ
∑
o′∈O

T (o′|b, a)V̂m(ζ(o′, a, b)). (A.42)

By Theorem 7, it is not difficult to see that Eq. A.42 converges to the following Bellman optimality

equation of the transformed coalition value such that

V̂ π∗
C(b) = max

aC
Rb(b, aC) + γ

∑
o′∈O

T (o′|b, a)V̂ π∗
C(ζ(o′, a, b)), (A.43)

where π∗
C is the optimal policy of coalition C. If setting CS = {N} and C = N , we can directly

get that the optimal joint policy is achieved. Since V̂ π∗
C(b) = maxaC Q

π∗
C(b, aC), we can get that the

optimal coalition Q-values is obtained.



Appendix B

Experimental Details

B.1 Experimental Details of Benchmarks for SQDDPG

As for the setups of experiments, because different environments may involve variant complexity

and dynamics, we give different hyperparameters for variant tasks.1 All of algorithms use MLPs as

hidden layers for the policy networks. All of policy networks only use one hidden layer. About the

critic networks, every algorithm uses MLPs with one hidden layer. For each experiment, we maintain

the learning rate, entropy regularization coefficient, update frequency, batch size and the number of

hidden units identical on each algorithm, except for the algorithms with the natural gradients (e.g.,

COMA and A2C). These algorithms need the special learning rates to maintain the stability of train-

ing. In experiments, each agent has its own observation in execution for the policy. During training,

the agents with the centralised critics share the observations while those with the decentralised critics

only observe its own observation. The rest of details in experimental setups are introduced as below.

All of models are trained by the Adam optimizer [114] with the default hyperparameters (except for

the learning rate).

1The open-source code is released on https://github.com/hsvgbkhgbv/SQDDPG.

140

https://github.com/hsvgbkhgbv/SQDDPG
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B.1.1 Additional Details of Cooperative Navigation

The specific hyperparameters of the algorithms solving Cooperative Navigation are shown in Table

B.1.

Table B.1: Hyperparameters for Cooperative Navigation.

Hyperparameters # Description

hidden units 32 The number of hidden units for both policy and critic network
training episodes 5000 The number of training episodes
episode length 200 Maximum time steps per episode
discount factor 0.9 The importance of future rewards
update frequency for behaviour network 100 Behaviour network updates every # steps
learning rate for policy network 1e-4 Policy network learning rate
learning rate for policy network(COMA) 1e-2 Policy network learning rate for COMA
learning rate for policy network(IA2C) 1e-6 Policy network learning rate for IA2C
learning rate for critic network 1e-3 Critic network learning rate
learning rate for critic network(COMA) 1e-4 Critic network learning rate for COMA
learning rate for critic network(IA2C) 1e-5 Critic network learning rate for IA2C
update frequency for target network 200 Target network updates every # steps
target update rate 0.1 Target network update rate
entropy regularization coefficient 1e-2 Weight or regularization for exploration
batch size 32 The number of transitions for each update

B.1.2 Additional Details of Prey-and-Predator

The specific hyperparameters of each algorithm solving Predator-Prey are shown in Table B.2.

Table B.2: Hyperparameters for Predator-Prey.

Hyperparameters # Description

hidden units 128 The number of hidden units for both policy and critic network
training episodes 5000 The number of training episodes
episode length 200 Maximum time steps per episode
discount factor 0.99 The importance of future rewards
update frequency for behaviour network 100 Behaviour network updates every # steps
learning rate for policy network 1e-4 Policy network learning rate
learning rate for policy network(COMA/IA2C) 1e-3 Policy network learning rate for COMA and IA2C
learning rate for critic network 5e-4 Critic network learning rate
learning rate for critic network(COMA/IA2C) 1e-4 Critic network learning rate for COMA and IA2C
update frequency for target network 200 Target network updates every # steps
target update rate 0.1 Target network update rate
entropy regularization coefficient 1e-3 Weight or regularization for exploration
batch size 128 The number of transitions for each update
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B.1.3 Additional Details of Traffic Junction

The specific hyperparameters of the algorithms solving Traffic Junction are shown in Table B.4. To

exhibit the training procedure in more details, we also show the figures of mean rewards (see Figure

B.1a∼B.1c) and the figures of success rate (see Figure B.1d∼B.1f).
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(a) Mean reward per episode during training in Traffic
Junction on easy version.
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(b) Mean reward per episode during training in Traffic
Junction on medium version.
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(c) Mean reward per episode during training in Traffic
Junction on high version.
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(d) Success rate per episode during training in Traffic
Junction on easy version.

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
Training Episode

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

Su
cc

es
s R

at
e 

Pe
r E

pi
so

de

SQDDPG
IA2C
IDDPG
COMA
MADDPG

(e) Success rate per episode during training in Traffic
Junction on medium version.
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(f) Success rate per episode during training in Traffic
Junction on hard version.

Figure B.1: Mean reward and success rate per episode during training in the Traffic Junction environ-
ment on all difficulty levels.
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Table B.3: Setting of Traffic Junction for different difficulty levels. parrive means the probability to
add an available car into the environment. Nmax means the existing number of the cars. Entry-Points
# means the number of possible entry points for each car. Routes # means the number of possible
routes starting from every entry point.

Difficulty parrive Nmax Entry-Points # Routes # Two-way Junctions # Dimension

Easy 0.3 5 2 1 F 1 7x7
Medium 0.2 10 4 3 T 1 14x14

Hard 0.05 20 8 7 T 4 18x18

Table B.4: Hyperparameters for Traffic Junction.

Hyperparameters Easy Meidum Hard Description

hidden units 128 128 128 The number of hidden units for both policy and critic network
training episodes 2000 5000 2000 The number of training episodes
episode length 50 50 100 Maximum time steps per episode
discount factor 0.99 0.99 0.99 The importance of future rewards
update frequency for behaviour network 25 25 25 Behaviour network updates every # steps
learning rate for policy network 1e-4 1e-4 1e-4 Policy network learning rate
learning rate for critic network 1e-3 1e-3 1e-3 Critic network learning rate
update frequency for target network 50 50 50 Target network updates every # steps
target update rate 0.1 0.1 0.1 Target network update rate
entropy regularization coefficient 1e-4 1e-4 1e-4 Weight or regularization for exploration
batch size 64 32 32 The number of transitions for each update

B.2 Experimental Details of Benchmarks for SHAQ

B.2.1 Implementation Details of Shapley Q-learning

We now provide the additional implementation details that are omitted from the main part of this the-

sis.2 First, Fs(·, ·) is a 3-layer network (consecutively with two affine transformation and an activation

of absolute), where the hidden-layer dimension is 32. The parameters of each affine transformation

are generated by hyper-networks [141] with the global state as the input, whose details are shown in

Table B.5. The architecture of each agent’s Q-value is a RNN with GRUs cell [103], whose hidden-

layer dimension is 64. The input dimension is state dimension and the output dimension is action

dimension.

Taking the lesson of training two coupling modules from GANs [142], we provide two separate

learning rates for α̂i(s, ai) and Q̂i(s, ai). The learning rate for Q̂i(s, ai) is fixed at 0.0005 for all tasks.

Nevertheless, the learning rate for α̂i(s, ai) is dependent on the number of controllable agents. We use

2The open-source code of the implementation of SHAQ is released on https://github.com/hsvgbkhgbv/
shapley-q-learning.

https://github.com/hsvgbkhgbv/shapley-q-learning
https://github.com/hsvgbkhgbv/shapley-q-learning
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Table B.5: The specifications for Fs(·, ·).

NETWORK STRUCTURE

1ST WEIGHT MATRIX [ LINEAR(STATE DIM, 64), RELU, LINEAR(64, 32*2), ABSOLUTE ]
1ST BIAS [ LINEAR(STATE DIM, 64) ]
2ND WEIGHT MATRIX [ LINEAR(STATE DIM, 64), RELU, LINEAR(64, 32), ABSOLUTE ]
2ND BIAS [ LINEAR(STATE DIM, 32), RELU, LINEAR(32, 1) ]

the RMSProp optimizer [143] for training in all tasks. All models are implemented in PyTorch 1.4.0

and each experiment is run on Nvidia GeForce RTX 2080Ti for 4 to 26 hours with a single process of

environment.

B.2.2 Hyperparameters of Baselines

The hyperparameters of all baselines except for SQDDPG [105] are consistent with [119] and [121].

The hyperparamers of SQDDPG are shown as follows: (1) The policy network is consistent with the

other baselines, while the critic network is with 3 hidden layers and each layer whose dimension is

64. (2) The policy network is updated every 2 timesteps, while the critic network is updated each

timestep. (3) The multiplier of the entropy of policy is 0.005. The rest of settings are identical with

other baselines.

B.2.3 Predator-Prey

We give the experimental setups of Predator-Prey [118] in Table B.6.

B.2.4 StarCraft Multi-Agent Challenge

In this thesis, we evaluate SHAQ on 11 typical combat scenarios in SMAC that can be classified

into three categories: easy (8m, 3s5z, 1c3s5z and 10m vs 11m), hard (5m vs 6m, 3s vs 5z and

2c vs 64zg), and super-hard (3s5z vs 3s6z, Corridor, MMM2 and 6h vs 8z). More details of these



B.2. Experimental Details of Benchmarks for SHAQ 145

Table B.6: The experimental setups of Predator-Prey.

HYPERPARAMETERS VALUE DESCRIPTION

BATCH SIZE 32 THE NUMBER OF EPISODES FOR EACH UPDATE

DISCOUNT FACTOR γ 0.99 THE IMPORTANCE OF FUTURE REWARDS

REPLAY BUFFER SIZE 5,000 THE MAXIMUM NUMBER OF EPISODES TO STORE IN MEMORY

EPISODE LENGTH 200 MAXIMUM TIME STEPS PER EPISODE

TEST EPISODE 16 THE NUMBER OF EPISODES FOR EVALUATING THE PERFORMANCE

TEST INTERVAL 10,000 THE TIME STEP FREQUENCY FOR EVALUATING THE PERFORMANCE

EPSILON START 1.0 THE START EPSILON ϵ VALUE FOR EXPLORATION

EPSILON FINISH 0.05 THE FINAL EPSILON ϵ VALUE FOR EXPLORATION

EXPLORATION STEP 1,000,000 THE NUMBER OF STEPS FOR LINEARLY ANNEALING ϵ
MAX TRAINING STEP 1,000,000 THE NUMBER OF TRAINING STEPS

TARGET UPDATE INTERVAL 200 THE UPDATE FREQUENCY FOR TARGET NETWORK

LEARNING RATE 0.0001 THE LEARNING RATE FOR δi(s, ai)
α FOR W-QMIX VARIANTS 0.1 THE WEIGHT FOR CW-QMIX AND OW-QMIX
SAMPLE SIZE 10 THE SAMPLE SIZE FOR COALITION SAMPLING

Table B.7: Introduction of maps and characters in SMAC.

MAP NAME ALLY UNITS ENEMY UNITS CATEGORIES

3S5Z 3 STALKERS & 5 ZEALOTS 3 STALKERS & 5 ZEALOTS EASY

1C3S5Z 1 COLOSSI & 3 STALKERS & 5 ZEALOTS 1 COLOSSI & 3 STALKERS & 5 ZEALOTS EASY

8M 8 MARINES 8 MARINES EASY

10M VS 11M 10 MARINES 11 MARINES EASY

5M VS 6M 5 MARINES 6 MARINES HARD

3S VS 5Z 3 STALKERS 5 ZEALOTS HARD

2C VS 64ZG 2 COLOSSI 64 ZERGLINGS HARD

3S5Z VS 3S6Z 3 STALKERS & 5 ZEALOTS 3 STALKERS & 6 ZEALOTS SUPER-HARD

MMM2 1 MEDIVAC, 2 MARAUDERS & 7 MARINES 1 MEDIVAC, 3 MARAUDERS & 8 MARINES SUPER-HARD

6H VS 8Z 6 HYDRALISKS 8 ZERGLINGS SUPER-HARD

CORRIDOR 6 ZEALOTS 24 ZERGLINGS SUPER-HARD

tasks are provided in Table B.7. The specific experimental setups for SMAC are shown in Table B.8

and B.9.

Table B.8: The experimental setups for SMAC.

HYPERPARAMETERS EASY HARD SUPER HARD DESCRIPTION

BATCH SIZE 32 32 32 THE NUMBER OF EPISODES FOR EACH UPDATE

DISCOUNT FACTOR γ 0.99 0.99 0.99 THE IMPORTANCE OF FUTURE REWARDS

REPLAY BUFFER SIZE 5,000 5,000 5,000 THE MAXIMUM NUMBER OF EPISODES TO STORE IN MEMORY

MAX TRAINING STEP 2,000,000 2,000,000 5,000,000 THE NUMBER OF TRAINING STEPS

TEST EPISODE 32 32 32 THE NUMBER OF EPISODES FOR EVALUATION

TEST INTERVAL 10,000 10,000 10,000 THE TIME STEP FREQUENCY FOR EVALUATING THE PERFORMANCE

EPSILON START 1.0 1.0 1.0 THE START EPSILON ϵ VALUE FOR EXPLORATION

EPSILON FINISH 0.05 0.05 0.05 THE FINAL EPSILON ϵ VALUE FOR EXPLORATION

EXPLORATION STEP 50,000 50,000 1,000,000 THE NUMBER OF STEPS FOR LINEARLY ANNEALING ϵ
TARGET UPDATE INTERVAL 200 200 200 THE UPDATE FREQUENCY FOR TARGET NETWORK

α FOR OW-QMIX 0.5 0.5 0.5 THE WEIGHT FOR OW-QMIX
α FOR CW-QMIX 0.75 0.75 0.75 THE WEIGHT FOR CW-QMIX
SAMPLE SIZE 10 10 10 THE SAMPLE SIZE FOR COALITION SAMPLING
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Table B.9: The learning rate for training α̂i(s, ai) of SHAQ for various maps in SMAC.

MAP NAME NUMBER OF AGENTS LEARNING RATE FOR α̂i(s, ai)

2C VS 64ZG 2 0.002
3S VS 5Z 3 0.001
5M VS 6M 5 0.0005
6H VS 8Z 6 0.0005

CORRIDOR 6 0.0005
8M 8 0.0003

3S5Z 8 0.0003
3S5Z VS 3S6Z 8 0.0003

1C3S5Z 9 0.0002
10M VS 11M 10 0.0001

MMM2 10 0.0001

B.2.5 Experimental Results on Extra SMAC Maps

To thoroughly compare the performance of SHAQ with baselines, we also run experiments on 5

extra maps in SMAC as Figure B.2 shows. 8m, 3s5z, 1c3s5z and 10m vs 11m are an easy maps

and MMM2 is a super-hard map. The strategy of epsilon annealing is consistent with the previous

experiments for SMAC. It is obvious that SHAQ also performs generally well on these 5 maps.

B.2.6 Extra Animations for SMAC

We show the intermediate animations generated from the test of SHAQ on all maps in SMAC in

Figure B.3 - B.11, so that readers can have an intuitive picture for experiments. In these figures, the

controllable agents are in red while the enemies are in blue.

B.2.7 Extra Experimental Results on W-QMIX

We show the results of W-QMIX in Figure B.12 with the annealing steps as 50k to support that

the poor performance of W-QMIX on Predator-Prey is due to its poor robustness to the increased

explorations.

To show the significance of tuning α for W-QMIX, we also run W-QMIX with α = 0.1 in addition to
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(a) 3s5z.
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(b) 1c3s5z.
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(c) 10m vs 11m.
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(d) 8m.

0 1 2 3 4 5
T (mil)

0

20

40

60

80

100

M
ed

ia
n 

Te
st

 W
in

 %

SHAQ
QPLEX
QMIX
VDN
CW-QMIX
OW-QMIX
QTRAN
COMA
MASAC

(e) MMM2.

Figure B.2: Median test win % for 5 extra maps in SMAC.

Figure B.3: Intermediate animations for 3s5z.

the best α reported in [119]. We can observe from Figure B.13 that the performance of W-QMIX is

not comparatively identical under each choice of α. As a result, W-QMIX suffers from the separate

tuning of α for each scenario. Unfortunately, [119] did not provide an empirical law for selecting α,

while SHAQ enjoys an empirical law to select α̂i(s, ai) as Figure 4.9b shows.
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Figure B.4: Intermediate animations for 1c3s5z.

Figure B.5: Intermediate animations for 10m vs 11m.

Figure B.6: Intermediate animations for 5m vs 6m.

Figure B.7: Intermediate animations for 3s vs 5z.

Figure B.8: Intermediate animations for 2c vs 64zg.
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Figure B.9: Intermediate animations for 3s5z vs 3s6z.

Figure B.10: Intermediate animations for MMM2.

Figure B.11: Intermediate animations for 6h vs 8z.

B.3 Simulation Details of Active Voltage Control

B.3.1 COMA with Continuous Actions

COMA [14] is an MARL algorithm with credit assignment via the mechanism of counterfactual

regret, however, it can only serve for the discrete action space. In this thesis, to enable COMA to

be eligible for the continuous action space, we conduct some tiny adjustments on the construction

of Q-value for each agent. The original version of calculating each agent’s Q-value assignment with

respect to the discrete action is shown as follows:

Qi(s, a) = Q(s, a)−
∑
a′i∈Ai

πi(a
′
i|τi)Q(s, a−i, a

′
i), (B.1)

where τi is a history of agent i; a−i = ×j ̸=iaj . To fit the continuous action, we simply change Eq. B.1
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(a) CW-QMIX.
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(b) OW-QMIX.

Figure B.12: Median test return for W-QMIX (including OW-QMIX and CW-QMIX) on Predator-
Prey.

to the form such that

Qi(s, a) = Q(s, a)−
∫
a′i∈Ai

Q(s, a−i, a
′
i) dπi(a

′
i|τi), (B.2)

where πi(a′i|τi) is a Gaussian distribution over a′i. In practice,
∫
a′i∈Ai

Q(s, a−i, a
′
i) dπi(a

′
i|τi) is ap-

proximated via Monte Carlo sampling, so it can be rewritten as follows:

Qi(s, a) = Q(s, a)− 1

M

M∑
k=1

Q(s, a−i, (a
′
i)k), (a′i)k ∼ πi(a

′
i|τi). (B.3)

B.3.2 Algorithm Settings and Training Details

Since IDDPG and MADDPG do not possess any extra hyperparameters (other than common settings),

we only introduce the special hyperparameters of COMA, MATD3, SQDDPG, SMFPPO, IPPO, and

MAPPO. All hyperparameters reported here are tuned by the grid search and the best ones are selected



B.3. Simulation Details of Active Voltage Control 151

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00
T (mil)

0

20

40

60

80

100
M

ed
ia

n 
Te

st
 W

in
 %

SHAQ
QPLEX
QMIX
VDN
CW-QMIX [0.1]
OW-QMIX [0.1]
CW-QMIX [0.75]
OW-QMIX [0.5]
QTRAN
COMA
MASAC

(a) 3s5z.

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00
T (mil)

0

20

40

60

80

100

M
ed

ia
n 

Te
st

 W
in

 %

SHAQ
QPLEX
QMIX
VDN
CW-QMIX [0.1]
OW-QMIX [0.1]
CW-QMIX [0.75]
OW-QMIX [0.5]
QTRAN
COMA
MASAC
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(c) 10m vs 11m.
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(d) 5m vs 6m.
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(e) 3s vs 5z.
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(f) 2c vs 64zg.

Figure B.13: Median test win % for easy (1st row) and hard (2nd row) maps of SMAC for W-QMIX
with different α.

as the final choice.

Common Settings. All algorithms are trained with online learning (i.e., for the on-policy algo-

rithm like COMA, SMFPPO, MAPPO and IPPO, the behaviour policies/values are updated every 60

timesteps; and for the off-policy algorithms like SQDDPG, IDDPG and MADDPG, the behaviour

policies/values are updated every 60 timesteps, where all data used for training are collected online)

and the target policy/critic networks are updated every interval that is twice as the update interval of

behaviour policy/critic introduced above. Taking the lesson from [105,144], for all algorithms except

for MAPPO, IPPO and SMFPPO, the critic networks are updated with 10 epochs while the policy

networks are updated with 1 epoch. For MAPPO, IPPO and SMFPPO, 10 epochs of training are con-
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ducted for both policy network and critic network. All algorithms are trained under the normalised

reward and the action bound enforcement trick [8] (i.e. working better than the hard clipping in our

trials). The target update learning rate is set to 0.1 (for off-policy algorithms). The gradient is clipped

with L1 norm and the clip bound is set to 1. The batch size of training data is set to 32 and the replay

buffer size for off-policy algorithms is set to 5, 000.

Agent ID is concatenated with the observation and the layer normalisation [145] is applied to the first

layer after the observation input. The parameters are shared among agents in this simulation. As

for the policy network, RNN with GRUs [103] is applied as a filter to solve the partial observation

problems. The critic network is constructed with pure MLPs. The general setting of the policy

and critic networks are shown in Table B.10. During training, a fixed standard deviation as 1.0 is

applied to conduct the exploration. For the policy loss with entropy, the entropy penalty is set to 1e-3.

The parameter initialisation is implemented by sampling from the Gaussian distribution N (0, 0.1).

RMSProp [143] is used as the optimizer, with the learning rate of 1e-4 for updating both policies and

critics. The activation function of hidden layers is hyperbolic tangent function (Tanh) for PPO based

algorithms [146], while it is ReLU for the rest algorithms.

COMA. The sample size M of COMA for the continuous action proposed in this thesis is set to 10

in simulation.

MATD3. The clip boundary c for clipping the exploration noise is set to 1 in simulation.

SQDDPG. The sample size M of SQDDPG is set to 10 in simulation.

IPPO, MAPPO and SMFPPO. We apply generalised advantage estimation (GAE) [147] to eval-

uate the return with λ = 0.95 for IPPO and MAPPO to reach the best performance. The return of

SMFPPO is evaluated by the Shapley value mechanism with the sample size M of 10. The value

loss coefficient is set to 1. The ϵ for clipping the objective function is set to 0.1 for 33-bus networks

and 0.3 for the rest scenarios. Since the policies of PPO based methods are modelled as learnable
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Gaussian distributions, the exploration range of log std is critical to the performance. It is from -1.0

to 0.5 for all scenarios for IPPO and MAPPO, while from -1.0 to 0.5 for the 33-bus network; from 0.0

to 0.5 for the rest scenarios for SMFPPO. The parameter initialisation is implemented by orthogonal

initialisation [148]. All the tricks of PPO are from the suggestions in [146].

Table B.10: General specifications of policy and value networks.

NETWORK STRUCTURE

POLICY GRU(STATE DIM, 64)→ LAYERNORM()→ RELU/TANH()
→ LINEAR(64, 64)→ LINEAR(64, ACTION DIM)

CRITIC LINEAR(INPUT DIM, 64)→ LAYERNORM()→ RELU/TANH()
→ LINEAR(STATE DIM, 64)→ RELU/TANH()→ LINEAR(64, OUTPUT DIM)

B.3.3 Process of Simulation

We plot the flow chart in Figure B.14 to illustrate the process of the simulation for the active voltage

control on power distribution networks.3 At the beginning of each episode, a series of consecutive

PV and load profiles for 480 timesteps (i.e. 1 day) is in the buffer. At each timestep, the relevant

PV and load profile are extracted, combined with the voltage status computed by Pandapower [149]

(i.e., computing the power flow) to establish the next state. Additionally, the reward is also calculated

according to the result computed by Pandapower. Before fed to agents, the received state will be split

into a batch of observations as per the region where each agent is located. Each agent only receives a

local observation and the global reward, then it makes next decision. The above procedure is repeated

until the end of an episode.

B.3.4 Network Topology

We present 3 MV/LV distribution network models, each of which is composed of distinct topology

and parameters, a load profile (including both active and reactive powers) describing different user

3The open-source code for the simulator is placed on https://github.com/Future-Power-Networks/
MAPDN.

https://github.com/Future-Power-Networks/MAPDN
https://github.com/Future-Power-Networks/MAPDN
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Figure B.14: Flow chart of the implementation of environment for active voltage control on power
distribution networks.

behaviours, and a PV profile describing the active power generation from PVs. Although it is pos-

sible to partition the control regions by the voltage sensitivity of each bus [150], they are commonly

determined by different distribution network owners in practice. Consequently, the control regions

in this thesis are partitioned by the shortest path between the coupling bus and the terminal bus. Be-

sides, each region consists of 1-4 PVs depending on the zonal sizes. A summary of the 3 networks is

recorded in Table B.11 and the specific topologies are demonstrated in Figure B.15.

(a) 33-bus network. (b) 141-bus network. (c) 322-bus network.

Figure B.15: Topologies of power networks. The yellow square is the reference bus (a.k.a. the slack
bus) and each blue circle is a non-reference bus. Transformers are highlighted as double-circles.

The 33-bus Network. The 33-bus network is modified from the case33bw in MATPOWER [130]

and PandaPower [149]. To promise the tree structure, similar to [91], we drop lines 33-37 to avoid

any loops. 6 PVs are added unevenly on bus 13 and 18 (zone 1), bus 22 (zone 2), bus 25 (zone 3), bus
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Table B.11: Network specifications of all scenarios.

Rated Voltage No. Loads No. Regions No. PVs pL
max pPV

max

33-bus 12.66 kV 32 4 6 3.5 MW 8.75 MW

141-bus 12.5 kV 84 9 22 20 MW 80 MW

322-bus 110-20-0.4 kV 337 22 38 1.5 MW 3.75 MW

29 and 33 (zone 4). The PV-load ratio is PR = 2.5.

The 141-bus Network. The 141-bus network is modified from the case141 in MATPOWER [130]

as well. A similar procedure is followed as done for the 33-bus network.

The 322-bus Network. The proposed 322-bus network consists of an external 110-kV bus, a long

medium-voltage (20 kV) line (25 buses in total) and 3 LV feeders (0.4 kV) representing rural (128

buses), semi-urban (110 buses), and urban (58 buses) areas defined by SimBench [131]. Areas with

different voltage levels are connected though standard transformers defined in PandaPower [149].

The rural area has the lowest power consumption level and some buses are with no loads, while more

than one load are allowed to locate on a bus in the urban area, so the total number of loads is higher

than the number of buses in the 322-bus network. The users can also generate their own synthetic

networks by following out procedure. To simplify the setting, we aggregate the multiple loads at each

bus into one.

B.3.5 Data Description

Load Profile. The load profile of each network is modified based on the real-time Portuguese elec-

tricity consumption accounting for 232 consumers of 3 years.4 The original dataset contains 370

residential and industrial clients electricity usage from 2011 to 2014 in 15-min resolution. As some

of the data record does not start at the beginning, we collect the data from 2012-01-01 00:15:00 and

delete the locations that contain more than 20 missing data. The remaining missing data (mostly be-

cause of the winter time to daylight saving time switch) is interpolated linearly. The load data is then

4https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/ElectricityLoadDiagrams20112014.

https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/ElectricityLoadDiagrams20112014
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interpolated in 3-min resolution which is consistent with the real-time control period in the grid. The

final data size is 526080 × 232 accounting for load profiles for 232 consumers of 1096 days (three

years). We then remove the outliers that are outside 7σ against the mean value. For the 33-bus and the

141-bus networks, the 232 load profiles are randomly assigned to each bus. For the 322-bus network,

repeated load profiles are allowed. In practice, the Gaussian noises are added to the load active power

and the load reactive power.

PV Profile. Ten cities/regions/provinces in Belgium, Netherlands, and Luxembourg are considered

to represent the distinct zonal solar radiation levels, including Antwerp, Brussels, Flemish-Brabant (a

province of Belgium), Hainaut (a province of Belgium), Liege, Limburg (a province of Netherland),

Luxembourg, Namur, Walloon-Brabant (a province of Belgium), and West-Flanders (a province of

Belgium). The PV data is collected from Elia group,5 a Belgium’s power network operator. The PV

data is also interpolated in 3-min resolution resulting in 526080×10 data in total. For the 33-bus (with

4 regions) and the 141-bus (with 9 regions) networks, the PV profiles are randomly assigned to each

region. For the 322-bus (with 22 regions) network, different regions can have the same PV profile.

Note that the PVs in the same control region share the same PV profiles as they are geometrically

contiguous. In real time, we also add the Gaussian noise to the PV active power.

We summarise the load and PV profiles of different scales in Figure B.16-B.22 below. Figure B.16

illustrates the total PV active power generation and active load consumption in the 33-bus network.

Figure B.17 illustrates four distinct PV buses in the 33-bus network in January and July. Note that bus

13 and bus 18 are in the same region, so they have the same PV profiles. Figure B.18 illustrates the

total PV active power generation and active load consumption in the 141-bus network. Figure B.19

illustrates four distinct PV buses in the 141-bus network in January and July. Note that bus 36 and

bus 111 are in the same region, so they have the same PV profiles. Figure B.20 illustrates the total PV

active power generation and active load consumption in the 322-bus network. Figure B.21 illustrates

four distinct PV buses in the 322-bus network in January and July. Figure B.22 illustrates the power

factors (PFs) of the three systems under test. THe high power factors (> 0.9) usually represents the

residential consumers, while the low power factors (< 0.5) represent the industrial consumers.

5https://www.elia.be/en/grid-data/power-generation/solar-pv-power-generation-data.

https://www.elia.be/en/grid-data/power-generation/solar-pv-power-generation-data
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(a) A winter day.
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(b) A summer day.
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(c) A winter month (January).
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(d) A summer month (July).

Figure B.16: Total power of the 33-bus network.



158 Appendix B. Experimental Details

1 6 11 16 21 26 31
Days

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0
Ac

tiv
e 

Po
we

r (
M

W
) PV Generation

Load Consumption

(a) A winter month of bus-13.
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(b) A winter month of bus-18.
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(c) A winter month of bus-22.
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(d) A winter month of bus-25.
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(e) A summer month of bus-13.
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(f) A summer month of bus-18.
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(g) A summer month of bus-22.
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(h) A summer month of bus-25.

Figure B.17: Daily power of the 33-bus network: active PV power generation and active load con-
sumption for different buses in the 33-bus network.
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(b) A summer day.
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(c) A winter month (January).

1 6 11 16 21 26
Days

0

10

20

30

40

50

Ac
tiv

e 
Po

we
r (

M
W

) PV Generation
Load Consumption

(d) A summer month (July).

Figure B.18: Total power of the 141-bus network.



160 Appendix B. Experimental Details

1 6 11 16 21 26 31
Days

0

1

2

3

4

5

Ac
tiv

e 
Po

we
r (

M
W

) PV Generation
Load Consumption

(a) A winter month of bus-36.

1 6 11 16 21 26 31
Days

0

1

2

3

4

5

Ac
tiv

e 
Po

we
r (

M
W

) PV Generation
Load Consumption

(b) A winter month of bus-77.
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(c) A winter month of bus-100.
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(d) A winter month of bus-111.
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(e) A summer month of bus-36.
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(f) A summer month of bus-77.
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(g) A summer month of bus-100.
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(h) A summer month of bus-111.

Figure B.19: Daily power of the 141-bus network: active PV power generation and active load con-
sumption for different buses in the 141-bus network.
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(b) A summer day.
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(c) A winter month (January).

1 6 11 16 21 26
Days

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

Ac
tiv

e 
Po

we
r (

M
W

) PV Generation
Load Consumption

(d) A summer month (July).

Figure B.20: Total power of the 322-bus network.
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(a) A winter month of bus-54.
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(b) A winter month of bus-147.
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(c) A winter month of bus-297.
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(d) A winter month of bus-322.
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(e) A summer month of bus-54.
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(f) A summer month of bus-147.
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(g) A summer month of bus-297.
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(h) A summer month of bus-322.

Figure B.21: Daily power of the 322-bus network: active PV power generation and active load con-
sumption for different buses in the 322-bus network.
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(a) The 33-bus network.
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(b) The 141-bus network.
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(c) The 322-bus network.

Figure B.22: Power factors of four buses in all network topologies.
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intégrales,” Fund. math, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 133–181, 1922.

[100] T. Jaakkola, M. I. Jordan, and S. P. Singh, “On the convergence of stochastic iterative dynamic

programming algorithms,” Neural computation, vol. 6, no. 6, pp. 1185–1201, 1994.

[101] F. A. Oliehoek, “Decentralized pomdps,” in Reinforcement Learning. Springer, 2012, pp.

471–503.

[102] F. A. Oliehoek, M. T. Spaan, and N. Vlassis, “Optimal and approximate q-value functions for

decentralized pomdps,” Journal of Artificial Intelligence Research, vol. 32, pp. 289–353, 2008.

[103] J. Chung, C. Gulcehre, K. Cho, and Y. Bengio, “Empirical evaluation of gated recurrent neural



BIBLIOGRAPHY 173

networks on sequence modeling,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1412.3555, 2014.

[104] D. Ernst, P. Geurts, and L. Wehenkel, “Tree-based batch mode reinforcement learning,” Journal

of Machine Learning Research, vol. 6, pp. 503–556, 2005.

[105] J. Wang, Y. Zhang, T.-K. Kim, and Y. Gu, “Shapley q-value: A local reward approach to solve

global reward games,” Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, vol. 34,

no. 05, p. 7285–7292, Apr 2020.

[106] C. Claus and C. Boutilier, “The dynamics of reinforcement learning in cooperative multiagent

systems,” AAAI/IAAI, vol. 1998, no. 746-752, p. 2, 1998.
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