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STOCHASTIC HALPERN ITERATION IN NORMED SPACES AND APPLICATIONS
TO REINFORCEMENT LEARNING

MARIO BRAVO AND JUAN PABLO CONTRERAS

ABSTRACT. We analyze the oracle complexity of the stochastic Halpern iteration with variance reduction,
where we aim to approximate fixed-points of nonexpansive and contractive operators in a normed finite-
dimensional space. We show that if the underlying stochastic oracle is with uniformly bounded variance, our
method exhibits an overall oracle complexity of (3(575)7 improving recent rates established for the stochastic
Krasnoselskii-Mann iteration. Also, we establish a lower bound of 9(573)7 which applies to a wide range of
algorithms, including all averaged iterations even with minibatching. Using a suitable modification of our
approach, we derive a O(¢™2(1—+) ) complexity bound in the case in which the operator is a y-contraction.
As an application, we propose new synchronous algorithms for average reward and discounted reward Markov
decision processes. In particular, for the average reward, our method improves on the best-known sample

complexity.

1. INTRODUCTION

Fixed-point iterations are fundamental in mathematics and engineering, providing a systematic way
to approximate the solution of several problems, including operator equations, nonlinear equations, and
optimization problems. These iterations form the backbone of many optimization algorithms, such as the
gradient descent or splitting method, which are widely used in machine learning, control systems, and
scientific computing.

In recent years, stochastic variants of these problems have gained significant attention because of their
applicability in scenarios where the underlying operators are not known exactly or are subject to noise,
uncertainty, or randomness. Nevertheless, general stochastic fixed-point iterations have received little
attention compared to other related setups, such as stochastic monotone inclusions, stochastic variational
inequalities, or stochastic optimization which are mainly developed in the Euclidean setting.

The main goal of this work is then to study a simple stochastic version of the well-known Halpern
iteration, where we assume that the underlying operator is nonexpansive or contracting for some general
norm in finite dimension. Using a simple approach derived mainly from the construction of recursive
bounds and a simple variance reduction technique, we study the oracle complexity of this algorithm while
showing applications that are intrinsically of a non-Euclidean nature.
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1.1. Problem setup. We consider R? endowed with a general norm ||-||, and denote by ||z||, the standard
Euclidean norm, i.e. ||z||3 = Z?:l x2. ITn what follows, T": R? — R? is such that

1Tz~ Tyl <vle—yll,  VoyeR”

We say that T is a contraction if v € (0, 1), and that T is nonexpansive if v = 1. We assume that in the
nonexpansive case Fix T' # (), where Fix T stands for the set of fixed-points of T. We are interested in
computing an approximate solution of the fixed-point equation x = T'x.

Our method is inspired by the standard Halpern iteration

(H) 2" = (1 - Bp)a’ + BTz, Vn>1,

where (8,,) is a nondecreasing stepsize sequence satisfying that 0 < 3, < 1, lim,, oo #, = 1, and 20 € R?
is an arbitrary initial condition. It is worth mentioning that the original Halpern iteration uses an arbitrary
w called the anchoring point that can be different from the initial point 2¥. In that case, the iteration reads
2" = (1 - Bo)u+ B, Tx"~!. We assume here, without loss of generality, that the anchoring point is exactly
20,

Naturally, iteration (H]) is only implementable in the case where one has access to Tz at any point x.
In this paper, we assume that the vector Tz is only accessible through 7' which is a noisy version of 7.

Specifically, we consider the following

Assumption 1.1. The access to the operator T occurs through a stochastic oracle T : R% x 2 — R which

s an unbiased approrimation of T in the sense that

E(T(z,&)) =Tx for all x € RY,

- 2
with & drawn from some distribution D, over =. Additionally, we assume that E (HT(Q:,{) — TxH2> ]

finite for every x € R%.

We say that the oracle T is with uniformly bounded variance (with bound o?) if there exists a positive
constant o2 such that
. 2
sup E <HT($,£) - T:EH > <o
r€R4 2
A first possible idea is to consider the iteration 2" = (1 — 3,)z° + B, (Tx"'). Intuitively, even if the
term T(:L", §) — Tz is with uniformly bounded variance, because f3,, goes to 1, the last iterate will inevitably
contain some nonnegligible noise term. To address this issue, we adopt a simple minibatch strategy designed
to mitigate the variance of the error. This approach lead to the study of the following inexact version of
the Halpern iteration ([H),

(1H) 2" = (1= Bp)a’ + Bu(Tz" L+ U,), Vn>1,
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where U, is such that E(U,) = 0 and the term E(||U,||) can be controlled appropriately. It is worth noting
that we do not assume further properties on the stochastic oracle in order to maintain our results as general
as possible. See Section Pl for a precise definition and related discussions.

We are interested in the problem of estimating the oracle complexity to find and approximate fixed-point

of T, which is measured as the number of calls to the vector stochastic oracle T. In the case where T is
nonexpansive, we estimate the oracle complexity to find a last-iterate approximate solution z” in the sense
that the expected fixed-point residual E(||z™ — T'z™||) is smaller than a given tolerance. For a contracting
operator T', we aim to find oracle complexity bounds for the expected distance of the last iterate ™ to the
unique fixed-point z*, i.e. the quantity E(||z" — z*||).
e Notation. Let us set some basic notation that we use in this paper. Given that all norms in R¢ are
equivalent, let > 0 be such that ||z| < u||z||, for all z € R%. We adopt the standard big-O notation,
that is, for two real functions f,g : we say f(x) = O(g(z)) if there are two constants C' and ¢ such that
f(z) < Cg(z) for all x > ¢. We use O if we ignore logarithmic factors. Analogously, f(z) = Q(g(x)) if
f(z) > Cg(x) for all z > c.

1.2. Our contributions. In what follows, we briefly describe our main findings.
e Nonexpansive maps. We show that if T" is nonexpansive and the stochastic oracle is with bounded variance,

then our method achieves last-iterate oracle complexity of O(e~°) (see Corollary BH). This result improves
over the guarantee O(e~%) established for the stochastic Krasnoselskii-Mann iteration in [14] also for the
last-iterate. This is, to the best of our knowledge, the only complexity result available at the moment in
this general framework.

Additionally, we establish a lower bound of Q(s~3) for the overall oracle complexity for nonexpansive
maps with uniformly bounded variance stochastic oracle and where the underlying operator has bounded
range. Our result is also true in the case where the use of minibatches is allowed (c.f. Theorem [B.1).
In particular, this lower bound applies to every algorithm such that the iterations are a linear combina-
tion of the previous (possibly variance-reduced) oracle calls, including well-known algorithms such as the
Krasnoselskii-Mann and Halpern iteration.

Finally, we extend the results in [53] by proving that the iteration converges to a fixed point of T' provided

that the norm of the space is smooth (c.f. Theorem [B.10)).
e Contractions. In the case where T is a contraction with parameter v € (0,1), we prove that if the
stochastic oracle is with uniformly bounded variance, then our method finds an e—optimal solution after
at most O (e72(1 — 7)~%) queries (Corollary @.3). Given that this is a general result, the bound depends
on the specific instance and can be refined if more structure is available. Indeed, the same holds for the
nonexpansive case.

Nevertheless, it is worth noting that, as pointed out in recent work [33], little attention has been devoted
to the study of stochastic fixed-point iterations for contracting operators without assuming some form of
monotonicity for 7.
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e Markovian Decision Processes. First, we apply our analysis to the problem of a Markovian decision process

(MDP) with average reward. Arguably, this is the most relevant setting for reinforcement learning, where
the results are much less complete compared to the case of discounted rewards [44, [50]. In Theorem 511, we
show that a suitable modification of our main method results in a new synchronous algorithm with sample
complexity O (6_7). To our knowledge, this is currently the best convergence guarantee available for this
problem, improving the O (¢7%), a > 10, complexity (see [14]) recently obtained while analyzing the RVI-
Q- learning algorithm [1]. The most interesting aspect of our method is that it constitutes one prominent
example where the underlying stochastic oracle is not necessarily with uniformly bounded variance, since
no a priori uniform bound is known on the state variable.

Next, we extend our results to synchronous discounted-reward Q-learning, a well-researched problem.
Our new algorithm offers competitive convergence guarantees and reaches a tolerance of € > 0 after at most
O (5_2(1 — 7)_5) samples (see Theorem [5.2]), which matches recent, yet suboptimal, results in the literature
[49]. Despite its suboptimal rate, our simple analysis demonstrates the effectiveness of alternative iterations
in addressing the problem and encourages further research to discover superior methods. Furthermore, as in
the average reward framework, our argument makes no use of the monotonicity properties of the underlying
Bellman operator.

e Our Approach. The techniques we use to obtain our results are mainly based on a recursive bound
approach developed first to the study of the well-known Krasnoselskii-Mann iteration,

(KM) "= (1—ay)z" + a,T2" ! n>1

in Banach spaces, where (ay, ), is a sequence of stepsizes in (0, 1) [§,113,/17]. Later, the analysis was extended
to general averaged fixed-point iteration [12]. In the case of the Halpern iteration, being a particular case
of an averaged iteration, the bounds developed are particularly explicit, giving way to an analysis that is
simple yet effective. Roughly speaking, in the stochastic setting, we will adapt these ideas by compensating
the effect of repeated calls to the oracle with the smooth contracting effect of the term 5, < 1. Given
that 5, approaches one, we will take increasing minibatch sizes. It is worth mentioning that our explicit

results are obtained for the case 3, = 25. The reason behind this particular choice is twofold. On the one

n

hand, it is known that in the noiseless case this stepsize gives the best possible bounds in the Euclidean
setting |32, 143] and, up to log factors, also in the Banach framework. On the other hand, as we shall see in
what follows, this choice leads to clean estimates with computable constants when calculating fixed-point

residuals.

1.3. Related work.
e Deterministic setup. For nonexpansive maps in general normed spaces, recent efforts have been devoted

to establish nonasymptotic convergence guarantees for the fixed-point residual ||z™ — T'z"|| of some classical
iterations. For (KM)), convergence rates were initially determined by [7, 8] for constant stepsizes a,, = «,
showing a rate of O(1/4/n). Later, these results were extended by [17] to arbitrary steps in (0,1). The
sharpness of the bound in [17] was obtained in |13]. The first proof of the rate O(1/n) was established
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in [43] using the Halpern iteration (M) with the specific stepsize 3, = ;5. Later, in [12], it was shown
that the traditional Halpern stepsize choice 8, = ;77 only yields the (tight) rate O(25") while in [18] the

n

optimal coeflicients for the Halpern iteration were determined, improving the constants involved.

For Euclidean spaces, the exact upper bounds were determined using the Performance Estimation Prob-
lems (PEP) approach, originally proposed in [22]. However, the convergence rate does not show an im-
provement compared to the general Banach setting. The classical Halpern iteration with stepsize 3, = HLH
was examined in [32] and the authors proved the convergence rate O(1/n), which improves by a logarithmic
factor compared to the convergence rate in general normed spaces.

Halpern iteration has also been successfully applied in the context of monotone inclusions, which is
strongly connected to fixed-point iterations [9]. In particular, using PEP, [28] determined an optimal
inertial iteration to approximate the zeros of a cocoercive operator that was shown to be equivalent to
the Halpern iteration in [18] and [42, Chapter 12.2, Theorem 18|. Beyond PEP, convergence rates have
also been established using a potential function approach [19, 20,29, 146]. It is also known that, in convex
optimization, Halpern iteration is connected to well-established first-order methods such as Nesterov’s
accelerated gradient descent [35,45] and extra-gradient type methods |38, 47].

e Stochastic setup. In the Euclidean setting, Halpern iteration was studied to approximate the zeros of

a cocoercive operator in [15]. Using variance reduction based on minibatches of quadratic growth, com-
bined with ideas developed for the deterministic setting [19], the authors established an overall oracle
complexity of 0(6_4) to find an approximate solution in expectation within a tolerance €. The authors
also show that the rate O(¢?) is achievable under further assumptions on the stochastic oracle, such
as the multi-point oracle and Lipschitz in expectation properties (c.f. Section [2] for details). Under the
same enhanced stochastic oracle, [31] obtained similar results in the cocoercive setting. Very recently, [3]
studied a stochastic Halpern iteration for cohypomonotone operators [10], a condition that allows possible
nonmonotonicity while including monotone maps. The authors establish, under no further assumptions on
the oracle structure, a complexity of 0(5_4) for the fixed-point residual.

Up to our knowledge, the only work that studies convergence rates for stochastic fixed-point itera-
tions of nonexpansive maps in general normed spaces is [14]. Here, the authors consider the stochastic
Krasnoselskii-Mann iteration 2 = (1—ay,)z" + a, (T2~ + U,), where U, is assumed to be a martingale
difference sequence. The authors prove that if the variance of the noise is uniformly bounded, the stochastic
Krasnoselskii-Mann iteration with constant stepsize requires at most O(¢~%) iterations to reach a solution
whose expected fixed-point residual is less than €. This is done using a well-chosen constant stepsize.

e Variance reduction. Variance reduction methods are effective techniques to improve convergence rates in
stochastic settings and have been mainly developed for stochastic optimization. In [27] the authors propose
the SVRG method for convex optimization problems with a finite-sum structure. Later, [4] extended the
technique to find stationary points of nonconvex functions. Using recursive and nested variance reduction
methods [24] and [54] improved the convergence rate in the context of nonconvex sums. Later, in [30] the
authors obtained a simplified algorithm that preserves the optimal rate and extended the result beyond the
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small data regime of [24] and [54]. For this, they used variance reduction based on a probabilistic gradient
estimator (PAGE). In fact, a suitable modification of PAGE is an important tool for the results obtained
for the stochastic Halpern iteration [15].

Beyond optimization, variance reduction methods have been successfully implemented in the setting of

stochastic variational inequalities. In their work [36], the authors expanded the SVRG algorithm to address
convex-concave saddle-point problems incorporating splitable functions. In |26] proposed an extragradient
method with a variance reduction method based on minibatch. Their algorithm has near-optimal oracle
complexity, and covers the important case of unbounded operators and unbounded feasible sets. Similarly,
in [16] a new algorithm that combines variance reduction and extrapolation is studied in order to achieve
more stable training in setting of generative adversarial networks.
e Lower bounds. In the noiseless scenario, the lower bound for fixed-point iterations was determined in [1§]
showing that the rate || — T2"|| = O(1/n) is optimal for every averaged iteration. Moreover, this rate
cannot be improved even in spaces with more structure, such as Hilbert spaces. In particular, [37] proved
that no method such that 2" € span{z?, Tz%,..., T2"~!} can achieve a better convergence rate.

For stochastic convex optimization, the results date back to the information-based complexity developed
in [34]. In this line, improvements in the dimension dependence were obtained in |2] for the setup of
statistical estimation. Similar results were obtained in [40] with a different technique that yields lower
bounds for a special class of descend methods that are not covered in [2]. Finding stationary points of
convex functions relates to finding fixed-points of nonexpansive operators. In this context, the work [25]
established the lower bounds for stochastic convex optimization problems in the local and global stochastic
oracle model. For nonconvex problems, the lower bound was established for the first time in |24] for the
sum of smooth functions, matching the upper bounds of the variance-reduced methods SPIDER [24] and
SNVRG [54]. For further results and discussion, we refer the reader to [5,21] and the references therein.
e Synchronous @-learning. Given its wide range of application, discounted reward -learning has been

extensively studied in the literature [39, 44, 51, 52]. In fact, the synchronous version of the vanilla Q-
learning algorithm corresponds exactly to a stochastic version of the Krasnoselskii-Mann iteration, where
the operator involved is contracting.

Oracle complexity bounds have been obtained for constant [11], linear polynomial [23], and linearly
rescaled learning rates [48, 149]. For the model-based version where, roughly speaking, transitions are
sampled previously with a full batch and then a value iteration is performed, in [6] the authors obtained
a complexity bound of O(e~2(1 — ) ~3). Moreover, they show that it is indeed minimax optimal. For the
classical algorithm, [4&] obtained the rate O(¢~2(1 — 4)~%). Later, [49] reached the optimal complexity
bound, up to logarithmic factors, using a variance reduction strategy. See [49] for a full history on this
matter.

On the other hand, Q-learning with average reward has received much less attention [44, 50]. In fact,
the sample complexity bound for one of the few algorithms available, the RVI Q-learning algorithm [1] was
established only recently in [14].
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1.4. Organization of the paper. The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we
present the precise definition of our method along with the minibatch variance reduction. Section [ is
devoted to the study of the case in which T is nonexpansive while in Section [ we study the contracting
case. In Section Bl we develop our applications to MDPs in the average and discounted setting. Finally,
Appendix [Al gathers some deferred proofs.

2. THE STOCHASTIC HALPERN ITERATION

Algorithm [ outlines the stochastic Halpern iteration with minibatches. At each iteration n < N, a

n—1

minibatch estimator is constructed with k,, queries to T at using k, independent fresh samples from

D, n-1. Using this estimate, the next iterate is calculated via the Halpern iteration.

Algorithm 1 Stochastic Halpern method

Require: Stochastic oracle T, (k) minibatch size sequence, number of iterations N, initial point z°
1: forn=1,...,N do
2: Set the size of the minibatch k&,

3: Sample k,, independent queries at ™! T(m"‘l,ﬁml), .. ,T($"_17§n,kn)'
kn
4 Set a4+ (1—B)a’ + By | 2D T, &)
j=1
5. end for
N

6: Return =

Notice that if we define the error term at the iteration n > 1 by
1
U, = —ZT(z”_l,gnJ—) — Tz,
j=1
then Algorithm [l can be cast in the form (HI). Indeed, we will refer to both procedures indistinctly when
there is no confusion.
By construction, Tz"~! + U, is an unbiased estimator of Tx"~! and may have a reduced variance
compared to the error computed with a single query. Let us introduce the following additional notation:
for all i,n € N

(1) on :=E(|U,|), and B := | | By,
j=i
with the convention that o9 = 8y =0 and B]' =1if ¢ > n > 0.

For the sake of completeness, we recall how a standard argument allows one to transfer the variance

reduction into a bound on o,. For a given iteration n, let §,1,...,&, k, be k, independent samples of the
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distribution D -1 and let €2 be the variance of the error term of one query T'(z"~*, €n1) — Tx™ 1. Then

2
2 kn

2 o2 =B < 8 (| T 6 e | < e,

n j=1 9 n
where we have use Jensen’s inequality, sample independence, and the equivalence between the norms. We
observe that E(||U,||) scales by a factor \/% compared to ey,.

As we already mentioned, there exist more sophisticated variance reduction techniques to control o,.
However, they often necessitate additional assumptions regarding the stochastic oracle’s nature or assume
extra operator structure.

For example, in the Euclidean framework, recursive variance reduction has been employed to enhance the
oracle complexity of the stochastic Halpern iteration. In [15], this entails reliance on a multi-point oracle,

capable of assessing different points ', 22, . .

., "™ using the same random seed £. Additionally, they assume
a Lipschitz in expectation property, linked to the mean-square smoothness in nonconvex optimization [24,
54]. In the realm of nonexpansive fixed-point iterations, this translates to nonerpansiveness in expectation,

that is,

Q ([T - T6.0))) < o vl voyert

Despite the advances made possible by these advanced variance reduction techniques, their additional
hypotheses limit the scope of the analysis. Hence, we opt for the simplest variance reduction method:
minibatches. By doing so, we intentionally refrain from imposing extra assumptions on the stochastic
oracle, thereby ensuring the broad applicability of our analysis.

3. THE NONEXPANSIVE CASE

In this section, we assume that T is a nonexpansive operator. As we mentioned, we are interested in the
number of iterations and the overall oracle complexity required by iteration () to obtain a solution x¥
such that E(H:EN — TN H) < ¢ for a given tolerance € > 0. The following condition will be crucial for the

results of this section, since it allows to write some recursive bound for the expected fixed-point residual.

(Hy) There exists € < +o0o such that Sup, >0 E(“Tiﬂn OH K < +00.

3.1. Bounds for the expected fixed-point residual. The following proposition provides a bound for

E(||l«™ — Tx™]||), valid for any increasing sequence of steps (5,), C (0,1).

Proposition 3.1. Let (2"),>1 the sequence generated by the Halpern iteration (H]). Assume that (Hy)
holds for some k > 0. Then, for alln > 1

E(llz" = T2"||) < ®(1 — Bn) ZB" — Bi—1) + Bioi + Bi—10i-1) + Bnon.
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Proof. Recall that by convention o9 = Sy = 0 and let k, = HT " — :L'OH. We start by observing that the
(random) sequence (P,), defined inductively as Py = 0 and
Py = fn-1(Bn — Bn-1) + Bn—1Pn—1 + B [|Un| + Bt IUn-1ll, n > 1,

is such that Hx" — a;"_lH < P, for all n € N. Indeed, for the first term we write

|zt = 2°|| = B1 ||2° — T2® + Uh|| < ko(B1 — Bo) + B1 [|UL]| = Pr.
From the definition of ([HJ), using again the triangular inequality, the nonexpansivity of T, and the induction
hypothesis, we have

Hx”—x”_lH = H(l—ﬁn)xo + Bu(Tz" L+ U,) — (1= Bp_1)z’ = Bp_1 (T2 + Un_l)H

= || (Bn—Bn—1)(Tz" —2°)+ Bt (T2" = Ta" )+ B, Uy — Bp—1Up—1]|

< (B = Bu—) || T2 =2 ||+ B [Ja" ™ =" 72|+ Ba [|Un |+ B |Un—1 |

< Kn1(Bn = Bn1) + Bn1 P + B |Unl+Bn-1 [|Un—1ll = Pa.

Then, it follows that P, can be computed explicitly as

n

Py =Y B! (ki1 (Bi = Bic1) + Bi |Uill + Bica |Uiall) -

i=1
Now, casting ([H]) as
" —Tx" = (1 — Bp)(a® — Ta™) + B (T2t —T2" +U,), VYn>1,
it follows that
2T a"||=||(1=B,)(a° — T2") + By (Ta" ' — Ta™ + U,,)||

< k(1= Bn) + Bn ||2" — 21| + Bn | Unll
(4) < fin(1 = Bn) + B Po+ B Ul

= kn(1=Bn)+>_ B} (ki-1(Bi — Bi—1)+8i |UslBia [Usa )+ Bn U]l -

i=1

Taking expectations in the previous expression, we obtain
n
E(|lz"-T2"(]) < E(k,)(1 —Bn) + ZB," (E(ki-1)(Bi — Bi—1)+Bioi + Bi1oi—1) + Bnon.
i=1

The conclusion follows from the fact that sup,,~q E(k,) <. O

We complement the result in Proposition B with the following lemma, which provides two simple
independent and sufficient conditions for (Hy)) to hold.

Lemma 3.2. Let T be nonexpansive and (x™), be the sequence generated by ([H]). Recalling the notation

), it holds:
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(i) If T has bounded range i.e. there exist a constant M > 0 such that |Tz|| < M for all x € R?, then
the condition (Hy)) holds with & = M + ||2°|.
(73) If the sequences (By)n and (oy,)n satisfies

n

(Ha2) S = SupZBfJi < 400,
n2li—

then condition (Hy)) holds with & = 2dist(z?, Fix(T)) + S.
In particular, if >, o < +00 then (Hy)) holds.

Proof. Part (i) follows from the triangular inequality. For part (ii), let us fix * € Fix(T'). Using the fact
that T' is nonexpansive we have
" — 2™ = H(l = Bu) (2 = a*) 4 Ba(Ta" " — a*) + BnUnH
< (1= o) = 0" + B ™0 = )| + B 0]

= By (2% — 2% (1 = Bi) + 8 1 Unl])
i=0

(5) = [|2° —*[| + > B Uil
i=1

where we used > 1" ( Bf, (1 — ;) = 1 and the convention B};,; = 1. Taking expectations, we have

E(HT.Z’” — xOH) < E(|Tx™ — Tz*||) + Haz* — a;OH

n
<2 H:E* — xOH + ZBZ-"JZ- <2 Hx* - :EOH + 5.
i=1

Finally,

pB(Te" =) <2, it o ol + 5

0

The following result establishes the convergence rate for the expected residual of the Halpern iteration

n
ntl
residual estimations in the noiseless case in the Hilbert setting, and near-optimal for general Banach spaces.

in the special case where (3,, = This stepsize is easy to handle and, more importantly, leads to optimal
Moreover, it is indeed possible to write a recursive scheme for the optimal choice of the stepsize (5, as in
the noiseless case (see [18, Theorem 2| for precise details). Numerical experiences seem to show that the
bounds improve only by a logarithmic factor. We left this intriguing question for future research.

Theorem 3.3. Let (2™), be the sequence generated by the Halpern iteration ([H) with the stepsize 3, =
R Assun}e that o, = B(||U,|) is such that S-°_ no, = O(1). Then, given & > 0, E(||zY —TaN|)) <e
after N = O(¢™1Y) iterations.
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Proof. Because Zivzl no, = O(1) we have S = SUP N> ﬁ Zivzl no, < oo, and therefore condition (Hy))
holds. Now, invoking the estimates given by Proposition [3.1] and taking expectation we have

N
B(|l™ ~ T H)SNJrlJFZ_:lNJrl<n(n+1)+n+10">
(6) i

1 S| N
< ——(r+rD 2
—N+1<H+R 1 n:1nan>

n=1

We observe that the term in the brackets is O(1). Therefore, E(||«N — T2N|) = O(1/N), and E(||N — T2N]|) <
g, after at most N = O(¢~1) iterations as claimed. t

Remark 3.4. Two comments are in order.

e Similar convergence rates have been proved for the deterministic Halpern iteration in Hilbert [32], and
in Banach spaces [12]. Also, for the stochastic iteration in [14], and for the inexact iteration in [31]. To
the best of our knowledge, our result is the first that covers the case of general normed spaces in stochastic
and inexact setups.

e The convergence rate above is expressed in terms of the number of iterations. It is important to note that
the number of queries to the stochastic oracle may not be proportional to the number of iterations due to

the use of variance reduction.

The following corollary gives an upper bound on the number of queries for the stochastic Halpern
iteration with minibatch when the variance is uniformly bounded. Notice that in this case the sequence

(on)n is summable.

Corollary 3.5. Assume that T has uniformly bounded variance with constant 0. Then, given & > 0,
Algorithm [0 with k, = n* returns a solution z™ such that E(||z" — Tz ||) < e using at most O(e7)

queries to the stochastic oracle.

Proof. Equation (2] guarantees that o, < g—‘;, which implies that the hypotheses of Theorem [B.3] are
satisfied. Hence, E(||z" — Tz ||) < € after N = O(e™!) iterations. As each iteration n = 1,..., N requires
k. queries to the stochastic oracle, we find an overall oracle complexity of Zi:[:l k, = zg:l n* < N°/5.
Now, retaking the bound (@) given in the proof of Theorem B.3] and using some simple estimates, we have
that the N-th iteration satisfies

N N
1 1 1 1
E(||zY —TaV|)) < —— [F+EY —— +2 ~—] < k+ (R +2u0)(log N + 1
R A [EP (R0 SPR R o) e T Y
where & = 2dist(2°, Fix T) 4+ &2. Therefore the oracle complexity can be bounded by O(e79). O

Remark 3.6. There is a simple reason behind the choice of k,, in this case. If one assumes that k, = n?,
then o, = O(n=%2). We make a > 2 in order to verify condition (Hy). The use of @) and simple



12 M. BRAVO AND J.P. CONTRERAS

computations leads to an oracle complexity bound of O(e_h(“)), where
2(a+1)

h(a) = a — 2
(1+a) if a> 4,

if 2<a<4

which attains its minimum at a = 4.

3.2. Lower bound. In this section, we obtain a lower bound for the number of queries required for any
deterministic algorithm whose iterates z" are obtained as a linear combination of the previous iterates
and the oracle approximation of 7 at 2"~ ! that may include variance reduction with minibatches. The
construction of the operator is inspired by [37] and the notion of resistant oracle relies on ideas developed
in [5].

Theorem 3.7. Let 0,k > 0, (kn)n € N a sequence of minibatch sizes, and 0 < € < § a given tolerance.
Then, there exists a normed space (R%,||-||) (with d depending on € and &), an operator T (depending on
€), a stochastic oracle T, an initial point 2° € R and a natural number N = (R025_3) such that:

e T is nonexpansive and has bounded range &, i.e. | Tx| < & for every v € R,

e T is unbiased and have uniformly bounded variance o2,
e for any sequence (z™), such that
1 I
(7) z" € span{ 2%, zt, ... 2" "k Z_: . 1’5”0 , foralln>1

we have
E(||z" — Tz"||) > €, for every n such that > ;. ki <N

In order to prove the Theorem, let us first define A = 2¢, and d = L;J We consider R? endowed with
the norm ||z||, = Z?:l |z;|. Let the map @ : R? — R? be given by

Q(x1,x9,...,29) = (N —xq, T1,T2,...,Tq_1).
It is easy to check that @ is nonexpansive (in fact, it is distance preserving). Moreover, () has a unique
. T
fixed-point x* = (%, %,,%) € R4

Let us define C' = {z € R?: ||z — 2*||, < 3} the ball for the infinity norm centered on z* with radius
A/2. Let Po : R* — C be the function defined by (Pg(x)); = Py (%) for every i = 1,...,d, where Py y
is the one-dimensional projection onto the interval [0, A]. Explicitly, Py y(t) equals ¢ if ¢ € [0, A], equals 0
if t <0, and equals A if t > A.

Let T : R? — R? defined by T = Qo Pc. One can easily check that T is nonexpansive for the norm ||-||;,
and Fix(T') = {z*}. Indeed,

d d
1Tz = Tyll, = | Pe(x) = Pe@)lly = D [Po(@:) = Pox(wl < D i —
i=1 i=1
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Here we have used the fact that [Py yj(t) — Po ()] <[t —#'| for all t € R.
Furthermore, for every z € R?, we have Tz € C. Indeed, let y = Po(z), then y € C and therefore

A
T2 = 2™ = 1Qy = 27l =y = 27l = 5-
Using the triangular inequality we have

so T has bounded range with ||Tz|[; < dX <R.

Now we will construct a stochastic oracle for 7. For this, we define the progress of z € R? similarly to
5],
prog(z) = max{i € {1,...,d} : |z;| >0}, and prog(Oga) = 0.
Let £ be a random variable with a Bernoulli distribution of parameter p € (0,1). We define the stochastic
oracle T(z,£) component-wise as

(Tz); if i # prog(z)+1,

]—Q(Tx), if ¢ =prog(z)+1,

when prog(z) < d, and T'(z, &) = T(z) if prog(z) = d. It is easy to check that E(T'(z,£)) = Tx and

2
(1_§> ] S)ﬁﬂ’
p p

where in the last inequality we used that || Tz||,, < A. Now, taking p = A7 we have that E <\ Tz — T(x, f)H%) <

o2

e ([~ 7.01) = (@

o2. Finally, the following lemma will be relevant to prove the lower bound. We leave its proof to Appen-

dix [Al
Lemma 3.8. For all x € R? such that prog(z) < d, we have |z — Tz||; > \.

Now we have collected all the ingredients to complete the proof.

Proof. (of Theorem B.7)

Let N € N such that N < % < N + 1. Recalling the definitions of A, d and p, yields N = Q(ko?c73).
We will prove that if > | k; < N then E(||z™ — Tz"||) > e.

Let 20 = Oa, so prog(z®) = 0. We observe that the stochastic oracle unveils a new coordinate in iteration
n if one or more of the samples &, 1,...,&y 1, takes the value 1. Therefore, if prog(z"~1) < d, and 2™ were
constructed according to (7)), we have prog(z") = prog(z"~!) 4 1 with probability p, = 1 — (1 — p)k»,
and prog(z™) = prog(
sum of n independent Bernoulli random variables with parameters pq,...,p,. In particular, the expected

2"~1) with probability (1 — p)*». As a result, the random variable prog(z™) is the
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value of prog(z™) is given by the sum of the probabilities. Now, using the Taylor expansion and Cauchy’s
remainder, one can verify that (1 — p)* > 1 — pk; for every k; > 1. Hence, we have the estimate

n n n d
_ ki . Z
Dopi=3 1-(=pf <} pki <pN <3,
i=1 i=1 =1
Z?:lpi
d

> 1. Now, using Lemma 1 and

Using Markov’s inequality, we have P(prog(z") < d) > 1 — 5

Markov’s inequality for the random variable |z — T'2"||; we have

<P (prog(z") < d) <P ([l2" — T[], = A) < SE([|l2" — Ta"[|,),

>| =

1
2
and therefore ¢ < E(||a"™ — Tz"|;). O

Our lower bound depends on ¢, &, and o, all of which are also involved in the upper bound (). Addition-
ally, our results apply directly to both the Halpern iteration with minibatch discussed in this paper and the
stochastic Krasnoselskii-Mann (sKM) iteration discussed in [14], which does not use variance reduction. In
particular, this result reveals a gap of O(¢~3) compared to the upper bound O(e~9) established for (sSKM),
as well as a gap of 0(5_2) compared to the rate 0(5_5) of the stochastic Halpern iteration. This prompts
the consideration of improving the analysis or exploring alternative approaches to bridge the gap.

Remark 3.9. In [17], the rate O(¢=3) was achicved using the stochastic Halpern iteration within the
Euclidean framework, specifically in the context of monotone inclusions. To do this, the authors require
additional assumptions on T, as discussed in Section[d. Thus, our lower bound does not extend to such a
specialized oracle. In fact, the shift operator constructed in this section does not satisfy the condition (Bl)
and therefore the optimality of the approach in [15] remains an open question.

3.3. Convergence of the iterates. Even if we are mainly interested in establishing nonasymptotic
bounds for the expected error term E(||z™ — Tz™||), it is interesting to write an almost sure convergence
result for the Halpern iteration ([H]) for nonexpansive operators. The proof arguments are quite standard
and rely on general results available for the noiseless iteration in Banach spaces (see [41]). We refer the
reader to the technical details in the Appendix [Al

Theorem 3.10. Let (z"),, the sequence generated by ([H]) where T is nonexpansive, and o> | 0y < +00.

Assume also that the sequence (By)n is such that
o n
» (1 =Bj) =400, and Y (B —Bj-1) < +00.
j=1 j=1

Then

(a) The fized-point error ||[z™ — Tx™|| goes to zero almost surely and any accumulation point of (x™)y,
s a fized-point of T'.
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(b) If (R, || - ||) s a smooth space in the sense that the limit

iy N AY = 2]
m
A—0 A

exists for all x,y in the unit sphere, then (x™), converges almost surely to some x* € Fix(T).

Remark 3.11. Simple examples of smooth finite-dimensional Banach spaces covered by Theorem [3.10 are
RY endowed with the P norm =], = O |z [P)/P for 1 < p < co.

4. THE CONTRACTING CASE

Let T be a contraction with parameter v € (0,1), where x* is the unique fixed-point of 7. We are
interested in the number of iterations and the overall oracle complexity required to obtain a solution z"
such that E(||z"™ — z*||) < ¢ for a given tolerance £ > 0.

Our recursive bound approach here is slightly different from the one in the nonexpansive case. We take
increasing batch sizes that depend on the contraction parameter -, allowing for a sensible decrease in the
oracle complexity. The following result is the analogue of Proposition 3.1l in the contracting setting.

Proposition 4.1. Let T be a contraction with parameter v € (0,1), (Bn)n C

(0,1) an increasing sequence
of stepsiezes, and (x™)p>1 be the sequence generated by (H]). Then, for everyn > 1, the following estimate
holds

(8) lz" —2*| <Y A" BRA (L = Bi) [0 — =¥ || + 8 Uil
1=0

Proof. We proceed by induction. For n = 1, one has that
Hxl—x*H = H(l —B)(° —z*) + B (T2 — z*) + 51U1H
< By |2 — @+ (1= B) [|2° — 2*|| + B UL
Now, assuming that it holds for n — 1, we have
& =2 = ||(1 = Ba)(2° — &) + Bu(Tz" ™" = 2*) + B Uy||
< (1= Bn) [|2° = 2*[| + 7B [Ja" 7 = 2*|| + Bu | Ul

n—1

< (1= B1)||2° — 2*|| 4 B |Unll + 78 (Z VBN (L= Bi) |2 — 2| + B HUiH)>
i=0

The result follows after reordering the last term. O

n

The next result makes explicit bounds for the expected fixed-point residual in the case where 8, = 25

while shedding light about the appropriate minibatch size in this case.

Theorem 4.2. Let N € N be fized and assume that B, = 15 and that

0,2

2
Op < n2yN=n’
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for some positive constant o®. Then,

Hx H Ha: -z H + 20
YN +1)
Proof. Taking expectation in (§) and using that B}’ = 47+ We have
B(||e" ~ 2°|) va“ e e [
N+1 +1 i+1"
L ([la" 2]
9) SN+1< +azfy2)
L (Hx - x*H o )
< +
“N+i\ 1-7 T1-A4
The result follows by noticing that 7= forall y €[0,1). O

-~ f
The following corollary in the analogous of Corollary as it covers the special case of uniformly
bounded variance for contractive operators.

Corollary 4.3. Let ¢ > 0 be given, and assume that the stochastic oracle T is with uniformly bounded
J0=s" |20
e(1—y)

such that E(HazN - a;*H) <, and it requires at most
o (0= + e’
e2(1—v)?

Proof. The estimate (2] guarantees that o, = E(||U,]|) < ,u\/c;g—. Therefore, for minibatches of size k,, =

[n24N="], we have o, < ,ua(nyg)_l.

variance with bound o®. Define N = Then Algorithm [ with minibatches of size k, =

[n2yN="] returns a solution x™

queries to the stochastic oracle.

0_ % 2
Theorem implies that for N > W we have HxN — x*H < e. Now, as every iteration

n =1,..., N requires k, queries to the stochastic oracle, we find an overall oracle complexity of

N N 2
_ N2 on—x*H +,u202
2 N—n
g kn, < g ny §2—1_7+N§16 (1= )&

Here, we have used [z]| < 2z for any x > 1. O

The overall oracle complexity described in the corollary relies on several factors: tolerance, contraction
parameter, initial distance to the unique fixed-point, and variance of the noise, which might not be readily
known beforehand. Nevertheless, in the case of Q-learning as explored later (c.f. Section [5.2)), the critical
parameters H:E —x H and o2 can be estimated straightforwardly. Consequently, one finds the more precise
estimate O(e=2(1 — ) ~°).
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5. APPLICATION TO MDPs

Consider an infinite-horizon Markovian Decision Process (MDP) with state space S and action set A,
both assumed to be finite. Let p(-|s,a) € A(S) the probability distribution of the next state s’ € S when
one chooses the action a € A in state s € S. The function r : S x A — [0,1] is the reward function of
the process, i.e. r(s,a) is the reward obtained when the chain is in state s and the action a is chosen.
Let m: S — A(A) be a possible randomized policy in the sense that 7(s) is the distribution of the action
selected when the state is s € §. We say that a policy 7 is deterministic if 7 : S — A. Notice that the
policies that we consider are stationary in the sense that they do not depend on time.

5.1. Average Reward Halpern @-learning. In this part, we consider the so-called average reward

setting, where one looks for a policy m that maximizes the average reward

N-1
- 1
(10) Ve(s) = l}{fm_)l(])ﬂofE (N kZ_O r(Sk, ak) ‘ S0 = 8) , forallsesS,

where the trajectory (sg,ar)r is induced by w. The optimal value function Vi : S — R is defined as
Vi(s) = max, Vi (s). It is well-known [39] that under the following unichain assumption

for every stationary policy 7 the induced Markov chain with transition

probabilities P,y = p(s’|s, m(s)) has a single recurrent class,
the liminf in (I0) is attained as a limit and V(s) does not depend on the state s. Moreover, there exists
an optimal deterministic policy 7, such that V, = V., and the optimal value function V, is a solution to

the Bellman equation

V(s) = max p(s']s,a) (r(s,a) + V(s')) —v*, VseS,

s'eS
where v* = V,(s). Notice that the solution to this equation is unique up to additive constants. To address
the fact that transitions are unknown, one approach is to define the so-called Q)-factors as
Q(s,a) = Z p(s']s,a) (r(s,a) + V(s')) — v*
s'eS
Hence, the previous equation can be written as
Q(s,a) = Z p(s'|s,a)(r(s,a) + max Q(s',d")) —v*, V(s,a) €S x A.
s'eS

Therefore the optimal @Q* is the unique solution, up to a constant matrix, of the fixed-point equation
HQ = Q, where H : RS*A — RS*A and, for all (s,a) € S x A,

HAQ(s,a) = Z p(s'|s, a) <r(s, a) + max Q(s’, a')) — v

s a’e A
Consequently, the optimal policy 7* can be obtained as 7*(s) = argmax,c 4 Q*(s, a).
It is well known that H is nonexpansive for the infinity norm || - || . Although the problem of computing

the Q-factors fits at first glance in our framework, one has to address the important issue related to the

fact that the optimal value v* is unknown.
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One of the few available methods in this case is the RVI-Q-learning algorithm, proposed in [1, Abounadi
et al]. Explicitly, to overcome the problem of knowing v*, the method introduces a function f : RS*A — R
such that for every ¢ € R, f(Q + ce) = f(Q) + ¢, where e € RS*A is the matrix full of ones. Typical
examples of such functions are f(Q) = max,,Q(s,a), f(Q) = min, , Q(s,a), f(Q) = ﬁ > aQ(s,0),
and f(Q) = Q(sg,ap) for some fixed (sg,ag) € S x A.

By taking an initial guess QU, for every n > 1 the update in RVI-Q-learning is

(Qrv1) Q"(s,a) = (1 — a,)Q" Y(s,a) + an <r(s, a) + max Q" (sn(s,a),d) — f(Q"_1)> ,

where s,(s,a) is sampled from the distribution p(:|s,a) for every (s,a) € S x A and (), is a sequence
in (0,1) such that >, a, = 400 and Y, a? < +oo. This is a synchronous algorithm in the sense that
samples for every state-action pair (s,a) are used at every iteration.

We stress that in the reinforcement learning literature, oracle complexity is measured considering not
vector calls to the oracle but single calls to each component as a sample device. This means that our
bounds will contain an extra |S x A| term that we make explicit.

Recently, in [14, Theorem 3.2] the authors established the first nonasymptotic rate for the expected
value of the error residual in this case. Roughly speaking, if one takes a stepsize given by a,, = 1/(n+1)%,
4/5 < a < 1, then E(||Q" — HQ"||..) = O(|S x A|'/?n1=9)/2). Then, in terms of oracle complexity, this
means that, given a precision € > 0, the algorithm achieves a precision ¢ after O(|S x A[3/2¢=2/(1-4))
queries to the stochastic oracle since no variance reduction is used.

In what follows, we show how it is possible to improve the previous complexity by the use of the stochastic
Halpern iteration in this case given by Algorithm [21 below is the main result of this section.

Algorithm 2 Halpern Synchronous @Q-learning (Average reward)
Require: Sequence (83,), € (0, 1), initial point Q°, function f such that f(Q + ce) = f(Q) +c.

1: set m 1
2: forn=1,...,N do
3: k,, < nb
4 compute
kn
M@ (5, a) = r(s,0) + — 3 max Q" (si(s, ), @) — F(Q")
kn, — a'€A

where s;(s,a) ~ p(-|s,a) for every (s,a) € S x A.
5 set Q" = (1 - BH)QO + BnMnQn_l
6 n<n+1
7: end for
8: Return QY
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One challenge in analyzing Algorithm 2lis the fact that the underlying operator may not be nonexpansive,
due to the choice of f. Consequently, we turn our attention to an alternative method, which we denote
the Benchmark Algorithm [3] with state variable Q7. It is important to note that Algorithm [3is designed
for theoretical analysis only and cannot be practically implemented.

Algorithm 3 Benchmark Halpern Synchronous @-learning (Average reward)

Require: Sequence (83,), € (0, 1), initial point Q°.
1: forn=1,...,N do
2: k’n — 7”L6
3: compute

k
~ 1 n
H,Q" (s,a) = r(s,a) + % ;glgﬁ Qy  (si(s,a),d') —v*

where s;(s,a) ~ p(-|s,a) for every (s,a) € S x A.
4: set Qy = (1 — 5n)QO + 5n7'~anZ_1
5: n<n+1
6: end for
7: Return QY

Let us consider the sequences (Q™), and (Q),, generated by Algorithms 2 and Bl respectively, using the
same samples and initialized at a common point Q°. We claim that for all n > 0, Q™ — Q" = ¢, e for some
sequence of real numbers (¢, ),. Let us proceed by induction. The case n = 0 is true by definition. Now,
for every (s,a) € S x A and using the induction hypothesis and the properties of the function f

Q"(5.0)= Q3 (5.0) =B (M Q" (s,0) = HaQi ™' (5.)))

kn kn
= fn <i max Q" (s;(s, a), a/)—f(Q"_l)—i max Q" 1 (s;(s,a),d’) + v*) ,

kn, i1 a’'eA kn, =1 a’'ceA
1 &
= Bn <E Z g’leax QZ_ (32(37 a)7 a/)+cn—1 _f(QZ_l_Cn—le)
i=
1 &
5 max Qg_l(si(saa)7a/)+v* )
k?n Py a’'eA )

=B, (v — F(Q7Y)),

which is independent of (s,a). In particular, we have E(||HQ" — Q"| ) = E(|HQY — Q)

The following result establishes the convergence rate for E([|HQ™ — Q"|,.) in the case where 3, = 5.
As a consequence of the previous argument, it is sufficient to obtain a convergence rate for the benchmark
sequence E([HQE — Q2.0).
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Theorem 5.1. For 3, = nil and a given precision € > 0 the sequence (Q™), generated by Algorithm [2
produces an iterate QN such that E (HHQN QNH < e with a number of calls to the sampling device of

at most O (IS x Ale™7).

Proof. Let us analyze the benchmark Algorithm [Bl Set g = rmax — v, where rpay 1= max, o) r(s,a). Let
us observe that

1Unllo = ||Fu@i™ = @i~ < 2@
where H is explicitly defined in Algorithm[Bl Note that each component of U, is the sum of k,, i.i.d. random

n—1
variables with zero mean and bounded in absolute value by HQ ” Let 6 € (0,1). Using Hoeffding’s

inequality we have that

@iy e (2554)
VEn ’

Unllo < w.p. at least 1 — 4.

Using the two bounds above we have

Q.. /8108 (2554)
(11) E([Unllse) < (1 —=19) T

On the other hand, from the definition of the iteration it follows that

1@l = [[(1 = B)Q° + BuHa @™ = (1= B Qs + Balg + [ Q57]0)

Therefore, summing over the previous bound and using the precise definition of (,, we obtain the

+20[|Q5

estimation

15l < — Q%)+ Z (—H@OH +1>

_ |0 n
(12) — Q) + 2

This shows that one can obtain an a priori limit on the rate with Which the state variable can increase.
Now, recalling that o,, = E(||U,||) and using (I2), k, = n%, and § = in ({I) we obtain the estimate

9

\/_7

HQOH

no, <

<\/810g (2n3|S x A|) + 2)

and therefore SN no, = O(1). Usmg Theorem B3] we find a solution @Y such that
E(|HQY —Qf)VHOO) < ¢ after N = O(1/e) iterations. As each iteration n = 1,...,N uses a total of
|S x A|n® queries, we obtain an overall oracle complexity of

O(|S x AINT) = O(|S x Ale™7).
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5.2. Discounted Halpern ()-learning. In this part, we consider the so-called discounted setting, where

we look for a policy 7 that maximizes the discounted reward

=E <Z’Yk7’(8k,ak) ‘ 50 = s) , forallseS.
k=0

The optimal value function V : S — R is defined as Vi (s) = max, V,(s). It is well known that there exists
an optimal deterministic policy m, such that V, = V. and the optimal value function Vj is the unique
solution to the Bellman equations

meaxz s'|s,a) (r(s,a) +4V(s")), VseS.
“ s'eS

Therefore, the @-factors in this case are

Q(s,a) = Z p(s'ls,a) (r(s,a) +V(s)),

s'eS
and then
Q(s,a) = Z p(s']s, a) <r(s,a) + Y max Q(s', a’)) , Y(s,a) € S x A.
a'e
s'eS
In particular, the optimal Q* is the unique solution of the fixed-point equation 7Q = Q, where T : RS*A —
RS*4 is the right-hand side of the last equation which is y-contracting for the infinity norm.

One of the most studied methods is the so-called vanilla version @Q-learning algorithm [52]. Explicitly,
the method chooses HQOH < ’"maj and, for every n > 1 the update is

Q"(s,a) = (1 — a,)Q" (s,a) + ay, (r(s a) —|—7max Q" (sn(s,a), a')) ,

a’€A

where s,(s,a) is sampled from the distribution p(-|s,a) for every (s,a) € S x A and (ay,)n, € (0,1) is
the sequence of learning rates. As we already mentioned, this is one of the most studied methods in the
reinforcement learning literature.

It is worth noting that in this case the oracle has uniformly bounded variance; therefore, it is possible to
directly apply Corollary [£3] in order to obtain an oracle complexity bound. Indeed, using the bound (I3])
below, one can estimate the term o2 precisely for each coordinate. However, when bounding the variance
in the Euclidean, the estimate carries an additional \/m term. Then, using also that 4 = 1 and that
HQO — Q*H < %‘“;‘YX the complexity achieved by the mentioned corollary is

|S X A|2 max
O( e(l-7)P )’

which is worst than the rate claimed in Theorem below.
Algorithm @] corresponds to the stochastic Halpern Algorithm [l in this precise context.
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Algorithm 4 Halpern Synchronous @Q-learning (discounted case)

Require: Sequence (f3,,), € (0, 1), initial point Q°, discount factor ~, number of iterations N.

1: set m 1

2: forn=1,...,N do
3: kn « [n2yN -]
4 compute

k
R 1 n
TaQ" ™ (5,0) = r(s,0) + 77~ > max Q" (si(s, ), )
mo—1 ¢

where s;(s,a) ~ p(-|s,a) for every (s,a) € S x A.
5 set Q" =(1—B,)Q° + B, T Q"""
6: n<n+1
7: end for
8: Return QY

Theorem 5.2. Assume that the initial condition Q¥ is such that HQOHOO < Tf’_% Then, given € > 0 the
iteration generated by Algorithm [§] with B, = ;15 produces an iterate QN such that

E (e - Ql.) ==

y 3 |S><A‘Tr2nax y y
using at most O TAE ) queries to the stochastic oracle.

Proof. A simple induction shows that if HQOHOO < q‘i—ajy‘, then |Q"| < Ti—‘"i’; for all n > 1. Now, we have

the estimate
2fyrmax

(13) 1Unloe < | -

R RO

Similarly to the average-reward case, we observe that the components of U, are the sum of k, i.i.d.

random variables with zero mean and bounded in absolute value by k%:’(?"lm_a;‘). Using Hoeffding’s inequality

we obtain that
SxA
YT max 810g <—2‘ 6X |>

Vin(l=7)

[Unllo < w.p. at least 1 —§.

Using the estimate (I3) we have

T [Slog (254)
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and k, = [n?yV~"], we have the estimate

— E(|Up]|..) = O ——JEE%7>-
((1 —ny T

Recalling equation (@) and proceeding similarly to the proof of Proposition 4.1l we find the rate

1Q° — Q|| + f ~( T
N PY — O max
Ele” -l ( NG -7) (w=57)

where we have used that [|Q*||,, < (’imajy‘) (see |48, Lemma 1]).

Therefore, to reach the precision ¢ we need at most N = O (55‘2‘1;‘)2) iterations, and the total number

Hence, taking § = \/—n

of samples is

2 N-n _ |5><./4|]\72 |S><.A| Tiax
|SxA|an—|S><A|Zn <7(1_7) =0 Za )
O

Interestingly, Theorem recovers the best rate known until recently. This rate was subsequently
improved to match, up to log terms, the complexity O((1 —~) 3e72) of the model-based version [6] by [49]
through variance reduction.

Also, in the same paper, the authors Showed that incorporating a restart strategy along with minibatches
results in an improved rate in terms of ;= . It would be interesting to investigate whether these concepts
can be applied to the Halpern 1terat10n. We defer this exploration to future research.
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APPENDIX A. DEFERRED PROOFS

Proof of Theorem [3.10}
(a) From (Bl), we have that

n n

0 0

la" = 2| < |2 —2*|| + Y BU < [|a° = 2| + D Uil
i=1 1=1

Using the monotone convergence theorem, the random variable > 7" ; ||U;|| converges almost surely to the

positive and integrable random variable >, ||Us||, since >_°7 | 05, < co. Therefore, (z™),, is almost surely

bounded and we conclude that  := sup,,>; HTx" — xOH is a.s. bounded.
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Therefore, from (), almost surely

n

Iz — Ta"|| < k(1= B,) + Y B (5(8; = Bim1) + B 1Uill + Biz1 |Usall) + Ba 1Unll -
i=1
We aim to prove that each of the terms involved goes to zero almost surely. First, given that lim,,_,, 8, = 1
one has that x(1—f,) vanishes. Also, lim,,_, |Uy|| = 0 a.s. Let us now fix a trajectory where 2, ||U;|| <
+-00.
Observe that for every ¢ € N, using the classical exponential bound, we have that
n n
Br =[] 8; <exp(—=> (1-8)).
j=i j=i
Therefore, the function By : N — R defined as By (i) = B <1, i < n and B} (i) =0, i > n, is such that
lim,, oo BZ(i) = 0 for all i € N and thus the sequence (B(),, goes to zero. Then, interpreting (||U;||); as
a measure v on the set N, i.e. v({i}) = ||U;||, we have that > 7" | B} ||Us|]| = [y Bedv — 0 as n — oo, by
invoking the dominated convergence theorem. The same argument applies to the term ) ;" | B ||U;—1].
It remains to prove that £y ;| B"(8; — Bi—1) vanishes almost surely. This is done analogously by fixing
a trajectory such that « is finite and using the measure v on N defined in this case as v({i}) = 8; — Si—1.
To finish the proof, it suffices to note that since (z™),, is bounded and |z™ — Tz"|| goes to zero, any
cluster point belongs to Fix T

(b) This part follows closely the arguments used by [53, Theorem 3.1] to study strong convergence in the
noiseless case for general Banach spaces. For 0 < t < 1, let 2! the unique solution of the fixed-point
equation

=1 —t)a T2

A direct application [41, Corollary 1] shows that z* := lim;_,; 2! exists and is a fixed-point of T. Let
J o R4 — (RE|-|l,) be the (standard) duality map defined as the subdifferential of the function
102 .

3 17, de

J(z) = {z" € R | (z,2") = |lz||* = [|l=*|13},

where (-,-) and || - ||, are the duality pairing and the dual norm, respectively. Therefore, the subdifferential
inequality holds ||z 4 y||* < ||z||* + 2(y, J(x + y)) for all z,y € R%.

It is well known that a smooth finite-dimensional Banach space is uniformly smooth, and then J is
single valued and continuous on bounded sets. Using the subdifferential inequality and following exactly
the same lines as in the proof of [53, Theorem 3.1], we obtain that, for all n > 1,

H:E" - th <(14(1-1t)? Hzt - :L""H2 + [|lz™ — Ta™| (2 Hzt - x”H + ||lz™ — T2"||) +
+2(1 — t)(z® — 2t J(a™ — 21)),
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and then,

(1—-1t)
2

2" — Tz

Hzt - x"Hz + 2(1 — 1)

(20 — 21, J(2t = 2")) <

(2" = &™|| + (=" — T2"])) -

Using that ||z — T'z"|| goes to zero almost surely one has that a.s.

limsup(z® — 2%, J(2! — 2™)) < limsup a-t |28 — 2|

n—-+4o00 n—-+4o00

)

and, since x" is bounded and J is continuous, taking the limit when ¢ — 1 one has that

(14) limsup(z® — 2*, J(z* — z™)) < 0.

n—-+00

Now, on the other hand, using again the subdifferential inequality
2" — 2|% = || (1 = Ba)(a® — 2*) + (T2t — 2 + Uy)||”
<p? HT&:"_I -2+ UnH2 +2(1 — Bn) 32l — 2%, J(a" — %)),
<Baflam 1 = 27+ B2 (2" = 2| [Tl + 101
+2(1 — Bo) (@ — 2%, J (2" — 2¥)).

Finally, noticing that _, -, B2 (2 |zt = 2*|| |Unll + HUn”2) is a.s. finite along with (I4]) one can readily

use [53, Lemma 2.5] to conclude that ||z, — z*|| goes to zero almost surely.

Proof of Lemma [B.8. For n < d, let us define ¢,, : R — R for

bn(x) = |X = 1]+ Y|P (@i1) — il + Py (@n).
i=2
We will prove by induction over n that ¢, (x) > A for every 2 € R%. The result of the lemma follows by
noticing that if prog(z) < d then ||z — Tz|; = ¢prog(z)(®)-
For n =1, ¢1(z) = [\ — 21| + Py x(z1). We have three cases:
o if 1 €[0,1] then ¢1(x1) = (A — 1) + 21 = A,
e if x1 > )\ then ¢1(£1) = (.’L’l —)\)+)\:a:1 > A,
o if 1 < 0 then ¢1(z1) = (N —x1) > A,
hence, the results is valid for n = 1.
Assume that ¢,_1(z) > X for all z € R%. We can write

On(x) = [N — 21| + Z |Prox(2io1) — 2i| + P (n)
=1

= ¢n—1(x) + [Po(Tn-1) — 2n| + Pox(zn) — Po(Tn-1)
> A+ [Poxj(zn-1) — @n| + Pox(zn) — Po(Tn-1)
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Therefore, it is sufficient to prove that the function n(z,2") := [P (2) — 2| + Pox(2") — Poy(2) is
nonnegative for all (z,2') € R%2. We analyze the following cases:

e if 2 € [0, A] then for the nonexpansiveness of Py 5} we have

P (2) = Pox(2) < |[Poa(2) — Pox ()] < |z = 2| = [Py (2) — /],
which implies 7(z,2") > 0 for all 2’ € R.

o If 2 > X then n(z,2") = |\ = 2'[ 4 Pjg 5 (2') — A which is nonnegative again for the nonexapnsiveness
of Py}, namely

A = Py (2) = [P (A) = Poy ()] < [X=2].

e Finally, if 2 < 0 we have n(z,2") = || + Pjg xj(#') which is clearly nonnegative.

(M.B.) UNIVERSIDAD ADOLFO IBANEZ, FACULTAD DE INGENIER{A Y CIENCIAS, DIAGONAL LAS TORRES 2640, SANTIAGO,
CHILE

Email address: mario.bravo@uai.cl

(J.P.C.) PONTIFICIA UNIVERSIDAD CATOLICA, INSTITUTE FOR MATHEMATICAL AND COMPUTATIONAL ENGINEERING, AV.
VICUNA MACKENNA 4860, SANTIAGO, CHILE

Email address:  [jcontrere@uc.cl


mailto:mario.bravo@uai.cl
mailto:jcontrere@uc.cl

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Problem setup
	1.2. Our contributions
	1.3. Related work
	1.4. Organization of the paper

	2. The Stochastic Halpern iteration
	3. The nonexpansive case
	3.1. Bounds for the expected fixed-point residual
	3.2. Lower bound
	3.3. Convergence of the iterates

	4. The contracting case
	5. Application to MDPs
	5.1. Average Reward Halpern Lg-learning
	5.2. Discounted Halpern Lg-learning

	References
	Appendix A. Deferred proofs
	Proof of Theorem 3.10
	Proof of Lemma 3.8


