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Abstract

We study a system with finitely many groups of multi-action bandit processes, each of which
is a Markov decision process (MDP) with finite state and action spaces and potentially different
transition matrices when taking different actions. The bandit processes of the same group share the
same state and action spaces and, given the same action that is taken, the same transition matrix. All
the bandit processes across various groups are subject to multiple weakly coupled constraints over their
state and action variables. Unlike the past studies that focused on the offline case, we consider the
online case without assuming full knowledge of transition matrices and reward functions a priori and
propose an effective scheme that enables simultaneous learning and control. We prove the convergence
of the relevant processes in both the timeline and the number of the bandit processes, referred to
as the convergence in the time and the magnitude dimensions. Moreover, we prove that the relevant
processes converge exponentially fast in the magnitude dimension, leading to exponentially diminishing

performance deviation between the proposed online algorithms and offline optimality.
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I. INTRODUCTION
A. Overview and Motivation

Restless multi-armed bandits (RMABs) provide a computationally feasible approach to the
solution of many problems that can be couched as Markov Decision Processes (MDPs); see,
for instance, [KD07, WRMS20, Vill6, FMG™ 16, FM20, AB16], and the recent survey [NM23].
As can be seen, they have been applied in a wide range of application scenarios. Originally
proposed by [Whi88], structurally they comprise multiple parallel individual and otherwise
independent bandit MDP processes with binary actions [GGW11], which are linked by linear
resource constraints.

Typically, the complexity resides in the multiplicity of such processes. These overall RMABs
are themselves MDP with state space exponentially increasing in the number of bandit processes,
and in that regard are PSPACE-hard [PT99]. Where the number of such bandits is large,
conventional solution methods for MDP, such as value or policy iteration, cannot be applied due to
the curse of dimensionality. Whittle’s approach [Whi88] provides a scalable (though not optimal)
policy that assigns to each state of each of the bandit processes a real-valued Whittle index by
solving a relaxed version of the original problem. At each decision epoch, the Whittle policy
gives higher priority to bandits with larger indices. Such a policy is subsequently referred to as
the Whittle index policy. Whittle index computations are linear in the number of bandit processes;
such algorithms are discussed in [NM06, NMO7]. Whittle [Whi88] conjectured that the Whittle
index policy approaches optimality as the scale of the problem, measured by the number of the
bandit processes, tends to infinity: asymptotic optimality. This conjecture was proved by Weber
and Weiss, [WWO90], under a non-trivial condition related to the existence of a global attractor of
its associated averaging process. The global attractor condition is crucial, although it may exist
naturally in special cases. We refer the reader to discussions in [WW90, Ver16, FMT22, FM20].

The conventional RMAB formulation is limited by the assumptions on binary actions and a
single linear constraint in the action variables. Multi-action bandit processes with more complex,
and more practical, constraints on both the action and state variables have been considered in,
e.g., [Nn08, NM22, FMT22, BZ23, FW(C24, GGY?24, FZL25]. In this paper, a multi-action bandit
process (MAB) is, simply, an MDP with finite state and action spaces and bounded reward rates.
We continue to call it a bandit process in the tradition of RMAB community and to distinguish

it from more general MDPs. In [BZ23, FW(C24, GGY24], these MABs are coupled through



multiple constraints that fall in the scope of weakly coupled MDPs (see [AMO8]). They have
been analyzed through linear-programming approximation techniques with achieved asymptotic
optimality in the finite-time-horizon case. In [FWC24], for a special case of the weakly coupled
constraints, the performance deviation was proved to achieve O(e™"), where N is the number of
bandit processes. In [BZ23, GGY24], for general weakly-coupled bandit processes, under certain
non-degeneracy assumptions for a relaxed version of the problem, the performance deviation
between optimality and the designed scalable policies were also proved to achieve O(e™). As
demonstrated in [GGY24, Figure 2], the non-degeneracy assumptions are non-trivial and do not
hold in general.

A key issue in the applicability of RMABs (and, more widely of MDPs) is lack of knowledge of
the parameters; specifically of the transition kernels or the reward/cost functions. In real-world
applications the transition kernels of the underlying stochastic process are usually unknown
and, in situations where the MDPs are solvable, effective reinforcement learning techniques
are used to explore necessary statistics and estimate these parameters, while implementing the
control policies/algorithms to provide an optimal or close to optimal solution. Unfortunately, in
our context, the large state and action spaces prevents (efficient) convergence of conventional
reinforcement learning techniques.

In this paper, our aim is to combine reinforcement learning methods (specifically, ()-learning)
[BT15] with a more general formulation of, and solution to, the RMAB problem, to provide a
methodology for solving real-world decision and control problems where the parameters of the
system are initially unknown. We will provide theoretical results to demonstrate convergence of
our methods as well as implementable algorithms and performance analysis.

We first generalize the notion of RMAB. In this paper, the basic object consists of a finite
number of different groups of multiple (multi-action) bandit processes. These groups are called
gangs and each gang comprises bandit processes that have identical state and action spaces and
state-action-dependent transition probabilities; that is, bandit processes in the same gang are
stochastically identical. Bandit processes in different gangs can be entirely different.

We consider the general case of weakly-coupled constraints and refer to such a problem
as Weakly Coupled Gangs (WCGs). A detailed definition and explanation on the relationship
between WCGs and conventional RMAB are provided in Section II-A. WCGs encompass con-
ventional RMABs and are at least as difficult to solve.

This paper focuses on simultaneous learning and control for general WCG problems. We



propose a stream of methodologies that enable simultaneous, coordinated learning and control,
and provide quantified estimations on how the scale of the problem, measured by the number of
bandit processes [V, can positively contribute to the overall performance. We refer to the scale of
the problem; that is N, as the magnitude dimension , in contradistinction to the time dimension
(timeline), which provides the underlying dimension for the convergence of the learning process
and, due to the features of the WCG problem, also leads to asymptotic optimality of the employed
control algorithms/policies. We refer to algorithms/policies that do not presume knowledge of
the transition kernels and/or reward functions a priori as online algorithms; where the transition
kernels and reward functions are all assumed known we say that the algorithms are offline.

We prove that the performance deviation between the online algorithms proposed in this paper
and the offline optimality diminishes in O(e™") in both the infinite and finite time horizon cases.
Unlike the past work analyzing only the learning accuracy as 1" — oo, our results theoretically
demonstrate that, even if 7" is small, as long as the WCG problem is realistically large, the
O(e™™) convergence of the underlying process(es) with coordinated learning and control ensures

near-optimality of the proposed online algorithms.

B. Results

Our main contributions consist of three parts for the general online WCG problem; specifically,

(1) A scheme to enable simultaneous control and learning with theoretically guaranteed con-
vergence.

(2) Theoretical quantification of the effect of the magnitude dimension on the convergence of
the stochastic process(es).

(3) A class of policies with theoretically bounded performance degradation, decreasing expo-

nentially in the magnitude dimension.

1) A scheme for simultaneous learning and control: Contribution (1) is discussed in detail
in Section III-B. We propose a scheme driven by a deployed primary policy and K artificial
secondary processes, in parallel with the primary process. The primary process represents the
unknown underlying real-world process with a given policy, whereas the K secondary processes
are used to learn the () factors and are guided by user-defined secondary policies and reward
functions. The primary process is the underlying stochastic process of the WCG system, referred

to as the WCG process.



We prove that the K learning processes converge to the real values of the corresponding ()
factors (for different, user-defined secondary policies and reward functions) in the time dimen-
sion. The learned () factors, even in the early stages, can be used to construct ()-factor-based
index policies, corresponding to the Whittle index policy for the RMAB case [NM07, NM22].
We provide a detailed decision rule for constructing an online version of the Whittle index policy
in Section I'V-B. This online policy converges to the Whittle index policy since the estimated
@ factors of the K learning processes converge to those of the primary process, and these have
been proved to be asymptotically optimal in a range of scenarios [WW90, FMG™16, FM20,
FMT?22, FZL25].

2) Fast convergence in the magnitude dimension: Contribution (2) is described in detail in
Section III-C. Under a mild assumption on the probability distributions of the reward rates, we
prove that the deviation between the estimated () factors of the K learning processes and the
real ones decreases as O(e), where N is the magnitude dimension.

The assumption only requests the reward rates should not vary too much from their true means
so that the convergence of the learning processes is reasonably fast. For example, if the reward
rates are all normally distributed with bounded variance, then the assumption is satisfied, and
the learning deviation diminishes in O(e™"). In this context, based on the convergence of the
learning processes proved in the time dimension, convergence is further improved by the large
problem size (large /N). We believe that this is the first attempt to quantify the relationship
between the convergence of the learning processes and the size of the WCG problem.

Observe that this fast convergence happens in the magnitude dimension, and require relatively
few time steps for initial exploration, so that it does not take a long time to approximate the )
factors, thereby deleteriously affecting the policy. Additionally large problem size also improves
convergence between the proposed control policy, such as the online version of the Whittle index
policy, and optimality.

3) Asymptotically optimal online policies: Contribution (3): We describe online policies for
the WCG problem for the infinite and finite time horizons cases in n Sections IV and V. Fast
convergence of the learned () factors, as well as the learned transition kernels and reward
functions, are used to ensure that the proposed online policies are asymptotically optimal and
that the performance degradations diminish in O(e™"). For the infinite time horizon case, we
implement ()-factor-based online policies, that generalize the online version of the Whittle

index policy. For the finite time horizon case, we proposed a class of policies, for both the



online and offline cases, that achieve O(e™") performance degradation. Unlike previous work in
[BZ23, GGY24], our proof for the O(e™") decrease in performance degradation in the offline
case does not rely on the non-degeneracy assumption. A detailed literature survey is provided
in Section I-C.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we give a detailed definition
of the WCG problem. In Section III, we present our main results: a scheme with simultaneous
learning and control for the WCG system with proved convergence in timeline, and theorems
assure fast convergence of the learning and control processes in the magnitude dimension. Based
on the fast convergence in the magnitude dimension, in Sections IV and V, we propose online
policies/algorithms for both infinite and finite time horizon cases, respectively, that achieve
exponentially diminishing performance degradation for large-scale problems. In Section VI, we

present conclusions.

C. Relations to the Literature

Previous work has discussed the trade-offs between estimation of unknown parameters and im-
plementation of good policies/algorithms for RMABs through the incorporation of classical learn-
ing techniques with the Whittle index policy and/or linear-programming-based approximations.
For instance, several work focused on approximating Whittle indices through UCB-based learning
[WXTT23], Bayes method [JJL*23], two-time-scale learning [AB22], and Thompson sampling
[AM23]. An optimistic-linear-programming-based learning technique that periodically explores
necessary statistics and exploits the estimated Whittle indices was reported in [WXTT23]. .
Under a mild condition, [WXTT23] considered N stochastically identical bandit processes and
proved the convergence of the cumulative discounted total cost of the N bandit processes for
the relaxed RMAB problem as 7' — oo, achieving a regret of O(SN+/T'logT'), where S is the
size of the state space for each bandit process and 71" is the time horizon. A method periodically
switching the system between control and Whittle index estimation using Thompson sampling
is described in [AM23] . The performance regret between that proposed policy and the Whittle
index policy is shown to be O(NSy/TlogT).

Bayesian estimation is used in [JJL*23] for the online case where learning and control
are done simultaneously. This method exhibited relatively large computational complexity and,
with some assumptions on the form of the transition kernels, achieved a regret of O((N? +

S*)NS+/Tlog(NT)) for the original RMAB problem. A two-time-scale Q-learning technique



for estimating Whittle indices is given in [AB22]. It combined learning the Lagrange-multiplier-
based Q factors and the associated indices and requests the indices to be learned in a significantly
slower time scale that that of the Q factors, and proved the convergence of the estimated Whittle

indices to the real ones.

II. THE PROBLEM

The sets of positive and non-negative integers are denoted by N, and N , respectively, and,
for any N € N,, [N] represents the set {1,2,..., N} with [0] = (). We use [N], to represent
the set {0} U [IV]. Similarly, R, R, and R, denote the sets of all, positive and non-negative
reals, respectively. Define R as the set of all real-valued random variables. For a finite set S, let
F(S) and F(S) represent the sets of all real valued functions S§ — R and all functions S — R,

respectively. For any f € F(S), we define || f|| := max,cg|f(s)]-

A. System Model

We consider a system consisting of / gangs of restless multi-action bandit (RB) processes,
where the ith gang (i € [I]) has NV; stochastically identical RB processes; that is, with identical
state and action spaces and transition kernels. An RB process of class i € [I] is a discrete-time
Markov decision process (MDP) with finite state and action spaces S; and A;, respectively.
Let s;,(t) € s; and ¢;,(t) € A; (¢ € [I],n € [V;]) represent the state and action variables,
SV and

respectively, of the nth RB process in gang i at time ¢t € Ny. We write S = Hiem ;

A =1L, AZN’ " for the full state and action space, respectively. These are given labels: S; and
A; (t € Ny), so as to indicate time, though, as sets, they are identical; so that s(t) == (s;,(t) :
i€[l],ne[N;]) €S, and ¢(t) = (din(t) : i € [I],n € [N;]) € A;. We will write the history

variable as
h(t) = (8(0),¢(0),S(1),¢(1), .. ,S(t)) c SO X A(] X Sl XA X X Ay X St =: H;.

At each time ¢ € Ny, the system controller chooses the value of the action vector ¢(t) as a
function of the preceding history h(t) € H,.

For a system of this kind, a policy ¢ is a sequence of maps ¢, : H; — A; (t € Ny). The set
of all policies is denoted by ®. Evolution of the system under such a policy requires that the

action ¢(t) at time ¢ is

¢r = ¢:(h(t)) € A



Usually, but not always, we will focus on stationary policies; that is, ones where
pr=9:5%=5S—=A=A (t € No)

is just a function on the current state and is unchanged in time. The set of all stationary policies
is denoted by ',

Choice of the action ¢(t) = (¢;,,) provides the transition matrix P;(a) = [p;(s,a, s')] Siixisi] €
[0, 1]ISixISi (q € A;), so that the RB process {si,n(t),t € No} evolves according to the transition
probability from s; ,,(£) t0 s;,(t41) is p; (Sin(t), Gin(t), Sin(t+1)). This state transition generates
a real-valued, non-negative and bounded random reward R, (s;,(t), ¢;,(t)), with expectation

(sm( )y Pin(t )) € R, where R;, € ]?‘(SZ x A;) and r; € F(S; x A;). Such r; is called
the reward function. The boundedness assumption on the random reward is uniform: R, ,,(t) <
Rpax < oo for all i € [I], n € [N;], and t € Ny. Typically, policies are chosen to maximize
long-term reward, as will be described below.

To highlight the dependence of the various objects studied on the choice of policy ¢, we
write s;,(t) and R;,(t), as sin(t) and Rfj (1), respectively. We will adopt a similar notation, as
required, for other derived entities in relation to the system.

The original RMAB formulation [Whi88] imposes a simple form of constraint:

> i)y =M, Vt=0,1,....T, (1)

i€[I],n€[Ny]
where 7' € N, U {400} is the time horizon, M € [N], and A; is specified to be {0, 1} for all

i € [I]. It couples the RB processes {s;,(t),t € Ny}, enforcing dependencies among s; ,(t) and
Gin(t), for all ¢ € [I] and n € [N;]. For T € N and S € (0, 1], let

DT, 50) =E[Y S BRualt)] s(0) = 0], @)

te|T] i€[I],n€[N;]
where the initial state sy can be a random variable and, of course, the value is dependent on the
action choices. Define I'(T), s¢) := I''(T), s¢). In [Whi88, WW90, NMO07, Ver16, NM20, FMT22,
BS20], RMAB techniques deal with maximization of the long-run average expected reward,
limy o0 I'(T, 8¢) /T, the long-run discounted expected cumulative reward limy_, ., I'*(T’, s¢) with
B < 1, and/or the expected (discounted) cumulative reward of the entire system I'” (T, s0), where
the state and action variables are fully observed and the transition matrices and the reward

functions are known a priori (the offline case).



In [WW90, Verl6, FMT22, BS20, FWC24], scalable algorithms were proposed for large-scale
problems and were proved (under certain conditions) to approach optimality as the problem sizes,
usually measured by the number of RB processes, tend to infinity. In particular, the deviations
between the proposed algorithms and optimality decrease exponentially or polynomially as the
problem size increases.

In this paper, we consider a set of constraints that generalize (1),

Z Z fi,f(si,n<t)7¢i,n(t>) =0, Vl € [L],t € [T, (3)

1€[I] n€[N;]
where L € Ny, T € N U {oo}, and f;, : S; x A; — R is a bounded function. We consider
equality in (3) for the sake of simplicity. It is straightforward to modify the results presented
here to the case where we replace some of the equalities (3) by inequalities; that is, having a
mix of equalities and inequalities. Inequalities involve a positivity constraint on the Lagrange
multipliers in a standard way.

We refer to such a process {s?(t),t € [T]o}, consisting of the I classes of RB processes
coupled through (3), as a Weakly Coupled Gang (WCG) process. A WCG is a Markov decision
process with state space S = Hie[ 1 SZ-N’ “ and, of course, is at least as difficult as a general RMAB
problem.

Unlike most of the past studies, we generalize the conventional constraints (1) to (3) and
do not assume any knowledge of the transition matrices P;(a) or the reward functions r; for
i € [I] and a € A; a priori. Here, we develop methodologies, for both long-term and short-
term objectives, that enable simultaneous learning and control of WCGs, for which the newly

proposed algorithms are proved to converge to optimality, with exponential decrease in deviation.

III. CONVERGENCE IN MULTIPLE DIMENSIONS
A. The Offline Problem

Here we consider the offline case: we assume that all parameter values are known to the
decision maker. WCGs are somewhat more general than RMAB generalizations discussed in
the literature, both in terms of the structure of the state space and in the set of constraints, so
the results here are new. However, the key feature of this paper is that we can achieve close to
optimal policies with online learning. This section serves as a stepping stone in that direction.

We will talk about online learning in the following section.
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We focus on a subset 7™ C P of stationary policies ¢, for which the following condition

holds.

Ergodic Condition: There is a state sy = (s7) € S and T < oo such that

min_ P{s{, (1) # s/

t=0,1,...,T

s2.(0) = si} <1,Vie[l],s €S, @)

and the process {sfjn(t),t € Ny} is aperiodic.

Such a state sg is called ergodic and policies in ®§*' are called ergodic policies.

We are interested in the case with ®3* = (). For an ergodic policy, ¢, the underlying Markov

chain for {sfn(t),t € Ny} is aperiodic and includes at most one recurrent class. If SEC is

REC REC
S; S;

the set of all recurrent states in S;, then sy € and all states s € communicate
with each other; the corresponding Markov chain is irreducible. Note that such an sy, = sg is

policy-dependent. From [Nor98, Theorem 1.8.3, Theorem 1.10.2], there is a unique steady state
¢

distribution 7{ on S; with support equal to SF*¢. This also leads, via the map s — (s, ¢(s))
to a “steady state” distribution on the set S; x A; that, with abuse of notation, we also denote

by 7’(s,a). In this context, the Ergodic Theorem states that

lim = 37 g(s°(0,6(0) = > gls,a)f(s.0) )

tE[T} seS;a€A;

for any function g : S; x A; — R and for i € [].
We are interested in finding a policy ¢ € O™ that, at least approximately, achieves the long-run
objective

1
max lim sup —I'?(T), s), (6)
PEDT T oo T

subject to (3).

We follow the general methodology of [Whi88]: we randomize the policy ¢. We will indicate
randomized policies by putting a double bar over the symbol, thus gz:S and use A to indicate the
space of randomized actions; that is, the space of random variables with values in ?A)

Given a state s‘?’(t) = s, o(s) = (gm(s) . i € [I],n € [N}]) is a random action in A, with
distribution

a?,(s) = P[ém(s) - a], (n € [Ni,i € [I],a € A,).

Naturally, the action probabilities satisfy ) . 4. afa(s) = 1. For i € [I], define a‘.zz’(s) =

2
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af:j (s) :a € A;), and a simplex Ag = {o: A = R Y, 04, @0 = 1}. The random action

—~

(s) and the action probability o ( ) are functions S — A and S — A4, respectively, where

I @u

A is the space of the random actions. Define <I>Stalt as the set of all the policies gb determined by
Q_S( ), or equivalently a¢( ), for all s € S, such that the ergodic condition is satisfied with ¢
replaced by ¢. Note that, because of (85),

lim — Y "Elg(s°(t),¢(t)] = > g(s.a)nl(s,a), (7)
te[T] s€S;acA;
for ¢ € O, where 7rf:’ (s,a) is the distribution averaged over the random policy.

For policies gz:S € Ot relax (3) to

lim sup — Z Z Z [ ;z ,Q:Sm(t))] =0, V¢ € [Ly], (8)

T=o0 te [T] i€[I) n€[N;]

with given initial state s‘?’(O) = 8y, where s( is a random variable and the expectation is taken
over the randomized policy.
Consider a modified objective
max lim sup ~T%(T, s,). 9)
pEBI T—oo 1
Following the convention of the RMAB community, we refer to the problem described in (9)
and (8) as the relaxed version of the original WCG described in (6) and (3). In much previous
work [Whi88, WW90, NM07, FMG™ 16, FMT22, FM20, NM20, BS20], such a relaxed problem
is an intermediate formulation used to quantify marginal rewards for each of the states s € S;
(7 € [I]) that lead to the (Whittle) index policy with proved asymptotic optimality in a range of
cases (see [WW90, FM20, FMT22, FZL.25]).
Taking into account the constraint (8), we perform a further relaxation with Lagrange multi-
pliers v = (v, : £ € [L]) € R for the L constraints in (8), to produce the dual function

= maﬁtz Z lim sup — Z E{R -3 fi7g(sin(t),¢i7n(t))}, (10)

PO i T=ro0 te[T te[L]

Now, Whittle’s trick allows the maximization on the right hand side of (10) to be decomposed

into I sub-problems. For ¢ € O, i € [I], a € A;, and s € S, let

af(a,s) = lim E[a?,(s*()|s0,(6) = s],  (n€[N)) (1
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which limit exists by ergodicity and aperiodicity, and let
a;z = (af:’(a, s):a€ A;,seS;). (12)

For i € [I], the value of a;z is sufficient to determine the transition matrix of the underlying
(stationary) process {sfn(t),t € [T]o} (for any n € [N;]).

For i € [I], recall the simplex A 4, with extreme points the set of functions S; — A 4, that
taking values only in {0,1}. We write ext(A4,) for the set of extreme points. Evidently, for
b € By, oz;z € Aa,. We write ®OC for the set of those policies taking values only in ext(A 4, ).
Such a policy 5 € ®5OC is almost sure to take a specific action a € A;; that is, all the action
variables of gz:5 e (TDBM reduce to the deterministic version. For ¢ € ®5°C, with some abuse of
notation, we denote such a deterministic action as gbl(sf)n(t)) = a with a function ¢, : S; — A,.

We define the dual function for the ith subproblem (i € [I]), n € [N;], s?(0) = s, and
v e R,

D) = max lmsup 7 37 B[R, ()~ 32 9efie (7,(0) G0(0) (13)

stat
PERY Troo te[T} e(r]

Now we have the following proposition.

Proposition 1. Fix v € RL. Then,

1) fori € [I],
— maL)Occz Z <r2 S,a) — Z wfi,g(s,a)), (14)
PEDg s€ES; acA; Le(L]
where w0 = (n%(s,a) : s € S;,a € A;) is the steady state distribution of the process
{s?,n(t),t NO}, under the policy ¢ € ®5°C; and

2)
=3 NiDi(). (15)

The proof of Proposition 1 is given in Appendix A.

The optimal solutions to the I sub-problems in general do not satisfy the original constraints (3)
and hence are not feasible for the original WCG. For the RMAB problem, [Whi88] proposed
the well-known Whittle index policy, which is based on the Whittle indices assigned to each
state-action (SA) pair (s,a) € S; x A; (i € [I]) obtained by solving the I sub-problems. More
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precisely, for ¢ € [I| and SA pair (s,a) € S; x A;, let Q;Z”y(s,a) represent the ()-factor for
the associated process {sfn(t),t € Ny} for any n € [V;] under policy $ € ég}at, satisfying the

following Bellman equation

Q(M(s a) =r;(s,a) wal s, a) Z pi(s,a,s) Z a?(a’,s')@f”(s',a'), (16)

Le[L] s'eSi\{so} a’'€A;

where s is an ergodic state. Let Q7 (s, a) represents the @Q-factor corresponding to the optimal

long-run average reward, so that, for all (s,a) € S; x A,,

D;(v)+Q] (s,a) = Ti(S,a)—Z Yefie(s,a)+ Z pi(s,a,s’) max QJ (s, d), ((s,a) € SixA;),
Ce[L] s'€S;\{s0} @edi
a7
where D;(7y) is defined in (13). In the original RMAB problem with A; = {0,1} and L =1,

the vector - is just a scalar -y, and the Whittle index of SA pair (s,1) (s € S;,i € [I]) is

vi(s) = min{y € R|Q](s,0) = Q] (s, 1) }. (18)

The Whittle index policy greedily prioritizes the RB processes with the highest Whittle indices
and, when the transition matrices and reward functions are known, a priori, has been proved to
approach optimality as N; — oo (i € [I]), proportionately, in a wide range of scenarios [WW90,
Verl6, FM20, FMT22, FZL.25]. We will further discuss the ()-factor based index policies in
Section IV, where we will also introduce more recent results for multi-action RMAB problems

(generalized |A;| > 2 from the classic binary-action RMAB).

B. Q-Factor-Based Learning and Control: Convergence in Timeline

Here, we describe how learning and control can be conducted simultaneously with learned
@-factors for the general MCG process. The ()-factors can further be used for approximating
(Q-factor-based algorithms, such as the Whittle indices through the Marginal Productivity (MP)
indices, presented and analyzed in [NMO1la, NM02, NM06, NM07, NM22], for the conventional
(multi-action) RMAB.

For ¢) € ®LOC and i € [I], and 7; € F(S;x A;), we define an affine operator 7, : F(S,x A;) —
F(S; x A;) by

T2Q(s,a) = (s, a) + Z pi(s,a,s)Q(s, pi(s)), (Q € F(S; x A))). (19)

s'eSi\{so}
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We define 7% by T°Q = (7;¢Qi),-em, where Q = (Q;)ic and Q; € F(S; x A;).
For ¢ € ®, ¢t € [T] and ¢ € [I], let

N 9(s,a) = {n € [N]] : (sL,(1), din(t) = (s,0)} (s € Si,a€ A

N (s,a,8") = {n € [N] : (sL,(1), inlt)) = (s,0a), s{,(t+1) =5} (5,8 € Sj,a€ Ay
(20)
so that Ji{f(s, a,s") C e/léff(s, a), for all s € S,.

For convenience, we fix a sequence of real numbers, 1, > 0 (such as n, = 1/(t+1)), satisfying

Znt:oo, Znt2<oo. (21)
t=0 t=0

For the WCG process {s?(t),t € [T]o}, we define step sizes, n; = (n;4(s,a) 1 i € [I],(s,a) €
S; x A;) (t € Np), by , Now we assume a map, to be specified later, t — ¢; : [T]y — ®5OC,
and define, recursive, two objects: the estimated ()-factor, Qi,t, and the estimation deviation w; ;.

This is done as follow: given Q;,, and observed s°(t + 1), we update

(1= m)Qiols @) + (i) (5, @) + wils,@) ) if A 2(s.0) £0,

Qi,t+1(5,a) = ’

0 otherwise

(22)
(
A¢>1 ( 2 Rm(s, a) + Z “/Viff(sa a, S/)‘Qii(s/? ¢t,i(8/)))
%,t(&a)} ne%ﬁ(s,a) s’€Si\{so0}
w;(s,a) = - 5 if A,
os,a) ~Ti(5.0) = Vs (o) Pils: 0, 5)Q(S Sra(s), if A7(s,0) # 0,

0, otherwise,

(23)

where the initial value Q; ¢ is prescribed to be any given function in F(S; x A;) for all i € [I].
Here the policy map ¢, : [T]o — ®5°C is a user-defined function of time ¢ and can be different
from the policy ¢ in the WCG process {s?(t),t € [T]y}. The variable R;, € F(S; x A;) (same
distribution for any n € [N;]) is the instantaneous reward rate with R, ,(s,a) bounded for all
(s,a) € S; x A, and 7;(s,a) = E[R;,,(s,a)] is the expectation given (s,a) € S; x A; for any
n € [Ni]. Let Q; = (Qir)icpry> and w; == (wi(s,a) =i € [[],s € Si,a € Ay).
We refer to the process {Qt, t € [T]o} as the learning process accompanying {s®(t),t € [T]o}
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(for ¢ € ®), and refer to the combined process {s%(t),Q;,t € [T]o} as the WCG-Learning
process. Note that the learning process {Qt,t € [T]O} is an artificial process utilizing the real
process {s?(t),t € [T]o} as an event generator, and is dependent on both ¢ € ® for the real
process and ¢; € ®{OC (t € [T]y) for translating the collected data. We refer to such a ¢ € ® as
the primary policy and ¢, € ®5OC as the secondary policy at time t. Recall that the secondary
policy ¢; € ®§O°€ is user-defined and can be different from the primary policy ¢ € @, for which

the action variable ¢(t) is a function of the history h;.

Lemma 1. For any ¢ € ®LOC, the operator T® has a unique fixed point Q° = (Qf)ie[]} with
T°Q° = Q°. (24)

The proof of Lemma 1 is provided in Appendix B.

Proposition 2. For any primary policy 1 € ®, secondary policy map t — ¢, = ¢ € ®LC (
t € Ny), €,0 > 0, there exists T' < oo such that, for all t > T,

IP’{HQt — 0 > e} <4, (25)

where Q* = (Qf)iem satisfying (24) with Q¢ = Q* and {Qt,t € No} is the learning process
accompanying the real process {sw(t),t € NO}.

The proof of Proposition 2 is provided in Appendix C.

Proposition 2 indicates that we can control the real process {sw(t),t € NO} through ) (t)
while simultaneously learning the Q factors Q* for those MDPs with the same state and action
spaces S; and A; (i € [I]), respectively, transition matrices P;(a) (i € [I],a € A;) and reward
functions 7; (i € [I]) under a different policy ¢ € ®L°C. Also, for the same real process
{s¥(t),t € Ny}, we can have K different learning processes {Qf ,t € No} with ¢, = ¢, € OFC
and different reward functions, for which Proposition 2 still holds. More precisely, we can specify
Q: = (Q}; Q% ...QF). For each k € [K], QF = (QF,)icn with QF, € F(S; x A;) updated
through (22) with specified @i,t = @ﬁt, O = ggk, 7= Ff, and the associated random rewards
R, = RF, € F(S; x A;). In this context, we rewrite 7% defined in (19) as 7;"* to indicate its

dependency on 7¢ and an From Proposition 2, for any primary policy ¢ € ®, ¢,0 > 0, and
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the step sizes ), satisfying (21), there exist 7' < oo such that for all k € [K] and t > T,

Pl - Q@

| > e} <, (26)

where, for k € [K], Q"* = (Q7")icyy satisfying (7;’“‘2”‘@;’“) = Q" for all i € [I]. The
existence of such Q*k is ensured by Lemma 1. It enables approximation and implementation of
those Q-factor-based policies in the scope of the WCG problem without assuming full knowledge
of the transition matrices or reward functions.

In the rest of this paper, we generalize the WCG-learning scheme to the one with K € N
learning processes, for which the estimated Q factor Q, = (Q}; Q%;...; QX) and Lemma 1 and
Proposition 2 are applicable straightforwardly.

We consider in total K +1 stochastic processes in parallel: the WCG process and the K learning
processes for estimating Q factors under user-defined secondary policies and reward functions.
The K learning processes treat the WCG process as an event generator for “simulating” real-
world statistics, but evolve/iterate under the secondary policies which can be any policy defined
by the human operator/administrator/user and not dependent on the employed primary policy for
the WCG process. Meanwhile, upon a decision making epoch, the primary policy that manages
the WCG process makes decisions based on the current states/learned results of the /K learning
processes. In this way, the learning and control are being conducted simultaneously.

Recall that numbers of classic policies in the case of (multi-action) RMAB are computed
based on Q factors under certain policies, such as the Whittle index policy [NM07, NM22],
and a range of online algorithms, such as [WXTT23, JJL*23, AB22, AM23], are basically
approximating the Whittle indices. In Section IV-A, based on the past results on computing
Whittle indices in [NMO1la, NM02, NM06, NM07, NM22], we will provide detailed steps about
how to approximate Whittle indices in an online manner. Such an online algorithm will coincide
with the offline Whittle index policy based on the convergence of the Q factors as 7" — oo.

Apart from the classic Whittle index policies, the WCG-learning scheme can also be used to
approximate any Q-factor-based policies, since the K learning processes are sufficiently flexible

for any secondary policy and/or reward function.

C. Fast Convergence Towards Asymptotic Optimality: Convergence in Magnitude Dimension

Consider a parameter h € N, U {oo} such that N; = hN? for some N € N, (i € [I]).

We refer to h as the scaling parameter of the WCG system. In this context, for ¢ € @, the
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constraints in (3) can be rewritten as

—Z > il Lol (1) =0, VL€ [L],t € [T]y, 27)

1€[I] ne[N;]

where recall L € N, T'e N, U{oo}, and f;, € F(S; x A;). Recall that f; (s, a) is bounded.
Here, the 1/h are used to bound both sides of (27) for all h € N, U {cc}. We start with a
finite-time horizon objective and later discuss the long-run average case in Section IV-B. For

T < oo, discounting parameter § € (0, 1] and initial state sy, we aim to maximize

1
189,k
max - I (T, s0), (28)

subject to (27), where + ensures finiteness of the maximum for all 2 € Ny U {oo}, and the

superscript ¢ and h are attached to indicate their influence on I'’(T), sq). We re-write the state

and action vectors s®(t) and ¢(t) as s*"(t) and ¢"(t), respectively, to indicate effects of h.

Define 7 =), (,s,a) by ¢ € [Z]. Let (i, s,, ¢,)

represent the SA pair labeled by ¢ € [Z], and we alternatively refer to SA pair (i,, s,, ¢,) as SA
pair v. For h € N, ¢ € ®, 1 € [Z], and t € [T),, define Z%"(t) as the proportion of processes
{s‘?”h(r),t € [Tlo} (i € [I],n € [N;]) that are in SA pair ¢ at time ¢; that is,

7,m

1
Zie[l] Ni

for which define Z*"(t) := (Z¢"(t) : « € [Z]). For the maximization in (28), since the bandit

Z00(t) = : (29)

{ne V] | s0h(t) = si, 60, (8) = 60}

processes associated with (i, n) gain the same expected reward 7;(s, a) and transition rates P;(a)
when they are in the same SA pair (i,s,a) (i € [I], (s,a) € S; x A;), we say that such
bandit processes in the same SA pair are identical. In this context, for each time ¢, the expected
h h .
total reward 3=,/ >, civy E[R{ ()] = S et 2ieiny NiZE ()i (5., 61), where R{M(t) is the
instantaneous reward generated by process {sfjf(t),t € [T)o} with scaling parameter h. The

problem described in (28) and (27) is equivalent to

maXZB > 2ty (50, 04), (30)

Pped
LE[T]

subject to

> ZPMH) filsi, d) =0, VL€ [L),t € [T, 31)
LE[T]
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We say that the process {s"(t),t € [T]o} can be interpreted by {Z?"(t),t € [T]o}.

Define a ranking (permutation) v := (t1,ta, ..., t7) of all the SA pairs ¢ € [Z], where t, € [Z]
represent the ranking of SA pair ¢ with respect to v. Let Z be the set of all such rankings. Consider
a subset ' C @ of policies, where, for any ¢ € ', the action variable ¢!, (t) is dependent
on the history of the WCG-learning process through only the current state s#"(t), time stamp
t, and an SA-pair ranking R, = vx(Q}, Q?,...,QK), where vy : (RXl |Si”Ai‘)K — R is a
function of Q, = (Q}; Q?;...QK). Let z2#"(t) := E[Z#"(t)]. We have the following theorem.

Theorem 1. For any primary policy ¢ € ®', secondary policies ¢ € L€ (k € [K)), T < o,
€ > 0, and given initial state Z#"(0) = zy and Qo = Qo, the limit limy,_,., 2#"(t) exists, and

lim IP{ max_[|Z#(t) ~ lim 2#"(1)]|| > (—:} ~0. (32)

h—o00 t=0,1,..., h—o00

The proof of Theorem 1 is provided in Appendix E.

Theorem 1 indicates that, for any primary policy ¢ € ®!, increasing the size of the WCG
problem, measured by h, the process { Z#"(t),t € [T],} converges to a deterministic averaging
trajectory z¥(t) = limy,_,, 29" (t). More importantly, based on Freidlin’s theorem ([FW12]),

we prove that the convergence speed is exponential in h.

Theorem 2. For any primary policy ¢ € ®', secondary policies ¢* € ®LC (k € [K)), T < o,
€ > 0, and given initial state Z9"(0) = zo and Qo = Qo, there exist positive constants
C, H < oo such that, for all h > H,

P{ max_||Z7"(t) — 27(t)|| > e} < e (33)

t=0,1,...,

The proof of Theorem 2 is provided in Appendix G.

Theorem 2 strengthens Theorem 1 and ensures a fast convergence speed to the asymptotic
regime with respect to Z#"(¢). In particular, when Z#"(t) is sufficiently close to the averaging
trajectory z¥"(t) for all ¢, we can conclude the Corollary 35 of Theorem 2.

For k € [K], i € [I], (s,a) € S; x Aj, t € N, Q = (Qy)icpn) € Hiem F(S; x A;), a primary
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policy ¢ € ®!, and a secondary policy ¢, € ®5°C, we define

1 _ N _
ol (50.Q) = (X Bhsat X eI dels)
| %t (S,CL)| neyi/;ﬁ'h(s,a)) s'€S;\{s0}
—7(s,a) — Z pi(s,a,8)Qi(s', dra(s)), (34)
s'eSi\{so}

for which w; (s, a) defined in (23) is a special case of wft(s,a, Q) with specified Q = QF,
0=, and G, = G Let wy*(Q) = (wii"(5,0,Q) i € [I,5 € S;,0 € Ay)

Corollary 1. For any primary policy ¢ € ®', secondary policies ¢f € ®E°C (k € [K]), T < oo,
e > 0, and given initial state Zﬂo’h(O) = zg and QO = Qo, there exist C' > 0 and H < oo such
that, for all h > H and 1 € [Z],

"(51, 0, 8)|
e/V“”h Su, 0u)]

IP’{ max Z*"h “

t:()vl 7777

—pi, (S0, 0., s')’ > 6} <e Ch (35)

SES

and, for all k € [K] and any given Q € [ [, F(Si x A;),

lim P{t max_ Z#M(1) - [wh?(Q)| > e} —0, (36)

h— o0 =0,1,..,T

where |w! ¢’“( Q)= (|wk ¢k(s,a, Q)| :ie[l],s e S;aec A withwk,(s,a,Q) defined in (23),
and Z#h(t) - |wr ’¢’“(Q)| is the dot production of the two vectors.
If we also assume, for any ¢ > 0 and N° € N, there exists constant C' > 0 such that, for

any i € [I] and (s,a) € S; x A, given sf;zh(t) = s and ¢}, (t) = a for all n € [AN}],

1 ZnehNg Rﬁn(s,a)
lim —lnP{‘ T

h—o00

~h(s,a)| > ep = —C. (37)
then for any € > 0, there exist C' > 0 and H < oo such that, for all h > H and 1 € [Z],

IP’{ max_ Z#N(t) - |w,| > e} < eCh, (38)

t=0,1,...,T

The proof of Corollary 1 is provided in Appendix H
From Corollary 1, for any SA pair ¢ € [Z] and time ¢ € [Ty, if it has positive probability
P{sf:ﬁ(t) = 5,08 . (t) = ¢, | Z7"(0) = 20, Qo = Qo} = z7"(t) > 0, then, the estimated

transition probabilities |</1€f£h(s”¢b,s’ )|/ |</1§fth(s”¢b)| and the perturbations of the learning

processes w;, +(S,, ¢,) quickly converge to the real transition kernel p;, (s,, ¢,,s") and zero, re-
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spectively, as h — co. Increasing the size of the WCG-learning system, measured by the scaling
parameter h, can lead to fast increasing accuracy of the estimated transition probabilities and
the learned Q factors.

Equation (37) is a mild assumption that requests E[(R}, (s,a))?] to be somehow bounded.
For instance, for (s,a) € S; x A, if Rﬁn(s, a) follows a normal distribution with finite variance,
then (37) is satisfied.

Given the high accuracy of estimating unknown parameters, we are more interested in the
overall performance of the algorithms potentially produced; that is, how tightly that the conver-
gence of the WCG process Z#"(t) affects the overall performance of the potential algorithms?
In Sections IV and V, we will discuss such tightness for two main directions of restless-
bandit-based studies: Q-factor-based index policies for long-run objectives, such as [Whi88,
NMO07, FMT22], and linear-programming-based approximations for finite-time-horizon cases,
such as [BS20, GGY?24, FWC24].

In Sections IV and V, we theoretically demonstrate that, for the WCG-learning scheme,
the performance degradation of the Q-factor-based algorithms and Linear-programming-based

approximations can diminish exponentially in the scaling parameter h.

IV. LONG-RUN OPTIMIZATION: Q-FACTOR-BASED ALGORITHMS
A. Q-Factor-Based Index Policies

Consider a special case of the WCG problem with L = 1. For i € [I], we label all the actions

a€ A;asa=1,2,...,]A|, and consider the following condition.

Single Constraint: For i € [I], (s,a) € S; x A;, and { = L =1, f;4(s,a) = fi(a) for a
function f;(a) : [|A;]] — Ry that satisfies

0 < fi(1) < fi(2) <... < filAd]) < o0 (39)

The Single Constraint condition is the same as the multi-gear assumption in [NM22]. If a WCG
problem satisfies Single Constraint condition, then we say it reduces to a multi-action RMAB
problem. For a multi-action RMAB problem, ¢ € ®{°C, i € [I], and s € S, let af)(s) represent
the action label for ¢;(s).

Consider the conventional RMAB problem as a special case of the multi-action RMAB, where

A; = {0,1}. In this case, the Whittle index policy ([Whi88]) that prioritizes bandit processes
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(7,n) according to the descending order of %(sf’n(t)) (referred to as the Whittle indices) have
demonstrated advantages in general and have been proved to approach optimality as N; — oo
proportionally for all i € [I| under a range of scenarios (see [WW90, Verl6, FM20, FMT22,
FW(C24]). The Whittle indices can be exactly computed, e.g., through the adaptive-greedy index
algorithm under so-called PCL-indexability conditions, see [NMO1b, NM02, NM06, NMO07]. For
the more general RMAB problem with multiple actions with |A;| > 2, [Web07] extended the
Whittle indices to the multi-action RMAB problem, and [NnOS8] outlined the extension of PCLs
to the multi-action RMAB case, which was subsequently analyzed thoroughly in [NM22]. When
the RMAB is PCL indexable (see [NM02, NM22]), the MP indices coincide with the Whittle
indices.

For the case without knowledge of the transition matrices and reward functions a priori, we
propose in the following a scheme consisting of a primary policy and a sequence of coordinated
secondary policies. Based on Proposition 2, the proposed scheme will coincide with the offline
MP index policy (see [NMO7, NM22]) with respect to the long-run average objective defined
in (6). In Section I'V-B, we will explain that, based on Theorem 2, such a convergence can be
significantly stimulated in the magnitude dimension.

1) Offline MP Indices: Define the long-run average reward of the class-i process {34) te NO}

1,m?

(for any n € [IV;]) under a policy ¢ € ®°C as

, 1 V,?(s0)
I =limsup — > R{, (1) = =2, (40)
T—o00 T te[T] ’ L?(So)

where s, € S; is the ergodic state, V,%(so) and L?(so) are the expected cumulative reward and
¢

i,n?

time, respectively, of the process {s t e NO} when it starts from state sy until re-enters sq. If
the transition probability p;(so, ¢;(s0), So) = 1 (that is, the underlying process is trapped in state
s0), then V:?(s0)/ L (s0) = 7i(s0, di(50)) with V¥ (s0), L? (so) — oo. The second equality in (40)
is based on [Ros92]: given a criteria ¢ = I'? € R, the value functions V,”?(s) (for s € S;)
of the underlying process with expected reward rate 7;(s, ¢;(s)) — g for state s satisfy Bellman

equation

VP9 (s) =rils,du(s) =g+ D pils duls), S)VP(s), (41

SIESi\{So}
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for all s € S;, and

L?(s0)

Vi (s0) = 3 [REL®) = 9] = V(s0) — gL{(s0) = 0. (“2)

Similarly, define the long-run average marginal cost of the class-i process under a policy ¢ €

PLOC as

Qf = lim sup > fi(@l (sl (1)) = e (o) (43)
CTRLRTT g T T )

where U?(sy) is the expected cumulative cost of the process {sfjn(t),t € Np} since it starts
from state sy until re-enters sy, where the cost rate for state s € S; is f; (af)(sf)n(t))) Recall
that for ¢ € ®5OC, G?(s) is the label for action ¢;(s).

[NM22] generalized the adaptive-greedy algorithm for computing MP indices (Whittle in-
dices) to the multi-action RMAB case and referred to it as the downshift adaptive-greedy (DS)
algorithm. We start with introducing the offline DS algorithm proposed in [NM22] for the multi-
action RMAB problem. Given i € [I] and @ = (a(s) : s € S;) € [|Aj]] il we denote a policy
¢ € ®EOC with ¢;(s) labeled by a(s) as ¢(a), and, for s € S;, consider an iteration of the action
label vector: for s’ € S;,

A 65/—1, ifS:S/,asl 22,
(J2a)y = (44)

(3
g, otherwise.

Let M, := |S;||A,|. For any i € [I], based on [NM22], if the bandit process i is PCL indexable,
then there exist a sequence of SA pairs (S, @), m = 1,2,..., M,, and a sequence of action
label vectors @,, with @, 1 = I3 @, a; = |A;|11% and ay = 1151 where 1" is a vector of

—

n elements equal to 1, such that the MP indices are given by, for m =1,2,..., M; — 1,

R F;Z’(am) _ F?(amﬂ)
Vi(Sm, Q) =

Q¢(677L) _ Q¢(am+1) ’ (45)

In particular, under the PCL-indexability,
I/i(Sl,al) Z 1/,-(52,52) Z Z Vi(s]\A/[i—l’aMi—l)‘

We provide the pseudo-code for finding such a sequence through the offline DS algorithm in

Algorithm 1.
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Given the MP indices, at each decision epoch ¢, we rank the pair of the bandit processes
¢

¢n(t) and their potential actions @ according to the descending order of vi(s? (t),a) for all

S i\n

a = 23,...,|A;, i € [I], and n € [IV;]. In the event of a tie with the same index value,
prioritize one at random. We use the ranks, v = 1,2,..., 3> ..y Ni(|A[ — 1), of these bandit
processes to label them; that is, we write the tth bandit process and its potential action as

(i(r),n(r),a(r)). We use the action label Efjn(t) to represent the action ¢; ,(¢) under policy ¢
¢

for the bandit process s;,,(¢) at time ¢. Initialize all action labels afjn(t) = 1 (the passive action).

From v=11to >, Ni(|A| — 1), we check the single constraint for the action variables

Yo > fil@a (1) + firn(@() = fiwnm @ ue 1) < 0. (46)

i€[I] n€[Ny]

If (46) holds, then set aj’(t),n(t) (t) = a(r). After we check all the pairs of the bandit process and
potential action pairs from v =1 to >, N;(|A| — 1), we use the resulting values of Efjn(t)
for all ¢ € [I] and n € [IV;] as the decided actions to be implemented at time ¢. We write such
actions being implemented when given s?(t) = s and the MP indices v == (v;(s,a) : i € [I],s €

S;,a € [|A:i|]]\{1}) as a™®(v, s), which is a function

aM? . REwen U040 o TT 5™ — T [14d]™
iell] iell]

Such a decision making policy is the offline MP index policy for the multi-action RMAB problem.
Recall that, based on [NM22], when the bandit processes are PCL-indexable, MP indices and
the MP index policy coincide with the Whittle indices and the Whittle index policy, respectively.

2) Online MP Index Policy: In the online case without knowing P;(a) and r;(s, a) for s € S
and a € A; a priori, we can approximate I'’ and Q by estimating V,”(sq), U (s0), and L? ()
through the WCG-learning scheme and, simultaneously, implementing the MP index policy based
on the up-to-date data.

Define 7;,(s, @) € R as the estimated MP index for i € [I] and (s,a) € S; x [|A;]] at time
t € [To. Let &, := (D;(s,a) : i € [I],s € S;,a € [|A;]]). Consider a primary policy ¢ € ® and
a sequence of parameters p; € [0,1) (t € [T]o). With probability p;, the policy ¢ take actions
a’(t) = aM" (i, s(t)). With probability 1 — p,, we initialize @¥(t) = 121" and a set of
pairs of bandit process and its action B = [[,y[NVi] x ([|Ai[]\{1}). We uniformly randomly
select a pair of bandit process and its action (i,n,a) from B. If (46) is not violated by replacing

a(v) with @, then take action @', () = @, and updating B with B\{(i,n,a)}. We repeat such a

2,
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Input : Given i € [I]
Output: (S,,, A, @) and v; (S, ar,) for all m € [M; — 1].

1 Functlon DownshiftAdaptiveGeedyIndex():
2 a « |A;115:]

3 form=1,2,. —1do

4 forse{s eS|a()22}d0
5 a’ —

6 if Q7 a) # Q¢(a) then

F¢<a) @)

7 V(S) < W

8 else

9 | v(s)+«0

10 end

11 end

12 Sm — argmaxseg; V(s)

a(s)>2

13 U, < a(Spm)

14 uz(sm, am,) — v(sm)

15 a<+ Jm
16 end
17 return

Algorithm 1: Downshidt (DS) Adaptive-greedy index algorithm

random selection process until (46) is violated by replacing a(tr) with @. The resulting a¥(t) is
the decided vector of actions for time ¢. The pseudo-code of implementing v with updated v, is
described in Lines 14-30 of Algorithm 2 in Appendix D as part of the online MP index policy.

Here, the parameter p; is measurable with respect to the history of the WCG learning process
H; and is determined right before taking actions at time ¢. The parameter p; € [0,1) is used to
ensure a positive probability of visiting every SA pair (s,a) € S; x A; (i € [I]) within a finite
time horizon.

Consider the WCG-learning system consisting of the WCG process {s¢(t),t € [T]O} and
K = 6max;c(y) |Si|(|]As| — 1) learning processes that are used to estimate the MP indices for
all in € [I] and (s,a) € S; x ([|A;]]\{1}) in parallel. Similar to the offline DS algorithm in
Algorithm 1, we update the estimated MP indices ; through the following steps.

i) Initialize @;; = |A;|1/5! forall i € [I], m = 1, and &, = v with given v € Rlliem |Sil([4il=1),

ii) Let J = maxl-e[l]{Si}(|A,-| — 1) and a matrix S,, = [s1;82;...,81)7 = [si]1xs, Where
81, 82, ..., sy are column vectors satisfying that, forany i € [I], s; = (s;1, Si2, - - -, s, }S.};O
with s;1,8;9,...,5. }s a permutation of all elements in S; and 0 is a vector of J — | S|

(2 )

Zeros.
iii) For all j € [J], construct policies ¢°,¢. € ®LOC such that, for all i € [I] and j =
1 (e ) =7, SOmg ) — (359G
L,2,...,|Sil, @™ (sij) = @Qim and @;™(s; ;) = (J a%m)z,j'

7
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iv) At time ¢, iterate the 6.J learning processes Q} 7, QY7 QF7* with j € [J] and ¢ € {0,1}
according to (22) under the secondary policies ¢ . The first superscript, V, U, L, in the
estimated Q factors indicate different reward rates of the corresponding learning processes;
that is, R; , for the learning processes Q;7*, QY7*, and QI are set to be Rf;’;, fi (Nb"‘( )
and constant 1, respectively (with 7;(s, a) set to be r;(s,a), fi(a), and 1, respectively).

v) Fori e [I] and j € [min{J, |S,|}}, update the estimated MP indices: if @, ,,(s; ;) > 2, then

ﬁit(sijaaim(sij)) =
(507 L(O /Q 507aL (SOyaz(l /Q (SOyaz(l

QY QOMKOD;# Qp (s0,a:(1)
)
79(s50,ai (0 /QL]((so,a (0))— J (s0,a:(1 /Q s0,ai(1))

if Vit
]'Q%%mmwn QL7 (s0,04(1))

0, otherwise.

(47)

where a;(<) = @5, ;(s0) with ¢ € {0,1}. If @y ,,(s;,;) = 1, then we do not need to update
the index because @; ,,(s; ;) = 1 is considered as the passive action with the least marginal
cost and we do not assign any index for passive actions. Implement the primary policy ¢
based on the updated 2, and observe s¥(t + 1).

vi) For a prescribed precision parameter € > 0, if

|QF - ai| <« (48)

forall = € {V,U,L}, j € [J] and < € {0, 1}, then take an element

s; € arg seSi%i}((s)22 Ui1(8,a;m(5)),

update @; 11 with jf: a; ., for all ¢ € [I], increment m by 1, and go to Step vii); otherwise,
increment time stamp by one and go back to Step iv).

vii) If m = ]\/Z for all i € [I], then stop all the learning processes, set . = v, and p, = 0
for all 7 > ¢, and continue implementing the primary policy ¢; otherwise, increment time
stamp by one and go back to Step ii).

We refer to the primary policy ¢ described earlier in this subsection and the coordinated
secondary policies ¢, described in Steps i)-vii) as the Online MP Index (OMPI) Algorithm. We
also provide the pseudo-codes for Steps i)-vii) in Appendix D. This OMPI algorithm is a special
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case of the WCG-learning scheme with K learning processes described in Section III-B.
Recall that, based on Proposition 2, for any precision parameter ¢ > 0, the estimated MP
indices converge to the offline MP indices within a finite time horizon. If all states have different
MP indices (no tie case), then there exists sufficiently small € > 0 such that, for any ¢ € [I], the
state ranking according to the descending order of the estimated (s, @) coincide with that for
the real MP indices within finite time horizon, and the long-run average reward also coincides
with that of the offline MP index policy. If the offline MP index policy is also asymptotically
optimal (approaching optimality as /V; — oo proportionately for all i € [I]) , then the OMPI
is also asymptotically optimal. Moreover, from Theorem 2, increasing the number of bandit
processes (increasing N;) will significantly stimulate the convergence of the estimated Q factors.
We will discuss in details in Section [V-B about how fast the problem size, measured by the

number of bandit processes N; (i € [/]), can stimulate the convergence.

B. Fast convergence in magnitude dimension

From Theorem 2 and Corollary 1, when A is large and an SA pair is visited at time ¢ with
significant value of Z#"(t), it is likely that 2¥"(¢) > 0, and that the estimated transition
probability \,/Iéft’h(s“¢L,s’)\/|f/ﬁft’h(s“¢b)| is close to the real transition kernel p;, (s,, ¢,,s)
for all s’ € S;,. We propose the following steps, which are added to the WCG-learning scheme
with K learning processes described in Section III-B, to stimulate the convergence of the K Q

learning processes. We prescribe a threshold parameter € € (0, 1)%.

viii) Before the learning processes start, for i € [/] and a € A,, initialize P;(a) = [pi(s,a, )] (S4[x|S5|
to be zero matrices and 7¥(s,a) =0 (i € [I],(s,a) € S; x Ay, k € [K)).
ix) For each time t, after observe Jléft’h(s“ b, s,) for all 1,/ € [Z], if Z#h(t) > € for some

~ ~

L € [Z], then update p; (s,,¢,,8/) = |JV“0’h(sL,<bL,s’)\/|JV“0’h(sL,<bL)| and ffb(s“@) =

(7 iyt

+Z on
‘J‘/if;:h(sudh)‘ "Ef‘/f,} (80,0:

) R (50, 0.), where RY (s, ¢,) is the instantaneous reward rate
for the kth learning process when it is in SA pair ¢ at time ¢. Recall that we allow each of
the K learning processes to have different reward functions.

x) Upon time T, if, for all « € [Z], there was at least a time slot ¢ € [T] such that Z#" > €,
then, denote such 7" as 7™, stop updating 752-(a) and 7;, and go to Step xi); otherwise, go
back to Step viii).

xi) We update the estimated Q factors Qt = (C,?tl7 Qt27 celd Qf ) through the value iteration

method with respect to the operator 7;‘1) for all i € [T*] defined in (19) and the estimated
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transition kernels P; (). More precisely, for each k € [K], secondary policy ¢, € ®E°C, and
the most updated estimated Q factors Q¥ .. (i € [I]), initialize Q¥ = Q¥ ... For ¢ € ®°C,
ie€ll], (s,a) € S; x A;, and Q € F(S; x A;), we define

(T°Q)(s,a) = #i(s,a) + Y pils,a,8)Q(s, 4i(s)), 49)

s'€Si\{so}
where recall s is the ergodic state. We keep updating Q¥ = T o QF,, until sp(QF,, -
) fm) < e for all ¢ € [I], where € > 0 is a hyper-parameter for precision purpose, sp(v) =
MaX,e[nN] Up — Mill,e[n] Uy is the span seminorm of vector v = (v, : n € [N]) € RV, Let
QF represent the output of such a value iteration process. We then update Q¥ ;. = QF for

all 7 € [I] and k € [K] and stop the stimulate process.

We refer to the above Steps viii)-xi) as the stimulate process. We can incorporate the stimulate
process in to the WCG-learning scheme with the above-mentioned additional steps for all time
slots ¢ € [T*]. We refer to the WCG-learning process with the incorporated stimulate process as
the WCG-StimL process.

For the K secondary polices ¢, € ®5°C (k € [K)), let ¢ := (¢, : k € [K]). For a probability
simplex Apy = {2 € [0,1]*| 3",ci 2 = 1}, 20 € Az, Qo € [, F(Si x A;) and secondary
polices ¢ € (P5°C)K, define ®%(zg, Qo, d) C ' as a subset of ®!, where, for any ¢ €
®2(2y, Qq, @), given initial states Z#"(0) = z, and Q, = Q,, and employed secondary policies

¢, there exists 7' < oo such that, for all h € N U {oo} and SA pairs ¢ € [Z],

max IP){SZOLZZ(T) = S, SOZ,N(T) = ¢L Zcp,h(o) = 2, Qg’h _ QO}

t=0,1,...,T =0

,,,,,,

(50)
where n can be any element in [N;,]. Equation (50) indicates that, for such ¢ € ®%(zq, Qo, @),
every SA pair has been visited and the associated Q factors Qf +(s,,0,) (k € [K]) have been

updated by time 7. We have the following proposition based on [Put05, Proposition 6.6.1].

Proposition 3. For zo € A, Qo € [, F(S: x A;), secondary polices @ € (95°°) K and
primary policy ¢ € ®*(zy, Qq, @), there exist B,C > 0, and H,M < oo such that, for all
h>H, ke [K]|, and i€ [I],

where recall span(v) is the span seminorm of vector v, and the randomness of Qfm (meNy)
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is led by the estimated p;(s,a,s') and 7 (s,a) (both dependent on the scaling parameter h).

The proof of Proposition 3 is provided in Appendix I.
Based on Proposition 3, there exists H < oo and B, C' > 0 such that, for all h > H, k € [K],
i€ [I] and m € N,

P{sp( ~ﬁm+1 — ~f7m) > e_Bmsp(Qﬁl — ~i‘€,0)} < e Oh (52)

That is, when such e=" | 0, the span seminorm sp( Nﬁm b1 ~fm) diminishes exponentially in
m almost surely, and the value iteration described in Step xi) finishes quickly.

For k € [K], i € [I], and ¢, € ®EOC, let QX% = lim,,_, (77“5‘“)7”@’5 for any initial value
Qk € F(S;x A;). Such Qf’d_)k is also the unique solution to 77“5‘“@ = (2 and the true Q factors of
the real process under policy ¢;. The uniqueness is led by the finiteness of S; and the existence
of the ergodic state sy (that is, with positive probability, sy is reachable from any other state in
S, within a finite time period).

Proposition 4. For zg € Ay, Qo € [[,c;) F(Si x A;), secondary polices ¢ € (®6OC)K, and
primary policy ¢ € ®*(zg, Qo, @), there exist Cy,Co, H < 0o and Cs > 0 such that, for all
h > H, k € K], and i € [I], and any ¢ > 0 used for the stopping condition of the value

iteration in Step xi),
PLIQ! — QP > Cre + Collwf (@) } < e, (53)
where recall Q¥ is the output of the value iteration in Step xi), and w, ‘5‘“() is defined in (34).

The proof of Proposition 4 is provided in Appendix J.
Proposition 4 is proved based on the fast convergence, as h — oo, of the estimated probabilities
pi(s,a,s’) to the real ones p;(s,a, s’). Together with (36) in Corollary 1, we can further obtain,

for the primary policy ¢ € ®%(zq, Qo, @), and any § > 0,
lim P{||Q% — QF* || > o} =0, (54)
h—o0

by taking 0 < ¢ < §/2C used for the stopping condition in Step xi) and sufficiently large i such
that ||w) S (Q%)|| < 6/2C,. If we further assume (37), then, based on (38), the convergence in
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(54) happens exponentially in h; that is, there exist C' > 0 and H < oo such that for all h > H,
P{IIQ} — Q% || > 8} < ™. (55)

In an ideal case with sufficiently large h, within a finite time horizon 7" < oo (for which all
SA pairs have been visited at least once), the learned Q factors QT have been sufficiently close
to the real ones so that the SA-pair ranking v (QL, Q%, ..., QX) already coincides with that led
by the real Q-factor-based indices, such as the Whittle/MP indices for the (multi-action) RMAB
case. Note that, for coinciding with the SA-pair ranking led by the real indices, the estimated Q
factors QT do not need to be exactly the same as the real ones. In the ideal case, by such a time
T < oo, we can stop all the learning processes and exploit the Q-factor-based index policies
(for example, the OMPI for the (multi-action) RMAB case), based on QT, which coincide with
the offline index policies and will achieve the same long-run average performance. If, further,
the offline index policies approach optimality of the WCG problem as h — oo (asymptotically
optimal), such as the Whittle/MP index policy [Whi88, WW90, NMO07] and other index policies
in non-RMAB case [FM20, FMT22, FZL25, FWC24], then the Q-factor-based primary policy
also approaches optimality asymptotically.

Proposition 4 and (54) (or (55)) clarifies how h contribute to the improved accuracy of the
learned Q factors, which is a different dimension than the timeline ¢t € N,. It is remarkable to
reveal this new dimension, which we refer to as the magnitude dimension. It can lead to efficient
convergence of the learning process(es) without disturbing exploitation of the primary algorithm

in the timeline. It hence follows with simultaneous control and learning.

V. OPTIMALITY FOR FINITE TIME HORIZON: LINEAR-PROGRAMMING-BASED

APPROXIMATIONS

We will focus on finite time horizon objectives in this subsection. [GGY24, BZ23] proposed
the linear-programming-based approximation method that casts the same action variables as
those for an optimal solution of the relaxed problem, solved through linear programming, and
then adapts the actions a little bit to fit the constraints of the original problem. Such action
variables are applicable to the original problem; meanwhile, the resulting stochastic process is
ensured to converge to optimality of the relaxed problem, which is an upper/lower bound of the
maximum/minimum of the original problem, in the asymptotic regime. It leads to asymptotic

optimality of the proposed policy.
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A. Asymptotic Optimality with Fully Known Transition Kernels

Here, we start with analyzing the asymptotic behaviors of the WCG problem with full knowl-
edge of the transition kernels P;(a) and reward functions r; (i € [I],a € A;) in the finite time
horizon case.

For ¢ € ®, recall that the action vector ¢"(t) € A is a function of the history h;. Similar to the
discussion in Section III-A, we consider a random vector ¢"(t) == (¢, (t) : i € [T],n € [N}]) €
A, where recall A is the space of the random actions. The probability of taking gh(t) = ¢ for
¢ € A is a function of the history h;. We define ® as the set of all the policies gz:S determined
by such random actions ¢"(t) for all t € [T]o. Note that, when we have full knowledge of
the transition kernels and reward rates and do not rely on any estimated Q factors Qt, we can
consider Qt = 0, and the policies in d are equivalent to those dependent on h; for ¢t € [T'.

We consider the problem, for 7" < oo,

max ~T%4 (T, o), (56)
Ped
subject to (27) (with ¢, (t) replaced by E?n(t)) Along the same lines as the relaxation from
(3) to (8) described in Section III-A, we relax (27) to

% E[fﬂ ())] —0, Ve [L],t € [T]o. (57)
i€l netNi

The problem (56) subject to (57) is a relaxed version of the problem described in (56) and (27).
Unlike the Lagrange relaxation used in Section III-A, we rewrite the relaxed problem described

in (56) and (57) as a linear programming form,

sup Z Z sz 8L7¢L T, t, (58)

x€[0,1]ZT e[Tlo 1€[T]
subject to
/P =zl |1, vt € [T — 1] (59)
D ove(Tpinmi Tt = 1 Vi € [I],t € [T]o, (60)
> V0w fine(si, 6,) =0, Ve € [L],t € [T], (61)
T

where ' is the transpose of x, x; = (x,;, : ¢ € [I]), initial state x, is given, P =
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. .
[p(e, 7, s )}IXZZ‘G[I] s, With

Pi S, wa S/)a ifi' = iw
p(e,i',s") = ( (62)

0, otherwise,

and I = {{(L’ i/’ S/)}IXZie[I] |S:] with

7( -/ /) 17 1f Ii, = Iiu 8, = 8L7 (63)
i(t,1,8) =
0, otherwise.

In (59), z,; (v € [Z]) represents the probability that the process {sf:): (t),t € No}, for any
n € [N, ], stays in SA pair ¢. Recall that we are interested in the case where solutions to (58)-
(64) exist. Given x* optimal to the linear programming problem (58)-(61), we can construct a
corresponding policy (Z* €d by setting

*
th

¢*7h —_ — )
S =5} = — Vee[Tln €Nt e [T
7 ZL’E[Z}:iL:iL/,SL:sL/ xL/,t (64)

Such z7, is the probability of a bandit process {sii;zh(t),t € [T]o} (for any n € [N;,]) staying

ol (t) = P{67 (1) = &,

in SA pair ¢ at time ¢ under the policy gzzﬁ* that is optimal to the relaxed problem (56) and (57).

= 0
We also have z#"(t) = %xft (for all v € [Z], t € [T]o, and h € Ny) and x; as 2}, =
1€ 1 ’ ’

D%szf:’h(t) Define conversion matrices Z, X € R**Z for which z‘z*’h(t) = Zxj and x; =
X z‘ii’h(t). Apparently, such gz:S* is not necessarily applicable to the original problem. We define a
set ° C @ of policies ¢ determined by action probabilities ozfz’(t) = P{q?? a(t) = ¢L}si’ffl =5}
(any n € [N, ]) for all ¢ € [Z] and ¢t € [Ty, for which af(s, t) = (ozzz(t) cveZ]i, =14,8, =)
is a function S; x ([T]o) — Aa,. Let a®(t) = (ab(t) : ¢ € [T)).

For ¢ € ®, define T‘Z’h(t) = (Tf’sh(t) i€ [I],s € S;), where

T = Y 201 = UZOM (D)), (65)
L€ [Z]:

i,=1,
S,=58

for a matrix U € RZiein 19X | et ’U‘z’h(t) = ET(z’h(t). Also, for a policy ¢ € ®, define the
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proportion of bandit processes that are in SA pair ¢ € [Z] at time ¢ under ¢ as

é;h 5
_ 2@ et (1) > 0,
a(z)’h(t) = TZ,ZL(t) o

_1
|4, |

(66)
otherwise,

with a®(t) == (a®(t) : ¢ € [Z]). In general, for ¢ € ®, such a®"(t) is a random vector
dependent on the history h(t). In the special case with ¢ € ®°, a(z(t) = Ea(z’h(t), which is
independent from h. We have the following proposition.

Proposition 5. For any ¢ € ® and ¢ € 9°, Z’z’h(O) = Z%"(0), if there exists constant K < co
such that

lim P{[a"(t) — a’()]| > K[ 0 (t) — v**(1)]| } =0, vt € [T, (67)

h—o00

then, for any € > 0 and T < oo, there exist C1, H < oo and Cy > 0 such that, for all h > H,

max||z7"(t) — 22" (t)|] < Cre " + e, (68)
te[To

where recall zPh(t) = E[ZPM(t)] and z%h(t) = E[Z%"(t)].

The proof of Proposition 5 is based on Theorem 2 and is provided in Appendix K. For any
policy ¢ € ®, the expected total reward %F‘Z’h(T, 80) = D ieirio T z(;’h(t), where s9"(0) = s
is the initial state, and recall » = (r;,(s,,¢,) : ¢ € [Z]). Based on Proposition 5, for ¢ = o, if
we propose a policy gz:S € @ such that (67) and the original constraints (27) are both satisfied (@Z
is applicable to the original WCG problem), then 1; is asymptotically optimal with performance
deviation exponentially diminishing in h. Because 5* is optimal to the relaxed problem, which
achieves an upper bound of the maximum of the original WCG problem described in (28) and
(56).

For such v, condition (67) requests convergence between ai’h(t) and a‘z*’h(t) and (Lipschitz)
continuity of a®"(¢) in Y¥"(¢) around the point v®""(¢) = UZx* in the asymptotic regime
h — oo. Examples for such 1Z that satisfy both the original constraints (27) and (67) with
q? = g* include the Lagrangian index policy [BS20] and the water filling policy [GGY?23] for
the RMAB case, and the fluid-budget balancing policy [BZ23] which was defined for the special
case assuming at most one saturate constraint in (27). We refer to those 1; satisfying (27) and

(67) as the adapted-linear-programming (ALP) algorithms.
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Proposition 5 proves that ALP approaches optimality in the speed of O(e~"*). When the WCG
reduces to a standard RMAB problem, assuming «* is a non-degenerate solution to the linear
programming problem, [GGY23] provided similar results with exponential convergence between
a linear-programming-based policy and optimality in the asymptotic regime. For the general case,
under a slightly different non-degenerate assumption that requests at most one constraint in (27)
is saturate (achieves equality), [BZ23] proved that their policy is asymptotically optimal with
performance sub-optimality O(e~"). Here, Proposition 5 has no request on the form of x* (not
necessary to be non-degenerate) and is applicable for general WCG and every ALP satisfying
(67).

B. Asymptotically Optimal Control with Unknown Transition Kernels

We then consider the WCG-StimL process where P and r; are not known a priori.

Define P = D, (., P, 8 >]IXZiem s,| Where p;, (s,, ¢, s') is the estimated transition probabil-
ities updated in Step ix). Similar to the Q-factor-based algorithms in Section IV-B, we propose
in the following the steps of approximating the optimum of the linear programming problem
described in (62)-(64), which, more importantly, leads to asymptotically optimal ALP algorithms
with suboptimality diminishing in O(e™").

Recall the stimulate process described in Steps viii)-xi) in Section IV-B, where the transition
matrix and reward function for the kth (k € [K]) learning process are estimated through P and
7k, respectively. Here, to approximate the ALP algorithm, we need only K = 1 learning process
for the unknown P and 7. In this context, since k = K = 1, we omit the superscript k for all
the learning processes in this subsection.

Define a set of probability matrices

P = {73 e [0, 17 Ciem 19D ) Ve, Y (Pl = 1}. (69)

s’GSi/

For prescribed € > 0, define another linear programming problem as follows.

sup > > NUF (50,0, (70)

x€[0,1]27, telTlo e
=<0 el el

FeRT
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subject to

xl'P =zl 1, Vi e [T — 1] (71)

ZLE[Z]:iL:i Lot = ]" Vi e [[]7t € [T]07 (72)

> overy Nowuifi (s, ¢0) = 0, Ve e [L],t € [T)o, (73)

ﬁiL(sw ¢L7 S/) - % S ]jiL(SLy ¢La S/) S ﬁiL(Sw ¢L7 S/) + %7 VL S [I]v S, € Sim (74)
Fi (86, 0) — 5 < T (80, 00) < T, (80, 00) + 5, Ve €[], (75)

where o € [0,1]% is given and satisfies zio = 1 for all ¢ € [I]. We refer to the

i€[ )i, =i

problem described in (70)-(75) with prescribed € > 0 and given x, € [0, 1] as the (&, x()-linear

programming ((¢, xo)-LP) problem. Let «*(¢, x() represent an optimal solution of the (¢, x)-LP

problem, and 5*(8, xg) € 30 is the optimal policy led by x* (g, p); that is,
b 'rzk,t (87 CC(])

¢*(57930)(t) —
a .
ZL’E[Z}:iL:iL/,sL:sL/ xj’,t(g’ x)

(76)

L

Now we consider a policy 12(5, xg) € d that is applicable to the original problem described in
(56) and (27) and satisfies (67) for 1/:) = @E(e,wo) and gz:S = gz:S*(e,:vo). We have the following
proposition shows that, for the WCG-StimL process, the convergence in transition kernels leads
to tight convergence in the optimum of the linear programming problem described in (62)-(64)
and (g, xo)-LP.

For 2y € Az, Qo € [ [, F(Six A;), and any secondary policy ¢ € P5OC, consider a primary
policy ¢ € ®%(zq, Qy, ¢) that satisfies (50). Here, z; and Q are the initial value of Z#"(0)
and Q, for any primary policy ¢. In this subsection, unlike the Q-factor-based algorithms, we
do not need to specify the secondary policy ¢ or the estimated Q factor Qt, but only request the
estimated transition matrix P and reward function 7 that are updated in Step ix) of the stimulate
process.

We construct a policy U € ® as follows. Starting from time ¢ = 0, we employ the primary
policy ¢ € ®2(zy, Qo, @) until time T* < oo for which the stopping condition in Step x) of
the stimulate process has been reached. For time t = 7™, T* 4+ 1,..., we employ the pol-
icy 1/:)(5,2( zg’h(T*)) that is applicable to the original problem and satisfies (67) for ¢ =
O, ngvh(T*)) and ¢ = ¢*(e, Xzs’h(T*)). We refer to such a policy ¥, comprising of ¢ for
t € [T* — 1]y and (e, ng’h(T*)) on and after 7™, as the online adapted linear-programming
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(OALP) algorithm. The expected total reward of policy J is then given by I' 5(T *+ T, s9) =
e (T*, s0) + o) (T, sg’h(T*)), where x = ngvh(T*) is the vector of proportions of bandit
processes in all the SA pairs that can be interpreted from sg’h(T*) through the relationship

defined in (29).

Proposition 6. For any ¢ > 0 and T < oo, there exist C;, H < 0o, 0 < ¢ < ¢, and Cy > 0 such
that, for all h > H,

Gy ok . < —Cah
t:T*,TP:il-Ell?f.,T*—i-THz (t)—x, ¢ (5,:130)“_6’16 + €, (77)

where @ = X z0M(T),

The proof of Proposition 6 is provided in Appendix L.

From Proposition 6, 9 approaches ¢* (e, ngvh(T*)) as h — oo at a speed of O(e™"). The
stopping time 7™ of the stimulate process is achieved when all the SA pairs ¢ € [Z] has been
explored (see Step x)), which is usually small when the scaling parameter h is sufficiently large.
For example, if the primary policy ¢ for t = 0,1,...,7™ leads to a fully connected Markov
chain for all the SA pairs, then 7" = 1 for sufficiently large h. Unlike past work on learning-
based algorithms, such 7™ of OALP is independent from the exploitation horizon 7', because
the convergence of the estimated transition kernels to real ones can be achieved through only
the magnitude dimension without requesting further moving on in the timeline. When selecting
T* < T, the negative effects of learning the unknown parameters are mitigated.

Recall that the WCG process {s""(t),t € [T + T*]o} can be interpreted to {Z7"(t),¢ €
[T+T*]y}. The relationship between s#"(t) and Z#"(t) is defined in (29). Based on Corollary 1

and Proposition 6, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2. For any € > 0 and T < oo, there exists 0 < e <¢ C;,H <00, 0 < e < ¢ and
Cy > 0 such that, for all h > H,

|TF T, ST — TR T < Gt (78)

where gz:S* is optimal to the linear programming problem (58)-(61) with real transition matrix P,

reward function v and the same initial condition o = X z""(T*).

The proof of Corollary 2 is provided in Appendix M.
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Corollary 2 indicates the convergence between the optimum of the offline relaxed problem, led
by 5*, and the V) policy after ¢t = T and onward, when h — oo. It leads to quickly diminishing
sub-optimality, at the speed of O(e™"), of J to the original WCG problem, because the optimum
of the relaxed problem is an upper bound for that of the original problem; that is, OALP is
asymptotically optimal. Recall that the expected total reward of policy J is F’;(T* +T,80) =
% (T*, 89)+ TP (T, s97(T*)), where & = X 2" (T*), and the stopping time of the exploration
period 7™ is independent from the time length of the exploitation period 7'. Such 7™ is usually
small, since it requests to explore each SA pair for only one time.

The asymptotic optimality in the magnitude dimension is marvelous for large-scale WCG-
StimL systems where the probem size, measured by the scaling parameter h, is large. If the
system is small, then conventional learning and optimization techniques, such Q learning and
neural network, can achieve solutions without requesting excessive large amount of computational
and storage resources. When the system becomes large, conventional techniques exhibit the
curse of dimensionality with respect to learning, control, and, more importantly, simultaneous
learning and control. Optimal solutions become intractable and we resort good approximations of
optimality. The WCG-StimL model and the (O)MPI and (O)ALP are applicable to a wide range
of application scenarios, including the standard RMAB case [Whi88, WW90, NMOla, Verl6,
FNMT19, FM20, BS20] and [GGY23] and extended restless-bandit-based problems [FMTX,
FZ1.25] and [FWC24].

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have proposed the WCG-StimL scheme that enables simultaneous learning and control.
Such a WCG-StimL process can simultaneously estimate multiple Q factors, for which the
implemented policies are user-defined and can be different from the primary policy employed
by the real WCG process. We have proved that the estimated Q factors converge to the real ones
in both the time and the magnitude dimensions. Impressively, we have proved that the estimated
Q factors, as well as the estimated transition kernels (and the reward functions), converge to
the real ones exponentially fast in the magnitude dimension. In such a scheme, we can propose
online version of policies for the WCG problem that are based on some Q factors and/or fully
knowledge of transition kernels and reward functions.

For the long-run-objective case, we have proposed the OMPI algorithm for the (multi-gear)

RMAB problem, which converges to the offline Whittle index policy, when the system is PCL-
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indexable, exponentially fast in the magnitude dimension. If the Whittle index policy further
approaches offline optimality in the magnitude dimension (that is, asymptotically optimal as
discussed in many cases [WW90, FMG*16, FM20, FMT22]), then the OMPI also approaches
offline optimality as the magnitude dimension h — oo.

For the finite time horizon case, we have proposed a class of LP-based offline policies,
referred to as the ALP policies, that approach optimality with performance degradation dimin-
ishes exponentially in the magnitude domain h. Unlike the past work assuming non-degenerate
conditions [GGY23, BZ23], our proofs for the exponentially diminishing sub-optimality do
not request any specific form of the optimal solutions for the associated LP problems. More
importantly, we have proposed an online version of the ALP policies, referred to as OALP,
and have proved that their performance degradations (against offline optimality) also diminish

exponentially in the magnitude dimension.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

First we recall the relaxed subproblem optimizer:

D;(v) = max limsup — Z E {R Z Yefie( f:’n d;zn(t))} : (79)
PEDI  T—00 tem
By (7), this is equal to
Di(v) = = max SR =D vefie((s2,(t),a0, (1) 7 (s, a). (80)
9Py sess telr)
ac

Here 7rf§ (s,a) is the steady state distribution for the randomized policy gz:S and so satisfies

3 plsca sl (s.a) = Y wl(s,a)du(s)

s€S; seS;

a€A; ) a€A; (81)
Z 7°(s,a) =1
SES;
acA;

where 0y (s) = 1 if s = s’ and zero otherwise. We write =; for the set of all 7 satisfying (81).

For any i € [I], given m € =;, we can obtain a randomized policy with that 7 as its steady
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state distribution, by just normalizing:

mi(s, a)

dEA, mi(s,a’)’

af

Z(CL,S): Z

(82)

It follows that

Di(y) =max Y (ri(s,a) = Y vefie(s, a))w(s,a). (83)
e s<Si ¢elL]

We note here, by the same ergodic argument, that for D(vy) in (10),

Dy)=max >, > > (ri(s,a) = > vefiels,a))mi(s,a), (84)

i€[I] n€[N;] ZE% Le[L]

where = = Hz’em =i, and m = (m;);. Since there is no constraint that couples the indices 7, and

the processes in gang 7 are identical, it is clear that

D) =Y NiD;(7). (85)

iell]
This proves part 2. of Proposition 1.
It remains to show that D;(~y) is achieved by a deterministic policy; that is, that we can always
find a 7 arising from ¢ € ®5°C. To do this, we recall the maximizing Q-factor in (17) that

follows from Bellman’s equation; in fact, we use the randomized form of it:

Di() + Q% (s, a)

=ri(s,a) — Z Yefio(s,a) + Z pi(s,a,s’) max Z a(s’,a’)@?”’(s’,a’), (86)

a:Si—>AAZ.
le[L) s'€Si\{so} a'€A;

where we regard o : S; — A4, as a function on S; x A;. Now, by convexity of A, it is clear

that

max Z a(s, a')Qf_’”(s', a’)

OUSZ'_>AAZ- cA
a i

is maximized by the extreme functions « : S; — ext(A 4,), which correspond to deterministic

actions. The result follows. U
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APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA 1

Proof of Lemma . First we observe that it is enough to prove this result for each i € [[]
separately, accordingly we fix 7. Since 7? is affine, it is enough to prove that the linear part,

that is,
THQ(s.a) = > pi(s,a,8)Q(s di(s) (87)

s'€Si\{so}
is a contraction for an appropriate norm on F(S; x A;).
For the MDP with transition probabilities p;(s, a, s'), (s,a,s') € S; x A; x S;, let J(s) be the
reward-to-go (value function) when such an MDP (under the policy ¢) starts from state s until

it goes into the ergodic state sg € S;. This satisfies

J&) =14+ 3 pils,6i(s), I, (s€ S, (88)

s'€Si\{so}

Define &(s) == —J(s) (s € S;). Observe that £(s) > 0, and that

R —1
S pils,bils), DEG) = —1— () =€(5) — 1= "D ey < pe(s). (89)
s'e€S;\{s0} &(s)
where 3 = max,cg, 51'&(1_5()831 < 1. Now, we define the appropriate norm on F(S; x A;) by
_ |Q(s,0)]
||Q||g = (s,a?elg-XxAi W’ (Q € F(Si x Ay)), (90)

so that, for Q € F(S; x A;)

‘(7:%@) (s,a)‘ = ‘ Z pi(s>a’ S/)Q(S/agbi(s/))‘ S Z pi(S,CL, s/)‘Q(S/>¢i(S/))‘

s'eS;\{so} s'eSi\{so}

< Y pilsas) QU E(S) < BEB) Q- OD

S/ESi\{S()}

This proves that 7 is a contraction and so has a unique fixed point by the Contraction Mapping

Theorem. O

APPENDIX C

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

Lemma 2. Given the history h(t), Elw;(s,a)|h(t)] = 0 for all i € [I| and (s,a) € S; x A,.
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Proof of Lemma 2. For i € [I| and (s,a) € S; x A;, if J{f(s,a) = (), then w;¢(s,a) =0
based on the definition in (23). We then focus on the case where C/I?Z-ff(s, a) # (. Based on the
definition, for i € [I], (s,a) € S; x A; and any n € [N;], we have E[R; (s, a)|h(t)] = (s, a).

Then, we rewrite E[w; (s, a)|h(t)] as follows.

N(s,a,s .
Bl =E] Y (L 0 0)ow o) [ r]. o2
A3t (s,a)] ’
s'eSi\{so}
Recall the definition of e/léff(s, a) and e/léff(s, a,s') in (20). Given h(t), the only random part in

(92) is |</1€‘f(s, a, s')|, which satisfies

B[l 45,05 | RO =E| >0 tfstut+1) =5} | ht)] = |42 0)|pis 0.5,
nee/i?iﬁ(s,a)
(93)

where 1{-} is the indication function, and the second equality holds because, given sfn(t) =s
and ¢;,(t) = a, the event an(t + 1) = ¢ is independently and identically distributed for all
n e Ji{f(s, a). It proves the lemma.
U
Proof of Proposition 2. Based on Lemma 2, we have E[w; (s, a)|h(t)] = 0 for all i € [1],
t € [T)o, and (s,a) € S; x A;, and, for the case with e/I?iff(s, a) # 0,

|wi (s, a)|

! ; [ Ao(s,0.9)] ,
:‘m Z R; n(s,a)—Ti(s,a)+ Z ta " ori(s ))(m—pi(s,a,s))‘

neA% (s,a) s'€8;\{s0}

< R + max| Qi (', 914(5)| < Rinas + max|Q(s', )], (94)
s'e i s'e iy

a’€A;
where R = maxX, iy e i (50 Rin(s,a) — 74(s,a) < co. Hence, for all i € [I] and (s,a) €
S; x A,;, there exist K, B < oo such that
[wis(s, ) < K max QF(s',a') + B. (95)

a’'eA;

On the other hand, from Lemma 1 and (91), for any ¢ € [[], there exist 5 € [0,1) and &; =
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(&i(s):s€8;) € ]le” such that, for all ¢ € [T,

|(T#u) - @ 96)

N < BHQM - Q*

We can then prove the proposition by invoking [BT96][Proposition 4.5].

Proposition 4.5 in [BT96]: For the sequence v, that takes values in RY for some finite N € N,

and is generated by

risa(n) = (1= m(m)re(n) + () ((Ter)(n) + wi(n) + w(n) ) Vo € [N],  ©O7)

we assume the following conditions.

1) The stepsizes n,(n) are nonnegative and satisfy
Znt(n) = o0, and an(n) < 00, Vn € [N]. (98)
t=0 =0
2) The noise terms wy(n) satisfy (a) for every n € [N] and t € N,
Elwi(n)|ro(n),...,re(n),no(n), ..., n(n)] = 0;
and (b) given any norm ||-|| on RY, there exist constants A and B such that
E[wf(n) ‘ ro(n),...,r(n),m(n), - .. ,m(n)} <A+ B|r|*,Yn e [N],;t € No.  (99)

3) There exists a vector T*, a positive vector &, and a scaler 5 € [0, 1), such that

[ Tere —r*[| < Bl[re — 7| Vt € No. (100)

4) There exists a nonnegative random sequence 0, that converges to zero with probability 1,
and is such that

lue(n)| < 0,(||relle + 1), Vn € [N],t € No. (101)
Then, r; converges to r* with probability 1.
For the WCG-learning scheme in this paper, Conditions 1-3 are ensured by (21), (95), and

Lemma 1 and (96), respectively. Condition 4 naturally holds in our case with w;(n) = 0. It

proves the proposition.



The pseudo-code for the OMPI algorithm at each time ¢ € Ny is provided in Algorithm 2.

APPENDIX D

PSEUDO-CODE FOR OMPI
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1
2

NS R W

8

9
10
11
12
13
14

15
16

17
18

19
20
21

22

23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

Input : Given ¢ € [T, the history #H; upon time ¢, the iteration parameter m, the vectors of action
labels a; for all 7 € [I].

Output: Updated estimated MP indices 2, action variables for the primary policy 1, the estimated Q
factors Q; = ( Vs QU QR =12, .. .,max;e(r |Si|,¢ = 0,1), and the iteration
parameter m.

Function OMPI ():

if 30 € [I], m < M, then
/* The learning processes have not yet been stopped. */
J < max;e(g) |Sl} and construct ¢, € ®5°C as described in Steps ii) and iii)
For all j € [J], 2 € {V,U, L}, and < € {0, 1}, update Q;”*° according to Step iv).
Update the estimated MP indices ©, according to Step v).
if (48) is satisfied for all = € {V,U, L},j € [J],s € {0,1} then
s; < a randomly selected element in arg maxses,:a, . (s)>2 Vit (5, @im(s))
Qimi1 < T Qi
m<+—m+1
end
Pt < a positive value in (0, 1)
else
| Dt 0 and I)t — ﬁtfl
end
/* We then implement the primary policy % with the updated ;. */
Uniformly randomly generate a number p from [0, 1]
if p > p; then
aw(t) — 121’6[1] N
B [l [Vi] x ([[Ail]\{1})
while B # () do
Uniformly randomly select an element (i,n,a) from B.
if (46) is not violated by replacing a(t) with a then
a’ (t)«a
B « B\{(i,n,a)}
else
| Break
end
end
else
| Take action a¥(t) + a™M¥(y,s¥(t))
end
return

Algorithm 2: The OMPI algorithm at each time ¢.

APPENDIX E

PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Recall that Theorem 1 focuses on policies ¢ € ®!, for which the action variables ©"(t) are

measurable through only current states s¥(t), time stamp ¢, and the ranking R, = ¢ K(Qtl, Qf, .

Q).
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For given p € ®', ¢ = (¢, : t € [T]y) € ((I%OC)TH, h € N,, and initial s*"(0) and Q, define
0#P"(T) .= (Ro,R1,...,Rr), which is a random variable taking values in %7+ with certain
probabilities. For such ¢ € ®! and a scenario conditioned on Q@"Z”h(T) = p, we rewrite the state
and action variables s{\'(t), Z#"(t), and @, (t) as sf1"(t), Z#™e(t), and };2(t), respectively,
for the condition p.

Define a state-action-time (SAT) triplet (¢, t) € [Z] x ([T]o), for which, since the element
L represents an SA pair, we use the term “triplet” for the SAT. Similar to the SA pairs, let

= |
the SATs (L, t+ 1) (¢ € [Z)) in bulk preceding to those SATs (//,t) (' € [Z]). We denote the xth
SAT by (t4,ts), and alternatively refer to such an SAT as SAT « € [K] or SAT (i, Si, Pw, tr)s

, and label all the SAT triplets as ~ € [K], where, for any ¢ € [Ty, we list all

where (i, s.) and (i, ¢,) specify the state and action, respectively, associated with SAT . For
t € [Ty, define the set of all the associated SATs as .%; .= {x € [K] | t,, = t}.

For given ¢ € &', ¢ € (égoc)TH, h € N, Q@"Z”h(T) = 0, t € [T]o, and k € [K], define
Z#he(t) as the proportion of bandit processes {sf;zh’g(t),t € [T]o} (i € [I],n € [N;]) that are
in SA pair ¢ € [Z] at time ¢; that is,

1

Zie[[} Ni {@7 n)

where recall N; = hN? for i € [I]. Let Z#Me(t) == (Z#Me(t) : 1 € [Z]).
Given policy ¢ € ®' and 9 € ZTT!, for i € [I], t € [Ty, and ¢,/ € [Z] with i, = i, define a

Zete(t) =

pellne N], selew) = sttt =], a0

random variable 7;7°(¢, ') that is exponentially distributed with rate

1
S—, L , ! = P{S%’h’g t+1) = s h’g t+1) = o Sf’h’gt =5, h’gt = L}7
BTy~ P ) = BLEe) = s lier) = o [ 350 = s ettt = o

(103)
for any n € [N;]. For k € [K] and ' € [Z], consider N;, homogeneous Poisson point (HPP)
processes, denoted by {M/7(n,7),7 > 0} with n € [N;

1k

|, on the positive half line, where
the interval between two events is in distribution equivalent to 7,77 (i4,t'). For each time slot
t € [T]o, i € [I], and n € [N;], we associated the HPP processes {M,?(n,7), 7 > 0}, where
Kk € J¢ with i, = i and /) € [Z], to the bandit process sf;zh’g (t). We assume that no simultaneous

event occurrences among all the HPP processes almost surely. For ¢ € [Ty, define

MPe(r) = > > MP(n,T), (104)

(R ) €A X [I] €[Ny
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where let 7,7¢(m) == min{7 > 0 | M;/?(7) > m}, representing the occurrence time of the mth
event in such a process, and 7,°%(0) = 0. In particular, when this mth event is contributed by
the process { M,7(n,7),7 > 0}, let variables (k{*(m),¢{*(m),n{*(m)) = (k,,n).

KoK/ T

For 7 € Ry, define a vector of random variables £72(n) = (£77 .(n) : &' € [K]) such that, if

(K, ber,n) = (K72(m), (% (m),n{?(m)) for m = min{m’ € N | r¢(m’) > 7} and ¢,y = t,.+1,

then
1
.0 — ’ 105
) = Ty P = 1) 1
otherwise, {772 (n) = 0. Here, for all 7 > 0, there exists the unique (k,x’,n) such that

o -(n) > 0. For 7 < 0, define £, (n) = 0 almost surely for all x, " € [K] and n € [N;,].
Note that the subscript 7 for 5& o T( ) is an artificial timeline for theoretical analysis (related to
the artificial HPP processes) of the asymptotic regime, which is different from the realistic time
points that are included in x and «'. In this context, the random vector ££¢(n) is identically
distributed for all 7 > 0, and the trajectory 5,“6 T(n) is almost continuous in 7 > 0 except
finitely many discontinuous points of the first kind within every finite time interval. For two
appropriately selected first-kind discontinuity points 71, 5 € [0, 00), the integral f ! T( YdT
is an integer representing the potential number of transitions that the process simn( ) changes
from SA pair ¢, at time ¢, to SA pair ¢, at time .. Based on the definition in (103), this
transition number is positive only if ¢, =, + 1. Such a 5;@ Y T( ) is considered as an event that
may trigger a state transition of the corresponding process. We use the word “potential” because
the process {s7"(t),t € [T']o} may not be in SA pair ¢, at time t,, causing less number of real
transitions. Let £€7¢ := (£%¢, _(n) : k, k' € [K],n € [N;,]) which takes values in ]ROKZ“E[K] Mo

where recall N; = hN?.

For he N, ¢ € RN, £ = (§,.0(n) : 5,k € [K],n € [N;,]) € ROKZ”IG[K} M and Kk, k' € [K],
define
hlzy /R]
Qe =1{ Y we=0f Y G tlo@e. a0
/{”E[lq,t,{//<tﬁ n:h(m;ﬁl/h-H-l

where v, = >, _; x fork € [K]and 25 = 0, and f:;g,(w, &) are appropriate functions for
which, when h = 1, Q"(k, k', x, £) is Lipschitz continuous in x for any given £ and a € (0, 1).
As in [FMT22, FM20, FWC24], such functions f *(x, &) can be constructed by incorporating

the Dirac delta function. In particular, f r! “(x, &) is continuous in @ € (0,1) and linear in
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&, satisfying lim, o (Q"(k, ', x, &) — Q"(k, K, [2],€)) = 0, where [x] = ([z,.] : k € [K]),
and limgod f:g,(w,é) /da = 0. We provide an example of such f ' in Appendix F. For
x € R* with negative elements, define Q"(x, ', x,&) = Q"(k, K’ (:I:)*,ﬁ), where (z)" =

(max{z,,0} : x € [K]). For h € Ny, k € [K], © € R}, € € RKZ” 1™ define a function

i &) = > (Q (k2. €) — Q1 ', ,8) ), (107)

k' €[K]

which, for i = 1, is Lipschitz continuous in 2 and &. Let b"(x, ) .= (b!(x, &) : x € [K]), and,
based on (106) and (107), there exists matrix Q"(x) € R (KSwew M) such that b"(x, &) =
QM ()€

For U € RyU {00}, z € R and £ € R 2ncir Nis , we define an adapted version of b"(x, &)
as

V"V (@, &) = b"Y (z,min{&,U}), (108)

where min{&,U} = (min{&.(n),U} : k6" € [K],n € [N;,]). Let bY(x, ) represent the
special case vV (zx, £) with h = 1. It is obvious that b (x, £) := limp o, bV (x, ) = b"(zx, £).

For the special case with 2 = 1 and any U € Ry U {co}, we construct a trajectory X2V on
7 > 0 that satisfies

X7V =0 (X7Y €7,°), (109)

'ST/o

with given XV = g = (2.0 : & € [K]), where £71:¢ is the special case of £™¢ with h = 1.
Let X7 represent the special case X2 = limy_,o, X 7.
Consider a case where x,( = Zjl’;’h’g(O) Ziem N; for all k € J#j; and x, = 0 for other
€ [K]\A. For ¢ = h = 1, if we plug in X§ = x, then, for any time slot ¢ € [T'] of the real

process and its associated artificial time point

() = min{T € Ry ) yooXxg = 0}, (110)
weUy <1 Ay
it follows that limao X7 () ~ Zghe(t) > ey Ni for all k € J;, where ~ is equivalence

in distribution. Recall that such an artificial process X7 is used for the completeness of the
theoretical analysis. It coincides in distribution with the real process Z#/¢(t) for the special

points 7 = 77(t), but not equal in general.

Lemma 3. For any U € RyU {0}, § > 0, 7 € Ry, and x € R, there exists bV (x) =
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EbY (z, £91:2) € RX such that

1 T+T _
lim P{H: / W (@, €5 ) — B (=) >6} — 0, (111)
T—+o0 T pu
uniformly for all T > 0. We recall that, since €712 is identically distributed for all T > 0,
EbY (x, £719) is independent for T > 0.

Proof of Lemma 3. Let bV (x) = Q'(x)AU for some AU € RX. For any U < oo, § > 0,
7,7 € Ry, and = € RY,

IP{H% /THT W (a, £510)dr’ — BU(m)H > 5}
_ P{”Ql(w)(% /:+T min{¢7"%, U} = A7) || > 5}. (112)

Based on the definition of ££"¢, for any 7,7 > 0, min{&#"¢, U} is always bounded, and there
exists A9¢(U) == IE[ITJFT min{ €% U}dT} < 00. For AV = X\#¢(U), based on the Law of
Large Numbers, we obtain (111) uniformly for all 7 > 0.

For the case with U — oo, any ¢ > 0, 7, T € Ry, and € RX, we obtain

IP’{H% / T+T bz, £510)dr’ — EOO(:I;)H > 5}
<r{le@sz| [ eor] - re] s 4 o)

Ty I

where, for any vector v € RY, |v]| == (|vn] : m € [M]), b = limy_,oc bY, and A =
limy 0 AU. Based on the definition of £9/+¢, for any 7, T € Ry, each element of L fOT Ef,’l’ng’ J

@

follows a Poisson distribution with expectation TA%¢, where A#¢ := (Af:i,(n) v,k €K, n e
[Ni,]) with X2 (n) = pf*%, (ix, L) for all n € [N;,].

(2

From the Law of Large Numbers, plugging A> = A¥¢ in (113), we obtain

' 1 T+T olo -
TEIEOOS:;ISP{H?/T bz, £510)dr —b(a:)H>5}

< lim P HQ / g@lgd AW>

T—+00

)

> 5} =0. (114)

‘*T
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That is, for U — oo, any § > 0 and @ € RE, there exists b®(x) = Q' A¥? such that (111) is
satisfied uniformly for all 7 > 0. It proves the lemma.
O
For U € Ry U {00}, define &7 as the unique solution of U = bV (x,) with given &, € R¥,
for which the unique existence of &V is guaranteed by Picard’s Existence Theorem in [CL55].
From [FW12, Theorem 2.1 in Chapter 7], if a‘cf and BU(:I:) exist and satisfy (111) uniformly
for 7 > 0, and ||bV (z, £7"9)||2 < oo for all & € RE, then, for any 0 < T < oo and § > 0,
limP{ sup [| X7V — 2V > 6} =0, (115)
ol0 Ro<r<T

where the initial point X U= zY is given. From Lemma 3, (115) is achieved for all given

a € (0,1) and U € Ry. Together with the continuity of X2V and ¥ ina € (0,1) and U € (0, 00)
and the boundness of lim, o XT , limg o :1; , limp o0 X2 U and limy_ e :1; , (115) also holds
for a | 0 and U — oo. That is, for any 0 < 7' < oo and § > 0,

limP{ sup || X7~ 2, >6f =0, (116)

0<r<T
where X7 and &, are those in the case with a | 0.
Proof of Theorem 1. In this proof, we consider the case with a | 0 and U — oo, and let

o = 1/h, where h is the scaling parameter. For any 7,7 € Ry,

+T (T4T) /o 1 [T
| =o [ X gt = [ g grted an)
T T/O ht

Given h € N, and X7 = &, = o € N, consider a trajectory X" which satisfies Xf =
Fb" (W X!, €20) and X = xo. Define a set 27" C R} where, for any @ = (z,, : & € [K]) €
2", each element x,, can be rewritten as %= with n,, € Ny. Based on the definitions of Ef’h’g and
Q" fort € [T)y,and T = 7""°(m) for some m € N, X¢ and X must take some values in 27"
In particular, for x € [K], given 7, = 7,°"%(m) for m € N, if X? = X! =z with x € 27"
and x,, > 0, then, let T and T" represent the time such that |fh(T’”+T )b,{(Xf/h, gpleydr| =1
and | fTZ"JrT b (hXh, €9M0)dr| = 1, respectively, that are exponentially distributed with rate
Wz /h] Y e o Pi (s L), We have T? ~ T", where ~ means equivalence in distribution.
Hence, for given T € Ry, if X7 = Xfm = z, then, for any x € [K],

1 h(Tm"l‘T) 1 7'77L+T
ﬁ/ b (X7, €210)dT ~ E/ V(W XD €9M0)dr, (118)
h T™m

Tm



48

leading to X2 ~ X" for all 7 € Ry
Given X{ = X} =z, = > el N?3, that takes values in .#;~, consider a trajectory

Xh
Zh= ="
Zie[l} Ni
which satisfies
- h
Z = "(hY O NPZE g2
h ZZE[I] ZE[I]

and Zg = 3,. From (118), we obtain that, for 7 > 0,

X2 "
1€ ?

Together with (116), for any 0 < T < oo and § > 0,

x

——T =0, (120)
Zie[[} Nzo }

2t -

lim IP’{ sup
h=oo Lo<r<

where recall that , is a deterministic trajectory when given &, € R*. Thus, given a random

initial point Z! = &,/ > el N?, forany 0 <7 <T,

E[z,
lim E[Zh] - L}O (121)
h—o0 Zz’e[l} Nz

where E[:ET] takes expectation over the initial point &.

Similar to (110), for a time point of the real process t € [Ty, define
(1) = min{r € Ry ‘ Sz = 0}, (122)
REUy < Hy

where 7"(0) = 0. For t € [Ty and such 7"(t), based on the definitions of b"(x,£?"¢) and

€f’h’9,

Zl o ~ 22", k€ K], (123)

Plugging (123) and (121) in (120), we obtain that (32) holds for any ¢ € ®' and Q%‘Z”h(T) =

o € ZT+L 1t proves the theorem.
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APPENDIX F

AN EXAMPLE OF f"¢

For a € (0,1) and u € [0, 1], define

JP ey, it e (0,1),
Ya(u) = 10, if u=0, (124)
1, if u=1,
where p(u) is a real-valued function for u € (0, 1) satisfying p(u) — —oo for u — 0, p(u) —
+oo for u — 1, and suitably smooth. For example, we can specify it as p(u) = — cot ur. In this

context, y,(u) is continuous for all u € (0, 1]), semi-continuous for u = 0, 1, and, for v € (0, 1),

the derivative

dy 1 142 /,2 1

= e (eotumg )Y/t o < 0. 125

du a7 a/m > (125)
For h =1, r,k € [K], z € RS, and £ € R’OCZK”E““ Ni"i”, consider

fﬁ,‘j,(w,g) = —&e,m((x;_ﬂ + 1)ya (x;;—l - W;—lJ) + &,m((fﬂ;_ﬂ)ya((fﬂ;_ﬁ - %:—1)

— & ([2 v ([27 ] — 27) + & (251 + 1)y (2 — [2])
[z ]
—{0<a(te—1) <1} D Lw(ya([z(ts — D] —a(t — 1)), (126)

n=[z,__;]+1

where z(t,—1) = > ey Twr with z(t) = 0 for all ¢ < 0, which ensures Lipschitz continuity
of Q"(k,k',x,€&) in x € R*. For h > 1, let f:g,(w,é) = 0. In (126), f:g,(w,é) is linear in &,

continuous in a € (0, 1), satisfying

lim (Q" (, v, 2, §) — Q"(k, ', [x],£)) =0, (127)

K " 7
fOI‘aH K,,K,/e [t%/], h€N+,$€RK, andgeROZﬁ E[)C]]VN .
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We then consider the derivative df:,’s, /da for a € (0,1) and h = 1.

d :g’ ) d a d o
£l d(am £ _ b ([, ]+ 1) d‘i (0, — log ) + gﬁvﬁ,((x;_lw)d—i([x;_lq — )

= & ([231) CS; (Tex] = 23) + &ew ([251+1) C;‘Z (v = L2])

[z ]
CHO< 1) <1} Y ) P ([alt )]~ lt— 1), (128)

a
n=[z,_;]+1

For u € (0,1),

dy.(u)  d (I)(p(U)— i) _ 1 <a23 Pé?)g(%)i (129)

da _% a/\/§ ﬁ

where ®(x) is the cumulative distribution function of the standard normal distribution. Plugging

(129) in (128), we have lim,yo df."% /da = 0.

APPENDIX G

PROOF OF THEOREM 2
Recall that the following proof is based on [FW12, Theorem 4.1 in Chapter 7 and Theorem
3.3 in Chapter 3]. It follows similar lines as the proof for [FWC24, Theorem 3] but considers
a more general case and achieves Theorem 2 that is applicable to a broader range of problems
than [FWC24, Theorem 3].
For U € Ry, z,w € R, ¢ € ®!, and p € #**!, define

gU(w w) = lim llnEex { ! U @10
Jw) = lim = p (w, b (x, €219))dr ¢, (130)
T 0

T—o0

where < -, - > is the dot production. For given U < oo, GV is bounded and Lipschitz continuous
in both arguments. Based on [FW12, Lemma 4.1 in Chapter 7], such GY is convex in the second

argument w.

Lemma 4. For U € Ry U {00}, ¢ € ®Y, o € ZTHL, any compact sets 2°¢,# ¢ C RX, and any
x € X and w e W, GY(x,w) is Riemann integrable.

Proof of Lemma 4. For ¢ € ®, p € Z#T+!, and any p € RFZrei Vi define

: 1 ! »,1,0
Ge(p) = lim ?lnEeXp{/o <u,£7’ ’ >d7’}. (131)

T—o00
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Since each element of { fOT £f’1’9d7'J is Poisson distributed, we obtain

Eexp{/(;T<u’€f7179>dT} < Eexp{<“’ L/T €f7179d7J + 1(u)>}

= eXp{ Z pzﬁ 17 Lm L,{ (6un ) — 1) + |,U,§7,€/(TL)|}, (132)
K,k €[K],
nG[NO}

where 1(u) is a vector with the (k, ', n)th elements equal to 1{, . (n) > 0} — 1{ 1w (n) < 0},
and recall the parameter of the Poisson distribution p;’ (i« tw) = 1E“ fo gole )dTH.

HKT

Hence,

Z PEC (b L) (€Fe ™ — 1), (133)

K,k €K
nE[NO}

Similarly, replacing 1(g) with —1(g) in (132), we can obtain

Z PEL (b L) (€Fe ™ — 1), (134)

K,K'€[K],
nE[NO}

Together with (133),
Ge(p) = D pEG, (e, twr) (€M™ — 1), (135)

K,k €[K],
nE[NZQK]

For any v € RY, let min{v, U} := (min{v,, U} : n € [N]). Recall the definition of bV (x, £),
for which bV (z, &) = b>°(z, min{&, U}) = Q'(x) min{&, U}. That is,

GY(x,w) = lim ;lnEexp{<wTQ / min{£>, U}d7>}

T—o00

1 . .

< lim = lnEeXp{<(wTQl(w))+,/ Ef’179d7>} = Ge((w" Q' (x))"), (136)
T—o00 0

where (v) = (max{v,,0} : n € [N]) for any vector v € RY. For any compact sets #¢, 2°¢ C

RE, w e #°¢ and x € 27°¢, GY(x,w) is bounded and is jointly continuous in both arguments.
Hence, it is Riemann integrable. The lemma is proved.

O

From Lemma 4, there exists GV defined in (130) that satisfies

T 1 T
/ GY(x,, w,)dr = limlnEexp{—/ <wT,bU(mT,Ef/’i’9)>dT}. (137)
0 el0 € Jo
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For z, 3 € R*, consider the Legendre transform of GY(z, w),
£Y(2,8) = sup |< w, B> ~G"(w,w)], (138)
w€eRK

where recall GY(z,w) is convex in w. Since < 0,8 > —GY(x,0) = 0, LY(x, B) is always

non-negative.

Lemma 5. Given x,w € R¥,

o 997 _ 9G(w" Q')

U—oo Ow Ow

(139)

Proof of Lemma 5. For U € Ry, ¢ € ®!, p € Z7*, and any p € RF>reix) NIk define

T—o00

T
(jg(u) = lim llnIEeXp{/ <p,,min{§f’1’9, U}>d7‘}. (140)
T 0

Similar to the analysis in (132)-(134), we have

T—o00

1 T
G (p) = lim flnEexp{<u,/0 min{£>", U}d7>}
1 T
< lim ?lnEexp{OL, L/o min{&¥" U}tdr| + 1(u)>}

T—o00

= Ii 111@ . »le 1ld 141
__1m?n exp{(u, L/o min{&7*, }TD}, (141)

oo
and
1 T
G¢ (i) > lim ?lnEexp{<p,, ] /0 min{€#12, Uldr| — 1(u)>}
1 T
= lim ~Eexp{(u,| /O min{€71e, Uldr|)}. (142)
That s, ]
GY(p) = lim ~ lnEexp{<p,, ] / : min{€#he, U}drp}. (143)
oo T ;

Recall that | fOT 0% (n)dr| is Poisson distributed with parameter p;’% (i, .y ), and given a
trajectory {£7¢ _(n),0 < 7 < T}, there exist a sequence of points 0 =79 <7 < ... <7y <T

such that, for m € [M],

JRCEROTE
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With the imposed upper bound U, we have

/ mln{gn KT U}dT Z /Tm K, /-z’ dT - Z Hm’

me[M] me[M]

where M is Poisson distributed, 6,, = max{l, 5”7[](”)}, and all such 6,, (m € [M] are

KN‘rml

independently and identically distributed. It follows that

Eexp{(u, L/OT min{€&#2, U}dTD} = H exp{(@ﬁ7,€/(n) —1)p2% (i, LH/)T},

w,kE[K],nE[ND ]

(144)
where ,
Orse(m) = [ exp{teso (mOYP(O}dD < explyn. )}
0
In particular, limy_,., P{0} = 6;(0) where 0;(0) is a Dirac delta function satisfying
0, iff#1,
(51 (9) =
oo, otherwise,
and [ 61(6)df = 1. Let © == (0, (n) : k, k" € [K],n € [N?]). Obviously, limy_,., © = ¢
We then obtain
G¢ () = (O (n) = 1)p725, (1, 1), (145)
r,k E[K],nE[ND ]
and, for k € [K],
9 v 9 oy A _
G ww) = TG (@ (@) = (pran). (146)

where g, is the xth row vector of Ql(w), and
1
Pr = (p;if,tnl (Lma an)/ eeuﬁl’mz(n)ep{e}de ¢ R1,Rg € [IC],TL € [Nl(ll]>>
0

with f., ., (n) = (wTQl(:I:))H1 ., (n). Since G(z,w) = Ge(wT Q' (x)) with G, given by (135),
we obtain (139). It proves the lemma.

O

Lemma 6. For U € Ry U {c}, p € ®!, o € ZT*, =, B3 € RX, and any § > 0, there exists
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Uy < oo such that, for all U > Uy, if |8 — EbY (x, £919)|| > 6, then LY (x,3) > 0.

Proof of Lemma 6. Based on [FW12, Chapter 7, Section 4], for any U € R, if 3 = pY (),
then LY (x, 3) = 0.

Let wY(x,3) represent the extreme point satisfying % U = 3. Such an extreme
w=w" (x,
point may not be unique. Based on Lemma 5, when U — oo, it becomes
ogY G (wO (x
6= tim 29" @@) _ YelwD @) | (147)
U—oo ow w=wY(z,B) ow w=w>(z,B)

where w™(z, B) = limy_,o wY(x, B), and G¢ is given in (135). Substituting (135) in (147), it

becomes
B = Q%m)(pf;ﬁﬁ(%, L,.g/)exp{< w>(xz,3), G w(n,x) >} kK €K, n e [NZ-(L]), (148)
where §,. ./ (n, ) are the column vectors of matrix Q'(z). Moreover, if

lim £Y(x, B) =< w™(x,B),8 > —gg((woo(m,ﬁ))TQI(m)) =0, (149)

U—o0

then, substituting (148) and (135) in (149), we obtain

<w(@,p).8 > —Ge((w*(2.8)" Q' (@) =0
= (@w*(@,B))" Q@) (7%, (tr: o) exp{w™ (2, B), Gu(m, @)} + ' € [0 € [ND])

= X bk et ({0 (@, B). o) >} - 1)

K,k €[K],
nE[NZQK]
= Z pﬁﬁn(%w)<exp{< w™(x, B), @y (n, ) >}(< w>(x, B), @ (n,x) > —1)—|—1>.
K,k €[K],
nG[N?N}

(150)

For (150), since exp{< w,q >}(< w,q > —1) +1 > 0 for any w,g € R*>xex) Ni and the
equality holds if and only if < w,q >= 0,

exp{< w>(xz,3), G w(n, ) >} << w>(x,B),quw(n,x) > —1) +1=0, (151)
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for all x,x’ € [K] and n € [N?], or, equivalently,

(w™(z,8))" O'(x) = 0. (152)

Based on (152) and (148), given & € RY, if limy_,o, LY (2, 3) = 0, then 3 = Ql(w)(pﬁﬁn(% Q)
k, k' € [K],n € [N ]) which is the unique solution satisfying limy_,o L (x, 3) = 0.

Recall that, for all U € Ry, if 8 = EbY(x, £912), then LY(x,3) = 0. Since LY(x, ) is
continuous in U, together with the unique B for limy_ LY (x,3) = 0, for any given x and
e > 0, if ||3 — EbY(x, £€#19)|| > 6, then there exists Uy < oo such that, for all U > U,
LY(x,3) > 0. It proves the lemma.

0

Proof of Theorem 2. For x, € RN and a trajectory @ = {x,,0 < 7 < T}, define
AOUT(W) = fOT LY(xr, X-)dr. Define Iy as the compact set of all such trajectories with
given xo = >,y V30 € R, where recall that 3, N3, € R is also the given initial
state of { X7V 0 <7 < T} and {£Y,0 < 7 < T} that are defined in Appendix E and are the
solutions of X2V = ¥ (X, Ef/’i’g) and z¥ = EbY(X? ,ff/’i’g), respectively. For U € R, and
6 > 0, define a closed set € (U,d) == {w € 7 | supge,<7lxs — Y| > 6}

Based on [FW12, Theorem 4.1 in Chapter 7 and Theorem 3.3 in Chapter 3], for any U € R,
and § > 0, as there exists GY satisfying (137),

limsupalnIP{ sup | XU — Y| > 5} <— inf AVs(w). (153)
al0 0<r<T we? (U,9) ’

Based on Lemma 6 and the continuity of 7" and Al () in U € Ry U {oc}, for any § > 0,
there exist o > 0 and U, < oo such that, for all U > Uy, inf scq w5 Agf(w) > o > 0. Together
with (153), for any 6 > 0 and given initial state X§ = @o = >, N?3,, there exist a9, C' > 0
such that, for all o < oy,
IP’{ sup [ X7 — x| > 5} < e 97, (154)
0<r<T

where recall X7 = limy_., X%V and &, = limy_,o, V.

Along the same lines as the proof of Theorem 1, for the solution, Z", of

h
Z h§ N)Z! g
T 0
hZZE[I]N iell]
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and Z{ = 3, and o0 = 7, we have (119). Hence, for any 7 < oo and & > 0, there exist H < oo
and C > 0 such that, for all h > H,

IP’{ sup || 2%~ lim EZ"| > 5} < eCh, (155)
T — 00

0<r<T

Together with (123), we prove (33) for any given ¢ € ®' and ¢#®"(T) = p € ZT+. It proves
the theorem.

O

APPENDIX H

PROOF OF COROLLARY 1
This Corollary is proved by invoking Cramér’s large deviation theorem, as well as Theorem 2.
Proof of Corollary 1. For p € ®', h e N, t € [T — 1]y, ¢ € [Z], and &’ € S;,, given 70 = 4,

and N := > el N?, define a random variable
Yi(s) = A5 (50609, (156)

which follows Binomial distribution B(hN°z,, p; (s,, ¢,,s')). Note that, here, hN°z, must be an

integer. The moment generating function of Y,(s’) is
W (8) = (1= pi, (50, ds ') + i, (50, By 7)) N2, (157)

which is strictly convex in t € R. We define the Legendre transform of the moment generating

function

]L,s’ (y) = Sup(yt - \DL,S’(t))7 (158)

teR

for y € R. Such I, ¢(y) is always non-negative and also strictly convex (in y € R) with the only
zero point y = EY,(s) = hN°z,p; (s,, ¢, ).

For any ¢ > 0, define a compact set
6.0(0) = {y e R | ly —EY.(s)] > 5}, (159)

Based on Cramér’s large deviation theorem, for any 6 > 0 and %, ¢ (9),

> omein Y (8') .
{ 6“‘314 e%,s/(é)}<— inf 1. (y), (160)

1
limsup — InP < inf
YE Y

M—o0
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where Y,™(s') ~ Y,(s') are M independently and identically distributed variables. Recall that
I, ¢ (y) is strictly convex with the unique zero point y = EY,(s’) that is excluded from %, s (9).
That is, from (160), for any § > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that

Yh
lim sup — ln IP’{ } ()

where h = Mh, Y(s') = 3, cjm Y™ (s)) ~ B(hNz,p;,(s,,¢,,')) and is in distribution
equivalent to \,/Igft’ﬁ(s“ ¢, s')| with given Z#"(t) = z,. From (161), given Z#"(t) = z,, for any
6 > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that

~EY,(5)| 20} < -C, (161)

. | t(sba¢b> /)|
_hIIl hl _pzb( L7¢L7 )
hisoo B {’ A5 (5., 0,)]

-4

vi(s')
h/h

= lim = L lnIP’{}

h—o0 h

—EY,(s)| > hNochS} <_C. (162)

For any 0,y > 0, if limy,_,, 29"(¢) > 0, then there exist C},Cy > 0 and H < oo such that,
for all h > H,

h </V . Ly YLy ' h h
- {vah(t))"“f ol )| 200 | 2 2 0 b p{ 2 2 )

| ;fi (50,00, 8)]|
"/V'%h(suqbbﬂ

(@ A5 (s, 00, 8)]
ZSO
- { “‘ A5 (50, 0,)]

— i, (5., 90, s’)\ >0 | 28" < @}P{fo < 52}

_piL(SL7 ¢L7 S/) = th’h > 52} + 6—025

(b) _ ~
< e Gih L e=C2h - (163)

where Inequality (a) comes from Theorem 2, and Inequality (b) is based on (162).

From Theorem 2, for § > 0, if limy,_,., 29" (t) = 0, then there exist C > 0 and H < oo such
that, for all h > H,

th (SL7¢L7 )|
|‘/V'g0th(sw¢b)|

Tuy

P{Zf’h(t)‘ A — i, (50, P, s’)‘ > 5} <P{ZPM(t) >0} < e M (164)

We have proven (35).
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Equality (36) is led by (35) and the law of large numbers. More precisely, for p € ®!, k € (K],
b € DEOC, t € [Ty, and ¢ € [Z],

ZEME) W (s, 61, Q)] < ZEM(2)

— L

- fﬁ (Sw ¢L)

’ Zné%f’th(s“@) Ri’i,n(sw ¢L)
| A5 (5000

it

|f/Vif£h(3w b, 8|

\e/@ft’h(su ol Qi, (8, r, (5"))

_pib(swgbwsl) ; (165)

+ 22 Y

s'eS;, \{so}

where, as h — 0o, because of the law of large numbers and (35), the first and the second terms
at the right hand side diminish to zero. It proves (36).
If (37) holds, then for any ¢ > 0, there exist C;, Cy > 0 and H < oo such that, for all h > H,

EnEJV;f'th (s0,9.) be n (SL ) ¢L)

S _ff SL) L
7 e 00 (509

B 2N Dl (50 0. @) > €} <P{27() > /2

+P{Zﬁ%w >

s'€8;, \{so}

|f/Vift’h(3w b, 8')]

'
|’/1€:0t’h<8147¢L)‘ _piL(5L>¢mS)

—Cih | —Coh
>e/2}§e et

‘Qu (5,7 lem(sl))

(166)

where the last inequality comes from (37) and (35). It proves (38).

APPENDIX I

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3

We explain here that the ergodic state sy can be interpreted as a termination state.

For each i € [I], we define a virtual, dummy state 5, and its associated transition kernels
Pi(a) = [pi(s,a, )] (18,1 41)x(|s, 1) (@ € Aq), for which the transition probabilities f; (s, a, 50) =
pi(s,a, so), Pi(s,a,s) = pi(s,a,s’) and p;(s,a,so) =0 forall a € A;, s € S; and s’ € S;\{so},
pi(50,a,8") = 0, and p;(S0,a,50) = 1 for all (a,s’) € A; x S;. The state 3y is a duplicated
version of sy but used to distinguish the first and the second entrance to s, of the underlying
MDP. With respect to transition kernels 75i(a), we are only interested in the process that starts
from any state s € S;\{so} until it enters state s, (or, equivalently, Sy); and, if the process starts
in state sy, then we are also interested in the process until it re-enters sq (that is, 5y) again. These

periods of the underlying MDP process are suffix for obtaining the Q factors. The operation 7A;k’¢
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defined in (49) can be rewritten as

(ﬁk@Q)(& a) = ff(& a) + Z ﬁi(& a, S,)Q(S,a ¢i(sl))? (167)

s'e{50}US;
with (59, a) =0 for all a € A;. In this context, the virtual state S, is a termination state (the
process runs into S, and never gets out). For any ¢ € [I],m € [M], replacing (49) with (167)
will not change the operation 77“"1’ on all the states s € .S;, nor the values of Qfm in Step xi).

Similarly, we can attach the termination state 5, for the operation 7;’“1) described in (19).

Good Case: Given h € N, initial states zy € A, Qo € HiemF(S,- x A;), secondary
policies ¢ € (PEC)K, primary policy ¢ € ®*(zy, Qo, P), and any SA pairs 1,/ € [I], if
Di, (8., ., ) > 0, then, by time T* and after Step ix), the estimate probability p;, (s,, ., s,) > 0.

Lemma 7. Given h € N, initial states zy € N7, Qo € HiE[I] F(S; x A;), secondary policies
¢ € (PEONK, and primary policy ¢ € ®*(z, Qo, @), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

the WCG-learning system falls into the good case is with probability at least 1 — e~ ",

Proof of Lemma 7. Based on Corollary 1, since the employed primary policy ¢ is in ®2(2q, Qo, @),
for k € [K], i € [I], and any € > 0, there exist H < oo and C' > 0 such that, for all h > H,
L€ [Z] and s’ € S;, if p;, (s, ¢,,5") > 0, then

P{ﬁh(sw ¢L> sl) < piL(Sw ¢L> sl) - 6} < 6_Ch' (168)

In other words, when p;(s,,¢,,s’) > 0, we can always take sufficiently small €, such that
Ps, (8., ¢, 8') in (168) is ensured to be positive with probability 1 — e~¢". The probability of
having the good case is at least 1 — e~“" for some constant C' > 0. It proves the lemma.
O
Proof of Proposition 3. For k € [K] and i € [I], in the good case, since ¢, € ®5°C (satisfying
ergodic condition), there exists M < oo such that, for any initial probability distribution 7w € A7
of all the SA pairs,

((75%) ") (50, Gua(s0)) > 0. (169)



60

For such M < oo, consider

ATO = i, 2 min{ (749" (1)) (503, 01), (T9) " (12)) (5,61,

> min 2min{<(ﬁk’&k)M7r(L1)>(§o,¢k,i(so)),((ﬁk’a’k)Mw(Lg))(Eo,¢k7i(so))} >0, (170)

()€l
where 7 (¢), for any ¢ € [Z], is a vector with all element zero but 7, = 1, and the last inequality
is based on (169). From [Put05, Proposition 6.6.1], we obtain that, for any k£ € [K] and i € [{],
if it is in the good case, then, for any Q € F((S; U {50) x A;),

sp((7599)YQ) < (1= AR (61))sp(Q), a7

where Q € F((S; U {5) x A;) includes the SA pairs (59, a) for a € A,;. Let Qf; e F((S;U
{50) x A;) represent the Q factors for all (s,a) € (S;U{S0}) x Aj;, for which Qfm = Nﬁ’m (s,a)
for all (s,a) € S; x A;. It follows that

Qi — Qi) = s (T (@l = Qi) < (1= AMY () @k - Q). (72

where 1 — AfM(ggk) < 1. Together with Lemma 7, we proves the proposition.

APPENDIX J

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4

Lemma 8. For z, € [0,1)%, Qo € [Len F(Si x A;), secondary polices o € (ééoc)K, and

primary policy ¢ € ®*(zy, Qq, @), if the WCG-learning system is in the good case, then the
limit Qf; = lim,, 00 Qf;; exists and satisfies Qf; = 75’“”@?;

Proof of Lemma 8. For each (k,i) € [K] x [I], we consider the value iteration operation 7,"%*

in the way that described in (167) with the additional virtual state Sy. For k € [K] and i € [I],

in the good case, based on (172), we have lim,, ... sp(@i’;f“ — Qk+) = 0; that is,

i,m

lim (Qﬁgﬂ - Qﬁg) =21, (173)

m—ro0

where x € R and 1 is a vector with all elements equal to 1. Since Qﬁ’;[(EO,a) = 0 for all
m € N, we have z = 0 for (173). That is, in the good case, the limit Qf; = lim,, oo Qf;

exists and hence, Qf; = ﬁkd}kéf; It proves the lemma. O
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Lemma 9. For zyp € Aiz, Qo € Hz’emF(Si x A;), secondary polices ¢ € (@60C)K, and
primary policy ¢ € ®*(zg, Qq, @), if the WCG-learning system is in the good case, then there
exist C, H < oo such that, for all h > H, k € [K], i € [I], and any € > 0 used for the stopping
condition in Step xi),

Qi — Q| < Ce, (174)
where recall Qf is the output of the value iteration in Step xi), and Qf; = lim,, 00 ant

Proof of Lemma 9. In the good case, for m > M with M < oo the smallest integer satisfying
(169),

~Nk,+ Nk, + Nk, + Nk, +
Sp(Qi,m-l—l - Qz,oo) < Z sp(Qi,m—i—u—i—l - Qi,m+u+2)

u=0

(1= AMM(@) M max sp(QFF, — Q8L

/
Y —ma1 i,m/+1

Mg

u=0

Nk Nk, +
- QR ), (175)
Ak7M(¢k) Y — , Q , +1)

where the second inequality is based on (171). If the stopping condition in Step xi) is satisfied
with sp(QF 1 — Qim) < ¢ then, together with (171) and the boundness of Q%" o » there exists
B < oo (independent from ¢) such that maxﬁf’_ﬂfn 41 sp(Qk - QZ . +1) < Be. For such m, M, B

and ¢, from (175), we obtain that

MB
—)— — €.
Af’M(%)

sp(Q — Q) < (176)

MB\/|Si|A;
Since QF o 1(50,a) = Qf;(s a) = 0, we have ||Q%" mal ﬁ’;“ < ﬁe. It proves the
lemma.

O

Lemma 10. For zy € A, Qo € Hie[[]F(Si x A;), secondary polices ¢ € (®6OC)K, and
primary policy ¢ € ®*(zy, Qo, @), if the WCG-learning system is in the good case, then there
exist Cy,Cy < 00 such that, for k € [K|, i € [I], and any € used for the stopping condition of

the value iteration in Step xi),

1QF — QF%|| < Cre + Cof|wf*(QN)], (177)
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where recall Qf is the output of the value iteration process in Step xi).

Proof of Lemma 10. Let #¥ := (7¥¥(s,a) : s € S;,a € A;), Pj’k = [pf’k(s, a,s,d)]

N i |S3]|Ai| x| S3]| Asl
and P = [ﬁ‘?k(s a,s,d)] with
¢ v ATy |S3]|Ai| x| S5]| Al

p

iy pi(s7 a, 8,>7 if CL/ = ék,i(sl% S/ # 50,
(s,a,8,a) = (178)
0, otherwise,
\
and )
- pi(s,a,s), ifd = Q_S;“ s'), s # so,
(s, a,8,a) = ( ) (+) (179)
0, otherwise,
\

for all (s,a,s’,a’) € (S; x A;)?, and AF = Qf’a”“ — ~ﬁoo.
For k € [K]| and i € [I], from Proposition 3 and Lemma 8, in the good case, Qfoo =
lim,, 00 @fm exists and satisfies Qfoo = ﬁk‘gk@fm = 7rF+ Pf"@foo + ’wf"z_”“( )k ), where

w!"?* () is defined in (34). We further obtain

(I — PoY QP — AF) = 7 4wl (QF ), (180)

2,00
where I is the identity matrix. Since (I — P7*)QF% = #¥, it becomes

(PP~ DAL = w ™ (Ql.). (81

2,00

Since, for any ¢, € ®5OC, sy is reachable, with positive probability, from any other state in
S, within a finite time period, and the state space S; is finite, Qf"z’“
(I—PP)Q"" = 7 (|S;||A;| Bellman equations) for any bounded 7¥ € F(S; x A;); that is,

(I— 77;5 *) is invertible. Equation (181) leads to

is the unique solution to

Ak = (PP —T) o (QF ). (182)

4,00

Together with Lemma 9, in the good case, there exists C, Cy < oo such that, for any € used
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for the stopping condition of the value iteration in Step xi),

~ kj’_ ~ ~ ~ kj’_ ~ ~
1QF — Q7| < [|QF — QF LIl + 1 QF oo — QE%¥|| = |QF — QF || + || AF]]

< |QF — QF || + Collwf ™ (@QF)]| + Co||[ PP — PH||[|QF . — QF|| < Cre + Collwf? (QF)])-

(183)
It proves the lemma. O
Proof of Proposition 4. It is a straightforward result of Lemma 7 and Lemma 10. U

APPENDIX K

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5

Proof of Proposition 5. We start with showing that (67) is sufficient for (68). For any policy
¢ € ® and t € [T)y, define an action matrix A‘z’h(t) = [o/z_”h (0)](,cpy 18 x2> Where

2,8,L

ol (1) = Lol (1) = 0 | slu(t) =5, (D)}, if i =is =5, (184)

2,8,L
0, otherwise,

where P{ol', (t) = ¢, | sfn(t) = s,h(t)} is equal for any n € [N;]. Note that, in general,
A‘th(t) is dependent on h(t) and is a random variable; and, in the special case with ¢ € @°,
A‘Z’h(t) becomes deterministic and identical for all h € N,. For ¢ € ® and ¢ € ©°, define
PUR(E) = [0 ()] zer = PA(t + 1) and PO(t) = [p°, (t)]z.z = PAM (¢ + 1), where the
former is random and the latter is deterministic and identical for all A € N .

For d:> e ® and 1; € 50, if we assume that, for any € > 0, there exist C; < oo, Cy > 0 and

H < oo such that for all h > H,
|29 (1) — 22 ()] < Cre @ + e, (185)

then

[0t + 1) = v (¢ 4+ D = [ (2"4(t) = 22 (0) Pl < Crem @ +e. (186)

For any €’ > 0, there exist 0 < ¢’ < €', 0 < ¢ < "/K,0 < e < €'/K —¢, C > 0 and
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H < oo such that, for all h > H,

P{[ A%+ 1) = A%+ 1) > €'}

< P{HAW@ 1) — APt + 1)H > ¢

IXPh(t+ 1) — (¢ + 1)|| < a} 4 e Ch

< P{KHTW@ 1) — oPh(t 1)“ > ¢

IR (4 1) — 0" (t 4 1) < a} +eOh
< IP’{ [0 (8 4+ 1) —0?"(t+ 1)|| > /K — e’} e < e Ch (187)
where the first inequality is from Theorem 2, and the second inequality comes from (67) with

K the constant in (67). We further obtain that, for any ¢ > 0, there exist H < oo and C' > 0
such that, for all h > H,

|25 + 1) — 220 (¢ + 1)|| = HE[ZJ”L(t)PJ’h(t)} - zz’h(t)Pd’(t)H
(a)

< E|[| 254 (PP -2 (PP )| [ 1P (0)-PR@)] < | P{IP()~P)] < e} +e "
<E[|Z°4 0 (P00 - PPW) | PP 1) - PPl < o] + || ) - 2 eyPi )|
+E (250 () - 22 (1) PP 3| +e "
< [ 25 + 250) - 2|+ e+ 26

< 2e7 4 3¢ + Cre™ " (188)

where Inequality (a) is based on (187), and Inequality (b) relies on Theorem 2 and (185). Together
with the initial condition Z%" 0)=2Z ‘z’h(O), which satisfies (185), we prove the proposition.
O

APPENDIX L

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 6

Proof of Proposition 6. By time 1™, based on the stopping condition in Step x) of the stimulate
process and Corollary 1, for any € > 0, there exist C' > 0 and H < oo such that, for all h > H,

P{[P-P| >} <e (189)

For g = X27(T*), let AP(t) = P* AY @b () —P APE@)N (1) and Az(t) = @}_p. (2, To)—
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zJ(E"”O)’h(t), where recall ¢*(e, o) is led by x* (e, o), which, together with P* and 7, is an
optimal solution to (70)-(75), and QZ(&?, X)) € D is applicable to the original problem and satisfies
(67) for ¢ = @E(e, xo) and ¢ = gzzﬁ*(s, xo). Note that, here, P* and #* are random variables, for
which the randomness comes from P and 7 in the (€, @0)-LP problem in (70)-(75).

For t > T, we assume that, for any ¢ > 0,

||z79’h(t) —x; 7.(e, )| = Cre M e (190)

Given an instance of P and 7,

—

a

2+ 1) = @ (om0 [| 2 2 (4 1) = i (5,m0)|

=

< |[B[Z7 (P ATESIN0)] — @y (e, o) PTAT N )|
< [E[ZFe=rmar) | + [E[Z27e= h(t)—wj_T*(a,mo)}P*A‘z*(g’mo)’h(t)H

<E[[aP@)] + [az@]||pr AT C=r )|, a9y

where Equality (a) holds under the condition zi’(avwo)vh(T*) = z’ih(T*). Similar to (187), for
such ¢ > T* and any € > 0, there exist 0 < e < ¢ <¢, H < oo and C,C’ > 0 such that, for all
h>H,

P{AP@) > e} <P{||(P — P1)ATC=(t)| + |[Pr(ATET () — AT Co(1))]| > e}
< B{|p—p||l At )] > ¢/2) 4 B] e ()—UwI_T*(a,:I:O)H>KH€P*H}+6_C%
—Ch —C'h
<+ B{220] > )+

(c) , , ,
< 6_Ch + 6_Ch <e min{C,C' }h’ (192)
where Inequality (a) is along the same lines as those for (187) (which is based on Theorem 2
and (67)), Inequality (b) holds because (189) and ||75* — 75|| < ¢, and Inequality (c) is based on
(190). Plugging (190) and (192) in (191), for any € > 0, there exist C3, H < oo and Cy > 0
such that, for all h > H,

Hzg’h(t +1) —@fy (5, 20)]| < Coe " + e (193)

We now go back to the initial condition z?"(T*) = zz*(e’mo)’h(T*), which satisfies (190). It
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proves the proposition.

APPENDIX M

PROOF OF COROLLARY 2

Proof of Corollary 2. Let 3(h) == |P — P|| + || — #||. From Corollary 1, for any € > 0, we
obtain

lim P{d(h) > €} = 0. (194)

h—o00

That is, for any € > 0 and initial condition x, there exists H < oo such that, for all h > H, an
optimal solution x* to the linear programming problem (58)-(61), is feasible to the (&, x()-LP
problem (70)-(75), and, in this case, we have

1

g, 1 *
hr@“ (T, s9) < hr (T, s0) <E[Z > NI (i b, (e, 20) | (195)

t€[T]o (7]
where recall &* (¢, @) is an optimal solution to the (¢, xo)-LP problem, ¢*, ¢*(c, x,) € ®° are
the policies led by *, x*(e, x), respectively, and s, is the initial state for the WCG process
that can be interpreted to 22" (0) = z¥(=®0):k(() = z, through the relationship defined in (29),
for which xy = X'z(. The first inequality in (195) holds because 5* is optimal to the relaxed
problem (56) and (57), for which e’ (T, sp) is an upper bound for any policy q? €d applicable
to the original problem (described in (56) and (27)), including @Z(g, xg). From (195),

T (T, 0) = TYE) (T, 50) | < EH S ST NIT (1, 60 (e @) — TVERO(T, so>H

te[T)o €[]

< ZZNSE[?*

te[T)o i€[I]

< Z Z NZQIEU T — rHHz’Z(a’wO)(t)H + sz:’(a’wo)(t) — :c:_T*(a,wo)HHf*H]. (196)

te[T)o i€[I]

@ (e @) — -2 1)
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Together with Proposition 6, for any € > 0, there exist 0 < € < ¢, C1,C3, H < coand Cy,Cy > 0

such that

‘rqﬁ* (T, s9) — D¥E=0) (T, so)‘

<y Y|

te[To i€[I]

<Y ST NIE[o(h) + ¢+ (CreH 4 ) (max 7 s 6]+ )|

te[To €[]

| ) — @i () | a1 (5,60 + <))

< C3e™ " 1 0(e), (197)

where Inequality (a) is based on 9(h) + ¢ > ||¥* — 7| and € < e. It proves (78).
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