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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a Lyapunov-based reinforcement learning method for distributed
control of nonlinear systems comprising interacting subsystems with guaranteed closed-loop
stability. Specifically, we conduct a detailed stability analysis and derive sufficient conditions
that ensure closed-loop stability under a model-free distributed control scheme based on the
Lyapunov theorem. The Lyapunov-based conditions are leveraged to guide the design of local
reinforcement learning control policies for each subsystem. The local controllers only exchange
scalar-valued information during the training phase, yet they do not need to communicate once
the training is completed and the controllers are implemented online. The effectiveness and
performance of the proposed method are evaluated using a benchmark chemical process that
contains two reactors and one separator.

Keywords: Reinforcement learning, distributed control, stability analysis, Lyapunov method,

process control.

1 Introduction

As modern industrial manufacturing advances to meet growing demands, the complexity and scale of
chemical manufacturing processes have increased rapidly [I} 2, 3, 4] [5]. In response, the distributed
control architecture has emerged as a scalable and flexible framework for advanced process control
in large-scale industrial operations [0l [7, [§]. Within this framework, a large-scale industrial plant
is typically partitioned into multiple interacting subsystems, each of which is managed by a local
controller. These controllers coordinate their actions to collaboratively manage plant-wide real-

time operations [7,, [0, [10]. Compared to conventional centralized paradigms, a distributed structure
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significantly enhances fault tolerance and improves the organizational and maintenance flexibility of
the resulting closed-loop system. Distributed designs are also highly scalable, facilitating potential
expansions of the system [7, 8, [0l 11l 12]. Moreover, distributed control can be implemented with
multiple computing units, and in this way the overall computational efficiency can be improved
compared to that of the centralized counterpart [13, [14].

Model predictive control (MPC) [I5] 16], as one of the most widely adopted advanced con-
trol methodologies, has been extensively leveraged to develop distributed process control solutions.
Specifically, to manage complex industrial processes comprising multiple interacting subsystems,
various distributed model predictive control (DMPC) algorithms have been proposed [17]. In [18],
local controllers can address nonlinear systems with decaying disturbances through contraction
constraints and ensure closed-loop stability, provided that interactions among local controllers also
exhibit a decaying nature. Two DMPC designs are presented in [19], with one design utilizing
a sequential communication protocol and the other adopting an iterative communication proto-
col. Later, in [I0], the presence of asynchronous and delayed measurement issues in chemical
processes was addressed by devising an iterative distributed MPC scheme with the adoption of
Lyapunov-based control techniques. The convergence of DMPC to centralized MPC was consid-
ered for switched nonlinear systems in [20]. In [21I], reduced-order recurrent neural network models
are used in Lyapunov-based DMPC to stabilize the nonlinear system. Recently, encrypted DMPC
has been used in safety-critical situations with the consideration of networked nature [22, 23].
Meanwhile, it is worth noting that the dependence of MPC/DMPC on precise first-principles mod-
els has limited their broader applications. If the models are inaccurate or incomplete, their control
performance may suffer. However, developing accurate models is often challenging and sometimes
impossible, especially for complex and nonlinear systems.

In recent years, the development of reinforcement learning (RL) has drawn substantial attention
in process control due to its potential to control complex systems with superior performance without
relying on first-principles models [24] 25| 26| 27]. The underlying systems are typically described
using the Markov decision process (MDP), where the next state is dependent only on the current
state and action, as has been adopted in [28],29]. In the early period, Hoskins et al. used RL to opti-
mize control strategies by learning optimal operations through reward and punishment mechanisms
with application to process control [30]. Most recently, in [29], control Lyapunov-barrier functions
are combined with RL to guarantee the stability and security of the resulting closed-loop systems.

RL-based distributed control is particularly favorable for large-scale model-free industrial manage-



ment. Recently, some results have been obtained in developing RL-based distributed control for
large-scale industrial processes. For example, in [31], a communication protocol among local agents
and local control strategies are learned simultaneously, enabling agents to cooperate and achieve
global goals. However, in these studies, agents are typically homogeneous and often possess global
information, which may not always be feasible in the context of industrial control. Furthermore, as
a paramount concern in industrial control, the stability of the distributed closed-loop system has
been overlooked in the existing literature. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, how to ensure
closed-loop stability of stochastic nonlinear systems in a RL-based distributed control framework
remains an open question.

To address the challenges, we propose a Lyapunov-based RL method for distributed control of a
general class of stochastic large-scale nonlinear systems. First, we derive sufficient conditions for the
closed-loop system to be stable in a model-dree distributed control setting, which seamlessly enables
the analysis of closed-loop stability with only data. Based on this, a practical RL-based distributed
control algorithm is proposed. Local controllers and Lyapunov functions are parameterized by
neural networks and trained to guarantee the stability of the closed-loop system. Furthermore, the
algorithm operates with a distributed training and decentralized execution paradigm, which enables
minimal communication among subsystems during the training phase and no communication during
the execution phase. Finally, the proposed algorithm is applied to a simulated chemical process
and compared with competitive baselines.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section [2| presents the basic definitions, the
assumptions, and the problem to be investigated. The sufficient conditions for closed-loop stability
in a model-free distributed control setting are derived in Section[3] In Section[d] a distributed actor-
critic algorithm is established based on these sufficient Lyapunov-based conditions. Following the
algorithm, simulations are made on the chemical process and the results are shown in Section

The conclusion and potential future directions are given in Section [6}

2 Preliminaries and problem formulation

2.1 Notation

R denotes the set of real numbers. RT denotes the set of non-negative real numbers. R" denotes
the n dimensional Euclidean space. Z™ denotes the set of non-negative integers. x denotes the

Cartesian product. ® denotes the Hadamard product. N (p, 02) represents a Gaussian distribution



with mean 1 € R™ and standard deviation o € R". U(a,b) represents a uniform distribution with
a and b as the lower and upper bounds, respectively.

In this paper, we consider the control of a general class of stochastic nonlinear systems charac-
terized by the Markov decision process (MDP) M, wherein the next state of the system s, € S
depends solely on the current state s € S and action a € A, where S C R" denotes the state
space; A C R™ denotes the action space; k € ZT denotes the time instant. The transition of state
is dominated by the conditional probability density function (PDF) P(sky1|sk, ar), which denotes
the conditional probability density of the next state sipy1 given the current state s; and action
ax. The stage cost ¢ = C(s) measures the instantaneous performance of the state si. p(sg) is
the PDF that characterizes the distribution of the initial state sg. The stochastic control policy
m(ag|sk) of MDP is a conditional PDF of the action aj, given the current state sy.

Given a control policy 7, Pr(spi1|s:) = fakeAﬂ(ak|sk)P(sk+1]ak,sk) day, denotes the closed-
loop state transition PDF. The conditional probability density P(sk|p, 7, k) of the state sj given

initial distribution p, control policy 7 and time instant k is defined recursively as follows:

P(solp,m,0) = p(so) (1a)

P(spy1lp,mk+1) = S Pr(sky1lsk) P(sklp,m, k) dsy, (1b)
SKE

where k € ZT.

2.2 Subsystem description for the MDP

Assume the MDP M can be partitioned into v € Z* interconnected subsystems. We define
V= {1,...,1/}. For any i € V, s' € 8 and a' € A’ denote the state and action of the ith
subsystem, respectively; the state space of M is composed of the state spaces of the subsystems,
that is, S = S x --- x S” and s = [(s1)T,---,(s¥)T]"; its action space is also composed of the
action spaces of the subsystem, that is, A = A! x --- x A and a = [(a))T,--,(a*)"]T; for
any ¢ € V, slzi and a,;i denote the states and actions of subsystems other than those of the ith
subsystem. P'(s}_ ,|st, af) is the state transition PDF for the ith subsystem, which is not Markov
since its value is influenced by s;* and a; " as [32] mentions. ci, = C'(s}) is the stage cost for the ith
subsystem and satisfies C(s) = Y_1_, C(s%). p’ specifies the initial state PDF for the ith subsystem,
satisfying p(s) = []i_; p'(s").

In this paper, we focus on a full-state tracking problem and denote the reference state as sy,



where the stage cost for the ¢th subsystem, ¢ € V, is designed as the square norm of local state

tracking error:
C'(s%) = llsi — syl (2)

Accordingly, the stage cost of full-state is given by C(sg) = > i, C(s%) = ||k — Sresl*-

2.3 Problem formulation

In this paper, we aim to control the stochastic nonlinear system described by M using a RL-based
distributed method with guaranteed closed-loop stability. For the ith subsystem, ¢ € V, a control

policy ﬂi(a};]si) is learned, and the resulting distributed control policy 74 for the entire system is:
ma(ak|sk) HT[' (al]st) (3)

We use P(si|p’, 7%, k) to denote the conditional distribution of state si with the given initial state
distribution p*, control policy 7% and time instant k for the ith subsystem.
The stability criterion, defined following the concept of mean square stability [33], B4, [B5], is

presented as follows:

Definition 1. Consider the MDP M comprising v subsystems. If there exists a distributed control
policy mgq such that the resulting closed-loop system is ergodic, and the system’s stage cost converges

to zero, as shown by:

klggo ESkNP('|P,7Fd,k)C(Sk) =0
then the MDP M is said to be stable in mean cost under the distributed control policy mq.

The control problem to be addressed in this paper is to learn a set of local control policies such

that the MDP M is stable in mean cost with the model-free distributed control policy mq.

3 Stability analysis for distributed control

In this section, we present the key theorem for validating the closed-loop stability of the MDP M
controlled by the distributed control policy m4. First, we assume that there exists a distributed
control policy such that the Markov chain induced is ergodic, as commonly assumed in the existing

RL literature [35, [36] 37, B38].



Assumption 1. There exists a distributed control policy mgq such that the MDP M controlled by

T4 is ergodic and exhibits a unique stationary distribution qr,(s), which is defined as:

Gry(s) = lim_P(s|p, 7a, k) (4)

Remark 1. From a theoretical point of view, an MDP controlled by a policy is ergodic if the closed-
loop system is irreducible (i.e., every state can be reached from any other state) and aperiodic (i.e.,
the system does not get trapped in cycles) [39]. Nonetheless, verifying the ergodicity of an MDP
with a control policy is challenging in practice. This property may be approrimately assessed by
simulating the system over a sufficiently long period and examining the convergence of the state
distribution. Statistical tests, such as the Gelman-Rubin diagnostic [{0], can be applied to assess

convergence characteristics.

This unique distribution ¢y, (s) captures the long-term behavior of the ergodic system subject to
the distributed control policy m4. In what follows, we leverage the Lyapunov theorem to establish
sufficient conditions for the MDP M controlled by 74 to be stable in mean cost. In well-established
control theory, the asymptotic stability of a deterministic system can be guaranteed if an energy-like
Lyapunov function of the system keeps decreasing along state trajectories [41) 42]. However, such
an energy-decreasing condition is unsuitable for stability analysis of stochastic nonlinear systems
without explicit models. In [35], a stochastic stability theorem for model-free control method is
developed based on data. Nonetheless, previous results are not applicable to distributed control
methods. This paper aims to identify a set of Lyapunov functions L : §* — R™ for each subsystem
and analyze the closed-loop stability in a stochastic manner. The sufficient conditions for the MDP

M composed of v subsystems to be stable in mean cost are derived as follows:

Theorem 1. Let Assumption[1] hold. The MDP M controlled by the distributed control policy 7y is
stable in mean cost if there exist positive constants oy, s, and as, and a set of Lyapunov functions

L' : 8" — R for each i € V, such that:
01Ci(s}) < Li(s}) < aaCi(s}) (50)
L(sy) = > L'(s}) (5b)
i=1

Byt (sts1~Pry Clsi) [L (k1) = L(sk)] < =3B, ()C (k) (5¢)



where Ur,(s) = limy 00 & Zi\io P(s|p,mq,t) is the average probability density of the state s.

Proof. If Assumption [I] is satisfied, then the MDP M has a unique stationary state probability
density ¢r,(s) as described in . According to the Abelian theorem, the state distribution wur,(s)

will converge to state distribution g,,(s) as N — oo, that is, for any state s € S, we have ur,(s) =

qr,(s). Consequently, is equivalent to:

Bepmtin, ()ysk1~Pry (o) [L(sk41) — L(sk)] < —asEs, g ()C(sk)

Further, the inequation can be re-written as:

N
1
/ lim NZ (sklp, Tas ) Esy s ~py, (fsn) [L(Sk41) — Lisk)] dsp < —asEg, g, ()C(sk) (6)
s t=0

(kESN—N)o

According to , the Lyapunov function L’ is bounded by asC’. One has:

P(sklp, ma, t) L(sk) < aaP(sglp,mat) Y C'(s})
=1

where the right-hand side is an integrable function. Meanwhile, {4 Zivz o P(sklp, ma,t)L(s)} con-
verges point-wise to ¢r,(si)L(si) as N approaches co. Therefore, according to the Lebesgue Dom-

inated Convergence Theorem [43], the left-hand-side of (6]) can be re-written as:

N
. 1
/ lim Z P(sklp, ma, t)Es, by (fsi) [L(Sk11) — L(sk)] dsy

SkEsN—)OON
1 N
— lim — N Plsglp, ma,t) d
NgnooN/skes ska1~Pry (-|sk) ; (8k+1) — L(sk)]P(sk|p, ma, t) dsy

N+1
]\}E)noo AT Z ]E'SkNP |pa7rd» Z ES}CNP |P,7Td, ( ))

. 1
:ngnoo N (ESkNP(-Ip,wd,N—i-l)L(Sk) - ESkNp(-)L(Sk))

Consequently, it can be obtained that:

. 1
Jim (EgpmP(lomaN+1) L(sE) = Egop(y L(sk)) < —a3Eq, g, (1C(58) (7)
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Figure 1: A graphic illustration of the distributed training paradigm.

Since L(sg) > 0, leads to:

1 . 1
Espmge, ()C(8K) < o i B, o) Lisk)

Furthermore, since E,, . ,.)L(sk) is bounded by a2C(sg), it holds that:

)C(Sk> =0

ESkNQWd(‘

which implies limy_,o Eg, < p(.|p,ry,k)C(8k) = 0 and concludes the proof. O

Theorem |[1| provides sufficient conditions for the MDP M comprising multiple interconnected
subsystems to be stable in mean cost. Conditions and essentially require that the ex-
pected value of the Lyapunov function for the whole stochastic system consistently decreases. This
requirement can be verified through extensive data analysis, allowing for its integration into RL
frameworks. Furthermore, the validation of requires only a minimal level of information ex-
change among the subsystems by utilizing a set of Lyapunov functions for subsystems, which will

be shown in Section [l

4 Distributed Lyapunov actor-critic method

We utilize Theorem (1| to guide the design of a distributed Lyapunov actor-critic (DLAC) scheme,
with a distributed training and decentralized execution paradigm. As illustrated in Figure[l], during
the distributed training phase, an RL-based controller is deployed for each subsystem. Controller

i for the ith subsystem, i € V), consists of a critic and an actor, denoted by Critic i and Actor 4,



respectively. The critics are trained to evaluate the future cumulative discounted stage costs for
the subsystems given local current states and actions. Under the guidance of the critics, the actors
for the subsystems are trained to minimize this expected cumulative discounted stage costs.
During the training phase, each controller interacts with its corresponding subsystem through
actions generated by its actor and state feedback from the subsystem. Meanwhile, local controllers
exchange information with each other through the communication network. Based on the sampled
local data and the exchanged information, actors and critics update their policies online. Upon
convergence of the training phase for the critics and actors, further information exchange among the
local controllers becomes unnecessary, allowing each controller to operate in a decentralized fashion.
Ultimately, these RL controllers, though trained in a distributed manner, support decentralized

execution during online implementation.

4.1 Distributed training of the critics

The critics of the subsystems play two important roles. First, they evaluate the future cumulative
discounted stage costs for the subsystems given local state-action pairs and guide the training of the
actors to optimize these local values. Second, the evaluation functions of critics provide the basis
for the actors to ensure the Lyapunov-based conditions in Theorem [I] and facilitate the analysis of
the closed-loop stability of the whole system.

Similar to the centralized actor-critic framework [13], for the ith subsystem, ¢ € V), the critic
evaluation function Qii takes the local state s}; and action a}; as inputs and estimates the expected

future discounted accumulated costs following policy 7*, which is defined as:
;-i (S7i€7 a}c) - Cl(s%) + P)/Eafc_’_l~7ri(~|s}'€+1),5}'€+1~Pi(~\s}'€,a}'€) [Q:ﬁ (8%6+17 a}erl)] (8)

where 0 < v < 1 is a discount factor. Note that due to the interactions among subsystems, the value
of Q;i for the ith subsystem, ¢ € V, is influenced by the controllers of its interacting subsystems
through P'.

Considering the continuity of state and action spaces, we employ a neural network Qi(s};, a};; '),
where @’ denotes the trainable parameters, to approximate the critic evaluation function Q;l The

neural networks are trained to minimize the temporal difference error derived from . Formally,



the loss function for the ith critic neural network, ¢ € V), is designed as follows:

ritic(W') = %E(s};,ai,cz,s};+1)N'Di,ai+1~7ri(.|s};+1)[(Qi(sg'ﬁ?a%‘c;wi) — ¢ — ’YQi(S}L;+1a ai:ﬂﬂbi))Q] (9)
where D £ {(s},a},c},si. 1)}, denotes the dataset composed of data sampled from the ith
subsystem, with N being the size of dataset.

To incorporate conditions provided in Theorem (1] into the distributed actor-critic framework,
we designate the state value as the local Lyapunov function for each subsystem. The state value
function effectively estimates the future cumulative discounted costs and can seamlessly integrate
Lyapunov approaches into the RL framework. Previous studies have demonstrated the viability of
the state value function as a Lyapunov function [35] 44]. Thus, we formalize the local Lyapunov

function for the ith subsystem, i € V, at state s}; as:
LZ(SZ:) = Ea};wﬂi(ﬁs};)Qz(S}m a”;c’ wl) (10)

According to the Robbins-Monro Theorem [45], the local Lyapunov function L'(s}), defined as
the expectation over actions sampled from the policy 7(ai|si), can be approximated in practice
by sampling a single action a}, from policy 7(aj|s}). Thus, L(s}) can be computed effectively
as Qi(s};,ai;wi), using the sampled action a};, which obviates the need for explicit expectation

calculations during implementation.

4.2 Distributed training of the actors

We approximate the actor policy for the ith subsystem, ¢ € V, by a neural network parameterized
by 6%. This neural network models the policy 7' as a Gaussian distribution, encoding the state
st into the action mean wul(si;0") € R™ and the action standard deviation ot (sk;6") € R™. To
generate action instances, the model introduces a noise vector e}; € R”, sampled from a multivariate
normal distribution A(0,I), resulting in the action instance aj = fi(si;ek,07) = ul(sk;0") +
ei ® ai(s};; é’) Consequently, the action a}; for the ith subsystem follows the encoded Gaussian
distribution N (ul (sk; 6%, (ok(sk; 67))2).

The Lyapunov-based conditions proposed in Theorem [I] and the critic evaluation functions are

used to establish the objective functions of the actors. The overall objective of actors is to find a

10



set of parameters {éi}izh,, such that condition is ensured, that is,

v
> Bttt | Q ki F (ki b 0):0) = Qi(shoafs &) + agef| <0 (11)
i=1
For any i € V, the training of Actor i and Critic ¢ is conducted in a distributed manner. In this
setup, the information that the controller of the ith subsystem sends to the communication network
is designed to be a scalar variable evaluating the energy-decreasing value within the subsystem,

that is,

mj, £ Qi(S;eJrl? fi(sgf+1; €Z+1a 93)7@1) - Q"(s};,a};; @') + asc (12)

The information that the controller of the ith subsystem receives from the communication network

is the sum of the scalar variables shared by the other controllers, that is,
mit= Y m (13)
JEV.J#i
Following this, the constraint for the ith subsystem can be re-written as an inequality with
information known to Actor i as:
i ciust oot [T Qs (bt s 0 0) = Qs afs @) + el <0 (14)
To facilitate exploration during training, the entropy of the local control policy is constrained

to be greater than or equal to a threshold £, that is,
E (ot ot s [~ 108w (/' (s} €, 61 s4))] > €

where £' is a manually set threshold. This constraint ensures that the encoded action distribution
for the ith subsystem maintains a certain level of stochastic property. & is usually set as the
negative of the number of local control variables [35], 46].

To sum up, for any ¢ € V, the actor optimization problem for the ¢th subsystem can be described

as follows:
find 6 (15a)
s.t. E(s};,az,c};,serl)NDi [mI;Z + Qi(si—l—la fi(s?c—‘rl; 6?9—&-1’ éz)» ﬁ)z) - Qi(‘s;m CL?C; ILDZ) + 04362 <0 (15b)

11



E g o= 08 (5 b, ) [51) = €1 (150)

To solve the above constrained problem, we use the Lagrange method to transform into an
unconstrained optimization problem, where the loss function for the Actor ¢ is:
J. (91) = E(sf97

actor

)~Di ¥ log (7" (f*(s}; €k 51)132)) + e/\iQi(SiHa fi(sﬁcﬂ; eﬁ;H, él)a 7171)}

(16)

AsChrSk+1

where 8%, A\ € R; e and e serve as Lagrange multipliers. The updates of these multipliers are

controlled by minimizing their respective loss functions described below:

fzctor(ﬁi) = _/BiE(s}'c,aliC)N’Di [log(ﬂ'l(fl(gb 62:7 éz)|s§c)) +¢& (17a)
fzctor()‘i) = _)‘iE(s};,az,Cz,s};+l)~Di [mlzz + Qi(sgﬁ—lv fi(sﬁc—‘rl; 6?@—&-1’ éz)’ mz) - Qi(si, CL};; ﬁ)z) + 043653}

(17b)

The actor neural network parameter ¢ and Lagrange multipliers 5%, A’ are all updated using the
stochastic gradient descent method with their respective loss functions. Based on the derivations

above, the pseudo-code for the proposed DLAC algorithm is presented in Algorithm [T}

Remark 2. The proposed method employs a distributed training and decentralized execution paradigm.
During the training phase, the parameters of the neural networks for the local controllers are updated
iteratively. During the online implementation phase, the local controllers operate independently,
without any real-time information exchange. The output measurements from the subsystems are
synchronously sampled. The local controllers are executed simultaneously at each sampling instant

during tmplementation.

Remark 3. The current work aims to develop an RL-based distributed control scheme, of which
the feasible solution can guarantee the stability of the closed-loop system. Specifically, Theorem []
presents sufficient conditions for closed-loop stability in mean cost, which are used to guide the
training of local controllers in the scheme. Meanwhile, the proposed method does not guarantee the
optimality of the distributed control strategy, in the absence of information exchange among local

controllers during online implementation.

12



Algorithm 1: The training algorithm for distributed Lyapunov actor-critic

Data: number of subsystems v and other hyperparameters

Result: A set of control policies {7, Vi € V}
1 Initialize parameters @¢, 6%, learning rates, dataset D' =0, Vi € V, and j = 0
2 while j < neps maz do

3 Sample an episode with neps length using the set of all controllers
4 j=7+1

5 for each D' do

6 Insert samples {(s}, af,, ¢, 85 1) h=0marep—1 int0 D’

7 end

8 if j > neps min then

9 if j is divisible by neps_intervar then

10 Repeat n,p4qtc times

11 Each controller uses data randomly sampled from D with batch size npaten
12 for each Critic ¢ do

13 Update @w" with the gradient of J°, . (0")

14 Calculate m¢ by

15 end

16 for each Actor i do

17 my " = Zjev,j;éi my, ' A

18 Update §' with the gradient of J.,..(5°)

19 Update X" with the gradient of J! ;- (\")

20 Update 6 with the gradient of J%_,  (67)

21 end

22 end

23 Evaluate the performance of the controllers using test data
24 end

25 end
26 end

5 Simulation results

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed method on a simulated chemical

process.

5.1 Process description

We use a benchmark chemical process to evaluate the proposed method. This process comprises
two continuous stirred-tank reactors and a flash tank separator [47, 48], with a schematic shown in
Figure [2] Two reactions take place in parallel: the conversion of reactant A to the desired product
B (A — B), and the conversion of the desired product to a side product C' (B — C).

In this process, a stream containing reactant A is fed into the first reactor at flow rate Fp;

13
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Figure 2: A schematic representation of the chemical process containing two reactors and a sepa-
rator.

and temperature Tp;. The outlet of the first reactor enters the second reactor at flow rate F} and
temperature T7. The second reactor also receives an additional feed of A at flow rate Fyo and
temperature Tps. The output from the second tank is sent to a separator at flow rate Fy and
temperature T5. This separator processes the effluent and recycles a portion of it back to the first
tank at flow rate F,. and temperature 73. Each vessel is equipped with a heating jacket that can
either supply or remove heat, with the heating input rate for the ith vessel denoted by @Q;,7 = 1,2, 3.

The state variables of this nonlinear process include the mass fractions of A and B (denoted
by x4; and xp;), and the temperatures (denoted by T;, ¢ = 1,2,3) in the three tanks. That
T

it, s = [xa1,2p1, 11,2 A2, TB2, T2, T3, 2p3, T3] ' . Nine ordinary differential equations, established

based on material and energy balances, describe the dynamic behaviors of this process [47, [48]:

drar  Fio F, —B

T 71(1’,410 —ra1)+ " (Tar — A1) — k1e ™ x4 (18a)
d F F, —E B
Bl _ 110 (B0 — 2B1) + —(®Br — xB1) + k1€ T 241 — kpe T 2 (18b)
dt Vi Vi
dly  Fio T AH;, -& AHy, =E Q1
L 0 T (T~ Th) - S ke T aay — ke T 18
dt Vi (To 1)+ Vl( 3 1) e 1€ T4 e 2e ™1 Tp1 + pc, Vi (18c)
d F F: —E
2?2 - 7;(@&1 — Ta2) + 1/2'20 (a2 — T42) — k1e 72 2o (18d)
d F F —Er —E
B2 _ 71(:331 —xp2) + 2 (xB20 — xB2) + k1€ T T A2 — koe T B2, (18e)
dt Vo %)
i, Fy Fyg AHy, =B AHy, =B Qo2
2 N Ty + (T~ Ty) — S ke T g — —2hye 7T 18¢
7 V2( 1—15) + T (Tro — T>) . 1€ 2 140 o 2e "2 Ty + perVs (18f)
dx a3 Fy (Fr + Fp)
B _ 18
- Vi (242 — 7 43) Vi (xar — T43) (18g)
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drpy  Fp (Fr + )
= Z(epe—apy) — P (xp, — 18h
TR (B2 — =p3) W (zBr — B3) (18h)
dly  Fy Q3 (Fr + Fp) .
s _ 2 AH, AH, AH, 18
dt ‘[3( 2 3) + pcp‘/'?) pCp‘/g (xA a.pl + xB ap2 + CCC' ap3) ( 1)

In the separator, the algebraic equations that model the composition of the overhead vapor related

to the composition in the bottom stream are as follows:

QAT A3
Tar = (19a)
QAT A3 + QT3 + o3
QBIR3
Ty = (19b)
QAT A3 + apTps + acTes
acxrCs3
Tor = (19¢)

QAT A3 + BT B3 + ACTC3

The first-principles model in is utilized to build the simulator of the process. The nine state
variables are sampled synchronously at each time instant. More details of the chemical process can

be found in [47, 4§].

5.2 Simulation setup

The control objective is to steer state s towards a pre-defined reference state s,.r. A set of ref-
erence states S,.y containing 1,375 steady-states is collected from open-loop process simulations.
When testing the method, three reference states s,cf1, Spef2, Sref3 are selected from set S,.r. These
states respectively contain the maximum value, middle value, and minimum value of variable x 41
in S,cy. The initial state is uniformly distributed within the interval of [0.8s0, 1.2s0] throughout
training. Process disturbances w are generated from the Gaussian distribution A/(0,02) and trun-
cated within the interval of [—by,, by]. The disturbances are added to the state derivatives obtained
from simulating . Two sets of standard deviation vectors o1, ow2 and bound vectors b1, byo
are adopted, where 0,1, b,1 are used in the training phase of DLAC and oy, byo are used in the
robustness-evaluation of DLAC. The actions are required to be bounded by the lower bound a;,,,
and the higher bound ap;g,. The state-related parameters s,cf1, Spef2, Sref3, S0, Owls Ow2, Pwl,
bye2 are listed in Table|l} The action-related parameters a,cy1, Gref2, Aref3, Glow, Ghigh are listed in
Table 2

Data preprocessing is utilized. The state variables representing the mass fractions of A and
B in the three vessels are scaled from [0,1] to [—1,1]. Each state related to the temperatures is

normalized using the mean and standard deviation of the respective state values in the reference
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Table 1: The value setting related to system states

z A1 1 T1(K) T A2 B2 T>(K) T A3 B3 T5(K)

srep1 0.3628  0.5961  451.6020 0.3768 0.5817 442.6132 0.1623 0.7490 445.0317
Sre2 0.2063  0.6748 474.5915 0.2273  0.6546 464.9403 0.0794 0.7035 470.7400
Srerz 0.0496  0.4003 533.1381 0.0686 0.3943 525.2897 0.0155 0.2858 531.8112

S0 0.1763 0.6731 480.3165 0.1965 0.6536 472.7863 0.06561 0.6703 474.8877
Owl 0.01 0.01 0.5 0.01 0.01 0.5 0.01 0.01 0.5
Ow2 1 1 50 1 1 50 1 1 50
buw1 ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) )
b2 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500

Table 2: The value setting related to system actions

Input

Q1(kJ/h)

Q2(kJ/h)

Q3(kJ/h)

Qrefl
Qref2
Qref3
Qlow

Ahigh

3.982x 108
2.062x10°
3.829% 106
6.496x10°
4.872x106

1.114x106
9.247x10°
4.129x10°
2.240x10°
1.680x108

1.059x10°
3.823x 106
4.044 %106
6.496x10°
4.872x106

state set S,.y. This data processing step aims to enhance the stability and performance of the

learning process.

The chemical process is decomposed into three subsystems, each of which accounts for one vessel

of the process, as depicted in Figure |2l Accordingly, the subsystem states s

actions a'

1

3

,a?,a® for the three subsystems are:

§% = [ra2, B2, T]", @

= [za1,zp1,Th

, a

16

]T 1

2

=@
= Q2

= [ra3, 283, T3], @ = Q3

, S

2

, 53 and subsystem



Table 3: Hyperparameters of DLAC for the chemical process

Hyperparameters Value Hyperparameters Value
Sampling time A; 0.005 h Episode length nsieps 500
Replay buffer size ngata_maz 4000  Maximal episodes number Meps max 8,000
Batch size npgien 256 Training interval neps_ interval 50
Update numbers per training nypdate 1000 Training start episode nNeps_min the 400th episode
Lyapunov coefficient asg 0.5 Threshold & -1
Actor learning rate 0.0001  Lagrange multipliers learning rate 0.0001
Critic learning rate 0.0001 Soft update coefficient 5x1076
Discount factor ~ 0.95

5.3 Evaluation
The proposed DLAC is evaluated considering the following aspects:

e Convergence: whether the training algorithm can converge with different initial parameters;

Stability: whether the DLAC scheme can steer the state trajectory towards the reference;

Performance: whether the DLAC scheme tends to minimize the cumulative stage costs;

Robustness: whether the DLAC scheme is robust against unseen process disturbances;

Tracking capability: whether the DLAC scheme can generalize to track multiple references.

The hyperparameters of the DLAC are listed in Table The values of these hyperparameters,
including threshold, learning rates, and discount factor, are selected through trial-and-error analysis
to achieve a good trade-off between training loss and training convergence speed. We compare the
DLAC scheme with open-loop control and nonlinear MPC (NMPC) based on the first-principles
model , with the NMPC scheme developed based on [49]. Open-loop control is conducted using

the steady-state inputs corresponding to the reference states.

5.3.1 Convergence and performance

In this section, we examine the convergence of DLAC. The accumulated costs and critic losses
during training are used to validate the convergence of the DLAC. During training, controllers are
evaluated based on their ability to track 11 reference states that are uniformly distributed within

the reference set S,.;. Two metrics are adopted for the evaluation of controllers:
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Figure 3: Evaluation of convergence over episodes during training. Figure displays the accu-
mulated costs of DLAC, while Figure shows the critic losses. DLAC was trained five times with
random initial states. The gray dashed line marks the start of training, the solid lines represent
the mean values, and the shaded areas indicate the variance across the five training trials.
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Figure 4: Evaluation of the controller tracking performance during training. Figure shows
the maximum static state tracking error for the variables representing temperatures; Figure
shows the maximum static state tracking error for the variables representing mass fractions. DLAC
is trained 5 times with random initial states. The solid lines represent the mean values, and the
shaded areas indicate the variance across the 5 training trials.

e the maximum steady-state tracking error for temperatures T, 15, T5;

e the maximum steady-state tracking error for mass fractions of reactants.

The trajectory of accumulated costs during the training process is presented in Figure

with the vertical axis shown on a logarithmic scale. From the 400th episode, the accumulated costs
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Figure 5: State trajectories under the process disturbances with standard deviation .1, where

the red lines represent a reference state randomly selected from the reference set Sy, the solid blue
lines depict the mean of the 100 simulated trajectories with random initial states, the light blue
shaded areas represent one standard deviation from the mean, and the magnified sections within
each subplot provide a closer look at the critical points.

decrease rapidly over the next 1600 episodes. In the final 2000 episodes, the accumulated costs
remain almost constant, even on the logarithmic scale, indicating the convergence of DLAC across
random initial parameters. Figure depicts the critic losses on a logarithmic scale along these
episodes for the three controllers. The training losses decrease rapidly during the initial phases and
stabilize in the latter part of the training process. The shaded variance region remains relatively
tight throughout the training phase, which indicates consistent performance across different state
initializations. The evaluations for the two types of steady-state error are demonstrated in Figure [4

Similar to the accumulated costs and critic losses, the rapidly declining results of these two metrics
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Figure 6: State trajectories under larger process disturbances with standard deviation o, are
illustrated, where the red lines represent a reference state randomly selected from the reference set
Sref. The solid blue lines depict the mean of 100 simulated trajectories with random initial states.
The light blue shaded areas indicate one standard deviation from the mean. Magnified sections
within each subplot provide a closer look at critical points.

indicate good convergence of the proposed algorithm.

5.3.2 Stability

We evaluate the tracking performance of the trained controllers using 100 different random initial
states. Figure [5| shows the state trajectories of the closed-loop system and the reference states.
The red lines represent a reference state randomly selected from the reference set S,.y; the solid
blue lines depict the mean of these 100 simulated trajectories, while the light blue shaded areas

represent one standard deviation from the mean. The system states converge progressively towards
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Figure 7: Comparison of dynamic tracking performance between DLAC and baselines under process
disturbances with standard deviation o, to follow piecewise continuous reference states syc 1, Sref2,
and s,.r3. The blue dashed line is the reference trajectory; the yellow solid line represents the state
trajectory under open-loop control; the red solid line depicts the state trajectory based on NMPC;
and the green solid line shows the state trajectory based on DLAC.

the desired reference within approximately 1 hour from different initial states and remain close to

the reference thereafter.

5.3.3 Robustness

In this section, we evaluate the robustness of DLAC under larger process disturbances with standard

deviation o, which is 100 times that of the disturbances with standard deviation o,,,. Figure |§|

presents the updated tracking outcomes under the new disturbances.
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Figure 8: Comparison of dynamic tracking performance between DLAC and baselines under larger
process disturbances with standard deviation o9 to follow piecewise continuous reference states
Srefl, Sref2, and sper3. The blue dashed line represents the reference trajectory; the yellow solid
line indicates the state trajectory under open-loop control; the red solid line depicts NMPC’s state
trajectory; and the green solid line shows DLAC’s state trajectory.

As shown in Figure[f] the state trajectories become noisier as the magnitude of the disturbances
increases. Despite the increased noise levels, the mean trajectories (depicted by blue lines) generally
converge towards the reference lines across all dimensions. This indicates that the control system

effectively compensates for these perturbations to track the desired states.
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5.3.4 Tracking of multiple references

In this section, we consider changes in the reference states and evaluate the tracking performance of
the DLAC scheme accordingly. Specifically, the reference state changes from s, f1 to sy r2 and then
to S,¢f3, with dwelling intervals of 1.5 hours. Figure and Figurepresent the tracking performance
of the DLAC scheme tracking piecewise continuous reference states, subject to process disturbances
of standard deviation o,,1 and larger process disturbances with standard deviation o9, respectively.
Both NMPC and DLAC outperform open-loop control. Compared to NMPC, the proposed DLAC
provides a shorter settling time with moderate overshoot, particularly for 717, T5, and T3. These
results demonstrate that the proposed method is able to provide good control performance without
requiring a first-principles dynamic model of the process, which is one of the advantages of the

proposed method.

6 Concluding remarks

An RL-based distributed control method, with a paradigm of distributed training and decentral-
ized execution, was proposed. Data-based closed-loop stability was analyzed, and Lyapunov-based
conditions were derived to guide the design of local controllers within this distributed framework.
The training phase of the local controllers requires only the exchange of scalar-valued information.
Once the training phase is completed, controllers can be implemented in a decentralized manner,
that is, they do not need to exchange information with neighboring controllers during online con-
trol implementation. Simulations on a reactor-separator process were conducted to illustrate the
proposed method. The method demonstrated good performance in terms of training convergence,
set-point tracking performance, and robustness against larger disturbances. The results also con-
firmed that the trained controllers can track multi-level references without the need for retraining
the RL-based controllers.

Future research may focus on investigating sequential communication strategies to further re-
duce communication overhead during the training phase of RL-based distributed algorithms. Ad-
ditionally, it would be relevant to develop and validate an optimal RL-based distributed control
approach with stability guarantees, as well as analyze its convergence to centralized RL. Fur-
thermore, exploring the application of partially observable Markov decision processes (POMDPs)

[50L 51] could provide insights into scenarios where only partial states can be measured online.
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