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Tauberian theorems for general iterations of operators:
applications to zero-sum stochastic games

Bruno Ziliotto*

Abstract

This paper proves several Tauberian theorems for general iterations of operators, and
provides two applications to zero-sum stochastic games where the total payoff is a weighted
sum of the stage payoffs. The first application is to provide conditions under which the
existence of the asymptotic value implies the convergence of the values of the weighted
game, as players get more and more patient. The second application concerns stochastic
games with finite state space and action sets. This paper builds a simple class of asymp-
totically optimal strategies in the weighted game, that at each stage play optimally in a
discounted game with a discount factor corresponding to the relative weight of the current
stage.

Introduction

Zero-sum stochastic games were introduced by Shapley [17]. In this model, two players

repeatedly play a zero-sum game, that depends on an endogenous variable called state of
nature. At each stage, players choose a pair of actions. Actions and the current state determine
both the stage payoff and the distribution according to which the new state is drawn. At the
end of the stage, the new state of nature and the pair of actions played are publicly announced
to both players.
There are several ways to evaluate the total payoff in a stochastic game. For n € N*, the payoff
in the n — stage game is the Cesaro mean % > 1 gm, Where gy, is the payoff at stage m > 1.
For A € (0, 1], the payoff in the A — discounted game is the Abel mean > <, A(1—A)""1g,,.
More generally, for a sequence of positive weights (6,,)m,>1 summing to 1, the payoff in the
f-weighted game is the weighted sum ), -, 0;ngm. Under mild conditions, the n-stage game,
the A-discounted game and the §-weighted game have a value, denoted respectively by vy, vy
and vg.

A huge part of the literature focuses on the existence of the limit of v, when n goes
to infinity, of the limit of vy when A goes to 0, and more generally of the limit of vy when
Sup,,>1 Om goes to 0. When the state space and the action sets are finite, Bewley and Kohlberg
have proved that (v,) and (vy) converge to the same limit, and a direct consequence of the
existence of the uniform value by Mertens and Neyman [10] is that more generally, (vg)
converges when (6,,)m>1 is decreasing and 6, goes to 0. Without this finiteness assumption,
several counterexamples have been pointed out. Vigeral [21] has provided an example of a
stochastic game with finite state space and compact action sets in which neither (v,) nor (vy)
converges. Ziliotto [24] has provided an example of a stochastic game with compact state
space, finite action sets and many other regularity properties, in which (v,) and (v)) fail to
converge. Many papers prove convergence of (vy,), (vy) and (vg) to the same limit in specific
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models (see for instance the recent surveys [5], [2] and [18]). A natural question is to ask
whether there is a link between the convergence of (vy,), (vy) and (vg)*. Ziliotto [22] has
proved that in a very general stochastic game model, with possibly infinitely many states and
actions, (v,) converges uniformly if and only if (vy) converges uniformly'.

This paper aims at generalizing such a result to a more general family of values (vg). Note that
for recursive games (stochastic games in which the stage payoff is 0 in nonabsorbing states),
Li and Venel [7] have proved that if (v,) or (v)) converges uniformly, then (vg) converges
uniformly when 6 is decreasing and #; goes to 0. In a dynamic programming framework
(one player), Monderer and Sorin [9] have proved the convergence property, but for a more
restricted class of decreasing evaluations.

The contribution of this paper is twofold. In the same stochastic game model as in [22], it
provides conditions under which the uniform convergence of (v,) or (vy) implies the uniform
convergence of (vg). Second, in the case where the state space and the action sets are finite, it
proves that the following discounted strategy is asymptotically optimal in the #-weighted game,
as 61 goes to 0: at each stage m > 1, play optimally in the discounted game with discount
factor O,/ (3", 1=, Omr ). Such a discount factor corresponds to the weight of stage m relative
to the weight of future stages. This result is new even when 6 is a n-stage evaluation. Finally,
this paper provides an example that illustrates the sharpness of the first result.

The proof of the results rely on the operator approach, introduced by Rosenberg and
Sorin [16]. This approach builds on the fact that the value of the §-weighted game satisfies a
functional equation, called the Shapley equation (see [17]). The properties of the associated
operator can be exploited to infer convergence properties of (vg) (see [16]). This paper first
proves several Tauberian theorems in an operator setting, and apply them to stochastic games
to get the first result. Surprisingly, the proof of the second result also follows from a Tauberian
theorem for operators. It is due to the fact that the payoff wy guaranteed by a discounted
strategy in the 6-weighted game satisfies a functional equation similar to a Shapley equation.

This paper is organized as follows. Sections 1 and 2 state and prove several Tauberian
theorems for operators. Section 3 applies these theorems to stochastic games. Section 4
provides an example that shows the sharpness of the results.

1 Operator approach: main results

If (C,%) is a Borel subset of a Polish space, we denote by A(C) the set of proba-
bility measures on C, equipped with the weak® topology. In particular, the set A(N¥)
identifies with the set of positive real sequences (6,,)m>1 such that Zm21 0,, = 1. Let

P :={0ec AN*) |Vm>1, 041 <6} The sequence § € RN such that 6, = 0 for all
m > 1 is denoted by O.

Definition 1.1. Let # € A(N*) U {0}.

e The shift of 0 is the sequence 6 defined by 6 := 0 if §; = 1, and otherwise

VmeN Oy :=0n1(1—06)""

*In a continuous-time framework, Oliu-Barton and Vigeral [14] and Khlopin [3, 4] address this question in
the optimal control and differential game setting.

TValues depend on the initial state, thus (v, ) and (vx) map the state space to the reals. Note that if uniform
convergence is replaced by pointwise convergence, such a result does not hold, even in the 1-Player case (see
Lehrer and Sorin [6]).

fLet us mention that in a recent independent work, Oliu-Barton has obtained similar results, using a
different approach. These results will be published in another paper.



e Let r € N*. The r-shift of  is the sequence 6" € A(N*) defined recursively by 8! = 6

and -
0" =01,
Note that if " # 0, then for all m > 1,
Hm—l—r—l
0, = =————.
Zm’Zr em/
Let (X, ||.||) be a Banach space, and a map ¥ : [0,1] x X — X that satisfies
VA€ 0,1, V (f,9) € X2, WA ) =¥ A9 <A =N f -l (1.1)
and
3C >0, VA€ 0,1, vV feX, [V NI <CA+A=NIf] (1.2)

Proposition 1.2. There exists a unique family (W)GGA(N*)U{()} such that:
(v9)peam+)u{oy 18 bounded, and

V6 eAN)U{O}, vy = T (b)) (1.3)

When 0 is taken among decreasing sequences, this proposition is a direct consequence of
Neyman and Sorin [13, Subsection 3.2]).

Remark 1.3. A class of operators that play a key role in this paper is the following. Let
K be any set, and X be the set of bounded real-valued functions defined on K. Consider
two sets S and T', and a family of linear forms (Py s¢)(k,s,)ek xsx7 0n X, such that for all
(k,s,t), Pgs¢ is of norm smaller than 1. Let g : K x S x T — R be a bounded function.
Define W : [0,1] x X — X by W(X, f)(k) := sup,eginfier {Ag(k,s,t) + (1 — A) Py s+(f)}, for
all f € X and k € K. Note that ¥ satisfies (1.1) and (1.2). This class includes Shapley
operators (see Neyman and Sorin [12, p.397-415]): this corresponds to the case where K is
the state space of some zero-sum stochastic game, S (resp. T') is the set of strategies of Player
1 (resp. 2), k is the current state, and Py 5 .(f) is the expectation of f(k") under strategies s
and t, where £’ is the state at next stage. Under standard assumptions, for all § € A(N*), vy
is the value of the stochastic game in which the weight of the payoff at stage m is 0,,, for all
m > 1. This fact will be useful in Section 3.

Remark 1.4. Consider a 1-Lipschitz mapping ¢ : X — X and

define U(\, f) := A®(A™H(1 — \)f), for all A € (0,1] and f € X. Extend ¥ to [0,1] x X by
continuity. The operator ¥ satisfies (1.1) and (1.2) for C' = ||®(0)||. Thus, the framework
considered in this paper is slightly more general than the nonexpansive operator setting that
is standard in the literature. This more general setting will be useful in Subsection 3.3.

We emphasize two particular families of evaluations # € A(N*):

e For n € N*, the element v, € X is defined by v, := vg(,), where 0(n) € Z is defined in
the following way: for all m € N*, 0(n),, = Ly<,n™ L.

e For \ € (0,1], the element vy € X is defined by vy := vg(y), where 6()\) € Z is defined
in the following way: for all m € N*, O(\),, = A(1 — A\)™~L,

By definition, we have
Uy = \I/()\, ’U)\),

1
Up = n~ (—,vn_1> .
n

Some of the results will be stated under the following assumption, which is stronger than
(1.2):

and



Assumption 1. There exists C' > 0 such that for all «, 5 € [0, 1], for all \, \ € [0, 1], for all
f9€X,

la® (X, f) = BN, g)|| < Clar—BN| + [|a(1 =N f = B(1—XN)g]|-
Remark 1.5. Shapley operators (see Remark 1.3) satisfy Assumption 1.

The following proposition stems from the proof of Ziliotto [22, Theorem 1.2] (for further
details, see Section 2).

Proposition 1.6. Under Assumption 1, the following statements are equivalent:
(a) The sequence (vy)n>1 converges when n goes to infinity.

(b) The mapping X\ — vy has a limit when \ goes to 0.
Moreover, when these statements hold, we have lim,_, o v, = limy_,gvy.

When (a), or equivalently (b) is satisfied, the common limit is called asymptotic value,
and the operator W is said to have an asymptotic value. One of the main goals of this paper
is to determine under which conditions on the sequences of weights does the existence of
the asymptotic value implies the convergence of (vg), as sup,,~1 0m goes to 0. This leads to
consider the following family of sequences of weights: -

Definition 1.7. Let p € N*. A sequence § € A(N*) is p-piecewise constant if there exists
ai,...,ap € [0,1] and mq,...,mpr1 € N* such that m; = 1 and for all p’ € {1,...,p}, for all
m € {mp/, ey My — 1}, Om = a,, and 0,, = 0 for all m > my41.

For p € N*, denote ©OF the set of sequences that are p-piecewise constant. Note that
O©! = {A(n),n € N*}, and that for p > 2, O is not included in 2.
For 0,6 € A(N*), define
10 ="l = > 16m — 6.

m>1
For © C A(N*), denote D(f,0) := infyce |0 — ¢'||; and
I,(0) := max {sup,,>1 0, D(0,0P)}.
In the stochastic game framework, the quantity I,(f) is a measure of the “impatience” of
players. When I),(6) is small, this means first that players are very patient, second that the
weight that they put on each stage does not vary too much: it can make at most p significant
jumps.

Theorem 1.8. Suppose that Assumption 1 holds, and that ¥ has an asymptotic value v*.
Then for all € > 0, for all p € N*, there exists a > 0 such that for all 6 € A(N*),

I,(0) < a=|lvg—v'|| <e

As an example, let us give a family of evaluations to which the theorem applies.
Let p € N*. A sequence 0 € A(N¥) is p-piecewise-discounted if there exists ai,...,a, € Ry,
ALy, Ap € [0,1] and my,...,m;, € N* such that m; = 1 and for all p’ € {1,...,p — 1}, for
all m € {mpr,...,mp/H — 1}, O = ay(1 —X\y)" ™, and for all m > myp, 0, = ap(1 —
Ap)™~™r. Denote @Z the set of sequences that are p-piecewise-discounted. Note that ©! =
{8(\), A € (0,1]}, and that @7 c @71,

Corollary 1.9. Suppose that Assumption 1 holds, and that ¥ has an asymptotic value v*.
Then for all € > 0, for all p € N*, there exists o > 0 such that for all § € 6%,

sup 0, < a = |jvg — 0| <e.
m>1



As we shall see in Section 4, this result does not hold when one replaces @Z by 2. For
such a result to hold, additional assumptions on the family (v)) are required, as shown by the
next theorem.

Definition 1.10. The family (v)) has bounded variation if for all e > 0, there exists 5 € (0, 1]
such that for all decreasing sequences (d,),>1 € (0, 3]\,

“+oo
Z Hvdr-Jrl — Vd,
r=1

Theorem 1.11. Assume that one of the following assumptions holds:

<e.

(a) (vy) has bounded variation and Assumption 1 holds.

(b) There exists s > 0 and 8 € (0,1] such that for all \,\ € (0, ],

H’U)\ — ?))\/” < C P\S — )\/S| .

Then ¥ has an asymptotic value v*. Moreover, for all ¢ > 0, there exists o > 0 such that for
all 0 € 9,

sup 0, < a = |jvg —v*|| <e.
m>1

Remark 1.12. The fact that Assumption (a) or (b) imply the existence of the asymptotic
value was already known by [19, Theorem C.8, p.177], or by Proposition 1.6. Note also that
when W is the Shapley operator of some stochastic game with finite state space and finite
action sets, then (a) and (b) are satisfied (see [1]).

2 Proofs

This section is dedicated to the proofs of the results.

2.1 TIterated operators

Iterating Equation (1.3) in a proper way is one of the key ingredients to the proofs, thus
we define the following family of iterated operators:

Definition 2.1. Let n € N and § € A(N*) U {0}. The operator ¥} : X — X is defined
recursively by \Ilg :=1d, and for n > 1,

VfeX, WR(f) =0, V7(S).

When 6 = 0()) is a discounted evaluation, we write V% instead of Y-
The following lemma establishes important properties for the family of operators (V7).

Lemma 2.2. Let f,g € X, \, X € [0,1], n € N*, and 6,6’ € A(N*) U {0}. The following
assertions hold:

(1)
13 (f) =Ygl <[ D Om | lIf =4l

m>n—+1



(i)
g (f H<CZ<9 + > Omllfl

m>n+1

(iii) Under Assumption 1,

15 (f) = Vg (I < C D [0 — 0| +

Z (em - H;n)

m>n+1

£l

Proof. We introduce the following piece of notation: for § € A(N*) U {0} and r € N*, let

(i) By Equation (1.1), we have
1950 = Wa@ll = [ w0, 957 () — w(er, 93 0)|
SR LGRS O]

IN

Iterating this inequality yields

g (f) = 59l < H (=67 1f =4l

= ( > Hm) If = gll-
m>n+1

19500 < Cor+ (1= o) [ wr ()

(ii) Applying Equation (1.2), we get

and the result follows by induction.
(iii) For s € {0,1,...,n}, define

(I)(s) = HHn—s-‘rl(e) anval (f) - Hn—s—i—l(e,)qj;mfﬁl (f)H .
Let us prove by induction that for all s € {0,1,...,n},

$)SC Y O =+ | D Om— )| (2.1)

m=n—s+1 m>n+1

We have ®(0) = |II,41(0) — IT,, (¢')] [| ]|, thus the above inequality holds for s = 0.
Assume s > 1. Let o = Hn st1(0), B =1 _ 1 (0), A = 07—t N = gprst!
=050 0(f) and g := W51 L, (f). Applying Assumption 1, we get

)

D(s) = [[a®(A f)—BYWN,9)|
ClaX = BN| + ||e(1 = X) f = B(1 = X)g||
= ClOp—ss1—0p_oiq| + P(s—1).

IN

By induction hypothesis, we deduce that inequality (2.1) holds for all s € {0,1,...,n}.
Taking s = n yields (iii).



2.2 Proofs of Propositions 1.2 and 1.6
2.2.1 Proposition 1.2

Let us start with the proof of Proposition 1.2, that is, the existence and uniqueness of the
family (vg) defined by Equation (1.3). Let 6 € A(N*) U{0}. For n > 1, define

[ =g (0).

Note that by Lemma 2.2 (ii), for all n € N*, || f3'|| < C. Let n > 1 and [ > 0. Using Lemma
2.2 (i) and (ii), we get

I
i =1y

— [ w s - 50|

< | X i

m>n+1

chem.

m>n+1

It follows that (vgn) is a Cauchy sequence in the Banach space X. Consequently, it converges.
Define vy := limy,— 4 o0 vgn.
By definition, we have
£ =0, f571).

Because ¥(61,.) is continuous, passing to the limit gives that vy satisfies Equation (1.3).
Moreover, (vg)sea(n+)ufoy is bounded by C'.

Now let us prove the uniqueness of the family (vg)seam+)ufoy- Let (wg)oea(n=)ufoy satisty-
ing the conditions of Proposition 1.2. Using Lemma 2.2 (i), we deduce that for all § € A(N*)
and n > 1,

Jvg — wel < ST O | llvgn — wen |
m>n—+1

IA

> O | Ulvenll + llwen ) -

m>n+1

Because (vg)gean+)ugo} and (wg)oean+)uo} are bounded, taking n to infinity yields that
vg = wy for all # € A(N*) U {0}.

2.2.2 Proposition 1.6

As mentioned earlier, this proposition is a direct consequence of the proof in [22, Theorem
1.2]. Indeed, the only difference between Theorem 1.2 in [22] and Proposition 1.6 is that the
theorem deals with a more specific class of operators: as in Remark 1.4, the operator V¥ is of
the form

YAe (0,1] YfeX W\ f) =AW\ 11 -N)f),

where ® : X — X is a 1-Lipschitz operator. The key point is that the proof of the theorem
only relies on the properties of the iterated operator stated in [22, Lemma 1]. Thanks to
Lemma 2.2, these properties are also satisfied in our more general framework. Consequently,
the same proof applies as well.



2.3 Proof of Theorem 1.8 and Corollary 1.9

In this subsection, Assumption 1 is in force. Let us start with a lemma, that is important
to prove both Theorem 1.8 and Corollary 1.9.

Lemma 2.3. Let 0,0’ € A(N*)U{0}. The following assertion holds:
lvg — vorl| < C'[|6 — 6", -

In particular,
[[vg|| < C.

Proof. Taking f =0 in Lemma 2.2 (iii), we get that for all n € N,
|w5(0) — w5 (0) < Cl6— ¢,

Taking n to infinity in the above equation yields the first inequality. Taking #’ = 0 in the
first inequality implies that |jug|]] < C (this is also a consequence of the proof of Proposition
1.2). O

2.3.1 Theorem 1.8

Now let us prove Theorem 1.8. By the previous lemma, it is enough to prove that for any
p € N*, the following property </ (p) holds:
for all € > 0, there exists o > 0 such that for all § € P,

sup 0, < a = |lvg —v*|| <e. (2.2)
m>1
Let us prove the result by induction on p > 1. By assumption, (v,) converges to v*, thus
/(1) holds. Assume now that <7 (p) holds for some p > 1.
Let 6§ € ©PTL: there exists ay,...,a, € [0,1] and my, ...,mp 1 € N* such that m; = 1 and for
all p’ € {1,...,p}, for all m € {mp/,...,mprﬂ — 1}, Om = ay, and 6, = 0 for all m > mp4q.
Thanks to Lemma 2.3, we may assume without loss of generality that 0 < a; < 1 (indeed
we can perturbate the weights so that they become positive, and this will not significantly
change the value vy). Let 6 := 6™2. Let ny be the integer part of 1/a;. We have

vy = 05 (up), (23)
and
Oy, = (1) "™ (0 — mg + Do, —mot1)- (2.4)
Moreover,
HUQ — Uny H < HU6 - \I’gn2_1(vn1—m2+1)H + H‘If;rLQ_l(Unl_m2+1) — Un, (2.5)
Equations (2.3), (2.4) and Lemma 2.2 (i) imply that
0 = 25 @ man)|| < (1= (2 = 1)) ljogr = vy 1 (2.6)
and
957 W mma1) = v | < Clma = 1)(1/m1 = 1) + (ma = 1)(1/m1 = @1) [V -ma 41
§ 20(7712 — 1)(1/711 — al)
< 20(mg —1)a?/(1 —ay)
< 2Ca1/(1 —ay). (2.7)



Note that the above quantity vanishes as sup,,>; 0, goes to 0.
Let € > 0, and let « be as in (2.2). Let us prove that there exists o/ > 0 such that

sup O, <o/ = (1= (ma—Day) ||ver — vny—mos1]| < €/2.
m>1

Thanks to Equations (2.5), (2.6) and (2.7), this is enough to prove that 7 (p + 1) holds. We
discriminate between the two following cases:

Case 1 (mg —1)a; > 1— (¢/4C)
In this case,

(1= (m2 = Dar) [[vgr = vpy—matall - < (€/4C) ([[vgr[| + [|ons —matall) < €/2.

Case 2 (ma —1)a; <1 — (e/4C)
Because (vy,) converges to v*, there exists ng € N* such that for all n > ny,
[[on — 0™ < €/4.
Note that ny —ma+1>1/a; — 1 — (1 —€/4C) /a1 = ¢/(4Cay) — 1. Moreover,
0] = az/(1—(mg —1)ay) < (4C/€) sup,,>1 Om. Take o/ = min(e/(4C (ng + 1)), ae/4C). Hence

sup O < o = (1= (m2 —1D)ar) [[ve — vny—myt1ll < €/2,
mz

which concludes the proof.

2.3.2 Corollary 1.9

The main idea is to approximate piecewise-discounted evaluations by piecewise-constant
evaluations. Indeed, thanks to Lemma 2.3, in order to prove Corollary 1.9, it is enough to
prove that for all p > 1, the following property holds:

Ve>0, I €N, ¥eOh D@,6e") <e

Let us prove the property for p = 1. Let € € (0,1/10], and assume without loss of generality
that 1/e € N*. Set p’ = ¢73. Let € ©L = {#(\), X € (0,1]}. Let X € (0,1] such that for all
m > 1, 0, = A(1 — \)™~L. We distinguish between the two following cases:

Casel A\ >¢3

Define 6 € ©7' by 6, = 6, form € {1,...,p —1}, 6, =
We have [|§ — @], <2(1 = AP 1< (1—e " <e
Case 2 \ < ¢

For all 7 > 1, define m,. := r|e2/A] 4+ 1. Define § € ©F by 6! =8, for all r € {1,...,e3 -1}
and m € {my, ..., my41 — 1}, and O, :=1— 22213 o

By definition, for all r € {1, €3 — 1} and m € {my,...,m,4+1 — 1}, we have

(1—=M)P =1 and 6/, = 0 for m > p'+1.

(1—\)leM-1g <p, <0

thus [, — 6/, < (1 — (1 — A)E/A=1)g/ < €20/ Moreover, we have

> b =(1-NmeE <€

m>m, _3

Hence [0 — 0'||; < €% 4 €% < ¢ and this proves the property for p = 1. By a straightforward
induction, the corollary holds.



2.4 Proof of Theorem 1.11
2.4.1 Under Assumption (a)

Let € € (0,1/10) and 0 € . Thanks to Lemma 2.3, we assume without loss of generality

that for all m > 1, 6,, > 0. Let t; := 1, and for r > 1, define recursively
tepr i=max{m > 1] (1—e)flr <Oy (1—07)"' < (14605} +t,.

with the convention max () = +oo and t,,1 = +o0 if t, = +00.

In words, between stage 1 and stage t. — 1, the discounted evaluation with discount factor

9?’1 is a good approximation of the evaluation #—1.

Let m = max{m > 1] Y sm Om > e} and 7 := max {r > 1| t, <m}. Define m, := t,

for all r € {1,...,7}, and msy1 := m. For r € {1,...,7 + 1}, define p" := ™" and
-1

Ar =y = 077 = O, [ D O

m>my
Define 7, € [0, 1] by
r—1
Ty 1= H(l —A\) = Z O,
r'= m>my

Lemma 2.4. The following inequality holds:

T
oo — ol £ 37 Jon, = v ||+ 20(2€ + 64).

r=1
Proof. Let r € {1,...,7}. We have

_ My1—Mp
vpr =V (vyrt1),

and
vy, =TT (0y,).

Triangle inequality yields

Jowr = ol < o = @ 0)

‘ + H\PZ?H_W (va,) — v,

Note that

-1

> = Y || D

m>mey+1—mpr+1 Mm>myy1 m>my

= Tpp1/7r.

Thus, by (2.8) and Lemma 2.2 (i), we have

IN

e - 43

(Tr41/m7) HUW“H — U\

IN

10

(7Tr+1/777“) HUW“+1 — Uhpps H + (7TT+1/7T7“) HU)\T+1 — U,

(2.11)



Equations (2.9) and Lemma 2.2 (iii) yield

My41—My

H\I’Zbrmrl—mr(v)\r) — V), C Z ‘N:n _ )\r(l _ )\T)m—1|
m=1

+ Yo Hm A=) o

m2my4+1—mr+1

< 2eC(1 — mpg1/my). (2.12)

The last inequality stems from the definition of (m,) and the fact that ||vy, || < C. Combining
(2.10), (2.11) and (2.12) yield

[vpr = va, |l < (g1 /) HUMH — Uxrja H + (Trg1 /) H’UATH —Up || +2eC(1 = g1 /70),

thus
Ty ”UMT — ’U)\T” < Tr41 HUMT+1 — ’U)\T+1H + g1 H’U)\T+1 — Uz || + 26097”7“.
Summing from r = 1 to r = 7 yields
7
lvg — v, | < T lopro — vall + D 7rgt [[oay — va || + 2€¢C.
r=1
By definition of # 4+ 1, ms11 < e + 0541 < €+ 01. We deduce that
7
lvg = wa I <D [[oarey = va || +2C(2€ + 61),
r=1

and the lemma is proved. O

In Sorin [20, Proposition 4, p.111], by assumption (\,) is decreasing, and because (v)) has
bounded variation, the quantity Zi:l HU)\T 41 — Ux,|| can be made as small as desired.
The problem that we face is that in our framework, (),) may not be a decreasing sequence.
Nonetheless, it turns out that (A,) is “almost” decreasing, in the following sense: the number
of integers r € {1,...,7 — 1} such that A\, < \.11 is at most of order e¢~2.

Lemma 2.5. Letr € {1,...,7 —1}. We have either
o T 1 < (14+e)7m,, or
o A\ > Ag1.

Proof. By definition of m,11, two cases are possible:
1. (1- e)an"b;'H_mTH > 07" (1 — gy'r )17 or
2. 607" (1 — 07T > (14 e)@lﬁ:ﬂ_wH

In the first case, because (0,,)m>1 is decreasing, we have

(1 —o)mremr < (1 - ),

Moreover, by definition of (m,), for all m € {1,...,my41 — m;},

(1+ )0 > 07 (1 — o)™

11



Combining these two facts, we get

Mp1—Myp My41—Mr

(I+e) > o > eyt
m=1 m=1
1— (1 _ egnr)mr+1_mr

v

> e
Consequently,
1+ e)(1 —my1/m) > €
thus
1
Tr41 < 1—_’_671'7“

In the second case, we have
67" > (14 €)6,,"

Mypt1—mp+17

and we deduce that
TrAp > (1 + E)ﬂ-r—l—l)\r—l—l-
We deduce that either 7, > (1 + €)my41, or A > A\py1. O

Note that (1 + e)_672_1 < € and 7w > €. Consequently, there exists k € N* satisfying
k<e? and rq,...,rp € {1,...,7} such that r; =1, 7, = 7+ 1 and for all & € {1,....,k — 1},
forallr € {rp,...,rr11 — 1}, Arp1 < Ao To conclude, let 5 € (0, 1] such that for all decreasing

sequences (d,),>1 € (0, 8N,

< .

+o0o
Z Hvdr+1 - Udr
r=1

Set a := fe, and assume that 1 < a. Let r € {1,...,7}. Then A\, < e/e = (3, and thus

T
Z HU)\r+1 — U\,

r=1

< ke® <,

and the theorem is proved.

2.4.2 Under Assumption (b)

The proof is a simple adaptation of the proof in [23, Theorem 3]. Let § € . For r > 1,
define A\, := 07 =6,/ Zm’zr 0,,. We have

vgr = Uy (vgrin),

and
va, = U5 (va,) = ¥ (vn,)-

These two equations and Lemma 2.2 (i) yield
[vgr —va I < (1= Ar) [[ogren —va, |-

This equation is the same as Equation (11) in [23, p.9]. After that, the proof is identical.

12



3 Applications to zero-sum stochastic games

3.1 Zero-sum stochastic games

Consider a general model of zero-sum stochastic game, as described in Maitra and Parthasarathy
[8]. Tt is described by a state space K, which is a Borel subset of a Polish space, a measurable
action set I (resp. J) for Player 1 (resp. 2), that is a Borel subset of a Polish space, a Borel
measurable transition ¢ : K x I x J — A(K), and a bounded Borel measurable payoff function
g: K xIxJ—=R

Given an initial state k; € K, the stochastic game T'*! that starts in k; proceeds as follows.
At each stage m > 1, both players choose simultaneously and independently an action, ,, € I
(resp. jm € J) for Player 1 (resp. 2). The payoff at stage m is g, := g(km,im,Jm). The
state k41 of stage m + 1 is drawn from the probability distribution q(kun,,im,Jm). Then
(Km+1,%m, jm) is made public to players.
The set of all possible histories before stage m is H,, := (K x I x J)™ ! x K. A behavioral
strategy for Player 1 (resp. 2) is a Borel measurable mapping o : Up>1Hy,, — A(I) (resp.
T UleHm — A(J))
A triple (k1,0,7) € K xX x.7 naturally induces a probability measure on Hy, := (K xIxJ)N"
denoted by P’;}T. Let 8 € A(N*). The § —weighted game I";l is the game defined by its normal

form (%, ,7,751), where
(o 7) = ER D Ongm
m>1

When 6 = 0(n) for some n € N* the game I'), := Ty is called the n-stage game, and its payoff
function is denoted by 7, := 79. When 6 = 0()) for some A € (0,1], the game I'y := T’y is
called the A-discounted game, and its payoff function is denoted by ). Let f: K — R be a
bounded Borel measurable function, and (k,z,y) € K x A(I) x A(J). Define

BE (D= [ F (K )da(k,i, ) (K )da(i)dy(7)
(k' i,j)EK XIxJ

and
ok, z,y) = / gk, i ) (i)dy ().
(3,7)eIxJ

We make the following assumption:

Assumption 2. For all k; € K and 6 € A(N*), the game Flgl has a value, that is, there
exists a real number vg(k1) such that:

vg(k1) = sup inf 70 Y(o,7) = inf sup 70 Yo, 7).
oeY nTeET T€70-€2

Moreover, for all k1 € K and 0 € A(N*), the mapping (vg) is Borel measurable and satisfies:

_ _ ki (o).
wik) = sw it {6ign,z,) + (1= 0B, ()} (3.1)
= inf sup {919(k17x7y)+(1_91)E§}y(vé)}' (32)

yEA() zeA(D)

The game I' has an asymptotic value v* if both (v,) and (v)) converge uniformly to v*.
Let X be the set of bounded Borel measurable functions from K to R, equipped with the
uniform norm, and for all (f, k) € X x K, define

U\ f)(k) = sup inf {Ag(k‘,x,y)+(1—)\)E’;7y(f)}.

zeA(I) YEA()
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We make the following assumption:
Assumption 3. For all A € [0,1] and f € X, U(], f) is Borel measurable.

Remark 3.1. When [ and J are compact metric spaces, and for all k € K, ¢(k,.) and g(k,.)
are jointly continuous, then Assumptions 2 and 3 hold (see [11, Proposition VII.1.4, p.394]).
Maitra and Parthasarathy [8] provide even weaker conditions under which Assumptions 2
and 3 hold in the n stage-case and the A-discounted case, which generalize immediately to
the 6-weighted case.

3.2 Tauberian theorem for value functions

Assume that Assumptions 2 and 3 are in force.
The set X is a Banach space, and Assumption 3 ensures that ¥ is well defined from [0, 1] x X
to X. Moreover, ¥ satisfies (1.1) and Assumption 1 for C := sup(; iyex xrxs19(k, %, j)|-
Thus, Theorems 1.8 and 1.11 apply to ¥. By Assumption 2, the family of values (vy) satisfies
equation (1.3). Consequently, the two following theorems hold:

Theorem 3.2. Assume that I' has an asymptotic value v*. Then for all e > 0, for all p € N*,
there exists o > 0 such that for all € A(N¥),

I,(0) <a=|vg—v"|| <e

Theorem 3.3. Assume that (vy) has bounded variation. Then T' has an asymptotic value v*.
Moreover, for all € > 0, there exists a > 0 such that for all 0 € 9,

sup O, < a = |lug —v*|| < e
m>1

The above theorem was already known. Indeed, if (v)) has bounded variation, then the
uniform value exists (see [10]). This implies the above theorem (see Theorem 1 and Remark 4
in Neyman and Sorin [13]). Nonetheless, the alternative proof that is provided in this paper
is shorter and more elementary.

3.3 Asymptotically optimal strategies in finite stochastic games

Assume that K, I and J are finite. Because (v)) can be expanded in Puiseux series (see
[1]), there exists C' > 0 and s > 0 such that for all \, \ € (0, 1],

HU)\ — ?})\/” < C P\s — )\/S| . (33)

Let k € K. Denote by X3 (k) the set of x € A(I) such that

o) = it {Aglkry) + (1= NEL @)

Denote by Yy (k) the set of y € A(J) such that

k) = s {Aglk,2,9) + (1= NEE ,(02) }

Definition 3.4. Let § € A(N*). As in the previous section, for m € N*  define )\, :=
Om/ > s Omr if Om # 0, and A, := 0 otherwise. A strategy o € ¥ for Player 1 is ¢-
discounted if for all m > 1 and hy, € Hp, 0(hy) € X} (k). Similarly, a strategy 7 € 7 for
Player 2 is §-discounted if for all m > 1 and hp, € Hyp, T(him) €YY (k).
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The following theorem shows that #-discounted strategies are asymptotically optimal in
Iy, as 61 goes to 0.

Theorem 3.5. For all € > 0, there exists a > 0 such that for all 0 € 9, for all k1 € K, for
all O-discounted strategies 0 € ¥ and 7% € 7, for allo € ¥ and 7 € T,

sup b, =01 <a= 751(09,7') >v*(k1) —e and 'ygl(a, %) <w*(kp) + e
m>1

Proof. Let us prove the result for Player 1, the result for Player 2 follows by symmetry.
Let X be the set of functions from K to R, equipped with the uniform norm, and for all
(f,k) € X x K, define

L . . . k
YO = ot it (g + (= VEL()

The operator U satisfies equations (1.1) and (1.2).
For k € K and 0 € &, define

o . . k
'wg(k}) T G—dliIslcf;)unted 'rlél; Vo (07 T).
For all 8 € A(N*), we have
Wy = \I’(Ql,’wg).

Moreover, for all A € (0, 1], wy = vy, where v}, is the value of the A-discounted game. Applying
Theorem 1.11 to ¥ proves the result. ]

Remark 3.6. To the best of our knowledge, the above result was not known even when 6 is
restricted to be a n-stage evaluation.

Remark 3.7. For each A € (0, 1], there exists a stationary optimal strategy s*(\) (a strategy
that depends only on the current state) that is optimal in the game I'y(kq), for any k1 € K (see
[17]). For 6 € 2, consider the following strategy in I'p: at stage m, play the strategy s*(\,).
By the previous theorem, this strategy is asymptotically optimal, as 1 goes to 0. Thus, this
theorem provides a simple way to build asymptotically optimal strategies in weighted games.

4 An example

In this section, we provide an example of a 1-Player stochastic game (Markov Decision
Process) that has an asymptotic value, and such that there exists (V) € P satisfying
limy 10002 = 0, but such that (vyn) does not converge. For all N > 1, 6V is piecewise
constant, but the number of pieces grows to infinity as IV goes to infinity. This shows first that
even if we restrict to decreasing sequences of weights, it is crucial that in Theorem 1.8, the
number of pieces is bounded. Second, this example shows that in Theorem 1.11, the bounded
variation assumption can not be relaxed. Third, this gives a negative answer to a question
raised in Renault [15].

Let T' be the following MDP: the set space is K := {0,1} x N* U {0*}, and the action set
is I := {C,Q}. The payoff function is equal to 0 in states {0} x N*, and equal to 1 in states
{1} x N*. The state 0* is an absorbing state: once in 0*, the game remains forever in it, and
the payoff is 0.

15



Let My := 10(10™) " The Dirac measure at k € K is denoted by ;. The transition function ¢
is the following: for all m € N*|

q((0,m),C) := (0,m + 1)

q((0,m), Q) = [1 — (1/In(In(In(m + My)))] - §1,m2) + 1/ In(In(In(m + My))) - do~
a((1,m), ) = (1,m — 1)

q((1,1),.) :== (0,1).

The idea of the game starting from state (0, 1) is the following: the decision-maker plays C' for
a certain period of time m, and meanwhile gets payoff 0, then he plays (). At this point, the
state is absorbed in 0* with probability 1/In(In(In(m +my))), otherwise goes to state (1, m?).
Then, he enjoys a payoff 1 during m? stages, and afterwards the game is again in state (0, 1).
Let us first prove that I has an asymptotic value:

Proposition 4.1. The family (v,) converges uniformly to the mapping v* such that v*(k) =1
for all k # 0* and v*(0*) = 0. Consequently, I' has an asymptotic value.

Proof. For n € N* consider the following stationary strategy in the n-stage game: play C
until the state is (0, m) with m > n'/2, then play @, and afterwards play C forever. Under
such a strategy, whatever be the initial state, the expected payoff is larger than

(1—n""2—p=Y {1 = 1/In(n(In(n'/? + My)))| .

This quantity goes to 1 as n goes to infinity. ]

Proposition 4.2. There exists a sequence (0) € I such that (61) goes to 0 but the real
sequence (vgn (0,1)) converges to 0.

Remark 4.3. This result answers negatively the open question mentioned in Renault [15,
Section 5): indeed, the total variation of %V vanishes as N goes to infinity, but (vy~) does not
converge to the asymptotic value.

T
Proof. For N € N* and r € {1,..,N + 1}, define mY := ZN?’T — N3 + 1. Consider
r’'=1

6N ¢ A(N*) defined by

_gr+1_ .
o :{ N3 g re{l,].\.[.,N} and mY <m <ml,
m .

0 if m>my,.

Consider T'yn(0,1), and fix a strategy for the decision-maker. Let r € {1,2,....,N}. We
distinguish between the two following cases:

Case 1 The decision-maker does not play @ in a state (0, m) € {0} x N* between stages m,
and my41 — 1

In this case, the only way that his total payoff between stages m, and m,; — 1 is positive is
that kp,, = (1,m), for some m € N*. By definition of the transition, we have

r 2
m < <Z N3 ) < N¥ -1

r’'=1

We deduce that the total payoff between stages m, and m,; — 1 is smaller than
MmN < (1/N)2.
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Case 2 The decision-maker plays @ in a state (0,m) € {0} x N* between stages m, and
My41 — 1

By definition of the transition, we have m < Z:,:l N?’T/ < N3 < N3N+1, thus
1/ In(In(In(m + Mp))) > (10In(N))~* > N~V4,

Let us now finish the proof. Assume N > 10. For m € N*, let p(m) be the probabil-
ity that the state is 0* at stage m. Assume that under the strategy of the decision-maker,
p(m¥_.,) > N~!. Because (1— N‘1/4)‘/N < N~1, this implies that the number of r that sat-
isfy Case 2 is smaller than v/N. Thus, the total payoff in T'y(0, 1) is smaller than N1+ N~1/2,

Assume now that under the strategy of the decision-maker, p(mb ) <N L. Let m be

the first stage such that p(m) < N~L. Because (1 — N‘1/4)‘/N < N~1, the number of r that
satisfy Case 2 and such that m, < m is smaller than V/N. Like before, we deduce that the

total payoff between stages 1 and m is smaller than N~ + N—/2 and afterwards it is smaller
than N~! by definition of m. This proves that limy_, 1 o vgn (0,1) = 0. O
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