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Abstract

In this paper we present an iterative technique based on
Monte Carlo simulations for deriving the optimal control
of the infinite horizon linear regulator problem of discrete-
time Markovian jump linear systems for the case in which
the transition probability matrix of the Markov chain is not
known. It is well known that the optimal control of this
problem is given in terms of the maximal solution of a set
of coupled algebraic Riccati equations (CARE), which have
been extensively studied over the last few years. We trace a
parallel with the theory of TD()) algorithms for Markovian
decision processes to develop a T'D(X) like algorithm for
the optimal control associated to the maximal solution of
the CARE. Some numerical examples are also presented.

Keywords: TD(A) methods, jump systems, Markov param-
eters, optimal control, Monte Carlo simulations.

1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the following class of models in
an appropriate probabilistic space (£, P, {F},F), known in
the international literature as discrete-time Markovian jump
linear systems (cf. [11]):

:II(k + 1) = Ag(k)x(k) + Bg(k)u(k)
:12(0) =20 9(0) = 90. (1)

Here O(k) is a Markov chain taking values in {1,...,N}
with transition probability matrix P = (p;;). Let ¥ = {u =
(u(0),...);u(k) is Fr-measurable for each k}. For u € %,
one considers the following quadratic cost for system (1)

J(20.,00) (1) = E(z,60) (Z (”Ce(k)m(k)”Q + ||D9(k)u(k)||2))
k=0
(2

and it is desired to minimize (2) over u € X. It has been
shown in the literature (cf. [6], [8], [9]) that the solution
of this problem is associated to the existence of a solution
P = (P,...,Py), P, > 0,7 =1,...,N, to the following
set of coupled algebraic Riccati equations (CARE), for ¢ =
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X; = Ai&(X)A;i + CiCi
— Ai&(X)B; (Bi&i(X)B; + DiD;) Bi&i(X)A;  (3)

where £(X) = (&1(X),...,En(X)) is defined, for X =
(Xl,...,XN) as

&i(X) = ZPinJv (4)

If such a solution P exists, it can be shown (see [6]) that
the optimal control law for the problem posed by equations
(1), (2) and (3) is given by the feedback control law

u(k) = Fg(k)l‘(k) (5)
where F = (F1,...,Fy) is given by

F, = —(B;&(P)B; + D; D;) "' B; &;(P)A;. (6)

Tracing a parallel with the theory of Markovian decision
processes (MDP for short), we could relate the iterations
of the so-called quasi-linearization method for deriving the
solution of (3) (see Lemma 5 below) with those in the policy
iteration technique for MDP, involving a policy evaluation
part, and a policy improvement part.

T D()\) methods have been applied to solve problems related
to MDP (see for instance [1],[12]) for the case in which the
transition probability matrix of the Markov chain is not
known. It is assumed that it is possible to simulate the
probabilistic transitions from any given state to a successor
state, and the cost-to-go function of a given policy is pro-
gressively calculated by generating several sample systems
trajectories.

The goal of this paper is to apply TD(\) methods for ob-
taining the optimal control (5),(6) associated to the solution
P of the CARE (3), (4) for the case in which the transition
probability matrix P is not known, but it is possible to sim-
ulate trajectories for the Markov chain 6(k). We propose a
Monte Carlo policy evaluation like algorithm that incremen-
tally updates the estimates for the optimal control F' given
by (5),(6). Proof of convergence is obtained by following
arguments similar to those in [1].

The paper is presented in the following way. Section 2 deals
with the notation and some preliminary results. Section 3
presents the TD(\) method for solving the CARE (3). The



main result is Theorem 1, in which the proof of convergence
is established. Section 4 presents a numerical example and
section 5 concludes the paper with some final comments.

2 Notation and Preliminary Results

For X and Y complex Banach spaces we set B(X, Y) the Ba-
nach space of all bounded linear operators of X into Y, with
the uniform induced norm represented by ||-||. For simplic-
ity we shall set B(X) := B(X, X). The spectral radius of
an operator 7 € B(X) will be denoted by 7,(7). If X is
a Hilbert space then the inner product will be denoted by
(;+), and for T € B(X), 7" will denote the adjoint operator
of T. As usual, 7 > 0 (T > 0 respectively) will denote
that the operator 7 € B(X) will be positive semi-definite
(positive definite). In particular we shall denote by C* the
n dimensional complex Euclidean spaces and by B(C™,C™)
the normed bounded linear space of all m X n complex ma-
trices, with B(C") := B(C",C") and the inner product in
B(C") given by (H;V) = tr{H*V} for H,V € B(C") (and
||H||* = tr{H*H}). The superscript ' will denote transpose
of a matrix. We shall write ||-||, for the Euclidean norm in
C" and the induced norm in B(C").

The following results will be useful in the next sections.
Lemma 1 Let X be a Hilbert space and T € B(X). The
following assertions are equivalent:

a) 1o(T) < 1

b) there exist W € B(X") invertible and Q € B(X) such that
19|l <1 and
T=Wwaow™.

Proof. Corollary 1.14 of [10], pages 31-32. ]

Lemma 2 Let X be a Hilbert space and T € B(X). If
ro(T) < 1 then for each Q € X there exists a unique so-
lution S(Q) € X for the system in X

X-TX)=qQ. (7)
Moreover
S@ =) TQ. (8)
k=0
Proof. See Theorem 5.17, page 102 in [13]. ]

Set H™™ the linear space made up of all N-sequences of
complex matrices V = (Vi,...,Vy) with V; € B(C",C™),
i =1,...,N and, for simplicity, set H* := H"". Through-
out the paper we shall consider H* equipped with the
following inner product. For H = (Hi,...,Hn),V =
(Vi,...,Vn) € H* we shall define (-;-) in H" as follows:

(H;Vy:=> tr{H;V;} (9)

i=1

and ||H||” := (H; H) (so that ||H||> = Y.L, ||H:||*). There-
fore with the above inner product given by (9), H" is a
Hilbert space. We shall also set the following ||H]|, . norm
in H*. For H = (Hi,...,Hy) € H", set

1H| g, := maz{|Hill, ;i = 1,...,N}.

max

We set

" ={V=0,...,Vy) eI V; >0, i=1,...,N}

and shall write, for V. = (V3,..,Vny) € H* and S =
(Si,...,Sy) € H, that V > § if

V-S=(WVi-5,...,Vn — Sy) € H'",

and that V. > Sif V; - S, > 0for¢ =1,...,N. For
I' = (IN,...,I'v) € H* we define the following operator
L) = (L1(),...,Ln(")) € BH") for V = (V4,...,VN) €
H* andi,j=1,...,N,

Li(V) :=TI7 &) (10)

N

T;(V):= ZpijFiViFi* (11)
i=1

where the operator £(-) = (€1(+),...,En(-)) € B(H") is de-

fined as in (4). It is easy to verify that the operators &, L,

and 7 map H"" into H"", and it has been proved in [5]

that 7, (L) = ro(T) (in fact £ = T~ according to (9)). We

also define the operator G € B(H") as

N
Gi(V):=Y pi [T VI (12)

j=1
where again V. = (V4,..,Vn) € H' and G(V) =

(G1(V),...,GN(V)). It has been shown in [5] that r,(G)
re(L) = rs(T).

We assume in (1) and (2) that A = (4i,...,Any) € H",
B = (Bl,...,BN) € Hm’n, C = (Cl,...,CN) € H™?
and D = (Di,..,Dny) € H™?. It has been shown in
[5], that model (1) with u(k) = Fyu)z(k), and Vi(k) =
E(z(b)z(6) Toaymsy)s VE) = (Vi(E),..., Vi (k) € B
leads to

Vik+1) =TV (), k=01,...

where I = A; + B;F; in (11), and E (|jz(k)||?) =
Sl tr{Vie)}-

In what follows we shall need also the operator for the 4'"
moment of z(t). With the Kronecker product L ® K €
IBS((C"2 ) for L, K € B(C™) and the operator vec{-} : B(C" ) —
C"” defined in the usual way (see [3]), let the operator H €
B(]HI"Q) be as follows: for S = (S1,...,Sn) € ]HI"2, H(S) =
(H1(S),...,Hn(S)) is defined as

H;(S) :=Zpij(fi@?Fi)Si(Fi,@Fi*)- (13)

Let Si(k) = E (vec{z(k)z(k) }vec{z(k)z(k)*} Lo =i}),
S(k) = (Si(k),...,Sn(k)) € H™+. We have the following
result.



Lemma 3 S(k + 1) = H(S(k)) and E(||x(k)||4) =
SN tr{Si(k)}.

Proof. Since z(k + 1) = Iy)z(k), it is easy to check that

N
zj(k+ )z (k+1)" = 1ipks1)=5) Z Lixi(k)z: (k) I
i=1
where z;(k) := z(k)1igk)=i}- Let zi(k) = vec{z:(k)z:(k)"},
i=1,...,N. After some manipulation it follows that
N

2 (k+1)2; (k+1)" = Ligsny=jy Y (Ti®T)zi(k)zi (k) (F©IT)

i=1

and writing S;(k) = E (2i(k)zi(k)*1{e(r)=i}) it follows that

i(k+1) Zp”

Finally notice that tr{zi(k)zi(k)*}
llzi (k)1 tr{:(k)wi(k)} = llz: ()| u

Next we define the stability concept that we shall consider
in the following sections.

Si(k) (I} @ I7).

Definition 1 We say that F = (F,...,Fy) € H*™ sta-
bilizes (A, B) in the mean square sense if, when we make
u(k) = Fyryx(k) in system (1), we have that E(||lz(k)|]?) —
0 as k — oo for any initial condition z(0) and 6(0). We
say that (A, B) is mean square stabilizable if for some
F = (F1,...,Fy) € H"™, we have that F stabilizes (A, B)
in the mean square sense.

The following result, proved in [5], shows that F =
(F4,..., Fn) stabilizes system (1) in the mean square sense
if and only if the expectral radius of the operator (11) (or
(10), (12)) in closed loop is less than one.

Lemma 4 F = (Fy,...,Fy) € H"™ stabilizes (A, B) in
the mean square sense if and only if 1o (T) < 1, where T is
as in (11) with I'; = A; + B; F;.

We make the following definition:

Definition 2 We define F(-) = (Fi("),...,Fn())
H s B V() Vi()s. o Vn() s H™ = H' and

R(G)=(R () SRy()) :H'Y - T as
Fi(X) := — (Bl&(X)B; + DiD;) " Bi&i(X)A;
Vi(F) := C|Ci + F/D.D;F;
Ri(X) := AL&(X)A; + CLCi (14)
— AL&(X)B; (Bi&:(X)B; + DiD;) ™" Bi&:(X)A
where X = (X1,...,Xny) € 'Y, F = (F1,...,Fn) €
H>™ .

The following identity will be useful in the sequel: for any
F = (F,...,Fy) € ™, we have that

(Ai + BiF;)"&i(S)(Ai + BiF;) + F{ D; D;F; = (15)
(
(F; — Fi(S))"(B; &i(S)Bi + D; D;)(F; — Fi(S)).

£
A; + B Fi(8))"Ei(S)(A; + B; Fi(S)) + Fi(S)"D; D; F;(S)+

The next Lemma, proved in [7], provides the existence of the
maximal solution for (3) whenever (A4, B) is mean square
stabilizable. It is based on a quasi-linearization technique
for the CARE (3), and parallels the policy iteration tech-
nique for MDP (see Remark 1 below).

Lemma 5 Suppose that (A, B) is mean square stabilizable
and considers F° = (FP,...,F]?,) € H"™ such that sta-
bilizes (A,B) in the mean square sense. Then for | =
0,1,2,..., there exists P' = (Pll, R P,lv) which satisfies the
following properties:

a) P°> P!> ... > P' > X, for arbitrary X € H'" such
that X > R(X).

b) ro(L') <1 where L'(-) = (LL(),. ..
1 N

L () and for i =

gy 5

Li() = A} &) AL
Ai = A; + BiFil,
Fl = F(P"™Y) forl=1,2,....

¢) P! satisfies P' = [ (Pl) + V( ) and is given by P' =
Sorso (L) (VY (F1)).

Moreover there exists P = (P1+: ey PK,’) € H"" such that
pt = R(P+), PY > X for any X € H'" such that X >
R(X), and P' — P* as | = oo. Furthermore ro(L*) <
1, where LT(-) = (LF(),..., L5 () is defined as LF () =
AT E()AF, fori=1,...,N, and

= (P)

Remark 1 Step ¢) in Lemma 5, which corresponds the cal-
culation of the solution of the linear system

X' =c'(X") +v(F),
can be seen as the policy evaluation step in the policy itera-
tion technique for MDP, while from identity (15),
(A; + BiFi),gi(Xl)(Ai + B;F;) + C;C; + F/D;D;F; =
Xi — (Ff = F(X") (Bi&i(X")Bi + DiD;)(F; — Fi(X"))
+ (Fi — Fi(X")) (Bi&(X")B; + DiD;)(Fi — Fi(X"))
and the right hand side is minimized in F; by choosing

F; = FilJrl =F (Pl), which can be seen as the policy im-
provement step.

We close this section with the following result that will
be useful in the sequel. In an appropriate probabilistic
space (®,P,{2:},X) consider two sequences of stochastic
processes {W (t);t =0,1,...}, {y(¢t);t =0,1,...} such that
for each t = 0,1,...,W(t) is an n X n matrix and ~(t) is a
scalar positive variable X;-adapted. Assume that P-almost
surely we have

> )= (16)
D () < oo (17)



Assume also that the noise matrix terms satisfy

E(W (t)|Z¢) =0 (18)
E(|W ()] |¢) < A(2) (19)

where {A(t);¢ = 0,1,...} is a stochastic process such that
for each t = 0,1,..., A(t) is a scalar positive variable
Y;-adapted. Consider the stochastic process {R(t);t =
0,1,...}, R(t) an n x n matrix, given by the sequence

R(t+1) = (1 = (1) R(t) + ()W () (20)

Lemma 6 Suppose that (16)-(19) are satisfied and the se-
quence of n x n matrices {R(t);t = 0,1,...} are given by
(20). If the sequence A(t) is bounded P-almost surely then
R(t) converges to zero P-almost surely.

Proof. See Corollary 4.1, page 161 in [1]. ]

3 T'D(X) Algorithm

If the transition probability matrix P were known in ad-
vance we could use Lemma 5 to obtain an iterative algorithm
for the maximal solution P of the CARE (3),(4) and then
from (6) obtain the optimal control law F. If the transition
probability matrix P is not known then we could try to es-
tablish a Monte Carlo algorithm for obtaining the solution
P! as in c) of Lemma 5. But this would not be enough to
obtain F'*" = F (P') since, as can be seen from (14), it de-
pends on P through the operator £(-). An alternative way
would be to calculate directly S' := £ (P'), which would
lead us to the following equation

N
Sﬁ = Zpij (A] =+ B]F]l)*sjl (A] +B]F]l)
j=1

N
+ZpijVj(Fl), i=1,...,N
j=1
or
St =gG'(S") + E(V(FY).

Let us write for simplicity @' = £ (V (F')). Note that as
seen in Section 2, ra(gl) =7, (El) < 1, and Lemma 2 can
be applied to say that the equation in Y

Y =G (V) +Q (21)
has a unique solution S' given by
s'=3 (@)@ (22)
k=0
Once S' is calculated, F'*! can be obtained from (14) as

F{*' = —(B/SiB; + D;D:) 'BiSidi, i=1,..,N.
(23)

The remaining of this section is now devoted to calculating
S! through Monte Carlo simulations, tracing a parallel with
TD()\) methods (see [1]). For simplicity we shall suppress

the superscript I. For any A € [0,1) define the operator
J € B(H") and Z € H" in the following way:

TO = 123 ARG ()
k=0
Z:=3 00
k=0

We have the following result.
Proposition 1 r,(J) < 1.

Proof. See [4]. |

By iterating (21) with ¥ = S we have
k
S=¢""(9)+>.6"Q), k=0,1,.... (249
t=0
We have from (24) that

S=Y (1-MA's
k=0

0o k
=(1-2 [Z AF (9’““(5) +3° g’”(@)) (25)
k=0 t=0
= i(kg)t(Q) +(1=2) i A GEFTY(S) = Z + T (8)
t=0 k=0

M

AE [g’“(Q) +GF(s) — g"(S)] + 8.

,r
I

0

Equation (25) suggests the following temporal difference
method. Set = := {1,...,N}* and for each ¢ = 1,...,N
and ¢t = 1,2,... consider random variables ©;(t)
(0:(t,0),0i(t,1),...) € E such that 8;(¢,0) = ¢ and {6; (¢, k)
has the same distribution as {#(k)}. Consider {v(¢);¢
1,2,...} satisfying (16), (17) with probability 1 and for arbi-
trary Y(0) = (Y1(0),...,Y~(0)) € H* definefort =1,2, ...,
the sequence Y (t) = (Yi(t),...,Yn(t)) € H® in the follow-
ing way:

—

[e )

Yi(t+1) =Yi(t) +y(t) Y _NDi(t,k)  i=1,...,N,
k=0

or in a more compact form,
= k
Y(t+1)=Y(#) +7() > ADt,kY(),  (26)
k=0

where for £ =0,1,... the bounded affine operator D(t,k, -)
is defined for V' = (V1,...,Vn) € H" in terms of B;(t, k) €
H" and C;(¢,k,-) € B(H") as

Yi(t, k) := (Ao, (k) + Bo, t,0) Fos t,0)) Ti(t, k — 1)
Ti(t,0):=1
D; (t, k, V) =B (t, ]C) + Ci(t, k, V)

Bi(t, k) := Yi(t, k)" [Cgi(t,k+1)00i(t,k+1)
+ Fy, (t,k+1)D;i(t,k+1)D9i(t,k+1)F9i(t,k+1)] Ti(t, k)
Ci(t,k, V) := Yi(t, k)" [(Aei(t,kJrl) + B, (t.k+1) Fos (k1))

Vo, e k+1) (Ao, (¢ k+1) + Bo, (t,6+1)Fo; 6.5+1)) — %i(t,k):| Yi(t, k).



Notice that
E (Di(t,k,V)|0(0) = i) = GF(Q) + GFH (V) — GF(V)

and we define

Wi(t) := ix’c (Di(t,k,Y(t))
k=0

- (GF@+o @) -Gy @), i=1,...,N.

Notice that from (25) we can rewrite (26) as follows:

Y(+1) =0 -y@)YE)+v®(Z2+ TV () + W(t)()- )
27

We denote by X; the history of the algorithm until time ¢,
which can be defined as

Iy :U{Y(O)aay(t)ael(s);
s=1,...,t—1,i=1,...,N,v(s),s =1,...,t}.

Therefore for each ¢ =1,...,N

E(Wi(t)[ze) = 3 a* <E(Di(t,k,Y(t))|9(0) =i)

k=0
- (dt@+ g gl m) ) =o.

In the next Proposition consider H as in (13) with I =
A; + B;F;.

Proposition 2 If A’r,(H) < 1 then there exist constants
a>0,b>0 such that

E (|W:(0))1” [£1) < allY O +0.

Proof. See [4]. ]

Thus (18) and (19) are satisfied for each W;(t),i =1,..., N.
The next result shows that through a linear transformation
in the algorithm (27) we can assume that || J|| < 1.

Proposition 3 There is no loss of generality in assuming
that ||J]| < 1.

Proof. See [4]. |

Thus from now on we shall assume without loss of gener-
ality that | 7|| < 1 in (27). The next results follows the
arguments presented in [1], pages 162-167.

Proposition 4 If A’r,(H) < 1 then the sequence
{Y(¢);t =1,2,...} is bounded with probability 1.

Proof. See [4]. |

We have now the main result of this section, proving the
convergence of Y (¢) to S.

Theorem 1 If A\’r,(H) < 1 then the sequence {Y(t);t =
1,2,...} converges to S with probability 1.

Proof. This proof follows the same steps as the proof of
Proposition 4.5 in [1], pages 166-167. First notice that from
(25),

S=2+J7J(5)=0=7)S+~()(Z+T(5))
and therefore defining X (t) = Y (¢) — S, we have
X(t+1) =1 —-~®)X() + ()T (X)) + W(H)).
Defining for i =1,...,N, t > to > 1, R;(to,to) = 0 and
Ri(t+1,t0) = (1 — () Ri(t, to) + v(t)Wi(t)

we have from Lemma 6, Propositions 2 and 4 that R;(t,to)
goes to zero as t goes to infinity with probability 1. Let
A C X be the set such that the sequence {Y (t);t =1,2,...}
is bounded and R;(t,to) goes to zero as ¢ goes to infinity for
everyi = 1,..., N, to > 1. Since this set is the countable in-
tersection of sets with probability one, we have that P(A) =
1. Let us write R(t,to) = (Ri(t,t0),..., Rn(t,t0)) € H".
For each w € A there exists d(w) such that for all ¢ > 1

IX@ I < Y @ @) + [15]] < d(w).

Set v > 0 such that ||J|| + v < 1 and dr4+1 = (||T|| + v) dk,
do = d. Let us take to(w) = u(w) (where u(w) is such that
v(s)(w) < 1 for s > u(w)) and prove that there is always

te+1(w) > tr(w) such that
IX(O) ()| < di(w), ¢ = tg(w). (28)

For simplicity we shall suppress w from now on. For t = 0
the result is immediate. Suppose (28) holds for k. Consider
the sequence

yt+1) =1 —v@)y@) + &) 1T de,t > e, y(tx) = (dk-)
29

Let us show by induction that
IX(8) — R(t, te) | < y(t), >tk (30)

For t = t;, we have y(tx) = di, R(tr,tr) = 0 and the result
follows from (28). Suppose (30) holds for ¢. Then
X(t+1)=R(t+1, tx) = (A=) (X ()= R(t, )+ (1) T (X (2))
and since ||J (X ()| < | TN X (#)]|, we have from (28), (29)
and (30) that

IX(E+1) = R(t+ 1, )]l < (1 =)y () + @O T lldx

=y(t+1)

showing (30) for ¢t 4+ 1. Thus (30) holds for all ¢ > t;. Since
y(t) converges to || J||dr and R(t,tr) goes to 0 as ¢ goes to
infinity, we can find ¢x41 > ¢ such that y(¢) < (||| + %)dx

and ||R(t,ty)|| < 5di for all t > txy1. Thus from (30) we
have for all ¢ > t54+1

IXON < 11X(8) = R(t, )| + 1R )|
<y + 5di < (171 + v)di = dis

proving (28) for k + 1. Since dj, goes to zero as k goes to
infinity, the result follows. [ ]

Remark 2 In practice one should try A such that the con-
vergence of Y (t) to S takes place, since P is not known, and
thus it is not possible to check if N2r, (M) < 1



4 Numerical Example

To illustrate the use of the results developed in the previous
sections, we have chosen a simple economic system based on
Samuelson‘s multiplier-accelerator model [2] which appears
in state equation form:

l'(k‘ —+ 1) = Ag(k)l'(k) —+ Bg(k)u(k).
We considered the following three-operating mode discrete

time jump linear: The discrete time state transition proba-

Table 1: Datas for the multiplier-accelerator model

i 1 2 3

- | [0 1] [0 11| [o 1

YT =25 3.2 |43 45] | [53 -5.2]
0 0 0

Bi = 1] 1] 1]

v~ _ | [36 —=38] |10 =3 5 —45]
CiCi = |—3.8 487 | |[-3 8 4.5 4.5 |
DiD; = | 2.6 1.165 1.111

bility matrix is assumed to be as

0.67 0.17 0.16
P=1030 047 0.23
0.26 0.10 0.64

We define the next algorithm for £ = 0,1, ..
ing way:

., in the follow-

i) F/ is calculated as (23) (except for £ = 0).

ii) S is the stationary value of equation (26).

We have performed this algorithm with different values of
A (see table 2). Final convergence to the optimal gain con-
troller took place after £ = 20 iterations. On the 3rd column
of the table it is shown the error calculated in accordance
with the following equation:

Fireal _ Fz

Frear | * 100.
12

.

where F7°% is the optimal feedback gain controller associ-
ated to mode 3.

Table 2: T'D()\)-simulation method applied to the multiplier-
accelerator model

N A;

A =7 0.0409 0.1465
01|20 Ax=1] 0.0134 0.3296
As =1 0.1029 0.2365
Ay =[ 03123 0.2707
Ay = [ 0.0377 0.5293
As = [ 0.0070 0.5351
Ay = 0.6091 0.1545
09|20 | Ay=1 01658 0.0704
As =1 0.1747 0.1477

0.5 | 20

5 Conclusion

In this paper we have traced a parallel between the Monte
Carlo T'D(X)-simulation method for Markovian decision
processes (MDP for short) with a Monte Carlo T'D(\)-
simulation like algorithm for obtaining the optimal control
associated to the set of coupled algebraic Riccati equations
(CARE for short) for the optimal control of discrete-time
Markovian jump linear systems. It is assumed that the tran-
sition probability matrix P is not known, but it is possible
to simulate trajectories for the Markov chain 6(k).

It has been shown in Theorem 1 that if A is chosen small
enough, convergence of the T'D()\) algorithm in the cost
evaluation occurs with probability 1. Some numerical ex-
amples to illustrate the results are presented.
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