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Abstract

This paper studies a class of multi-agent reinforcement learning (MARL) problems where the
reward that an agent receives depends on the states of other agents, but the next state only
depends on the agent’s own current state and action. We name it REC-MARL standing for
REward-Coupled Multi-Agent Reinforcement Learning. REC-MARL has a range of important
applications such as real-time access control and distributed power control in wireless networks.
This paper presents a distributed policy gradient algorithm for REC-MARL. The proposed algo-
rithm is distributed in two aspects: (i) the learned policy is a distributed policy that maps a local
state of an agent to its local action and (ii) the learning/training is distributed, during which
each agent updates its policy based on its own and neighbors’ information. The learned algo-
rithm achieves a stationary policy and its iterative complexity bounds depend on the dimension
of local states and actions. The experimental results of our algorithm for the real-time access
control and power control in wireless networks show that our policy significantly outperforms the
state-of-the-art algorithms and well-known benchmarks.

1 Introduction

Multi-Agent Reinforcement Learning, or MARL for short, considers a reinforcement learning prob-
lem where multiple agents interact with each other and with the environment to finish a common
task or achieve a common objective. The key difference between MARL and single-agent RL is that
each agent in MARL only observes a subset of the state and receives an individual reward and does
not have global information. Examples include multi-access networks where each user senses the
collision locally, but needs to coordinate with each other to maximize the network throughput, or
power control in wireless networks where each wireless node can only measure its local interference
but they need to collectively decide the transmit power levels to maximize a network-wide utility,
or task offloading in edge computing where each user observes its local quality of service (QoS) but
they coordinate tasks offloaded to edge servers to maintain a high QoS for the network, or a team of
robots where each robot can only sense its own surrounding environment, but the robot team needs
to cooperate and coordinate for accomplishing a rescue task.

MARL raises two fundamental aspects that are different from single-agent RL. The first aspect
is the policy space (the set of policies that are feasible) is restricted to local policies since each agent
has to decide an action based on information available to the agent. The second aspect of MARL is
that while distributed learning, e.g. distributed policy gradient, is desired, it is impossible in general
MARL because an agent does not know the global state and rewards. One popular approach to
address the second issue is the centralized learning and distributed execution paradigm [8], where
data samples are collected by a central entity and the central entity uses data from all agents to



learn a local policy. Therefore, the learning occurs at the central entity, but the learned policy is a
local policy.

In this paper, we consider a special class of MARL, which we call REward-Coupled Multi-Agent
Reinforcement Learning (REC-MARL). In REC-MARL, the problem is coupled through the reward
functions. More specifically, the reward function of agent n depends on agent n’s state and action
and its neighbors’ states and actions. However, the next state of agent n only depends on agent
n's current state and action, and is independent of other agents’ states and actions. In contrast,
in general MARL, the transition kernels of the agents are coupled, so the next state of an agent
depends on other agents’ states and actions.

While REC-MARL is more restrictive than MARL, a number of applications of MARL are
actually REC-MARL. In wireless networks, where agents are network nodes or devices, and the state
of an agent is could be its queue length or transmit power, the state only depends on an agent’s
current state and its current action (see Section 2 for detailed description). For REC-MARL, this
paper proposes distributed policy gradient algorithms and establish the local convergence (i.e. the
algorithms achieve a stationary policy). The main contributions are summarized as follows.

e We establish perfect decomposition of value functions and policy gradients in Lemmas 1 and 2,
respectively, where we show that the global value functions (policy-gradients) can be written as
a summation of local value functions (policy gradients). This decomposition significantly reduces
the complexity of value functions and motivates our distributed multi-agent policy gradient algo-
rithms.

e We propose a Temporal-Difference (TD) learning based regularized distributed multi-agent policy
gradient algorithm, named TD-RDAC in Algorithm 2. We proved in Theorem 2 that TD-RDAC
achieves the local convergence with the rate O (N SmaxAmaX/\/T) , which only depends on the
maximum sizes of local state and action spaces, instead of the sizes of the global action and state
spaces.

e We apply TD-RDAC to the applications of real-time access and power control in ad hoc wireless
networks, both are well-known challenging networking resource management problems. Our ex-
periments show that TD-RDAC significantly outperforms the state-of-the-art algorithm [20] and
well-known benchmarks [2, 21] in these two applications.

Related Work

MARL for networking: MARL have been applied to various networking applications (e.g., content
caching [25], packet routing [23], video transcoding and transmission [3], transportation network
control [6]). The work [25] proposed a multi-agent advantage actor-critic algorithm for large-scale
video caching at network edge and it reduced the content access latency and traffic cost. The
proposed algorithm requires the knowledge of neighbors’ policies, which is usually not observable.
[23] studied packet routing problem in WAN and applied MARL to minimize the average packet
completion time. The method adopted dynamic consensus algorithm to estimate the global reward,
which incurs a heavy communication overhead. The work [3] proposed a multi-agent actor-critic
algorithm for crowd-sourced livecast services and improved the average throughput and the trans-
mission delay performance. The proposed algorithm requires a centralized controller to maintain
the global state information. The most related work is [6], which utilized spatial discount factor to
decouple the correlation of distant agents and designed networked MARL solution in traffic signal
control and cooperative cruise control. However, it requires a dedicated communication module to
maintain a local estimation of global state, which again incurs large communication cost. Moreover,
the theoretical performance of these algorithms in [25, 23, 3, 6] are not investigated.

Provable MARL: There have been a great amount of works addressing the issues of scalability
and sample complexity in MARL. A popular paradigm is the centralized learning and distributed
execution (see e.g. [8]), where agents share a centralized critic but have individual actors. Both the



critic and the actors are trained at a central server, but the actors are local policies that lead to a
distributed implementation. [29] proposed a decentralized actor-critic algorithm for a cooperative
scenario, where each agent has its individual critic and actor with a shared global state. The
proposed algorithm converges an stationary point of the objective function. Motivated by [29], [4]
and [10] provided a finite-time analysis of decentralized actor-critic algorithms in the infinity-horizon
discounted-reward MDPs and average-reward MDPs, respectively. [30] studied a policy gradient
algorithm for multi-agent stochastic games, where each agent maximizes its reward by taking actions
independently based on the global state. It established its local convergence for general stochastic
games and its global convergence for Markov potential games. The centralized critic or shared
states (even with decentralized actors) require collecting global information and centralized training.
The work [19] exploits the network structure to develop a localized or scalable actor-critic (SAC)
framework that is proved to achieve O(+**+1)-approximation of a stationary point in y-discounted-
reward MDPs. [20] and [13] extended SAC framework in [19] into the settings of infinity-horizon
average-reward MDPs and stochastic/time-varying communication graphs. The SAC framework in
[19] is efficient in implementing the paradigm of distributed learning and distributed execution. It
is also worth mentioning that in a recent work [31], the authors studied a kernel-coupled setting
and established that the localized policy-gradient converges to a neighborhood of global optimal
policy, where the distance to the global optimality depends on the number of hops, k, polynomially
and could be a constant when k is small. Another line of research in MARL that addresses the
scalability issue is the mean-field approximation (MFA) [9, 7, 27], where agents are homogeneous
and an individual agent interacts or games with the approximated “mean” behavior. However, the
MFA approach is only applicable to a homogeneous system. Finally, [16] and [26] studied weakly-
coupled MDPs, where individual MDPs are independent and coupled through constraints, instead
of coupled reward as in ours.

Different from these existing works, this paper considers reward-coupled multi-agent Reinforce-
ment learning (REC-MARL), establishes the local convergence of policy gradient algorithms with
both distributed learning and distributed implementation, and demonstrates its efficiency in classical
and challenging resource management problems.

2 Model

We consider a multi-agent system where the agents are connected by an interactive graph G = (Z, €)
with Z and & being the set of nodes and edges, respectively. The system consists of N = |Z| agents
who are connected with edges in £. Each agent n € Z is associated with a ~y-discounted Markov
decision process of (S, An, T, Pn,7), where S, is the state space, A, is the action space, 7, is the
reward function, and P, is the transition kernel. Define the neighbourhood of agent n (including
itself) to be N'(n). Define the states and actions of the neighbors of agent n to be syr(,) and ays(y),
respectively. We next formally define the REward-Couple Multi-Agent Reinforcement Learning.

REC-MARL: The reward of agent n depends on its neighbors’ states and actions ry, (Sxr(n); a7 (n))-
The transition kernel of agent n, Py, (+|sn, an), only depends on its own state s,, and action a,,. Agent
n uses a local policy 7, : S, — A,, where 7, (ay|s,) is the probability of taking action a, in state
Sn-

Given a REC-MARL problem, the global state space is S = &1 X S X -+ x S, with Spax =
max,, |S,|; the global action space is A = A; x Ay x- - - x A, with Apax = max, | Ay|; the global reward
function is r(s,a) = SN T (SA7(n)s GN(n)); the transition kernel is P(s'[s, a), Vs, s’ € S,Va € A
with P(s'[s,a) = 1_[7]:7:1 Pr(s),|Sn, an).

In this paper, we study the softmax policy parameterized by 6, : S,, x A, — R that is

eQn(an,sn)

7o, (an|Sn) = 5 e Sn),Vn.
a{nE.An "




The global policy my : S x A — R with = [01,09,--- ,0y] is as follows

N
mo(als) = H 70, (an|sn)-
n=1

In this paper, we study 7-discounted infinite-horizon Markov decision processes (MDP) with (s(t), a(t))
being the state and action of the MDP at time ¢. For a global policy 7y, its value function, action
value function (Q-function), and advantage function given the initial state and action (s(0),a(0))
are defined below:

V7o(s) = [Z Vhr(s(t), a(t))‘s(O) - s] ,
t=0

Q™ (s,a) :=E [Z 'ytr(s(t),a(t))‘s(O) = s,a(0) = a] ,
t=0

A" (s,a) := QM (s,a) — V™ (s).

Let p be the initial state distribution. Define V™ (p) = E,<,[V7(s)]. Further define the discounted
occupancy measure to be

4y (s) = (L= ) D 7"P(s(t) = slp, ). (1)
=0

We seek policies with distributed learning and distributed execution in this paper. We will decompose
the global @-function as a sum of local Q-functions so that the agents can collectively optimize
the local policy. Before presenting the details of our solution, we introduce two representative
applications in wireless networks: real-time access control and distributed power control.

Real-time access control in wireless networks: Consider a wireless access network with
N nodes (agents) and M access points as shown in Figure la. At the beginning of each time slot,
a packet arrives at node n with probability w,. The packet is associated with deadline d. ¢, is
the successful transmitting probability when transmitting to access point m. A packet is removed if
either it is sent to an access point (not necessarily delivered successfully) or it expires. At each time,
each node decides whether to transmit a packet to one of the access points or keeping silence. A
collision happens if multiple nodes send packets to the same access point simultaneously. Therefore,
the throughput of a node depends not only on its decision but also its neighboring nodes’ decisions.
In particular, the throughput of node n is

Tn(a/\/(n)) = Z Qn,m H (1 — ak,m)qm, (2)

meAP(n) k#n,keN (n)

where a, , € {0,1} indicate if node n transmits a packet to its access point m € AC(n). The goal of
real-time access control is to maximize the network throughput.

The problem of real-time access control is challenging because i) the throughput functions are
non-convex and highly-coupled functions of other nodes’ decisions and ii) the system parameters
are unknown (e.g., w, and p,,). This problem can be formulated as a REC-MARL problem. In
particular for node/agent n, the MDP formulation is (Qp, an, 7n(an (), @y,) : the state of agent n is
the queue length @Q,, = {Q}; with @, being the number of packets with the remaining time [ ; the
action is an m with m € AP(n) (one of access point of agent n); r,(apr(,)) is the reward for agent n;
@), is its next queue state.

Distributed power control in wireless network: The other application of REC-MARL is
distributed power control in wireless networks. Consider a network with N wireless links (agents)
as shown in Figure 1b. Each link can control the transmission rate by adapting its power level,
and neighboring links interfere with each other. Therefore, the transmission rate of a link depends
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Figure 1: Applications of REC-MARL in Wireless Networks

not only on its transmit power but also its neighboring links’ transmit power. In particular, the
reward/utility of link n is its transmission rate minus a linear power cost:

pnGn n
log [ 1+ : — UnPn, 3
g ( Zm¢n,meN(n) PmGmn + 0n> nPn (3)

where G, 5, is the channel gain from node m to n, p,, is the power of node n, o, is the power of noise
at user n, and u,, are the trade-off parameters. The goal of distributed power control to maximize
the total rewards for the network.

The distributed power control is also challenging because the reward function is non-convex
and highly-coupled, and the channel condition is unknown and dynamic. This problem can also
be formulated as a REC-MARL problem. In particular for link/agent n, the MDP formulation is
(Pn, Qn, rn(p/\/(n)),p;l) : the state of agent n is the power level p, € Z* with p, < pmax (Pmax 18 the
maximum power constraint); the action is a, € {0, —1,+1} (keep, decrease, or increase the power
level by one); 7,(par(n)) is the reward for agent n; p;, is the next power level.

In the following, we present distributed multi-agent reinforcement learning algorithms that can be
used to solve these two problems and show that our algorithm outperforms the existing benchmarks.

3 Decomposition of Value and Policy Gradient Functions

To implement a paradigm of distributed learning and distributed execution, we first establish the
decomposition of value and policy gradient functions in Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, respectively. The
value and policy gradient functions could be represented locally and computed/estimated via ex-
change information with their neighbors.

3.1 Decomposition of value functions

We decompose the global value (@) functions into the individual value (@) functions and show they
only depend on its neighborhood in Lemma 1. The proof could be found in Appendix A.1.

Lemma 1 Given a multi-agent network, where each agent n is associated with a y-discounted
Markov decision process defined by (S, An,Tn,Pn,7), the neighborhood of agent n is defined by
N(n), the network reward function is (s, a) = 25:1 (SN (n), AN (n)) and the transition kernel is
P(s|s,a) = 1_[7]:7:1 Pr(sh|Sn, an). The policy of a network is mg : S — A with each agent n using a
local policy my, : Sp, — Ay, we have

1N
VT (s) = 2 ), Q7(s,a) = NZ ) AN (n))-



Remark 1 We have decomposed the global value functions exactly into the local value function
of individual agent. The decomposition is “perfect”, which is different from the exponential decay
property of Lemma 3 in [19] or the polynomial decay property of Proposition 2 in [31].

3.2 Decomposition of Policy Gradient

We show that policy gradient function can also be decomposed exactly as Q-function. Recall the
definitions of V7 (p) and d7}?, and we first state the classical policy gradient theorem in [24].

Theorem 1 ([24]) Let my be a policy parameterized by 0 for a y-discounted Markov decision process,
we have the policy gradient to be

1

VoV (p) ::Es~d;re,a~7r9(.‘5) [Q7(s,a)Vglogmg(als)].

Theorem 1 has motivated policy gradient methods in the single-agent setting (e.g., [12]) and multi-
agent setting (e.g., [14]). However, it is infeasible to be applied for a large-scale multi-agent network
due to the large global state space. Therefore, we decompose the policy gradient in the following
lemma. The proof can be found in Appendix A.2.

Lemma 2 Given a multi-agent network, where each agent n is associated with a vy-discounted
Markov decision process defined by (Sp, An,Tn, Pn,7), the neighborhood of agent n is defined by
N(n), the network reward function is (s, a) = + 25:1 (SN (n), AN (n)) and the transition kernel is
P(s|s,a) = Hivzl Pr(8),|8n, an). The policy of a network is wg : S — A with each agent n using a
local policy g, : Sy, — Ay, we have

i 1 1 .
Vo, V™ (p) =ﬁEs~d;;e,awg(.|s) N Q1 (Sn(k)» an(x)) Vo, log Ta,, (an|sn)

| 1
T ondi? anmo(ls) | IV AR (Snr(h)» an (k) Vo, 108 0, (an|sn)

Remark 2 Lemma 2 implies that policy gradient of agent n could be computed/estimated via ex-
changing information Q™ (spr(ky, anr)) or A™ (Snr(k), an(k))> Yo € N(n) with its neighbors. This
decomposition is the key to implement the efficient paradigm of distributed learning and distributed
execution and motivate the algorithms in the following sections.

4 Distributed Multi-Agent Policy Gradient Algorithms

In this section, we introduce distributed policy gradient based algorithms (DPG) for the multi-agent
system. Before introducing the algorithms, we assume that the initial state distribution u induced
by our policy is strictly positive:

Assumption 1 The initial state distribution p satisfies ming, pu(s,) > 0. for any agent n.

This assumption imposes the sufficient exploration for the state space for each agent and is common
in the literature [1, 15]. We first propose a regularized distributed policy gradient algorithm assuming
the access of an inexact gradient, and then introduce TD-learning methods to estimate the gradient.



4.1 Regularized Distributed Policy Gradient Algorithm with Inexact Gradient

Assume an estimated gradient Vot (p) at any time ¢, we study relative entropy regularized objective
for the network as in [1, 28] that

Sn,an

where A is a positive constant and logmy, (an|sn) is the regularizer to prevent the probability of
taking action a,, at state s, approaches to a small quantity for any agent n. With the regularized
value function L) (6), we present a DPG with the inexact gradient in Algorithm 1, where the inexact
gradient is usually estimated with TD-learning methods (see Section 4.2).

Algorithm 1 Distributed Multi-Agent Policy Gradient with Inexact Gradient

1: Initialization: parameters n, A, and 6°,Vn e T.

2: fort=1,...,7T do

3. Estimate Policy Gradient: Vg, L, (") for each agent n € Z.
4 Update: 051 = 0% +nV, Ly(6").

5: end for

By analyzing the dynamics of VL™ (p) in Algorithm 1, we can establish the upper bound on
the cumulative E [|[VL™ (p)||?] in Theorem 2. The proof can be found in Appendix B.

Theorem 2 Let ' = 48N (e + > m and € = [|]Vﬁ”9t( ) — VL™ (p)]| ] We have Algorithm
1 with the learning mte n < 1/8" such that

T T
SE[IVL ()P < Y e + 28 (L*(0) = L7 ()

t=1 t=1

Theorem 2 implies a local convergence result of Algorithm 1 given a reasonable good gradient
estimator, e.g., ZtT:1 € = O(\/T ), which is related to the quality of estimated value functions
according to Lemma 2. Next, we utilize TD-learning to estimate value functions, provide an actor-
critic type of algorithm, and establish its local convergence.

4.2 Regularized Distributed Actor Critic Algorithm

Motivated by [19], we utilize TD-learning to estimate the gradient Vy, Vo (p) according to Lemma
2 and provide an actor-critic type of algorithm (TD-RDAC) for multi-agent setting in Algorithm 2.
From Lemma 2, we have

A
venLﬂ'e (p) = v97Lv7r9 (p) + m Z ven log 7T9n (an|5n)
1 A 1
- 7* s~d} ur) Z A™ 9 ‘9./\/ N (k ))V@nﬂgn(an|8n) + — ( — 71'9n> .
1= NNt [Sal \JA]

For each agent n, it requires to aggregate the advantage functions (or the estimator) from its neigh-
bors, i.e., A™ (spr(k), apn(k)) for any k € N(n) to estimate the gradient Vo, V™ (p) or Vg, L™ (p). The
actor-critic algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 2. It contains T outer loops and H inner loops.
The lines 4 to 8 perform TD learning to estimate value function for each individual agent. The line
10 is to compute TD-error based on the learned value function for each agent. The line 11 is to
estimate the policy gradient by aggregating its neighbors’ TD-error. The line 12 is to update the
policy parameters. The inner loops (lines 3 to 13) will be run T rounds.



Algorithm 2 Regularized Distributed Actor-Critic Algorithm

1: Initialization: 6°, \, and 7.

2: fort=1,...,T7 do

3:  Initialize ‘A/Oﬂgt () = 0 and sample a state s’ ~ p.

4 for h=1,...,H do

5: forn=1,...,N do

6 Update value function for each agent at step h :

AT t,h-‘rl
Vo (snmy (h)
NP ATt h
= (1= )V (symy(h) +a <TZ(3N(n)(h)7QN(n)(h’)) + V" (sprmy (b + 1)) :
end for
: end for
9 forn=1,...,N do
10: Compute TD-error at each step h:
" (sx(m) (1), an(y (h))
Aot H ATt H
= 7 (snrm) (B)s anny (B)) + AV (spr(my (h + 1)) = Va7 (spr(my (R),
11: Estimate policy gradient by aggregating its neighbors’ TD-errors:
Vo, V" (p)
1 & .
S RN 2 R o (B, ano (1) Vo, Tox g, (an ()]s (),
7= keN (n)
12: Update: 651 = 0 + 1V, V7ot (p) + ﬁ (ﬁ - wen) .
13: end for

14: end for

Intuitively, Algorithm 2 requires a large number of inner loops H to guarantee the convergence
of value function such that the estimated policy gradient is accurate. Before proving the local
convergence results of Algorithm 2, we introduce a common Assumption 2 (e.g., [22, 18]) on the
mixing time of Markov decision process.

Assumption 2 Assume {s,(h)}n,Vn, be a Markov chain with the geometric mizing time under

any policy g, , i.e., there exists a constant K such that for any h = K log(1/e), the total variance

distance of P(2120) and mp, (21) satisfies

|P(z2n) — () | 7v < €, Vn.

To avoid the complicated conditions on 1" and H, we present the order-wise results in Theorem 3.
The proofs and the detailed requirements on 7" and H can be found in Appendix C.

Theorem 3 Suppose large T and H = O(T). Let the learning rate be n = O(1/v/T). We have

Algorithm 2 such that
NSpaxA logT
. Tt 2] < max<imax
lglthE[\IVLe(p)II]\()( e )

Theorem 3 concludes Algorithm 2 will return a stationary policy for a large T. Moreover, the bound
only depends on the local dimension of states and actions, i.e., Spax and Amax, which means our
algorithm is scalable and could be applied to large-scale networks.
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Figure 2: Wireless network topology for real-time access control (left-hand side) and power control
(right-hand side).

5 Experiments

In this section, we evaluate TD-RDAC for real-time access control problem and distributed power
control problem in wireless networks as described in Section 2.

Real-time access control in wireless network: We consider the reward/utility of node n defined
in (2). We compared Algorithm 2 with the ALOHA algorithm [21] and a scalable actor critic (SAC) in
[20]. The classical distributed solution to this problem is the localized ALOHA algorithm [21], where
node n sends the earliest packet with a certain probability and the packet is sent to a random access
point m € AP(n) in its available set, with probability proportional to ¢,, and inversely proportional
to the number of nodes that can potentially transmit to access point m. Note to compare ALOHA
algorithm [21] and SAC in [20], we apply Algorithm 2 into a slightly different setting where a packet
is removed from its queue if either it is delivered successfully or expired.

In our experiment, we considered two types of network topology: a line network and a grid
network as shown in the lefthhand side of Figure 2. The tabular method is used to represent value
functions since the size of the table is tractable in this experiment.

The line network has 6 nodes and 5 access points as shown in the left-up of Figure 2. We consid-
ered two settings in the line network with the same arrival probability but distinct success transmis-
sion probabilities to represent reliable/unreliable environments. Specifically, the arrival probabilities
are w = [0.5,0.3,0.5,0.5,0.3,0.5]; the transmission probabilities of the reliable/unreliable environ-
ments are ¢ = [0.9,0.95,0.9,0.95,0.9] and ¢ = [0.5,0.6,0.7,0.6,0.5], respectively. The deadline of
packets is d = 2. We ran 9 different instances with different random seeds and the shaded region
represents the 95% confidence interval. We observe our algorithm increases steady in Figures 3a and
3b and outperforms both SAC algorithm in [20] and ALOHA algorithm in the reliable and unreli-
able environment, where the converged rewards of (our algorithm v.s. SAC v.s. ALOHA) are (0.814
v.s. 0.735 v.s. 0.334) and (0.503 v.s. 0.464 v.s. 0.222) for the reliable and unreliable environment,
respectively.

The grid network is similar as in [20], shown in the left-bottom of Figure 2. The network has 36
nodes and 25 access points. The arrival probability w,, of node n and success transmission probability
dm of access point m are generated uniformly random from [0, 1]. The deadline of packets is also set
d = 2. We observe our algorithm again increases steady in Figure 3c even with the relatively dense
environment and outperforms both SAC algorithm in [20] and ALOHA algorithm [21], where the
converged rewards of (our algorithm v.s. SAC v.s. ALOHA) are (0.393 v.s. 0.369 v.s. 0.138).
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Figure 3: Performance Comparison in Real-time Access Network
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Figure 4: Performance Comparison in Distributed Power Control

Distributed power control in wireless network: We considered the reward/utility of each
agent is the difference between a logarithmic function of signal-interference-noise ratio (SINR) and a
linear pricing function proportional to the transmitted power as in (3). In the literature, the problem
has been formulated as a linear pricing game [2] and [5]. We compared Algorithm 2 with the DPC
algorithm [2] and SAC in [20]. In our experiment, we first studied a setting with 6-link (3 x 2 grids)
where the tabular method is tractable to represent value functions. Then we studied two settings:
9-link and 25-link as shown in the right-hand side of Figure 2, where we use blue circles to denote
links. For both settings, we use neural network (NN) approximation for value functions. With NN
approximation, we utilized the replay buffer [17] and double-Q learning [11] to stabilize the learning
process.

For the reward/utility in (3), we set Gpn = 1 and G = K/(disty,,)? with £ = 0.1 as the
fading factor and dist,,, is the distance between nodes m and n. The average power of the noise
is o, = 0.1. We set the trade-off parameter u,, = 0.1, Vn. For each environment, we ran 9 different
instances with different random seeds and the shaded region represents the 95% confidence interval.

For 6-nodes network, we represent value functions with tables in Algorithm 2. We observe the
learning processes are quite stable in Figure 4a. We observe our algorithm outperforms the SAC and
DPC algorithm as the training time increases: the converged reward are (17.60 v.s. 17.43 v.s. 16.77).
For 9-nodes , we approximate value functions with neural networks in Algorithm 2. We observe
Algorithm 2 outperforms the SAC and DPC algorithms as the training time increases in Figure
4b (28.92 v.s. 28.76 v.s. 27.64). For 25 nodes, Figure 4c shows the results with a heterogeneous
topology. Again, we observe our algorithm increases steady in Figure 4c and outperforms the SAC
and DPC algorithms (98.35 v.s. 95.70 v.s. 95.34).

Finally, we note that both ALOHA and DPC algorithms are model-based algorithm and the
agents need to know the systems parameters (success transmitting probability in the real-time access

10



control problem and channel gains and interference levels in the power control problem) while our
algorithm is model-free and does not need to know these parameters.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we studied a weakly-coupled multi-agent reinforcement learning problem where agents’
reward functions are coupled but the transition kernels are not. We propose TD-learning based
regularized multi-agent policy actor-critic algorithm (TD-RDAC) that achieve the local convergence
result. We demonstrated the effectiveness of TD-RDAC with two important applications in wireless
networks: real-time access control and distributed power control and showed that our algorithm
outperforms the existing benchmarks in the literature.
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A Decomposition of Value Functions

A.1 Proof of Lemma 1

Proof 1 We provide the proof of the decomposition on Q-function and the similar argument holds
for the value function V™ (s). According to the definitions of reward and Q-function, we have

N
Q™ (s,a) i Z i r 3 ) 0 0 —
N Y Tn N(n) aN(n) S =S5, =a
1 N 0
0 0

N 2 [Z SN(n a./\/'(n)) SN(n) = SN(n)> AN (n) = aN(n)]
1N
Y Z "N () an ()

where the second equality holds because the reward and transition of agent n only depends on its
neighbors’ states and actions since for any trajectories of agent n until t', we have

tl

P(s%,a" -+ sheiyaivy) = [T [T 7o (aklsh)P(shlsh ' al )

t=1 keN(n)

= 11 H”Gk al|st)P(sklsytha )
keN (n)

= PRy Wrnys » S0 U

and it 1mplies P(Sj\,/—(n),aﬁ\,/(n)) only depends on (s?\/(n),a%—(n)).

A.2 Proof of Lemma 2

Proof 2 According to Theorem 1, we have

1
Vo, V™ (p) :ﬁEs 070 amm(1s) L@ (8,0) Ve, log mo(al )]
1 T
:ﬁEswd;"Gﬂwﬂ,g(.ls) [Q G(S,G)VQTL log 7T9n (a/n|5n)]
1 (1 &
=T Bl amol) | ¥ > Q™ (57 (n)> AN () Vo, 108 Ta,, (an5n)
7 | n=1

1 1 .
ZGES%;’@@NM(M N Z Q Q(SN(k)ﬂN(k;))Ven log mg,, (an|sn)
| keN(n)

where the second equality holds because of localized policies wg(als) = [ [,, ™o, (an|sn); the third equality
holds because of Lemma 1; the last equality holds because for any k ¢ N (n) that

By im0 ammy(ls) [Q7 (55 (k)» an(k)) Vo, 1og g, (an|sn) ]

=E, gm0 [ZQ (snviwys anawy) | | 7o, (asls5) Vo, ma, (an|5n)]

J#n
=Es~d7prg [Z Q™ (sn(k Hﬂ'@ (ajls;) ZV(;nm)n (an|sn) ]
a—n J#n

=0
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Note Vg, V™ (p) = ﬁESnge a~mo(-]s) [A76(s,a)Vy, logm(als)] and the second equality on the ad-
vantage function holds by following the same steps.

B Proof of Theorem 2

To prove Theorem 2, we first prove the smoothness of regularized value L function.

B.1 Smoothness of L function

Recall the definition of L function
Lx(0) = V™ (p) + R(0).

where R(0) = Zfzv 1 m s an 1087, (an|sn). We show V7™ (p) is %—smoo‘chness in Lemma 3

and R(0)is Y, Sl S i-smoothness in Lemma 4, respectively, which imply L™ (s)is f' := 48N 23 +>, Sl Sn
smoothness.

Lemma 3 (Smoothness) Under Algorithm 1, we have V™ (s) to be 48N?/(1 — v)? smoothness,

1.€.,

oV (s)
00

2
ooy < AN

< 0 9/2
Gyl =l

V7T (s) = VT (s) =

Proof 3 The Bellman equation (for a network) is
V7™ (s Zﬂ'g als)r(s,a) + ’yz mo(als) ZP(S/|S, a)V™ (s,

Let

= ZTr(aLs)r(s,a) and Py(s,s’) = Zﬂg(a|s)273(s’|s,a).

Let us be a vector with only the sth entry being one and zeros for other entries. The Bellman
equation can be wrote as

V7 (s) =rg(s) +¥(Po(s,-), V™(-)),
which implies V™ € RIS| satisfies
VT = (I =yP(8)) 'rg := Myry,

2\ 27/ 70 .
where I is the identity matriz. Let 0, = 0 + av, and we have e ‘299 (), — ¢ Vaof? (5) la=0. With a

bit abuse of notation, let ro, = 9., Po = Po,, Ta = 7o, and My = My . We need to compute the
first-order gradient

OV ™ () oM, or
Go MU gy T tus Mag
P, or
zfyusTMa —aaa Myro + uSTMaa—;

where we use the derivative of inverse matrix %059))71 =(- 7p(9))—1<9(1+07;(9))(1 —yP(0)" Y
and the second-order gradient

(92V7r9a( ) 2 T apa apa T (92,P
=2 M,—M,——M,r, M, —=2M,r,
2a? ts Mapr Moy Mala T3 Mazs Mal
oP, or o%r
T e a T a
+ yug Ma—aa Ma—aa + ug M, a2
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Therefore, we need to establish the upper bounds on
oP, %P, % 0%re
oa’ 0?2’ Oa’ 0a?’

which require to compute
orq %7y
oo’ Oda?’

Recall mg(als) = ]—[T]yzl g, (an|sn). Let’s compute

M\azo = <ag;((a‘) )= Z< ol sCiJ Valsn:)7

077 anlsn
7T0k a’k|5k Mayn(snv')>

3
Il
—_

I
Mz
i

8) (Vn(sn, an) — (o, (+[sn), vn(s,-)))

Il
M=
2
S

3
I
—_

where the last equality holds because

omg,, (anl|sn) _

80 (Sn, n) ﬂ—en(an|sn)<ﬂan=a{n - ﬂen(a%"sn))7

and it implies
org, (an|sn)

o (ay Vs D) = Vs an) = (7o, (ln). (s, )

Therefore, we have

Z (als) (Vn(sn,an) — (7o, (+[sn), vn(sn, )))

< 2m2x Z |Un(Sn, an)|

n=1

< 2N||ull2.

Next, let’s compute

i Wa a] la=0 = Z Z<69 - 7T9 a| ) Un(Sns+), Uns (Snrs ),

nelniel n Sna (Sn’a')

where we need to compute

27T a
(e =il (s =, ) = ol i) T =70, )

- We(a\s)ﬂen ('L|5n) (Han =5 — 7o, (]|5n)) )

and

0?1 (als) _ ‘ , A _
(gl '))m —mp(als) (Tt — 70, i150) (T g — 70, ()
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Then we have

*my(als)
<m”n(3m )y Vn(8n, )/ (als)

J

+ ‘Zﬂ-@n (Z|5)VZ(Z|S) + QZZ770n(i|8n)770n(j|5n)yn(sna DIZCND]

<6 max v2(sy, an),
an

and

27T a|s
<99n(jn, '0)(971[()5”,, 3 Un (S *)s Unt (S, -) Y/ (als)

<|vn(8n, an)vi (575 apr )| + [Vn (S, an) 271-0”/ (Jlsn ) v (80, )]
J

| (s, @) D370, (ilsn)va(sny )] + D D ma, (ilsn)ma,, (ilsw ) vn(sn, D)v (500, )]

J
<4 max ‘Vn(sn, an)Vn’ (Sn’7 (ln/)‘

SnySptyAn Ayt

which implies

827ra(a|s)
T famo| < 6N I
Now it is good to bound
02V ™00 (5) o| 7. OPua . 0P, 7 02P,
A _ o9  |a= :2 MaiMaiMa [e% s MaiMoc «
0a2 0 Y oo oo Ta| + 7 ]U 0a2 "
0P, or 0?r
T « « T %
Mo——My—— Moy——
s o oo s 0a?
_ [ 8N? N 6N? N 4N? N 6N? ] 2
I R N () N C e R C I Bl R
24N?

< 2N s
(1—7)

Finally, we have
2V (s) 24N?
v <

2
(992 V= (1_7) HVH27

which completes the proof.
Lemma 4 Under Algorithm 1, we have R(0) is Y, %—smoothness.
Proof 4 We have for any n such that

oRO) _ 1 (1
Onloms) 15 <|An| onl] "))’

O’R(6)
00, (5n, )2 |Snl

(—diag(ﬂen('|8n)) + Wen('\sn)ﬁen(‘\sn)T) ’
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which implies

2
i) 5.V ) < K, (o)) 5 D]+ [, (). v DI

<2[vn(sn, )%
Finally we have

O2R(0)

< 2
(o) <2,

which completes the proof.

B.2 Proving Theorem 2
Recall 7 < 1/8" and D(t) = L*(p) — L™ (p). Given 6* and VL™ (p), we have

Dt +1) = D(t) =L™ (p) — L™ (p)
L7 (p) — D041 () + (V™ (p), 67 — 0 — (T L7! (), 07+ — g
!
<l 02— (VLT (), 04— )
6/ 2 5 R
B\ it (p)|12 = (T L7 (o), V7o' ()

Tt Tyt 2_i Tyt 2
2ﬁ,IIVL (p) = VLT (p)| 2ﬁIIVL ()"

Since ¢, = E [||Vﬁ“6f (p) — VLTt (p)||2] , we have

B[D(t+1) - D) <55 [IVE™(p) = VL™ (0)| ] = 5 B[V ()]

which implies

SHENIVE Q)] <58 [IVE™ () = VI ()] + E[D() - Do + ]
2—ﬂ,+E[D( )—D(t+1)].
Take summation t = 1,2,--- ,T and we have
T T )
Y E[IVL™ (pIF] < Y e+ 28 (L*(o) = L7 () -
t=1 t=1

C Proof of Theorem 3

Recall the estimated gradient and the true gradient to be

H

A 1 -
Vo, V(5 = 3 3 G sy (B axe (1), g o, () 1),
h=1 ke./\/(n)
- h
V0 = 3 |5 3 0 (), 1, 0005 0)

keN(n)

18



Further define Vg, V7™ (p) and Vj, V™ (p) to decompose policy gradient as follows:

H
- 1 -
Vo.V™(0) = 27" D i (5w (1) anay (1) Ve, Jog ma, (an(h) s (h),
h=1 keN (n)

H
_ 1 i
Vo, V(5 = 3B | 1 3 G M saey (1) anio () Va0 7o, (an ()] ()
=1 keN (n)

>

The error is decomposed to be

Vo, L™ (p) = Vo, L™ (p)
=V, L™ (p) = Vo, L™ (p) + Vo, L™ (p) = Vi, L™ (p) + Vo, L™ (p) — Vo, L™ (p),

~

e ean esn
where the error eq ,, is related to the estimated TD-error and its true TD-error under policy mg; the
error e, is related to the sample-based TD-error estimation and its expected one; the error es, is
related to the truncated error of estimated state occupancy measure.
To prove Theorem 3, we establish the following lemma that relates 7, E[||[V L™ (p)]|?] to the
errors of e1, es, and es.

Lemma 5 Under Algorithm 1, we have

N

t=1

D EIIVIT™ (0)]1P] <3n YL E[ller(®)] + [le2()]* + llea(t)]?]
2
)

t=1 .
+ <(12 + 2/\N) DIE[lex(®)]] + les(8)][]

t=1

T
T
+ (1= 2) REVI™ (p) ea(t)]

. 2 (1%0) - L ().

Proof 5 Define D(t) = L*(p) — L™ (p). Therefore, we have
B/ 2

D(t +1) = D(t) S—5—||VL™ (p)||> = (VL™ (p), VL™ (p))

,6/ 2
[[VL™0t (p) + e1(t) + ea(t) + e3(t)|]?

- 77<VL’”” (p), VLT (p) + ex(t) + ex(t) + e3(t))

/0n2
< (6277 n) 1927 DIE + L e16) + ea®) + ea(t)]

B
+ (75 = 0) L) ea(t) + a0 + ea(0)
Recall the values of n and 3', where 'n < 1, we have

D(t+1) = D(t) < = BIVE @IF + 2 (lea I + llea@)? + les(dIP)
£V ()] (ler (8] + les )1

" (B;nz _ 77) (VL™ (p), ea(t)),
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which implies that

T
DL E[IVL™ (p)]7] <3nZEIIel O + [le2 @)1 + llea(t)]]
t=1 t=1

+2 Z EIVL™ (p)| (llex(@)]] + lles()[])]

T
+(8'n —2) Y E[(VL™ (p), ex(t))]
t=1
2 * e
(20 - 17 (). (8)
Nezxt, we provide the upper bound on |V L™ (p)|. Note that

70 (3 7r(my (1) apr(ny (R)) =B (Spr(my (B), anr(ny (R)) + AV (s iy (B + 1)) = ViFoH (s5 ()

S gl s

and

Vo (s,.ar) 108 76, (an(h)|sn(h) = Is, (=5 (Lan(hy=a;, — 76, (@ |sn(R))) -

We immediately have
2N
VL (p)| < — + 2AN.
VL ()] < o

Finally, we complete the proof by substituting the upper bound into (8).

In the following subsections, we provide the upper bounds on the error terms in Lemma 5. We define
{f —g}(z) := f(z) — g(x) and occasionally abbreviate the index ¢ in 7y for a simple notation.

C.1 Bounds on |e(t)|?, |ex(t)]?, and [es(t)]?

Lemma 6
12N

(1=t

Proof 6 As in the proof of Lemma 5, it could be verified that |V, V™ ()|, |V, V™ ()|, [ Ve, V™ (p)]

are bounded by the term

ller @17 + [le2@)[]* + [les(®)[]* <

2
(1 =)

Therefore, all these error terms of |e1||?, |e2|?, and |es|? are also bounded by

AN
1=y

which completes the proof.

C.2 Bound on (VL7 (p),es(t))

Lemma 7

Lw(p),ez(t)>u<<(l4_N L2 )«/TlogT.
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Proof 7 The sequence of {{VL™"(p),e2(t))}: is a martingale difference sequence with respect to
Fi_1 because it satisfies

o (VL (p), e2(t))] < |[VL7 (o) [[le2t)]] < 7250 + 2.

o E[(VL™"(p), e2(t))|Fi-1] = 0.
Therefore, we use Azuma—Hoeffding inequality for the sequence such that

P( 2( AN + 2AN >\/2TlogT><

1=yt (1=79)?
which completes the proof.

)

N[~

T
D UVL (p), ea(t))
t=1

C.3 Bound on ez, (t)|

Lemma 8

2’yH
Efllesn(dll] < 22— Y1 < n < N,¥1
-7

A

t<T.

Proof 8 We have

D10 (sww (h), angw) () Va, log g, (an(h)|sn(h))
keN (n)

2=

0
lesn(®)l = >, V"E
h=H

_ AN

(I=7)N

> |
I
L8

Y"E [V, log g, (an(h)|sn(h)] '

H
<
1—x

C.4 Bounds on |ey,||

Lemma 9

4 MmaXgeA(n) Hvljet - Vljet [
I—n

E[[lexn ()] < NI<n<NVI<t<T.
Proof 9 Recall the error
e1n =V, L™ (p) — Vg, L™ (p)
H 1 R
=] ’Yhﬁ D 08 = 6 (sn ey (B), an ey (h)) Vo, log o (an] sn)
h=1 keN (n)

which implies that

H
1 ST uy
levnl < ) ’Yhﬁ > ‘{%9 = 0.7 Hsn iy (h)s any (R)) | [ Ve, log mo(ansn) |
h=1 keN (n)
H 1 )
<), ,th D 165 =650l Ve, log mo(anlsn) |

>

N
[\)

keN (n)

h ST To
max [6,° — 9§
7 keN (n) 9% A

>
Il
—_

_dmaxen ) Ve — v
L=y

/

)
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where the third inequality holds because |V, log mg(an|sn)| < 2 and the last inequality holds because
IN(n)| < N; and the last inequality holds because of the definition of TD-error é.

Since ey (t) is directly related to the estimation error of value function, we follow [22] to establish
a finite-time analysis of V7" — VTet:h We write down a linear representation of value function
updating as in [22]. Define 2/ = (8A7(n) (h), anr(ny(R)) and a vector u(2) with the zth entry being
one and zeros otherwise. We abbreviate ¢ and n for the simple notation because we evaluate a fixed
policy mg: for any t and the following derivation holds for any n. We represent V7o (2) = (OF wu(zP))

with parameter ©" € RIS»|*lAnl Recall the value function updates in Algorithm 2 as follows

VIOt (50 (), aprny ()
=(1 = )V (spr(n) (1)) + (rl(sarmy (1), apeny (R)) + AV (spr(ny (B + 1)),

which can be wrote down in a linear form
el — o + o (—u(zh)(uT(zh) —yul (el + r(zh)u(zh)> )
Define A(zn, zny1) = —u(zn)(u? (z1) — yul (2n,41) and b(zp,) = r(zn)u(zp), we have
oMl =e" +a (A(zh, Sheh + b(zh)> . 9)

Define a matrix to be ® with the column being u(z") and A to be a diagonal matrix with A(z", 2*) =
7(z"), where 7(2") is the stationary distribution of Markov chain Z”, T' to be the transition kernel
matrix and r to be a vector with r(z") being the z"th entry. Further define A = —®A(®T — AT ®T)
and b = ®Ar. The corresponding (shift) ODE of (9) is

0= A6 + b,
where its equilibrium is 8* and it is also the solution to Bellman equation, i.e.,
VoMY = (0%, u(2M)).

Then we study |©" — 6% by leveraging the drift analysis as in [22]. The Lyapunov equation of ODE
is —I = ATP + PA with a positive symmetric P, where &max and &min are the largest and smallest
eigenvalues of P.

Based on Assumption 2, let 7 be the mixing time such that total variance distance of P(z"|2?)

and 7(2") is less than %IOZH, that is

Emax log H
09 H

Based on these definitions, we state Theorem 7 in [22] as follows.

[P("2%) = m(") v <

Theorem 4 (Theorem 7 in [22]) For any h > 7 and € such that 256€T + €£max < 0.05, we have
the following finite-time bound:

h—T1 9
E[l" - 617 < = (1 - O‘9e> (L56°] + 05 + Tt

h gmin §max

Emax log H

By setting € = 335 7=

, we can invoke Theorem 7 in [22] and have the following lemma.

2
Lemma 10 For any H > T such that 2565"};"_771%}[ + gm(};igH < 0.045, we have the estimation error

of value functions

E[Hf/ﬂe,H _ V7r9H2] < Emax i " 109051?;1@( 7log H
4min H émin H-T1
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Proof 10 Let e = EO 5 llgg_li and ©y = 0 in Theorem 4, we have

E[|e" —¢**] <

Emax <1 logH )H T . 10903, 7log H
4gmln H-r71 gmin H—7
_bmax 1 109085, log H

\4£min H fmin H—-1 7

which completes the proof because of the linear representation of the value function (O, u(z")).

C.5 Proving Theorem 3

Let H=T+7and n = 1/\/T We consider a small A and a large T" such that AN log Apax < 1 and
log(1/v) = logT'/T. Combine all lemmas together, we have

S

SEITE (oI
36N\F 8N N TAH
ST— +((1— >2+8W)Z<1—7>2

+<(14_A;) (QAN >\/W+2(L* L”l(p)>ﬁ

I <( 8N T 8)\N> \/< gmax + 1090£max> TTlOg(T"rT)

1- '7)3 1- Y 4gmin gmln

74 max 1090¢£3
\/< Sma + 5““”‘) 7T log(T + T)

< 4
(1 - 7) 4§min fmin

the last inequality holds because
1
B <1/VT and L*(p) — L (p) < T 7 AN log Amax,
-7

which completes the proof of Theorem 3 by

T
1
: Tt 2 < Tt 2
 min E[[[VL™ (p)[['] \T;E[IIVL *(p)I7]

74 < Emax 109055}1%) Tlog(t +T)
< ] + .
(1 - ’Y) 4gmin émin T
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