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Abstract—In multiagent reinforcement learning, policy evalu-
ation is a central problem. To solve this problem, decentralized
temporal-difference (TD) learning is one of the most popular
methods, which has been investigated in recent years. However,
existing decentralized variants of TD learning often suffer from
slow convergence due to the sensitive selection of learning rates.
Inspired by the great success of adaptive gradient methods in
the training of deep neural networks, this article proposes a
decentralized adaptive TD(λ) learning algorithm for general λ
with linear function approximation, referred to as D-AMSTD(λ),
which can mitigate the selective sensitivity of learning rates.
Furthermore, we establish the finite-time performance bounds
of D-AMSTD(λ) under the Markovian observation model. The
theoretical results show that D-AMSTD(λ) can linearly converge
to an arbitrarily small size of neighborhood of the optimal weight.
Finally, we verify the efficacy of D-AMSTD(λ) through a variety
of experiments. The results show that D-AMSTD(λ) outperforms
existing decentralized TD learning methods.

Index Terms—Finite-time bounds, multiagent reinforcement
learning (MARL), policy evaluation, temporal-difference (TD)
learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

IN MODERN machine learning, one of the most popular
paradigms is reinforcement learning (RL), which learns
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an optimal policy via maximizing a cumulative reward [1].
Therefore, how to estimate the cumulative reward is a central
problem in RL. To solve this problem, temporal-difference
(TD) learning is one of the most dominant methods in RL [2],
which estimates the cumulative reward through an iteration
process under a given policy. The classical TD uses a tabular to
represent the cumulative reward, where the estimates of entry-
wise cumulative reward are stored state-by-state. Nevertheless,
the “curse of dimensionality” can be caused by the tabular
TD with large state spaces. To address this issue, various
approximators can be used to approximate the cumulative
reward [1], [3]. In general, approximators are divided into
linear and nonlinear approximations. In particular, deep RL has
been successfully applied in many domains [4], where deep
neural networks are regarded as nonlinear approximators. For
example, AlphaGo [5], AlphaGo Zero [6], games [7], etc.

Despite the success of RL with nonlinear approximators,
however, the convergence of TD learning cannot be guaranteed
through nonlinear methods [8]. To ensure the convergence of
TD learning, linear function approximation methods are used
in general. Furthermore, linear approximators are efficiently
implemented on both computation and data in practice com-
pared to nonlinear approximators [1]. For this reason, this
article focuses on the design and analysis of TD learning,
where the value function is parameterized by linearly com-
bining the preselected bias functions. According to the update
rule of the vanilla TD learning, the weight parameters can be
estimated by an iteration process. Albeit the iteration process
is simple, the rigorous analysis of convergence performance
remains a challenging task [8]. Toward this direction, the
asymptotic performance of TD learning with a linear approxi-
mation is established in [8], [9], [10], and [11]. Nevertheless,
the nonasymptotic performance analysis has recently received
increasing interest because massive data examples need to
be handled in artificial intelligence, signal processing, and
control tasks. Moreover, the statistical efficiency of algo-
rithms can be better understood in terms of nonasymptotic
analysis. Compared to the asymptotic analysis of TD learn-
ing, its nonasymptotic analysis faces more challenges in
particular [12]. For example, the bias and correlation are
introduced in the update of TD, which cannot correspond
to stochastic gradient ascent. Despite these challenges, the
nonasymptotic analysis of TD learning was also developed in
recent years [13], [14], [15], [16], [17], [18].
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Albeit the nonasymptotic analysis of TD learning has made
great progress, the aforementioned works were made for the
centralized setting. When dealing with some tasks in the
multiagent paradigm, however, this setting suffers from some
limitations, including the communication bottleneck problem
in wireless networks, the privacy and secrecy problem in
sensitive applications, and the robust problem [19]. Moreover,
the central coordinator may not even exist in many practical
applications. For these reasons, decentralized TD learning
methods were proposed recently in multiagent RL (MARL)
environments [12], [20], [21], [22], [23], [24], [25], which
suppose that each agent only knows its own local information
and can communicate with its neighbors over a multiagent
network. Moreover, the optimal weight parameter is sought
in a cooperative manner without any central coordinator.
Specifically, Mathkar and Borkar [20] analyzed the asymptotic
performance of decentralized TD(0) learning by using the
ordinary differential equation (ODE) approach. Under the
independently and identically distributed (i.i.d.) assumption,
Doan et al. [21] rigorously analyzed the nonasymptotic (i.e.,
finite-time) performance of decentralized TD(0) learning.
Nevertheless, it is hard to satisfy the i.i.d. assumption in
practice [14]. For this reason, the nonasymptotic analysis of
decentralized TD(0) learning was established in [12] and [22]
under the Markovian model, which is a more realistic scenario
than i.i.d. Although TD(0) learning has a faster convergence
rate, its approximation capability is weaker. Moreover, the
more general TD learning, referred to as TD(λ) with λ ∈
[0, 1], may learn more efficiently [1]. For this reason, the
finite-time performance of TD(λ) learning was also established
under the Markovian model in [24] and [25].

However, the above-mentioned decentralized TD learning
may suffer from slow convergence because their convergence
rates are sensitive to the selection of learning rates [16], [26].
In these decentralized TD learning with linear function
approximation, the update rules are similar to stochas-
tic gradient optimization, which leads to poor convergence
performance because the gradient is scaled uniformly in all
updated directions. To address this issue in SGD, various
ADAM-type methods were recently proposed in stochastic
optimization [27], [28], where the gradient is adaptively scaled
by adjusting dynamically the learning rate. Due to their supe-
rior performance, ADAM-type methods have been usually used
empirically in RL [29]. Motivated by the empirical success,
TD learning incorporated ADAM-type updates and its conver-
gence guarantee has been recently developed in [16] and [17].
Despite these theoretical efforts, the aforementioned ADAM-
type TD learning algorithms were suitable for single-agent
RL. Very recently, Zhu et al. [30] proposed a distributed
adaptive TD(0) learning algorithm and proved its nonasymp-
totic performance. However, decentralized adaptive variants of
TD(λ) learning with linear function approximation have rarely
been investigated for MARL to our knowledge. Thereby, there
still exists an open question:

Can provable decentralized adaptive TD(λ) methods for a
general λ be developed to accelerate the decentralized vanilla
TD(λ) learning as AMSGRAD in [28]?

To answer this question, we propose a decentralized
adaptive TD(λ) learning algorithm by incorporating the adap-
tive gradient method into the decentralized TD(λ) learning.
Nevertheless, the design and analysis of decentralized adaptive
TD(λ) learning algorithm is highly nontrivial due to the
following reasons: 1) the updates of TD(λ) learning do not
follow the gradient ascent direction of stochastic optimization;
2) the Markovian model naturally gives rise to the biased
“gradient” in the update process; 3) adaptive methods include
complex update rules; and 4) the effort of the communication
protocol and the adaptive learning rates is interactional in
the update process. Despite these challenges, we also rigor-
ously analyze the nonasymptotic performance of the proposed
algorithm under the Markovian model. To obtain the finite-
time convergence performance, we also choose a multistep
Lyapunov function [18], [22], [31] to deal with the biased
gradient introduced by the Markovian model. To the best
of our knowledge, the proposed algorithm in this article is
the first decentralized adaptive TD(λ) learning. In short, our
contributions are summarized as follows.

1) We develop a decentralized adaptive TD learning algo-
rithm with a general λ, referred to as D-AMSTD(λ),
where AMSGRAD is incorporated into the decentralized
variant of TD(λ) learning.

2) We also establish the finite-time performance bound
of D-AMSTD(λ) under the Markovian model, which
is more real scenario than the i.i.d. model, i.e.,
D-AMSTD(λ) converges to a neighborhood of the
optimal weight at a linear rate.

3) We verify the efficacy of D-AMSTD(λ) by a variety
of experiments. The results show that the convergence
performance of D-AMSTD(λ) outperforms existing
decentralized TD learning algorithms with nonasymp-
totic convergence guarantees.

Organization: Section II briefly reviews some related works
with respect to TD learning. Some requisite backgrounds
are provided in Section III. In Section IV, we develop a
decentralized adaptive variant of TD(λ) learning. Moreover,
some standard assumptions are also made in Section IV for
the performance analysis. In Section V, we present the main
results of this article under the Markovian observation model.
We provide the finite-time analysis of the proposed algorithm
in Section VI. Meanwhile, we evaluate the effectiveness of
the proposed algorithm by various experiments in Section VII.
Finally, Section VIII concludes this article.

Notation: In this article, all vectors are column vectors. The
d-dimensional real space is denoted by Rd. The real matrix
with size m×n is denoted by Rm×n. We use 1m to denote the
m-dimensional vector with all ones. The transpose of a vector
or matrix is represented by (·)�. The �2-norm and �∞-norm
of vectors are denoted by ‖ · ‖ and ‖ · ‖∞, respectively. The
notation ‖M‖1,1 := ∑n

i,j=1 |mij| with a matrix M = [mij] ∈
Rn×n. The element-wise product and division are designated
as x�y and x/y for any vectors x and y, respectively. Besides,
the element-wise square root of a vector x is represented by√

x. For any two vectors, we use min(·, ·) and max(·, ·) to
represent the minimum and maximum, respectively.
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II. RELATED WORK

TD learning, which is a recursive method for estimating
the value function, was originally proposed in [2]. Albeit
the implementation of vanilla TD learning is simple and
efficient, its performance analysis still requires sophisticated
tools. Toward the theoretical direction, some performance
analysis results of TD learning have been presented recently.
Specifically, Jaakkola et al. [32] utilized stochastic approxi-
mation methods to establish the first convergence result of TD
learning, which employs a tabular representation for the value
function. When the state space is large or infinite, however,
the tabular-based TD learning becomes intractable due to
the problem of the curse of dimensionality. For this reason,
Tsitsiklis and Roy [8] rigorously analyzed the asymptotic
convergence of TD learning with linear function approxi-
mation. Although the asymptotic performance is revealed,
the nonasymptotic performance, which is very important in
practice, is barely known. Toward this direction, the first
result is offered by [33]. Nonetheless, Lakshminarayanan and
Szepesvári [34] pointed out that there are several serious
errors in the theoretical analysis. Thereafter, Dalal et al. [14]
established the nonasymptotic (i.e., finite-time) performance of
TD learning, where they assumed that the observation model is
i.i.d. However, this assumption cannot be satisfied in practice.
In order to mitigate this assumption, Bhandari et al. [13]
offered the finite-time convergence rate of TD learning under
the Markovian observation model, in which the projection step
is also introduced in this work. In practice, however, it is
hard to implement the projection step. To eschew the pro-
jection step, the finite-time convergence rate was established
by leveraging the Lyapunov theory in [15], [18], and [31].
Nonetheless, the original TD update, which is very sensitive
to the selection of step-sizes, is used in the above-mentioned
works. For this reason, Sun et al. [16] investigated the
adaptive TD learning algorithms and established their finite-
time performance, where ADAGRAD [35] is incorporated into
the original TD learning. Incorporating AMSGRAD [28] into
the vanilla TD learning was investigated in [17]. Moreover, the
finite-time performance was also established for the different
choices of step-sizes. However, all the aforementioned works
were made for single-agent RL.

The multiagent paradigm, which includes multiple agents,
is also widely applied within engineering, whereas single-
agent RL may be unfit for solving MARL problems. For
this reason, MARL has received significant interest in recent
years. Specifically, Mathkar and Borkar [20] offered the
first asymptotic analysis of the distributed TD(0) learning
with gossip, in which the ODE-based method is utilized
in their analysis. Thereafter, the finite-time convergence
rate of distributed TD(0) learning was also established
by [21] with i.i.d. observation models. To alleviate this
strong assumption, Sun et al. [22] investigated the finite-
time performance of decentralized TD(0) learning with the
Markovian observation model, where a multistep Lyapunov
method is used to control the bias of the gradient. Furthermore,
Wang et al. [12] presented a decentralized TD(0) tracker to
improve the nonasymptotic performance. Meanwhile, Lin and
Ling [23] presented decentralized TD(0) learning methods

by leveraging the gradient tracking technique, which is often
used to accelerate the rate of convergence in distributed
optimization [36], [37], [38]. This work does not establish the
corresponding finite-time error bounds. Besides, Zhu et al. [30]
designed and analyzed the adaptive variant of decentralized
TD(0) learning. The aforementioned efforts are made for
decentralized TD(0) learning, however, the more general
TD(λ) learning may learn more efficiently in practice [1]. For
this reason, Doan et al. [24] studied the decentralized variant
of TD(λ) learning. Moreover, its finite-time convergence
performance was also established for constant and diminishing
step-sizes, respectively. Besides, a Byzantine-resilient decen-
tralized TD(λ) learning and its finite-time performance were
also investigated in [25]. The above-mentioned works utilize
the original TD(λ) update, however, how to design and analyze
the decentralized adaptive variants of TD(λ) learning remains
an open problem. Indeed, the decentralized adaptive gradient
algorithms have been recently proposed for the training of
distributed machine learning models. More recently, decentral-
ized optimization algorithms were proposed in [39] and [40].
Furthermore, the convergence performance was also analyzed
rigorously for convex and submodular objective functions. For
nonconvex objective functions, Chen et al. [41] first pointed
out the convergence issue of DADAM [42] for nonconvex
optimization. To address this issue, a general decentralized
adaptive algorithmic framework was offered in this work.
Moreover, the rate of convergence was also established rigor-
ously. However, the decentralized adaptive variants of TD(λ)

learning have barely been studied to the best of our knowledge.
For this reason, we attempt to bridge this gap between ADAM-
type updates and decentralized TD(λ) learning in MARL.

III. PRELIMINARIES

This section provides some background for the Markov
decision process (MDP). Thereafter, we review the policy
evaluation problem. To solve the problem, we also review
centralized TD learning, which is one of the most dominant
algorithms for policy evaluation.

A. Markov Decision Process and Policy Evaluation

An MDP is characterized as a tuple (S,U ,P,R, γ ), where
S is a state space, U is an action space, P denotes a matrix
of transition probability, and γ denotes a discount fact with
0 < γ < 1. Thus, the probability of transitioning to state
s′ ∈ S under the state s ∈ S and the action u ∈ U is described
by P(s′, s, u) = Pr(s′|s, u). Moreover,

∑
s′∈S Pr(s′|s, u) = 1.

Meanwhile, R(s, u, s′) stands for the transition reward. In this
MDP, the value function (accumulative reward) Jω : S 
→ R

under a policy ω : S 
→ U is defined as

Jω(s) := E

[ ∞∑

t=0

γ tR(st, ut, s′
t

)∣
∣s0 = s

]

(1)

where s0 denotes the initial state. Furthermore, the value
function can be rewritten as [1]

Jω(s) =
∑

u∈U
ω(u|s)

∑

s′∈S
Pr
(
s′|s, u

)[R(s, u, s′)+ γ Jω

(
s′)]. (2)
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When

R(s) :=
∑

s′∈S

∑

u∈U
ω(u|s) Pr

(
s′|s, u

)R(s, u, s′)

and

P(s, s′) :=
∑

u∈U
ω(u|s) Pr

(
s′|s, u

)

were known, the value function Jω can be obtained by
solving (2). For brevity, the subscript ω is neglected henceforth
in the notations because it is fixed in this article.

B. Centralized Temporal-Difference Learning

The state space S is too large to compute the value function
directly by solving (2) in practice. To mitigate the issue,
the value function J is approximated by a low-dimensional
function J̃. In particular, we consider linear function approxi-
mation, i.e.,

J(s) ≈ J̃(s, θ) :=
d∑

p=1

θpφp(s) (3)

where d  |S| and φp(s) ∈ R denotes a feature value and
θp ∈ R denotes a weight. For ease of exposition, define

� :=
⎛

⎝
| |

φ1 · · · φd

| |

⎞

⎠ =
⎛

⎜
⎝

— φ(1)� —
...

...
...

— φ(|S|)� —

⎞

⎟
⎠ ∈ R|S|×d

where φ(s) = (φ1(s), . . . , φd(s))�. Moreover, let

J̃(θ) := (J̃(1, θ) . . . , J̃(|S|, θ)
)�

with θ := (θ1, . . . , θd)
�, then (3) can be written as

J̃(θ) = �θ. (4)

To find the optimal approximation J̃ of J, it has necessitated
the design of TD learning algorithms that can find effectively
the optimal weight θ∗. In the centralized TD learning, the
weight θt is updated as follows:

θt+1 = θt + αtdt∇θ J̃(st, θt) (5)

where αt > 0 is the learning rate, dt denotes the TD at iteration
t and is defined as

dt := rt + γ J̃(st+1, θt) − J̃(st, θt). (6)

Here, rt = R(st+1, ut, st). The gradient ∇θ J̃(st, θt) can be
computed by

∇θ J̃(st, θt) = zt :=
t∑

τ=0

(γ λ)t−τ φ(sτ ) (7)

where λ ∈ [0, 1] is a constant. For brevity, define

g(θt, ζt) := dt∇θ J̃(st, θt)

= zt(γ φ(st+1) − φ(st))
�θt + rtzt (8)

where ζt denotes the randomness of the tuple (st, rt, st+1).
Using (5) yields

θt+1 = θt + αtg(θt, ζt). (9)

For ease of exposition, let Qt := zt(γ φ(st+1) − φ(st))
� and

bt := rtzt, then (8) can be rewritten as

g(θt, ζt) = Qtθt + bt. (10)

Let π ∈ R|S| denote the unique stationary distribution
of the Markov chain if it is ergodic. Moreover, let D :=
diag(π(1), . . . , π(|S|)) and r′(s) = ∑

s′∈S P(s, s′)R(s, s′),
where R(s, s′) = ∑

u∈U ω(u|s) Pr(s′|s, u)R(s′, u, s), then the
following relation:

Q̄ := lim
t→∞E[Qt] = ��D(U − I)� (11)

and

b̄ := lim
t→∞E[bt] = ��D

∞∑

t=0

(γ λP)tr′ (12)

hold, where P stands for the transition matrix, r′ :=
(r′(1), . . . , r′(|S|))�, and

U = (1 − λ)

∞∑

t=0

λt(γ P)t+1.

Thus, we obtain

ḡ(θ) := Q̄θ + b̄. (13)

Further, Tsitsiklis and Roy [8] showed that ḡ(θ∗) = 0.

IV. MULTIAGENT REINFORCEMENT LEARNING,
DECENTRALIZED ADAPTIVE TD(λ) LEARNING,

AND ASSUMPTIONS

This section first introduces the policy evaluation problem
in MARL. To solve this problem, we propose a decen-
tralized adaptive TD(λ) learning algorithm over networks.
Furthermore, we also make some standard assumptions for
analyzing the nonasymptotic performance of the proposed
algorithm.

A. Multiagent Reinforcement Learning

In this article, a network with N agents is denoted by G :=
(V, E), where V := {1, . . . , N} is the set of agents and E is
the set of edges. The set of neighbors of agent i is denoted
by Ni := {j ∈ V|(i, j) ∈ E}. Furthermore, MARL can be
modeled by a multiagent MDP, which is characterized by a
tuple (S, {Ui}N

i=1,P, {Ri}N
i=1, γ,G). In the multiagent MDP,

all agents can observe the state space S , each agent i ∈ V only
utilizes its own action space Ui and observes its own reward
function Ri, respectively.

Under a given policy ωi of agent i ∈ V , the action ui,t ∈ Ui

is selected by agent i, then the state st transits to st+1 at time
t. Meanwhile, agent i can reveal a reward ri,t := Ri(st, st+1).
The value function JD(s) can be defined as

JD(s) := E

[
1

N

N∑

i=1

∞∑

t=0

γ tRi
(
st, ui,t, st+1

)
∣
∣
∣
∣s0 = s

]

. (14)
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Furthermore, the value function JD(s) is also the solution of
the multiagent Bellman equation, i.e.,

JD(s) = 1

N

N∑

i=1

∑

ui∈Ui

ω(ui|s)

×
∑

s′∈S
Pr
(
s′|s, ui

)[Ri
(
s, ui, s′)+ γ JG

(
s′)]. (15)

Similar to the centralized RL, when S is very large, which
leads to the problem of curse of dimensionality, we need to
seek the approximation J̃D(s) of the value function JD(s).
Toward this end, this article considers the case that linear
approximation is used to approximate the value function
J̃D(s), i.e., this approximation is presented in (3) or (4). Define

b̄i := ��D
∞∑

t=0

(γ λP)tr′
i

where r′
i := (r′

i(1), . . . , r′
i(|S|))� with r′

i(s) =∑
s′∈S P(s, s′)Ri(s, s′). Then, the optimal weight θ∗ also

satisfies the following equality [21]:

Q̄θ∗ + b̄D = 0 (16)

where the matrix Q̄ is negative definite and

b̄D := 1

N

N∑

i=1

b̄i.

In this article, we assume that each agent can communicate
with its neighbors. Thus, the objective is to find the optimal
weight θ∗ in a cooperative way without any central agent.

B. Decentralized Adaptive TD(λ) Learning

In order to find cooperatively the optimal weight θ∗
over the network G, we propose a decentralized adap-
tive TD(λ) learning algorithm by integrating decentralized
optimization algorithm and AMSGRAD into TD(λ) learning,
which is called D-AMSTD(λ). The details are summarized in
Algorithm 1. More specifically, each agent i ∈ V computes
local gradient gi by observing (st, rt, st+1), i.e.,

gi
(
θi,t, ζt

) = zt(γ φ(st+1) − φ(st))
�θi,t + ri,tzt. (17)

The first and second moments are updated as follows:

mi,t = β1mi,t−1 + (1 − β1)gi
(
θi,t, ζt

)
(18)

and

vi,t = β2vi,t−1 + (1 − β2)gi
(
θi,t, ζt

)� gi
(
θi,t, ζt

)
(19)

where β1, β2 ∈ [0, 1) are constants. To ensure the conver-
gence, we also define

ṽi,t := max
(
ṽi,t−1, vi,t

)
. (20)

Moreover, each agent i ∈ V performs a consensus step, where
each agent exchanges its local estimate with its neighbors, i.e.,

θi,t+ 1
2

=
∑

j∈Ni

aijθj,t (21)

Algorithm 1 Decentralized Adaptive TD(λ) Learning Over
Networks (D-AMSTD(λ))
Input: The number of agents N; doubly stochastic matrix A =[

aij
] ∈ RN×N ; feature matrix �; learning rate αt.

Output: {θi,t} for i ∈ V and t ≥ 1.
1: Initialize: θi,0 = θc, mi,0 = 0,wi, 1

2
= vi,0 = ṽi,0 = ε1d

for all i ∈ V .
2: for t = 1, 2, . . . do
3: for i = 1, . . . , N do
4: gi(θi,t, ζt) = zt(γ φ(st+1) − φ(st))

�θi,t + ri,tzt;
5: mi,t = β1mi,t−1 + (1 − β1)gi(θi,t, ζt);
6: vi,t = β2vi,t−1 + (1 − β2)gi(θi,t, ζt) � gi(θi,t, ζt);
7: ṽi,t = max

(
ṽi,t−1, vi,t

)
;

8: θi,t+ 1
2

=∑j∈Ni
aijθj,t;

9: ŵi,t =∑j∈Ni
aijŵi,t− 1

2
;

10: wi,t = max
(
ŵi,t, ε

)
;

11: θi,t+1 = θi,t+ 1
2

+ αt
mi,t√
wi,t

;
12: zt+1 = γ λzt + φ(st+1);
13: ŵi,t+ 1

2
= min(ŵi,t + ṽi,t − ṽi,t−1, G2∞).

14: end for
15: end for

where aij ≥ 0 denotes a weight. Then, each agent i ∈ V
updates ŵi,t by performing a consensus step, i.e.,

ŵi,t =
∑

j∈Ni

aijŵi,t− 1
2
. (22)

Similar to vanilla ADAM for numerical stability, we also define

wi,t := max
(
ŵi,t, ε

)

where ε is a positive constant. Finally, the parameter θi,t is
given by

θi,t+1 = θi,t+ 1
2

+ αt
mi,t√
wi,t

. (23)

Besides, the estimate of the second moment is updated as

ŵi,t+ 1
2

= min
(

ŵi,t + ṽi,t − ṽi,t−1, G2∞
)

(24)

where G∞ is a constant. In this article, we assume that ε ≤
G2∞ since ε > 0 can be arbitrarily small. For convenience, we
also introduce the following matrices:

�t :=

⎡

⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

θ�
1,t

θ�
2,t
...

θ�
N,t

⎤

⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

∈ RN×d, Mt :=

⎡

⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

m�
1,t

m�
2,t
...

m�
N,t

⎤

⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

∈ RN×d

�(�t, ζt) :=

⎡

⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

g1
(
θ1,t, ζt

)�

g2
(
θ2,t, ζt

)�
...

gN
(
θN,t, ζt

)�

⎤

⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

∈ RN×d

Vt :=

⎡

⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

v�
1,t

v�
2,t
...

v�
N,t

⎤

⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

∈ RN×d, Ṽt :=

⎡

⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

ṽ�
1,t

ṽ�
2,t
...

ṽ�
N,t

⎤

⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

∈ RN×d
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Wt :=

⎡

⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

w�
1,t

w�
2,t
...

w�
N,t

⎤

⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

∈ RN×d, and Ŵt :=

⎡

⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

ŵ�
1,t

ŵ�
2,t
...

ŵ�
N,t

⎤

⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

∈ RN×d.

Then, using (21) and (23) yields

�t+1 = A�t + αt
Mt√
Wt

(25)

where A := [aij] ∈ RN×N . In addition, we also define some
average variables as follows:

θ t := 1

N

N∑

i=1

θi,t, wt := 1

N

N∑

i=1

wi,t, and ŵt := 1

N

N∑

i=1

ŵi,t.

By the definition of �t, we have

θ t = 1

N
��

t 1N . (26)

C. Some Standard Assumptions

In order to ensure that D-AMSTD(λ) is convergent, we also
make some standard assumptions, which can be found in the
literature of optimization algorithms and TD learning. First, we
present the following assumption that the domain is bounded,
which is also made in [17], [27], and [28].

Assumption 1: There exists a positive constant D∞ such
that ‖θi,t − θj,t‖ ≤ D∞ for i, j ∈ V and t ≥ 0.

We also need to make some assumptions with respect to
the reward function Ri(s, s′) and the feature matrix �, respec-
tively. These assumptions can be also found in [13] and [16].

Assumption 2: For all i ∈ V , suppose that |Ri(s, s′)| ≤ rmax
with rmax > 0 for all s, s′ ∈ S .

For simplicity, the uniform boundedness is adopted in
this article. We can use nonuniform boundedness to replace
Assumption 2, which was also made in [21].

Assumption 3: Suppose that � is full column rank. For all
s ∈ S , ‖φ(s)‖ ≤ 1.

Assumption 3 means that the vectors {φ(s)} are linearly
independent and normalized. Furthermore, because d  |S|,
we can also ensure that Assumption 3 holds. Furthermore,
following Assumptions 2 and 3, we have:

‖Qt‖ =
∥
∥
∥zt(γ φ(st+1) − φ(st))

�
∥
∥
∥

≤ (1 + γ )

t∑

τ=0

(γ λ)t−τ

≤ 1 + γ

1 − γ λ
(27)

and
∥
∥bi,t

∥
∥ = ∥

∥ztri,t
∥
∥

≤ rmax

t∑

τ=0

(γ λ)t−τ

≤ rmax

1 − γ λ
. (28)

Thus, by the definitions of Q̄ and b̄D, we can obtain ‖Q̄‖ ≤
(1 + γ )/(1 − γ λ) and ‖b̄D‖ ≤ rmax/(1 − γ λ), respectively.

Next, we make the standard assumption on the Markov
chain, which is also provided in TD learning [8], [12], [22].

Assumption 4: Assume that the Markov chain with P is
irreducible and aperiodic.

For two probability measures χ1 and χ2, we use dTV(χ1, χ2)

to denote the total-variation norm, which is defined as

dTV(χ1, χ2) := 1

2

∑

s∈S
|χ1(s) − χ2(s)|. (29)

Then, using Assumption 4 yields [43]

sup
s∈S

dTV(Pr(st ∈ ·|s0 = s), π) ≤ �0κ
t (30)

where �0 > 0 and 0 < κ < 1 are constants, and st ∈ · means
that st is an element of the state space S or its subset.

Finally, we also present some standard assumptions on
graphs, which are made in [44] and [45].

Assumption 5: The graph G is connected and undirected.
Assumption 5 ensures that the information can be

exchanged among agents directly or indirectly.
Assumption 6: The matrix A is doubly stochastic.

Moreover, if (i, j) ∈ E , then aij > 0; otherwise aij = 0.
Assumption 6 implies that

∑N
i=1 aij = ∑N

j=1 aij =
1. Besides, the ith largest eigenvalue is denoted by σi.
Furthermore, this article also defines σ := max(|σ2|, |σN |).

V. MAIN RESULTS

This section establishes the convergence behaviors of
D-AMSTD(λ) when αt = α under the Markovian model, which
is a more realistic case than the i.i.d. model. Albeit we focus on
constant learning rates, the nonasymptotic analytical methods
can be also extended to diminishing learning rates. To obtain
the nonasymptotic bounds, we first estimate the mean-squared
error between the average weight θ t and the optimal weight
θ∗. For this reason, we define some variables as

�1(α, T) := 8T4α3(1 + γ )4(1 − β1)
4

ε3(1 − γ λ)4 (1 + υ)2T−4

+ 32T2 α(1 + γ )2(1 − β1)
2

(1 − γ λ)2

+ 2T2α(1 + γ )2(1 − β1)
2

ε3/2(1 − γ λ)2 (1 + υ)T−2

+ 4T(1 − β1)�(T; t)

�2(α, T) := T2α(1 + γ )2(1 − β1)
2

2ε3/2(1 − γ λ)2 (1 + υ)T−2 · ∥∥θ∗∥∥2

+ 8T4α3(1 + γ )4(1 − β1)
4

ε3(1 − γ λ)4 (1 + υ)2T−4 · ∥∥θ∗∥∥2

+ 32T2 α(1 + γ )2(1 − β1)
2

(1 − γ λ)2
· ∥∥θ∗∥∥2 + β2

1 T2G2∞
μ′ε

+ T2α(1 + γ )2(1 − β1)
2

2ε3/2(1 − γ λ)2 (1 + υ)T−2

× 1

(1 + γ )2

(
(1 − γ λ)G∞

1 − β1
+ rmax

)2

+ (1 − β1)
2TG2∞

2η′ε2
√

N

σ

1 − σ

t+T−2∑

k=0

∥
∥Ṽk − Ṽk−1

∥
∥

1,1
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+ 1

2
T(1 − β1)�(T; t) + 16T2 αr2

max(1 − β1)
2

(1 − γ λ)2

+ 4T4α3(1 + γ )2(1 − β1)
4r2

max

ε3(1 − γ λ)4 (1 + υ)2T−4

+ 2dTα
√

NG4∞(1 − β1)
2

ε2

σ

1 − σ
+ 2αT2β2

1 G2∞
ε

and

� ′
2(α, T) := T2α(1 + γ )2(1 − β1)

2

2ε3/2(1 − γ λ)2 (1 + υ)T−2 · ∥∥θ∗∥∥2

+ 8T4α3(1 + γ )4(1 − β1)
4

ε3(1 − γ λ)4 (1 + υ)2T−4 · ∥∥θ∗∥∥2

+ 32T2 α(1 + γ )2(1 − β1)
2

(1 − γ λ)2
· ∥∥θ∗∥∥2 + β2

1 T2G2∞
μ′ε

+ T2α(1 + γ )2(1 − β1)
2

2ε3/2(1 − γ λ)2 (1 + υ)T−2

× 1

(1 + γ )2

(
(1 − γ λ)G∞

1 − β1
+ rmax

)2

+ (1 − β1)
2TG2∞

2η′ε2
√

N

σ

1 − σ

t+T−2∑

k=0

∥
∥Ṽk − Ṽk−1

∥
∥

1,1

+ 1

2
T(1 − β1)α�(T) + 16T2 αr2

max(1 − β1)
2

(1 − γ λ)2

+ 4T4α3(1 + γ )2(1 − β1)
4r2

max

ε3(1 − γ λ)4 (1 + υ)2T−4

+ 2dTα
√

NG4∞(1 − β1)
2

ε2

σ

1 − σ
+ 2αT2β2

1 G2∞
ε

where

υ := α(1 + γ )(1 − β1)

ε(1 − γ λ)

�(T; t) := 2�0κ
t(1 + γ )

T(1 − γ λ)(1 − κ)
· max{2∥∥θ∗∥∥+ rmax, 1}

and

�(T) := 2�0(1 + γ )

T(1 − γ λ)(1 − κ)
· max{2∥∥θ∗∥∥+ rmax, 1}.

Then, the formal statement of the convergence result about the
average weight θ t is presented as follows.

Theorem 1: Under Assumptions 1–6, the sequences {θi,t},
{gi(θi,t, ζt)}, {mi,t}, {vi,t}, {ṽi,t}, and {wi,t} are generated by
Algorithm 1. Let

T̂ := min
T

⎧
⎨

⎩
T

∣
∣
∣
∣�(T) < − (1 − β1)κ

Q̄
max + (η′+μ′)G∞

T

4G∞(1 − β1)

⎫
⎬

⎭

and

α̂ := min

{

α0,
1 + η′ + μ′

2T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

}

where α0 > 0 is a constant. Moreover, define tα := max{t ≥
1|κt ≥ α}. Then, for t ≥ 1, we have

E
[∥
∥θ t − θ∗∥∥2

]
≤ �2�

t
4

∥
∥θ0 − θ∗∥∥2 − 2�2�

′
5G∞

T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

+ min{�t−tα
4 , 1} ·

(

�3α
2 − 2�2�

′
5G∞

T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

)

(31)

where μ′ and η′ are some positive constants

�2 :=
(

3 + 12α2(1−β1)
2(1+γ )2

ε(1−γ λ)2

)T̂ − 1

2 + 12α2(1−β1)
2(1+γ )2

ε(1−γ λ)2

�3 :=
[

24(1 − β1)
2

ε(1 − γ λ)2

(
(1 + γ )2

∥
∥θ∗∥∥2 + r2

max

)
+ 3α2β2

1
G2∞
ε

+ 3d
√

N(1 − β1)
2G4∞σ

ε2(1 − σ)

]

×
⎡

⎣ 1 − T̂

2 + υ ′ +
(
3 + υ ′)

(
(3 + υ ′)T̂−1 − 1

)

(2 + υ ′)2

⎤

⎦

with

υ ′ := 12α2(1 − β1)
2(1 + γ )2

ε(1 − γ λ)2

�4 := 1 + α̂T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

2�2G∞
∈ (0, 1)

�5 := �2
(
α̂, T̂

)

− �3α
2

�2

[

η′ + μ′ + 2T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

G∞
+ �1

(
α̂, T̂

)
]

> 0

and

�′
5 := � ′

2

(
α̂, T̂

)

− �3α
2

�2

[

η′ + μ′ + 2T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

G∞
+ �1

(
α̂, T̂

)
]

.

The detailed proof of Theorem 1 can be found in Section VI.
Under the Markovian model, the average weight θ t can linearly
converge to the neighborhood of the optimal weight θ∗.
Further, following from Lemma 2 and Theorem 1, we prove
that (1/N)

∑N
i=1 E[‖θi,t − θ∗‖2] is also linearly convergent

under the Markovian model.
Proposition 1: Under Assumptions 1–6, the sequences

{θi,t}, {gi(θi,t, ζt)}, {mi,t}, {vi,t}, {ṽi,t}, and {wi,t} are generated
by Algorithm 1. Then, for t ≥ 1, we have

1

N

N∑

i=1

E
[∥
∥θi,t − θ∗∥∥2

]
≤ 2�2�

t
4

∥
∥θ0 − θ∗∥∥2 + 2α2

1 − σ 2

G2∞
ε

+ 2 min{�t−tα
4 , 1} ·

(

�3α
2 − 2�2�

′
5G∞

T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

)

− 4�2�
′
5G∞

T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

. (32)

The detailed proof of Proposition 1 can be found in
Section VI. Furthermore, we also make the following remarks.

Remark 1: Proposition 1 implies that the proposed algo-
rithm achieves the same convergence rate as the centralized TD
learning [13], where a projection step is employed. However,
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it is hard to implement the projection step in practice since
it requires some prior knowledge with respect to the weight
θ . Hence, the proposed algorithm has removed the projection
step. In addition, the convergence rate of D-AMSTD(λ) also
matches the centralized TD learning [15], where the projection
step is removed. Nevertheless, only after a mixing-time,
the bounds in [15] become available. However, the bounds
obtained in this article are available for any t ≥ 1.

Remark 2: D-AMSTD(λ) also achieves the same conver-
gence rate as the distributed TD(λ) [24], where constant and
diminishing learning rates are adopted. Similar to [15], these
bounds in [24] can be applicable only after a mixing-time
(t ≥ tα), which denotes the second phase in our analysis.
For any t ≥ 1, however, our bounds in this article can be
available. Further, the proposed algorithm combines the TD
learning and the ADAM-type optimization algorithm, which
has superior performance for training the models of deep
learning. Furthermore, the proposed algorithm can mitigate
the sensitive selection of learning rate because the adaptive
learning rate is used in D-AMSTD(λ).

VI. NONASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF D-AMSTD(λ)

This section presents the proofs of the main results in
detail. Toward this end, we present some lemmas, which are
very important in our analysis. First, we bound uniformly the
variables gi(θi,t, ζt), mi,t, vi,t, ṽi,t, and wi,t below.

Lemma 1: Under Assumptions 1–3, the sequences {θi,t},
{gi(θi,t, ζt)}, {mi,t}, {vi,t}, {ṽi,t}, and {wi,t} are generated by
Algorithm 1. Then, for all i ∈ V and any t ≥ 0, we have

∥
∥gi
(
θi,t, ζt

)∥
∥∞ ≤ ∥∥gi

(
θi,t, ζt

)∥
∥ ≤ (1 + γ )D∞ + rmax

1 − γ λ
. (33)

Moreover, we also have ‖mi,t‖∞ ≤ ‖mi,t‖ ≤ G∞, ‖vi,t‖∞ ≤
G2∞, ‖ṽi,t‖∞ ≤ G2∞, and ‖wi,t‖∞ ≤ G2∞ for any t ≥ 0 and all
i ∈ V , where G∞ := ([(1 + γ )D∞ + rmax]/[1 − γ λ]).

Proof: See Appendix A in the supplementary material.
Next, we bound the consensus error (1/N)

∑N
i=1 ‖θi,t−θ t‖2,

which plays a pivotal role in our proofs. The formal statement
is described as follows.

Lemma 2: Under Assumptions 1–6, the sequences {θi,t},
{gi(θi,t, ζt)}, {mi,t}, {vi,t}, {ṽi,t}, and {wi,t} are generated by
Algorithm 1. Then, for any t ≥ 0, we have

1

N

N∑

i=1

∥
∥θi,t − θ t

∥
∥2 ≤ α2

1 − σ 2

dG2∞
ε

. (34)

Proof: See Appendix B in the supplementary material.
Next, we provide a nonasymptotic analysis of D-AMSTD(λ)

under the Markovian model, where the observed data is
collected from the trajectory of a single multiagent MDP.
Compared to the i.i.d. model, the Markovian model will incur
a biased estimate of gi(θi,t, ζt), which becomes a challenge
in performance analysis. To address this issue, we first bound
this bias by using Assumption 4. Moreover, this result is stated
formally in the following lemma.

Lemma 3: Under Assumptions 1–6, the sequences {θi,t},
{gi(θi,t, ζt)}, {mi,t}, {vi,t}, {ṽi,t}, and {wi,t} are generated by
Algorithm 1. Then, we have

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

1

TN

t+T−1∑

τ=t

E
[
��(�, ζτ )1N |Ht

]
− ḡ
(
θ
)
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

≤ �(T; t)
(∥
∥θ − θ∗∥∥+ 1

)
(35)

for τ ≥ 1 and � ∈ RN×d, where

�(T; t) := 2�0κ
t(1 + γ )

T(1 − γ λ)(1 − κ)
· max{2∥∥θ∗∥∥+ rmax, 1}

and T is a positive integer.
Proof: See Appendix C in the supplementary material.
In the Markovian model, we cannot bound directly the

mean-squared error since there exists a bias. To address this
issue, we use Lemma 3 and a multistep Lyapunov function,
which is also introduced in [18], [22], and [31]. Namely,
define

L(t) :=
t+T−1∑

τ=t

∥
∥θτ − θ∗∥∥2

. (36)

To prove Theorem 1, we first bound the difference between
L(t + 1) and L(t). This result is stated formally as follows.

Lemma 4: Under Assumptions 1–6, the sequences {θi,t},
{gi(θi,t, ζt)}, {mi,t}, {vi,t}, {ṽi,t}, and {wi,t} are generated by
Algorithm 1. Moreover, there exist α and T such that

1 + α

(

η′ + μ′ + 2T(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

G∞

)

+ α�1(α, T) ∈ (0, 1).

Then, for t ≥ 0, we have

E[L(t + 1) − L(t)|Ht] ≤ α�2
(
α̂, T̂

)

+ α

[

η′ + μ′ + 2T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

G∞
+ �1

(
α̂, T̂

)
]
∥
∥θ t − θ∗∥∥2

(37)

where μ′ and η′ are positive constants

T̂ = min
T

⎧
⎨

⎩
T

∣
∣
∣
∣�(T) < − (1 − β1)κ

Q̄
max + (η′+μ′)G∞

T

4G∞(1 − β1)

⎫
⎬

⎭

and

α̂ := min

{

α0,
1 + η′ + μ′

2T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

}

.

Proof: See Appendix D in the supplementary material.
Further, the multistep Lyapunov function L(t) is also upper

bounded by the following result.
Lemma 5: Under Assumptions 1–6, the sequences {θi,t},

{gi(θi,t, ζt)}, {mi,t}, {vi,t}, {ṽi,t}, and {wi,t} are generated by
Algorithm 1. Then, for t ≥ 0, we have

L(t) ≤ �2
∥
∥θ t − θ∗∥∥2 + �3α

2 (38)

where

�2 :=
(

3 + 12α2(1−β1)
2(1+γ )2

ε(1−γ λ)2

)T̂ − 1

2 + 12α2(1−β1)
2(1+γ )2

ε(1−γ λ)2
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and

�3 :=
[

24(1 − β1)
2

ε(1 − γ λ)2

(
(1 + γ )2

∥
∥θ∗∥∥2 + r2

max

)
+ 3α2β2

1
G2∞
ε

+ 3d
√

N(1 − β1)
2G4∞σ

ε2(1 − σ)

]

×
⎡

⎣ 1 − T̂

2 + υ ′ +
(
3 + υ ′)

(
(3 + υ ′)T̂−1 − 1

)

(2 + υ ′)2

⎤

⎦

with

υ ′ := 12α2(1 − β1)
2(1 + γ )2

ε(1 − γ λ)2
.

Proof: See Appendix E in the supplementary material.
Due to space limitation, we only provide the proof roadmap

of Theorem 1 as follows. The detailed proof can be found in
Appendix F in the supplemental material.

Proof Roadmap of Theorem 1: The time t is divided into
two phases: 1) t ≤ tα and 2) t > tα , where tα := max{t ≥
1|κt ≥ α}.

1) The First Phase. By using Lemmas 4 and 5, we have

E[L(t + 1)|Ht] ≤
[

1 + α̂T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

2�2G∞

]

E[L(t)|Ht]

− �3α
3

�2

[

η′ + μ′ + 2T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

G∞
+ �1

(
α̂, T̂

)
]

+ α�2
(
α̂, T̂

)

= �4E[L(t)|Ht] + �5α.

Using some algebraic manipulations yields

E[L(t)] ≤ �t
4L(0) + �5α

�t
4 − 1

�4 − 1

≤ �2�
t
4

∥
∥θ0 − θ∗∥∥2 + �3α

2�t
4 + �5α

�t
4 − 1

�4 − 1

≤ �2�
t
4

∥
∥θ0 − θ∗∥∥2 + �3α

2 + �5α

1 − �4

≤ �2�
t
4

∥
∥θ0 − θ∗∥∥2 + �3α

2 − 2�2�5G∞
T̂(1 − β1)κ

Q̄
max

.

Following the definition of L(t), we obtain:

E
[∥
∥θ t − θ∗∥∥2

]
≤ E[L(t)]

≤ �2�
t
4

∥
∥θ0 − θ∗∥∥2 + �3α

2

− 2�2�5G∞
T̂(1 − β1)κ

Q̄
max

.

2) The Second Phase: For t > tα , we first have

E[L(t + 1)|Ht] ≤ �4E[L(t)|Ht] + �′
5α.

Then, we have

E[L(t)] ≤ �2�
t
4

∥
∥θ0 − θ∗∥∥2 + �3α

2�
t−tα
4

−
(
�

t−tα
4 + 1

) 2�2�
′
5G∞

T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

.

Using some algebraic manipulations, we can obtain

E
[∥
∥θ t − θ∗∥∥2

]
≤ �2�

t
4

∥
∥θ0 − θ∗∥∥2 − 2�2�

′
5G∞

T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

+ min
{
�

t−tα
4 , 1

}
·
(

�3α
2 − 2�2�

′
5G∞

T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

)

.

Thus, we obtain the result of Theorem 1.
Finally, we prove Proposition 1 by using Lemma 2 and

Theorem 1. The more detailed proof is presented as follows.
Proof of Proposition 1: Following from the inequality ‖x+

y‖2 ≤ 2‖x‖2 + 2‖y‖2, we obtain that:

1

N

N∑

i=1

E
[∥
∥θi,t − θ∗∥∥2

]
= 1

N

N∑

i=1

E
[∥
∥θi,t − θ t + θ t − θ∗∥∥2

]

≤ 2

N

N∑

i=1

E
[∥
∥θi,t − θ t

∥
∥2
]

+ 2E
[∥
∥θ t − θ∗∥∥2

]

≤ 2α2

1 − σ 2

G2∞
ε

+ 2�2�
t
4

∥
∥θ0 − θ∗∥∥2

− 4�2�
′
5G∞

T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

+ 2 min
{
�

t−tα
4 , 1

}

·
(

�3α
2 − 2�2�

′
5G∞

T̂(1 − β1)κ
Q̄
max

)

(39)

where (39) is derived from Lemma 2 and Theorem 1. Then,
we prove completely the result in Proposition 1.

VII. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we conduct a variety of experiments to
validate the theoretical analysis and evaluate the performance
of D-AMSTD(λ). To this end, we implement D-AMSTD(λ)

to solve the cooperative navigation task [46], where all
landmarks are occupied by agents in a cooperative manner.

To evaluate the performance of the proposed algorithm, the
mean consensus error is used to measure the performance
of D-AMSTD(λ). In addition, we compare D-AMSTD(λ) with
popular decentralized TD learning algorithms, including dis-
tributed TD(0) [22], distributed TD(0)+GT [23], distributed
TD(0)+GC [23], MS-ADTD [30], and distributed TD(λ) [24].
For a fair comparison, we also implement the above-mentioned
methods to solve the cooperative navigation task.

A. Experimental Settings

In our experiments, we set hyperparameters β1 = 0.9, β2 =
0.999, and γ = 0.9. Moreover, the learning rate αt is selected
as αt = α0/

√
t + 1, where α0 is a positive constant.

B. Experimental Results

First, we compare D-AMSTD(λ) with other decentralized
TD learning algorithms with different numbers of agents under
the cycle graph and star graph, respectively. In this experiment,
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(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 1. Comparison of mean consensus error among distributed TD(0), distributed TD(0)+GT, distributed TD(0)+GC, MS-ADTD, and D-AMSTD(λ) on a
cycle graph with different sizes. (a) 7 Agents. (b) 12 Agents. (c) 18 Agents.

  

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 2. Comparison of mean consensus error among distributed TD(0), distributed TD(0)+GT, distributed TD(0)+GC, MS-ADTD, and D-AMSTD(λ) on a
star graph with different sizes. (a) 7 Agents. (b) 12 Agents. (c) 18 Agents.

  

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 3. Comparison of mean consensus error among distributed TD(0), distributed TD(0)+GT, distributed TD(0)+GC, MS-ADTD, and D-AMSTD(λ) on a
cycle graph with fixed 12 agents and different α0. (a) α0 = 0.001. (b) α0 = 0.005. (c) α0 = 0.009.

we set λ = 0.9. The experimental results are shown in
Figs. 1 and 2, respectively. We can see that our algorithm
D-AMSTD(λ) is overall faster than other decentralized TD
learning methods for different numbers of agents under the
cycle graph and star graph, respectively. Furthermore, the
fluctuation of our algorithm is also smaller than other methods
under different graphs with varying numbers of agents. In
other words, D-AMSTD(λ) can more stably converge to the
optimal point than other decentralized TD learning methods.

In the second experiment, we study how the learning rate
affects the mean consensus error under the cycle graph with
12 agents. The results are shown in Fig. 3. More specifically,

Fig. 3 shows that the proposed algorithm D-AMSTD(λ) is
more robust to the selection of the hyperparameter α0, which
affects the learning rate αt. In other words, D-AMSTD(λ) is
less sensitive to the selection of learning rates compared with
other distributed TD(0) learning methods.

In the third experiment, we test the mean consensus errors
of D-AMSTD(λ) under the cycle graph with 12 agents,
where α0 = 0.5. As shown in Fig. 4, we can observe that
D-AMSTD(λ) outperforms distributed TD(λ) [24] when α0 is
larger. Furthermore, distributed TD(λ) is unstable with larger
α0 for different λ. In comparison, our algorithm D-AMSTD(λ)

is still stable with larger α0. According to Fig. 5, we also see
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(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 4. Comparison of mean consensus error between distributed TD(λ) and D-AMSTD(λ) on a cycle graph with larger α0 = 0.5 and different λ. (a) λ = 0.1.
(b) λ = 0.5. (c) λ = 0.9.

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 5. Comparison of mean consensus error between distributed TD(λ) and D-AMSTD(λ) on a cycle graph with smaller α0 = 0.001 and different λ.
(a) λ = 0.1. (b) λ = 0.5. (c) λ = 0.9.

(a) (b)

Fig. 6. (a) Comparison of D-AMSTD(λ) on graphs with different topology
and (b) comparison of D-AMSTD(λ) on a cycle graph with different sizes.

that our algorithm D-AMSTD(λ) is more stable than distributed
TD(λ) with different λ when α0 = 0.001. Moreover, when α0
is smaller, distributed TD(λ) is still less stable under different
λ. Thus, D-AMSTD(λ) is more robust to the selection of α0
and λ. Moreover, we are easier to tune D-AMSTD(λ) compared
to distributed TD(λ) in practice.

Finally, we investigate how the mean consensus error of
D-AMSTD(λ) is affected by different graphs and the num-
ber of agents, where λ = 0.9. As shown in Fig. 6(a),
the mean consensus error decreases more slowly on graphs
with worse connectivity than on graphs with better con-
nectivity. Meanwhile, Fig. 6(b) shows that D-AMSTD(λ) on
smaller graphs is slightly faster than on larger graphs.
Thereby, theoretical predictions are agreed with empirical
results.

VIII. CONCLUSION

This article has proposed a decentralized adaptive TD(λ)

learning algorithm termed as D-AMSTD(λ) for the decen-
tralized policy evaluation problem. Moreover, we have
also analyzed rigorously the finite-time performance of
D-AMSTD(λ) under the Markovian model, i.e., D-AMSTD(λ)

linearly converges to an arbitrarily small size of neigh-
borhood of the optimal weight by appropriately choosing
learning rates. Furthermore, the convergence rate can match
the centralized variants of TD learning. Finally, we have
conducted various experiments to verify the efficacy of
D-AMSTD(λ).
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[44] A. Nedić, A. Olshevsky, and M. G. Rabbat, “Network topology
and communication-computation tradeoffs in decentralized
optimization,” Proc. IEEE, vol. 106, no. 5, pp. 953–976, May 2018.

[45] J. Zhu, Q. Wu, M. Zhang, R. Zheng, and K. Li, “Projection-free
decentralized online learning for submodular maximization over time-
varying networks,” J. Mach. Learn. Res., vol. 22, no. 51, pp. 1–42,
2021.

[46] R. Lowe, Y. Wu, A. Tamar, J. Harb, P. Abbeel, and I. Mordatch,
“Multi-agent actor-critic for mixed cooperative-competitive environ-
ments,” in Proc. 31st Int. Conf. Neural Inf. Process. Syst. (NIPS), 2017,
pp. 6379–6390.

Authorized licensed use limited to: Macau Univ of Science and Technology. Downloaded on July 20,2024 at 02:17:34 UTC from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo false
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Gautami
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /HelveticaBolditalic-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Bold
    /Helvetica-LightOblique
    /HelveticaNeue-Bold
    /HelveticaNeue-BoldItalic
    /HelveticaNeue-Condensed
    /HelveticaNeue-CondensedObl
    /HelveticaNeue-Italic
    /HelveticaNeueLightcon-LightCond
    /HelveticaNeue-MediumCond
    /HelveticaNeue-MediumCondObl
    /HelveticaNeue-Roman
    /HelveticaNeue-ThinCond
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /HelvetisADF-Bold
    /HelvetisADF-BoldItalic
    /HelvetisADFCd-Bold
    /HelvetisADFCd-BoldItalic
    /HelvetisADFCd-Italic
    /HelvetisADFCd-Regular
    /HelvetisADFEx-Bold
    /HelvetisADFEx-BoldItalic
    /HelvetisADFEx-Italic
    /HelvetisADFEx-Regular
    /HelvetisADF-Italic
    /HelvetisADF-Regular
    /Impact
    /Kartika
    /Latha
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaSans
    /LucidaSans-Demi
    /LucidaSans-DemiItalic
    /LucidaSans-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Mangal-Regular
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /MVBoli
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Raavi
    /Shruti
    /Sylfaen
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Tunga-Regular
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /Vrinda
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryITCbyBT-MediumItal
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 200
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 200
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Recommended"  settings for PDF Specification 4.01)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


