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Online RL: interacting with real environment
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exploration via adaptive policies

• trial-and-error
• sequential and online
• adaptive learning from data
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Online episodic RL

Sequentially execute MDP for K episodes, each consisting of H steps

— sample size: T = KH

... ... ...
⌧1 = {s1

h, a1
h, r1

h}H
h=1
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exploration (exploring unknowns) vs. exploitation (exploiting learned info)
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Online episodic RL

Sequentially execute MDP for K episodes, each consisting of H steps
— sample size: T = KH

... ... ...
⌧1 = {s1

h, a1
h, r1

h}H
h=1

<latexit sha1_base64="fZnK+apgLdnxAhuWh/AAlJL8XlU=">AAACD3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g0VxISWpgt0UCm66rGAf0KRhMp20QycPZiZCCfkDN/6KGxeKuHXrzr9xkmahrQfmcjjnXu7c40aMCmkY31ppbX1jc6u8XdnZ3ds/0A+PeiKMOSZdHLKQD1wkCKMB6UoqGRlEnCDfZaTvzm4zv/9AuKBhcC/nEbF9NAmoRzGSSnL0c0ui2DFhE1qJcKYj8xLllWfVSp1k2jTTUdvRq0bNyAFXiVmQKijQcfQvaxzi2CeBxAwJMTSNSNoJ4pJiRtKKFQsSITxDEzJUNEA+EXaS35PCM6WMoRdy9QIJc/X3RIJ8Iea+qzp9JKdi2cvE/7xhLL2GndAgiiUJ8GKRFzMoQ5iFA8eUEyzZXBGEOVV/hXiKOMJSRVhRIZjLJ6+SXr1mXtXqd9fVVqOIowxOwCm4ACa4AS3QBh3QBRg8gmfwCt60J+1Fe9c+Fq0lrZg5Bn+gff4AY9Wa9w==</latexit>

⌧2 = {s2
h, a2

h, r2
h}H

h=1
<latexit sha1_base64="TObFViamZJ4aGf6EicSPLPgg4OA=">AAACD3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VxISWJgt0UCm66rGAf0KRhMp00QyeTMDMRSugfuPFX3LhQxK1bd/6N0zYLbT0wl8M593LnHj9hVCrT/DYKa+sbm1vF7dLO7t7+QfnwqCPjVGDSxjGLRc9HkjDKSVtRxUgvEQRFPiNdf3w787sPREga83s1SYgboRGnAcVIackrnzsKpZ4N69DJpBcO7Es0r2JWnamXhXVrOmh65YpZNeeAq8TKSQXkaHnlL2cY4zQiXGGGpOxbZqLcDAlFMSPTkpNKkiA8RiPS15SjiEg3m98zhWdaGcIgFvpxBefq74kMRVJOIl93RkiFctmbif95/VQFNTejPEkV4XixKEgZVDGchQOHVBCs2EQThAXVf4U4RAJhpSMs6RCs5ZNXSceuWldV++660qjlcRTBCTgFF8ACN6ABmqAF2gCDR/AMXsGb8WS8GO/Gx6K1YOQzx+APjM8fajWa+w==</latexit>

⌧K = {sK
h , aK

h , rK
h }H

h=1
<latexit sha1_base64="hELCjZODuUFghtqVvcZyHIAqPcM=">AAACD3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g0VxISWpgt0UCm4K3VSwD2jSMJlOmqGTBzMToYT8gRt/xY0LRdy6deffOG2z0NYDczmccy937nFjRoU0jG+tsLa+sblV3C7t7O7tH+iHR10RJRyTDo5YxPsuEoTRkHQklYz0Y05Q4DLScye3M7/3QLigUXgvpzGxAzQOqUcxkkpy9HNLosRpwTq0UuH4w9Ylmlc+q1bmpH7dzIZNRy8bFWMOuErMnJRBjrajf1mjCCcBCSVmSIiBacTSThGXFDOSlaxEkBjhCRqTgaIhCoiw0/k9GTxTygh6EVcvlHCu/p5IUSDENHBVZ4CkL5a9mfifN0ikV7NTGsaJJCFeLPISBmUEZ+HAEeUESzZVBGFO1V8h9hFHWKoISyoEc/nkVdKtVsyrSvXuutyo5XEUwQk4BRfABDegAZqgDToAg0fwDF7Bm/akvWjv2seitaDlM8fgD7TPHwmkm18=</latexit>
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Regret: gap between learned policy & optimal policy
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Regret: gap between learned policy & optimal policy

...

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : s1
1 execute policy ⇡1

initial state : sK
1 execute policy ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : sk
1 algorithm chooses ⇡k to execute

initial state : sK
1 algorithm chooses ⇡K to execute

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : s1
1 execute policy ⇡1

initial state : sK
1 execute policy ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : sk
1 algorithm chooses ⇡k to execute

initial state : sK
1 algorithm chooses ⇡K to execute

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : s1
1 execute policy ⇡1

initial state : sK
1 execute policy ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : sk
1 algorithm chooses ⇡k to execute

initial state : sK
1 algorithm chooses ⇡K to execute

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : s1
1 execute policy ⇡1

initial state : sK
1 execute policy ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : sk
1 algorithm chooses ⇡k to execute

initial state : sK
1 algorithm chooses ⇡K to execute

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : s1
1 execute policy ⇡1

initial state : sK
1 execute policy ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : sk
1 algorithm chooses ⇡k to execute

initial state : sK
1 algorithm chooses ⇡K to execute

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : s1
1 execute policy ⇡1

initial state : sK
1 execute policy ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : sk
1 algorithm chooses ⇡k to execute

initial state : sK
1 algorithm chooses ⇡K to execute

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : s1
1 execute policy ⇡1

initial state : sK
1 execute policy ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : sk
1 algorithm chooses ⇡k to execute

initial state : sK
1 algorithm chooses ⇡K to execute

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : s1
1 execute policy ⇡1

initial state : sK
1 execute policy ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : sk
1 algorithm chooses ⇡k to execute

initial state : sK
1 algorithm chooses ⇡K to execute

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : s1
1 execute policy ⇡1

initial state : sK
1 execute policy ⇡K

| {z }

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : s1
1 execute policy ⇡1

initial state : sK
1 execute policy ⇡K

| {z }

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : s1
1 execute policy ⇡1

initial state : sK
1 execute policy ⇡K

| {z }
adversary learner

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

initial state : s1
1 algorithm chooses ⇡1 to execute

initial state : s1
1 execute policy ⇡1

initial state : sK
1 execute policy ⇡K

| {z }
adversary learner

1

Performance metric: given initial states {sk
1}Kk=1, define

Regret(T ) :=
K∑

k=1

(
V ⋆

1 (sk
1)− V πk

1 (sk
1)
)
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Lower bound
(Domingues et al, 2021)

Regret(T ) ≳
√

H2SAT

Existing algorithms
• UCB-VI: Azar et al, 2017
• UBEV: Dann et al, 2017
• UCB-Q-Hoeffding: Jin et al, 2018
• UCB-Q-Bernstein: Jin et al, 2018
• UCB2-Q-Bernstein: Bai et al, 2019
• EULER: Zanette et al, 2019
• UCB-Q-Advantage: Zhang et al, 2020
• MVP: Zhang et al, 2020
• UCB-M-Q: Menard et al, 2021
• Q-EarlySettled-Advantage: Li et al, 2021
• (modified) MVP: Zhang et al, 2024

Which online RL algorithms achieve near-minimal regret?
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Model-based online RL with UCB exploration



Model-based approach for online RL
original MDP: (P, r) empirical MDP: ( bP , r)

perturbed empirical MDP: ( bP , rp)

⇡? b⇡? b⇡?
p

planning oracle
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p
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Two approaches

Model-based approach (“plug-in”)
1. build empirical estimate ‚P for P
2. planning based on empirical ‚P

Model-free approach (e.g. Q-learning, SARSA)
— learning w/o constructing model explicitly

original MDP empirical MDP perturbed empirical MDP
18/ 34

⌧1 = {s1
h, a1

h, r1
h}H

h=1
<latexit sha1_base64="fZnK+apgLdnxAhuWh/AAlJL8XlU=">AAACD3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g0VxISWpgt0UCm66rGAf0KRhMp20QycPZiZCCfkDN/6KGxeKuHXrzr9xkmahrQfmcjjnXu7c40aMCmkY31ppbX1jc6u8XdnZ3ds/0A+PeiKMOSZdHLKQD1wkCKMB6UoqGRlEnCDfZaTvzm4zv/9AuKBhcC/nEbF9NAmoRzGSSnL0c0ui2DFhE1qJcKYj8xLllWfVSp1k2jTTUdvRq0bNyAFXiVmQKijQcfQvaxzi2CeBxAwJMTSNSNoJ4pJiRtKKFQsSITxDEzJUNEA+EXaS35PCM6WMoRdy9QIJc/X3RIJ8Iea+qzp9JKdi2cvE/7xhLL2GndAgiiUJ8GKRFzMoQ5iFA8eUEyzZXBGEOVV/hXiKOMJSRVhRIZjLJ6+SXr1mXtXqd9fVVqOIowxOwCm4ACa4AS3QBh3QBRg8gmfwCt60J+1Fe9c+Fq0lrZg5Bn+gff4AY9Wa9w==</latexit>

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

1

\

KX

k=1

HX

h=1

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+

HX

h=1

X

k2IK
h

HP
n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 | ⇡k, sk

1

o


HX

h=1

X

k/2IK
h

E
h
�h(sk

h, ak
h) | ⇡k, sk

1

i
+ HKP

n
�h(sk

h, ak
h) > 0 for some h 2 [H], k 2 IK

h

o

 H2(K � N) + HK� 
4c2

�d2H7 log2 TH
�

�2
gap

+ HK�.

min

a00
2 s003 a00

3 s004 a00
4 s00H #

episode 1 episode 2 episode K

execute ⇡1 execute ⇡2 execute ⇡K

1

repeat:
• use collected data to estimate transition probabilities
• apply planning to the estimated model to derive a new policy for

sampling in the next episode

How to balance exploration and exploitation in this framework?
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How to balance exploration and exploitation in this framework?
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Optimism in the face of uncertainty:

• explores based on the best optimistic estimates associated with
the actions!
• a common framework: utilize upper confidence bounds (UCB)︸ ︷︷ ︸

accounts for estimates + uncertainty level

Optimistic model-based approach: incorporates UCB framework
into model-based approach
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UCB-VI (Azar et al. ’17)

For each episode:

1. Backtrack h = H, H − 1, . . . , 1: run value iteration

Qh(sh, ah)← rh(sh, ah) + P̂h,sh,ah︸ ︷︷ ︸
model estimate

Vh+1

+ bh(sh, ah)︸ ︷︷ ︸
bonus (upper confidence width)

Vh(sh)← max
a∈A

Qh(sh, a)

2. Forward h = 1, . . . , H: take actions according to greedy policy

πh(s)← argmaxa∈AQh(s, a)

to sample a new episode {sh, ah, rh}Hh=1
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UCB-VI is asymptotically regret-optimal

— Azar, Osband, Munos, 2017

A fundamental lower bound (Domingues et al., 2021):

Regret(T ) &
Ô
H2SAT

Can we achieve minimal regret with low memory complexity?
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Issues: large burn-in cost
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UCB-VI is asymptotically regret-optimal

— Azar, Osband, Munos, 2017

A fundamental lower bound (Domingues et al., 2021):

Regret(T ) &
Ô
H2SAT

Can we achieve minimal regret with low memory complexity?
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Other asymptotically regret-optimal algorithms

Algorithm Regret upper bound Range of K that
attains optimal regret

UCBVI
(Azar et al, 2017)

√
SAH2T + S2AH3 [S3AH3,∞)

ORLC
(Dann et al, 2019)

√
SAH2T + S2AH4 [S3AH5,∞)

EULER
(Zanette et al, 2019)

√
SAH2T + S3/2AH3(

√
S +
√

H)
[
S2AH3(

√
S +
√

H),∞)

UCB-Adv
(Zhang et al, 2020)

√
SAH2T + S2A3/2H33/4K1/4 [S6A4H27,∞)

MVP
(Zhang et al, 2020)

√
SAH2T + S2AH2 [S3AH,∞)

UCB-M-Q
(Menard et al, 2021)

√
SAH2T + SAH4 [SAH5,∞)

Can we find a regre-optimal algorithm with no burn-in cost?
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Monotonic Value Propagation

UCB-VI with doubling update rules and variance-aware bonus
• (s, a, h) is updated only when visited the {1, 3, 7, 15, · · · }-th time

Monotonic Value Propagation (MVP)

UCB-VI with doubling update rules
• (s, a, h) is updated only when visited the {1, 2, 4, 8, · · · }-th time
• visitation counts change much less frequently
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◦ visitation counts change much less frequently
−→ reduces covering number dramatically

• data-driven bonus terms (chosen based on empirical variances)
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Regret-optimal algorithm w/o burn-in cost
A fundamental lower bound (Domingues et al., 2021):

Regret(T ) &
Ô
H2SAT

Can we achieve minimal regret with low memory complexity?
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Theorem (Zhang, Chen, Lee, Du ’24)
The model-based algorithm Monotonic Value Propagation achieves

Regret(T ) ≲ Õ
(√

H2SAT
)

• the only algorithm so far that is regret-optimal w/o burn-ins
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Theorem (Zhang, Chen, Lee, Du ’24)
The model-based algorithm Monotonic Value Propagation achieves

Regret(T ) ≲ Õ
(√

H2SAT
)

• the only algorithm so far that is regret-optimal w/o burn-ins
14/ 61



Key technical innovation

Key technical innovation

online data collection w/ sample reuse
samples drawn independently from simulator
Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

¶ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

40/ 43

Key technical innovation

online data collection w/ sample reuse
samples drawn independently from simulator
Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

¶ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

40/ 43

Key technical innovation

online data collection w/ sample reuse
samples drawn independently from simulator
Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

¶ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

40/ 43

Key technical innovation

online data collection w/ sample reuse
samples drawn independently from simulator
Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

¶ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

40/ 43

Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

◦ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

15/ 61



Key technical innovation

Key technical innovation

online data collection w/ sample reuse
samples drawn independently from simulator
Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

¶ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

40/ 43

Key technical innovation

online data collection w/ sample reuse
samples drawn independently from simulator
Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

¶ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

40/ 43

Key technical innovation

online data collection w/ sample reuse
samples drawn independently from simulator
Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

¶ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

40/ 43

Key technical innovation

online data collection w/ sample reuse
samples drawn independently from simulator
Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

¶ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

40/ 43

Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning
• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling

• exploit compressibility of visitation counts
◦ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

15/ 61



Key technical innovation

Key technical innovation

online data collection w/ sample reuse
samples drawn independently from simulator
Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

¶ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

40/ 43

Key technical innovation

online data collection w/ sample reuse
samples drawn independently from simulator
Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

¶ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

40/ 43

Key technical innovation

online data collection w/ sample reuse
samples drawn independently from simulator
Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

¶ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

40/ 43

Key technical innovation

online data collection w/ sample reuse
samples drawn independently from simulator
Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning

• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

¶ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

40/ 43

Decoupling complicated statistical dependency during online learning
• couples online data collection with i.i.d. sampling
• exploit compressibility of visitation counts

◦ w/ the aid of doubling algorithmic trick

15/ 61



How about memory complexity?

Algorithm Regret upper bound Range of K that
attains optimal regret

Memory complexity

UCBVI
(Azar et al, 2017)

√
SAH2T + S2AH3 [S3AH3,∞) S2AH

UCB-Adv
(Zhang et al, 2020)

√
SAH2T + S2A3/2H33/4K1/4 [S6A4H27,∞) SAH

MVP
(Zhang et al, 2020)

√
SAH2T + S2AH2 [S3AH,∞) S2AH

UCB-M-Q
(Menard et al. ’21)

√
SAH2T + SAH4 [SAH5,∞) S2AH

MVP
(Zhang et al, 2024)

√
SAH2T [1,∞) S2AH

Can we find a regret-optimal algorithm with
(1) low burn-in cost and (2) low memory complexity?
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Model-free RL is often more memory-efficient

store transition kernel estimates
→ O(S2AH) memory

maintain Q-estimates
→ O(SAH) memory

Definition (Jin et al. ’18)
An RL algorithm is model-free if its space complexity is o(S2AH)
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Which model-free algorithms are sample-efficient for online RL?
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Q-learning: a classical model-free algorithm

Chris Watkins Peter Dayan

Stochastic approximation for solving Bellman equation

Qh(sh, ah) ←− (1− ηk)Qh(sh, ah) + ηkTk(Qh+1)(sh, ah)

Tk(Qh)(sh, ah) = r(sh, ah) + max
a′

Q(sh+1, a′)

using sample in k-th episode
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Q-learning with UCB exploration (Jin et al., 2018)

Qh(sh, ah)← (1− ηk)Qh(sh, ah) + ηkTk (Qh+1) (sh, ah)︸ ︷︷ ︸
classical Q-learning

+ ηk bh(sh, ah)︸ ︷︷ ︸
exploration bonus

• bh(s, a): upper confidence bound
— optimism in the face of uncertainty

• inspired by UCB bandit algorithm (Lai, Robbins ’85)

Regret(T ) ≲
√

H3SAT =⇒ sub-optimal by a factor of
√

H

Issue: large variability in stochastic update rules
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Q-learning with UCB and variance reduction

— Zhang et al. ’20

Incorporates variance reduction into UCB-Q:

Qh(sh, ah)← (1− ηk)Qh(sh, ah) + ηk bh(sh, ah)︸ ︷︷ ︸
UCB bonus

+ ηk

(
Tk(Qh+1)− Tk(Qh+1)︸ ︷︷ ︸

advantage

+ T̂ (Qh+1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
reference

)
(sh, ah)

• Reference Qh+1, batch estimate T̂ : help reduce variability

UCB-Q-Advantage is asymptotically regret-optimal

Issue: high burn-in cost O(S6A4H28)
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Part 2

1. Online RL

2. Offline RL

3. Multi-agent RL

4. Robust RL



Offline/batch RL

• Collecting new data might be costly, unsafe, unethical, or
time-consuming

• But we have already stored tons of historical data

medical records data of self-driving clicking times of ads

Question: can we learn based solely on historical data
w/o active exploration?
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A mathematical model of offline data

transition kernel
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s�

No longer 
arbitrary!

behavior policyinitial distribution

fib(·|s)

historical dataset D =
)
(s(i), a(i), sÕ(i))

*
: N independent copies of

s ≥ fl, a ≥ fib(· | s), sÕ ≥ P (· | s, a)

for some initial state distribution fl and behavior policy fib

Goal: given some test distribution fl and accuracy level Á, find ‚fi s.t.

V ı(fl) ≠ V ‚fi(fl) = E
s≥fl

#
V ı(s)

$ ≠ E
s≥fl

#
V ‚fi(s)

$ Æ Á

— in a sample-e�cient manner

18/ 41

historical dataset D =
{
(s(i), a(i), s′(i))

}
: N independent copies of

s ∼ ρ, a ∼ πb(· | s), s′ ∼ P (· | s, a)

• ρ: initial state distribution; πb: behavior policy

Goal: given a target accuracy level ε ∈ (0, H], find π̂ s.t.

V ⋆(ρ)− V π̂(ρ) := E
s∼ρ

[
V ⋆(s)

]− E
s∼ρ

[
V π̂(s)

] ≤ ε

— in a sample-efficient manner
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A mathematical model of offline data
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<latexit sha1_base64="59NEgnJZrlYzsbMxVRpLcgi/YuQ=">AAAB9XicdVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSJUkGFGqlN3RTcuK9gHtGPJZNI2NJMMSUYpY//DjQtF3Pov7vwb03YEFT1w4XDOvdx7TxAzqrTjfFi5hcWl5ZX8amFtfWNzq7i901QikZg0sGBCtgOkCKOcNDTVjLRjSVAUMNIKRhdTv3VLpKKCX+txTPwIDTjtU4y0kW7q5S4OhYb3UB2hw16x5NieVz2ruNCxnRkMcU9cr1qBbqaUQIZ6r/jeDQVOIsI1ZkipjuvE2k+R1BQzMil0E0VihEdoQDqGchQR5aezqyfwwCgh7Atpims4U79PpChSahwFpjNCeqh+e1PxL6+T6H7VTymPE004ni/qJwxqAacRwJBKgjUbG4KwpOZWiIdIIqxNUAUTwten8H/SPLbdU9u5qpRq51kcebAH9kEZuMADNXAJ6qABMJDgATyBZ+vOerRerNd5a87KZnbBD1hvnzCDkaw=</latexit>

P (·|s, a)
<latexit sha1_base64="bj87cvTnb6hXBoIzdSqp5ErWEzs=">AAAB6XicdVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0ikmnorevFYxX5AG8pmu2mXbjZhdyOU0H/gxYMiXv1H3vw3btsIKvpg4PHeDDPzgoQzpR3nwyosLa+srhXXSxubW9s75d29lopTSWiTxDyWnQArypmgTc00p51EUhwFnLaD8dXMb99TqVgs7vQkoX6Eh4KFjGBtpFt13C9XHNvzahdVFzm2M4ch7pnr1arIzZUK5Gj0y++9QUzSiApNOFaq6zqJ9jMsNSOcTku9VNEEkzEe0q6hAkdU+dn80ik6MsoAhbE0JTSaq98nMhwpNYkC0xlhPVK/vZn4l9dNdVjzMyaSVFNBFovClCMdo9nbaMAkJZpPDMFEMnMrIiMsMdEmnJIJ4etT9D9pndruue3cVCv1yzyOIhzAIZyACx7U4Roa0AQCITzAEzxbY+vRerFeF60FK5/Zhx+w3j4BmuaNaw==</latexit>

s0

No longer 
arbitrary!

behavior policyinitial distribution

A mathematical model of o�ine data

transition kernel

<latexit sha1_base64="64ZJ6JBAGhFC0NUgH0HFJdafGXw=">AAAB83icdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFRKppu6KblxWsA9oQplMJ+3QeYSZiVBCf8ONC0Xc+jPu/BunbQQVPXDhcM693HtPnDKqjed9OKWV1bX1jfJmZWt7Z3evun/Q0TJTmLSxZFL1YqQJo4K0DTWM9FJFEI8Z6caT67nfvSdKUynuzDQlEUcjQROKkbFSqGGoKYehGks4qNY8Nwgal3Ufeq63gCX+uR806tAvlBoo0BpU38OhxBknwmCGtO77XmqiHClDMSOzSphpkiI8QSPSt1QgTnSUL26ewROrDGEilS1h4EL9PpEjrvWUx7aTIzPWv725+JfXz0zSiHIq0swQgZeLkoxBI+E8ADikimDDppYgrKi9FeIxUggbG1PFhvD1KfyfdM5c/8L1buu15lURRxkcgWNwCnwQgCa4AS3QBhik4AE8gWcncx6dF+d12VpyiplD8APO2yd11ZFS</latexit>s � �
<latexit sha1_base64="e9jcrucCK3qAwYCxkh8MBVsQ9rI=">AAACA3icdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqDvdDBahbkIi1dRd0Y3LCvYBTSiT6aQdOnkwMxFKDLjxV9y4UMStP+HOv3GaRlDRAxcO59zLvfd4MaNCmuaHVlpYXFpeKa9W1tY3Nrf07Z2OiBKOSRtHLOI9DwnCaEjakkpGejEnKPAY6XqTi5nfvSFc0Ci8ltOYuAEahdSnGEklDfQ9J6aD1AmQHAs/9bKs5uBhJG+hOBroVdOw7cZZ3YKmYeZQxDqx7EYdWoVSBQVaA/3dGUY4CUgoMUNC9C0zlm6KuKSYkaziJILECE/QiPQVDVFAhJvmP2TwUClD6EdcVShhrn6fSFEgxDTwVGd+7G9vJv7l9RPpN9yUhnEiSYjni/yEQRnBWSBwSDnBkk0VQZhTdSvEY8QRliq2igrh61P4P+kcG9apYV7Vq83zIo4y2AcHoAYsYIMmuAQt0AYY3IEH8ASetXvtUXvRXuetJa2Y2QU/oL19ApBvmB0=</latexit>

�b(·|s)
<latexit sha1_base64="fIFnyjcRLKNFu5kmKHhWAcw6RHw=">AAAB7HicdVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJUkJBINfVW9OKxgmkLbSib7aZdutmE3Y1QSn+DFw+KePUHefPfuG0jqOiDgcd7M8zMC1POlHacD2tpeWV1bb2wUdzc2t7ZLe3tN1WSSUJ9kvBEtkOsKGeC+pppTtuppDgOOW2Fo+uZ37qnUrFE3OlxSoMYDwSLGMHaSH5FneKTXqns2J5Xu6y6yLGdOQxxz12vVkVurpQhR6NXeu/2E5LFVGjCsVId10l1MMFSM8LptNjNFE0xGeEB7RgqcExVMJkfO0XHRumjKJGmhEZz9fvEBMdKjePQdMZYD9Vvbyb+5XUyHdWCCRNppqkgi0VRxpFO0Oxz1GeSEs3HhmAimbkVkSGWmGiTT9GE8PUp+p80z2z3wnZuq+X6VR5HAQ7hCCrgggd1uIEG+ECAwQM8wbMlrEfrxXpdtC5Z+cwB/ID19gkhV45A</latexit>

(s, a)
<latexit sha1_base64="59NEgnJZrlYzsbMxVRpLcgi/YuQ=">AAAB9XicdVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSJUkGFGqlN3RTcuK9gHtGPJZNI2NJMMSUYpY//DjQtF3Pov7vwb03YEFT1w4XDOvdx7TxAzqrTjfFi5hcWl5ZX8amFtfWNzq7i901QikZg0sGBCtgOkCKOcNDTVjLRjSVAUMNIKRhdTv3VLpKKCX+txTPwIDTjtU4y0kW7q5S4OhYb3UB2hw16x5NieVz2ruNCxnRkMcU9cr1qBbqaUQIZ6r/jeDQVOIsI1ZkipjuvE2k+R1BQzMil0E0VihEdoQDqGchQR5aezqyfwwCgh7Atpims4U79PpChSahwFpjNCeqh+e1PxL6+T6H7VTymPE004ni/qJwxqAacRwJBKgjUbG4KwpOZWiIdIIqxNUAUTwten8H/SPLbdU9u5qpRq51kcebAH9kEZuMADNXAJ6qABMJDgATyBZ+vOerRerNd5a87KZnbBD1hvnzCDkaw=</latexit>

P (·|s, a)
<latexit sha1_base64="bj87cvTnb6hXBoIzdSqp5ErWEzs=">AAAB6XicdVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0ikmnorevFYxX5AG8pmu2mXbjZhdyOU0H/gxYMiXv1H3vw3btsIKvpg4PHeDDPzgoQzpR3nwyosLa+srhXXSxubW9s75d29lopTSWiTxDyWnQArypmgTc00p51EUhwFnLaD8dXMb99TqVgs7vQkoX6Eh4KFjGBtpFt13C9XHNvzahdVFzm2M4ch7pnr1arIzZUK5Gj0y++9QUzSiApNOFaq6zqJ9jMsNSOcTku9VNEEkzEe0q6hAkdU+dn80ik6MsoAhbE0JTSaq98nMhwpNYkC0xlhPVK/vZn4l9dNdVjzMyaSVFNBFovClCMdo9nbaMAkJZpPDMFEMnMrIiMsMdEmnJIJ4etT9D9pndruue3cVCv1yzyOIhzAIZyACx7U4Roa0AQCITzAEzxbY+vRerFeF60FK5/Zhx+w3j4BmuaNaw==</latexit>

s�

No longer 
arbitrary!

behavior policyinitial distribution

fib(·|s)

historical dataset D =
)
(s(i), a(i), sÕ(i))

*
: N independent copies of

s ≥ fl, a ≥ fib(· | s), sÕ ≥ P (· | s, a)

for some initial state distribution fl and behavior policy fib

Goal: given some test distribution fl and accuracy level Á, find ‚fi s.t.

V ı(fl) ≠ V ‚fi(fl) = E
s≥fl

#
V ı(s)

$ ≠ E
s≥fl

#
V ‚fi(s)

$ Æ Á

— in a sample-e�cient manner

18/ 41historical dataset D =
{
(s(i), a(i), s′(i))

}
: N independent copies of

s ∼ ρ, a ∼ πb(· | s), s′ ∼ P (· | s, a)

• ρ: initial state distribution; πb: behavior policy

Goal: given a target accuracy level ε ∈ (0, H], find π̂ s.t.

V ⋆(ρ)− V π̂(ρ) := E
s∼ρ

[
V ⋆(s)

]− E
s∼ρ

[
V π̂(s)

] ≤ ε

— in a sample-efficient manner
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A mathematical model of offline data

transition kernel

<latexit sha1_base64="64ZJ6JBAGhFC0NUgH0HFJdafGXw=">AAAB83icdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFRKppu6KblxWsA9oQplMJ+3QeYSZiVBCf8ONC0Xc+jPu/BunbQQVPXDhcM693HtPnDKqjed9OKWV1bX1jfJmZWt7Z3evun/Q0TJTmLSxZFL1YqQJo4K0DTWM9FJFEI8Z6caT67nfvSdKUynuzDQlEUcjQROKkbFSqGGoKYehGks4qNY8Nwgal3Ufeq63gCX+uR806tAvlBoo0BpU38OhxBknwmCGtO77XmqiHClDMSOzSphpkiI8QSPSt1QgTnSUL26ewROrDGEilS1h4EL9PpEjrvWUx7aTIzPWv725+JfXz0zSiHIq0swQgZeLkoxBI+E8ADikimDDppYgrKi9FeIxUggbG1PFhvD1KfyfdM5c/8L1buu15lURRxkcgWNwCnwQgCa4AS3QBhik4AE8gWcncx6dF+d12VpyiplD8APO2yd11ZFS</latexit>s ⇠ ⇢
<latexit sha1_base64="fIFnyjcRLKNFu5kmKHhWAcw6RHw=">AAAB7HicdVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJUkJBINfVW9OKxgmkLbSib7aZdutmE3Y1QSn+DFw+KePUHefPfuG0jqOiDgcd7M8zMC1POlHacD2tpeWV1bb2wUdzc2t7ZLe3tN1WSSUJ9kvBEtkOsKGeC+pppTtuppDgOOW2Fo+uZ37qnUrFE3OlxSoMYDwSLGMHaSH5FneKTXqns2J5Xu6y6yLGdOQxxz12vVkVurpQhR6NXeu/2E5LFVGjCsVId10l1MMFSM8LptNjNFE0xGeEB7RgqcExVMJkfO0XHRumjKJGmhEZz9fvEBMdKjePQdMZYD9Vvbyb+5XUyHdWCCRNppqkgi0VRxpFO0Oxz1GeSEs3HhmAimbkVkSGWmGiTT9GE8PUp+p80z2z3wnZuq+X6VR5HAQ7hCCrgggd1uIEG+ECAwQM8wbMlrEfrxXpdtC5Z+cwB/ID19gkhV45A</latexit>

(s, a)
<latexit sha1_base64="59NEgnJZrlYzsbMxVRpLcgi/YuQ=">AAAB9XicdVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSJUkGFGqlN3RTcuK9gHtGPJZNI2NJMMSUYpY//DjQtF3Pov7vwb03YEFT1w4XDOvdx7TxAzqrTjfFi5hcWl5ZX8amFtfWNzq7i901QikZg0sGBCtgOkCKOcNDTVjLRjSVAUMNIKRhdTv3VLpKKCX+txTPwIDTjtU4y0kW7q5S4OhYb3UB2hw16x5NieVz2ruNCxnRkMcU9cr1qBbqaUQIZ6r/jeDQVOIsI1ZkipjuvE2k+R1BQzMil0E0VihEdoQDqGchQR5aezqyfwwCgh7Atpims4U79PpChSahwFpjNCeqh+e1PxL6+T6H7VTymPE004ni/qJwxqAacRwJBKgjUbG4KwpOZWiIdIIqxNUAUTwten8H/SPLbdU9u5qpRq51kcebAH9kEZuMADNXAJ6qABMJDgATyBZ+vOerRerNd5a87KZnbBD1hvnzCDkaw=</latexit>

P (·|s, a)
<latexit sha1_base64="bj87cvTnb6hXBoIzdSqp5ErWEzs=">AAAB6XicdVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0ikmnorevFYxX5AG8pmu2mXbjZhdyOU0H/gxYMiXv1H3vw3btsIKvpg4PHeDDPzgoQzpR3nwyosLa+srhXXSxubW9s75d29lopTSWiTxDyWnQArypmgTc00p51EUhwFnLaD8dXMb99TqVgs7vQkoX6Eh4KFjGBtpFt13C9XHNvzahdVFzm2M4ch7pnr1arIzZUK5Gj0y++9QUzSiApNOFaq6zqJ9jMsNSOcTku9VNEEkzEe0q6hAkdU+dn80ik6MsoAhbE0JTSaq98nMhwpNYkC0xlhPVK/vZn4l9dNdVjzMyaSVFNBFovClCMdo9nbaMAkJZpPDMFEMnMrIiMsMdEmnJIJ4etT9D9pndruue3cVCv1yzyOIhzAIZyACx7U4Roa0AQCITzAEzxbY+vRerFeF60FK5/Zhx+w3j4BmuaNaw==</latexit>

s0

No longer 
arbitrary!

behavior policyinitial distribution

A mathematical model of o�ine data

transition kernel

<latexit sha1_base64="64ZJ6JBAGhFC0NUgH0HFJdafGXw=">AAAB83icdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFRKppu6KblxWsA9oQplMJ+3QeYSZiVBCf8ONC0Xc+jPu/BunbQQVPXDhcM693HtPnDKqjed9OKWV1bX1jfJmZWt7Z3evun/Q0TJTmLSxZFL1YqQJo4K0DTWM9FJFEI8Z6caT67nfvSdKUynuzDQlEUcjQROKkbFSqGGoKYehGks4qNY8Nwgal3Ufeq63gCX+uR806tAvlBoo0BpU38OhxBknwmCGtO77XmqiHClDMSOzSphpkiI8QSPSt1QgTnSUL26ewROrDGEilS1h4EL9PpEjrvWUx7aTIzPWv725+JfXz0zSiHIq0swQgZeLkoxBI+E8ADikimDDppYgrKi9FeIxUggbG1PFhvD1KfyfdM5c/8L1buu15lURRxkcgWNwCnwQgCa4AS3QBhik4AE8gWcncx6dF+d12VpyiplD8APO2yd11ZFS</latexit>s � �
<latexit sha1_base64="e9jcrucCK3qAwYCxkh8MBVsQ9rI=">AAACA3icdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqDvdDBahbkIi1dRd0Y3LCvYBTSiT6aQdOnkwMxFKDLjxV9y4UMStP+HOv3GaRlDRAxcO59zLvfd4MaNCmuaHVlpYXFpeKa9W1tY3Nrf07Z2OiBKOSRtHLOI9DwnCaEjakkpGejEnKPAY6XqTi5nfvSFc0Ci8ltOYuAEahdSnGEklDfQ9J6aD1AmQHAs/9bKs5uBhJG+hOBroVdOw7cZZ3YKmYeZQxDqx7EYdWoVSBQVaA/3dGUY4CUgoMUNC9C0zlm6KuKSYkaziJILECE/QiPQVDVFAhJvmP2TwUClD6EdcVShhrn6fSFEgxDTwVGd+7G9vJv7l9RPpN9yUhnEiSYjni/yEQRnBWSBwSDnBkk0VQZhTdSvEY8QRliq2igrh61P4P+kcG9apYV7Vq83zIo4y2AcHoAYsYIMmuAQt0AYY3IEH8ASetXvtUXvRXuetJa2Y2QU/oL19ApBvmB0=</latexit>

�b(·|s)
<latexit sha1_base64="fIFnyjcRLKNFu5kmKHhWAcw6RHw=">AAAB7HicdVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJUkJBINfVW9OKxgmkLbSib7aZdutmE3Y1QSn+DFw+KePUHefPfuG0jqOiDgcd7M8zMC1POlHacD2tpeWV1bb2wUdzc2t7ZLe3tN1WSSUJ9kvBEtkOsKGeC+pppTtuppDgOOW2Fo+uZ37qnUrFE3OlxSoMYDwSLGMHaSH5FneKTXqns2J5Xu6y6yLGdOQxxz12vVkVurpQhR6NXeu/2E5LFVGjCsVId10l1MMFSM8LptNjNFE0xGeEB7RgqcExVMJkfO0XHRumjKJGmhEZz9fvEBMdKjePQdMZYD9Vvbyb+5XUyHdWCCRNppqkgi0VRxpFO0Oxz1GeSEs3HhmAimbkVkSGWmGiTT9GE8PUp+p80z2z3wnZuq+X6VR5HAQ7hCCrgggd1uIEG+ECAwQM8wbMlrEfrxXpdtC5Z+cwB/ID19gkhV45A</latexit>

(s, a)
<latexit sha1_base64="59NEgnJZrlYzsbMxVRpLcgi/YuQ=">AAAB9XicdVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSJUkGFGqlN3RTcuK9gHtGPJZNI2NJMMSUYpY//DjQtF3Pov7vwb03YEFT1w4XDOvdx7TxAzqrTjfFi5hcWl5ZX8amFtfWNzq7i901QikZg0sGBCtgOkCKOcNDTVjLRjSVAUMNIKRhdTv3VLpKKCX+txTPwIDTjtU4y0kW7q5S4OhYb3UB2hw16x5NieVz2ruNCxnRkMcU9cr1qBbqaUQIZ6r/jeDQVOIsI1ZkipjuvE2k+R1BQzMil0E0VihEdoQDqGchQR5aezqyfwwCgh7Atpims4U79PpChSahwFpjNCeqh+e1PxL6+T6H7VTymPE004ni/qJwxqAacRwJBKgjUbG4KwpOZWiIdIIqxNUAUTwten8H/SPLbdU9u5qpRq51kcebAH9kEZuMADNXAJ6qABMJDgATyBZ+vOerRerNd5a87KZnbBD1hvnzCDkaw=</latexit>

P (·|s, a)
<latexit sha1_base64="bj87cvTnb6hXBoIzdSqp5ErWEzs=">AAAB6XicdVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0ikmnorevFYxX5AG8pmu2mXbjZhdyOU0H/gxYMiXv1H3vw3btsIKvpg4PHeDDPzgoQzpR3nwyosLa+srhXXSxubW9s75d29lopTSWiTxDyWnQArypmgTc00p51EUhwFnLaD8dXMb99TqVgs7vQkoX6Eh4KFjGBtpFt13C9XHNvzahdVFzm2M4ch7pnr1arIzZUK5Gj0y++9QUzSiApNOFaq6zqJ9jMsNSOcTku9VNEEkzEe0q6hAkdU+dn80ik6MsoAhbE0JTSaq98nMhwpNYkC0xlhPVK/vZn4l9dNdVjzMyaSVFNBFovClCMdo9nbaMAkJZpPDMFEMnMrIiMsMdEmnJIJ4etT9D9pndruue3cVCv1yzyOIhzAIZyACx7U4Roa0AQCITzAEzxbY+vRerFeF60FK5/Zhx+w3j4BmuaNaw==</latexit>

s�

No longer 
arbitrary!

behavior policyinitial distribution

fib(·|s)

historical dataset D =
)
(s(i), a(i), sÕ(i))

*
: N independent copies of

s ≥ fl, a ≥ fib(· | s), sÕ ≥ P (· | s, a)

for some initial state distribution fl and behavior policy fib

Goal: given some test distribution fl and accuracy level Á, find ‚fi s.t.

V ı(fl) ≠ V ‚fi(fl) = E
s≥fl

#
V ı(s)

$ ≠ E
s≥fl

#
V ‚fi(s)

$ Æ Á

— in a sample-e�cient manner

18/ 41

historical dataset D =
{
(s(i), a(i), s′(i))

}
: N independent copies of

s ∼ ρ, a ∼ πb(· | s), s′ ∼ P (· | s, a)

• ρ: initial state distribution; πb: behavior policy

Goal: given a target accuracy level ε ∈ (0, H], find π̂ s.t.

V ⋆(ρ)− V π̂(ρ) := E
s∼ρ

[
V ⋆(s)

]− E
s∼ρ

[
V π̂(s)

] ≤ ε

— in a sample-efficient manner
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Challenges of offline RL

• Distribution shift:

distribution(D) ̸= target distribution under optimal π⋆

Challenges of o�ine RL

expert data
• Distribution shift:

distribution(D) ”= target distribution under optimal fiı

• Partial coverage of state-action space:

�1
<latexit sha1_base64="HOtT/knFpXQvJu3D0VmkGYGdmzo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpF262YTdjVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpu6SRTDH2WiER1QqpRcIm+4UZgJ1VI41BgOxzfzfz2EyrNE/loJikGMR1KHnFGjZX8Xsr7Xr9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+7JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE90EOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY5GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcbmU7YheMsvr5JWveZd1uoPV9XGbRFHCU7hDC7Ag2towD00wQcGHJ7hFd4c6bw4787HonXNKWZO4A+czx939Y51</latexit>

�2
<latexit sha1_base64="3Dko6JGAMj+mmDNO5z4Revw0ypo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpl262YTdiVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4bua3n7g2IlGPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3k91LRr/crVbfmzkFWiVeQKhRo9itfvUHCspgrZJIa0/XcFIOcahRM8mm5lxmeUjamQ961VNGYmyCfHzsl51YZkCjRthSSufp7IqexMZM4tJ0xxZFZ9mbif143w+gmyIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnnZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKHNp2xD8JZfXiWtes27rNUfrqqN2yKOEpzCGVyAB9fQgHtogg8MBDzDK7w5ynlx3p2PReuaU8ycwB84nz95eY52</latexit>

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D
samples cover all (s, a) & all policies

1
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Challenges of o�ine RL

distance(fib, fiı)
• Distribution shift:

distribution(D) ”= target distribution under optimal fiı
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Challenges of o�ine RL

distance(fib, fiı)
• Distribution shift:

distribution(D) ”= target distribution under optimal fiı

• Partial coverage of state-action space:
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Challenges of o�ine RL

easier harder
• Distribution shift:

distribution(D) ”= target distribution under optimal fiı

• Partial coverage of state-action space:
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Challenges of o�ine RL

easier harder
• Distribution shift:

distribution(D) ”= target distribution under optimal fiı

• Partial coverage of state-action space:
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• Partial coverage of state-action space:
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How to quantify quality of historical dataset D (induced by πb)?

Single-policy concentrability coefficient (Rashidineiad et al. ’21)

C⋆ := max
s,a

dπ⋆(s, a)
dπb(s, a)

=
∥∥∥∥

occupancy distribution of π⋆

occupancy distribution of πb

∥∥∥∥
∞
≥ 1

• captures distributional shift

• allows for partial coverage
◦ as long as it covers the part

reachable by π⋆
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Challenges of o�ine RL

expert data
• Distribution shift:

distribution(D) ”= target distribution under optimal fiı

• Partial coverage of state-action space:
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How to quantify quality of historical dataset D (induced by fib)?

Single-policy concentrability coe�cient (Rashidineiad et al. ’21)

Cı := max
s,a

dfiı(s, a)
dfib(s, a)

=
....
occupancy distribution of fiı

occupancy distribution of fib

....
Œ

Ø 1

where dfi(s, a) = (1 ≠ “)
qŒ

t=0 “tP
!
(st, at) = (s, a) | fi

"

Cı = 1 large Cı

• captures distributional shift
• allows for partial coverage

¶ as long as it covers the part
reachable by fiı
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<latexit sha1_base64="HOtT/knFpXQvJu3D0VmkGYGdmzo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpF262YTdjVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpu6SRTDH2WiER1QqpRcIm+4UZgJ1VI41BgOxzfzfz2EyrNE/loJikGMR1KHnFGjZX8Xsr7Xr9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+7JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE90EOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY5GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcbmU7YheMsvr5JWveZd1uoPV9XGbRFHCU7hDC7Ag2towD00wQcGHJ7hFd4c6bw4787HonXNKWZO4A+czx939Y51</latexit>

�2
<latexit sha1_base64="3Dko6JGAMj+mmDNO5z4Revw0ypo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpl262YTdiVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4bua3n7g2IlGPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3k91LRr/crVbfmzkFWiVeQKhRo9itfvUHCspgrZJIa0/XcFIOcahRM8mm5lxmeUjamQ961VNGYmyCfHzsl51YZkCjRthSSufp7IqexMZM4tJ0xxZFZ9mbif143w+gmyIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnnZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKHNp2xD8JZfXiWtes27rNUfrqqN2yKOEpzCGVyAB9fQgHtogg8MBDzDK7w5ynlx3p2PReuaU8ycwB84nz95eY52</latexit>

��
<latexit sha1_base64="iqr6wuLcMtqjcfhh1eGDtJOJmBA=">AAAB8HicdVDLSsNAFJ34rPVVdelmsAiuQpKGtu6KblxWsA9pYplMJ+3QmUmYmQil9CvcuFDErZ/jzr9x0lZQ0QMXDufcy733RCmjSjvOh7Wyura+sVnYKm7v7O7tlw4O2yrJJCYtnLBEdiOkCKOCtDTVjHRTSRCPGOlE48vc79wTqWgibvQkJSFHQ0FjipE20m2Q0rtAaST7pbJjn9ernl+Fju04Nddzc+LV/IoPXaPkKIMlmv3SezBIcMaJ0JghpXquk+pwiqSmmJFZMcgUSREeoyHpGSoQJyqczg+ewVOjDGCcSFNCw7n6fWKKuFITHplOjvRI/fZy8S+vl+m4Hk6pSDNNBF4sijMGdQLz7+GASoI1mxiCsKTmVohHSCKsTUZFE8LXp/B/0vZst2J71365cbGMowCOwQk4Ay6ogQa4Ak3QAhhw8ACewLMlrUfrxXpdtK5Yy5kj8APW2ydT6ZDD</latexit>

C� < �
<latexit sha1_base64="OkNkM06J2op6/zU9FLP9Q6tlTww=">AAAB+HicdVBdSwJBFJ21L7MPrR57GZKgJ9ldRQ16kHzp0SA/QE1mx1kdnJ1dZu4GJv6SXnoootd+Sm/9m2bVoKIOXDiccy/33uNFgmuw7Q8rtba+sbmV3s7s7O7tZ3MHhy0dxoqyJg1FqDoe0UxwyZrAQbBOpBgJPMHa3qSe+O07pjQP5Q1MI9YPyEhyn1MCRhrksvXbngai8EWPSx+mg1zeLpxXy26pjO2CbVcc10mIWykVS9gxSoI8WqExyL33hiGNAyaBCqJ117Ej6M+IAk4Fm2d6sWYRoRMyYl1DJQmY7s8Wh8/xqVGG2A+VKQl4oX6fmJFA62ngmc6AwFj/9hLxL68bg1/tz7iMYmCSLhf5scAQ4iQFPOSKURBTQwhV3NyK6ZgoQsFklTEhfH2K/yctt+AUC+51KV+7XMWRRsfoBJ0hB1VQDV2hBmoiimL0gJ7Qs3VvPVov1uuyNWWtZo7QD1hvn7CWkyA=</latexit>

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D
samples cover all (s, a) & all policies historical dataset

1
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C? = O(1)

1

26/ 61



How to quantify quality of historical dataset D (induced by πb)?

Single-policy concentrability coefficient (Rashidineiad et al. ’21)

C⋆ := max
s,a

dπ⋆(s, a)
dπb(s, a)

=
∥∥∥∥

occupancy distribution of π⋆

occupancy distribution of πb

∥∥∥∥
∞
≥ 1

• captures distributional shift

• allows for partial coverage
◦ as long as it covers the part

reachable by π⋆

⇡1
<latexit sha1_base64="HOtT/knFpXQvJu3D0VmkGYGdmzo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpF262YTdjVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpu6SRTDH2WiER1QqpRcIm+4UZgJ1VI41BgOxzfzfz2EyrNE/loJikGMR1KHnFGjZX8Xsr7Xr9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+7JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE90EOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY5GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcbmU7YheMsvr5JWveZd1uoPV9XGbRFHCU7hDC7Ag2towD00wQcGHJ7hFd4c6bw4787HonXNKWZO4A+czx939Y51</latexit>

⇡2
<latexit sha1_base64="3Dko6JGAMj+mmDNO5z4Revw0ypo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpl262YTdiVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4bua3n7g2IlGPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3k91LRr/crVbfmzkFWiVeQKhRo9itfvUHCspgrZJIa0/XcFIOcahRM8mm5lxmeUjamQ961VNGYmyCfHzsl51YZkCjRthSSufp7IqexMZM4tJ0xxZFZ9mbif143w+gmyIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnnZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKHNp2xD8JZfXiWtes27rNUfrqqN2yKOEpzCGVyAB9fQgHtogg8MBDzDK7w5ynlx3p2PReuaU8ycwB84nz95eY52</latexit>

⇡?
<latexit sha1_base64="iqr6wuLcMtqjcfhh1eGDtJOJmBA=">AAAB8HicdVDLSsNAFJ34rPVVdelmsAiuQpKGtu6KblxWsA9pYplMJ+3QmUmYmQil9CvcuFDErZ/jzr9x0lZQ0QMXDufcy733RCmjSjvOh7Wyura+sVnYKm7v7O7tlw4O2yrJJCYtnLBEdiOkCKOCtDTVjHRTSRCPGOlE48vc79wTqWgibvQkJSFHQ0FjipE20m2Q0rtAaST7pbJjn9ernl+Fju04Nddzc+LV/IoPXaPkKIMlmv3SezBIcMaJ0JghpXquk+pwiqSmmJFZMcgUSREeoyHpGSoQJyqczg+ewVOjDGCcSFNCw7n6fWKKuFITHplOjvRI/fZy8S+vl+m4Hk6pSDNNBF4sijMGdQLz7+GASoI1mxiCsKTmVohHSCKsTUZFE8LXp/B/0vZst2J71365cbGMowCOwQk4Ay6ogQa4Ak3QAhhw8ACewLMlrUfrxXpdtK5Yy5kj8APW2ydT6ZDD</latexit>

C? < 1
<latexit sha1_base64="OkNkM06J2op6/zU9FLP9Q6tlTww=">AAAB+HicdVBdSwJBFJ21L7MPrR57GZKgJ9ldRQ16kHzp0SA/QE1mx1kdnJ1dZu4GJv6SXnoootd+Sm/9m2bVoKIOXDiccy/33uNFgmuw7Q8rtba+sbmV3s7s7O7tZ3MHhy0dxoqyJg1FqDoe0UxwyZrAQbBOpBgJPMHa3qSe+O07pjQP5Q1MI9YPyEhyn1MCRhrksvXbngai8EWPSx+mg1zeLpxXy26pjO2CbVcc10mIWykVS9gxSoI8WqExyL33hiGNAyaBCqJ117Ej6M+IAk4Fm2d6sWYRoRMyYl1DJQmY7s8Wh8/xqVGG2A+VKQl4oX6fmJFA62ngmc6AwFj/9hLxL68bg1/tz7iMYmCSLhf5scAQ4iQFPOSKURBTQwhV3NyK6ZgoQsFklTEhfH2K/yctt+AUC+51KV+7XMWRRsfoBJ0hB1VQDV2hBmoiimL0gJ7Qs3VvPVov1uuyNWWtZo7QD1hvn7CWkyA=</latexit>

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D
samples cover all (s, a) & all policies historical dataset

1

Challenges of o�ine RL

expert data
• Distribution shift:

distribution(D) ”= target distribution under optimal fiı

• Partial coverage of state-action space:

�1
<latexit sha1_base64="HOtT/knFpXQvJu3D0VmkGYGdmzo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpF262YTdjVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpu6SRTDH2WiER1QqpRcIm+4UZgJ1VI41BgOxzfzfz2EyrNE/loJikGMR1KHnFGjZX8Xsr7Xr9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+7JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE90EOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY5GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcbmU7YheMsvr5JWveZd1uoPV9XGbRFHCU7hDC7Ag2towD00wQcGHJ7hFd4c6bw4787HonXNKWZO4A+czx939Y51</latexit>

�2
<latexit sha1_base64="3Dko6JGAMj+mmDNO5z4Revw0ypo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpl262YTdiVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4bua3n7g2IlGPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3k91LRr/crVbfmzkFWiVeQKhRo9itfvUHCspgrZJIa0/XcFIOcahRM8mm5lxmeUjamQ961VNGYmyCfHzsl51YZkCjRthSSufp7IqexMZM4tJ0xxZFZ9mbif143w+gmyIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnnZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKHNp2xD8JZfXiWtes27rNUfrqqN2yKOEpzCGVyAB9fQgHtogg8MBDzDK7w5ynlx3p2PReuaU8ycwB84nz95eY52</latexit>

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D
samples cover all (s, a) & all policies

1
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How to quantify quality of historical dataset D (induced by fib)?

Single-policy concentrability coe�cient (Rashidineiad et al. ’21)

Cı := max
s,a

dfiı(s, a)
dfib(s, a)

=
....
occupancy distribution of fiı

occupancy distribution of fib

....
Œ

Ø 1

where dfi(s, a) = (1 ≠ “)
qŒ

t=0 “tP
!
(st, at) = (s, a) | fi

"

Cı = 1 large Cı

• captures distributional shift
• allows for partial coverage

¶ as long as it covers the part
reachable by fiı

�1
<latexit sha1_base64="HOtT/knFpXQvJu3D0VmkGYGdmzo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpF262YTdjVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpu6SRTDH2WiER1QqpRcIm+4UZgJ1VI41BgOxzfzfz2EyrNE/loJikGMR1KHnFGjZX8Xsr7Xr9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+7JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE90EOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY5GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcbmU7YheMsvr5JWveZd1uoPV9XGbRFHCU7hDC7Ag2towD00wQcGHJ7hFd4c6bw4787HonXNKWZO4A+czx939Y51</latexit>

�2
<latexit sha1_base64="3Dko6JGAMj+mmDNO5z4Revw0ypo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpl262YTdiVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4bua3n7g2IlGPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3k91LRr/crVbfmzkFWiVeQKhRo9itfvUHCspgrZJIa0/XcFIOcahRM8mm5lxmeUjamQ961VNGYmyCfHzsl51YZkCjRthSSufp7IqexMZM4tJ0xxZFZ9mbif143w+gmyIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnnZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKHNp2xD8JZfXiWtes27rNUfrqqN2yKOEpzCGVyAB9fQgHtogg8MBDzDK7w5ynlx3p2PReuaU8ycwB84nz95eY52</latexit>

��
<latexit sha1_base64="iqr6wuLcMtqjcfhh1eGDtJOJmBA=">AAAB8HicdVDLSsNAFJ34rPVVdelmsAiuQpKGtu6KblxWsA9pYplMJ+3QmUmYmQil9CvcuFDErZ/jzr9x0lZQ0QMXDufcy733RCmjSjvOh7Wyura+sVnYKm7v7O7tlw4O2yrJJCYtnLBEdiOkCKOCtDTVjHRTSRCPGOlE48vc79wTqWgibvQkJSFHQ0FjipE20m2Q0rtAaST7pbJjn9ernl+Fju04Nddzc+LV/IoPXaPkKIMlmv3SezBIcMaJ0JghpXquk+pwiqSmmJFZMcgUSREeoyHpGSoQJyqczg+ewVOjDGCcSFNCw7n6fWKKuFITHplOjvRI/fZy8S+vl+m4Hk6pSDNNBF4sijMGdQLz7+GASoI1mxiCsKTmVohHSCKsTUZFE8LXp/B/0vZst2J71365cbGMowCOwQk4Ay6ogQa4Ak3QAhhw8ACewLMlrUfrxXpdtK5Yy5kj8APW2ydT6ZDD</latexit>

C� < �
<latexit sha1_base64="OkNkM06J2op6/zU9FLP9Q6tlTww=">AAAB+HicdVBdSwJBFJ21L7MPrR57GZKgJ9ldRQ16kHzp0SA/QE1mx1kdnJ1dZu4GJv6SXnoootd+Sm/9m2bVoKIOXDiccy/33uNFgmuw7Q8rtba+sbmV3s7s7O7tZ3MHhy0dxoqyJg1FqDoe0UxwyZrAQbBOpBgJPMHa3qSe+O07pjQP5Q1MI9YPyEhyn1MCRhrksvXbngai8EWPSx+mg1zeLpxXy26pjO2CbVcc10mIWykVS9gxSoI8WqExyL33hiGNAyaBCqJ117Ej6M+IAk4Fm2d6sWYRoRMyYl1DJQmY7s8Wh8/xqVGG2A+VKQl4oX6fmJFA62ngmc6AwFj/9hLxL68bg1/tz7iMYmCSLhf5scAQ4iQFPOSKURBTQwhV3NyK6ZgoQsFklTEhfH2K/yctt+AUC+51KV+7XMWRRsfoBJ0hB1VQDV2hBmoiimL0gJ7Qs3VvPVov1uuyNWWtZo7QD1hvn7CWkyA=</latexit>

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D
samples cover all (s, a) & all policies historical dataset

1
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C? = O(1)

1

26/ 61



How to quantify quality of historical dataset D (induced by πb)?

Single-policy concentrability coefficient (Rashidineiad et al. ’21)

C⋆ := max
s,a

dπ⋆(s, a)
dπb(s, a)

=
∥∥∥∥

occupancy distribution of π⋆

occupancy distribution of πb

∥∥∥∥
∞
≥ 1

• captures distributional shift

• allows for partial coverage
◦ as long as it covers the part

reachable by π⋆

⇡1
<latexit sha1_base64="HOtT/knFpXQvJu3D0VmkGYGdmzo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpF262YTdjVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpu6SRTDH2WiER1QqpRcIm+4UZgJ1VI41BgOxzfzfz2EyrNE/loJikGMR1KHnFGjZX8Xsr7Xr9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+7JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE90EOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY5GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcbmU7YheMsvr5JWveZd1uoPV9XGbRFHCU7hDC7Ag2towD00wQcGHJ7hFd4c6bw4787HonXNKWZO4A+czx939Y51</latexit>

⇡2
<latexit sha1_base64="3Dko6JGAMj+mmDNO5z4Revw0ypo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpl262YTdiVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4bua3n7g2IlGPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3k91LRr/crVbfmzkFWiVeQKhRo9itfvUHCspgrZJIa0/XcFIOcahRM8mm5lxmeUjamQ961VNGYmyCfHzsl51YZkCjRthSSufp7IqexMZM4tJ0xxZFZ9mbif143w+gmyIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnnZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKHNp2xD8JZfXiWtes27rNUfrqqN2yKOEpzCGVyAB9fQgHtogg8MBDzDK7w5ynlx3p2PReuaU8ycwB84nz95eY52</latexit>

⇡?
<latexit sha1_base64="iqr6wuLcMtqjcfhh1eGDtJOJmBA=">AAAB8HicdVDLSsNAFJ34rPVVdelmsAiuQpKGtu6KblxWsA9pYplMJ+3QmUmYmQil9CvcuFDErZ/jzr9x0lZQ0QMXDufcy733RCmjSjvOh7Wyura+sVnYKm7v7O7tlw4O2yrJJCYtnLBEdiOkCKOCtDTVjHRTSRCPGOlE48vc79wTqWgibvQkJSFHQ0FjipE20m2Q0rtAaST7pbJjn9ernl+Fju04Nddzc+LV/IoPXaPkKIMlmv3SezBIcMaJ0JghpXquk+pwiqSmmJFZMcgUSREeoyHpGSoQJyqczg+ewVOjDGCcSFNCw7n6fWKKuFITHplOjvRI/fZy8S+vl+m4Hk6pSDNNBF4sijMGdQLz7+GASoI1mxiCsKTmVohHSCKsTUZFE8LXp/B/0vZst2J71365cbGMowCOwQk4Ay6ogQa4Ak3QAhhw8ACewLMlrUfrxXpdtK5Yy5kj8APW2ydT6ZDD</latexit>

C? < 1
<latexit sha1_base64="OkNkM06J2op6/zU9FLP9Q6tlTww=">AAAB+HicdVBdSwJBFJ21L7MPrR57GZKgJ9ldRQ16kHzp0SA/QE1mx1kdnJ1dZu4GJv6SXnoootd+Sm/9m2bVoKIOXDiccy/33uNFgmuw7Q8rtba+sbmV3s7s7O7tZ3MHhy0dxoqyJg1FqDoe0UxwyZrAQbBOpBgJPMHa3qSe+O07pjQP5Q1MI9YPyEhyn1MCRhrksvXbngai8EWPSx+mg1zeLpxXy26pjO2CbVcc10mIWykVS9gxSoI8WqExyL33hiGNAyaBCqJ117Ej6M+IAk4Fm2d6sWYRoRMyYl1DJQmY7s8Wh8/xqVGG2A+VKQl4oX6fmJFA62ngmc6AwFj/9hLxL68bg1/tz7iMYmCSLhf5scAQ4iQFPOSKURBTQwhV3NyK6ZgoQsFklTEhfH2K/yctt+AUC+51KV+7XMWRRsfoBJ0hB1VQDV2hBmoiimL0gJ7Qs3VvPVov1uuyNWWtZo7QD1hvn7CWkyA=</latexit>

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D
samples cover all (s, a) & all policies historical dataset

1

Challenges of o�ine RL

expert data
• Distribution shift:

distribution(D) ”= target distribution under optimal fiı

• Partial coverage of state-action space:

�1
<latexit sha1_base64="HOtT/knFpXQvJu3D0VmkGYGdmzo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpF262YTdjVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpu6SRTDH2WiER1QqpRcIm+4UZgJ1VI41BgOxzfzfz2EyrNE/loJikGMR1KHnFGjZX8Xsr7Xr9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+7JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE90EOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY5GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcbmU7YheMsvr5JWveZd1uoPV9XGbRFHCU7hDC7Ag2towD00wQcGHJ7hFd4c6bw4787HonXNKWZO4A+czx939Y51</latexit>

�2
<latexit sha1_base64="3Dko6JGAMj+mmDNO5z4Revw0ypo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpl262YTdiVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4bua3n7g2IlGPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3k91LRr/crVbfmzkFWiVeQKhRo9itfvUHCspgrZJIa0/XcFIOcahRM8mm5lxmeUjamQ961VNGYmyCfHzsl51YZkCjRthSSufp7IqexMZM4tJ0xxZFZ9mbif143w+gmyIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnnZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKHNp2xD8JZfXiWtes27rNUfrqqN2yKOEpzCGVyAB9fQgHtogg8MBDzDK7w5ynlx3p2PReuaU8ycwB84nz95eY52</latexit>

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D
samples cover all (s, a) & all policies

1
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How to quantify quality of historical dataset D (induced by fib)?

Single-policy concentrability coe�cient (Rashidineiad et al. ’21)

Cı := max
s,a

dfiı(s, a)
dfib(s, a)

=
....
occupancy distribution of fiı

occupancy distribution of fib

....
Œ

Ø 1

where dfi(s, a) = (1 ≠ “)
qŒ

t=0 “tP
!
(st, at) = (s, a) | fi

"

Cı = 1 large Cı

• captures distributional shift
• allows for partial coverage

¶ as long as it covers the part
reachable by fiı

�1
<latexit sha1_base64="HOtT/knFpXQvJu3D0VmkGYGdmzo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpF262YTdjVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpu6SRTDH2WiER1QqpRcIm+4UZgJ1VI41BgOxzfzfz2EyrNE/loJikGMR1KHnFGjZX8Xsr7Xr9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+7JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE90EOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY5GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcbmU7YheMsvr5JWveZd1uoPV9XGbRFHCU7hDC7Ag2towD00wQcGHJ7hFd4c6bw4787HonXNKWZO4A+czx939Y51</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="3Dko6JGAMj+mmDNO5z4Revw0ypo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpl262YTdiVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4bua3n7g2IlGPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3k91LRr/crVbfmzkFWiVeQKhRo9itfvUHCspgrZJIa0/XcFIOcahRM8mm5lxmeUjamQ961VNGYmyCfHzsl51YZkCjRthSSufp7IqexMZM4tJ0xxZFZ9mbif143w+gmyIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnnZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKHNp2xD8JZfXiWtes27rNUfrqqN2yKOEpzCGVyAB9fQgHtogg8MBDzDK7w5ynlx3p2PReuaU8ycwB84nz95eY52</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="iqr6wuLcMtqjcfhh1eGDtJOJmBA=">AAAB8HicdVDLSsNAFJ34rPVVdelmsAiuQpKGtu6KblxWsA9pYplMJ+3QmUmYmQil9CvcuFDErZ/jzr9x0lZQ0QMXDufcy733RCmjSjvOh7Wyura+sVnYKm7v7O7tlw4O2yrJJCYtnLBEdiOkCKOCtDTVjHRTSRCPGOlE48vc79wTqWgibvQkJSFHQ0FjipE20m2Q0rtAaST7pbJjn9ernl+Fju04Nddzc+LV/IoPXaPkKIMlmv3SezBIcMaJ0JghpXquk+pwiqSmmJFZMcgUSREeoyHpGSoQJyqczg+ewVOjDGCcSFNCw7n6fWKKuFITHplOjvRI/fZy8S+vl+m4Hk6pSDNNBF4sijMGdQLz7+GASoI1mxiCsKTmVohHSCKsTUZFE8LXp/B/0vZst2J71365cbGMowCOwQk4Ay6ogQa4Ak3QAhhw8ACewLMlrUfrxXpdtK5Yy5kj8APW2ydT6ZDD</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="OkNkM06J2op6/zU9FLP9Q6tlTww=">AAAB+HicdVBdSwJBFJ21L7MPrR57GZKgJ9ldRQ16kHzp0SA/QE1mx1kdnJ1dZu4GJv6SXnoootd+Sm/9m2bVoKIOXDiccy/33uNFgmuw7Q8rtba+sbmV3s7s7O7tZ3MHhy0dxoqyJg1FqDoe0UxwyZrAQbBOpBgJPMHa3qSe+O07pjQP5Q1MI9YPyEhyn1MCRhrksvXbngai8EWPSx+mg1zeLpxXy26pjO2CbVcc10mIWykVS9gxSoI8WqExyL33hiGNAyaBCqJ117Ej6M+IAk4Fm2d6sWYRoRMyYl1DJQmY7s8Wh8/xqVGG2A+VKQl4oX6fmJFA62ngmc6AwFj/9hLxL68bg1/tz7iMYmCSLhf5scAQ4iQFPOSKURBTQwhV3NyK6ZgoQsFklTEhfH2K/yctt+AUC+51KV+7XMWRRsfoBJ0hB1VQDV2hBmoiimL0gJ7Qs3VvPVov1uuyNWWtZo7QD1hvn7CWkyA=</latexit>

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D
samples cover all (s, a) & all policies historical dataset

1
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C? = O(1)

1
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How to quantify quality of historical dataset D (induced by πb)?

Single-policy concentrability coefficient (Rashidineiad et al. ’21)

C⋆ := max
s,a

dπ⋆(s, a)
dπb(s, a)

=
∥∥∥∥

occupancy distribution of π⋆

occupancy distribution of πb

∥∥∥∥
∞
≥ 1

• captures distributional shift

• allows for partial coverage
◦ as long as it covers the part

reachable by π⋆

⇡1
<latexit sha1_base64="HOtT/knFpXQvJu3D0VmkGYGdmzo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpF262YTdjVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpu6SRTDH2WiER1QqpRcIm+4UZgJ1VI41BgOxzfzfz2EyrNE/loJikGMR1KHnFGjZX8Xsr7Xr9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+7JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE90EOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY5GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcbmU7YheMsvr5JWveZd1uoPV9XGbRFHCU7hDC7Ag2towD00wQcGHJ7hFd4c6bw4787HonXNKWZO4A+czx939Y51</latexit>

⇡2
<latexit sha1_base64="3Dko6JGAMj+mmDNO5z4Revw0ypo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpl262YTdiVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4bua3n7g2IlGPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3k91LRr/crVbfmzkFWiVeQKhRo9itfvUHCspgrZJIa0/XcFIOcahRM8mm5lxmeUjamQ961VNGYmyCfHzsl51YZkCjRthSSufp7IqexMZM4tJ0xxZFZ9mbif143w+gmyIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnnZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKHNp2xD8JZfXiWtes27rNUfrqqN2yKOEpzCGVyAB9fQgHtogg8MBDzDK7w5ynlx3p2PReuaU8ycwB84nz95eY52</latexit>

⇡?
<latexit sha1_base64="iqr6wuLcMtqjcfhh1eGDtJOJmBA=">AAAB8HicdVDLSsNAFJ34rPVVdelmsAiuQpKGtu6KblxWsA9pYplMJ+3QmUmYmQil9CvcuFDErZ/jzr9x0lZQ0QMXDufcy733RCmjSjvOh7Wyura+sVnYKm7v7O7tlw4O2yrJJCYtnLBEdiOkCKOCtDTVjHRTSRCPGOlE48vc79wTqWgibvQkJSFHQ0FjipE20m2Q0rtAaST7pbJjn9ernl+Fju04Nddzc+LV/IoPXaPkKIMlmv3SezBIcMaJ0JghpXquk+pwiqSmmJFZMcgUSREeoyHpGSoQJyqczg+ewVOjDGCcSFNCw7n6fWKKuFITHplOjvRI/fZy8S+vl+m4Hk6pSDNNBF4sijMGdQLz7+GASoI1mxiCsKTmVohHSCKsTUZFE8LXp/B/0vZst2J71365cbGMowCOwQk4Ay6ogQa4Ak3QAhhw8ACewLMlrUfrxXpdtK5Yy5kj8APW2ydT6ZDD</latexit>

C? < 1
<latexit sha1_base64="OkNkM06J2op6/zU9FLP9Q6tlTww=">AAAB+HicdVBdSwJBFJ21L7MPrR57GZKgJ9ldRQ16kHzp0SA/QE1mx1kdnJ1dZu4GJv6SXnoootd+Sm/9m2bVoKIOXDiccy/33uNFgmuw7Q8rtba+sbmV3s7s7O7tZ3MHhy0dxoqyJg1FqDoe0UxwyZrAQbBOpBgJPMHa3qSe+O07pjQP5Q1MI9YPyEhyn1MCRhrksvXbngai8EWPSx+mg1zeLpxXy26pjO2CbVcc10mIWykVS9gxSoI8WqExyL33hiGNAyaBCqJ117Ej6M+IAk4Fm2d6sWYRoRMyYl1DJQmY7s8Wh8/xqVGG2A+VKQl4oX6fmJFA62ngmc6AwFj/9hLxL68bg1/tz7iMYmCSLhf5scAQ4iQFPOSKURBTQwhV3NyK6ZgoQsFklTEhfH2K/yctt+AUC+51KV+7XMWRRsfoBJ0hB1VQDV2hBmoiimL0gJ7Qs3VvPVov1uuyNWWtZo7QD1hvn7CWkyA=</latexit>

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D
samples cover all (s, a) & all policies historical dataset

1

Challenges of o�ine RL

expert data
• Distribution shift:

distribution(D) ”= target distribution under optimal fiı

• Partial coverage of state-action space:

�1
<latexit sha1_base64="HOtT/knFpXQvJu3D0VmkGYGdmzo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpF262YTdjVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpu6SRTDH2WiER1QqpRcIm+4UZgJ1VI41BgOxzfzfz2EyrNE/loJikGMR1KHnFGjZX8Xsr7Xr9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+7JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE90EOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY5GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcbmU7YheMsvr5JWveZd1uoPV9XGbRFHCU7hDC7Ag2towD00wQcGHJ7hFd4c6bw4787HonXNKWZO4A+czx939Y51</latexit>

�2
<latexit sha1_base64="3Dko6JGAMj+mmDNO5z4Revw0ypo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpl262YTdiVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4bua3n7g2IlGPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3k91LRr/crVbfmzkFWiVeQKhRo9itfvUHCspgrZJIa0/XcFIOcahRM8mm5lxmeUjamQ961VNGYmyCfHzsl51YZkCjRthSSufp7IqexMZM4tJ0xxZFZ9mbif143w+gmyIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnnZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKHNp2xD8JZfXiWtes27rNUfrqqN2yKOEpzCGVyAB9fQgHtogg8MBDzDK7w5ynlx3p2PReuaU8ycwB84nz95eY52</latexit>

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D
samples cover all (s, a) & all policies

1
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How to quantify quality of historical dataset D (induced by fib)?

Single-policy concentrability coe�cient (Rashidineiad et al. ’21)

Cı := max
s,a

dfiı(s, a)
dfib(s, a)

=
....
occupancy distribution of fiı

occupancy distribution of fib

....
Œ

Ø 1

where dfi(s, a) = (1 ≠ “)
qŒ

t=0 “tP
!
(st, at) = (s, a) | fi

"

Cı = 1 large Cı

• captures distributional shift
• allows for partial coverage

¶ as long as it covers the part
reachable by fiı

�1
<latexit sha1_base64="HOtT/knFpXQvJu3D0VmkGYGdmzo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpF262YTdjVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpu6SRTDH2WiER1QqpRcIm+4UZgJ1VI41BgOxzfzfz2EyrNE/loJikGMR1KHnFGjZX8Xsr7Xr9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+7JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE90EOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY5GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcbmU7YheMsvr5JWveZd1uoPV9XGbRFHCU7hDC7Ag2towD00wQcGHJ7hFd4c6bw4787HonXNKWZO4A+czx939Y51</latexit>

�2
<latexit sha1_base64="3Dko6JGAMj+mmDNO5z4Revw0ypo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpl262YTdiVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4bua3n7g2IlGPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3k91LRr/crVbfmzkFWiVeQKhRo9itfvUHCspgrZJIa0/XcFIOcahRM8mm5lxmeUjamQ961VNGYmyCfHzsl51YZkCjRthSSufp7IqexMZM4tJ0xxZFZ9mbif143w+gmyIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnnZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKHNp2xD8JZfXiWtes27rNUfrqqN2yKOEpzCGVyAB9fQgHtogg8MBDzDK7w5ynlx3p2PReuaU8ycwB84nz95eY52</latexit>

��
<latexit sha1_base64="iqr6wuLcMtqjcfhh1eGDtJOJmBA=">AAAB8HicdVDLSsNAFJ34rPVVdelmsAiuQpKGtu6KblxWsA9pYplMJ+3QmUmYmQil9CvcuFDErZ/jzr9x0lZQ0QMXDufcy733RCmjSjvOh7Wyura+sVnYKm7v7O7tlw4O2yrJJCYtnLBEdiOkCKOCtDTVjHRTSRCPGOlE48vc79wTqWgibvQkJSFHQ0FjipE20m2Q0rtAaST7pbJjn9ernl+Fju04Nddzc+LV/IoPXaPkKIMlmv3SezBIcMaJ0JghpXquk+pwiqSmmJFZMcgUSREeoyHpGSoQJyqczg+ewVOjDGCcSFNCw7n6fWKKuFITHplOjvRI/fZy8S+vl+m4Hk6pSDNNBF4sijMGdQLz7+GASoI1mxiCsKTmVohHSCKsTUZFE8LXp/B/0vZst2J71365cbGMowCOwQk4Ay6ogQa4Ak3QAhhw8ACewLMlrUfrxXpdtK5Yy5kj8APW2ydT6ZDD</latexit>

C� < �
<latexit sha1_base64="OkNkM06J2op6/zU9FLP9Q6tlTww=">AAAB+HicdVBdSwJBFJ21L7MPrR57GZKgJ9ldRQ16kHzp0SA/QE1mx1kdnJ1dZu4GJv6SXnoootd+Sm/9m2bVoKIOXDiccy/33uNFgmuw7Q8rtba+sbmV3s7s7O7tZ3MHhy0dxoqyJg1FqDoe0UxwyZrAQbBOpBgJPMHa3qSe+O07pjQP5Q1MI9YPyEhyn1MCRhrksvXbngai8EWPSx+mg1zeLpxXy26pjO2CbVcc10mIWykVS9gxSoI8WqExyL33hiGNAyaBCqJ117Ej6M+IAk4Fm2d6sWYRoRMyYl1DJQmY7s8Wh8/xqVGG2A+VKQl4oX6fmJFA62ngmc6AwFj/9hLxL68bg1/tz7iMYmCSLhf5scAQ4iQFPOSKURBTQwhV3NyK6ZgoQsFklTEhfH2K/yctt+AUC+51KV+7XMWRRsfoBJ0hB1VQDV2hBmoiimL0gJ7Qs3VvPVov1uuyNWWtZo7QD1hvn7CWkyA=</latexit>

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D

1

uniform coverage over entire space (su�ciently explored)

partial coverage (inadequately explored)

D
samples cover all (s, a) & all policies historical dataset

1
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C? = O(1)

1
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How to quantify quality of historical dataset D (induced by πb)?

Single-policy concentrability coefficient (Rashidineiad et al. ’21)

C⋆ := max
s,a

dπ⋆(s, a)
dπb(s, a)

=
∥∥∥∥

occupancy distribution of π⋆

occupancy distribution of πb

∥∥∥∥
∞
≥ 1

• captures distributional shift
• allows for partial coverage

◦ as long as it covers the part
reachable by π⋆

⇡1
<latexit sha1_base64="HOtT/knFpXQvJu3D0VmkGYGdmzo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpF262YTdjVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpu6SRTDH2WiER1QqpRcIm+4UZgJ1VI41BgOxzfzfz2EyrNE/loJikGMR1KHnFGjZX8Xsr7Xr9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+7JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE90EOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY5GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcbmU7YheMsvr5JWveZd1uoPV9XGbRFHCU7hDC7Ag2towD00wQcGHJ7hFd4c6bw4787HonXNKWZO4A+czx939Y51</latexit>

⇡2
<latexit sha1_base64="3Dko6JGAMj+mmDNO5z4Revw0ypo=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fj04rGCaQttKJvtpl262YTdiVBCf4MXD4p49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4bua3n7g2IlGPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3k91LRr/crVbfmzkFWiVeQKhRo9itfvUHCspgrZJIa0/XcFIOcahRM8mm5lxmeUjamQ961VNGYmyCfHzsl51YZkCjRthSSufp7IqexMZM4tJ0xxZFZ9mbif143w+gmyIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnnZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKHNp2xD8JZfXiWtes27rNUfrqqN2yKOEpzCGVyAB9fQgHtogg8MBDzDK7w5ynlx3p2PReuaU8ycwB84nz95eY52</latexit>

⇡?
<latexit sha1_base64="iqr6wuLcMtqjcfhh1eGDtJOJmBA=">AAAB8HicdVDLSsNAFJ34rPVVdelmsAiuQpKGtu6KblxWsA9pYplMJ+3QmUmYmQil9CvcuFDErZ/jzr9x0lZQ0QMXDufcy733RCmjSjvOh7Wyura+sVnYKm7v7O7tlw4O2yrJJCYtnLBEdiOkCKOCtDTVjHRTSRCPGOlE48vc79wTqWgibvQkJSFHQ0FjipE20m2Q0rtAaST7pbJjn9ernl+Fju04Nddzc+LV/IoPXaPkKIMlmv3SezBIcMaJ0JghpXquk+pwiqSmmJFZMcgUSREeoyHpGSoQJyqczg+ewVOjDGCcSFNCw7n6fWKKuFITHplOjvRI/fZy8S+vl+m4Hk6pSDNNBF4sijMGdQLz7+GASoI1mxiCsKTmVohHSCKsTUZFE8LXp/B/0vZst2J71365cbGMowCOwQk4Ay6ogQa4Ak3QAhhw8ACewLMlrUfrxXpdtK5Yy5kj8APW2ydT6ZDD</latexit>
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Challenges of o�ine RL
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How to quantify quality of historical dataset D (induced by fib)?

Single-policy concentrability coe�cient (Rashidineiad et al. ’21)

Cı := max
s,a

dfiı(s, a)
dfib(s, a)

=
....
occupancy distribution of fiı

occupancy distribution of fib

....
Œ

Ø 1

where dfi(s, a) = (1 ≠ “)
qŒ

t=0 “tP
!
(st, at) = (s, a) | fi

"

Cı = 1 large Cı

• captures distributional shift
• allows for partial coverage

¶ as long as it covers the part
reachable by fiı
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C? = O(1)

1
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Prior art for asynchronous Q-learning

Question: how many samples are needed to ensure Î ‚Q≠QıÎŒ Æ Á?

paper sample complexity learning rate

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tcover)
1

1≠“

(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03
!

t1+3Ê
cover

(1≠“)4Á2

" 1
Ê +

!
tcover
1≠“

" 1
1≠Ê poly: 1

tÊ , Ê œ ( 1
2 , 1)

Beck & Srikant ’12 t3cover|S||A|
(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix
µ2

min(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

paper sample complexity learning rate

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tmix|S||A|)
1

1≠“

(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tmix|S||A|)4.29
(1≠“)5Á2 poly: 1

tÊ , Ê œ ( 1
2 , 1)

Beck & Srikant ’12 t3mix|S|
3|A|3

(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix|S|2|A|2
(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

if we take µmin ® 1
|S||A| , tcover ® tmix

µmin

All prior results require a sample size of at least tmix|S|2|A|2!

19/ 28

Prior art for asynchronous Q-learning

Question: how many samples are needed to ensure Î ‚Q≠QıÎŒ Æ Á?

paper sample complexity learning rate

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tcover)
1

1≠“

(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03
!

t1+3Ê
cover

(1≠“)4Á2

" 1
Ê +

!
tcover
1≠“

" 1
1≠Ê poly: 1

tÊ , Ê œ ( 1
2 , 1)

Beck & Srikant ’12 t3cover|S||A|
(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix
µ2

min(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

paper sample complexity learning rate

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tmix|S||A|)
1

1≠“

(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tmix|S||A|)4.29
(1≠“)5Á2 poly: 1

tÊ , Ê œ ( 1
2 , 1)

Beck & Srikant ’12 t3mix|S|
3|A|3

(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix|S|2|A|2
(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

if we take µmin ® 1
|S||A| , tcover ® tmix

µmin

All prior results require a sample size of at least tmix|S|2|A|2!

19/ 28

La
gr

an
gia

n

Xi
e e

t a
l.

Sh
i e

t a
l.

Ra
sh

idi
ne

jad
et

al.
Ya

n e
t a

l.

sta
nd

ar
d

fo
rm

pr
ob

lem
(n

ot
ne

ce
ssa

rily
co

nv
ex

)

mi
nim

ize
f 0

(x
)

su
bje

ct
to

f i
(x

) Æ
0,

i
=

1,
. .
. ,
m

h i
(x

) =
0,

i
=

1,
. .
. ,
p

va
ria

ble
x

œ
R
n , d

om
ain
D,

op
tim

al
va

lue
p

ı

La
gr

an
gia

n:
L

: R
n
◊

R
m

◊
R
p
æ

R,
wi

th
do

m(
L
) =
D

◊
R
m

◊
R
p ,

L
(x
, ⁄
, ‹

) =
f 0

(x
) +

mÿ
i=

1
⁄ i
f i
(x

) +
pÿ

i=
1

‹ i
h i

(x
)

Du
ali

ty

6-
2

1

"2

1

Concluding remarks

H5SCı H3SCı HSCı H3SCı

Á2 Á = H Á = 1
H

Achieving e�cient RL requires integrated consideration of modern
statistics, optimization, game theory, online learning, etc

agent environment st at st+1 rt

1

agent environment st at st+1 rt+1 reward state action

1

agent environment st at st+1 rt+1 reward state action

1

max-player

min-player

1

max-player

min-player

1

max-player

min-player

reward rh

reward � rh

1

max-player

min-player

reward rh

reward

reward -rh

1

agent environment st at st+1 rt+1 reward state action

1

agent environment st at st+1 rt+1 reward state action

1

agent environment st at st+1 rt+1 reward next state action

1

40/ 41

Concluding remarks

H5SCı H3SCı HSCı H3SCı

Á2 Á = H Á = 1
H

Achieving e�cient RL requires integrated consideration of modern
statistics, optimization, game theory, online learning, etc

agent environment st at st+1 rt

1

agent environment st at st+1 rt+1 reward state action

1

agent environment st at st+1 rt+1 reward state action

1

max-player

min-player

1

max-player

min-player

1

max-player

min-player

reward rh

reward � rh

1

max-player

min-player

reward rh

reward

reward -rh

1

agent environment st at st+1 rt+1 reward state action

1

agent environment st at st+1 rt+1 reward state action

1

agent environment st at st+1 rt+1 reward next state action

1

40/ 41

Co
nc

lud
ing

re
m
ar
ks

H
5 S
C

ı

H
3 S
C

ı

H
S
C

ı

H
5 S
C

ı
Á
2

Á
=
H

Á
=

1
H

Ac
hie

vin
g e

�c
ien

t R
L

req
uir

es
int

eg
rat

ed
co

ns
ide

rat
ion

of
mo

de
rn

sta
tis

tic
s,

op
tim

iza
tio

n,
ga

me
th

eo
ry,

on
lin

e l
ea

rn
ing

, e
tc

ag
en

t
en

vi
ro

nm
en

t
s t

a t
s t+

1
r t

1

ag
en

t
en

vi
ro

nm
en

t
s t

a t
s t+

1
r t

+
1

re
w
ar
d

st
at

e
ac

tio
n

1

ag
en

t
en

vi
ro

nm
en

t
s t

a t
s t+

1
r t

+
1

re
w
ar
d

st
at

e
ac

tio
n

1

m
ax

-p
la
ye

r
m
in
-p

la
ye

r

1

m
ax

-p
la
ye

r
m
in
-p

la
ye

r

1

m
ax

-p
la
ye

r
m
in
-p

la
ye

r
re
w
ar
d

r h
re
w
ar
d
�

r h

1

m
ax

-p
la
ye

r
m
in
-p

la
ye

r
re
w
ar
d

r h
re
w
ar
d

re
w
ar
d
-r h

1

ag
en

t
en

vi
ro

nm
en

t
s t

a t
s t+

1
r t

+
1

re
w
ar
d

st
at

e
ac

tio
n

1

ag
en

t
en

vi
ro

nm
en

t
s t

a t
s t+

1
r t

+
1

re
w
ar
d

st
at

e
ac

tio
n

1

ag
en

t
en

vi
ro

nm
en

t
s t

a t
s t+

1

r t
+
1

re
w
ar
d

ne
xt

st
at

e
ac

ti
on

1

40
/

41

Can we close the gap between upper & lower bounds?
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Prior art for asynchronous Q-learning

Question: how many samples are needed to ensure Î ‚Q≠QıÎŒ Æ Á?
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(1≠“)5Á2 constant
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(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

if we take µmin ® 1
|S||A| , tcover ® tmix

µmin

All prior results require a sample size of at least tmix|S|2|A|2!
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Can we close the gap between upper & lower bounds?
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Prior art for asynchronous Q-learning

Question: how many samples are needed to ensure Î ‚Q≠QıÎŒ Æ Á?
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Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix
µ2

min(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

paper sample complexity learning rate
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(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t
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(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix|S|2|A|2
(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

if we take µmin ® 1
|S||A| , tcover ® tmix

µmin

All prior results require a sample size of at least tmix|S|2|A|2!
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Prior art for asynchronous Q-learning

Question: how many samples are needed to ensure Î ‚Q≠QıÎŒ Æ Á?

paper sample complexity learning rate

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tcover)
1

1≠“

(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03
!

t1+3Ê
cover

(1≠“)4Á2

" 1
Ê +

!
tcover
1≠“

" 1
1≠Ê poly: 1

tÊ , Ê œ ( 1
2 , 1)

Beck & Srikant ’12 t3cover|S||A|
(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix
µ2

min(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

paper sample complexity learning rate

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tmix|S||A|)
1

1≠“

(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tmix|S||A|)4.29
(1≠“)5Á2 poly: 1

tÊ , Ê œ ( 1
2 , 1)

Beck & Srikant ’12 t3mix|S|
3|A|3

(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix|S|2|A|2
(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

if we take µmin ® 1
|S||A| , tcover ® tmix

µmin

All prior results require a sample size of at least tmix|S|2|A|2!
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2Lagrangian

Xie et al. Shi et al.

Rashidinejad et al. Yan et al.

standard form problem (not necessarily convex)

minimize f0(x)
subject to fi(x) Æ 0, i = 1, . . . ,m

hi(x) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p

variable x œ Rn, domain D, optimal value pı

Lagrangian: L : Rn ◊ Rm ◊ Rp æ R, with dom(L) = D ◊ Rm ◊ Rp,

L(x, ⁄, ‹) = f0(x) +
mÿ

i=1
⁄ifi(x) +

pÿ

i=1
‹ihi(x)

Duality 6-2

1

"2
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Model-based (“plug-in”) approach?

1. construct empirical model P̂

:

P̂ (s′ | s, a) = 1
N

N∑

i=1
1{s′(i) = s′}

︸ ︷︷ ︸
empirical frequency

2. planning (e.g. value iteration) based on empirical MDP
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Issues & challenges in the sample-starved regime

truth: P ∈ RSA×S empirical P̂ (simulator)

empirical P̂ (offline)

• can’t recover P faithfully if sample size ≪ S2A

• (possibly) insufficient coverage under offline data
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Key idea: pessimism in the face of uncertainty

— Jin et al, 2020, Rashidinejad et al, 2021, Xie et al, 2021A key idea: pessimism in the face of uncertainty
online o�ine
upper confidence bounds

— promote exploration of under-explored (s, a)
lower confidence bounds

— stay cautious about under-explored (s, a)
Penalize value estimates of (s, a) pairs that were poorly visited

— Jin et al. ’20, Rashidinejad et al. ’21, Xie et al. ’21
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pessimism

without 
pessimism

<latexit sha1_base64="clEpvpjXNn45YUOxzlInii5j6qI=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE1GPRi8cKpi20oWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/Q1ePCji1R/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZemEph0HW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxqmSTTjPsskYnuhNRwKRT3UaDknVRzGoeSt8Px3cxvP3FtRKIecZLyIKZDJSLBKFrJ7xmkul+tuXV3DrJKvILUoECzX/3qDRKWxVwhk9SYruemGORUo2CSTyu9zPCUsjEd8q6lisbcBPn82Ck5s8qARIm2pZDM1d8TOY2NmcSh7YwpjsyyNxP/87oZRjdBLlSaIVdssSjKJMGEzD4nA6E5QzmxhDIt7K2EjaimDG0+FRuCt/zyKmld1L2ruvtwWWvcFnGU4QRO4Rw8uIYG3EMTfGAg4Ble4c1Rzovz7nwsWktOMXMMf+B8/gDzMo7H</latexit>�
<latexit sha1_base64="clEpvpjXNn45YUOxzlInii5j6qI=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE1GPRi8cKpi20oWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/Q1ePCji1R/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZemEph0HW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxqmSTTjPsskYnuhNRwKRT3UaDknVRzGoeSt8Px3cxvP3FtRKIecZLyIKZDJSLBKFrJ7xmkul+tuXV3DrJKvILUoECzX/3qDRKWxVwhk9SYruemGORUo2CSTyu9zPCUsjEd8q6lisbcBPn82Ck5s8qARIm2pZDM1d8TOY2NmcSh7YwpjsyyNxP/87oZRjdBLlSaIVdssSjKJMGEzD4nA6E5QzmxhDIt7K2EjaimDG0+FRuCt/zyKmld1L2ruvtwWWvcFnGU4QRO4Rw8uIYG3EMTfGAg4Ble4c1Rzovz7nwsWktOMXMMf+B8/gDzMo7H</latexit>�

‚Q(s, a) Ω max
Ó
r(s, a) + “

+ ‚P (· | s, a), ‚V
, ≠ b(s, a; ‚V )¸ ˚˙ ˝

uncertainty penalty

, 0
Ô

where ‚V (s) = maxa ‚Q(s, a).
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Penalize those poorly visited (s, a) . . .

1. build empirical model P̂

2. (value iteration) repeat: for all (s, a)

Q̂(s, a) ← max
{

r(s, a) + γ
〈
P̂ (· | s, a), V̂

〉
, 0
}

− b(s, a; V̂ )︸ ︷︷ ︸
uncertainty penalty

, 0
}

where V̂ (s) = maxa Q̂(s, a)

compared w/ Rashidinejad et al, 2021
• sample-reuse across iterations • Bernstein-style penalty
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Penalize those poorly visited (s, a) . . .

1. build empirical model P̂

2. (pessimistic value iteration) repeat: for all (s, a)

Q̂(s, a) ← max
{

r(s, a) + γ
〈
P̂ (· | s, a), V̂

〉

, 0
}

− b(s, a; V̂ )︸ ︷︷ ︸
uncertainty penalty

, 0
}

where V̂ (s) = maxa Q̂(s, a)

compared w/ Rashidinejad et al, 2021
• sample-reuse across iterations • Bernstein-style penalty
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‚Q(s, a) Ω max
Ó
r(s, a) + “

+ ‚P (· | s, a), ‚V
, ≠ b(s, a; ‚V )¸ ˚˙ ˝

uncertainty penalty

, 0
Ô

where ‚V (s) = maxa ‚Q(s, a).
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A key idea: pessimism in the face of uncertainty
online o�ine
upper confidence bounds

— promote exploration of under-explored (s, a)
lower confidence bounds

— stay cautious about under-explored (s, a)
Penalize value estimates of (s, a) pairs that were poorly visited

— Jin et al. ’20, Rashidinejad et al. ’21, Xie et al. ’21

with 
pessimism

without 
pessimism

<latexit sha1_base64="clEpvpjXNn45YUOxzlInii5j6qI=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE1GPRi8cKpi20oWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/Q1ePCji1R/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZemEph0HW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxqmSTTjPsskYnuhNRwKRT3UaDknVRzGoeSt8Px3cxvP3FtRKIecZLyIKZDJSLBKFrJ7xmkul+tuXV3DrJKvILUoECzX/3qDRKWxVwhk9SYruemGORUo2CSTyu9zPCUsjEd8q6lisbcBPn82Ck5s8qARIm2pZDM1d8TOY2NmcSh7YwpjsyyNxP/87oZRjdBLlSaIVdssSjKJMGEzD4nA6E5QzmxhDIt7K2EjaimDG0+FRuCt/zyKmld1L2ruvtwWWvcFnGU4QRO4Rw8uIYG3EMTfGAg4Ble4c1Rzovz7nwsWktOMXMMf+B8/gDzMo7H</latexit>�
<latexit sha1_base64="clEpvpjXNn45YUOxzlInii5j6qI=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE1GPRi8cKpi20oWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/Q1ePCji1R/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZemEph0HW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxqmSTTjPsskYnuhNRwKRT3UaDknVRzGoeSt8Px3cxvP3FtRKIecZLyIKZDJSLBKFrJ7xmkul+tuXV3DrJKvILUoECzX/3qDRKWxVwhk9SYruemGORUo2CSTyu9zPCUsjEd8q6lisbcBPn82Ck5s8qARIm2pZDM1d8TOY2NmcSh7YwpjsyyNxP/87oZRjdBLlSaIVdssSjKJMGEzD4nA6E5QzmxhDIt7K2EjaimDG0+FRuCt/zyKmld1L2ruvtwWWvcFnGU4QRO4Rw8uIYG3EMTfGAg4Ble4c1Rzovz7nwsWktOMXMMf+B8/gDzMo7H</latexit>�

‚Q(s, a) Ω max
Ó
r(s, a) + “

+ ‚P (· | s, a), ‚V
, ≠ b(s, a; ‚V )¸ ˚˙ ˝

uncertainty penalty

, 0
Ô

where ‚V (s) = maxa ‚Q(s, a).

34/ 52

Penalize those poorly visited (s, a) . . .

1. build empirical model P̂

2. (pessimistic value iteration) repeat: for all (s, a)

Q̂(s, a) ← max
{

r(s, a) + γ
〈
P̂ (· | s, a), V̂

〉

, 0
}

− b(s, a; V̂ )︸ ︷︷ ︸
uncertainty penalty

, 0
}

where V̂ (s) = maxa Q̂(s, a)

compared w/ Rashidinejad et al, 2021
• sample-reuse across iterations • Bernstein-style penalty
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Sample complexity of model-based offline RL

Theorem (Li, Shi, Chen, Chi, Wei ’24)
For any 0 < ε ≤ 1

1−γ , the policy π̂ returned by VI-LCB using a
Bernstein-style penalty term achieves

V ⋆(ρ)− V π̂(ρ) ≤ ε

with high prob., with sample complexity at most

Õ

(
SC⋆

(1− γ)3ε2

)

• depends on distribution shift (as reflected by C⋆)

• achieves minimax optimality

• full ε-range (no burn-in cost)
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Prior art for asynchronous Q-learning

Question: how many samples are needed to ensure Î ‚Q≠QıÎŒ Æ Á?

paper sample complexity learning rate

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tcover)
1

1≠“

(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03
!

t1+3Ê
cover

(1≠“)4Á2

" 1
Ê +

!
tcover
1≠“

" 1
1≠Ê poly: 1

tÊ , Ê œ ( 1
2 , 1)

Beck & Srikant ’12 t3cover|S||A|
(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix
µ2

min(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

paper sample complexity learning rate

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tmix|S||A|)
1

1≠“

(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tmix|S||A|)4.29
(1≠“)5Á2 poly: 1

tÊ , Ê œ ( 1
2 , 1)

Beck & Srikant ’12 t3mix|S|
3|A|3

(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix|S|2|A|2
(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

if we take µmin ® 1
|S||A| , tcover ® tmix

µmin

All prior results require a sample size of at least tmix|S|2|A|2!
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Xie et al. Shi et al.

Rashidinejad et al. Yan et al.

standard form problem (not necessarily convex)

minimize f0(x)
subject to fi(x) Æ 0, i = 1, . . . ,m

hi(x) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p

variable x œ Rn, domain D, optimal value pı

Lagrangian: L : Rn ◊ Rm ◊ Rp æ R, with dom(L) = D ◊ Rm ◊ Rp,

L(x, ⁄, ‹) = f0(x) +
mÿ

i=1
⁄ifi(x) +

pÿ

i=1
‹ihi(x)
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Model-based offline RL is minimax optimal with no burn-in
cost!



Is it possible to design offline model-free algorithms
with optimal sample efficiency?

Q-learning LCB-Q LCB-Q-Advantage

1

Q-learning LCB-Q LCB-Q-Advantage

1

Q-learning LCB-Q LCB-Q-Advantage

1

variance reduction pessimism principle (low confidence bounds)

How to design o�ine model-free algorithms
with optimal sample e�ciency?

Q-Learning LCB-Q LCB-Q-Advantage

UCB exploration variance reduction early-settled variance
reductionUCB exploration variance reduction early-settled variance

reduction

LCB
penalty

Our algorithms
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LCB-Q: Q-learning with LCB penalty

— Shi et al, 2022, Yan et al, 2023

Qt+1(st, at)← (1− ηt)Qt(st, at) + ηtTt (Qt) (st, at)︸ ︷︷ ︸
classical Q-learning

− ηt bt(st, at)︸ ︷︷ ︸
LCB penalty

• bt(s, a): Hoeffding-style confidence bound
• pessimism in the face of uncertainty

sample size: Õ
(

SC⋆

(1−γ)5ε2
)

=⇒ sub-optimal by a factor of 1
(1−γ)2

Issue: large variability in stochastic update rules
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Q-learning with LCB and variance reduction
— Shi et al, 2022, Yan et al, 2023

Qt+1(st, at)← (1− ηt)Qt(st, at)− ηt bt(st, at)︸ ︷︷ ︸
LCB penalty

+ ηt

(
Tt(Qt)− Tt(Q)︸ ︷︷ ︸

advantage

+ T̂ (Q)︸ ︷︷ ︸
reference

)
(st, at)

• incorporates variance reduction into LCB-Q
agent at ⇠ ⇡(·|st) environment st at st+1 ⇠ P (·|st, at) rt =

r(st, at) reward next state action a0 which action a to take?

s0 a0 s1 a1 s2 a2 s3 a3 s4 a4 s5 a5 r0 r1 r2 r3 r4 r5

V ⇡(s0) Q⇡(s0, a0)
"
⇡b(·|s0) ⇡b(·|s1) ⇡b(·|s2) ⇡b(·|s3) ⇡b(·|s4) ⇡b(·|s5)
⇡?(·|s0) ⇡?(·|s1) ⇡?(·|s2) ⇡?(·|s3) ⇡?(·|s4) ⇡?(·|s5)

samples (experience) model optimal value function policy (i.e. P 2 R|S||A|⇥|S|)
S A bQ(s, a)

Chris Watkins Peter Dayan
(s0, a0) (s1, a1) (s2, a2) (s3, a3) update Q variance-reduced Q-learning

| {z }
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epoch m = 3
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…

Theorem (Yan, Li, Chen, Fan ’23, Shi, Li, Wei, Chen, Chi ’22)

For ε ∈ (0, 1− γ], LCB-Q-Advantage achieves V ⋆(ρ)− V π̂(ρ) ≤ ε
with optimal sample complexity Õ

(
SC⋆

(1−γ)3ε2
)
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Q-learning with LCB and variance reduction
— Shi et al, 2022, Yan et al, 2023
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<latexit sha1_base64="gzegWs7o8dVUcQpBLVvXw3hlo7c=">AAAB6nicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexGQS9CwIvHiOYByRJmJ7PJkHksM7NCWPIJXjwo4tUv8ubfOEn2oIkFDUVVN91dUcKZsb7/7RXW1jc2t4rbpZ3dvf2D8uFRy6hUE9okiivdibChnEnatMxy2kk0xSLitB2Nb2d++4lqw5R8tJOEhgIPJYsZwdZJD+Im6JcrftWfA62SICcVyNHol796A0VSQaUlHBvTDfzEhhnWlhFOp6VeamiCyRgPaddRiQU1YTY/dYrOnDJAsdKupEVz9fdEhoUxExG5ToHtyCx7M/E/r5va+DrMmExSSyVZLIpTjqxCs7/RgGlKLJ84golm7lZERlhjYl06JRdCsPzyKmnVqsFFtXZ/Wan7eRxFOIFTOIcArqAOd9CAJhAYwjO8wpvHvRfv3ftYtBa8fOYY/sD7/AHDGY1l</latexit>
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(1−γ)3ε2
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Prior art for asynchronous Q-learning

Question: how many samples are needed to ensure Î ‚Q≠QıÎŒ Æ Á?

paper sample complexity learning rate

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tcover)
1

1≠“

(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03
!

t1+3Ê
cover

(1≠“)4Á2

" 1
Ê +

!
tcover
1≠“

" 1
1≠Ê poly: 1

tÊ , Ê œ ( 1
2 , 1)

Beck & Srikant ’12 t3cover|S||A|
(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix
µ2

min(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

paper sample complexity learning rate

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tmix|S||A|)
1

1≠“

(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tmix|S||A|)4.29
(1≠“)5Á2 poly: 1

tÊ , Ê œ ( 1
2 , 1)

Beck & Srikant ’12 t3mix|S|
3|A|3

(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix|S|2|A|2
(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

if we take µmin ® 1
|S||A| , tcover ® tmix

µmin

All prior results require a sample size of at least tmix|S|2|A|2!
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2Lagrangian

Xie et al. Shi et al.

Rashidinejad et al. Yan et al.

standard form problem (not necessarily convex)

minimize f0(x)
subject to fi(x) Æ 0, i = 1, . . . ,m

hi(x) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p

variable x œ Rn, domain D, optimal value pı

Lagrangian: L : Rn ◊ Rm ◊ Rp æ R, with dom(L) = D ◊ Rm ◊ Rp,

L(x, ⁄, ‹) = f0(x) +
mÿ

i=1
⁄ifi(x) +

pÿ

i=1
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hi(x) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p
variable x œ Rn, domain D, optimal value pı

Lagrangian: L : Rn ◊ Rm ◊ Rp � R, with dom(L) = D ◊ Rm ◊ Rp,

L(x, �, �) = f0(x) +
mÿ

i=1
�ifi(x) +

pÿ

i=1
�ihi(x)

Duality 6-2

First model-free analysis

Model-free RL matches the minimax-optimal sample complexity for
model-based ones!

— in a much larger range of the accuracy level

“Pessimistic Q-learning for o�ine reinforcement learning: Towards optimal sample
complexity,” Shi, L., Li, G., Wei, Y., Chen, Y., Chi, Y, arXiv:2202.13890, 2022.

finite-horizon MDPs infinite-horizon MDPs

Prior art for asynchronous Q-learning

Question: how many samples are needed to ensure Î ‚Q≠QıÎŒ Æ Á?

paper sample complexity learning rate

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tcover)
1

1≠“

(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03
!

t1+3Ê
cover

(1≠“)4Á2

" 1
Ê +

!
tcover
1≠“

" 1
1≠Ê poly: 1

tÊ , Ê œ ( 1
2 , 1)

Beck & Srikant ’12 t3cover|S||A|
(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix
µ2

min(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

paper sample complexity learning rate

Even-Dar & Mansour ’03 (tmix|S||A|)
1

1≠“

(1≠“)4Á2 linear: 1
t
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Beck & Srikant ’12 t3mix|S|
3|A|3

(1≠“)5Á2 constant

Qu & Wierman ’20 tmix|S|2|A|2
(1≠“)5Á2 rescaled linear

if we take µmin ® 1
|S||A| , tcover ® tmix

µmin

All prior results require a sample size of at least tmix|S|2|A|2!
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standard form problem (not necessarily convex)
minimize f0(x)
subject to fi(x) Æ 0, i = 1, . . . ,m

hi(x) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p
variable x œ Rn, domain D, optimal value pı

Lagrangian: L : Rn ◊ Rm ◊ Rp � R, with dom(L) = D ◊ Rm ◊ Rp,

L(x, �, �) = f0(x) +
mÿ

i=1
�ifi(x) +

pÿ
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Duality 6-2

First model-free analysis

Model-free RL matches the minimax-optimal sample complexity for
model-based ones!

— in a much larger range of the accuracy level

“Pessimistic Q-learning for o�ine reinforcement learning: Towards optimal sample
complexity,” Shi, L., Li, G., Wei, Y., Chen, Y., Chi, Y, arXiv:2202.13890, 2022.

Model-free offline RL attains sample optimality too!
— with some burn-in cost though . . .



Part 2

1. Online RL

2. Offline RL

3. Multi-agent RL

4. Robust RL



Multi-agent reinforcement learning (MARL)
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Two-player zero-sum Markov games (finite-horizon)

agent environment st at st+1 rt

1

agent environment st at st+1 rt+1 reward state action

1

sh<latexit sha1_base64="pTqn7lmu+TPP8RbJ/EyxwmlgSPc=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lqQY8FLx4r2g9oQ9lsN+3SzSbsToQS+hO8eFDEq7/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IJHCoOt+O4WNza3tneJuaW//4PCofHzSNnGqGW+xWMa6G1DDpVC8hQIl7yaa0yiQvBNMbud+54lrI2L1iNOE+xEdKREKRtFKD2YwHpQrbtVdgKwTLycVyNEclL/6w5ilEVfIJDWm57kJ+hnVKJjks1I/NTyhbEJHvGepohE3frY4dUYurDIkYaxtKSQL9fdERiNjplFgOyOKY7PqzcX/vF6K4Y2fCZWkyBVbLgpTSTAm87/JUGjOUE4toUwLeythY6opQ5tOyYbgrb68Ttq1qndVrd3XK41GHkcRzuAcLsGDa2jAHTShBQxG8Ayv8OZI58V5dz6WrQUnnzmFP3A+fwBYIo3U</latexit>

max-player

min-player

1

max-player

min-player

1

agent environment st at st+1 rt+1 reward state action

1

sh<latexit sha1_base64="pTqn7lmu+TPP8RbJ/EyxwmlgSPc=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lqQY8FLx4r2g9oQ9lsN+3SzSbsToQS+hO8eFDEq7/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IJHCoOt+O4WNza3tneJuaW//4PCofHzSNnGqGW+xWMa6G1DDpVC8hQIl7yaa0yiQvBNMbud+54lrI2L1iNOE+xEdKREKRtFKD2YwHpQrbtVdgKwTLycVyNEclL/6w5ilEVfIJDWm57kJ+hnVKJjks1I/NTyhbEJHvGepohE3frY4dUYurDIkYaxtKSQL9fdERiNjplFgOyOKY7PqzcX/vF6K4Y2fCZWkyBVbLgpTSTAm87/JUGjOUE4toUwLeythY6opQ5tOyYbgrb68Ttq1qndVrd3XK41GHkcRzuAcLsGDa2jAHTShBQxG8Ayv8OZI58V5dz6WrQUnnzmFP3A+fwBYIo3U</latexit>

max-player

min-player

reward rh

reward

reward -rh

sh+1 ⇠ Ph(· | sh, ah, bh)

ah ⇠ µh(· | sh)

bh ⇠ ⌫h(· | sh)

action ah

action bh

1

max-player

min-player

reward rh

reward

reward -rh

sh+1 ⇠ Ph(· | sh, ah, bh)

ah ⇠ µh(· | sh)

bh ⇠ ⌫h(· | sh)

action ah

action bh

1

• S = [S]: state space • A = [A]: action space of max-player
• H: horizon • B = [B]: action space of min-player

• immediate reward: max-player r(s, a, b) ∈ [0, 1]

immediate reward:

min-player −r(s, a, b)
• µ : S × [H]→ ∆(A): policy of max-player

ν : S × [H]→ ∆(B): policy of min-player
• Ph(· | s, a, b): unknown transition probabilities
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• S = [S]: state space • A = [A]: action space of max-player
• H: horizon • B = [B]: action space of min-player
• immediate reward: max-player r(s, a, b) ∈ [0, 1]

immediate reward:

min-player −r(s, a, b)
• µ : S × [H]→ ∆(A): policy of max-player

ν : S × [H]→ ∆(B): policy of min-player
• Ph(· | s, a, b): unknown transition probabilities
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• Each agent seeks optimal policy maximizing her own value
• But two agents have conflicting goals . . .
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Compromise: Nash equilibrium (NE)

John von Neumann John Nash

An NE policy pair (µ⋆, ν⋆) obeys

max
µ

V µ,ν⋆ = V µ⋆,ν⋆ = min
ν

V µ⋆,ν

• no unilateral deviation is beneficial
• no coordination between two agents (they act independently)
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Compromise: Nash equilibrium (NE)

John von Neumann John Nash

An ε-NE policy pair (µ̂, ν̂) obeys

max
µ

V µ, ν̂ − ε ≤ V µ̂, ν̂ ≤ min
ν

V µ̂, ν + ε

• no unilateral deviation is beneficial
• no coordination between two agents (they act independently)
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Learning NEs with a simulator

generative model

Sampling mechanism: a generative model / simulator

— Kearns, Singh ’99

One can query the generative model with any state-action-step
combination (s, a, b, h), and obtain sÕ ind.≥ Ph(sÕ | s, a, b)
(s, a, b, h)
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input: any (s, a, b, h)
output: an independent sample s′ ∼ Ph(· | s, a, b)

Question: how many samples are sufficient to
learn an ε-Nash policy pair?
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Model-based approach (non-adaptive sampling)
— Zhang, Kakade, Başar, Yang ’20

for any (s, h)

1

1. for each (s, a, b, h), call simulator N times

2. build empirical model P̂

, and run “plug-in” methods

sample complexity: H4SAB
ε2
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Curse of multiple agents

1 player: A

2 players: AB m players: A1A2 · · ·Am

Let’s look at the size of joint action space . . .
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Curse of multiple agents

1 player: A 2 players: AB m players: A1A2 · · ·Am

# joint actions blows up geometrically in # players!
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Theorem (Li, Chi, Wei, Chen ’22)
For any 0 < ε ≤ H, one can design an algorithm that finds an ε-Nash
policy pair (µ̂, ν̂) with high prob., with sample complexity at most

Õ

(
H4S(A + B)

ε2

)
(minimax-optimal ∀ε)
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for each (a, b)
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V -learning model-based

1

for any (s, h)

for each (a, b)

empirical model bP
Başar

horizon #actions

H4 H6 A + B AB

V -learning model-based

1

for any (s, h)

for each (a, b)

empirical model bP
Başar

horizon #actions

H4 H6 A + B AB

V -learning model-based

for each (s, a)

bk ⇠ µk
h(· | s)

s0 ⇠ Ph(· | s, a, bk)

(adaptive) sampling

Q-learning update

1. build reward vector rk 2 RSA

empirical transition P k 2 RSA⇥S

2. Qk+1
h = (1 � ↵k)Qk

h + ↵k(rk + P k bVh+1)

one-sided Q-function : RSA

use samples in this round to update

Follow-the-regularized-leader (FTRL)

policy update via adversarial learning

µk+1
h (· | s) / exp

�
⌘k+1Q

k
h(s, ·)

�

bµh(· | s) =

KX

k=1

↵K
k µk

h(· | s)

bVh(s) = min

⇢ KX

k=1

↵K
k

D
µk

h(·|s), qk
h(s, ·)

E
+ UCB, H � h + 1

�

output policy : mixture of policy iterates

V -estimate : upper confidence bound

our algorithm

1

Theorem (Li, Chi, Wei, Chen ’22)
For any 0 < ε ≤ H, one can design an algorithm that finds an ε-Nash
policy pair (µ̂, ν̂) with high prob., with sample complexity at most

Õ

(
H4S(A + B)

ε2

)
(minimax-optimal ∀ε)



Part 2

1. Online RL

2. Offline RL

3. Multi-agent RL

4. Robust RL



Safety and robustness in RL

(Zhou et al., 2021; Panaganti and Kalathil, 2022; Yang et al., 2022;)

Training environment ̸= Test environment

Sim2Real Gap: Can we learn optimal policies that are robust
to model perturbations?
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Modeling environment uncertainty

Uncertainty set of the nominal transition kernel P o:

Uσ(P o) =
{
P : ρ

(
P, P o) ≤ σ

}

P o
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• Examples of ρ: f-divergence (TV, χ2, KL...)
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Robust value/Q function

Robust value/Q function of policy π:

∀s ∈ S : V π,σ(s) := inf
P ∈Uσ(P o)

Eπ,P

[ ∞∑

t=0
γtrt

∣∣ s0 = s

]

∀(s, a) ∈ S ×A : Qπ,σ(s, a) := inf
P ∈Uσ(P o)

Eπ,P

[ ∞∑

t=0
γtrt

∣∣ s0 = s, a0 = a

]

Measures the worst-case performance of the policy in the uncertainty
set.
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Distributionally robust MDP

Robust MDP
Find the policy π⋆ that maximizes V π,σ

(Iyengar. ’05, Nilim and El Ghaoui. ’05)

Robust Bellman’s optimality equation: the optimal robust policy
π⋆ and optimal robust value V ⋆,σ := V π⋆,σ satisfy

Q⋆,σ(s, a) = r(s, a) + γ inf
Ps,a∈Uσ(P o

s,a)
⟨Ps,a, V ⋆,σ⟩ ,

V ⋆,σ(s) = max
a

Q⋆,σ(s, a)

Distributionally robust value iteration (DRVI):
Q(s, a)← r(s, a) + γ inf

Ps,a∈Uσ(P o
s,a)
⟨Ps,a, V ⟩,

where V (s) = maxa Q(s, a).
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Learning distributionally robust MDPs

Nominal Transition 
kernel

<latexit sha1_base64="bj87cvTnb6hXBoIzdSqp5ErWEzs=">AAAB6XicdVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0ikmnorevFYxX5AG8pmu2mXbjZhdyOU0H/gxYMiXv1H3vw3btsIKvpg4PHeDDPzgoQzpR3nwyosLa+srhXXSxubW9s75d29lopTSWiTxDyWnQArypmgTc00p51EUhwFnLaD8dXMb99TqVgs7vQkoX6Eh4KFjGBtpFt13C9XHNvzahdVFzm2M4ch7pnr1arIzZUK5Gj0y++9QUzSiApNOFaq6zqJ9jMsNSOcTku9VNEEkzEe0q6hAkdU+dn80ik6MsoAhbE0JTSaq98nMhwpNYkC0xlhPVK/vZn4l9dNdVjzMyaSVFNBFovClCMdo9nbaMAkJZpPDMFEMnMrIiMsMdEmnJIJ4etT9D9pndruue3cVCv1yzyOIhzAIZyACx7U4Roa0AQCITzAEzxbY+vRerFeF60FK5/Zhx+w3j4BmuaNaw==</latexit>

s0P o(·|s, a)
<latexit sha1_base64="DvOoLsl3GotrsAEJDKH+HcfdCLs="></latexit>

Sample trajectory and behavior policy

(s, a) sÕ P (·|s, a) generative model

Observed: {st, at, rt}Œ
t=0¸ ˚˙ ˝

Markovian trajectory

generated by behavior policy fib

Goal: estimate optimal value function V ı based on sample trajectory

Key quantities of sample trajectory
• minimum state-action occupancy probability

µmin := min µfib(s, a)¸ ˚˙ ˝
stationary distribution• mixing time: tmix

15/ 25

arbitrary

Goal of robust RL: given D := {(si, ai, s′i)}Ni=1 from the nominal
environment P 0, find an ε-optimal robust policy π̂ obeying

V ⋆,σ − V π̂,σ ≤ ε

— in a sample-efficient manner
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A curious question

Two approaches

Model-based approach (“plug-in”)
1. build empirical estimate ‚P for P
2. planning based on empirical ‚P

Model-free approach (e.g. Q-learning, SARSA)
— learning w/o constructing model explicitly

original MDP empirical MDP perturbed empirical MDP
18/ 34

Learn the robust policy 
around the nominal MDP?

Learn the optimal policy of 
the nominal MDP?

Robustness-statistical trade-off? Is there a statistical premium
that one needs to pay in quest of additional robustness?
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Sample complexity under TV uncertainty

Theorem (Shi et al., 2023)
Assume the uncertainty set is measured via the TV distance with
radius σ ∈ [0, 1). For sufficiently small ε > 0, DRVI outputs a policy
π̂ that satisfies V ⋆,σ − V π̂,σ ≤ ε with sample complexity at most

Õ

(
SA

(1− γ)2 max{1− γ, σ}ε2

)

ignoring logarithmic factors. In addition, no algorithm can succeed if
the sample size is below

Ω̃
(

SA

(1− γ)2 max{1− γ, σ}ε2

)
.

• Establish the minimax optimality of DRVI for RMDP under the
TV uncertainty set over the full range of σ.
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When the uncertainty set is TV

Upper & minimax lower bound
(this work)

0
<latexit sha1_base64="rsPGDo38dCUrLsAt/ftnosrChUA=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48t2FpoQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoreNUMWyxWMSqE1CNgktsGW4EdhKFNAoEPgTj25n/8IRK81jem0mCfkSHkoecUWOlptsvV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0S9/9QYxSyOUhgmqdddzE+NnVBnOBE5LvVRjQtmYDrFrqaQRaj+bHzolZ1YZkDBWtqQhc/X3REYjrSdRYDsjakZ62ZuJ/3nd1ITXfsZlkhqUbLEoTAUxMZl9TQZcITNiYgllittbCRtRRZmx2ZRsCN7yy6ukXat6F9Va87JSv8njKMIJnMI5eHAFdbiDBrSAAcIzvMKb8+i8OO/Ox6K14OQzx/AHzucPemeMuA==</latexit> O(1)

<latexit sha1_base64="vYw1rolKFbWhKKxatwiCqzx9dIQ=">AAAB63icbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahXspuFfRY9OLNCvYD2qVk02wbmmSXJCuUpX/BiwdFvPqHvPlvzLZ70NYHA4/3ZpiZF8ScaeO6305hbX1jc6u4XdrZ3ds/KB8etXWUKEJbJOKR6gZYU84kbRlmOO3GimIRcNoJJreZ33miSrNIPpppTH2BR5KFjGCTSfdV73xQrrg1dw60SrycVCBHc1D+6g8jkggqDeFY657nxsZPsTKMcDor9RNNY0wmeER7lkosqPbT+a0zdGaVIQojZUsaNFd/T6RYaD0Vge0U2Iz1speJ/3m9xITXfspknBgqyWJRmHBkIpQ9joZMUWL41BJMFLO3IjLGChNj4ynZELzll1dJu17zLmr1h8tK4yaPowgncApV8OAKGnAHTWgBgTE8wyu8OcJ5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8f3pqNdw==</latexit>

�
<latexit sha1_base64="uveq51XskeZ/BmBbyb/DEzkG8yU=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexGQY9BLx4jmAckS5idzCZj5rHMzAphyT948aCIV//Hm3/jJNmDJhY0FFXddHdFCWfG+v63V1hb39jcKm6Xdnb39g/Kh0cto1JNaJMornQnwoZyJmnTMstpJ9EUi4jTdjS+nfntJ6oNU/LBThIaCjyULGYEWye1eoYNBe6XK37VnwOtkiAnFcjR6Je/egNFUkGlJRwb0w38xIYZ1pYRTqelXmpogskYD2nXUYkFNWE2v3aKzpwyQLHSrqRFc/X3RIaFMRMRuU6B7cgsezPxP6+b2vg6zJhMUkslWSyKU46sQrPX0YBpSiyfOIKJZu5WREZYY2JdQCUXQrD88ipp1arBRbV2f1mp3+RxFOEETuEcAriCOtxBA5pA4BGe4RXePOW9eO/ex6K14OUzx/AH3ucPna2PJw==</latexit>

Standard MDPs
upper & minimax lower bound

Sample complexity

SA

(1 � �)3"2
<latexit sha1_base64="GVUvvY8NbBf8KVRJmKyVLOAZ0FY=">AAACDXicbVC7TgJBFJ3FF+ILtbTZiCZYSHbBREvUxhKjPBIWyN1hFibMzG5mZknIhh+w8VdsLDTG1t7Ov3F4FIqe5CYn59ybe+/xI0aVdpwvK7W0vLK6ll7PbGxube9kd/dqKowlJlUcslA2fFCEUUGqmmpGGpEkwH1G6v7geuLXh0QqGop7PYpIi0NP0IBi0EbqZI+8QAJO7i7HSd499XrAOZy0S94QJIkUZaFoF8edbM4pOFPYf4k7Jzk0R6WT/fS6IY45ERozUKrpOpFuJSA1xYyMM16sSAR4AD3SNFQAJ6qVTL8Z28dG6dpBKE0JbU/VnxMJcKVG3DedHHRfLXoT8T+vGevgopVQEcWaCDxbFMTM1qE9icbuUkmwZiNDAEtqbrVxH0w82gSYMSG4iy//JbViwS0VirdnufLVPI40OkCHKI9cdI7K6AZVUBVh9ICe0At6tR6tZ+vNep+1pqz5zD76BevjG8YDm2E=</latexit>

SA

(1 � �)2"2
<latexit sha1_base64="Cfmxvc91Cz2VgHX3RpVjogO67Hg=">AAACDXicbVC7TgJBFJ3FF+ILtbTZiCZYSHbRREvUxhKjPBIWyN1hFibMzG5mZknIhh+w8VdsLDTG1t7Ov3F4FAqe5CYn59ybe+/xI0aVdpxvK7W0vLK6ll7PbGxube9kd/eqKowlJhUcslDWfVCEUUEqmmpG6pEkwH1Gan7/ZuzXBkQqGooHPYxIk0NX0IBi0EZqZ4+8QAJO7q9GSd499brAOZy0it4AJIkUZaFoFUftbM4pOBPYi8SdkRyaodzOfnmdEMecCI0ZKNVwnUg3E5CaYkZGGS9WJALchy5pGCqAE9VMJt+M7GOjdOwglKaEtifq74kEuFJD7ptODrqn5r2x+J/XiHVw2UyoiGJNBJ4uCmJm69AeR2N3qCRYs6EhgCU1t9q4ByYebQLMmBDc+ZcXSbVYcM8KxbvzXOl6FkcaHaBDlEcuukAldIvKqIIwekTP6BW9WU/Wi/VufUxbU9ZsZh/9gfX5A8Rxm2A=</latexit>

SA(1 � �)

"2
<latexit sha1_base64="UGsWZXxryTW2MB/f2AKkIsGR5ho=">AAACC3icbVC7SgNBFJ31GeNr1dJmSRBiYdiNgpZRG8uI5gHZGO5OZpMhM7PLzGwgLOlt/BUbC0Vs/QE7/8bJo9DEAxcO59zLvfcEMaNKu+63tbS8srq2ntnIbm5t7+zae/s1FSUSkyqOWCQbASjCqCBVTTUjjVgS4AEj9aB/PfbrAyIVjcS9HsakxaEraEgxaCO17ZwfSsDp3WXBO/G7wDkcj1J/AJLEirJIPJRGbTvvFt0JnEXizUgezVBp219+J8IJJ0JjBko1PTfWrRSkppiRUdZPFIkB96FLmoYK4ES10skvI+fIKB0njKQpoZ2J+nsiBa7UkAemk4PuqXlvLP7nNRMdXrRSKuJEE4Gni8KEOTpyxsE4HSoJ1mxoCGBJza0O7oEJR5v4siYEb/7lRVIrFb3TYun2LF++msWRQYcohwrIQ+eojG5QBVURRo/oGb2iN+vJerHerY9p65I1mzlAf2B9/gCFqpq8</latexit>

Lower bound [Yang et al.]

SA(1 � �)

�4"2
<latexit sha1_base64="qdMcaYtxdW+rygPqQ5a2mnz0QsU=">AAACFHicbVDLSgNBEJz1GeNr1aOXwSAoYtiNgh6jXjxGNImQXUPvZDYOmZldZmaFsOQjvPgrXjwo4tWDN//GyePgq6ChqOqmuytKOdPG8z6dqemZ2bn5wkJxcWl5ZdVdW2/oJFOE1knCE3UdgaacSVo3zHB6nSoKIuK0GfXOhn7zjirNEnll+ikNBXQlixkBY6W2uxfECkh+ebLj7wddEAJ2B3mgWVfAzWFwB4qmmvFE3lTwoO2WvLI3Av5L/AkpoQlqbfcj6CQkE1QawkHrlu+lJsxBGUY4HRSDTNMUSA+6tGWpBEF1mI+eGuBtq3RwnChb0uCR+n0iB6F1X0S2U4C51b+9ofif18pMfBzmTKaZoZKMF8UZxybBw4RwhylKDO9bAkQxeysmt2BTMjbHog3B//3yX9KolP2DcuXisFQ9ncRRQJtoC+0gHx2hKjpHNVRHBN2jR/SMXpwH58l5dd7GrVPOZGYD/YDz/gUNv541</latexit>

SA

(1 � �)2"2�
<latexit sha1_base64="FaN5+UvF/GStN7WymUxgpvmTHsI=">AAACFHicbVDLSgNBEJz1GeMr6tHLYBAUMexGQY9RLx4jGiNk19A7mY1DZmaXmdlAWPYjvPgrXjwo4tWDN//GyePgq6ChqOqmuytMONPGdT+dqemZ2bn5wkJxcWl5ZbW0tn6t41QR2iAxj9VNCJpyJmnDMMPpTaIoiJDTZtg7G/rNPlWaxfLKDBIaCOhKFjECxkrt0p4fKSDZ5Ume7Xj7fheEgN3bqt8HRRPNeCxvq9jXrCsgb5fKbsUdAf8l3oSU0QT1dunD78QkFVQawkHrlucmJshAGUY4zYt+qmkCpAdd2rJUgqA6yEZP5XjbKh0cxcqWNHikfp/IQGg9EKHtFGDu9G9vKP7ntVITHQcZk0lqqCTjRVHKsYnxMCHcYYoSwweWAFHM3orJHdiUjM2xaEPwfr/8l1xXK95BpXpxWK6dTuIooE20hXaQh45QDZ2jOmoggu7RI3pGL86D8+S8Om/j1ilnMrOBfsB5/wIKl54z</latexit>

1<latexit sha1_base64="TtIgPQprnJE4HSS++PuM3etxya8=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48t2FpoQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoreNUMWyxWMSqE1CNgktsGW4EdhKFNAoEPgTj25n/8IRK81jem0mCfkSHkoecUWOlptcvV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0S9/9QYxSyOUhgmqdddzE+NnVBnOBE5LvVRjQtmYDrFrqaQRaj+bHzolZ1YZkDBWtqQhc/X3REYjrSdRYDsjakZ62ZuJ/3nd1ITXfsZlkhqUbLEoTAUxMZl9TQZcITNiYgllittbCRtRRZmx2ZRsCN7yy6ukXat6F9Va87JSv8njKMIJnMI5eHAFdbiDBrSAAcIzvMKb8+i8OO/Ox6K14OQzx/AHzucPe+uMuQ==</latexit>

O(1 � �)
<latexit sha1_base64="rtUspSwy1wy/TEfSyOQH1/V5oO0=">AAAB8nicbVDLSgNBEJz1GeMr6tHLYhDiwbAbBT0GvXgzgnnAZgmzk9lkyDyWmV4hLPkMLx4U8erXePNvnCR70MSChqKqm+6uKOHMgOd9Oyura+sbm4Wt4vbO7t5+6eCwZVSqCW0SxZXuRNhQziRtAgNOO4mmWESctqPR7dRvP1FtmJKPME5oKPBAspgRDFYK7iv+eXeAhcBnvVLZq3ozuMvEz0kZ5Wj0Sl/dviKpoBIIx8YEvpdAmGENjHA6KXZTQxNMRnhAA0slFtSE2ezkiXtqlb4bK21LgjtTf09kWBgzFpHtFBiGZtGbiv95QQrxdZgxmaRAJZkvilPugnKn/7t9pikBPrYEE83srS4ZYo0J2JSKNgR/8eVl0qpV/Ytq7eGyXL/J4yigY3SCKshHV6iO7lADNRFBCj2jV/TmgPPivDsf89YVJ585Qn/gfP4Ay6mQSQ==</latexit>

Upper bound
[Panaganti and Kalathil]

S2A

(1 � �)4"2
<latexit sha1_base64="svKhLBS26ZdXIQh8p2LEVl+GhSg=">AAACEHicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+RS1tFoOoheEuClpGbSwjGhPIJWFus5cs7u4du3uBcOQn2PhXbCwUsbW089+4+Sg0+mDg8d4MM/OCmDNtXPfLyczNLywuZZdzK6tr6xv5za07HSWK0CqJeKTqAWjKmaRVwwyn9VhREAGnteD+cuTX+lRpFslbM4hpU0BXspARMFZq5/f9UAFJb1ql82F64B35XRACDlsn2O+DorFmPJKt0rCdL7hFdwz8l3hTUkBTVNr5T78TkURQaQgHrRueG5tmCsowwukw5yeaxkDuoUsblkoQVDfT8UNDvGeVDg4jZUsaPFZ/TqQgtB6IwHYKMD09643E/7xGYsKzZspknBgqyWRRmHBsIjxKB3eYosTwgSVAFLO3YtIDm5CxGeZsCN7sy3/JXanoHRdL1yeF8sU0jizaQbvoAHnoFJXRFaqgKiLoAT2hF/TqPDrPzpvzPmnNONOZbfQLzsc3Yn2cMA==</latexit>

RMDPs are easier to learn than standard MDPs.
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When the uncertainty set is TV

Upper & minimax lower bound
(this work)

0
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�
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Standard MDPs
upper & minimax lower bound

Sample complexity
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Lower bound [Yang et al.]
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Upper bound
[Panaganti and Kalathil]
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RMDPs are easier to learn than standard MDPs.
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Sample complexity theorem under χ2 uncertainty

Theorem (Shi et al., 2025)
Assume the uncertainty set is measured via the χ2 divergence with
radius σ ∈ [0,∞). For sufficiently small ε > 0, DRVI outputs a policy
π̂ that satisfies V ⋆,σ − V π̂,σ ≤ ε with sample complexity at most

Õ

(
SA

(1− γ)3ε2

(
1 +
√

σ + σ

1− γ

))

ignoring logarithmic factors. In addition, no algorithm can succeed if
the sample size is below

Ω̃
(

SA

(1− γ)3ε2

(
1 + σ

1− γ

))

• Establish the minimax optimality of DRVI for RMDP under the
TV uncertainty set over the full range of σ.
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When the uncertainty set is χ2 divergence

RMDPs are harder to learn than standard MDPs.
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When the uncertainty set is χ2 divergence

RMDPs are harder to learn than standard MDPs.
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