
Lecture 17: Review



RL Setting:

Agent and environment interact at discrete time steps:  t = 0, 1, 2,K
     Agent observes state at step t:    St ∈
     produces action at step t :   At ∈ (St )
     gets resulting reward:    Rt+1 ∈

     and resulting next state:  St+1 ∈
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Summary of Notation

Capital letters are used for random variables and major algorithm variables.
Lower case letters are used for the values of random variables and for scalar
functions. Quantities that are required to be real-valued vectors are written
in bold and in lower case (even if random variables).

s state
a action
S set of all nonterminal states
S+ set of all states, including the terminal state
A(s) set of actions possible in state s

t discrete time step
T final time step of an episode
St state at t
At action at t
Rt reward at t, dependent, like St, on At�1 and St�1

Gt return (cumulative discounted reward) following t

G(n)
t n-step return (Section 7.1)

G�
t �-return (Section 7.2)

⇡ policy, decision-making rule
⇡(s) action taken in state s under deterministic policy ⇡
⇡(a|s) probability of taking action a in state s under stochastic policy ⇡
p(s0|s, a) probability of transition from state s to state s0 under action a
r(s, a, s0) expected immediate reward on transition from s to s0 under action a

v⇡(s) value of state s under policy ⇡ (expected return)
v⇤(s) value of state s under the optimal policy
q⇡(s, a) value of taking action a in state s under policy ⇡
q⇤(s, a) value of taking action a in state s under the optimal policy
Vt estimate (a random variable) of v⇡ or v⇤
Qt estimate (a random variable) of q⇡ or q⇤

v̂(s,w) approximate value of state s given a vector of weights w
q̂(s, a,w) approximate value of state–action pair s, a given weights w
w,wt vector of (possibly learned) weights underlying an approximate value function
x(s) vector of features visible when in state s
w>x inner product of vectors, w>x =

P
i wixi; e.g., v̂(s,w) = w>x(s)

SUMMARY OF NOTATION xiii

Summary of Notation

Capital letters are used for random variables and major algorithm variables.
Lower case letters are used for the values of random variables and for scalar
functions. Quantities that are required to be real-valued vectors are written
in bold and in lower case (even if random variables).

s state
a action
S set of all nonterminal states
S+ set of all states, including the terminal state
A(s) set of actions possible in state s

t discrete time step
T final time step of an episode
St state at t
At action at t
Rt reward at t, dependent, like St, on At�1 and St�1

Gt return (cumulative discounted reward) following t

G(n)
t n-step return (Section 7.1)

G�
t �-return (Section 7.2)

⇡ policy, decision-making rule
⇡(s) action taken in state s under deterministic policy ⇡
⇡(a|s) probability of taking action a in state s under stochastic policy ⇡
p(s0|s, a) probability of transition from state s to state s0 under action a
r(s, a, s0) expected immediate reward on transition from s to s0 under action a

v⇡(s) value of state s under policy ⇡ (expected return)
v⇤(s) value of state s under the optimal policy
q⇡(s, a) value of taking action a in state s under policy ⇡
q⇤(s, a) value of taking action a in state s under the optimal policy
Vt estimate (a random variable) of v⇡ or v⇤
Qt estimate (a random variable) of q⇡ or q⇤

v̂(s,w) approximate value of state s given a vector of weights w
q̂(s, a,w) approximate value of state–action pair s, a given weights w
w,wt vector of (possibly learned) weights underlying an approximate value function
x(s) vector of features visible when in state s
w>x inner product of vectors, w>x =

P
i wixi; e.g., v̂(s,w) = w>x(s)

R

! = s0, a0, s1, a1, . . .

The other random variables are a function of this sequence. The transitional
target rt+1 is a function of st, at, and st+1. The termination condition �t,
terminal target zt, and prediction yt, are functions of st alone.

R(n)
t = rt+1 + �t+1zt+1 + (1� �t+1)R

(n�1)
t+1

R(0)
t = yt

R�
t = (1� �)

1X

n=1

�n�1R(n)
t

⇢t =
⇡(st, at)

b(st, at)

�wo↵(!) = �won(!)
1Y

i=1

⇢i

�wt = ↵t(CtR
�
t � yt)rwyt

�wt = ↵t(R̄
�
t � yt)rwyt
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Figure 3.1: The agent–environment interaction in reinforcement learning.

gives rise to rewards, special numerical values that the agent tries to maximize
over time. A complete specification of an environment defines a task , one
instance of the reinforcement learning problem.

More specifically, the agent and environment interact at each of a sequence
of discrete time steps, t = 0, 1, 2, 3, . . ..2 At each time step t, the agent receives
some representation of the environment’s state, St 2 S, where S is the set of
possible states, and on that basis selects an action, At 2 A(St), where A(St)
is the set of actions available in state St. One time step later, in part as a
consequence of its action, the agent receives a numerical reward , Rt+1 2 R, and
finds itself in a new state, St+1.3 Figure 3.1 diagrams the agent–environment
interaction.

At each time step, the agent implements a mapping from states to prob-
abilities of selecting each possible action. This mapping is called the agent’s
policy and is denoted ⇡t, where ⇡t(a|s) is the probability that At = a if St = s.
Reinforcement learning methods specify how the agent changes its policy as
a result of its experience. The agent’s goal, roughly speaking, is to maximize
the total amount of reward it receives over the long run.

This framework is abstract and flexible and can be applied to many di↵erent
problems in many di↵erent ways. For example, the time steps need not refer
to fixed intervals of real time; they can refer to arbitrary successive stages of
decision-making and acting. The actions can be low-level controls, such as the
voltages applied to the motors of a robot arm, or high-level decisions, such
as whether or not to have lunch or to go to graduate school. Similarly, the
states can take a wide variety of forms. They can be completely determined by

wider audience.
2
We restrict attention to discrete time to keep things as simple as possible, even though

many of the ideas can be extended to the continuous-time case (e.g., see Bertsekas and

Tsitsiklis, 1996; Werbos, 1992; Doya, 1996).
3
We use Rt+1 instead of Rt to denote the immediate reward due to the action taken

at time t because it emphasizes that the next reward and the next state, St+1, are jointly

determined.
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Assumption about the Environment:

Environment is Markov Decision Process (MDP)

p(St+1, Rt+1 |At, St, At−1, St−1, …, S0)X X X X
= p(St+1, Rt+1 |At, St)



Agent's objective:

            Gt = Rt+1 + γ Rt+2 + γ
2Rt+3 +L = γ kRt+k+1,

k=0

∞

∑
where γ , 0 ≤ γ ≤1,  is the discount rate.

Maximize:

...



Agent does 2 things:

???

Choose actions: Learn how to choose  
better actions:



• Value Functions :  

• World Model: 

• Policy: 

• (Replay Buffer of past experience)

Vt(s) Qt(s, a)

St+1, Rt+1 = M(St, At, θ)

At = π(St, θ)

Different Parts of an Agent:



TWO TYPES OF POLICY                    :

π(At, St, θ)

Stochastic: Deterministic:

π(St, θ)

is probability. At = π(St, θ)



π(At, St, θ)Stochastic: is probability.

π(Ai |S) =
exp(ϕ(Ai, S))

∑j exp(ϕ(Aj, S))
Discrete 
Actions:

Continuous 
Actions:

π(A |S) = 𝒩 (μ(S), σ(S))

Act by sampling from the distribution:

A = μ(S) + σ(S)ϵ, ϵ ∼ 𝒩(0,1)



Deterministic:

Act by applying π to state:

At = π(St, θ)

At = π(St, θ)



❐ The value of a state is the expected return starting from 
that state; depends on the agent’s policy:

❐ The value of an action (in a state) is the expected return 
starting after taking that action from that state; depends on 
the agent’s policy:

Value Functions

State - value function for policy π :

vπ (s) = Eπ Gt St = s{ } = Eπ γ kRt+k+1 St = s
k=0

∞

∑
%
&
'

(
)
*

Action - value function for policy π :

qπ (s,a) = Eπ Gt St = s,At = a{ } = Eπ γ kRt+k+1 St = s,At = a
k=0

∞

∑
%
&
'

(
)
*



     Use                          to choose action:Vt(s) Qt(s, a)

Action - value function for policy π :

qπ (s,a) = Eπ Gt St = s,At = a{ } = Eπ γ kRt+k+1 St = s,At = a
k=0

∞

∑
%
&
'

(
)
*

At = argmaxaQ(a, St)

Act by taking the action which maximizes the expected return
according to the estimate Q:



Learning                  :π(St, θ)
Action - value function for policy π :

qπ (s,a) = Eπ Gt St = s,At = a{ } = Eπ γ kRt+k+1 St = s,At = a
k=0

∞

∑
%
&
'

(
)
*

θt+1 = θt + α ∇θqπ
⏟

∇θJ



Learning                  :π(St, θ)

Action - value function for policy π :

qπ (s,a) = Eπ Gt St = s,At = a{ } = Eπ γ kRt+k+1 St = s,At = a
k=0

∞

∑
%
&
'

(
)
*

Deterministic and Continuous: At = π(St, θ)

Jθ(π |S0 = S) = qπ(π(S), S) ≈ Qπ(π(S, θ), S)

∇θ Jθ(π |S0 = S) ≈ ∇θQπ(π(S, θ), S)

=
m

∑
i

∂Qπ(A = π(S, θ), S)
∂ai

∇θπi(S, θ)

= ∇AQπ (A = π(S, θ), S)∇θπ(S, θ)



Learning                  :π(St, θ)

π(At, St, θ)Stochastic: is probability.

Policy Gradient Theorem:
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π(τ)



Learning                  :π(St, θ)
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REINFORCE Estimates G 
with Monte-Carlo



Learning                  :π(St, θ)

π(At, St, θ)Stochastic: is probability.

Policy Gradient Theorem:

∇θ Jθ(π) = 𝔼 [
T

∑
t=0

γt (qπ(St, At) − vπ(St))∇θ log(π)]}
Advantage

REINFORCE Estimates G 
with Monte-Carlo



Learning                  :π(St, θ)

π(At, St, θ)Stochastic: is probability.

Policy Gradient Theorem:

∇θ Jθ(π) = 𝔼 [
T

∑
t=0

γt (qπ(St, At) − vπ(St))∇θ log(π)]}
Advantage

Actor-Critic: use V and/or  
Q to estimate G or Advantage  
, e.g. TD(λ)



     Learn                          :Vt(s) Qt(s, a)

q⇡(s, a) = E{Gt | St = s,At = a,At+1:1⇠⇡} q⇡ : S⇥A ! <

     Monte-Carlo Estimate :

❐ Every-Visit MC: average returns for every time s is visited 
in an episode 

❐ First-visit MC: average returns only for first time s is 
visited in an episode 

❐ Both converge asymptotically

            Gt = Rt+1 + γ Rt+2 + γ
2Rt+3 +L = γ kRt+k+1,

k=0

∞

∑
where γ , 0 ≤ γ ≤1,  is the discount rate.

...



     Learn                          :Vt(s) Qt(s, a)

q⇡(s, a) = E{Gt | St = s,At = a,At+1:1⇠⇡} q⇡ : S⇥A ! <

     Bootstrapping :

TD:
Use Vt to estimate remaining return

n-step TD:
2 step return:

n-step return:

with 

7.1. N -STEP TD PREDICTION 153

More formally, consider the backup applied to state St as a result of the state–
reward sequence, St, Rt+1, St+1, Rt+2, . . . , RT , ST (omitting the actions for simplic-
ity). We know that in Monte Carlo backups the estimate of v⇡(St) is updated in the
direction of the complete return:

Gt

.
= Rt+1 + �Rt+2 + �2Rt+3 + · · · + �T�t�1RT ,

where T is the last time step of the episode. Let us call this quantity the target of
the backup. Whereas in Monte Carlo backups the target is the return, in one-step
backups the target is the first reward plus the discounted estimated value of the next
state, which we call the one-step return:

G(1)
t

.
= Rt+1 + �Vt(St+1),

where Vt : S ! R here is the estimate at time t of v⇡, in which case it makes sense
that �Vt(St+1) should take the place of the remaining terms �Rt+2 + �2Rt+3 + · · · +
�T�t�1RT , as we discussed in the previous chapter. Our point now is that this idea
makes just as much sense after two steps as it does after one. The target for a
two-step target is the two-step return:

G(2)
t

.
= Rt+1 + �Rt+2 + �2Vt(St+2),

where now �2Vt(St+2) corrects for the absence of the terms �2Rt+3 + �3Rt+4 + · · · +
�T�t�1RT . Similarly, the target for an arbitrary n-step backup is the n-step return:

G(n)
t

.
= Rt+1 + �Rt+2 + �2 + · · · + �n�1Rt+n + �nVt(St+n), 8n � 1. (7.1)

All the n-step returns can be considered approximations to the full return, truncated
after n steps and then corrected for the remaining missing terms by Vt(St+n).

The time t + n is called the horizon of the n-step return. If the episode ends
before the horizon is reached, then the truncation in an n-step return e↵ectively
occurs at the episode’s end, resulting in the conventional complete return. In other

words, if t+n � T , then G(n)
t

= Gt. Thus, the last n n-step returns of an episode are
always complete returns, and an infinite-step return is always a complete return. This
definition enables us to treat Monte Carlo methods as the special case of infinite-step
targets. All of this is consistent with the tricks for treating episodic and continuing
tasks equivalently that we introduced in Section 3.4. There we chose to treat the
terminal state as a state that always transitions to itself with zero reward. Under
this trick, all n-step returns that last up to or past termination have the same value
as the complete return.

An n-step backup is defined to be a backup toward the n-step return. In the tab-
ular, state-value case, the n-step backup at time t produces the following increment
�t(St) in the estimated value Vt(St):

�t(St)
.
= ↵

h
G(n)

t
� Vt(St)

i
, (7.2)
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before the horizon is reached, then the truncation in an n-step return e↵ectively
occurs at the episode’s end, resulting in the conventional complete return. In other

words, if t+n � T , then G(n)
t

= Gt. Thus, the last n n-step returns of an episode are
always complete returns, and an infinite-step return is always a complete return. This
definition enables us to treat Monte Carlo methods as the special case of infinite-step
targets. All of this is consistent with the tricks for treating episodic and continuing
tasks equivalently that we introduced in Section 3.4. There we chose to treat the
terminal state as a state that always transitions to itself with zero reward. Under
this trick, all n-step returns that last up to or past termination have the same value
as the complete return.

An n-step backup is defined to be a backup toward the n-step return. In the tab-
ular, state-value case, the n-step backup at time t produces the following increment
�t(St) in the estimated value Vt(St):

�t(St)
.
= ↵

h
G(n)

t
� Vt(St)

i
, (7.2)
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state, which we call the one-step return:

G(1)
t

.
= Rt+1 + �Vt(St+1),

where Vt : S ! R here is the estimate at time t of v⇡, in which case it makes sense
that �Vt(St+1) should take the place of the remaining terms �Rt+2 + �2Rt+3 + · · · +
�T�t�1RT , as we discussed in the previous chapter. Our point now is that this idea
makes just as much sense after two steps as it does after one. The target for a
two-step target is the two-step return:

G(2)
t

.
= Rt+1 + �Rt+2 + �2Vt+1(St+2),

where now �2Vt+1(St+2) corrects for the absence of the terms �2Rt+3 + �3Rt+4 +
· · · + �T�t�1RT . Similarly, the target for an arbitrary n-step backup is the n-step
return:

G(n)
t

.
= Rt+1+�Rt+2+· · ·+�n�1Rt+n+�nVt+n�1(St+n), n � 1, 0  t < T �n. (7.1)

All the n-step returns can be considered approximations to the full return, truncated
after n steps and then corrected for the remaining missing terms by Vt+n�1(St+n).
If t + n � T (if the n-step return extends to or beyond termination), then all the
missing terms are taken as zero and the n-step return defined to be equal to the

ordinary full return (G(n)
t

.
= Gt if t + n � T ).

Note that n-step returns for n > 1 involve future rewards and value functions that
are not available at the time of transition from t to t + 1. No real algorithm can use
the n-step return until after it had seen Rt+n and computed Vt+n�1. The first time
these are available to be used is t+n. The natural algorithm for using n-step returns
is thus

Vt+n(St)
.
= Vt+n�1(St) + ↵

h
G(n)

t
� Vt+n�1(St)

i
, 0  t < T, (7.2)

while the values of all other states remain unchanged, Vt+n(s) = Vt+n�1(s), 8s 6= St.
We call this algorithm n-step TD. Note that no changes at all are made during the
first n � 1 steps of each episode. To make up for that, an equal number of addition
updates are made at the end of the episode, after termination and before starting
the next episode. Complete pseudocode is given in the box on the next page.

The n-step return uses the value function Vt+n�1 to correct for the missing rewards
beyond Rt+n. An important property of n-step returns is that their expectation is
guaranteed to be a better estimate of v⇡ than Vt+n�1 is, in a worst-state sense. That
is, the worst error of the expected n-step return is guaranteed to be less than or
equal to �n times the worst error under Vt+n�1:

max
s

���E⇡

h
G(n)

t

���St =s
i

� v⇡(s)
���  �n max

s

���Vt+n�1(s) � v⇡(s)
���, (7.3)

for all n � 1. This is called the error reduction property of n-step returns. Because
of the error reduction property, one can show formally that all n-step TD methods



The λ-return is a compound update target

The λ-return a target that  
averages all n-step targets 
Each weighted by λn−1



The forward view

Look forward from each state to determine update from 
future states and rewards:
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Figure 7.5: The forward or theoretical view. We decide how to update each
state by looking forward to future rewards and states.
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Figure 7.6: Performance of the o↵-line �-return algorithm on a 19-state random
walk task.

way of mixing n-step backups is that there is a simple algorithm—TD(�)—for
achieving it. This is a mechanism issue rather than a theoretical one. In the
next few sections we develop the mechanistic, or backward, view of eligibility
traces as used in TD(�).

Example 7.2: �-return on the Random Walk Task Figure 7.6 shows
the performance of the o↵-line �-return algorithm on the 19-state random walk
task used with the n-step methods in Example 7.1. The experiment was just
as in the n-step case except that here we varied � instead of n. Note that we
get best performance with an intermediate value of �.

Exercise 7.4 The parameter � characterizes how fast the exponential weight-
ing in Figure 7.4 falls o↵, and thus how far into the future the �-return algo-
rithm looks in determining its backup. But a rate factor such as � is sometimes
an awkward way of characterizing the speed of the decay. For some purposes it



The backward view

Shout the TD error backwards
The traces fade with temporal distance by γλ

23

12.2. TD(�) 263

Semi-gradient TD(�) for estimating v̂ ⇡ v⇡

Input: the policy ⇡ to be evaluated
Input: a di↵erentiable function v̂ : S+ ⇥ Rn ! R such that v̂(terminal,·) = 0

Initialize value-function weights ✓ arbitrarily (e.g., ✓ = 0)
Repeat (for each episode):

Initialize S
e 0 (An n-dimensional vector)
Repeat (for each step of episode):
. Choose A ⇠ ⇡(·|S)
. Take action A, observe R, S0

. e ��e +rv̂(S,✓)

. �  R + �v̂(S0,✓)� v̂(S,✓)

. ✓  ✓ + ↵�e

. S  S0

until S0 is terminal

riding along the stream of states, computing TD errors, and shouting them back to
the previously visited states, as suggested by Figure 12.5. Where the TD error and
traces come together, we get the update given by (12.7).

To better understand the backward view, consider what happens at various values
of �. If � = 0, then by (12.5) the trace at t is exactly the value gradient corresponding
to St. Thus the TD(�) update (12.7) reduces to the one-step semi-gradient TD
update treated in Chapter 9 (and, in the tabular case, to the simple TD rule (6.2)).
This is why that algorithm was called TD(0). In terms of Figure 12.5, TD(0) is
the case in which only the one state preceding the current one is changed by the
TD error. For larger values of �, but still � < 1, more of the preceding states

!t
e
t

e
t

e
t

e
t

Time

s
t

s
t+1

s
t-1

s
t-2

s
t-3

St

St+1

St-1

St-2

St-3

�t

et

et

et

et

Figure 12.5: The backward or mechanistic view. Each update depends on the current TD
error combined with eligibility traces of past events.



Eligibility traces (mechanism)

The forward view was for theory
The backward view is for mechanism
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increment the trace for the current state by 1
Accumulating trace

Replacing trace: trace becomes 1 when state is 
visited
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is better to specify a time constant, or half-life. What is the equation relating
� and the half-life, ⌧�, the time by which the weighting sequence will have
fallen to half of its initial value?

7.3 The Backward View of TD(�)

In the previous section we presented the forward or theoretical view of the tab-
ular TD(�) algorithm as a way of mixing backups that parametrically shifts
from a TD method to a Monte Carlo method. In this section we instead define
TD(�) mechanistically, and in the next section we show that this mechanism
correctly implements the forward view. The mechanistic, or backward , view
of TD(�) is useful because it is simple conceptually and computationally. In
particular, the forward view itself is not directly implementable because it is
acausal, using at each step knowledge of what will happen many steps later.
The backward view provides a causal, incremental mechanism for approximat-
ing the forward view and, in the o↵-line case, for achieving it exactly.

In the backward view of TD(�), there is an additional memory variable
associated with each state, its eligibility trace. The eligibility trace for state
s at time t is a random variable denoted Zt(s) 2 R+. On each step, the
eligibility traces for all states decay by ��, and the eligibility trace for the one
state visited on the step is incremented by 1:

Zt(s) =

⇢
��Zt�1(s) if s 6=St;
��Zt�1(s) + 1 if s=St,

(7.5)

for all nonterminal states s, where � is the discount rate and � is the parameter
introduced in the previous section. Henceforth we refer to � as the trace-decay
parameter. This kind of eligibility trace is called an accumulating trace because
it accumulates each time the state is visited, then fades away gradually when
the state is not visited, as illustrated below:

accumulating eligibility trace

times of visits to a state

At any time, the traces record which states have recently been visited,
where “recently” is defined in terms of ��. The traces are said to indicate the
degree to which each state is eligible for undergoing learning changes should
a reinforcing event occur. The reinforcing events we are concerned with are
the moment-by-moment one-step TD errors. For example, the TD error for

et 2 Rn � 0
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12.2 TD(�)

TD(�) is one of the oldest and most widely used algorithms in reinforcement learning.
It was the first algorithm for which a formal relationship was shown between a more
theoretical forward view and a more computational congenial backward view using
eligibility traces. Here we will show empirically that it approximates the o↵-line
�-return algorithm presented in the previous section.

TD(�) improves over the o↵-line �-return algorithm in three ways. First it updates
the weight vector on every step of an episode rather than only at the end, and thus
its estimates may be better sooner. Second, its computations are equally distributed
in time rather that all at the end of the episode. And third, it can be applied to
continuing problems rather than just episodic problems. In this section we present
the semi-gradient version of TD(�) with function approximation.

With function approximation, the eligibility trace is a vector et 2 Rn with the
same number of components as the weight vector ✓t. Whereas the weight vector is a
long-term memory, accumulating over the lifetime of the system, the eligibility trace
is a short-term memory, typically lasting less time than the length of an episode.
Eligibility traces assist in the learning process; their only consequence is that they
a↵ect the weight vector, and then the weight vector determines the estimated value.

In TD(�), the eligibility trace vector is initialized to zero at the beginning of the
episode, is incremented on each time step by the value gradient, and then fades away
by ��:

e0
.
= 0,

et

.
= rv̂(St,✓t) + ��et�1,

(12.5)

where � is the discount rate and � is the parameter introduced in the previous
section. The eligibility trace keeps track of which components of the weight vector
have contributed, positively or negatively, to recent state valuations, where “recent”
is defined in terms ��. The trace is said to indicate the eligibility of each component
of the weight vector for undergoing learning changes should a reinforcing event occur.
The reinforcing events we are concerned with are the moment-by-moment one-step
TD errors. The TD error for state-value prediction is

�t

.
= Rt+1 + �v̂(St+1,✓t) � v̂(St,✓t). (12.6)

In TD(�), the weight vector is updated on each step proportional to the scalar TD
error and the vector eligibility trace:

✓t+1
.
= ✓t + ↵�tet, (12.7)

On the next page, complete pseudocode for TD(�) is given in the box, and a picture
of its operation is suggested by Figure 12.5.

TD(�) is oriented backward in time. At each moment we look at the current TD
error and assign it backward to each prior state according to how much that state
contributed to the current eligibility trace at that time. We might imagine ourselves

same shape as 𝜽



     Learn                          :Vt(s) Qt(s, a)

q⇡(s, a) = E{Gt | St = s,At = a,At+1:1⇠⇡} q⇡ : S⇥A ! <

     (Expected) SARSA (Bellman Eqn) :
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Q-learning Expected Sarsa

Figure 6.12: The backup diagrams for Q-learning and expected Sarsa.

6.6 Expected Sarsa

Consider the learning algorithm that is just like Q-learning except that instead of
the maximum over next state–action pairs it uses the expected value, taking into
account how likely each action is under the current policy. That is, consider the
algorithm with the update rule

Q(St, At) Q(St, At) + ↵
h
Rt+1 + �E[Q(St+1, At+1) | St+1]�Q(St, At)

i

 Q(St, At) + ↵
h
Rt+1 + �

X

a

⇡(a|St+1)Q(St+1, a)�Q(St, At)
i
, (6.7)

but that otherwise follows the schema of Q-learning (as in Figure 6.10). Given the
next state, St+1, this algorithm moves deterministically in the same direction as
Sarsa moves in expectation, and accordingly it is called expected Sarsa. Its backup
diagram is shown in Figure 6.12.

Expected Sarsa is more complex computationally than Sarsa but, in return, it
eliminates the variance due to the random selection of At+1. Given the same amount
of experience we might expect it to perform slightly better than Sarsa, and indeed it
generally does. Figure 6.13 shows summary results on the cli↵-walking task with Ex-
pected Sarsa compared to Sarsa and Q-learning. As an on-policy method, Expected
Sarsa retains the significant advantage of Sarsa over Q-learning on this problem. In
addition, Expected Sarsa shows a significant improvement over Sarsa over a wide
range of values for the step-size parameter ↵. In cli↵ walking the state transitions
are all deterministic and all randomness comes from the policy. In such cases, Ex-
pected Sarsa can safely set ↵ = 1 without su↵ering any degradation of asymptotic
performance, whereas Sarsa can only perform well in the long run at a small value
of ↵, at which short-term performance is poor. In this and other examples there is
a consistent empirical advantage of Expected Sarsa over Sarsa.

In these cli↵ walking results we have taken Expected Sarsa to be an on-policy
algorithm, but in general we can use a policy di↵erent from the target policy ⇡ to
generate behavior, in which case Expected Sarsa becomes an o↵-policy algorithm.
For example, suppose ⇡ is the greedy policy while behavior is more exploratory;
then Expected Sarsa is exactly Q-learning. In this sense Expected Sarsa subsumes
and generalizes Q-learning while reliably improving over Sarsa. Except for the small
additional computational cost, Expected Sarsa may completely dominate both of the
other more-well-known TD control algorithms.
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    Q-Learning (Bellman Optimality Eqn):

q⇤(s, a) = max
⇡

q⇡(s, a) q⇤ : S⇥A ! <
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6.5 Q-learning: O↵-Policy TD Control

One of the most important breakthroughs in reinforcement learning was the devel-
opment of an o↵-policy TD control algorithm known as Q-learning (Watkins, 1989).
Its simplest form, one-step Q-learning , is defined by

Q(St, At) Q(St, At) + ↵
h
Rt+1 + � max

a
Q(St+1, a)�Q(St, At)

i
. (6.6)

In this case, the learned action-value function, Q, directly approximates q⇤, the op-
timal action-value function, independent of the policy being followed. This dramat-
ically simplifies the analysis of the algorithm and enabled early convergence proofs.
The policy still has an e↵ect in that it determines which state–action pairs are visited
and updated. However, all that is required for correct convergence is that all pairs
continue to be updated. As we observed in Chapter 5, this is a minimal requirement
in the sense that any method guaranteed to find optimal behavior in the general case
must require it. Under this assumption and a variant of the usual stochastic approx-
imation conditions on the sequence of step-size parameters, Q has been shown to
converge with probability 1 to q⇤. The Q-learning algorithm is shown in procedural
form in Figure 6.10.

What is the backup diagram for Q-learning? The rule (6.6) updates a state–action
pair, so the top node, the root of the backup, must be a small, filled action node.
The backup is also from action nodes, maximizing over all those actions possible in
the next state. Thus the bottom nodes of the backup diagram should be all these
action nodes. Finally, remember that we indicate taking the maximum of these “next
action” nodes with an arc across them (Figure 3.7). Can you guess now what the
diagram is? If so, please do make a guess before turning to the answer in Figure 6.12.

Initialize Q(s, a), 8s 2 S, a 2 A(s), arbitrarily, and Q(terminal-state, ·) = 0
Repeat (for each episode):

Initialize S
Repeat (for each step of episode):

Choose A from S using policy derived from Q (e.g., ✏-greedy)
Take action A, observe R, S0

Q(S, A) Q(S, A) + ↵
⇥
R + � maxa Q(S0, a)�Q(S, A)

⇤

S  S0;
until S is terminal

Figure 6.10: Q-learning: An o↵-policy TD control algorithm.


