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Abstract— In this letter, we study a Networked Con-
trol System (NCS) with multiplexed communication and
Bernoulli packet drops. Multiplexed communication refers
to the constraint that transmission of a control signal and
an observation signal cannot occur simultaneously due to
the limited bandwidth. First, we propose an ε-greedy algo-
rithm for the selection of the communication sequence that
also ensures Mean Square Stability (MSS). We formulate
the system as a Markovian Jump Linear System (MJLS)
and provide the necessary conditions for MSS in terms of
Linear Matrix Inequalities (LMIs) that need to be satisfied
for three corner cases. We prove that the system is MSS
for any convex combination of these three corner cases.
Furthermore, we propose to use the ε-greedy algorithm
with the ε that satisfies MSS conditions for training a Deep
Q Network (DQN). The DQN is used to obtain an optimal
communication sequence that minimizes a quadratic cost.
We validate our approach with a numerical example that
shows the efficacy of our method in comparison to the
round-robin and a random scheme.

Index Terms— Networked control system, Markovian
Jump Linear System, Deep Reinforcement Learning

I. INTRODUCTION

A Networked Control System (NCS) is a system consisting
of a plant, a controller, and a communication network. NCS
plays an important role in various industries such as chemical
plants, power systems, and warehouse management [1], [2].
In an NCS, the communication between the plant and the
controller, as well as between the controller and the actuator,
often occurs over a wireless network. Various challenges
exist in such systems, namely, limited resources (bandwidth),
delays, packet drops, or adversarial attacks [3]–[6]. These
uncertainties can affect the plant’s performance, making it im-
portant to study these scenarios. Our focus is on an NCS with
limited bandwidth, formulated as a multiplexing constraint on
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transmitting control and observation signals and considering
random packet drops. We aim to find a switching policy for
selecting a communication direction that ensures Mean Square
Stability (MSS) and then find the optimal communication
sequence that minimizes a quadratic performance measure.

In an early piece of work, Athans et al. proposed an
uncertainty threshold principle [7]. This principle states that
optimum long-range control of a dynamical system with
uncertainty parameters is feasible if and only if the uncertainty
does not exceed a certain threshold. This forms the basis of
subsequent work which gives stability conditions in different
scenarios. In [8], linear systems controlled over a network face
packet drop uncertainties, and are modeled as Bernoulli ran-
dom variables, with independent drops in both communication
channels. The necessary conditions for MSS and optimal con-
trol solutions using dynamic programming are then provided.
Schenato et al. generalize this work by considering noisy
measurements and giving stronger conditions for the existence
of the solution [9]. They also show that the separation principle
holds for the TCP protocol. Other studies focus on the design
of a Kalman filter for wireless networks [10], [11] and stability
conditions for systems with packet drops [12]. An alternate
approach for random packet drops involves sending multiple
copies [13], and event-triggered policies for nonlinear systems
with packet drops are developed in [14].

While stability and optimality problems are addressed in
the literature, the stability and optimal scheduling problems
with multiplexing in control and observation have not been
completely investigated. For instance, [9] discusses multiplex-
ing and packet drops but not optimal network selection, while
[15] considers a joint strategy for optimal selection and control
of an NCS, but only for sensor signals. Major directions of
research incorporate bandwidth constraints as i) multiplexing
in multiple sensor signals, e.g., [11], ii) multiplexing in sensor
and control signals, e.g., [9]. In addition, other communication
uncertainties such as packet drops and delays are addressed
[16]. The main objective of these attempts is to find an optimal
control strategy or to find an optimal policy for the selection
of communication channels, or both see, e.g., [17]. Leong et
al. address the boundedness of error covariance objective in a
multiplexed sensor information system with packet drops [18].
A stability condition is established based on the packet drop
probability, and then an optimal sequence of communication
is found by training a DQN with a ε - greedy algorithm.

In this letter, our contributions are as follows:
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i) We propose a modified ε-greedy algorithm for the se-
lection of the direction of communication (transmit or
receive.)

ii) We establish the necessary conditions for the MSS of an
NCS with multiplexed communication and packet drops.

iii) We provide an optimal switching policy using Deep Q
Learning that utilizes the proposed ε-greedy algorithm
and ensures MSS, not just after training the NN, but also
in the training phase.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II
introduces the problem setup and communication constraints.
In Section III, we propose a switching strategy and formulate
the problem as a Markovian Jump Linear System (MJLS). We
provide necessary conditions for MSS in Section IV. Next, we
formulate the optimal communication selection problem and
provide a solution based on deep reinforcement learning in
Section V. Finally in Section VI, we validate our results on a
numerical example.

II. PROBLEM SETUP

A. Plant and Controller Model

Consider a closed-loop discrete-time linear system

xk+1 = Axk +Buk

yk = Cxk

(1)

for all k ∈ Z≥0, where xk ∈ Rnx is the state, uk ∈ Rnu is
the control input and yk ∈ Rny is the output at kth instant. We
make the following assumptions regarding the original closed-
loop system.

Assumption 1. The pair (A,B) is controllable and the pair
(A,C) is observable.

Assumption 2. There exists a state feedback controller of the
form

uk = Kxk (2)

that stabilizes the system (1).

B. Networked System Model

In this letter, we are interested in an application where the
plant and the controller are remotely located. The communica-
tion between the plant and the controller occurs over a wireless
communication network. The networked system is illustrated
in Fig. 1. The networked system dynamics can be written as

xk+1 = Axk +Bûk

yk = Cxk

(3)

where ûk denotes the networked version of the control signal.
We proceed by emulation of the controller (2) and use the
controller as

uk = Kx̂k (4)

where x̂k denotes the estimates of the state at the controller
end. A more detailed explanation of these quantities is pre-
sented later in this section. Motivated by real-world commu-
nication constraints in the form of bandwidth limitations, we

Controller
uk = Kx̂k

Predictor

x̂k =

{
xk
Ax̂k−1 +Bûk−1

Network
Plant

xk+1 = Axk +Bûk
yk = Cxk

uk ûk

xk

x̂k

Fig. 1. Schematic of a Networked Control System with information
multiplexing and packet drops in the network

consider a communication constraint as described below. At
any time instant, the network scheduler has three choices:

i) transmit the control input from the controller to the plant
or,

ii) transmit the measured signal from the plant to the pre-
dictor or,

iii) not communicate at all.
These three choices are encapsulated in the form of a switch
variable ak that takes values in a discrete set A := {−1, 0, 1}
where,

ak :=


1 if the control is transmitted;
−1 if the observation is transmitted;
0 if there is no communication.

(5)

We also consider lossy communication in the sense of a
packet drop scenario. Consider γk to denote the packet drop
event, modeled as independent Bernoulli random variables
with probabilities:

P (γk = 1) = δ and P (γk = 0) = 1− δ (6)

where γk = 1 indicates a successful packet transmission and
γk = 0 indicates failure.

Based on the switching and the packet drop assumptions, the
transmitted control information through the network is written
as

ûk :=

{
uk if ak = 1 and γk = 1;

ûk−1 otherwise.
(7)

The coarse estimate of the state at the controlled end is

x̂k =

{
xk if ak = −1 and γk = 1;

Ax̂k−1 +Bûk−1 otherwise
. (8)

Define the concatenated state as

χk :=

 xk

x̂k−1

ûk−1

 (9)

with x̂−1 = x0 and ûk−1 = 0nu respectively. The overall
model of the system is written as

χk+1 =


A1χk if ak = 1 and γk = 1;

A−1χk if ak = −1 and γk = 1;

A0χk otherwise
(10)



with

A1 :=

A BKA BKB
0 Inx

0
0 0 Inu

 , (11)

A−1 :=

A 0 B
0 Inx 0
0 0 Inu

 , (12)

and

A0 :=

A 0 B
0 Inx 0
0 0 Inu

 . (13)

III. SWITCHING STRATEGY

In this section, we first present the ε -greedy strategy for
switching that ensures MSS. Next, we present the generalized
switching probabilities using the ε-greedy algorithm. Lastly,
we formulate the system as a Markov Jump Linear System
(MJLS), discuss modes of operation in the MJLS, and state
our objective.

A. ε- Greedy Algorithm for Switching
We employ the ε-greedy switching strategy for the decision-

making process [19]. The algorithm consists of two parts:
exploration and exploitation. Exploration addresses finding
new possible solutions, whereas exploitation addresses utiliz-
ing the already known optimal solution. The variable ε acts
as a parameter that weighs the two. Let the per-stage cost be
defined by

Jk := x⊺
kQxk + û⊺

kRûk + λa⊺kak. (14)

The switching strategy is defined mathematically as follows:

ak =

∼ unif({−1, 1}) if rk < ε

argmin
at∈A

lim sup
T→∞

1
T E

[∑T−1
t=k βtJt

]
otherwise (15)

where rk ∼ unif[0, 1] and β ∈ ]0, 1[ is a discount factor that
discounts the cost at future time stages.

When rk is less than ε the switching variable ak is chosen
uniformly randomly from {−1, 1}. This random selection
represents exploration by allowing the system to consider other
strategies that might not be optimal for that instance but could
provide a better solution over a longer horizon. When rk ≥ ε,
the switch variable ak is determined by the exploitation part,
i.e., minimizing the expected cost function. Where the cost
function has the following terms:

i) x⊺
kQxk, represents a penalty on the state, where xk is the

state at time instant k, and Q ⪰ 0.
ii) û⊺

kRûk represents the penalty on the control effort, where
uk is the control at time instant k, and R ≻ 0.

iii) λa⊺kak introduces a penalty for transmission of a packet,
with λ being a weighing parameter that controls the trade-
off between state and control cost versus the transmission
cost.

Thus the ε-greedy strategy creates a balance between ex-
ploration and exploitation, ensuring that new strategies are
explored while utilizing the accumulated information.

B. Switching Probabilities with ε- Greedy Algorithm

In this subsection, we discuss in detail the generalized
switching probability under the ε- greedy algorithm and ana-
lyze the effect of the ε-greedy switching strategy on the MSS
of the system. The switching probability distribution function
Pg ∈ [0, 1]3 is given by

Pg := (P(ak = 1),P(ak = 0),P(ak = −1)) (16)

with some switching algorithm g. Given the switching strategy
defined in (15), the probabilities of switching states are influ-
enced by the choice of ε. The choice of ε, in turn, decides
the balance between exploration and exploitation. With the
switching strategy (15) the switching probability distribution
(denoted as Pε) can be written as

Pε = ε

(
1

2
, 0,

1

2

)
+ (1− ε) (pk, 1− pk − qk, qk)

=
(ε
2
+ (1− ε)pk, (1− ε)(1− pk − qk),

ε

2
+ (1− ε)qk

)
.

(17)
Here,

i) the first term, ε
(
1
2 , 0,

1
2

)
, represents the probability dis-

tribution in the exploration phase because of the uniform
switching between 1 and −1. With probability ε, the
switch positions are chosen randomly, with an equal prob-
ability ( 12 ) of switching to 1 or −1 and zero probability
of remaining in position 0, and

ii) the second term, (1 − ε) (p, 1− p− q, q), represents the
probability distribution in exploitation phase. With prob-
ability 1− ε, the switching follows a policy based on the
probabilities p and q, where:
• p is the probability of switching to position 1,
• q is the probability of switching to position −1,
• (1− p− q) is the probability of remaining in position
0.

Here, p, q ∈ [0, 1] and p+q ≤ 1 to ensure that all probabilities
sum to 1.

Remark 1. The choice of ε impacts the MSS of the system
which is one of the main interests of this article.

C. Formulation as a Markovian Jump Linear System

In this section, we elaborate on the framework of the
Markovian Jump Linear System (MJLS) that relates to the
system described in (10). An MJLS is a linear system that
goes through random transitions between a finite number
of modes, each governed by linear dynamics. The random
transitions are governed by Markovian probabilities associated
with switching from one mode to another mode. In the
problem, the randomness takes place at two levels: the first
is at the switching under ε- greedy policy and the second is
the random packet drop. With this backdrop, we introduce
modes of operation under varying circumstances.

System Modes: The system can operate in one of several
modes at any instance, which is determined by the switch
position and the status of packet transmission. These modes
represent different scenarios of switching and packet drop.



We define the modes of the Markovian switching system as
follows:

M1 : (1,S,A1) ,M2 : (1,F ,A0)M3 : (−1,S,A−1) ,

M4 : (−1,F ,A0) , and M5 : (0,−,A0)
(18)

where,
• the first entry in each tuple indicates the position of the

switch, which can be 1,-1, or 0;
• the second entry denotes whether the packet transmission

was successful (S) or failed (F), and
• the third entry corresponds to the system matrix A that

governs the dynamics in that particular mode.
For example, M1 represents the case where the switch is
in position 1, the packet transmission is successful, and the
system dynamics are described by the matrix A1. On the
other hand, M2 represents the case where the switch is in
position 1 but the packet transmission has failed, thus the
system dynamics revert to A0.

The mode transition probability, pij , represents the likeli-
hood of the system switching from mode i to mode j in the
next time step.

Definition 1 (Mode Transition Probability). Define the mode
transition probability of switching from i to j as,

P(ak+1 = j|ak = i) := pij

with i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,M} where pij ∈ [0, 1],
∑M

j=1 pij = 1
and M denotes the total number of modes.

Definition 2 (Mean Square Stability). The system (10) is mean
square stable if and only if for some ζ ≥ 1, 0 < ξ < 1 and
for every χ0 ∈ R2nx×nu ,

E [χ⊺
kχk] ≤ ζξkχ⊺

0χ0 for all k ∈ Z≥0. (19)

Objective: Our goal is to determine the value for ε, given
a δ ∈ ]0, 1], that ensures the origin of the system (10) remains
Mean Square Stable under the switching algorithm (15).

IV. MEAN SQUARE STABILITY OF MJLS
In this section, we propose the methodology used to address

the problem, which involves identifying corner cases relevant
to switching probabilities. The goal is to determine a value
ε̄, given a fixed δ, which ensures that certain Linear Matrix
Inequalities (LMIs) are satisfied for each identified corner case
[20]. Note that ϵ̄ is not a bound but a value that satisfies
the LMIs. Furthermore, we demonstrate that any convex
combination of these corner cases also satisfies the MSS
conditions derived from the LMIs. The convex combination
relates to different switching scenarios in the exploitation
phase, implying that the system is MSS irrespective of any
switching policy implemented during the exploitation phase.

A. Corner Cases
We study this through specific corner cases:

C1. p = 0 and q = 1: This case represents the switch being
in position −1 throughout the entire exploitation phase,
indicating that only observations are transmitted.

C2. p = 1 and q = 0: This case represents the switch being
in position 1 throughout the entire exploitation phase,
indicating that only control signals are transmitted.

C3. p = 0 and q = 0: This case depicts the switch remaining
in position 0 for the duration of the exploitation phase,
signifying that no transmissions occur.

The probability of switching in each of the corner cases is
tabulated in TABLE I.

Case Switch probabilities

General
(
ε
2
+ (1− ε)p, (1− ε)(1− p− q), ε

2
+ (1− ε)q

)
C1

(
ε
2
, 0, 1− ε

2

)
C2

(
1− ε

2
, 0, ε

2

)
C3

(
ε
2
, 1− ε, ε

2

)
TABLE I

SWITCHING PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION IN DIFFERENT CORNER CASES

B. Mode Transition Probabilities for Corner Cases

Let P(c) ∈ [0, 1]M×M denote the mode transition proba-
bility matrix associated with the corner case c, where c ∈
{1, 2, 3}. Here, the superscript c is the variable representing
each corner case. Each P

(c)
j ∈ [0, 1] denotes the probability

of transitioning from each node to the mode Mj in the
corner case c, i.e., P

(c)
ij = P

(c)
j for all i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 5}.

The mode transition probabilities, for each case, are described
in Table II and depicted in Fig. 2. With the given packet
transmission success probability δ ∈ ]0, 1], we provide the
necessary conditions for the MSS of the system using the LMIs
given in [20].

M1
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M3

M4

M5
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Fig. 2. Markov Jump Linear System with associated mode transition
probabilities for a general case.

Theorem 1. Given a δ ∈ [0, 1], with mode transition proba-
bility matrix P(c) the origin of the system (10) is MSS if there



P
(c)
1 P

(c)
2 P

(c)
3 P

(c)
4 P

(c)
5

C1 δ ε
2

(1− δ) ε
2

δ(1− ε
2
) (1− δ)(1− ε

2
) 0

C2 δ(1− ε
2
) (1− δ)(1− ε

2
) δ ε

2
(1− δ) ε

2
0

C3 δ ε
2

(1− δ)(1− ε
2
) δ ε

2
(1− δ)(1− ε

2
) 1− ε

General δ
(
ε
2
+ (1− ε)p

)
(1−δ)

(
ε
2
+ (1− ε)p

)
δ
(
ε
2
+ (1− ε)q

)
(1−δ)

(
ε
2
+ (1− ε)q

)
(1− ε)(1− p− q)

TABLE II
MODE TRANSITION PROBABILITIES FOR DIFFERENT CASES

exist an ε̄ ∈ ]0, 1[ and a symmetric positive definite matrix V ,
such that the following holds

5∑
j=1

P
(c)
j A⊺

jV Aj < V (20)

for all c ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Furthermore, with this ε, the origin of
the system (10) is MSS under the ε-greedy algorithm (15).

Proof. First, the MSS conditions given in [20, Corollary 3.26]
are tailored to the specific problem to obtain the LMI (20).
Suppose there exists an ε̄ and V such that LMI (20) hold,
then the origin of the system is stable for these corner cases.
To prove the origin of the system (10) is MSS under (15)
with ε = ε̄, we prove that the general case can be written
as a convex combination of the three corner cases and then
prove the LMI holds for the general case. Let α1, α2 ∈ [0, 1]
and α1 + α2 ≤ 1. Taking the convex combination of mode
transition probabilities for all corner cases (see TABLE II),

α1

(
δ
ε

2
, (1− δ)

ε

2
, δ(1− ε

2
), (1− δ)(1− ε

2
), 0

)
+α2

(
δ(1− ε

2
), (1− δ)(1− ε

2
), δ

ε

2
, (1− δ)

ε

2
, 0
)

+(1− α1 − α2)

(
δ
ε

2
, (1− δ)(1− ε

2
), δ

ε

2
,

(1− δ)(1− ε

2
), 1− ε

)
=

(
δ
(ε
2
+ (1− ε)α2

)
, (1− δ)

(ε
2
+ (1− ε)α2

)
,

δ
(ε
2
+ (1− ε)α1

)
, (1− δ)

(ε
2
+ (1− ε)α1

)
,

(1− ε)(1− α2 − α1)

)
.

(21)

Comparing (21) with the mode transition probability of the
general case in TABLE II, we have α1 = q and α2 = p.
To prove that (10) is MSS for any p, q ∈ [0, 1] and p+q ≤ 1, let
P(g) be the general mode transition probability matrix. Then

P
(g)
j = qP

(1)
j + pP

(2)
j + (1− q − p)P

(3)
j

for all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 5}.

5∑
j=1

P
(g)
j A⊺

jV Aj

=

5∑
j=1

(
qP

(1)
j + pP

(2)
j + (1− q − p)P

(3)
j

)
A⊺
jV Aj

=q

5∑
j=1

P
(1)
j A⊺

jV Aj + p

5∑
j=1

P
(2)
j A⊺

jV Aj

+(1− q − p)

5∑
j=1

P
(3)
j A⊺

jV Aj

(a)
<qV + pV + (1− q − p)V = V

The inequality (a) is from (20) and the fact that all quantities
on both sides of (20) are non-negative. Hence, if ε̄ satisfies
LMI (20) for three corner cases then, (20) is satisfied for any
general switching strategy (15).

To determine the value of ε that satisfies the LMIs required
for MSS, we utilize a method involving Semi-Definite Pro-
gramming (SDP) solvers and the bisection method. Based on
Theorem 1, we set up the necessary LMIs involving symmetric
positive definite matrix V . These LMIs establish the conditions
for MSS that the system must satisfy. We employ an SDP
solver to numerically solve the formulated LMIs. Given the
dependence of V matrix on ε, we apply the bisection method
to determine the value of ε (ε̄) that satisfies all LMIs. Starting
with an initial range for ε ∈ [0, 1], the bisection method
iteratively narrows down to ε̄ by checking the existence of
solutions of LMIs at midpoints within the range.

V. OPTIMAL SWITCHING STRATEGY

We intend to find an optimal switching policy that satisfies
the necessary conditions for MSS established earlier and min-
imizes the average cost involving penalties on state, control,
and communication. That is, to find

min
{ak}

lim sup
T→∞

1

T
E

[
T−1∑
k=0

Jk

]
, (22)

which can be written as a discounted cost problem

min
{ak}

lim sup
T→∞

1

T
E

[
T−1∑
k=0

βkJk

]
(23)

using [21, Lemma 5.3.1]. This transformation allows the
application of reinforcement learning techniques for solutions.



A. Q-Learning
The sequential decision-making problem is treated as a

Markov Decision Process (MDP). The MDP has three com-
ponents: i) state, ii) action, and iii) reward. The state space
consists of {xk} ∈ Rnx and the action space is ak ∈
{−1, 0, 1}. Define per-stage reward as

rk := − (x⊺
kQxk + û⊺

kRûk + λa⊺kak) . (24)

The system transitions from state xk to xk+1 based on action
ak and receives reward rk+1. To evaluate the performance of
a given policy, we use the action value function, denoted as
Qπ(x, a). For a policy π, which maps states to probabilities
of selecting actions, the action value function is defined as:

Qπ(x, a) = E

[
T−1∑
k=0

βkrk+1|x, a

]
. (25)

The optimal Q value (denoted as Q∗(xk, ak)) satisfies Bell-
man’s principle of optimality:

Q∗(xk, ak) = E [rk + βQ∗(xk+1, ak+1)] . (26)

The optimal policy can be found iteratively in the case of
discrete sets of states and actions by the value iteration method
[19]. In this problem, the state space is continuous, and this
method cannot be directly applied. Hence, we use an advanced
deep reinforcement learning technique using a neural network.

B. Deep Q-Learning
We approach the solution of the problem (23) using deep

reinforcement learning [22]. A Deep Q Network (DQN)
estimates the Q-values for each state and action. Thereby
approximates the function Q(x, a; θ), where the function is
parameterized by θ. The state acts as the input to the DQN, and
the output corresponding to each action is the approximated
Q-value. The loss is derived using Bellman’s principle as

loss := [Q(xk, ak; θ)− (rk + βQ(xk+1, ak+1; θ))]
2
. (27)

Here, two forward passes are made through the network to
get the Q-values for the current and next states. To avoid
this, Mnih et al. introduced the replay memory framework
and another target network replicating the actual network but
updated only after a few iterations [22]. Algorithm 1 presents
the deep reinforcement learning technique used.

VI. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we validate our approach on system (10)
with the following data:

A =

(
1 0.1
0 1

)
, B =

(
0
1

)
, and K =

(
−0.012
−0.07

)⊺

where the controller gain K stabilizes as per Assumption 2.
First, we fix the packet transmission success probability

δ ∈ ]0, 1], which is typically determined by the communication
system. For a given δ, we determine the corresponding value
of ε (ε̄) that ensures MSS for all corner cases. The relationship
between the packet transmission success probability δ and the
ε̄ required for ensuring MSS is depicted in Fig. 3. Next, for a

Algorithm 1 Deep reinforcement learning
1: Initialize the replay memory D to capacity K
2: Initialize the policy network Q with random weights θ0
3: Copy the policy network as the target network Q̂ with

weights θ− = θ0
4: Initialize x0

5: for k = 0, 1, . . . , N do
6: Select an action (ak via switching algorithm (15) with

the ε based on Theorem 1)
7: Store the experience ek := (ak, xk, rk, xk+1) in the

replay memory
8: Sample random batch from the replay memory
9: Calculate the loss between output Q-values and target

Q-values as (27)
10: Update the policy network using the backpropagation
11: Update the target network after a predefined number of

steps
12: end for

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

Fig. 3. ε̄ that satisfies MSS conditions for all three corner cases for
different values of δ

fixed packet transmission success probability δ, we determine
the corresponding value of ε (ε̄) that ensures the MSS of
the system. We then illustrate the associated corner cases
and the convex region formed by these corner cases. We
implement the Deep Q-Network according to Algorithm 1 with
the following specifications. The initial state conditions are
randomly sampled from the uniform distribution within the
[−10, 10]2 range. A replay memory size of 1000 is utilized to
store experiences. The policy network architecture consists of
two hidden layers, with 1024 and 256 neurons, respectively.
Since there are three possible actions, the output layer consists
of three neurons. Mini-batches of size 32 are used for training.
We fix δ = 0.8 and the exploration parameter is set to ε̄ = 0.2.
The learning rate is fixed at 0.001. The network undergoes
training for 800 episodes. The moving average of reward in
the training phase shows the DQN’s learning over several
episodes and then the learning settles (see Fig. 4). To assess
the efficacy of our approach, we compare our results with
two other methods: round-robin and random selection. Each
method undergoes testing under identical initial conditions
and parameters. The DQN method performs better than the
other two methods. The round-robin method yields an average
reward of −18.51, while the random method results in an
average reward of −25.6. These comparisons underscore the
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Fig. 4. Comparison of average reward (λ = 0.5) of DQN method with
round robin and random switching scheme

effectiveness of the DQN after about 250 episodes of training.
In this subsection, we analyze the MSS property with the
proposed ε- greedy algorithm, under different packet trans-
mission success probability and corresponding ε found using
Theorem 1. Figure 5 represents the case with low transmission
success probability that requires a high value of ε to be MSS.
Conversely, with low transmission success probability and low
value of ε, we can observe in Figure 6 that the system is not
MSS. As depicted in Figure 7, with high transmission success
probability, a low value of ε is sufficient for achieving MSS.
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Fig. 5. Low success probability, with high ε

VII. CONCLUSION

In this letter, we have proposed a modified ε-greedy algo-
rithm for selecting communication direction in a multiplexed
NCS. We have established the necessary conditions for the
mean square stability (MSS) of an NCS with multiplexed
communication and packet drops. We provided an optimal
switching policy using Deep Q-Learning that utilizes the
proposed ε-greedy algorithm and ensures MSS for training
the neural network.
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