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1 About
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2 A Brief Introduction

Lyapunov Optimizations&#g: f# HLyapunov function' R HI—PNBIER RS, REE
HE— AN 8 IR TR] 7 8 IR S (state) 7] A H — A~ 2 4E [8) 2 (multi-dimentional vector) &4
R, T Lyapunov function Il f& XX A2 4k ) & frR S KPR — M ERAR,. #RE/#E1A (a non-

Lyapunov function® 3 1H IR B2 WIH R GRS ) — N A B2 1) (undesirable) 77 7] &
J&, W4 Lyapunov functionfJEUE #2228 K. X AE, A THEAT LLEE K Lyapunov functionif g 24
(14777 A E AT O R e n) T-A e .

3 How It Works

WALE, BATVER —NHEHLR AL 7] # (stochatsic optimization problem) 44 f# H Lyapunov Op-
timization KRR, i.e., (i) AJELE A R IE A S, (i) 45 HAE I Lyapunovit AL BRI B AR (i) 4>
T2 e A s 2 o) et ) B AR 2 TA] £ 22 BB (optimality gap).

3.1 Optimization Problems

TE 45 HBE LA ) (stochatsic optimization problem) il FHE 2 1, Joéh A B & REM
EHA. W F A AL A (optimization problem)HE X.

LG SOk 218 i3 i 45 H Lyapunov function B K AR IS &1 52 .
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—PMHEER: AHERTARNEZFGTHRNME-ITBREARAUE—ITBIRATLL
B s MUZBRM-105ER). EH8F EATURER

P mingegn f(x) (3.1)
s.t. ci(x)<0,i=1,2,..,k (3.2)
h](x) :0’j = 1727 "'7l' (3.3)

T IXE L IR B Ak ) & & o] LA B R4 BR B X1 {& 14 (Lagrange duality ) 5 46 7]
T 4G Sy oA ) A, 3 I SR A A T RS 3 DR 46 ) R, X e S R R TR 1 Rk B H
P2, Lla 211 B1E—Rmonograph K uffif 1% /i i%.

3.2 Stochastic Optimization Problems

BEMLOLAL AL AR L, 2 T RERLME.  BEHLOL AL 0] 2R 1R BE AL 2 F8 BRI (]
A BEBLEAT = AR, TH XA B AL BRATTRE A% SR ) SRt BB AL R AR A AT
Ak A time slot A=A I PTA BENL LRI AW () £ (w1 (t), wa(t), ..., w, ()] € Q" &
Wi € {1,...,n}, w;(t) A time slotif & B MALE 7340 (i.d.)?, HPQUABILHEAES. &
G AR B) PR SR, i.e., BI1E (control actions)id Na(t) = [a1(t), aa(t), ..., am(t)] €
A™, Horp A IR A
FE S5t A time slot, MRS 2 HT R A& ADBEHL S Fw (1), RGCRIE— RV BFEH R o(t), X
TAELERAL R B p () 5, S BEANS MBI R (Wlatency I TH 8 T7715) A2 ot B U,
ie.,
p(t) = P(w(t), a(t)), (34)
Ho PR —ME ks B T E, RGN — RINL Ty, (6) (WNTHEEFTTEY, P2
A 45 R, B T A5 2 52 BIFRATT T SR 8 i SR SR ) ), R, R DA IR
N
Ue(t) = Yi(w(t), at) k € {1,.... K, (35)
Hepvk € {1,..., K}, Y. ()% R e i 5.
B T BENLIE, ERENLAR A iR R, DA B ARAS TR R f (x), T2 500 B AR R/ time av-
erage NHIRI. XARARE KA T time averaged| N, EAKTE T HIRIA GEBRBLIN
R AR, FRATISS H BEALOC AL Ia) R s v T =X

— MR R E— BB 5 F R ElE & /ME— M time averagef B#r
R 3, 1% B AR B T ANEE) A R EUE 2 2IREA B A4 AR BBV IE S TR ER AU R2 0. L IME TR
EHMime averageMIREM, XEAREHESITEFBET ZEIFEH S 4R
VAR I SRR AU R M. EE BRI ARIE A

T-1
1

e 1 T 2 FPU 3.6
Pa, B0 g 0, 75 2 BP0 36)

2 i T ] 4 A IX — A A KBS e L AT AL AR, Mlicheal J. Neely - 4 #1Fid Lyapunov Optimization
FFEE R Tnon-ii.d. M5, (HRMESE KR L, AT K Hdrift-plus-penalty algorithm & Joik A B X FiE 77 ).

SIXEY & 4 R — AN R IR,

A X R DR ERTE, A KE T IRATAR BRI 8. AFLODCOR L, XA T latencyZ SME#;
N RSP s 27/ & AU




T—-1
1
Ao lim — E < . .
s.t Th_I;I(l)O T p E[yk(t)] = Oak € {17 7K} (3 7)

Hehp(t)E(3.4) 83, ye(t)H(3.5)153.

fEf B L, ok sE SO F A AR

HEA(3.6)F(3.7) P& B IMEAEIE & (Expectation)? XZEARIBMAFEMANE 65.8H
. HAVERMIRILE 7B HIBEN F Hw(t) BRREE BT FNAIRENEEX", BA(3.4)
F(3.5) AT FAp(¢) iy, (t) 2FEHZ SRR EE. A 1HTE I E 2 € AL & (B0H BN =1
PR I, R R s SRR AR M S N BEATLAOC AL Ia)

BAE, FATCETERL T — MARAERIBENLIAG I, 32 T R 2 IR I i ana] 93X A (8] B AD 24
REMMIENT. FERE BT Z 84T, 15 FEHZ—F BRI 8. SERIRE &A1& A AR &3t R
B AR AF e B F 2 ST, X2 IR, BRIy — NBEHLOCAK 1) R £ R 2% A 22 4 /N T AT il
7% [H] (feasible solution space), i 2R 2> 520 2L H Fx.

3.3 How to Construct Virtual Queues

Tt EERBELARAL 0] R 29 0 %A e SCBAAI? X A2 RN (116 B4 B X L K HAR 29 3R
S P L 2 SR ER BV RAE 2 R B & — AR 1] b NIETT.

g, B Ea(t) 2 B R B — AN A ¢ N ). Lyapunov Optimization B ARG A& K HA
KIS AT AR TR R (e, limp o0 S Elp(0)]) S R B — AN P HEAT . X
FE, TERE—ANB R e, BATTEE AT DAE AR 2 B AN 8]y 75 2L G I 2058 (i.e., FEHIBAFIR
FrrasE ) IGO0 B ALp(t).

DRI, g — N2 S Ay (8) 7€ L— X R RIERE 0% A Q. (1)

Qr(t+ 1) = max{Qx(t) + yx(t),0}, k € {1, ..., K}. (3.8)

HEQk (1) HIEA T (the kth queue) A & | M AZFAF] 89 4% &£ (the kth queue’s backlog). FAFIH &
—ANE, T BAFI I fif 2 A 2 — N EUE. A Se a5 B0 A 2 1A & AR (3.8), B
Wy (t), A ATATZ AT S AR A (BELIERY) RATEE X T8 GhRIERY) ? X2 A2
WA, AT Btime average of yy (t) A4S K T0.

BUPE, FATHETC— T a3 A I Qy. (¢) R ARIIE (3.7) 1B KA. H1(3.8) AT &1

Qr(t+1) > Qr(t) + yr(t), k € {1,..., K}°. (3.9)

I Ay (1) < Qu(t + 1) — Qi (t), MFTAI AT $AT FINHERAE, Bl #5

T—1
D uk(t) < Qu(T) — Qi(0) = Qu(T), k € {1,..., K}. (3.10)
t=0
93 101 [F S 02 T £ -
IS E[Qx(T)]
T2 Efye(t)] < =5~k € {1,... K} (3.11)

KIS ARL KK 2 W B IX AN FOM T IR 25 F T2 IR K 9 (3.8)-(3.10) R 5 Hh 8] (4 4 - B
B, A EIRE ST DR AR s . (HR A S WIS (3.11) A B .

SENVE € {1, ceey K},Qk(O) =0.
6 X &K Nmax{a, b} > aHmax{a,b} > b.




LR, EFRATIES— T (3.7)M(3.11). A T iRl EOL, FATAT LAk

Jim [Q’“( ) =0,ke{l,.. K} (3.12)
BSOS, AT LAk

36 <0, lim E[Q;(T)] <6 ke{l,. . K} (3.13)

"T 50

FRAL. (3.12)F1(3.13)#BA] LAAE L5 A (3.7) TE L, H 2 ARG & B AP RIFRE. £ Micheal
J. Neely 45, (3.12)BEFRA F H42 & 8948 € (mean rate stable).
Lyapunov Optimization # K H (3.12). EXFE M E NH 2 RGH, BAR(3.13)HiE &
AT BABIRIRES:, FATHRT LU SR e el 1.

FTHOBEHLOU AL 9] R AT E S AK
Ps: min lim — Z E[p(¢) (3.14)

vt a(t)eAm T—oo T’

s.t. (3.12).

3.4 How to Solve the Problem
3.4.1 Drift-plus-penalty Expression

Ut T IX 4%, AT 53| Lyapunovif £ (Lyapunov function)&3% 1. IEWIHI X ATIA, Lyapunov
function#& %t 241G I 18] B 4 T queues’ backlogl— MR & AEGUKHEIAR. B AF &4 —A
RERFER: Ot) £ [Q1(1), ..., Qk (1)], W Lyapunov functionsE X7 R

K
o) 2 %Zwv. (3.15)

A T Lyapunov function, HATATLAHA(O(t)) £ L(O(t + 1)) — L(O(t))3 3R 7~ I 8] ¢ 30 B[]
Fr(t + 1)Zfkqueues’ backloghtE =, 2 N Lyapunoviz#% (Lyapunov drift).
HH (3.9) AT %0
Qr(t+1)2 < (Qp(t) +yr()* ke {1,...,K}. (3.16)
A4 (3.16) RAL? 2R ks HAERA.
R, O)FEQK®) +yk(t) >0, MQk(t+1) = Qr(t) + yk(t), Fik
Qult +1)° = (@ult) + ()2 € {1, K. (317
(i) Qr(t) + yx(t) <0, MQk(t +1) = 0> Qu(t) +yu(t), KLk
Qult + 17 =0 < (Qult) + ()% k € {1,... K). (318)

56 (3.17T)R(3.18), ATHN(3.16) AL, R AR A LR IAF(3.16)42(3.9) 1.
FE(3.16) ISR EX Bra K ANBASI R, ar45

K K
*ZQk t+1)° ZQk *Z K67+ QB (D), (3.19)
k=1

k=1
TAF4HE i Micheal J. Neely ()45, £2%& ¥l Lyapunov i $U0 ™ & UHL(O(t) 2 5 305 weQr(t)?, {wi } N
A BB
SA(O () MtrdEE 2 A(O(t)) 2 E[L(O(t+ 1)) — L(O(1))|©(t)]. MuAb M i AbH.

l\.')\»—l




SN E]

1 & 1 &
A©W) = 5 > Qrt+1)* - 3 > Qk(t)?
1 kl_(l N k=1 N
< 3 Do)+ Quyk(t) < B+ Y Qr(t)yr(d), (3:20)
k=1 k=1 k=1

HHBR—AEE. AHALYE () —E B E— N EEHER? WEGS5), HETUKRIR
1. BRIELEASHERREIE X — S HEBUHE, 18 REEER PRI HRA.
B, T X— AR5 B EL .

suppose suppose

3.4.2 Drift-plus-penalty Algorithm

Fen ATV, 51N PAF Z S5 5 P AFEASREAR 24 i 3 A I 8] Fy 575 2238906 1 24 5 (32 1 BA S £
FERRE) TG N B ALp(t), IBA, nfseiiist4a X 29 % 69 JEWR? — MR BRI 7 st & TE
F— BB FRSKBA(O()) + V - p(t) B8 /ME, A2 [FII SRfif Lyapunovizi 8 Flp(t) () i /ME,
FEBIEV AR 3 —F a9 TAAL . [RIHLIRATAT LA B o) Py :

Pii,, min  EIA®®) +V p(H)O()] (3.21)

st (3.12).

BT RFAT2 % Bl drift-plus-penalty algorithm i A2 18 i >R AR P, AN S LR R R A Ps Y.
&, ERFE N EAERBAO®) + V - p(O)WH/MEWE? XML Hbr, AA3K
BLO + 1) FRERRHEAO()), REWERNTE ET —A0tiE] K 6942 8 PR IELE

MHTIX AN (] AR AS R T AFAER (3.20), TARFRATA(O(1)) + V - p(t) M—LET8 4
E e,
K
AO) +V -pt) <B+V -pt)+ Y Qu(t)yr(t), (3:22)
k=1

SR SRAFE(3.22) I A5 it () B ML, 3R A 1) R 75 AR V. AR R BRATTR BB FH IE R IR R RO &R A1
R0, [, FAIIE R A Py -

8dend3:J2)-

PAE 4T 0] LS N R F drift-plus-penalty algorithm 7. i§{FAMEIZE L. ATLALIIZ
BIAKMESLEREEE TAREH(3.12)89P;. HIM G| ALyapunovi# A(O(¢)) ik, ik 2
X 18] P, AIPs, X 20 (3.12) K AL Bk C @ ik dg ik s /MEA (O ()T 1. ZT AT 4B IXH
i, X2 ZIMREEIE, MERTURE TS, HLXA0@ 2 EREdrift-plus-
penalty B SR MY, BEEEZEXMO@BERE R, HKITRFIEArift-plus-penalty HAE
BHRREENEIL (3.12) 1BRRSZEN AT A . XA ) R AR 2 2 T 2§41

O ¥t T HA K Hrandom event setfwHIF:A K Hrandom action setffla, Yy (w, a) — —oo.

105 Fix—fiH B EE—YE]. HSi— BT Lyapunovilif, — @ RAB 546G W B i AR, BEYILALE T s a5,
(RT3 ——RIEB + V - p(t) + gy Qi (t)ys (6) ISMETT S, SRR T LABUAS ).
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Algorithm 1 Drift-plus-penalty algorithm
1 FERIR] Rt TSk, WA A BT A BENL S LUK T BAB it 26 B wi(t), O (¢).
20 IS SRARUNT 1] A 2 e U P R S o (¢):

K
a’(t) = af{‘??jri E[B+V -p(t)+ > Qr(t)yr(t)|O(t)]. (3.24)

3: Vk € {1,.., K}, {4 (3.8)EHQx(¢).
4: t+—t+ 1.

2, Lyapunovilt L0 7 D2 R e 5. T BUK I, drift-plus-penalty B2 R — A
KA R A G AR AR AL 6 KA AR S R — AN R L BRIEZ b, S EEAMUA TR
ERAARMNARGREE L, EEWATERIEFENLF 4w () IR XERZEIELTEA

i LB AR AT, FE IR 2 U, XA R SRR PR N AR BYS 5] (model-free learning).

4 Performance Analysis

T iE (I BE 73 BT (performace analysis) 73T [ & drift-plus-penalty & 3% B {5 B i A0 R 44 0]
P s R Z [BlAUZE BB (optimality gap). EHATVERE 1T, ELERIR PR, T
K433 I\ H b bR B BA B B F2 BE AN A BE VR N 43 BToptimality gap.

4.1 Average Penalty Analysis

B e L P ffiw-only % (w-only policy).

w-only policy. XM (which is stationary and random)7E &R (8] F ¢ P AU AR T WL
B w(t) Rk RS EQT (t). e, WTH—ANATRERBEILEw(t) € Q7, w-only policy /&
P — A AR A 1 Bt (¢):

af(t) = argmax Pr(a(t)|w(t)). (4.1)
a(t)eA™

H LTI, w-only policy & — N FHAMKA T BAFIRES (queues’ backlog) I SR HE L.
T RE H R A w-only K9 (optimal w-only policy) ) 5E L.

R w-onlyR R EHENTEEN—  Mw-onlyi %—HEENEEAFA, RHEw-
only KB M N Ea* (t)#E:

P(w(t), a*(t)) = p*, (4.2)
Yie(w(t),a*(t)) <0,k € {1,.., K}, (4.3)

Hep BP.MR M BIRRHE, i.e.,
p = HllIl hrn i (4.4)

T—oo T
t=0

LU R ORI, R AR AR 1) f Po HPAR A A RS I



HERAS ()Mo (1) X 5.

B Py 2 7 e A w-only 1. XE—NEREEMNEE, €1V 2HWRE LG
Py 2 H ALMRR. W EH BIUE, B4optimality gapth M IRAL. HEHE B, MEA
ST XA B A an AT R i HE SR, FRATTIE 2 TE ik iloptimality gap T4 #T. 1M s w-only R %8 1E
R T AR — MG 7. 92BR L, Micheal J. Neely#E P A igiifid: R IRE IR P, B,
MaP,—EFERKLw-onlyR%. WRFFRRE, FETRNa()RRESNEE F#ITdrift-
plus-penalty algorithmfSZ|RIREE, A(O(¢))Fp(t) 57 AR RN ITdrift-plus-penalty BE S
gy Lyapunov driftfpenalty.

BUE 46 Hroptimality gap. FH(3.22)H1(3.24) A 15

Xif (4.5) I RN BUHEE S 15

< E[B+V-P(w +2Qk )Yi(w(t), a*(1)|©(t)] (4.6)
K
= B+V - E[P(w(t),a(1)|O)] + > _E[Qs()Yi(w(t), a*(t))|O(t)] (4.7)
k=1
K
= B+V - E[P(w(t),a*(t)]+ > E[Qs()Yi(w(t), a*(t))|©(t)] (4.8)
k=1

K
= B+ V-E[P(w(t), e ()] + Y EQu1)OM)ENi(w(t),a*(t)O®)]  (49)
k=

—

K
= B+ V-E[P(w(t),a" ()] + Y EQu(t)|©t)E[Yx(w(t), e*(1))] (4.10)

B+V.p*. (4.11)

IN

RS, A(4.6) 2 (4.7) /2 BT RIS SR A (4.7) B (4.8) 52 KA s AR w- only 26 AN i
FEIPREO(t), W P()HO(#) T M (4.8)F(4.9) K AQ (1) FY, (w(t), a* () AR,
KA s A w-only R % 5 BAFIQr () 5 5% M(4.9)E(4.10) 2 KN & Ew-only & %15 2 Qk(-) S BA
FPRAEO (1) T, M (4.10)F (4.11)2ZF A (4.3).

12 }:MSAJH:,;L E/ E/J/\X

BIERA(O®)) ™% & L (TEMFESL ), BFINA G #i#7 1 & MHINE, BIHE[A(O®))|O)] = E[A(O®))].
LARE TR B A TR T 0 & 1 R AR B R A 5 4 AR FLAOL




W _EIRAE T A5V 0S IN [8] J #E47 20, 4521

(B+V-p)T = Y E[A®O) +V-p(t)©)]

> V-iE[p(t)G)t

M(4.14)F)(4.15) 2 FAL(O(T)) > 0. EFHEAIAT LIS EI L LERL:

T-1 B
> EROIO0)] <5 + -

(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)

(4.15)

(4.16)

RAGEREWREHANE? XEWERERVIRENEB K, B HTdrift-plus-penalty H3ES
BIRRRT AT IRIBIE P, M SRR . M ABANTHE B BINO(3) Xt A BWE? FoA ]Sk ml i —

T (LR XTS5 OmE XL

SHFAEERNERg(x), AO(g9(z)RRATRBHIES:

O(g(z)) = {f(2)|3c, 20 € RT,Va > 20,0 < f(z) < cg(x)}.

(4.17)

WEE(4.16) 1975 3, AT — AR S H)V, BAWAEEGER). Wik, 7T (1.16),

g(V) =p* + E, S Ep()|@@) AT LVHO(g(V)) = O(p* + £) = O(L ) ki

P T ORIRATIE B N4 $h AT drift-plus-penalty H LTS B AR BEWS 1L L) SR 444 (3. 12) TH AR OL. 1

WO EE— Mw-only R %o (t)(FBKREZRKwW-onlyk B ))i#HE
de > 0,E[Yi(w(t),a®(t)] < —e,k € {1,...,K}.
s, BNEEEBREP()BEAEY, ie.,

IPmin, Pmaz € R, YW € Q" ac »Am-/)mm < P(w, O/) < Pmaz-

FAU(4.5), Hi4(3.22)5(3.24), FATTLIE ]

A@WM)+V-p(t) < B+V-p) + > Qult)yu(t)
k=1

B+V - P(w(t), +2Qk )Yi(w(t), e(t))

k=1

IN

k=1

AR GORR MR ER, MRS IERSLMATIR. K2R S, XU ik A AR g
FE§3.4. 14 i KO SE [ t 2.

K
B+V.-Pw(t),a®(t)) + ZQk(t)Yk(w(t),a'(t)).

(4.18)

(4.19)

(4.20)

bR _EFAT



5)lie

K
AO) +V - Pmin < B+V - Drmaz + Z Qr ()Y (w(t), a®(t)). (4.21)
k=1

XoF (4.21) 9 320 [ o B 79 3

E[A@@)IO®)] +V - pmin

K
< B4V pae + Y E[Qu(D)O@)E[Yi(w(t), o ())] (4.22)
k=1
S B + V. Pmaz — GZE[Qk(t)le)(t)] (423)
k=1
PrUA AT {5 N
E[L(©(t + 1)) - E[L(6())] < B' — 6Z]E Qr(t)[©()], (4.24)

E*B, £ B + V(pmax _pmin)- Nﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ’“ﬂ}#%bﬂ(424) Eﬁ%

T-1 K
E[L(©(T))] - E[L(©(0)] < B'-T—e> Y E[Qx(1)O(1) (4.25)
t=0 k=1
R (3.8) AT ANQ (t) > 0, PIbxs T+ (4.25), AT LAR a1 3]
E[L(©(T))] - E[L(©(0))] < B"- T. (4.26)
¥ Lyapunov functionffJ & X (3.15) A L A3
1 K
52 ]<0+B-T. (4.27)

B AR (D0, zyz) < (X e (X, v?), akeif T Enrfg

K
(> _EQx < KZ]E Qi(T)} <2KB'-T. (4.28)
k=1 k=1
WAE&+oianssie 7. 5 aRBIL I 5 H B0 R 13
lim M < lim 2RB 0. (4.29)
T— o0 T— 00 T
FUE AL 8Qu(t) > 0, AT RINFEE T 1E§3.4. 142 H (0 5E i —— BT GG E R mean rate

stable:

vk € {1,.... K}, lim E[Q;(T)]

= 0. (4.30)

X = MR drift-plus-penalty R BE 15 SR iR SR 46 (7] 1P, .

4.2 Average Queue Size Analysis

A543 HT AT drift-plus-penalty HiE IS Hqueues’ backlogl S E| — N EIE BHYERE .
XT84 14 A B R R 4518 (4.25), BT AT15
T-1 K /

23S ERniO)] < 4 ElL©0)] - ElLe(n)] < 2 P = Puin)

(4.31)
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g Rz 1 4TRE(L(O(T))] > 0,E[L(©(0))] = 0.

MERNCEBE T RAL L. FAMER(4.31), BEEREMN AW? FIFEHL, 1 B2 4.17)%
FFSOME SURO(L) A 1 il 72, X VAR N ME— AT E SR E T queues’ backlogy A /R,
BRE T RGP, IR IZAR(3.7) B — N ECBBNRE. LB A 51K/ (time aver-
age queue size) ] LFHO(V ) KA & .

4.3 Trade-off by Tuning V

TE§4.1F1§4. 2341143 HIUEBH T time average penalty(optimization goal)fltime average queue
size(optimization constraints) 7 A2O(4)FIO(V) 1. BAK, ZHV I TIX —F A E %2R I
Wi, PRI FRATT 0 20Ukt PR trade-off:

1. KRG A& T RAE 9 APy R AR MR p* 69 i, 125 & — A~ 2 K &G B8 A8 kB 39 29 R 47
VA R

2. BT R A3 AY B A IR A AL B 34 29 RAT VAR R, 12 Al dd B AR R SOE 69 AR M (7 A BT —
ANARAtE % B RR ).

SEBR b, 3 BVEBAT B[R] (AR ) R AR (R RS ) 2 18] ) trade-off. PRI 3RAT
S SL R ) B AT REAEET — ool R&E, I EEIKE BT — M. X 2 81t
4 drift-plus-penalty algorithm ¥ ¥ # 4k vF A e Ul s i R IR, SC TIX A ) @, &
FEHT SCHIRE L0 .

5 Conclusions

A5 H drift-plus-penalty EiEFIEHIR 4T 5 AN LR, N2 SR E T — A5 1d 1) B
BLOCA ] PSR 3 AT 1R, DRI A HE S R 3 B a2 R i aly AN B OB AL T e S 1n) R RJ)
CIN

B AR UK B B i Micheal J. Neely ) BAILSE, (HEFR LRGSR 7 —HSH 1) TAE
2. WUERIRATA L B B2, 2RI A A 4615 2 18 CHITESEIIRIE. Prof. Neelyft
SRS BT [ IR ) AR A () 2R Al ) iR T Lyapunov optimization (i) fEA77E B S PA S ) R4
th Az (T A 2SS A4 3 SR R REARARA B ) (i) 72 BE AL N AL A il B e ) BAR SR B (i) 7E A
T LA I BEHLSHE R BEALOL AL i R B3 T (i) £ T AR I 8] 1y R SR e b 32 L (v)E
ML (convex programming) il @ H R FARSEIL; (vi) FEZ MR 0] 20 1 B ARSI

XF—R R R I W —— R A A A RIS B dE B B A% A £ 69T, IRAE TG LM T
V2% 175 —jMmonograph >k 73 7.
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