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Abstract

Flexible job-shop scheduling problem (FJSP) iIs very important in both
fields of production management and combinatorial optimization. This thesis
addresses the multi-objective flexible job shop scheduling problem (MO-FJSP)
with three objectives which minimizing makespan, maximal workload and total
workload respectively. We consider these objectives with Pareto manner.

Monte-Carlo Tree Search (MCTS) is successful in computer Go and many
other games. In this paper, we propose an MCTS algorithm for FISP. Our
algorithm also .incorporates Variable Neighborhood Descent Algorithm and
other variations like Rapid Action Value Estimates Heuristic and Transposition
Table are applied to improve this algorithm.

Our algorithm finds Pareto solutions of benchmark problems by Kacem et
al.: 4 solutions in 4x5, 3 in 10x7, 4 in 8x8, 4 in 10x10 and 2 in 15x10 within
116 seconds. These solutions are the same as the best found to date. Although
one article claimed to find an extra 8x8 solution, that article did not find some
of the above solutions. Of the previously attempts to solve the FIJSP problem
using MCTS, our method yields the best results to date. In Mk benchmark
problems, Pareto solutions found by our algorithm are close to the best
solutions.
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p 12006 # % = &+ Btk = (Monte-Carlo Tree. Search » 4t MCTS)
AT R R 0 B hgF S H L2 G AR K o A
FEEMCTS &+ FIH & 4738 dodic 8 5 & i (Mathematical Optimization) =

RAEE o 100 2 MCTS engh 0 2 % hd @ 2738 1 % o

S B AN et A AT 0 R #MCTS Bt &
FISP » r2 v i [958 5 5 72 ¥ MCTS i it 8 (fakah e

11 $pPHEBEPEEINT RBEALPLE

FISP % % 4c [4] :
1. %- BFISPAREE? 2 nB1ivE m 24 E(machine): # 7 2nxm -
2. = i1 iv(Job) j 7 n; i i% 3 (Operation) » {0;1, 0j2, -, 0jn;} * B ¥ 0jisy
ERUTEARSE R IR EE SN
3. FHo - s EmM LT -
4. pﬁk;éf%%oj,iéj}@‘ég K} i@ (R o

1



C',i °

|

v
e

T

~

P Y

9

=3
4

’ 2

T¥o0¢
WER R G-

TR L5 4P ik 12 (dependency) -

Lw
g

2

I

.
|

S.
8.
9.

3T ALY

—

M8
10
10
10
5' Mg {7014

M7
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10

M6
10
TP fY

B

10
11
11

M5

10
10

M4
FJSP P 42 (Kacem 8x8) [14]

’ 2

= x

M3
e %E’
{5,3,5,3,3,X,10,9} M 34 701,

M2

10

10

10

11
F1FJSP

7l

B 1. — 1 8x8

M1
10
10
10
12
10
11
11
10

- % 8x8

05,2
(]
031
0;2
033
034
03,
03,
033
041
04,2
043
05
05,
05,3
054
Og,1
Og,2
Og,3
071
072
073
03,1
0352
Og3
O34
Y
=
' 2 Bﬂ‘;— Fél&
X(

e x

0;1
1

i
!L f:’ 01‘1

J
J2
J3
14
J5
J6
17
J8

E
;l

A

Y
=



# s — B = B e & (complete schedule) -

ISP R LY > § 3F % o Ak T & ehp R4 8 (objective criteria) > = B ¥

Lenp HR 8§ s pE 4z (makespan) ~ s, it £ (Total Workload) % # + 1 ¥

£ (Maximum Workload) » # 3+ & = ;2 407 [4] :

makespan: Cy = max Cj.
j=t.n )

total workload: W, = Z z Pjik

k=1..m 0;,i€0x

maximum workload: W), = Jnax E Diik
=1.m
0;,i€0k

B 2.FJSP i {acn- B EAR

(1)
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Bl 2 2 FISPR - BREDRE BCys 14 - Wpa 77T Wy 120

S R N R Lt L
FREL g 5 B P e FISP A5 5 P %542 F 1 5% 1 fud 42(Multiobjective

Flexible Job-Shop Scheduling, MO-FJSP) » 3 3% 5 fa ke P4 g % B P {he™
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¥ 5 B p %7 e & (linear combination) @ ™ Cy ~Wp~ Wy &
ot iR REENEL M REFRMEE LA T - BA K
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FE (B2 $L)E ¢ P RREONRT > Bk R Aked o TR
A~CoD ety pARAR S0k &7 R ek T Ak
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Solution Cu w; wy,
A 15 75 12
B 17 76 12
C 16 73 13
D 14 77 12
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BoF R RomA AT Y BHRIEE R L [7] A s R0

FE T RGRIEE FL L F 2 - Bk $0F (Monte-Carlo Tree Search, MCTS) -

2006 & - Kocsis ¥ Szepervari #- Upper Confidence Bounds(UCB) s jis &

?I’}""

4 RO A fiz 5 Upper Confidence Bounds for Trees (UCT) [3] -
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1.2-2 Upper Confidence Bounds Applied to Trees

& MCTS # - # 45 (Exploration) 2 B % (Exploitation) sn-T =& 2L § € &

=1 > Upper Confidence Bounds (UCB)#mz* & = 3V 3% i dh 35 29 B 3 T frenn
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4 4% RAVE g o 4off] 5(Bl P dueizé ghat MCTS & { 57> § ¢ ¥
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R BR G BN LELMIYMO-FISP =y p 3 21l &9 4%
i % i 3% &% & = (Simple Evolutionary Algorithm, SEA) & * % MO-FJSP ~
2.2 & ¢ i '2 %R T 8§ 5 2 (Variable Neighborhood Descent Algorithm,
VND) & * & MO-FJSP ~ 2.3 & 4 % % ¥ + Btk 3% (Monte-Carlo Tree
Search, MCTS) /& * = MO-FJSP s

21 AR NFEZRET w5 PR
ey 3 G B +F - 5374

SBWQ@%QFBPéguTﬁw:

1. 441t 48 (Initialization) @ 2 2 Npgp 547 43540 > H-ig o 388 L f2 45
FPEE e Al REAAH =10

2. 2 za(Reproduction) : I * ¥ ;5 /<% 1 Npop < fie* HAY > e ¥4
P aa BRMEEIREAL TR R A2 Nppp B B Af &
RS T Y F R BT NN p B B FEDT - e

3. T 7 s 4E ¢ @ 4 (Balanced Exploration and Exploitation) : i% i 7 »x
% g (mutation) #-F 48 BRI R Y o

4. % kg (Termination) @ £t > Teey Rl % 1k > 3 R Bt4e— » £ 45 % 3

2~4

2.1-1 % ¢ WY0kB 2 355

i# * = ~ 238 (3-tuple scheme) k i {7 4 ¢ %8 chim 48 [1][16][18] > +* 4

7 3% ¢ 7 Routing & Sequencing =73 3 [4] > routing 33t 4 2 T ¥ & 3 f
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0 R o sequencing Tl - S B ITE S TR o &
BAIMEED = AL )ARRAA & Hd joi BRI AF | g
FIEE ko d BEKAFT > AR BN FIFT BRF DRELE o
Yo T Bl 0500051 6 BRELIRBEAERF

[ (5,1,1) | (8,1,1) | [41,2] | [3,1,7] | [5,2,7] |

Bl 6.0 % ¢ W HrGerb]

ARG 3t o O GT i B % i (7 a8 [13] 2 f3 28 4 B b

1. >@#p s "7 i =~ pr@F | (possible completion time)sit % » H
PEREG po P ERBE S mE o

2. WRHHTH R & A m*lPiE {7 a ¥ 4P I (startable time)# < 3t p e
% > A~ = B & & Osare ©

3. Ogare™ NiT¥ LR fRpsdes 3 g iig

4, AP ENTEL I po

5. Fuid (P A RABR 0 3R EA 5o

IR L A I T g %R CT A8 2 kIRl E R EATEE -

2.1-2 A=451V 3

BAw e 1 FA AR Y o SIEAR S R R R A4 > & % Routing
= ;% #7 Sequencing = ;% o
Routing = /#
1. 23# 8] 13 v & (global minimal workload)
2. S{## 7](random permutation)

3. % ¥ & 1 ivE (local minimal workload)
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4. | B2 pE R (minimal processing time)

5. & 4 7= (random assignment)

Sequencing = /2

1. & % #1421 ¥(most work remaining)

2. B % Fl4 17 % £ (most number of operations remaining)

3. *§%3 A& (random dispatching)

RN 2L i PEEUSER/R- L L

L omlafgsdmesss DR o anrB P Res 4
14 ffes = - B & RS> Fg=dnit— i p A dice £ (objective
vector)OV k & i o

2. K RSYNISEE - B2 CcRALAI MW B RS LT R EERA
IR EE AR

3. A J MEFEMG . F B iAo 53 OV Rl c RS P A
3R AR R4 > AR T e P RA ficte 2 OV e

4. EAEHI2 -3 B PFHAMEP 3] E Npgp ©

21-3 BRBLEEER

= B EEd NSGA-Il jF2 2[9:eF =+ M F I rdic A
SEA shiEBEHFLY c FENFEZEe 73 BERSR A REH
(mating selection)£? 7% 5 i% #% (environmental selection) > # < feiE & 2 (& >
BB RFRAAS BB  LREFBEREEE S 40T
® LREHAFEMHMYERES BRHES R FTREORBN L4

BB D R Npop B B AR

© REEH LAY SEME I A HME2 X Nppp B B FH Npop B3
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2.1-4 e

B0 OB BAEF LpRF o £ SEHASX &2 POX [15]7 i ¢ AE8:E

- B o ASX & POX = 2 40T

® ASX (assignment crossover) : iE $ S{ S g HiTE o B-HF (7T B i
Lo P AFRIEE E N g e orouting EF AL B 7 5 - B ASX b
F OB EE T BT (011 > 023 012 013)1¢ 0 HH T T E R
# o

® POX (Preserving Order-based Crossover) * Sg#84h ¥ — 1 {Eenr4 %
FROEAMBERBIEL LY - 2 BRARERERE AT - P LfF S
Eresgn osequencing Tt 0 Bl 8 & — B ASX k| o g " IF 2 0

MATE S A T E R AR AT - 2 AR TR

(2,1,2) (1,1,2) (2,2,1) (2,3,3) (1,2,3) (1,3,2)

(1,1,1) (2,1,3) (2,2,2) (1,2,3) (2,3,2) (1,3,1) Pere™
(2,4,2) (111) (221) (232) (1.23) (13.1) ottemring
(1,1,2) (2,1,3) (2,2,2) (1,2,3) (2,3,3) (1,3,2

(2,1,2) (3,1,3) (2,2,1) (1,1,2) (1,2,3) (3,2,2

(1,1,1) (2,1,3) (2,2,2) (1,2,3) (3,1,2) (3,2,1) Pore™
21,2) (L11) (2.2,1) (1,2,3) 3,12) (3,21) o
(3,1,3) (2,1,3) (2,2,2) (1,1,2) (1,2,3) (3,2,2) ~ %

Bl 8. — B POX iy +
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1. Mg A 1 iFR S
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22 B#MBTEFEZRT 5P HR
2F 3T Rt A

B TR B w1t B AR $ R [17] 0 ® #49% (local search) ¥ -
B oA v el Hojoacik B a0 2[12] 0 Af12]¢ lt—:‘ﬁ % SARIE TR E

¥ ;# (Variable Neighborhood Descent Algorithm, VND) % & i i & ¥l & j#
v oenk B4 o 2 ¢ gopeighborhood function ¢z 7 TR # - BiTEoE
Bk 8 THES BIEEORRLOR AP RSFL Y EY TR
fo- BITENRESIZ (0T AL LSONE) Rk i (75 2 1 o &7
d g &P £ 4% LSONE 4 iv 48 & * & MO-FJSP ¢ -

_p

2.2-1 feddn ki

FISP RAgendl @ — R % 1 —a fEehirg T3 MAP~H o F

P R aeq i - B EE A= 0 e Ap i o & B X 4 7oL Fy ik
-1 iFam - BEE B T - BEpw - BiEE e gz ap

TEMTRE §F I hEEL
1. 1 i iz ‘£ (job predecessor) : T ¥ r cha £ @ iFE 5 PJ(r) -
2. 1 1% iE i ¥ (job successor) : TE¥ rent (v(s (¥ ¥ 5 S/(r) -

4 =5 iz 17 % (machine predecessor): 17 ¥ r el B iz (7% 5 PM(7) o

w

4. 5 ® s iz T £ (machine successor) @ FE red Bis T T E ZSM(r) ©

222 AEFHERAERTEER

FEPER T EIR B LAER > T i B PR
AL RPEL

14



k-8

BS BAER - BITET UAAEF e FE o sSE() R & (T ¥ rehk
BB AL o

BB AR L - BT EBLiE (72 2 ¢ 45 4 T4 Pz (makespan) (9
PR st & FEr BB 4o 7 o

BE AR cE)=sE@m)+tr) 2P (A& X ren@ AR o
BB AERF @) =str) +t(r) o

T¥ip iz &sE(r

sE(r ax{cf[P](r)], cE[PM(r) (6)
n{sL [S](1) (7

TR 4

Y

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
B 9. AN AR E(ET 5K )

15



2.2-3 BEITE

#H o i E ds (TheT !
1. B EREBHDEEr KRR M“,f C TERACEARE G M‘,értéz (14
{8 5G o
2. FEHEG PG FESERSEERFERFT > o7 hE 1028 11
3. FRAM2NGE B I ssignable interval) #&-r 4& »

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

Bl 10. #75 T F b S Bin/= =~ i

16



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

® - it ¥ ‘ s B #-sET[S o
H ; :

B i3
B 10 ¢ - "7 [PM([51D]* "7 [P/([5,1D]% & 0> Fli o5, 523 1
FRErEadED EieE; sFSM([84)] 5 11 & sF[s)([8,4D] % 15>

He 15 5 G eng g o

BHFIY O FERFEVARET L - BRA I ATE VLT

F_&

FEE W2 th e EBELTEE ] | $EE ~ cnirE r £F A

17



® max{cE [PM(W)],cE~[PJW)]} + DPruqy < min{s’~ (v),s""[S](M]}
® cF~(v)=cF[PI(1)]

® si(w) < s[SJ(r)]
22-4 Bo- BIFTEPRIBIEE

BB LSONE 42/ % ¥ £ & B 4R[S eni® o 9 Bde ™

1 a#fec 7= e L Pk - TR o

2. EAFMTS

[IE f%% ’
3.

Foor e
RGP RGP

AR I

gk ifﬁmﬂ
[(Fe04p2 70) {8 > B 1 3& A 4c] °

18



12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8§ 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
Bl 13, #i v 4 (8, 1]6 crbe i B 40/ % & R

19



12 3 4 5 6 7 & 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

2.3-1 i Bk(Selection)

212 % ¢ {1 auEE4pF o 4 Upper Confidence Bounds (UCB) =
FENERESF SR Fe AT PR RREAFAOESL &
MO-FISP ¥ ¢ ppF¥ & 5 B P& Fll Eh g Sp 38 @@= B
e ke 7E g o &[6]¢ - fF¥ @ * Hydra Method k& {758

20



WATE P AR A BEE A s ik B G G Bh s L REER- B oo

Nodel Node2 Node3 Noded4 Nodeb

C 0.68 0.64 0.62 0.72 0.72
Wi 0.7 0.65 0.62 0.68 0.66
Wy, 0.65 0.7 0.45 0.65 0.5

B 15. 12 Hydra Method % # & £ & & 2t

4B 15 > fﬁ;{l»\gt,@r% é’}ﬁ; s F B CyP* » Noded &2 5 § e~ &
BWR L Sd3 ~ ¥ Wy 2 545 » FIpthgild gt S ahi - ¢ iFh 25

2.3-2 & B (Expansion)

% pe MCTS 28 > B BRP § AT 7 A © 88/ - % RE R AT
S8 o w[6]¢ o (K gEd A soi(domain knowledge) k - 2T A i

¥R TREDT AN REARE P AT
1. st — BEFA % LR F R B enigiEH o
2. HEBILICENY - BEARH FenivEo T T AR

a. ’/!‘é\“]mﬁ #3 Eﬁ% (s Fsra&(pﬂk)ﬁ" gl mNbest v ’5& }';\' -9: @' Mbest °

D. Moo S Bl s - Ty bk L T B A

21



3. AP H-eiFREE-

[1,1] 10 9 8 7
(1, 2] 6 7 5 4
[2, 1] 1 2 3 4
[2, 2] 7 10 3 2

Bl 16. :E & E BLig:E H 6]+

4o 16 2012 L—011 ST E ﬁ»ﬁg{‘f”’ozz ENETS SR EZRH T
qf]ll'L—Z' g;‘]’olz—— 022 % ] IE\V/{NbeSt = 2 é“]"r 011”7 —:‘; b S%QB"ET”IT—& f[#
7 Bl B T B 3 4 490, m 2 M ME T 2, A

hE BRPEHR ipw B RS NE R -

2.3-3 %k (Playout)

- i@ 3R i» £ 47 (partial schedule) ¥ 1 ,fﬁ B fickim 73— B A
(complete schedule) - g e sim ) Zpde™
1 30 P v Bh el PEAR R - S - BRI T ha ' o
2. 3Z1 P EAE - BA AR IRDIEE
3. MEWEHE- s FRFFFLEL
4. EAFHFHF 13> B IATF TR AR

2.3-4 § #7r(Backpropagation)

7 MCTS w0 » B3 - B >3 l!"?J"’”JAPareto  FE O E Pl AR 2

b
ARfER £ o G+ RIWEF O BESBESEFREDI - BFREL

22



BEMLTH ,% :
1. F#E e p 5% {372 Apgreto °
2. o =i Sofic(evaluation function) $1* #4238 (7324 > JE 1T A Hice o

3. Hel FTLZH BTG AEL o

Wb e s = AP EARE(Cy s Wy s Wy e a = o Bic {37

P A W %2 I8 B K AL AT o




2R ETFHF RASREFNSP
el Ju N B B A A Y

RipE Y o APRDEY FrF REGRIEFFEE 318 TR 20
rTJ

FET PSSP 32 § 5 A Y D BRFS S 88 33
G0 N RREEEH 3484 iR+ RAPRIEF 3587 ¢ 45

T B * * MCTS crs® & % o

4, U,i,k]:f%%o,-,i(lf'rjw‘lﬁ#)wvwwgk :

%$ki“%q%$ﬁ”m@%’”1ﬁ%rwaa%iJﬁr—ﬁ

6. (a,bc): =B P1RERE Bl asCy ~baWr ~ciWy-

7. Apgreto - A3 (T3] P o 5 2k 9745 P enZbF A%z o

32 PHFFEL Y

32-1 & i phth= ¥ henp {R4RE 322 & 1 A Bk § e o

24



3.2-1 P {RiR%

p[6]x 8 a v pdnfe > T = B P IR - 3P Az (Makespan) ~ L1
i £ (Total Workload)£ & ~ 1 ¥ £ (Max Workload) » i ¥ jedk2td 4% % §

L, Hg x3 118 o
N\ 2 ]
32-2 A ¥R

. Upper Confidence Bounds = ;% # » 4 7 & 8henT 3025 F (8 4 #) -
X;i» 50 3R B FRAREE > AEFERY 0 2N B IRRE
Z 453 B 5k 35 5 Sedied 5 best(C),) ~ best(Wq) ~ best(Wyy) » £ ¢ *
gt pe (linear mapping)ei= ;8 #-p 4R » w3 &= B A Bw(Cy)

V(WT) N U(Wm) v H oo Ve @?J » (CM. Wr, WM) = (a; b, C) v B

a

v(Ch) =2 - best(Cy) (8)
a

vWr) = 2= best(Wr;) ©)
a

U(WM) =2 — m (10)

P Ht B e 5\ %évﬁf.k* %'47\352"1;1’ Z Ki'%’APareto:ﬂ"'r'?rr o

A R ¢TGBT R 17 SR RRAEC, A Bt B s g e
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V(Cw)

makespan

0.0 1 { >
0 best(C,,) 2*pest(C,,)

. WP feonp A HotE

:T,

F

|

BREEY B EE Y - YRS RIEF IO BIFE SR
B2 - BIEESRIIE SE L 0 TP EAFN,,E AL v E
We Ak A A B E] - B R ARAL 34 § 0 Mg IR B I 2 Ak

SNPE I

26



Delete other
branches

Delete other
branches

PCES

B 0T A5 s € oot F# = sim:"’C
b (4111505 R - RO
[1,1,2]2] e o - E E sk %1 [4,1,1]0 #)e MCTS

-\ 1goc B/

AASMCTS & ZE8 B~ HER &2 L A3Te BHA - bAim~ &
duF B¢ o kR - BRAEE T % 40%  (Local Search) » 51 ¥
7022 & ¢ B3 en LSONE - 1T 3 a:g N hdh2wE 29 0% 3len

MCTS -

27



3.4-1 i% Bk(Selection)

dofh A S MCTS 2 > iF BERF AT & 8L 45> 1% 2 5 o en 31 7
EE L0 b S B E FIE S B &[6]7 0 iF¥ i * Hydra Method
KER B G DT G L AEMNR TFEZERF > R L g ARFAE(Cy)

TRALTEW)EE <L TEWy) B RF: (DT RARY -
B E BCF AR Y B [5] o (2) AV e dien MCTS @ 0 G fiThtis 4 3 4
- B EREBHOR DL > B A L AR F I AR > R AESRPFR
EH e FBOR ERF o

A
A=

EFHE ESF & ghaaa 34 P8 Upper Confidence Bounds <3t :+ & » H #

X; 532 S BCy T BB A Wik 3224 Bk B &Y B Tleh A N Y .
3.4-2 % 2L(Expansion)

232 & 0 BELEET A8 BRI FEHITEER T Ny BB E > &
oo B 0 R ElNpesp » 2234 TR e 0 B R B e o4 19
{M2, M4, M5} & 34 5.0, ;% & 47 chs B ~{M1, M3} 58 {70, 17 & 45 il B
{M7, M8} 5 #4 {705, 70 & 47 o B > Flyt & B A4[1,1,2]~ [1,1,4] ~ [1,1,5] -
[2,1,1] ~ [2,1,3] ~ [3,1,7] ~'[3,1,8] E & -

M1 w2 M3 m4a M5 Mo M7 M8

0y 5 3 3 X 10 9
05, 3 g & X 9
0, 0 X X 7 & 5 2

Bl 19. B BhizE BB S 3Ny ok iv

28



3.4-3 #-%k (Playout)

é‘ﬁ_j‘%—é'}‘b = LAY TFE by A — I -F"— f\.’”“‘\l j\ rIa— fg_;ﬁimf’ ’Fﬁ( A /':'\f/F'};]l‘;
Oj,ip‘%’ IE?'S:Eﬁé'—JL = ’/; E&ﬁ,\rymﬁﬁﬁ? LL”, -_1.—‘:—;J-,!_)‘+§.;F\-_,l) ﬁ_‘%’éé_
4 P g T8 (avg(Wr)) » 77 " M B8 F AR (avg(Cy))E T+ 35

B 1 iEE (avg(Wy)) °

B REHEA S EAL B SRRM AP R e-greedy 07 5N 0 AiE
BSEPF > 1= e d ¢ FEN R T L REERAR R Bl -
po e ER B TR RE SR E o

Number of Results
6000000
5000000 - a
(M
(|
4000000 -~ 3
() e =0
[ 4
Y £ =10.05
3000000 l- . sssesess = 0.
[ |
(| =1
I\
2000000 | LI
[
1 | 4
I; {
1000000 - | LI
[ |
[ 4 \
¥ o
0 : \--.'T : . makespan
1 11 21 31 41 51 61 71 & 91 101 111 121 131 141 151

B 20. & -greedy £2 %E 8 347 et die

Bl 20 % e-greedy ## &2 SE ik chavg (Cy) v > A B R 8 5 Kacem
8x8 [14] > 5 s A 24 AT NC), > % 5 B 5000 § X “7 8 3|7 F Cy
T ZEY MR TAEEe=0 (R2EHEFAPE) =005
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e=1 ("{WEFPBE) > d L ET ,r/.?}
& 3| i chavg(Cy) ° 7+ Fe gk B A8 8E

F %R Y e=0.02-

VAt

3.4-4 %33 % (Local Search)

AR AL o greedy T

PR e dApk o b¥ e

&% MCTS ¥ 0 fiR e & i 7 B B 4% 1 d W PR AT o &

i

V\J

B 2.2 & 973k $| I LSONE k&7 ®FH0% > 2 4 Fdo™ -

1 BRRGYHIN AT MR P,y 0 £ Pa Pypshs - 08 B4R T -

2. LriPed- BIEE o
3. EAFNT F 3R

a. EGP #EriBIIGT .

h. G " PBFE-BFARIren®HElo

C. FPHINFTARRR EBAHIAS FRIK T ZPT = BiEE

FixG T - @ FEAEA B

o

4. H#pPRrGTenHRE P o @RRATER R WL RALEG v I

71"

5. Z P,v»Pallm—r"‘ 1' Fﬁg%‘ﬁxfb‘ ’ ?Pall

——\1’4 Fﬁg!@i—ﬁé’ffa— J ql\o

PR E 2 A YT £4F R 7 LSONE kB # b 42 it b cnif ¥ > B |

oGP = EMAZRT L R B 1?4_%_“"3;}51

3.4-5 { #(Backpropagation)

J F’*‘{[“"i%&é:}ﬁf’?o

{ #7732 b 2.3-4 { #7(Backpropagation) » #-p &4 #c { 373 48 L & 2

T2 L FTApareto * EFlE M@ SE B2 ERERE T A gj;}'%é*WT‘fTWM ’

LT F RSSO P A B 7 LAT ) R F LATCynE AT o
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35 HuwepR 3

MTF e e AR* 3 MCTS en® R 22 @ 3B T 2 -
Rapid Action Value Estimates Heuristic (RAVE) = #7= 3% ~ prior knowledge

(Prior)s g #727 % * ~ 3% = 4 (Transposition Table) -
3.5-1 + #+i3 ¥ (subtree pruning) = &

AALRIOF OBARY o BV LRI E B R F et geop %
E R Fle ORE RS A s R R e e H R S e & MCTS ¢
7R hop o T 4 2 MCTS R * 7 MO-FISP éaig 3 ;2
Lemmal. =X & Bpa 2 5 G Bhpse » — (FXra @ apfe 26 o
B1Cy(G) < Cy(G) ~ W (G) < W (G") ~ Wy (G) < Wy(G) -
A

i Cy(G) < Cy(GN+GR~ BMipEAE - d = A RiFEL £0,
A5 = 0 Cy(G) = maXyep,. (Cp)e Flet G'd {0, r}as ™57 %
J@EmMC,(G)Y=Cy(G):

Cu (GY) = maxeego,, 1 (C,) = max(maxoeq,, (€,), Cr) =
maX,eo, (Co) = Cy(G)

ii. Wr(G) <Wy(G): F i» #— (£% 1 40 »30A eGP # |G >
ForE ] i Wp(G) = Wr(G) +pre 2Wr(G) o £ 7 k57 IFE
reg g e

il Wy(G) SWy(G):F i» #— T it i BK B3 K B

M oh S WM(GI) = WM(G) +ZOﬁEOkI pjik = WM(G) °

Lemma2. &2 p ARG KSR p EFHEHE T80 0 P

31



Cy(G) < Cy(G") ~ Wr(G) < Wr(G') ~ Wy(G) < Wy(G') -

B (FAL G 7 T d 3RS PEARG A 2 (TER F RGO d
Gi%v » FERFNG, > ... E 3G, 5 - BREEMEd Lemmal
¥ oAl

Cu(G) < Cy(Gy) ~ Wr(G) < Wr(Gy) ~ Wy (G) < Wy(Gy) > 2

CM(Gl) < CM(GZ) N WT(Gl) < WT(GZ) A WM(Gl) < WM(GZ) ’

Cu(Gi1) < Cy (G Wr(Gi—y) < Wr (G Wiy(Gizy) < Wy (G)) -
Fetat

Cy(G) < Cy(Gy) < Cy(Gy) = .. < Cyl(Gy) < Cy(G") ~

Wr(G) < Wr(Gy) < Wr(Gy) <..< Wr(G) < Wr(G')

WM(G) < WM(Gl) < WM(GZ) = 4 WM(GL') = WM(G’) &

doLemmal ¥ F= > F §:8henz 3 P RS B1L A SRRl 5 B A

kS

fi!; ’\!:' 33‘\!:'3:“’:“ ..:‘ é’_{q— I]} | e éf—,ﬁl‘b,ﬁ p *ﬁ‘ﬁ"g&ﬁ‘APareto E‘h.}j
- AT LF (S P RARE T OV BT E) ) R TR G ek

Flad Lemma2 ¥ & ood %5 & BHCR D ok hg e mE L ATApgreto ©
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There are 3 global Pareto Solutions:

(14, 77, 12)
(15, 75, 12) [4.2] on M&
withvalue
(16, 74, 14) (170, 11]
Domvinated by
{14, 77, 12} T~ [7.53] an M5 [2,3] on Me
I~ withvalue withvalue
(14, 78, 13) {12, 72,11
[5,4] on M7 [8,3] on WS [2,4] on M5 [1,3] on M&
withvalue withwalue == withvalue withvalue e
(15, 81, 13) (14, 79, 13} (15, 76, 13} (13, 74, 12)
Y. VLN \-u
VWorse than Dominated by
(14, 78, 13} (15, 75, 12)

Bl 20 % 3 i3 3 ehs 4+ Rdbw gt

beBl 21 0 EIR AP I 5 pgrere = 1014, 77, 12), (15, 75, 12), (16, 74,
14)} > @ & i%0,; 2 B % S 18 0 $84 P AR R 5 (14, 78,13) > 2t P R
T W Apgrero P (14, 77, 12) B 4 > FU % & BEL v 5 b e BEY L (14,
77,12) 4 » %+ ;}%ﬁ]}b—a AR (2d R 2 ) o

3.5-2 RAVE

& MCTS eh{ A% 8F ¢ o g4 P 1 Bl A7 42 L © RAVE '£ 1 L A7
AE A2 ¢ s EAE A g oen Tilgl (decision)d IR AR S R P 0 2 K

Hgreng % { F7I & 8 o

R B R TR 3 31 & ¢ R |me ek (4-tuple) ;
ik, seql- B S EF R BE-HWH -FREREEF I - BREREG F
- lﬂ;;fpil?uavn—:,‘!:,pmi_ K;L"‘O %;(L_ﬁﬁ %Seqj""_f""*!{f‘f’m L_G;J

0+ i E K Fseqf {7 RIMGHP A {71 p 7 RAVE T
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& A\ 37 1T % N, e RAV ' .
#2 1 #2 ik F 0, 13K A E 1 22 LAT e

#A:0g, nGP A B F ] 4 B b8 B 1 e — g
oo FPE A L AT o

BT H#T e A 8T 500 BB 2% - iz 5 NIRAGY > T
P Frt g8 RAVE B o

#10 : #10 e < b2 5 08,1%;: é_ﬁ‘&g 1ehy - g t._(#B ) %‘05119:&‘

BE L% - ge) > § R AGY o Flut { AT B RAVE & o
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3.5-3 Prior Knowledge

S AAfIY B R HE 938 % (1T 6) % T RAVE 1

$r2 0h BRNAGY 9 A R R 2 B R Ay ® © Aprior

)
=}
(S\

BRI e T30 5 £ - 3k ) 5 Ny, Xm X Ny e

ui;uj(Nop;;igKi’rjgﬁmgi mzWEHE B 17 ONya 27-mi 8)

#5100 k, seq) o % = MREAR i 5 Ny FIELS ] (6%
P g b~ Bt e

4-tuple value  visit 4-tuple value  visit 4-tuple value  visit
count count count
(IO MRS 1 1,1,1,1 0.601 19 1,1,1,1 0.601 19
1,1,1,2 05 1 1,1,1,2 0.553 17 1,1,1,2 0.553 17
1,151 05 1 1,1,51 0.610 18 1,1,51 0.615 19
aalz2) | (s 1 1,1,5,2 0.538 13 1,1,52 0.538 13
1,153 05 1 1,1,53 0445 8 1,1,53 0445 8
41,21 0.5 1 41,21 0.630 15 41,21 0.634 16
4,122 05 1 4,1,2,2 0.613 13 4,1,2,2 0.613 13
7,2,81 0.5 1 7,2,8,1 0.487 12 7,2,8,1 0.487 12
7,282 05 1 7,282 0.540 16 7,282 0.549 17
gl 23 Aprlor m%ﬂ ‘ﬁ\»" fL ( z T\ ) |—,':3 ;fﬁ’( 4 %\ N 4‘?' %\ )

e T

FRd EREFFR I - PR ERLCEE P RA el ’fjk»‘*;,'—'q‘G



2. £ Api(d)i T 32k B s avg ~ FRr S S visit e
3. i 7‘%G'Aprior(d)

avg X visit + e

WI = isit+ 1
visit = visit + 1
4. KoHGeT - BiTE FGF His (TERBEAL o
B 23 a7 & 5 - THcE S i3 LB - R EREEG
B 22 i R /o"""‘"-- #lpripy ([51], 1, 1)
([8,1], 1, 2)~(133], 1, 3) - ([41], 2, 1). g 07 { 377 @
> - B
BH o
(13)

’,_..—_'\
’

~
A Y A Y
“' 4,1 I’ [6,1]
v onM2 . onM3
N ’ ~ ’

Aviorl[4,1,2,1])=0.634
Initial win rate is
0.634%0.25+0.5%0.75=0.5335

Bl 24, 1% A 07 TR B e Bhivhi A B
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# ¥ B% %+ prior knowledge vt & > 4B 24> B = 0.25 5 a#l B I FTE
BH2 PE o R EH e A % [41,21] Pl Ay % ¢ B3 0 18T

Aprior([41], 2, 1) = 0.634 » £ &P 20 38 %3 4~ 44 # 0.5335 -

3.5-4 & i+ % (Transposition Table)

BEREE S RIOF AV EF A D@ BN A4 R AR R
wT TR 250 - Lo et BE AR Togpc s B 1) hAIR
BI7 ¢ BRI RBEE AT UH#H2 {o#3 N & e & 4p e ) % oy 7%

AP RS Bl Tog e bt B 5 chstl B B & B850,  fros it

708 B o TR HL ol e et g o

Root
empty
(1,1] [5,1] [5,1]
on M5 on M1 on M5
(\ #2 /#3\ /#4\
(5,1] ;51 __, [11] (4,1] [1,1] (4,1]
on M5 on M1 on M5 on M2 on M5 on M2

B 25. 7 e aFa B &4 e ARk R

AR LR AP R ALNE B R S - A R A1 HR e
T g T Ap et B o 3 4 (Transposition Table » ™ @45 TT) ™ &
U PHEE MY N A EAREDEE e U T L TT AAH 2 FEEY h

2p 23 A
PR F Xt
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L SRR RERS 0 BB A - B4l A2 Ay F - 5

0 gen(— B 64 1% R link(— 43 1) -

T

2. tBEEF 0 HATEED & 4 chfizie (7 zhash [21]35 5 @5l @ 64
e dch o
3. Brhinis 25 = A 18 ] F dichys o

4. F Arrlhos]- Vigsn £ 3t h > RI#- p i % 3 Applhys]. link 5 3 Bl

Arplhas]. Vigsn 5 b~ Applhgs]ilink s pe
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R0
=
e
g
A

?\_
e
>
‘fﬂ
s
4;

1&F o7 nfBek THE® i+ BARIOF T

FiaveF PE 42 WREY T RERIEF F 2 S H B g R 20T
RN REe T E

Wt &Y FE4A  UCB % 3k~ £.F & * RAVE » prior knowledge
TT~ + g ey > B3 Slcehlie Bt > LA ERY I/ T ki i
4.1-1 sg % : UCB % @22 RAVE o 4.1-2 5702 4.1-1 9 % ¥ s bdF g
¥k 0 F % prior knowledge #2 TT #3878 & 2 s ¥ el 585 4.1-3 5 £ 1%

5 S R AR RS MY T R
4.1-1-UCB # #% RAVE

v/ FalE RY A Kacem 16x10 [14] 3 fR e w5k » & [4]Y iv % & & 0
Shme PRl aAR Rl & > 2P 15x10 s FARIERE £ 5 e A w
% (11, 91, 11)22 (14, 93, 10) » i Apgreso

Number of Simulation

10000 30000 50000 80000

ucB 0 0.42/2 0.94/2 1.52/2 1.86/2
weight 43 0.00/2 0.12/2 0.28/2 1.34/2
0.7 0.06/2 0.26/2 0.28/2 1.16/2

1.2 0.02/2 0.06/2 0.18/2 1.30/2

Bl 26. & * RAVE » # I e UCB ¥ e 3 = ficens 5 1L i
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Number of Simulation

10000 30000 50000 80000

ucB 0 0.00/2 0.00/2 0.00/2 0.00/2
weight 3 0.02/2 0.52/2 0.84/2 1.38/2
0.7 0.08/2 0.30/2 0.98/2 1.18/2

1.2 0.08/2 0.24/2 0.98/2 1.26/2

B 27. # & * RAVE > 7 r e UCB ¥ #ic2? $d =x Hicrns % L i

B 26 2 * RAVE > % [ 1 UCB % Bc & Hopt =% BNy s70F % 5 %
Bl 27 %7 @ * RAVE&G &S % > 17 FRdeF o Fiox i i 2 91

[ 4‘&’\‘:‘ ,,‘/‘\* L% TE = Y * '}ie\_‘z‘jl:‘y“':-‘”
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