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FPIRCSO b
2N 7RIERR (MDP) Il 2 BELMBOREE LT, =a—a - ¥4 FIys « Fur3F3
>/ %# L, TD(Temporal Difference) IEDUNHIEDFE R & MAHH & LT 3RO MDP FIE %%
EEBRLRERB X Howard O BB 2 ME~ORAOEREBETS.

1 [FEHIC

v a7 RIEBR LV S WAL, 1957 420 R. Bell-
man DOMRSTH RN L B 528, BRICH~ETY >
A b REHEO THHER (F1TFIv2 7
Rs3IY)) DIEFINVFLRITRS>TLESTWS.
L7=8-T, 1960 4£ R. A. Howard @ [BhEORHE M
EeNaZikE) (VA Y —t) itk dbowra
7REBBOLMEBRE L TNS. SHIZME VST
b ¥R D KEHBTCH 5 D.Blackwell 2%, 1962 £D
Ann. Math. Stat. iZ TREBRORIEOMEIR) 2 REL
iR, BLLOWRFIHRYVOKEEEL, ZD
FHERORBRIZED TREREFEZLAL L. 0%,
G. Deleve, C. Derman, A. F. Veinott, D. J. White,
R. E. Strauch 22 Y OBIERM BN TS, BRATHS
< DIFEENRER Y #A, M. Ogawara, T. Sakamoto,
T. Odansaka, N. Furukawa, M. Kurano, M. Mine,
K. Ohno, S. Osaki, S. Iwamoto B2zt b, LHD
RERLELEINE.

HHBE METE AETE BERE SoBE
LUmAmER 2T AT AHEL, e TTRE
BERE LTETFTMEENTWS. EFAOEAICRa
YEa—FDHEL LRETNTWS. KBRE, <D
BEER2ME~DFAF Iy - TuSFI DM
FRTHRtENR, SR LT 5 RRBEMOE X1 Xic
Lo THREND. WS R. Bellman RED
%Ly (Curse of dimensionality)] &2 & €7 Y >
Z DB (Curse of modeling)) & XiZh 5. EReY
ICIIF RS ORIEZEM L REZMA» L, — B DHR—
77 FEMICHR L TY, RROMBREIC I EREMN
DR ENTER. Yhb, vaT7REMBEE

7o IXBRIHE I OV T O RICIR LT, HEER
D Z L MHLERMFRBEITL TV TR M
U —F OREFEME LRI RTEOEDE L
LTX<mbh T3,

—5, FET7NTY XAIZDONWTIL, £ OFEN
BRFEOERZIZLERERT, Ry FOMEFER
UTIHEERINL TV, ZORMBILRBRROHIES
Bz LT, BMHEEO T LS 2 ZAN— L b Puter-
man ’& 5, (Dynamic Programming and Optimal
Control (BifYR+E % & Ml%#)) (D. Bertsekas and
J.N.Tsutsuklis 77 X HAR) 4% 1995 iR X .
W% Neuro-Dynamic Programming T 5. =

Dza—w - FLFIvy TR ST I IO

FRREDOT TR IR 5 BRREBRSH 5V TR
HEMBETHS. 20, TOBBOERNBRE (B
) ERRHBEC I o TEERER), 2 br—E

NERPCRTAEL>TVWEHLDTHS. K& D

M TT INEREZ—MRZVRT AORBIZETLE
L, B, H3EDbNARITEREEH{LT R
BREMA (74— FRy 7K 2MRTB-LT
HB. ZOESMMIF AT Iy s - TSI
VOEROFTEDOITBEDOLDTHS.

Za=g e FA4FIy s e TuSIFIVIIIAL
SESFOPCHEAINIABRT MIELET (Rein-
forcement Learning))] & Kifh 3. HRRBXDO=
NaTRERBE LTETFMEENIB/ETIZEV
Ta—PYx v MIREORBERA L, thizi L
BREREZITVWEOMR L LTREBRECZ VR
BEHrLHMEBIBMREFO—ETHS. MLEH
%, TO—ED VAT AR FBORKILE
LELTITRHEEYTIZ L CHD. WILEEIT, &



Fift & FE LIZRR2 YV KRMOMBEICH LT, =~V
¥ M ERF (exploration) & %nMRF|A (exploitation)
DD L —FF 7% 5 ELETLTVERZB LR
ROTRIEBBHA b bT L 2EMELTWVS. E
7o, MEFEBOFiE L U TRHIHEESRY Ahbh
TW3.

FATFTIvr «TIudIITOBEATIEMEIZS
WTIH, EDEIRB ARy 7 2RBRTHEHIT
Z=a2—7/+ Xy b7 —%F 7 F % — (neural archi-
tecture) 3 & VSEEL7 —* 7 7 F v — (approximate
architecture) 2T 23 Z L BEMTHS. VbW
DMMEEITH LT LEEL 2RI 5. FERE LT
I, VAT ARV Ialb—valitloTENRLDIR
SRMNEEEL, ENOLDONRT 3 —2 A REYRE
ENHBLICE>THEL TV ) ERAS.

[ BA% (value function) DFEl; D7 S —
FTIL, ¥ Ialb—Ta UARRBEMORE ZRED
HXB 2R L X (relative desirability) D&% # 3
(MEFEBEN) D/3F A—5 2 BT HEHITAVLR
5. WA/ TORIL, B#9IL Bellman D 5@X
~DELMEHET AL THSB. ELT, FHILE
{EURHBHE (sub-optimal policy) 283 5 7= shicfi
RA&Nn3. 207 7 a—Fix 1996 DK [BerTsio6)
OFTCHEIN, TNIXBOIFICHA LA TR
BLORBREGATWS, ERJOT7Fu—F (K
WZ2M (policy space) DREIL) 1, WRDHFAICE
BNRGA—IDF 2 —=v T2 LDOTHSD. =
ORIBEIKOIE L A LIT UK, BROZLOTHIEK
BOTNTY XAZH LTEDOLRBELCDRME S
ALNICTHILEAMNE LTWAR, EERICHE
LTIk, EB%, COFERC LD ETSERIEALL
THREENTWVWALORELL MBHNATVWS.

S ZTCIL, RR D [BerTsi%6) b 212, =a2—n «
FALFI9 7 - TulFIVIE2BNATS5. R
D HP IZRXMBEZL ARSI TV THATHS
(http://web.mit.edu/dimitrib/www/home.html).
BIEFFITOVWTRRTEX 35O HP b8 Eich
% (http://www.cs.ualberta.ca/ sutton/book/the-
book.html).

AABBOBILEFTICONT, < HBKM
L EZEZELOE HP bTREZBTONATWS
(http://nao.s164.xrea.com/RL-FAQ-j.html).

EHICHMILEE DA & LT [SutBar9s] < survey
& LT [KaeLit96, BarSutWat90) DX Z#HEMT 5.
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2 MHRBIEEENNE

I CDIZH/IT TV 2 BRSO B E 1 0 IR I B SEAR B
METHD. Wby IBHHEMEL L ToO—&H
RERER~<S. BE#HAYZ2 dynamic system Ci
policy 7 = {ug, u1,...}, pk(i) € U(i)(finite set) A3
BEINS &, i TRADOME S ¥ > Markov chain
s,

P(igs1 = jlix = i) = pij(ua(s)).

RBEMIX {1,2,...,n} & L, 3 terminal state
0 BEZHNTVWS ET 3. ZOMINRIBICIZRIEE
DEEREZ LY, RITYVARENEEEL-TYH,
HTRBTHIZ LR RETSIZLICTS. kFADHE
BIZBWT cost ag(i, u,j) XBELND. 0<a< ]
IIWGI®, g IFEOFBMKLTS. LERST,
AREEMMMBIIAR2HZE N L THRIE i 2>

HHESEE ©r OMSHBL LT

IN ()

N-1
= F C!NG(‘&N)"F E akg(ik,uk(ik),ik+1)lio £ 1] )
k=0

(2.1)
DHEBEND. ZITaVG(in) I state iy 2B
SRATRE/2 N-stage cost-to-go IIRATEM X
na.

J(i) = min J5 ().

R EEH A OB AT
N-1
J7()) = lim E > akg(ik,#k(ik),ik+l)li0 = i] .
b OO e
J*(5) = min J"(3)
Li23.

Definition 2.1. EXE¥ 7 ¢ proper TH 3 L1,
FIPREBIZBD 638 < &b n#EB T terminal state
ICEIHBRRETHDHIE, DFY

pu= max P(in #0Jip=1i,u) <1 (2.2)

=1,..,m
TEX B XA proper T2V VA % improper £V 5,
Assumption 2.1. (i) 472 L L —2D proper
policy BHEFET .

(ii) F TP improper policy p =R LT, JA() iX
DR Eb— DRI i THRLARW,



WEERART 2BALT, TIG), TJIG), i =
1,...,n RENETNKRATERTS.

(TJ)(5) := rgl,r(x)zpeg(u)(g(t u,5) + aJ(5)),

(2.3)
(Tud)(@) =Y pes (@) (gGs u(3), 5) + aJ (4)).
jm=0
’ 2.4)
1%\ P, DRRG % pij(u(i)) EHBWT
| T,J=g,+aP,J,

BV D, BHBE p OMESFIR - L RENR/
Ji, a€[0,1) DEE, BBV a =10 As
sumption 2.1 % L T, TN Eh T, T O¥—DOFK
BRICR2DZT R TWS. ¥ T, =TJ"
RHET pr IZREBETHSD. 0 (J*, ut) BRD
BFTATY Kb LT, Btk B (policy iteration)
RELENTWB A, Z 2Tk Neuro-DP O .OEGFE
#: TD #: (Temporal-Difference method) M#& 2 5%
RVt - BRERREEZR<RS. UT g 2 EXHB
Wo2EERTHLOLTS.

A— BOOS A (0 < A < 1):
1. P (JOsﬂO)a Jo € R", yo € I1s.
2. k(2 0) AT oM (Jp, ) BWEZ DR 2R L.

(8-) T,‘H_l = TJ; ZWi=¥ pr+1 € llg TR,
(b) Jigr = Ji + Ap 2L

‘Ak = (Ak(l)’ Ak(2)1 o )Ak(n)) € R1
Aeg(i) =

Z EI‘&+1 [(aA)mdk(ima im+1) |10 =},
m=0

dk(iﬁj)

= g(i, pr+1(4), 3) + aJi(§) — Ji(%)
(Temporal Defference)

3. k:=k+1&L7T Step2~.

ZORITEVWT, bL A =1 LThiZ, BROBKE
HREREIND., EHEOEORRXB/BOLNT
[AY-3

Theorem 2.1 (convergence, p.45). =D \ €
(0,1) iIZH LT, >EMNRD L.

() 0<a<l1mli¥,

(k) — (I ) (k= 00)  (25)
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HBERBEELTCEk>E i

2N, - s (26)

Iet1 = T loo < T

(b) a=1 D& &, Assumption 2.1 D% L T (2.5)
BELY XD,

3 Ik

fEF®R H : R™ — R" OFRBREZRD B2 HOME
Tl (F¥K) ¥ (Stochastic approximation, stochastic
iterative method) 2BV Eif & 5. 2¥m 2 o0 FE
B TD it X B32F7ATY XAOUURER LI
AT XM 2EREE XD, ZOHITid Bertsekas
& Tsitsiklis([BerTsi96]) D# 2% —#BMEMT 3.

FIRAEZERT S ry = (1‘;(1),1}(2), . ,Te(n)) €
R*(t > 0) iX>¥D update equation IZX > T4
BRENh5:

re+1(t)
=(1~- ’Yt(t))ft(i) + 7 (i) (Hre(3) + we(3))
= re() + 7 (1) (Hre(i) = re(i) + we(3))
(3.1)
L we = (we(1), we(2),-- - ,we(n)) € R® IX ran-
dom vector TH Y,y (i) IXAT v ¥4 X&RT.
2 &ED 2 SDDOEHED martingale DUER XA
LTIEAINTVW3S.

Theorem 8.1 (Contractive case, p.155, 157). D&
D (a) ~ (c) ZHETS.
(8) 7e()) 20, 35207 (6) = 00, 32672 (i) < 00
FELT E[W’(z) u-'.] A+ Bnnn’ &2
5. EEL F = (re(d), L < t,We(i),2 <
t—1,7(),f<t-1,i=1,2,---n)
(€) r* €R" & B e (0,1) BELELT |Hre—r*|| <
Blire — r*||, vt
ZHhHDTFTR, (8.1) TEED {r.} ICBLT,
iXt— o0 Tr* ~ME1TWRRTS.
Theorem 3.2. (Monotone case, p.154)
(a) EHE 8.1 @ (a), (b) BRYH LD,
(b) 2 E®D (i) ~ (iii) ASALY L.

(i) H : monotone, 2%V r < 7 2561F,
Hr < HF.



() Hr* =7 25 v, 2EV AR —E
ICHEET 5.

(ili) e= (111’ a]-) € R &:fiﬁ@n>0 iz
LT Hr—ne < H(r—ne) < H(r +
ne) < rne, (r € R").

:7)&‘3 Tt ﬁg“‘#ﬁ‘ﬁ'&:gﬁﬂ$1'@ﬂ nd
r* (t — oo) B 3.

FH 31, FRI2 DA 7RERR (B2 H0M
ISR MR T % (X EE terminal state 0 2843
LY FELRVWERE) ~OMAREARTAR LS.

Optimistic TD(0): MDP @ sample = path
(30, 81yc2-e- ) KA LT, 2& D update equation
LEXS.

Jea(ie) = (1 — 72 (3e)) e (ie)
+ 7e(3e) (Q(it, pe(it), ie+1) + e (it+1))
(32)
L pe 1E Jp WK B greedy policy T, Ty, J: =
TJ, B3 L L, IbiT iy X ig BEXLNRLL
&,P,, 12X % state transition DEHRM L 3.
ERO (32) RKDL > ItBERE LS.

Jet1(3e) = (1 — 72(ie)) Je (ie)
+ e (i) (TJt(ie) + Wt(it))
(3.3)
L

We(ie) = g(ie, pe(ie), fe41) + @ (ie1) — T (ie).
ER32ORMMEF =y 7 LT, 2E¥EB3.
Proposition 8.1. a € (0,1) £¥5.

(8) %(3) 20, 2o %() = 00, (207 (1) < o0

(b) sample path (ig,i1, -+ ) PP TTRTOREH
MR ] CERELEETS.

:0&3’,**1'[‘ (Jg,[l,g) —
RY I,

(J*,p* )t — o0) #
Q-factor iZ X 5 value iteration P J XA: X ¢
e value iteration & Bk FEE LT

Q) =Y p(w) (90, u,4) +al* () (3.4)

JES
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BRARLILTVWA. 7L J* i optimal value func-
tion ¢4 %. D& %, \Wpip 3D Bellman’s equation
NELNDBZ & ERS.

J* = uxent}J(J:)Q (3, u) (3.5)

=D (3.4),(3.5) DA LIZS>ERRILT .

Q*(i,u) = z pij(u) (g(z wj)+a

min Q*(j,v)
jes EUU) )
(3.6)
ToXS5LTRLBNAEETER (3.6) itdT 5
stochastic iteration 7/ Y XA (Q-lea.rmng) x>

ETHBAbNA.

Qr41(ie, ue) = (1 — ve(ie, ue) ) Qe(de, us)
+7t(ih ut) X
(g(it, Uug, jer1) + amilyev (i) Qe(le+1, v))

(3.7)
AL 246 R—T D (5.60) RTCIEHED &L 3 RREE
KREAWS:

QG u) :== (1 - 7)Q(,u)
+1(6, ) (906, ) + emineu(y) QU v))
(3.8)
= U (s, ue) X simulated transition C, & HIT dp41
1 (i, ue) BEAXADNR L ED py,.(ug) 1T X DHICRIE
ERT.
KR Z D Q-learning DINKEBEZRL, WEET
ORBAZEEHED I Tr32< MEREHEE X
HROIZESITREAL DL ENS.

Theorem 8.3. 2 >D{RE:
(a) 'Yt(i) 2 Os 2::0 'Yt(i) = 00, Ezo 'Ytz("') < oo,

(b) Simulated transition (iz,u¢),(t = 0,1,2,---)
IRBVWTHRE 1 TEED (,bu) (i€ S,ue U(z))
REREILEET S,

BBV € S,Yu € U(G) K2V T Qeli,u) —
Q*(i,u) with probability 1 ast — co DULKMNR
Do,

STITCOEEL LT, a=10¢E, KE21DH
& O ER (monotone case) %M A L THE
HENBM, Zhidthd—BELELOTHS.



4 HEEREOHIE

= DT Actor-Critic Algorithm TRY LT 5
NTNWLHBEE%ITS.

[KonTsi03] D HIRE 4.7(p.1153) IZ7EMRIE T, Wb
WHRF 77 (BHER) MBEOYAL S TCHY, B
KORMEZEDIELRBIIRI2BETHS. £
FEXONFTH I AL TV ARMMZEET
5.

HBMERTIIRIM & TIXFEK X, 282 THEY, R
ROBE (ADEM, REB) DZLb_RIFAT 4 EL
TERLTC, Ry id¥WIZLizcts. D, Tk
WDZ ¥ L2 EERY R L, ERIBRECERLE
MOME (BEXEK) »6, YO LVOREFEXLT,
RMDER L TRENEEXD, COLDOREES
ETEDS:

(X, Uk) = hmax(0, Xj) + bmax(0, - Xj) + pUy

I TpIiXMALHe Y O BHEARA, bIXy
ZIZNBa RN, hE7ERE LTHRIFLTEL S
LI ERATHD. EROELIT, BRI RXT
AL LT,

Xk+1=Xk+Uk—Dka k=0a1’°"

I TCOMREN D, 1ZFEROMIIF— I ITHE,
FR2FHELOLTD. RWBKL, W2 S A
HoT

© u*(z) = max(S — z,0)

TEALND. 2D S bREKTH DA 0, BEEAMN
Hic Bl SRR ME IS, HIORBEMIIRED
WPHETH 50 b, BB —R2BATH L L—
N4 (IEREIZ i, MR TD4H XN € B, B € B(X)
DEXRTrLLH5MERE TCHALA TSI L L,
ERMOFME LTHEBEDY 777 7RENREET
ZZLEEERELTWVWS) OB &, BRERIZHN L
TeeNa 7 MUBBEN L2 5.

5 XAk

5.1 BZEME & U actor-critic /LT
y IN

EAEBE DT A—F 2 MBTZRDD I, T
A—ZCEHEOI SARBRENZbDLELT, 2N
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RER BT A—F TRETEDITHAIn?#
EQ-RFOABTHMIRTEZI VDD FRIIHLT
RS TW5: [MarTsi0l].

LA L OFETIRKE 2580 VIURICE
L bahizv. ERBaNRERICL-T (8
ARFSIREOBAIL L) BRAOTAZENTE
5:[MarTsi03].

EHITK Y FEERD D72 51, MEBESGIE & B
WEMO¥FEMAADLEDIZLBTEINENVS
MEC25 5. Zhud, T2bbEEsNET L
YXLEREMLTERTLOTHS. TR, —
EBENRG A—Z LR TE 20T, HEBEGEE
DHTEAEND 468 (features)] DEM/LZMED
BREENDZ LT, i1 2k, FEE LV IR
EERAETAAY XL/ HND: [KonTsi0d] &
[KonT'si99](RTMSC [KonTsi03] o> 1 Bk bk).

ERORTAVENTVWS MDP ¢ EIRD RS
A=k B THEMNRe L2 7 BMICR LTH
FRRIR: X, REZM:U, —RM¥ A c, p(y|z, u):
HBME, LERELTB. ZZTRI MRTA—F
0 HMAL no(z,u) = mo(z) po(ulz), FIIFBITHER
WMEERNTTO) = 3, , clz, une(zlu) EREN
5. E5k, BEHFE Vp 1250 TRAT7 VU FER
L LiIZh 3 5EXE W7

@(0) + Vs(z) ‘ ‘
= T, to(ule) [elz,w) + T, plvlz, 1)Vo(v)]

ZOXRTIE, ZhidigkiciiT 3E:E% A T, RH
BROVOLAHARBREDLBRRENATWS. DL EQ
ABEX % :

Qs(,u) = oz, u) —&(6) + Y _ p(yle, u)Va(y)
v

LTEDBL, DEORKENBLND:
Theorem 5.1.

Va(a) = E T (mi U)QO (=, u)¢‘o (:t, u) (5'1)

2L to(z,u) := Vinpg(ulz)

ORI IOR SRR D LR TEB LI, (T
AL ArF) EWATEZER—DORRT ALY X
ATHD. ZOMITIX two actor-critic 7Y X
A & LT, critic =27 bbr=(rl,r3,...,r™), 8K
(feature) & LT 3,5 =1,2,...,m ¥ AWT

Q5(z,u) =Y righ(z,u)
3



&L,

actor-critic 7/ Y XAZ1F 3B ¥EH 1L, fHE
BE¥ DTl X D IR D X138V, L=As5 T, actor-
critic 74T Y X ADYIRSIHTIL, BRI T L LY X
LD 2 FEFRBEDFMEDUIR L H¥EN 722V :[KonTsi03b).

5.2 ¥EHIXFDTD %

Temporal Difference 13 ¥#= X iz @A 3
DT ENTED. WRB L TIEL T I —DFRIEILER
ROIW5 | ROHZMELE LRETHS. Lo
T, W5 RO2VMEICHTRAL LT, #50dh
SEAEE B 2 ) LEiL2V [TsiRoy99).

WE, H5FH k BT, rk,z“,.,a,, % critic
NRGA—Z L LT % actor /XF A —& LT3,
(X, Ur) BRIE L REOENS, FLLOED Xjoyy
ERDDOFTVEFEOFOBKATRDS. - h
% TD(1) critic & &&.

Qk+1 = Ok + Yk (C(X'kﬂ, ﬁk+1) - 0‘)

. (5.2)
Tht1 = Tk + Yedr Zy

™ML TD di ix
dk = C(Xk’ Uk) - Qk
+riP6on (Xi+1, Uks1) = k06, (X, Uk)

El oy EERAT S X LT B,
TD(1) critic: & B%H20M8 =* I3, B R EOMR
TEBTEILDT, ThEREL T, >E¥TCEDHS.

Zk+1 =7+ de, (Xk+1, [jkq.l) if Xk+1 #z*
= ¢9,.(Xk+1, Uk+1) otherwise

TD() ) critic (0 < A < 1):
Zpp = /\_Zk + b6 (Ki+1, Uis1)
Actor:

= O — BxI(re)r},
%P0y (Xie+1, Uk +1) %0, (Xic41, Uk+1)
(5.3)

Ok41

EROERTOT AT Y XML X - TED LTI,

DEDREERMI 26T, MBIHEEZ Lt
5.

Theorem 5.2. &f: (a) Y .0 = T, =
oo (b)) EiBi < o0, Tk < @ (o)

39

d
>k (%) < oofor3d > 0, IBLUEMD I'(r)

ICBT B RN BT, TD(1) 7A=Y XA
liminf |V&(6)| =0, w.p.l

2B Y LD, E 6T TD(A) critic 7Y
ZXATHVe > 0, A B2 1155,

limixlchlV'c'i(O)] <e wpl
ERBHITLBNTES.

YRS X UW G| S MO TD iIZ2WT o
HE IO & THMIC LR E TV 5:[TsiRoy02).

5.3 {EMBMKOEETICE I =FEZDIN
it

RKZ2 (V) —FT 1) BRERANSEYIalb—vse
Y, BEIUNMME TEFaim]) (R8), A%
DEBOILDDONY I T v I T —TNERRALERT
% J5 DR [Tsi02)].

M3 e 1 AR T, IR RIES N TV 5 E—D
BEHMEDs 7ATHD. QEFOLIRFELR
RTHY, EROMB(NT A —F LS MBS
BELEL L, HIEEShABRMICHRE S22
\\:[TsiRoy99c].

— SR (M— DBUIRDOPA T, M/ T A —
F{e SN BARGEL) X, PORBRIESNTVWS. 1
FRCHB LN DITEMREL, MBREE T —%T 2 F ¥
DHLLETIL,BRPOHEVBIIEIANDILIRLD
TikA2\: [TsiRoy97).

HD¥R2 5 4 T OBBEEE (B X, RIBOME
D) iIcxd 3 Q FH BT DIUROR R X USTE
x.7— @O [TsiRoy96).

QFEFB LV TD(0) D—FFIRNE (Vo 2T v
TREBREMAH D) i, Bellman FRAEMRT
DHMEBHRELSFBRE LTHARTIENTES. £
NHDOERKL, BEHSEZ KKK/ LV AICBLTRNE
RV TH SRS OMRBIELIERTHY , RO
XWR TR S [Tsio4)].

6 Rollout 7/LT) XL

XWka—U AT 4y 7 BLK ARPMICH—DB
WEE(FATIvs T lIFI L IRKRT) DR



Db T, Ea—Y AT 1y 7 OHERXRETS
FRRORFHEEREE L, RE2E YT 4 DT
IR & 2MFEREE b 2:[BerTsiWu97].

7T FFAVr—2avERHIRR
7.1 ARy ), 85— L

Ry hOBITRERBIC, WP BELEE LR
ERERRTNE, =—7 2BHB L2 HHEED
ofy PALBIZHL, AV=XLMICIZLL R
A0, FL2RFA—0BRLEEELEA L, P E Al
T 5 RyfEL MM & & TV 3:[KimMiyKobg9)].

2 a—FiZL RN K- FS—AT,
HIEBORAM M HITHhH TV, 1996 £EiZ IBM @
AVEa—FCHBETA—T  TA—BHNY < K
AR T EHBL, 1 2DF—b L LTIRAHTHRM
Fy U ICHERIERDE. KL, 2hit 6 BF
D1BICBETEETCRIA a7 3IM1K25]
ENXTTHoM. LU, BIGTEL, Fa4—F -7
N—i%, 2B 1 K33 E DT L AR NRuTHFEICEE
B L. BEMITIX, BT ORSKTESIX
BRETE 2V, #HAF Y 3 L EAICRI DN
TOBRHICTRS T L3N THS.

Ry HRELLEVDYIEERA (RTRY)

ThHd. BIELFEREREZBRVD LS ICR-LDI,
SEDRILDOBRBIKE Mofenb LRV, Sutton
D TD(A) TAFY X L2 RBEOMBIZERTE~ L
WHIBETHS. FERE LTI, 38K, X<abnTe
TEBLIY ZOTATY XLATH LWL OB
Bohl v 5: [Tesd?2, Tes02]. XL, ZOMIXIT
BRRBEATVBERIZSEDOW—> TD(\) 7A=Y
XAZBITHEIXRY hI—27DEHEZEILESEDZHD
i eHs:

t
wepr — W = (Y1 - ¥3) Z MY, Y
k=1

AkVLY REAIZMT ARy A Y 0AR %R
#£¥.

7 MY X (tetris) b L < MLNES—LTHS. 4
iXIBY MOBEET L 74 « /3P F /7 (en:Alexey
Pajitnov) #E4% Robert Richard Rutherfurd A3
A2 =T LTHRBELELDOTHS. £0
® T A ALK RA RS — ABIESHIZR LT
REN, ZEEDTTF v M7 +—h L TEIMT ZRIEIZ
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Rofe., ZOF—AINRBEEREHEOH L LT
[BerTsi96]p.50 iz &iF TV 5.

,
.Y

e ]
7Y
¥ “

1: Chess, Backgammon, Tetris

Bl B AORBICTONTSH TDHEZBRY ANRLET
ATY XhRHB LV S :[BeaSmigs].

7.2 BWPRARLGE:

FOM, B AT L L LT,/ MNEREOMEE LT
ROXWRYH H: [ManSimSunTsi04, SimSunTsi06].

X7, @BOT A Y H v F TV a ORI,
RN LR RO & A 724 = & 33T &, [RoyTsi0l,
TsiRoy99¢] 72 ¥ i ¥ TV 5.

EREBIDAERBIISOVWTHREBONINRER
ENnTW5: [RoyBerLeeTsi06, WanMah99).

BHOMITHRE EFZ MR L CTRR IR
FA BT, BB 5 3 2R THH DR
2ED, ERELMIZREL, ~¥OMRTIIZHhE
ANTHORGBEES. RMORMKIZESZE TIZIX
EMOERRLETHS. BROIXTEENER/MEL DD
NEOMEEZ M TRELHEE Y 5. RENR
OB E SRR Y, BROWRR - 4l - AT TR
DA I VEEBETE. —oMELEIeLaTR
FiRgE LTEXLENS. LRORI TIIEMR
ZTiiRz—TVx b EBYVYTEALF—T
FRFARAWLH, L<Mbhf haFoh R
YHRRE LB LT, - HERRIE R TVS L
W9,

[InoOhn06): = DML TCOAFKI MK X, 2T A
DERERICAKEEXD L TELbNAEVRT
ADERBERKRBMCESLIICLEETILOD.
A2 — SRR, EBRT AR ERNBRLETS.
ERIIBOL2FEERLITIIETATCOLVAR R
R EEAMET 2 IeMEHEEE LTWaR8, -2
TRMIZENTE VAT LAONE, =L 21I% ) —
KoY a 7EEFATIRY LT, EF V2 FHS
DeLaATREBBL LTERL, #EROFKLE,



Fll=za—u - FA4F Iy rrass53I77N
Y XLEBEALT, FHEEFML TV S,

Ebhbika Ia=r —Yary-Xyh U —
JIZMLTb b 2¥ORXTHRBEIL T
% :[MarMihTsi00],[MarMihTsi98] (A % 3 [MarMi-
hTsi00] DOMHELFE), [MarTsi97),[MarMihSchTsig7).

BB AT AiTET B PHS(EIL T 4 43 AR H—
EA LTW3) TRRECHRE ML L, RIS &
<PEXMMERIEO—E. —ODEHMBNY —F
HEEEENL WK 1 BH 7 OB BEWIRI T
BLY bEWED, F— & BEOMEE L 32~128kbps
& BAEM OB ITIT LS THRD THE T, ISDN &
BE2VREZBERRIEL KR TE 3. FROLUEE
BEML ARV, Ei, KD MAE TR
REEDL, HTHPH TEHRZ Y CoXi [
WHRL AL MR TIIMEEIEL Y boLRin 2
TVEWIRRBEETN TS, BB LASTILE
BEPOEMBOER (N> Fd—3—) BT&ET, K
MBS (MK - ERHER V) EERTERWRY
DRRBHOTED, €5 LERRIRETIRIZLAY
I h, [F—ZBENRL2 RS bR
SMAIRBR AT MTES T RIT TS (http://e-
words.jp/w/PHS.html). ¥— Rz & XiX
NAMIRIZHWEh, ELRNOLEBEERZENLENR
RORBEWKEMES . BT BNV TIIR—OREX
HEEXRNEVSHIRDD. CORLNEF Y
XVTABREERNRRERD L 5 AENEED
UTHIMLENREI - w3 7REBBOMIEZIC
b eI FEEAREL, EFOE=2—Y AT 47 R
D BOVVWKERERT= 2V 5: [SinBer97].

8 M=K
8.1 Optimistic TD(0) DRk

T O Tix Optimistic TD(0) 7A=Y XA
ONWTEKKFIZ¥TE. ZOMHETALTY XAk
ROMEIZ— FE LTRT T LHHED (H1). X
LIZ,R1DX>2MDP DEFAL2EZLS. RIB
M S = {1,2,3}, ERB I L OREIXTENEQ
Uu(@1) = {1,2,3},U(2) = {1,2,3},U(8) = {1,2} T
H5. pij(u) XEBMBITFIZRL, r(i,u) 1L imme-
diate reward ##&7".

(>z#k [TkiHorKura07] OMKMEH D —iE % 51 K):
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Step 1. n = 0 &¥ X. Update function J,(-) %
VIHEE K. FRIB ip = i BB,

Step 2. BEDRKE i, & J, ZAWVT,

(i) greedy  policy(action)  pn(in) =
argmax ¥ i1 Pini (0)(r(in, v) + adn(4)) %
RERE L. '

(i) greedy action pp(in) 5K DOMORE
int1 = Jj % simulation T X Y A
£ .(int1 < J)

(iii) Jps1(-) ZBRO L S ITHER XK.

Ja(i), (i5in)

Ja (%) + (r(i, pa(9))
Fadn(int1) = In(i)), (i=1in)
Step 3. n¥ n+1 & LT Step 2 ~REh.

JIn+1 (7') =

2: Optimistic TD(0) Algorithm with discount
factor a.

state action pij(uv) reward

i |ueU® |i=1 j=2 j=3| rGiu)
1 1/2 B /4  1/4 s

1 2 18 1/8  3/4 2
3 3/16  3/4 1/16 | 25
1 /4 12 1/4 8

2 2 1/16 3/16 3/4 | 075
3 5/8 1/4 1/8 | 225
1 12 12 0 14

3
2 /16 1/16  7/8 | 18

#£ 1: A numerical example
8.2 RERKER

ZZTHEEI®E e = 0999 & LT, Optimistic
TD(0)-7 /T Y XAIZT XY update function J, B2
OS5 HEENTN 2 E 4 IZRT. step-
size parameter v, (i) IZ W TiXER# (i)ya(i) 2 0,



(i) o Y (i) = oo, (i) 02y 1m(6)? < oo Ziflir:
T XD ICRE D, HM MM 4, (1) = 1/n LB
DIEHHREN, ZDOL DRI ENHNBE LB
KRB, DD 1 FRT v/ Tik1/5 %], %
DHIZ1FTRTF v 7L IZ2RB 1T oHmMT 5 &
HIRIKRLTWS. TRDB v,(i) = 1/([n/SP] + 5),
L SP = 10000,[ | RH¥ YA LB THB. =D
LEDRBBERTILS00 FATFy7HT J,(1) =
11319.88, J,(2) = 11318.53, J,,(3) = 11332.38 & \»
D WK R A (B 4). E7, (i) = 1/([ha(5)/SP] +
Y (7272 L, ho(i) IR i ~D n AF vy 7HETOD

action 1

1/4 /2
V:Z% 1/4%

1/21/4 Y/ 1/4
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BREEERT) OLSITRBILIZRT v ¥4
XEEELIJBEITHOVTHWRE (K 5). &biz,
greedy action Z3®R T HBRICEN T TOHBRIED
WHEZb LT LR LT (Bij(a)) IZ LA

N

Hn(in) = argn(laxzpm (0)(r(in, v) + aJn(4))
in j=1

b7 (X 6). |

T DET VD optimal value(MDOM) X Ji(1) =
11332.6, J;(2) = 11321.2, J%(3) = 11335.2, optimal
policy iZ f*(1) = f*(2) = f*(3) =2 TH 5.

action 2

1/8 11/186#16
1/16
1/16 3/42 ,3/4

7/8

action 3
1/8 /4
1/ k 1 /mjé/

3/4 3/16

3: transition diagrams of numerical example.

11345
11340
g A
11830 MY
=}
& bbbt ' _:'_}'},;Z\r-—--~-----—f-_-
4 L2 \ , 1 [-=7a(1) (7"(2) = 113228)
.g' / ! RTINS ~=Jn(2) (J*(3) = 11831.9)
[ o5 A — Jn(8) (J*(3) = 11338.3)
11310 l [AWce B
i1 1\[ b
11800 1 "
0 1/6 1/3 1/2 3/8 5/6 1 x(5 x 108)

number of steps

4: Numerical example (o = 0.999)
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11330 _J_{")(]);,
: — Jink2),

~=  JInK3);

11320 = - JAnkd);

© 11320
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LRal=—3al MstepMEstep sizel o1&

Maso P

11340 -

= adnkD)]
—JinkK2)|
- | Jinka)

I

i §
’ 11330 F

i 0 10 20 30 40 50

(b)

60 70 80 60 100

5: Trajectories of J,(-) with v, (i) = v, (using optimistic TD(0)(a) and updating with MLE(b))

| SRBAOBMME e szt ok

70

80 100

N 11aso |
11340
KD} | 11330 |
11320 [
: 11310 '

i 11300 Liib

SRBADHRME Estep sizelzLoT- A

0 10

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 80 100

,_(a)

(b)

B 6: Trajectories of J,(-) with vy (i) = hn(i)(using optimistic TD(0)(a) and updating with MLE(b))

9 Howard DEREI%E X ME

Howard @ BB B3 X M (cf. [Howd60]) TiZ,
EFNENDOEORBE Iy AZLIERLREB O D
RIR 40 = CORBRES L o HMEIC OV TS
5. REEMIZI, 3y ABEXICREFRALTNWIED
RBEWMAS. RBO RIFRHERL, & n HORE
in LR LT “BEOKEROHE CHLRIT D" 3R
% (an(in) =a=1) 205 & EWHMITETFME p;
TROMITIRIE ity IKHEB LT, RO OME] —p,
TRIR 40 ICHBT 5. TORROFRAEOKSRAIL
E;, (operating cost) TRIND. RIR 40’ iX, VbW
ZHR AV RBOETINLL LTI 72620234
ARAITN D BHDB. o, BE an(in) =a> 1%
WRTBLiX, FHLORB i, OEERBOVEST
(trade-in) KB a, —2DHEMATEIZ LEZRLT
WT, EORFOFTA LTV e EOIREEES T; , AR
AR Cop2 ThH>T, EHRREa=1%BoL

& L FIARIZ operating cost E,,—2 2303220 RORIZ
ITAETFHEp,, 3 TR e, — 1 DEANLRBRIKEDS
TENPEMIIRERE ] - p, 2 TIRIR 40 IZHEBT 5.

MDP DL (S, A, (pij(a)), (r(i,a))) IREATD X 5
27225 T3,

S ={0,1,2,...,40} : state space
A=1{1,2,3,...,41} : action space

pi;(a) : transition prob. r(i,a) : immediate reward
if a = 1 (keep the present car),

Di, j=1+1 (p; : survival prob.)
pij(a')= 'l_pi) J=40
0, other state j

r(i,a) = —E; (operating cost)



ifa>1(buyacarofage0<a—2%39),

Da-2, j=a-1
1- Pa-2, .7 =40
0, other state j

r(i;a) =T; ~ Co—2 — Eqa—3

= (mde-m value) — (buying cost)—(operating cost)
Ci, T;, E; D RKRY2 P13 2 IT/R Y. ¥ 7=, Howard
B X 3 IO R % & 3(average case) & #
4(discount casea = 0.97) IZRY. ‘OKF ‘12’ iX
REL2OELFVREBZZ L (a = 14) 28L, ‘K
IXEEROME TRELMIT S (Keep the present car,

a=1) 2R®LTNE.
action a = 1(keep present car)

action a > 1(buy a car of age a — 2)

pij(a) =

1-p

7: transition diagrams of Howard’s automobile
replacement problem.

HE| Mo DLEDTD®RICKBZTATY XA
UTCE2%:
Step 1. n =0 &4 X. Update function Jn(-) ##¥
e k. PR i =i 2B
Step 2. MIEDRKME i, & J, TAVT,

(i) greedy licy(action)  un(in) =

:gnaxxjgxm..:(a)(r(tma) + adu(y)) %

(i) peedy action fin(in) 2 HWDOMDORME inyy =
- j % simulation {Z X D RME K.(ins1 ~ 5)

(ifi) Jn+1() BROL S ZHREE L.

Jn(d), (i#14n)

In(3) + m(9)
X (f(i, l‘ﬁ(')) + aJn(i.n+1)
=Jn(8), (=1in)

Step3. nZ n+1 &L TStep 2 ~Fh.

In+1(f) =

® 8: Optimistic TD(0) Algorithm with discount

factor a.
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9.1 %1

ZIZT, REZETRD X 5 72 update function
Jn(:) DEREIZL D TD EOHEAEIT- 1.

Update function DRHH

An(in) i=ap,=1D L %,
Jn+1(in)
= Jn(in) + —E; “fg;:;é?ﬁi ;OJn (in)
an>10DE &,
Jn+1(in)
= Ju(in) + R + aJn(int1) = In(in)

[An(in)/ SP ] + 10

XL R, = Ti(in) — Ci(an — 1) — Ei(an — 1) &
L.

Z T, Ju(i) X8 n IO ¢ D update BEFK D
EERL, [|RATRESR, ho()) B METOE
RBORGAIMEE 75, SP i X step-size parametar( % i
YU IIWETSEHDOEK) Th5.

ZDOTNTY XML BVIalb—arre R
5 L#6IZF LB (SP=10000). Vb IIMRE
O(HTH) 2Dk 1 PORFIDS T 2 b—a
BThB. YIal—va VEK2 FHEE CORE
(ITITHRY) LBRE (FUITHY) OREDIY DKL
i (& 5) L FRD 5 THEE TOMEST (#6) TH
5. ZZThMEEI, VIal—a VEK2 T HFE
LI 5 FHEE T, K18 24’ TRE ‘19’ 25, T
b “EOERBHL X 5 Y 6B (RB24) 28%
b, 54E3 VAR (RBL17) OMEMAT R Z L %
FHoL#RVELTWS. Zhix, Howard @ discount
case DFERD 6E 9 A B (RIB27) TIEH (KRB
12) OEITR R 2 5 BEMICIZ—B L2, Bl
MOBMIMIZ2->TWS. L L, SEOERTIIN
ARIB 1 HRBI ETOHF LV L& LRIE 27 15
RAB 40 F TIRRIE 12 0BTV AT, RIB4
BIRIE 26 £ CIBEOEE/FLMITE LW OIRED
REMRITB L Eh TV

9.2 W{EH 2

WIZ, SEIHTE TDEOTATY XAD S Step
20 (i) BROE 572 (i) KRERZS.



Step 2.

() ¥Ialb—var ATy 7E¥n 105 LT
ThHhHLE X102 THYIN DB L E
Un(in) It a € A(iy) D 5 HTCENE COSE
DR/ND S DR, %f;buﬂ-i:t, greedy ac-
tion fin(in) = a.rgmfapri..j (@)(r(in,a) +

a€A(in j=1

QJn(J)) LE X

Thbb, YIal—va YV REEKIZOWTHED
D10 HEE 1000 BB B X IZREORBCORED
BY FOBEERIEMRT, REDHED 5 H TR/
DLDORTE (MEHIBEITRE “a” 2T L L
RLT—FBNEINHO) HHEENIZ L ZBREAN
TYIab—yali L THERKRRRT LES T
b3, IhLIE, BRREEZTHE (FTHR) 280
FNn10% & 1% & LEORRIZHER VKL DHE
(a>2) &+B5Z izl SPIX1000 £ LTW5.

RIFEME 10%), X 8(EHH=E 1%) 1
THBE,
DORERIZE_RTA—TORBRRHYEREEST
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# 2: Howard’s Automobile Re- % 3: Optimal policy and values ¥ 4: Optimal policy and present

pla,cement for avarage case value for discount case a = 0.97
i | Cy T, | B Pt
0 [ 2000 | 1600 | 50 | 1 Iteration 7 i | a [ Present value
ain: —5150.95 1112 —3035
1] 1840 | 1460 | 53 | 0.999 - T
i a | Value | adjust value 3| 12 —4045
2 [ 1680 | 1340 | 56 | 0.998
1] 12| 1380 1460 3 | 12 —4155
3 ] 1560 | 1230 | 59 | 0.997
2 | 12 | 1260 1340 4| K -
4 | 1300 | 1050 | 62 [ 0.996 e
3] K | 1161 1241 5| K —4308
5 [ 1220 | 980 | 65 [ 0.994 oo
4| K| 1072 11562 8 K 4462
6 | 1150 910 68 | 0.991
§ | K 987 1067 71 K —4523
7 | 1080 840 71 | 0.988
] 6| K 906 986 8| K —4581
8] 900 | 710 | 75 [ 0.985
- CH 71 K 831 911 9| K —4635
9 840 650 78 | 0.983
] 8 | K 760 840 10 | K —4688
10 | 780 [ 600 | 81 | 0.98
9| K 685 - 775 11 K —4738
11 730 | 550 | 84 | 0.975 TR 33 D)
12 | 600 | 480 | 87 | 0.97 | 21K —4785
T 11 | K 574 664 13| K —4829
13 560 430 90 | 0.965 —_—
- 12 | K 520 600 14 | K —4870
14 | 520 { 390 { 93 | 0.96 -
—TTY 13 | K 470 550 5 K —4009
15 360 | 96 | 0.955
14| K 424 504 16 | K —4046
16 | 440 | 330 | 100 | 0.95
15 | K 381 461 17| K —4979
17 | 420 | 310 | 103 | 0.945
i 91 16 | K 342 422 BT K 5011
1 K
17 | K 306 386 19 K 5041
19 270 | 109 | 0.935
al 8 [ K | 278 353 20 | K —5069
20 | 360 | 255 | 112 | 0.93
19 | K 243 323 21 | K —5096
21 345 240 | 115 | 0.925
22 | 830 | 225 | 118 | 0016 | 20| K | 215 298 2 [ K [ —BI2l
21 | K 189 269 23 | K ~B14§
315 210 | 121 | 0.91
22 | K 166 246 24 | K ~5167
24 300 200 | 125 | 0.9
£T 23 [ K 144 224 25 | K 5186
25 | 200 190 | 129 | 0.89 o2
26 | 280 | 180 | 133 | 0.88 24 K1 136 206 % K| 5202
25 | K 111 191 3T 112 —5215 m
27 | 265 170 | 137 | 0.865 =
26 | 12 100 180 98 | 12 5225
28 | 250 160 | 141 | 0.85 EIREY) 50 170
29 | 240 | 150 | 145 | 0.82 L= 29 | 12 —5285
CTT o 28 | 12 80 160 30 | 12 ~5240
30 | 230 145 | 150 | 0.79 % 13 7o 155 o4
81| 220 | 140 ['186 | 0.76 | |15 5 i | 81 |12 —5245
32 | 210 | 135 | 160 | 0.73 32 | 12 —5250
31 | 12 60 140 33 | 12 -5255
33 | 200 130 | 167 | 0.66 =5
32 |12 55 135 34112 %568
34 190 120 | 175 | 0.59 S48
= 33 | 12 50 130 35 | 12 —5270
35 180 115 | 182 | 0.51 ——
M| 12 40 | 120 36 | 12 5275
36 170 110 | 190 | 0.43 e L2 V&l
35 | 12 35 1156 37 | 12 5280
37 160 105 | 205 | 0.3
36 | 12 30 110 38 | 12 —5200
38 150 95 | 220 | 0.2 Rl
37 | 12 25 105 30 | 12 5208
39 140 87 | 2356 | 0.1 TREED) 15 95 o3
40 130 80 I'250 [ O —5305
39 | 12 7 87
40 | 12 0 80

# 5: Experiment by TD-method for discount case a = 0.97(RK#EXK 2 F 5 =) |

action
states freq. | state 1 1814 (16 ] 16 | 17 i8 19 20
1| 17 34178 0f 0] 0] O 0 0 0 1
9| 18 | 301884 | 0 1] 3] 0 0 § 0 0
19 | 3002137 | 0| 39 | 8| 18 | 129 0 0
1428 | 20 | 2086037 | 0115 | 14 | 50 | 65 | 1085 190 0
0807 | 21 | 2731550 | 0 27| 25 | 80 | 187 | 5188 474 187
46329 22 2480796 | 0] 435176 | 177 | 6804 32176 | 6760 |
200830 | 23 | 2079022 | 0 T 3 | 21 68 | 32067 | 130872 | 53873 |
1853161 | 24 38071 | 0| 14 | 45 ] 50 | 78 | 1060 | 1725456 | 107002 |
17336 0] 0] 14 | 20 | 46 | 841 2188 1325 ]




# 6: Experiment by TD-method for discount case a = 0.97(REEI¥K 5 T5E)

action

state freq. | state 1 13 [14 15 16 ] 17| 18 19 20
1| 17 34178 0 0 0[O0 © 0 0 1

9 | 18 | 7809531 0 1 3] 0] O 5 0 0

280 | 19| 7880570 | 0|3 |82 8] 18| 120 0 0

1428 | 20 | 7227418 | 0 15 | 14 | 50 | 65 | 1088 199 0

9807 | 21 | 6722228 | 0 | 27 | 25 | 80 | 167 | 8168 Al 157

46349 | 22 | 6172240 | O 43576 [1r | 6804

200839 | 23 | 5471836 | 0| 1| 321 [ 683267 | 130872 | 53873 |
| 4042083 | 4 35021 | 0 [ 14 [ 45 [ 59 | 78 | 1950 | 4814388 | 107902 |
17687 | 25 17336 0 014 46 | 84l 2158 | 4329 |

#& 7: Experiment by TD-method for discount case o = 0.97(HRK 10%)

action
freq. of states | state 1]-- |11 1218141516 | 17 ] 18 | 18 20 21
711 18 6519 18 [18 [ 18 | 18 | 20 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 18 18 i8
2168 10 | 12089200 | 34 | 54 | 54 | 54 |54 | b4 | 67 | B8 | B4 B4
T 2235 | 20 | 11304563 | 53 | 53 | 53 | 63 | 52 | 52 | 56 | 132 | 110 52 B2 |
2844 21 | 10513500 | 40 | 40 | 40 | 40 | 4D | 4D | 40 | 146 | 70 810 | 49
6508848 3127197 47 |47 | 47 | 47 | 47 | 47 | 47 | 113 | 180 | 6505642 | 1212
2862471 23 14028 | 23 [ 23 | 23 | 23 | 23 | 28 | 52 | 104 | 74 | 2861414 23

# 8: Experiment by TD-method for discount case o = 0.97(3E#M=E 1%)

action
frequancy of states | state 1 11 (12 |18 |14 |15 ] 16 | 17 18 9
9 16 2902 1] 1] 1| 1] 1] 1 1 1 1
30 17 2| 4| 4| 3| 3| 3 3 3 —3
35 18 | 7611380 | a1 4 4] 4| 4| 4 ry 2 4
36 10 | 7167707 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
100 30 | 6603070 | 5 BT 8 51 & 5 80 5
1147 21 | 6223634 | 41 4| 4| 4| 4] ©& 3 0965 | 154
— 22 | 5743331 4] 4 44 | 2840 | 82| 12780 | 1356 |
[ 5258471 | 23 | 4| 4| 4|16 | 15 | 44 | 125 | 5251834 | 6428 |
11203 24 5675 2] 2] 2| 8123 2 45 6876 | 4333
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