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Abstract: In factored Markov decision process (FMDP) such as Robocup system, the effect to value evaluation of
various states is different from each other within state attributes. There are some important state attributes that can
determine the whole state value either uniquely, or at least, approximately. Instead of using the relevance among
states to reduce the state space, this paper addresses the problem of curse of dimensionality in large FMDP by
approximating state value function through feature vector extraction. A key contribution of this paper is that it
reduces the computation complexity by constraints reduction in linear programming, speeds up the production of
joint strategy by transplanting the value function to the more complex game in reinforcement learning.
Experimental results are provided on Robocup free kick, demonstrating a promising indication of the efficiency of
the approach and its’ ability of transplanting the learning result. Comparing this algorithm to an existing
state-of-the-art approach indicates that it can not only improve the learning speed, but also can transplant state value
function to the Robocup with more players instead of learning again.

Key words:  multi-Agent cooperative problem solving; factored Markov decision process; linear programming;

reinforcement learning; curse of dimensionality
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5 5] B R AR A L A AT 4 R RS KA 494018 FooK A 20 B 309 3 LR A A AN 0 ik B A E L B 40 B Ak
RERE A REEG B G AN BEALRRAETREARARS AT T RAT R R ER T REFIER 269 F 5
R EOR B AR ERATHHEN 5EAERF I LML A TREFEQENENF I H k50
AR IA R F TR E AL EF R BT AR T I B REBA SR F BT £ 5 %49 FMDP #
AP AT AT RS REEEHAATE .

KEBIA:  BEHR Agent SE R T R B RT Rk FASAZ R ALX B R 3]

FEESES: TPIS XEKFRIRED: A

£ Agent REL(MAS)H, Ty JR 0] K ¥k 51 1T F (Markov decision process, i FR MDP) & — 2845 ZL K FEAA Agent
B AR SR AR I AR IR I, T, — 5 T Agent AR RE J) 2 AT B, o — 77 THI, b1 T 30 S 170 2880 1 52 % P R 0 A 12k
{15 F] MDP 15 5L 3R Bk Agent & 1 SR ARAR ZY B i 2052 R4 24

FIFH MDP BB FEAA Agent A1 SR AR 0] UEAT HEg SRR 5 1S T BB 22 (1 5633 R AR, — AN EEZE ) 0F 5
PA) 5 A2 ] [ MIDP A% 200 e bR 25 20 T 149 ) 0 KRR 24 e 5 50 s 40 SR A8 B 10 A 9T J1 500,24 Agent JIT A IR 25
7 1) 52 i BSOS A IR, 2245 (R IR S 22 )k P B — B i AU AR Agent THR 1M SR iR 2 82 1) T 2E IR 32 N
IR R T /N (IR 3 2 ) 2% 2] B B BR G SR, — B AR 2 WU B3R 738 3K 1 B A,

FRAE X MDP AT (1A SN FE R, e MK SR A AR R Y5l 2% 20 0 3 288 H 9077 ). G i Wi 2R 98 77
TR FH RS TR FAYAH 9 1 s 47 DR 34 2 T 48 2 o e SR s SR Agp 2k B35 1) 5 FH 7 B 06 MIDP ASE B 40 T R S T B Wk 23 o 4K
LT AT B 38 2 R R 56 i 32 A 3% T IGHE 3oL B Pk T SR A BB S U Koller 25 ANy 16— 2K
Rk ) MDP A5 5——0] 43 fi# I /R \] 9% o 5% i 72 (factored Markov decision process, fij 78 FMDP) ', Agent JiT 4t i
RFEE ALt TARES 8 PR TR S I 2 T, 0 FH AR S S 2 T 2t 7 A e R 2S00 o A e M A i i, mT A
Ho 2 R 0 240 SRS 25 QAN B0 8 RO Ak 17 0 22 33 ALY 0] Gestrin 25 A 1 21 FH A 96 T 2R AT G e Sf il
(RMDP)#E R € S —ZBHEFR I AR Agent A 4 SR A ] /G, I H 1) 28 i 7258 £ 1350 2R 55 AH LL 1k, o 538 F RS ROH
BR BTV A ST A I R B AN TR A LR 38 S A S R AR A 2 At — 2SR AR B A SR 1
I8 Tuyls 2 AT HI Bayesian [ 2445 4 {1 1 58 26 00 Bl phe A, 51 F e e AR A 248 101219 Uther K5 45 45 138
AR B AR, FH 21 Pl 2 30 7 K 3 bR 22 1) 39 5, E 95 R AN IR & 4 3,

Gestrin F1 Koller 55 A 1772, 0 TR 25 i vk 2 (B AR T w2 B /N, HLAB AR ZB0H 43 BTEAN 14 Agent H (WRE
A Agent £ 1 KA ) 8L A5 % 43 R0 BIE W1 Gestrin 78 3CH AR B ISAESL 1 56,060 T K 2 5Bk Agent & 15K
AR ) R A A, BR S S 2 T PR A T S A T2 A PR TR 388 255 P R 50 ) 42 T A B e 7 1 L N\ L 3R FE SR K
2B Agent A1 SR AR i) A B2 AN 7. 16 . Gestrin JIT SR FH 169 75 VR AUANGE FH T 3B 5 R R RO B 45 () B 44 Agent
B AR SR A ) LUk Uther 55 N 1R 77 72 BLAR BRAE 800 AH DR N e &5 S W S50 B ARG TAT T B 44 Agent & 1E
SKAFR I A, R 2 DAAT: 85 20l 380 a1 AL Il A, 55 B BT AT 27 S R A5 T S e e 6 DU 1) 27 30 R Al 3

TR WIHLAS AL BRIEAE HL ALK FMDP A5 81 vh AN [FPIR S J8 10 TR TS 1) s i R B R AN —FE I, Ho b A7
TEAT T8 1k, B8 0% M — B30I AL 4 S R 2 R 4 3R R b, AR S 30 sk 8 IR 5 4R A1F 1) 2 A ABHR 35 230 8, [
FRYEXT FMDP #5875 R A T M 26 R 5055 1R DA SR ) D Ik R JRI1 R T il 27 >0 PR SR A8 0 15 03 Tl AT 29 IR
AN A8 A B0 T IR 25 20 P R 80 v 4 L, DA T 8 B AR SR AR 2 B L IR IR 5 50 s A ol 8 1 )L A S
DAMLAS AL ER AT 2 2R AR TC A 4 T 55 58 B0 10 225 TR IE ) 2 19 T Jah 27 20 S50V I A 2 1k R 2% 5 45 S ) T S
P 5 e 45 P Dl 2 ST AR LG 2 TR AT 1 5 1R P Dl 4% 5 SRR TN R SR 5 T B A AR 3 W DK A ) B IRPIR A AL
MR EEBHE G E L Agent 25 1 LI T B 05 BRGS0 T AN 75 ZE T 22 ).

AT 1Y T A L AR 5 VA SR i MDP A5 DL K FMDP RS — D RS 2 RIS 3 1 N
Yl B 4y 3 AR AT 17 2 140 30 AL SR A7 R 2 LA R A I 1 240 RO 25 S A4 () A TR ol A28 4 T RS 5 35 R b 24 ) A
FEE T R TARE B TER) Agent T Jil 2% >J 50325, F 30 b SE 56 56 0F 57925 000 A 0 vk R v A AT RS AL AT R T
Gestrin 25 A\ LAE.
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1 FMDP &8 Fn2 4 1 X

AR J1,MDP it — 25 T2 I B ke SR FR, 1T FMDP s MDP (¥ —FiURs 2k B 20, 55 38 MDP B8 AH
ECFMDP [ 0R 254 15 42 LA ZHLATDRE A7 FRDR 28 Ja P Kl P 1 2 ), FLAR 25 10 e A8 A 4 SR SRS R 1 1
L RS WL 1 AR 40, WL 2 AL BRI AL — A L () FMDP A2 54 Agent (937 A7 B T 2 RRA,
HF RSB AL R Agent {75 AZ UL AR

EX 1. — AR FMDP B — o i 5 Je4l (X, AP, 1, R) " 3L,

X R BEAR Agent IUFRBRIRA 323 104 X = (X, X, ..., X, } 4 X B8 J0eh X W RBRIRE IS i A s o,
WX 0 I 92104 dom () 4y A Ay A i B K R i) B2 17, 60 AN o) dom(2) 1 * (FIB (X * X0
() AR ), 270 Jd P AR 28 Fil 0T I (1) 2

AR Agent KA B E KR A

Py dom({X,})x AxX = ® KRR i ARG R I H A MR R LT ) O 4. H V2 € dom(Z)

1|
(Z < X)HBMARECY 2 13RS TR R WL bR B E SRR, i P(z | X ) = [ [ P(z [ X)X e X

i=1

L X XA —> X% R ISIRES I T 1 DG I R £ A5 W FEALAS N AL BRFE P TR iR A 4 3 1E, Agent T — IR 21 (1 47
SRS HT 207 B O, R L Agent 47 B I KIRAE A 3L 2 Agent {7 B A 5

R: Xx A — ® 275 7 B 2 Jih o £

TE MDP #5270 A0 5 4R 35 4% 7 Wk 26 ok B0H0 U B RT3 1, 26 P B RIE MDP (1 —Fh3i e b it ad A sk fg 7 15,18
BT 20 RS AN BB IR A P 1 38 o 5 R BRI 4, SR B ST 32 4R 17 FMDP Jir AT TR 4R S 1 i Al
FRENE LRI SRAR BAT T S B Al AT M X LRI AR 5 0 V() S0 V(xy) PV (x) RRRES x, BIOHHE
A% FMDP (1 b7 £ 1 B0 K S A 7 Aok

Variable: V(x,),..., V(xy); (N =/ X|,RURESEH)

min: Y a(x)V(x) ;

xeX

s.t..V(x) = R(x,a) + 721.1_:[]1),/(’6; [x,a)/ (x'),VxeX,VacA.

AR LY ARG A B IR A 15 BORAR,(H Gestrin F1 280 bR B e MR AL A B (BB, 7T LICKE 29 SN A5 U2
AT PO fA AR 78 B LS N AL BRI K 2 HORF A Agent 2515 SR AR )8 b BF AR Agent [ BRI IR AV T4
A Agent W g IINBL etk 2 AL 5552 EABANAEAE A Agent W, PRt JE 102 Gestrin 45 A4 HH K1) 7
TR AT 2 WG PR TR AL ) & (K) FMDP B 78 U4 HiE 0T FLAE SR pR B AR et 115 D0 T, 17548
G0 R TRFAE 1) 8 ) 20 RN A AL R AL e R

2 REHIERE

7 FMDP B v AR o A7 T AR A7 KPR ZS I M 28 B (PR AR 2 15 00 1, 2% J MR ZE AN TRDIRZS T o3 T Aok
AN R ARG AN FIREFE A4 L A7 04 T S B 1 TR0 A v S0 21 2 5K T S i/ D L A AE L 8
MNAEFRECTR 3 EARE th 22 44 B 03 10 A 7 241 B8, 42 AT S (VAR 2 Tl 7 D5 125, BE SRR iz eh 22 44 A B i3 1
P ELL AR 9 B AEREMCIRES T A 5 BRIA 5% A7 T d S B 10, 3 AN Y T AE BRBA 1 BT 75 3% B RT3,
DRI, P LUK A Al oR 2 T R R BA B3 067 B8 0 Dy 2 TR A8 28 PR 1) 2 2% 0 e, AN T B LU 25 R0 B B AR 2 11
o 7 A i /MR AL ) B 5 S 2 Bl

o AT DT A TE R IR P WA SO PR OR S - B AR A R R 5 B B0t G LA /N 5 7 BREARER i) e S 49 A
NG PR B S AL A 7 BRI B [ i, X AR, x O XA R R SESL, x O X BN R ERI(E, X b x
X ) J A, X O I xR
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TEX 2. 7 FMDP B vx e X WURIELE x RE &y, H Vzedom(X \5(¥y)),|V(x)-V(yUz) <&,
FRy A x [RRRAE e b 4 B B e/ 0 1 Bk x (R /N A 1 3 B, U SRR A T R R34, £

SE S 2 RW IR /INRFAE [) it BB 08 JE AR B ST Hb N 5 2 AH S R BT A RS R 8OTEL 3X  BLG I Ak ] 3 R 2 5
T AT T PR R B IE B g /N R AR 7D i ) A T P R I —

FEER 1. 7F FMDP 0 28 rh RS ¥ d/NEFAE J8 PR AR G R A7 AE LR ME— 1R, B R — RS AW A = 5 H —
FE 1R 5 /NREAE 17 2=

E U AT AR PR R IE W2 AR, vx e XO MR i X 2, x AN 5 & —MRRAE 1] 5 R b 06 SR A7 A B ANRRAE 1) 2=
W — 2 0 B SOE V2, 06 Vx e XGWERAFE AN A F /M E R Ry, y Ay =y Ny &, N TR
WA BN EE A ¥ =5(y), ¥ =6@y) MWBIEE X 2,6

Vz edom(X\v),|V(x)-V(yUz)|<¢& (H
Vz edom(X\Y"),|V(x)-V(y'Uz)|<& 2
(). )4,
Vz edom(X\Y nY"),|[V(x)-V(y'Uz)|<& 3)
A G)HE XA,y 2 x I — M EnE BB Fy=y,y WA HLy,y oKX 5y, y &
x (1) f5e/NRFAE 1] 5P i A5HIE. O

AR 55 /INRFAIE 11) S P A7 0 Mk R — P, 7T A ST de /INVRRAIE [1) ) FMIDP ASL7EY

EX 3. — AR T e NRFE 1 B FMDP B8 6 JC4L: (X, ALK R, i, R) S X AP, 1, R 53¢
X1 AH.

K: X — dom(x*) , K7 i /INRFAE J& 1 1) B BR L2 Y O X R NRFIE ) BEAR S B Y = {y |y = K(x),x e X}

S: X o Y ZRnde/NRFAE ) B (155 O AR B B L S(y) = {xy=K(x) }, B AT [7] — S840 S o (R RS FL a5 ANRFAIE 1]

KB
2V
VyeY., % f(y )—"stfy())‘ ARG AE [ S R O v BRI BT BLAH 55

IR 1L T VyeY, VxeS®y),| f()-V(®) ¢,
LA SGUE, VXX e S(y),| V(X)) -V (x)|<E&.

tE X 2,
vz e dom(X \5(y)) WL |V (x)-V(yUz)|< ¢ 4)
BT x' eS(y), ik
3z, edom(X \4(y)),x =yUz, ®))
B (@G, [V (x)-V(X) <&
F| f(y) -V (x) K XT%)V(X’) -V (x) < & IFIF. O

e 1 X, f(y) B S(y) T ARSI E, R ZEA BT & AR R, 5 Ul
RES (AR SR K IR S B FE BB AS ), 38 ADIR 25 B9 38R HE A S5 TR AR LR ZS & 3, R AN TRDIR S 1 4 B W%
BRI AN — AR, WU B IR, 00 SR 45 B AR SR A &5 S 00 M B 12k A SO ABCIR 2 280 e 500 H 1 R T 46 1
RGN A 4 WEHEHEMIHS 8 X 3 M 2 LUK SR 1 545 W0 2 M IR SR i 72 2 B 'S i T4
JIE e S (R ABA SR A T =X

ZEE: () 5es S (V)

/ME: D a(x) f(K(x))

xeX

LR 4T £(K(x)) = R(K(X), a)+;/ZHP(x |x,a)/(x'),VxeX,VacA

x'eX j=1

TR A A AR AL T I R
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3 AR ARGl K R

TE B0 7 3 FMDP 450784 1) 28 R s 5 5%, 20 R S5 O A 0748l S5 OH A T SR /R
o JEEAS UK 25 % 1 38 T 2 R T LASEAT A 4
31 HERZER

T 3 1R 58— AN T S0 BRI X Bl AR 7 A (K T 2 B SR A TR 3 A RN 85 A T IR 8 2 1 AT A
3 0 A, DR AR 50t ol TR AN BOR SR BONAE, " P(x' | x,2) £ (K (x')) AR FF S04 Bt 2 Hi O

x'eX
DR bt 0 250 B A 5o T 34 2650 P 1 o R ek AT AL 15
L 1.4
O(a,x) = R(K(x),a)+y Z P(x'| x,2) f(K(x") (6)
% g(x)= Y P(X'|x,2) f(K(x)), Bt O(a,x) = R(K(x,),2) + g (x). K 4 &t FMDP #7445
x'eX
g =2 D PX[xa)f(y)=2 Py, |xa)xf(y,) 2P(u'|x.a)
yeY x'eS(y) i=1 u'edom(X\5(y;))

N R 2P(u'| x,a) =1, 1t

u’'edom(X\5(y;))

g(x) zzp(yx' | x,2)x fi(y,)

LR 2.4 g (x)=P(y, | x,a)x f(y) =g (XIZ, ]) I x[Z] Zom xS 1z g TR x T 1B Z, Zon 8 f 1
SRR M S HEE A X Z, = u(S(y,),a) PIAT

aw=ﬁgumg) @)
S 3. (), i
0(a,x) = R(K(x),a) + 7§:g,-(XIZg‘ D (®)
2 (6)FI R (8), U R A E X AL Ny )
S(K(x))= R(K(x),a)+ 7%&- (x[Z, ] ,vxeX )

i=1
32 EHBAMTERX
BB A LT K st Et vxeX, 3y .y =Kx),H

SN2 R(y,a)+7) g (XIZ,]),VyeY,VxeS(y) (10)

S 5 ISR (10) AT B 1 )5 B o FF RS A I AR50 B T 3 g, (K12, D R LS, 342 400
i=1
34— 5, TR T B 3T 453

M
f(y)-R(y,a)= 7xg§X)Zgi(X[Zg, D.VyeY (11)
¥Y)iz1

M
4 T(y) = ma (x[Z, ] .
4 T(y) xes(}y&);g,( 1z, D

HI ¥ max pf U AAAE, XA FEAE FRAETE U0 20 AUA S5 0L, D LA 2R (1D AR HELL. 5 Gestrin 55 AT
AT ARAL, 3K AR SRR VR 02, EL b T 2 SR Tl PR e e e 5 O R 2% R A AL UL B8 — IR w1 X,
A, FLI 32 SEARIR S Je 2, Bt AR, o LA e A LA bR 28 Jem P8 22 65 (1 R B0, AT 9 25 X, R0 IS 3 0T 1) 22
S RUHT R 2 RN I, LB R T AT (RS S k. o 3 (R SR H Ok LA 1.
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BiE 1 AR AREE T

iy N:FMDP B A 84 C ARNELESG Q.

1. ¥kt

(1) C=C;Q=3;j=0

(2) fori=ltoM  Z, =p((y,).a)

IR Vae A

2. R=Mik=1;X={X,X,,..,X,} /I M =] Y|
3. If X, €d(y;) R« R ;kk+1:49

IR X, AR SR NERAE S P i By v U P 2%

4, T(y, )f max {Zh (x[Z), ]+ max Zh (x[Z, ])},hl,...,h&l N g Bl gy IS HBEL xeS(y))

Yk =Ry +1

Ry
%D l_k:JIZh,m{Xk}:g (i<:Rk—l)
Z, "X}  (i>Ry)

5. 4 e(x[Z,]) = max th(xz ). Ehz, = leh (X,
Yk =R+ =R+l
6.  BHIARELES U={u; |zedom(Z,\5(y,))},C'=C'UU
7. FHEA R4 R Q AL uf > Zh(z 1. Vzedom(Z,\5(y,)) , Vx, € dom({X,})

=Ry +1

8. PR Ry, by BRECEBr A 4B IE R, A K IO

(1) fori=1to R, ,g <« h

(2) gpua<ce, R <R +1,kek+1

9. If(X=2D)X=X\{X, ). 3

elseif(j=M) j« j+1;52

5 Gestrin %5 N1 2 (1) 45 R —F, 0k 5030 1 596 IR TR, 20RO S5 3021 I AN BB AR T 48 8 Fa SO (0 i
DR 7 HUAS )R B sk 2D T AR IR DU T 3 2 A 1] D 22 U RIAE.
33 #

CAHLES N AL ERTE L (4 N BIALER), A T 15 A WL, AN 150 T B BB 75 SR A 1 25 (10, DR b X 2 5% 18 )y
BR G0 SN AR AR — AN FMDP AL 1 L3, AL, (X, ALK (P, . R) LT,

(1) X =(Xpe X X)L X X 500050 4 S4B BRI T AL B, X Dby AT REBRBA G2 ) 4 5 AN 05 A BA 5
A7 AT m NI RT dom({X,}) = {20, 20"} (i<4).

(2) A NG IMELEE  RFRMAEER. FTTRFFHSEZE,WE 5 A M E3)E.

(3) F/MFFAE I R EL: K (x) = <x5, ) FERAS 1 B /INFEAE 1) B R R BRBA 52 (K0 4 5 FFR BR A 53 1) 47 .

@) p({X},2)={X,} FRLBRBUTABI1E,Agent F—IRE&RABFRE X5 3 5 47 AR AL B A 5%

A4 o7 o i

AR A XA Wik y =<1,z1‘> ST xeSy), x5 =1, x=2,T(y) = msagcﬁgf(xllg,]) s Ly, e {{X5, X},

XE, P

(X5, X b A X5, X3 1o A X, X3 L BT UK A A [ S B R G, XA x =1 Hox, =1, J0F

T(y) = max (g5(.3,) + gi(Lx) + g(L.x,) (12)
MRIEHIE 1,58 % X, A2 4k
T(y)= g}i§(g§ (L) + g4 (Lx,) + max gy (L, x,)) (13)
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4 ¢, = max g (1,x,) U (13) 775
T(y) = max(g}(L, ) + g4 (1 x,) + e, (19

R AR S U = {u? ) 3G A AR 45 504
u? 2g5(Lxy)  Vx, edom({X,}),
(AR AT LA 25 X5, X0, M A AR () u } M9 I 20 RAN GG (AL
u? 2 gy (L) +e, Vi edom({Xy}),
ut 2 gy (Lx,)+e,+e Vx, € dom({X,}) .

1 5 /INRFAE 17 8 B 501 5 SCRT 0, B NRFAE SR PR ) 52k dm A DRI AT ATE 55 HE B S 7 QT G HROANAE Y
MR 5x4mx3m=60m> Bl O(m®) i AR LA Q TR L RASE AN KR 5% 4™ B 0@4™) b2 U, vF 57
ifi)ﬁ%*ﬁﬁﬁﬂ?%ﬂ@iﬂﬁfﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬂ*ﬁiK,%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%f?ﬁﬁﬁ,'ﬁrﬁﬁ%fﬁﬂuB%T&%%Iﬁfﬁfmﬁ,ﬁu 1

350000

300000 —e— Traditional linear programming

—am— Linear programming based on feature vector
250000 [

200000 2 # traditional constraints=5x4"
=]
g
150000 £
o
—_
=]
100000[ 5
£
g
50000 Z #factored
Size of attribute constraints=60m
0 Ly ‘ L L o - ! - |
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Fig.1 The reduction result of constraints in 4v4 soccer match

CREFWNGVES SIS S R A RS
4 SR BRI KRR

4.1 FHEMQEIE X
RN Q 2= I HEF AW T
(1) ¥IEhtk, vx ,Va % O(x,a) = Q, , W EWIIHIRA x, , k =0;
Q) 7F k W20, 4FDIRES b x I M e-Greedy SRk SERR A A G I BE A BIAE a AR F — MRS X
(3) BIE 01, O(x,a) = R(x,a)+iQ(x,a)+7(1—/1)m:1xQ(x',a) ;
@) kektl,x X'
(5) if k=T ¥ (6)else ¥(2);
(6) Vxe X, BtAHHE 7(x) = argmax O(x,a) .

Al LA 2,060 TR S R SO ARG K K REAR Agent S VE SRR in) 70, 75 238 P T AT IR AL S8 Q 2 2 5kl
135 ) T RE S SR8 FE AR RE B B3 Wb L g A BRFES0OIR 25 25 1R) e K I BE A Agent A 1E SR AR 1) 8 h
42 K-QBEZEIEZE

K-Q SVERAEAL Gl X Bk i At b A U U8 IE S5 /INRFAE ) =2 I R (BB T ANRI R TE Y FMDP
PR FLAFAE [] 8 (9 2 R AN — 3501, 4 5% ) 5L AR S92 (10 R R TR bt X B A DAL s N A2 BR 6 g 9], 6 X6 T SR I e
BRI N N Hi% A
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BORAREAE 15ty = (31,35, 5) JEH yy K AT REER A A G0 5, y, B AT REER A A AR AR, yy 9 AR BR
A AC B3 B % AN B R T 3,000 py = 3) B, 5 TAT RO AS X EBAE AR ME— 1 d5 MR AIE I & y = K(x) .4
p,(X) AR x 58 i LA A X T LS f(y,a) = O(x,a) WERBAILH n BER 9 Agent Al 14
BN A T AL N R ER LSRR R M Agent 147 B R BB L A B 030 1E 2, H L f(y,a) = f(y,a,) , 2L
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