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Abstract:  Lots of planning tasks of autonomous robots under uncertain environments can be modeled as a partially observable Markov
decision processes (POMDPs). Although researchers have made impressive progress in designing approximation techniques, developing
an efficient planning algorithm for POMDPs is still considered as a challenging problem. Previous research has indicated that online
planning approaches are promising approximate methods for handling large-scale POMDP domains efficiently as they make decisions “on
demand”, instead of proactively for the entire state space. This paper aims to further speed up the POMDP online planning process by
designing a novel hybrid heuristic function, which provides a feasible way to take full advantage of some ignored heuristics in current
algorithms. The research implements a new method called hybrid heuristic online planning (HHOP). HHOP substantially outperformes
state-of-the-art online heuristic search approaches on a suite of POMDP benchmark problems.

Key words: partially observable Markov decision process (POMDP); online planning; hybrid heuristics
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25 EATIAN S 43 T K R [ IF i) &5 A B, G i A 5 24 iR A LI ) 7 B %) 55 s 14 22 20 0 e AT 20 1) ik
R AE M B2 0 0 2 R BE T SOE T U S 2w £ TR A AR 1 R 3 SR, 1 AN ] LLZ Ak B A OIR A
2 1) [0 4 S SR DL T, 5 88 4 R R A0V TG 5, 0 4 R R SR VR AT s 0 AR R P A v LR AT 3 R A R e T
TG 20 F SR AT AL 1 B )N 2
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USSR B HOAE 2k MR SRR BT R a0 R R KON 2 T S R R U B AT S BB TR AN
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ATV PR A 2 5 0 A5 7 0 R 7 (1) POMDP 55 280w DA 1% s Ak b g SO — AN AT 41.(S,A Q. T,0,R, ,b), 2 1,
S,A Q53 AR AT IR HL B BUARAS 23 (0] L A7 8725 () AL 52 % 1), T(s,@,5") :SxAxS—[0, 1] A IR & 5 H5 0
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Q'(b,a)=R(b,a)+ 7Y _,Pr(o|b,a)v (b*°),R(b,a) =) R(s,a)b(s).

AT V(D) FR A b AR IR S AR 4 Q7 (b, ) Bk A (b,a) Ak 1 Fre At (1. AT POMDP fia 81 1) f5 Hhe A1 o 4 V™ T LA gl
73 Be M BV (b) = max,, (o -b) = max,, - > a(s)b(s) TCHE T, I, 2 — 2l i) B A BRAE & 2 )X
AN R 428 8 22 K B R ABLIR X1 532 P 76 T LK it POMDP L) ) 75 £ 8 o JEL AR (241,
1.2 EIAELMRIE L
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1TE)E#E a A1 Q(b,a) 1 Q(b,a) 43 IR (b,a) b ALAF Q(b,a) i I A1 L 5t 5 3 b AL 24 i fiedef 57
TRAEIIAT BN Ty (0) = argmax,., Q(b,a). Wi R a i 2 V' (b)-Q"(b,a)<s M4 FMIF a K b Ab i) e B P47 ).

BiE 1 @Mk POMDP K fig#5. Bk 2. SRR

Function OnlinePOMDPSolver(by, z,£) Function Search(bg, 7,&)

1 Wit EAE R B LR Ay 1: StartTimer();

2:  be=hy; 2:  while ElapsedTime()<Xzand V(b,)-V(b,)>¢ do
30 ML b AR H IS b S B 3 b"=ChooseBestNodetoExpand();
4: while b, N2 HERA do 4:  Expand(b”);

5: a=Search(b, 7,¢); 5 UpdateAncestors(b™);

6 PAT a JF HARAS A FIROUWEE o; 6: end while

7 b, =b2°; 7 return argmax,, Q(b,,a") ;

8 S ERE A b MO IR A

9: end while
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Bk 2 &N SEIS 8 R B 8L T 96 i ChooseBestNodetoExpand () FH 3 F i & 2048 & S5m0 M- 715 &7 s 4k
B AN A A R IR T R R A R A MR 7 R 4L Expand ()l I — AN
T TR Z T A I BB R S R 3 UpdateAncestors() T 5 i —ME & R I pT A AL S
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Fig.1 A path from the root belief node b, to the leaf belief node b
B MRS ST R be B 75 &7 1 e ) — S5 B 42

13 MEALFAEXANBARNEERH
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JE AT S5 R R AR (R 7455 0 s A SR e A8 B8 e VA0, 4 BATT gt mT L i R A ok AN R R
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H *(bwk) = e*(bwk)H a)*(bcﬂ ’ at)a)(bcn ' at ’ Ot+l) (2)
t=0

:/H‘:EP' e*(bwk) :V*(bc+k) —\i(bwk)’w(bcﬂ’at’oul) = 7Pr(0t+1 | bc+t'at)'
1, if a, eargmax,,_, Q" (b

@ (b,,2,) ={ . ©))
0, otherwise
FEIXAN it R X B8 B A — TR I B R — N TR 45 T AR RS VR e (el SR R B A
5 R A2 ZEBRHIH T A5 & 5, 0 (Desy, a) EAE R BOTE I 455 /N B L b AbE R BRI 55 vl 35 (15
T B, (Do, 8y, Open )T BT 1)K R S5 A AT 38 21 1AM A1 . DU SCRR 1 S 36 26 L 15 R AT 2 A =0 (2)
{1 G TN 2 453 7 78 2% 00 R 505 (K B AR R 3% 491 1 :B1-POMDP . £13:07148 2 T (b, @0,0001) 1% — 35, A T 5 80U
FE SR AR — 6 AT KA L2 2% 18] ) POMDP K1) i A5 I, 201K 2242 1 /) FVRS_5_7 ) i 1)k A 2 v 40 M0
W2 WOCHR[6] P 3K 4.
SR K3 T 7 010 5 A0 L R 50 0t 1 S s A2 S AT A (. 2 o] 3 81— 2014 i 55 1) S0 s sl o 48 78 14
B 2 BRI S 8 T A — AN %00 ) . Satia& Lave 20308 503 21 5 R 5% (0 S 2 £h T 5 7T 0 de A 5%
W B ) AR DRI B FEEAE 2R T 1) R AT TSR 14T Bl 43 32 IR, Satia&Lave i AS REAR L Hb i v KR
1) POMDP & 1) 5 AEMS T S350 I A58 F Q 5 A AR SR DRAFL ) 12 FRAE 48 2% 5 1 15 £ [Q(b, @) + Q(b, 2)] /2
KIAT B 43 SLAZFAEAE AL B OCHIBE POMDP BRI i A8 A 2 AN 1R R0, 3 3 446 T2 Ve AR S 3 R FH dge v 11 Bk
mE RS AEMS1 83K, BI-POMDP Hikfl AEMS2 Sk V 18 VIR RLE AL A2 (@) i
Hu(ber) 9 AEMS2 S35 b (136 T 15 1 e R U9 2 s 3

k-1
HU (bc+k) = e(bc+k)H w(bc+t ' al)w(bcﬂ ' a110t+1) (4)
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;H;EF, e(bc+k) :V(bc+k) _\1([)“-[()l
o(b,..a) = {t if a, e argmax,._, Q(b,,,,a") o
otherwise
1 oo 80 72 SC T L AEMS2 SETE B0 FUAT 52 85 L 90 HUAT 50y DT 30, b BB 4 0 0 %7 0
Bk IE-MAX Ja kB,

2 RERARNELMRIELHHOP)

UTAFER, A —LESCERBEST T AT /2 POMDP 7122 LRI 5730 v s SO 80 IR e A8 28 ek 8, LA K R R UE S0
WACSICTE 16 It R A 2R o B e s O AR T AR AT 1 R X i T AR AP AE A S8 R R R 11 L T A
AT B FRAT T DA X 645 Bkl — B iR @B B R R OE e e TR A E e g AN TR
IR R AR B A, T AT PR A AEMS2 SEVE IR K U B AN 23R )5 FRAT Tl 1 — Fh 25 1 07 AU T
AR R AR R H Y AEMS2 S5 1 e A R R HOR &5 38 B0 H EL AN REE 2% E AN 2 1 H 1YL IZ
R T TURRTE T4 T — Pl I8 SRk o S B B I A A R A O R R A R R A sk — A Lk AEMS2
SRR R e A R Ak
21 ERATARME—TBEARNBERH

AEMS2 Sk AT IR 5 R U 2R o BB 08 DR IE VR TR AT BN (8] P 3R B be Ak 1Y e mA0AT 3l 7R X P S
WA B N SO B AT Bl 53 SCEAT 8 2R A ARV A AT T M GE A, B L A th b T AR T I ey W IA A AR Y
s A SRt PRV et (b ) SR AT AR B39 T ¥ A I R AT S S ORAIE AR SRS, 0l 1, AR R 5 1) 2 R
m%%ﬁﬁAﬁmmT%\%lﬁ&m&ﬁwgthﬂW¥h SRR AR B AR AMT ) I PR
st W R — 4ﬁw¢FTLM%m%Z&m7uTu%%ﬁmTﬂ%h Ja e AAE R — ey g iy
TS R HAR BB RIEA N b M mmeqy AT IK AR I — ARk A 3G — TR SR R K
TR R

ARCE 1.2 TR T HE] A L S, AT B — N SR m RS N b AR SR 7] ik
R 7 T R BRI H b2 AR SR O IR R AR RO 5 B SR R AR R I S A S JRAT Y R AR R
T 5 AR T SN AT e R SR S IR 2 A RIS ) SRS X A S T AT R A SRS S S L VT (b,) #R AT
TV (hy); SRS AR 3 5 A AH SR TR [ TR T A O B R I T A 1 S ) H .

5k, E Lan(b,a) il ke
1, if a, eargmax,_, Q(b;,, &)

0, otherwise

(B, 8) = { (6)

B RE A A 2R R R R AN o SIS T S5 A T FEARAIE (1) S s AT I 15 2571 1.

LR A5 &1 B b A AT B S AR X bMI’Jéﬁ?%ﬁ%TWNEE’Jﬁzsh(’;EA)ALjJ argmax,.., Q(b,a’), Jf
SEX A ={ae A\A |Q(b,a) > max,. ,Q(b,a)} . JxFE,As A FTHAT AT HER T AL FIRALAT 30 5 35 14 21 14T )
S o, Q(b,a) > max,,_, Q(b,a) B KT b AT A FIKILAT )4 3, 1X 5 Satia&Lave 5k /) SR

Tk BT AR AU
PR E L eop(b,a) il T
0,0 S {1 ifa, eargmax,_, Q(b,,,a) @
0, otherwise
b, argmax o Q(be,,, @) BEFKA b AR 1T 2 4 T FORIE AT B (R 1), p(b,2)FEHL R T A LE A b AL (124
AR 8 R SR UE AT 3 23 32 AT 38 IS &1 s R AT B 20 45 X SO 48 i — A TO0 1) AR 7 i 4 v
A={az} As={ay,a}, I 4 R FHRIEAT B agas WA BT TE As 2N Q(ba) <Q(b.ay).

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



1594 Journal of Software k3 4% Vol.24, No.7, July 2013
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T ava )
T Qe
Qba) T
b2 op.a,)
Qb.a)

Fig.2 An example of action branches at b

K2 —MMEEIRE b AT 8) 7 SR

B AT IR — PR T SRR A1 A SRS K 5 9 B AN BSR4 A b TR F ik
W 7 R (R R B A U R 2 AR AE T AR T 8L (BT AT A AR &1 s AT LT — M S R R T
TS AN PR UE AT B 20 S A A A Y A AR AR I B T T S AT SRR A AT Bl 3 SRR — R
S T LU 401 ) @yp(De) RN LA IA:

k-1
o, (b, ) = MaXic04,....k-13 @2 (bc+i7ai)H(ol(bc+t7at) (8)
FErh b B IEHE T 5 1) B8 0 FHRUE AT 3 43 SR i 3 1 A 20(8), AT e A5 iy 5t ¥ S g B4
Thyromising={ 7€ LTpompp|PT (De+klBe, 7)>0, w12(Des) =1},
b Tompe /2 18 AR 124 T 55 BSOS T 375 14 SR A4 BRIV 4R B 3XFE, 2 @12(Den) =1 I b 58 52 AN be FFEE W] LLE
T Myromising 09— A BE M 745 &35 /L A @) S 3 24 A T S R k=N I, Myromising IS0
N FRATTEGBEAS 715 &7 s — AN 8 R 2B H(b):

H (b, = (b, e, (b, ) [T (B, a.0,,,) ©)
t=0

F1 3 2R9) T 4014875 R AL H(Dosid KT O B T3 515 24 bowre FEASIE 1T LM b JF4A 38 ot SIS B e 7
AR B S 0 P 81T AT T LA b 438 3 ST BB 5% 9 M 5 2 Toomising TP KT/ B0 Iromising 1 0
A S 5 AT A BT A A0 S W A5 T RS, B R SUSURE — T B4 3 A TR ) e b
A R A R A R (D) FLAT L AR A
(1) EAT T A AE B S P % B M R B S DR B (Do fE M R B B 2 S 00k S
575 205 SR 1 50 WS e AT 58 W 0 00 S0 R 1) R 5V 7 (b,). 7 56 492 37, V * (b,)
WA TV s (b, ); 25 5B 2, V7 (b) 2 e A SRS 5 OV 7 (B,) A TV s (b, ), 4 i A
FUATRRIT R L ARAE 1 g
@) ENEIE LD T I T S 10 S50 2 Tlppamising T /S S 55— 110 S W, 7 1 B 5 6 830 32 Tpamising P 50 LIS
3 0 S T B I T AT AT IR MR A S T 1 I A N R B W 7
TSR W A E T AR 1 W L B B RS 1 i) R IR 2 0 T H ()
FRO 2414 TS50 0 I, 24 O 0 SR B A R O I 7035 22 35 R R 80 0 38 9 Mk
(3) ALY I 5 1 M (LS AT T R0 S5 Toomape P11 T 56 /NI — 3543 19 01, 4 7 A7 145 L0554 k=N
B, S5 9 oo T M TIN50 AT, 35 BE  Dromising 1 11 508 AN 30 i oo T 55 W AN 55119
IN/JAJN. 11 35 B AR k6450 2 A MRS 1 S0 2 9 7 4 ML) v 512 W 7 T sk
SR, 2458 0 G AR 550 T 57 90 SRS S8 24 4 7 A 6 SR e e s % 2% 7 V47 T
R BN 5 805 A B T 1 2B H () T i SR 00— o 00 5 7 B RS AT 22 5 0 4 o S AR
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22 ME—AREHEE R R
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JH sk — 2 A T 5 ) SIS RT O (AR T AU 0 S T R U T SRR 11 S R 2 A I e Y SR s S U 1 B
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A BT F A Mg A N (12)E F b
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b, otherwise
oA CRRIE B by K REAEL V. (b,) ANV (b,) 5 K 19 428 BSedb 8. B ATTAE S 6 v 4 3 2R (18) K34 Ci:
I, +1
€= N, +1 (13)

Hoi=U 3 LN RR B H A L B9 by BIRELL SRR R NI by B RV () 1V (b,) B Tsod (8 s
FLAERERYE A Search(be, 7, &) N; F C; #Bs SEH FH K 01X L, by /R BRI th CuHu(bu)>CLHL(b) 73 211
b" by F AR FT A H CyHu(by) < CHL (b )75 2 b™ 43 1 o3 BE b B 1 F T 387 76 8 F 6 %K Search(be, 7,¢)
I, Cy Al CLIIBE AR A 1, T8 S 2 30 (13) P B 070 (I U0 A8 37 I % 2 i e s\ g8 &b ,Cy AT CL 20 Bl
SKUHHE Hy(b) R Hy (o) AL 51l i, G L AE — B IR 1R) 47 i oy A AN KV (b, ) ARV (b,) AR /IS 1) e i, 6 4 B A5 Isf
6] [ HERS , Cy (MRS JEFF by SR 1A A 38t 0 3140 7 PR A1

BATHIX A IE T 2 e & SR IE (140 BRI AR O HHOPAE A3 & 10 2, R AT s &Sk 5 AEMS1
SVE R ) SRS AT A5 AR T X)L AEMS L B3 AE U R e 2U38 R bR B AT 23 B SR 1 4 B DR pR B T SR
ARG AR T AR HHOP B3 B SE 4R S AR bR 5 R A B SR 43 BRI, LU I e AT SR A i P AN S 87 11
Ja BRI R R EGAR S HHOP B — i 2 10 7 U IR 5 A R B4l & /E — S 38 31 T 8 0 R % A KAk i H
. R TR PE B 1 6B HHOP 03k 5 AEMS2 S0k —FF, i AE % 5 12 i Sk i 225k

TR 1. 4 e>0,b, 9 5 SRS, W) HHOP S92 A8 6% (1 26 47 BRI 7] P9 4R 21 be 4k 1) eI AR AT 3.

E U AR SCHR 19T 09 52 B 2, BATT LT UE W SR AT #R B b 4 1) e e RAT 30, 4 HHOP SRR by
RIS T 0.7 T AR VR SRAE B X — 4.

REAEEE M IKYRE by 88 by J5,HHOP S AN FLIERE by BEATH L, BT CyHyu(by) <CLHL (b)) R AL B4 15
F N B AT 2 508, R, Cy A1 Hy(bu) 7258 MR B R AR & 2048 4V, (b) TV, (b) 43514 b Ab s P AE 1146
R, ey (b) =V, (b) =V, (b), W AT L7 2] H (b)) <e(b) <max,seo(b) F I <eq(by).

[ (b,) +1]max, g € (b) -
CyHy (B)) 1} <y

CyHy () > L3

WA N, > max{M,

(b,) +1]max,_g €,(b) > I +1
N, +1 N, +1
X5 AT R B 7 JE AIE R O
EAR 1R AR L 45 G R T N AREE T B R R 2R 00 5 ik AR B A IR T Rl AT (1
He A 7 XA ) B 1 — RIS AT e 437 AR T S AR A S V.

HL(bL) = CLHL(bL)-
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3 KWHER

FEIX 15 B FRAT 8 S0 43R AR SO ST AL T ) A 0 2 5 88 A R PR AT I S5 45 RO AT BT
I gt UL IS R BRATT TR BT SV I B R e B 0 3 — A A B 1 S 6 B, 1 — 2 A R R AR T R R N
JR AL
31 XWFE

FE T A I 52 56 b SRATTAE T 4 2 B F I S (blind policy) 75 v POk W) 4446 T B, 3 FH e 13 4 R (Fast
informed bound, {ij #k FIB) 5 &R0 41 4 4k b Bk AR5 BB I, AT 1S3 #5278 — ST E 8 AMD 3600+
2.00GHz X% ALIAF 2GB HWAERINLA Lg ) AT C++ T —A A M. =2k POMDP Kf##s
APPL-0.93PUSZ Il T HHOP $1vAM1 AEMS2 S1ik, —Fh it im 42 th (1 4 #5 5 Mixed Observability MDP( i #&
MOMDP) [ [H T bRk 25 2 7 7 1 P2 A 70 7 3 W0 R 59 1) S LI FE o IR AEMIS2. B9 763X HEL £ P i
P ELAE SCHR 6] I M RE AP AR 22 FRATTHE O AN FEHE )@ E AR T HHOP Sykfl— el A Sk kR R LFIH T
B I L ) JUAH 56 1R 2 03K L6 ] ) P 4 4 T 5 7% SCIR[3-5,23,24].

Table 1 Benchmark problem parameters

#1EMERER S

Problem S| 1Al |9 Problem S| Al 19 Problem || Al |92
Hallway 61 5 21 RS_7_8 12545 13 2 FVRS_5_5 801 5 32
Hallway2 93 5 17 | RS_10_10 102401 15 2 FVRS_5_7 3201 5 128

Tag 870 5 30 | RS 11 11 247809 16 2 | AUV navigation 13536 6 144

7£:RS=RockSample, FVRS=FieldVisionRockSample.

3.2 HHOPHIZEAT M AE R SHEXE AR ELE

PATVFI B4R H 1) HHOP BVEFIIAT If)— Y8 7R 2k 5 B 2 RISk A0 SRR 1 ) 9 ANJEHE I L3R 2
B T 3K A ) 0P SR AR5 S BRI 7 AP PR PP A o S S 3 T 4 il R () i 0T ER A 41 ] 4R (reward)
B AN HEMEHE R8It SV I AE SR IS Tl 1) 5 ()« T T 0 4 A s DR A1 o B b 51 8 28 1 1) (offline time)
I AGA TEIEAE 20 K be AR ZE 5 e(bo) Ik /N E1 43 LL(EBR) T35 AN s 18 22 20 217 K 1 b A ¥ e i
N (LB L be AR AU R R 0945 & SR T3 A 2 (belief nodes) T3 —AN RIS &R D
Al R 05 & RS M S B RS T S 1 43 L (node reused). L T 3 AR EEE R F 44
ST B B B EBR AT LA AL A -V (b,) =V (B,)1/IV, (b,) =V, (b,)1 . LBI 1245 V (b, ) -V, (b,), 1,V (b,) Fl
Vo(b,) 7734 be b B ARAB B0 4n bR A7 X Se il B B R AR 792008 1 3 S SCHR[6] -0 A7 T 4N (¥ 1) ik %
TR0 RN T R B 3R 2 4 T BTG I AN NI 95% 1) B DX [R). A T AR IF I L 5 = 1)
959% 1) A5 X 1] 2 1 /1N, FRATT R A3 0] A3 AN JE MK 1) JEUER HEAT T /0 B 7 ok, 22 WL T Ik A7 BLSE 50— Rk o, —
Tl 2 U R 2 v 8, St RV P U B 4 0 [P AR RN 4 A 4l B 179 P8 R (A A . TR R AEMIS2 B0 [ S I 2 fi
A b EARF R LR Satia&Lave,BI-POMDP Fl AEMSL %583k jr bl % 2 shi e ¢y AEMS2 53501 525
gh

TE 45 58 AH 7] I 7 S BRI I 8] b 5 o AT 38 HHOP SR 7T SR A T A6 JE M () IR 3T 43 380 1) S s 1) S99 22 97
[ 35 34 55w T AEMS2 55925 (K0 40 I 1130, Sl /e SR FVRS_5_7 Jr) FRUINE, HHOP S35k (1) 0132 3 1 [R13Rk 24.46 B T
AEMS?2 Sk i) W B P HIldR 23.13.4 AN B M FE e 19 50E 0 BT AEMS2 SVERI HHOP Sk (i ik se 34t 1
TEAN M 35 3 6 8 B B AT 2% & 08 % SR s L AEMS2 T390 (# 18 J% S s T e it 74 S se e
k4.

F 2 IEF T SARSOP S ) Sz B6 45 5L, Horh Hallway 2881 FVRS 25 i) 81 i 45 Bk [ T 3R AT R SEB - 65,
HoAthgh R A SCHR 5] i b T LR I, HHOP Syl B 56 4 ) 5 SR AR VP 2 ) BN HHOP .32 L 77 2 /b
2 PRI A R K ] R AR 2D (30 Ko B 7], 0 0] LA 31 5 SARSOP B0 AH 48 5 (1 S 30 AT 41, B AR I A7 AE
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oA e 28 4 R 7352528 {10 SARSOP J2: 34 i f i 24 ) POMDP 85 2 il 302 — 3 L JRATTX A SARSOP
AR5 AE N RN SR AT B
Table 2 Different algorithms’ performance comparison on several standard benchmark problems

R 2 AFSERAE 2 A HE )L TR RE L AR

Method Reward 7(s)  Offlinetime(s) EBR (%) LBI Belief nodes  Nodes reused (%)
Hallway
AEMS2 0.50+0.01 0.20 0.02 18.3+0.2 0.08+0.01 1651+15 11.940.2
HHOP 0.52+0.01 0.20 0.02 29.0+0.2 0.14+0.01 3110+24 20.0+0.2
SARSOP 0.52+0.01 0.00 1.05 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
Hallway2
AEMS2 0.33+0.01 0.20 0.03 14.8+0.1 0.06+0.01 1198+14 20.1+0.3
HHOP 0.36+0.01 0.20 0.03 17.0+0.1 0.08+0.01 1718420 27.240.3
SARSOP 0.35+0.01 0.00 1.16 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
Tag
AEMS2 -6.14+0.14 0.10 0.12 81.2+0.3 13.3740.05 90 931+149 56.2+0.2
HHOP —6.04+0.14 0.10 0.12 85.9+0.3 14.474+0.05 119 1164158 67.8+0.2
SARSOPP! —6.03+0.12 0.00 16.50 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
RS 7 8
AEMS2 21.11+0.29 0.10 0.51 59.7+0.2 5.574+0.03 4 068+17 43.2+0.3
HHOP 21.45+0.30 0.10 0.51 63.1+0.2 5.92+0.04 5833+20 51.1+0.4
pomcpPl®  20.71+0.21 1.00 n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v.
SARSOPP®!  21.39+0.01 0.00 810.00 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
RS 10 10
AEMS2 20.9040.28 1.00 2.82 58.6+0.1 5.65+0.03 6 925451 43.7£0.2
HHOP 21.35+0.34 1.00 2.82 63.4+0.2 5.92+0.03 8 832458 50.2+0.2
SARSOPP®!  21.47+0.11 0.00 1589.00 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
RS 11 11
AEMS2 21.294+0.29 1.00 7.97 43.1+0.1 5.38+0.03 6 084+41 37.210.2
HHOP 21.4940.32 1.00 7.97 47.240.1 5.57+0.03 7 734143 45.6+0.2
POMCP™  20.01+0.23 1.00 n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v. n.v.
SARSOPP®!  21.56+0.11 0.00 1.369.00 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
FVRS_5_5
AEMS2 21.33+0.34 0.20 0.02 34.1+0.2 3.27+0.03 14 308+476 4.1+0.1
HHOP 22.56+0.33 0.20 0.02 36.2+0.2 3.48+0.03 18 190+512 4.5+0.1
SARSOP 23.20+0.33 0.00 508.40 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
FVRS_5_7
AEMS2 23.1340.33 0.20 0.12 15.2+0.3 2.88+0.06 2 657459 2.610.1
HHOP 24.4610.34 0.20 0.12 16.4+0.3 3.11+0.06 4217164 3.8+0.1
SARSOP 29.48+0.34 0.00 1029.38 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
AUV Navigation
AEMS2 1047.2948.41 10.00 16.02 90.8+0.1 1818.95+4.38 171 910+386 74.440.2
HHOP 1059.2248.49  10.00 16.02 92.2+0.1 1867.45+4.45 195 692+393 78.440.2
SARSOPP®!  1019.80+9.70  0.00 409.00 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.

¥E:n.a.=not applicable, n.v.=not available.

T340, SCHR[12] HF A 5% 4 T A 22 1 52 R B K (partially observable Monte-Carlo planning, & # POMCP)
SVETE RS 28 i) B o ) — Se 45 AR P AR T 2% 2 1 .POMCP 2 KA KUK POMDP #1-% 15) f5 £ 59— 254 A &
AE SRR SRL N 2 K 25 v AT H TG V8 AV 550 I [ 38 2 AT 5343 38 1) SREmes 1) it >R, HHOP i #
#Eil T POMCP Hik.

33 ERILIREER

XL FRATA T HE— 20X HHOP S35 45 1) 50 1) ol Bl 2 B (LA PR A 40 AT X 22 4 HT X6 25 HHOP
Hk e AEMS2 S35 BE s B4R B 22 1) SE B AR 10 AS BE R FRATTYE 2 M E 3 H R Hy 76 HHOP SL IS AT h 5y
TE A 0L BT EE 1S 3/ HHOP S35 11 Search e B4 AT B3 — 1 %), F il S A X (13) 78 & Cy 1 CL 178
B 1y, I Ny N E, B AR S5 VR BRATUR & U R R H R Hy 20 5035 5R 1 bo &b i) B SO F g e
A& AR A T by M by PR TR XA G, AT E Search HE T IS0k
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b.=bg, 7=100s Fl1£=0.01.

% 3 W BRI 2 Search ph HUZE 4T £ 1008 I 1y, 1,Ny A1 N RIAEL L 85 3% T 97 R by 45 K 1) b Ab et 8 7
1 SRS RS by TR be A AE R BRSO R B A, 5 2 4758 2 41 0.02+0.04 T
0.02 £/RKIIEFE 100s W b W5 RV (b,) F9 B R it .

Table 3  Statistics about hybrid heuristics on benchmark problems
R3 AE A RTEAE &R )L e Hdl

Problem Iy Ny I Ny Problem Iy Ny I N

Hallway ~ 0.02+0.04 564  0.04+0.01 548 RS_11_11  4.53+002.71 9082  4.02+00.15 4569

Hallway2  0.01+0.04 494  0.04+0.00 410 | FVRS_55  1.09+001.30 5629 2.27+00.25 6121

Tag 5.84+5.41 48019 7.98+0.58 36511 | FVRS_57  1.82+001.55 515 2.95+00.19 441

RS_7.8  4.67+2.84 16252 3.89+0.43 10130 AUV 528.26+141.20 68 493  351.24+21.26 36 639

RS_10 10 7.65+2.42 9174  4.07+0.38 3587 | Navigation

M 3 P BATT AT LA B, 78 P A DR K SEAE R Ny T B A N+NL 2 2 40 G, Hallway - [ A7
Ny=564>N,=548,1X i ] Hy 7E be Ak e B _F T S S50t i MO i T T LR A7 € 1t — 2D 5 1y 4Ll K
Ny IO AR K — 05K B T4 e by i K10 be AR RAK 1 72V (b)) IO98 /> H i 1 1 {8 5 2656 HbAK 6T b Ab d
AR SV (b,) A S B AR Dol s, 0 3 DK 2 A ) R 35, 47 J€ b SR AV (b, ) R ESCE(E 2 K T4 & by ik
IV (b,) FBSCREAR . T I A B0 AT A B A W R R R R R R EAE HHOP SRz Hy
A b Ab S e B _E R ) S0t i R AR DR MR I, S e ik HU A R R S Bd JR A I 5 0 R AL
Hy 383 2 7E LI SR 4 S0 A AT SR 75 & AT R AT A AL RV (b,) SR B St X A R A
91, 55 s T VR 22 DR IR 23 St T e AT TR I SR 1) ST 2 AT 1 R A /N T2V (b, ) T BT 48, 1X 0 HHOP 473k
EE A A 2 R 5002 S v R 3 T SR N RO RS

B AR A 2.2 e 2% A 07 SOF AN 2 2 B PR BT Bk e DR PR S AT A R 1T SR e XA
BRER N EE T 1 K XA 28 pR B0 ) n DAASUA 2 — S 2R B S0 R AL AT T 2k 77 A i) 2 5 07 75, B
fi] 5L 7V Ak by A by REVRHLIEFE T — DR R T S AL FRAT A, IX S A 5 T VAR SR A LI )
FELIN U Ay e 200, T A Ak B H A e A i) R0 sgf 3 € — 2 380 F 4 1 b HHOP 5925 vp A P PR 2% 5 D ¥ i A 03K 1)
T F) 5 P RE T B .

4 HERE

AT AT —ASF R 5 Ja e A 2R o0 B, SO R I B AT R fE 4. POMDP. LRI SVE AEIX AN 2 1k
KRG R FRAT B v T AN T R DU B8 O S R R A R e K SRR R ] T I T i
B BARLF A« AH PR A5 SR AT 258 At it 17— 78 70 A AT S 0 1 B B B SRR S
TTE AR 1 560 BT IOAE SRR 5L HHOP FILA IR 2k 5 B L R VL6 AT T R 8 EL AL AR R A
ML FN G Hi ot HHOP S K i APk HEAT TR A IR AE AR R AR b BATRER 2 A B i 24 1) 2%
I8 A AR o £, DA 2D 3R m AT A 2 LR SR I T R

BOSH AR TRAT ARSI TAR S5 7 3 B MUE UK 2 R 7 K24 1) Michael L. Littman 2082 B B 37 K2
1) David Hsu @ &% . - Py SEAMG I K24 1) Stephane Ross 18 1 LA IsF 1R BIE 1) S B ] 24 4 7R Ik i
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