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Evaluation of Technical Sense for Engineering using Reinforcement Learning
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Abstract

In recent years, many researches on reinforcement learning have been conducted in the development
of robot motion control, and excellent results have been achieved in practical applications, such as
industrial robots and autonomous mobile robots. Here, the ability of engineers to optimize is important
for effective reinforcement learning. This ability is not only to consider the algorithm, but also to be
able to set appropriate parameters and perform trial-and-error.[!l  This ability is essential for the
efficient solution of tasks and has a big effect on learning efficiency and final results on performance.
However, this skill has been conceived through skill check tests and portfolios, which tend to be biased
to confirming past results and knowledge. Therefore, it was difficult to directly measure adaptive skills
such as intuition and the ability to identify important points in practice. In particular, reinforcement
learning deals with multidimensional and complex parameter spaces. Therefore, the experience and
knowledge of the engineer have a big effect on the results, but there is no standard indicator to
quantitatively assess these skills. In this study, we use the design process of reinforcement learning
to analyse how engineers approach and optimise problems. In this way, we suggest a new method for

objectively evaluating the skills of engineers.
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1. FiR
1.1. HEE=R

T, B Ry b TZEOREFICBWTHIEYE (Reinforcement Learning, RL) (XN =R % LiFCH
D, BEBHEIT Ry M Fo— 2 ofEflEL Y, 2T hk 2 I0HMED T 5. L EIE, =—
VY b EMINDBEY AT ADEERE  OMBER T E U TRERITENG R (TEIOE V7)) &1
BT 2FETH D, RAOBURE FCHEMITEIZ IS T 2 Z P ARETDH D, RIFICE D 7 TR H)
ERIZFERT 2 2 e TE 2. Lo L, @b o AL T 2 72D120%, 7v3 VU XL DEER
TR, B8Ry POEMLZ & DT X — X PWMIERET, FE R, FTRR Y, 2 DT X=X EFETNC
RETDREDNDD. T HD T X — ZFRIFEAE OAITEECHRITE T 2720, Z0o#EE T o+ 13
BRI PR O RICKEREEL 52 5.

Rz, s(bEE DEHI BV TIE, Z2RITHDIFRIB 28T X — R 222 5 B D D | Fili# DF
B B E B EE 2 RS BN IEITRRR 2R D B UM SRR R R =22 B TH, 20
70t 23T E OFERRCHEIRIKTE T 270, ERANCFHET 2 Z & 13 M TH L v, 1R D X FLET
MTFETIE, AFALF 29 7T A PRR— M7+ VA DX BIERMBAHEHEELTEB D, JERPEE
DFEEERT 2DDODBERTH S, L L, EBETRD 542 Tl MEAREE S e E R 72 W, &
TR BERPHEICFET DRI e w22 F L%, OO DFETIEMICHHET 2 2 2 ZRHETH 3.

X BHITEEDOHE T, BILFEE D7 3 —< VAT VTV AL ZDHD LD B, FffiEic k54
R=2%F X — R DOFBPBERFIRIFT 285605 5 Z e pEfich v s B Zhug, BifiEozx x
UHERLEE O X7 A 2RO R#EIL 7B RICB W THEHERFE R L T0WE I 2R LTWS. L
DL, 2D KD RAF N ERINTEHE T 2 EHER RIS T HETFE IR SN TBE 6 3, Fifi &
BENA LT — A 2IRD T 5 —< Y AFRGELD 2D DIERRIIR T 4 — RN IBLREL TV S D0EH
KTh3.

1.2. WHEXBW

ARFZED HANZ, 0 OEHEEZ FH U TERE O X 3 L2 al b U, FEANZFHE 5 28 L v
FEEERT S TH L. 0RO R X IVFHIL, #@EDFEEPLHFOMER IR > TH D, EHITBWT
BHE R ER SRR AE ) 2 IEREICHIE § 2 Z L BN TH - 72

Z TR TR, HifiE i (LB OFRHERRICBVWTED K512 85 X — 2 2iE L, 7%
EHRADEGHL, BiED T A—ZFRD 2] 2 TEAL ¥ MREREEED) 2EBINCTHES 2F
EERRET 5. Zhuc kb, (b OGN BT 2 HiifiE ORE1 2 BEINCEFE L, A ¥ m LDz
DIRRIIR 7 4 — RNy 7 ZA[RE T2 Z e ZHIET.



2. B
2.1. BFBOERER
it E (Reinforcement Learning, RL) &, K 1 1IR3, =—Y = > b (BEY AT L) DEECHE
HAEH L7226, TR Z BER TRERITHZFE T MM FEE O — 0 HTH 2. = —Y = ¥ NI AT
BOMRE LTIRED S (X723 _FAT 1) Z23FWD, 20HMz RIS 2 L5458 (YA
RATET 5 2 OUNIEE) 238 T 5. 7. B 2 CHRILFBITEY 5 RE, 179, BWOBEERT.
DB, HiH 0 Bl O XS ICERS VR HERNCE 2 2D TIIR L, T—Y = > 2B
PO/ROND T 4 — PNy 7% d L ICREATHIE 2G5 2 AR TH D, Ry Ml s — 2
AL BREG [ REL2 Y, ST ERPHTICHEA TS,

(- 75K (Policy) a5 v/L3 759&;""&':‘@*5(MDP)\
REEICIE U T1TEh 2 53EIR R 1TENIC & > TRDIREEN

SBEEHZHTED FEGEDIEY ﬁi_”t%“l*“fcﬁ!’ﬂ@}
{Eb\ﬁibigm%ﬁ-—B T—HYEEDD

72— ﬁibo)ﬁ%b“fz
178 iy ‘ HWES5 2 2 /’

o

1: =—Y = b EREE OHBEH

@

2: BB BT B IRKE, 178, WM D&

2.1.1 FEEREER
b RT3 FCEERHEER 1ITRT.
% 1. (b E o B

B3 BT
T—Y x> b (Agent) R MHAEERAL, (TEIZEIR L TEEZTO BEC AT 4
#5E  (Environment) I -V bOITENCH L CHIMNE 52 5> AT A
IREE (State) RIBOHEDRNZ R TIHR. == = PHEHIT 2
f78) (Action) IT—Y Y PRI U TITO 8. =—2 = > M3RRBIcHE D
WTATEI R IR T 5
WM (Reward) I—Y Y bPOITENCNT 2IRENLOD T 4 — RNy 7, T—Y =
>~ OfTE) R FEM S 5 RE
7i® (Policy) I—Y Y FDBFIREBICBWT EOITE 28R T 2 02 IRET B
. m(a|s) TRIN, KEE s 1B 2178 a OFRELRE RS
ffifEREI% (Value Function) | € DIREE F 721 3RAEATEIR 71205 2 BFEM 2 i O HARHE. IR
REMMEREEL V (s) RATEMHEERIEL Q(s,a) FOFEDI D 2




2.1.2 FHFEK

F2TRTEHED BRI, FIRHRN—RLMEN—2D 2 2O¥FFE U Y, HE—
ADHFE TR, ==Y = ¥ MAKELRTTR 7(als) 58T 5. BRI, 7R WAL (Policy Gradient
Methods) Pl D 71 3) X A%, BIRE s BV TRERITEH a 28N T 2MRE2¥ET 2. %
7o MER— 2 D¥E TR, T—Y = ¥ MNIFIRE s FITIREATEIRT s, a 10T B1fifE (Q ) %
2B L, ZOfMifEZ T U CRERITEN 28RS 5. RFEMZ 7 L) X202 Q %% (Q-learning) 10 %
SARSA 233 % .

* 2 BLEE 7T Y X LD

FEFE 7L X LS
AR —2Z | REINFORCE, PPO
i~ — 2 Q %%, SARSA

2.2. EEFBOERER
2.2.1 TILIATREEE
<La 7HEEE (MDP: Markov Decision Process) 8 1%, = —3 = ¥ M AIRHERLBIEOH T, 178)
2R L TR AT 2MEZET T 20D 7L —L V=0 TH5. Iz MR
MEER L2 T2 E R L, il 2152 2 e THIEZEN T 2MEL2ERT 27D DHHHATDH
D ,MDP &, FriTIREEER 3~ L a2 71 (Markov Property) ZHFOBRBEICBWTHHIN 5.
~NaATWEE, HEIERD 1 RT v THIOEBDAIEHE L2 THERINCENLT 2HETH L. D
¥D, AT LDBEDIRENEZ oMzt &, FEROREDOMERIMITBERONREDZE 22T, Bl
EDREDOAIHKIFT 2 EEKRLTWS. ZheaBRTRTe, X (1) »Eoh 3.

P(Si4115¢, 811, -..,50) = P(Si+1]5¢) (1)

COMHEEFOREERET LELATET LS, v ba 7ETIUICE DWW TERI NS IKEE
BRORINI~La 78 (Markov Process) F7z13~/La 7i#§H (Markov Chain) ¥ FEHXN 3.



2.2.2 RNILTVHER

~oLe RN, BIETEE P 0 T TICEE LR R RE T 5 X B FIZR 2 FEEH VS
ZETRBEELY KIEICHES L, IREEMEEIZL (State Value Function) & fTEIMI{ERI% (Action Value
Function) ZFIRINCEAT2HATH 2, ZOHERXZHVWE Z 8 T, Rl AE o ZRKD272DHDD
HEBIE 2R T 2 2 e TE 5.

IREEMERIER V™ (s) 1X, == = ¥ FOVMKREE s ICBWTHEK m IiE->TITE LKt - 2iffoh b
IR ORI TH 2. 22 BHIFINICRET 22, X (2) o~y HEAMGE NS, 2o, BifE
DIRFEMEDS, BIREERIN R(s,a) &, ROREDMME V7 (s') OHIGHE v OEFFE LTRSINEZ 2 E
U SERAR

UW(S) = Zﬂ(a]s)p(s’]s,a) {T<Sﬂ a, Sl) + VUW(S,)} (2)

a,s’

s BITEDIRRE
a . BEDITE)

s’ L RDINGE

R(s,a) : HIMBIEL

yrIEBIR O0<y<D

2.2.3 EVTAHILOE

By FHhAmEl vk S U ARRT (a2l —>ay) EEHANTS 2 LT, BHFHERHER Y
HeHET 2BEHETFED 2O TH 2. BV T HAOEICE D S MLFEE T, BENTZ—Y 2 b
MEBDOIEYY — REREERL, 205 OERED & IRBEMIERIEL V (s) F 7213 TENMHERIEL Q(s,a) ZHEE
T5.

ZOHEESFIE TBERFETE (sample mean) | 1IZFEDWTE D, FIEDHE 2 213 CHEEEDFEE M)
L5279, v a7 REBED X 512, IREDOERER P(s|s,a) LHMMBEAEL R(s,a) ZHHRLTD
THATRETH 3. 7, £R3ITRTED, BV T ANLOEE, 50X ARBTE2E L CMEREREHE ST 2
7o, BEDET NV EHE L BT BRI EZITO B TE 5.

£ 3. BT HAOEDRH

Y A
IYRLRT | RO VX LIRS T T, IR R T R
BICEEE | el 2 513 2 HEE O RS -

BURE 7 AAE | BURO BRHR WMBIRCE K1 5 7 < T & B ATAE




2.2.4 TD3%

TD # (Temporal Difference, FEfEIz547) M1, i L8 2B 1T 2 MERK O EHTFED—>OTH D,
Er7hruaik (Monte Carlo) & EIHUEHERE (Dynamic Programming) OHEMZ 7 7o —F ¥ LT
BT 5N 5. TD R, BEOTRERETABIDPLRVGETD, EEORER (> 7)) »oEl
TELREZROLD, HEMRO L5 ICMPEZ 20000 R VWERETHHILAEZEHT 2 Z e
TZ5%. TDETIE, R 3) WWRTHEHZ A COREEMIEREZ EHd 5.

V(sy) < V(st) +a(re+9V(ser1) — V(st)) (3)
o a ! ¥HHE (Learning rate, 0 < a < 1)

v - #5% (Discount factor, 0 <y < 1)

oy IRX ¢ TS & 7= He

V(sy) : BITEDIREE s, 1T31F 2 IRAEMfEREEL

V(St—l—l) . ZK@H(?.E St+1 &CEU%%F’EW@E@%

ok, HREDIREMIE V(s,) %, ERE SN2 v, & ROIKEEDME V (siy1) & FHWIHE
EMETHIET 2] EWOIEZHFITHSL.

F72, RAIRTED TD KX, TV 7 ANV REL HE L T, &R 7 v T TERNFEE 2T 729D, 4
VIAVERBICHELTWAE L WIREDND 5.

# 4: TD IEDORHH

ESTE B
P TNR—2R KB (> T) ho¥ET 5
EFILAE REDOTEERET VPR
N R N BRT v T TERINHEE 21T S
NATZALTWD L — A7 | Y7 Hraike BEHEEO PR R R 2o




2.2.5 Q%¥H

351[:%@0)5{21&5’]7&?@73&@%2 L C, lifEN— 2 DRI FEZEFIETH S Q FE (Q-learning)
O ZfgEi3 5. Q¥H L TID EOMMAEFAL, REL THOMAGEDE I T 2fiHEEET 5
T, R TREENT 2. B E BT —Y 2 v MORE L O BEAER 28 U TR R TEI
RKeFBT2-DOREMNLFIETHD, TOFIETE, IR s ITBWTTE o Z & o7t ZOfffEEZR

SATENMEMERIRL Q(s,a) ZFHE L, 3

BRINCHEHS 2 Z e Thaili TREKRD 5.

QFHETIE, X (4) DEHREZHNT QEZEET .

Q(s¢,ae) < Qs ar) + o | R(se, ar) + 7 max Q(st+1,a") — Q(s1, ar) (4)

SPAREONIN

Bl ¢ 12 BT 217E)

o R(syaz) @ Rl t T O

ol FER (0 <

v G (0 <

o maxy Q(sei1,

a<1l)

y<1)

a') P RDIRFE 5,1 TOHWAQIH

COHEHA, BHED Q HZ, B/ /37 & [RDREKR Q HOM 2 g L TS, EHry 5.

QFBIIUTOFIETED HND
1. QEOFA: TXTD Q(s,a) &

ATEIDFER: BIEDINE s 1Tk

A7 fE (B1:0) ICRRET 5.

3T e-greedy 72 82 FWTITE) o 238IRT 5.

2
3. BRI OMEAER: 178 a ZFATL, WM R(s,a) ZEBIL, HTLWIREE & 0BT 5.
4. QEDFEH: FHUHKSWT Q(s,a) ZEIET 3.

5 IEY — FERTEBEZRZLTORWES2ICRS.

. T ST DRERR:

e -greedy 1% 12 13, s 22BN B1T 2R (exploration) LB (exploitation) DT v 2 ZHS
7DD Y TNVTHRNLTFETH 2. ZOT7LTY ALEF, T—Y = ¥ FORECITE 2 38T 2B,
RN B2 TEIR, 7 Y XL BATHIZBEIRT 2 2 e ZHWNE L TWS. R5D X DT VR LIRITH)
(FRR) L KB O17E) (THH) ZELEZ AW TITE 2 38IR5 2.

# 5 € -greedy IEDFHH

1

B

=% (Explo

ration) TR

€ T VR LRITHZER

iEH (Exploitation) | ¥

1 —e THED Q 7— 7N - R BOITH & R

il : e = 0.01 DHBE

TN 238 IRT 2.

, 1% OHERTZ VX LIATENEEDS, 99% DIER TS E TO¥XE TRIRED



2.3. FEREFBICOWT

@R L% (Deep Reinforcement Learning, DRL) 131 1&, (L2238 oMHAIC =2 —F L% v b
T — 8 MiEHAEGDERLT7 ATV XL TH Y, FHITRER THEMER IR ZE R 1 TEN 24 BT 2 [HE
RS B DI HINS. JEROBILZEE 7 LY XATH S Q2EE 2 SARSA 2 213,Q EoHEH
WRAER T — 7 NDY A XHWRKIZIZD , LEDPIFNRANTIZ o TLE S, 2 L, GREER(LEE T
X, =a—I 2y b V=22 H0 QESLTRBEREZEM ST 2 FEC KD, KEBREEZRS 2 e
TE5. TR Ko TIERDE(LFE & R THEEREI KR E L.

2.3.1 BLFBORER

HILFEHDONREN R T LT AL TH 2 QFETIE, REBITHORT T I QEEZENT 27 —7
NV TERZITS . 207D ,Q FEIFIREBIEMDIKR X Ro 756, KB ATE DR 7 EDFEEIIC
HINg 2729, 77— 7MW K BN RIBEE 2 D R ZEITREEIC I DEEPREE L 72 5.

B, IRARZEE 2B T H 255, QEHZINT 2 7 — 7LD 4 X2 MRIGEWEE LRl
ROV, ZOMEZ RS 2720, RERLFEE Z=a -y bV =22 HWT QK ZLLIL,
IRBEZEE D KICHHE N LoD, IRINEE R D 5.

232 Za-JlxybT—=7

—a2—7%v bV —2 (NN: Neural Network) &, N[ DIKD MR ZHH L 72T L TH
D, B R E S (Deep Learning) DRBE R AFMD—D2OTHS. =2 —IF3xv bV —T7D
BEABMNTHE=2—vF, X (5) ko BElTtREh 3.

y=1f (i witi + b) ()
v BAT) o
w; [ FEA BRI A—K)
bi3NA TR (FEEARFA—X)
() EIEMEALRE%L (Activation Function)

e ylI=a—m ol

ZDETNME, ASIE (Input Layer) , BE#UE (Hidden Layer) , /18 (Output Layer) ® 3 DD/JE
PHWRENS. M3, YTV IE=a—F 0ty P77 DEARZRT.

3 —a—Il2xy bU—7OEKAK



2.3.3 JEMLEAEK

TEHEALRI% (Activation Function) M 1%, A1 ORERE S % IR A 2 %E 2>, =a—F5 1
v bV =27 OB TIHEECREEE VWS Z 8T, ETANEMREBERATE2 X515, —a—
Igy b7 —27 ORFMZIFEMLREE Y LT, > 274 FEEIOIRLUM v 7 F < w7 2B 17 A3
H5.

1. > 7€ A FEEE (Sigmoid Function) :

C R ©)
2. ReLU (Rectified Linear Unit) :
f(z) = max(0, z) (7)
3. V7 b~ 7 2B (Softmax Function) :
@) = (8)
Zj e

2.3.4 EKEHK

ARBEIE (Loss Function) U181 243, #REEE £ 703 N2 & A TV 5 0 2 BUEHNCFHE 3
BIETH D, ETNVDEFIZBVWTHR/MET 2 BREBD—DTH 2. HREBDEL/ NS WIZY, E
FLOTHREELE VW 5 2 5. REMRBREBUII P 5% (Mean Squared Error: MSE) [19)
frBuATy bub—{% (Cross-Entropy Loss) P 23% b, X (9) , R (10) oBEEHWTRAEZ R
"5,

¥ T aRRRE

N
1 2
MSE = N Zl(yi ) (9)
Zu2Ty ko b—4EE
N C
Cross-Entropy = — Z Z Yiclog Ui c (10)
i=1 c=1



2.3.5 FBRESGERE

FERIETE (Backpropagation, BP) B Y3, =2 —F L% v b7 —2Z D2EFIZHEWT, A D
ABLZRRANCEHEL, Ay PV DEAZEHNTLIFETH L. TOFHERLEID, =2—-F1 v b
= BANT = REERI NNV E2HIHEYREAZFE L, THEEZA X222 TE5. %
7z, ZOFEKIX, AR (Forward Propagation) & ¥k (Backward Propagation) @2 DDA T v 7
MOHKS.

73, BERHTE, Ao ETORMEZITV, HEREZ KD 5. ZEOH L, #ioEOH ) £ EHA
W, N 72 b ZHWT K (11) LS ICERESNS.

z=Wa+b (11)

IETECRE% f ZEMA L, XROBEDO AT o 215%.

a = f(2) (12)

EOMIIETTHIE § 2R, BRI L 25tH T 5.
R, B TIX, 1BR L OARLERITE L, AL AL 7 AZEHT L. FEORE § 1 X (13) D &
ITRDHND.

oL
=) (13)

COEERME L, AR FEICEOSWTEA W XL 7R b ZEHT 5.

d

oL
=W — pe——t 14
W= W —nor (14)
oL
= b — == 1
b:=b U (15)

ZIZTn I 3EERTHY, WUNGHEST 2 2 e THEEHORE L HENELT 5. %72, Tt x 2D
BRI ZET, 2=y V=23 ErR/MEL, & D IEMRTHIAATREE 2 5.

236 Za—JIlRxybrT7—-UTOEE
—a—I03y bV —21%, BREE (Loss Function) ZH/IME$ 2 K 512¥E T 5.
YEIILULTOFIETITbNS.
1. E{=#% (Forward Propagation) : - AJjZ4xy b —2@L, O ZFET 5.
2. mADFHE - HREABZHOWTHIOREZKRD 5.
3. MEWEHE (Backpropagation) : - MR & =2 — 0 VICHlo CTEREL, EA w ZHEHT 3.
4. fi#{t (Optimization) : - AFCKE MEZHWTEAZERT 5.

10



2.3.7 DQN

DQN (Deep Q-Network) 2212, Q¥ B2 =2 —F 1% v 7 —2 LHAE DR EMER—ZD 7L
TVRXLTHY Q=2 -1y Y= TEMT2 22D QFEOMEZRRT 2. BIR
FNZIE,Q EDOHEESRE LTIHRE=2— 7 vy bV —2%2FHT 5. QBEDELLNE KX (16) DX 51
rRINs.

Q@(Saa’) ~ Q*(S,Cb) (16)
TIZTHE=2—FLEY FT—T DRI A—XTHD QEDEMELITS. £/-,Q %y bV —2DHE

HE, ROBRBEERIMET 5 2 212 5T, 3 (17) Ok 5 IcESh 5,

L(6) =E

2
<7“t +Yy H{I?}XQ(?'(SHA,G,) - QG(St;at)> ] (17)

TITCH BER—=T Y bRy bPT =T DRIA=RTHH Qp BX—7 v+ QIEZEKT.DQN T,
=7y b2y V=02 EMNICERT ST, FEHOLENZM L5, £72, B8V 1L A4
(Experience Replay) #ffH L C, EDRERE 7 > X220 TV 7L, B FHTS 2T, H
BDDH 2T —RIIHTEANAL TR ES.

2.4. PPO7ZIdUZXL

PPO (Proximal Policy Optimization) 23 &, #{L#E 2B 3 TRFEELD DD 71T Y X LT
» D, TRPO (Trust Region Policy Optimization) 7L 3V XL DEMRE L TRE XN/ PPO X, &
EME R 2 A LR 57012, TROEHZHIFIMN ZTTS 28T, REREHEZBIT OO, KR
FRZREOF 222 BT AHTE, ARAMEZEIC L7 L3V X 40ME L PPO OFfHEICD
WCIRFT 5.

2.4.1 FREEEDER

LB BT 2 77K ARE (Policy Gradient Methods) &, 715K mp(als) 2287 X —& § TRBIL,
SRR E R T2 2 2HNE LTV, ARAEETE, HROAATX—2 0% R (18) &5
WHEHT 27000 %HT 5.

VoJ(0) = Er, [Vglogmg(als) - Q" (s,a)] (18)

= 2T, J () EHIBRHRINC, Q™ (s, o) VEHRAE s L1780 0 \oh 2 1TBNHERSRCC B 3 . AV log mg(als)
DB T Q™ (5, 0) 122 DIFBIZE - 7= & X OWMOMEHEE R L, 2 (18) 1%, 17 19 D55
X — RETHT 37D E R AR HES 2 HETH 5.

11



2.4.2 TRPO 7ZJL3dYV XLICDWT

TRPO (Trust Region Policy Optimization) 24 1%, THROEF N R EXTE 2 Z L 2Fi <7212, S
BT 282 T2 7 T XL THSB.TRPO T, FROEHEEHIBT 272012, K (19) D
HlFy 2 EAT 5.

Z T TC,mp,,,(als) Ciﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁ%f“,we(ah) Gifﬁf@ﬁ%“@?}éé. S IIFARSNL2EHED LIRZED 2
NANR=NRGX=RTHY, ZOHIFNT X o THROAMBZENZH S Z e TES. ZHIZ LD, TRPO
BEMEDE L BELRTTROLEEZ S Z BTS2, TRPO IIFFIHRE AR FAEWE WS REDD 5.

2.4.3 PPO7ZILOdVXALDFEBARZE

PPO 712V X4, TRPO D2 ZfRL L, sIEOMRMEZED 5 72 DIRE X172 PPO X, &
(20) D XS RSTHREHZITS.

Lw):Edmm(nwpammxnw%1—@1+qAQ] (20)

ZZTr(0) 1% X (21) DLERTH 5.

mo(ag|st)
Toga (at|5t)
A REE s, TBUI 27 EAYF— VB TH D, MMOHEFIERRY. 207 FAY T — VB A,
&, BIED TR mg LMED TR 1, DEVEFHE L, TROEH D ERATOND XS ST TE 3.
PPO Ti&, FROEFEEHIRT 272012, LR r(0) 2 [1 —,1+e) TZVYEY L, ZOZ Vv
YR KT, IROEHHBRABNCE DL Z e k& B LI RET 5. 13, IROEBEEZFFET
LHEIFAERET DNANR—NRT A=K TH 5.

""t(g) = (21)

2.4.4 PPO OIS

PPO 1X,TRPO OEN-ZEMZHMF LoD, K WETEMENE L, BEDVPHETH 272D, % < DRt
(BFEOEMEICBWTEN 7 +—< Y A2 HET 3. £ 612 PPO £ TRPO @tl:ii%:ma‘.

# 6: TRPO & PPO D Li#g

151 TRPO | PPO
RECAIRS SR =
e =N fEAn
FHEOMEX | EHE | i
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3. REFZE
3.1. REFEOHE

INFETOEZL DMFETIE, BBILFEED 7 LTV XL )RT X=X FHELDFIRIC OV TIEEZ L Dk
IR SN TE D, FMERE D XS ITHEY)ZANRT X=X ERL, ZOZ2WHE L TV DL WVWS T
0t 22EH LEHRED V. F2, HffiiE DT X —X#IRD Tk 2 2 LRfTHROERICET %
TRA > MFERRES) ZEBIANCEHET 2 FRE, HICER I ATV RL.

Z 2T, AT, ML EE ORGHERRICER L, Ron/ VY — RO TRIRINCEBZITS 729
WRD SN LEMHE L > ADOFHBFELRET 5. K1, v Ry N OREBAICHET 585 X — XFHRICHE
HLU, B a7l z2@E U OBR LR Sa Ry T2 ZAR NS L SR 2 2ATE 2
BRIFENATIEED XS 7BV H 20 i L. 2K D, S FTERNICHHEiZ T2 2 DTER
o 7o LB B 2HEAME DA F N2 EBINTER L, Blliiz 87 X — XFFTDI2DD 7 4 — KNy
i N

3.2. BANGIREFE

HAE L7z 4 BBTaRY bOARTI X=X ZHALZ L ITERL TH 50, I, 8B O E KL-
Divergence DfEZ LB L 7. ZDKE, aRy b LEZZARENE LY ADDH 5 RE L, HKifiE & &
FIEN 2 EATZZ E DIRVANETIEE D X 5 BREBN 2 02 0 L.
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4. EHEARB

4.1. REREIE
4.1.1 RROEDHAH

ARFEERTIE, WLFEEEZHVEZORY F DT X —ZERICE T 258 £ > 2 25Hli$ 5720, K 4
WRTHHE L7z 4 BB TaRy P 2HWT, —E@REAICeRy b2 XD EIBEIxE2 2 2HK
CL-EERE L.

WERFICIX 412 B R Y PO L DT X=X IRT 4 BFTaRY FOFBERL R E87 X —
R DFIRZRIE L 7= WIEIRETOHEDODL, &I al— a VERCBINY 5 7 DB % i5i#E 1212
KL, Z2a7 DM EEHIELTHIBIORE LRI X—REBEIC, HEARSXA—ZE2RIRLTH 5o 7.
o7t A% 4 FEFEDIRL, G5 EID T X=X FERZ[ToTH B o,

BRI 7 LR S0 235 0D SRR % SEHHRIN, 1825 BE A KL-Divergence %8 U THffiE & L TO+ > A0
BRRD T DX ¥ AR A ¥ FIFERBEN 23 - MEf L7z, kB, R7TIWORTED, EBCSMLL
WiBRE AlZn Ry P T¥EZAFHE, $HE B,CD Zzhzha Ry b L% HHEETY, EEEL
TR ATO DA, HE EF 3TN0 OFMEMEHAZZ DRV AL L, At 6 ZOWERE T
KERZITo 7=

k3

HOWELO R ./

4: Bt L7z 4 @ fTaRy bOETIL

KT EBRIBMLUEREO—E

HERE HMDE

oAy FIT% (HE)
Ry b (CEA)
HHEETY (CE4)
e EaE T2 ()
HMEA R L (FBA)
HMEA R L (FBA)

licliviiel vl
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4.1.2 ORY FORBBEIEDNFRXA—%
K S IAERICBWTHBREINERT 20 Ry bOFLZ L DT X — X E2RT . HERE I, FIE O
NRIRXR=ZFFERFAT, 77 4V P LT, REINTZ0RY bDORIXA=RFIEIERL, ZDRNT XA =K%
W7z osg b8 O T@EREZBIEC/R L. ZAUTX D, #ERE X e Ry F 0¥ EOMMHA R L,
IDHLAETE 20Ky M EKGTT22DICEDEIRNRNTA—ZPEHYITHE2hEEZ 7B L
2. F 7, ma Ry RIS Z L DR WHEERENR ST X — R EEZ GEIRTE 2 X512, 89 X —&
DBEFRD HNTERE D ST 5 L5 TRL.
K WELTHLIRTA—X

WEREMNBERT BN X—4 BEIREX

fAfR D4 4 X 8.5cm X 8cm X lem ~ 15.5cm X 8cm X 3.0cm O 8 B
AR DE X (g) 56g ~ 166g D 11 P&

Il 1~4(7R) DR Z (cm) lem ~ 5em D 9 B

Il 1~4 (k%) DEZ (cm) lem ~ 5em D 9 B

I 1~4(F) DIEE (cm) 0.2cm ~ lem @ 5 EZRE

B 1~4(F) DEZ (cm) 0.4cm ~ 1.2cm O 5 B

B 1~4(F) DRIPEfE 1000N/m ~ 3000N/m @ 3 B

I 1~4(F) DRI 0.5 ~ 1.5 D 3 Bthk

4.1.3 RERIBIE

ARSEERTWX, b E D 7L X4 e LT Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) Z{#H L 7. H
AT, FER EF R DAL =T X —=RF, T 741 bOaRy hEFIVELEEREL, Y
HYIal— a2 iZld PyBullet W, B Ry O ESRE%E URDF PR TER L. 72,032
L—a VERBREEMYORWEHZMEE U, Ry b OBEIEEEICE S 289 X — X DERIFEE
5.2 20 %f Ml U7z, AREERD HANE, ERE 2EE S NBRETEYIRa Ry FOFLD T X —&%
BIRTE20%5liT2 22 THE. 20D, ML70EEICE T 2 HFNEIER TS, #i5E 23 H Bz o<
TA—REFHBTEZZRIEL L, ERREOMELR 9 ITRT. £74, K5 IZpybullet D> I 21—
>a VIREL, X 6 ICAREERTHERE DT X — ZE A L 7z GoogleForm % 7R .

# 9: FEERIRITE DMEL

= ¥

BbFEE 7LV X L PPO (Proximal Policy Optimization)
SIal—>avT>Yy | PyBullet

oRy hETILER URDF (Unified Robot Description Format)
e MY D 72 72 HE

VIFE S Z X — & il MV - HEDFIFZR L
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e

o [j> o [j>
rl o\ - (\

5: T—Y v b ERE OMHEA/EA
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6: EE T L7 GoogleForm

4.2, HBLIET—%
REBTIIPRE DT X —ZBIRDE > 2T 2720, LTFOF— RIZOWTHNR L.

4.2.1 FIGIREN

SR, T2 = v FARELSEI Y — R OO EEETH b, 2 FUIERE DR
L7z o X=X ToOrRy FOITHOHHERZRL TV,



E VRN, IR B WD ZER S, BRI Z B L Tnwad 2 2R L TWa. I, (RWVWFEY
WL, BRI E2 L T0 3720, IHPBOWDREE L TWS Z e ERL TV,

4.2.2 IEKREHK
BRI, = — Y = ¥ b O RCMIEEE O FHNIC B 2582 % R L, (b8 Tk 2 o8k E
RMET R8T, 2=V x>y bR D 2. REBTIEREREHAGDYE, R (22) D X5 ITE
FTB LT, OB TIE S ¥ XA RITHEITV, B 2REORERITON S L WM RAILT 2 X5
WIR X 7z,
EWIBEBEEIETAE D OFRNTETE S T, (KWELBERE, @D IGERSEYITHhE b %
RLTW5. 2070, HEEEIX D 5 X =X EUI»rE»E W T2 e TE 5.

Liotal = Lpolicy + c1Lvalue — CQLentropy- (22)

pohcy . ﬁ%*ﬁ%
Lyae : IREEMMfEEL

hd Lentropy ; TV ek

¢ : (MifEIERDEA

e cy: LV huV—iEIDEA

4.2.3 KL-Divergence

KL-Divergence i, 2 DDMERGME D AR ZHE T 246585 T,PPO 713 X AT, BHED KL
HETD TR DB D KL-Divergence Z &t 352 Z & T, RO EFHBEINATON T WA 2R 5. B
RICE, X (23) D& S ICEE I N 3.

KL-Divergence DfE2S 1 XD b RKREX WS FROEHPI ST T2 0]5EMD D D, FEH OLE D E
BRONDZEDVHD. e, 7T I7D0RFTRXA=ZEROFGHEZL ZTEZ TV % W2 Z e
TZ5%. 2D/ KL-Divergence I&, 287 X = ZEROGHDBEL W ZFHIT 2 Z e NPT 5.

o (@]5)

T
‘DKL(TFeoldHW@) = ESNWG old Zﬂeold CL‘ )IOg ((Z| ) (23)

17



5. SRhEfER

5.1.

WEREDNBIRL NS X—4

T, BEREDEIR LRI X =R @A L 4 BBfTrRy FOETADO—HZRT. £z, £ 10
, R 11 ICEBREDFIRL TR T A -2 D—H2RT.

BHRE OFIRFER D 5, HOR ST 287 X — X D%

4= =

179

fEE1H D, FHTHRDIIFR > DA

BETOWBRENFELZIToTVE. F/2, 4 BLTOMD AT X —XEFRTE 2 X5 ICEBZT- 72

e T OHIRE DI & T2 h2hiEz

4= =

ToBa 2 TColERIUREEZT 255D 2EED A

L2ELT, 2 TCOM%E ZNZNEL ZEEITT 2 HERE W) /.

1E1H

e I -

40 H

3EH

5EIH

7o WERE CHBEIRL eI X=X B L7z 4 BFITRAY POET L

K 10: BEREDFEIRL e85 X —& (1/2)

B2k AL (&) OKRSS Bk (&) OET | il 1,2(7F) ORT | Bl 1,2(8) ORS | i 3,4(7) ORT
1[HEE | 15.5cm X 8cm X 3.0cm 89g 3.5cm 3.5cm 2cm
2 [B[H 10.5cm X 8cm X 2cm 67g 4.5cm 4cm 2cm
3MH | 10.5cm X 8cm X 2cm 89g 4.5cm 4.5cm 2cm
4MHH | 10.5cm X 8cm X 2cm 56¢ 2.5cm 4.5cm 2.5cm
5MH | 10.5cm X 8cm X 2cm 89g 2.5cm 4.5cm 2.5cm
K 11: BEREDEIRL 7285 X —& (2/2)
il 1,2 OF&E (F) | B 1,2 0FF () | i 3,4 O (F) | M 3,4 OFF (§)
| W 3,4(8) ORT | pmmy g DEHEA DEELES DEHEA
1[E [ 2em IEE - 0.8cm WIITEAE 2000 N/m | 1% 0.4cm WITERE © 2000 N/m
& 1.0cm BEHEDRE 1 0.5 & 1 0.6cm BEHEDRE 1 0.5
5 [ H 1 5em EfE : 0.6cm MITEME © 1000 N/m | [E£E © 0.6cm MITEAE © 3000 N/m
' £ X :0.8cm FEIRORE [ 1.0 £ X :0.8cm PEIZORE 1 1.5
3 [EH 2em E{E : 0.8cm AIFPERE : 2000 N/m | 1% © 0.4om ATPERE - 2000 N/m
X 1.0cm BEEODRE 0.5 FEX 1 0.6cm BEEODRE 0.5
4 H 2.50m EfE - 0.8cm WTPERE 2000 N/m | 7% © 0.4cm ATPETE - 2000 N/m
' & 1 1.0cm B DRE 0.5 & 1 0.6cm BEHEDRE 1 0.5
5[ H 2.5cm EfE - 0.8cm WITPERE © 3000 N/m | % © 0.8cm FTFERE - 3000 N/m
' £X 1 1.0cm PEIZODRE 1 1.5 £X 1 1.0cm PEIZODRE 1 1.5
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5.2. WEREOFEER

DURICHBRE DEIR L 72 e Ry b DAL Z & DT X — &2 & 2 3980, 182558 KL-Divergence

DFEER L BEOFERREZRT.

5.2.1 FEIGIREN

8 IZHERE D 5 [ADFEIR T ONEITRM DR D —F 2R L, & 12 IZKHERE O HMM 0 BfE % R
T.X 8 5 HERE C X, 2 [MIH, 3 [BIH OB T O R KMEDED LTW\W3 Z LA
5. ZHUIHERE C DUEBRFE T D 8T X — X DHEERAIC, W) 87 X — R B BIRTERholzZ b %

RLTWAS.
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700

600 4
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<]
(=]

200 +

100 4

average remuneration - test subject C

—@— test subject C:

&~ test subject C:
—@- test subject C:
—4— test subject C:
—9— testsubjectC:

[V T S TR N

¢

T T
0.00 0.25

T
0.50

8: #RE C OFIFHMOHERS

* 12: T BHERE O VI 0 B

T T
0.75 100

BWERE

FIGERE D BiE

A

1210132.23

1485115.57

2573922.71

3320420.86

3795977.39

H O QW

3478294.79
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5.2.2 18K

9 IZHERE D 5 [ DR T ORI DEOHER DO —F 2R L, £ 13 I[ZKHERE DELEHOED
BHEERT. X9 262 EOBRLETHENMEMLTWE LA NS. ZHUX, FEBIGR L2720,
FSURLBATER L 5o/ Z R LTWVWA.

loss - test subject C

—@— test subjectC:
—éh— test subject C :
—l- test subjectC:
—4— test subject C:
—¥— testsubjectC:

10 4

(SR

value

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 14 1.6

9: BRE C DIRKBEBDEHOHERE

K 13: S ORI DHED B

EHRE | BREBOEORE
A 7297.38
9413.64
15674.04
53023.70
32181.58
31722.02

SlicliviEeliise
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5.2.3 KL-Divergence

10 WZHBRE D 5 [M D EER T D KL-Divergence DIHDHER D —fH|Z /R L, & 14 IZ&HERH D KL-
Divergence DED Rz 9. X 10 7 54EREF D 4 [01H 5 A1 H D KL-Divergence DIH K & £ 72 5T
W3 ZeDHARNG. ZHUX, FROEHHNAM T Z LMD H L2 e 2 RLTWVWS.

KL Divergence - test subject C

—@— test subjectC:

A— test subject C:
6 —i— test subject C:
—— test subjectC:
~W— test subject C :

[E e

T T T T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 16
Step le6

10: #%%% C ® KL-Divergence DH#EFS

7 14: Z#8E O KL-Divergence D 2 f&

B1#E&#%& | KL-Divergence D&
A 250.55

256.10

528.11

2559.80

4699.97

1053.47

liciiviielivs)
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6. ER

Ry FDOEFBRLD T X —GEIRICB T 2 EME DL Y R2FHli$ 270, v Ry b TERFATH
BE ABERL Y AN DIEMELIRNEL,BEY 5 AR X308 ETo 7. FiE Ly LTI
i, IBRBEIRL KL B A N—Y 2 Y 2D BBEEXHW-. K11 ,K 12 ,K 13 OF > Fa 2 F L 5 bk
FHABMWEOWRERO Z e DRI Nz, £, RE EF DL WFEZ R L TE D, 22 Ud®EM
Bz FATOWIR WD, L E OREHARE CTHME O Y A 2iHliT 2 Z e BN TELLEZLND.
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Euclidean distance

166 Dendrogram - csv_kl vs csv
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2.5

2.0

154

Euclidean distance
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A B Cc F E D
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12: F#H ¢ KL-Divergence D BfEEHIC K 27> Fa 7 4

Dendrogram - csv_loss vs csv_kl

50000 4

40000

30000

20000+

10000 ~

0 — [ ]

C A B D F E
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13: KL-Divergence & BB RAEEIC L 2T Fr s J A
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7. ¥

AIFFE T, BRI E OKGHERE, Frice Ry b OFNLZ & DT X — XHER D & Fi#E -+ > 2 OFHifi
FIEERRE L2, TR, 8RB KL-Divergence O ZFE{E % U THAT 217\, HiffiE € ¥ 205E0
CIRELZRARy b ITEEFZAFLHE L AEFTHIGEVREE R L, 200 DEMFEMiZZAZ Z L Dk
WIERE & BT 2 Z BT E . ZOMRD HEME £ > R 2 R, #5588 KL-Divergence ®
BREED S HME L EHEME 2 DT 2 Z A RETH 2 HERT I D TE T,
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