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II. Methods
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2) Q-learning
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III. Result

¥ 1 & YgAels 53 459 reward matrix &
Ueldth ¥ 7z 24F ZF AARE 7He] reward =
BolEm, AW reward & 1, 4 reward & 0 ¢ A
g1 4 9tk

X 1. Reward matrix

Room | o | 4 2 | 3| 4| 5 6
No.
0 0 037 | 070 ] 00| 05 0.66 | 0.21
1 0.89 0 0.81 1011 0.61 | 0.76 0.29
2 0.87| 0.46 0 012 062 | 0.78 0.28
3 0.86| 045 | 0.81 0 0.64 | 0.79 | 0.26
4 0.84] 044 | 0.79 | 0.12 0 0.81 0.25
5 0.83] 042 | 0.78 | 0.11| 0.64 0 0.24
6 091 046 | 0.79 [0.09]| 0.53 | 0.75 0
I3 3 & epoch o WE HA AAF A28 A
el AHoltk. 20000 epoch o]FdE= HA A}
ZQ A 7Fo] saturation Ho] Xdo] FHI AL I F
Ak, 2d HAH3E I 9L HAE UM 8o =

0368

AP 5= ole AHe oF A= ogd dtk (o
e, 6 FF X-ray AA 1. AAAA, 3. A48 AAL
4. dAAH, 5. 2WAA, 20 FUFA] oW F
QAP 182 BoR, AHF ¢ME HAHS e
Bt 2843 188 & (FAARIZE 16 & + [HARE
Bt o)EA29.5 x 71/

o 3.19% Axkg AeFd 4= glrh

19.2 1

19.0 1

TotalTime
-
o
o]

o
«
o

18.4 1

18.2

0 20000 40000 60000 80000 100000
Epoch

29 3.Epoch ¥ & A 28 A7 (®)

IV. Discussion
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