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&daa]E 1: regress V'’

g3

& 4! update V = HV’ (PBVI with admissible cost)

v’ {a?", ad™)}, {197}
foreach a € A and z€ Z do
(o, ad”) « (R(;,a),C(,a)), T® « @
foreach (a;,,a;.) €V’ do

input : output :

a7 (s) = NgesT(s,a,8)0(s", a,2)a;, (s")
aif(s) = XsesT(s,a,5)0(s", a, z) i . (s")
[&Z « [z (a” , a,z>
end
end

&312]% 2: update V = AV’

input : B, V'; |4

Ve

{7, ad")}, {T**} « regress(V")

foreach a € A do T* « (a;",al”™) ® B, yT* en
[ Ugeal™

foreach b € B do V « V U prune(b,T") end

output -

d

input : B, V'; output : V

Ve @ {(af,al”)}, {T%%} « regress(V")

foreach (b,d) € B do

foreach a € A do
foreach z € Z do

d, < X(d = C(b,a)) Pr(z|b,a)
Solve the LP (7) with V{a;,, ;.)€ T%* and
(b, d;), and get the solution w;

@’ e« LWy, @7 « X Wit
end
b,d), ~ b,d), .* ~a,
(ZE )a= +YZZEZ az’ac(‘ )azag +VZZEZ‘X?Z
end
e « y,e {(a’(b d).a a,(b,d),a>}
1 Ue

Solve the LP (7) with T®® and (b,d), and get w;.
Vevu{{a, a) e Tr®dw > o0}
end

&2]E 3: prune

input : b, T output : [

Feo

foreach (a,,a.) €T do
Solve the LP (5) and get the solution h
if h <0 then '« U {{a;,a.)} end

end

e 118]Z 5: Execution

4.2 Admissible costE °]-§% H-7%F 7}x] wH&E (PBVI)

E=RA Adste TAF €aElEe Fa3%F ofolhole
E 3T d 57 H&o] g HEE
HA AZE ¢t NS admissible cost, =
L EFH 2R 5 Sl 7 A H]%% ofu
ARITH3], ESF W, B AR t7HA] AR
tov*C(byar) =tal o5k, Azt

L(-w) o2 AHodE £ Qrh

admissible cost= diyq =

depr = ¢ (318" 71 2 B89 Hdigha w, g7
ARE R 8l8)9] Aol 1/y*1& FIF Frolrh. Admissible

coste= Th23t Zo] AAHCR AAE 4 9t

deyr = y:+1( -W) = W( — W1 — th(bt, at))
= ;(dt — C(bs,ap)). (6)
1714 27| admissible cost= dy = 62 2] H
StH Aol SEAH-HIEY A (bd) o] FoIAH, FHA
W52 th9] LPS o]&sto] Atk
b-Yiwia;c <d,
maxy, b - Y;wiag, | Yiw; =1, @)
w; =0 Vi,

input : b=by, d=2¢

while true do
Solve the LP (7) with (b, d)
Randomly choose the index i with probability w;

Perform a; corresponding to {@;,, a;.); Receive z
deapebs de2(d—C(ba)); bet(baz)

end
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X cost(rand,QCP)
—— reward (rand QCP) 1
0.1F 5 . cost (det, MILP)
reward (det, MILP)
0.05F t cost (rand PBVI) |4
reward (rand PBVI)

Cumulative reward/cost
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1 2 3 4 5 2] T 8 9 10
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g 9
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2 -151 \
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