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Gre#wE> Dynamic Programming— %@ @ 10 4¢

woa E=

§0. & L A I

4o X 512 dynamic programming (LI T8z DP L59) L3 Dif, #[EF RAND Cor-
poration @ R. Bellman 1+ DAIA L 2B/ T, 150 DP oW ToORIOHCLBEPN D B
D [1] 231952 FITH TV 206454 TH ¢ 5 & 10481272 5. 2], & LT Bellman &
ZOBPHNFITL - ThENTE 7BEiH L OISR B 7272 Ly B 5. 20 5 i3 Bell-
man 23Fv~7- DP izowTo 3ty [2], [3], [4] &¥#fBo RAND Report, #2113 [5],
DHIZSEXIRE LTRSS TV B3, A2 EiF726 400 B3 255, 2hd D,
DP oZ 27525k E « HH - L% - HlfZ ot 0RO T H I OHMAS B il iz F Hr o5l
NTCHEHEWRLTV 225, DP 2EFHLE LTREAL LTI —ISOREicE L L Bbh
BB, T OBROBREEZEREEL TH LWREBIE L AR T2 2 L8 shhildnd i
DiFTH 5. Bellman OFFE [4] B 0AMICIRIBDTH A4, UTRZoBYE D H
EZ Lo, DP o 10 £ ORRE O L S HROBROKF L 2, OR MR BICER
FPEEANOASDZ LU hBHET T, DP 2RoBEZOL V5T LOAT
SCHARRINGRL & LT Bellman [6], Bellman [7], Dreyfus [9] & &2 2 = & 2 HE0L
T <

§1. DP oFHE, ZzoREw

DP L i3I0 —20and T 5. LP DL ith 20 HBRARCHREIATHED
HENBD LV 723 DOTRZV. ZORMR—ERETDH 225, F7ED ORBEHF IR
BRLEZZBFTIDA 5.

DP nEsit, ZRIREBBOME 2 BHEKE T £ 3 - 2EEHER, & 5\ 137 OB L
T» AWHEMEBRRITIE® 2t (VDWW B invariant imbedding) = & T# 3. WH{LBIMAI IR
BERETHI LMD THRAL, BHA TS queuing theory TIIEHEA kR L LT
fEbns. Lolzhidfind, BROLZRALLILRT 2FPEL L > T30 T decision-mak-
ing oD T VB DTV, decision-making ICHI{ELRIRIAMEDR A DIZ RS <
1940 £ 1025 5. KEHRIFEE A Wald OF & 7% sequential analysis o2k

* BEEBEAY WMSTLI0716 028 FEHEHE6E2S
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i 1945 420 3. 1951 4FLHs & Bellman 132 B fRE I BT RR 2 BAT 5 = LI Hbk
#3tY, 20k 5 aEAE%% dynamic programming & &4 LY. HOFMEIOHRX DL L,
ZOHLVCRERE F O RRGTEROROTF AL EECET 23 0TH 5.

1955 4£4>5 Bellman (i S. Dreyfus ¢ HFE LT DP o EHIZEH2HBF L TR B
HRREB OPBELRREHEOREBIT 2L M0k 2 Lz Zh6EE 4]
<L

LSBT Y DP oBEMESESLE CREINTL 21020 T, FROBOLFAE
ARENE OB MBI 3T DP B0 % RS L 312k Y, T ZHKERS»SKE OR ¥4
E2oOMERETIE, DP (2RI L A5 23R S LTy 72y panel session i34 5470
FTCITR o T 5.

§2. VWAVALOROREORYE

(i) ZEBESBE

DP 3ZEBRERBEOMEEMR —20BN LA TH 245, @ TRATOSHRIEEAB OR
iz DP 2 X 95, &a(b)3~To DP DR ZBRIRBBOMETS 5, L1rE2
Ty, TR TOSERREAEOHNEL, DP 12k vy @RIETE 25 3 38815 5
V3 biFTiRAG. FIZY o TREOKRS S LEMS ) DP 2B HTT3HA3F 0T
5. (byicowTit, —HERNEBLEY 3 A~ WHEZ DP b2t %. RO LD
EEBR oL WHITH B

J égk (x) —»max{min}
i 2.1)

1$xk§{20}a(>0) ; 2:=20(k=1 -, n)

(E2RUTRBEREZRT. DB ORI )n MOEESH T, o 2HEEFEA (R
=1, n) OWBCRAIN2ESE, (@) i3z L ORB{BRM LELLLD. DL
[ OR DOHFITIZRE S V. EHIK g:(x) 218 concave & Bu~idHf convex @& & (X EMK
B2 BENTRR S B B 23, & DO B A ITIREITNL —RBIIRD ST, gu(@) =---=gx(x)
=g(x), 52 g(x) »ME—o DL A% 5> convex-concave (% 3\~ i concave-convex) BN
DLATEZBENERD S LERHTAL. L L2 1) 2R —D O, DP 0% 2
TROLICHEZONZZLBHLATHZ: 2 1) TOFRROEKMEEZ fo(a) &3 ITHILER
C ¥
fn(@) =max[ga(2) +fu-1(a—2)] (n=1,2,-; fo(a)=0)

AEIULT 506, ZhE filae) »E5BRROTDIFIELA L.
ThERL>TABEESCIE, DP 0Z 2 2K AN BECHIAT 2 2 LOZHSHO T2 5.

©
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Tibb @QBMETEBKUNEXSESRNFHITERE 2, OFREEH 21T a<z<b
REMHMENTS, HoTERIHELBHIZIT 2, OMBENEROHMETY R—ick2 3,
(@) ge(X) ITHEE I 237 & B (B2 EPEBEE - ITHIREEEK 2 &) Jv, F 4.

(2.1) D 2 B~ DHEEE :

n

Eg,(w,)——»max

n 2.2
Sogosa G=1,m @2
x;20 (7=1,--,n)

”n

gx (Tk, Yr) —max

k=1

}ljxkga, 20 (k=1 -, n) (2.3)
n

“;.'ykéb, ve20 (k=1 -, m)

BERTEOEPIER L BorE 2 oR VI FHEE AT, #2132 2) T m=2,by(x) =byx
by>0) L L, FIRORAEE falay, a:) &4 &
falay, az)
=max , [gn(Tn) +fn-1(a1—b1nn, G2—b:aTa)]  (1=1,2,--; folay, a2)=0) (2. 4)

051»5':'.”‘{7::;:
21558, THER DOITHHAAL Lagrange BEE 2T 2 L HHERESHSBERE D L
HHELENT VW3S, TaRLLEELAE 1ITOWWT

J Egj (.Z'j) —lgbuxj—»max

lg:lbul‘féaz, 2;20(j=1, -, n)
2fRE, TORE (T2, Ta(D) L LT
Ebu@ D =a

EHLTEITARBLT@HAI VI LICELR A COSHMFAL 2 2) L 2 HOKERLEL L
3 [4](10]. (2.2), 2.3) D & 3 hERfkssT& 2 OR oz, B2 EEZESHBEOFBHEDNH
#, Knapsack D%, Hitchcock-Koopmans D[ & Th 55 [4] iz onwT
F LA RS D 5.

ks [4: H8F4] CREEC D oBRMERSKRDO L I CRDERT V2. 2O00EK g &
h &t o convolution #

g®h (x) =max[g(y) h(x—y)]
0sysz
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,Lllexp {gx (%) }>max

7
;$k=d(>0) ; 2e20(k=1, -, n)

OFKEIE @ - Ret(a) 172 Ly~ convolution 23t LESIC
(a) ‘4t Lapace T 1zt L

max[e**g®h (x) ]=max[e*g(y) ]-max[e*h(w)],
x20 y20 w20
(b) KEAR: H(z) En;gg([e‘”h (®)] L& &
h(x) =min_e**H(z)]
z20
DRI DB 6, ZORKREOE: Laplace Bz L v #n 2 FEET 3 &
'@ Qe (a) =min[e’“ ﬁ max exp{—zx+gx(x) }]
z20 k=1 220

E7zd. ZTHNDORKEL S OMEER L) DHROFAMETH 2 L3 DTH 5.
Bellman @ DP Bigtomiizid

fx) =0s§1§§£g W) +h(x—y) +f(ay+bz—y)] (®20; F(0)=0) (2.5)

(2L g(@), h(z) 12 9(0)=h(0)=0 7z 2 HFHEHK T, 0<q, b<]) DEOEMRIBRAOEDOF
E1EMBTEMESEL DY, ThoifoEER2] ol HERIATVS. ZhiRE
& x % 2BEOBR MK T 5 2 L 2 ERAS T (1—a, 1-b B HEZOBEERNFER)
L3 v biPRAER 7 model 2ER L LA DAL, 22T A glx), h(x) stz convex,
B B\ LT concave Al F i, REBREAGCRKT VA IIMBEAEE Y LTV (BE
W f(x) ORIZBT LB TR)AS, £ Tt s REERTHZ LV HE 2 4 5.
PIZIXEMN DD 2 & S IR TR ER A REBR S FRE T 20 2 B TH 5.

(2.5) TR h(2)=0, a=0, LB LMEQ D LBdEsd 2 LiIIASLTHA . T
g(x), h(x)Ai3kizconvex T(2.5) 231 BIZR T 250 d 2546, C.OERHFTLV-EEAER

f(x) =max[g(x)+f(ax), h(x)-+f(bz)]
R S B [ EEGE
fn(w) =maxlg(y) +h(@—y) + /o1 (ay+bz—y))] (2.6)

(n=1,2-; fo(x)=0) 2 £ 2 3 LIFWRET fo(x) =max[g(x) +fa-1(aZ), h(X) +fo-1 (bx)], 1
BiCWiHE s L) Chid BoRIGERE (i) olEI ST 2R ThH - T, BEABL TS 2
INERRL DIZREEES LS, 20— [2] iZHTwW3.
(ii) smoothing & & U'EREZEOME
HEREDORBTREELTORHET LT, Z0RELL DRUECEEICY - THEEL
T RORBLEME IO IBRANSZ LTS ZOROBESALL 2 o 2MAEK
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Rizo LOHE7:0123, —HOBRMAZ2MGTOBALHNVEDYLBLPEZ O DK HRT
HBEVHZLiIE OR OREBITACAON2EETHSD. ToMBMP] & L TP (smoo-
thing) O & BOEEEFEOME»® 5.

»BRFRORH] j \ZH1F 2HRES 7y, KEOFEBKSER x; LT3, Thbb x;2r;(=1,
2,-) ThohEhbR. X—7; B3I UEEKEDCER) x;—xm I LER BN g;(x—7y),
hy(xj—25) OERAMLAB LT B L, REE

J nl {gj(xj—rj) +hj (xj—xj_l) }—»mm

1'”]21’] (j:1:2y'”7n)
pEF B ThEBEITE

[ 3 10(@s=17) + by (@~ ) —>min

Iijr, =k k+1,---,m)
DER/MEE fu(Te-1) LB L
Fe(@er) =min(ge (2e—72) +hx (@o—Tu-1) +fan (@) J(R=1,2, -, 75 fan (2) =0)
LBEHG, filz) ERBILIG. S OMED L 0 A RBRABISH A [11] 125 5.
FEHEEHEOME THEN model 24Eb, ## % dynamic programmig D4k THRITT 5
z ki, Bellman #oDMfliz & 2% { O#5E (Econometrica, Operations Research, Manage-
ment Science 7 EICHR) 235 5. AEBEHOMERFAHEORRCHAE L THBERE2 2T

nit time-shift-

max (v:— D: ,0)

z D,

% 2-1
Ty %t WIE T3+ % initial stock
Ye: Bt WIE T 5 starting stock
2p=Y;—X;: L HEIcBIT B order DR (20)
De: gt it B 2 BRER. — B R 3 HRBRICRES.

MEDP—2TH 2. RROFHEFRICEA I HHEE stock 2012, SIFAZ SRR ITH T
ZERIZOCTORED S & THED stock BEERDH LI LT3 »3BOBBA La LE
EHSRVBELDNREZ R RO, BaBohzh i cBENLEEEADII LS.
¥y model (35 2.1 RTRT L5 —20ERAEBRETS 3.
TR LR

ey =max (2, +2,— Dy, 0)
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LHNT, BRE D, sBRE EXE 2=z, Di; o) SHEEO & 2 BEEKkORRHE
77 a'E[ W (xz, y:; Do) '

(FRXEROM, 0<a<] B#BIR) 2, REMLLRBHKTRMILE 5 T 3. BERE
2, BBV Y A HISHL 2 OTRERB T LR 3T A, RERE ORRS
{Zc}hl {y:}m AN EFNEEESCEE, R ERSE LS.

WERSHEB GG EEAT, (D) psA—A0 05 > ML ERERSC, BERK @) »EL
MEFn LT W, 3ERL W L

E{W(z,y; D}=g(y—=)+ f T W, 9)p W) dv
, |

727, g(2) Bz OEICHT BEXEA
U, y)" FERy 0L EHRAKERE v(>y) i d % penalty cost
o) BEBRSHOBEEK

w(x) oo initial stock ® D & & HEEXEEZ A7 L & @ total cost
LB L

w@) =int g-o)+a{ [T ruO e+ ["wy-vewan]] @

OROHBIBERNs/ LD [2].
ZZTROREB BN TS Z EITERT 5
(1) BEREFRIEXZT 20 LE2VHOMMAT, BhiFEIAZN. Thbb 422
(i) mEXhInrtxly, 2o2MoREEIC5ESN 2.
(i) PEXXRPEBCOAbLR, BEERZOMOMRICEP LTET 3 L E 2 5 (penalty cost
BRERMBRAICHEAS L),
(iv) BEROUE EEMMEA o) BEETH Y, »OEITEREORRE THIL D
A—Ts3.
o ORER, BAECERIHEET 52010, HRIERE 22 VEBESAIZES W
LB LAATRIENDS OB A
@ HKEHNERLEETELZ2UALT, EEOBAOREITETTFEZ L.
® iz, BEESM partially known @ b & OERITL-.
® BRiBALh TV 2RENLZ—REERL, H«0HBGHEALT, B ERALAESLI R
AW Ta L.
REFIONTV S, EREBHLMREEOHET 2 L, @71 ORBOFEROBROFEM
1887 Bz onTo % L OB (Bellman[2]), DiFaic
(a) HEXEA - EHERTRD FIN:
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g2 =kz; T(v,y)=pv—y) vzy)

(k,p REREE) LT3, 0<a<], ¢ >0, /:sgo(s)ds<oo oiE, QT oRBMBORITE
IKHBBBUK

ap>k oLz y*(x)=max(x, T)

apsk oL & y*(xr)=2

k=a<pfy°°¢(v)dv+k/;”¢<v)dv>
PHe—DDIRTH S [2].

(b) LEREOBEDODLOEIRE LT, EXIIHT 25 LI 0Bh0 b 254, ¢(2)
BOEEOGE, 2@ EOMEOEEEHEOLE S Bellman (2] 124 2.

(c) HEXRM - -FRAXZIhETh—ZE K P L322 &5 PR eERREAGL
BRI ) 2 3£ 2 5 L ROEER TR

u(x) =tilr=1£[hy+ngn(y—x)+a{(P+u(0))Lm¢(v)dv+£yu(y—v)¢(v)dv}]

Lied. ZOREBRIVDY D s-S EXBEK, Tabbdo#EMk2EK 0<s<S T LT
v (x)=S, (0=2x<s); =z, (x=s)
L 7z 2 (Arrow-Harris-Marschak {12]). ZOBEOMRORBE & U THEEECHBE 28 s-S B
# LBk 5k model DREHSIF BRI TV 5 [13]
(d) SBESMASEIZTLCET 3E8EOM. u(x) #, initial stock 23 & TP L 0B
BRI @, @ D EE, REBEXBREACTED 2R, LT3 LWL

w(@; o1 g ) =int| By—2) +L@; 9)

+a{u(0; ©2, @3, '--)fm+£vu(y—v; 2, @3, ~~)}s01(v)dv},
vy
BEL, r 2BEEYS 00 EFREL LT

L e =( [he-n-ri+ f b)) ) do.

Karlin [14] 3 2 0fZoBREZ LT3, 2 kD h AR ILFNLZSIE v>k 0L 5 &
UREFEHD D LT HOEE BRI EABEBORIC 2 B (Lo LAKBESSEIZ L1TEE ).

(e) BESMCFOI L 5L B EOBEss Scarf [15] [16] 24 5. Z it adaptive
Hi#D DP TSN 247 DRRIEIE2E, T4 db initial stock & &REMBEHK O F 2
Matk s L2 A0 PAEESNOMERAHREE T

o, w)=F(w)r(v)e v @>0,r@®)>0)
BT EMBDY o TWTERK 0 DEAGRMET 2L, n EICIR 0 THT 2 M HRHKE
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B s
St = Wi +vet -+ op) [ (—1)
Lo Ehs. KRB o BT 5 a priori SRR T 5 L2 [BE] HiRORF
{Za(sn-0)} BIEELT, F o POEEZ yh=max (T (Se-1), &) LT 2DOREMBEETH 5. W
B Tu(s)izd b AHAMTE L7 a priori 9 CikE LTS T 5.

(f) = Poisson @ THES & § % L continuous-time D@44 3 5. Beckmann
[17] ($ECE DE L REH] & FERZEHT, outstand order DIRBEEERT ¢ o & =8 4t ORI HE
S BHEERS p(OA+odD) & LT, s-SEXBEE & B & 3 OMEOTAMME 2 W-<T 1 5.
Bo, BRROBIRROATHS BEEIERETR L LED 5 5.

BBrxz DP vid, CQNEOKBEROBOBEACELEUMBOHES R 2L IIBON D, R
DEVENLWEEAS ) LT 2 LEOHANEN LS. £2C DP oI BHE
FER Markov IS8 O £ 58T » 785 H: 43, Stanford RFEDHEEFHIZL v HEDH L.
o OB RHXE (18] iDL TW» 523, B2, s-S BORARK#IC 72 5 BSR4
HOFREEBTEND D 2 H5EORCHIROMIZ, FEOMEI ML 2SERNCEET 554
DIGHAEBEBR, BEDBN 252 L& s-SEERE L - BEORERAGHS « DR xS 5.

B OEARK, ThbbIEESEORSEMEE OV TOBN-RHMH s Karlin [19] 12
HBZ LML THL.

(iii) M@ (optimal search)

DP o¥kfifgikss: 7-8 L\~ DP oz L idmEAYv-. #2112 DP itk 28Rz »
>T

Ji(x) =max G{(x, Y, fr-1 ()

EVITBOTERNELLELRLE, TN 2 THERERICI SRR RLNETS
&, AD O max |3 enumeration iZ X » TEHET2HITTHS. TR2OLBOTERD ¥, -, YN
2L0 G@y, fi-1W) (=1 N) 2B LT hoDEZIBTZ20TH2. BOKEL »
HEERIEL Lo b ENMEZEL T TI0E. HEOSBME TR ABRIRIRETT R ) &
Bans). toOMBERHERABROERIZ2RT—2ofe LT, k&L VHETH3
A5, UTIBREE CCEL TV 2RO OEBPVHRMEZ A TAR LS.

(a) MEEH (unimodal ft.) OB AM S EE [2] [4]— B y=,f(x) i3 [0, ) T strictly
unimodal &9 %. [0, A] OFIZFHAn{BDN X1, -, Lo 2WMITE VHE yi=f(2) (=1, -, n)
AET 2Ll - T, max f(2) RE@T 2 %S LUTORSRMHEETR TS L &,
f@) i3z [0,A] THH S, 282483, [0,A] THHE S, 282537 A okRE F, &
T2, {Fn}:li Fibonacci 85I T 5. F 74 bt FamFaytFasn=23,; Fa=Fi=1).
F3>10,000 T 225, ZOEEHIKIZL B LIFRAOMER, 3 LOoRMoE S ® 10 2L
NOHL R E + 20 Eo evalutaion iz X v HBES 1 5. '
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(b) MEEOFR—/f(2) REME»OEAZMERT f(0)=Lf1)=—a(@>0) L7 5.
(@) oFRLHEST 2012 N [HoD evaluation DBIZEM TS D IRMEIEE L T2 OIE
% min-max 2% X, &35 % Gross-Johonson [217 Asf@u~7-. [4] 12133 Lu-BfEF 2
»5.

(¢c) FRBIEONE [22]—%% puzzle o THELELECTH» 2. N HoRED coin
DOFIZFA 2HOENDRDOHE - TV 5. Zh b 2B/ PAKOBRE Lo B2 ITIZE S L
7o kv ? [22] T DP it v zhz@R{bl N=80,90 o L Z o EFetE#z L v
fERSnh T 3.

(d) #REOFMEAR (23] —RELBFRES NEORS L v, &Ry 7 i n, A0
LORB. EHDRFOFDENS DI HIE D 5. HERBH OLBRIER, SRR
EEBALAT, RIBSHEEFE O LO2BRFHERD L.

FOMBIED ZPAERICE A S B, [24] [25] [26] %«

(iv) ZEERRBE

BEiz(i)TAabnl s, SREMBBLCGCVERBEL V- T ZNRERZ XTI
T, Birobt LABETCAEWIIBOIZEZDTH%. Bellman i3 DP ##2¢ 0 #J8§ iz goldmin-
ing DB X -T2 : BRI FL 2,y D&Y A B 3b 5. »HRIEHEIR T A i
v LiER p CHBED 1007,.% 2o T3 TE 225, HER1-p TZhbhTl
> TR Hev., zolgE B EIchv5E, AU ICHER p, CHEE O 100n%
P OM TS, R 1-p TobhTLE). ZOWBEXRAIZ A 7208 B 2fioT, #kK
BIbiHITRABEEYHTIIIE I TIE VA ?

ROZEREZ f(2,y) LBFIE
A:pdnw+f«1—nxnyﬂ}

(2. 8)
B: pArex+f(x,1—r2)y)}
(z,y=0; £(0,0)=0) DRILILABH THA 3. Bellman i2k 2L, 0=5p, p,<l 7 & i3S ARE
23 1 RS ERE LT, REBR A

bz {>] Daray
1—171 < 1—172

fle, v =maX[

oiX {g} Ao

E B,

—ic HER
A: (@) +Hf(Tuw)

f@)=max| 4s:  go(x) +f(T2x)

A @ +A(Te)
(T, Bi35-2 a7 SZHT shrinking (| To| <|z|) ZHE % & 2) O & 7 2 RIEIE R I
BHOTHENDRE, Zhz@l bz k=2 OBATI2AREHH, L. H2i1X2.8) vy AL
B oot 3 oFiR C: plrix+ry+f(Q—r)x, A—r)y)} 25A 3 &, HEBORIIBERE
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HEATHEIN2I3CE 22 R@EALTRbD) DI 3 thsztddb, HEKEOMNE
WFRA B bds o T [2].

% 2-2 H(a) % 2-2 @ (b)

ZOMOMBETHA Y OFENE L0003 2 FHEIIF A1, BonOMdhe Bos OHMIC
R 42T BJ[EF ST (sheduling) o [2], [4], shuttle process Dl [27] 2%z opti-
mal stopping DOEEE [28] [29] [30] THA 3. HEDIOD1IMXEIFZOFIZETFTL 3.

WM OMRE [29]: n Ao&dan~T at random iz 1 ASOBEOHIIKENS. FrEHO®
KHECEE L TEBRBL LREET 54, 7233 5 L vaEsBicEns 2 L2 HRFLT)
BLeHLTRD r+D)FBOLMIZHET 224, EbLhitRORIIESR. FLtED L 312
TRtz 2 5T (R L 255k R), JRfL: Ok FETE 2 Lofie Ui L35 HEOD
PR OPRE L RAICT 2101 E 3 TAIZ IV ? |

U, )~ r BEOLMESADITOIEM s(5F TIZHE L2 » ADHTRIFEN s sv3Z28)D

LE, DRBEBRTRON A

LT 3E
s: E ()0 )w/()
U(s, r) =max " R
C: :,Z=1U(s’, r+1)/(r+1)

#iZ [ 1 ADERXD summand i3 UiP, {42 D B O IEAL A i‘fﬁﬁoﬂtﬁmil&mh‘@ﬂlﬁﬁi s}
TH 5. [BH] U=] U= =U,=0 72 LHHRKIL 7 pTEHIcKRE VL SWENIT,
M3 3% ne'=50368n ADLE% 47248, BOTAHALFOREM LTk -2 EEEL) &
5.
(v) Markov BUR7EBI2
N v RE/ 2 R % & © Markov #ElAd - T2 OBBHERITI &
P=(py|i=1,--,N)

T3 (py i joi OBBHERTH ). BB nd(n=0,1,2, - )TRED, BIAIDOLED
ARMEFEK vector # x(H) LT DL

©
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l‘t(t“l'd):j;lpuxj(t), z:(0) =¢, (i=1,---, N).

TFlRRETAL &

x(+4)=Px (), x(0) =c.
WEEBBIT P SHER ¢ RET S L L, REBHER 2,.0) asFickRickzs L iicch & #
BT 2518

[ %1 (8) :mixépu (@x;(t—4)
\ N
| 2O =5pu@)a 8, (=2, N)

BRIYT A, ZZi2¢* T ERTOBRKRIZEET 29D L THA.
ZIZT2HEOWENSZ. Z20—DRRHEOEREEETH 3. py HATH-Td Iv &

T5. AU, T() BRI LSBT R OBIER, piy M ORMENSY o, B0 [f

t+d4] CHFAEEZEHBADCHER) PR LZINIT IV, OoFC 40 OBREREEZ 5 L

[‘%:mgxgbu(wxi(n’ z(0) =c,

| (2.9)
‘%—flb (g*) x; (1) r:(0)=c (i=2, .-, N)
i‘dt_;=1”q i\L), 1\U) =C; =4,
BE LN B (py;=byd, (ix]) ; =1—byd, (i=j) & HiF).
fthod 5 FIOHAR LA
x(n+1) =rnqax P@)x(n), x(0)=c(=0) (2.10)

BEIONDZLTHD. ZZITAHETD max BRATLLET S T2bb q=(q, -, qn) 25
vector BHZE T [P(q)x(n)]i=gpu(q)xj(n)%%ﬁu:@“az:u g BT, o g Lk
interaction 2374\~ &3 25D C#H 3. Bellman [2] it HFERXQC. D2 3oL —FizL =3 DD
RoFEt 1 B, (2.10) OBRBOWEMME S LIV TOMRSH 2. —HeHETs L [F
] pi;(q) SEEET: 513 () EESK 1 AsME—DFFEFE LT vector FER 1y=rr;ax P(g)y »IED
By>0 230 ZORRECERRFEZHR-T1IET szjlx(A(q)@%j:i@%ﬁO)Eﬁﬁ).
(b) (2.10) D@R L WILATIZ xi(”()n’l’w]f(c)pyi(i=l’ o NYz oz kOEBERRTF, v B2
H@ITHBTFZB3DOTH 3.

WM % & 375 Markov BpreififEsi% < © ORI % & 22 & % Howard [31] #sR L
7oo REEJITHWTHRE ¢ £ & 2L &, immediate return a;(q) 4T3 L & b, BRER
(@) (=1, N) %23 o TIRRIE{ B2 LT 5. REEM O REEHM~DEEK q=f(j) BB
EBH (decision ft.) T, REKPDF {fu(j)]; MBS (policy) T %, IREEEK f(5) o
$ % immediate-return vector, Bf#{715% #h Fh
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a (f(1))
r(N=a(f@) |,  PLF1=u(fG j=1,N)
axn(F(NY) '
sk, B {fn) 2F5 %L &0 total expected return 3

V(fi for ) =7 () + B BPLAIPLAT - PLATr (fan)

=r(f)+BPLAIV (S, f3, ) (2.11)

LB 2207 0<B<l R 1o AT T 245K TH S, Zh% vector FRAITT B
% {fa()} # DP itk o3k %< & % Howard oFH [31] Tk # - T\ 528, ik Bla-
ckwell [32] (I PR ZEEMNIZY 5 ERLHLDORH I DIT LA 2L 5 LR ZEKRD
LR DS £F f, WICEHE 7={/fa} THITZBEE (f,7) LK. Vim) 2 V() o
TkE m2r E»L. THE

[BE] @FTTOficHl o*2(f,7*) 2 sil, o* B2RB(Thds, TTO il
z*2n). b)d2 f L (f,7)Dr 2ol f~={ff, }Dr

(e8] {qgla;(@+B(py (@), -, D@ V(fO) S V() D j R5} »3(a) T T D j=1,
o N T LA 03 f° 5, 0) 35 j e LERESTATNE, ZofioeEio iz
HLID =) LB L g=Df~

zias Howard ouv-4p 35 policy-improvement-routine T# %. 5%& LT

[RE] e ERA ST, stationary (T2 b5 55 f okt L n=F>) A EBESEE
T3

BB o =f* ¥ 3 % & 3D total expected return 3(2.11) & b

V(z*)=U-BPLfD"r(f)

L%, =1 oBAE QR I AEBHT 2B b 50T, Markov EFEOHH REHENEE
BT b > LIS LRI S R

Bz & 7% > Markov Bk iBRB O BARIGHEP & LT, A [31] il taxi-cab O
B, 4] wid=as 4 v BigolE BHEOWEMBORN LVBIMEMAS Y, % 7: Herniter-
Magee [33] i3 oJRECHEM LBl s 2.

§3. EHBOF LR

HHAZRESEL, BREEREMAO—fO L3 EXA THEZRZ2302RD50TH
57238, DP 12X B2H LB 2L, EHREOREE % —2 Ok % Bk 88 o iR 2 ik
WEORE LTE2z PRI LI 0Ths FTHBALI (BEI1IN). 282&4 P,Q %
WEEE ] oo THHRRIE PPQQ oFEMERKICT 2302 RkD L (FHAME. o
Wik P,Q oA R 2L 5. PR 0Rs# I L35, #oui RO X224 R Q
FE I 25250t s 0OEBMEOMRMAR L 25, it principle of optimality @7:

©

)
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DI Sy, ZZTEEREIL, ¥ 2 TELDLAR

rThdytla, dy RyYyBIEI-U cEDLERITIVE

b/////d béh%.ﬁ;; SHRRERBORKEBKRKERD 3 DITiE,
»BEE SN ES S 2WOREF 2 ED B LY
b, BECREMEORBIC L Y KNEBEICHT 2RELER
TROTWLH2, T o LHBETHRTI®S. FEHBDOZ
DFH LWL O HFDO—D0DFFIZZ 2 itk B, = OB TEM

KO

o

—p & o FHICE, BREARE X OBBELE 2 50 IBHE D envelope
% 3-1 LEZBDTHD. HiED global iz LC#H#FiL local &
V3 B TR dual T B,
&4y DS

J Jlyl= /; TF(x, o) dt—max

| dz 3.1
lE=G(x7 2/), x(o) =C
BACEH LCEECR 2 TR y 2WHETHRES CHANLH
[J[xls f Tf(x &) dt—max
0 b
L2 (0)=c
s, FisAREROMERESHMILT, AR
f[?/]EfTF(x, ) dt—max
0
dx 3.2)

;17=G(x, Y, ?(0)=c

o=y =x@®), 0=t=T)

DY 3Tk 3EHERABBIGETEIINRERL 2 >TL 3. ZOHBOELMEIRFENIZR
BkaH 5 Tl OR ORBTCREEETH 3. L 0FZEBRPEFMBEIE continuous ana-
logue 2t 2L B.2)0k 3 EFELAS. HAIZQ2 6)DBRACSBRIZOVTIE

Jiy] =/:° (9 (¥) +h(x—y))dt—max

e —@ytba—y), zO)=c
oSy Sz

Lizd. BADOHKROEKMEE flc, TYeHL L, B F,G 0L 2BTHARE S Ty
i, RS HFEX

ZLT= g;lfgg[F(c, v)+Gle,v) %] (3.3
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HBIT B EH2ORBHTH D (BEERB LY fle, T) =max[F(c,0) AT+f(c+G (¢, 0)
AT, T—AT)] 7). FLHOEK L LTOWEEYE 0Sy@) Sz(t) B THELTD 2
L 0=Svsce Lz o7 BB v* 12 ¢, T 2EKMOBENTH 250 0BAEEICA 3. o
OHBRO MY EEOETT L3 3 DI E I Th 5. LraLldA2BOREIEYUAROR
HEEd-TWwW3, FlIZEEEQG 2) s nThic Flo,y) =G(x, ) 72 613 (K EHEHH), ax
G,y =Cx,y* @) L H< & y* (@) BEEBETH . Thbb 2(T)omax 2 B0
RERETE, BHELRLZFICRRCES L ) CHETAE LS Ly,
BIREGB.2) 05 FERG.3) #7215z, MG 1) 04K % invariant imbedding L7-3
DATIER

%anax[]«‘(c, ) +G(6,0) gjci]

THD. hhks, HEEFIITHITSG. 1) o Euler 58=® (Lagrangian 01 S #0125
BLEIDO)ABOLABZLBERDLI THS: HELATHERCEET S0 20, T) Lot
fr=F(c,v*)+G(c,v*) fe
{0=Fuavﬂ+GAavﬂﬁ
THI0S fofr 2BE for & fro LEFETHIFIV. G DHESOEDWH 2 O H #iLHY
ZHREIZ VTS, RRSHREEBLE LTEATHALNSB.3) DL 3 2Ly Euler %
BRXuszrnshstisd 2 [34]. Euler, Lagrange, Weierstrass (32> D335 A58 L7 S
ENETHE, BEARERELZB LI 03U LAROFELE—HoRBCEESEhnl. L
A Lo B4 OEFEFEBOMBE IR FNEE RS LB e 522, bubhofATE S
COBATBERE DS - T, BD elegance DA THL HERFOTHEMZ IRITE 20T
5. BHETEHWMEMEZ 3 > Euler FERE, 4PKEMEOBALLIFFMI TR
DAQAR
(1) BEHEREOE
BB TH- T, BRETH - CIHEAREHHLTAHAD L

HIEEB @ (b) ©
p— overallDHIH BifERIE (a), (b) DAY

(l)ﬁlﬁﬂjfiﬁg%{g (ar) (by) (c1)
(2)@1@%@7&?”2 (a5) (by) (c2)

DEIREBTHL . HRBEHERNE T 85550052050 THAWT, 208
HAEE C 5250 TWT, Bl () #5806 T C It A7 & & ORI 7o (RASIER] &1~ 3) 12
BOTHE LKL BDOTH 2. KT o, 13, HEEHBHETE 28R TH2. FER
RREHZRCRRSERABTIAL 2RRTRE, B2 2=C( 1), 2(0)=c &\ 3 AR
FHEOTFIC



(a1 Jt1= [ P, ) di—max 3.1 M
(by) B4 Jlyl=H(x(T), y(T))—max

(as) 8 Jtwi= [ F@, v dimax 3.4)
(ba) 7y JIy1=H(z (), y (c) —max

()% Jtwi= [P pdt+ H ),y () —max

RETHD. OO IEEHEIZG HT Flo,y)=—1 oB4&TH 2.

Lo DB oF T, BEERKITE, RIAREALRINL(b) TH 5. EBE FROKRTE 1ok
28ty oT, FOREEHRM, @EIOBIETZ Tabb, FUOEIH-T
FLNIBEER Q) EALT, WEEE §=—1, £0)=T zHml, KiEz
C={(x,8)|6=0) LEBTNRIHERRL A2, F (@) BB THER IO EALT

' - Jlyl={(z,)—>max
J 2=G(x,v), x(0)=c
(=F@,y), £0)=0
LEzhuE, ik (b) BIiTMz b .

oz tizlnl, (b)BOBEEFERETIZIVEVS Z LR AES R L % DP
DIRETIE, EBOKRTLE 12T LF 5 2 L ERITORMES # RRATHERS ¢ 205 T
H5. (3.3)DX57% Euler HERX (cn2H#REG.2) oXBEHER L &L 5) 2 ZBIC (BT
T, &2WIEREERNIO B TREVEZRD S Z EBHEITERLETHOATWS L 3 Tah
5. P 2i¥ [4] 21 rocket ® minimum-climb-time ORI, ATEEOEEHEME, HF
FrhE2ILT 57 OREREREOME L EAF L (LT V5.

(ii) bottleneck RO FHIFIEER

HELEE O (by) BI%18 T bottleneck B DK FelhdiH 5D O

a2 (T)—>max

t=Ax+ Aqz, x(0)=c
B,z< Bz, 0=t=T)

L&, 220
DX afREIR AR - BE - BEL L OEINEITCES TH . BIZIIKRECHSE, (b¥ETED
%L OHE, FBREE TR > TV AEETEOER IS« 1EHbLN S TdhH A 5. Bellman o
W2 TRZ2ORIGLVWHEE L TKRDOS OET\W3: BI#3T 22 T%, M2i¥ HEET
EIBMBTE 2. A CHI2HBELEHOBRERE AT 2,1, 5 () LT 2.
22 (8) AT LTEBETES 2.(), BMETE~ 20 28AT 2. —FHWH T %o
LATYERRICTHILRED LI TESLTRITE I vA? BRET 2L ‘

(3.5)
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(3.6)

x,2=20

LB, a,a:(>0)i35-2 5 ERBHRTH 2.

x1 < X2
23 =0

1= %2

0n>%,
23 =0

®32H
ROBERMEE fl6,T) LB L, ZoHERBOEREAEAR

9 ] (a2 -3

Ap—Inax
BT 2132220 64:1 36'2
225C1

21422502
Lt d. ZoRAOKAMBEsBEHE (LP) iz & 2wvZ LR TRIE, ZOoXEBHFER

BHROL S \ZRRIT S HEEAS L UOKEIEIIES 2N, »20-EERCESIRTELIN
T

af}

>21+¢125?222

J’z{‘xo

lzz*:xz
2=~
\\ o

) \
(@a)h- A\ —

z,*=0
2* =1

>~

¥ 3-3

z2/0
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3. FoEw|#o shifting boundary 25\~2 3 PETH 2 L iZR S V- TH » T, B2 T Bell-
man-Lehman [35] 1tk 3% &, 3.6) 24 L —BIELAMBE R LTHREREHLE 3.4 Mo &
ICEHLEINBZDOTHS.

S

% 34

¥ 7z Bellman [2] 12k 3 ¢ ZoROEESRANOMEICIE, BEHEORNEE»LBLN
ZHmERAET 2 TH5: HEGSFHELT

Z2/21

a+*x(T)—max
| r=Az, x(0)=¢
| Bzzgx

z,220

¢
LT 3. x(t)=c+f Azdt, THB55, x EHELT
0

T
J f Bezdt—max
0

t
Bz—f Azdt <c
1)

220

(Zz p=A'a & By 72) OB

g T
f ¢*w di—min
[}

T
B’w—f Awdt,zp
t

J

wz0
zMBITH rOTHB(FEISK).
(i) WA OREH
HEME TR B ORI AR A TY3. DP % Buv 5282k, 1956 4 Bellman 25
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[36] #25\v~H®W % bang-bang [REZIFA L2 &
TARWCIZER S 7 2R ELERE © Bl
Jlyl=re—min (7273 L C={x=0})
r=Ax+y, x(0)=c¢
ISt G=1, ) w20 (Bofa) =
(22T AREBRBEHR O nXn 757 5.)1C
BWT, LD AT TOEEMRBADOER
% 3275, VbW 3 bang-bang B

ly*O1=1  G=1-n) % 3-5
HREFIHTH S, L3 DTH 5.
FRELBTE O P T mkEy e random HELOAAT 2 BE OFEFIESBAEBA IS T
5. HERENRES 303700 CHEOMBARAEZ L > TH A

N—-1
J Qu (w0, -+, vy-3) Zunt+1 3 o—min

l Uer=aUp+V;+76,  Uo=C 3.7

{re} 3HEREERIBE M OMERAR
LTBD0THS. ZhizovTRERT 3.
(iv) #% game
HIEE SR T, L3 BRT2AME S - THIT 24#BBT 5. (b)BTWAIE
J Ji¢, $1=H(x(z.) ——»m%x—n}pin
2=G(x; ¢, ¢), x(0)=c
1 HertmE C
DE3Tns EEFERR, game Ofix V() L& L&

Il

max min(G (c; ¢(0), ¢ (0) aaic/) 0

o0 ¢
L2 DD At BRI B =c+G(c; ¢, f)dt+o(dt) TTHY V(c)=ir[1($<] &1)113] V{(ch).
z DEBEHBER OB BEIZoWT Isaacs [37] i34 Berkovitz, Fleming, Scarf [38]
HEOHEND S, Wy game OEMKMASEBITOWTIZEEA 2 model 235\~ A8, Isaacs.
[37] ofizd 22K OBDITIZH 21 Zachrisson [39] DR E DR, Weiss [40] o Lan-

chestsr ORI model iIZOWT DR H 5.
§4. DP o4tkoREL

Ihhnbo DP BEDL I LRIt LItBBLTOTHSI0? ROIFRBEDSH S
LBOND: @QBERBEET LOREETIROBR—REDFERROMESIL, 10 FLIFHC
BEECREZACHBLEZ DA TWASRITBMEBEG20) T <7k 5 &) DK T KV

©
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KRBRLTv2., BEAMEC DL TS —RBRREDLILEABLATE VA, VWObh
B2 onse b, He ORI OV CHERGEOREE L ROFEMIER L 2FIA L
DUDLEEEREL 5 I EBRETRETHS. KERNEOEANLEREORDINECABIERTHS
3. Wi T, Lagrange RYIEZFIE L CRERKOKRTERWS T < & 5 (§2(1)) ®, Legen-
dre ZHERT L 2EHEC LA L COREIFR2 BB T 2EE 4] (4l nsdsss, 20
fisiz 3 Bk » 2 3ikas [2] [4] o oS BEFRICALNS.

(b) feedback & adptive #I#H——8§3(ili) T3 Htr7- I 517, HRELRE O ITINEER % ran-
dom BESNAT 2HBAEOHHEHELBEBRAITHIE ST WS, S50 0BELDfHEREA
#$ partially known CI{H2DRMBHEEL LS, ZROFHE LRSS TITHET VTR
HHIEE LT v i vb® 5 adaptive FIEIOBE S, HICERTEBROPIEE L v
BONTWD. 20X ARTLEHBRMOMER, ZOERMITIIHYREEI37Z 2 8HKD 2
HLDONBEZEATVS. BESETT 210 ON THIEMEICB« B mshT, 204
HBMWIZ 2 W EASREELRTERMS L. HIHBHEII¥E 75 (learn), T2 b5RER
(BB & BT & DML AMADEZI)IZD & DT # o (performance) 2R E$ 5 Z & 48
T#& %. Bellman 033 [3] 13 = D adaptive FIHI~ORNT L LTH N DML, T ?
BIHLTY, ZOFFFCRCEHAD, Bkt 225, $/-BEAMEOEITND 3 BIEN
WIS & 7288 % o 723 D TH B LD 2 easbs s, Wi Tt onaEafRiE [3] [4]
& % Aoki, Bellman-Kalaba @ 3 ® o412 4 Bellman-Kalaba [42] [43], Freimer [44],
Kramer, Jr. [45], Sakaguchi [46] 7z &23% 5.

(c) BEBHE~OIGH MEOAREZBERE 2 & - 72 W BRRS 2 VERERGER
1z invariant imbedding 3% :\v~3 DP ©8fH{:, A. Wald © sequential analysis O3
(1945 ) OWEICI H 3 2 LT, —MTHETNBRREOHERIC DP OBk 57455 =
EHMBREAONZLZATHZ. a *HIERLE T IHREERNE (£0a)}. 23, BEEK
¢ (x160) % & SEEEIZ> = closed under sampling (B& LT ¢. w. s)78 &3 Dl

(Va, &, -, @n) AP=F(a, &1, -+, Tn) ;

s0Ip=¢ 0l [19(2i0) / [2 010 [16 @it o

DL THBEEHTS [47]. (B: Beta MG 2\ AHHGEAEIC>Z ¢ w. s. ZE)EHD
iz 2-prEMEEEZZ LS. Wi0)(=1,2)% 0 pEORKEOL EILHKkBEEd 2232 &
D loss &3 5. RARE O BT 25 §@0la) D L 2 THRMIRE di T2id de 2T,
T ARE BB 2 oM s DT S kv

R(B)--smilhns E@IP) D& EnLHMAELT, BOHEEIC L 54 risk
LB Lo RIT
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d,: f W, (0)¢(08)do |

R(B) =min| ds : f W (0)£(018)d0

C: o+ [Rigoaz [ slorz@ipas]
B3 SERIGAIIC A D, T i ¢ B LEOMETA, fa 13 @ 2 EOREMER:
£(018.) =€ (018) 6 (|6) / f £(618) p (x|6)db

Td5. HMirAPREERLZ2 0L 5 1cPko 7w 253 Blackwell-Girshik [48] ® Weiss [49]
ODEFCHEAIA TV D L, HRD L LTHAE [29] [47] [50] 72 & S Hasd 5.
1952 £ 12455 T Robbins [51] iz &k b 2 0 EE 3 2548#5 3 1 7= sequential design ORI
Robbins &, Karlin & [52], Blackwell & [53], Chernoff [54], I X t& Feldman [55] 2 &
b, FE L LT stochastic approximation (i 2 3 [56]) ® two-armed-bandit problem ®OJT
Bkd 2RHAEAETTET V2.

% % X W
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