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An Application and Evaluation of Monte-Carlo Tree Search Algorithm
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Abstract: We propose a new Monte-Carlo Tree Search (MCTS) algorithm based on Bayesian Approach to
improve performance of game-tree search. It consists of two main concepts; (1) using multiple game-tree
search with a randomized evaluation function as simulations, (2) treating evaluated values as probability
distribution and propagating it through the game-tree using the Bayesian Approach concept. Proposed
method is focusing on applying to tactical games such as Shogi, in which MCTS is not currently effective.
We apply the method for shogi using a top-level computer player application which is constructed with many
domain-specific search techniques. Through large amount of self-play evaluations, we conclude our method
can achieve good win ratio against an ordinary game-tree search based player when enough computing re-
source is available. We also precisely examine performance behaviors of the method, and depict designing

i

directions.
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BRECHEL TS, ZOFTNIT) ALOBY) %
ZUFT, FHICBWTH VT AV AREERE O AR A
SNTE2H, TEROARERFEL ) BRIF 2 HRIHES 1
TWwaw (2], [3]. EYFAVaARERTE, ST HVz
BY LTI L VB ECREEZEDSL [TLAT T M
RN R L CRHEEAT ) 25, F—20MWE L, HEL
B DI CTIIRRN R LA T N EERT S EDH
HETHHZ L, BLXUOSEOT LA T M2 X 5EA5H
FORBEZDOERESITRITEVE VI FFIZL L EE2 5
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Fig. 1 Probability distribution of evaluated values constructed

from simulations.
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a0/ — P2 L TEY T AVEREZRES
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ML RS NRTI A= THY, BETETEBBLA
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BOFMIMEZ SO N D L EZ ONLRHEIRT. BFEDI
SRV I ARERLRY, FREOE YT ANV AAREETIE
/= FOFHME SRS 2 Fpo 7280, FEAMAE S A D BIFE
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function find_refine():
if Uy AS—E[% (100 []) PLEZALL T
return PV OV —7
if Uan 'BME (Uallth) DUT:
return PV OV —7
leaves «— BT HIVORY —7 /) — K
leaves & QSS DR EVDL DN LFEIEIZY — b
leaves % JGHH 1/10 D AR
for p in [ leaves]:
if p DS +Simdepth < Playdepth:
return p
// leaves D I 2L —3 3 Y39 X T Playdepth FE
return PV OV —7

[ B AP ]
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(¥ T 41F]
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- root DWEFSATAIHR GEH - 55 F SO E
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Fig. 2 Algorithm for controlling search.
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Fig. 3 Key parameters of proposed method.
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EEATAEGTHE, BLXU ML= A 7EPGFET S L
EZobb.
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1lb—Y a3 EREBAVATHEESTOERFE
Bayesian Approach Tl3, ) — 7 \ZFHlifiE D= 5545
Wb Iy 7 AREBEDIW) 72012, WRy
iz OPDOEVIZL>TERT L., #0700, ¥
Ia b= a R EEINAT o 7R R D S Z DR
PVERT A S DOEFIVDULIEI R S, R, 1) —
TJIZBTFAYIal—Ya ot rne X2
&, FHMEEDEHEEAME N & 2 Y)IcEHT 5 L)
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Fig. 4 Effects of additional random values for evaluated values.

*2 http://www.logos.t.u-tokyo.ac.jp/ ~gekisashi/

© 2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

WEDRBMEANCH B L) ITHZITEN, 1,500 EEF TK
EL B LZoE ) EEDENS.
DIBEDEETIX, o =200 OFLEEHWTW5,

4.3 1EEERNHOFE

EVTANVERO) —THERL, YIalb—TYark
172G To7/ — FICBWTIE, BMEDD LMERGF %
BT 5700, ¥ 3al—3 3 TR N2RHME v 125
LTSN/ ZAICY 2 v Th (M), oM
B MR DIBDREN ED X D B a 5.2 5% il
RE720, § #ZEALSETHIFIC L 2247 - 7.

Simdepth % 8, PVth % 4 L[E%EL, § #&fbs¥- &
ZOBFEENER 5 IIRT. £RHNIL/ — FEBICLEL
YIalb—va YHEOBME Simmum % 1, 3, 5 2L E
B XDOERTHA, WL s THY, ZNLENDORT
T 25, 50, 100, 200, 300, 500 & ZfLIETWEDS, 7T
TTRERLTEOLDIThTNIEFEICTS LTTa Y
FLTWA, 72721, 6 =500 DO, +5 HITOMERS
AOMEAT0.25 L B o TRRESNTVDE 2D, BEERE
LTHET 5.

A OEEOFFH TIX, Simnum DFREIZL ST § A/
SWHPEWBEEEOSNOEREP R THENSL. Simnum
M1 Oh, 61350 LT O#iFATHEN G, Fnllk
KELLABGEICIIBENMET T A, —F, Simnum % 3
VLB LZ2GA1E, 625200 LT o #iBHCldd 1) k72
BERZALIZE N W, T T, Simnum Y1 L) KE W
HI2E, Y Iab—va YREOFHEEIIR 55 ELE
(0 =200) DA SNLEY T A NVOROWEFH
FLTBY, 2Oy Ialb—Ta 4ERoafi &bl C
1HEDY I 2 V=3 3 v OMERGAFHEI/N S WIGEIC
X, 0 BRI RHERANEELRIZLIC W, ) HH
L BbDEHEEEND,

F 72, Simnum TR L THBRIZITZNIT LB H
Ny, LWIFERLRTENE., BHAEDOFTFEICONT,

0.55 T T T T
#of sim: 1 ——+—
#of sim:3 - <

#of sim:5 --%---

05 ]
0.45 —
04t
035 |

win ratio

03 |
0.25
0.2 |

01 5 Il Il Il Il Il Il Il Il Il Il
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550

delta: 1st pin drift
Bl 5 MR AL E OB
Fig. 5 Effects of initial probability distribution.

2394



BHRAIEF =R EE Vol.55 No.11 2389-2398 (Nov. 2014)

T 2T ANV ARPIIRERE S AR BT 2T TBY
PIal—TavilLoTHIEVMBIESNL Y, LWk
MIZH B EHZEEN S,

44 Izl -3 BEUOEE

§ %100, PVth % 4 1Z&EL, ¥ Ialb—va VHHED
A X Simdepth % ZAL S ¥ 72 & SORBEERLELER 6 12K
. 7T T ORGNE Simnum & FNENL, 3,5 EREELT:
WLEERLTWS, $72, Simnum % 1, § % 500 & L7z5%
ETOREF % Y “4 of sim: 1, delta 5007 IZ/RLTW 5,
Simdepth 7% 6 £ D /NS WIGEIIBHENIZIZEETH D
HOLBEDFOHETY I 2L —Y a3 VERERITD RV
E, FVTDFNDOTINT 7 R—=FEEROHRSITEL 2T
ENG,: A T, RBab S THIOMEMREMETHL S
LTINS,

¥ 72, Simdepth % 2705 10 $ TOMETREZE L, PVth
RS L SOBFEELER T IORT. I A ) Y
FNT LAY L HERMORTH .

Simdepth 7% 6 £ /NS WEEIZIE, PVith & 4005 16
T ORI THITITHRRIBTCTHY, T Fhvn

0.9 T T T T T T
# of sim: 1 ——+—
0.8 - #of sim: 3 =< E
#of sim:5 - ¢

RKOBBEEZFEL LTS TOREDS RN EDGH 5705,
Simdepth % 8 T TRKELTHE, EVTANVUOARDBRES
BT HZETHENN L, RETFLETHRIBELN
HIEDVHERTE L, 72720, ROBEESHERLLIZEEZD
BERE E DSV L TWwE, ES 12 fE TH kAt
BT BIC R B 2B RTINS, Simdepth % 10 £ TKE
CFTDEBFEISHITEL LD, YIab—Yar¥ (X
FREVITERL 2D E V) FERIES L.

—77, HEWRNMEZEZ % &, Simdepth 7°10 DAL, 8
DAL IR L CH—® PVth %2 COMEBEER AT 2.5~
SEREENTEY, F—ONERM* B 25 HEE T
T 5L, Simdepth 758 DFWEVHEREZELNLGED
HHZEDG DB, OFD, fHHY Y- AT BRFED
BEOBAETE, 4FLdbYIal—YaryH M X2 kE
S L7l RwERWwz v, /2, YIalb—varyi
A X%RKELTHEND T LI, BRETESDOREL K
ELT 5720, WHIRHREOMEM %% 2 2551213 & ) AF)
Wb eDEZLNS,

4.5 ERICET S 1L -2 3 DHOEE
Simdepth & 8 IZ[EE L, Simnum % 1206 7 F TZAL
SR E ZOBELEAER 8 IIRT. FNENDRINIL
PVith 2 A3 €262 R L TWaE. EDORFNIZE VT
b, Simnum WIS THHRIIA L L 2 WEEERSET
WG, &2, Simnum % 1005 3128 L3878 &
WA X BRI TR, ZNLEEE Simnum & 1
MSETHITIFEI DR EIToTnDH L) IR 5.
Simnum =10k XL, WIROFFO 4 VIV ORI KL
DIEZ D b DHWIRHE & 72 2 & 9 EHES A, T4bb
M 1 O vy PEEGRAEZINZ WA ) D5V OFHIiEZ O
bDOELDLEIINHEEINTEY, v £6 DEHEIZNE
GHERDPAAET HICLTH, EEWICEEY T AV KRD
) — 7 OMEIEEER ORI A DES X TH B L EZ S

Nb. YIalb—Ta YAEEEHEP LA, GLEGE

071 # of sim: 1, delta 500 - ©
0.6 1
o 05 ]
= )l
S 04 =
£
2 03 .
0.2 i
0.1 1
0 % -
_0-1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Simdepth: simulation size
6 ¥Ial—a ROV A XETRORHE
Fig. 6 Effects of simulation search depth.
09 T T T T T
PVth=4
08 4
PVth =12
0.7 ) & @ T
06 L Lo E PVth =16 .
oo
o 0.5 i 1
B o4l 5 PVth =0 i
£ :
* o3l ]
YPVth=0
0.2 T
O1F ., . %PVth=16 S e o
ook sim depth: 6 :--%---
0 p#—t+——+=—= PVth=16 sim depth: 8 & -
PVth=4 sim depth: 10
0.1 ! ! ! | !

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
consumed time ratio

7 PV REHR O LA & e
Fig. 7 Effects of additional PV length compared by consumed

time.

© 2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

0.75 T T T T T
additional PV length: 0 ——+—
0.7 additional PV length: 4 -~ ~
o additional PV length: 8 :-----:
0.65 additional PV length: 12 g~
: ol
0.6 * i . B 4
0.55 - A A % i
i) 1 -
3 05 % ) 1 1 7 4
S - T % L
= 0.45 B i *
04 N 4
0.35 4
03 ]
0.25 - %\%—/M i
02 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Simnum: number of simulation

8 ¥ Ial—v 3 Bl FEEOMR
Fig. 8 Effects of the threshold of node expansion.

2395



BHRAIEF =R EE Vol.55 No.11 2389-2398 (Nov. 2014)

0.26 — T T T

0.24 i y 1
0.22 | C ) .
02 F i | ‘
0.18 -

win ratio

0.16 -
0.14 -
0.12 -

01 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Simnum: number of simulation

9 Y3Ial—arO¥EEEBROME (6 =500)
Fig. 9 Effects of the threshold of node expansion (6 = 500).

PR MATEHIE (vy 72 &) ICH BWHERSFEST S L9
GOV END XD 720, S EOEBRRICIE
FORBREDHENBEN L EZOND.

F 7, MIRERSAT D § % 500 & L, v+ OEORMERE
025 & L7727 LA YT, Simnum ZZAL 7L EOREE
ZALEBE 9 IRY. 2, YIalb—Tar1mBICHE
SNTFHIMEDOMERGAT S L WAKED 2 b DL L THlbhL
L) REEE LD, Simnum Y5 MFRE T CldMkhEm L
T50, ZNLEDORETIERIE ) BEMET LTS,
MRS DORDENE, Y32 —Y 3 YEDHER 5
EHBRLN 0, HOLRED EOY I 2L - 3 Y EED
FICIEX 8 LFAMOMEERLTWAEEZOND, ¥
a2 b= g VA e VIR C SR 35 T R AE T S
HBHILEFEZR DL, FHMEGA O LR 5 L
T, MEFENUE S NS TREGEZRZL TWDL LWV 5.

4.6 BRCRERBOBGR

INFETOMERERE D LI, REMLINT X—F3HE
O TIRET R OBER & B o MR Z JH~72.

5 % 100, Simdepth % 8 £ L, PVth 2 L &¢/- L &
DEFEEZE 10 18T, KRN Simnum & 12267 £ T
WRIGAETH D, Simnum D1, 3 DRYTIE PVth %
07512 £T, ZNDADRINEL PVIh % 055 8 £T
ZAL STV 5. MR TR LR &2 1) 9L
TLAXEDHHRTRL TS,

WENOFREICBWTYH, PVthZEIFL TV LT
Bz L, ERO#MPATIEE ZRBIIEEL TV AW
IOl RZIF N, gidk 72k 512, Simnum 2 L
2L ZICEBEST LAKRTLTBY, HEEMAH S
CEBEETLE, BAEOTEET Simnum LT 2 &1
HEVAMTE RV ERROTONS.

4.7 Y2l -2 3 CERROEME
Yialb—va roeiEe Lol SICERSET T 5

© 2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

0.75 L A B
07 PVth =12
0.65 ] i
sl PVth = 8-
055 | * * T
g osf |
é 045 | o i
04 | ‘ i
035 | i
s b e #of sim: 1 —+—1
025 | 1PVIn é%o * i ig; im o
s Lo . . . | #ofsim:7 --a

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120
consumed time ratio

10 R & TR O B £R
Fig. 10 Performance comparison of win ratio and consumed

time under typical settings.

difference from original evaluated value
-
o
o o
T
[——
1
—
—
—
—
o —]
|
e e
e m—
—
—
]
——
—
—
1
—
—
e —
—
—
—
e —]
—,
e —]
———]
—
T
 —
—
—
1

_300 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
-1000 -800 -600 -400 -200 O 200 400 600 800 1000
evaluated value of original player
11 ¥ 3ab—va VR A ) VP VEHEEROREFRER DT
1 (Simdepth = 8)

Fig. 11 Distribution of difference between evaluated val-

ues by simulation and original evaluation function
(Simdepth = 8).

BHHEELIZDIZ, YI2b—va VIERTHEONLIER
MRS O % A L7, SRR I B WT 20 T
540 FTHECORERS 494 B % 7 » & 22l L
FO—TFHORE & AbY - A5 988 Fi % FFlix & & L
72, FNENOFMT, o =200, Simdepth=8 D I =
L—3a YHEFEZ 100 M 2970w, HFohzy Ialb—
Toa UEER ELEAMTIN S NZFHER K E V- E RO
i) &) TFNOBEERER ELEADM IS N WEFAGES
B O HEEROME) LoEZROFHEEZR 11 1R
ORI A ) VSV OEEERDOMETH Y, EOfEDO L
ZICHREOFHFEMHLER TH D Z L 2R L) ITIEH
LEnTwa, MPBEEZ 4V 25V OFEEFERAE 25 5
T E DR THTTER L, HEICARDEDEDFY &
HEREZRLTWS.
YIal—va URERIE, AU VR NVOEREETIED
EEICFBEORELY, TV VT UREPLZEIEOBREERED
L) BRAI o TVwB I ENR T NG, 2%, HY

2396



BHRAIEF =R EE Vol.55 No.11 2389-2398 (Nov. 2014)

200 T T T T T T T T

B UU Wil D1 1
o [THH i

-150

difference from original evaluated value

-200

_250 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
-800 -600 -400 -200 O 200 400 600 800 1000 1200

evaluated value of original player
12 Y3l —va VERL G ) VP VHEBEROBERER DT
M (Simdepth = 12)

Fig. 12 Distribution of difference between evaluated val-

ues by simulation and original evaluation function
(Simdepth = 12).

A GRERPESONLTICOVTY Ialb—va vid
FOAMEERLRENFIWTEZDLLTHY, AL &
WIZBIZR R AFICEZ N B TH AL, L WIHHRAIIH S L
W2 B, COfEL, REFLEREFOMDOAEL/NS T
LHANCEE, RETFEENICCTIHEREZL/LLT
WABTTREMEA D 5. ZOREDOKE SHEDORREHRERF
IZHEE 52 TOLPRMEEOLEND 555, D540 IE
Bayesian Approach OFHEIZiH> TV A LTz v,

I/, VIalb—TarvoOREEEZ CHUEREITH
b, v3al—Ta VEEDPTREVE ZIZEHEIEOMRD
BRRLEAM SN T L) AP ESNz, Ble LT
Simdepth =12 & L72& Z0ERZH 12 II/R7. ¥ I 2
L= 3 YOTNOGEAERRM/IL TWDE05, R/H ik
F9 D BB MRE LTHIEL TnwA L) TH A, #
P Ialb—2a VRSEENDRENGED 50T, 4
BROMEHREE T 5.

4.8 E=E

AREBEZBLT, TYFANVARDY) =T /) —FTDHY
Salb—varyAEF1IEOL S ROAFLEMEREER L,
YIialb—Yarfe 3ELEICHES LT TORE
PELNZWIED Y 2, WICHREET O S hrz
2L, THREEEFIF L3I L 2 FESAETH
% L0 BEAOAIA [13], [14] L3RR AR LA VWHERTH
A, K11, 12 ICRLAZEHIIS, YIab—a i
DRLTESND /) — FOMERGAHD, FOMOFFME
ZNELTHHMMR> TWARENEDSH Y, ThiZE
T2LEIBFE, HHVIEIOLIBET L hWHEED
BTV Iab—2a MERFEERVLLENEZS
N5, BFEOGEFEOMEIIBVTE, ¥YIab—v3
YT OR B OFHIE % SR T 5 R BARTEIEN TH

© 2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

HEDKREIELNTWDEY, ZOFERPYIalL— 3
Y OFHMBEG AT OMEE LB L T AIREM D EZ S b,
¥/, ANITRTHO/ — K TH—D%E % EE It
ML TWBDS, BOMRGAIL ) — RTEICRE->TEBD,
ZOENE LT 52 ETRENF L VHEER TR S L
A NG, 2, JG4 D Bayesian Approach DIRZETH
SN CTw5 [17. Baum HIREHOFHELY b L1227
T AN VT EAT o THESR A & 22 L 2 & 7278, BT
L7cy3alb—2aryaf)R4ZLid, 2ok RREH
DRI DENE HIRICT 2 O % EE L, FOE
KON ) FLWETEL VI ) ZRWEICE->TY I 2
L—2ar%4r), ZBEOYURNITEZOND.

F 72, PHMERSMM RO BBGRAERD TL 1,
FOHBDY I L= a UPROEEIBIET 5 DI -
TWRWE ) IR S NLFERLEON TS (K5). H
BREEONZY I 2= a VEEROEEPBLEIN R VO
LT LW, YIab—va YHErSine 20
KOOI (K 9) % EICKBOWMEEIEZ 55,

— 5T, YIalb—yarElBORTD, Bayesian
Approach I2& > TH Y IV F N L DT L A VHMER T
ELCLRAERLHRTHA. AL HVWEY I 2L —
aryEirbhWwEAETY, Bayesian Approach |2 & A
BEREREIT > T 5N EE KD 72w — K
DBEBFAELTBY, WHEROBHAPES THL EER
b5, WFILIOEHIZAHOMHEETH 5.

5. #&bhi)I(

Eald, HERE YT H IV O KREZR OB L 2o 720
L2 x5,

o FMMRAEUICELE E G2 R EHTEY T ANV O

HZDOYIaLb—YarEBRT S,
e Bayesian Approach 12250 %, FFAfiE 446 & WL L 72
= AKERESET D,
W) QEAEE L LWE Y TV ORIERT LT
AL RELI, AV IFVT LAY EOGERZ®EL
T, |METEG %) v —2A2FHTLRE 20 &
LI ENTEDLIERMR L. T2, REHEEICET
BLEE R AT o 724 R, Y32 b= a VIHWwLE
KOV ARXGHLIREUERELSZTNITAERTENE
&, Y REERT A XL TR & OB TEDY ) B
L, G EOREICET A EENME S T,

—h, ¥YIalb—Ta YOEPPENE X DRERTAD
PSEYTANVBROWEZRECRELTEY, ¥
Tal—varEBeEe L ThFOMEND T Y X
NTWRWVE W) RIES DS 2% - 7, WHIET#E
OB RMEBGEED &9, SHROBFRETDH 5.

#EE AWZEO—EBIE R B (26280130)
O & - Tirb 7.

2397



BHRAIEF =R EE Vol.55 No.11 2389-2398 (Nov. 2014)

SE Xk

[1]

2]

3]

[4]

[5]

[6]

[7]

8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

Gelly, S., Wang, Y., Munos, R. and Teytaud, O.: Modi-
fication of UCT with Patterns in Monte-Carlo Go, Tech-
nical Report RR-6062, INRIA (2006).

EARE—, AR W, RIE E:ar¥a—yRiftics
JAEYTANBEOWTREN, F110r—-LA707 73
7T =23 v 7 (2006).

WEREEN, BB RN BTy T AV ORERICELE D
Ea—s g, £ B3Ry —a70773I0 77—
¥ 3 v 7 (2008).

Winands, M.H. and Bjornsson, Y.: Evaluation Func-
tion Based Monte-Carlo LOA, Advances in Computer
Games, van den Herik, H. and Spronck, P. (Eds.), LNCS,
Vol.6048, pp.33—44, Springer Berlin Heidelberg (online),
DOI: 10.1007/978-3-642-12993-3_4 (2010).

Coulom, R.: Efficient selectivity and backup operators
in Monte-Carlo tree search, CG 2006 (2006).

Kocsis, L. and Szepesvari, C.: Bandit based monte-
carlo planning, Proc. 17th European Conference on Ma-
chine Learning, ECML 06, pp.282-293 (online), DOI:
10.1007/11871842-29 (2006).

Lorentz, R.J.: Amazons Discover Monte-Carlo, CG
2008, pp.13-24 (2008).

Hoki, K. and Muramatsu, M.: Efficiency of three
forward-pruning techniques in shogi: Futility pruning,
null-move pruning, and Late Move Reduction (LMR),
Entertainment Computing, Vol.3, No.3, pp.51-57 (on-
line), DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.entcom.2011.11.
003 (2012).

Tsuruoka, Y., Yokoyama, D. and Chikayama, T.: Game-
tree Search Algorithm based on Realization Probability,
ICGA Journal, Vol.25, No.3, pp.145-152 (2002).
Kishimoto, A., Winands, M., Miiller, M. and Saito, J.-T.:
Game-Tree Search using Proof Numbers: The First
Twenty Years, ICGA Journal, Vol.35, No.3, pp.131-156
(2012).

Winands, M.H., Bjornsson, Y. and Saito, J.-T.: Monte-
Carlo Tree Search Solver, CG 2008, pp.25-36 (online),
DOTI: 10.1007/978-3-540-87608-3_3 (2008).

PrNEets, SfHnd, IIOAR CREHC B 2, FHiRE %
EMCZZE Y TANTARER, F 15074707 T3
YT —=2r a3y, pp.86-89 (2010).

BHIRERE, /NIERTR, RZIER, BRORFRC LIz BT 5
EHET VT X LSRRI X B F ORI, IPSJ, Vol.52,
No.11, pp.3030-3037 (2011).

BEINKAE £ 7 ANV B RERET IV T XL DRFHAD
WH, BTy —AaTu s3Iy vay s
pp.76-83 (2012).

BRI . RA VT v 7 Fu—Fic&ko 7 0u
REEZRT N T) XL ORHAO#A, 518 7 — 471
7737 I—=2rvav 7, pp.58-65 (2013).

Zobrist, A.L.: A new hashing method with application
for game playing, ICCA Journal, Vol.13, No.2, pp.69-73
(1990).

Baum, E.B. and Smith, W.D.: A Bayesian Approach
to Relevance in Game Playing, Artificial Intelligence,
Vol.97, No.1-2, pp.195-242 (1997).

Junghanns, A.: Are there practical alternatives to alpha-
beta in computer chess?, ICGA Journal, Vol.21, No.1,
pp.14-32 (1998).

Tesauro, G., Rajan, V.T. and Segal, R.: Bayesian Infer-
ence in Monte-Carlo Tree Search, The 26th Conference
on Uncertainty in Artificial Intelligence (UAI), pp.580—
588 (2010).

v
7

© 2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

BRFFEIHER.

il KfE (ExH)

2006 4F L HUK TS A, 1t
(BHEE) . 2002 4 [7] K5 K27 Be s i
BIRRHERF TR R B 55 248 C, 2009 4F
£ 0 RSB FE T B %, B
2R L. W70 s3I v 7, 5EGH
Bk r—A7ursg Iy ICET

Bl &

FRUOREE RSB LA RP7ERHE IR LA
AR T (83 4F). Tid. HfE,
ENAHHEE 7ERT R, HURAREDAT
FERTEIR, BURHERELN 7 — & &
MR, OB [1HHUR%E
FrEmF7e g tER (05-10), FEFESE

(7xzua—)

A [EHRKHE] EiEsEERE (07-09). 77— X=X
T23E M. ACM SIGMOD Edgar F. Codd Innovation
Award 52 H, ACM/IEEE 7 = 0 —, BT IEHREEFE7 =
0—, KRR, WEFRGCHIZRRE LR 7e 77 0%

HEAEE.

2398



