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Learning Weights of Training Data by Game Results
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Abstract: Recently, machine learning is attracting much attention in the field of game programming, and
it has succeeded in tuning evaluation functions, search depth, playout policies in Monte-Carlo Tree Search,
etc. Existing machine learning methods in game programming tune parameters by using game records of
human expert players. However, computer programs have almost the same strength as human professional
players in some games such as shogi. Thus, learning by simply using human records is not necessarily good
for generating strong computer players. In this paper, we propose a new learning method that estimates
the importance of each training record by playing many games and tunes parameters according to the im-
portance. The experimental results show the effectiveness of our method for learning evaluation functions,
realization probability search, and playout policies. Moreover, the results show that features of training data
such as progress of games or tactics affects their importance.
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Fig. 1 Procedure of the Comparison Training.
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Fig. 2 Example of the realization probability search.
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Fig. 3 Procedure of proposed method.
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Fig. 4 Example of patterns based on effects of pieces.
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SRAEER L, SEMRE%LIE 10,000 &, FEERE=RIZ 5,000 7
L7

4.2 ROV F A1 U HE

REFETIE, EROMEKRE D L OXR#R 2 £ ICH
L7ZEloL—7+4 Y7 2B OFEEE LTHYS, &b
LAV R CIEE R MEOm S 2 HL T 572012,
RYFAA YV DFEREETH L. REBRTIE, PR
o+ T4 it —o3[24], 25 TRHWSATW
BEEEBE, EOX) BTy F XA 7 FEIEL TV
B aEl L7z,

X5 K 6\, #MI2BEHD 50 7 LAY THEDE LY
R#x4To7z &0, BHEMRIEN & OBEDFHER LTz
bOTHDH. REEBETIX, 1,000 WD~y F XA 27 %479
FERE 10 ATV, & 7L A Y OB RIER & OFRED
FEEAR RO TS, B, KEBETIE, 1RO~V vy F 2

2o &, F—RE»HEHEE ANGER 722 /FOE%
v bTIT, B 2,000 HOXR R T b,

M5, H—727 55T/ — FEELEHLLZTLAY
MCTOER, X6 %, FHEEFEERICBIT 2T XTOW
WHEAR L) L TR 21T o 72 EBROKRTH 5.

5 DERTIE, 7LAVn(0<n<49) OFE/ —F
& 1,000 +200 x n & L7z, ZO5METIE, H—0B%
O TUT T LE) LOMRFIZIBWT, HR ) — NEHR
ZWVIFERWE EIZHWTH B 720, MVEDTRE L e WEE
A 2N & 2 71 7T L[ TR &2 AT 9 Bl C D EER
EoTwh, M6 OFEBETIE, 3 XTOMMKEH LTH
HIZ 1,000 J& 32084 ) O3/ 21TV, ZOfER % BN
RIEALE LTV 5D, #2240 OxF /I ICHF D00 5 72
W, REBTIIHER/ — FEIX 10,000 & L7z, X 6 134
ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ@%é@7D77A#@ﬂﬁE?%,ib%%
DIRNEVERETOY v F AL 7 OF YU EWEALT 5 2
LERHME LERE o TWD,

EERTIX, RO ABY DY F XA 7 OFEERERLT-.
o TN TVHF LGy F XA (random)

o IFHIELIIC X Y NEM DT L A VIR % B0

J &¥ %75 (ranking)
o oo T LAYEL, AFA-TLAYRLET V7 A

WAt 8¢5 5% (result)
° 7b4¥ﬁi,ﬁﬁth4¥ﬂi?Eﬁ®Lw%®
NGO EE, E51210 012 1 [5E4aics v
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T T T
random ——
ranking

35 . result e 4

result+ranking+trandom - - - -

TR

0

50 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000
xt B
5 X vF AL TR K BB RN & ORRGE (W—T 177
LTHREKR — FEELTE L2707 7 LBO)
Fig. 5 Errors of rankings (matches among the programs with

different search nodes).

T . .
random ——
“r ranking Bl
. result
result+ranking+random - - - -

50 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000
st

6 < vT AL TR X BEB RN & DR (Reb/NT
X =% OFHEABE R 717 T AR ONRE)
Fig. 6 Errors of rankings (matches among the programs with

different evaluation functions).

T L~y T AA 7 Z2RAEIZFHK (result + ranking

+ random)
4OHDHET, TV T LBy FAL 72 RETVILE
ML, WEOEWT LAY THLE) L, AlFE) LT
BEMGE, LT LAY ToONEON—TRELSL T L
WhoBID, ThzlillzOTh5s.

FEROAER, 5 O 7 L A YA L oOxfFTIE,
ranking, result, result+ranking-+random OV §NLDI5H
BTV T LTy FAAL 7 LB TRWER TG,
— KT, 6 DFEEETIL, result |F random & 1T IT[A]EE,
ranking {& random 125 5 #EHR & o7z, T, ¥ v F
AT DLRPT VA VHOMEISEEI LTI L2
IRLTWEEWR D, FElZ ranking (LA~ v F A4 7T
&, JERLOFENT LA X L ORI L L 55720, &
HIICIXIERER AR 2 SRD A Z EDSTE L OO, MWD
FHET A AT 2RO R TONERL AN M 2R 1) 234
LI ENEL hotcbEZLND.

result 4+ ranking 4+ random (2 X 5 < v F X A 7, 5
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® 2 PERTEI 25 FHERED
Table 2 Win ratio against conventional methods (learning of

evaluation functions).

R D HAL REFL WIMEA (best)
JEATEE 0.561 0.523
HEFE 0.581 0.552

® 3 mEOWHEMRII S 2 B GHER L)
Table 3 Win ratio against the best of initial individuals (learn-

ing of evaluation functions).

R O BT e (JRFEFH)
JEATEE 0.544
ML 0.531

BLUK 6 OFEERICBNT, L HIZEEL TRd EWiEE
7z, 2, ranking 12 & o TIEMZOFWT L A Y &
DL % IEfEIZRD DD, result, random %A EHE S
ZEIZEoT, REIRICHO k) e~y F AL 7 H5E
HTETWL720THhHLLEEZLND. DEOFEERTIE,
kD Elo L—7 14 > 7 28T 5720 D3RO~ v F X
A4 7121, result +ranking + random % Hj\27z.

4.3 WRERICLZEEFEDOHMA

REFELZ a2 -y HHICBIT 5, (1) 3D
FH, (2) EHMEROFEH, (3) B T AN RERTO
playout D f%e, Z#H L 7-BOB R Z A RHERICL Y
M L7z, E RO Ta s g A (BekTk) &, BT —
FICEBEEICLD2EAFTZETEFLBDOTHAL. 5F
RAEE DN T A =% DFETIL, FHERIIBVTER
DLEAE R A LT d REm E2SiRo bz kb
FCHO R o2 b D B R E Lz, WRIEE
BT 16 FED - /H 2 b HE T AN 2 T 1,000 £ v b
2,000 247 7.

4.3.1 FHMEREABOZFEICH T D REFEDOFHE

+x 2, & 3 AR EIEICB T S, REFETHW
THEHLI-Tur7 740, ERFDE, BLUREOWHIE
R O RERERT. 2B, UBEOEBRERICBVT,
FH O KRT- OFABIA FOKUE 5% D " IHKE TH B 2 #5 R
TRTY.

EBFERD S, MEFEDIECRFE LB L, AEICH
LML TWE IG5, EBOMEARD BT *
WTHH AT LA IO ERTFE Rlalo T 528,
FFRETHEHENARL, LVECHBELZELZLEDT
ETWD., RETHITL o THEE SNIFHEEKE V7
T 77 A%, REOWHMEHRIE L TOAEREICHEHBL
THY, #EWEHEICE T, LYEWEKEFET 7
DOEBEEDOFENMTONTnEEEZLND.

4.3.2 FHEROZEZICH T2 REFEOFHb
® 4, R 5 (CEHMERFHIFICB TS, REFEZHW
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R4 JERTEICHT B (FEBESR)
Table 4 Win ratio against conventional methods (learning of

realization probability).

T O BT REFE WIMEE (best)
JEATRE 0.527 0.506
HLEE 0.536 0.486

x5 EOWHMAEII S D (FEHA)
Table 5 Win ratio against the best of initial individuals (learn-

ing of realization probability).

L S BT e (RFEF)
JEATEE 0.514
HEFE 0.542

R 6 JERTFEINT AR (B2 7 7V 0 AERO playout D)
Table 6 Win ratio against conventional methods (learning of

playout policies).

G T HAT REFH: WHEAMER (best)
AT 0.539 0.505
HLEE 0.548 0.514

® 7T EOMMERIIE B (£ 7 2 BARSEED playout
D)
Table 7 Win ratio against the best of initial individuals (learn-

ing of playout policies).

HEFE O HAL e (JRFEFH)
JEATRE 0.540
HLEE 0.544

THEHLTu s 7460, (ERFDE, BLOREOMHIE
& DR R 2 R

FEBAERD S, FEBRERRREICB W THREFEIIER
FEERBIC LR BEREE/2. 7220, R0 FH
EHET L, ZOMRERREERE R o7, I,
SHMRE R DO A I IZEHIE 12 b §° 0 T b 72058 AL IR &
MBI L TFICEEEEL RIZTOICH LT, EBMRER
DEFEITIE, MERFFERESIICER LTI A LICh
B0, FOBII TR DEIVNS WG LT TR
SELTEENDESIZLWI EEDENE L TEZOLNA.
4.3.3 T T HIOKRERD playout DAKDFEICH

\F B IREFEDOFE

=6, T TI2E VT HNVOKRERD playout DR D:
HEEICB D, METEEZHNTHFE LT I7L0
PERFE, B X OREOIMEMR L OXFEERE RS,
FEBRERDP S, T2 T AIVEARIEED playout DIJHT
&, EIUEFEL LB L TRV LGz, g, €
YT ANVEARERTIE, ¥R ETOETHED playout %17
)72, BEOERLID QI LFOTUIHRICEZ 55
BINKREL o222 6NA, BB, TyTHhbO
KEZOY A, playout OWEEAR 71077 A DM S I25 2
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T T
S P —

]
HELR (best) -----

BEEE

05+

0 s 05 T om
EITE
7 MEATEEIZID U H T — ¥ O EEE O ZAL

Fig. 7 Values of weights against progress ratio.

BEDH S P 5 TR W E W) MR H L. 2D L
AT, EDEIBIINTA=FHPERNTOT T L FEHT D
DOPHS N TRVEREIZ LT, RET R Z 5
THEEZLNS,

B, AMNIHEEHEAL, ETEEM TEREEZE D LT
7205, fe LFOTFHMHERICE DR PRI oG L9,
RHEA CEEEXE )Y TL I &, Efl (BEkd T
Sh7-F) LA (FnDAOF) TRELZEEEL 52
BT EHEICLY, 6% AN EEEHT L&D S
LEZLND.

4.4 ETEBECOEEEOH

B 7 \REFELHCTEE LT OEEE GF
RSB 2R$. M7 T, |ETFEICE > THH
ENFEEE, BLUSZL L THUEKD) bid L —
T4 Y TOEPo EROEREEYRL TS, 2B, &
BEOFHIZORRIC1.0 1245 L) ICIEHILL TV 5.

K756, EFEEHCTEY L-ERZEIL, Bl
PHHBIZPIT TR T, #RETRIE A>T S
DD, RETEEEN M ROE L oo HEE LT
(&, R CIRBOMEMBIERBRICEELLTC, B
W, BNREAIE-> &) LGP Nb70THLEEZ
SN A, JCHK (4] TlE, #ATEEIZIE U CRIRIZ EIERF &
ZOMDOEETFOFMMED~— Y VKR EL %D L9 12
ELTBY, #BROBZEENEH 7o TW5HTIE, 40
DEBFER LS —FH L TVBENVR D,

F72, ARIOFERETIE, FEL) HEROTEICBWT
FEEEDP L AR E o7z, TR, BB AD
WIRE CREGBA S CIRTEREMIAT L 5V oIk LT, dhiigid
Bdlan (V) 2EINDL 2 &b %<, MR BIRTREE
MWEFZLICC W EDREREEZZONS.

S50, il (KBER O 5~10 TR ICHRY) Tk
FEEEPEKL > TWE I ED0h A, ZIUIRRIETIR
FCICHBMATH L CTEB ) Hfilfi & L CAEY) 2 R ASFEFE S
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R 8 WL 2EEEDEN
Table 8 Differences of weights by tactics.

" . Al JeF IR .

o PR P am | 0T
1 VU R VU R LT RE s 0.566 (30) 1.121
2 DY e T JETR AR BT AT L 0.500 (20) 1.100
3 FHE HBEVAT L A9 FiA - 8 AT 0.500 (96) 1.088
4 ES} A 4 L3 Bl ERE 0.500 (18) 1.079
5 A2 Y A 2R A5 A 0.542 (24) 1.061
96 | =[A/IUHHEE JE e HL T RE R 0.700 (30) 0.951
97 FH 51 & fiy A6 TR 0.474 (19) 0.922
98 | =[Al/IUHRE TrsEikt e 0.611 (18) 0.914
99 HrReH ks il T PR 0.519 (27) 0.901
100 b b FHREE 3R A6 FAT 0.538 (26) 0.899

52 LR, ARIOFEE TR OFE T 7 RE D

R 9 HEIZXZEEEZEOEN

IHERE VIR IR RETH -2 EITRRT L &%
ZHN5. CHK[1] OFFFETIE, HIGERO KR %
FHIAC D720, FEHEICH L HERES LR %
(R § 2 72O IS LB RBR S AR E Rk 57T,
REWZFBHRIE L TR WE VR D, FRIZAE O
MR OFE T, #kER L W) IR IRV ER T v
72728, EEEEADHED O & DV IR Y) 7 R
REBHIENVTEY, BEEMR o7 FEIONS.

4.5 HHEBBEMNOEEEOHF

B 712, MEFEEHCCHET EOREREEZ2H L
7oL EO, WAL AEEEOE: GHEERFER) %
R OEREL BT OIS, SCHk [26) OV 7 R EHW
7o WAL, MBI OZ B O EAL 100 12DV THNT R
fro7-.

xR 8 Mb, REERIE, RELXKOLT L, MW RE
KL DOBEBEENEHL Lo TVWDLIEDNGThD. —fk
Bz, REESIZ T Y Ea— Z IR THHL RVl & v»
ONTBYZYREREEZONL. — T, SRIOER
TRERMVIIRPRPEZEMEL 2 2EANH o7, I
EERACTES X0 b, FUE, REFOHWIZHR S
IEIDN LV EBCBREEL ZEDTE RN L
5720, HXTHICFERAVOEEE 2K T 5 H ey
W72 b EZ HND. RS ME, FFICHIRAETIL,
WHOFRACEBIRT L L0, HEICBESES, #
HFHIATLINIL > TRIEEZ LT 2 F 04 2 & 5 HEE
WEL o TWA I EDTDh.

RO ITHIRICK 2EEEOEVEZIRY. Mikid, K
B0 L ED B S DRGSR E L., £ 925, g
AL COM L7254, 73R L OO EEE 132K
e BAED S - 7275, T afthoME oM Tz
BoNhrorz., EEEENS, 4Rl FEETHW72EH b
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Table 9 Differences of weights by tournament.

NEAL ML, HLEEEL HEEOFY
1 E2RN 7 41 1.049
2 WA T 64 1.043
3 REH 85 1.025
4 B 118 1.020
5 PN 27 1.020
31 4H 7 u 400 0.989
32 WH 7~ % Nk 20 0.974
33 B Lk 299 0.972
34 S Nk 62 0.946
35 ENEVaE YN 1 10 0.917

BB OFE, BLOFEEFETIE, LR 7 YERL 2
FEIDOEN D DRI FEH N ERE Y R T REND 5
bOD, =L EOMEIPRIES N TV EEEIZIE, 20
FCOMBEDEOEITEEFICRELBEL 52 Cdng
WwWkEz o,

Z O, *EAE, FEHRH, B (A ToEL V),
W TOFERTORH BT o 7225, Wb B4 @n
BRON o7z, D EOKERD? S, 4RIOERTYE S
N7-EEEIR, (1) avEa—2HEbedwnivbiT
WBEARATEMR SN TS, (2) #KfhliL LTOY (RS) 12
KELEDDHD S DIBRINT B HMICHESI TR, &
Vo FARAI AT A I B RER & T o 72,

4.6 EROMBIFICH T BEAHBIRDEN
REFETI, MERMNOEZEErH5E, L0
WA SR S DA O BT & AEND D -T2 K
FEERTIL, ZOBREFEOEND, EEOWRIIBVWTED
I E N TS 9 % HiEE L 72,

#+ 10 12, 4.3.1 HOMGERN OBEEE 2 V728460
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F 10 EEOIFIZBT L EAHERDE

Table 10 Differences of tactics selected in games.

Wt S 7Rk ZINEIR
ERTE RETFL
R 131 7
B 45 54
S 61 175
MNEE 28 15
SRE 33 45
Je AR HLTAE 210 215
VU [T AR BT 38 40
= HIRHLRE 65 39

2,000 J& DX} R GEAMBIEEIE) 2BV, ##EF
B, WERTFHO T 7T LSRR 72 EE R AN OE W%
AT AETIE 16 FETERTED TV D20, FRE,
PR REL L Vo 72K E DRI ERIC L D ES Ty
BH, BBV T ORIRIIE L OgE, SRk
DWMFEDOBELRTIET A LI A, 10 25, 4H
DEBAERTIE, FEBEOMFRFIGERS N2 & LT,
FRMAV (RER) LEEICB VT, ETHLERTEC
Bl REBRENENTWE Z e 0h. /-ETHETIE
FERAVOFT FES LD b, mER, HELvozfnic
HREETWAHAASEEICEN TS, 2O bRE
FHETE, NERELDD, XVESZEBRLZERAD
FEIRENBEENEL b o EHAPENTBY, %
BIFOBEEFE DD, EROIFREOEAN 12 EEE 5.
ATWAZ EDTFERTE T,

%B, REEIZOWTIE, EBROMFRIIE, REFETE
RUZEFIERTEE KL TREREIRON 2>
72, IR, TERFEICBWTY, KBTI E W ilifE
RS TBY, REFHLEENEL I o2 &5
HEHLLTEZONS.

5. SEROBRE

RELIZBIF 2 EHTIE, BT — 7 |ICEEE %A
L, MEICL2EEEOFH L EEEIIHED CEAMF &
BEBYBRTILICE -, MREMESERTELZL %
w7z,

ASHOMEE LTI, DT 2805515505,

(1) EEEOFEFE, EEEEZEND YT HEMOME
(2) D5 — L~D

(1) I22WT, RREFHTIE, BEEEOEH IS
HEET IV T) AL w7z, KigX T, oaffie7vT
1) X 2 OFERAT OEH 21, PBILe & MO EHR % M
W7ens, FOMOFE[27), 28], 29] EHWAZ LIZL o
T, LVBEOBVEZREIERTEWEESH L. £
7o, REX T, EBRBRBEOMA L, MEMER 50, S8 A
T 7400 E V) KETHEBEIT o205, TS DO5MtE
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R LICk MM b HIfFTE 5.

X502, BEEZE) Y TLHMICOLHEORLAD S
EEZOND., SRIOERTIE, #ATERA, MEEHATIC
HEREZEN) BCehs, REEAL, WA, BT E%TT
R DELEEEZHCDHEOFEPEZ NS, RIEHEAT
DEEEOFE DR L UL, RETHEOVHAIZE -
T, MERICHEET S IR, BFRL o RH% BEINIC
LT A L b fRICR B EEZOND.

(2) 122V, REFHEI RS ] 1SV FETH S
720, FHUNDLE L D — 212 LTERTH S Z L8
WFETE 5. BARMIZIE, EEMED S A 5 FESEAD
BHIZOWTIE, BT A MiESEVwEEZ 5D,

6. BHYIC

KL T, AT — 5 I CEEEYEAL, WRHICL
BEEOEB L BEEEIIHEON8T X — 7 OEMF &
BrilsaGb e BT RE L. EEER, ko
RS R ISR L LB RIS K DR Lz, M 2R
TR L LCid, KRHBEZEIEBREE 2 VT, @R T
RxEfiv, EOxRFERPOHEMN L2 Eo L—74 ¥ 7%
w72,

REFELZ a2 -y B 2GR E LT, (1) 3FfR
Bo%E, (2) EBERO¥HE, (3) Ty 7 A NVAAREERED
playout DFHRDOFHE, (TH#EH LR, 1ERFEEZAE
ICERZZ ISR, ZORMEER L. T2, 4
SNT-EEEZ OGN LIRR, REOEZEENEL %5,
REESHE—Icay Ea— 70 BbeTwninbhTtnb
WO BEEENEWENE 25, Lozl hoTH
D, REFELHVLZ LI T —20MWE IZH - 72
BT — 4 OEEENFEHRINTVWDE 2 E PR TE .

BAE, r—2o7urs 53y 7058 Tid, FHliEROF
H, WRERSOHE, T2 7 VA REED playout DS
W, % RREIC B CHERE 2 U & L 72 B8 25D
ANSHENTEY, ZOEFEHEISHBIBEL TNV EEZD
N5, =T, ava—FDHRIIEFLLDT—LIZBW
THEEICAMOBRSIEL LD EL->TEY, 4HKITHM
WAL T2 #biiE L8 CEANT0e 2 b56
FRZAOND. KL OREFHEL, BT — 2 1T LTE
B LV ) TR TEKRMNIT 2479 2 & T, B ALRE & ki
EL7HEE ERLZLERLAEDDOTHY, 5B IDL
I BFETFEISOICEREIIRLEEZ LN,

SENH
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