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Abstract; Given a specific domain and problem, automated planning will generate plan solutions composed of applicable ac-
tions. In classic planning, actions have deterministic effects and are carried out sequentially. However, in real-world prob-
lems, the effects of an action might be non-deterministic and there might be concurrent actions. Therefore, the parallel and
probabilistic planning( PPP) was proposed. The PPP has a strong application perspective and is drawing a great deal of atten-
tion in the planning community. Therefore, this paper presented a survey on the PPP. It first gave formal definitions of do-
mains, problems and plan solutions of the PPP. Then it introduced competition languages, benchmark domains and competi-
tive planners in the PPP. Finally, it tested two representative planners. Experiment results show that, for the efficiency, the
results were similar to those in the competitions. However, the scalability was different. It might be caused by some unpub-
lished source codes or some manual intervention.
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FFATHER BRI (PPP) 2 S B th BEAY &2 2 LA 1) AL 22—
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TR TE SN FEIE T, PR 24 Y REAS e 2 i iR A2 SRy PR 29 TR
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SIEENEABIERRL A, PPP i H B AR 5 55 4R B
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IR BT LA At 2 B AR5 DE R, B IG5 118 2R Hems LS &
AR ERCEART o B SR 5 A Fr Tk T 8 0 A
R 7 AR PE X PPP AR F HAL, 725 N2 AR TR TE, (4
ST LLTE B B IS DL R R LR F . AR SOk
PPP (N T SRR B i o 8 B A SRR IE A
AR 2 AR LI H — 8 2 A AR R A Bk, 5 B i 2SR
0 SRR LA A A PPP A 23 Bk HE A R
T EME SE PR B BB 22

PR K K % (international planning competitions , IPCs ) J&
PLR A2 Je ) IR, M JLAR B 1 % 1) BE X PPP A L3
IPC #f H 1998 4, PI R =4 , He A A 1) B vl U2 A A
OB Bl S P TPCs He th 94 LRI EC T Cinternational
probabilistic planning competitions , IPPCs) F-42 /4L T PPP J&#E4H
X, IPC fifi Fi #0 %) 40 58 72 X 1% 5 ( planning domain definition
language ,PDDL) , & M SRLIUI (1 Bl ik i 75 4 g %) PDDL 3.0
I HAMEZR R AR ( probabilistic planning domain definition language ,
PPDDL) ™) IPPC-2011 # ! T PPP [ #3815 = ( relational
dynamic influence diagram language ,RDDL) ") |

TR 2 R LB S 55, 0 T 7k vl RE o ML
RIWFF AR, 40 IPC- 1998 76 4= Blackbox '™ 5| A Bk -
JSCA I ) IR A A A s A T R R G
(FF LAMA™ SymBA*- 2! 25 3% 4£ T IPC- 2000 , IPC-
2002 .IPC-2008 . IPC-2011 F1 IPC- 2014 25 5 14 30 %) kb 5 7
%o APBEFHI T, FPG™ ™ A IPC-2006 ik , & 4k 5wk
75 ) o B Bl BL ) 8 3 fE IPPC- 2011 Al IPPC- 2014 |
SPUDD"" il PROST ™ 4335 2 , B A1 143 51 HE T Sl 5 Kol 52
RIS RAE

1 FITERRMKIE X

1.1 RHEMK

AHE BB IT IR T 20 HH22 70 4RAR 0 oo b
AAERI A IRAS B ANEE P R SRR BB E P — SR
AIUCAT LIS 13 2 A FLAAR B LS (DR, A A3 ) R TT oy B
SR 3 WUIRAS 1A AARAAT GG B IT = (5, 1,6)
AN E SR A ZHBCR SR, X ZHPCR A ILF
B FEARSCH O T XA J5 i, — A BA n HBCR I AH E
LK a = (pre(a) ,eff,(a) ) (1<i<n) , HEIERHR N eff,
(a) = (add;(a) ,del;(a) ) , Xk o BRI TTER 2331 A 48 A3 A
BRI o AT E 0 AMFESIERIES A, = 1a,, 0,1 L
= (pre(a) ,add;(a) ,del;(a) ) (1<i<n)o mIFAHHEM—4
AERCR KA AR s P o F5 B A AT RERY S dkik
B CHMEEIRAS) o AN WL R i s 7 5 R 25 2 1] HL i
1o TEMRRTS SRR T —DNARHE S b, T8 F M
RS, =\_§JS‘T(S,bN) OB AE s TR A, T R AR R AL

AN E B R S RS SE PR R T R SRR AN E
Yo AN E R PR LR S B, P R AR R
BERIM . B2, A =I5 E - a) SRR E— 155
b) AT B )E R GRS — A 40 A1 5 o) £E AN Rl UL )

LT , RGALTE i 2 BACRES AR IS SR
1.2 7%

FFATIIRIAE —ASIF )5 0] AT Z A S, IR A 4
R ST B BE AT AT AT , A< 2% 1 sl 1 BT 5 1501 1
LG KRB . FEAT LR B B 2 M R K R A
R TSR R R SE 4, BT 1 SR S R R AT, DR
AR RBIRA TR E RS . R — B S
A SRR R 19, MR X A SRS A Ak 1R 9 3R
4. IEES AERES s TR, 4 BACY A E31E
aeA’ JLHTHR pre(a) Cs . EIFATHLRI A, 76 5K 2SR B
F—A T WS E A, RS R T AR R SR R
9 R, TSRS 2 UG R 5 4, T LAJGIE
RGP GV , i s 2 SR — RE Y

FNERIEAT IR T IR 0T 307 T4 180 4 b g
WEIME. 7ESERCRIE G F , BRTE A M TS 4
o 7 [ A PR T BRI B L B 8T o TR 4 W FLR B
FRBTEOLT , SE AT R 30ET o IR AT PR o 0 F = 7 1 £ 4
fiF o) Rl BRI P B EE R RE BT 5 b) AT E0E IS R G
S RE PR 5 ¢ ) B AR ) B I A T LM 24 T T A S, a2
BRI FR T P B B0 0 B S A SR A B
1.3 FHITHERAK

PPP AR RO AT R R 9 285 4 , & B ST 3R 47
FERCR 2R LR E SR B R PSR . R4
S8 SCRTAS SOR B E B 5 U R B A 1 31 I

EX 1 AHEEDER SR SHE P R e M 3h
fEa(BIA, = {a,,,a, | VFIBCEIA, = b, b, | ), FAFAE i
(I<isn)Fj(1<j<m){ a, e A, F1 b e A, HJF ), N a F1 6
HfF.

5E 1 R AEP R EE SR S A AT A s
R KPS E SRR TR o ZETEN S B0 T — 2
SRS AL AR AT R A, RT3 340 B L AT R BOR B
FETSF o o, 75— AR E S b BT R P A
RHE IR TR, %A E SE B A R AE E R

BN 2 FFATHER RIS IR — I 47 M R 4505 S
—APITELL Sy = (P,S, A, T)  Forfr,

a) P J&— A2 A IR A £ 5

b)SC2" SR A S

)A=lala=(pre(a),eff,(a)) | RATENMEES;

A) 7.8 x2* 2% R AR, %A, €22 n AW
SEIMEMES A = la,,a,}, Va,a e d (1<i,j<n) &
HF,AMF a,(1<i<n) & m, 25058, a, = (pre(a,) ,eff,(a,) ),
L<ks<m, A m,,,m, ¥HIEEE, # A 7EseS Fulf,
W) T(s &) FRIGURIRAEEER S, = 15'1s" =5 + (add, (a,) +--
+addkn(;1,,)) —(delkl(?zl)+m+delk”(&n)),Vk,,'--,k,,,ls
ky<m, 1<k, <m,| ,

SE L2 IRPIR A B A bR R Y, S I N SR AT
T WA — 2L A 2 R 2 4 K 7 e — S T B 1 ) R 5 o
A I IR 25 A I A S TR SR R R FE
PPP o S35 SR , BEAN Sl A 45 7T R — A s 4 4, D9 It
J& AR SR BT R SRR — A B IR S WL B
SCAT UL, PPP (R 252 1] 4 5 g K, 3 2 55 2 IR A5 5 3 7T 3 B
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TR HEAT (L A G PR M £ 5 FEE o AR SR 3, MR 75 2
I RN . KB H AN T PPP SR 1 (1
S PRI, AT A R S LA B AT 5 85 28 e 2
BRI, B PPP SR Ay 0 o A S 1 L

N3 AT IF AT AR LR AL I =
(Spor 1, G) HIRLRFIE—ANSHEWS 770 , L TEWS 2 IR A5 — B 1
SEFEXHA RIS o = { (5,4, ) Ise S, A, e2* H A, 7E s
H A R |

7 LR 5 5 W Tt 0 S0 I 0 M R A5 s 4y I
RZ

2 FHITEERMRILLSE

Xof 1] SR 13, RDDL 2 1] 43 fff (1) ™ /R W] 2K 33 A% ( Mar-
kov decision process, MDP) , 1512 ] J51 2 350 43 =] WL i , B8
LSR — A 43 W] WL Y T JR BT K a3 it (partial observable
Mar-kov decision process, POMDP) , R4 IPPC 43 & MDP 4k,
F1 POMDP sl , {H 52 B | fiff e POMDP ) Jy ik 5 ] B, 3% J2
R WAy > i i g R RS 25 R A /N, Bt LA AR SC 32
B MDP 4538, R i 484 48 TIPPC-2011 F1 IPPC-2014,

IPPC-2011 5 )\M40i 3k , L 3€°F 4 25 Amazon Elastic Com-
pute Cloud (EC2) . LUFEAVIETF MR ZE, ML 115
17 TR R BUB SR R 25 . IR TR SL 6 B
WIBATIC T — 4L, TR A L B3 3 — Ak 3%, 80 A4~ 52
BRI — A0 7 B (B A Je 2459 48 o 3% HL 3R 2 Jin A /R Y
MDP %€ 9 B % 2% A #4, HHE 4 2 SPUDD™ | Glut-
ton'2#! PROST™"! MIT- ACL 1 Beaver-**'

IPPC-2014 3538 NS il 1% & 5 IPPC-2011 FEAAHTF] ,
X B RAE LB |, IPPC-2014 |, A4 S2 s 7
AR RR 1, B LRI IR )G A R FahifE S8 X—JaSnTm
JRF MDP 22194 PROST . G- Pack . PPUDD ) Jz LRTDP, H:
Ht G- Pack 4 Glutton [1J5 4kt A<, PPUDD J& SPUDD [l 4 hi
7~ ,LRTDP & o) JF #1019 Glutton, % J5 PROST Fl G- Pack
N

3 FITEERMRIERIES SERI

3.1 FHITEERMK MHRIES

PPP 45 35 FH — F 37 19 26 F B0 1) 0 5 ok A, B RD-
DL'™ . 7E RDDL H, ShEALR A 4 Jay 1 24 S0 753 T 2801 10
SRR RIS T, B PDDL " 404% PPDDL!™ #5R i]
HIEM A &R ARSI E L, TR RINE ST
FU . MTE S b LW 3 iJE, RDDL s 2 — > 3 25 DL - 357 100 4%
(dynamic Bayesian network , DBN) , & F—1™faj 2R 1) 5 i [ B J
A ARE S BN . bR eR BOR Re s a3 2 37 BI 2 Jlets 4 fuf
TER I B . B A TR

a) —YIAE R SHH ARG, A5 IRAS S EFI

b) A5 TG AT P — AN (fluent) SCFLAT LIRS o 2 —Fif
K, FELE R RS 5 Tk 0 S0 T AEAF 2R 2 P R4
HEARAE,

o) FEHU RS A SNE I eR B, Hif AR YR A A — Lk
AL R SIAE T R R — S RES

d) MR EUE— MAZ R A e E — B R

o) e RN A2 BR BCRR T 5 28 =X

£) T LIRS BE e B — DA & AT
FECE AR SCTF IR R ECE R R R IR, BT LAE A AR ML
HRAR ML, DL R B iR 2 R

JE4E RDDL & — BB i1 5 , (H 2 & MAH T PDDL 5%
o B, RDDL (46 3G 8 A 0 DU ok 27, T 3 A £ 0 )
7E PDDL s FR IR AE 18 1) #0552 215 F Lk 4o, ¥E RDDL Hr
Ak RiE BAEFE RMWZ7E PDDL i i 3,

RDDL gy PPP 4R SR AL T 1R 2 4 L (H 2 H AT Fiolr
T E R B A58 45 . 4 DBN JE7E fiv i 2= [A] (), 17 RDDL
PR FRRE T — B R s — i 5 T SONAE— B Z T F5E Lo
3.2 FHTERERMRIRE ARG

1 [ A K] K #€ TPPC-2011 (http://users. cecs. anu. edu.
au/ ~ ssanner/IPPC_2011/) il IPPC-2014 ( https ://cs. uwaterloo.
ca/ ~mgrzes/IPPC_2014/index. himl ) | 323245 A\ AR 7] BR40K, <

a) Crossing_traffic 453s v 1Y & B A2 BRI W) 38, 7 —A
Vi) BELTET, ML AT 2 SRR PR LR , SR R i AT 235 H 113

b) Elevator SUSAili i (19 2 LB B 1R [ AL, 7 2> AR AE
RIS AR , 3% B3k HA R4 o s I8 BE 1E A U 25 T
— BB, S WARISIES

¢) Game_of_life S5 3R & 41 MUATIG 5250 . SRR LA
PN B KT (R A0 B 2 Bl ] L5 400
BHEMGZ MR K BRI R &2 e TR,

d) Navigation U IR (YW 2 LA ARSI L, R
A, 5 crossing_traffic GUSCAN ] A, B AL B HRAT I E] 7 10
IEALER ARBESSEE o DRIEGRR T BRI, I8 1] B A

e) Recon USRI R R A5 BARESS R KR |
AR AT . Agent XT3 1 AT L6 200096 2 — i 1 PR 2R G
F 1A AR A ar IR A REHEA T IR

£) Skill_teaching S5 ial £ i 1) /& ¢ BB 2 > () R, 3l 3 X2
AL — R IV RE , 152 A A2 RS = O E SR

g) Sysadmin TRl IAR (1 2 RGUHEL & M) R, 48 20O 75 1
SR AT 5 LG R G B AR P R o, AN s TR D

h) Traffic 4FUH A A% 19 2 A2 3 45 il 1m) L, 4 AT LA 1
AR NS iTPS N EREIWNTIPAS i K Wik i Er

4 FITHEERMRIF

PPP [ {5 (1) 3K A 7 3% T B0 kAR UR I S R . IPPC-
2011 A fLA-HRI#RS 0 MDP EL3E, 1 IPPC-2014 [ S 3E A0 #p
BTN A A . K, A e/ 47 IPPC-2011 _E /g A3
RIER B LG4k, FEXF IPPC-2014 | 3k45 567 72/ PROST 1 Glut-
ton B IE R YRAS 26 TG T s A S PRik BE , S a0 Mt 1 o
4.1 FITEEEMRIBN A

IPPC-2011 | #i %4244 HA, & 12 SPUDD . Glutton
PROST MIT- ACL Fi Beaver, ZF#I/Z310T :

a) SPUDD™ FI S MR ARMEA K2 SR 25 B
G KR i MDP, 1% 05 3 AR S e 1] ADDs ™ ok 3%
TN H BB % . SPUDD {1 & 247 4E— 1~ ADDs %t A, SR )5
WIS HE ADDs SRS2H, ADDs A:fE k& B, R
H AT R RFRAR . SPUDD FME 24 A 7 sk DR 2 05 7%
HE#@H, 7£ IPPC-2014 [ #L ¥ J& SPUDD (1) 1 28 hig A<
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PPUDD F1 ATPPUDD,, ‘& A 14 MDP 3 {31 7 5k — M 2R A
R XRERT DARRAGTH G B2 2% B, TR S FRARR Z 10 it . (R
NI 2 S BMEA AT 5 BRI 2, BT LAS th BUIRAS B H 18 1
PG, PPUDD $isF I 142 i e 5f 1 % 6 ABE 8 ADDss 3R I fit
DR TR BERRA . 5 SPUDD AS[H], PPUDD R FI % A5 1
SERAGHLI , AR M LGRS A5 2 10 I n] REAR S, BR i 24 i
MR RARZS . PPUDD SR B 4R 5505, ATPPUDD J2 H 75 28 it
Ao JE BRI XS TR TR B, (R AR A 2 02 i
BT, BRTHY B IR T AE S 8— MR 2Z NS . tLak, B A
SPUDD 1) ADDs SEBI7E (AL 2 i 28 5 48 H I AE I KN

b) Glutton™! i F ) 3= 32 & 3= 2 LR*TDP, ‘& 3% F LRT-
DP) g B i A IR S s, — B 5 e AL e R e e &
)0 K S R Sk fige o ) S o G P fe BB 2
UCHIRE G40 oK, T 7T 43 8 Y o TR R A7 G B eR B R A, 7
IPPC-2011 v, Sl S48 A4 55 et A A 15 R A AR 285 25 T Y RN
SEECR YL, 1 RTDP 76 DUR S 48 it R rp B4 sh 1, T AR
R, Glutton LIRS 31 SR B Sk fiff R ax A [ R, 4K T SR A
TR TFEERT, BT Clutton 217 R EERYSNERUR . N T
FRAE—AN AT SE B HLRI, Glutton SR AR IR iy 2ok iz
1 RTDP, Xf H 45 BRI ] L, ¢ S i sk — AN 1 A, R 5
FEAE—AS 2 AR, WA 3R . — L[ FER, Glutton N4>
BB 5 25 S s . 141, Glutton SR HIUAY 116 Ak 55 s 2
)25 43 T T 22 4 R TF) 245 o ) ) B, 9 5 St T 2 S 9]
1E IPPC-2014 |, Glutton f{)J5 4k A G-pack S0 T L3, (HA
A AR BT s

) PROSTV I UCT™" 4k I e — 5245 80
RS RE . 76 UCT v FEAEA R i b 18 Sh AR % (R roll-
out) A T HEHTTA 1) rollouts, JSAFAITERH , UCT FEAR B 450
TR HJE T T EE A 24 1 — Be B ] A R ik 2 8K,
WG rollouts JEREHLINY . Sy T B3t ix Fiig 5, PROST g ik
T UCT, & FH— 6] 2 i 45 S0 22 A RS B 25 (4 i 1) i3
#K 2. PROST 47 BT A o1 55 RS —Sh fE X, B R G —
ANBESS RN Z R T S T K KW 0 K F i 5 . B
FAR A [0) 55 5 FH— A — I GR (e R AR B UCT (w46
REMLA , NI EEPRle8i, 7E TPPC-2014 I, PROST 24t T — 4
FHMAS . PROST 2014, PROST 2014 7£45 FRI MDPs P , 3£ F
Jet RS AR IR PR A B S VR 16 B 40 A2 ARG 0 3k 2%
MRS R 1 s B Gk ATEARTBI Z AT RER AAR T &,
T2 PROST 2014 4 Py AL LU G2 £ 1 4 Fre FE ) 30 A~ i
S, BRI BOR I 5 — A B 45 LB IL

d) MIT- ACL 3R FHEE T WA A 39 58 2% > 7 ik fift Ul MDPs
A R B S pR G T , b I R IR S A 7E T 1002 1 3k
RSB HIRE . BRI S RS R T ek 1
fiE o e, Ml T 900 SR AR Rl ik

e) Beaver ™" fif JFI X 1] () 75 £ M R MR 7 0, 45 1 ok 3
HE B ( decision theory planning, DTP) A1y [ 2, DTP &
— AR A SR 1 7 i, B AR IR R i MDP 377 A — AN R
W, DTP ZBiLfif P )y RBMA RS A 1], W H AR 17,
1E DTP W] 38 3 43 % o MDP $2 {1 ik, X sefp ik B4
(4 AU T BRI 5 o X B AR AR IRAS Rl 43 R S 2,
MR REA RS ZS ], X RFET A1 (1 MDP SR fiff 25 16 g
T[] R0y T — AR R AR R AR PR TR AR

PSR
4.2 KBS

P TPPCs BYL5 SRR , A AR TE R KL R 2% 5t 2
PROST Fl Glutton , 7351 {346 & AL AL T 2R AR B T
P, &3] IPPC-2011 AVF Tl S8 AN L T ¥, 1 1P-
PC-2014 Ukl 25 JOIEARAF IS A SCHE B A S5 & ERAIEE
T SE PRIk RE , JF LA #r

ASCHIIR A BE U o #:4E R4 : Linux Ubuntu 12. 04;
CPU:2.27 GHz(i3 350) ; NAF:2 GB, I3 42 7 B ol Q51 4%
10 PNEEGIEEAEET 3 U, BOF B Is 47 I ) FI 22 5 (H . 5250
S5 R WIPIE  SR A 5T R 2 H A el , Glutton 7ESK fiff fig
J177 AN PROST, {H & 75 5K fift 2804y 1l 5046 T PROST,
AR AE 42 TRSR 7 A B ME U nevigation U (AN 1 Bz )
I skill _teaching i3, 7 L4035, Lb 4N recon Fl traffic 4515,
Glutton XJ FHR I3 [ REHRTC SR A , M1 T — L4, 41 game_of
life 454 , PROST Xof K HR 43 SE B ER B T 30 min(#EZ4 L) .

1200 — — 1400
——PROST
1000 ] 1200
800 -800
600 e
400 —400
200 =200
0 —a—a—2—8 4] '
15 461 491 fo) 461 4] 451 ] f) 1) 151 450 {51] 457 £51] 451 ] f41) 25 1)
12345678910 12345678910
(a) iz fys}E] (b) 3R it o i

1 PROST #1 Glutton 7E navigation 45138 11z 17 s [F] FISK ff Joi 4
SERG X b (A TR) B Sy s , BRI A B 25 1)

5 IPPC-2011 v, B A ALK 5 #0 X ¥ 20 1) AL RE SK A , 3
LA AN LR S80EE 2 T WORAE BUHSR i . 7 RLRI 48 9 53
EITT, ARSI AE R B L T RAUL Y Oy I RE R 22, AR T
AT B ) PR S BOR BB RN Ah, KRSy B
PPP LK) i 41 25K e o i A ST A X, BIDAS 58 42 SCFf RD-
DL, {H RDDL J&F#N|, PPDDL B FS/ERCR , —# iR g
YAy, vt ] A5 B b A B 2 B A SR i
o

5 #RiE

PPP JE 55 i 58 22 LK) S5, AAAT2015 A3 10 f S0
PHE SHARSC R I PPP ARk TR TE &
TR, RO RS, AL ATE TR 18 G 3k evr It &
PERAS 5 PR R AE AR 0] R, 34T PPP AL 285 11 5K ik
BRZHT UCT Bk AR R, BN A K. A3
LR A XS PPP OGB4 Rl o B A i 2 4L T
BMSHETOR, RE PPP AFSEHES) T & Z LR S AR 55 1)
I, SR BARE 58 S MR iR A AR 2 05 I AR ZE i — 0
J& o Bhnde SIS Uy T, 755 584 RDDL A9i% LAg A, H 1T RD-
DL I 438 PPP Ul A0 [ L, (H H 35 SRR (LI )3 45 T
DBN, v (g 28 4 Do 245 AT 388 5 S04 38 v 100 2 46 00 DU R A
BJ& RDDL 3 & — Bty , Hal SR T3] —Bir P 28 2%
#4, Bl RDBN ( relational dynamic bayesian network ) 311 RDBN
& HHETE A R DBN, & — BB Ml 52 MG 454
Y. i, 71 RDBN K fg & RDDL (1935 SUR T ATHY , (AR5 2™
MRN8 IR TIE o TRANTE 310 U7 18T, PR RS R A SR e B30 125 1) A
BRI S ERE A M B A EL A 1, e TR T
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T2 2R FH B g ) I i X A PR WA S5, DAL T 9 20 SR e o

Vi) 5 117 368 T 35 A4 2R 19 5 0 IO 185 Bl 1 R A AR A 3 2R

AR [ RSS2 451, DT 4010 SR A B8 J o A N D7 THT, — 5 1T N

S i PPP Y RE T, 55 — 7 1 O B0 FRL A R JEE | 52

KT 55 Jo oA A M ) I 2 R 1 e S, 552 B A R AR e 6 3

AR RS SR fige 4% , LA B IE fifp R SE B ) i A0, R R 27 2 B

G55 — HE WA ARG M R, i T AL &2

7765 L B B3 B RDDL A5 Al i 455 2 o S — AN {815 01

HIRIESE Iy ) o
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