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Abstract  Imitation learning studies how to learn an expert-like decision model from expert decision
data. Same as to learn a decision model, reinforcement learning only learns from evaluative feedback
given by environment. In contrast, imitation learning is able to acquire more direct feedback from
expert data. It can be classified into two types of approaches, i. e. , behavioral cloning, imitation
learning via inverse reinforcement learning. The imitation learning methods based on inverse
reinforcement learning decompose the imitation learning process as a repeated process between
estimating a reward function by inverse reinforcement learning and learning a policy upon the
estimated reward function by reinforcement learning methods. The imitation learning methods

based on generative adversarial nets were developed from imitation learning based on inverse
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reinforcement learning. Among them, generative adversarial imitation learning (GAIL) is the
earliest and the most representative algorithm. It is inspired from generative adversarial nets
consisting of two adversarial neural nets, i. e. , a discriminator and a generator. The core of GAIL is
to use the structure of generative adversarial nets to address the imitation learning problem. In
GAIL, the step of learning a reward function can be considered as training the discriminator,
while the step of learning a policy can be viewed as training the generator. Compared to the
conventional imitation learning methods, GAIL achieves better robustness, representation
capability and computation efficiency. Therefore, GAIL is able to handle complicated, large-scale
problems and applicable in realistic tasks. However, GAIL suffers from the problems of mode
collapse and low sample efficiency in terms of environment interaction. The problem of mode
collapse is derived from GANs, and it may result in the lack of diversity in the samples generated
by GAIL. The problem of low sample efficiency in terms of environment interaction is derived
from the assumption of stochastic policy and the model-free policy learning style in GAIL.
Recently, a number of variants of GAIL have been proposed to alleviate these two problems. To
alleviate the first problem, researchers have proposed to apply variants of GANs to improve
GAIL, including technical improvements based on the multiple mode assumption, the generative
model, etc. Representative methods are conditional GAIL, GAIL with auxiliary classifier,
information maximizing GAIL (InfoGAIL), InfoGAIL from burn-in demonstrations, variational
auto-encoder GAIL, etc. To alleviate the second problem, researchers have proposed to apply
reinforcement learning techniques to improve GAIL, including technical improvements based on
dynamic model, deterministic policy, Bayesian methods, etc. Representative methods are model-
based GAIL, GAIL with deep deterministic policy gradient, Bayesian GAIL, etc. In addition to
the above GAIL variants, researchers have extended GAIL to different observation mechanisms
and multi-agent applications as well. The extensions of GAIL in observation mechanisms include
third-person imitation learning, GAIL with recurrent policies, generative adversarial imitation
from observation, etc. The extensions of GAIL in multi-agent systems include multi-agent
GAIL, parameter-sharing GAIL, multi-agent adversarial imitation learning, etc, and they have
been applied into realistic scenarios of autonomous driving and virtual e-commerce. In this
survey, we first introduce GAIL’s key ideas, advantages and disadvantages, which are followed
by classifying, analyzing and comparing GAIL’s improved algorithms, and finally we summarize
the aiticle and discuss on possible future trends.

Keywords imitation learning; imitation learning based on generative adversarial nets; generative

adversarial imitation learning; mode collapse; sample efficiency
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AR D) € (0,1).

DGGE)|
D(x)

Kl 2 GANs YIZRAESR B

fE GANs H1,G FI D 3 [ {7 2 — A A0 54
PU SRl R Z e 43 4 AR ER (D %R
D, fifi D XA R IR O B FLSEREA 0 sk 3 4
B HERR L DI 2k B bR b B KA TZE H
BRI Loans (DG 5 () YNGR G G 7 A 0 EL R
Ak S D AT D3 40 50 2% o, I 25 B Ak
B/ME B IR HAR B Loan. (DG 5 (3) i
HEELR . (2).GTED 513 T EREALS
FLSCHEA S LT D W) -0 2E BURE AR B S A A 1Y
72 51 R AW B FONE R 2 5 () IR 2L G PP A IR
AT LASE 2 H A0 A BLSEREAS S A L T D ISk TE A )
Tl A JSURE AR T LSRR A L 3 1Y) T SR A B AN AT
5. BB G 7 A B REAS BR % DL RGRL 2, gk D ) )
R SEREA K IR T 0. 5.

Ph b AR SN 2R 18 i W 8 R B3R T GANs
A AC AR S PR B A SR iy M R R, i
B4 H bR pR L. GANs A] HUE by S /INMb A2 BORE AR 43
15 B LA 434 Z [8] ) Jensen-Shannon H{ & .
Kullback-Leibler #4519 2% > i #2. 4K 1M o 31X P 4>
HORE (8024 PE B A R 4. Jensen-Shannon 8 & 7
I3 A AS BB IR S BE R 0,1 Kullback-Leibler #i B
ANEAXFRYE X 53 5 BT GANSs [ B2 2% A
H5E 285 A B [ 7L

AR LT K& GANs 9728 Fp. ET7EARR
FEBE 2R T GANSs (952 25 1 B RS B2 2% ) .
Arjovsky %5 A2 11 T Wasserstein GANs™ (ff] #k
WGANSs) 1% 7 15 R B4 PE BB A 1) Wasserstein
BOREAE Ry BE BEREAR 23 A Z (R BB bR . Wasserstein
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HEREERRAARESEN AN ZES, IFREA X > HEZR

PRPE. WGANs Z2fif 1 228t GANs Jj ik it Jensen-
Shannon HiC B FT & A A4 B B2 T 2k FASE 285 Jir B3 (] el
Nowozin 55 A X i GANs #E47 7 90 J& . A A1 8
GANs H fJ Jensen-Shannon B EH#E T 3] f-8UE XK
WV o, fHUE KR AR {UA Jensen-Shannon #{
1A f45 Kullback-Leibler H% & #1 Pearson 8 & 4%
2 i B 00 A 22 S i 82 ML HIURE

X AR 2 5 1) L 2 o 3 T 3 2 2 AR AR A
SRR ITEN GANs #8471 Bk, Odena 45 A48
T A G B 28 A B A R B R 4510 (Generative
Adversarial Nets with Auxiliary Classifier, & K
ACGANSs). ACGANSs FEfEf W B #h 2 X Il Zh FE A
H RS B B RS R [ B A R s & R M EL 5K
FEA 3. Chen 58 A48 ) 1 3% T 505 B e KALHY 2R
BT HL 45 (Information Maximizing Generative
Adversarial Nets, fa] % InfoGANs). InfoGANs i#
Tt e KAGEAF B 7 2T W B b s RS A B A o O
LG A [F) B A8 T /Y B S AEAS O3 A AT 22 A T
GAN s [R5 25 o 35 [ .

B 25 TR 2 > (0 R 8 A8y A Al 0 (Vari-
ational Auto-Encoder, faj#x VAE) £ F fth A= iy 45 %Y
WA T —EHE. P EEEE T GANs BXHHT R
Xt VAE Fgk.

3 ERMNIEGES]

IRL-IL fl GANs 7€ % 3 HEQL | 47 76 iF £ 4t
P GANSIL ik & i 4 6. vid M
GANs MIHESEXT IRL-TL #E47 T 44 €. GAIL j2 i B
PR ) — P I T A R Bt R 45 19 AT 2% 2] T k.
T Ao 7 2 O 2 TR G g A R iR Ak 2 ) O 1R S
J5 2 GAIL fig 4 J& s 2 FhoAS [a] (9 722 (08 2 ax s s
WL X8 F GANs-IL Jrik.

GANs-IL FZAH PIAHF R (D) 5 ug 25
BRI B Pl 22 I 4850k R 5 (2) T2 ST SRS B R L 9
FHA WA E RL Jr Ak SR g #5574, GANs-IL BEf%
WU TRL-TL £ R AE B8 ) A H 008 1 i B G,

AAT A 4 GANs-IL iy 28 i )5 ¥—GAIL
{14 3 T AR RIUE 390 10 S0 5 SOB 45 3 3 T A B
A 2 (1) A A 2 2T 1 — 26 2 35 1k
3.1 ZRE

fEIER R GAIL ZHi. Ho % N E 4 1
— P BE A% AL 2 F bR B SR AE BE ) 13 ) TRL-TL 24

maxmrinE,[[r(s,a)]*E,rE[r(s,a)]—H[;(r) €D
Horbr, pGr) 3078 6 T 2 50 R BRI RE ) A A5 . &
RE A B LLTE IRL-TL J5 325 o 2 1 22 B ek B0 1A R
BERECY FIERIERE S E AR L. FEIZAESL (1 I
filt b, AR T — R R R AH S B A A ST WUE
JE,YE[g(r(s,a))], ﬂl]%r>0(

A () A 10)
Goan, (r 71—}—0@, 7,':.<|)_!|J
Hp, g UFERN
x+log(l—e "), N x>0
()% Tlogl—e IR 200 )

| +oe, il
FE ] 1 SbGAII,(V)E/‘J%IEZﬂEﬂ:aEﬁEjJ%ﬁ
BRI T 25 4 23R W B KRy 22 FO(EL R IR 2 b A
T B eR B A E B A
r(s,a)=—logD(s,a) (12)
M8 % IRL-IL 5 GANs 45458 kK - AR S
th VR 0 S 7T 2 LU A A R B AR 25 3 VR X
Cs v a) % 4 57 BI 2B AE A9 22 5 ok B0RT 28 LA 4 551) 48 5
TR T 25 1T 2 B R R ) DG A G R AT 2 B O A A
F I a2 B R R A Ak 3 R T 2 L Sy ) G e
A ZRad B AT, GATL ¥ GANs fHES iz ] 773K
fife By 2 2] ] . & n] DA E W3R8 3 TR .

;
D
D >

]

K3 GAIL W& MES R B

D(s,a) |
D(sg, ar)

#2450 ~(12), &l #E S . GAIL ¥ IRL-IL
RIS S B R B U R FRAE O A R
H)ﬁ‘@ﬁ L(,;m(rr7D)ﬂU%ﬂ—<ﬁﬂT:

minmaxL gay (. D) =
D

T

E, [logD(s,a) J+E, [log(1—D(s,a)) ] (13)
Horp, Gsoa) RoR RS -BWAE X mp Rm L KKK,
m RNFEF D MR M. D KR F AR, D (sha) £
AFERFI Csva) B BB T LR, B T
R WIIE , A SCHTE, [« ] 378 & T %R ug 19 1) 22 {E
Eoy ol 1 IFEE TR T RIS AT 0. Ho 55
NAESEEG R W] 148 25 SR IR 10 H A5 28 B0 GATL
ER7S - SE R E S AV N

HET GANs FIHESE (GATL Hh 3 W 12 5 bR 5L
By u] el AR L M 0 b 2 I 45 30 Bl s . AT IRL-IL
L T SR s B P A 24 20 A ik GATL [l
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B PR B A SR 1 R AE BE J1 .2 AT LA A 3 g BORE
ARG RRAE. PR L, Y b 2% 1Y RE 2 8 i
R SR WS 5 4 B o BT A TR B A 0 0 A R . T
02 A= 1) 52 B g FH

AN I GATL B 26 R ug R 1L 1E 2 > |
B o A J2& SE T 103 2 5 sR B0 EA TSR A . Uk, GATL
fai A 7 IRL-TL SEARIN 2 b A 20 B (1) L (2) o ik A
TR U A IR B, DA Al B A b N TR 2% 1
AR [1] 8.

FE GAIL v, 5 W 55 5 R 50— AH AR
G BT LISy AL 4 A8 (1) 32 H] Adam™ 4§
Ak ISR Dol D e 45 oo AT RE R 1425
okmg o RATRE/N R (2) B HINES A T GAE
() TRPO % 5w 66 B O Ak 7 i I 5 oo A L 91 B3 R
b 5B B 0 B B 5 1) R 8 TE T AT 1) o B
U5 (3) AW HEAT AL BB (1) (2) . %05 o B0k B 150
FLL KB RBOFE S xo 0] w FEIT 5 (4) B, SR AN
BT R BGE BN G AT . R 4 R B0 s B E
Ho ) e F e B SRR S e JIE 7 A B R AR 40 A il A 52
KA G 7o AOREAS 3 A IR T T 5 AR R K

5 GANs 81, GAIL AALA] DL B3R 55 0
(WL A AT BILAR L 38 BB A B IR 10 AR BE HEAT A R
GAIL SEBR b2 e/ b B SRS o 7™ A 1R S gl 4
X BT AL JR B BE AR A3 A5 p, (50 a) 5 5 AR 25 - B 1 )
MIREA ST i o (ssa) Z A1 [ Jensen-Shannon Hi .
Ho & N\t T 58 s BGIE ] T GAIL 1y — & 2%
[1) 758 AP DR A - Bl 1 6 R AR 11 43 A 25 5 B/ Ak )
B ZAEA R T GAIL 5 IRL-IL (¢ 3k . i i
/ME 0, Gha) 5 o, (o) B ZESE o FPEEI (s a) B
A3 A e e AN o BIREAR 53 A s AT SE B XS & K
MREf 2= .

iE M GANs BHESE . GAIL 88 T IRL-IL ¥
B, HAT SR 0 SR AE AR RS = T B AR
I GATL REfff P 52 2% B R FLAEIR] A SR 1T GAIL
AFEAE A — SO 391 () . 3K 2 [n) 1 1] 2 25 HLAE — 2615
S R .
3.2 MmEFmMaEm

GATL 7775 5 R 35 (7] 51 . A58 285 j9 339 [ R0, 2
FE AT FH 803 ) 2
3.2.1  BEZS AR

T RIEAR PR B — 8 3 U 8 2R AE 3
SR BAE B R RS 0 B R R A P S T DL TR
(10 XA . A2 i B8 2 8 2 A R 7 A 1 A R A B

U T FLSCREAR A3 A 1 B — BN 4 AL
T AT B AR AR A3 A . LA R R AR S ) L A5 0 35
W T SO OB 7= A 1 TR FE AR UBE 26 I HE R I
7 Bk — KUA S 1T 3 R T AREA I Z BRI X A 2
2 B FT DU B AR 1 P 5K B bR 547
2 FO A 4 T2 38 SR G0 T e AT B A RS L Bk 3R
SR A A AR AT B AR

15 GAIL B35 A 3 f 3 SO s 77 A 947
REAR P AT TOTE B 35 L RAEAR 2R 43 A B W i R
A BFEARAN A B REEAR N Z R K250
P52 IR REEACE B TR —MRs. X2
Wl GAIL A MBH EEREZ — A T EEA
N NEER YR NG S PN R = N NS A
BT 140 A B, B — B B AT & S B
[0 R, GANs [F]FE AL A7 7E B LS Bl 3 0] 3. 78 GANs
(i F A S L E A7 K TR X GANSs 458 25 i 33
7] R AT R PR S £ %5 GANSs 40038 b i) i v
A e GATL (R 25 7 15 (0] R W LY
3.2. 2 AR BUFEAFI R RAR

A IR AR I R A5 A ) R 4R GATL X4 e A4
55 IRBE 38 HAT B0 0 A 1 R R AR X S A AR
0 A 2 1 S = 2B R LR O A R AR . A — 2
S bR N F H L R BB AR 5 PR BT A8 R AR I R AR
AR5 00 s A0 B 5% 0 0 B ML 28 N 7E 5 3 BT 1 3 A
IE AR O A AR R B A AR R el T AR R AR
FI A - GATL HE RS FH T 3 26 52 g 7 .

Az BRI BB AR AR AR i B2 GATL fRi%
SR Ay BE ML SR I LA O Y RL ok 24 2] O
W T BE AL SR SR A B A Y e R R AN T A Y
PRI M 2 1) A% 4 1) ik SR 3 A SR IS B A o 19 Bl A T
SR RS AR B ML IR L R R R RS T L
FEZBENLAY. B T ARSI B8 o B 0 Bl AL M T A 7Y
9 RL J5 2ok S 80 GATL Hr 5w i bR 2815 508 a1
g BRI s 1) A% 48 A 78 5w IR 25T AR Ad
Wit H TGk o B o T By, GATL W 3w« G
ARG TR BB A D S BT R A
ifi e HAEIE I D i % 37 B2 8% (8 Al 11301 28 B
WBE A AR XS W A B 1 A B S SR A R
7 1 S B BT

TE SR W 16 By vk Hh O T ME A A 0 B B
W DT B R R 5 I A B AR Al
GAIL J R AR B A ) P 03RS (R 1 R A 8 4 TR 2
2J 5 . A R AR TR T Ak R AR o ) AT DL o —
RL $ A K ik v
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3.3 TEREARES

TR 2 R XA E S T A EE
ALVTF MR (D)l AE L ZOREm RS L XA
L4 (M RL T A€ KT T8 CMPRIEL 5
BRIER S 2 A5 B SUAR WS Ll AR SRS 1S B L KA
LA RN RL J7 19 3045 1 97 28 5 W W] BB AN 55
T ARG P 3xX 28 gy AR [6] RL J7 245 3 19 57 4%
WG Pk RE AR A AN A R Lt 8 RL J7 459 20
T RIEARLE G I A Y B UE.

H R L7 2% 2 8] 8 22 DA A B0 S 30 30 85 O 3,
D5 BN R AL A T A TR [ A
P52 AT 55 - B RFEAR G M I XOF A [ 2 . %
T X I R B A 2 2D AT 55 A UE ) 2 F R R
AEAEXE LLE SC. Rt 3l 3 % 53 0% B s 54T s AR 3k
WL FREAREG R 7 N B X T — AP TE G
WS (R BTy 2 2D AT 55 78 JE U A 85 vl i RL Jy 6 R
198 ZREAREE A 1 J7 U 15 Y.
3.4 FMERE

B2 2 1 B bR 2 15 3 5 % 53 AT g A
1) R AR TR . [R] IH  AE45 2F 0 B PEAN B o — B 2 2]
BRI 5 L GRME 1PERE XS F. SR B By P RE R
HI AW AE (o) FRm CHUE SCRT LR SCER 2.1 99).

B 2 ) 553k 38 H AT DLOKE — S g gy i
BC.GAIL %) 8 # — 1~ B H1 %K #% (Random Policy)
VE S PEAN B30 P BB 1 .

4 B A I 1) A Y B

X RS 4 18] 8, GATL 8eat J5 3% vl 43 A
B (D T 2R BBA St ; (2) 2T AW
HE TR ) At
4.1 ZEEFINRIMESR

HLFEAR MM Z AW 19150 A i B4 4)5
o ) B — RS AR BERE T BB A L R Rl
FHA ZABERB 7 Jr ik oG 8. FL b
RSN A ] BT 1 SEPR Y B 55K - %
FREA R I 27 ] Z R0 A A RS e B 3l
LRSS P R R A 1 2 RS B BT 2 2D O IR
UL FFEAS 27 o] BP9 25 B2 L i o7 ) 2|
LA I R S 5 2 R R RS

SRS 2 D TE T R — B RBE. E
BBLE KA RA Z MRS L FER AR AR
TR AN FBE T 24T 0 A X
T 2RER;F 2 0 RE . GATL (#2591 3 7] i

AILAR B 2. BT 2B R GAIL nffxh £
MEAH GAIL J7 .

ZRSM GAIL R FREALEAE N .
FELZREMBEES R C={cocrsmey) s Hp
RN S E RSB ¢ ~p(o). LU E
RIEEARLFTEPI TR I, & RS E G RIR N
C={crve b s BT B GRS -BIVERTFEAR (s vap) 1]
DA AT AH R B2 B 28 BHE . 0 Csps aps 1) B
(spoapsc) MIRBLAS o WU/R 15 2 /9 HUak o] DA &R
N T, = (sgsa0 st a5y aay le) s Hom so a0 23 B FEm
W HRARZS R 4R S A . U R $0ad i 2 1k i 2.

WK 4 R, 2R GAIL 7530 LA4r 9 i
B (D A W22 2B GAILY Y g &
GAIL(CGAIL) | 77 i Bl 73 2 &% 19 GAIL(ACGAIL)
(2) W B2 2R GAILY ) 45 3 F 105
B RAEH GAIL (InfoGAIL) (3 F 48 43 A % 5 £
#) GAIL (VAE-GAIL). H i, VAE-GAIL & —fh
FRIR 0 JC W B 2 20 T % Ja ST 4. 2 R D BCHE A
TR f ) B %o L R T A 2.

\

CGAIL ACGAIL InfoGAIL | | VAE-GAIL
4 ZEES GAIL kK
41T ZR AR A O BB o7 )

TE— e Z RS 27 2 W = b RS B bR &
BOHRAT AT LU L ZEREAS rh B AR AT X SE A Y
RS 25 Bl W A Sy 2% 1 20 ke A At 5 s N 2
BRBCRE A, v, — T 2 9 U7 1 R TE SR 2 B R
B A I C TSR A 1 SR YR T
1 2R BT Mirza 58 A8 H A9 S5 10 A2 00 Bt
) &7 (Conditional GANSs, f& #f CGANs). 3 F
CGANs, Merel 55 \$& 7 RS bR 2 AE S 551402
AHEAT BRI GATL , B 25 14 A 506 B A58 4 2 2 2
(Conditional Generative Adversarial Imitation Learning,
R CGAIL).

CGAIL BN ZRAE 2R i I 5 &R, Hodr, ¢ o
KA L FHEARNBEIRE. R o ERE ¢ &1
LYPR A RN AE T B R D WITEREES ¢ 1 2% 1
YRR 43 4 RS o 7 A AR A B AR XA AR
Cs»a) BAR AT B BUAEL T 45 & X AE A A5 e ) 22 B (L
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R CGATL w1 5 g A0 288 R A — 38 T8 L 17l 2%
{ié’\]ﬁi[ﬂ"ﬂﬁ};ﬁf ,%Tﬁiﬁﬁﬁ Eﬁ?lzlﬂ LCGAII,(F’D’C‘)EI
DL R -

min maXLCGA“‘ <7T ’ D ) C) -
D

T

E.[logD(s,alo)J+E, [log(1—D(s.alc))](14)

D(s,ale) | i
DCspyagle)

Kl 5 CGAIL Il hHE SR /R 3

T 3R A AR TP A AR S AR 2 B 1 S A
R CGATL [ 3 5 i TE A MRS AR T A
S A T SR AR U I R A B R AR, DT 22 T
285 A B3 ) AL
40102 R A3 26 AR 1 AL O BUREAT 2 )

F=E BAR BB AT LS Bl AR el RORE A o (1 il
SRR AIE o DT S A5 TR0 X6 A5 A ) AFE BT B M L (H
CGATL U 255 2 S R 2% A 29 0 T O A
B T UG 28 B A, & JF A 7840 BT RE A
AN B RS AR 2 B HE

% ACGANs"" iy AR 3 & » Lin 45 A7E GAIL
(O BERIE E AT A Bl Y ) 2 AR B T R B
28 1Y A R B A 2% 25 (Generative Adversarial
Imitation Learning with Auxiliary Classifier, f& F}
ACGAIL). il 1 51 A B ) 9 25 8, ACGAIL A
ACREAT MBS 3t X 55 25 B s 1 A7 27 2] L i RE 58 20 A ]
A BB S AR 2 BN 2 T RE A TR R Rl R ALE L TRt
FIE F CGAIL, ACGAIL X %i 4 1 45 25 % 4% #1)

T Al 1 1) 28 PR X A AS BT Ja B A 25 200 i A7
G326 TS B GATL A% 56 T RIS M 44 1FE 2
BT BR A B Ay 2 28 (Auxiliary Classifier, fijf O).
FIA C ZJ5 - ACGAIL Il ZRAE 4L i 3278 W 6.

[c x a DGna) |
b Depan |
T cehay |

¢ C(sp,ag)

E 6 ACGAIL JIZHEL R A

Horb, 1w o AR Y HCRS s MR 2 o AT B 1R
a,=n(s,s¢,). ACGAIL f D 5 GAIL Wiy D 524

— BN AREA G AR A& FEEA
G AT AR 256 5 B 2 0 O W T R 2 2 5 R A
B BB 52 ) i . D(saa) Fom D H JIREA
(ssa) 2k A B RHEAR SR, /£ ACGAIL 1,
or25dE C 5N o MBI BIEE D —FF Bl 2 4% 5
VN UE TN K O T A (R NS R (PR aE
AL H o FORE M 1 P E I REAR G va,) YRR AR
A% E H B VLR A (Random Sampling) 3515 Jf
R AN B TS 50 43 A s cp 227 B IR 25 Bl AR X A AR
(sprap) PHUMUBL SRS, Cls o) Fm st C
FEAR K] 5 by 25 B35 28 01 1 g o5

Gr25AE C XA AR B e SUS Y, &l i S A
SRR IEAT A B ISR, C BB D A TS
AR &M B IS D — R 5] 5 5K 0 0 5 37, A
177 S B 22 BSR4 2% )

C 5 D BRI A [R) 1) £ £ o {H 2 3 95 A4~ 9 2%
A 1) iy AT A RS - S X AR A 5 289 75 il BRURE A
HRRERRE. BIIE . C A D iy I 2% A5 78 AT DL =2 B g
JZZ40 8 I S8, ACGAIL RSl W) 2% 55 7Y
I A5 A0 (A28 B 48 X A 1) R AL 6 47 1 25 5 DA T
5 2288 0 1) O A b 2R ) ).

IEHS s ACGAIL H i 5w o, J 5 2% D432 4%
CIEI T =& WM gE , HA R i 40 2% B4 Lacoan (rr
D,O) R F/RWMF

minmax/L ACGAIL (7'['9 D D (;) -
xC D

E.[logD(s,a) J+E, [log(1—D(s.a) ]+
)Lp{E,,[H(C,C(C\s,a))]+E,,E[H(C,C(c\s,a))]} (15)
Hrp, Clels,a) MR CH¥ (G a) 53RN ¢ G
IR 2R, Ac R ] 43 25 4 5 e B BE 1) 9 1 R AR —
B BRIA Ky 0. 5. 38 XM H(c,Clcls ) Tl JRFF Ky
H(c.Clelsia))=—>p()logClels.a) (16)

1E ACGAIL 1) H AR e - D 7 B 45 € RFEA
2 e W 2B T 25 SR o A R AR BRI I 2 B
fB. 732K dn C L ZAEAN A AR S b5 28 504
FEAS (14 25 Fi A5 2 247 A W B 09 I Sk o A HEOE AR A 11
SrRIRZERATRE/N. JF H. 3 24 C 4y KR 2= /D
MIREA BN IR 45 00 2R 0% 22 R FEAR R AR
ik rRds C HHGIE D — A5 S R . B
IR T I 2 B R B, BRI T

r(s.a)=—logD(s,a) —AcH (¢,C(c|s,a)) (17)

TRy 264 C 5H 54 D AL FE/ER R 9K
W TERLAT % A [ I BE 7 A UG A LS 1 & K
FEA T34 . T ACGATL A REZE fif I 1 GAIL
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FIRAE 285 i 35 1) A0 592 IRAT M 1) 2 R3S 2 ) L T
H o B REAE 78 0 1) A5 A1 18 5 285 s 28 K i 45 B 9 4%
A A 0 b A BURE AS Hh il G 0 v SR R

4.1.3 BT HAF B KACH A O B4 2

A S 489 CGAIL f1 ACGAIL RBgid H % KA
AR A BSR4 A 3k 2 [ . AR T L A 2
A ST SRR 2 B A B A TE T LK
FEA . BOSBHR R N R il TAEA Z b B
Tk L R T B HRAS. B ol TR SR 2 4K
W tE T REEAR A B . CGAIL 1 ACGAIL %4
W Z AR GALL J7 3 2R 3L

Li 85 N3 T — M RERS 18 ] T RS AR 2 R 1)
R TC B 248 GAIL ik B FEAE B R K
A1 A B B A 2% 3 %) (Information Maximizing
Generative Adversarial Imitation Learning, fijFR
InfoGAIL). InfoGATL $445 Bt iy 515 B &z 1
BT GAIL Hh. i B R AL A5 B 9 5 InfoGATL
FIE T 5 R I 7™ AR 0 R AR 5 A 2 iR AR o 2 ) Y A R
P DT S BTG M ) 2 A

TEAF IS REWE b, 545 B RR — A B PLAZ &
T TR E T — 25y 5 T R E P EUE B
HOEGORYL, BAE BV DRRE R 2 5y ZEH
FROGHE. BAF BB, DU 7 5 R oG, HE 2 AT R
N I(xs;y)=H(x)—H(x,y).

InfoGAIL f£ GAIL [ 3Lffi I ik — 2 % B K
P52 2] w77 A PRS- SEXT SRS R R
] {9 A5 R A (18) FT s -

ICcsssa)y—rco =HC() —H(c,(s,a)) (18)
Horbo e R o PP AR REA TP RO AR AL B
c€EC. BB o i FPLRAERG B Ik &
B A oA R 38 5 e R AR - S fE XS S S
B s i 2Z [] (9 B4R R InfoGATL fifi ¢ 2% 2] S 7 2E
(R RS - Bl A X 5 AR 2 R A S 1) AR D PE A Ak DT
i SR 7 A AT O S AR S R AR R R K

EA&H , InfoGAIL 1828 H A5 BB % Livecan, (s
D, D Jathh GAIL #1525 H bR R85 A KT 5 AR
BRI UE AL -

minmaxl InfoGAIL (71" ’ D ’ I) -
w1 D

Eﬂ[logD(s,a)]—FEnE [log(1—D(s,a)) ]—AI(cs5,a)

19
Hodr 4 FR AR N B AR o

AT Bl = B A AR 25 1 RS - B AR R o6 T
RERAZENERMRE qCc|s,a) RRHAB. HI,
HAEBBMAE XM H (e, (sva) T HBHE. 2

InfoGANs 13 & » InfoGAIL ¥ H A B hs y H Az
Oy R IE Hig FHR R Y TR AR Y (s, a) =~
qCelssa) s WM d R AL BAF B R A2 73 T 5L Wk, 25
A2 18) L (19) Az A = (G (16)) . I 4 To R i
B H (O W E . InfoGAIL § H A% 6 %500 DL e
Liocar (rs DY) .

minmaxL yean (s DY) =
=Y D

E.[logD(s,a) J+E, [log(1—D(s.a)) ]+

MH (e, Y(clssa)) (20)
For, Y 270 H T 50 2 B AR o S e ARE 2% 1 A DR 4
Y(cl|s,sa )RR Y HE RS- 30 1E X AR A i J& B A
Fals m R, 7E 51 A SCT HAF B2 43 T Sy i
BEAY 5, InfoGAIL Ml ZRHESR AT SRR R & 7.

oTH - 3
}@ B:’ Y(clsna) |-

. | DG.ap

D(sg,ap)
B 7 InfoGAIL Y ZiHE LR & &

75 InfoGATL YIZRHLE o, H 5 &% D ZIEE 5
Jihh GAIL iy D —HEIhEE. D 515 o P2 HERYFE
ARG L FKAEA A THEWT 8 Y DLW o 77 A2 1Y)
(ssa) HA HEWTREA 1Y S5 S0 B3 (15 TE B 2,
Y A AFNAL P RAEAR. Y 306 BAR B i KAk
O S B, AN W Sk B B A HE BT A Y L AT A R S
77 AR AR RH DGR B dic R I A8 B s o VLK 3
XSS AR RAEAT AR A T B e B 1 E L
JEHY 515 SRS ™ A 5 A A 5 AR 2 g A xk
(s,a).

g5 b H g D ORI Y — [R5 S e i
B AT R TR G BB R RN

r(sya)=—logD(s,a) —AH(c,Y(c|s,a)) (21)
SR TGRS H Y SR SR LR e
A AT N 5 i B R BAS FRE fE A OC.

BT HAG BRI B ) InfoGATL RE fif ¢
FEA A W3 BB R & JF B B RE T B
b S IR 2 MR 2 20 o DA 2% A 17 RS i B ) AL

e b b InfoGATL iR 7 7235 25 i JE U A3 R
3. Hausman S5 A DU 4 W7 09 5 B2 283 15 B
F R IR KA 1 Z RS B 2% 2] 7. Kuefler %5
ANFE InfoGAIL S Al B BEAT 790 32 T8 &
K AE 3 AL #9138 (Burn-In Demonstrations) 3
FHE DTS A A 19 LA R R A A ik e A A 2
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ML (f7 % Burn-InfoGAIL). 7£ Burn-InfoGAIL Hr,
PSS BT 85 V1T 5 1 2910308 RT3 DAy i I A 0 O 2 3
OS2 B R FEUR R B L KGR, J5
2B R RERE ) W T 7 A B B . Burn-InfoGAIL
iz F 5 Al 35 0k 5 InfoGAIL R K —F. H &,
5 InfoGATL B2 848 & i R AE AR 15 A 7], Burn-
InfoGATL Hr RS B A8 2 HE W % Y AR 48 Fir 2 B
LRI HE W 13 1 1. #E Burn-InfoGAIL 1, X4 )L
BRI IR U4 B WG o B 77 AR T R BB
TR AR AT B F P B R 5, T RE 5
LRPB MBS R — 2.
4.2 ETHEMEBNKEHGZE

AT NB — AN A GAIL Bl ik 5k 5T
A T I e O R B R GATL w1 A e B g
R 5y B Gt o ABAR AR R B X B2 T LA
FERUE AR B g 4 e 06 8 oF B g id g8 1 B R
IR BIMSE R BRI TE T R iR GAIL
H L — & FROS IR RE L Bl 2 RS R 2 2
AT % fifp 5 285 o B 1) . A 55 5 |05 9% 07 VR AR O ik
T A OB R Ok s . H R DL 2R R R Dy
LR RV GATL A sl A At 7] /R (194 J B =K.
4.2.1 B0y A b At

Wil 5 TR B 2 2] 1 PR R A O AR R B Y A
s HEFEE. L A5 B g8 (VAE) & —
2l FLR €0 i A . VAE RE 6% TG W b 4 ki A
A s gt

VAE 245 HIPf 28 W 28 3575 Gt it 4 1 — 2878 43
DU 5. VAE (R E LA i 8285 B s IR
) 2 96 A 38 03 A Ay e 3T 0 A TEREAR O T B R
5 SRR LT, VAE £ FFERiIEH HE
S D B T A T I SRR A i R A L AR
17+ BT JC 76 AR A B A8 o 1Y) Ji5 30 WE 22 . VAE il 2o 4R
AR AR OC T B 28 1 1Y 320 B ARL AR T 5 0 {0l b 4 17 /5
.
4.2.2  FETAS 5 H WG A% 00 A O P4 A 2

2 VAE-GANsUY ) |5 % . Wang 2 A ¥ VAE
58 TG H GAIL H 38 1 T 2 T A8 4 B g 14
00 A2 B BB 2 2 B (R FR VAE-GATL). 2848l
F InfoGAIL, VAE-GAIL W % & K B A b £ 7E
AR RAE R IR BAR B R R A Oy i TE
B M AE WA rp B B R RS, VAE-GAIL iz
VAE W & ZK Pl FEAR P I BLSRRAS f. H255
VAE-GAIL 3T CGAIL i x40 22 21 J5 v 4 #E
T A3 HE P R 2 A R Sy 2B R SR SR A AR 114 2

NS EA | 325

TERT XA B InfoGAIL H, B2 B AR o 3l 1 25
B 5150 AT B BEPLRAE 3RS, 5 Z A [F] . VAE-GAIL
th VAE HERT 3 1 RS RS i RS 2. X2 I
o VAE fBik Ba Az & IR I 3% 25 1 & i 4 A LT
VAE-GAIL RU8 7E 3% 22 25 8] th 3R A5 °F- 1 2 28 () KL
A Pas &, I HLF A B B A8 VR R SR 1 20 R
784k, VAE-GAIL f84% 2% 2] 15 8| A F T 4% Fh
RS BRAS 5N A0SR IS, B T A Mk 52 0 S O TR S
B s e 1 3R 1

1 VAE-GAIL . #fE Wi g8 VAE RIS « DL &%
FIRNEE D — 8, 35 0 i 4 45 BEALL 3 =38 4 — TR
P4 1 PR S35 S M HE B W] R 1] 8. Horp, VAE 3%
FRR ST B i b B S HE KT A% e RO MR L ¢ AR
RS F AR . SIS RAS & o i VAE #EWB TS, Bk
I S 1 e 3 o0 A o AR T R B B AT O R
A VAE i A& FREARIFEMER ¢ B9 T4 T i th
LRSI & .

(e |-
|

=
DG, a,|0)
¢ > D | »
< D(sg,aglc)

P

K8 VAE-GAIL Z5#HE 2 7R A

AW LA T Rk S B R B A
B VAE R 2% 2 153 8] % FEBFEA h B g i 10 3R
BALRPD R AB MRS RAER. JFH S
PSSk A B MRS e 1 Dk 2 o T AR Ak 7R 3R A
VAE X % 58 50 300 4 #E Wy 19 #1785 2 & )5 . VAE-
GAIL L CGAIL B MRS AL i o« E K
N #8 D KA LAR. o 7 ¢ MAHLRT
He SR ZS- BIAVERTREAS LT D AE ¢ 142K F 20 id
P REAR ST B2 B A

16 VAE-GAIL 1, VAE .x. D ¥ i 7 = 3 ¥ 1
25, B MR HAR Lvagoan (o D VAE) 0] LA R Ny
min max Lyaggan (7w, D, VAE) =

© D.VAE
1<
E.[logD(s,alc)] FE. vaclo [EZ log(1—DC(s;.a; |c))}
(22)
Hd U R L RPB LB B2 s, o a5 5
RN B XY AE ¢ B 20 B A 5 R A A SR B S AE.
£ VAE-GAIL H 3 R BE B S R A 1 ¢ 1Y)
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AR 43Tl 22 B 1H 4.3 Wtib/hvgs
r(ssa)=—logD(s,alc) (23) IR AT X GAIL B4 ZS A 38 ) 8

FRAE L M A 2 1 2 R B R B 51 S
FREAS SIS B .

% | VAE-GAIL 65 2 i I GAIL s
A0 A0 2 5 30 2 0 2 7 R

P ) DU RN A O s A48 CGAIL  ACGAIL,
InfoGAIL,VAE-GAIL. 4 45 /N &5 T 3% DU Fh 7 25 4%
FI A s R ARL R N 22 v R AE SR 1 Hoff DO Rl 2 A
& GAIL J5ik AT 1 X%t L.

£ 1 WM SHEE GAIL kR b

miH CGAIL ACGAIL InfoGAIL VAE-GAIL
EEPES HUE B E Tl B i
B A OIS B RIS Bt B Bt I it
MU e Oy i e A0 A5 4 AOLHE 5 4 O 7
o AR e £ H L L A AR AR 2R
S5 o S K B R A BEBLR: BHL R VAE H i
LT TIPS Y ¢ BBLR: FE A1 5 e BBLR: £ VAE #:
i 41 EERIBASE  BORRUT RS R Bk AL
e R FUICE R B B R B B L6 IS L eI

4.3.1  PURR S GAIL J5 ik E4s LA S ER N B 28 B 1 M RCR AN L T ACGATL

Fie HEOR: 15 T HUBU A 19 B 5 A 25 B4 L DU Fh 2 4L
AW GAIL 7k al R 43 A W 5 0 B 288
2]k

Hrp, CGAIL B4 & ZAEA 1 B bR 4 5k
WA hy 2 it AT . ACGAIL 38 3 %1 b 1 B
PRI R o 25 25 - DT A 43 24 25 %l By 410 531
T AG X AR A Y B A 24 2. CGAIL Al ACGAIL #
LR A SR AR A0 1 A S B 2 B0 ke I B
BLEAE T4 B M2 GAIL Jiik.

InfoGATL 15 A FIBL A5 4 5080 1948 5t b AR 4l
R PG B RS A R 8 &
SR 7 A AR A B AT 5 A DG L DT S I 2 RS Y
Bifli2f 2] VAE-GAIL ¥§78 53 [ 9 5% #4532 FH 215w
ZH RIS TE R L RGBSR it VAE
Tk AEWT S B R AR P R A RS B R
FIH CGATL B A L #E Uiy 75 21 19 185 28 F A8 A
S A o AT B InfoGAIL F1 VAE-GAIL #
REIE T % M A v AN A7 L0 B 25 A 28 0308 10 15 0
J& T TC W B ) 2 A B 24 ) ik
4.3.2 CGAIL 5 ACGAIL

CGAIL 5 ACGAIL Y75 4R 40 5h i 458 25 b 4
B AR E AR RS bR 48 B 1 R 5 2XOF AN A TRD.
CGAIL FAGI AL AR, B 1 B A5 2 5 25 4
VER Z5 A 29 o X6 SR 5 42 B R B L. 1T ACGATL
H D S 0 88 I AN XA 2 b 4 BB BURR B RS AR
5 50H TR) B P T N R0 A1 1 43 2 2 R 2 )RR AR 1Y il
FAHE.

A Z R CGATL W55 A5 4 £ 4l 19 A 322k

DUV Shy T8 42 & e R FH A 288 5000 DI 50 0 14 T 45 A AL
PR REH b 25 006 1 R R0 2% 2 BE AR vh s J2 R AL
ACGATL X% GEFEAS (1) ] R T 5.

TEN 2R it 7 b s ACGAIL Al CGAIL i A 9 5
AEE R VEAS [F]. A2 56w i I 25 2o & s ACGAIL
(1A A% 285 o 255 30 3 i AL R B 2R A5 o T 76 2 54 R B0 VI
it fih RS AR 2 1 — R4 ok B REHLR AR Ho Ay
53 Hh B FAEA SR AL, 7 5w A5 sR B I
CGAIL [ AR % 008 1 Hh T A B R 4.

PAIRR 5 1% 14 22 50 oR B0As B 0 =Xt A B S ).
CGATL 1) 2 5% bR B B 2 bn BV hy 25 A 20 i )
Sl #% T ACGATL (22 5 s 500 iy i B 43 25 45 5
S
4.3.3 ACGAIL 5 InfoGAIL

ACGAIL J& — A5 W5 1 Z 848 2 2 7 .
InfoGATL Jo T ZR N A Hb 1Y 15 2545 28 B dls « & —Fh
B Z RS2 2 k. BRI R 5 36 B 2% 2 ik
KA fA S, ACGAIL 5 InfoGAIL — % 48 1 45 iy
HEZ2 IR 2.

VR R 7 3 11 B S AR o A S 58 A A B — B
. AR B FARAAEFEA PRFP RS 45525 4% o IR DA 25
B 50 43 A 3K W Ry 5 1 A B HILR FE R AR S

=N
AR

EATHIE MG GAIL 5k 450 5l A T #iAh
3 JEBE R, 73 5l o or 26 e C RIHEWT 45 Y. HoAp
ACGAIL 732648 C REFI I C A RIS AR & Db AT
A W N2 i InfoGATL Y 4 K #% Bk JC W B b
k. BAR L ZF T AR R RE R IH. B
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1A 2R H AR AR 2 d5c /N b 43 ZE 580 OC TR AR it 1Y)
PR LA, 433 dn C FIHEWT A% Y 1 5 H)
A B A R L T E R

ACGAIL Fl InfoGATL ) 3 5 X 51| & 59 i vk
AE. B TAEA I b A7 A B S R 2 5 s - ACGAIL
oy e C 76 A W I 25 5 6e A o b X 43 #F
NER T il = o NG S PR N T T
InfoGAIL Y HEWT#F Y JC W= 4 W 15 21 i 128 A8 it
P18 J SL A X ik
4.3.4 InfoGAIL 5 VAE-GAIL

InfoGAIL 5 VAE-GAIL ¥ BE7E Bt e B A AR 2
S 4 [ 8 S BTG W B Y 2 RS BLAT 2 TL E AT
FORE B AT SR 3 S BT W B A

E2 e BAR B 1A 79 AR AH ). InfoGATL
H HfE R AR SR o 7 A I AR R A RS
A5 5 i 7E Burn-InfoGATL H, 76 803 19 1 F B B
5 RS R AR MBS R AR i 7R T B
A RREAS P S s B, VAE-GAIL B % & 1y 48
TR R AR RIS A i

InfoGAIL 5 VAE-GAIL [ — K [X 31| J& 485 25 fa
A 75 1 2. InfoGATL (1R 25 B Ar i od B ML R
FEAS 2], B B B A8 o R DA B8 10X 59 43 A i VAE-
GAIL BB B4R il VAE #EWi 5 R A
it DN % S 1 v 0 4 A BRI, InfoGATL (14 52 25 B
A BB L T VAE-GAIL 1 Fa s £ & 3% 22 1.
B FRAR 5% 2L VAE-GAIL % sl Efff VAE-
GAIL 2% ] 153 3| () S ws B AT Z 1.

PR 7 ¥ 10 22 5 oR K0k i 07 20l 02 AN [R] ).
InfoGATL Y 2 5% ok %5 R HE W7 5 R K0 551 258 3K 45 1 B
1M VAE-GATL 1) 2 5 ok £l DL B 1 o 55 1
AR SR
4.3.5 VAE-GAIL 5 CGAIL

VAE-GAIL fEXT 2= iz T CGAIL ¢
A.H L, VAE-GAIL 5 CGAIL HA i £ 1k, &
TIPS AR B AR B A S . R, — 3
ORI E R Ty A 8 4 — K

BT Z 75 T £ VAE-GAIL Hr, i3
Aok 3 VAE X %GR A v i 5 102878 o 1) TE
BHEWT M CGAIL Hh BUS AR R B Hk A B K
FEAR.

5 $HXT AR AT F RO R B R A B g

i iE J§ GANs B SR HAR  GATL K H ik

75 BT E R A8 At RS 1] 8, £ %2 BE S I 2
ENIUE Ve

SR . GANs B AR I A RE AR e GATL 9 4 i
FEA T 3R 0] R 32 0] 02 1 GATL 1 B AL
P W A B AN JE R A 1 A ) O A ARy e — 2
RS R) v ol TR RE A S PR B A B AR R
GAIL J8 i A Wil R 4R R AR A AT 7 ] 2 A
BRI

RL AR AT AR 2B iR A i A1) T 8532, Hor s
SCHE TR (D BT S SR A ot s (2) BT
SE T SR W I R E 5 (3) FEF DU 3y ik iy etk
5.1 ETFRBpE

el GATL il T 3 AF p9 BE AL R A 3 72 A
RS R IERE L TR A T3, B ) AL B AE BB P 3R
Mg o 265 A5 Y e 1) Bl A 3 R FIRZS Y A v I

TR U GATL Jo ¥ s 2 il 45 o3 19 18] 8L
Baram %5 Az F & T4 B 1 58 4k 2% > J7 25 (Model-
based Reinforcement Learning) X} GAIL #1717 2K
HEABATTEE TR T Bl AR 1 A R BT 2 2T U
1B (Model-based Generative Adversarial Imitation
Learning, faj 8 MGAIL).

MGAITL TEJ5 6 ) GATL Hrg| AT — 4> i 1] #
TSR X Bl AL 1 2 A5 PR BE . JF H . MGAIL i 2
BT T3 0] SR e B AL R AR B4 Y R AR DA
MGATL 38 328 8751 A B AT 45 8 17 o 31 3 7] 4L
3 AR B TS AL B S R I R M ARR S 1w A% 4 1Y
i OB 2 DU oA B 2 B R B AL T Y S HUE B

MGATL 510 531 25 Bz 1) 7% 4 00 06 2 2 gy 1 7 a5
HARZS T 20 R KT a 15 V. D FKT
RE s BT V. D

0, (sya)p(s)

V.D=— ‘
(1+p(s,a)g(s)?
V\D:7@\(s,a)g[;(s)Jfgo(s,a)zb,\.(s) (24)
(I+elssa)p(s))?
P(a|3’7TE) P(5|7TE) —
:,H\: ’ (f’ ):77 ():79 Al
H prod plals,m) Pl pCslm) Fhrk

INRRBIOR T a 30 s SRR .

FEXERI 43 J5 09 S MGAIL 43 5l iz 1] 5 2 5k
AR R 1) A5 Y 3 6 Sl VR T A RAR AT A B
AR AL, X TS A, FE S R0 Ty vk A
LA A Al VR 1Y B LR A 2 R T Bl 1
FSHAL 75N Gumbel-Softmax Jy &M%, i@ i i3
S804 7 7, MGAIL J6 77 R ke K & RE AR LK
5 5CF BT ARS8 B 0 B DT R SR T
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FEARAS 2 IR o 2 A T 1) oo 5 22 [ e

MGAIL ¥ TR RL J7 455 3] T GAIL
Hh B P e R R T DL Bl A BR A L R I BR A b A
TR SRS B 1 0 B AEL h T 3 25 B A
R4 A b — A I 2 B0 AR S N B AR IR 2 i S I
B KT b 20 Sl AR S B BE L DA RS
SRR — 2 A . MGAIL #y gt 0% B 1) 455 70 68 i
JEDR S i 5 14 43 fife R0 3 VA TSR I e RS TR R A 5 R
B8 A2 HART B FEAS S W7 1 78 2 I S o DT B o i
WA S, WL, 75 MGAIL w #E A A AU H]
TINGRF S, b T U R 1) A 8L T . MG ATL
X REAS 1 ) R0 T .

L5 B R s MGATL R 35 g /Y9 587 H bs & 20
PSR N D T & e S R K (S e D
H 5.

AN [ Y I ) B RDRE i MG ATL A AN ] B 3508
B 1] A5 R ] LAER A Oy Sl A 7 A R SRS TR
A LLiE B IR AZ 68 1 TR 0E R B T (Gated
Recurrent Unit, fA R GRU) X R & 7850 B @ A, 3t
T GRU i MGAIL fEA £ ISR/ B H 3
52 A T R S5 B, P T AT B2 4 Y TR RE.

MGAIL B 3 F 8B fg RL J7 3% 1 F %2 %
12 o 3] 3 W] 0 4 ) 5 ds P AT S B HI  AE A R
H SR T7 R 53 G A T 1 3l 25 B BE AN ]
T W BERLVE S 5 & A7 250 32 T 1 AR A 1 ) &%
BLGRRT m J7 22 W IR AL LT MG ATL 45 {5 2
>J 1 I B R 3] T8 BEAR 5 PR 45 28 B A R Y
P52 ()

5.2 B FRRE MK R R B

A AR AR ) R SR AR AR AS Bt A2 GATL flist
S N BEHLYE FE . B SR MGAIL iz I 5 T 48 /Y
RL J7 it v GAIL H 2 B IR A AR A F ik
B ML S e 52 B0 TG 12 i 3 o ) G4y )L O L AR
MGATL H, ply g 1) 8 5] 2 Y 3 VA 31550 0F o 52 k.

b b AE RL A S0 AN AL AT LA B BL 1 R
W 30 AT LR 0 0 M SR WL Sl R R AR A A B IR
Tt BE TR E R SR 1 R J5 vk BB 6 T A2 R AR AR
T » 6 F 1 2 1 O W 19 GAIL BB 0% 28 il 2 i FE AR
M) P A% AR A (1] AL
5.2. 1 RE Mk SR WS A R O vk

MEERMEAERTS s R IE a == (s) &
ME— T 7€ 1. i 2 PSR I Y H AR ek Bl LR R
E., [rG.a)la=a(s) ], Hp p ok B (D, ik
BAT RS A0 55 BEALPE SR WA LU . T 2 A 2 o

—iff 5 Y B M R ) A U BB O e G T B
VRIS I8 53 R 0 0 2 P 500 W 5 125 B 405 3t T Bl BIL
PR E 7 A 1)y 22 )L SR, i TR RS b
JI R B gl AV 2 ME — 1 8 19 B 5 R SR I 1 AR
SRR AS & — BE A SR TR A ) iy

5 B A€ PR W 1Y o A o B Silver 55 A $2
T BB E R g B RL J7 MY (Deterministic
Policy Gradient, & fik DPG). B & —fh 3 T 7 K 1g
(Off-policy) )47 2l F-TF 18 KI5 i (Actor-Critic,
TiFR AC). AC 473 # (Actor) FI ¥ i % (Critic)
PR 3 8. b A7 3 2 AR RS AT S AR 1Y 5K
W TR G AE 2 IR A5 AL TP AL Bl 4 4 3K 1 3 1 (8
BRI AC 38 i 52 85 HE AT W DT Al 55 3R mg gtk ok 4
>R SRS PEAL &y 1 S M A T S R (R T
B S AR B R B A o AR SR W Rl g 2 i T Sl A R AR
RIPFI8 52K B8 R s 1) 2o 7.

1E DPG Hv  Hff 5 4 R WS 114 SR s A6 J38 A — 0 A% 1
T RERE T LA O T Sl A oK KRy AR B2 DY . DPG
ARG P8 20K BB T B DT 52 I SR 1) 27 ]
LR W B B BT H AR V) Lo () AT AR R ANF
VoLoowo (r) =E—, [Vimr s (DV, Q. (520 [ =1 ¢, 1(25)
Horp oo, RN LA B0 i 22 N 45 2 B0 SR A 2
o, R B P R .

TR JEE T 7 P SR W 3 595 (Deeep Deterministic
Policy Gradient, faj Ff DDPG) ¥ 5 T # i 71 o B& 6
JE RL iR 3 -7 455 e is IR E M & M
Ll FR7s DPG #9478 # . 78 DDPG . 2
SRS B 3 T A SR I AR R S B SR
A B IRASFEA B R AAE & S b, Bt i) DL2E T
FE—FCAZ P . & AT LAAS B [0 42 62 4 R A LAAE 1Y
2813+ F R T LA A 3 A AN Ok S sl AR (R BRI AR
HET 2 2] SFEmg. PR DDPG Al LK g 352 T RE AR 1) F)
&S
5.2.2 T E M SRS B A O BB AT o )

S E PSR WS AR RL J5 ¥ B9 5 & Blonde 4§
AR T T 2 M SR 1Y A BN A A 2 2
(Generative Adversarial Imitation Learning with Deep
Deterministic Policy Gradient, faj #f DDPG-GAIL).
DDPG-GAIL {5 i AW 2k B 72 P s L & A 25
T H BE LR R W A 0 AR R AS ) Ak R A
[i] L.

DDPG-GAIL #4 5K Wg m, 1) 2 ] it 72 43 S P18
/% :DDPG # GAIL. DDPG # T AC (it 5
GAIL i 3 1 2% 2 i B -+ 40 40 215 78 DDPG-
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GAIL il gk id 7 b, DDPG 173 % =, 5B K
Q TEA VR AR Z A 38 AW L 1k » 7] i, GAIL
o A A o, FA 3 4% D AR X0 3 2 AR g% s
Wit tk. s o PFIE R QA Bl & D =& M
DDPG-GAIL J k4 M HEGE AT LR s dn A 9.

Kl 9 DDPG-GAIL 45#HE 4278 & K

1 DDPG 1 iFie K Q # i 2L 5 sk D 17
2] B g T R o, A e KA R
(9 B bR 5 1) ST TR E  GATL 3433 30 340 5 2% D 7
TR WS, A O R W B R KR e H bR A L.
Ue X TR o 15 PFE R Q 5H B4 D % s
FHFE 67 . 78 DDPG-GAIL w5608 o, [ i) 5
IR Q FIHI B D 47X 02 20 s B s 5 |
B Vo L oor-can. () AT AR K

Vs L DDPG-GAIL (ng )=(1— §)Vo L DDPG (ﬂg) + Cvo LGAIL (ﬂg )
(26)

VoLovoee () =E ., [ Vor () Vo Qo (550 [ —rc 1(2T)
VoL oan () :EW%[VM,;(S) V. logD(ssa) | o—nis) |
(28)
Hr,z€ (0,1 F R P4 DDPG ¥4y F1 GAIL #4%
Xof S WS I S e R A 4R L R o, R R B B 1Y
2895t v REAS R S A A
£ DDPG-GAIL i 2 4 SR W o, 1 3l AE J2 ME
— T 5 B L FESE MR AR B 7, L oo () F V) Lgan. (o))
To e Ak T 2 T B AE 0 5 w0 E R TRV R
R 1 0 A Bl LR FF S AR PR L, SR o, BB B
FHAG G D S0FIR 5K Q 19N S $ kA7 T
% Ja &+ DDPG, DDPG-GAIL ¥ % g & 5 %
B A8 B R I AR AE AR 2 56 0t b Bl o A
FH 230 1t FRZR 1 R A SR Al 1 56 T AR 3 1Y 5w B
HEEAE. Fk . DDPG-GAIL Rt 45 i 4 14 R F 2%
. HH EE MGAIL, DDPG-GATL A 75 2244 g3 /i ] 454
RURAG T & F RS MBS B, & R R T 3k F Jo i Al
RL J5 i B4 5 BEF T MGATL A 537 iy fia) 455 75 )
R/ RuN S
1 DDPG-GAIL w8 5K Q I 3d i B [|] 22 43
BT DUR 2 5% 22 HEAT 2% 20 DT B of o A 3 3l
YEME. JHHb L(QRA £ 4 WUREB R 7
LQ=L,(Q+L,(Q (29)

Hp LI(QERRFIERE QWM INI/RERER LR
ARG L, QRN n LK DR 2 5 22 1R A 5

AR IFIE R Q 5B D ¥y 5 & AH 5 /Y £
eS8 e KA R F R H AR
B B ] L AR LI HUR L 48 D SRR
8 ST A S 2 R Y. PP I 6 Q M 4 15 2% D
Y 22 B R K5 B LA A 14 7 SR T 5] SR s R
PRt 3 o 4 ) 2240 ¢ DDPG-GATL REf8 1 15 %
B BRSO SR BRI A JE I EOR

25 b ad iz R T P SR R 15 7 2 DDPG.,
DDPG-GAIL REE 48 THEEAS 59 1 I &% 2 JF HLRE 8
ol 45 SR s 552 DA B o S0 SR 1 i ) S ) B R B
. T DDPG-GATL fE % 5 4 3 fifp TR AE A 3 HORE
A ey Y B S )
5.3 E-TRAHETA Rt

Jeon 45 A4 W 1 DU R Jo7 AR J0xt 0 A5 0 2 1
(Bayesian Generative Adversarial Imitation Learning,
AR BGAIL) » %57 o6 DL M- 5 %32 Al T GAIL
X 2 ) v

ST D975 5 . BGAIL )i GAIL #6477
ek, BGAIL ¥ it GATL BUREA I A1 4645 ) el %
PR TS Y 2 B die AR SR A T R R AT SR AL E
— M BGATL ¥4 GATL iy — 25 18 2% /E Sy 5K Wi 455 Y
2 BOR R B pR BRI 2 A W ik AR AT LR Al 31 7

BGATL R 35 % 5 o B 19 2 B IR K — 43
Aii . SRTAE 73 A1 P SRR e RALAR B 7 A AR KRB 5
i O HE 5 0 B 2 AR 2 AT A T R B
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Background

Imitation learning based on generative adversarial nets
(GANs-IL), as a combination of the adversarial training
mechanism of generative adversarial networks and the idea of
the iterative improvement in imitation learning methods based
on inverse reinforcement learning, has achieved remarkable
successes in a variety of domains, such as autonomous
driving, simulation, robotic control, and so on. Our paper
introduces the main idea of generative adversarial imitation
learning (GAIL), summarizes two main problems in GAIL.

outlines many solutions to these two problems, discusses
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some practical GANs-IL applications, and highlights some
future trends in the field, with the hope of providing a valua-
ble reference in its future development.
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