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Abstract Dynamic optimization is one of the most popular theoretical tools to study resource al-
location and task scheduling problems in computer systems and computer networks. At present,
a vast number of researches have been on their way to enhance the theoretical basis and extend
the industrial applications of dynamic optimization theory. This paper provides an overview of
Markov Decision Process (MDP) from the perspectives of models, solutions, and applications.
We also survey two types of extended dynamic optimization models, i. e. , Markov Decision Petri
Nets (MDPN) and Stochastic Game Nets (SGN), which combine dynamic optimization theory
and stochastic Petri nets theory. We focus on the model construction, solution techniques, and

applications of these models. Finally, we discuss some possible research challenges in the future.
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R SR fiee SR 7 FH 1 5 R I i S DR 285 (] gk e
(5] L. PR Jb s — AR O D 30 A KA SR G S e ] 25
V) SR AT 5 A Al T o (05 75 i) 0 R ASE ik /L i 05 0 5 0

DL 1 v (] 850 461 {1 52 422 490 45 o 2% 19 S5 1 A
5 5 BT A IR 55 75 1 MR 55 BA B fie K45 1 38 0 100 M
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%5 WU iZ [n) 0 MIDP 58 R f) bR 25 4 18] 64 100" A4S
RAS. BB mT 8 an TR A R A R < O RS BB
Ve — A~ BE 24 BASI BE A T 9% B L 0A oy b
FRREMCNAE” R Z WAL F 2R .
FE A BAB AARZS T LUK TR R 2, A R G R IR
SNl 2mt.

— R B MDP R R A 7 2ok T 5 /R A]
R R ALK A B, DS 3. (BRI R A e
WE 2 iR B B R A] R PSR AR SR A AE — R
ARAS 23 1) R0 4% 78 B AR 40 AT 3 — RS
74 @ LR AE Ry & R A % 8% 2320 R 3 By
J& Xl 43 9 RS I ME R AR K5 @ RUZCIR AR il b ik
AL MR B8 T2 R 25 BT 8 R0 43 P bR 2 1 4 %
AR/ kA MDP /] Ui AT RS R A Ak 8. il an 7
B 3 v, SeR A RS AR LU MR LR AR AR £ )%
BT DL A R O KR AT 3R A Liv 8 AP
FHZ 5 25 SR i T 43 A 20 Web IR 55 R 58 1Y)
JIR 55 45 12 4% ] R

Hik 3. MDP AR 7S A6 ) 5 2.

LOBRZS 28 W) S HEATRISN : (158050 S, ).

2. for i=1 to n

3. BETAEEE] S, ISR ZS B MR R N 0.
K5 S, AR R 2 B M A7 U — {4
TS PR ZS IR A R 40 A BT =P, oo
P A1 S, 35 IR 75 8 A0 25 S
6. M S S MEBMEP, = > T

rLES;

S

l

7. end for

—A~ MDP AR5 0] ) R E

(AR = 2 A TE b T AR A A% 1 1
JE I BB 3 A RE AT RS B R L LR &
M, 2E 25 LR, B Ah 33X Bl I AL 7 125 38 A7 — 4> ik
R RIS Be AT 3 3 LA 5 RS 1 A Z TR I DGR O T 5
JiR i 2L ) 5, 2 AT SRR T MR R A RS
3 MDP (Bounded-Parameters MDP, BMDP) & &
XUy B W .

BMDP H Givan % A5 52, g 2 46 K i
IR 5 B i R MDP ( Markov Decision Processes
with Imprecisely Known Transition Probabilities,
MDPIPs) #571 f) — Fft £5 5k 1% 5. BMDP & —4~ 4 It

H{S,A.,R,,P,}. 5% MDP &~[d .1t BMDP
BAREWEERE R, SRELBME P, 22—
A XA A& — A fE. 5 — 1 MDP M, HOR A
1% 5 BMDP M, #RZS AT B 58 A, H M
AWt R L R 5 e B AR P AR AE M, Jir B ZE /Y IX.

[ R Me M, .
E—> BMDP M, w25 % — /> R SR g .
AW BT 7 A AR BRI B S — A X)L B X R]E
\%& (s):[mian(/,(s),Vrllg%fo(/,(s)] (16)

MeM,

H Vi () =Ru(s.a)+a D Puls | s.a) Vi (s &
s'es

M, i —A> MDP M [ {i R 5. 7T AR 4 52 B LA B
FHAF 5t 8 SCIX Rl eR B LAy 1% ) okt 1 3w
a 50,0 % L

O35 3)n

Ve >V, eV =V V (VS =V, AV, =V,
OF V85N
Ve SV, eV =V Y (VE =V, AV V).

A DAIER AF e Me M, 45 i A7 4R 285 1 {1 o6 4K RE
[F) B 35 3 e K B e /)y o I FR 3 5 > MIDP 43 1] 2 56
TR Mg « i K MDP 5 iz /)y MDP. - 48 fie K 5 i
/N MDP i3 B2 A1 24 T 54005 T ek % B R R
HEZ AR 525 (6] 77 5] 5 18 R 50T AT HE SR 25 25 1)
50 i) 7 51 # ) MDP (Order Maximizing MDP),
Bk, — M REBRFH O= {51,505, A
AR 2 8] b B A AR S B — A HEF U S AR 25 25 ()
FF31 O W79 i KT s r 5551 5 K MDP M, AJ
FE LR

E X VT ) e K F A5 5 77 41 fie K MDP)FY,
XFFHAGRE s HREATH o . HETFH O W)¥
YK T hsr

r—1 n
arlgymf}X;P¢ (s \s,a)JrIZ:;fﬂ (sils,a) (17

HANL 4 7 81 e R MDP 2 — /il 2 20 (18) (15 MDP
MUGM
Py Gsilsya), i<r

Py (Csilssa)= ) (18
0 P, (sils,a), i>r

Py, (s, Issa)=1— >7 Py (sils.a) (19

i=1.i%r

I H BMDP a] DXt [a] @i 2s [\ ik RS B A&, —

KR MDP Z0d R & f5 . — AR AT LLIE &5 o — 4>

BMDP [a] 8, 0] P F] X J8) 3% 4% oK i 5wk oE 470K
fift » B
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&

VI, (V.)(s)=
max [ min VI3, (V, )(.\‘)9\EITIE:/IXVIK/I(V¢ ) (s)]
MeM,

a€Als) MeM,

20)

R QO LES B LA BA 2 MREFR 2
AT AR DR A A ] 725 1 v e 1
HUORE 2 ARG KA IR E 1 F B E X
189 25 WL e A0 Ho B8 R4 = SR AT e R Ak DX 1) (L e 4 |
MG 7Ty, FE56 2 PP IR 1 SRE 2
XIALTE G R AR R 2 KRG WM ao, 19 /b
MDP, Jf 3153 X [H] {5 R £ A9 F Ft. il R T 5 i 4
iR, Hv,Sort_Dec_Order 5 Sort _Inc_Order K
HEFF B, Order_Max_Ind FI I (17) KA X 17 1Y
Fe 9 e KT AR XA 350 AT LT 46 /0N 9 ) et 2 )
SRAS It i) 802 300 5 i

Hix 4, XMEEAREE.

1. O,,=Sort_Dec_Order(V, ),

O = Sort_Inc_Order(V', ).

2. for all s&€S do

3 for all s€ S do
1. rop = Order_Maz_Ind(M,, O +s+a).
5 Taown = Order_Max_Ind (M ;s Ogoun s5-a).
6 for i=1 to n do
7

R (18) . ADHIE Py, (o0 500

Pioun G0, ‘Sva)~
up

8. end for
9. end for
10. Vi = maxRx (5,a) +a ZPUD(S,|S9Q)V¢ ",
aAls) Jes
11. if |a|=1 and a={a} then
12. V,=R, (s,a)+a ZPduw.q(.s'/|s,a)V¢ (sH.
s'es
13. w(s) =a.
14. else
V, =maxR, (s;@)+a D> P (s [s:)V, (5.
a€a Jes
15. w(s) =a.
16. end if
17. end for

(3) BET 3 L 8l 28 ML &) Y 5 1

IRl 31 & M &) (Approximate Dynamic Pro-
gramming , ADP) J& — i fif g R B ASE 3l 25 416 4k ] feft
8 AR LR A 7 . EL AT 56 T L s 28 MR 4R
FMERE EEAG 3 AR A 0NN LR e
il 18 LA B iz 28 2 1) f B 6T 30 RL 3 25 MR HEAT T 1 4
YT IR . I AR 3h 25 B R RE AT 80 ke b 7Rk AT R e o 2ot
T v P R S 2 ) T ) R

f£ ADP 1, 50D 38 25 oy

V(s,)= max R(s,,a,)+ta-

alEA(»[)
TEZ (21) v IR 25 ) R A () 6 By = (1) [
RSB S ORI BUA 1 HR Jo 2 42 fit 2 98 1 A7
itz 8] 5 (2) 00 Bl AL AR 5 A B T 188 i 0 o L 43
Ay BRI 234 C A 2 il TREPLAE BRASR 2 M
S SO B T A AR A S A BRI, E ]
1 TH R BT L (Value Function Approximation)
550655 Ik & (Post-Decision State Variable) 9 Fij
Te) 3 28 MR 5k ok wa iR LA 1 ) AL
S RGERPIRE R T N
Sie1=S"(s, 5a, s W(w,)) (22)
Horp W w,) o ¢ I8 2 S0 FB BE AL A2 ) — S REAS, )
BEA B I AR 2y 285 R R Bk T A R Bk 5.
Bk S, EAERSI AR E .
1. WaaL
XHFARES s WAL Vs,
PEEW IR so.
2. fort=0to T do
o, = max {R(s, ,a,)+a-

0, €AG))
4 a, Ry LA b s R Ak IR) R i
4. FAT R V) 47 B
V(s)<—(—9) V() +7,9,.
P — DR o
6. IR —1IRE
sio1 =S (s va, s Wlw)).

E{V(S[Jr] )} (21)

E{V(‘\]f] ) ‘5/}}’

(<21

7. end for

SR 5 | e s Ak T A RS 09 1 R B JF 4R
— P RIERAE. R )5 FIFH Monte Carlo J7 2 %) B4l
AR B AT — UORFE. B LD 2~T7. 1
SesK g — Al B G 3D, IF R B A5 th 1 0, %F
1B pRBCHEAT BB Horp g 2 P K

EE S TR — M R a] Rk g Bk A
SEEVE ) SR AR A DX A T B ) R U 6 3 1) TS
B P . Sk it R s B R G
B b AR DAL 1 rp e gl 45 i 1) 8 4], e ADP 3R
fif S TR AR AT

L ¥ A RS E R B W) B 18 R BUR IR & IF 4
t=0.

2. RAE ¢ P2 R GURAS LIRS 0 1 eR 4 TH S R
RFATH 0 I B Y HR S R B — R o (B 5
#3). Hd,E{ V(s 1) s ) B Fl Monte Carlo #4877 3%
KA.

3. AR A bR BORE A, B T X AR A 0 R B (B S
® .
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4. ffi i Monte Carlo J5 7153 2 M B A4S 4 Y AL A, 2D
{155 B IE A 5 48 55 S8 R peh.

5.t t+ LIFMRAEA O MR +1 B2 REERES . E
2.

AR R 2 W AR R AR
MO 2 G000 BT AR 2 R T 3 {8 R 8 — s R B L
TR A 2 ] AR A 1] AL

R B 5 AR E AN L. Bl 3% 5
T RE BT — A 5 V) F LA il AR o6 5L
24 [ RIDR 25 25 ) B ORI e DA 2 (3t J2 408 114 7 i 2 ).
[ B+ 322 50 0 LT Pl T 8 A AR 28 1 L o T oA
T3 0 AR 28 Y ) R R0 A5 AN B SR T T 3R AT
Bk 5 RIS AL IR B I IE A L PR A 41 B 3 25
P53 e AR 285 2 i) g e ) A ) 3 22 B

@ Ja R AR S

Ja BRSFCIR 25 e R SR e R S I L LA RSB AL A
SENRAT R G HPIRES. X8 Q2273 1P

=S""(s,5a,) (23)

s =S (s s W (w,) 24

Hor, sy B0 ¢ i 20 1 Ja R ACARZS s s BR O ¢ 41 B

Z B AT DRSO A S B SRR A T LU A DA i ke SRR
A5 PRSRAT N IR B 5 BRI

DI 1 o e g s il ) R 5] (A s qe o oer gl VR
RGOSR S S SRR ARE R (g
by ZBIEFPR ST
g =q +i,
Qo =q" = e
J5 YRR S B pR BOE LN
V() =E{V(s, )]st} (25)
BB T — I 220 i e SOIR 25 ek AR Y 01 2.
$ 3 T LUIME N

0,= max R(s,.a,)+a -

EEECOR. FXA e BA P EBHE.

@ R A

ERE 1 5% 2P ER BRI — &
77 (Table Lookup Form) , B & T S 4k 37—

AME R RN AR s 0TI eR 2L

V() 3 Ay 2 A5 ok 85 0 A it 5 T SR 4 oy I
ME. LE ADP o, a] DUA S eR B0 ol i 5 i A —
L6 T B bR HOE AU B 5 TR SRR S A (8 o8 B 2k
B BRI HIIT AL 2 385 38 e P 79— b (L R 500 LT 15 4
7 N AP A ) b )RR AR AR IR RRAE 4R S ) 4
P AR By A7 B R AR S Ao o A =X A7 8 Fl ) gt e

V(SY (s,0a,)) (26)

FRAE SR AT DUALHE &5 b P2 A7 1 | 25 b A5 P2 7 B 67 1 (8]
PN 3 3K B B W hE PR A AR A T 22 DA R SR RRAE Y
5 R
E XK K%k (Basis Function) ¢, (s7), f€ 7 %
TR TR s B —FRAE / Foi C R B R 4L, /Y
B, (s R NG D SRR TS 4 A 3 SEHUE A e g )
Je PSR A B A R EaT AR an s 7 AT 3 0
VGOV 10)=>10,$,(s0) 27

rez
PEBF 3 5 W E 3 A LA — B

@,Afrnax{le(n,aﬂ—+a- D04,G) (28)

rez

ii:*i,mﬁﬁ@éﬁlﬁﬁki LA Al T 0, 1 7R
BRIV 0 bt s (1) 38 22E 11 AN 7 SO0 DR et Al e AR 0. —
FBCT BT & AR A A 245 181328 /)N F 1] AL AR R 285 3 (). A
WM 1 R RO AL T A A e bR S 2 TR AR A T
[F)

@ i o8 BREAS 1) AT

2. L/ BB IR s MR R B V G D IR 25
s E U6 B I [ T J0 55 I U £ o8 B0 200 AE S w7

ERTT .V GO B — A Jefi fl R A ol LU S
mquyfRoM> (29)
X 29 AT L] — Aﬁﬁﬁﬁfl*ﬂ?lﬂﬁ(ﬁu 47 i

s BB 2R T i o =0, 1
T
o(s)a > a" 'R(s.»al) (30)

HRCOBEHE K

m&rggwﬂRuH¢>{Swﬂum&>—ma&ﬁn+

Vi(s)—a V(s.) (3D
HF «€ (0, D HVOH R o V(s)—>0,
A1) ALl AR 4y

v<5>_vxs>+fga “(R(seal) = V(s +aV(s.))

(32)

Horp R(seva?) =V (s +aV o) FR R BRI 22 43

(Temporal Difference, TD) 8§ Bellman i% 2= (Bell-

man Error) , K75 4 5 {8 B8 £l 1B 5 E R (E K 4L

fli i Z 8] Y 26 75— 28 STk b A4 R o« A B

A ZRTR G X b IBCA B BRI BORE AR 1Y J7 15 3 Al

TDO). JHr41HF a=0 B, A] LLAF 5] —Fh kR
27

0(s,) =RC(s,,a7)+aV(s,1) (33)

A BHFN TDO). FEEX (33 ik A Ja v kR
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A5 B Bellman 7 72 (26) % M ML 24 « K
A 26) H iy F K AL R Bg i, VG0 S X260
V(SY (s, va)) B TCAmEEAS.

MFHIE AN =X C27) Jr 7R WA bR B0 Ly 5 B
ADP B35 AN S R R EOAS 5, 1M o 25 4 R 4R
S8 0, B, 78 V8 IR A B ) A, 6, Gl IR
FRHA R Rt £ IR ECE X, 0, 0 3
SO R A A PRI 25 0, B RE A T L i LA
TR AR E

() P A T R 118 o A . — i T U0 A 4 i) RS
FETEYE PR I 240 0K 3% 240 SR ) IO 1) ) (8 2 6 0, 3
RIS s B O, RS,

GD B 5y, RS s L (33) 1] 1§
o(s). BEBE, AREOIR S s 19/ SR IR M B g 1 15
FPRA 5 AT AL A 2] (5 s WPEUE B ]
LKomH

0,=0(s)—9(5,).

@ B bR B BT 7

Bif LA 30 2 — PP R %) o S i T ik, w]
DA o 3 A 2 2 (H B AR AR o, i VOAS I T L 5K
{EL PREC. AT B 3 1) B A 2

min E| L (V() —(:))° (34)
V(s
RIS A AR o MERE V. T oo & —1
Bl AL AR 1 PR IG32 [n] 8h — A~ BE BLAR £k ] 8T, SR £
Sk 5ERAS AL ) B A Bk 2R AL BR A BE LA
BE AT B2 RGN TARE s, X R K R
7,
V() < V() —7,(V() —9(s) =1 —p ) V() +5,5(s).
R R 5 P 4
o (0 P SRR 2 B R i IR 46 H A5 (34)
R
TIII?E %(V(S]Ql)*@(s/))z ,
BE B B vk
V(s ))<= V(si_, )—77,(\7(.9‘,’;1 )—0(s,))
= A=) Vst ) +9,5(s) (35)
Al I AN 20 (27) 1 Jig DR SFEPR 285 1 o 4000 (L 5K
W o D B AL AR B 3 1 H AR AR Sy
minE | (V(s7 1 16)— (50" (36)
R4k 5 12 30 S5 B oA B0 T R SRR A O (LA eR K
V(sioy | 0). i R85 0.
00—, (V(si,|0)—5(s))V,V(s, |0 (37

2 i 2012 4F
Horp =L @2DH
oV(si 1|0
- 801| ¢1(§;1)
IV (st_, | @
_ — b, (si1)
VeV(SzT—l |0): 8(92 = . ]
Vs 8| (el GiD
90, 5|
(38)

WA A — S 5 T 2 ] 0 1% R 450 B
B, /N — 3 R 2% 43 (Least Squares Temporal
Differences, LSTD) 5 # /N — 3 3% W& fiti 1 ( Least
Squares Policy Evaluation, LSPE)™ . 33 W fif 45 1
f 3 32 X 504 T, LSTD SR 4 i 47 {8 bR KU A i —
WHEAT UG+ 10 LSPE i — P 1 5% 42 {1 bR KR A i1
05 1 388 VA 5 1%

ORERE

2.4. 2 WA AT — BT RS R G W AT K AR
BE. % ELADP il U RS R G AR —
etk s — M RERE s KRBV ) AT E LR
G RS T A0 5 IR 28 1 {8 8 B - 24 4L B

DIV

SEs
S

Vis,) =

(39

[, |

RS TG D TR 25 25 A1 4 1 ] 0, R 2 i =2 T Of
F ) R AN Ao A o S IR S R G SR LA AR AR B
(L. George S NI T — M Z 2 RER
A 0 SRR KRR 2 0 3 AL eR B0 AN ) R R
BB MEBCEY. A G HBE Z K EES
V()= w,V(s,) (40)

o s BARRAIRES s 150 g R R A RT3
BrRA. o, AT LI I BRER 452 B AR 25 1 R B 1%
24571 A BRI E . XTI R KPR A A
[ o 7 1) R 3 I T A B g M
L.

GESS

WA T oy NP — R E LK g, =
VD g =a/Gta) % 55— REHHLE K X
K 5B UAG HREAS © 500 ARG — Bliest
PR AR SR LB RE B K O ] TR A 4 ADP
{H PR BT Sk P K

Ay PRATE BERILB JE2 4 i S50 — MR SR A 4 1
AT 5 (D7, =05 (D D7, = oo; (iD D7 <

t=0 t=0
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oo, TS S WYL 4 b i THE e BOREAS 0, 5 B il i
(1B BRI BV Cs, ) B AR ] PRI T DA ] SRl B 0 <
7, =<1, N% 9 =1/G+1),t=0,1, SR, 7EBEHLES
BEEAR GOl TR (VG10,) =) VeV (5|
0, )5 0 M BRALA —E M A . g B BUE R 5 A 40
#. Powell X5 Kb AT T8 W IEA A B2 H 2%
R E W LS %

@ 8 & (Exploration) 5 #| A (Exploitation)
[in] gt

Sk 5 PR AT B S A B AR
Soo FO PR UHE 5 25 FIR A5 s, B A e 3 @ A 0% L IR
AR TR B % %) 2% 2 )7 2 (On-Policy Learning). X ffi
TS A U T HE AL AR B R G B SR
P& v T 3k g 380 0 R 2 1) {8 e B8 T A 3l g o 1 AR
A5 (L B ER %) 50 D00 A X IR, X AR 45 &) 3 30 v
WA ST JRy S i A i i A 4 R e 1 A

BEO6F 33 A ) L, 2 AT AR 1 AN A IR S g 1Y
23] 77 2. (Off-Policy Learning). {H &, X f 7 LA
REPRIE ADP SEyE IS, B, AR T — 2247 rh i
77 % 4 Boltzmann #8448 B AT L S R
Off-Policy Learning i Ji R & 2 iR E, RE E%
Z W g i AF B i 7E S 5 L W AT On-Policy
Learning 75 2%, bR { SGH 2.

3 ETOI/RAIRIRRK Petri M HJ
HEMUER

Beccuti 4 AN F 2007 AFEHE T SR ) R R
3K Petri M (Markov Decision Petri Nets, MDPN),
4 MDP 1y B AHFEA T Petri W, HH BN T 42
fit—Ff L MDP 55 5 2 9 i A5 1 H . DA% W 1Y £ B2
R EAT S RGAT NN I IE LW A
JEE AR E SCPIFRAT by i e fh 3 A
3.1 BRAKRRK Petri i

R Al R PR Petri [ 0] 53 S WAk K A0
ARG 4T M EENLF M (Probabilistic Subnet) P4 &AL
FHFKH AT 00 AE ¥ % 7 W (Nondeterministic
Subnet). X Wi Ff 7 W 8 & 37 B 4 i NdwoPr 5
PrioNd [7] 2. B HL -+ M B9 47 b 8 5 P 28 728 i
Trun" 5 Tstop” KAk, Trun” KRR G210+
[k AL W0 Tseop” R R G MBI Bris 17 1 72 1
1. B AL ¥ o 5y A A A T R — A AR
(weight) , AR HEARE T R 48 7] L 42 1T 1Y
BRI Ah B A8 T 38 W R G — A il & %8 1T

#47 h Cact) s IR AL S B — > T4,

1t MDPN 1, 248t 24> 21 1 #9326 41 14
A SEE AT R A SRR TR AL AR E T R PR
ARAE Ty 5 TRk, Ty fUR IR H RGELM 1%
W AT i T AR A M F AT . S BERL T K
R AR T S B, AR A S 1 ) b A S R 2R 8 HE ST DA
L EAS| Trun;id . Tszfo/);fd CTruny  Tstop)! . 54~ AE
SE 5 9 R R AR T 3 X B — X G F LA B R T
X AT Ay BT o 2 A % 42

BN 2(H/RA] K sf Petri MO, —ANHR
AfRPH Petri P& — P ICH MN = {Comp™ ,
Comp™ ,N*" ,N"} , H

Comp” Z— AR RGEHM LS

Comp? & Comp” U {id,} T AF 23 W] 2 4 14 4
o H d REREDSRG

N i 3 M : O — A IS Y Petri
WP, T, I 0 ,H" , prio” ,m, } 5 @ — A~ %t W
AL wweight: T — Ry & — X B B3 W act
Ter —>9Comp”” S H A TP =Trun® J Tstop” s

Nl PR A 1 - D — AN A L B Y Petri
WP, T, 1",0", H", prio* ,m, } ; @ — 4 %f Wi
Xt % obj: T — Comp™ , Htp T = Trun" U
Tstop™.

A MDPN G5 38 /2 LT 45 F: @ — D72 IT
A BERE 2 AEH E A8 1T R FEAL AR 1T s @ A R
Rl Ll & — 4> Tstop” KRR IT ; O B4
MERGAME D Z— Tstop™ KERIBIT RN A

7E MDPN a5 3 2 W 4r 5 — i 2 2R
AR B R GBI IEARE 5B ICAR. 56 A8
IF AT AW AR 58 Xl — % HR R AT O B S 2 B i
i AT R 5 AT R B BRI JE K
3.2 E/RATKRRK Petri WHWEK S 217

A A JORF AT TR R G AT R A
S5 o et B — S BT B 7 S T R TS AR
HEHOE k.

— AN FEA ) MDPN #5880 5] 4 s, i &
Stop?” . Run!" | Stop!* . Run}’ . Stopy’ . Runy* F 3 1E
RGEAM D RGE U R E Z W AT R 28 X T
FAEANF 1 HA — A Stop!” 5 Runl” 8. 7 P55
HRICT XA RS R 2 R PEAT Ry W 4 AL
B Stopi’ 5 Runi’ . 45 R WUH) & 51 X0 54> R A AF
(4 Jay FRAT A o 5 4 AL Stop! 5 Runi?.

255E NdtoPr 5 PrioNd iR 2447 0 5 o5k
FHAT AL B AT, NdtoPr R AE Stopid 5 01 A
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1350 Hom
e rw o |
(RIFEHAT D Trun

PrtoNd

" BtHLT R
CRGAT D
! Stop!

1

1

1

, Truny
1

i o

! Stop),

1

T T b
j ( > T'stop?,

Run”

H

Stop”

1

1

1

1

1 _ pr
h Trun,
1

1

1

1

1

Kl 4

Stopr £ B HA b0 I A BE S5 i A R AR i PR
SHH BN RGBT A M PrioNd # )k H A T8
Stop!" fLEHAIRICA BEL . KR RFEBITE
B BPORE.
3.3 L/RATKREK Petri B HIKiF

MDPN [#3R fifef FE 0T Aoy AN T 4 S5

(1) lf MDW N 75 U 3R 75 3% 85 8 (19 7T 35 K] RG

] 5 IR S 4E 4 (Reachability Set, RS) 7] 43 S 9
o AR A 2 RS (RS, HREHLIRE (RS, ). 7E 3k
W RS A T, B0 48 1 02 w52 1Y 1 7R
BEMLARZS thy B T, 28 AL 4 748 5 J2 7T St 1.

(2) ¥ AR RG B2y AR 1 AT 3K Bl RG,,

16 RG v, 8 SCAE#f & 1 8% 42 5 B B 1 P& 422 40
AR RG o g ad (Al A 28 BUR AS  Je K kA2 R
AR E TR IR K A AR 8 T AR R 48—
MR FORA AR A AT R PR AT 8 BRI
% & RG,,.

(3) B AR %E Al K 18 RG,, B2 5 MDP ] ik [&]
RGMDP

— A HEZR B9 MDPN #5 5Y

WRIA BEHLF B AR L8 i A g b 20t AR AT
PIAUE T A A A IR IR A BE AL 7 12
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