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Abstract: The MIPS (model checking integrated planning system) has shown distinguished performance in the
second and the third international planning competitions. In this paper, a declarative approach to adding domain
knowledge in MIPS is presented. And DCIPS (domain constraints integrated planning system) has been developed
according to this method. DCIPS allows different types of domain control knowledge such as objective, procedural
or temporal knowledge to be represented and exploited in parallel, thus combining the ideas of ‘planning = actions
+ states’ into domain control knowledge. An advantage of this approach is that the domain control knowledge can
be modularly formalized and added to the planning problem as desired. DCIPS is experimentally verified on the
three examples in the transportation domain from AIPS 2002 planning competition where it leads to significant
speed-ups.
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DCIPS T ¥A 75 18 338 Ao A3k 4min, B 52 Al A0, A E LA TR RS,
KEEE: AR ALRATURAR ALK AR AR AR 29 R B A Hy
hEESZES: TPIS CERHARIRAD: A

B i I ) SR AR A TR i R R e AT B D A ) A AR RE SO NP SE A UL H R, BLAR S A 5%
(domain-independent) (¥ %I 2 L BUAE T %8 KA SEHE, 91 W1 Graphplant, FEBIAT MIPSM™ (B & & A1 148 B A5 ) HI AR
K45k 411H (domain-dependent knowledge) K 42 & B ¥l &R 48 IR

T 352 o B FH A E T i =2 49030 R R 3 46 R 2R 400 1180 2003 8 e AR 2 1D R R AR A 20 — ) il gl 2 R R
22 [ A R L BT ) KT TG V245 HH 5 SR DTtk a1 e ) Y 4038 6 TRURC 388 0 3P 2R 498 119 3 32K 8 0 R SR 200 2% ik 1l
o S B Vvt NG T T I 17— R

ARSCA T — iy 2, B A5 A A TR 5 R I 3808 R 1R R R e A AR R R G R R e ) R SR i Ak
A FT R A, SURE 78 40 R A IR 0K 3R 4 AL AR SRR T AR R SR ARAIE S T e IR TR B I ) 4
1 29 WK & 4t (domain constraints integrated planning system, {ij #% DCIPS).'t %5 & T Ak S0 iR 7E K R S h 1)
I FH 4 00 A0 TR SR T A S0 24 o, AR AR <R R =B EHIRAS ) AR K QUL R 2 o 3 B ot R . i R R
I 3 29 SR F X 5 49 ROR 5 RAS vh o0 B 2 TR IR O 28, 5K L I R 2 Sk e ik By 1 2 TB) 1R 9G8R IR P 201
FAL BN AE 5 IRAS R G 2 0] R R BRI ) Ak B 77 V0 A A A A e 5 40U AT 5K 14 i) /IR DCIPS ZR &g LU 3t ] 4 0
RIR S8 WoR B — 2800 mia(1) N T B3804 RN A3 A R 3R AT R 7 R IR S W] BUH A 2 IR 53 O 5 2 TRk 4
I AR E TR AT AR L5 DCIPS BFiIR B8 7745 B4 515(2) [ IR gk 40 dsk 240 RO s i IR E 47 36
RN BRI R HORTIN 7 249 R = 3 A0 BAR F Rk BRI R G148 R 728 R)L 38 5 DCIPS SR 3k % il i o)
2002 FRAERIRIRTE AIPS 2002 b o6 T A0 fy Stk i¥) 3 /M9 - 2R AT UK, S 30 &5 5 3% B, R H 03 249 B
DCIPS 1 LAy {5 #1840 50k 60 R, 5 s F A JE R0 AT T AH R IR 2 5.

1 ETHEEEN AR K

FERLAT B (model  checking) 2 =4 T v FLHLA 7T U 1) — DR AL ER — N RGR T 5@ 38 75 AT IR,
NI R IR AS— B AL 48 F3X AN AR RBEAT A1 H B P 3 A R o 28 ) 180 1) 300 A . 3 A JEUARUH 70 3 R Kl v
AT T BRI, 1 T — R A D) BEH 3 i M 3R 48, 2 MBPY!, MIPS!, UMOP!*/4%,

TR BRI 9T b, b T 9% v R 7 A 1 255 3 A 9 (TR A I 1 R 7 2SR IR T A T 19 2. e i
/4% BDD(binary decision diagrams)/ it s 4 o —Fh 55 22 (175 2. BDD F 3= ZE A s5 1E R ) BDD 23 19 5 AN 1 1]
22, A BDD i 22 HAH 2E, 2 HAX 93X %4> BDD {202 [ — 4> BDD i =X, lliX 4 BDD Ju i L AH
S H T, A F BDD st R 1) 250K A7 1) A BELARURE, S0 BRI il PR R ZS RN B0 1 R 7 24 BDD i 2, TR HoAm
ZI| BDD SR fif 45 (solver), 2R Jio 5 SR fiff 153 20 1 25 SR 4 S — R Rl 1) i) 3 7 X o JEARL ©L 29 22 b Y FE A o
FRIFI Ao AR L

7 2002 4E AIPS K7€ b, MR &R 48 MIPS(model checking integrated planning system)*[i] PDDL2.1 ¥ J&, ¢
% 4k B B B e N RF 22 I W) 7E 56 4% H 3041, MIPS il v [n) 1) 45 e i 22, 2 M — — /N RE TR I A R 401 1 7 2R
R R GE,ZF 13 TR TS 22 MIPS FEL45 4 7 RIS R B AT e xR K 5 A R A 0 W B AR R A G
T REAT A A, T340 T i /R0 S48 44, 3 1 1) 40 5 25 8] 78 G A B X PR B S 4040 2 (pattern database, fii ¢ PDB)IN,
K HHCsE ORI B K (relaxed planning heuristic, 7 #8 RPH)EE AL A*H R (BDDA* weighted symbolic A*)X} 1%
FRO FRREAT A L R 3 1 R 0 AR FH DS AR &5 44, SR FH B A0 3 A X 26 ) e 0 Rl ik AT R FE I Ak

2 GUBLRHKI

0T I e A I P A AR L A 6 S5 PR Sl eF 3K 4 5 P R 28 8 1 R0 R BRI B3 KR S 1 3
PEGE AT QU RAN I et o T Y R 180 95, F 20 S AR 1) B A T8 3K S AU 18 B I, e S 1 3 L
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BT A R A 55 R 0 R, T DL SR A Ak A B AR T E N A AR v B AR ) R AT I R A SR 1 T
A S 437 BRI R (18] G, 2k 5 0 R T T ) 0 20 B 2R B0 S AR ) A, #4  s LRI R G 1 R
AR T T M SRK I RS BRI AR e v, e T LR s R R R e I e T, 3K T A < A ek A4k T R )
(domain-dependent planning)” ()3 A< JAR . 5 & LUH: 2% 28 AT 0T 850488 R Rl 1) R %) A R B0, A S 43 ) AV 7 T ke iF
S5 RIS T A0l KK 1] A — 77 1T A 3 i TR ) A T R R TA i 0 kAT B 9 A5 A A3 AN R AR e R
T A2 T S R ) A T B O ELA R e R O SR A B 0 18R, AR T 4R s R 5y — U T T S SR A 1R
H SRS I 3 B 56 2 PR I8 A R R R 8 R R BUAH 2 T MK il S T A A R 2 R AR ) R AR
2 (A AR AR/, T B2 v T K1) i) 850 g e ) R SR At 4 S8 %) O i, A A 2R 40008 81 B4 S B B FH 7K P2

BATVAEWIF 1 e LAk e 71D S FH AR R G B A i LR AL 2R 56 O T A e R e sz R K ), FRATT R
BT A SR R TSR I a8 BRI FR 8, K B AR IR N I 8 5 — s ) A S R R FR e T LB R
T PDDLPEATHEIR, AR I i N 1) — S B A 0 380 FF R K1) 22 45 o 00 FE e A e 30 A T SR it AELJE by 1 00 P R R
Gt JLF- ¥ A7 2% 18 N S0l v A A A I 000 R, R G022 25 FE R 2 A S B Y P 0tel B AR A AN T e 7 AR AR,
FTE B LIRS TR AR AN ] 8 SR IR B AR, AR e ) 800 P 280 2 2 < I 900 DT b, FRAT 1 15 403 3 D) AH 2 1R R R
D) H A O S 0 H BR R G b A RO L R, AT B 6 2 L R ARSI I R P D vl REAEL
1 SR 3K S Ak 1 TR 5, BRI R SRR A R — A T (KD BRSR AT (AR e, 2 25 T 8 1R S 4 e
SUBE R — AL TR L KRG, A LS B 0 N AR 21, 152 Bl 22 F 5 0 A i,

T AT AR RN K1) 5 T, A7 9 28 R R R A AR, — SR R IR AT 55 A i, o) — 2RO R SRS PR L 2 IR AT 5%
SRS JE ORI 32 2 AR R R G — AN AR B R (plan schemas)”, LRI R 48 T 2047 18 2 1 4 4,
EFERAR Y TR 7RI R A R X — R E MR RSAHE UMCP Il SHOP 4 2 SRS =il L £ T
A8 2R T 03RS R K 2R G (1) B A SR e AR R SR A R TR, o T S TR AN N 1) 5 Ak O %
(RN 2R 8 8 K 2R 400 )4 2 00 TR B A JE B AT A8 e, DT 9k 2> R0 ) R 48 1) 48 28 % )X — 2R AR R R )
A 4H TLPlan 1 TALplanner.

FATVHFE) DCIPS &4k T )5 — P 7 ih——48 R SR W 2 0. T 0K 1 40 ki e et B AN SE B 07 . B i 2
AR RE R 1) R ) VRS 4 MBS A AIRES . B ARIRES R AT AT IR BRI i) R 2 T
B4R BN 58 UK — AT 55 (B VE 7 510 AU 2 SRR im0 1 T A 3R T DL F 8 S

TS 1. X ORI ) B T A2 M = (S, S,,S,, A,8) VHEAT ™ & A5 240 RO K1) il 750 1) JE 2K Aok mT
LARIR A M =(S.S,,8,,4,C,8) S

S HRNRGE M ARSI ES,

S8, c S MRNARG M YIRS ES;

S,:8, <SRRG M 1 HARIREE A

AMRNFES M A REES,

C HRNRG M PSR A RS

§:SxA— S MRNFRG M E1ER LB,

TEAIIE 2 SRR BRATT R AR AR 15 55 PDDL X&) (] kAT H5 0, T 55 I AN KK i 350 37 i 1 434
B HH R £ 450488 R, 3K 6 53 1 PR R s Dl UL B AR U5 4 PDDL 45Uk 2 o i A 31 DCIPS 3K AR, 3¢ Ji5 15 2]
P ZR AR a1 9R).

BRI el ) G ARG IR M=(S, S, S, A, C, ), K P HE T3 A 1] 7 1 50 204 Sfe 2 7 K1) ) 802 LU st B AR 11,
B i) 850 P 52 B it 0 AH — B0t TR R 0] ) R A S B AR S R B AR, 25 Fh 2SR B AR A AN B 4E 2 [8] ) - Tl
JRZ R TR ) AR 25 2 A A I T — R el K BN A TR AR AS B v S A 1 i 805X ZE AR Y M=(S, S, S, 4,
C, O RN RGP A K R B 3 PRSP G R, SMES A T ek 2 B R, S ERRES
PIE SAEIIES S
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Fig.1 Design of DCIPS
K1 R R R R g vt

TE I RIN=3 VIR ZS X AR B F A0 TR 4 v 0 R 2R 48 1) 2R 28 R0 B8 0 AT W bt ZE JAIX 3 i
KA G FIEZ I BERR G2 i) ENTF R U L) R R IA X 3 Fh o6 R 1R BRI, —4~4
WO R — M A TR 1 O R AR 2, T DA SR 7 3k 7 8 AT 00 20 2 1 4% 1

IR 3 PRI R Ge (K 6 R, FRA VG ST R 4 0 3 Bl R A SRR ORI 7 4 R X 4 24
FR BB R PR G 2 W1 56 R, R R Ak R IA B E 2 026 R R P AR RIS E SRS Xt
G2 B DG 2R, I LN I B sk £ AR R e .

T AT FRATT I A sk 2 SRR B 25 5 B AN E R, AT ISR A T ATPS 2002 K€ b 1z A dsk e 15 B, 32 i
AU HH A DG [ AT T, 5 LK I AP A AR 3R 7R Ay AT 4 TR, P ok S 4 8 24 TR S o 1 T BRI R S
FR % S 6 &5 A9 H 40 BT . 7 B0 0 119 2, ATk 24 RO R S i A R R R 1K — A 0t R R R R TS
AU BRATTR AR D 0 U D T8 il S 4 3 B 3 D
2.1 DCIPSEKigit

AR F ok 00 24 OB R 1 AR BT T — AN BRI &R 48 DCIPS.DCIPS J& 71 MIPS [ 5L fils Fvs in T 40 2 TR 11
R R G € 2N MIPS (48 AN N 24T 118 o L B 2 R 2 s,

. . L. Temporal constraint control
Object constraint description  fr———jim

Procedural constraint control

New state

General planning search General state search

Y

Fig.2 Search modules of DCIPS
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AL PRI 2 43 A P A — i A0 2 — MR RS R IX S LRI R G2 —BUR ;o) — 40 2 A
Ly SR A PR AT %) SROKT 7 A IR A EAT T .
DCIPS 3= B {5k (S 20 SRR S92 Fadk
Step 1. HILHAL B AT IR SCAF domain.pddICIRZS X% BIESE A Al in) FBU & SO problem.pdd1(H) 46
RAS, B ARIR S, B IR AR (/) W) AR R TR AW FEAR . W FZ40).
Step 2. RN G H, AL ELA 4R AR H AR A,
Step 3. WK EN Open .
Step 4. HX Open & )8 K MREUE £ B /NI AL 3R A6 e b 25 FE AT 1 3 VF & 45 35 2 1 R 2 SRR )
LR IR O F I A AN E] Close .
Step 5. K Hi RN SR INF] Open K, FH U IL 8 K BB £,8 V- 25 B Id FR 4R
Step 6. WA 51 i A HFRIRES, WS iR sk 43—/ g
2.2 FRHIRNLR
Sof - AR o BF 9 AT U A7 A A R T i 70 R ) 55 LA AT AN — FE L IR B8 AT 2 IR 43 (A
SRR X S AU AT R TR AN TR S J2 Y R 5 K DCIPS. SR 1 40 TR 2525 33 46 5 61, 0 G 0 P 7 300 2R
e BN RS ANIR L R, T AR AR
EX 2. WHELAH(OCon(xy,x,,....x,) ,Objective Constraint)&—> n+ 1 JGIH W, LA x,,x,,...,x, & 7] B4k
TR TC 0 G IR IR T A SR AN U R T Il I T e i AT b R v O R R U N L R 4 R
MR FH AE 0 5 b ) R R BE X 40 R 35 1 (R S8 G 10 B A X R 3 i gkt A 6 B 20 SRR
EX 3. WEAHZIK(OH,Objective Constraint Hierarchy) & — MR 15 FH 78 % %2 19 BR 52 5% W K [X. 43 145
AR WEA, & XA
OH,=0H U {OCon{,0Con,...,0Con’} (j=12,.)
OH, = {0OCon{,0Con!,...,0Con’} .
T2, OH o 2 IR A% o 0} G B 5% Wi e 55 1 L) R AR &, N OH ) 31) OH, 1240 SR8 JEE < 1k 384 Jom, BT b S ) 851 450
ARSI BE B LN OH |, 2 OH , #K K3 58
EX 4. WH LR E T (objective constraint operator, [ X OCO) /& — 4~ F R SLILLE [A] — X S AR JZ XK A
I ) 55 240 VR Ti) 1) A 3 00 AR TR I B A 5 L
0CO,: Ya OCon!(a)— OCon}"\(a).
0CO,: Ya,Vy,if (f,=p,).
OCon!(a, B,) AOCon!™(f,,7) — OCon/" (a,7).
A, B By S x5 X1, b B @, B, By, v BTN I AT A ST I AR G
OCO, FrrAEXM G AWRIZ IR OH ,,, b 1 b X R LAWZ IR OH |, 4k 7K TR — MEAEA LR o LIIXT %
YR OCon! AT LUHE G ER R ARZ K OH |, E—AFIN X B L5 0 OCon! ™ 0] LIMERITEAR L4 o L.
OCO, FARMEX G LR Z R OH ;L th E— X R AWK OH | 27T ORI — MEAEAR T o A1 g, 1
(¥16] B 29 OCon] FILEX R LYW Z K OH 1, FAERIAER TTEE B, F y LR R OCon/™ 1R B, = B, B4
HJLLHE S OCon/™ W LMERI AR i o,y L.
221 NBAREVAE AR EWES
435 P F AR AT HARTIF 5T A % B ATT & % R 0 AT 34 6 — B 3@ AU B IRZ VOR Hi ik — AN AT BE
SRR A T I FRATT I X T o) G 24 B2 IR I 33K BB 7 W AT AR A [R] 1 0] 5 29 SR T2 IR 4 A IR A& 73 380 1)l i
HE A —FE
Bl 1:4E F 345 7 (depots) (K141 71OV A7 4 AN SR (heid b 4,B,C 1 D, 3 JiioR) e siifi b, 2k 4ik H
b g4 AN EBEAHAE R A: L, Horh S 4 e L.
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Fig.3 Four crates

3 4 MERAE

T R IX AU AR F AR AT LU B IR A5 0 R AR OCong (x, y) = on(x, y) (RaABIAR x 7ERIK y [ E
THx 1y ZR T ) K6 R L W 2K OH,, -
OH, = {on(x,y)} ,
WA AEI G ARZE R OH, b BATEH g TR A E 6 NEIGEER, AR TR — P4 4,8,C Rl D (0]
EAiE 21
g =(on(4,B)non(B,C) non(C,D)) v
(on(A4,B) non(B,D) non(D,C)) v
(on(A,C) non(C,B) non(B,D)) v
(on(A4,C)non(C,D) non(D,B))v
(on(A,D) non(D,B) non(B,C)) v
(on(A4,D) non(D,C) non(C, B)).
] LU AR A SRR IR OH , F 1 i 45T 1 4 3 2 B2 8 B A1) O T B S I A7 0t B, FRATT B TN
— ML B FE IR B O T SR AR 6 B A 20 K OCong (x, ) = above(x, y) (RANFAR x FIFA y fE[R—H: b, H o x by &b
TR E L ANESR x Ay A7 AR RE T AR X R ARZIX H, -
OH, = OH, U {above(x, y)} = {on(x, y),above(x, y)},
MATEX R LAWK OH, b, B Ax g W LAfaj it R R 4
g =above(A,B) nabove(A,C) Anabove(A4,D) .
TEIEG) 1 AT DU R 3 R G 2 o2 N P A R 2 8 v, A AR i) 4 ) 2 A 2 s AR A S A T
FIAA.
222 LRS- HE T AR AL
N T SEPUAE A — 20 R 2 R AN TR 29 TR R R 6] G 249 SR ) 1) A% 33 50 28 FRATT W R 20 R 5514 b 4 5 A% 3t
KA I BRAT
DCIPS JEAER G AR5 N FF IR KB 2 R AT, A R S BUHE 7,2 7% T Gazen A1 Knoblock $2 Hi 1 7E 4
it R ) e T AL B cp R e AR A BRI T IR USRS pyApy AccAp, o ¢ B AR S I N 2 B R
(P,4,D)=([p, A py A .. A p,1,[c],[]) (P: 4 AF(premise),4: %% Ft (affect),D: M i (delete)). IS4 ,DCIPS 4 5 5 4 4
F OCon, A OCon, A...AOCon, — OCon, 3640 554 (138 & 8 4E /& (P, 4, D) = ([OCon, AOCon, A... AOCon,],
[OCon, 1,[1) ,3XAF AL AT LB B4 By K o B 29 WS 74 Db B4 A ik B0 R0 R 28 6 o ok S ISR A 0 B 4 ST 1
0CO,,0CO, W] LLZK 74 i) STRIPs 44 fifiid:
0CO, 0Co,
Bi= ﬂl’oconij(a’ﬂl)s
OCon/" (f,.7)
A | OCon/"(a) | OCon!(a,y)
D
{51 2:SETRAE) | GLIR IR H, bR 2SR FE (6 5205 onx, ), above(x, y) 2 18] ({1 F 35 3R 100 %
LR+ 0CO, , 0CO,.

P | OCon/(a)
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0CO,: Vx,Vy on(x,y)—> above(x,y).
0CO,: Vx,Vy,Vz,,Vz, iff z=z,.
on(x,z,) nabove(z,,y) = above(x,y) .

VAR SAP P ISERC RS IR Y/ I

Step 1.t V7 %F G247 H I S8 A0 B2 (1) 0 3 2%

Step 2. WIURHA RL R OH,, .

Step 3. AT G2 AFE TN OH,_, it 94450 OH, i i = N .

2.3 HEMIRYRE

1K 3R G0 4 28 3o B v 17— S BRI 2R G B VR BT 5 81 LA PR A AT A U, R AT T A AT T TR
Sh I FE AT AR FRATT SR AR 4 SRS I ok R 0 U AT SR I BR R i R A R L) AR, T AR I B £ 3R (procedural
constraint). AR A B AT DUG AR 2 XS k.

2 X 1 FEAK s LSRN FE 4R AE ASP(answer set planning) HH 9 R H M S R AT K pe 52 LR

EX5. pe, = a,— I o, TR B p,.

EX 7. pe;=(pey | peyy |...| pey,) RRAREE K LA HRAT(pey | pey |- | pe, ) AT LA AN B i 2 44
W pe; WRLAR pe, MHE T DCIPS FRHATH LA RE ST peyy, pesy e pe, FIFEDNEREAIH pe; .
BN, —NEFEAK pe=a;ay;(ay | a, | as);aq, pe RANEFMEIRG:IME o, 258 1 ADNIEIME a, 25 2
NBEH 3 ANIMER a5, ay B ag, =F P BJa5—BEER a4 .
7. DCIPS 1,1 FR 29  HAE R IR AR B VR SR h Bl 5 B AR 2 TR IR AR LG 2R3 L OGO (2 P N B VR T 1)
56 e R AR 6T AN, T BN D i B S R 2R PR LR NS DCIPS AR HE A 832 i A0 A AE (R AH 5 4
RNV, AE HAE Bl A8 T8 TR 22 iy 30 AR I b 380 Bt )l 0 33 58 B 4, B O A2 T HL R S R 5.
7F A 24k & Depots § 1 _EIEAESE 5 A= {Driver, Lift, Drop, Load ,Unload’} {5 2| T H L FEZ) R pe
pc, = Lift; Load ; Drive;Unload ; Drop ,
pe, = Lift: Drop ,
pcy = Drive; pc, .
BN LR 4G H AR E Drive = {Drive,,,, Drive,,, Drive,,} ,BAI17 LAF3 2] K 1 (4 A4 W
pe, = Lift; Load;(Drive ,, | Drive,,, | Drive,, );Unload; Drop
pc, = Lift; Drop
pc, =(Drive st | Drive,,, | Drive,,,); pc,
TEIEFEBNETT AT L SR a 2750 R i R 2 W, i AR 2 WAL B B
Step 1. HENLIERELY ORI S B VR AR Y 3.
Step 2. WUBIME a HIFEZESEFH pred .
Step 3. W pred e {pc,, pc,,..., pc,,} , W a Wi R L FEL) AN, a AN R FRL R, & 578 a.

2.4 BHFHIRAR

IS 3 1R B 5 00 80— AN R 1) R0 e 0 R s O T B . BT AIRASAN H AR S I R R — B gk
I} F#32 # (first-order linear temporal logic, % LTL) % i 1% 2% 45 %I I B0 A0 1 7 4 RSO X REA5 3 7 6 e a2 4
W LTLUPLLTL DUIRAS  ml Bt 5, LICIR 2 (0 38 28 U5 9 28 b il i Tk AL ) 40 A 1004 6 2R 6 AR SC AP st 48 g e
A 10, BIIR AR W7 b — AN SR T DA Bk 4 0 I 332 8 O B P 32 4 I R B IR A e ok

FHRS T b fE— i 245 LTL 3= 208 88 n 7 R 10 4 A e85~ (f /2 LTL T 2EASRES):
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1. of N always H T ,o0f £RKITEH 7.
2. O eventually 57, Of RR“HINAH .
3. ok A next HF,of RRTE T —REWMWZNAH 1.
4. URRA until 57, U f, oR“—HA f1,HIIH .
Hodr, O W 75115 DCIPS F 4 FH 2L 7EI ZIZk M = (wy,wy,.) 1,28 w, AFERTTER M EIGEE § N2 Y & —A
AL R 45 R Ak D SRk LTL v (A8 &R, 1 45
(M,w, V)= 0f, A HAL, 3 >0 (M, w,, V) f LB f 82 B

24.1 WPLR

FRATTRE I P S VR A% S N 2 o, LAy 2D R0 1) 2 8 O 28 3 Tl I P 2 TR SR

EX 8. I P2 (temporal constraint) TCon(M , a, V') R F RN Fe 4L 1> LRI R GE I HE R0 .4 f 2
YE a WIZEF= 41 end I overall B Z FRCR (78 PDDL2.1 25 3 2 W AN SIE SR # HXHIRZS M m 44 3 Fh
start,end 1 overall), Jf HFE R £ AN GERIN 06 58 LK HARRES g, (gt R OL ) HARIRES g RARESHEA,
532 Fr 29K

(TCon(M,a,V)— f)N(Of ¢{—g}) .

7t DCIPS 1, I} 7 29 3R 32 2 HIAE Sl ik B A FIDIR A0S 5 2 ) AR FLOG R, B 20— AN EERAT JF X A H
PR ZS TP R G 1) 53 W) %o T A A, A sty B I 29 9 T K 28 I 1) DCIPS v

B 345 A A2 A AT AR AR A 5 o 152 4508 R BIE U R AR 50 SR, 3RAT Tk 2 284 AR L4 008 A R e] B
P m R R G R

1. ER T EGE NN F AR AL E), A A T H b2 3 sl i 8 B

2. NEBFN AW T HBIAAH KA E.

3. AERS BRI TR 2 i 8 W E AR IE s T e S 2 e B, B ek A2l TR B R 3.

T T3 M8 RO R ATV I BUAE ATPS 2002 SR 46 F 3 AW 37 AU I 25 PR 461 7 AT T 0 3k Al e R SR I
P ok 8 AT T2 5 R R T I e 32 ok 3 7 5 R 5 ST FRIR 2 G A B DR 285 ) A 5 R 408 e
WA PRI MEENEIRL R BZE PAEAIRIRS AL &, L, onE5E PAE ARSI ELL, RONE P
FEIE i P IR A AL .

Bl 4: (TCon(M ,unload(P,T,L,),V) > at(P,L,)) A(Oat(P,L, ) & {—at(P, L)}).

B 4 Lo RIS P ARG E L — B load LigHh TH(RE)TIBALE TIEEENA HERLE L,
A3 PASABEN B, unload T iz TR TR — B ARFR RIS i TR T E X 4 WA AUt vl DUEAF Agent 7£
Ak HARAL B I ARG IEAT E .

%l 5: (TCon(M,load (P,T,L,),V) > —at(P,L,)) A (0—at(P,L,) & {—at(P,L,)}) .

B 5 IR RAZE P — BAE AR E L Mgk THE(R4)T _L#E1 B (unload) TR)5, B4 0 P K AT
Fe#fi(load)Bliz i LR T b B0 — BARFETE B FROLE L, b X400 L0 Ak v] DAAETS Agent TEAZERA T HArfAL
BN AR S AT R

1E B34 G % Depots 1l 1 FHIEEAIESE S5 A= {Driver, Lift,Drop,Load,Unload} ;%> C FRx—MEREM A4
PR, P RRIERR C AENIU IR AL, P, RN B C 12 HBRRZSIOAL R, P, RN SEREA C fEis finid v ik
AMALE. N T 54 PDDL Ui W (¥ ar(x,y) 18 ] X 5] ,DCIPS 51 AN F H — A~ 3 & 2 1 4 % 49 )
above(x, y) , above(x, y) R /NHEEEFE x 7EHL S y 2 b FATTT LAAS 2R TH I 37 400K

Bl 6:I8JFLIW TC, :

load,,(H,C,T,P.) A(TCon(M ,unload,,(C,T,P,),V) > above(C,P,)) A
(Qabove(C, P,) & {—above(C, P,)}).

TC, FoRWIRELHER C AEM 2 &k MIA L E P, — H e (load) LR %= TR ALE TR RIE AR E P, 2

HII 2 &, SEBEAE C KA EI B (unload) T R4 TR0 — HORFRAE R4 T L IX 4B W T BUERS DCIPS 7
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AEH bR P, I A LA C BEAT EI 3 (unload) 2 %K.
Bl TP TC,
unload,,(H,C,T,P,) A(TCon(M,load,,(C,T,P,),V) > —above(C, P,)) A
(O—above(C, P,) & {—above(C, P,)}).

TC, Fm W RAREEHT C— BAEW 2 &by HASALE PR T 1 #E1 3% (unload) T 2K LLJS SEAHT CAEIN %1 k, i
AR (load) B 4= T b B — BLORFEAE HARALE P, XA BURLZ R AEST DCIPS 7R C 21k H A5
B P, I AR EERAE C AT R (load) 1 .

A ST IR 2 A TR T 2 5 RO 25 2 5 0 X I 24 TR LA (R I 4 SR A B SE A

Step 1. S SLIN 3 20 RN S Bl AR B 0T 2

Step 2. WX RA .

Step 3. WIRBCRE £ W52 (TCon(M,a,V) > [)A(Of & {—g}) JU £ 3l R I )3 20 SR 75 UL F AN A2 I 7 249
IR S

3 MK F0 A

3.1 KBEITE R

AT 75 AR G, B AT 32 3 1 3 ) 2R 4 B B L SR ) 00K P 491, L A 0K P 9 A T AN 5 A ]
LA FH A 7] A 450380 29 TR0, AN 45 TLPLan JSAE £ 00 45 A A4 PR 90038 10 780 T i I ) 8 . DCIPS 45 M1 ) 435
LIR30 A

1. X RAWRE above(x,y) FIE I T AN R L HKEF 0CO, F1OCO, .

0CO, :Vx,¥y on(x,y)vat(x,y)—> above(x,y) .
0CO, :Vx,Ny,Vz,,Vz, iff z; =z, on(x,z)Aabove(z,,y)—> above(x,y).
2. ERRAWEH pe,, pe, M pe, .
pc, = Lift; Load ; Drive;Unload ; Drop ,
pc, = Lift; Drop
pc, = Drive; PC, .
3. NPLRAT TC, M TC, .
TC, :load,(H,C,T,P) A(TCon(M ,unload,,(C,T,P,),V ) above(C,P,)) A
(Gabove(C,P,) & {—above(C,P,)}).
TC, :unload,,(H,C,T,P,) A(TCon(M ,load,,(C,T,P,),V) > —above(C, P,)) A
(O—above(C, P,) ¢ {—above(C, P,)}).

FATRIIAE ATPS 2002 K38 b /A A F3E §idis b (1) 3 SR 5] (Depots, DriverLog 1 ZenoTravel)! 1 Lk
B, 3L RS HE AL A1) AT A e KB 5 e R e A 8 R Rl ek P 4810 BRI AR e BT T T MIPS. R )
Z 45, MIPS J27E AIPS 2002 K3k 13w M B8 (distinguished performance) K37 4 MK R G 2 — AT &
& CPU(Duron 1.1G)+RAM(425M)+Redhat7.3 [¥] Linux &5 _FIZ1T, 454 A goc 2.96. T T 45 H MR b &5 3L

Kl A 2 PR 1), FRATT L RE AL FE Depots 7] I pfilel~pfile4 iX 4 AR B, DriverLog [A] i I M
pfilel~pfile15 iX 15 AR 5] LA A ZenoTravel 1] B _E pfilel~pfile20 X 20 />3t FH 4.

3.1.1 Depots i1 B 45

{F Depots [l L 47 6 Fhif i, 4 B 80 5 Bz 4, DCIPS F1 MIPS i L 1t I K Fn 4 (3847 I 1) o

P SECR AR AR E) IR 1.
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Table 1 Testing results comparison of Depots example
F 1 Depots il 7l 45 H Xt L
Depots DCIPS MIPS

Problem Complexity Running  Expanded Best Running  Expanded Best

Depot  Truck Pallet Crate Hoist | time (s) nodes value time (s) nodes value
Pfilel 3 2 3 2 3 0.14 13 59.361 1 0.13 13 59.361 1
Pfile2 3 2 3 3 3 0.23 36 92.1111 0.22 36 92.111'1
Pfile3 3 2 3 5 3 1.51 1514 231.808 2.22 2188 254.692
Pfile4 3 2 3 7 3 203.00 149 114 200.861 433.24 305 383 199.016

3.1.2 DriverLog fil 7l {45 4
#t. DriverLog 1)@ E A7 5 Bl i1 .2 B b8 KM 6 Fhzl 11, DCIPS A1 MIPS X Lt (108 B4 A 46 AR (G217 I [ |

I R BCR S A A B W3R 2.
Table 2 Testing results comparison of Driverlog Example

% 2 DriverLog %l 7K &5 S x0T b

DriverLog DCIPS MIPS
Problem Complexity Running Expanded  Best | Running Expanded  Best
Driver Truck Package Location | time (s) nodes value | time (s) nodes value
Pfilel 2 2 2 5 0.11 8 303 0.09 8 303
Pfile2 2 2 3 7 0.13 29 310 0.13 32 310
Pfile3 2 2 4 6 0.13 13 173 0.13 13 173
Pfile4 3 2 4 7 0.15 21 392 0.15 20 392
Pfile5 3 2 5 6 0.17 31 112 0.17 31 112
Pfile6 2 B 6 18 0.20 27 260 0.20 19 260
Pfile7 2 3 6 28 0.21 13 268 0.21 13 268
Pfile8 2 3 6 37 0.77 868 318 0.46 412 313
Pfile9 3 3 6 25 0.39 53 870 0.38 64 980
Pfilel0 4 4 8 35 0.59 26 340 0.58 24 340
Pfilell 5 5 10 43 0.80 36 391 0.80 36 391
Pfilel2 5 5 15 48 13.01 3893 486 3.58 700 611
Pfilel3 5 5 20 54 2.51 48 563 2.55 51 558
Pfilel4 5 5 25 59 5.30 846 888 4.88 763 1049
Pfilel5 8 6 25 59 20.06 365 714 27.54 712 893

3.1.3  ZenoTravel il 7k 45 R
£ ZenoTravel [i 8 E A7 2 Fif . 11 Ff ek ZOR1 5 Rzl 41, DCIPS Il MIPS S EE il 1 & A 45 R (e A7 I

)L 3 T O s L) L% 3.
Table 3 Testing results comparison of ZenoTravel example

%= 3 ZenoTravel #7345 B xt Eb

ZenoTravel DCIPS MIPS
Problem Complexity Running  Expanded Best Running  Expanded Best
Aircraft  Person  City | time (s) nodes value time (s) nodes value
Pfilel 1 2 3 0.10 1 27.257 0.10 1 27.257
Pfile2 1 3 3 0.09 7 30.210 4 0.09 7 30.210 4
Pfile3 2 4 8 0.12 15 18.152 7 0.12 15 18.152 7
Pfile4 2 5 3 0.13 19 153.294 0.13 19 153.294
Pfile5 2 4 4 0.16 24 37.7473 0.16 25 37.747 3
Pfile6 ) 5 4 0.17 20 51.782 6 0.16 26 51.782 6
Pfile7 2 6 4 0.18 23 93.009 0.17 20 142.179
Pfile8 3 6 5 0.41 31 165.985 0.40 32 160.639
Pfile9 3 7 5 0.47 55 120.028 0.46 39 119.82
Pfilel10 3 8 5 0.51 40 167.868 0.50 50 181.68
Pfilel1 3 7 6 0.71 24 155.308 0.71 28 155.308
Pfilel2 3 8 6 0.83 42 139.006 0.86 59 126.007
Pfilel3 3 10 6 0.99 50 89.904 7 1.08 78 90.28
Pfilel4 5 10 10 13.55 89 344.858 13.03 69 375.056
Pfilel5 5 15 12 31.95 115 403.565 32.18 94 407.887
Pfilel6 5 15 14 53.78 185 409.71 55.03 156 394.27
Pfilel7 5 20 16 144.40 359 285.434 102.46 180 294.623
Pfilel8 5 20 18 127.79 162 170.348 137.20 178 154.548
Pfile19 5 25 20 239.24 192 374.05 236.5 214 373.75
Pfile20 2 25 22 311.22 296 651.716 307.67 255 725.695
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32 o

TEHE IR B8 %) L J5 T, DCIPS R LA X 5 24 B A bR 2 S 5 2 ) 119 56 R, 3K B0 G 24 R 2 A 7 AN IR 1
X G U ASAT A ) FUIRAS (R I8 o] LLE AN [R] 4 J2 T bR AT 3K B S8 L@ LRI R 48 MIPS 2247

FEIBAT BT L7 1, 4 Depots 1)/ I, DCIPS % 3 B {5 L3 I %I 22 45 MIPS 2,37 & (11717 55 2 Lk MIPS
BN I RAF W LR E LE MIPS 2247, 7E DriverLog /8 b, KR ZHE I T DCIPS B k43 1) YL Lk MIPS
BEUF IR N RS SR S AL R vk ok okt 1) A8 AT SR A%, BT LA DCIPS AT R b 32 338 Jip 32 A7 1 18] 0 977 58 4 i 2, 76
ZenoTravel [l @b, Rk [l @A £ AH T 8] B0 46, 45038 A0 YRR 20 v ke 21 (0 78 FAS & 2K K, i BL DCIPS A MIPS #H
ZEA KR AL DCIPS TR ARAR(E 77 1134 A% L MIPS B i — 25

S5 LTI, 78 AR ) AT SR 8 1 DCIPS 2 Ll LR 2R 48 MIPS i IX R s 2R (0 IR 3AE 1 2% 4% 00
NN A3 W 2 DCIPS SR W B A HOR R IR S R B 2 0 96 R K I RE L SRR RIB I EZ Ak R R
FAB P A SRR IB BAE SR TR G 2 M6 R A3 R B, R A 21 ok 3 Ffr 4303 20 5 00 4 T, AF . 1l 384 i
TIFTA) S 2 A AH — LA T ) 0 AT S T B AR S 2 PR 1 0, S AT Bl R K1 [ 3990 S5 A8t 1 s i) A7 22 N
2% FTLLIMN T 408 21 SR 1) DCIPS 3Z 4T 0% sk b MIPS 32 =25 . DCIPS 3 3 ok 2 4 %) 28 45 48 2% 1 AR89 i
RAT A iy BRI FR e (MR 28, IX BL H 8 45 DCIPS A T4 .

o F- R LA 5] DCIPS (20 Lk MIPS AR, {H 2 48 K 2 i ,DCIPS SR 15 1) S L fif 4 Lk MIPS 2
AN GXJE B R, AIPS 2002 b 45 4R BE AL AR B, T DCIPS Fl MIPS #0002 K H R R A5 B ok 34T L4
%, DCIPS X} MIPS [¥)3 A& b AT T e b AF 2 148 o308 o 0 K0 980 2R W) 21 5 20> B4 el 9T A 38 ) 4 AR K
BRT b, 7 52 o ) 4 2% v, R4 0 I AR A 3 A5 B R B 1R 4 SR — B T 2 B0 T I & 45 10 2

4 HRAMERTAE

AR SC IR BT RRAE T RN 5 (98 o AT 85 1 PR 3K T AN U7 THD E 5 b FRATT I o 118 AN S A7 B 1A 3 TR TR A
P 4003 A AR I T L3 R AR AR N, TR I, R 0 L AT P R R A AR L R ) U
ARG — D E 5 S R ), 0 D S 1 — 0 4R R A T AT S N AU A R T T, 280 FRATT IR S A R A
USRI R R 5 18RI R G R RTE S T B A BRI R G o0 AU A U R 5 . L, 1
D 3 AR L BT R B R T 7 4905 R IR U N UL s A AR R S AR A T .

FEATUSAR AF I 5 5 18T, 5 AT I 5 TAEARSS A AR R S8 TLPLANUSL R 2 3 T 444N ) A 1Y H bidk
AT o3 AT, TR0 H AR HEAT N3 97 8, N b 45 8 B b 58 1B 56 )G 0%, T 32 s BRI R 48 1) 20 2% . DCIPS &5
TLPLAN [ X 375 T, DCIPS = %2 M FEA SUBEAT 73 A1, AN 00 B P4 2 1 3EAS ) T TLPLAN S22 516 45 5E )
AEAS 1) R (¥ E AR AR A KRR, 0 SR ) AT R A O R, 1) PR A M LN R Bl 4 AT I 58 B 5B IS O, 6 A
flivt TLPLAN @i H #5101 P47 i 1) 5 12T R 21 (9 7 A % B 2

o] A P 40885 1 R, AT 2 v BRI 2R 9 1 0 i T R S A 28802 3 2 — AN B 3 BELAR T LA AH 22 4 5 1 )
R H AT FRATT B A RO A R R RS D U AT R A RN BT A, S AT R — 58 IR TR R SR I
A A o BRATTPREAE BAR JL 5 T R AN, 56 35 2 TR U (1) DCIPS 1) 2l e, A 3 e h — A B 3l
Th e af oK B SE AR BRI R 45 :(1) G — AT BB AR H s BRATTR T 58 24 Wl T 5 om0 5 5 24
W RPN P AR AR A T R 8 AR R E R = R AR R — 1B A A 21X 2 45 2% FE
— WIS AR .(2) AT SR B Bl E SE IR S B e AR R BIL AR A o R i i N 2 2] T fig 845 DCIPS fig AL
AR P 25 SR v B Al R R DG Al TR, I AR AR R SR AR b T B2 =120 2.(3) DCIPS Rk AL A SCHF
FUIRIXS G U — AN Tk T 1R 1 b A5, 50 48 10 s M 0Tt A7 A6 1R 2 R R 1 A R 4 A A R RIS A o Ak 8 )
LA 7 b P
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