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Preface

Artificial Intelligence: Foundations of Computational Agents is a book about the
science of artificial intelligence (Al). The view we take is that Al is the study
of the design of intelligent computational agents. The book is structured as a
textbook, but it is designed to be accessible to a wide audience.

We wrote this book because we are excited about the emergence of Al as an
integrated science. As with any science worth its salt, Al has a coherent, formal
theory and a rambunctious experimental wing. Here we balance theory and
experiment and show how to link them intimately together. We develop the
science of Al together with its engineering applications. We believe the adage
“There is nothing so practical as a good theory.” The spirit of our approach
is captured by the dictum “Everything should be made as simple as possible,
but not simpler.” We must build the science on solid foundations; we present
the foundations, but only sketch, and give some examples of, the complexity
required to build useful intelligent systems. Although the resulting systems
will be complex, the foundations and the building blocks should be simple.

The book works as an introductory text on Al for advanced undergrad-
uate or graduate students in computer science or related disciplines such as
computer engineering, philosophy, cognitive science, or psychology. It will
appeal more to the technically minded; parts are technically challenging, fo-
cusing on learning by doing: designing, building, and implementing systems.
Any curious scientifically oriented reader will benefit from studying the book.
Previous experience with computational systems is desirable, but prior study
of the foundations on which we build, including logic, probability, calcu-
lus, and control theory, is not necessary, because we develop the concepts as
required.

xiii



xiv Preface

The serious student will gain valuable skills at several levels ranging from
expertise in the specification and design of intelligent agents to skills for imple-
menting, testing, and improving real software systems for several challenging
application domains. The thrill of participating in the emergence of a new sci-
ence of intelligent agents is one of the attractions of this approach. The practical
skills of dealing with a world of ubiquitous, intelligent, embedded agents are
now in great demand in the marketplace.

The focus is on an intelligent agent acting in an environment. We start with
simple agents acting in simple, static environments and gradually increase the
power of the agents to cope with more challenging worlds. We explore nine
dimensions of complexity that allow us to introduce, gradually and with mod-
ularity, what makes building intelligent agents challenging. We have tried to
structure the book so that the reader can understand each of the dimensions
separately, and we make this concrete by repeatedly illustrating the ideas with
four different agent tasks: a delivery robot, a diagnostic assistant, a tutoring
system, and a trading agent.

The agent we want the student to envision is a hierarchically designed
agent that acts intelligently in a stochastic environment that it can only par-
tially observe — one that reasons about individuals and the relationships among
them, has complex preferences, learns while acting, takes into account other
agents, and acts appropriately given its own computational limitations. Of
course, we can’t start with such an agent; it is still a research question to build
such agents. So we introduce the simplest agents and then show how to add
each of these complexities in a modular way.

We have made a number of design choices that distinguish this book from
competing books, including the earlier book by the same authors:

e We have tried to give a coherent framework in which to understand Al
We have chosen not to present disconnected topics that do not fit to-
gether. For example, we do not present disconnected logical and prob-
abilistic views of Al, but we have presented a multidimensional design
space in which the students can understand the big picture, in which
probabilistic and logical reasoning coexist.

e We decided that it is better to clearly explain the foundations on which
more sophisticated techniques can be built, rather than present these
more sophisticated techniques. This means that a larger gap exists be-
tween what is covered in this book and the frontier of science. It also
means that the student will have a better foundation to understand cur-
rent and future research.

e One of the more difficult decisions we made was how to linearize the
design space. Our previous book (Poole, Mackworth, and Goebel, 1998)
presented a relational language early and built the foundations in terms
of this language. This approach made it difficult for the students to
appreciate work that was not relational, for example, in reinforcement



Preface XV

learning that is developed in terms of states. In this book, we have chosen
a relations-late approach. This approach probably reflects better the re-
search over the past few decades in which there has been much progress
in feature-based representations. It also allows the student to understand
that probabilistic and logical reasoning are complementary. The book,
however, is structured so that an instructor can present relations earlier.

This book uses examples from Alspace.org (http://www.aispace.org), a col-
lection of pedagogical applets that we have been involved in designing. To
gain further experience in building intelligent systems, a student should also
experiment with a high-level symbol-manipulation language, such as LISP or
Prolog. We also provide implementations in AILog, a clean logic programming
language related to Prolog, designed to demonstrate many of the issues in this
book. This connection is not essential to an understanding or use of the ideas
in this book.

Our approach, through the development of the power of the agent’s capa-
bilities and representation language, is both simpler and more powerful than
the traditional approach of surveying and cataloging various applications of
Al However, as a consequence, some applications, such as the details of com-
putational vision or computational linguistics, are not covered in this book.

We have chosen not to present an encyclopedic view of Al. Not every ma-
jor idea that has been investigated is presented here. We have chosen some
basic ideas on which other, more sophisticated, techniques are based and
have tried to explain the basic ideas in detail, sketching how these can be
expanded.

Figure 1 (page xvi) shows the topics covered in the book. The solid lines
give prerequisites. Often the prerequisite structure does not include all sub-
topics. Given the medium of a book, we have had to linearize the topics. How-
ever, the book is designed so that the topics can be taught in any order satisfy-
ing the prerequisite structure.

The references given at the end of each chapter are not meant to be compre-
hensive: we have referenced works that we have directly used and works that
we think provide good overviews of the literature, by referencing both classic
works and more recent surveys. We hope that no researchers feel slighted by
their omission, and we are happy to have feedback where someone feels that
an idea has been misattributed. Remember that this book is not a survey of Al
research.

We invite you to join us in an intellectual adventure: building a science of
intelligent agents.

David Poole
Alan Mackworth


AIspace.org
http://www.aispace.org
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Chapter 1

Artificial Intelligence and Agents

The history of Al is a history of fantasies, possibilities, demonstrations,
and promise. Ever since Homer wrote of mechanical “tripods” waiting on
the gods at dinner, imagined mechanical assistants have been a part of our
culture. However, only in the last half century have we, the AI community,
been able to build experimental machines that test hypotheses about the
mechanisms of thought and intelligent behavior and thereby demonstrate
mechanisms that formerly existed only as theoretical possibilities.

— Bruce Buchanan [2005]

This book is about artificial intelligence, a field built on centuries of thought,
which has been a recognized discipline for over 50 years. As Buchanan points
out in the quote above, we now have the tools to test hypotheses about the na-
ture of thought itself, as well as solve practical problems. Deep scientific and
engineering problems have already been solved and many more are waiting to
be solved. Many practical applications are currently deployed and the poten-
tial exists for an almost unlimited number of future applications. In this book,
we present the principles that underlie intelligent computational agents. Those
principles can help you understand current and future work in Al and equip
you to contribute to the discipline yourself.

1.1 What Is Artificial Intelligence?

Artificial intelligence, or Al, is the field that studies the synthesis and analy-
sis of computational agents that act intelligently. Let us examine each part of this
definition.



4 1. Artificial Intelligence and Agents

An agent is something that acts in an environment — it does something.
Agents include worms, dogs, thermostats, airplanes, robots, humans, compa-
nies, and countries.

We are interested in what an agent does; that is, how it acts. We judge an
agent by its actions.

An agent acts intelligently when

e what it does is appropriate for its circumstances and its goals,
e it is flexible to changing environments and changing goals,
e it learns from experience, and

e it makes appropriate choices given its perceptual and computational lim-
itations. An agent typically cannot observe the state of the world directly;
it has only a finite memory and it does not have unlimited time to act.

A computational agent is an agent whose decisions about its actions can be
explained in terms of computation. That is, the decision can be broken down
into primitive operation that can be implemented in a physical device. This
computation can take many forms. In humans this computation is carried out
in “wetware”; in computers it is carried out in “hardware.” Although there are
some agents that are arguably not computational, such as the wind and rain
eroding a landscape, it is an open question whether all intelligent agents are
computational.

The central scientific goal of Al is to understand the principles that make
intelligent behavior possible in natural or artificial systems. This is done by

¢ the analysis of natural and artificial agents;

e formulating and testing hypotheses about what it takes to construct in-
telligent agents; and

e designing, building, and experimenting with computational systems that
perform tasks commonly viewed as requiring intelligence.

As part of science, researchers build empirical systems to test hypotheses or
to explore the space of possibilities. These are quite distinct from applications
that are built to be useful for an application domain.

Note that the definition is not for intelligent thought. We are only interested
in thinking intelligently insofar as it leads to better performance. The role of
thought is to affect action.

The central engineering goal of Al is the design and synthesis of useful,
intelligent artifacts. We actually want to build agents that act intelligently. Such
agents are useful in many applications.

1.1.1 Artificial and Natural Intelligence

Artificial intelligence (AlI) is the established name for the field, but the term “ar-
tificial intelligence” is a source of much confusion because artificial intelligence
may be interpreted as the opposite of real intelligence.
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Interrogator: In the first line of your sonnet which reads “Shall I compare thee
to a summer’s day,” would not “a spring day” do as well or better?

Witness: It wouldn’t scan.

Interrogator: How about “a winter’s day,” That would scan all right.
Witness: Yes, but nobody wants to be compared to a winter’s day.
Interrogator: Would you say Mr. Pickwick reminded you of Christmas?
Witness: In a way.

Interrogator: Yet Christmas is a winter’s day, and I do not think Mr. Pickwick
would mind the comparison.

Witness: I don’t think you're serious. By a winter’s day one means a typical
winter’s day, rather than a special one like Christmas.

Figure 1.1: A possible dialog for the Turing test (from Turing [1950])

For any phenomenon, you can distinguish real versus fake, where the fake
is non-real. You can also distinguish natural versus artificial. Natural means
occurring in nature and artificial means made by people.

Example 1.1 A tsunami is a large wave in an ocean caused by an earthquake
or a landslide. Natural tsunamis occur from time to time. You could imagine an
artificial tsunami that was made by people, for example, by exploding a bomb
in the ocean, yet which is still a real tsunami. One could also imagine fake
tsunamis: either artificial, using computer graphics, or natural, for example, a
mirage that looks like a tsunami but is not one.

It is arguable that intelligence is different: you cannot have fake intelligence.
If an agent behaves intelligently, it is intelligent. It is only the external behavior
that defines intelligence; acting intelligently is being intelligent. Thus, artifi-
cial intelligence, if and when it is achieved, will be real intelligence created
artificially.

This idea of intelligence being defined by external behavior was the moti-
vation for a test for intelligence designed by Turing [1950], which has become
known as the Turing test. The Turing test consists of an imitation game where
an interrogator can ask a witness, via a text interface, any question. If the in-
terrogator cannot distinguish the witness from a human, the witness must be
intelligent. Figure 1.1 shows a possible dialog that Turing suggested. An agent
that is not really intelligent could not fake intelligence for arbitrary topics.

There has been much debate about the Turing test. Unfortunately, although
it may provide a test for how to recognize intelligence, it does not provide a
way to get there; trying each year to fake it does not seem like a useful avenue
of research.
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The obvious naturally intelligent agent is the human being. Some peo-
ple might say that worms, insects, or bacteria are intelligent, but more peo-
ple would say that dogs, whales, or monkeys are intelligent (see Exercise 1
(page 42)). One class of intelligent agents that may be more intelligent than hu-
mans is the class of organizations. Ant colonies are a prototypical example of or-
ganizations. Each individual ant may not be very intelligent, but an ant colony
can act more intelligently than any individual ant. The colony can discover
food and exploit it very effectively as well as adapt to changing circumstances.
Similarly, companies can develop, manufacture, and distribute products where
the sum of the skills required is much more than any individual could master.
Modern computers, from low-level hardware to high-level software, are more
complicated than any human can understand, yet they are manufactured daily
by organizations of humans. Human society viewed as an agent is arguably the
most intelligent agent known.

It is instructive to consider where human intelligence comes from. There
are three main sources:

biology: Humans have evolved into adaptable animals that can survive in var-
ious habitats.

culture: Culture provides not only language, but also useful tools, useful con-
cepts, and the wisdom that is passed from parents and teachers to chil-
dren.

life-long learning: Humans learn throughout their life and accumulate know-
ledge and skills.

These sources interact in complex ways. Biological evolution has provided
stages of growth that allow for different learning at different stages of life. We
humans and our culture have evolved together so that humans are helpless at
birth, presumably because of our culture of looking after infants. Culture in-
teracts strongly with learning. A major part of lifelong learning is what people
are taught by parents and teachers. Language, which is part of culture, pro-
vides distinctions in the world that should be noticed for learning.

1.2 A Brief History of Al

Throughout human history, people have used technology to model themselves.
There is evidence of this from ancient China, Egypt, and Greece that bears wit-
ness to the universality of this activity. Each new technology has, in its turn,
been exploited to build intelligent agents or models of mind. Clockwork, hy-
draulics, telephone switching systems, holograms, analog computers, and dig-
ital computers have all been proposed both as technological metaphors for in-
telligence and as mechanisms for modeling mind.

About 400 years ago people started to write about the nature of thought
and reason. Hobbes (1588-1679), who has been described by Haugeland [1985,



1.2. A Brief History of Al 7

p- 85] as the “Grandfather of Al,” espoused the position that thinking was
symbolic reasoning like talking out loud or working out an answer with pen
and paper. The idea of symbolic reasoning was further developed by Descartes
(1596-1650), Pascal (1623-1662), Spinoza (1632-1677), Leibniz (1646-1716), and
others who were pioneers in the philosophy of mind.

The idea of symbolic operations became more concrete with the develop-
ment of computers. The first general-purpose computer designed (but not built
until 1991, at the Science Museum of London) was the Analytical Engine by
Babbage (1792-1871). In the early part of the 20th century, there was much
work done on understanding computation. Several models of computation
were proposed, including the Turing machine by Alan Turing (1912-1954), a
theoretical machine that writes symbols on an infinitely long tape, and the
lambda calculus of Church (1903-1995), which is a mathematical formalism
for rewriting formulas. It can be shown that these very different formalisms
are equivalent in that any function computable by one is computable by the
others. This leads to the Church-Turing thesis:

Any effectively computable function can be carried out on a Turing
machine (and so also in the lambda calculus or any of the other
equivalent formalisms).

Here effectively computable means following well-defined operations; “com-
puters” in Turing’s day were people who followed well-defined steps and com-
puters as we know them today did not exist. This thesis says that all compu-
tation can be carried out on a Turing machine or one of the other equivalent
computational machines. The Church-Turing thesis cannot be proved but it is
a hypothesis that has stood the test of time. No one has built a machine that
has carried out computation that cannot be computed by a Turing machine.
There is no evidence that people can compute functions that are not Turing
computable. An agent’s actions are a function of its abilities, its history, and its
goals or preferences. This provides an argument that computation is more than
just a metaphor for intelligence; reasoning is computation and computation can
be carried out by a computer.

Once real computers were built, some of the first applications of computers
were Al programs. For example, Samuel [1959] built a checkers program in
1952 and implemented a program that learns to play checkers in the late 1950s.
Newell and Simon [1956] built a program, Logic Theorist, that discovers proofs
in propositional logic.

In addition to that for high-level symbolic reasoning, there was also much
work on low-level learning inspired by how neurons work. McCulloch and
Pitts [1943] showed how a simple thresholding “formal neuron” could be the
basis for a Turing-complete machine. The first learning for these neural net-
works was described by Minsky [1952]. One of the early significant works was
the Perceptron of Rosenblatt [1958]. The work on neural networks went into
decline for a number of years after the 1968 book by Minsky and Papert [1988],
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Does Afghanistan border China?

What is the capital of Upper_Volta?

Which country’s capital is London?

Which is the largest african country?

How large is the smallest american country?

What is the ocean that borders African countries and that borders
Asian countries?

What are the capitals of the countries bordering the Baltic?

How many countries does the Danube flow through?

What is the total area of countries south of the Equator and not in
Australasia?

What is the average area of the countries in each continent?

Is there more than one country in each continent?

What are the countries from which a river flows into the Black_Sea?
What are the continents no country in which contains more than two
cities whose population exceeds 1 million?

Which country bordering the Mediterranean borders a country that
is bordered by a country whose population exceeds the population
of India?

Which countries with a population exceeding 10 million border the
Atlantic?

Figure 1.2: Some questions CHAT-80 could answer

which argued that the representations learned were inadequate for intelligent
action.

These early programs concentrated on learning and search as the founda-
tions of the field. It became apparent early that one of the main problems was
how to represent the knowledge needed to solve a problem. Before learning,
an agent must have an appropriate target language for the learned knowledge.
There have been many proposals for representations from simple feature-based
representations to complex logical representations of McCarthy and Hayes
[1969] and many in between such as the frames of Minsky [1975].

During the 1960s and 1970s, success was had in building natural language
understanding systems in limited domains. For example, the STUDENT pro-
gram of Daniel Bobrow [1967] could solve high school algebra problems ex-
pressed in natural language. Winograd’s [1972] SHRDLU system could, using
restricted natural language, discuss and carry out tasks in a simulated blocks
world. CHAT-80 [Warren and Pereira, 1982] could answer geographical ques-
tions placed to it in natural language. Figure 1.2 shows some questions that
CHAT-80 answered based on a database of facts about countries, rivers, and
so on. All of these systems could only reason in very limited domains using
restricted vocabulary and sentence structure.
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During the 1970s and 1980s, there was a large body of work on expert sys-
tems, where the aim was to capture the knowledge of an expert in some do-
main so that a computer could carry out expert tasks. For example, DENDRAL
[Buchanan and Feigenbaum, 1978], developed from 1965 to 1983 in the field of
organic chemistry, proposed plausible structures for new organic compounds.
MYCIN [Buchanan and Shortliffe, 1984], developed from 1972 to 1980, diag-
nosed infectious diseases of the blood, prescribed antimicrobial therapy, and
explained its reasoning. The 1970s and 1980s were also a period when Al
reasoning became widespread in languages such as Prolog [Colmerauer and
Roussel, 1996; Kowalski, 1988].

During the 1990s and the 2000s there was great growth in the subdisciplines
of Al such as perception, probabilistic and decision-theoretic reasoning, plan-
ning, embodied systems, machine learning, and many other fields. There has
also been much progress on the foundations of the field; these form the foun-
dations of this book.

1.2.1 Relationship to Other Disciplines

Al is a very young discipline. Other disciplines as diverse as philosophy, neu-
robiology, evolutionary biology, psychology, economics, political science, soci-
ology, anthropology, control engineering, and many more have been studying
intelligence much longer.

The science of Al could be described as “synthetic psychology,” “experi-
mental philosophy,” or “computational epistemology”— epistemology is the
study of knowledge. Al can be seen as a way to study the old problem of the
nature of knowledge and intelligence, but with a more powerful experimen-
tal tool than was previously available. Instead of being able to observe only
the external behavior of intelligent systems, as philosophy, psychology, eco-
nomics, and sociology have traditionally been able to do, Al researchers ex-
periment with executable models of intelligent behavior. Most important, such
models are open to inspection, redesign, and experiment in a complete and
rigorous way. Modern computers provide a way to construct the models about
which philosophers have only been able to theorize. Al researchers can experi-
ment with these models as opposed to just discussing their abstract properties.
Al theories can be empirically grounded in implementation. Moreover, we are
often surprised when simple agents exhibit complex behavior. We would not
have known this without implementing the agents.

It is instructive to consider an analogy between the development of fly-
ing machines over the past few centuries and the development of thinking
machines over the past few decades. There are several ways to understand
flying. One is to dissect known flying animals and hypothesize their com-
mon structural features as necessary fundamental characteristics of any flying
agent. With this method, an examination of birds, bats, and insects would sug-
gest that flying involves the flapping of wings made of some structure covered
with feathers or a membrane. Furthermore, the hypothesis could be tested by

ari
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strapping feathers to one’s arms, flapping, and jumping into the air, as Icarus
did. An alternate methodology is to try to understand the principles of flying
without restricting oneself to the natural occurrences of flying. This typically
involves the construction of artifacts that embody the hypothesized principles,
even if they do not behave like flying animals in any way except flying. This
second method has provided both useful tools — airplanes — and a better un-
derstanding of the principles underlying flying, namely aerodynamics.

Al takes an approach analogous to that of aerodynamics. Al researchers
are interested in testing general hypotheses about the nature of intelligence by
building machines that are intelligent and that do not necessarily mimic hu-
mans or organizations. This also offers an approach to the question, “Can com-
puters really think?” by considering the analogous question, “Can airplanes
really fly?”

Al is intimately linked with the discipline of computer science. Although
there are many non-computer scientists who are doing AI research, much,
if not most, Al research is done within computer science departments. This
is appropriate because the study of computation is central to Al It is essen-
tial to understand algorithms, data structures, and combinatorial complexity
to build intelligent machines. It is also surprising how much of computer
science started as a spinoff from Al, from timesharing to computer algebra
systems.

Finally, Al can be seen as coming under the umbrella of cognitive science.
Cognitive science links various disciplines that study cognition and reason-
ing, from psychology to linguistics to anthropology to neuroscience. Al distin-
guishes itself within cognitive science by providing tools to build intelligence
rather than just studying the external behavior of intelligent agents or dissect-
ing the inner workings of intelligent systems.

1.3 Agents Situated in Environments

Al is about practical reasoning: reasoning in order to do something. A cou-
pling of perception, reasoning, and acting comprises an agent. An agent acts in
an environment. An agent’s environment may well include other agents. An
agent together with its environment is called a world.

An agent could be, for example, a coupling of a computational engine with
physical sensors and actuators, called a robot, where the environment is a
physical setting. It could be the coupling of an advice-giving computer — an ex-
pert system — with a human who provides perceptual information and carries
out the task. An agent could be a program that acts in a purely computational
environment — a software agent.

Figure 1.3 shows the inputs and outputs of an agent. At any time, what an
agent does depends on its

e prior knowledge about the agent and the environment;

e history of interaction with the environment, which is composed of
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Figure 1.3: An agent interacting with an environment

e observations of the current environment and

e past experiences of previous actions and observations, or other data,
from which it can learn;

e goals that it must try to achieve or preferences over states of the world; and

e abilities, which are the primitive actions it is capable of carrying out.

Two deterministic agents with the same prior knowledge, history, abilities, and
goals should do the same thing. Changing any one of these can result in differ-
ent actions.

Each agent has some internal state that can encode beliefs about its environ-
ment and itself. It may have goals to achieve, ways to act in the environment
to achieve those goals, and various means to modify its beliefs by reasoning,
perception, and learning. This is an all-encompassing view of intelligent agents
varying in complexity from a simple thermostat, to a team of mobile robots, to
a diagnostic advising system whose perceptions and actions are mediated by
human beings, to society itself.

1.4 Knowledge Representation

Typically, a problem to solve or a task to carry out, as well as what constitutes a
solution, is only given informally, such as “deliver parcels promptly when they
arrive” or “fix whatever is wrong with the electrical system of the house.”

The general framework for solving problems by computer is given in
Figure 1.4 (on the next page). To solve a problem, the designer of a system
must

e flesh out the task and determine what constitutes a solution;

e represent the problem in a language with which a computer can reason;
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Figure 1.4: The role of representations in solving problems

e use the computer to compute an output, which is an answer presented to a
user or a sequence of actions to be carried out in the environment; and

e interpret the output as a solution to the problem.

Knowledge is the information about a domain that can be used to solve
problems in that domain. To solve many problems requires much knowledge,
and this knowledge must be represented in the computer. As part of designing
a program to solve problems, we must define how the knowledge will be rep-
resented. A representation scheme is the form of the knowledge that is used
in an agent. A representation of some piece of knowledge is the internal repre-
sentation of the knowledge. A representation scheme specifies the form of the
knowledge. A knowledge base is the representation of all of the knowledge
that is stored by an agent.

A good representation scheme is a compromise among many competing
objectives. A representation should be

e rich enough to express the knowledge needed to solve the problem.

e as close to the problem as possible; it should be compact, natural, and main-
tainable. It should be easy to see the relationship between the representation
and the domain being represented, so that it is easy to determine whether
the knowledge represented is correct. A small change in the problem should
result in a small change in the representation of the problem.

e amenable to efficient computation, which usually means that it is able to
express features of the problem that can be exploited for computational gain
and able to trade off accuracy and computation time.

e able to be acquired from people, data and past experiences.

Many different representation schemes have been designed. Many of these
start with some of these objectives and are then expanded to include the other
objectives. For example, some are designed for learning and then expanded
to allow richer problem solving and inference abilities. Some representation
schemes are designed with expressiveness in mind, and then inference and
learning are added on. Some schemes start from tractable inference and then
are made more natural, and more able to be acquired.
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Some of the questions that must be considered when given a problem or a
task are the following:

e What is a solution to the problem? How good must a solution be?

e How can the problem be represented? What distinctions in the world are
needed to solve the problem? What specific knowledge about the world
is required? How can an agent acquire the knowledge from experts or
from experience? How can the knowledge be debugged, maintained, and
improved?

e How can the agent compute an output that can be interpreted as a solution
to the problem? Is worst-case performance or average-case performance the
critical time to minimize? Is it important for a human to understand how the
answer was derived?

These issues are discussed in the next sections and arise in many of the repre-
sentation schemes presented later in the book.

1.4.1 Defining a Solution

Given an informal description of a problem, before even considering a com-
puter, a knowledge base designer should determine what would constitute
a solution. This question arises not only in Al but in any software de-
sign. Much of software engineering involves refining the specification of the
problem.

Typically, problems are not well specified. Not only is there usually much
left unspecified, but also the unspecified parts cannot be filled in arbitrarily.
For example, if you ask a trading agent to find out all the information about
resorts that may have health issues, you do not want the agent to return the
information about all resorts, even though all of the information you requested
is in the result. However, if the trading agent does not have complete knowl-
edge about the resorts, returning all of the information may be the only way
for it to guarantee that all of the requested information is there. Similarly, you
do not want a delivery robot, when asked to take all of the trash to the garbage
can, to take everything to the garbage can, even though this may be the only
way to guarantee that all of the trash has been taken. Much work in Al is mo-
tivated by commonsense reasoning; we want the computer to be able to make
commonsense conclusions about the unstated assumptions.

Given a well-defined problem, the next issue is whether it matters if the
answer returned is incorrect or incomplete. For example, if the specification
asks for all instances, does it matter if some are missing? Does it matter if there
are some extra instances? Often a person does not want just any solution but
the best solution according to some criteria. There are four common classes of
solutions:

Optimal solution An optimal solution to a problem is one that is the best so-
lution according to some measure of solution quality. This measure is typi-
cally specified as an ordinal, where only the ordermatters. However, in some
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situations, such as when combining multiple criteria or when reasoning un-
der uncertainty, you need a cardinal measure, where the relative magnitudes
also matter. An example of an ordinal measure is for the robot to take out as
much trash as possible; the more trash it can take out, the better. As an ex-
ample of a cardinal measure, you may want the delivery robot to take as
much of the trash as possible to the garbage can, minimizing the distance
traveled, and explicitly specify a trade-off between the effort required and
the proportion of the trash taken out. It may be better to miss some trash
than to waste too much time. One general cardinal measure of desirability,
known as utility, is used in decision theory (page 373).

Satisficing solution Often an agent does not need the best solution to a prob-
lem but just needs some solution. A satisficing solution is one that is good
enough according to some description of which solutions are adequate. For
example, a person may tell a robot that it must take all of trash out, or tell it
to take out three items of trash.

Approximately optimal solution One of the advantages of a cardinal measure
of success is that it allows for approximations. An approximately optimal
solution is one whose measure of quality is close to the best that could theo-
retically be obtained. Typically agents do not need optimal solutions to prob-
lems; they only must get close enough. For example, the robot may not need
to travel the optimal distance to take out the trash but may only need to be
within, say, 10% of the optimal distance.

For some problems, it is much easier computationally to get an ap-
proximately optimal solution than to get an optimal solution. However, for
other problems, it is (asymptotically) just as difficult to guarantee finding
an approximately optimal solution as it is to guarantee finding an opti-
mal solution. Some approximation algorithms guarantee that a solution is
within some range of optimal, but for some algorithms no guarantees are
available.

Probable solution A probable solution is one that, even though it may not ac-
tually be a solution to the problem, is likely to be a solution. This is one
way to approximate, in a precise manner, a satisficing solution. For exam-
ple, in the case where the delivery robot could drop the trash or fail to pick
it up when it attempts to, you may need the robot to be 80% sure that it
has picked up three items of trash. Often you want to distinguish the false-
positive error rate (the proportion of the answers given by the computer
that are not correct) from the false-negative error rate (which is the propor-
tion of those answers not given by the computer that are indeed correct).
Some applications are much more tolerant of one of these errors than of the
other.

These categories are not exclusive. A form of learning known as probably ap-
proximately correct (PAC) learning considers probably learning an approxi-
mately correct concept (page 332).
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1.4.2 Representations

Once you have some requirements on the nature of a solution, you must repre-
sent the problem so a computer can solve it.

Computers and human minds are examples of physical symbol systems. A
symbol is a meaningful pattern that can be manipulated. Examples of symbols
are written words, sentences, gestures, marks on paper, or sequences of bits. A
symbol system creates, copies, modifies, and destroys symbols. Essentially, a
symbol is one of the patterns manipulated as a unit by a symbol system.

The term physical is used, because symbols in a physical symbol system are
physical objects that are part of the real world, even though they may be inter-
nal to computers and brains. They may also need to physically affect action or
motor control.

Much of Al rests on the physical symbol system hypothesis of Newell and
Simon [1976]:

A physical symbol system has the necessary and sufficient means
for general intelligent action.

This is a strong hypothesis. It means that any intelligent agent is necessarily a
physical symbol system. It also means that a physical symbol system is all that
is needed for intelligent action; there is no magic or an as-yet-to-be-discovered
quantum phenomenon required. It does not imply that a physical symbol sys-
tem does not need a body to sense and act in the world. The physical symbol
system hypothesis is an empirical hypothesis that, like other scientific hypothe-
ses, is to be judged by how well it fits the evidence, and what alternative hy-
potheses exist. Indeed, it could be false.

An intelligent agent can be seen as manipulating symbols to produce ac-
tion. Many of these symbols are used to refer to things in the world. Other
symbols may be useful concepts that may or may not have external meaning.
Yet other symbols may refer to internal states of the agent.

An agent can use physical symbol systems to model the world. A model of
a world is a representation of the specifics of what is true in the world or of the
dynamic of the world. The world does not have to be modeled at the most de-
tailed level to be useful. All models are abstractions; they represent only part of
the world and leave out many of the details. An agent can have a very simplis-
tic model of the world, or it can have a very detailed model of the world. The
level of abstraction provides a partial ordering of abstraction. A lower-level
abstraction includes more details than a higher-level abstraction. An agent can
have multiple, even contradictory, models of the world. The models are judged
not by whether they are correct, but by whether they are useful.

Example 1.2 A delivery robot can model the environment at a high level of
abstraction in terms of rooms, corridors, doors, and obstacles, ignoring dis-
tances, its size, the steering angles needed, the slippage of the wheels, the
weight of parcels, the details of obstacles, the political situation in Canada, and
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virtually everything else. The robot could model the environment at lower lev-
els of abstraction by taking some of these details into account. Some of these
details may be irrelevant for the successful implementation of the robot, but
some may be crucial for the robot to succeed. For example, in some situations
the size of the robot and the steering angles may be crucial for not getting stuck
around a particular corner. In other situations, if the robot stays close to the
center of the corridor, it may not need to model its width or the steering angles.

Choosing an appropriate level of abstraction is difficult because

e a high-level description is easier for a human to specify and understand.

e a low-level description can be more accurate and more predictive. Often
high-level descriptions abstract away details that may be important for ac-
tually solving the problem.

e the lower the level, the more difficult it is to reason with. This is because
a solution at a lower level of detail involves more steps and many more
possible courses of action exist from which to choose.

e you may not know the information needed for a low-level description. For
example, the delivery robot may not know what obstacles it will encounter
or how slippery the floor will be at the time that it must decide what to do.

It is often a good idea to model an environment at multiple levels of abstrac-
tion. This issue is further discussed in Section 2.3 (page 50).

Biological systems, and computers, can be described at multiple levels of
abstraction. At successively lower levels are the neural level, the biochemical
level (what chemicals and what electrical potentials are being transmitted), the
chemical level (what chemical reactions are being carried out), and the level of
physics (in terms of forces on atoms and quantum phenomena). What levels
above the neuron level are needed to account for intelligence is still an open
question. Note that these levels of description are echoed in the hierarchical
structure of science itself, where scientists are divided into physicists, chemists,
biologists, psychologists, anthropologists, and so on. Although no level of de-
scription is more important than any other, we conjecture that you do not have
to emulate every level of a human to build an Al agent but rather you can emu-
late the higher levels and build them on the foundation of modern computers.
This conjecture is part of what Al studies.

The following are two levels that seem to be common to both biological and
computational entities:

e The knowledge level is a level of abstraction that considers what an agent
knows and believes and what its goals are. The knowledge level considers
what an agent knows, but not how it reasons. For example, the delivery
agent’s behavior can be described in terms of whether it knows that a parcel
has arrived or not and whether it knows where a particular person is or not.
Both human and robotic agents can be described at the knowledge level. At
this level, you do not specify how the solution will be computed or even
which of the many possible strategies available to the agent will be used.
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e The symbol level is a level of description of an agent in terms of the reason-
ing it does. To implement the knowledge level, an agent manipulates sym-
bols to produce answers. Many cognitive science experiments are designed
to determine what symbol manipulation occurs during reasoning. Note that
whereas the knowledge level is about what the agent believes about the ex-
ternal world and what its goals are in terms of the outside world, the sym-
bol level is about what goes on inside an agent to reason about the external
world.

1.4.3 Reasoning and Acting

The manipulation of symbols to produce action is called reasoning.

One way that Al representations differ from computer programs in tradi-
tional languages is that an Al representation typically specifies what needs to
be computed, not how it is to be computed. We might specify that the agent
should find the most likely disease a patient has, or specify that a robot should
get coffee, but not give detailed instructions on how to do these things. Much
Al reasoning involves searching through the space of possibilities to determine
how to complete a task.

In deciding what an agent will do, there are three aspects of computation
that must be distinguished: (1) the computation that goes into the design of the
agent, (2) the computation that the agent can do before it observes the world
and needs to act, and (3) the computation that is done by the agent as it is
acting.

e Design time reasoning is the reasoning that is carried out to design the
agent. It is carried out by the designer of the agent, not the agent itself.

e Offline computation is the computation done by the agent before it has to
act. It can include compilation and learning. Offline, the agent takes back-
ground knowledge and data and compiles them into a usable form called
a knowledge base. Background knowledge can be given either at design
time or offline.

e Online computation is the computation done by the agent between observ-
ing the environment and acting in the environment. A piece of information
obtained online is called an observation. An agent typically must use both
its knowledge base and its observations to determine what to do.

It is important to distinguish between the knowledge in the mind of the
designer and the knowledge in the mind of the agent. Consider the extreme
cases:

e At one extreme is a highly specialized agent that works well in the envi-
ronment for which it was designed, but it is helpless outside of this niche.
The designer may have done considerable work in building the agent, but
the agent may not need to do very much to operate well. An example is a
thermostat. It may be difficult to design a thermostat so that it turns on and
off at exactly the right temperatures, but the thermostat itself does not have
to do much computation. Another example is a painting robot that always
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paints the same parts in an automobile factory. There may be much design
time or offline computation to get it to work perfectly, but the painting robot
can paint parts with little online computation; it senses that there is a part
in position, but then it carries out its predefined actions. These very special-
ized agents do not adapt well to different environments or to changing goals.
The painting robot would not notice if a different sort of part were present
and, even if it did, it would not know what to do with it. It would have to
be redesigned or reprogrammed to paint different parts or to change into a
sanding machine or a dog washing machine.

e At the other extreme is a very flexible agent that can survive in arbitrary
environments and accept new tasks at run time. Simple biological agents
such as insects can adapt to complex changing environments, but they can-
not carry out arbitrary tasks. Designing an agent that can adapt to complex
environments and changing goals is a major challenge. The agent will know
much more about the particulars of a situation than the designer. Even bi-
ology has not produced many such agents. Humans may be the only extant
example, but even humans need time to adapt to new environments.

Even if the flexible agent is our ultimate dream, researchers have to reach this
goal via more mundane goals. Rather than building a universal agent, which
can adapt to any environment and solve any task, they have built particular
agents for particular environmental niches. The designer can exploit the struc-
ture of the particular niche and the agent does not have to reason about other
possibilities.

Two broad strategies have been pursued in building agents:

e The first is to simplify environments and build complex reasoning systems
for these simple environments. For example, factory robots can do sophis-
ticated tasks in the engineered environment of a factory, but they may be
hopeless in a natural environment. Much of the complexity of the problem
can be reduced by simplifying the environment. This is also important for
building practical systems because many environments can be engineered
to make them simpler for agents.

e The second strategy is to build simple agents in natural environments. This
is inspired by seeing how insects can survive in complex environments even
though they have very limited reasoning abilities. Researchers then make
the agents have more reasoning abilities as their tasks become more compli-
cated.

One of the advantages of simplifying environments is that it may enable us to
prove properties of agents or to optimize agents for particular situations. Prov-
ing properties or optimization typically requires a model of the agent and its
environment. The agent may do a little or a lot of reasoning, but an observer
or designer of the agent may be able to reason about the agent and the envi-
ronment. For example, the designer may be able to prove whether the agent
can achieve a goal, whether it can avoid getting into situations that may be bad
for the agent (safety goals), whether it will get stuck somewhere (liveness),
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or whether it will eventually get around to each of the things it should do
(fairness). Of course, the proof is only as good as the model.

The advantage of building agents for complex environments is that these
are the types of environments in which humans live and want our agents to
live.

Fortunately, research along both lines is being carried out. In the first case,
researchers start with simple environments and make the environments more
complex. In the second case, researchers increase the complexity of the behav-
iors that the agents can carry out.

1.5 Dimensions of Complexity

Agents acting in environments range in complexity from thermostats to com-
panies with multiple goals acting in competitive environments. A number of
dimensions of complexity exist in the design of intelligent agents. These dimen-
sions may be be considered separately but must be combined to build an intel-
ligent agent. These dimensions define a design space of Al; different points in
this space can be obtained by varying the values of the dimensions.

Here we present nine dimensions: modularity, representation scheme, plan-
ning horizon, sensing uncertainty, effect uncertainty, preference, number of
agents, learning, and computational limits. These dimensions give a coarse di-
vision of the design space of intelligent agents. There are many other design
choices that must be made to build an intelligent agent.

1.5.1 Modularity

The first dimension is the level of modularity.

Modularity is the extent to which a system can be decomposed into inter-
acting modules that can be understood separately.

Modularity is important for reducing complexity. It is apparent in the struc-
ture of the brain, serves as a foundation of computer science, and is an impor-
tant part of any large organization.

Modularity is typically expressed in terms of a hierarchical decomposition.
For example, a human’s visual cortex and eye constitute a module that takes
in light and perhaps higher-level goals and outputs some simplified descrip-
tion of a scene. Modularity is hierarchical if the modules are organized into
smaller modules, which, in turn, can be organized into even smaller mod-
ules, all the way down to primitive operations. This hierarchical organization
is part of what biologists investigate. Large organizations have a hierarchical
organization so that the top-level decision makers are not overwhelmed by
details and do not have to micromanage all details of the organization. Pro-
cedural abstraction and object-oriented programming in computer science are
designed to enable simplification of a system by exploiting modularity and
abstraction.



20 1. Artificial Intelligence and Agents

In the modularity dimension, an agent’s structure is one of the following:

e flat: there is no organizational structure;

e modular: the system is decomposed into interacting modules that can be
understood on their own; or

e hierarchical: the system is modular, and the modules themselves are decom-
posed into interacting modules, each of which are hierarchical systems, and
this recursion grounds out into simple components.

In a flat or modular structure the agent typically reasons at a single level of
abstraction. In a hierarchical structure the agent reasons at multiple levels of
abstraction. The lower levels of the hierarchy involve reasoning at a lower level
of abstraction.

Example 1.3 In taking a trip from home to a holiday location overseas, an
agent, such as yourself, must get from home to an airport, fly to an airport near
the destination, then get from the airport to the destination. It also must make
a sequence of specific leg or wheel movements to actually move. In a flat repre-
sentation, the agent chooses one level of abstraction and reasons at that level. A
modular representation would divide the task into a number of subtasks that
can be solved separately (e.g., booking tickets, getting to the departure airport,
getting to the destination airport, and getting to the holiday location). In a hi-
erarchical representation, the agent will solve these subtasks in a hierarchical
way, until the problem is reduced to simple problems such a sending an http
request or taking a particular step.

A hierarchical decomposition is important for reducing the complexity of
building an intelligent agent that acts in a complex environment. However,
to explore the other dimensions, we initially ignore the hierarchical struc-
ture and assume a flat representation. Ignoring hierarchical decomposition
is often fine for small or moderately sized problems, as it is for simple ani-
mals, small organizations, or small to moderately sized computer programs.
When problems or systems become complex, some hierarchical organization is
required.

How to build hierarchically organized agents is discussed in Section 2.3

(page 50).

1.5.2 Representation Scheme

The representation scheme dimension concerns how the world is described.
The different ways the world could be to affect what an agent should do
are called states. We can factor the state of the world into the agent’s internal
state (its belief state) and the environment state.
At the simplest level, an agent can reason explicitly in terms of individually
identified states.



1.5. Dimensions of Complexity 21

Example 1.4 A thermostat for a heater may have two belief states: off and
heating. The environment may have three states: cold, comfortable, and hot. There
are thus six states corresponding to the different combinations of belief and
environment states. These states may not fully describe the world, but they
are adequate to describe what a thermostat should do. The thermostat should
move to, or stay in, heating if the environment is cold and move to, or stay in,
off if the environment is hot. If the environment is comfortable, the thermostat
should stay in its current state. The agent heats in the heating state and does not
heat in the off state.

Instead of enumerating states, it is often easier to reason in terms of the

state’s features or propositions that are true or false of the state. A state may
be described in terms of features, where a feature has a value in each state [see
Section 4.1 (page 112)].

Example 1.5 An agent that has to look after a house may have to reason about
whether light bulbs are broken. It may have features for the position of each
switch, the status of each switch (whether it is working okay, whether it is
shorted, or whether it is broken), and whether each light works. The feature
pos_s2 may be a feature that has value up when switch s2 is up and has value
down when the switch is down. The state of the house’s lighting may be de-
scribed in terms of values for each of these features.

A proposition is a Boolean feature, which means that its value is either true

or false. Thirty propositions can encode 2°° = 1,073,741, 824 states. It may be
easier to specify and reason with the thirty propositions than with more than a
billion states. Moreover, having a compact representation of the states indicates
understanding, because it means that an agent has captured some regularities
in the domain.

Example 1.6 Consider an agent that has to recognize letters of the alphabet.
Suppose the agent observes a binary image, a 30 x 30 grid of pixels, where each
of the 900 grid points is either on or off (i.e., it is not using any color or gray scale
information). The action is to determine which of the letters {a, .. .,z} is drawn
in the image. There are 2900 different states of the image, and so 262" different
functions from the image state into the characters {4,...,z}. We cannot even
represent such functions in terms of the state space. Instead, we define features
of the image, such as line segments, and define the function from images to
characters in terms of these features.

When describing a complex world, the features can depend on relations

and individuals. A relation on a single individual is a property. There is a fea-
ture for each possible relationship among the individuals.

Example 1.7 The agent that looks after a house in Example 1.5 could have
the lights and switches as individuals, and relations position and connected_to.
Instead of the feature position_s; = up, it could use the relation position(sq, up).
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This relation enables the agent to reason about all switches or for an agent to
have knowledge about switches that can be used when the agent encounters a
| switch.

| Example 1.8 If an agent is enrolling students in courses, there could be a fea-
ture that gives the grade of a student in a course, for every student—course pair
where the student took the course. There would be a passed feature for every
student—course pair, which depends on the grade feature for that pair. It may
be easier to reason in terms of individual students, courses and grades, and
the relations grade and passed. By defining how passed depends on grade once,
the agent can apply the definition for each student and course. Moreover, this
can be done before the agent knows of any of the individuals and so before it

| knows any of the features.

Thus, instead of dealing with features or propositions, it is often more con-
venient to have relational descriptions in terms of individuals and relations
among them. For example, one binary relation and 100 individuals can rep-
resent 100> = 10,000 propositions and 219 states. By reasoning in terms of
relations and individuals, an agent can specify reason about whole classes of
individuals without ever enumerating the features or propositions, let alone
the states. An agent may have to reason about infinite sets of individuals, such
as the set of all numbers or the set of all sentences. To reason about an un-
bounded or infinite number of individuals, an agent cannot reason in terms of
states or features; it must reason at the relational level.

In the representation scheme dimension, the agent reasons in terms of

e states,
e features, or

e relational descriptions, in terms of individuals and relations.

Some of the frameworks will be developed in terms of states, some in terms
of features and some relationally.

Reasoning in terms of states is introduced in Chapter 3. Reasoning in terms
of features is introduced in Chapter 4. We consider relational reasoning starting
in Chapter 12.

1.5.3 Planning Horizon

The next dimension is how far ahead in time the agent plans. For example,
when a dog is called to come, it should turn around to start running in order
to get a reward in the future. It does not act only to get an immediate reward.
Plausibly, a dog does not act for goals arbitrarily far in the future (e.g., in a
few months), whereas people do (e.g., working hard now to get a holiday next
year).

How far the agent “looks into the future” when deciding what to do is
called the planning horizon. That is, the planning horizon is how far ahead the
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agent considers the consequences of its actions. For completeness, we include
the non-planning case where the agent is not reasoning in time. The time points
considered by an agent when planning are called stages.

In the planning horizon dimension, an agent is one of the following:

¢ A non-planning agent is an agent that does not consider the future when it
decides what to do or when time is not involved.

e A finite horizon planner is an agent that looks for a fixed finite number of
time steps ahead. For example, a doctor may have to treat a patient but may
have time for some testing and so there may be two stages: a testing stage
and a treatment stage to plan for. In the degenerate case where an agent only
looks one time step ahead, it is said to be greedy or myopic.

¢ An indefinite horizon planner is an agent that looks ahead some finite, but
not predetermined, number of steps ahead. For example, an agent that must
get to some location may not know a priori how many steps it will take to
get there.

e An infinite horizon planner is an agent that plans on going on forever. This
is often called a process. For example, the stabilization module of a legged
robot should go on forever; it cannot stop when it has achieved stability,
because the robot has to keep from falling over.

1.5.4 Uncertainty

An agent could assume there is no uncertainty, or it could take uncertainty
in the domain into consideration. Uncertainty is divided into two dimensions:
one for uncertainty from sensing and one for uncertainty about the effect of
actions.

Sensing Uncertainty

In some cases, an agent can observe the state of the world directly. For example,
in some board games or on a factory floor, an agent may know exactly the state
of the world. In many other cases, it may only have some noisy perception of
the state and the best it can do is to have a probability distribution over the
set of possible states based on what it perceives. For example, given a patient’s
symptoms, a medical doctor may not actually know which disease a patient
may have and may have only a probability distribution over the diseases the
patient may have.

The sensing uncertainty dimension concerns whether the agent can deter-
mine the state from the observations:

o Fully observable is when the agent knows the state of the world from the
observations.

o Partially observable is when the agent does not directly observe the state
of the world. This occurs when many possible states can result in the same
observations or when observations are noisy.
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Assuming the world is fully observable is often done as a simplifying assump-
tion to keep reasoning tractable.

Effect Uncertainty

In some cases an agent knows the effect of an action. That is, given a state and
an action, it can accurately predict the state resulting from carrying out that
action in that state. For example, an agent interacting with a file system may
be able to predict the effect of deleting a file given the state of the file system.
In many cases, it is difficult to predict the effect of an action, and the best an
agent can do is to have a probability distribution over the effects. For example,
a person may not know the effect of calling his dog, even if he knew the state
of the dog, but, based on experience, he has some idea of what it will do. The
dog owner may even have some idea of what another dog, that he has never
seen before, will do if he calls it.
The effect uncertainty dimension is that the dynamics can be

e deterministic — when the state resulting from an action is determined by an
action and the prior state or

e stochastic — when there is only a probability distribution over the resulting
states.

This dimension only makes sense when the world is fully observable. If
the world is partially observable, a stochastic system can be modeled as a de-
terministic system where the effect of an action depends on some unobserved
feature. It is a separate dimension because many of the frameworks developed
are for the fully observable, stochastic action case.

Planning with deterministic actions is considered in Chapter 8. Planning
with stochastic actions and with partially observable domains is considered in
Chapter 9.

1.5.5 Preference

Agents act to have better outcomes for themselves. The only reason to choose
one action over another is because the preferred action will lead to more desir-
able outcomes.

An agent may have a simple goal, which is a state to be reached or a propo-
sition to be true such as getting its owner a cup of coffee (i.e., end up in a
state where she has coffee). Other agents may have more complex preferences.
For example, a medical doctor may be expected to take into account suffering,
life expectancy, quality of life, monetary costs (for the patient, the doctor, and
society), the ability to justify decisions in case of a lawsuit, and many other
desiderata. The doctor must trade these considerations off when they conflict,
as they invariably do.
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The preference dimension is whether the agent has

e goals, either achievement goals to be achieved in some final state or main-
tenance goals that must be maintained in all visited states. For example, the
goals for a robot may be to get two cups of coffee and a banana, and not to
make a mess or hurt anyone.

e complex preferences involve trade-offs among the desirability of various
outcomes, perhaps at different times. An ordinal preference is where only
the ordering of the preferences is important. A cardinal preference is where
the magnitude of the values matters. For example, an ordinal preference may
be that Sam prefers cappuccino over black coffee and prefers black coffee
over tea. A cardinal preference may give a trade-off between the wait time
and the type of beverage, and a mess—taste trade-off, where Sam is prepared
to put up with more mess in the preparation of the coffee if the taste of the
coffee is exceptionally good.

Goals are considered in Chapter 8. Complex preferences are considered in
Chapter 9.

1.5.6 Number of Agents

An agent reasoning about what it should do in an environment where it is
the only agent is difficult enough. However, reasoning about what to do when
there are other agents who are also reasoning is much more difficult. An agent
in a multiagent setting should reason strategically about other agents; the other
agents may act to trick or manipulate the agent or may be available to cooperate
with the agent. With multiple agents, is often optimal to act randomly because
other agents can exploit deterministic strategies. Even when the agents are co-
operating and have a common goal, the problem of coordination and commu-
nication makes multiagent reasoning more challenging. However, many do-
mains contain multiple agents and ignoring other agents’” strategic reasoning
is not always the best way for an agent to reason.

Taking the point of view of a single agent, the number of agents dimension
considers whether the agent does

e single agent reasoning, where the agent assumes that any other agents are
just part of the environment. This is a reasonable assumption if there are
no other agents or if the other agents are not going to change what they do
based on the agent’s action.

e multiple agent reasoning, where the agent takes the reasoning of other
agents into account. This happens when there are other intelligent agents
whose goals or preferences depend, in part, on what the agent does or if the
agent must communicate with other agents.

Reasoning in the presence of other agents is much more difficult if the
agents can act simultaneously or if the environment is only partially observ-
able. Multiagent systems are considered in Chapter 10.
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1.5.7 Learning

In some cases, a designer of an agent may have a good model of the agent and
its environment. Often a designer does not have a good model, and an agent
should use data from its past experiences and other sources to help it decide
what to do.

The learning dimension determines whether

e knowledge is given or

e knowledge is learned (from data or past experience).

Learning typically means finding the best model that fits the data. Some-
times this is as simple as tuning a fixed set of parameters, but it can also mean
choosing the best representation out of a class of representations. Learning is
a huge field in itself but does not stand in isolation from the rest of AL There
are many issues beyond fitting data, including how to incorporate background
knowledge, what data to collect, how to represent the data and the resulting
representations, what learning biases are appropriate, and how the learned
knowledge can be used to affect how the agent acts.

Learning is considered in Chapters 7, 11, and 14.

1.5.8 Computational Limits

Sometimes an agent can decide on its best action quickly enough for it to act.
Often there are computational resource limits that prevent an agent from carry-
ing out the best action. That is, the agent may not be able to find the best action
quickly enough within its memory limitations to act while that action is still
the best thing to do. For example, it may not be much use to take 10 minutes
to derive what was the best thing to do 10 minutes ago, when the agent has
to act now. Often, instead, an agent must trade off how long it takes to get a
solution with how good the solution is; it may be better to find a reasonable
solution quickly than to find a better solution later because the world will have
changed during the computation.
The computational limits dimension determines whether an agent has

e perfect rationality, where an agent reasons about the best action without
taking into account its limited computational resources; or

e bounded rationality, where an agent decides on the best action that it can
find given its computational limitations.

Computational resource limits include computation time, memory, and numer-
ical accuracy caused by computers not representing real numbers exactly.

An anytime algorithm is an algorithm whose solution quality improves
with time. In particular, it is one that can produce its current best solution at any
time, but given more time it could produce even better solutions. We can ensure
that the quality doesn’t decrease by allowing the agent to store the best solution
found so far and return that when asked for a solution. However, waiting to act
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Time of Action

Value of Action

Figure 1.5: Solution quality as a function of time for an anytime algorithm. The
agent has to choose an action. As time progresses, the agent can determine better
actions. The value to the agent of the best action found so far, if it had been carried
out initially, is given by the dashed line. The reduction in value to the agent by wait-
ing to act is given by the dotted line. The net value to the agent, as a function of
the time it acts, is given by the solid line.

has a cost; it may be better for an agent to act before it has found what would
have been the best solution.

Example 1.9 Figure 1.5 shows how the computation time of an anytime algo-
rithm can affect the solution quality. The agent has to carry out an action but can
do some computation to decide what to do. The absolute solution quality, had
the action been carried out at time zero, shown as the dashed line at the top, is
improving as the agent takes time to reason. However, there is a penalty associ-
ated with taking time to act. In this figure, the penalty, shown as the dotted line
at the bottom, is proportional to the time taken before the agent acts. These two
values can be added to get the discounted quality, the time-dependent value
of computation; this is the solid line in the middle of the graph. For the exam-
ple of Figure 1.5, an agent should compute for about 2.5 time units, and then
act, at which point the discounted quality achieves its maximum value. If the
computation lasts for longer than 4.3 time units, the resulting discounted solu-
tion quality is worse than if the algorithm just outputs the initial guess it can
produce with virtually no computation. It is typical that the solution quality
improves in jumps; when the current best solution changes, there is a jump in
the quality. However, the penalty associated with waiting is often not as simple
as a straight line.

To take into account bounded rationality, an agent must decide whether it
should act or think more. This is challenging because an agent typically does
not know how much better off it would be if it only spent a little bit more time
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Dimension Values
Modularity flat, modular, hierarchical
Representation scheme states, features, relations
Planning horizon non-planning, finite stage,
indefinite stage, infinite stage
Sensing uncertainty fully observable, partially observable
Effect uncertainty deterministic, stochastic
Preference goals, complex preferences
Learning knowledge is given, knowledge is learned
Number of agents single agent, multiple agents

Computational limits ~ perfect rationality, bounded rationality

Figure 1.6: Dimensions of complexity

reasoning. Moreover, the time spent thinking about whether it should reason
may detract from actually reasoning about the domain. However, bounded ra-
tionality can be the basis for approximate reasoning.

1.5.9 Interaction of the Dimensions

Figure 1.6 summarizes the dimensions of complexity. Unfortunately, we cannot
study these dimensions independently because they interact in complex ways.
Here we give some examples of the interactions.

The representation dimension interacts with the modularity dimension in
that some modules in a hierarchy may be simple enough to reason in terms of
a finite set of states, whereas other levels of abstraction may require reasoning
about individuals and relations. For example, in a delivery robot, a module that
maintains balance may only have a few states. A module that must prioritize
the delivery of multiple parcels to multiple people may have to reason about
multiple individuals (e.g., people, packages, and rooms) and the relations be-
tween them. At a higher level, a module that reasons about the activity over
the day may only require a few states to cover the different phases of the day
(e.g., there might be three states: busy time, available for requests, and recharge
time).

The planning horizon interacts with the modularity dimension. For exam-
ple, at a high level, a dog may be getting an immediate reward when it comes
and gets a treat. At the level of deciding where to place its paws, there may be
a long time until it gets the reward, and so at this level it may have to plan for
an indefinite stage.

Sensing uncertainty probably has the greatest impact on the complexity of
reasoning. It is much easier for an agent to reason when it knows the state
of the world than when it doesn’t. Although sensing uncertainty with states



1.6. Prototypical Applications 29

is well understood, sensing uncertainty with individuals and relations is an
active area of current research.

The effect uncertainty dimension interacts with the modularity dimension:
at one level in a hierarchy, an action may be deterministic, whereas at another
level, it may be stochastic. As an example, consider the result of flying to Paris
with a companion you are trying to impress. At one level you may know where
you are (in Paris); at a lower level, you may be quite lost and not know where
you are on a map of the airport. At an even lower level responsible for main-
taining balance, you may know where you are: you are standing on the ground.
At the highest level, you may be very unsure whether you have impressed your
companion.

Preference models interact with uncertainty because an agent must have
a trade-off between satisfying a major goal with some probability or a less
desirable goal with a higher probability. This issue is explored in Section 9.1
(page 373).

Multiple agents can also be used for modularity; one way to design a sin-
gle agent is to build multiple interacting agents that share a common goal
of making the higher-level agent act intelligently. Some researchers, such as
Minsky [1986], argue that intelligence is an emergent feature from a “society”
of unintelligent agents.

Learning is often cast in terms of learning with features — determining
which feature values best predict the value of another feature. However, learn-
ing can also be carried out with individuals and relations. Much work has been
done on learning hierarchies, learning in partially observable domains, and
learning with multiple agents, although each of these is challenging in its own
right without considering interactions with multiple dimensions.

Two of these dimensions, modularity and bounded rationality, promise to
make reasoning more efficient. Although they make the formalism more com-
plicated, breaking the system into smaller components, and making the ap-
proximations needed to act in a timely fashion and within memory limitations,
should help build more complex systems.

1.6 Prototypical Applications

Al applications are widespread and diverse and include medical diagnosis,
scheduling factory processes, robots for hazardous environments, game play-
ing, autonomous vehicles in space, natural language translation systems, and
tutoring systems. Rather than treating each application separately, we abstract
the essential features of such applications to allow us to study the principles
behind intelligent reasoning and action.

This section outlines four application domains that will be developed in ex-
amples throughout the book. Although the particular examples presented are
simple — otherwise they would not fit into the book — the application domains
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are representative of the range of domains in which Al techniques can be, and
are being, used.
The four application domains are as follows:

e An autonomous delivery robot roams around a building delivering pack-
ages and coffee to people in the building. This delivery agent should be able
to find paths, allocate resources, receive requests from people, make deci-
sions about priorities, and deliver packages without injuring people or itself.

e A diagnostic assistant helps a human troubleshoot problems and suggests
repairs or treatments to rectify the problems. One example is an electrician’s
assistant that suggests what may be wrong in a house, such as a fuse blown,
a light switch broken, or a light burned out, given some symptoms of electri-
cal problems. Another example is a medical diagnostician that finds poten-
tial diseases, useful tests, and appropriate treatments based on knowledge
of a particular medical domain and a patient’s symptoms and history. This
assistant should be able to explain its reasoning to the person who is car-
rying out the tests and repairs and who is ultimately responsible for their
actions.

e A tutoring system interacts with a student, presenting information about
some domain and giving tests of the student’s knowledge or performance.
This entails more than presenting information to students. Doing what a
good teacher does, namely tailoring the information presented to each stu-
dent based on his or her knowledge, learning preferences, and misunder-
standings, is more challenging. The system must understand both the sub-
ject matter and how students learn.

e A trading agent knows what a person wants and can buy goods and services
on her behalf. It should know her requirements and preferences and how to
trade off competing objectives. For example, for a family holiday a travel
agent must book hotels, airline flights, rental cars, and entertainment, all of
which must fit together. It should determine a customer’s trade-offs. If the
most suitable hotel cannot accommodate the family for all of the days, it
should determine whether they would prefer to stay in the better hotel for
part of the stay or if they prefer not to move hotels. It may even be able to
shop around for specials or to wait until good deals come up.

These four domains will be used for the motivation for the examples in the
book. In the next sections, we discuss each application domain in detail.

1.6.1 An Autonomous Delivery Robot

Imagine a robot that has wheels and can pick up objects and put them down. It
has sensing capabilities so that it can recognize the objects that it must manip-
ulate and can avoid obstacles. It can be given orders in natural language and
obey them, making reasonable choices about what to do when its goals con-
flict. Such a robot could be used in an office environment to deliver packages,
mail, and/or coffee, or it could be embedded in a wheelchair to help disabled
people. It should be useful as well as safe.
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In terms of the black box characterization of an agent in Figure 1.3 (page 11),
the autonomous delivery robot has the following as inputs:

e prior knowledge, provided by the agent designer, about its own capabilities,
what objects it may encounter and have to differentiate, what requests mean,
and perhaps about its environment, such as a map;

e past experience obtained while acting, for instance, about the effect of its
actions, what objects are common in the world, and what requests to expect
at different times of the day;

e goals in terms of what it should deliver and when, as well as preferences that
specify trade-offs, such as when it must forgo one goal to pursue another, or
the trade-off between acting quickly and acting safely; and

e observations about its environment from such input devices as cameras,
sonat, touch, sound, laser range finders, or keyboards.

The robot’s outputs are motor controls that specify how its wheels should turn,
where its limbs should move, and what it should do with its grippers. Other
outputs may include speech and a video display.

In terms of the dimensions of complexity, the simplest case for the robot is
a flat system, represented in terms of states, with no uncertainty, with achieve-
ment goals, with no other agents, with given knowledge, and with perfect ra-
tionality. In this case, with an indefinite stage planning horizon, the problem of
deciding what to do is reduced to the problem of finding a path in a graph of
states. This is explored in Chapter 3.

Each dimension can add conceptual complexity to the task of reasoning;:

e A hierarchical decomposition can allow the complexity of the overall sys-
tem to be increased while allowing each module to be simple and able to be
understood by itself. This is explored in Chapter 2.

e Modeling in terms of features allows for a much more comprehensible sys-
tem than modeling explicit states. For example, there may be features for the
robot’s location, the amount of fuel it has, what it is carrying, and so forth.
Reasoning in terms of the states, where a state is an assignment of a value
to each feature, loses the structure that is provided by the features. Reason-
ing in terms of the feature representation can be exploited for computational
gain. Planning in terms of features is discussed in Chapter 8. When dealing
with multiple individuals (e.g., multiple people or objects to deliver), it may
be easier to reason in terms of individuals and relations. Planning in terms
of individuals and relations is explored in Section 14.1 (page 598).

e The planning horizon can be finite if the agent only looks ahead a few steps.
The planning horizon can be indefinite if there is a fixed set of goals to
achieve. It can be infinite if the agent has to survive for the long term, with
ongoing requests and actions, such as delivering mail whenever it arrives
and recharging its battery when its battery is low.

e There could be goals, such as “deliver coffee to Chris and make sure you
always have power.” A more complex goal may be to “clean up the lab, and
put everything where it belongs.” There can be complex preferences, such as
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Figure 1.7: An environment for the delivery robot, which shows a typical laboratory
environment. This also shows the locations of the doors and which way they open.

“deliver mail when it arrives and service coffee requests as soon as possible,
but it is more important to deliver messages marked as important, and Chris
really needs her coffee quickly when she asks for it.”

There can be sensing uncertainty because the robot does not know what is
in the world based on its limited sensors.

There can be uncertainty about the effects of an action, both at the low level,
such as due to slippage of the wheels, or at the high level in that the agent
might not know if putting the coffee on Chris’s desk succeeded in delivering
coffee to her.

There can be multiple robots, which can coordinate to deliver coffee and
parcels and compete for power outlets. There may also be children out to
trick the robot.

A robot has lots to learn, such as how slippery floors are as a function of their
shininess, where Chris hangs out at different parts of the day and when she
will ask for coffee, and which actions result in the highest rewards.

Figure 1.7 depicts a typical laboratory environment for a delivery robot.

This environment consists of four laboratories and many offices. The robot can
only push doors, and the directions of the doors in the diagram reflect the
directions in which the robot can travel. Rooms require keys, and those
keys can be obtained from various sources. The robot must deliver parcels,
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beverages, and dishes from room to room. The environment also contains a
stairway that is potentially hazardous to the robot.

1.6.2 A Diagnostic Assistant

A diagnostic assistant is intended to advise a human about some particular
system such as a medical patient, the electrical system in a house, or an au-
tomobile. The diagnostic assistant should advise about potential underlying
faults or diseases, what tests to carry out, and what treatment to prescribe.
To give such advice, the assistant requires a model of the system, including
knowledge of potential causes, available tests, and available treatments, and
observations of the system (which are often called symptoms).

To be useful, the diagnostic assistant must provide added value, be easy
for a human to use, and not be more trouble than it is worth. A diagnostic as-
sistant connected to the Internet can draw on expertise from throughout the
world, and its actions can be based on the most up-to-date research. However,
it must be able to justify why the suggested diagnoses or actions are appro-
priate. Humans are, and should be, suspicious of computer systems that are
opaque and impenetrable. When humans are responsible for what they do,
even if it is based on a computer system’s advice, they should have reasonable
justifications for the suggested actions.

In terms of the black box definition of an agent in Figure 1.3 (page 11), the
diagnostic assistant has the following as inputs:

e prior knowledge, such as how switches and lights normally work, how dis-
eases or malfunctions manifest themselves, what information tests provide,
and the effects of repairs or treatments.

e past experience, in terms of data of previous cases that include the effects
of repairs or treatments, the prevalence of faults or diseases, the prevalence
of symptoms for these faults or diseases, and the accuracy of tests. These
data are usually about similar artifacts or patients, rather than the actual one
being diagnosed.

e goals of fixing the device and trade-offs, such as between fixing or replacing
different components, or whether patients prefer to live longer if it means
they will be in pain or be less coherent.

e observations of symptoms of a device or patient.

The output of the diagnostic assistant is in terms of recommendations of treat-
ments and tests, along with a rationale for its recommendations.

Example 1.10 Figure 1.8 (on the next page) shows a depiction of an electri-
cal distribution system in a house. In this house, power comes into the house
through circuit breakers and then it goes to power outlets or to lights through
light switches. For example, light /1 is on if there is power coming into the
house, if circuit breaker cb; is on, and if switches s; and s, are either both up or
both down. This is the sort of model that normal householders may have of the
electrical power in the house, and which they could use to determine what is
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Figure 1.8: An electrical environment for the diagnostic assistant

wrong given evidence about the position of the switches and which lights are
on and which are off. The diagnostic assistant is there to help a householder or
an electrician troubleshoot electrical problems.

Each dimension is relevant to the diagnostic assistant:

e Hierarchical decomposition allows for very-high-level goals to be main-
tained while treating the lower-level causes and allows for detailed moni-
toring of the system. For example, in a medical domain, one module could
take the output of a heart monitor and give higher-level observations such
as notifying when there has been a change in the heart rate. Another module
could take in this observation and other high-level observations and notice
what other symptoms happen at the same time as a change in heart rate. In
the electrical domain, Figure 1.8 is at one level of abstraction; a lower level
could specify the voltages, how wires are spliced together, and the internals
of switches.

e Most systems are too complicated to reason about in terms of the states,
and so they are usually described in terms of the features or individual
components and relations among them. For example, a human body may
be described in terms of the values for features of its various components.
Designers may want to model the dynamics without knowing the actual in-
dividuals. For example, designers of the electrical diagnosis system would
model how lights and switches work before knowing which lights and
switches exist in an actual house and, thus, before they know the features.
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This can be achieved by modeling in terms of relations and their interaction
and by adding the individual components when they become known.

e [t is possible to reason about a static system, such as reasoning about what
could be wrong when a light is off given the position of switches. It is also
possible to reason about a sequence of tests and treatments, where the agents
keep testing and treating until the problem is fixed, or where the agent car-
ries out ongoing monitoring of a system, continuously fixing whatever gets
broken.

e Sensing uncertainty is the fundamental problem that faces diagnosis. Di-
agnosis is required if an agent cannot directly observe the internals of the
system.

o Effect uncertainty also exists in that an agent may not know the outcome of
a treatment and, often, treatments have unanticipated outcomes.

e The goal may be as simple as “fix what is wrong,” but often there are com-
plex trade-offs involving costs, pain, life expectancy, the probability that the
diagnosis is correct, and the uncertainty as to efficacy and side effects of the
treatment.

e Although it is often a single-agent problem, diagnosis becomes more com-
plicated when multiple experts are involved who perhaps have competing
experience and models. There may be other patients with whom an agent
must compete for resources (e.g., doctor’s time, surgery rooms).

e Learning is fundamental to diagnosis. It is through learning that we under-
stand the progression of diseases and how well treatments work or do not
work. Diagnosis is a challenging domain for learning, because all patients
are different, and each individual doctor’s experience is only with a few pa-
tients with any particular set of symptoms. Doctors also see a biased sam-
ple of the population; those who come to see them usually have unusual or
painful symptoms.

e Diagnosis often requires a quick response, which may not allow for the time
to carry out exhaustive reasoning or perfect rationality.

1.6.3 An Intelligent Tutoring System

An intelligent tutoring system is a computer system that tutors students in
some domain of study.

For example, in a tutoring system to teach elementary physics, such as me-
chanics, the system may present the theory and worked-out examples. The
system can ask the student questions and it must be able to understand the
student’s answers, as well as determine the student’s knowledge based on
what answers were given. This should then affect what is presented and what
other questions are asked of the student. The student can ask questions of the
system, and so the system should be able to solve problems in the physics
domain.
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In terms of the black box definition of an agent in Figure 1.3 (page 11), an
intelligent tutoring system has the following as inputs:

e prior knowledge, provided by the agent designer, about the subject matter
being taught, teaching strategies, possible errors, and misconceptions of the
students.

e past experience, which the tutoring system has acquired by interacting with
students, about what errors students make, how many examples it takes to
learn something, and what students forget. This can be information about
students in general or about a particular student.

e preferences about the importance of each topic, the level of achievement of
the student that is desired, and costs associated with usability. There are
often complex trade-offs among these.

e observations of a student’s test results and observations of the student’s in-
teraction (or non-interaction) with the system. Students can also ask ques-
tions or provide new examples with which they want help.

The output of the tutoring system is the information presented to the student,
tests the students should take, answers to questions, and reports to parents and
teachers.

Each dimension is relevant to the tutoring system:

e There should be both a hierarchical decomposition of the agent and a de-
composition of the task of teaching. Students should be taught the basic
skills before they can be taught higher-level concepts. The tutoring system
has high-level teaching strategies, but, at a much lower level, it must design
the details of concrete examples and specific questions for a test.

e A tutoring system may be able to reason in terms of the state of the student.
However, it is more realistic to have multiple features for the student and
the subject domain. A physics tutor may be able to reason in terms of fea-
tures that are known at design time if the examples are fixed and it is only
reasoning about one student. For more complicated cases, the tutoring sys-
tem should refer to individuals and relations. If the tutoring system or the
student can create examples with multiple individuals, the system may not
know the features at design time and will have to reason in terms of individ-
uals and relations.

e In terms of planning horizon, for the duration of a test, it may be reason-
able to assume that the domain is static and that the student does not learn
while taking a test. For some subtasks, a finite horizon may be appropriate.
For example, there may be a teach, test, reteach sequence. For other cases,
there may be an indefinite horizon where the system may not know at de-
sign time how many steps it will take until the student has mastered some
concept. It may also be possible to model teaching as an ongoing process
of learning and testing with appropriate breaks, with no expectation of the
system finishing.

e Uncertainty will have to play a large role. The system cannot directly ob-
serve the knowledge of the student. All it has is some sensing input, based
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on questions the student asks or does not ask, and test results. The system
will not know for certain the effect of a particular teaching episode.

e Although it may be possible to have a simple goal such as to teach some
particular concept, it is more likely that complex preferences must be taken
into account. One reason is that, with uncertainty, there may be no way to
guarantee that the student knows the concept being taught; any method that
tries to maximize the probability that the student knows a concept will be
very annoying, because it will continue to repeatedly teach and test if there
is a slight chance that the student’s errors are due to misunderstanding as
opposed to fatigue or boredom. More complex preferences would enable a
trade-off among fully teaching a concept, boring the student, the time taken,
and the amount of retesting. The user may also have a preference for a teach-
ing style that should be taken into account.

e It may be appropriate to treat this as a single-agent problem. However, the
teacher, the student, and the parent may all have different preferences that
must be taken into account. Each of these agents may act strategically by not
telling the truth.

e We would expect the system to be able to learn about what teaching strate-
gies work, how well some questions work at testing concepts, and what
common mistakes students make. It could learn general knowledge, or
knowledge particular to a topic (e.g., learning about what strategies work
for teaching mechanics) or knowledge about a particular student, such as
learning what works for Sam.

e One could imagine that choosing the most appropriate material to present
would take a lot of computation time. However, the student must be re-
sponded to in a timely fashion. Bounded rationality would play a part in
ensuring that the system does not compute for a long time while the student
is waiting.

1.6.4 A Trading Agent

A trading agent is like a robot, but instead of interacting with a physical en-
vironment, it interacts with an information environment. Its task is to procure
goods and services for a user. It must be able to be told the needs of a user, and
it must interact with sellers (e.g., on the Web). The simplest trading agent in-
volves proxy bidding for a user on an auction site, where the system will keep
bidding until the user’s price limit is reached. A more complicated trading
agent will buy multiple complementary items, like booking a flight, a hotel,
and a rental car that fit together, in addition to trading off competing pref-
erences. Another example of a trading agent is one that monitors how much
food and groceries are in a household, monitors the prices, and orders goods
before they are needed, keeping costs to a minimum.

In terms of the black box definition of an agent in Figure 1.3 (page 11), the
trading agent has the following as inputs:

e prior knowledge about types of goods and services, selling practices, and
how auctions work;
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past experience about where is the best place to look for specials, how prices
vary in time in an auction, and when specials tend to turn up;

preferences in terms of what the user wants and how to trade off competing
goals; and

observations about what items are available, their price, and, perhaps, how
long they are available.

The output of the trading agent is either a proposal to the user that they can
accept or reject or an actual purchase.
The trading agent should take all of the dimensions into account:

Hierarchical decomposition is essential because of the complexity of do-
mains. Consider the problem of making all of the arrangements and pur-
chases for a custom holiday for a traveler. It is simpler to have a module that
can purchase a ticket and optimize connections and timing, rather than to
do this at the same time as determining what doors to go through to get to
the taxi stand.

The state space of the trading agent is too large to reason in terms of in-
dividual states. There are also too many individuals to reason in terms of
features. The trading agent will have to reason in terms of individuals such
as customers, days, hotels, flights, and so on.

A trading agent typically does not make just one purchase, but must make a
sequence of purchases, often a large number of sequential decisions (e.g.,
purchasing one hotel room may require booking ground transportation,
which may in turn require baggage storage), and often plans for ongoing
purchasing, such as for an agent that makes sure a household has enough
food on hand at all times.

There is often sensing uncertainty in that a trading agent does not know all
of the available options and their availability, but must find out information
that can become old quickly (e.g., if some hotel becomes booked up). A travel
agent does not know if a flight will be canceled or delayed or whether the
passenger’s luggage will be lost. This uncertainty means that the agent must
plan for the unanticipated.

There is also effect uncertainty in that the agent does not know if an at-
tempted purchase will succeed.

Complex preferences are at the core of the trading agent. The main prob-
lem is in allowing users to specify what they want. The preferences of users
are typically in terms of functionality, not components. For example, typi-
cal computer buyers have no idea of what hardware to buy, but they know
what functionality they want and they also want the flexibility to be able to
use new features that might not yet exist. Similarly, in a travel domain, what
activities a user may want may depend on the location. Users also may want
the ability to participate in a local custom at their destination, even though
they may not know what these customs are.

A trading agent has to reason about other agents. In commerce, prices are
governed by supply and demand; this means that it is important to rea-
son about the other competing agents. This happens particularly in a world
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where many items are sold by auction. Such reasoning becomes particularly
difficult when there are items that must complement each other, such as
flights and hotel booking, and items that can substitute for each other, such
as bus transport or taxis.

e A trading agent should learn about what items sell quickly, which of the sup-
pliers are reliable, where to find good deals, and what unanticipated events
may occur.

e A trading agent faces severe communication limitations. In the time between
finding that some item is available and coordinating the item with other
items, the item may have sold out. This can sometimes be alleviated by sell-
ers agreeing to hold some items (not to sell them to someone else in the
meantime), but sellers will not be prepared to hold an item indefinitely if
others want to buy it.

Because of the personalized nature of the trading agent, it should be able to do
better than a generic purchaser that, for example, only offers packaged tours.

1.7 Overview of the Book

The rest of the book explores the design space defined by the dimensions of
complexity. It considers each dimension separately, where this can be done
sensibly.

Chapter 2 analyzes what is inside the black box of Figure 1.3 (page 11) and
discusses the modular and hierarchical decomposition of intelligent agents.

Chapter 3 considers the simplest case of determining what to do in the case
of a single agent that reasons with explicit states, no uncertainty, and has goals
to be achieved, but with an indefinite horizon. In this case, the problem of solv-
ing the goal can be abstracted to searching for a path in a graph. It is shown
how extra knowledge of the domain can help the search.

Chapters 4 and 5 show how to exploit features. In particular, Chapter 4
considers how to find possible states given constraints on the assignments of
values to features represented as variables. Chapter 5 shows how to determine
whether some proposition must be true in all states that satisfy a given set of
constraints.

Chapter 6 shows how to reason with uncertainty.

Chapter 7 shows how an agent can learn from past experiences and data.
It covers the most common case of learning, namely supervised learning with
features, where a set of observed target features are being learned.

Chapter 8 considers the problem of planning, in particular representing and
reasoning with feature-based representations of states and actions. Chapter 9
considers the problem of planning with uncertainty, and Chapter 10 expands
the case to multiple agents.

Chapter 11 introduces learning under uncertainty and reinforcement
learning.
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Chapter 12 shows how to reason in terms of individuals and relations.
Chapter 13 discusses ontologies and how to build knowledge-based systems.
Chapter 14 shows how reasoning about individuals and relations can be com-
bined with planning, learning, and probabilistic reasoning.

Chapter 15 reviews the design space of Al and shows how the material
presented can fit into that design space. It also presents ethical considerations
involved in building intelligent agents.

1.8 Review

The following are the main points you should have learned from this chapter:

o Artificial intelligence is the study of computational agents that act intelli-
gently.

e An agent acts in an environment and only has access to its prior knowledge,
its history of observations, and its goals and preferences.

e An intelligent agent is a physical symbol system that manipulates symbols
to determine what to do.

e A designer of an intelligent agent should be concerned about modularity,
how to describe the world, how far ahead to plan, uncertainty in both per-
ception and the effects of actions, the structure of goals or preferences, other
agents, how to learn from experience, and the fact that all real agents have
limited computational resources.

e To solve a problem by computer, the computer must have an effective repre-
sentation with which to reason.

e To know when you have solved a problem, an agent must have a defini-
tion of what constitutes an adequate solution, such as whether it has to be
optimal, approximately optimal, or almost always optimal, or whether a sat-
isficing solution is adequate.

e In choosing a representation, you should find a representation that is as close
as possible to the problem, so that it is easy to determine what it is represent-
ing and so it can be checked for correctness and be able to be maintained.
Often, users want an explanation of why they should believe the answer.

1.9 References and Further Reading

The ideas in this chapter have been derived from many sources. Here, we will
try to acknowledge those that are explicitly attributable to particular authors.
Most of the other ideas are part of Al folklore; trying to attribute them to any-
one would be impossible.

Haugeland [1997] contains a good collection of articles on the philosophy
behind artificial intelligence, including that classic paper of Turing [1950] that
proposes the Turing test. Cohen [2005] gives a recent discussion of the Turing
test.
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Nilsson [2009] gives a detailed description of the history of Al. Chrisley and
Begeer [2000] present many classic papers on Al

The physical symbol system hypothesis was posited by Newell and Simon
[1976]. See also Simon [1996], who discusses the role of symbol systems in a
multidisciplinary context. The distinctions between real, synthetic, and artifi-
cial intelligence are discussed by Haugeland [1985], who also provides useful
introductory material on interpreted, automatic formal symbol systems and
the Church-Turing thesis. For a critique of the symbol-system hypothesis see
Brooks [1990] and Winograd [1990]. Nilsson [2007] evaluates the hypothesis in
terms of recent criticisms.

The use of anytime algorithms is due to Horvitz [1989] and Boddy and
Dean [1994]. See Dean and Wellman [1991, Chapter 8], Zilberstein [1996], and
Russell [1997] for introductions to bounded rationality.

For discussions on the foundations of Al and the breadth of research in Al
see Kirsh [1991a], Bobrow [1993], and the papers in the corresponding volumes,
as well as Schank [1990] and Simon [1995]. The importance of knowledge in Al
is discussed in Lenat and Feigenbaum [1991] and Smith [1991].

For overviews of cognitive science and the role that Al and other disciplines
play in that field, see Gardner [1985], Posner [1989], and Stillings, Feinstein,
Garfield, Rissland, Rosenbaum, Weisler, and Baker-Ward [1987].

Purchasing agents can become very complex. Sandholm [2007] describes
how Al can be used for procurement of multiple goods with complex prefer-
ences.

A number of Al texts are valuable as reference books complementary to
this book, providing a different perspective on Al In particular, Russell and
Norvig [2010] give a more encyclopedic overview of Al and provide a comple-
mentary source for many of the topics covered in this book. They provide an
outstanding review of the scientific literature, which we do not try to duplicate.

The Encyclopedia of Artificial Intelligence [Shapiro, 1992] is an encyclopedic
reference on Al written by leaders in the field and still provides background
on some of the classic topics. There are also a number of collections of classic
research papers. The general collections of most interest to readers of this book
include Webber and Nilsson [1981] and Brachman and Levesque [1985]. More
specific collections are given in the appropriate chapters.

The Association for the Advancement of Artificial Intelligence (AAAI) pro-
vides introductory material and news at their Al Topics web site (http://www.
aaai.org/AlTopics/html/welcome.html). AI Magazine, published by AAAI, often
has excellent overview articles and descriptions of particular applications.
IEEE Intelligent Systems also provides accessible articles on Al research.

There are many journals that provide in-depth research contributions and
conferences where the most up-to-date research is found. These include the
journals Artificial Intelligence, the Journal of Artificial Intelligence Research, IEEE
Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, and Computational In-
telligence, as well as more specialized journals such as Neural Computation, Com-
putational Linguistics, Machine Learning, the Journal of Automated Reasoning, the
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Journal of Approximate Reasoning, IEEE Transactions on Robotics and Automation,
and the Theory and Practice of Logic Programming. Most of the cutting-edge re-
search is published first in conferences. Those of most interest to a general au-
dience are the biennial International Joint Conference on Artificial Intelligence
(IJCAI), the AAAI Annual Conference, the European Conference on Al (ECAI),
the Pacific Rim International Conference on Al (PRICAI), various national con-
ferences, and many specialized conferences and workshops.

1.10 Exercises

Exercise 1.1 For each of the following, give five reasons why:

(a) A dog is more intelligent than a worm.
(b) A human is more intelligent than a dog.

(c) An organization is more intelligent than an individual human.

Based on these, give a definition of what “more intelligent” may mean.

Exercise 1.2 Give as many disciplines as you can whose aim is to study intelli-
gent behavior of some sort. For each discipline, find out what aspect of behavior is
investigated and what tools are used to study it. Be as liberal as you can regarding
what defines intelligent behavior.

Exercise 1.3 Find out about two applications of Al (not classes of applications,
but specific programs). For each application, write, at most, one typed page de-
scribing it. You should try to cover the following questions:

(a) What does the application actually do (e.g., control a spacecraft, diagnose a
photocopier, provide intelligent help for computer users)?

(b) What Al technologies does it use (e.g., model-based diagnosis, belief net-
works, semantic networks, heuristic search, constraint satisfaction)?

(c) How well does it perform? (According to the authors or to an independent
review? How does it compare to humans? How do the authors know how
well it works?)

(d) Is it an experimental system or a fielded system? (How many users does it
have? What expertise do these users require?)

(e) Why is it intelligent? What aspects of it makes it an intelligent system?

(f) [optional] What programming language and environment was it written in?
What sort of user interface does it have?

(g) References: Where did you get the information about the application? To
what books, articles, or web pages should others who want to know about
the application refer?

Exercise 1.4 Choose four pairs of dimensions that were not covered in the book.
For each pair, give one commonsense example of where the dimensions interact.



Chapter 2

Agent Architectures and
Hierarchical Control

By a hierarchic system, or hierarchy, I mean a system that is composed
of interrelated subsystems, each of the latter being in turn hierarchic in
structure until we reach some lowest level of elementary subsystem. In
most systems of nature it is somewhat arbitrary as to where we leave off the
partitioning and what subsystems we take as elementary. Physics makes
much use of the concept of “elementary particle,” although the particles
have a disconcerting tendency not to remain elementary very long . ..

Empirically a large proportion of the complex systems we observe in
nature exhibit hierarchic structure. On theoretical grounds we would ex-
pect complex systems to be hierarchies in a world in which complexity had
to evolve from simplicity.

— Herbert A. Simon [1996]

This chapter discusses how an intelligent agent can perceive, reason, and act
over time in an environment. In particular, it considers the internal struc-
ture of an agent. As Simon points out in the quote above, hierarchical de-
composition is an important part of the design of complex systems such as
intelligent agents. This chapter presents ways to design agents in terms of hier-
archical decompositions and ways that agents can be built, taking into account
the knowledge that an agent needs to act intelligently.

2.1 Agents

An agent is something that acts in an environment. An agent can, for example,
be a person, a robot, a dog, a worm, the wind, gravity, a lamp, or a computer
program that buys and sells.

43
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Purposive agents have preferences. They prefer some states of the world to
other states, and they act to try to achieve the states they prefer most. The non-
purposive agents are grouped together and called nature. Whether or not an
agent is purposive is a modeling assumption that may, or may not, be appropri-
ate. For example, for some applications it may be appropriate to model a dog
as purposive, and for others it may suffice to model a dog as non-purposive.

If an agent does not have preferences, by definition it does not care what
world state it ends up in, and so it does not matter what it does. The only
reason to design an agent is to instill it with preferences — to make it prefer
some world states and try to achieve them. An agent does not have to know
its preferences. For example, a thermostat is an agent that senses the world
and turns a heater either on or off. There are preferences embedded in the
thermostat, such as to keep the occupants of a room at a pleasant tempera-
ture, even though the thermostat arguably does not know these are its prefer-
ences. The preferences of an agent are often the preferences of the designer of
the agent, but sometimes an agent can be given goals and preferences at run
time.

Agents interact with the environment with a body. An embodied agent has
a physical body. A robot is an artificial purposive embodied agent. Sometimes
agents that act only in an information space are called robots, but we just refer
to those as agents.

This chapter considers how to build purposive agents. We use robots as a
main motivating example, because much of the work has been carried out in
the context of robotics and much of the terminology is from robotics. However,
the discussion is intended to cover all agents.

Agents receive information through their sensors. An agent’s actions de-
pend on the information it receives from its sensors. These sensors may, or
may not, reflect what is true in the world. Sensors can be noisy, unreliable, or
broken, and even when sensors are reliable there is still ambiguity about the
world based on sensor readings. An agent must act on the information it has
available. Often this information is very weak, for example, “sensor s appears
to be producing value v.”

Agents act in the world through their actuators (also called effectors). Ac-
tuators can also be noisy, unreliable, slow, or broken. What an agent controls is
the message (command) it sends to its actuators. Agents often carry out actions
to find more information about the world, such as opening a cupboard door to
find out what is in the cupboard or giving students a test to determine their
knowledge.

2.2 Agent Systems

Figure 2.1 depicts the general interaction between an agent and its environ-
ment. Together the whole system is known as an agent system.
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Agent
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percepts commands

stimuli actions

4
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Figure 2.1: An agent system and its components

An agent system is made up of an agent and its environment. The agent
receives stimuli from the environment and carries out actions in the environ-
ment.

An agent is made up of a body and a controller. The controller receives
percepts from the body and sends commands to the body.

A body includes sensors that convert stimuli into percepts and actuators
that convert commands into actions.

Stimuli include light, sound, words typed on a keyboard, mouse move-
ments, and physical bumps. The stimuli can also include information obtained
from a web page or from a database.

Common sensors include touch sensors, cameras, infrared sensors, sonar,
microphones, keyboards, mice, and XML readers used to extract information
from web pages. As a prototypical sensor, a camera senses light coming into
its lens and converts it into a two-dimensional array of intensity values called
pixels. Sometimes multiple pixel arrays exist for different colors or for multiple
cameras. Such pixel arrays could be the percepts for our controller. More often,
percepts consist of higher-level features such as lines, edges, and depth infor-
mation. Often the percepts are more specialized — for example, the positions of
bright orange dots, the part of the display a student is looking at, or the hand
signals given by a human.

Actions include steering, accelerating wheels, moving links of arms, speak-
ing, displaying information, or sending a post command to a web site. Com-
mands include low-level commands such as to set the voltage of a motor to
some particular value, and high-level specifications of the desired motion of
a robot, such as “stop” or “travel at 1 meter per second due east” or “go to
room 103.” Actuators, like sensors, are typically noisy. For example, stopping
takes time; a robot is governed by the laws of physics and has momentum, and
messages take time to travel. The robot may end up going only approximately
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1 meter per second, approximately east, and both speed and direction may
fluctuate. Even traveling to a particular room may fail for a number of reasons.

The controller is the brain of the agent. The rest of this chapter is about how
to build controllers.

2.2.1 The Agent Function

Agents are situated in time: they receive sensory data in time and do actions
in time. The action that an agent does at a particular time is a function of its
inputs (page 10). We first consider the notion of time.

Let T be the set of time points. Assume that T is totally ordered and has
some metric that can be used to measure the temporal distance between any
two time points. Basically, we assume that T can be mapped to some subset of
the real line.

T is discrete if there exist only a finite number of time points between any
two time points; for example, there is a time point every hundredth of a second,
or every day, or there may be time points whenever interesting events occur.
T is dense if there is always another time point between any two time points;
this implies there must be infinitely many time points between any two points.
Discrete time has the property that, for all times, except perhaps a last time,
there is always a next time. Dense time does not have a “next time.” Initially,
we assume that time is discrete and goes on forever. Thus, for each time there
is a next time. We write t 4+ 1 to be the next time after time ¢f; it does not mean
that the time points are equally spaced.

Assume that T has a starting point, which we arbitrarily call 0.

Suppose P is the set of all possible percepts. A percept trace, or percept
stream, is a function from T into P. It specifies what is observed at each time.

Suppose C is the set of all commands. A command trace is a function from
T into C. It specifies the command for each time point.

Example 2.1 Consider a household trading agent that monitors the price of
some commodity (e.g., it checks online for special deals and for price increases
for toilet paper) and how much the household has in stock. It must decide
whether to buy more and how much to buy. The percepts are the price and
the amount in stock. The command is the number of units the agent decides to
buy (which is zero if the agent does not buy any). A percept trace specifies for
each time point (e.g., each day) the price at that time and the amount in stock
at that time. Percept traces are given in Figure 2.2. A command trace specifies
how much the agent decides to buy at each time point. An example command
trace is given in Figure 2.3.

The action of actually buying depends on the command but may be dif-
ferent. For example, the agent could issue a command to buy 12 rolls of toilet
paper at a particular price. This does not mean that the agent actually buys
12 rolls because there could be communication problems, the store could have
run out of toilet paper, or the price could change between deciding to buy and
actually buying.
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A percept trace for an agent is thus the sequence of all past, present, and
future percepts received by the controller. A command trace is the sequence of
all past, present, and future commands issued by the controller. The commands
can be a function of the history of percepts. This gives rise to the concept of a
transduction, a function that maps percept traces into command traces.

Because all agents are situated in time, an agent cannot actually observe full
percept traces; at any time it has only experienced the part of the trace up to
now. It can only observe the value of the trace at time t € T when it gets to time
t. Its command can only depend on what it has experienced.

A transduction is causal if, for all times f, the command at time t depends
only on percepts up to and including time t. The causality restriction is needed
because agents are situated in time; their command at time ¢ cannot depend on
percepts after time .

A controller is an implementation of a causal transduction.

The history of an agent at time £ is the percept trace of the agent for all times
before or at time t and the command trace of the agent before time ¢.

Thus, a causal transduction specifies a function from the agent’s history at
time t into the command at time ¢. It can be seen as the most general specifica-
tion of an agent.

| Example 2.2 Continuing Example 2.1 (page 46), a causal transduction spec-
ifies, for each time, how much of the commodity the agent should buy de-
pending on the price history, the history of how much of the commodity is in
stock (including the current price and amount in stock) and the past history of
buying.

An example of a causal transduction is as follows: buy four dozen rolls if
there are fewer than five dozen in stock and the price is less than 90% of the
average price over the last 20 days; buy a dozen more rolls if there are fewer

| than a dozen in stock; otherwise, do not buy any.

Although a causal transduction is a function of an agent’s history, it cannot be
directly implemented because an agent does not have direct access to its entire
history. It has access only to its current percepts and what it has remembered.

The belief state of an agent at time ¢ is all of the information the agent has
remembered from the previous times. An agent has access only to its history
that it has encoded in its belief state. Thus, the belief state encapsulates all of
the information about its history that the agent can use for current and future
commands. At any time, an agent has access to its belief state and its percepts.

The belief state can contain any information, subject to the agent’s memory
and processing limitations. This is a very general notion of belief; sometimes
we use a more specific notion of belief, such as the agent’s belief about what is
true in the world, the agent’s beliefs about the dynamics of the environment,
or the agent’s belief about what it will do in the future.

Some instances of belief state include the following:

o The belief state for an agent that is following a fixed sequence of instructions
may be a program counter that records its current position in the sequence.
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o The belief state can contain specific facts that are useful — for example, where
the delivery robot left the parcel in order to go and get the key, or where it
has already checked for the key. It may be useful for the agent to remember
anything that is reasonably stable and that cannot be immediately observed.

e The belief state could encode a model or a partial model of the state of the
world. An agent could maintain its best guess about the current state of the
world or could have a probability distribution over possible world states;
see Section 5.6 (page 199) and Chapter 6.

e The belief state could be a representation of the dynamics of the world and
the meaning of its percepts, and the agent could use its perception to deter-
mine what is true in the world.

o The belief state could encode what the agent desires, the goals it still has to
achieve, its beliefs about the state of the world, and its intentions, or the
steps it intends to take to achieve its goals. These can be maintained as the
agent acts and observes the world, for example, removing achieved goals
and replacing intentions when more appropriate steps are found.

A controller must maintain the agent’s belief state and determine what
command to issue at each time. The information it has available when it must
do this includes its belief state and its current percepts.

A belief state transition function for discrete time is a function

remember : S x P — S

where S is the set of belief states and P is the set of possible percepts; s;11 =
remember sy, pr) means that sy is the belief state following belief state s; when
pt is observed.

A command function is a function

do:SxP— C

where S is the set of belief states, P is the set of possible percepts, and C is
the set of possible commands; ¢; = do(s, p;) means that the controller issues
command c¢; when the belief state is s; and when p; is observed.

The belief-state transition function and the command function together
specify a causal transduction for the agent. Note that a causal transduction
is a function of the agent’s history, which the agent doesn’t necessarily have
access to, but a command function is a function of the agent’s belief state and
percepts, which it does have access to.

Example 2.3 To implement the causal transduction of Example 2.2, a control-
ler must keep track of the rolling history of the prices for the previous 20 days.
By keeping track of the average (ave), it can update the average using

new — old
20

where new is the new price and old is the oldest price remembered. It can then
discard old. It must do something special for the first 20 days.

ave .= aqve +
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A simpler controller could, instead of remembering a rolling history in or-
der to maintain the average, remember just the average and use the average as a
surrogate for the oldest item. The belief state can then contain one real number
(ave). The state transition function to update the average could be

new — ave

ave := ave + 20

This controller is much easier to implement and is not sensitive to what hap-
pened 20 time units ago. This way of maintaining estimates of averages is the
basis for temporal differences in reinforcement learning (page 467).

If there exists a finite number of possible belief states, the controller is called
a finite state controller or a finite state machine. A factored representation is
one in which the belief states, percepts, or commands are defined by features
(page 21). If there exists a finite number of features, and each feature can only
have a finite number of possible values, the controller is a factored finite state
machine. Richer controllers can be built using an unbounded number of values
or an unbounded number of features. A controller that has countably many
states can compute anything that is computable by a Turing machine.

2.3 Hierarchical Control

One way that you could imagine building an agent depicted in Figure 2.1
(page 45) is to split the body into the sensors and a complex perception sys-
tem that feeds a description of the world into a reasoning engine implement-
ing a controller that, in turn, outputs commands to actuators. This turns out
to be a bad architecture for intelligent systems. It is too slow, and it is difficult
to reconcile the slow reasoning about complex, high-level goals with the fast
reaction that an agent needs, for example, to avoid obstacles. It also is not clear
that there is a description of a world that is independent of what you do with
it (see Exercise 1 (page 60)).

An alternative architecture is a hierarchy of controllers as depicted in Figure
2.4. Each layer sees the layers below it as a virtual body from which it gets
percepts and to which it sends commands. The lower-level layers are able to
run much faster, react to those aspects of the world that need to be reacted to
quickly, and deliver a simpler view of the world to the higher layers, hiding
inessential information.

In general, there can be multiple features passed from layer to layer and
between states at different times.

There are three types of inputs to each layer at each time:

e the features that come from the belief state, which are referred to as the re-
membered or previous values of these features;

o the features representing the percepts from the layer below in the hierarchy;
and

e the features representing the commands from the layer above in the
hierarchy.
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Figure 2.4: An idealized hierarchical agent system architecture. The unlabeled rect-
angles represent layers, and the double lines represent information flow. The dotted
lines show how the output at one time is the input for the next time.

There are three types of outputs from each layer at each time:

o the higher-level percepts for the layer above,
o the lower-level commands for the layer below, and

e the next values for the belief-state features.

An implementation of a layer specifies how the outputs of a layer are a func-
tion of its inputs. Computing this function can involve arbitrary computation,
but the goal is to keep each layer as simple as possible.

To implement a controller, each input to a layer must get its value from
somewhere. Each percept or command input should be connected to an out-
put of some other layer. Other inputs come from the remembered beliefs. The
outputs of a layer do not have to be connected to anything, or they could be
connected to multiple inputs.

High-level reasoning, as carried out in the higher layers, is often discrete
and qualitative, whereas low-level reasoning, as carried out in the lower lay-
ers, is often continuous and quantitative (see box on page 52). A controller
that reasons in terms of both discrete and continuous values is called a hybrid
system.
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’Qualitative Versus Quantitative Representations

Much of science and engineering considers quantitative reasoning with nu-
merical quantities, using differential and integral calculus as the main tools.
Qualitative reasoning is reasoning, often using logic, about qualitative dis-
tinctions rather than numerical values for given parameters.

Qualitative reasoning is important for a number of reasons:
e An agent may not know what the exact values are. For example, for the

delivery robot to pour coffee, it may not be able to compute the optimal
angle that the coffee pot needs to be tilted, but a simple control rule may
suffice to fill the cup to a suitable level.

The reasoning may be applicable regardless of the quantitative values.
For example, you may want a strategy for a robot that works regardless
of what loads are placed on the robot, how slippery the floors are, or
what the actual charge is of the batteries, as long as they are within some
normal operating ranges.

An agent needs to do qualitative reasoning to determine which quanti-
tative laws are applicable. For example, if the delivery robot is filling a
coffee cup, different quantitative formulas are appropriate to determine
where the coffee goes when the coffee pot is not tilted enough for coffee
to come out, when coffee comes out into a non-full cup, and when the
coffee cup is full and the coffee is soaking into the carpet.

Qualitative reasoning uses discrete values, which can take a number of forms:

e Landmarks are values that make qualitative distinctions in the individ-

ual being modeled. In the coffee example, some important qualitative
distinctions include whether the coffee cup is empty, partially full, or
full. These landmark values are all that is needed to predict what hap-
pens if the cup is tipped upside down or if coffee is poured into the
cup.

Orders-of-magnitude reasoning involves approximate reasoning that
ignores minor distinctions. For example, a partially full coffee cup may
be full enough to deliver, half empty, or nearly empty. These fuzzy terms
have ill-defined borders. Some relationship exists between the actual
amount of coffee in the cup and the qualitative description, but there
may not be strict numerical divisors.

Qualitative derivatives indicate whether some value is increasing, de-
creasing, or staying the same.

A flexible agent needs to do qualitative reasoning before it does quantita-
tive reasoning. Sometimes qualitative reasoning is all that is needed. Thus, an
agent does not always need to do quantitative reasoning, but sometimes it
needs to do both qualitative and quantitative reasoning.
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| Example 2.4 Consider a delivery robot (page 32) able to carry out high-level
navigation tasks while avoiding obstacles. Suppose the delivery robot is re-
quired to visit a sequence of named locations in the environment of Figure 1.7
(page 32), avoiding obstacles it may encounter.

Assume the delivery robot has wheels like a car, and at each time can ei-
ther go straight, turn right, or turn left. It cannot stop. The velocity is con-
stant and the only command is to set the steering angle. Turning the wheels
is instantaneous, but adjusting to a certain direction takes time. Thus, the
robot can only travel straight ahead or go around in circular arcs with a fixed
radius.

The robot has a position sensor that gives its current coordinates and orien-
tation. It has a single whisker sensor that sticks out in front and slightly to the
right and detects when it has hit an obstacle. In the example below, the whisker
points 30° to the right of the direction the robot is facing. The robot does not
have a map, and the environment can change (e.g., obstacles can move).

A layered controller for such a delivery robot is depicted in Figure 2.5 (on
the next page). The robot is given a high-level plan to execute. The plan is a se-
quence of named locations to visit in order. The robot needs to sense the world
and to move in the world in order to carry out the plan. The details of the lower
layer are not shown in this figure.

The top layer, called follow plan, is described in Example 2.6 (page 56).
That layer takes in a plan to execute. The plan is a list of named locations to
visit in order. The locations are selected in order. Each selected location be-
comes the current target. This layer determines the x-y coordinates of the tar-
get. These coordinates are the target position for the lower level. The upper
level knows about the names of locations, but the lower levels only know about
coordinates.

The top layer maintains a belief state consisting of a list of names of loca-
tions that the robot still needs to visit and the coordinates of the current target.
It issues commands to the middle layer in terms of the coordinates of the cur-
rent target.

The middle layer, which could be called go to target and avoid obstacles,
tries to keep traveling toward the current target position, avoiding obstacles.
The middle layer is described in Example 2.5 (page 55). The target position,
target_pos, is obtained from the top layer. When the middle layer has arrived
at the target position, it signals to the top layer that it has achieved the tar-
get by setting arrived to be true. This signal can be implemented either as the
middle layer issuing an interrupt to the top layer, which was waiting, or as the
top layer continually monitoring the middle layer to determine when arrived
becomes true. When arrived becomes true, the top layer then changes the tar-
get position to the coordinates of the next location on the plan. Because the
top layer changes the current target position, the middle layer must use the
previous target position to determine whether it has arrived. Thus, the middle
layer must get both the current and the previous target positions from the top
layer: the previous target position to determine whether it has arrived, and the
current target position to travel to.
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Figure 2.5: A hierarchical decomposition of the delivery robot

The middle layer can access the robot’s current position and direction and
can determine whether its single whisker sensor is on or off. It can use a simple
strategy of trying to head toward the target unless it is blocked, in which case
it turns left.

The middle layer is built on a lower layer that provides a simple view of the
robot. This lower layer could be called steer robot and report obstacles and position.
It takes in steering commands and reports the robot’s position, orientation, and
whether the sensor is on or off.

Inside a layer are features that can be functions of other features and
of the inputs to the layers. There is an arc into a feature from the features
or inputs on which it is dependent. The graph of how features depend on
each other must be acyclic. The acyclicity of the graph allows the control-
ler to be implemented by running a program that assigns the values in or-
der. The features that make up the belief state can be written to and read from
memory.
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Figure 2.6: The middle layer of the delivery robot

Example 2.5 The middle go to location and avoid obstacles layer steers the ro-
bot to avoid obstacles. The inputs and outputs of this layer are given in
Figure 2.6.

The robot has a single whisker sensor that detects obstacles touching the
whisker. The one bit value that specifies whether the whisker sensor has hit an
obstacle is provided by the lower layer. The lower layer also provides the robot
position and orientation. All the robot can do is steer left by a fixed angle, steer
right, or go straight. The aim of this layer is to make the robot head toward its
current target position, avoiding obstacles in the process, and to report when it
has arrived.

This layer of the controller maintains no internal belief state, so the belief
state transition function is vacuous. The command function specifies the robot’s
steering direction as a function of its inputs and whether the robot has arrived.

The robot has arrived if its current position is close to the previous target
position. Thus, arrived is assigned a value that is a function of the robot position
and previous target position, and a threshold constant:

arrived = distance(previous_target_pos, robot_pos) < threshold

where := means assignment, distance is the Euclidean distance, and threshold
is a distance in the appropriate units.

The robot steers left if the whisker sensor is on; otherwise it heads toward
the target position. This can be achieved by assigning the appropriate value to
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Figure 2.7: The top layer of the delivery robot controller

the steer variable:

if whisker_sensor = on
then steer := left
else if straight_ahead(robot_pos, robot_dir, current_target_pos)
then steer := straight
else if left_of (robot_position, robot dir, current _target_pos)
then steer := left
else steer := right
end if
where straight_ahead(robot_pos, robot_dir, current_target_pos) is true when the ro-
bot is at robot_pos, facing the direction robot_dir, and when the current target
position, current_target_pos, is straight ahead of the robot with some threshold
(for later examples, this threshold is 11° of straight ahead). The function left_of
tests if the target is to the left of the robot.

This layer is purely quantitative. It reasons in terms of numerical quantities
rather than discrete values.

Example 2.6 The top layer, follow plan, is given a plan — a list of named loca-
tions to visit in order. These are the kinds of targets that could be produced by a
planner, such as those developed in Chapter 8. The top layer is also told when
the robot has arrived at the previous target. It must output target coordinates to
the middle layer, and remember what it needs to carry out the plan. The layer
is shown in Figure 2.7.

This layer maintains an internal belief state. It remembers the current target
position and what locations it still has to visit. The to_do feature has as its value a
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list of all pending locations to visit. The target_pos feature maintains the position
for the current target.

Once the robot has arrived at its previous target, the next target position is
the coordinate of the next location to visit. The top-level plan given to the robot
is in terms of named locations, so these must be translated into coordinates
for the middle layer to use. The following code shows how the target position
and the to_do list are changed when the robot has arrived at its previous target
position:

if arrived and not empty(to_do)
then
target_pos’ := coordinates(head(to_do))
todo’ := tail(to_do)
end if

where to_do’ is the next value for the to_do feature, and target_pos’ is the next
target position. Here head(to_do) is the first element of the to_do list, tail(to_do) is
the rest of the to_do list, and empty(to_do) is true when the to_do list is empty.

In this layer, if the to_do list becomes empty, the robot does not change its
target position. It keeps going around in circles. See Exercise 2.3 (page 67).

This layer determines the coordinates of the named locations. This could
be done by simply having a database that specifies the coordinates of the lo-
cations. Using such a database is sensible if the locations do not move and are
known a priori. However, if the locations can move, the lower layer must be
able to tell the upper layer the current position of a location. The top layer
would have to ask the lower layer the coordinates of a given location. See
Exercise 2.8 (page 68).

To complete the controller, the belief state variables must be initialized, and
the top-level plan must be input. This can be done by initializing the to_do list
with the tail of the plan and the target_pos with the location of the first location.

A simulation of the plan [goto(0109), goto(storage), goto(0109), goto(0103)]
with one obstacle is given in Figure 2.8 (on the next page). The robot starts
at position (0, 5) facing 90° (north), and there is a rectangular obstacle between

| the positions (20,20) and (35, —5).

2.3.1 Agents Modeling the World

The definition of a belief state is very general and does not constrain what
should be remembered by the agent. Often it is useful for the agent to maintain
some model of the world, even if its model is incomplete and inaccurate. A
model of a world is a representation of the state of the world at a particular
time and/or the dynamics of the world.

One method is for the agent to maintain its belief about the world and to
update these beliefs based on its commands. This approach requires a model
of both the state of the world and the dynamics of the world. Given the state
at one time, and the dynamics, the state at the next time can be predicted. This
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Figure 2.8: A simulation of the robot carrying out the plan of Example 2.6

process is known as dead reckoning. For example, a robot could maintain its
estimate of its position and update it based on its actions. When the world
is dynamic or when there are noisy actuators (e.g., a wheel slips, it is not of
exactly the right diameter, or acceleration is not instantaneous), the noise accu-
mulates, so that the estimates of position soon become so inaccurate that they
are useless. However, if the model is accurate at some level of abstraction, this
may be an appropriate model of that level of abstraction.

An alternative is to use perception to build a model of the relevant part
of the world. Perception is the use of sensing information to understand the
world. This could, for example, involve using vision to detect features of the
world and use these features to determine the position of a robot and obstacles
or packages to be picked up. Perception tends to be ambiguous and noisy. It is
difficult to build a model of a three-dimensional world based on a single image
of the world.

A more promising approach is to combine the agent’s prediction of the
world state with sensing information. This can take a number of forms:

e If both the noise of forward prediction and sensor noise are modeled, the
next belief state can be estimated using Bayes’ rule (page 227). This is known
as filtering (page 267).

e With more complicated sensors such as vision, a model can be used to pre-
dict where visual features can be found, and then vision can be used to look
for these features close to the predicted location. This makes the vision task
much simpler and vision can greatly reduce the errors in position arising
from forward prediction alone.

A control problem is separable if the best action can be obtained by first
finding the best model of the world and then using that model to determine
the best action. Unfortunately, most control problems are not separable. This
means that the agent should consider multiple models to determine what to
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do, and what information it gets from the world depends on what it will do
with that information. Usually, there is no best model of the world that is inde-
pendent of what the agent will do with the model.

2.4 Embedded and Simulated Agents

There are a number of ways an agent’s controller can be used:

e An embedded agent is one that is run in the real world, where the actions
are carried out in a real domain and where the sensing comes from a domain.

e A simulated agent is one that is run with a simulated body and environ-
ment; that is, where a program takes in the commands and returns appro-
priate percepts. This is often used to debug a controller before it is deployed.

e A agent system model is where there are models of the controller (which
may or may not be the actual code), the body, and the environment that can
answer questions about how the agent will behave. Such a model can be
used to prove properties of agents before they are built, or it can be used
to answer hypothetical questions about an agent that may be difficult or
dangerous to answer with the real agent.

Each of these is appropriate for different purposes.

e Embedded mode is how the agent must run to be useful.

e A simulated agent is useful to test and debug the controller when many de-
sign options must be explored and building the body is expensive or when
the environment is dangerous or inaccessible. It also allows us to test the
agent under unusual combinations of conditions that may be difficult to ar-
range in the actual world.

How good the simulation is depends on how good the model of the
environment is. Models always have to abstract some aspect of the world.
Appropriate abstraction is important for simulations to be able to tell us
whether the agent will work in a real environment.

e A model of the agent, a model of the set of possible environments, and a
specification of correct behavior allow us to prove theorems about how the
agent will work in such environments. For example, we may want to prove
that a robot running a particular controller will always get within a certain
distance of the target, that it will never get stuck in mazes, or that it will
never crash. Of course, whether what is proved turns out to be true depends
on how accurate the models are.

e Given a model of the agent and the environment, some aspects of the agent
can be left unspecified and can be adjusted to produce the desired or optimal
behavior. This is the general idea behind optimization and planning.

e In reinforcement learning (page 463), the agent improves its performance
while interacting with the real world.



60 2. Agent Architectures and Hierarchical Control

offine |  online
|
|
Prior Knowledge :
L
A |
Knowledge | 1| Inference » Actions
Base i Engine o
= NN 1
|
Past Experiences/ AR /f \
Data T
ol
Goals
. Observations
Abilities

Figure 2.9: Offline and online decomposition of an agent

2.5 Acting with Reasoning

The previous sections assumed that an agent has some belief state that it main-
tains through time. For an intelligent agent, the belief state can be very com-
plex, even for a single layer.

Experience in studying and building intelligent agents has shown that
an intelligent agent requires some internal representation of its belief state.
Knowledge is the information about a domain that is used for solving prob-
lems in that domain. Knowledge can include general knowledge that can be
applied to particular situations. Thus, it is more general than the beliefs about
a specific state. A knowledge-based system is a system that uses knowledge
about a domain to act or to solve problems.

Philosophers have defined knowledge as true, justified belief. Al re-
searchers tend to use the terms knowledge and belief more interchangeably.
Knowledge tends to mean general information that is taken to be true. Belief
tends to mean information that can be revised based on new information. Often
beliefs come with measures of how much they should be believed and models
of how the beliefs interact. In an Al system, knowledge is typically not neces-
sarily true and is justified only as being useful. This distinction often becomes
blurry when one module of an agent may treat some information as true but
another module may be able to revise that information.

Figure 2.9 shows a refinement of Figure 1.3 (page 11) for a knowledge-based
agent. A knowledge base is built offline and is used online to produce ac-
tions. This decomposition of an agent is orthogonal to the layered view of an
agent; an intelligent agent requires both hierarchical organization and knowl-
edge bases.

Online (page 17), when the agent is acting, the agent uses its knowledge
base, its observations of the world, and its goals and abilities to choose what to
do and to update its knowledge base. The knowledge base is its long-term
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memory, where it keeps the knowledge that is needed to act in the future.
This knowledge comes from prior knowledge and is combined with what is
learned from data and past experiences. The belief state (page 48) is the short-
term memory of the agent, which maintains the model of current environment
needed between time steps. A clear distinction does not always exist between
general knowledge and specific knowledge; for example, an outside delivery
robot could learn general knowledge about a particular city. There is feedback
from the inference engine to the knowledge base, because observing and acting
in the world provide more data from which to learn.

Offline, before the agent has to act, it can build the knowledge base that is
useful for it to act online. The role of the offline computation is to make the on-
line computation more efficient or effective. The knowledge base is built from
prior knowledge and from data of past experiences (either its own past experi-
ences or data it has been given). Researchers have traditionally considered the
case involving lots of data and little prior knowledge in the field of machine
learning. The case of lots of prior knowledge and little or no data from which
to learn has been studied under the umbrella of expert systems. However, for
most non-trivial domains, the agent must use whatever information is avail-
able, and so it requires both rich prior knowledge and lots of data.

The goals and abilities are given offline, online, or both, depending on the
agent. For example, a delivery robot could have general goals of keeping the
lab clean and not damaging itself or other objects, but it could get other deliv-
ery goals at runtime. The online computation can be made more efficient if the
knowledge base is tuned for the particular goals and abilities. However, this is
often not possible when the goals and abilities are only available at runtime.

Figure 2.10 (on the next page) shows more detail of the interface between
the agents and the world.

2.5.1 Design Time and Offline Computation

The knowledge base required for online computation can be built initially at
design time and then augmented offline by the agent.

An ontology is a specification of the meaning of the symbols used in an in-
formation system. It specifies what is being modeled and the vocabulary used
in the system. In the simplest case, if the agent is using explicit state-based rep-
resentation with full observability, the ontology specifies the mapping between
the world and the state. Without this mapping, the agent may know it is in, say;
state 57, but, without the ontology, this information is just a meaningless num-
ber to another agent or person. In other cases, the ontology defines the features
or the individuals and relationships. It is what is needed to convert raw sense
data into something meaningful for the agent or to get meaningful input from
a person or another knowledge source.

Ontologies are built by communities, often independently of a particu-
lar knowledge base or specific application. It is this shared vocabulary that
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Figure 2.10: Internals of an agent, showing roles

allows for effective communication and interoperation of the data from multi-
ple sources (sensors, humans, and databases). Ontologies for the case of indi-
viduals and relationships are discussed in Section 13.3 (page 563).

The ontology logically comes before the data and the prior knowledge: we
require an ontology to have data or to have knowledge. Without an ontology,
data are just sequences of bits. Without an ontology, a human does not know
what to input; it is the ontology that gives the data meaning. Often the ontology
evolves as the system is being developed.

The ontology specifies a level or levels of abstraction. If the ontology
changes, the data must change. For example, a robot may have an ontology
of obstacles (e.g., every physical object is an obstacle to be avoided). If the on-
tology is expanded to differentiate people, chairs, tables, coffee mugs, and the
like, different data about the world are required.

The knowledge base is typically built offline from a combination of expert
knowledge and data. It is usually built before the agent knows the particulars
of the environment in which it must act. Maintaining and tuning the knowl-
edge base is often part of the online computation.
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Offline, there are three major roles involved with a knowledge-based
system:

e Software engineers build the inference engine and user interface. They typ-
ically know nothing about the contents of the knowledge base. They need
not be experts in the use of the system they implement; however, they must
be experts in the use of a programming language like Java, Lisp, or Prolog
rather than in the knowledge representation language of the system they are
designing.

e Domain experts are the people who have the appropriate prior knowledge
about the domain. They know about the domain, but typically they know
nothing about the particular case that may be under consideration. For ex-
ample, a medical domain expert would know about diseases, symptoms,
and how they interact but would not know the symptoms or the diseases of
the particular patient. A delivery robot domain expert may know the sort of
individuals that must be recognized, what the battery meter measures, and
the costs associated with various actions. Domain experts typically do not
know the particulars of the environment the agent would encounter — for
example, the details of the patient for the diagnostic assistant or the details
of the room a robot is in.

Domain experts typically do not know about the internal workings of
the Al system. Often they have only a semantic view of the knowledge
(page 161) and have no notion of the algorithms used by the inference en-
gine. The system should interact with them in terms of the domain, not in
terms of the steps of the computation. For example, it is unreasonable to
expect that domain experts could debug a knowledge base if they were pre-
sented with traces of how an answer was produced. Thus, it is not appropri-
ate to have debugging tools for domain experts that merely trace the execu-
tion of a program.

e Knowledge engineers design, build, and debug the knowledge base in con-
sultation with domain experts. They know about the details of the system
and about the domain through the domain expert. They know nothing about
any particular case. They should know about useful inference techniques
and how the complete system works.

The same people may fill multiple roles: A domain expert who knows about Al
may act as a knowledge engineer; a knowledge engineer may be the same per-
son who writes the system. A large system may have many different software
engineers, knowledge engineers, and experts, each of whom may specialize
in part of the system. These people may not even know they are part of the
system; they may publish information for anyone to use.

Offline, the agent can combine the expert knowledge and the data. At this
stage, the system can be tested and debugged. The agent is able to do compu-
tation that is not particular to the specific instance. For example, it can compile
parts of the knowledge base to allow more efficient inference.
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2.5.2 Online Computation

Online, the information about the particular case becomes available, and the
agent has to act. The information includes the observations of the domain and
often information about the available actions and the preferences or goals. The
agent can get observations from sensors, users, and other information sources
(such as web sites), but we assume it does not have access to the domain ex-
perts or knowledge engineer.

An agent typically has much more time for offline computation than for on-
line computation. However, during online computation it can take advantage
of particular goals and particular observations.

For example, a medical diagnosis system only has the details of a partic-
ular patient online. Offline, it can acquire knowledge about how diseases and
symptoms interact and do some debugging and compilation. It can only do the
computation about a particular patient online.

Online the following roles are involved:

e A user is a person who has a need for expertise or has information about
individual cases. Users typically are not experts in the domain of the knowl-
edge base. They often do not know what information is needed by the sys-
tem. Thus, it is unreasonable to expect them to volunteer the information
about a particular case. A simple and natural interface must be provided
because users do not typically understand the internal structure of the sys-
tem. They often, however, must make an informed decision based on the
recommendation of the system; thus, they require an explanation of why the
recommendation is appropriate.

e Sensors provide information about the environment. For example, a ther-
mometer is a sensor that can provide the current temperature at the location
of the thermometer. Sensors may be more sophisticated, such as a vision
sensor. At the lowest level, a vision sensor may simply provide an array of
720 x 480 pixels at 30 frames per second. At a higher level, a vision system
may be able to answer specific questions about the location of particular fea-
tures, whether some type of individual is in the environment, or whether
some particular individual is in the scene. An array of microphones can be
used at a low level of abstraction to provide detailed vibration information.
It can also be used as a component of a higher-level sensor to detect an ex-
plosion and to provide the type and the location of the explosion.

Sensors come in two main varieties. A passive sensor continuously feeds
information to the agent. Passive sensors include thermometers, cameras,
and microphones. The designer can typically choose where the sensors are or
where they are pointing, but they just feed the agent information. In contrast,
an active sensor is controlled or asked for information. Examples of an active
sensor include a medical probe able to answer specific questions about a
patient or a test given to a student in an intelligent tutoring system. Often
sensors that are passive sensors at lower levels of abstraction can be seen as
active sensors at higher levels of abstraction. For example, a camera could
be asked whether a particular person is in the room. To do this it may need



2.6.

Review 65

to zoom in on the faces in the room, looking for distinguishing features of
the person.

An external knowledge source, such as a web site or a database, can typi-
cally be asked questions and can provide the answer for a limited domain.
An agent can ask a weather web site for the temperature at a particular lo-
cation or an airline web site for the arrival time of a particular flight. The
knowledge sources have various protocols and efficiency trade-offs. The
interface between an agent and an external knowledge source is called a
wrapper. A wrapper translates between the representation the agent uses
and the queries the external knowledge source is prepared to handle. Often
wrappers are designed so that the agent can ask the same query of mul-
tiple knowledge sources. For example, an agent may want to know about
airplane arrivals, but different airlines or airports may require very different
protocols to access that information. When web sites and databases adhere
to a common ontology, they can be used together because the same symbols
have the same meaning. Having the same symbols mean the same thing is
called semantic interoperability. When they use different ontologies, there
must be mappings between the ontologies to allow them to interoperate.

Again, these roles are separate, even though the people in these roles may
overlap. The domain expert, for example, may act as a user to test or debug
the system. Each of the roles has different requirements for the tools they need.
The tools that explain to a user how the system reached a result can be the same
tools that the domain experts use to debug the knowledge.

2.6

Review

The main points you should have learned from this chapter are as follows:

An agent system is composed of an agent and an environment.
Agents have sensors and actuators to interact with the environment.
An agent is composed of a body and interacting controllers.

Agents are situated in time and must make decisions of what to do based on
their history of interaction with the environment.

An agent has direct access not to its history, but to what it has remembered
(its belief state) and what it has just observed. At each point in time, an agent
decides what to do and what to remember based on its belief state and its
current observations.

Complex agents are built modularly in terms of interacting hierarchical
layers.

An intelligent agent requires knowledge that is acquired at design time, of-
fline or online.
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2.7 References and Further Reading

The model of agent systems is based on the constraint nets of Zhang and
Mackworth [1995], also on Rosenschein and Kaelbling [1995]. The hierarchci-
cal control is based on Albus [1981] and the subsumption architecture of Brooks
[1986]. Turtle Geometry, by Abelson and DiSessa [1981], investigates mathemat-
ics from the viewpoint of modeling simple reactive agents. Luenberger [1979]
is a readable introduction to the classical theory of agents interacting with en-
vironments. Simon [1996] argues for the importance of hierarchical control.

For more detail on agent control see Dean and Wellman [1991], Latombe
[1991], and Agre [1995].

The methodology for building intelligent agents is discussed by Haugeland
[1985], Brooks [1991], Kirsh [1991b], and Mackworth [1993].

Qualitative reasoning is described by Forbus [1996] and Kuipers [2001].
Weld and de Kleer [1990] contains many seminal papers on qualitative rea-
soning. See also Weld [1992] and related discussion in the same issue. For a
recent review see Irice, Travé-Massuyas, Milne, Ironi, Forbus, Bredeweg, Lee,
Struss, Snooke, Lucas, Cavazza, and Coghill [2006].

2.8 Exercises

Exercise 2.1 Section 2.3 (page 50) argued that it was impossible to build a rep-
resentation of a world that is independent of what the agent will do with it. This
exercise lets you evaluate this argument.

Choose a particular world, for example, what is on some part of your desk at
the current time.

i) Get someone to list all of the things that exist in this world (or try it yourself
as a thought experiment).

ii) Try to think of twenty things that they missed. Make these as different from
each other as possible. For example, the ball at the tip of the rightmost ball-
point pen on the desk, or the spring in the stapler, or the third word on page
66 of a particular book on the desk.

iii) Try to find a thing that cannot be described using natural language.

iv) Choose a particular task, such as making the desk tidy, and try to write down
all of the things in the world at a level of description that is relevant to this
task.

Based on this exercise, discuss the following statements:

(a) What exists in a world is a property of the observer.

(b) We need ways to refer to individuals other than expecting each individual
to have a separate name.

(c) What individuals exist is a property of the task as well as of the world.

(d) To describe the individuals in a domain, you need what is essentially a dic-
tionary of a huge number of words and ways to combine them to describe
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Figure 2.11: A robot trap

individuals, and this should be able to be done independently of any partic-
ular domain.

Exercise 2.2 Explain why the middle layer in Example 2.5 (page 55) must have
both the previous target position and the current target position as inputs. Suppose
it had only one of these as input; which one would it have to be, and what would
the problem with this be?

Exercise 2.3 The definition of the target position in Example 2.6 (page 56) means
that, when the plan ends, the robot will just keep the last target position as its
target position and keep circling forever. Change the definition so that the robot
goes back to its home and circles there.

Exercise 2.4 The obstacle avoidance implemented in Example 2.5 (page 55) can
easily get stuck.

(a) Show an obstacle and a target for which the robot using the controller of
Example 2.5 (page 55) would not be able to get around (and it will crash or
loop).

(b) Even without obstacles, the robot may never reach its destination. For ex-
ample, if it is next to its target position, it may keep circling forever without
reaching its target. Design a controller that can detect this situation and find
its way to the target.

Exercise 2.5 Consider the “robot trap” in Figure 2.11.

(a) Explain why it is so tricky for a robot to get to location g. You must explain
what the current robot does as well as why it is difficult to make a more so-
phisticated robot (e.g., one that follows the wall using the “right-hand rule”:
the robot turns left when it hits an obstacle and keeps following a wall, with
the wall always on its right) to work.
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(b) An intuition of how to escape such a trap is that, when the robot hits a wall,
it follows the wall until the number of right turns equals the number of left
turns. Show how this can be implemented, explaining the belief state, the
belief-state transition function, and the command function.

Exercise 2.6 When the user selects and moves the current target location, the
robot described in this chapter travels to the original position of that target and
does not try to go to the new position. Change the controller so that the robot will
try to head toward the current location of the target at each step.

Exercise 2.7 The current controller visits the locations in the todo list sequentially.

(a) Change the controller so that it is opportunistic; when it selects the next lo-
cation to visit, it selects the location that is closest to its current position. It
should still visit all of the locations.

(b) Give one example of an environment in which the new controller visits all
of the locations in fewer time steps than the original controller.

(c) Give one example of an environment in which the original controller visits
all of the locations in fewer time steps than the modified controller.

(d) Change the controller so that, at every step, the agent heads toward
whichever target location is closest to its current position.

(e) Can the controller from part (d) get stuck in a loop and never reach a target in
an example where the original controller will work? Either give an example
in which it gets stuck in a loop and explain why it cannot find a solution, or
explain why it does not get into a loop.

Exercise 2.8 Change the controller so that the robot senses the environment to
determine the coordinates of a location. Assume that the body can provide the
coordinates of a named location.

Exercise 2.9 Suppose you have a new job and must build a controller for an in-
telligent robot. You tell your bosses that you just have to implement a command
function and a state transition function. They are very skeptical. Why these func-
tions? Why only these? Explain why a controller requires a command function and
a state transition function, but not other functions. Use proper English. Be concise.



Part 11

Representing and Reasoning

69






Chapter 3

States and Searching

Have you ever watched a crab on the shore crawling backward in search
of the Atlantic Ocean, and missing? That’s the way the mind of man
operates.

—H. L. Mencken (1880-1956)

The previous chapter discussed how an agent perceives and acts, but not how
its goals affect its actions. An agent could be programmed to act in the world to
achieve a fixed set of goals, but then it may not adapt to changing goals and so
would not be intelligent. Alternatively, an agent could reason about its abilities
and its goals to determine what to do. This chapter shows how the problem of
an agent deciding what to do can be cast as the problem of searching to find a
path in a graph, and it presents a number of ways that such problems can be
solved on a computer. As Mencken suggests in the quote above, the mind uses
search to solve problems, although not always successfully.

3.1 Problem Solving as Search

In the simplest case of an agent reasoning about what it should do, the agent
has a state-based model of the world, with no uncertainty and with goals to
achieve. This is either a flat (non-hierarchical) representation or a single level
of a hierarchy. The agent can determine how to achieve its goals by searching
in its representation of the world state space for a way to get from its current
state to a goal state. It can find a sequence of actions that will achieve its goal
before it has to act in the world.

This problem can be abstracted to the mathematical problem of finding a
path from a start node to a goal node in a directed graph. Many other prob-
lems can also be mapped to this abstraction, so it is worthwhile to consider
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this level of abstraction. Most of this chapter explores various algorithms for
finding such paths.

This notion of search is computation inside the agent. It is different from
searching in the world, when it may have to act in the world, for example, an
agent searching for its keys, lifting up cushions, and so on. It is also different
from searching the web, which involves searching for information. Searching
in this chapter means searching in an internal representation for a path to a
goal.

The idea of search is straightforward: the agent constructs a set of potential
partial solutions to a problem that can be checked to see if they truly are solu-
tions or if they could lead to solutions. Search proceeds by repeatedly selecting
a partial solution, stopping if it is a path to a goal, and otherwise extending it
by one more arc in all possible ways.

Search underlies much of artificial intelligence. When an agent is given a
problem, it is usually given only a description that lets it recognize a solution,
not an algorithm to solve it. It has to search for a solution. The existence of
NP-complete problems (page 170), with efficient means to recognize answers
but no efficient methods for finding them, indicates that searching is, in many
cases, a necessary part of solving problems.

It is often believed that humans are able to use intuition to jump to solutions
to difficult problems. However, humans do not tend to solve general problems;
instead they solve specific instances about which they may know much more
than the underlying search space. Problems in which little structure exists or
in which the structure cannot be related to the physical world are very difficult
for humans to solve. The existence of public key encryption codes, where the
search space is clear and the test for a solution is given — for which humans
nevertheless have no hope of solving and computers cannot solve in a realistic
time frame — demonstrates the difficulty of search.

The difficulty of search and the fact that humans are able to solve some
search problems efficiently suggests that computer agents should exploit
knowledge about special cases to guide them to a solution. This extra knowl-
edge beyond the search space is heuristic knowledge. This chapter considers
one kind of heuristic knowledge in the form of an estimate of the cost from a
node to a goal.

3.2 State Spaces

One general formulation of intelligent action is in terms of state space. A state
contains all of the information necessary to predict the effects of an action and
to determine if it is a goal state. State-sp