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Abstract

This paper presents GRT, a domain-independent heuristic planning system for STRIPS worlds.
GRT solves problems in two phases. In the pre-processng phase, it estimates the distance between
eat fad and the goals of the problem, in a badkward dredion. Then, in the search phase, these
estimates are used in order to further estimate the distance between ead intermediate state and the
goals, guiding so the seach processin a forward dredion and on a best-first basis. The paper
presents the benefits from the adoption of oppdsite diredions between the preprocessng and the
seach phases, discusees me difficulties that arise in the pre-processng phase and introduces
techniques to cope with them. Moreover, it presents ®vera methods of improving the dficiency of
the heuristic, by enriching the representation and by reducing the size of the problem. Finadly, a
method o overcoming locd optimal states, based on domain axioms, is proposed. According to it,
difficult problems are decompaosed into easier sub-problems that have to be solved sequentially. The
performance results from various domains, including those of the receit planning competitions,
show that GRT is among the fastest planners.

1. Introduction

So far, planning problems have been considered as a spedal kind o particularly difficult search
problems (Newell & Simon, 1972 and many algorithms for decomposition, abstradion, least
commitment etc. have been propaosed to cope with them. In the ealy 90's, researchers were aguing
that plan-space planning is more efficient than state-space planning (Barrett & Weld, 1994
McAllester & Rosenblitt, 1991 Minton, Bresina & Drummond, 1994 Penberthy & Weld, 1993.
In the mid 90s, new algorithms appeaed that achieved even better performance by transforming
planning problems either into graph solving problems (Blum & Furst, 1995, 199Y or into
satisfiability ones (Kautz & Selman, 1992, 1996, 1998However, it has been shown that smple
seach strategies with the use of domain-dependent heuristics can solve large problems (Gupta &
Nau, 1992 Korf & Taylor, 1996 Peal, 1983 Slaney & Thiebaux, 199§.

In recent yeas, part of the planning community turned towards heuristic planning, adopting
known seach strategies and developing powerful domain-independent heuristics that achieve
significant performance The first planner was UNPOP (McDermott 1996, 1999 and was foll owed
by Asp (Bonet, Loerings & Geffner, 1997, Hsp (Bonet & Geffner, 1998, Hspr (Bonet & Geffner,
1999, GRT (Refanidis & Vlahavas, 19991, Fr (Hoffmann & Nebel, 2000 and ALTALT (Nigenda,
Nguyen & Kambhampati, 200Q. These domain independent heuristic planners sach for solutions
either in the state-spaceor in the regresson space Most of them use variations of a relatively
simple idea & a guide: they estimate the distance between two states, based on estimates of the
distances between ead fad of the problem and ore of the two states.
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The aove planners can primarily be dassfied based onthe forward o badkward diredion, in
which the heuristic is constructed and the state-spaceis traversed. We distinguish the following
three céegories:

= Forward heuristic construction, forward seach (AsP, HsP, FF).
=  Forward heuristic construction, kackward search (HsPr, ALTALT).
= Badward heuristic construction, forward seach (UNPOP, GRT).

Generaly, the forward dredion seems to be more alvantageous than the backward ore, bah
when constructing the heuristic and when searching, because in the backward dredionandin case
of incomplete goa states, problems with invalid states and urreatable fads usualy arise.
However, using the forward diredion for bath tasks requires reconstructing the heuristic function
for eah visited state, spending in thisway a significant portion d the processng time, while using
oppaite diredions for both tasks all ows constructing the heuristic once, in a pre-processng phase.

This paper presents the GRT planning system. It is the only domain independent heuristic
planner that constructs the heuristic once, in a badkward dredion and in a pre-processng phase.
UNPOP, dthough it uses the same diredions, reconstructs the heuristic from scratch for ead visited
state. GRT, in a pre-procesdng phase estimates the distance between eat fad and the goals of the
problem. During the search phase, these estimates are used in order to further estimate the distance
between ead visited state and the goals, guiding so the seach processin aforward dredion and
on a best-first basis. Constructing the heuristic once offers the aility to evaluate states very
quickly, whil e traversing the state-spacein a forward dredion all ows the planner to avoid invalid
states that arise in the regresson space

The paper substantialy extends previous work (Refanidis & Vlahavas, 1999b, 1996, 200&
and 20Mb), in that it presents and proves the fundamental theory of the planner, along with many
new techniques developed onit, it extensively teststhe mntribution d ead technique to its overall
performance and provides athorough comparisonto ather planning systems.

Therest of the paper is organized as foll ows: Sedion 2 pesents the data structures and the main
algorithms of the planner. Sedion 3 dscusses the difficulties that incomplete goal states cause to
the badkward dredion d the @nstruction d the heuristic and presents methods to cope with them.
The same methods are dso applied to identify and enrich poa domain representations.

Two approades to reducethe problem's gze ae presented in Sedion 4.Thefirst one dedswith
the identificaion and elimination o irrelevant objeds and the second ore mncerns the aloption o
anumericd representation d resources.

Sedion 5 ckds with the problem of locd optimal states and proposes a method to cope with
them. Spedficdly, the XOR-constraints are introduced and wsed in order to decompaose difficult
problems into easier sub-problems that have to be solved sequentially. Sedion 6 pesents the
operation d GRT, Sedion 7 pesents the related work and Sedion 8 pesents performance resullts,
which show that GRT is among the fastest domain-independent planners. Finaly, Sedion 9
concludes the paper and pases future diredions.

2. TheGRT Heuristic

In STRIPS (Fikes & Nilson, 197), ead adion a is represented by three sets of fads: the
precondtion list Pre(a), the ald-list Add(a) and the delete-list Del(a), where Del(a) O Pre(a). A
state Sisdefined as afinite set of fads. An adiona is applicableto a state Sif:

Pre(a) O S (1)
The state resulting from the gplicaion d an adionato state Sis defined as:
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S =res(Sa) = S\ Del(a) 0 Add(a) )

Inductively we can define the state resulting from the goplicaion d a sequence of adions (ay,
a, ...,an) to astate Sas:

S=res(§ (ay, a, ...,an)) =res(res(S (ay, az, .., an-1)), an) (©))

with the requirement that ead adion g is applicable to the state res(S (ay, a, ..., a.1)), for eah
i=1, 2,...,N. In the formalization used henceforth, the set of problem constants is assumed to be
finite and nofunction symbadls are used, so the set of adionsisfinite.

A planning problem P is a triplet P=(O, Initial, Goals), where O is the set of groundadions,
Initial istheinitial state and Goalsis a set of fads. The task is to find a sequence of adions a, ay,
..., ay that can be gplied to theinitial state, so that the state resulting from their applicationwill be
a superset of Goals. The sequences of adions are cdled Plans. A plan that can be gplied to the
initial state is cdled avalid plan. A valid plan that achieves the Goals is cdled a solution of the
planning problem. A planning problem may have several or no solutions. In the latter case the
problemis described as unsolvable.

The next sub-sedion gives a brief presentation d the AsP heuristic, which was our motivation
and relps to understand the foll owing concepts, whereas the subsequent sub-sedions present the
GRT heuristic in detail .

2.1 TheASP Heuristic

In the AsP heuristic, for ead adion a and for ead fad p 0 Add(a), arule C- p isformed, where
C=Pre(a). Asuming a set of rules, it is sid that afad p is reachable from a state Sif p 0 Sor
thereisarule C — p such that eat fad g 0 Cisreadable from S

So, afunction g(p,9) is defined, which inductively assgns a number i to ead fad p, wherei is
an estimate of the number of steps needed to achieve p from S, i.e. the distance of p from S More
spedficdly, g(p,S) is =t to Ofor every fad p O S whileg(p,S is ®t toi+1,i = 0, for eat fad p
for which arule C - p exists, such that Zg(r,s)zi . Thus:

riJ

0, ifpOS
def i+1, ifforsomeC-p, r,S)=i
9(p,S) = 2,909 )
0o, if pisnot readiablefrom S

In the cae where there ae more than ore rules C- p for afad p, the rule with the minimum
cost is chosen. Note that a fad p that was initially achieved by arule C, - p, may be re-achieved,
later, by another rule C,— p with smaller cost. That is becaise nat al the precondtions of the
seoond rule had been adhieved at the time when the first rule was applied. The task of applying
rules continues until no rule that can achieve afad with smaler cost exists. The distances
computed in thisway are unique.

For a set of fads P, their distancefrom Sis defined as:

a(P, S)dif > 9(p.9) (5)

ptP

The AspP planner uses g(P,S) to estimate the distances between eadh intermediate state Sand the
Goals. So, the Asp heuristic functionis defined as:
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def

H .o (S) =9(Goals,S) (6)

The AsP heuristic does not take into acourt the delete lists of the adions. The simplified
problem that is creaed by ignoring the delete lists is referred to as the relaxed problem and the
correspondng adions are referred to as the relaxed actions. The complexity for constructing
HasHS) islinea, with resped to the number of groundadions and the number of groundfads.

2.2 Backward Heuristic Construction

Instead of estimating the distance between ead fad and the aurrent state in aforward diredion, as
AsP does, GRT estimates the distance between eat fad and the goalsin abadward diredion. This
task is performed orce, in a pre-processng phase. During the seach phese, these estimates are
used to estimate the distance between ead intermediate state and the goals. The badkward o
forward estimation d the distance between two states often results in different values, since no
heuristic is predse. However, the two dredions result in estimates of equal quality on average.

The estimates of the distances between ead fad and the goals are stored in atable, the records
of which are indexed by the fads. We cdl this table the Greedy Regresson Table (by which the
aaonym GRT comes from), since its estimates are obtained through greedy regresson from the
godls.

In order to construct the heuristic badkwards, the adions of the problem have to be inverted. Let
a be a1 adion and S and S be two states, such that a is applicable in Sand S = res(Sa). The
inverted action a' of a is an adion applicablein S, such that S=res(S, a). Theinverted adionis
defined by the original adion asfoll ows:

Pre(a)=Add(a) U Pre(a) \ Del(a)
Del(a)=Add(a) ()
Add(a’)=Del(a)

The inverted ground adions are gplied to the goals, assgning progressvely to ead ground
fad p an estimate of its distancefrom the goals, in away similar to Asp. Applying inverted adions
to the goals presuppases that the goals form a complete state. In Sedion 2it is asaumed that thisis
alwaysthe cae, whereas in Sedion 3the cae of incomplete goal statesistreded.

2.3 Related Facts

In order to oltain more predse estimates, GRT heuristic tries to tradk the interadions that arise
when estimating the distances between ead fad and the goals. By the word 'interadion’ we mean
that achieving a fad may affed achieving other fads pasitively or negatively. In order to tradk
these interadions the nation d the related factsisintroduced.

Definition 1 (Related facts). A fad qisrelated to another fad p, if achieving p causesfad qto be
achieved aswell .

We will usethe notation q< , P to denate that g isrelated to p. The set of all fadsrelated to a
spedfic fad pisdenoted asrel(p), i.e.:
rel(p) ={q:9<, P} (8)
The set of related fads of a set of fads P isdefined asthe union d the related fads of P-fads:
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rel(P) = Urel(p) ©)

pOP
Proposition 1. For an inverted adion a achieving afaad p, the related fads of p are defined as:

rel(p) = Pre(a) O rel(Pre(a)) O Add(a) \ Del(a) (10)

Proof: Formula 10 is inductive, since it defines the related fads of a fad p based onthe related
fads of the precondtions of the adion achieving the fad. Thus, we prove it by induction. The
formula holds for the goal fads, for which we suppcse that there is a hypatheticd inverted adion
withou precondtions achieving them. So, the goal fads are related to ead ather. Then, suppcse
that Formula 10 hdds for the precondtions of an inverted adion a. It is enough to prove that it
holds also for the fads that adion a adds. Let p be such a fad. The fads that hold after the
appliction d the adion, which are the related fads of p, are the same that hold before its
applicaion, i.e. the precondtions of the adion together with their related fads, plus the fads that
the adion adchieves, minus the fads that the adion deletes, exadly as Formula 10 states. ®

According to Formula 10, fads adhieved by the same adion have the same related fads.
Moreover, ead fad is at least related to itself.

If there was a single path to achieve aspedfic fad, then its related fads would be defined in a
unique way. However, this is a rare situation. Thus, there ae many adions that achieve afad,
many paths that achieve the precondtions of these adions; therefore, there is an extremely large
number of possble mmbinations. Storing, for ead fad, the related fads for all the possble ways
of adhieving it, requires huge amourts of time and space For efficiency reasons we dedded to
store only one set of related fads for ead fad, the set that corresponds to the shortest path that
achieves the faa, acwording to the heuristic.

Proposition 2. Therelation <y isreflexive, bu it is neither symmetric, nar transitive.

Proof: The relation <y isreflexive, since eab fad isrelated to itself. The relation <y is not
symmetric, since for afad g, which is pre-requisite to achieve p, q< , p may hadd (if the ation
achieving p does nat delete g) whilep<, g may not had, sinceq may have been achieved before
p. Finaly, the relation < is not transttive, since from the relations q<  p and p< ,r we
canna concludethat g < r hdds, sinceit is possble for the adcionadieving r to deleteq. ®

For afad p, dist(p) denotesits estimated distance from the goals. Next, we present some aioms
concerning the distances of the fads.

Axiom 1. The st of achieving a set of fads {pi, p2, ..., pPn} Simultaneously, canna be lower than
the maximum of their individual distances.

dist({ps, Po, ... pu})= MaX(dist(p)) (11)
Axiom 2. If an inverted adion a adciieves a fad p, the distance of p is equal to the cost of

simultaneously achieving a's preconditions plus one.
dist(p)=dist({ ps.p2, ..})+1, where p; O Pre(a) (12
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Proposition 3. If q<_, pistruefor two fads g and p, then dist(g)<dist(p).

Proof: We will prove Propasition 3 ty induction. Propasition 3 hads for the Goals, since dl the
goal fads have zero distances and are related to ead ather. Suppase now that Propasition 3 hdds
for the set of the aurrently achieved fads Facts. It suffices to prove that for an adion a, such that
Pre(a)0Facts, Propasition 3 hdds for the set FactsOAdd(a).

Suppcse that there is a fad pJAdd(a) that has just been achieved, a re-achieved with small er

cost. If there is another faa g U FactslJAdd(a), such that q <, p, then either g has also just been
adhieved by a and hencedist(g)=dist(p), or qisapremndtion d a andthen, acwording to Axiom2,
dist(g)<dist(p), or finally q is arelated fad of an a's precondtion, say q' and then dist(q)<dist(p)
(Axiom 2) and dist(g)<dist(q") (Propgsition 3 hdds for Facts), so dist(g)<dist(p).

Let us suppcse now that there is another fad g, such that p< , g. If g has been achieved by a,
then dist(p)=dist(q). If g has nat been achieved by a, then g has previously been achieved by
ancther adion, so q [J Facts. In this case, p would al'so have been previously adchieved by another
adion, before being re-achieved by a, so also p [ Facts. Since Propasition 3 hdds for Facts,
distoLp(p)<dist(q), where disto p(p) the previous distance of p. But the new distanceof pis snaller
than its previous distance, dist(p)<disto.p(p), so dist(p)<dist(q). Therefore, Propacsition 3 hads in
every case. N

Corollary 1. If q<  pandp <, g, then dist(p)=dist(q).
Corollary 2. 1f q< , pbu not p< g, then g has been achieved before p.

The @ove two corollaries follow diredly from Propasition 3. Concerning Corollary 2, the
expresson 'has been achieved before' means that in the pre-processng phase, when the distances
from the goals are estimated progressvely, dist(q) has been computed before dist(p). In case where
afad has been re-achieved with small er distance, we consider the last time.

Corollary 3. For a sequence of fads py, pz, ..., Pn, N>2, for which Pi <,y Pit1, i=1,2,...N-1, hdd,
without pi.1 <, pi @so hdding, it isimpossbleto have py < Pi.

Corallary 3 follows diredly from Corollary's 2 time ordering relation.

Proposition 4. Fadsrelated to eat ather have been achieved by the same adion.

Proof: Let p and g be two fads related to eat ather, i.e. q< ,pandp< , . Let a bethe adion

that achieves p and a, the adion that achieves g, so pCJAdd(a;) and gCJAdd(ay). We will prove that
a=a,. Suppase that ay#a,. Since <, p,  may be an add effed of a;, a precondtion d ay, or a
related fad of an a;'s precondtion. However, acording to Corollary 1, dist(p)=dist(q). Thus, q
canna be anything else than an add effed of a;, because in ather case dist(q) < dist(p) would hdd.
In the same way we can prove that plJAdd(a,). Thus, {p,q} JAdd(a;) n Add(a;). However, in this
case, the first adion applied when computing the distances would achieve both fads. So, the fads
have been achieved by the same adion. ®

120



BACKWARD HEURISTIC CONSTRUCTION IN FORWARD STATE-SPACE PLANNING

The related fads play a aiticd role when estimating the ast of achieving a set of fads
simultaneously. GRT groups the related fads and sums the maximum individual cost of ead group.

For example, if < ,p, p<,,r axdqg=< ,r hdd for threefads g, p and r, these threefads are

grouped together and contribute to the total cost only with their maximum cost, which is dist(r).
However, if q—< ,r does not had (since the relation < , is nat transitive), then p and r are

grouped together, while q is not included in the same group. In this case, g belongs to ancther
group,which contributes separately to the total cost.

The aygregation processis performed by the function AGGREGATE, which is described below.
The function takes a set of fads {pi, p, ....,Pn} 8Sinpu, together with their distances dist(p;) and
their lists of related fads rel(p;), and estimates the st of acieving them simultaneously. The
function is used bah in the pre-processng phase, in arder to estimate the gplicaion cost of the
inverted adions, andin the seach phase, in order to estimate the distance of ead intermediate state
from the goals.

Function AGGREGATE
Inpu: A setof fads{p, p2, ...,pPn}, their distances dist(p;) and their lists of related fads rel(p;).

Output: An estimate of the st of achieving the fads smultaneously.
1. Set My = {p1, P2y ..., Px}. Set Cost = 0.
2. While (M # 0O) do:
a) Let M, be the set of facts p; 0 M that are not included in any list

of related facts of another fact p; U M, without p; being also
included in their list of related facts. More formally:

M, ={ p: pg UM, Opy 0M, pi O rel(p;) O p;y O rel(p;) }

b) Let M; be the set of those facts of M that are not included in M,
but are included in at least one of the lists of related facts of
the elements of M,.

My = { pi: ps UM\ M, Op; UM, pi U rel(p;) }

c) Divide M, in disjoint groups of facts that are related to each
other. For each group add the common cost of its facts to Cost.

d) Set M = M \ (M2DM3) .
3. Return Cost

The AGGREGATE function is ill ustrated with the blocks-world problem of Figure 1. Part of the
Grealy Regresson Table for this problem is shown in Table 1. For simplicity, for ead fad p we
do nd consider as related the fads that have zero distances (i.e. the Goals) and the fad p itself.
This smplificaion dees nat affed the estimated distances.

C
a b c
I |
Initial State Goal State

Figure 1: A 3-blocks problem.
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Let us compute the distance between the initial and the goal state. The initial state cnsists of
the following set of fads:

((onatable) (clear a) (on b table) (oncb) (clear c) )

Asit resultsfrom Table 1, all the initial state fads are related to (on ¢ b), whereas (on ¢ b) isnot
related to any other fad. Thus, in the first iteration o the AGGREGATION loop, M, is st to ((on ¢
b)) (step 29) and M3 is <t to ((on a table) (clear a) (on b table) (clear ¢)) (step 2b). So, Cost
bemmes equal to the distance of (on ¢ b), i.e. 3 (step 2¢) and M; beammes empty. A semnd
iterationis not performed and value 3, which is the acual distance between the initial and the goal
state, is returned.

Fad D stzr;(;?sfrom Related fads
(on ctable) 0 @)
(onbo) 0 ()
(onab) 0 ()
(clear a) 0 @)
(on atable) 1 ((clear b))
(clear B) 1 ((onatable))
(on b table) 2 ( (on atable) (clear a) (clear b) (clear c))
(clear c) 2 ((on atable) (clear a) (clear b) (on b table) )
(onch) 3 ( (on atable) (clear a) (on b table) (clear c) )

Table 1: Part of the Grealy Regresson Table for the 3-blocks problem.

Corollary 3 ensures that set M, (step 2a of function AGGREGATE) will never be empty.
Propasition 4 ensures that M, can always be partitioned in groups of fads that have been achieved
by the same adion (step 2c). The number of iterations that function AGGREGATE performs is
bounced by theinitial size of M;, however usualy asingleiterationis performed.

24 ThePre-Processing Algorithm

The estimation d the distance between ead fad and the Goals and the mmputation o the lists of
the related fads for ead fads of a problem are performed through the foll owing a gorithm:

1 For the representation o fads, adions and states we adopt the PDDL (Planning Domain Definiti on Language) syntax
throughou this paper. A manual for the PDDL language can be fourd at the URL
http://iwww.cs.yal e.edu/pubymedermott/software/pdd .tar.gz
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The Pre-Processing Algorithm

Input: The adionand predicae definitions of adomain and the objeds of a problem.

Output:  Thedistance estimate from the goals dist(p) and the related fads rel(p) for eadt
groundfad p of aproblem.

1. Let Actions be the set of all inverted ground actions in the given
problem. For each a [0 Actions, set dist(Q)=+oo.
2. Let Agenda be a list of inverted actions. Set Agenda=[].

3. Let Facts be the set of all problem's ground facts. For each f [
Facts set dist (f)= +o.

4, For each f U Goals set dist(f)=0 and rel(f)=Goals.

5. For each action a U Actions, if AGGREGATE (Pre (Q) ) <+o, then set
dist () =AGGREGATE (Pre (Q))+1 and add a at the end of the Agenda.

6. While Agenda # [ do:
a) Extract the first action from the Agenda, say Q.
b) For every fact f 0 Add(aq), if dist(f)>dist(d), then:
- dist(f)=dist ()

- rel(f) = Pre(a) O rel(Pre(a)) O Add(a)\Del (Q)
- For every action b [0 Actions, such that f [0 Pre(b), if
AGGREGATE (Pre (b)) +1<dist (b), then dist (b)=AGGREGATE (Pre(b))+1 and

push action b at the end of the Agenda.

The Agenda works on a FIFO basis. An adion can be re-inserted in the Agenda if its cost
becomes snaller. Thus, eat fad can be adieved several times, eat time with asmaller cost. The
cost of applying the Pre-Processng Algorithm is paynomia in the number of problem ground
fads and groundadions.

Proposition 5. The Pre-Processng Algorithm preserves Axiom 2.

Proof: In step 6b, the st of applying an adion is %t to be equal to the st of adieving
simultaneously the precondtions of the ation dus one. This cost is assgned to the ald effeds of
the adion, except if lower costs have drealy been asdgned to them. Thus, Axiom 2 is preserved.
[ |

Proposition 6. Function AGGREGATE preserves Axiom 1.

Proof: We will prove Propasition 6 ky induction. Axiom 1 hdds for the Goals, which have zero
distances from themselves and are related to ead aher. Besides, Propcsitions 3 and 4 and
Corollaries 1, 2 and 3 hdd aso for them. Suppce next that Axiom 1 and all the induced
Propasitions and Corollaries hald for the aurrently achieved fads Facts. It sufficesto prove that for
any adion a, such that Pre(a) O Facts, Axiom 1 hdds for the new set of adieved fads
Facts=Facts 1 Add(a).

Consider a set of fads P [J Facts. We will prove that function AGGREGATE preserves Axiom 1,
with regard to the randamly seleded set P. Let p be the fad with the maximum distance anong the
fads of P. Acocording to the definition d AGGREGATE function, it suffices to prove that p or
ancther fad of equal distanceisincluded in M,.
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If p O P\Add(a), then for every other fad qUP\Add(a), if p< ,d, then dist(g)=dist(p)

(acwording to Propasition 3,which hdds for Facts) and finally dist(q)=dist(p), because p has the
maximum distance anong the fads of P (the same rationale can be used in the case where thereisa

sequenceof fads gy, G, ...,On, suchthat p<  dh and i < G+1, i=1, 2, ...,N-1). If g DAdd(a) and
P<, 4 d P would be aprecondtion d a, or arelated fad of a precondtion o a. However, in that

case it would ndt be possblethat p< g, becaise the distance of g would be greaer than the cost

of p (acmrding to Axiom 2, which hdds for the precondtions of adion a) and this is in
contradiction with the hypathesis that p has the maximum distance anong the fads of P.

Let us consider the cae where p J Add(a). If p hasjust been firstly achieved, then the only fads
q, for whichp< , g hdd, are cetainly the other just achieved o re-achieved add effeds of adion

a, which have the same gplication cost. If p has been re-achieved by a with smaller cost, then it is
impossble to hdd p~ , g for anather fad g U P\Add(a). Actually, in this hypothetica case we

would have dist(g)=distoLp(p), since Propasition 3 hads for g and the previous distance of p, and
distoLp(p)>distyew(p), so dist(g)>distyew(p), Which is in contradiction with the hypaothesis that p
has the maximum distance anong the fads of P. Therefore, in any case, p or ancther fad of equal
cost isincluded in M, and the st of adhieving smultaneously the fads of P is equal to o higher
than their maximum distance. B

We dose this sdion by mentioning the two types of fads, the static facts and the dynamic
facts, that can be foundin a problem. The first type @mncerns the fads that are neither added na
deleted by any adion, whil e the second concerns the rest of the fads. GRT clasdfies automaticaly
the fads, by analyzing the adion schemas of the domain. All the procedures presented in Sedion 2,
i.e. the distance estimates and the related fads, concern orly the dynamic fads.

3. Detecting and Enhancing Incomplete States

Badkward heuristic construction induces a problem: In most of the problems the goals do nd
constitute a @mplete state description, so it is not possble to apply inverted adions to them. For
example, in the ommonly used logistics problems, where padkages have to be moved between
several locations viatrucks and danes, the goals do nd determine the final |ocations of the trucks
and the planes. The source of the problem is that the GRT heuristic is constructed using a stricter
than usual regresson, i.e. it uses adions, the add effeds and the non-deleted precondtions of
which (i.e. the precondtions of the correspondng inverted adions) are included within the goals
(in the usual regresson, adions with at least one add effed within the goals are used). In this way
GRT succedals in oltaining more predse estimates and avoiding unreadable fads.

The solution adopted by GRT to confront the problem of incomplete goal statesisto enhancethe
goals with new fads, which are nat in contradiction to the existing ones. For example, since the
goals of the 'logistics.a problem (Veloso, 1993 do nd determine the final locaions of the two
planes, it is suppcsed that ead ore of the planes could be & any of the three arports. So, the
groundfads:

(at planel pgh_air) (at planel bos air) (at planel la_air)
(at plane2 pgh_air) (at plane2 bos _air) (at plane2 la_air)

can be added to the new goal state, which is cdled henceforth the enhanced goal state.
It shoud be noted that the enhanced goal state is only used in the pre-processng phase, for the
construction d the heuristic. During the search phese, attention is paid orly to read the original
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goals. In this way, completeness is never lost, even in the cae where wrong fads have been
seleded to enhance the Goals. However, seleding wrong fads may significantly affed the
efficiency of the heuristic function.

Two isaues arise when trying to enhance the goals: The first one is how to deted the candidate
new goa fads and the second ore is which of them to use. Sedions 3.1 and 3.2examine these
isaues, while in Sedion 3.3 a similar technique is used for identifying and enriching poa domain
representations.

3.1 Detecting Missing Goal Facts

Regarding the identificaion o the candidate fads to enhance the goals, there ae two automatic
approadhes. The first one @nsists of a forward GRAPHPLAN-like (Blum & Furst, 1999 pre-
preprocessng phase that computes all binary mutual exclusion relations (or simply "mutex”
relations) among the fads of the problem. A number of optimizations of this approach are
presented in (Refanidis & Vlahavas, 199%), based primarily on the monaonic behavior of the
mutual exclusionrelations (Long & Fox, 1999 Smith & Weld, 1999 and secondy onthe fad that
it is not necessary to construct a wmplete planning graph, sinceit will nat be used for extrading a
plan. After the computation o the mutual exclusion relations, al the fads that are not mutually
exclusive with any goal fad are mnsidered candidates for the enhancement of the goals. Its
advantage is that no extra information is needed, apart from the usual STRIPS domain
representation. Moreover, mutual exclusion relations that are not easily reagnized by a human
expert can be deteded in this way. Finaly, this approach can be dso exploited as a warse-grained
readability analysis for the problem's fads. The disadvantages of this approach are that it is time
consuming and that it does nat deted mutual exclusion relations of higher order than two.

The second approadh isto use domain spedfic knowledge in the form of axioms. For example,
an axiom can state that a truck or a plane is always locaed at some place So, if the goals do nd
determine where atruck is, we can deduce aset of candidate goal fads using this axiom. The
advantage of this approad is that the time neaded to deduce the candidate fads is negligible, in
comparison with the time needed for the rest of the planning process Moreover, more compli cated
relations than simple binary mutual exclusion ores can be encoded. The disadvantage is that extra
labor is required in the domain encoding. However, several methods for automatic discovery of
domain axioms have been proposed, e.g. the DISCOPLAN system (Gerevini & Schubert, 1998 and
the work of Fox and Long onthe automated inference of invariants (Fox & Long, 2000, anditisin
our future plansto adopt such amethodin GRT.

The GRT planner uses the first approach to deted the missng goal fads. Thus, an overhead in
total solution time isimposed by the extra pre-processng work. The cntribution d this work to
the total problem solving time varies from lessthan 10% in damains like blocks-world, to more
than 20% in damains like logistics. The ratio depends on the difficulty of the domain, i.e. hov
much time is consumed by the seach phese. Logistics problems are eaier than blocks-world
problems, so in this domain the overhead is more severe. In the future, we intend to adopt an
automatic methodfor deteding domain axioms, in order to avoid this overhead.

3.2 Enhancing the Goals
GRT suppats threemethods of seleding among the candidate new goal fads:

= Seled al candidate fads.
= Usetheinitial state fads.
= Favor the most promising fads.
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The first method considers all the foundfads as goal fads and asdgns zero distances to them.
In most cases, the enhanced goal state obtained in thisway is nat avalid state, since the new fads
may be mutually exclusive to ead ather (but not to the original goals). The advantage of this
approadh is that the heuristic construction is very fast, since many fads are adieved at the
beginning and a large number of adions become initialy applicable. The disadvantage is that the
obtained heuristic is less informative, since there ae small differences between the obtained
estimates. So, the best-first strategy tends towards breadth-first, visits more states, consumes more
time, bu generally produces better plans than the other two methods.

The second method enhances the goals with the candidate fads that are dso included in the
initial state, whereas the fads that are mutually exclusive with the seleded ores, are rejeded. The
advantage of this method, compared to the first one, isthat it resultsin greaer diff erences between
the fads distances, and therefore in faster search phase. On the other hand, a preference for the
initial state fadsisarisk, becaise if these ae not or - even worse - they canna be included within
the goals, the search processmay beaome disoriented, leading to longer plans. This methodis more
suitable to problems, where there ae objeds properties that are unrecessary to solve the problem
and are |eft undetermined in the goals.

The third method tries to combine the alvantages of the other two. In contrast to them, where
the enhancement of the goalsis performed in asingle step, prior to the mnstruction o the heuristic,
this method adds fads to the goals progressvely, in paralel with the heuristic construction.
Actually, fads are alded to the goals only in the case where Agenda (Sedion 2.4) becomes empty.
In this case, candidate fads are progressvely assgned zero dstances, urtil a new inverted adion
satisfies its precondtions. Eadh time afad is ®leded, aher candidate fads that are mutually
exclusive with the seleded ore aeregeded from the set of candidate fads.

The method favors fads that can be combined with already achieved fads, in order to make an
inverted adion applicable. The following four rules are gplied in deaeasing preference

— Thefadsthat can be combined with the original goals are seleded first.

— Then, thefadsthat can be combined with ather already achieved fads are seleded.
— Next, thefadsthat are included in the initial state ae seleded.

— Findly, the remaining candidate fads are seleded randamly.

Generaly, this method results in the best solving speed and, in many cases, produces equal or
even better plans than the first two methods. However, espedally in terms of plan quality, there ae
many exceptions depending on the spedfic problem. It is not difficult to creae problems auch that
any of the methods presented above performs best. The default method for the GRT planner is the
first one, which isthe only methodthat has been used in the AiPs-00 competiti ore.

Note that there ae domains, like blocks-world, freecell and elevator of the A1Ps-00 competition,
or the gripper and the movie domains from the AIPs-98 competiti or?, where the goals are ammplete
or nea-complete state descriptions; therefore the method wsed in these domains does nat affea
neither solution time nor solution quality. In aher domains, as the mystery (AIPs-99), it is
impossble to predict, withou solving the planning problem, which of the candidate fads could
adually be goal fads, so in this case the only acceptable method for goal completion is the first
one.

2 The officid WEB page of the AiPs-00 competition can be foundat the URL http://www.cs.toronto.edwaips2000Q.
3 The officid WEB page of the AIPs-98 competition can be foundat the URL
ftp://ftp.cs.yae.edu/pub’medermott/ai pscomp-results.html
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3.3 Domain Enrichment

In this ®dion, we present an approach adopted by the GRT planner, in order to ded with poa
domain descriptions. By the word 'poa’ we refer to damains where negative fads are implicitly
present in the initial state andin the adions precondtions. GRT facel this problem twice with the
movie and the elevator domains.

In order to explain the problem, let us consider the elevator domain, where thereis one devator,
several floors and several pasengers. Each passenger is locaed in an initial floor and wants to
move to her/his destination floor. The domain is described by four adion schemas, (board Floor
Passenger) and (depart Floor Passenger) for boarding and leaving the devator and (up Floorl
Floor2) and (down Floor1 Floor2) for moving the devator.

The adion schema (board Floor Passenger) is defined by the following PDDL formula:

(:action board

:parameters (?f ?p)

:precondition (and (floor ?f) (passenger ?p)
(lift—-at ?f) (origin ?p ?f))

reffect (boarded 7?p))

The only dynamic predicate in the definition d adion schema board is boarded, an add effed
denating that the passenger has boarded the devator. There is no precondtion requiring that the
passenger is not boarded. The problem with this definition is twofold. Firstly, the adion can be
applied several times to the same passenger in the same plan, i.e. a passenger may board the
elevator although she/he has aready boarded. Secondy, and spedficdly to GRT, it is not stated
explicitly that the passengers are nat initially boarded. Actually, theinitial state contains datic fads
only, which are not removed in the successve states. However, GRT takes into acourt dynamic
fads only in order to estimate distances. The result is that the initial state and all the subsequent
states are assgned zero dstances from the Goals and the best-first strategy behaves as a breadth-
first one.

What is nealed is the definition o a new predicae, say not_boarded. Fads of this predicate
shoud be alded to the initial state, dencting that ead passenger is initialy not boarded, and the
adion schemaboard shoud be dhanged acardingly.

GRT performs domain enrichment at run-time. The identification o the @ove situation is
performed in a way similar to the identification d the incomplete goal states. In this case, GRT
looks for dynamic fads of a problem that are nat mutually exclusive with any initial state fad. In
case of such fads, the negations of the identified fads are defined at runtime and added to the
initial state. Furthermore, the negations are alded to the precondtions lists and the delete li sts of
the adionsthat achieve the identified fads.

In the elevator domain this is the cae with the board and depart adions and the boarded and
served predicaes. The not_boarded and not_served predicaes are defined at run-time, the initial
state is enhanced with fads determining that ead passenger is neither boarded na served yet and
the adions board and depart are transformed acardingly. For example, the adion schemaboardis
transformed into the foll owing definition:

(:action board

:parameters (?f ?p)

:precondition (and (floor ?f) (passenger ?p) (lift-at ?2f)
(origin ?p ?f) (not_boarded ?p))

reffect (and (not (not_boarded ?p)) (boarded ?p))
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A similar situation arises in the movie domain. In thisdomain, the goal isto have enough snadks
so asto watch amovie. There ae several adion schemas of the form:

(:action get-chips
:parameters (?x)
:precondition (and (chips ?x))
:effect (and (have-chips)))

This adion schema has the static fad (chips ?X) as precondtion and produces the dynamic faa
(have-chips). The agion can be gplied several times, hovever onceis enough to adhieve the goal
of having chips. The difficulty in this domain is that the initial state implicitly dedares that we do
not have dips (and dps and pos etc), bu thereis nat any spedfic dynamic fad to make thisclea.
Therefore, in case no danain enrichment processtakes place GRT asdgnsto theinitial state azero
distance from the goals. With the domain enrichment feaure, GRT deteds that there ae fads like
the have-chips, have-dips etc that are not mutually exclusive with the initial state, defines their
negations (not_have-chips, not_have-dips etc.), adds them to the initial state and transforms the
adionsacardingly.

In bah of the &ove domains, withou the domain enrichment feaure the GRT planner could
only solve some of the eaiest problems. However, with this feaure it was able to tackle dl
problems very efficiently.

Adding negative predicaesin the precondtions of the adions may lead to lossof completeness
sincethe adions may not be &le to be gplied in some states, where otherwise they could. In order
to prevent completeness GRT treds the new precondtions as condtional precondtions, i.e. they
are not necessary for the gplicaion d an adion to a state, however, if they are present in the
current state they are removed from the successor one.

4. Reducing the Size of the Problems

In this sdion, two methods to reduce the size of a problem, i.e. the number of groundfads and
adions, are presented. The first method refers to the identificaion and elimination d objeds,
which are cetainly nat part of any solution. The second method concerns the aoption o a
numericd representation d resources, instead of the problematic aéom-based representation o
numbers that has been used in damains like mystery and freecell. Reducing the size of a problem
reduces the dfort needed to solve it, espedally in the pre-processng phase, where distances for all
fads of aproblem have to be cmputed.

4.1 Eliminating Irrelevant Objects

In many domains, there ae objeds that are irrelevant to any solution. The most typicd examples
can be foundin the transportation damains, like logistics, mystery and elevator, where some
padkages are initially foundin their destinations or for which nospedfic destination is determined.
S0, these objeds, together with all the fads and adions containing them, can be removed from the
problem description, withou losing completeness

In GRT we developed a method that deteds and removes irrelevant objeds. The method
concerns pure STRIPS domains withou negation in the preconditions of the adions or in the goal
formula; however, it can be eaily extended to cover these caes. The objeds are identified before
the pre-processng phase using the foll owing two rules:

An oljed isirrelevant to any solutionfor a spedfic planning problem, if:
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= |t doesnot appea in any goa fad, unessthe same fad isaso included in theinitial state, and

= thereisno adion containing this objed in its precondtions, unessthe objed is also contained
in al the adion's effeds.

The @ove mndtions are very strict, bu they ensure that any deteded oljed is certainly
irrelevant, so they maintain the cmpletenessof the problem solving process

Proposition 7. Any objed satisfying the @ove rules can safely be removed from the problem
description, withou saaificing completeness

Proof: Suppcse that an olgead obj has been identified, for which the @ove two rules had. We will
show that obj is not necessary to achieve any other goal fad, which daes not contain obj. Let us
asume that there isafad g [ Goals, which does not contain obj. Suppcse that there is an adion
that achieves g, with a precondtion containing obj. In this case, the secndrule is violated, since
there is an adion including obj in its precondtions, withou obj appeaing in an effed. So, fad g
can be ahieved orly by adions withou precondtions containing obj. Thus, if we regressthe goals
using adions adiieving g, the established subgoals do nd contain obj. However, in the same way
we can rejed adionsincluding obj in their precondtions and achieve the new establi shed subgoals.
So, obj is not necessary to adhieve any goal or subgoal of the problem. Moreover, there is no goal
fad containing obj, which hasto be adieved; evenif thereisone, it isaready present in the initial
state. Therefore, obj can safely be removed from the problem. ®

The gplicaion o the @ove rules for the dimination d irrelevant objeds can be dore
progressvely. Let us consider an enhanced logistics domain, where we alded colors. Spedficdly,
we define adynamic predicae (painted ?object ?color) denoting the lor of a padkage, a static
predicae (color ?color) dedaring the available mlors, and an adion schema (paint ?object
?20ld_color Pnew_color) for painting a padkage. Let us assume that the goal state does not
determine the wlors of the padkages. In this case, the mlors areirrelevant objeds and can be safely
removed, together with all the fads and adionsthat include clors.

Suppacse dso that there ae brushes that are used to perform the paint operation. There ae two
new adion schemas, (get ?brush) and (leave ?brush) and a predicae (have ?obrush), which is an
effed of the get adion and a precondtion in the enhanced adion (paint ?package ?color ?brush).
In this case, brushes are dso irrelevant and shoud be diminated. However, since the adion paint
needs brushes and les eff eds not containing them (i.e. (painted ?package ?color) ), the brushes are
not removed, dwe to the second rule. However, after removing all the color objeds, al the paint
adions are removed; thus, brushes do nd violate the secondrule for the remaining adions and can
be safely removed.

The disadvantage of this approac for the dimination d irrelevant objeds is that it does nat
remove objeds that can eventually appea in aplan, bu there ae other better (i.e. shorter) plansnot
using them. For example, in the logistics domain, suppase that we have three dties, cityl, city2 and
city3 and a padkage that has to be transferred from one locaion d cityl to ancther locaion o city2.
In this case, city3, together with its locaions and its truck, are not necessary to solve the planning
problem, since the padkage can be transferred dredly from cityl to city2, withou going via city3.
However, it is not essy to identify the irrelevance of city3. Actualy, there ae plans that transport
padkages from cityl to city2 via city3. If we dedde to remove city3 and its objeds from the
problem representation, we take the risk of saaificing completeness since the problem may
bewme unsolvable. Dedding safely, withou lossof completeness that city3 andits objeds can be
removed, can be & hard as lving the original problem.
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Other approaches onthe dimination d irrelevant or redundant information, in order to achieve
better performance, have been propased by Nebel, Dimopouos & Koehler (1997, Scholz (1999
and Haslum & Jonson (2000. The work of Nebel, Dimopodos & Koehler concerns ignoring
irrelevant fads and adions (not objeds), based on heuristics that approximate a plan by
badkchaining from the goals withou taking into acourt any conflicts. Although this approac is
more powerful, in terms of elimination, than the one presented in this sdion, it is not solution
preserving. Furthermore, it may be more time-consuming, since it demands the mnstruction d an
initial approximate plan.

Schalz introduces action constraints, i.e. patterns of adion sequences that can be gplied to the
same states and produce the same overall effeds. Action constraints can be used for pruning
purposes by the state-space planners, reducing the size of the seach spaceto the levels of the
partial-order planners (Minton, Bresina & Drummond, 1994, withou losing completeness The
work of Schdz is adualy a re-investigation d the slegp sets of adions that were originaly
presented by Godefroid & Kabanza (1991 and have been also examined by us, under the name
prohibited actions, in an ealier verson d GRT (199%). The experience of the authors is that
deteding and pruning redundant adions squences is time acnsuming, while amore dfedive
approadh is to employ a dosed list of visited states, paying however a st in terms of memory.
The latter approach is adopted by the GRT planning system. However Scholz considers only adion
sequences of length two, which makes his approach fast enough but lesseffedive than a dosed list
of visited states gructure.

Haslum and Jonsson compute areduced set of adions for a problem, by ignoring adions that
can be gquivalently replaced by sequences of other adions. Their approad is lution preserving,
it can be aloped by any STRIPS planner that pre-instantiates all the adions of a problem, and
results, for some planners, in considerable speed-up bu also in longer plans.

4.2 Numerical Representation of Resources

In this fdion, we present an enhanced STRIPS formalism, where resources are represented by
numbers, instead of atoms. The work has been motivated by the mystery domain, bu it is aiitable
for any domain with resources. Moreover, it can easily be extended to cover domains where
ressoning with numbersis required.

GRT suppats an explicit representation o resources in the most natural format, i.e. the
numericd format. According to this, resources are distinguished from other types of objedsandare
separately dedared using the foll owing statement:

(:resources R1I R2 ... RN )

where Ri are the various resources. Furthermore, dedarations of the foll owing form are alded to
theinitial state description:

(amount R1 V1) (amount R2 V2) ... (amount RN VN)

denating theinitial quantity of eat resource Moreover, it is allowed for resourcesto participatein
relations with ather atomic fads. Finally, adion definitions are enhanced, so asto dedare explicitly
the consumed resources.

As an example, we @nsider the mystery domain, which comprises ssme dties, conneded via
edges, some padkages that have to be transferred from their initial locations to their destinations
and some trucks. In the beginning, ead city has an amourt of fuel. For atruck to travel from a dty
cl to an adjacent city c2, c1 must have & least one unit of fuel. After the journey, the fuel of clis
deaeased by ore.
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In the original domain representation, the diff erent fuel quantiti es are represented by relations of
the form:

(fuel fuel0) (fuel fuell) (fuel fuell)e€tC
whil e the orderings between these quantiti es are represented by relations as foll ows:
(adjacent_fuel fuellO fuell) (adjacent_fuel fuell fuell) €iC

andtheinitial amourt of resourcesin ead city as:
(city_fuel cityl fuel3) E€lC.
Finaly, the adions that consume resources, e.g. moving atruck, are of the foll owing form:

(:action move

:parameters (?tr ?cl ?c2 ?fl ?f2)

:precondition (and (truck ?tr) (city ?cl) (city ?c2)
(adjacent_cities ?cl ?c2) (fuel ?fl) (fuel ?f2) (at ?tr ?cl)
(adjacent_fuel ?f1 ?f2) (city_fuels ?cl ?f£2))

reffect (and (not (at ?tr ?cl)) (not (city_fuel ?cl ?f2))
(at ?tr ?c2) (city_fuel ?cl ?f1)))

In order to have an ideaof how resources are represented in GRT, let us consider the STRIPS-
MYSTY-X-1 problem of the mystery domain. This problem has 6 cities, so 6 resource objeds are

dedared:

(:resources rl r2 r3 r4 r5 ré6)
The resources are related with their correspondng cities:
(city_fuel cityl rl) (city_fuel city2 rl) ... (city_fuel city6 ré6)
Propasitions are added to theinitial state, denating the initial avail ability of ead resource
(amount rl 1) (amount r2 2) ... (amount ré6 3)

Finally, adion move is defined in a way that separates the resource requirements from the
precondtion andthe dfed lists:

(:action move
:parameters (?tr ?cl ?c2 ?f)

:precondition (and (truck ?tr) (city ?cl) (city ?c2) (at ?tr ?cl)
(adjacent_cities ?cl ?c2) (city_fuel ?cl ?f))
ceffect (and (not (at ?tr ?cl)) (at ?tr ?2c2))

:resources (amount ?f 1))

Table 2 shows the number of groundfads and groundadions for the first five problems of the
mystery distribution, for the two alternative resource representations. Asit is clea from this table,
through the numericd representation d resources there is an important reduction in the number of
ground fads, which is more wnsiderable in the cae of ground adions. What is even more
important is that the size of the problem in the aom-based representation can grow illi mitably, if
more levels of resource avail ability are alded, whereas in the numerica representation the size of
the problem remains constant.

4 In the AIPS98 competition, different predicae axd oljed names have been used; however, in this paper we have
trand ated them into more meaningful ones for simpli city.
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Atom representation Numerica Representation
Problem groundfads | groundadions groundfads | groundadions
strips-mysty-x-1 101 150 56 48
strips-mysty-x-2 359 3596 310 1200
strips-mysty-x-3 277 1676 230 816
strips-mysty-x-4 178 210 144 168
strips-mysty-x-5 299 2325 269 1032

Table 2: Size of the problem (number of groundfads and adions)
for the two alternative resource representations.

5. Using XOR Constraintsto avoid L ocal Optimal States

In this edion, we tadkle the problem of locd optimal states. Firstly, weill ustrate the problem, then
we introduce XOR-constraints and finally we present how these ae exploited by GRT in arder to
avoid locd optima.

5.1 Local Optimal States

During the seach phese, GRT always sleds to expand the most promising state, according to its
heuristic. If the various fads of a problem were independent or even if GRT always managed to
tradk their interadions through the related fads, this grategy would be optimal. However, thisis
not always the cae and some times the seach isled to locd optimal states. Therefore, the planner
shoud temporarily badtradk to less promising states, before seleding the most promising ones.
Figure 2 presents an example situation:

Initial state Goal state
2 K 2 K
1 1
0 R 0 R
0 1 2 0 1 2

Figure 2: A 3x3grid problem.

The problem refersto a grid-like domain (McDermott, 1999, where K isakey and Risarobd.
The roba can ony proceal to adjacent paositions. The valid adions are get and leave the key and
move the roba. Table 3 shows part of the Greedy Regresson Table for the problem of Figure 2.

According to this Table, the distance between the initial and the goal state is 10. There ae two
applicéble to the initial state a¢ions, moving R to n1_0 and moving R to n0_1. After moving Rto
nl_O the resulting state has a distance from the goals equal to 9, wheress after moving Rto n0_1
the resulting state has a distance from the goals equal to 11.So the planner deddes to move R to
nl 0 and subsequently to n2 0. However, it is obvious that the optimal first movements are
moving the roba to n0_1, next to n0_2, getting the key etc.
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Distance
Fad from Goals Related Fads

(at Rn2_0)
(atKn2_2)
(at Rn1_0)
(at Rn0_0)
(at Rn0_1)
(at Rn2_1)
(at Rn2_2)
(in RK)

(atRnl 2)
(atKnl 2)
(at Rn0_2) @)

(at KnO 2) ((@Rn0 2))

Table 3: Part of the Grealy Regresson Table for the 3x3 grid problem.
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Initialy the planner does not seled the optimal adion, sinceit leads to a state with a greder
distancefrom the goals, ac@rding to the heuristic. In order to dedde to move the roba towards the
key, the planner shoud go through all the other valid plans, then badtrad and move the roba to
worse states (this requires that the planner maintains a dosed list of visited states and dces nat
revisit them). In dfficult problems, the number of states that the planner has to visit before
following the optimal diredion, is extremely large. This is the main reason why GRT, like many
other heuristic planners, does not handl e grid-li ke domains efficiently.

For the 3x3 grid problem of Figure 2, an ided planner shoud deted that, in arder to move the
key fromn0_2to n2_2, it is necessary that the roba gets the key, so the fad (at R n0_2) shoud be
adhieved before the fad (at R n2_0). However, the planner does not know that the fads (at R
n0_0), (at Rn2_0) and (at Rn0_2) arerelated in some way, because the domain definition daes not
provide this pieceof information. Therefore, it is necessary to provide the planner with information
abou relations that hald between the fads of the problem.

5.2 Defining XOR-constraints
In order to avoid locd optimal states, we provide GRT with knowledge of relations between fads,

where exadly one of the fads can hdd in ead state. We cdl these relations XOR-constraints.

Definition 2 (XOR-constraint). An XOR-constraint is a relation between ground fads. The
relationisvalid in astate, if exadly one of the participating fads holds in that state.

The general form of an XOR-constraint schema s the foll owing:
((xor f; f,..) €1 C2..)

where f; are the fads that canna co-appea in any state and ¢ are static fads that provide
supdementary condtions sich astype @nstraints, relations between oljeds, etc.

XOR-constraints can be formalized for almost any domain. For example, in the logistics domain
we ould define the foll owing X OR-constraints:

((xor (at ?Truck™*)) (truck ?Truck))
((xor (at ?Plane* ) ) (plane?Plane))
((xor (at ?Package™* ) (in ?Package* ) ) ( package ?Package))

133



REFANIDIS& VLAHAVAS

Question marks (?) preceade named variables, whereas asterisks (*) denote no-named ores. The
definitions mean that for every instantiation d the named variables that appea in an XOR-
constraint and for all the valid instantiations of the no-named variables, acording to the predicae
definitions, exadly one groundfad can hdd in ead valid and complete state. The éove XOR-
constraints shemas are general definitions that can be grounded in several ways, acording to the
diff erent ways in which their named variables can be instantiated.

In some caes, it is possble to have XOR-constraints that incorporate AND relations. For
example, if in the logistics domain the predicae (out ?Package) is defined, which means that a
padkage is nat loaded either in atruck or in a plane, then the relevant constraint shoud be written:

((xor (and ( (at ?Package* ) (out ?Package) ) (in?Package* )) (package ?Package))

Note that some fads may not appea in any X OR-constraint, while some others may appea in
more than ore. Henceforth, we refer to fads that appea in at least one XOR-constraint as XOR-
constrained facts.

It is a requirement of the aurrent version d GRT that the XOR-constraints are included in the
domain definition. However, they could be computed analyticdly, based onthe mutual exclusion
relations between the fads of a problem, since mutualy exclusive fads canna appea
simultaneously in any valid state. However, providing them manually allows for some form of
guidance, sincethe domain enginee can leave out some of them, sincethey would lead to pantless
decompasitions.

The nation d XOR-constraints is hot new in planning. Gerevini and Schubert (1998 propaosed
amethodfor the automatic inference of state wnstraints from the adion definitions and the initial
state. Sngle valuedness constraints or sv constraints are the dosest to the XOR-constraints. But sv
constraints concern instantiations of the same predicae, while XOR-constraints can be relations
between ground fads of different predicaes. However, in more recent work (2000, 20008, they
extended their work to aso infer XOR-constraints.

The objea oriented damain spedficaion formalism introduced by McCluskey & Porteous
(2997 is smilar to XOR-constraints. According to this, states are nat defined as colledions of
fads but as colledions of objeds, eat oljed having its own internal status. So, X OR-constraints
can be impli citly defined from the requirement that all objed attributes are single valued.

5.3 Decomposing Problemsinto Sub-problems using XOR-constraints

In this dion weill ustrate how GRT exploits X OR-constraints within the pre-processng phase, in
order to avoid locd optimal states. Spedficdly, using them GRT manages to establish new ordered
subgoals that have to be adieved before athieving the original goals. These subgoals are grouped
into ordered intermediate states, thus the original difficult problem is decompaosed in a sequence of
easier subproblems that have to be solved sequentialy.

We will present the steps of the problem decomposition grocessthrough the example of Figure
3,a4x4grid problem with two keys (K1 and K2) and two robas (R1 and R2).

Initial State Goal State
3 K2 3 |R2|K2
2 R2 2
1 1 K1
0 R1 K1 0 |R1
o 1 2 3 O 1 2 3

Figure 3: A 4x4grid problem.
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B e

Goal facts i \
(aR1n0_0) |, (atR1n1_0) (atR1n1 1) (atR1n2_0) (at R1n3_0)
distance=0 [—» distance=l |[—¥® distance=2 distance=2 —» distance=3
- ! (move R1n1 0n0 0) (moveR1nl 1nl 0) (move R1n2 0nl 0) (move RLn3 0n2 0)
:
! \ 4
(aKinl 1) | (holding R K1) (atK1n3_0)
distance=0 [ » distance=3 »  distance=7
- . (leave R1K1n1 1) @R o) (get RLK1n3 0)
i a nZ_
. distance=3
@RrRzn03 || [ @renid @Rr2n2.3) (move R2 n2 22 3)
distance=0 —:—b distance=1 |  distance=2 (at R2n3_3)
- 1 [(move R2n1 3n0_3) (move RLn2 3nl 3) di Stance;3
: (move R2n3 3n2 3)
1
1 A
(atkK2nl 3) (! |(holding R2K2)
distance=0 [T® distance=2 (@K2n33)
i K2l 3 distance=6
- 1 [QeveR2K2nd 3) (get R2K21n3 3)

Figure 4: Part of the Greedy Regresson Graph for the 4x4 Grid problem.

For this domain the foll owing X OR-constraints can be defined:
((xor (at ?Robot * ) ) (robot ?Robot ) )
((xor (at ?Key* ) (holding ?Key)) (key ?Key))
The aove definitions have four groundinstantiations, ore for ead Robot and ore for ead Key.
Henceforth the notation X ORog; Will refer to the ground X OR-constraint concerning objea OBJ.
The first information that can be extraded is pairs of fads, ore from the initial state and ore
from the goals, which belong to the same ground XOR-constraint. For the problem of Figure 3 the
foll owing pairs can beidentified:

XORRgy: (atR1 N1 0) - (at R1L N0 _0)
XORRg2: (atR2n2 2) - (at R2n0_3)
XORk1: (at K1n3 0) - (atK1nl 1)
XORk2: (at K2n3 3) - (atK2nl 3)

The original GRT planner did na store information about the inverted adions, which achieved
the various fads in the heuristic construction plese. However, in order to exploit the XOR-
constraints, this information has to be stored. By storing these adions, the table structure used by
the GRT heurigtic is transformed to a direded agyclic graph. We cdl this dructure Grealy
Regresgon Graph a simply GRG.

The nodes of this graph are labeled with the fads of the problem. Each nock retains also the
estimated dstance between its fad and the goals and the mrrespondng related fads. It retains also
the name of the inverted adion that achieved its fad. The acs that paint to a node originate from
the nodes of the precondtions of the inverted adion that achieved the node's fad. Figure 4 shows
part of the GRG structure for the 4x4 grid problem (the related fads are omitted).

Based on GRG, for every ground XOR-constraint, a sequence of adions which is able to
transform the initial state fad to the crrespondng goal state fad can be derived. We aeinterested
only in the adions that change the X OR-constraint's fads and nd in adions that provide auxili ary
precondtions. For the problem of Figure 3, the adions sequences are shown in Table 4:
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Initial state Intermediate goals Goal state
——— yrd & S
XORRg; i | @R1n1 0 H > (atR1n3_0) Q (atR1nl_ 1) 'y (atR1Nn0_0) |[i
: 1 N & ! :
: L A N—" :
i s = | i
XORRg, 1| (atR2n2_2) y £ (at R2n3_3) / (atR2n1_3) \ > (atR2n0_3) |1
i I Ve e W\ 5
XOR1 i (at K1n3_0) i i ~ / »{(holding R1 K1) b \ i ' (at K1n1 1) i
i /):// L /// 1 i
XORkz | | (atK2n3_3) (= »|(holding R2 K2) S (atkznl3) ||
h -F-i-g_u-ré-S_:-'—F-he ordering graph for the 4x4 grid problem.
XOR Initial State Goal State Sequences of adions
constraints Fads Fads
XORgr; | (atR1nl1 0) | (atRLNO 0) [(moveR1nl 0 nO_0)
XORgr; | (atR2n2 2) | (atR2n0_3) [(moveR2 n2 2 n2 3) (move R2 n2 3nl 3)
(move R2 n1_3n0_3)
XORk; | (atK1n3 0) | (atKlnl 1) |(get RLK1n3 0) (leave RLK1nl_1)
XORy; | (atK2n3 3) | (atK2nl 3) |(get R2K2 n3 3) (leave R2 K2 nl 3)

Table 4: Sequences of adions that transform theinitial state fads
to the worrespondng goal fads.

Cheding the precondtions of the éove adions, we can find fads that are members of foreign
XOR-constraints. These fads are subgoals that have to be temporarily established, before
achieving the original goals, in the forward seach phese. In Table 4, the adions (get R1 K1 n3_0)
and (leave R1 K1 nl1_1) of the XORk: sequence have (at R1 n3_0) and (at R1 nl1 1) as
precondtions respedively, which are members of the XORg; relation. Similarly, the adions (get
R2 K2 n3_3) and (leave R2 K2 n1_3) of the XORx, sequence have (at R2 n3_3) and (at R2 n1_3)
as precondti ons respedively, which are members of the XORg; relation.

There aetwo types of subgoals. These ae the XOR-constrained fads that are dther:

(1)
(11

precondtions of agroundadionin aforeign XOR sequence, or
add-effeds of an adion,in their own XOR sequence, which has aforeign precondtion.

From the identified subgoals, we can construct a graph, conjoining the new subgoals with arcs
that dencote ordering constraints, using the foll owing rules:

1. All the subgoals are ordered after their initial state fad and kefore their goal fad (if any).

2. Subgoals of type (Il) that are members of the same XOR-constraint are ordered acarding to
the ordering of their adions.

3. Subgoals of type (I) are ordered together with the arrespondng subgoals of type (1), which
have resulted by the same adion.

4. For aspedfic XOR-constraint, subgoals of type (1) are ordered before the subgoals of type (I1).
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We cdl the resulted graph the ordering graph of the problem, since it denctes the order in
which the subgoals have to be adieved. Figure 5 shows the ordering graph for the problem of
Figure 3. Lines with arcs dencte ordering constraints. Doule-lines withou arcs denote that the two
fads are ordered together.

Proposition 8. The ordering graphis an agyclic graph.

Proof sketch: The proof can be based onthe way in which the fads are adieved in the Pre-
Procesgng Algorithm (Sedion 2.4). Actualy, fads are adieved in a spedfic time order (in case
where afad has been re-achieved with smaller cost, we wnsider the last time it has been
achieved). We define the ordering relation < between fads, dencting that a fad has been achieved
before another in the Pre-Procesdng Algorithm. Simil arly we define the < relation.

Ordering relations between the subgoals originate in two ways. Firstly, subgoals of type (Il) of
the same X OR-constraint are ordered expli citly to eat ather, acrding to the time they have been
achieved (in Figure 5 these ordering relations are denoted with nondashed lines with arcs).
Seoondy, ead subgoal of type (1) is ordered before than or at least at the same time with the
previous one of its correspondng type (1) subgoal (in Figure 5 these ordering relations are denoted
with dashed lines with arcs). Using the dove ejuivalences, we can transform the ordering graph to
an equivalent time-ordering graph. Since atime-ordering relation canna include ¢ycles, the same
happens for the ordering graph. B

The ordering graph makes it possble to construct intermediate, possbly incomplete, states,
which have to be athieved sequentially. Starting from the initial state, GRT attempts to insert one
subgoal from ead XOR-constraint in ead intermediate state. This fad must have the foll owing
properties:

= |t hasnot been inserted in a previous intermediate state,

= jtisnot ordered after some other fad of the same X OR-constraint that has not yet been inserted
in a previous intermediate state, and finally

= it isnot ordered together with a fad of another XOR-constraint that canna be inserted in the
current intermediate state.

In case where there ae more than ore fads with the &ove properties for a single XOR-
constraint, the seledion among them is dore abitrarily. Finally, in case where no fad with the
above properties exists for an XOR-constraint, the intermediate state is left incompl ete.

Corallary 4. It is always possble to construct the intermediate states.

Corallary 4 follows from Propasition 8.Sincethe ordering gaphis a direded agyclic graph, it
is always posdble to find at least one subgoal to be included in the next intermediate state. The
number of subgoals is an upper boundfor the number of the intermediate states that will be
constructed.

From the ordering graph o Figure 5, the foll owing intermediate states can be extraded:

Intermediatestate1l: ((atR1n3 0) (@ R2n3 3) (inK1R1l) (inK2R2))
Intermediatestate2: ((atR1nl 1) (atR2nl 3) (atKinl 1) (at K2nl 3))
Intermediate state 3: ((atR1n0 0) (at R2n0_3) (at Kinl 1) (atK2nl 3))

where the last state is the goal state.
After the @nstruction d the intermediate states, the planner has to solve three sub-problems,
which are eaier than the origina one; thus, the overall time to solve them is dhorter than the time
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needed to solve the original problem. Note, howvever, that this decomposition may leal to loss of
completeness In damains where no ceallock exists, some solutions may be pruned. In damains
where deallocks do exist, the decomposition may produce unsolvable sub-problems. In order to
maintain completeness the dgorithm shoud badktradk to al the possble inverted adions that
could achieve the fads in the Pre-Processng Algorithm, even those with large gplicdion costs.
However, due to the cmbinatorial explosion roblem, this approad is not adopted by GRT.

A usual situationisthe cae where the sub-problems neeal further decomposition. This stuation
arises in two cases. The first is when two oljeds need ead ather to achieve their goals, asin the
case of grid domain, with the keys and the roba, and the second case is when there is a sequential
interadion ketween threeor more objeds. In these caes, the ordering graph d the initial problem
encodes one aped of the interadion, while the ordering graphs of the sub-problems encode other
aspeds. However, in arder to avoid infinite decompositi ons, a aitoff level is defined.

6. The GRT Operation

GRT has been implemented in C++5. Its operation consists of several stages, which are shown in
Figure 6a.

Fadsand .
Domainfile ; ; Mutex Domain Problem
.~ —p|Parsingl—m-| Actions > . | . > . | »Plan
Problemfile computation computation enrichment processng
(a) The GRT operation stages
Problem processng
Ir(r)gl_iv;:t Goals Heuristic Problem State-space ;ﬁ:{: 2In
i P completion ™1 construction [™] decomposition[™]  seach g . v
| Elimination merging

(b) The problem processng stage
Figure 6: The overal operation d the GRT planning system.

In the first stage the domain and problem files are parsed and the initial data structures are
constructed. The seand stage mnsists of computing the fads and the adions of the problem. The
fads are stored in atreestructure, which isindexed by their predicaes andtheir objeds and all ows
for fast access while the adions are stored in a linked list. Moreover, multiple pointers conrea
eat fad with the adions, where the fad appeas. The computation d the fads and adions is
performed incrementally, by repeaedly applying the foll owing steps:
= |f afad has been readed, crede new adions that include this fad and ahers alrealy readed,

in their precondtions.
= |f anadion has been creaed, addits add effedsin the treestructure.

The process sarts with the initial state fads and cortinues urtil no more fads and adions can
be reated. This approach is time dficient and succeels in na generating many unreadable fads
and adions. For example, in the logistics damain, the fads denating that atruck islocaed in a dty

5 GRT isavail able ontline & http://www.csd.auth.gr/~IpisyGRT/main.html.
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different than itsinitial locaion, and the rrespondng adions, are not creaed. Note that in this
stage, bath the normal and the inverted adions are mmputed; the former are used in the mutex
computation stage, while the latter are used in the heuristic construction stage. However, no pe-
instantiated adions are used duing the state-space seach, where the gplicable adions to eadh
state ae cmputed by progressvely instantiating the adion schemas, using constraint satisfadion
techniques (forward cheding and intelli gent bacdktradking).

The stages that foll ow are the computation d the mutual exclusion relations, the enrichment of
the domain, and the problem processng. The latter stage consists of several sub-stages, as it is
shown in Figure 6b, where the most important ones are the wnstruction of the heuristic and the
state-spaceseach. Note that when we refer to the pre-processng phase of GRT, we mean all stages
that preceale the state-spaceseach.

In the cae where XOR-constraints are provided, GRT attempts to decompose the airrent
problem into sub-problems. If this attempt is successul, the problem processng stage is exeauted
reaursively for eat sub-problem, otherwise the aurrent problem is lved. Finaly, in the case of
deaompasitions, the partial solutions are merged and the overall solutionis returned.

7. Related Work

This ®dion lriefly presents other domain independent heuristic state-spaceplanning systems, by
emphasizing their similarities and dfferences to GRT, in terms of the way in which they construct
their heuristic and the diredion they traverse the state-space We omit certain pieces of related
work that concern spedfic pre-processng tedhniques implemented in GRT, as for example the
elimination d irrelevant objeds, sincethey have drealy been presented in previous sdions.

The recant evolvement of the domain independent heuristic planning started with the work of
Drew McDermott (1996, 199% on UNPOP (UN-Partial Order Planner, UN- stands for nor).
McDermott's planner is not restricted to pue STRIPS representations, suppating the more
expresgve language ADL (Pednault, 1989. The planner proceals forward in the state-space
Distance estimates between states are based onthe so-cdled regresson graph, which is built from
the goals using non fully-instantiated adions. UNPOP does nat consider subgoals interadions and
reaonstructs the regresson graph from scratch for ead intermediate state. Although this planner is
not competiti ve enough, compared to the subsequent heuristic planners, it was the faster one a the
time of its appeaance. However, we have to nde that UNPOP has been developed in LISP, whereas
the other heuristic planners are highly optimized C or C++ programs.

Although UNPOP was the first domain independent heuristic plannrer, the aeahas been pushed
forward by the AsP (Action Selection Planner, Bonet, Loerings & Geffner, 1997 and Hsp
(Heuristic Search Planner, Bonet & Geffner, 1998 planners. The atradive feaure of these
planners is the simple way the heuristic is constructed, presented in Sedion 2.1.AsP used a best-
first strategy with limited agenda, while HsP uses a hill -climbing one with limited plateau search
and restarts (an in-depth presentation d the state-spaceseach algorithmsis given by Zhang, 1999.

Both Asp and Hsp reoonstruct their heuristic from scratch for ead intermediate state. A
variation, cdled HsPr (r stands for regression), constructs the heuristic only once (Bonet &
Geffner, 1999. This approach resembles GRT, athowgh HsPr constructs the heuristic forward and
seaches badkwards. Both approaches have the problem of incomplete goal states, however it arises
in dfferent phases of the planning process GRT faces this problem in the pre-processng phase, by
enhancing the goals, as it has been described in Sedion 3.1n HsPr, the problem arisesin the search
phase, in the form of invalid states in the regresson state space To cope with the problem, Hspr
computes mutual exclusion relations and chedks ead state in the regresson state spacefor any
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possble violation d these relations. The disadvantage of this approad is that it is considerably
more time consuming than the GRT approad, sincethe Hspr has to chedk ead visited state.

A variation d Hsp, named HsP-2, changed the hill -climbing strategy to a best-first one, thus
preserving completeness and poducing better plans (Bonet & Geffner, 200). Moreover, HsSP-2
uses a weighted A* algorithm (WA*) (Peal, 1983 of the form f(§=g(S+W-h(S), where Sis an
intermediate state, g(9) is the acumulated cost from the initial state, h(S) is the estimated cost to
read the Goals and W is a parameter. For W=0, the seach algorithm behaves as a breadth-first
one, for W=1 it behaves as the typicd A* and for W it behaves as best-first. For the h(S
function, HsP-2 suppats svera heuristic functions, apart from the one presented in Sedion 2.1.

Recently, two new planners, FF and ALTALT, appeaed, which use a GRAPHPLAN-based
approad to estimate distances between the intermediate states and the goals. ALTALT (A Little of
This, A Little of That) is aregresson danner based onHspr, which faces the same problems with
invalid states as HsPr (Nigenda, Nguyen & Kambhampati, 200Q. ALTALT creaes a planning graph
in a pre-processng phase and wses severa tedhniques to extrad heuristic estimates of the distances
between the intermediate states and the initial state. For example, ore of them returns the level in
the planning gaph, where dl the fads of the intermediate state gpea, withou any mutual
exclusionrelation between them.

FF (Fast Forward) is a forward heuristic planner (Hoffmann & Nebel, 200). In order to
estimate the distance between an intermediate state and the goals, FF creaes a planning graph from
the state to the goals, using relaxed adions. Since there ae no delete dfeds, there ae no mutual
exclusionrelationsin the planning graph. From this graph, FF extrads arelaxed plan, the length of
which is the distance etimate. Note that, since there ae no mutual exclusion relations, no
badktradking occurs during the extradion d the relaxed plan, thus the extradion is accomplished
fast enowgh. The FF heuristic resembles the GRT ore, in that both aim in oltaining under-estimates,
but they adopt different approaches. The relaxations that FF performs are stronger, since it
completely ignores the delete dfeds. So the FF estimates are usually smaller than the GRT's ones
and most of the times are underestimates, whereas GRT nat-rarely produces overestimates.

FF adopts a variation of the hill -climbing strategy, cdled enforced hill climbing, ac@rding to
which, the planner always seeks to move to a state doser to the goals, acrding to its heuristic. FF
achieves that by performing abounded kreadth-first search from the arrent state, with a maximum
depth defined by the user; so the improving state does nat have to be adired successor of the
current state. Once that an improving state is found, the new adions are added to the end d the
current plan and the hill -climbing seach continues from the new state. In the cae where the
boundd breadth-first seach does not find an improving state, Fr restarts the seach from the initial
state adopting a best-first seach strategy.

FF exhibited dstinguishable performance a the AIPs-00 planning competition. One of the
feaures of FF resulting in its good performanceis that it does nat compute the gplicable adions
for ead intermediate state. Actually, FF gives priority to the first level adions of the relaxed plan.
Oncethat an adionthat produces a better stateisfound,it is applied andthe next state is processd.
Moreover, at most of the times, no rew relaxed plan has to be mnstructed, since it suffices to
remove the lastly applied adion from the beginning of the previous relaxed plan. So, FF succeels
in reducing drasticdly the st of processng ead intermediate state, paying however the st of
loosing completeness

The bottlenedk that occurs whil e determining the gplicable adions for ead intermediate state
has also been identified by Vrakas et a. (1999, 2000 In this work, the process of finding and
applying the gpliceble adions has been peralelized, resulting in almost linea speedup.
Parall €lizing the processof finding the gplicable adions, instead of ignoring most of them, as FF
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does, presents the alvantage of preserving completeness however, the st is that a parallel
madineis required.

We dose the reference to ather heuristic state-space planners with the STAN planning system
(Fox & Long, 1998 Long & Fox, 1999. STAN is nat a heuristic state-spaceplanner, at lesst in its
basic architedure, but a graph-based planner, which uses svera pre-procesdng techniques for
extrading useful domain information that is exploited for more dficient graph construction and
solution extradion. However, in the AiPs-00 competition a hybrid architedure was used (Long &
Fox, 2000 Fox & Long, 2001, where aheuristic state-space planning modue was employed to
solve spedfic identified sub-problems. Thus STAN succealed in improving its performance,
espedally in cases of transportation damains.

Concerning problem decompaosition, work has been dore on goa ordering (Cheng & Irani,
1989 Drummond & Currie, 1989. Recatly a similar approach has been proposed by Koehler
(1998 and has been extended by Koehler and Hoff mann (2000. This approach automaticdly
derives an ordering relation between the goal fads, which can be used by any planner to seach for
increasing sets of subgoals. The alvantage of this approad is that no extra information is needed,
except for the usual domain definiti on, whil e the disadvantage, with resped to the X OR-constraints
approad, is that only the goal fads are taken into acourt in the intermediate states that are
constructed. This approach has been adopted by the FF planning system.

8. Performance Results

In this sdion, we present performance results from several domains, taken from the literature and
from the two planning competitions. First, we investigate how the several techniques of GRT
contribute to its overall performance and then we compare GRT to ather planners.

The measurements that follow were taken on a SUN Enterprise 3000 madhine runring at
16MHz, with 256 MB main memory and operating system Solaris 2.5.1.1n the experiments we
set a5 minutes time limit for all experiments and danners®.

8.1 Measuring the Effectiveness of the Related Facts

In order to measure the contribution d the related fads to the overal performance of GRT, we
tested the planner, with and withou related fads, on poblems from various domains. The results
(solution length and time) are presented in Figure 7 (af).
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(a) Logistics problems (the goals have been enhanced with the most promising fads sledion method)

8Inthe URL http://www.csd.auth.gr/~1pis/GRT/JAIR/OnlineAppendixl.html
it can be foundthe exeautable files of al planners that took part in the @mparison, the source @de of GRT, the detail ed
results (in MS-Excd format), the origina datafil es, the problem description fil es and the script files for eat planner.
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(f) Puzze problems
Figure 7: Solution length and time (in msecs) with and withou the use of related fads
for problems from several domains.
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We can classfy the éove domainsin threegroups. The first groupincludes the domains where
the use of related fads clealy improves bath the solution length and time. This group comprises
the logistics domain (6a), the blocks-world, when a 3-adion schemas representation (move adions)
is used (6¢), and the puzzZle domain (6f). In these domains, there were many cases where GRT
withou related fads did na solve the problems, while with the related fads it did. Moreover, in
most cases when bah versions lved a problem, the version with the related fads was faster and
came up with a shorter plan.

The second group includes domains where the use of related fads does not affed the
effediveness of the planning process This group comprises the elevator domain, along with the
gripper, the movie and the mystery ones. In these domains, there is usualy a single way to achieve
the goals, so bah versions produce identicd plans. However, due to the processng overhead,
imposed by the mmputation d the related fads, the version with the related fadsis dightly slower
than the version withou them.

Finaly, the third groupincludes the domains where there is no apparent predominance between
the two versions. The freecell domain and the blocks-world domain, when a 4-adion schemas
representation is used (push, pop, pick-up, put-down), fall into this class In these domains the two
versions do nd have equal performance, bu there ae problems where one version surpasses the
other and vice-versa.

The aonclusion dawn from the dove measurementsis that the dfedivenessof the related fads
depends on the domain. They are more suitable in damains where there ae several waysto achieve
the goals, as logistics or blocks-world.

Additionaly, their efficiency depends on the way the domain is codified. A typicd exampleis
the blocks-world domain and the 4- and 3-adion schemas representations. The problem with the 4-
adion schemas representation is that pushing and stacking a block anywhere has always the same
fad as precondtion, i.e. that the block is held by the am. The cnsequence is that neither the
related fads, nar the distances are ammputed corredly. However thisis not a problem of the related
fads, it isa cmmon problem in damain independent heuristic planning, as it results from the last
planning competition. On the other hand, if a 3-adion schemas representation is used, then the
paths to achieve the fads of the domain are better tradked, so larger problems can be solved and the
corntribution d the related fads is sggnificant. We believe, finally, that also in the freecell domain
there is arepresentation inefficiency, hovever we have not yet tried to construct an alternative one.

8.2 Using Several Methodsto Enhance the Goals

In order to measure the dfedivenessof the three proposed methods to enhance the goals, we ran
GRT using them in the logistics problems of the AIPS-00 competition. We seleded this domain,
sincein the other domains of the cmpetition the goal state is either complete, or nea complete, so
thereisno dfference anong the threemethods. Figure 8 shows the solution length and time for the
easiest of the logistics problems.

With regard to solution length, the first method, which considers all the candidate fads as goal
fads, aways came up with better plans. As we mentioned in Sedion 3.2,this method poduces
small differences among the estimated distances, so the seach processtends to be breadth-first.
However, in most of the cases, the third method found pans of equal quality. With regard to the
solution time, the last two methods work faster, sincethey produce greaer diff erences between the
distances.

In Sedion 3.3we dso presented a method d enriching the domain representation. As already
mentioned, we were motivated by the need to trea domains like the movie or the elevator. We do
not present comparative performance results between the domain enrichment method and the pure
GRT planner for these domains, since withou this technique it is impaosdgble for GRT to solve the
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problems. However, it would be interesting to test the dficiency of this methodto ather heuristic
state spaceplanners.
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Figure 8: Results for logistics problems using diff erent methods to complete the goals.
All = Consider all the candidate fads as goal fads.
Initial = Seled theinitia state fads.
Greeady = Favor the most promising fads.

8.3 Reducing the Size of the Problem

The work of deteding and eliminating irrelevant objeds has been motivated by the need to
simplify the sub-problems resulting after the decomposition d a problem, when using XOR-
constraints. Performance results for this case ae presented in Sedion 8.4 This ®dion presents
indicdive results concerning the dfedivenessof the technique in the colored logistics domain that
has been mentioned in Sedion 4.1 For this purpose we enhanced the first group d logistics
problems of the AIPs-00 competition with the required predicaes and adions and we alded
propasiti ons defining the original color of ead padkage to the initial states. Figure 9 presents the
time nealed to solve the problems, with and withou the irrelevant objeds eli mination technique.
Asit results from the experimental data, there is an improvement in the solution time of about 20%.
Note that in bah cases the same plans have been found however, this would probably not be the
casein ather domains.

In order to measure the dficiency of the numericd representation d resources, we ran GRT bath
in the original mystery domain and in a modified damain, where resources have been represented
by numbers. Figure 10 presents the time needed to solve the problems with bah cases of GRT.
Note that in these experiments only the solvable mystery problems have been taken into acourt.
Asit results from Figure 10, GRT was sgnificantly faster, when anumerica representationis used.
The improvement is 65% on average. As for the solution length, in bah cases the same have been
foundagain.

Both techniques evaluated in this sedion gain their speedup mainly from the pre-processng
phase, since distances for a significantly smaller number of fads have to be estimated. As for the
seach plese, there is also a speedup, bu is lessimportant. Actually, the number of applicable
adions to ead state is the same with the two alternative representations of resources, since these
are guivalent. Moreover, the detedion d the gplicable adionsin the @om-based representation
takes abou the same time, due to the dfedive cnstraint-satisfadion techniques that GRT uses
when instantiating the adion schemata. Concerning the dimination o irrelevant objeds, withou
thistechnique, there ae more gplicable adions to a state, which however are usually not seleded,
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since they do ot lead to an improving state. However, the time spent in the detedion o these
adions may be not negligible.

The significance of the two techniques liesin that the overall ti me needed to solve the problems
remains abou the same, in the cae where more irrelevant objeds are used, and exadly the same,
in the cae where more resource levels are used. In the cae of more irrelevant objeds, these ae
deteded (in negligible wmst) and eliminated from the subsequent stages (Figure 6). However, there
is ome overhead impaosed by the stages that preceade the irrelevant objeds elimination stage, from
where these objeds have nat been eliminated.

In the cae of more resourcelevels, these do nd lea to the generation d new groundfads and
adions, so al the pre-processng stages consume exadly the same time. As for the state-space
seach, this is also exeauted in the same time, bu only in the cae where neither the initia
avail ability of resources, nar their consumption by the adions, na finally the constraints over them
have been changed. If thisis nat the case, then we ae deding with a different planning problem,
which may be harder to solve.
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Figure 9: Time (in msecs) nealed to solve the colored logistics problems,
with and withou the irrelevant objed elimination technique.
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Figure 10: Time (in msecs) neaded to solve the solvable mystery problems,
when the original atom-based or a number-based representation for resources is used.

84 XOR Constraints

We tested the dficiency of the XOR-constraints based decompasitionin two damains: A simplified
mystery domain, where resources have been removed, and the grid domain of the AiPs-98
competition. We did nd use the logistics domain for these experiments, since logistics problems
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are nat difficult for the original GRT and the small profit from solving the eaier sub-problems is
compensated by the extra pre-processng cost of ead sub-problem.

We removed resources from the original mystery domain because otherwise it would be
probable to oltain ursolvable subproblems. As it has been nded in Sedion 5, ceaomposing a
problem may lead to loss of completeness thus the technique is unsuitable for domains where
deallocks may arise, as the origina mystery one. Note that by removing resources, al mystery
problems become solvable.

The XOR-constraints that have been defined for the simplified mystery domain were the
following:

((xor (at ?Truck * ) ) (truck ?Truck))
( (xor (at ?Package * ) (in ?Package * ) ) ( package ?Package) )

while for the grid domain were the foll owing ones:

((xor (at-robot*)))
( (xor (locked ?Place) ( open ?Place) ) ( place ?Place) )

((xor (at ?Key * ) (holding ?Key ) ) (key ?Key ) )

Note that in the grid damain an XOR-constraint dencting that the am is either empty, or the
roba halds akey has not been defined, sincethiswould lead to pdntlessdecmpasiti ons.

In bah damains, we ran GRT with and withou the problem decompasition technique.
Additionally, in order to demonstrate the @ntribution d the irrelevant objeds elimination
tedhnique when solving the sub-problems, we mndicted experiments for this case in the simplified
mystery domain. We did na consider this case in the grid domain, because no irrelevant objeds
can be deteded there. Figure 11 presents the resullts.
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Figure 11 Solutiontime (in msecs) and length with and withou
the X OR-constraints based problem decompositi on technique.
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As for the simplified mystery domain, GRT withou the problem decomposition technique
generally produced shorter plans, as expeded. On the other hand, the use of the XOR-constraints
acceerated the problem decompasition process espedally in case of difficult problems. Actualy,
if we only consider the seven most difficult problems, the improvement aciieved by the
deacompasition is 60% on average. Note however that, when the irrelevant objeds elimination
technigue was nat used, there was no improvement. In na difficult problems there is no
acceeration, since asin the cae of the logistics problems, the small profit from the faster solution
of the eaier sub-problems is compensated by the st of repeaing the pre-processng phase for
ead ore of them.

The grid domain was the most difficult one of the AIPs-98 competition. The mntestants
managed to solve only the first problem. GRT withou X OR-constraints could ony solve the first
problem, too. On the other hand, with the XOR-constraints based decompasition, GRT was able to
solve the first four problems in the time limit of 5 minutes, while in the fifth problem it ran ou of
memory. It is worth nding that this domain produces multi ple levels of decompositions. Figure 12
presents these levels for the strips-grid-y-2 problem.

As far as we know, the only planner that can cope with the grid problems effedively is FFr. We
ran FF in the five grid problems and it solved the first four, within the time limit of 5 minutes, with
the foll owing results (length/time): 14/230, 39840, 487810and 453280, which are considerably
better compared to the performance of GRT.

Main problem

| Sub-problem 1 r | Sub-problem 2 | | Sub-problem 3 | | Sub-problem 4

| sub-problem 3.1—| | subproblem3.2 | | subproblem3.3 |

\

| Sub-problem 3ﬁprouem me-problem 313 | | Sub-problem 4.1 | | Sub-problem 4.2 | | Sub-problem 4.3

A
| Sub-problem 3.1.1.1 || Sub-problem 3.1.1.2 || Sub-problem 3.1.1.3 |

Figure 12 Decomposition for the strips-grid-y-2 problem using X OR-constraints.

8.5 Best-First and Hill-Climbing Strategies

Receantly we equipped GRT planner with two new feaures: a second opional seach strategy, the
well known hill -climbing, and a dosed-list of visited states, in order to avoid revisiting them.

GRT adopts the enforced hill-climbing strategy, originaly presented in Hoffmann & Nebel
(2001, acoording to which, from ead intermediate state a limited breadth first seach is
performed, urtil an improving state is readied. When an improving state caina be found, GRT
restarts the search from theiniti al state with the typicd best-first strategy.

Moreover, the hill -climbing strategy has been enhanced with afast adion seledion mechanism.
As it has been presented in Sedion 5.3, when GRT estimates the distances between the problem's
fads and the goals in the pre-processng phase, it stores in the GRG structure the adion that
adhieved eat fad. So, in order to find an improving succesr state quickly, the hill -climbing
seach strategy first attempts to apply the adions that achieved the aurrent state's fads. Once that
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an improving successor state is found,the remaining of the adions are not processed, thus avoiding
to compute dl the gpplicable to the airrent state adions. Note however that it is not guaranteed that
these adions can always be gplied to the aurrent state. In case where no improving state can be
found,the remaining of the gplicable to the arrent state adions are taken into acourt.

Figure 13 presents comparative performance results in logistics and elevator problems, using
both search strategies. In the logistics problems, the most promising facts seledion method d
enhancing the goals has been used. As it results from the experimental data, in the logistics
problems and with the use of the hill-climbing strategy, there is a significant reduction in the
solution time of abou 52%. The st is an increment of abou 3% in the length of the plans. In the
elevator problems, there is also a reduction in the solution time of abou 2%, whereas the
produced plans areidenticd.
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(b) Elevator domain
Figure 13: Comparative results (solution length and time) between the hill -climbing
and the best-first strategies.

We tested the dficiency of the fast adion seledion medhanism, by also running GRT with the
hill -climbing strategy but withou this medhanism in the same logistics and elevator problems.
Concerning the logistics problems, the speedupwas abou 4 7%, whil e the increment in the solution
length was 3% on average again. Concerning the devator problems, the speedupwas 28%, wheress
the produced planswere ayain identicd. The conclusion from these alditi onal measurementsisthat
the speedup is primarily due to the hill -climbing strategy and secondy due to the fast adion
seledion medhanism. The cntribution d this medhanism depends on the domain and it is more
important in the logistics and lessin the elevator. Itsinefficiency in the elevator domain means that
the adionsthat are seleded by this medhanism do nd usually lead to an improving state or they are
nat applicable, so all the goplicable adions have to be computed.

Results for other domains, like blocks-world and freecell, are nat presented, since in these
domains hill -climbing usually fail sto find a plan and GRT restarts on abest-first basis. However, in
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these domains the dosed-list of states has been proved invaluable, improving drasticdly the
performance of GRT. For example, in the freecell domain and withou the dosed list of visited
states, the GRT planner in the AIPs-00 danning competiti on succeeled in solving problems with up
to 6 cards per suit, while with this data structure it can solve some of the more difficult ones (13
cads per suit). Note that for an efficient implementation d the dosed-list of visited states a hash-
table data structure has been adopted.

8.6 Comparison toother Planners

In this edion, we present comparative results between the GRT planner and aher planners. We
dedded to use HsP-2 (Bonet & Geffner, 200)), FF (Hoffman & Nebel, 2007, STAN (Long & Fox,
200Q Fox & Long, 2000,2007 and ALTALT (Nigenda, Nguyen & Kambhampati, 200Q7. All these
planners took part in the domain independent tradk of the AIPS-00 danning competition. We
seleded these planners becaise HsP-2 and STAN are state-of—the-art planning systems, FF has been
awarded for its outstanding performance in the last competition and ALTALT is a new but very
promising domain-independent state-spaceheuristic planner.

The dm of our experiments is to have an overall view of the performance of the evaluated
systems. Performing pair wise comparisons between spedfic optimization techniques is not
possble, since these techniques are implemented ontop o different systems. Moreover, this kind
of comparisonsis out of the scope of this paper, which focuses in the use of spedfic diredions for
constructing the heuristic and traversing the spaceof the states, in the aeaof domain-independent
heuristic state-space planning, and nd in the evaluation o the numerous pre-processng
optimization techniques. However, in the caes where we identify the contribution d a spedfic
fedure in the performance of a planner, we comment onthis.

In order to have fair comparisons, we used exadly the same problem and damain description
files for all planners. So, GRT ran withou XOR-constraints or numerica representation o
resources. Moreover, although the irrelevant objea elimination technique is an integral feaure of
GRT, it had no contribution in these domains, since there were nat irrelevant objeds. We believe
that the dsenceof irrelevant objedsin these domains does nat mean that thistedchnique has li mited
applicability, but it is an indication that more red domains for testing purposes have to be used in
the future, sincethe planning tasksin ou red-life aefull of irrelevant objeds. Finaly, the domain
enrichment tednique proved valuable for the elevator domain orly. However, this technique, as
well asthe goal enhancement one, has not to be seen as an optimization technique, but as away to
overcome the problems that arise from the badkward dredion d the heuristic construction.

We tested the planners in several domains taken from the planning competitions and from the
literature, in the same workstation and within the 5 minutes time limit. The results are presented in
the foll owing.

8.61 LoalisTICS

For the logistics domain we used the test suite of the AIPs-00 competition. The results are shownin
Figure 14. In this domain GRT, as well as FF and STAN, performed well, solving all the problems.
HsP and ALTALT failed to solve the large problems within the time-limit. In general, best plans are
found ly STAN, which uses gpedal domain-dependent heuristics for problems identified as

7 STAN isavail able & http://www.dur.ac uk/~dcsOwww/research/stanstuff/stanpage.html
Frisavallable a http://www.informatik.uni-freiburg.de/~hoff manrvff .html
Hsk-2 isavail able & http://www.ldc.usb.ve/~hedor/
ALTALT isavail able & http://rakaposhi.ess.asu.edwaltweb/atalt.html
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transportation problems. Best solution times are atieved by FF and STAN in the small problems
and by GRT in the large ones.
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Figure 14: Solution length and time (msecs) for the logistics problems of the A1Ps-00 competition.

The logistics problems in Figure 14 have incomplete goal states. GRT ran with the most
promising facts goals-completion method and with the hill-climbing strategy. However, the
incompleteness of the goal state is an advantage for the planners that construct the heuristic in a
forward diredion. Motivated by this remark, we forced all the planners to solve logistics problems
with complete goal states, requiring all the trucks and danes to return to their initial locdion. The
results are shown in Figure 15.
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Figure 15: Solution length and time (msecs) for logistics problems with complete goal states.
In the new logistics problems, GRT, STAN and HsP-2 exhibited stable performance, solving the

problemsin abou the same time. For GRT, this means that the goal compl etion mechanism behaves
well, at least in this domain. FF fail ed to solve the large problems. Finally, ALTALT solved some
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more problems and this is because the regresson mechanism did na encourter invalid states. Note
that, although the goal state was complete in this case, GRT treaed these problems as usual,
attempting to enhancethe goals.

8.62 BLOCKS-WORLD

For blocks-world problems in the AIPs-00 competiti on a four-adions representation was used, i.e.
adions push, pop, stack and unstack. This representation is unsuitable for GRT, as it has been
explained in Sedion 7.1.So0, GRT did na solve most of the blocks-world problems. Figure 16
presents the results of all plannersin all blocks-world problems.

As dhown in Figure 16, FF exhibits the best performance, solving the majority of the problems
and produwcing better plans than the other planners. The superiority of FFin thisdomainisdueto a
technique cdled Added Goal Deletion, acmrding to which the goal fads are ordered and achieved
in a progressve manner (Hoffmann & Nebel, 2001 Koehler and Hoff mann, 200Q. This technique
isespedally suited for the blocks-world domain and the 4-adion schemas representation. However,
this technique does not always succeels to produce good aderings and this is the reason why Fr
fail sto solve some of the eaiest problems, which have been solved by the other planners.

As for the remaining planners, HsP-2 succealed in solving al problems with upto 18 Hocks
and ore problem with 24 Bocks, GRT and ALTALT solved problems up to 14 Bocks and STAN up
to 12 Bocks. Moreover, GRT produced plans of low quality.
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Figure 16: Solution length and time (msecs) for the blocks-world problems
using the 4-adion schemas domain representation.

In order to demonstrate the influence of the domain representation in the dficiency of GRT, we
ran al the planners in the same problems using the dternative 3-adion schemas domain
representation. The results are shown in Figure 17.

The performance of GRT is sgnificantly improved, solving problems with upto 33 Bocks and
prodwing better plans than the other planners. Moreover, with the exception d the smallest
problems, GRT is faster than the other planners, but FF. The latter solved lesslarge problems, bu
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solved all the small est ones. HsP-2 solved all the problems with upto 19 bocks, while ALTALT and
STAN stopped at 14 Hocks.
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Figure 17: Solution length and time (msecs) for the blocks-world problems
using the 3-adion schemas domain representation.

8.63 FREECELL

Freecell is the famous card game taken from the MS-Windows 98 dstribution. The domain was
initialy introduced in the AIPS-00 competition and proved ore of the most difficult domains.
Figure 18 presents the performance results in this domain. Note that ALTALT could na solve these
problems and this was also the cae in the mpetition.

In the freecell domain, the only planners that succeeled to solve some of the difficult problems
were GRT and Fr. Actually, these planners slved some problems with 12 and 13cards per suit.
HsP-2 solved problems with upto 6 cards per suit and STAN upto 3 cards per suit. Regarding the
solution quality, GRT produced better plans than FF. Regarding the solution time, FF was faster in
the small problems, whereas in the big ones the two planners had equal performance

8.64 ELEVATOR

The elevator (or miconic-10) domain has been presented in Sedion 3.3 At least in its pure STRIPS
version, it is a relatively easy domain. So, al planners found pans of equal qudity (with the
exception d HsP-2, which produwced dlightly more lengthy plans). However, the planners have
different performancein terms of solutiontime.

Spedficdly, FF was the fastest, followed by STAN, then GRT, then HspP-2 and finally ALTALT.
This domain favors FF, because the relaxed plan produced by its heuristic medchanism for the initial
state isadually the solution, sincethe original adions of the domain do na contain any delete lists.
STAN identifies this domain as a transportation danain and wses suitable techniques to solve the
problem. Finally, GRT is faster than HSP-2 and ALTALT, since GRT constructs its heuristic faster
than HsP-2. The results are presented in Figure 19.
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Figure 18: Solution length and time (msecs) in the freecell domain.
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Figure 19: Solutiontime (in msecs) in the elevator domain.

8.65 GRIPFER

The gripper domain was introduced in the AIPs-98 danning competition. The domain concerns a
roba with two grippers that must transport a set of balls from one room to ancther. In the A1Ps-98
competition, oy HsP managed to solve the 20 poblems. Figure 20 presents the results in this
domain.
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Figure 20: Solution length and time (msecs) in the gripper domain.

Regarding the solution length, the five planners have been dvided into two groups: GRT,
ALTALT and STAN produced identicd plans of higher quality, while FF and HsP-2 produced
identicd plans of lower quality. Regarding solution time, GRT is the fastest planner in al problems
apart from some of the eaiest, followed closely by STAN, next comes FF, next ALTALT and last
HsP-2. Note that in this domain STAN takes advantage of its ymmetry analysis, which identifies

the set of the ball s and the two grippers as symmetric objeds (Fox and Long, 1999.

8.66 HANOI

We ran the planners in 6 hanoi problems, taken by Bonet and Geffner (2001). The six problems
have threeto eight disks respedively. Figure 21 presents the results.
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Figure 21: Solution length and time (msecs) in the hanoi domain.
Regarding the solution length, all the planners foundidenticd plans, with the exception d the

last two problems, where GRT foundworse plans. Regarding the solution time, FF was the faster,
then came GRT and HsP-2, then ALTALT and last came STAN.
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8.67 PuzzLE

We ran the planners in four 8-puzze problems and in two 15puzZe ones, taken by Bonet and
Geffner (2001). Two of the four 8-puzze ae hard and their optimal solution involves 31 adions,
the maximum plan length in this domain. The 15-puzze problems are of medium difficulty. Figure
22 presentsthe results.
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Figure 22: Solution length and time (msecs) in the puzzle domain.

STAN solved only the 8-puzZe instances, bu it produced the best plans. The other planners
solved al the problems, bu they presented variations in the quality of their plans, with the FF
planning system producing worst plans in most of the caes. Regarding solution time, FF was the
fastest in the eaier problems and GRT in the more difficult ones, followed by HSP-2 and ALTALT.
STAN was the slowest planner in this domain.

9. Conclusion and Future Work

In this paper we presented the GRT planning system, a heuristic state-space planner, which
constructs its heuristic in a domain-independent way. The fundamental difference between GRT
and aher heuristic state-spaceplannersis that GRT constructsits heuristic once, in apre-processng
phase and in a badkward dredion, wsing regresson from the goals. GRT attempts to tradk the
positive and regative interadions that occur between the problem fads when trying to achieve
them, in order to produce better estimates.

GRT employs sveral new techniques that improve its efficiency. These ae the automated
identification o incomplete goal states, the identification and enrichment of inadequate domain
representations, the dimination d irrelevant objeds andthe adoption d anumericd representation
of resources. Finally, a knowledge-based method that uses domain axioms in the form of XOR-
constraints, in order to decompose difficult problems into easier sub-problems that have to be
solved sequentialy, has adopted.

The paper presented extensive comparative results in a large number of domains. In the
comparisons, besides GRT, four of the most powerful domain independent planners took part. The
results showed that no danner clealy outperforms all the others.

Concerning solution time, in most of the domains GRT and Fr were the fastest planners. The
explanation behind this observation lies in that these planners construct their heuristic a@ther once
(in the cae of GRT), or afew times only (in the cae of FF). For example, in the elevator domain,
where delete dfeds do nd exist and FF constructs a relaxed panning gaph ony ornce it is
extremely fast. On the oontrary, in the gripper and the puzze domains, where FF neeals to
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recnstruct the relaxed planning gaphs, its efficiency deaeases drasticdly with resped to the
GRT'sore.

HsP-2 was nat faster than the other planners in any domain, being always outperformed by Fr.
This was expeded, since the two planners use the forward dredion bah for the wnstruction o
their heuristics and for traversing the state-space however FF constructsits heuristic lesstimes than
HsP-2. Our impressonis that the FF heuristic is also more informative and more acairate than the
one of HsP-2. Concerning ALTALT, although it constructs its heuristic once, it did nad manage to be
faster than the othersin any domain andthisis (we believe) due to the problems that arise from the
badkward diredion in which it traverses the state-space So, thisis an indicaion that in the cae
where oppaite diredions are used for the heuristic construction and the seach phase, as GRT,
ALTALT and Hspr do, it is preferable to use the badkward diredion for the heuristic construction
and the forward dredion for the seach phese. This is why the problems that arise when
constructing the heuristic badkwards may be confronted more eaily than the problems that arise
when traversing the state-spacebadkwards.

Domain analysis techniques, which occur in pre-processng phase, also play an important role.
STAN, which is primarily based on these techniques, had many variations in its performance. In
transportation damains, like the logistics and the elevator ones, where STAN exploits gedalized
heuristics, it was among the fastest planners. In the gripper domain, where STAN exploits its
symmetry analysis, its performance was also excdlent. In aher domains, as for example the
freecell or the blocks, it was not competiti ve due to its GRAPHPLAN basic architedure, which is not
considered afast techndogy any more.

FF adso employed a domain analysis technique cncerning goal ordering, which played an
important role in the blocks problems. It would be very interesting to seethe alaptation and the
impad of this technique to ather planners as well. As far as we know, HsP-2 and ALTALT are not
using any domain analysis technique. GRT exploited only the domain enrichment technique in the
elevator domain, havever this technique is an integral part of its heuristic mechanism, in order to
overcome some problems that arise from the badkward heuristic construction.

An interesting observation concerns the performance of GRT in the bigger problems of the
logistics, freecell, gripper and puzze domains, where GRT exhibited better performancethan in the
small er problems of the same domains, compared to the other planners. We believe that thisis due
to the fad that GRT constructs its heuristic once, whil e the repeaed construction o the heuristics
for the other plannersis an inhibitory fador in the bigger problems.

The monclusions drawn above ignore asignificant fador, which is the spedfic implementation,
i.e. the goproadches adopted by the various planners for "trivial" tasks, such as the computation o
al the groundfads and adions of a problem or the cmmputation d the gopliceble ationsto agiven
state, the optimization d the wde and d course patential "bugs". For example, in order to find the
applicable adionsto a state, GRT uses constraint satisfadiontechniquesto progressvely instantiate
the adion schemas for ead state, whereas most of the other planners exploit conredivity graphs
between the fads of a problem and the pre-instantiated adions. Our experiments with GRT have
shown that a significant portion d the processng time is $ent in the determination d the
applicable adions to a state. This is the reason why we have developed a paral el version d GRT,
named PGRT (Vrakas et. a., 1999 2000, which makes use of this observation and has been
proved very efficient in al domains. However, it isin ou future plans to develop a nredivity
graph also in GRT andto compare it to the existent approach.

Differences that are due to the ade optimization a potential "bugs' canna be eaily deteded,
but we believe that al the planners, bah the oldest and the newest ones are well-optimized
programs. In the future we would like to seetheoreticd comparisons between the computational
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complexities of the various techniques and algorithms, apart from their experimental evaluation
that is usually adopted.

Concerning plan length, GRT produced better plans than the other planners in the freecell
domain, in the gripper domain (along with ather planners), in many blocks problems when a 3-
adion schemas representation was used and in some logistics problems. STAN exhibited the best
behavior in most of the domains and we believe this is due to its GRAPHPLAN basic architedure,
which aways produces optimal parall el plans and,in many cases, sequential plans also. FF behaved
well in the logistics and the blocks problems, with the 4-adion schemas representation (in the latter
case probably due to the goa ordering tedhnique), however it produced lengthy plans in aher
domains, asthe freecell, the gripper and the puzzle ones.

Hsp-2 produced longer plans than GRT in many domains, as for example the logistics, the
freecell and the gripper domains and the blocks one, when a 3-adions representation was used.
This observation means that in these domains the related fads employed by the GRT heuristic
proved more valuable than the forward and repeaed reconstruction d the HsP-2 heuristic. Finally,
ALTALT has not been dstinguished for the quality of its plansin any domain.

Our general impresson from the experiments is that there ae spedfic domains that favor
spedfic planners. So, what is important is to investigate the reasons for that. We ae aurrently
working in exploring the internal charaderistics of ead damain, clasdfying them into more
general caegories that share ammmon feaures, and asociate these feaures with spedfic heuristic
seach techniques. A first attempt for a domain classficaion can also be foundin (Hoff mann,
2001).

An alternative view of the @ove problem concerns the way a domain is encoded. The same
planner in the same domain may alter its performance when a diff erent representation is adopted.
We facal this problem with the blocks-world, with the 4- and 3adions shemas domain
representations, where the performance of GRT varies sgnificantly, whil e the performance of other
planners is also atered. We dso facal this problem with the elevator and movie domains, which
were the motivation for the development of the domain enrichment technique. Our conviction is
that domain-independent planning is grongly domain-representation dependent.

Concerning GRT, we plan to extend it so asto hande more expressve domains, suppating most
of the feaures of the PDDL language (types, quantifications, negations, disjunctions, etc). At this
time we ae working with an extension o GRT, which has the aility to take into account multiple
criteria (i.e. solution time, resources, safety, profit etc.). We ae dso interested in incorporating
domain analysis techniques, as they have been developed in STAN and DISCOPLAN, in order to take
advantage of spedalized methods for handliing spedfic types of problems or sub-problems. Finaly,
we will investigate the posshility and the utility of combining domain independent planning
techniques with damain dependent ones, withou loosing the generality of the planning system.
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