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Abstract In this paper, we consider the problem of exploiting suboptimal opponents in imperfect
information extensive games. Most previous works use opponent modeling and find a best response to
exploit the opponent. However, a potential drawback of such approach is that the best response may
not be a real one, since the modeled strategy actually may not be the same as what the opponent
plays. We try to solve this problem from the perspective of online regret minimization, which avoids
opponent modeling. We make extensions to a state-of-the-art equilibrium-computing algorithm called
counterfactual regret minimization (CFR). The core problem is how to compute the counterfactual
values in online scenarios. We propose to learn approximations of these values from the results
produced by the game and introduce two different estimators: static estimator which learns the values
directly from the results’ distribution, and dynamic estimator which assigns larger weight to new
sampled results than older ones for better adapting to dynamic opponents. Two algorithms for online
regret minimization are proposed based on the two estimators. We also give the conditions under
which the values estimated by our estimators are equal to the true values, showing the relationship
between CFR and our algorithms. Experimental results in one-card poker show that our algorithms
not only perform the best when exploiting some weak opponents, but also outperform some state-of-

the-art algorithms by achieving the highest win rate in matches with a few hands.

Key words extensive games; imperfect information; regret minimization; counterfactual regret

minimization; static estimator; dynamic estimator
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BARTE AN RELE RO 5 F P, AT HEANAE RS UBAEFGE TR E; M3 545 F 0 A
AN FTERLARGUE IR E, AR R E S FHRB TR AT 2MHET TR . REE
LA T b R R R ey ok SRR TR ey P 5 4 A& % 3] ik (DBBR, MCCFR-os,
Q-learning,Sarsa) # /7 T AFtb. TR E TR BOE EF RS EBTFHAAXERT . ERAES

4 Fp b Bk tg b B P B R 5 0 B E

r@im FEAXHEE, RZERE L TRE M EME RTS8 R 5%

HE%ESEES TPIS

P A 38 (extensive games) J&—Ff 43 25 I
J P 5 ) RS R 22 ) RS T LR T R X
G HEAT AL LU G R G ML L TELAL L Hh B T AR Ok
VFZWFIE & e T4 e 25 b 40 A 2 7 (Nash
equilibrium) 315 A 8T, JF £ — 28 HAT R PR
D5 LIRS 24 ) R R R Oy R TR BE R
(excessive gap)™ | HE 481 18t &% 4 /)N 1k (counterfactual
regret minimization, CFR)M & HAH 6ok i 7 0.

SR o 24 X Tl FH 490 A 349 47 5% w0 A7 107 2% o
G AR B R TP WAL R T 489 A 34 18 5 s A fig
PF 52 6F 12 65 TF 1 % 4 I i (best response) 5% W& . 7E
XFAEIE T F U Cexploit) YL %t T 19 55 o5 15 15 fig
% AR A5 LU AT H 9 - 24 7 56 g 5T v A Il . 7R A 5
o I R A X T 1 ) R v 446 R 4 T AR OR T
S F 845 (opponent modeling) i) 77 3 . BV & 2& XF Xt
T8 P 6% SR s 2 A7 AL AR TS R 32 O i AR A 3 5
S AR AR SR AELR o R TR T R T A S 1% SR g A A
AN B8 ) 0T T T A A S SR o PTG B X SR A
Y ) S5 A 0 5 L TF 04 e AR I N 22 [R) A7 7 i 25 3
YR R T R ABE 9 5 9% A T 32 X X T 3R g 1) Bl A AR Ak
A H PR S

Y3 X T A AL AR SCHE N gt B ) Ak
(regret minimization) I 1 B & F) F R LX) F 19 55
A PR st Bk e /N G T TRy i A (player) A7
At 2 ZAA 4 AR R T T AL TR
LR AT Oy e R PLs R/ ME CFR™ A 3¢
Pt T ARSI T i AL M HE SR, AR IZAE SR
Hh A IR R A A 2 A 141> 15 8L 4R (information
set) {4 K L1 {8 (counterfactual value, CF value).
7E CFR v, f A0 i /2 2 T X0 T A 5 W& 1 o L.
H TR 2 b X T A SR 2 R ARG L AR SCHR HE O
THZE 1) 45 SRAEAS b e 2 2] i AN 18 A9 3 (L1 OF 45
H 2 PG 2 B S Al 1 (static estimator) | 3
A3 (dynamic estimator). #2 A 1 25 8 & X
T RS SRS AT WA O TGRSR A 1Y

G3 A v AE 2] i AN R . A 2R L B AGI
T I 2 X683 7 A 1 2 4 SR T T o B A R
LM fE % 7R BE T T 5K w9 s A& A2 k. B T ax 2 Fh
A TE s AR SO B T TR A AL T AL R
L35 I o /)N fh & ¥k (static estimator-based OCFR,
seOCFR) FIHE T 20 25 Al 11 1 78 £ i 0 35 9k 5 /N b
¥ (dynamic estimator-based OCFR, deOCFR).
() Bt B8 b 20 A A0 ] e 25 6k 32 A sh 2848
BTG T R N 5 B S Z Y O R TR
T2 $ 58 (one-card poker) FSEH . 5 4 FhfE LR
22 3] # 3 DBBRM, MCCFR-0s'™, Q-learning™'®,
Sarsa'" PEAT T X Eb. S2E 45 SR R AR SCHT 4R Y
VLR AE RS T 47 b R 55 A X T iR 7E 5 4 R
Xof b AR — 3% — By T 2 AR A o e 1 R

1 H=HiA

1.1 yFRAEBE

5 — 1 28 (normal-form game) A [A], J&
A (player) 74" & U125 vh b 25 4% B — 5 1Y U iE
Frofol. AR B AT WA, ¥R gR 4 58
FAF BRI 5E £ A5 B 2 B A U A 58
FAF BT P R IR AT e HE LT

EX 1. AEERERY EAHELE - d
(NSH P, fo o A b imioe N s Lt bimy e vy 0 H R
N 2HBRR A (player) 846 s H & A B ) 1F )7 51
Chistory) &G B F A OJE H Pt R H TR E
TTEMNE - PRHEE H Tt ER; &1k
(terminal history) & H F AR J8 F H A AT 1] 7 51 i
By, & ZEH R ILF O E G X TAE4
13 he H A = {al (h.a) € HYFRRTE b b
PIAT BB A s P 2R NFRIRREG P NES
N U (e} fE—DAEL L7 9146 Ik — A4 R AT 3l
R A, Hod o AR IR BE ML S 4 (chance) ; P (h) B
FRTEIFH) h Z IR ZEPATIIER R N £ 2B
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LA R R B R T PO = M5 5, £ G [ h) 25
ERF—N AR BIBIE a B9 & A A3, HAE v
folalmRFm ¥ F RPN €N, T={I|[.CH,
P(I) =i} /nRHSE B 4% (information partition) ;
521 JC R BN 1E B4R (information set) , &4
RAEE H T4 RS T I X 51 3h 1
JEA s — s, X FAR & he L, B AL A
PI)EACE A FI P s ¥ TFEANRHT A €N,
w;: Z— R FOH bR B 8 HAE B — 2k 7 A
BT R AR R .

DL bR o8 45 B e g i e Xk e L.
LSS 5 SRy 4] % 4 i 21 2 0 o AR i — 20 i
BEULI]. SRS S LI 4R

D 2 AR A4Sk P1F P2;

2) — R AL A4 P AE R 45 13 5Kk, AR R 1E
RSO 2 B A2 /N A R

3 e 2 MR AELESHERT S EHE;

D RGBT NSNS 1 5K v i

5) P1SERIEME bet $OCKR T i, o i 5 )
8% bet $1CFH);

(1) # P1 ¥4 bet $0,P2 W LLEFE bet $0
% bet $1;

O#F P2 ## bet $0, S EE 0 R AJAE %

RS 2;
@ P2 %£¥ bet $1,P1 0l LL bet $1 8% fold
(R

I. # P13E$t fold, W P2 A% by $ 35

II. # P1¥E#t bet $1, S50 R b A 345
Ky $ 4

(2)# P1 %#% bet $1,P2 L) bet $1 5% fold;

O#F P2 g fold, W P1 KA R b iy $ 3

@5 P2 ¥t bet $ 1, 2800 19 N 3R A5 % 3t vh
) $ 4.

HAEZERIAT AN 1 fros. 7R 1, 22 AR
BE ML PR 05 CRE & M B 5 T JE £ PL LR
TR SRR P2 PSR 5 = MBS R Tl
FEMEE A X R T4 R U IR 19 B 2k 2R n] R
FRAhvE R R AES N=1{1.2}. BRI FEHL S 1
T RY PR 8K, 45 P2 KR eA. 1EiX
ZJa 4 P1 ek #801E bet $0.0fiJ5 P2 tyk#%
T bet $ 0, A0 B Py 52 S F 5 0T LLER R A

hilc, MK)—>(c,9A)—>(1,$0)>(2,$0),
b i) B — 50 pR A R 1 J R O G 5 B 1Y B 1 R
B AR AT PSRRI ASHIE BEHL 15 8 c

RN 2 R R e A Al P2 AN KHIE P14
BT MK SRR L PR UL EI 2 40 & 4 T fE
P sz g 45 e 81 9 £ B4 -

I (e, #K)—>(c,)—>(1,$0)>(2,$0),

P2 WA B £ B AN

L, D—>(c, 9A)—>(1, $0)>(2, $ 0).

Fig. 1 The game tree of one-card poker.

BT B Hh o 9 TSR

1.2 REEHRZ

X TR AN i€ N, RIS LLRIR N 60 X T
—MERELET .0.(1):AID—>[0,1]Z1EF)
PESE ACT) BEZR 5 A pR L. Ja v N 11 5 i 25 (]
S FTBon. — DR WG 4 (strategy profile) 815 I A /)
FNFEE ] 0= (61,005 so 8 ) Fo . —REHL, X F
RN i BATH o Fmoe HERT o ZHMUHBE.

R o, SHETF b KA AR R R
7 () AR o7 Ch) R DL 53 il Ry B — 4 Jay v A6 BT
BREGTRAL: 2 () = [ a7, fEXHL, 2 G B3

i€ NU{c}
RN RN o X R R A RS TTRR 5 R
wnl LLE XER RN @ IS H Al R iR AR h K e

MR TR (D = [ =,

JENU{eN
tF 2 ARERSVERFS A R % L (h,
W) RTERMEA o TN A 0 MEERHER. XM h Ry n'
(IRTZEAT 7 (b)) =72 (W) [2° Ch) s 50, %Al K 0.
Kol , AT LA L n? Cho A DR o (hy k) o iX BN
PR, R NFES 2 R 4l o T BT REAS 2 1) 101 22
FOBME AT LA FHE : w (o) = Du, x (h).

1.3 MBS ElENM
E X 2. HefdE I hi (best response) :
Jar N d X TR A R KRB o Y
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80 SERIA LAY

w; (67 so_)=maxu,(s, s6_.). @D)

pasas
5 €2

TESRME 2 o v, o B — A Jsy v N 0 5K g S S
b Fie A7 J H N B SR 1) B AR S IR 4 o i —
A GH 259 7 (Nash equilibrium) 38 .

EX 3. i,

KWE 6= (ol 07 oo soln ) SR AN AT 35 M R % Y
HAYG X B — DR AN i€ N

* * / *
u,(a)}maxu,v(m 202 9°°° 90 9°°° 90 ;\j\). (2)
P

TED e 2Tl g v, 3 a e T SR0RS A Y 0 A 34
A SR M T — A ST AL A X 6 SR DU L B 5

ENX 4. il

X T4 8 IE 8 e SRIE A o 2 e AN AT 2 H
SO FR—I RPN e N

u;(a)JFs}ineag(u;(a: o). (3)

i e 4™ i =X 1 25 8 A b it AT A5 0 IR
SR A o' A PR O & AT MO ik MR
MZEp X F R AN € N 235 & {E (average
overall regret) & LK

M
RY = Lomax > (w (o o) — (D). (1)
s €3 1=1

KT 5 E Z [ CR A F &
e,

EIE L. 7E 2 NEMEZE D AERZ] . 2 R
oA SE s R A AR /N T e BB 4 2 AN Jmy i AP il
FH ) SR 2 B 349 MH o' 2 26 9N AT 25 47 5 s
1.4 CFR

CFRMW R —Flit 8 2 NZFPY 21855 i ol
YA B A RO P R B AR R L
WS HE i 2 X A E B B L 55 9R {A (counter-
factual regret, CF regret) #:47 f/Mk . fE 8t 15 F
Vst R e b 78 B — R aE T, BT A (R B E
Sph Ui ). 7R — AU B B4 S L CFR
A % AT B AR R 0 (B R R L st K E (CF
regret).

EXS MTRP AN MEREICT. I LT
WS o' I E TR T .

0o D = Dui (D LI D" ([1].2), (5)

€2,

K.z, A 2l T & LB P& . <[ 1]
REBLILFH) = 76 T T4,
EX 6. MTRPANiFEEHEICT —1

I E3EHE a € ACDTER %] ¢ ) 5 LB I E 2 XN

rillya) =61 s ) —v; (6" s D) s (6)
H ol t— M50 JLP SRR HAEF LS
I b BRI PR PATEIAE o & SCRVETEE B
1 EHATEE o AHX T BRI o R R Bl 1
MIRCME 2 22 #7%(H 0E . WU S B4R T
2 WARAT DI @ 15 ) 2277 AR Ak

CFR # A —WZ )5 M E B g2
JE AP0 35t Dk AR AR 23 B FH R T BE T — Wk A 1y 1 2R 5K
W& B ) R B 3 4 15t I {8 VU fid (regret matching) 3
1530, E XA S A 2R AR SR B TR R AR L SR e A
F18) - X3 35 DAL 4 i /N A 5 AT i 75 JHCSF- 47 55 s ) 4
Rk e @

B I 2 SNEAFAE — 18 CFR 448 44, 1) . 52 4%
¥ CFR(MCCFR)™ . SCHRL7 1K R ¥ (sampling)
Pl 51 AE) CFR MHESE b i 15 4 — Pk AT W i
DR BRI IR . 5 CFR AH 1L, S MCCFR 7 28 51
Z AR AH g — EAR R T J 2R 2
(7] BNt i 5 w4 Wi 855 SCRR L6 )7 SOk L7 Ty
fift 2 b, X B AL G5 4 R A (chance sampling) J7 % it
17 404k, 48 0 7 x5 4 3k Bl OBL S 1R R AR
(opponent-public chance sampling) . H & 2 B L
AR L (self-public chance sampling) . 2> 2 fifi 41,
A K FE (public chance sampling) 3 f 5 ik, & 5
TS G Y A R B R 5 T SCHRLS )X 52 R
7% CFR 7 kb A7 738 FAHERSE I T — by
R CFR 7% (CFR sampling with probing) ,
PLIS/INRAE BTl e 1) O 2. B I P9 e 2R )
53 K 2 4 v 7 S5 B 1oy 1T S H R O B e
PR SE TAE.

H T, 5T CFR {4 ¢ TAE B ¢ 1 A 0] B4R &
Ln ] ok 999 A 35 4 5 M AT T E O O IR B AR R
6 FAE B T a0 o] die R AR TR U 25 A SCHE R T2
i TAE R A8 Z A 76 F . DA% CFR J7 97 i 1) 76 4%
TR 55 b X UGS T 108 585 s AT A AT e R AR T
gEl s s 2) ¥ CFR 527 2] Iy AR 45 4 o 52 1 A T 2
> AL R X 15 52 08 R SO0 (i R A7 Al

2 HHREMSERENM
AR5 HE T g A& B /M B X CFR J7 1% b 47

YRGB — e i R ZE oh AR e X T /9 J5
T AR Y S [R] U S pR T T A S R R, 5K
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(5P E L M N H B TE R R AR 3 b B
FEDEAT IR SR, 52 90 38t B e /N AR 0 5 2T B 1
B A4 K L (L. SCHRES Jrb 45t Y BRI 25 R R W] AT
T R AU (B A THE AT RE 9% L) — & A d
MR AR, B TS S0 AT R NI FR A R
> Mg BN 1A 0 3 AU (E Y AR DR PR FE TR Y 4
TIE T ZR Ry HE s (1 (AR B. B F Rh AR AR 44
2 PG vk ER A T S A T F A Al
TEAR B T P o 25 s R AT 1 5, B HE IR 45
SRAEAS Y 23 A1 vh 2 ) B AU A A T UE. AL Z T
Sl A TR R BT A Y 12 A R T S Y AL
il DL B AR A% R BN TSR 1 Bl A AR Ak

TG TR 035t D /N A AHE 2R R G
REZR IR v N @ A0 AR SR A 4D

8k 1. 4 Pl K & /NE (online counter-
factual regret minimization) fEZ2.

AL Wit T IRAEEE Le T Ik
PNAE o, (T =03 % T I Bl AT sk o €
AL, Hol AR A R, (1isa) = 0, H AT #E R

1
A

HUR 2. AT IEZE.
for B — 1%
O # M8 o HXFF AT HZE;
@ ISR MZEEE IR w, IR AL 25 I N (A A
THa%
© XF T — AT AR T U ) 45 S 4R
I3 sk Jg FOL A 3 6 A5 380 H T o) 480 0
fH v, (1)
@ X TR Uim e FE B E L, Tk H &
WA R, FIRHS o5
end for
E— R R N R AR o 5
XFF AT ISR IEAS S AH R B FEgR 45 AR 2 4 A%
2 R AL T i AT AR R — DRy
[5] £ 5 5L 10 R UL 1, P T LA 7 14 o 0L 3t ik
(BRI SRS S AR — YRR L AHE 2R 0 R S AR AL A
%) R P09 A T T 7 DA R T i 400 35 ik 1 D 3R s
M) BT AR 2 FISE 3 hags .
2.1 #EfhitiE
F9 L /e CFR 1 B 2 E {7 B & (terminal
information set) {J K& L4 (B A 0 2048 FH X (5) PEAT
THEL X F— AR R B AR T, H R 60 18 B 9% @

6,‘(1,‘9(/1):

of F A 5 Ak 15 BAE 0k L E TR A
v (oD = D) v (eI (I.1),

I' € Suce (D
FEIX L Suce (DAURAR B T W5 4805 B 14
Gl (LI R T8 T R, 2576 T hIrdEdh
Ry RIEEHE U 27 (1L 1) =1.

JIT L ARG A T A A 2R A SRR R S
{8, HAWAF S AW AT Ll DOy kAT T R
PG N TFEE-NEILEEE LT i
Tk 2 AT E
v (6. 1) = D x (Dl (L )u (2) =
z€l,

Dt (Du (). (7

G THE AT AR IR
A MO R —Af B4 sk 3h 4 77 51 4 1
] A UL 0 T — AR fERE Le T, MU LA
HEWT .
M(I) = > M(2). (&)
AR o REMNI T ERITE
U i RBE HE AT A B — DR P = AR B4R L.
ERARRECR B (O PSE. B X T 2 AR

M(Zl) ﬂa(zl)
2 -
E/]/,JJ:J?@J ZI’ZZGI"%AIW(Q) 7 (zy)

(M(z,) 7

M(Zl) o

0. XA K 77 (z) =77 (2, W A] DL 2] =
M(z,)

7TJ—,'<Z] )
7'['6—1 (Zz)'

M) = M = S M@0
Jel

o=yl 72 (2)

$FAEEL IR 21, BE XD

M(2) > a2
Jel

nii(z)
G ) 16 1 a1 T CRIVEEZE TF 46 i 7 4R
RIERE N L BIIEAK L F B T AR
K (1) = (1) D (). B M) 5 M)
z€ 1

ZIEAWMT KR
M(I) = MU )a7 (L) > a%, (=), (9)
zel

EXE LB MW 8 = € I W ] %
U e R % 0 2 1 3 R 9. 4% MICT, ) ) f B
WAL 7 2 2 B VB, 5 SRS A & 46 M (L) i 2%
e T L A G T
zu,(zj)

N . )7[
0;(g,1,) = 7]\4(1,) . (10)
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ﬁ@, 1. ‘Z;i(O'vl»;):Tf?(It)'Ui(O"Iz).
iE B .

M1

Zu»(zj)

W, Xt ¥
B BIERS] =€ 1., M) FE R ZNEF I 1
FEAE L PRI RE L o, (o, IO WA LIS

Dlu (M)

. el
'U,((TvI;) - M(I,)

Al 7E 735 0B B3l M(L) T i

Dui(2)M(z) ML)
. =€l 2L =
0,(e,1.) = M(I.) < M(I,)

M) u; (2)M(2)
M(I> 2 ML

HE B L mmﬁlﬂmﬁﬂ%yﬁﬁ,wﬁﬁ%&
SEA AT LIS B L Ui M (L) 51T &
LA IEFS <€ 1. JT IR M () Z [ [ 5

M) = XM &) =

9 (o, IDBYE XN 0,(6. 1) =

(1)

M(z) 2 ()
2 M, () _ ~; (12)
k= 2 (2) 2 (2) '
BRADHAKXADH 155,
M1 u; ()2 (2)
— X _—
MC(I,) ; Zﬂgf(2/>
Jel,

HI2E () AT LS E] M(L) 5 ML) Z i Z -

M) .
M — mu;}_n,l(z). (14)

A AD A A3 AT
0;(o,1.) = 71, >27T (Z)Z u; (2)n’; (z)

er ()

(15)
KA P TFRSEIIH D) 27, ()X — I,
€1,

Jie LA TR £6 R
0,(c.1.) = (1) D u, ()7, (2).
zel,

0;(o,1.) = (13

HTF v (s, 1.)= Z 7% (D u; (=), T DL 4]
el

DECEP
0 (s I)=n] (1) v (5, 1.).

iE

It 0 (oo 1O [ (L) B (5 B4R LAY LS5

BRI E AL (2 (1) #£0). N AT LE I % 4G

V(R AT B0 16 T 09 R AT 5. 4 2 Ik £

PSR NV =1 i W I = o e % S | o = S
() K2 4504 (EDK 38 2 He 5 4k £ B3 B9 R LR B A T
1.

B 5 T i AN T 0 4 40 stk de /b
BT (AR @ A A

Bk 2. seOCFR &1k,

B CHRCIE AT IR B MK S, H T A
B—NZIEE B E L BRER FM8NEER
ERME MR o AR5 B L5 I AE 1Y
# R,.

Witk : vioR; .0,

—L/Fq 1. l_’fT U\T@g{:

for HiZR Ay — .

@ MRYE YHT KB o FEATIHEZE

@ if F&L{F R 1. Wil

HEEIEE R

S, (I)=S,(I.)+tu;;

L nt Mo, XWEIK T, ) TTHR
S

v, (I.)= oM

end if
end for
ABE 2. & LORTE T ZHIsU5 I 15 B4E
while I,4()

D o= D) o IDa (LI

l’./ € Succ( I: )
@ if P(I)==1
for ACI) Y — A NE a
R.(I;,a)=R,(I;,a) tv,(Ia) —v;(I);
end for

0, (I,) =regretMatching(I,) ;

end if
A 1 A 2w gk v ] i 15 B
end while

LW T 1205 2 h for JRIRAY A
BAERAIE IR T S8 O TR AR A TE R R
b5 S R FRUA (L 000 BT, A5 3R 2 52 O B A B
IR £ A 2 1k £ S 8 194 R 001 (L P9 S LA S g ) B
T SR 1) T SR 3t DT B Ay 7 X e AR R —
MEBELET U AU PHEE—AEE a. it

BEADC R {07 0
1 ,

e R (I,,a") <0
|Aunwu§w ¢

119 -
o(l;,a) R (I.a)

2 RT(I,sa,)

deA)

, otherwise,
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Had, R (I,,a)=max(R;(I;,a),0).
2.2 zhsfhitiE

FRASAG T S PR B AR T R R — A S
SRy AN B SR DR AE AN DU e 2 2 R A BV e
X7 (1) SR B RS . SR o 0 SR X6 T 7 1 5 o A b s
b PR SR, TR AR 45 2R 1Y 20 A B A . AKX
P oL T B AS AR TR A R IR E A K 10,
Al DL RS A T S B bR O R R A R O I

TR AN s BT 0 5 5 T

XF TR W B A A8 A AT DL R T R A Y TR 4
SR BC B e AR T A L O 1 G 4 R ] L) T A
AR AR 3X S B0 A Al T Al 1 2% 5 B4R kR U
UIRERNRSE

N R B ) P g P = A = |
(reinforcement learning) (1 JE #8010 150 o fb 2% 3] [y
# o) it B W CFR 2600 B 5 il IR B3 1 # %80H
(B, FHAR R BT A 31 A9 50O (B ST SR . e sh Al TH ik
rh o K SN (B b 2R Ak 2 2T B 22 A5 0 S VR RO (A AG
M. H AR A2 AT AR AR an

5 R PE R AL ] B HES i L — S i, itk
SHEG HRBCE RS N T RPN A
B # T AR Ak 2] AR A HO F g
PERI o W TAEBFEE 1€ T, DLAZGERE
FREEINMEcc AD JH QU ) F/RTE T 1 REL
HE a BRHE. XF R b N @ 5 2R B 1R
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(random opponent) , 3 5 X} F (sophisticated opponent)
155 % F (dynamic opponent). fii ¥l ¥ F 7 & 4
A AR T Y 2R 4 A BE LR B AN B
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PL 0. 2 AR 3 4 B A - 349 8 R I3 A 5 3l 28 % T
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FRAR—FF). B 2 hi 3 iR R T & N RE S R
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i 2 S 33— 2 T 14 1 000 AN i 28 14 S 244D
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AE W AL 54 3 B v 1 P R F T B ML T RN R
H 8 0 A SR W, X seOCFR S 15, FL AR 3 1 i 401
(8 5 FLIAELF- 055 Bf 2L seOCFR 76 5t ML F
FE X T 10 L 38 v B 2 S0 IE 1 deOCFR Al
MCCFR-os Fi§ & . 75— J7 i » deOCFR 7 %t ) 25 %F F
() B8 P AR AT T e i B R KR I 7E T, deOCFR
X AR IR A5 T T R A A, (AR 8
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A, DBBR-WS 5 JG 15 L T3 . Q-2 3 3.7 Fll Sarsa
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IESN R NIVE S V@
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=4 ~
g g
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12 o - - - seOCFR
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(a) Random opponent (b) Sophisticated opponent
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ARTCHEE 2 A Sz MR seOCFR fl deOCFR 5
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(c) Dynamic opponent

Fig. 2 Win rate curves of each tested algorithm in experiment 1.
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o8 1R AN R 2

T FE AL LIRS 1500 /. B itfr 58— Rz A

P1 I P2 A245 ALK, 1E 55 G B8 v 5 b 580 125 1)
ROHERME T PR, K1 - UREME

Table 1 Win rates of each tested algorithm in one-on-one matches
Rl BEHEE-W—EFPHMER
Algorithms DBBR-WS MCCFR-os Q-learning Sarsa seOCFR deOCFR
DBBR-WS —0.012£0.009 —0.00540.0007 —0.004£0.0009 —0.00740.0008 —0.038£0.0009
MCCFR-os .01220.0009 0.053£0.0007 0.088=£0.0008 —0.00320.0007 —0.009=0.0007
Q-learning .00540.0007 —0.053£0.0007 0.00940.0007 —0.06640.0007 —0.068=+0.0006
Sarsa .004+0.0009 —0.08840.0008 —0.00940.0007 —0.094£0.0007 —0.098+0.0007
seOCFR .0070. 0008 0.00340.0007  0.066=40.0007 0.094=0.0007 —0.005£0.0008
deOCFR .0384+0.0009 0.009£0.0007  0.06840.0006 0.098£0.0007 0.005+0.0008
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