HE 7 hﬁh”;. it S5

AR Ttek2el Xi2H dRHE fIe XSAE 71

An Automated Planning Method for Autonomous
Behaviors of Computer Generated Forces in War games

Dachoe Choi*, Junho Cho*, Ikhyun Kimy, Jungchan Parksx  Sung Hoon Jungs

(@)
iy

12

=EolAE AAYAM 7P TRAIZE FolR e} AF8el wheb FAE AlFstel dfske AZE A
74154 TS ARG QRS Foike WS HA IS ARt BT S AT § 74 AHE 2
skt 283 B9E Agste] Ayt Adst Ale ASHoE FAH Jlon o2 Alteket 8.3 A
AMENT HEE BRISkE FEXUS FFIT) 7P AEE Aol tistd el e gk NS A
F310] YA oldow “&é—ﬂ—‘:—ﬂ AZsla S FAE s o] Yl FREC] vEE 7hA] A%
Hot FRxA0] 1EE 39 AlSE o @9l el ANEEE AlAste] PY9ske o] i, Fee]
HslE|o] AlgE 99 Arxz] A Repd wAFH R o]F Adsle] A= 24S e 5 ek Al
S T 5 Alde] L dellA AR At ARk o] ol el tete] Sule AGE 2
2 TS Bl 3 A W) tisle] S8R tHske BgS B SIth B =RelA AgE R
< O WA By O AL P9E Fdske PTe 2T ¢ S Aotk

> Keyword : SR, 7HAR, XISAHE

o

a2V

Abstract

This paper proposes a novel planning method for computer generated forces (CGFs) in war
games that plans the behaviors of CGFs according to a given mission and situations. CGEFs which

are received their missions first plan their tasks for accomplishing the mission and then plan their
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behaviors for accomplishing each task. After that, they execute their planned behaviors considering
The tasks
beginning  those

the conditions of environments (in other words situations). and behaviors are

hierarchically start
conditions for stopping those. CGFs first check whether the start condition of the planned behavior

composed and include conditions  for and termination
for accomplishing a task is satisfied or not in some degree and perform the behavior if satisfied
continuously until the behavior will be met. If the termination
is satisfied, then they check the start condition of the next planned behavior. This

process will be repeated for accomplishing the mission. If the situations of CGFs are different by

termination condition of the

condition

changing the environments from those of planning time, it may cause the start condition of the
planmned behavior to be dissatisfied In this case, CGFs can decide a new behavior using fuzzy rule
base. We realized our planning system and tested CGFs with a scenario. Experimental results

showed that our system worked well and actively coped with situation changes. It will be possible

to make CGFs that can do more autonomous behaviors if we continually develop our method.

» Keyword :war games, computer generated forces, automated planning
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Fig. 1. Automated planning module of CGF
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