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Abstract

In multimodal medical image registration, different optimization methods often behave differently
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across samples and optimization stages, so a single fixed algorithm is usually insufficient. For the 9-
parameter constrained affine transformation problem in CT-MRI registration, this paper builds a
candidate library of eight methods and compares their overall accuracy, stage-wise convergence, and
cross-sample stability under three equal-budget settings. The results show clear complementarity
among the methods: CRO-ZZ-QLS achieves the best overall performance, Powell converges quickly but
is more likely to get trapped in local optima, and CRO-ZZ-QLS, together with CRO-SL, shows better
stability across samples. Based on these observations, an LLM-based dynamic scheduling method is
further introduced to select algorithms and population settings under the same evaluation budget.
Experimental results show that the proposed scheduler reaches a mean NMI of 0.2388, improving
the best static method by 0.72% and obtaining the best result on 9 of 14 samples. These results
suggest that combining global exploration with later local refinement is beneficial for improving
registration performance.
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CT. MRI Z5PR A MBS E UGN . 2510 73 A AL 20 LU B2 25 7 A7 AE W] 2 57, DR B AR
B2z R R B HE— FLR R R & . TR SHUREURA T I o (LA i B [1]-[3]. JEEER, IRIESESIT5E
g TR R B HE, (HAESHULICHE 7, ARSI T IR 5 9 3 Az [2] [4]. HA% 0T 55 2
fihEE BB S Esh R MR SR AR S, =B R G—AAh5 R T SEBLXTFR[5]. BRIk T EHRGR i
BeHESh,  mARECHEANIERIVE @R T ik AR AR ST FE P A5 2132 SR [6] -

FESHARECHES,  BCHE R # AT R34 v SAR UUE B & T S AL AL . X T 2 S AR,
A EAF B (NMI)Z % ) H AR R3] [7]. (HIXKHA bR EOE R BAARLNE . AR 22 4s 1, L
W FE 5 5 [N R b /IMEL3] [12]

XX — A, Sl C 2RI, IR AL 5A (CRO) S £ [8] [9]. CMA-
ES [10]VA & Powell i£[11]55 . MSRLLELIEFER T, ANFEUNEEMREES) . WSCEEZAE 75 B8 A T
Ri[12]e BEAREREFIRIRKEERGRA 2 RAE R GE Sy, R R R R R B — S L5 [13] [14]; 10 Powell
V258 Jey R R TT % BARUSCSIER, (HAE NMITE BRI R AR R B R A B N R i I, R A1
SRR [12]. SUERE, ASFHEA SRR R A ) R SiAT A b Ar 22 5, B — [ SVE AR A A DA i
REASFIFEAAMIA R LB B [15] [16]0 2Tk, ASCOGERIIZ G R Infiat 2 M L7 4T R 4t
BSAENEES, U2 B0 2 ERRCHE R & B AR L

12. MAFZNRREAEITE

A TSI IHE T ZIGPT I R AR o, AFRPEARX MR AR B SEER, F—Hik
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JRFR BB 18 [24] [25]. X FASCRIER CT-MRI LTSS, EEL LLM 4 80 i S 5O A 2 i
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BT FRTE R, ASEMEES 8 MU VERIEEEE, E5—THE T EUBUHRE R FauE AR BURHIE
Bl JE TEREFEAE B 5IN LLM B TBIAS R, A LA [ e P el F b e (e S92 5 M i e B HEA T S AU % .
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Hols LLM BRSE v 2 B e B 2 M AR SR S B s 3) BB EIA MBI R SRS,  DAORIE D) it
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Figure 1. Before and after CT-MRI registration
1. RIRE ###&%E CT-MRI BRI EXTEL
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Table 1. Candidate method library and role assignment
=1 REFEEREABEN

Jiik Xif A 3 82 i 7] R LLM i
CRO FrifE CRO L RRE LRI &
CRO-ZZ ARICHRH BRRER F AR &
CRO-ZZ-MSP AR WRE - JFRPA ER (737 2
CRO-ZZ-QLS ARICHREH JREITR F AL 2
CRO-ZZ-DES AR Z SR AL v
Powell PIE 7S A& PRUS Skt 2
Gradient N GEPR JRES TR S i
CRO-SL Hi& M CRO e EPTINE327 &

iRk, CRO-ZZ. CRO-ZZ-MSP. CRO-ZZ-QLS Fll CRO-ZZ-DES N7 X 1E CRO it b iy e idk
AR, Sy IR RO RRAR L SPATE R IRA BN AT RS ERE . & 1 A aRs IR
T, RS 5 S Sein & T VEERT BRI Fo e AT B i b 1) 22 e 16 AT U 40

VAL TR EE I SE A, ASSCHE RIRE B3E4E 14 A CT-MRI FEA E#ET 7 RG0 HLseis . #hasse
IR =SS ACE: Group A (P 100 x %%L 50). Group B (50 x 100). Group C (25 x 200), ¥l
UEE 24 5000 X
2.3. BASMRENE

2 i = AHRE T & 7R NMIE BEXT L.

Table 2. Comparison of mean NMI across three configurations
2. ZHARETEE NMI BEXTEE

J7i%: Group A (100 x 50) Group B (50 x 100) Group C (25 x 200) W7

CRO-ZZ-QLS 0.2414 0.2377 0.2322 0.0092
CRO-SL 0.2361 0.2323 0.2074 0.0287
Powell 0.2257 0.2257 0.2257 0.0000
CRO-ZZ-DES 0.2230 0.2232 0.2249 0.0019
CRO-ZZ-MSP 0.2234 0.2187 0.2181 0.0053
CRO-zz 0.2146 0.2171 0.2116 0.0055
CRO 0.1790 0.1740 0.1788 0.0050
Gradient 0.1408 0.1408 0.1408 0.0000

KEERI: 1) CRO-ZZ-QLS fE =R B E —; 2) AENEBRE R ZRWHE, CRO-SL
7F C 4 FF## % ; 3) Powell F1 Gradient fENAEREESE L, HERAZRBEIE WA ZE = 0), (HFEE
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Cv=

x| q

Hrr, o NITIEAE 14 MAEA B NMIUERIbRHEZ, X AIME. & 34 iE i R .

Table 3. Cross-sample stability analysis (Group A configuration)

% 3. BHARREMS#(Group A L E)

WARrS NMI ${H PRtk 2 cVv FaE PSR
CRO-ZZ-QLS 0.2414 0.0228 0.094 T
CRO-SL 0.2361 0.0227 0.096 W75
Powell 0.2257 0.0222 0.098 75
CRO 0.1790 0.0187 0.104 RAF
CRO-ZZ-MSP 0.2234 0.0270 0.121 RAF
CRO-ZZ 0.2146 0.0266 0.124 — %
CRO-ZZ-DES 0.2230 0.0307 0.138 —
Gradient 0.1408 0.0288 0.205 —

CRO-ZZ-QLS. CRO-SL. Powell ff] CV ¥J&T 0.10, J& THFHREMEH); Gradient {1 CV Fik
0.205, FEHFEAHEBNEIZY

2 45 T AR EAE B FE A P U SGE FA. AT LB B, Powell FIUEHJE T BE7E W) BGEE R R,
{EARPRIE A ;. CRO-ZZ-QLS Rl EE, HEIiRerradert, &%&ikFH = NMI; CRO-SL /&
WIE B FE, CRO-ZZ-DES Fl3:ft CRO NUSAARNI A8 . FHIL AT WL, JRIER% R 5 e B B A S AR
B, MR TNELE T G TS 5 A T mR B, IX P B ELAME IE 2 J5 223 A TR BE Ak 4

0. 225 A

0. 200 A

0. 175 A

0. 150 A

NM

0. 125 A

0. 100 A

0. 075 A
—— CRO ~ == CRO-ZZ-MSP
~——— CRO-SL = CRO-ZZ-QLS
0. 050 A —— CRO-ZZ ~ = Powel|
— == CRO-ZZ-DES  -:--- HE T
0 20 40 60 80 100

#H1LKE (Generation)

Figure 2. Comparison of NMI convergence curves for each algorithm under Group B configuration
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FHLH

%2 WIEASLIERY, ARTNAENBERIL. BT EE I E MiF AR R, Kiks)

SPEE M AP AR TR RREE, TREA R BUL S A4S
T RERR IR O A PRUARL 20 SR 1) ) S0P 20 25 SRS 2 65 1) At

GRS . He TR — R, AR RCHE
o AERDE BTN, R A RS AU IRES

I I 2 5532 B FLTE AR 5 Pl % R — SR BAT % . LLM FEAZHESE i IR E Dy i J2 R s 1RJ\J\

BREh RS, A HEA OES
AL K SR HITT a6 IS ZORE N ¢,

class process

ExtractState
RINYATERIRS
> _ﬂ.H‘JNMI | SEE ) HE

e |

Time
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classDef execute
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FRRSEIBHLE
RIEB A E AB/IC
ﬁﬁmﬁﬁ:&ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬁ

B-®
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FHESBTRMEES

No fiEER
| cil;;D-lr-oHl;n.al ----- classDef llm .
ExtractHighLevel PriorCard ERERRRR
REVRETR B ER IR BRI LLMNode OutputSelect
§EI'FJ?3E3!¥+18$ B R it B iR BEhE

ERIEAHITEIR
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WTEERIRES
EIRESHFES00 JRIT{E T
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A 100x5
B:50x10
C:25x20

Figure 3. LLM dynamlc selection flowchart
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REMEHEESKE
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UpdateGlobal
LERHEH <
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S " Q

UpdateData
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WEER ASH & 3 s

et GIobaIBast gmm -—--
#HK SNMI

meth choice target B

2 FEFAS LRSI EIE RN, N, RREE

"{mmaﬂngﬁg

rores | ML
End
BB RREES M X

FetchResult
KA, () Fw

R R LSS . PRI SRS, 2 () AT BOE I BAERINZS s X LLM SRS, 7(-) H
Prompt SXENIK K M SER . WEBKGTH EE, ACHTHET UG A =R RIZ25% 2 SR RINH
A, PRGNSR I S, TR = s . BAMEROF A AR DA e as,
TR AE A HE b 2 EHEN— 2, RSB ARE i RS FE A [F] S 2 (] 34T U146t

3.1 FESEEHES

ARSR A T I R SR A

WA BRI, ARG MRESIVER A £ F — A g

Hrp, MAJ4, CRH=EMETHTEEES.

A=MxC,

28, EPPAETIUSR DY 5000, BRI E T FE 500 YiEAl, BIILEEST 10 Kk

RPN EE AT, ASCK LLM S AKI 58 =

Aoy SRR S0 S R A SRR R B e SRR TR R
¢k — [ fkbest, Rk,Aime, Dk , Pk:l,
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Hodr, £ AT IR AL NMI, R ORIEHISH S, A RSSO IRRE, D, A2 R,

P VAT RERE s P12 A5 2 H, ALl T RIIpIE T i BB A NMIZZAL s B RniR IC I s

2 FSLIGARIANER], H TR S IERNE R MO, B BRI AR E ST .
NGRS R AL DU B AL VERIA , AR S — D RSO 2 e SON BT — A T et FARE T

B T -
Rk _ fkbest _ fkb_elst
A
Ferpr 2. =500 Jy VPR TG . ARALRERE T
k
R

T X, R ST RHAR L, D, I T 20 24 5 R E 2 550 1] v 1 3 BRE
JE, AP T SRR S ATE AR AR JE 2 I SO IR o X REAR S, LLM S NAS T R 2 T 4
B, T2 RERE (RN S “ AT RCR - TR - RI B IEARESHIR . T AL, ASOE %
BT AAEH LLM AL S . /TR Powell, s #RA CRO-ZZ-MSP, J&#ik A CRO-ZZ-QLS.

TESRHAE, & 4 AR mESERAES, MEME 2 JRERIGEMARIN “Fikmin
R IXEEHIRR R S SEDIRASREAE ¢, T A5 B H, L R A v 2 s d AN, T35 BhiE
JE 5 J W 4 HT4E R B B 5 18 S 2 [R] FR VT TG &R o

Table 4. Algorithm card summary (embedded in LLM system prompt)
Fz 4. EEMIRRFEZEHERA LLM system prompt)

WAREA EEH B NMI cv 42 i 1]
CRO-ZZ-QLS s 0.2414 0.094 JRAIRF R
CRO-SL' S A 0.2361 0.096 Al

Powell PS5 J= B B ) 0.2257 0.098 R &R
CRO-ZZ-MSP H 0.2234 0.121 A
CRO-ZZ-DES JE 0.2230 0.138 EZ s

CRO-ZZ Eo0 0.2146 0.124 A RRER
CRO i 0.1790 0.104 LRRE

3.2. EMHEEE S
LLM 7EEFEEE R RIRE AL E . A0 X =P TiE R E :
¢ =(N,,G,), N;xG, = 4=500, i {123}

HAk A ¢, =(100,5) + ¢, =(50,10)+ ¢, =(25,20) . —/PhPic B 7E 5L J& VP AL PR 5540, (RS RAFHEAR
[ . KA (100) M) 2 98 FE AR R, /NP (25) M PR FE RS2 . A TS B =5000 ', R 3R I HE 52
K=B/1=10.

AR kel K}, LLM W\ MxC HEE4H A (m,,c,) -

RH AR PSRRI RC BN I, 5 AR SR VI N R RS R o A SO T A S B o S0 T 6 S«
1) Jirfi CRO 7R Ak = ] — R i Mo dfe 4 ) (WP 3t = T 4l), S0k ) 22 S AN AE A8 535K, Rk CRO 41 Y
IR R MAITERS; 2) Powell 5 fid 2R, I S X PFEE
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gNo|d (P) UgNneW—de (Xbest’o—g )’ Nnew > Nold
T(P' Nold’ Nnew) = gNneW (P)' Nnew < Nold
P’ Nnew = Nold

v, £ (P) JoKsJE 18 P51 (BOE BLEERT n B K) s Gy (Koo g ) 9 I S BB 7 01 5 207 R A
0y =0.05x Wy (Wyomain ARG E)

XF T Powell FIRIERS: CRO &R Fi\rightarrowPowell BFH2HL ... 1FA#I46 £ Powell\rightarrowCRO
I L Xy A0, I Gy (K 0 ) AR XTI E AR R “HR 7 R R,
T A S D4 (2 STAE AT — R R a5 Rz ERESEA,  ATORIIE = 2 B 5 R B A 2 RT3 2 4%
ARG RGESE

3.3. ZAESERRRIE

FESEBRIHLT, RGEIEARALA LLM AL A&, T2 SGPIRESRHIE . i Py s Jedsit, 42
4 IR TERNRE LA & AIBIC =ML E 4 1HE B AL FH RN 45116 Prompt, AHEUE LT LS %
Kl 4. LLM PSS RIEZ LR FMEIESIER G MxC W, EH F— ARG ENTESRE, LG
1k JSON FER [E1 45 5%, #ildn: { “method” : “CRO-ZZ-QLS” , “config” : “c2”, “reason” : “34
ATCEANF I, O se, &G R S R R T KB JIITE” T

Hr, method F/RFTIE 15, config Fontt NACE 4%, reason FTid Fak . XFERITHHIHE
1, A2 LLM BRE s 2 B EORBE RS, A OV B A O S ICE S 2, AT B s 1 B 2 1 T e e
P s S B E AR E T

LLM EHCRAS ) & state, = (7, Af V04,5 ) » HIZARTERAIL NMIL ISIGEZR | SHE 0L M2 HEE
A0 SR A, 45A R system prompt H I ERAS TERERLE, i S LA A . MNINT AT R A R, LLM
) R S A 1 T RS 9«

S(m,c|state, ) = - Syg (7, )+ B~ Seom (AF ) +7 - Sy (07 )+ - Sgo ()

e, DY 75 0] s R B B R (T S0 O 2 KRR, 5 SO 2 /INR ) o WSSl 7 (£ 7 NSO e KR e 4T
AR R ) 2 A1 75 SR (22 MEAT N O 2 R A ) R B335 I s (22 T i O el A ) 7 s e Tl #8), LR
a+pf+y+8=1. &5 EMTVEMECFRIE W5

ECHT R LLM EAFPRAS T W7 17, TSR B ASERR Prompt SRS fE: SERssATI, &
A LA LLM 3R [ 55092 - Bo B & 45 R vt il o SUMARE DI, SINIETELI R : {50k S 2
22N, WRFFAATACE . o R E D, SIS 10 2R/ N TRE A,
VS ST

LLM ZhaS 1 B 1 52 BB R W R AN S K, RG-S MRl R RA 1) user prompt & 1%
45 LLM, LLM Fith R —AmEE - REHE (m..c,), BEEEE AR [eqtransferl AT H . #
Vo 22N T U Ay > TUORIE 4 TTC B DARE G610 2 SRS 1) 46

RGN R E AT R R R AL 5 — A R . AR S RO HRIEAE T2 1) ST AR
W OREEAN AR VPG T84 58 A AR ), PRORAIFERE T ORISR oK 2) LLM U s ok s, ANEEAES S
#; 3) BRAEIR . SEEPIRAS N S R b R — 2R BN 4540 Prompt w1, AT $& i e S ] itk 5l &
A
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Bifaln: (R (BRI R, Tk CT-MRI LA AE 5 ed® T — M1 A% e fb e .

L IEIEAR A

PRI 55 500 JE (e} MEnEERE s S0.0%

LT REG NML: 0.238T: [a M H)-29 NMI: 0.2315; ARl IS W1t +3.00%: IR 4 71.4%
AR 0.000002; i) B 0K S A 0000085 ) B0 14 %

T ERRE R A 0.0230: AR TR Btk 0.0318: HIRHI A EE O T2.6%

T 1O H e S E T NMIEET - +0.0005

T T R O 1000 (b 2 PR HE R )
BT

993 M CRO-EP (FUYi A) — NMI i 7 +0.0089

i 4 MJ1: CRO-EP (B! A) — NMIHET} +0.0003

A HE L NMI Bl 00089 [ 5 +0.0003: 2%
A 1y e i

CRO-EP: {3 = fEH3: MHEE =¥ L = B s R

CMA-ES-Smart: {#5fii{ = 8 WRIEEL = P BRI = oy At iEs

CRO-EP-DES: {23l = “Ffi8: MABEE: = flll: Ll = e i ik

CRO-EP-QLS: @ f{0 = #E8: JRIPE: = TG0 ERELH = Powell RMIBY 2

Powell: @57 {1 R AT TR = B AL = RN R

Jidk > AL A e

STPCALAEE TRTES AR U PR E R R R

Heitrfe: pUFEE o = T s bR kR e e I TR Bk i (i s i) e 10~20 fLAY
TR NMI R,

it

CRO-EP-A (#Edfl = 12): [0.1468. 01449, 0.1427, 0.1406, 0.1388, 01369, 0.1348, 01329, 0.1312.0.1297, 0.1283]
CRO-EP-B (#1428 = 12): [0.1451, 01430, 0.1408, 0.1389, 01370, 0.1351, 01333, 0.1316_ 0.1300, 0.1285. 0.1271]
CRO-EP-C (Hiddl = 12): [0.1436, 001412, 0.1390, 01371, 01352, 01335, 01318, 01302, 0.1287, 0.1272, 0.1259]
CMA-ES-Smart-A (454280 = 12): [0.1482, 01463, 0.1446, 0.1429, 0.1411.0.1395, 0.1379, (L1364, 0.1350, 01337, 0.1324]
CMA-ES-Smarl-B (¥4 = 12): [0.1494, 01478, 01460, (L1444, 0.1428, 0.1412, 01397, (0.1383_0.1369, 0.1356, 0.1344]
CMA-ES-Smart-C (#1424 = 12): [0.1470. 01451, 0.1434, 0.1417, 01400, 0.1384. 01369, 0.1355. 0.1341. 0.1328, 0.1316]
CRO-EP-DES-A (#1480 = 12): [0.1475, (1458, 01440, 0.1423, 0.1407. 0.1391, 0.1376, 01361, 0.1347, 0.1334, 0.1321]
CRO-EP-DES-B (/428 = 12): [0.1487, 0.1470, 0.1453, 0.1436, 0.1420, 01404, 0.1389, 01374, 0.1360, 0.1347, 0.1335]
CRO-EP-DES-C (#f424i = 12]: [0.1463. 0.1445. 01428, 0.1411, 01395, 0.1379, 01364, 0.1350. 0.1336, 0.1323. 0.1311]
CROCEP-QLS-A (FE4E[ = 12): [0.1498, 01481, 01465, 0.1449, 01434, 0.1419, 01404, 01390, 0.1376, 0.1363, 0.1351]
CRO-EP-QLS-B (#4080 = 12) 1 [0.1510,0.1494, 01479, (1464, (1449, 01434, 0.1420, 0.1406. 0.1393, 0.1380, 0.1368]
CRO-EP-QLS-C (#f424i =12]: [0.1484, 0.1468. 0.1452, 0.1436, (L1421, 0.1406, 01392, 0.1378, 0.1365, 0.1352. 0.1340]
Powell-A (FEA$ =12} [0.1479, 0.1460, 01441, 0.1423, 0.1405, 0.1388, 0L1372, 0.1357, 01343, 0.1330, 0.1318]
Powell-B (gl = 12): [0.1488, 01470, 0.1452, 0.1434, 0.1417. 01401, 0.1386, 01371, 0.1357. 0.1344, 0.1332]
Powell-C [FERES = 12): (00465, 01447, 001429, 01412, 01395, 0.1379, 0.1364. 01350, 01337, 0.1324,0L1312]

B35« AR ARTIRAE | T WET R AT ABIC R T ALy i B LR T R — P s B T

LA ISON Bt i (P15

JSON FEEGR: ("method": "...7, "config®: "...", "reasen®: "..."]

Figure 4. LLM prompt display
B 4. LLM {RRAR R

4. SERRITSERSH

SEI A NP B, 5 —BYBAE RIRE 45 4E 14 4> CT-MRI FEAR E, X 8 FiyvA/E = HE TS L &
NEHATEAS R, AT RS R EE . R AR BORFIE . B B B AEAE [RLEV TR T LA LLM I EE L AU
FEE B FEFR S 15 CRO-ZZ-QLS, FA LLM %% 500 AT — A, it 10 N EY. NEEalE
B, BASLE KA leave-one-case-out Hilg . FFEEULHHRIIE, A SCAENA LS E SR [ E RS
HEME - N THUUREE-LLM RS 7 =805 %, HHEMET IR LLM 1E &2 B EoE FE S A TS 5 16
BRI S (A M BRI AR LLM L& RO PR A A 1 5 Seit 7e it — 0 4 7.

# 5 RY, LLM AR | R LR &4 R HF3 NMI 24 0.2388, B J7i%k CRO-ZZ-
QLS #2m 0.72%, IF{E 14 MFEARTA 9 MG IAR, R bRiEZ B AC. FEVINE, £ 5 hREaik
LREEFART R 2, KRF BN R AT e, 5 g 1 A5 S50 1 B A 8 A ]
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Table 5. Performance comparison of dynamic scheduling strategies (mean over 14 samples)
2 5. BN EHE SRR REXTEL (14 DMERIE)

b NMI ¥ i 2 Win % MRS
B ¥ A (CRO-ZZ-QLS) 0.2371 0.0262 - -
K000 R FEE S 0.2365 0.0258 2 -0.25%
LLM B2 HE 0.2388 0.0234 9 +0.72%

F 6 3t—0 BN, LLM 7ERT 5 % %5 CRO-ZZ 25 mR 2 ) 572, TfE )5 s A 1 i F Powell 3t
ITRERE, U EEAT NS5 2 3R 45 H M B B AN SE A — 2. Gt LLM TESB B Ty ik ik
R, RN 6 FiR.

Table 6. LLM method selection frequency at each phase
6. LLM B ER T iRE IR

Fik HIHA(1~15 /%) R #(16~35 L) Jr #3(36~50 1X)
Powell 5% 15% 60%
CRO-ZZ-QLS 15% 50% 15%
CRO-ZZ-MSP 20% 20% 5%
CRO-ZZ-DES 10% 10% 15%
CRO-ZZ 50% 5% 5%
CRO 0% 0% 0%

5. Wi S54iL

AL Gl 2 R RO AE T (S0 3 D, Seh i T 8 MUTAIRIE T, JFFES— T B
HRCAARSIE . R MEAIP BORRAE s Bl G AEBEEEAE B4R 7T LLM MIshaS R TT k. SRIRg R, A
AT 2 [ SEAFAE W] G AN : CRO-ZZ-QLS BEMNS LB,  Powell M3 SIS DRH 25 5 15 BE A2 =) T
i, Ml HER XM ZES, 1 14 DMEATH 9 M REHESTE, 1 NMIETE 0.72%.
XU, EREETE R, R RISHRIETE AT B A S, BRI — P CE O I B I A
AAERE.

ASCAIAFAE = R B o, AT B LB NMIL URSIoE . R R 2 REE S B St MR B
BRI G EE R, B, SERFEAREUN, St 0h /78 EBEE £ Eit— PRI,
Ho=, ARSI B G B [ E i A SR 5 N THUREE, MRZIN Q-Learning. £ B2 RIS
SRR LLM HENIERSELR, DI B 4518 1 2508 LLM m R R EHLIEZAE S5 h AT S
Rk, MANBEERAE N HXT T EE N RIS RS . R T B BN =ATT it — P RIr: —
& G NALGEAE ST 5 Y 2 AR BRI R G5 MR IE, MY SRR SRAERE 1 — R A S iR AAE LLM B35k
B, DD LLM R BRI =2 K2 HE SR o 2 K P P v e B A2 (0 I 2 PR R P o
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