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Analysis of state exploration in Photonic Q-learning
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Fig. 2: Photonic Q-learning.

Fig. 3: Reached State Number.

HHEE  AWFFEO—ERIE IST CRESTUPMICR17N2), JSPS RHiffE (JP20H00233) DK% 521} =,
SE WL ¢ 1) M. Naruse, et al. Sci. Rep. 7, 8772 (2017).
2) T. Urushibara, et al. JSAP, 9p-Z28-18, Sept., 2020.
3) A.G. Barto, et al. IEEE Transactions on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics, vol. SMC-13, pp. 834-846, Sept./Oct. 1983.

© 2021F ISRYEES 19-007 FS.1



