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E xtending Feynm an’s Form alism s forM odellng Hum an Jonnt
A ction C ocordmation

V ladim ir G . Ivancevic, Eugene V . A idm an and Leong Yen

A bstract

T he recently developed Life{Space{Foam approach to goaldirected hum an action dealsw ith individ-
ual actor dynam ics. T his paper applies the m odel to characterize the dynam ics of co-action by two or
m ore actors. This dynam ics ism odelled by: (i) a two-tem Jpint action (including cognitive/m otivatonal
potential and kinetic energy), and (i) its associated adaptive path integral, representing an in nite{
din ensional neural network. Its feedback adaptation loop has been derived from Bemstein’s concepts
of sensory corrections loop in hum an m otor control and B rooks’ subsum ption architectures in robotics.
P otential applications of the proposed m odel in hum an {robot interaction research are discussed.
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1 Introduction

Recently [I]] we have suggested a generalized m otivational/cognitive action, generating Lew nian force{ elds
[2,13] on sm ooth m anifolds. O n the otherhand, cognitive neuroscience investigations, including M R I studies

ofhum an co-action, suggest that cognitive and neural processes supporting co-action inclide pint attention,

action observation, task sharing, and action coordination [4,5,16,[7]. For exam ple, when tw o actors are given

a pint controltask (eg. tracking a m oving target on screen) and potentially con icting controls (eg., one
person in charge of acceleration, the other { deceleration), their pint perform ance depends on how well they

can anticipate each other’s actions. In particular, better coordination is achieved when individuals receive

reattin e feedback about the tin Ing of each other’s actions [7].

2 The Action{Am plitude M odel

To m odel the dynam ics of the pint hum an action, we associate each of the actorswih an n dim ensional
D, for short) Riem annian Life{Space m anifold, that is a set of their own tin e dependent tra fctories,
M = fx'(ti)gand M = fyI (t;)g, respectively. Their associated tangent bundles contain their individual
nD (bco)m otion velocities, TM = fx'(y) = dx’=dtijgand TM = fyJ (t;) = dyI=dtyg:

Follow ing [L], we use the m odelling m achinery consisting of:

1. Adaptive pint action [){ [@) at the top{m aster level, describing the extemally {appearing determ in—
istic, continuous and am ooth dynam ics, and

2. Corresponding adaptive path integral [@) at the bottom {slave level, descrbing a wildly uctuating
dynam ics including both continuous tra fctories and M arkov chains. T his lower{level pint dynam ics can be
further discretized into a partition finction of the corresponding statistical dynam ics.
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2.1 A daptive jpint action

By adapting and extending classical W heeler{Feynm an action {at{a{distance electrodynam ics [B] and apply—
Ing i to hum an co{action, we propose a two{tem psycho{physical action (sum m ation convention is always
assum ed) :
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The rsttemm in [fl) represents potential energy of the cognitive/m otivational interaction between the
two agents ; and jE It is a double integral over a delta fiinction of the square of nterval I? between
two points on the paths in their Life{Spaces; thus, interaction occurs only when this interval, representing
the m otivational cognitive distance betw een the two agents, vanishes. N ote that the cogniive (loco)m otions
ofthe two agents ;k'()land ;7 (t;)], generally occur at di erent tines § and t; unkss t; = t;; when
cognitive synchronization occurs.

The second tem in [Il) represents kinetic energy of the physical interaction . N am ely, when the cognitive
synchronization in the 1rst tem takes place, the second temm of physical kinetic energy is activated in the
comm on m anifld, which is one of the agents’ Life Spaces, say M = fx(t)g.

T he reason why we have chosen the action [Il) as a m acroscopicm odel or hum an pint action is that [I)
naturally represents the transition m ap,

A K;yiti;ty] : MENTAL NTENTION SY}" pHYSICAL ACTDON;
from mutual cognitive intention to pint physical action, In which the jpint action starts after the mutual
cognitive intention is synchronized. In sinple words, \we can e ciently act together only after we have
tuned {up our intentions."
Sim ilarly, ifwehave the pint action ofthree agents, say i, j;and x (g. ;in chargeofaccelration, 5
{ deceleration and  steering), we can associate each ofthem w ith an nD R iem annian Life{Spacem aniold,
sayM = fx*(t)g,M = fyl(t)g,andM = £z* (t )g; respectively, w ith the corresponding tangent bundles

containing their individual (oco)m otion velocities, TM = fx'(y) = dx'=dtig;TM = £yl (t;) = dyl=dtig
and TM , = £z* () = dz"=dtig: Then, instead of [I) we have
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T he triple pint action @ has a considerably m ore com plicated geom etrical structure then the bilateral
co{action ). Tt actually happens in thecommon 3nD FinskermaniodM ;=M [M [M y,param eterized
by the local pint coordinates dependent on the common tine t. That is, M ;7 = fg (t); r = 1;::53ng:
G eom etry ofthe pint m anifold M 5 isde ned by the Finsker m etric finction ds= F (J;dg"); de ned by

F?@Q) = O @GQLE; (where g,s is the R iem ann m etric tensor) 3)

1A lthough, form ally, this term contains cognitive velocities, it still represents potential energy’ from the physical point of
view .
2aswellas its N D {generalizations



and the Finskr tensor C.st (@;Q); de ned by (seel9,110])
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From the Finskr de nitions[B){ @), i ollow s that the partial interaction m anibds,M [M ;M [M,
andM [ M, haveRiem annian structures w ith the corresponding interaction kinetic energies,
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22 Adaptive path integral

At the slave kevel, the adaptive path integral (see [l]), representing an in nite{dim ensional neural netw ork,
corresponding to the adaptive bilateral pint action [I), reads
Z
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where the Lebesgue integration is perform ed over all continuous paths x* = x* () and y? = yI (t;), whike
sum m ation isperform ed overallassociated discreteM arkov uctuationsand jim ps. The symbolicdi erential
in the path integral [B) represents an adaptive path m easure, de ned as a weighted product
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Sin ilarly, In case of the triple pint action, the adaptive path Integral reads,
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3 Chaos and B ernstein {B rooks A daptation

From previous sections, we can see that for m odelling a two{actor co{action the R iem annian geom etry is
su clent. However, i becom es insu cient for m odelling the pint action of 3 or m ore actors, due to an
intrinsic chaotic coupling between the ndividual actors. In this case we have to use the F insler geom etry,
which is a generalization of the R iem annian one. T his corresponds to the weltknown fact in chaos theory
that in continuous{tin e system s chaos cannot exist in the phase plane { the third din ension of the system
phase{space is neccessary for its existence. This also corresponds to the welkknown fact of life that a
trilateral (or, m ultilateral) relation ism any tim esm ore com plex then a bilateralrelation. (It is so In politics,
In business, in m arriage, in rom antic relationships, in friendship, everyw here... P hysicistswould say that any
bilateral relation (ship) between A lice and Bob is very lkely to crash ifChris com es In between, or at least i



becom es m uch m ore com plicated.) This is also related to Lotka{Volerra system s [R0,21], other com peting
system s 2] and predator{prey system s 23,124], as well as Interacting M orris{Lecar neurons [23].

T he adaptive path integrals [B) and [@) incorporate the local Bemstein adaptation process [, [12] ac—
cording to Bemstein’s discrin inator conocept

desired state SW (t+ 1) = currentstate IW () + adjustmentstep W (©):

T he robustness ofbiologicalm otor controlsystem s in handling excess degrees of freedom hasbeen attrbuted

to a com bination of tight hierarchical central planning and m ultiple levels of sensory feedback {based self{

regulation that are relatively autonom ous in their operation [L3]. T hese tw 0 processes are connected through

a top {dow n process of action script delegation and bottom {up em ergency escalation m echanisn s. There isa

com plex interplay between the continuous sensory feedback and m otion/action planning to achieve e ective
operation in uncertain environm ents (such asm ovem ent on uneven terrain cluttered w ith obstacles). In case
of three orm ore actors, the m ultilateral feedback/planning loop has the purpose of chaos control [14,[15]].

C om plem enting B emstein’sm otor/chaos controlprinciples is B rook s’ conoept of com putational subsum p—
tion architectures [L8,[19], which provides a m ethod for structuring reactive system s from the bottom up
using layered sets ofbehaviors. Each layer in plem ents a particular goalof the agent, which subsum es that
of the underlying layers.

For exam ple, a robot’s low est Jayer could be \avoid an ob ct", on top of it would be the layer \wander
around", which in tum lies under \explore the world". The top layer in such a case could represent the
ultin ate goal of \creating a map". In this con guration, the lowest layers can work as fastresponding
mechanisan s (1e. re exes), while the higher layers can control the m ain direction to be taken in order to
achieve a m ore abstract goal.

T he substrate for this architecture com prises a network of nite state m achines augm ented w ith tin ing
elem ents. A subsum ption com piler com piles augm ented nite state m achine descriptions into a special-
purpose scheduler to sin ulate parallelisn and a set of nite statem achine sin ulation routines. T he resulting
netw orked behavior finction can be described conceptually as:

finalstatew (t+ 1) = currentstatew (t) + adjustm entlbehavior £( w ()):

T he Bemstein weights, or B rooks nodes, wfj = wfj (t) n [@) are updated by the Bemstein loop during

the pint transition process, according to one of the two standard neural lkaming schem es, in which the
m icro{tin e Jevel is traversed in discrete steps, ie., ift= ty;t4;uyt then t+ 1= 4505t 1:

1. A self{forganized, unsupervised (eg., Hebbian{lke [L6]) leaming rule:
wiet D=wio+ —wi' e wio); ©
where = (); = () denote signal and noise, regpectively, while new superscripts d and a denote
desired and achieved m icro{states, respectively; or
2. A certain form ofa supervised gradient descent laming:
(© rJm; (10)

wisj t+ 1) = wisj

where isa small constant, called the step size, or the laming rate, and r J (n) denotes the gradient
ofthe berform ance hyper{surface’ at the t th iteration.



Both Hebbian and supervised ]eamjnﬁ are used In localdecision m aking processes, eg., at the intention
form ation phase (see [U]) . O verall, them odelpresents a set of form alisn s to represent tim ecriticalaspects of
collective perform ance in tactical team s. Tts applications include hypotheses generation for realand virtual
experin entson team perform ance, both in hum an team s (eg., en ergency crew s) and hybrid hum an-m achine
team s (eg., hum an-robotic crew s) . It isofparticularvalie to the latter, asthe Increasing autonom y of robotic
platform s poses non-trivial challenges, not only for the design of their operator interfaces, but also for the
design of the team s them selves and their conospt of operations.

4 Conclusion

In this paper we have applied the previously developed Life Space Foam approach to m odel the dynam ics
of co-action by two orm ore agents. T his dynam ics ism odelled by :

1. atwotem adaptive pint action, including m ental cognitive/m otivatonalpotentialand physicalkinetic
energy, and

2. is associated adaptive path integral, representing an in nite{dim ensional neural network.

Tts feedback adaptation loop hasbeen derived from B emstein’s concepts of sensory corrections loop in hum an
m otor control and B rooks’ subsum ption architectures in robotics. T he presented m odel dem onstrates that
In case of trilateral orm ultilateral pint action we have the strong possibility of chaotic behavior. P otential
applications of the proposed m odel in hum an { robot interaction research are discussed.
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