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Abstract: A automated negotiating agent attracts attentions in the field of multi-agent system. Bilateral
Multi-issue Closed Bargaining Problems (BMCBP) are critical in the field of automated negotiations. In
this paper, we propose the flexible agent in BMCBP which have various negotiating conditions. Our agent
models BMCBP by game theory. Moreover, our agent adopt the compromising strategy that is based on the
expected utility value at the equilibrium point of evolutionary stable strategy. Furthermore, we show the
evaluation results of negotiating simulations, and prove that our agent outperforms existing agents that are
the 2014 International Automated Negotiating Agents Competition when negotiating conditions change.
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Fig. 1 Overview of Alternating Offers.
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Fig. 2 Phases of negotiation flow.
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Table 1 Estimated pay-off matrix in FOP.
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RO TIRIL La(t) &5 5%, LB L% b
J 572002, RIS R ARIERILAE 1.0 2> 514 12
BREEMEHBNT 2SR EERT ILENH L. LTz
HoT, KX TIE[01] DEZFOT—Y =¥ b ADGE
BB TA(t) 230 (11) DX ) TR 5.

La(t)+(LO—La(t))-(1.0 — ) (dfa=1.0)
Ta(t) = 1.0—t/a  (dfa<l.ON1.0—t/a>La(t))
LA(t) (de<]..0/\]..0—t/Oé§LA(t))

(1)

Ta(t) (SEBIMHDIAE L R WA (dfa = 1.0) &, B
RGBS X > TRARFIAME 1.0 225 La(t) ICAEEBEZEEMO
B GELEGEBNT 5. 72720, E5IRI AT
D6 (dfa < 1.0) ERHIEENERL D720, FH
t = ll Ta(t) P R/NRIRE 0 1ICHES 5 & ) ICHEESEMN
TRRMT A, BEIRASIKRECIZEREEIERE L 5
7280, KU CTIIHERMIC a =dfa &35, 72721, Ta(t)
B LA()  FRIZEEETA) = Lalt) &5 5.

3 EHINT A= FIURD case 1 5 case 4 DIFHIC
BUIDLTs(t) DT T 7Thb.
case 1:df4 =1.0, RV4=0.00, C4 =0.5
case 2 :df4 =0.5, RV4=0.00, C4 =0.5
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Fig. 3 Concession function T'(t).

case 3 :dfy =1.0, RV, =0.75, C4, =0.5
case 4 . dfy = 0.5, RV, =0.75, C4, =0.5

case 4 D X )\ ZHEIG B & B IRMGHEHYR & 2 2 BRI O
Yy, Ta(t) V51 H 2 @A L 728 IR RVD(¢) £ 1
bINSLBDIENDHD. Ta(t) 25 RVp(t) £ b/hs<
o2, BETHT—Y = v Mid EndNegotiation %
EIRL, BT 35,

REILE 7 = — XIIBVTUE Ty(t) I2HE - TR & 4T
I, L, BBRE T 2 — BT A HGOHICE
SE 7R g pr ZIEANE IR TH L — Y = v b B DS
BIRIZE > TRET H7:0, EIT LI LIEIHEETH 5.
L72SoT, KX TRET L2 —V 2 ME, iR
7 = RIZBIT ARBEMEI T EEIRR R L L, BEh—
FHNZEEE L TT O GRS 5 2 2 3R 5.

5. FHMEEREER

5.1 ANAC2014 OXHBHBICHITE I aL—2 3>

RFETLHIL—T =y bOBWREE ANAC2014 e K& 12
MG L7210 n—Y 2y bWy Ialb—vavilio
TEMliT 5. AY 32l —3 32 Tld ANAC2014 Sk
KTHAINE R2WOLEEHE R AL V2N, BET
L=z b EUAe 1l -y PTHRY) OEH
YIial—varxir). ¥/, ANAC2014 & &MhaHiz
5720, TRTOIBHEEOHIRER X <T 180 F & §
Ao #BY RO, A—0Z—Y 2y hOMAEET
10 FOFTEITH. FLT, KPRERE LTELZEDT
& B PR A & P SR ARl = RS 5.

& 2 13 ANAC2014 DEZHBRBICBIT 2L H Y I 2 L —
TarvORERERLTWAS, F212B0WT, RETLI—
T x v MIANAC2014 HiF RS —2 = v b LR
TEIERRE & PR AREIC B 5 & 2 7 E
PikbEW., L2 o T, KL TRETS -T2 |
X ANAC2014 OZHEMEICB VT, BFEOT—Y = v b
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R 2 ANAC2014 OZEBHIC BT 5 ZE WA R
Table 2 Results of ANAC2014.

TSR A AW ARREE
Agent Name
Mean SD Mean SD
Our Agent 0.833 | 0.162 | 1.610 | 0.226
AgentM 0.766 0.143 1.601 0.255
Gangster 0.750 0.198 1.494 0.318
DoNA 0.743 0.152 1.460 0.284
GROUP2Agent 0.733 0.227 1.393 0.424
WhaleAgent 0.725 0.212 1.462 0.374
E2Agent 0.722 0.216 1.437 0.375
kGA _gent 0.700 0.303 1.330 0.553
AgentYK 0.691 0.203 1.392 0.394
BraveCat 0.681 0.173 1.409 0.354
ANAC2014Agent | 0.622 0.203 1.392 0.397

R 3 MG & RO CURRIEIC BT 5 2

Table 3 Results of various negotiation problems.

AR A A RE
Agent Name
Mean SD Mean SD
Our Agent 0.742 | 0.155 | 1.498 | 0.177
DoNA 0.740 | 0.229 1.307 | 0.346
Gangster 0.671 0.201 1.347 0.253
GROUP2Agent 0.666 0.209 1.350 | 0.366
BraveCat 0.646 0.220 1.265 0.387
AgentYK 0.637 | 0.235 1.210 | 0.382
AgentM 0.633 0.207 1.322 0.372
E2Agent 0.630 | 0.252 1.188 0.410
WhaleAgent 0.622 0.256 1.221 0.408
kGA _gent 0.580 | 0.286 1.088 0.482
ANAC2014Agent | 0.535 0.151 1.415 0.210

CHBL CHEY AT EIHL TWLZ LT 5.

5.2 ZHELETEERMGTICH T3 FHAEER

ANAC2014 TIEEG B df 751.0 £7213 0.5, FHRAMHE
RV 250.0 7213 0.75 DWW F A A ¥ O KR TEHMi 217 >
TWh, KHWTIEZ— Y v b OEERE ST 286
RENZFHIT 272012, LD EHREZHEGTICBITS
Ry Ial—varzfri). Ay Ialb—v 3 TR
ANAC2014 T S NGRS 10 DWW P ALV TH S
10issues % #E U, E5142% df * 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, B LV
1.0, Z L TR RV % 0.0, 0.25, 0.5, BLU0.75 D
ISR, 41658 — 2 OZTWIE GRS
B OEG R & ARG X EE) 2R L 72,

R 3IIER L7z F A A V2B B PR HE & P
HEMAREERLTWD, 395, ETLHIL—-TVx
¥ MISREL BT ICB W TH ANAC2014 K&
ML — = 2 b &0 & PR E & It S RE
EDOA A TINERLSHB N e nb. T, #2333 %
WL, =—Y 2y ORI TNEMAEE L TWwb

© 2015 Information Processing Society of Japan

Our Agent

AgentM

DoNA

Gangster

WhaleAgent

E2Agent

BraveCat

kGA_gent

AgentYK

GROUP2Agent

ANAC20L4Agent #_l_l__

0.1 02 03 04 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

® df=0.00,RV=0.00 ™ df=0.75,RV=0.00 ™ df=0.00,RV=0.75 df=0.75,RV=0.75

4 WHEMINOFKET—Y v b OISR HE
Fig. 4 Individual utility of each agent.
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Fig. 5 Social welfare of each agent.

EWGNA. L= 2y ORI TIEMOEENIAE S
HOBALIZLE LD TH L. L7zdT>T, RBBEICL -
TAATIEMAZT 5T —Y =¥ ML, KEHEREOEL
LT &Y, SR O F REA SIS IHAT L T
HEWRL, RETLHI—V 2y PITHBEENZILL T
b, AT TMEMPEDLLTICRLBVI &0, BETS
T—3 x ¥ P OICHEIGIISEBREEOZALIZH#EIG L T b
ZEDVHB.

E5 R & ARG O ZEM0IC £ B B D W TN
5. B4 3RELEMGNOET— D = v b O EERDH
i, B 5 IZLEEMNOEKET—T = b OFIEH 4R
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RS 2R

lERLTWA. 2B, MZI7d0Fx vy 7 EDRG
IFEREFEATZRL TS, M4 E5 &0, RETLT—
Vv hatoT—Y oy N EREBELEEES, &N
TYEEERAES & P SMARE LS L TRW
AATE#FLENTWLEZ Db, Lizh>T, #ET
BL—Yxy MIKKBEETHEMITHS Z L0505,
RSN HER A E539 5. df = 0.00, RV = 0.00
DA, MO —T = v b &R T O FHEMEA i
bREVZ LGN A. T2, HEOPHEERHEAA
EROEFREHEBELEL VLI 2 b 5T, PHHE
WAFEARE W PG5, 2O Lhs, ETS
I—Y x>y MIAGOBEMAMELBELE L 2P b, A
MRFESKE L EEFBEMTEEL TV D 2 D50
%. df =0.00, RV =0.75 D4, I—ETHIT—Y > b
PSRN & AN AREN R D KE (R B,
R’ETDHT— = v MIFRGEZIC & o T B o J
BRI FEDRGE S TV BE, B IRMEE AL L 2 i
L0 LM AL E D, df =0.00, RV =0.00 &1t
B LB FEDS L T b 0ld, REZ -«
VMNP X R LB L L2 L I2E o THT 2 ST
HIEIIELTWAE7ZOTHA. df =0.75, RV =0.00
BXOdf =0.75, RV =0.75 DA, LT LT —
Y x v b ONEEER A DoNA 12K 2 FHICKE
WZEDGH L. 2L, FEHANREMEICBWT, ##
FITAHL—T 2 MPROBRELAITEHTNSLI LD
Girh. LieoT, ETLHIT—Y v MIEG RN AL
RKEWL) ZHEBHRMREHEO RS VWEEREBEHTO
BHABEZEBL TR D00 5h. ZORKREELT,
EG IR L BHEERMS L, FERITHSORFIED A
T, BYOEERAMESHENSETWw5.

6. BHYIC

KL Tl, RHBEL 7 — oM mmice v, #
DAEAL TN L2 5E 70 WG DI 85 1512 BV 2 HE e WIFE &) Al
IZEDWTHEHT AR HEE T A HEI BT -V 2 v b
RIREL. FEERE LT, RETALZ -V b
ANAC2014 RSBV 2 v ML A2 H Y I 2
L= a r&fre, 835 1— 7 o v MRS RIA
it & P EMAREOMm T CAa TN 2SR b EL 75
ZEERIRLI 7, BERBRE S ELLGEIIBVT
b, EEMAAT T LSRR T O K TAITIE
b EHL bl R, SHROBEELT, &)
% OFWRIBETIRET 52—V = ¥ F ORE % 3T %
TER, WMETLHI -V v b OIS % %% A R
HEAPET L2 R ERHIToNS.
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& Bz (ExA)
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). PR 11 4E H AR S IR B2 R B
e d. Pk 12EmMA ) 74 L=
7 K% Information Sciences Institute
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5 F R 5 W o iy N3 S il 2 e o Q=R v A Al U E 5 ¢
. P15 EA TR LERF R RIER Ly SRz,
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v TRRFEBZER. PR 18 E L W AR T ¥ERFEKR
SR RE SEMRNE T E IR . SEK 20 SERE~Y T 2 —
oy TRRFRBMZER. T 21 FRHAHT R AL
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RS EZE. PR 25 SRR REA SN E
ZH. P19 R KB R A TR A A B, THR
AR BERERENE S E. FE 18 4 AAMAS2006
WEHm CEZE. FRITERRY 7 by = TREAR
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