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An Implementation of Negotiating Agents
based on Compromising Strategy for the

International Automated Negotiating Agents Competition.

SHoco KawacucHr ,! KATsuHiDE Fujita T4
and TAKAYUKI ITo 11213

Automated Negotiating Agents Competition (ANAC2010) was held with In-
ternational Joint Conference on Autonomous Agents and Multi-Agent Systems
(AAMAS2010) in 2010. In this text, the outline and the simulator of ANAC2010
are described. And, the implementation of the agent who advances the nego-
tiation while presuming other party’s agent’s behavior in the future is shown.
This agent governed the result of winning the championship in ANAC in 2010.
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1. BU®IC

CNFIL-—Y 2V VAT LD THHRZB L - 2 v PEHEI TV S, K,
HBRB L —2 2y OB FEIGNICE A X 2R E LSS Tws, 2010 4E 5 H
11 H International Joint Conference on Autonomous Agents and Multi-Agent Systems
(AAMAS2010) 12T, EBEAHT— = v P34 Automated Negotiating Agents Com-
petition (ANAC2010) H3Fiff & 17z, ANAC ZZNHTEHIEAR T o &M% i s
# (bilateral multi-issue closed negotiation) ZXWR& L EFLHBHRB LY b %
W 2HiEATH S, ANAC THHONZ EWICHIAEHREZHS I L R 0REIE, HED
HARORBMECOEBELRET NV TH S, £/, KBS TV 4 bEEDOMEEIRE, Bk
R DOZIIE G IERES R ST 3,

G, PIOTORRZEVC) ZEHHD, MEDRRT—F DB FHRDY ORYT
Hotz, Lo T, HFEOMAHBEHREZ WHEICTHIL, WY %I % 7T 5% Z L HEHE
2%, BT, SL—F 70y P EEN2 AGEEEAZ LD NHICHRRT 5 2 EHET
H5b, Z2IT, KiXTlE, FAEDZEN LT IRZB L -V 2V F2RET S, HFAFD
WD — = v P IHFOREEWD &, HFEOSBRREI NS HEER NS Z
FHIL, MEZRET S,

GRCTIR RSB L — = v - OBEIE 2B R 7%, ANAC TORBRELRIBXR, X
ICIRE L 72 B IC D W CHIH L, RiZIC ANAC IKB U 2R E L F L0 LT3,
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GENIUS ® &k 912, ABoRBETcz— 2 v B FRHEEI 72134 —272 a v 2179
BERMTs 25768 LT, Z#0FTIZ Kasbah, AuctionBot, XU FishMarket 72
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Kasbah''?) i Web LMWL~ —7 v F 7L —ATHDH, 20 ETL—Fld1—+
ORI CHEEET 2 HABNE LY 2 v P EERTE S,

AuctionBot?V 134 —2 > 3 v —N—TH 3. AuctionBot D L—H%, #F%EE2
7OIA =72 aviifn b 2 EWTE S, AuctionBot DRFEIL, 2—PHISTHFDOY
77272 —Y 2V P EFERTES L9 % API 282 L T2 1TH 3.

FishMarket® 1§, ({48744 —2 2 a v OBt 53 257 L ThH 5. FishMarket T
13, -V RI—Y 2y FOAMUEIEZ L a—F§ 52 LNTE S,

RICHIEIZ DT, KGRI 25 2 5O DSBS 7L Y X4 £ LT Fatima 57
LIREL T3, EARWICIE, Fatima 5 0L EURIMAIE, BES L CHARSEITESS
JBUESIAZWTE D, BHEMOKAFBIRIMGE L Ty, RSSO, REs 7
WENIE Y, flifElc T 2 # 5] (Discount factor) 2SI, SCHRY T, BXRMICEMED
LIIRBERGTID LT, Fy v aBEPBONIMEEESHL WD, FOGY T
1%, PDP(Package Deal Procedure) &) 2 DEEZ O E L LDICLTREZT S LW
INAZREL TS, LaL, PDP T3, Wiz Rke 2 DICEHEN»PLYTE S
O, BIGAOTIEL, WHFT2 T2 HE2REL TR, FBTHKLTWws, Kt
LT, MRl Th, REENAEREICEL Ty, WHIEITZIT) HENRY—TH 2
VI EERZRLTWS,

3. ANACIZ&EIFBIL—I

ANAC IZB I 2 RBOFEL RS, K71+ a)L & LT alternative offers &\ 9
FERB B THEICH o 7a F a BRI Tw s, flAi, KESg A
E BB RTIGOREZ S, £T, ZBESNE A PHEFICERERA (bid) 28FET
3. 20, HFH-SF D ZBESME B 2R SN ERBREEMICH LT, LT Accept,
Offer, X OX EndNegotiation %i#{R 7 %

o Accept : HFEMHID o IRINTABREBHZZITIANSG L TH S, ZO5E, WiH
TEHRPRILL, AWICHEREICT 2R HME% H B o) 22 il L 72 fE 25T
Bk T5.

o Offer : HFED PR INTEBERMEIER L, HICI b 606 ARERM IR
T2, ARIBERINT, B Eisn s,

e EndNegotiaiton : RS NMEB VLB EEZIMET 5. &6 500 & D EndNegotiation
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Name Tipe Walue Weight
Car OBJECTIVE This == Objective

DISGRETE airly good, standard, meager, ” 025

DISGRETE airly good, st

fl 008
DISCRETE airly good, st 1 O

DISGRETE airly goodl, . . ! 08
REAL Mir: 13000 0Macc 226660 ” 021

ooooO

B 1 HAoRE
Fig.1 Setting of Utility

BRI N CARRBRIN TR T T35, 4, B0 280HE b RIK
fHDOTH 3.

ZWSINE D2 IR, b L Offer WEIRINZLGE, TWSINE A BB SINE
B 26 RESINABRBMICT L CBifEEIEIRT 2. DI EOBMEZ HIBRRR £ ikl 9
3. SEEORSTIFHIBRMSZRESINTE Y, FIRFENICABEPE S e wEA IR
ARBRICKB LI b b, BEWE SN 2AAMEIIREMED 0 Th 5. BT
&, AZH 7O alERI—Y v ORMT D TITV, REICE S R RO
PR TH->TT—Y v B E RS, 5RETE, WEORAEHRIIEAHD -,
F—AEERN T T —F R EEEAT S Z LWL RS, 0, Yol —varvEHn
T EPHANT 2 E e 2 — VAT 4y 7B LT /e —FBEMTH 3.

HARGHRZIERORR TR INTE D, LimsdEddE, SRt 5650 ) 5,
ISR EOREAMS EMTESN (B1), ZROHMABRIEEZ—Y =¥ MR RE >
TRECERMDM TN D, F, MAERIIHEFOL—Y = v MBI R

ANAC TIZ GENIUS £ WIS ZAF L2 HOTRBDSL I 2L — 3 v%4T95. GENIUS
BA—=7vYV =AYV 7 727 THY, K- FOBIFRZHNE LT3, GENIUS
DERBEREIIDT (1) ~ (3) D320 T 6ns. (1) KB FAAL VEBLUOFHAT—2 D
Rk, (2) BEIZW L —Y =¥ MTBIT 2 “EMRBDY T aL—vay, (3) KBl
ROAEROMHT, FHS, BTy — LI X DA R RBREICBIT S, SL—F7ar ]k, Ty
YA EWR EDOZIITB O TEHBLMEZH L RRIND O, BHIBITVBTHETH
2 (B2). £/, HEKWZ—Y = v FORFD 7DD Java APl BMEHETHEINTE
D, JAVA 7075 v 7 OREBENZARE A NITHIRB - 2 v PR TE 3,
ANAC T3 GENIUS ECEI{ET 22— 2> F2BFEL, MRSy )4 TR —
PV MALDOR—F XAV R,

(© 2010 Information Processing Society of Japan



TR TS
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

R

2 GENIUS DA ¥ —7x—2R
Fig.2 Interface of GENIUS

4. SHFDIRBIKRBI—I IV FDESE

4.1 WFOHITEEXRER
SHORHBIFHCICHEOSHEMEZHS I L \nic s, BEEEOBIZHCEZ LD
HOE 2 D v, KRG, MT0REZ B S ORI 2 CRH L 7 EoftaHEHs
5, SHBOMFENPSTIENT LML RHEAAREL PRI 2 FE2RET S, £/,
REZABRIOBAEL ) -V v bOTEIZIET 2HE T 5, BAMICIE, DT
oX 1) R Q) KESETHIGOTHZIET 5.

emaz(t) = p(t) + (1 — p(t))d(t) (1)

target(t) =1 — (1 — emax(t))t* (2)
emax(t) 1ZRZ ¢t TOWE I NZHEFL» ST EINE 2RROMAHMEERL TEY, BEL
TWEEL AT OTZ2, BEORAZEMETHHE L 72 EDT p(t) LKLt £ TOTHDIR
dt) IT&>TRDSNS, RECL > THTFOTHORZHEEL, THZIMKT 2HIIE-
THE»S ENEEARFICE > THHNLZF RSN 20052 FE L TV 5,

Rl ¢ & COTBDOMR d(t) 1 X8R L CIE L ZHFOF & A B DR 22 Rl L 7 1H
DHECTRD 5. HFD Offer 25AH DRNHZEROHIF (o, o + d(t)] I8 WT, —kk

Vol.2010-ICS-160 No.3
2010/10/27

emax(t),pretarget(t) emax(t),pretarget(t)

0.8 08

0.6 0.6

041+ 04+

02r 02
0.0 1 I I I 00 I L L I Il
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

3 emaxz(t) % p(t) = t/10,d(t) = 2t%/5 THE 4 emax(t) % p(t) = 0,d(t) = 1/10 THEL
L7256 D target(t) DB BED target(t) OB

Fig.3 Example of target(t) when emaz(t) is set Fig.4 Example of target(t) when emax(t) is set
by p(t) = t/10,d(t) = 2t%/5 by p(t) = 0,d(t) = 1/10

TFANIED D THRAE L REL 7 & &, nﬁ%&biﬁ?@i RO SN S,

d2
o(t) =+ > et -l = g0 3)
XoT, Sl SIIBORE dit) 2Rk 5 &
d(t) = V120(t) (4)

U K-> T o HFOITHIN d(t) 2HET 2. PEE2EA L T01F, THD
PEDPIED F X A v O YLAE L T 21, HFE2S51EHT 2 LDk 2 mAfHE
3 EATHIRD 1/2 OMEFZZ 5 2 MUK E D, HFOFOHLGDORAZEMICET S
FIRMED I 0MEE41E, FTHEOECITINC LB 2 &3k, S HgEm e
ARG LIS L 2TEI 2T 5 2 LRk E W s TH B,

target(t) ZRZ t KB W TOHHOREOHMAMDIEETH Y, o 13HFEAEH OBWIEEL
TEET DIRBCTH 5. RBORRI DO WFIZDOWT, SO — B W TIEREE F %
TIELIEITNTE XYy Mk, ko, HlRKMZBARAE THEL, AVvIciEz
#OIRLHFOBAZED, Wi# s bIAHORERBRZHRT 2 2 L1HIITH
5. LPLF=F AV EATHEE, BYOAMEIIARELRRDEC T2 2 L2k 5
N3, fto>T, KHFIRERIZHTOMAEIRE 22 F2REL, HHOFRLE & bIH
EINIAATF» S0 EHE ZRAROMEICHHLT 5 & ) RITEH2RET 5.

B 3 1% emax(t) % p(t) =t/10,d(t) = 2t2/5 D a % 155 9 FTEMLS Y/ target(t)

(© 2010 Information Processing Society of Japan



R PRI S Phee i

IPSJ SIG Technical Report
DHITH S,

4.2 HHEHFD OHIE

HARNBAE DBIEOATH 5 &, HTFIEERLRBDOEE % EIWIGT 5 2 & A3k
B, o, RIS THEES N2 RRICHBE S 57210 TH % &, WELGLEHADH
FIIFES LI ETLE IR TH S,

B 4 13 emaz(t) % p(t) =0,d(t) = 1/10 TRELZLHED a2 1 05 9 TS Y
7z target(t) DHITH 5. HAFEY OHlfHIzITO L VYA, K4 DX ) I target(t) IZHE-
TR CHTICESELTLE ) J itk 3.

Z I THOOBFOEGCETHIIL, &% D ICHFOHMEINSTHOREL D b HY D%
BEEGOPREVESIISATDZESCTLI L2525, ZOHHOITHHEZHWVT,
HH O ¢ 1251 2 RSBV g(t) LT 5 & EOOESOIEA U TR (5)
THEET 5.

d(t)+9(t)

e _d®)+g(t)
1—target(t) if ’ <2

1—target(t) (5)

ratio(t) =
2 otherwise

emax(t) & p(t) = 0,d(t) = 1/10 THRE L 728E D ratio(t) D E 2K 5 TH 5.
AOPHFICHANTEEL TE T 254, B5 DX I ratio(t) 1& 012D, &o

THEBEA O ratio(t) 2RO HBEDOEA L T2 2 L TRl HR% D Z2HIHT 2.
ratio(t) Z T, target(t) ZHi7zIcK (6) DL IICED S,

target(t) = ratio(t) * (1 — (1 — emax(t))t*) + (1 — ratio(t)) (6)

AOESDOEEVZNKL TAHEDITEZHIT 2 2 LIk b, HESKIANESEE

FROHEFISGEREL, BB RGE 3 —E U EEF L 2w X ) T8z e T Wk 5 2
ESTHREL 72 B,

ratio(t) ZEA L7 target(t) DRETDE 6 TH 5, X6 13K 4 L HRTHRERFEARZED
PRI T HNTD S,

RIARE o DFERZAT I BBUCHOWTRY, T ITHERGEHE LTERDIL, KBy
BTIRH2BEEORS E2Hb, RBINTEILET 2L LTHTHS. Lo THEALDR
B2 vy L2 BAT S, L L target(t) ZHHTF D Offer & Accpet § 25> & ) > D¥|
Wb V2%, HENIES 0L L) ICT 208052, 22T, HFEOTFZHW§
2%itL, BHOFZERT 256 THREZBEZzMC2HIIT 2. 2hEnz o) kT

Vol.2010-ICS-160 No.3
2010/10/27

ratio(t)
2.0 T

NRERA emax(t),target(t)
\ 10—

0.8

1.0 0.6

0.4r
0.5-

021

0.0 I I I I )
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

B 5 emazx(t) % u(t) =0,d(t) =1/10 THEL 0'%.0 0‘.2 0.‘4 [).‘6 0‘.3 1‘.0
L ED ratio(t) Hi 6 ratio(t) ZE AL target(t)
Fig.5 Example of ratio(t) when emaz(t) is set Fig.6 target(t) that introduces ratio(t)
by p(t) =0,d(t) =1/10

Bt) L, TEIDIES EiRzE 1 E LTUTFOR (7) & (8) THET 3.

a(t) =147+ 10u(t) — 27p(t) (7)
B(t) = a+ random|[0,1] x 7 — % (8)

K (7) I3HFD Offer # Accept T2 0DHWiRHZHV 2 8% TH D, X (8) FHFD
Offer Z{EIKT 2 5& IV 2588 CcH 5. X (8) D random[0,1] 12055 1 TI7¥F A
HEZERT 25D ET 5,

4.3 BEORRDREELHEFOFOHIE

FitE T THSOHZERICB T EDREDFEERT IRELOET LV EMEL /-,
ZNEIGCRET ZREFORKZEITH . 2 2 TORBIIFRDIEAT 21223 TR R
BB ETHD. WRFHELLTE, 7V MERIIGAIEZZH L 2535, target(t)
DA E R ORBERE, KEFLESEREREZH O THERL TV 3,

RIHFOF2ZHET B0 E I DOTHINTDOWTRT, ZET 509 HIIRERNICHRE
L, 23Uz bRl TRkez B target(t) & EIUT EMLD, £ 06 ERUEEEER T
20 % Il 21T 9. ZHEOWREHEOXEZR (9) 1TRT.

5
P = % + (Of fer — emax(t)) + (Of fer — target(t)) 9)
ZHHER P I ORSH T D S BUR S N EKE HH ORI 2R CHEHT L 2248 O f fer,
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% 1 England - Zimbabwe FX A ¥
Table 1 England - Zimbabwe Domain

Agent England Zimbabwe Avg. per domain
Score [ rank Score Rank Score Rank

TAMhaggler 0.599 4 0.604 3 0.601 3
TAMcrazyHaggler 0.637 2 0.341 4 0.489 4
Agent K 0.637 3 0.809 2 0.723 2
Nozomi 0.458 6 0.025 e 0.242 6
FSEGA 0.460 5 0.160 5 0.310 5
AgentSmith 0.000 7 0.056 6 0.028 7
AnAgent 1.000 1 1.000 1 1.000 1

HHE DRI alt) ZHOTZGED target(t), % DR ROMEERKME emaz(t) ZH\»T
ET 3,

B 7 1% emaz(t) DRFXEE p(t) = t/10,d(t) = 2t2/5 & LA OZHMER 2% R L T
B, IRl ¢ &, HF»SDREDME o0 £ 755,

FERITII NI BMERTH->TH, BDETI LIk >TEHET 2R 2 DT, Zif
MR P 2301 U OGN LT A2 L)ICLTHS.

5. ANAC2010 IcH T2 EREE

ANAC T4 BB OL F 22— a v 2 fUE L A% EZHCTh—F X v b3
fTondz, oo P AL Vi —2 =¥ PO ES Y, MEOBEME K2 R8¢
EUTD32TH5,

e Zimbabwe - England F X 1 ~

AR5, FIREOBHEE « b, XZEA

e Itex - Cypress F XA v

R4, FEOMEE K, XZEAV R
e Travel F XA ¥
BT, MEORMEE &, SZEAV L5

% 1 1 England - Zimbabwe F XA Y EZHWTREF—F X v F TR TH D,
England, Zimbabwe ZNZND 707 7 A VDDA AT %7 771 L7-WHE 8 TH
3. Agent K BRI XTRE L 725 A% D g2\ —Y 2 FTh 5. England -
Zimbabwe F XA Y TlE7 v 7 2 %S L Tn»5,
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8 Zimbabwe - England FX A ~
Fig.8 Zimbabwe - England Domin

1000

B 7 AR
Fig.7 Acceptance probability space

AnAgent — ] AnAgent i:!

AgentSmith | ——— AgentSmith |
FSEGA | — FSEGA i
Nozomi ] ‘ Nozomi ]
Agent_K ] ] Agent_K ]

TAMcrazyHaggler 7:|:| TAMcrazyHaggler
TIAMLt 1 ) - - ] ‘ ) ) 1AMt ) - - - - ]
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B 9 Itex vs Cypress FXA v
Fig.9 Itex vs Cypress Domain

10 Travel FXA ¥
Fig.10 Travel Domain

R 2 X Ttex - Cypress FAA Y EHOTRMBF—F XV P 2{TOLMERTH D, Ttex,
Cypress ZNZEND 7R 7 7 A VDDA a7 %77 7 LYHE 9 TH 5. England
- Zimbabwe F XA VTR a7 TdH>7 Nozomi, FSEGA =T— = v F3Z2 a7 Z2 ML
L, #IZ IAMcrazyHaggler (3 2 2 7 %7 & T%, MW EHAVIEL Ko DHE L% %
IV %o, REFERILELTRAAT72EEL, ZOFXLrTh Ty 7 21l
ZERL TR,

K3 1F Travel FAAL VY ZHOTRBF—F AV F2{ToRERETHD, a, bZNLZND
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%+ 2 Itex - Cypress FXA v =4 BESHER
Table 2 Itex - Cypress Domain Table 4 Result of Competition
Agent Ttex Cypress Avg. per domain Agent Score Average Rank
Score [ rank Score Rank Score Rank Eng.-Zimb. [ Itex-Cypress [ Travel
IAMhaggler 0.599 5 0.737 4 0.668 4 Agent K 0.708 0.901 0.685 0.765 1
TAMcrazyHaggler 0.123 6 0.070 7 0.097 6 AnAgent 1.000 0.583 0.250 0.611 2
Agent K 0.871 1 0.931 2 0.901 2 IAMhaggler 0.543 0.668 0.500 0.570 3
Nozomi 0.858 2 1.000 1 0.929 1 Nozomi 0.190 0.929 0.516 0.545 4
FSEGA 0.684 4 0.760 3 0.722 3 IAMcrazyHaggler 0.505 0.097 0.361 0.321 5
AgentSmith 0.000 7 0.139 6 0.069 7 FSEGA 0.405 0.097 0.431 0.311 6
AnAgent 0.700 3 0.467 5 0.583 5 AgentSmith 0.053 0.069 0.000 0.041 7
®3 Travel FAA~ D % BISE DS AT ANEI LT FTH 2,
Table 3 Travel Domain
Agent A B Avg. per domain 5,5 % X mk
Score [ rank Score Rank Score Rank
IAMhaggler 1.000 1 0.000 5 0.500 3 1) Anthony Chaves and Pattie Maes. Kasbah: An agent marketplace for buying adn
IAMcrazyHaggler | 0.000 4 0.721 2 0.361 4 selling goods. In Proceedings PAAM-96, pages 75-90, April 1996
Agent K 0.421 2 0.949 1 0.685 1 2) Anthony Chavez and Pattie Maes. A real-life experiment in creating an agent
Nozomi 0.371 3 0.654 3 0.513 2 marketplace. In Proceedings PAAM-97, 1997
FSEGA 0.600 4 0.000 5 0.000 6 3) Peter R.Wurman, William E.Walsh, and Michael P.Wellman. Flexible double auc-
AgentSmith 0.000 4 0.000 5 0.000 6 tions for electronic commerce: theory and implementation. In Decision Support
AnAgent 0.000 4 0.514 4 0.257 > Systems, volume 24, pages 17-27, 1998.
4) Peter R. Wurman, Michael P. Wellman, and William E. Walsh. The michigan in-
ternet auctionbot: A configurable auction server for human and software agents. In
TR 7ANDRDR AT % T 77 LTYHE 10 TH S, Travel F X A v IXRIEDEHE Proceedings Agents-98, 1998.
JEDIERICE o TB Y, 2D %% IAMhaggler, IAMcrazyHaggler, AnAgent 7 & 1% 5) Juan A. Rodriguez, Pablo Noriega, Carles Sierra, and Julian Padget. Fm96.5:a
e ) oy - NTTEREIE 2 Llemfon o o . javabased electronic auction house. In Proceedings PAAM-97, 1997.
A, BRIO787 7 AV TEAMAERS & LAHDRAD, I NS0T T 7 ANTE 6);I Koen Hindriks, Catholijn M. Jonker, Sarit Klraugus7 Raz Lin, Dmytro Tykhonov,
0 t Voo flanions, LEALIDL) BRI TH- THIREFERTG e 7 7 Proc. of AAMAS-2009, pp.1057-1064, 2009
AN HEZ S 2 EBHRTED, Travel FXA Y TIET7 V7 1 uZ2EAL TV, 7) S. Shaheen Fatima, Michael Wooldridge, and Nicholas R. Jennings. Multi-issue
negotiation with deadlines. J. Artif. Intell. Res. (JAIR), 27:381-417, 2006.
6. £ & & 8) S. Shaheen Fatima, Michael Wooldridge, and Nicholas R. Jennings. Approximate
o . ) ) and online multi-issue negotiation. In AAMAS, page 156, 2007.
R4 BHLERAORRTDH 2. AGSCTREL 7B RE ) Wl EED W TR L e — 9) S. Shaheen Fatima, Michael Wooldridge, and Nicholas R. Jennings. An analysis of
PV M, BEoHED R AL VIZBWTHEELTRAaA7 2B 2HEPERTED, & feasible solutions for multi-issue negotiation involving nonlinear utility functions.
WIS v o L e BT 2 2 LSk, SBOMEL LTIE, ANAC2011 H2K[E 0 In AAMAS (2), pages 1041-1048, 2009.

AAMAS2011 THIESN B FETH DT, RO TOMEOTER &, HAE

6 (© 2010 Information Processing Society of Japan



