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An Implementation of
A Collaborative Public Space Design Support System
based on Multi-Agent Automated Negotiation

MIKOTO OKUMURA,! NoBUYASU MizuTaNI, !
HIROKI NAKAGAWA, ! KATSUHIDE Fusrrathf2
and TAKAYUKI ITofL 13,4

Recently, there have been a lot of discussion among the many people is in-
creasing. In this paper, we propose a collaborative park-design support system
based on the multi-agent systems. In this system, agents elicit the utility infor-
mation of users, collect many alternatives, and reach optimal agreements based
on the automated negotiation protocol. Especially, we focus on the steps of
deciding the attribute space and estimating the utility spaces of users in real
world.
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Fig.1 A Process of Designing A Public Space Collaboratively
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