2V-5 THERALEE

KA 0 FERLE E2ED) 2BKRS

RBENEREAVCERSEZHOERCIEDS Iz MEKS

o[ m il

EA FIF

BHIZRPEASE TEMEN BRETERT 2ey
SHTERY VAT LBEITSE BTERY AT LR

1 FU®IC
HE, BEFRIROEIEEOHEBAMOEMRICED < BRRE
RRERRE EDITBICBIT B X, BE, B, AR &8
DANZZLERBRIE LAV a— R 3y kT — 7J:0)’?}l/
FL—V2 YT aLb—FEEIMANERL TS [1]
(3] [5]. &, FOWILAZ DR 2] VT —Y v FOHIFEE
ELP/EDP OB 155 L Cith L, BEET IS5
(ASP) & Z DRk MCESA VR  FTRI Y a Y
ZRWIEED, ZBORRILRITo 2. ABOT S Bamic B0
TRABEMICFE LIMEERS M, ASP &S AETRA
BABEFETHAEEICUMAERATER V. M, EROERK
M TIE—EMEHE (integrity constraint) AR Z o7z, AW
FTRFPELUAESC—EEHN R IRZ 2 HROBERKA, &
RTTTAY v a VAR 3 FAA0ERR [4) 2B L, X85
BT BB, ZiGOERILEITV, REFHICEDL SATL
DFEE L ROFTET Iz
2 #EfE
21 I—2zr b O#R
sian & RERZRANE, LOBRVBFT 20 2HET 517
BTHS. TV T 7 LY AR A OEkS 3, 6] Z7RT .
FE 1 (WRBBIOS/SL)E] VFINVLBEFR A &
1A T DREERE A THB. not 3774V FBETH 9,
not A% NAF V7 S)V L. fiE#RET 255 L (ELP) i§
FOERRDIL—I (r) DEETH 5.
Ly «— Ly,...,Lp,n0t Lypya,...,n0t Ly (1
(EU m,n > 0). « &t UTEDZER, 0% K&k LR,
ZTNEN head(r), body(r) TEY.
T 2 (AL EKEWR)[3 ELP P ORI Ag L1, i€ PO
BIRRY] Ag=[r1,...,m,] TH YD, YL € body(r;) (1 <i<n)
X UT head(ry) = L75% k > i DFELBETNEESE0.
WAL Ag IKEENTVWABIL—IVOEESZEEHR, NAF V55U
REL WS . PICBAT 28U RELOEE® ArgsP, head(r,) %
Ag DFERL UT caim(Ag) TEY.
WERREFR RS Argsp £ 2 THEAMR (R C Args) TEHE 1,
rebut, undercut, attack, de f eat EhH 5.
T 3 (b= JURmERAE L AALEEERR)ELP P LBk
BR(FV T 7 LYR) BEDBLDE LTIV—)VEEERRG <
EEBL, <HBEXDNzL &, Argsp LOBRBERE L TH
SERTEEREE C 20 6] CRVEBTS. O T Agi C Ago
& “GmAE Agr X DEREE Age BT R T L REKT B,
TE 4 (FRTL—LU—2) HEDELP P & P EDL—)L
Faﬁﬁf’% 2 < KO/ T L—LT—5 AFp #,
AFp "= (Argsp, defp) & L/'CE%“Q"% defp & “BSEHER
ZERBUEBRER Tdefp “ R CTRETS.
EE 5 (BROBBRR) [1] S C Argsp % conflict free 53k
AEA, BB F . 24795r — 24r95r B F(S) = {A | B
AR SICBEUTRERRE} LEBLIEL &, AFp IXBIT 3
complete, preferred, grounded, stable D85 0) BEWEAIILIT T
EREND extension EDERTEZHN%.
o EN complete extension iff E = F(E).
o E D preferred extension (grounded extension)
if Bl C KB B8K (M) ) % complete extension .
o E 7 stable extension
iff preferred extension T#H% EWCDNWT, Argsp\ E D
RO ZRET ML EICFE.

Argumentation-based negotiation based on formalising of conc-
ession and compromise applying Abductive Argumentation.
" Tomoyuki Sekiguchi, "Toshiko Wakaki

Graduate School of Engineering, Shibaura Institute of Technol-
ogy Department of Electrical Engineering and Computer Science
Shibaura Institute of Technology Department of Electronic Inf-
ormation Systems
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2.2 RENES

ELP P L3S H OXNTHBREKTTIT L (P, H), &
U GMIHEXSNT, ECHK3 E L P XoEoNBHRiET
£4 Argspur &%@Iﬁlgﬁﬁﬁ* def €BWT, G ZEwICED
EE Ag € Argspup H skeptlcal(jibi credulous) WCIES{EE
NB & S%HH E 2RO ZODBVEINERTH 5. FAGNEH
@%;%lﬂbi [4] 2B, (B G RURSIE P DEED) TS
TH5.)

3 HINMEBERILV—LT—2

AR TS 25— E&ﬁ%&&z%%ﬁ@
TE6 (FHOfEBR I L—AT—2) (1)

£A4% P, RD (2) DEROIL—IV,

— L1,.. ,Lm,not Lupy,...,n0t Lmin  (m,n > 0) (2)
s —EHHGDEE R C. COEN—IVIEFHY 7T L
ROEEICEBmMLUT (1) o)ﬁ/iﬁk bf_)l‘/‘_}l/@% &% PC by
5. ZOLE ELP PUC IKEET 2 MM EER T L —LT—
5:CAF(P,C) DEBk#iE, ELP K = PU Po (B3 2 38m 7
L—LYU—Y AFg ZFWT, LUTTEBRINSD C-extension
DEBTEIONS.

¢ ELBT Z2EERDRIAD claim B L Thne ¥ E C

Argsg N C i1 7.

o IBEDBREHRRO T T E W CAF(P,C) D C-extension
iff E W AFx DISEDBRBHRAD extension THY, »

D C ¥l d
%% 7 (Skeptical/Credulous ICESE) MRt EBR T
L—LU—27 CAF(P,C) KBWFBEL(i > 0)RIEEDEBHR
EBRIR D C-extension £§ 5. Wit Ag € Argspup, 2
WT T2TD (R3)EC I6DWT Ag € EC 5512, Ag &
skeptlca](credulous) ICEYEEhS. )

4 TIVFI—2zrbDXKE
AARTE, 22—V Y MEEEL, T —Y 2 MIREN
Ty L (PUC, HY TERENIMHBN—A2RFD. P&
BRES, C H—ERFHNOES, H XEHESTHS. AL,
PRBVESES S LRI L DEHTE 2 ESEE T
EHEILT, P=SUT £93.
ARRDFELD L ZGORICDELRNEZT A 74 7 BB NRB.
HEMLDRR G I U T, CAF(P,C) i LT skeptical I
ELT20OHEE LD, @ credulous ICEY b hhiFE
L2795, @ G % credulous IZ %) AN B Tz D& Fi88
ém"('ﬁb'(*ﬁ?k???‘é @ GrRIANDLI-DEHD
vl D/Z%ﬁfﬂ@‘% @ @QLRDHEAEDLHE, &
Vo R EE DR ERER . BT, G EFFARD
NROH, ZIUSE LOZETE 3188 % G O—ibic £ 0 &
RU, TRRIERT 560 L LTTOHERL FICRET 3.
<< BEFE >>
(E—2z 2 FOREOHE) T—Vx v Hi*ﬁ?b‘%ﬂ‘—\bfc%
RGUEL, G 15) 7)) EUTO LS Ictlies

o claim(Ag) = Ag W CAF(P,C) hﬁﬁbf?&‘ﬁ@

BmEKS T Skeptlcal WEYtEh3 451, TGl

accepted] &5,

o IREDBMEKIRD C-extension HEELEVESE, TG

1 unacceptable] &5,

o ZNLINDHEXSIE TG & acceptable] &5,
FITHRE G M acceptable TH B A HWE, T—Yx v MIHESH
CE>TRETEBZNDOHE, ZROREL T ->TITS.

(ﬁ*ﬁt&'bﬁ) B3 4 ’)0)514'7’73‘?7%3“%
¢ Typel credulous ZIE¥{bic & %%,

claim(Ag) = Gix% Ag W CAF(P,C) B L THEEDSE
AR T credulous ICEYLE N3,

o Type2 &t E ORIC X 5385
claim(Ag) = G 753 Ag # CAF(PUE, C) iz L Tis
DFBREEAR T credulous ICIEXLEN B, & E i3ER
WegaRr VTR 3.

e Type3d % J DEANC X 585,
claim(Ag) = G 5% Ag W CAF(P\ J,C) icBL THE
DR T credulous ICIEY{LEN B,

HRamE Y.
DFEADIL—ILD
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THHRAAEE AL 50 AFEE

F 72D 2ERE

o Typed Type2 & Type3 DA EHYE.

claim(Ag) = G72% AgH CAF((P\ J)UE,C)IiclEL

THEDBHREWR T credulous ICEYHEENS.
WEROBEIC BT HEE G ASHT 274 MBS, Typel,
2, 3, 4 DVWThh BRI HLARE G BRREL, HFI
BRT B EAMETCREH LTS, ¢ ORRICIE—HKt
(generalization) ZFIFHT 3.
R LEOREFEEER LU RSB T AN F LV VY
AFLOBEEP RS, T—Vz Y FIEFOERCE DB
S X o TRBEME (move) DA EZRE L, HFICTHELZH)
ERIRT BT L TRWEITS. e
(R#$BE:move) move L IFT—Y x ¥ FATHBOBICHTFER
RRTLUETHD 8 WAMFET 5. CThICX D IRRDET,
EEERITS . move D—EDFMAEE 1 1ZRT.

# 1 move DS

move | question(G(X))| offer(G) offer(E)
[T | G(X) BAA. G BHADTBI G | HFORRAES Type2
EJiS Typel, Type3 TRE. | Typed TZIEATHE.

S G i385 TREWRE.
BEARE| offer(G) accept(G), refuse(G) | accept(E), refuse(E)
SEE offer(G’), offer(E) offer(E’)

move | refuse(G) refuse(E) accept(G)

&7 G ¥ unaccept- | unacceptable T®5 G W accepted, Xi&
Sft able T%5. e € E &% e MMFE Wi Typel, Type3

TRHEMRE.
EERTRE| offer(GT) IR
T@lE

22T LR AARDORNFL—Y 22 PV AT LR, Log D
B (0 1.(3)) 07 547 > ME move 157 (H 1.(1),(5)) 257
SY—nNEe, T—Tx Ve UTRE move fEBE (K 1.(2)) D
WEZITH 7547V b BT 3.

@) Log DR

(4) QDIRFEYMOve ERR

T5.
offer(G), offer(ET)

(1) moved) iR
() moven v

E&move! AMET
AR

SA7Ur

K1 WTBEINFI—V sV b VAT LOBEKN
Y—NE move & /— FETEBRBREZEAZY 7 S EHWTE
5 BERITY, FRCEDOTESBESERRITS . TORK
EDB/ENDB question(G(X))~accept(G) £ TOEHERFIH
RBORERS. e, Ny T bITvIRFTFoTVIC kiICK
D, RLEIZERBERDBZEDARETHS. KO FEMEY
AT LOFEFEOBMERLIFIIRT.

9547k
Ik

£2 BVF B OHEN—X
T | bl : product(hdd, 200G, 1008) — not —product(hdd, 200G, 1008).
b2 : product(hdd, 180G, 1008) «— not product(hdd, 200G, 1008).
—product(hdd, 200G, 1008) «— product(hdd, 180G, 1008$).
high_price — product(hdd, 200G, Y),Y > 100.

T5 | < (62, b1).
Cp — pay-cash. — high_price.
Hp

%3 EOFS DHEFEN—A
Es | sl : product(hdd, 200G, 120$) «— not —product(hdd, 200G, 1208).
product(hdd, 180G, 1008) «— not —product(hdd, 180G, 100$).
s2 : product(hdd, 200G, 1008) — pay-cash.
—product(hdd, 200G, 1208) — product(hdd, 200G, 100$).
Ts [ < (s2,51).

Cs

Stepl 7947 ¥ MIHEFEANOEMNH BHIHE, B G(X) ZAAL, ¥ —N
NEET B,

Step2 P —/ N A DT — x > MT question(G(X)) ZRTT 5.

Step3 754 7 ¥ MIERE NIz move ot LT HEELR L T D3RS move %
VAR UTY =7 INEEL, Y—NEZFDY A M% ST push 3.

Stepd Y —/3& S % pop L, D move A accept(G) 7% H61d Stepd .
%5 TIFNEZD move £V T4 7 MTHRRL Step3 .
S W2 TH B4 5 Stepb .

Steps RBARELYIIL, 7747 Y MCABRERERET 5. RUBEMETT
%7513 Stepd \.

Step6 —ETE Step5 WA TV R R SEHE Y 5147 Y MASEERR %L
BL, 23 TRUONIZBRARZEEUTRBR .

Sk [2] example3.2 TRENLERBORIBEANT, K AT
LIC B B0 EIER AT 5. .
BlfE HDD ZEVW:\WI—Yxr Vb BEROFOI—Vx
Y SHVE BL-Yx Y METIThNERBOFNZLT
IZRY . (T T Tl preferred BB THIET 3.)

Bi: 200G @ HDD i3 < 5T H.

S1: T 1208T9.

By: FMEZENZ 1008 TIELVDTI .

So: S THIND 75,1001 EF [E LT

B;: BETRIIZERA.

Sy: 180G 0 HDD 7 512, 1008 T#H550 LET.

By ZNTHBENLUET.

HWE B, B E S OHFBN—ABFNFNE 2, £ 3ITRT.
£20 < (b2,b1), £3D < (s2,s1) F5IABEICEML7ZH
BMTHY, < (b2,61) 1k “IV—Ib b2 &0 )V—)L bl BEHET 2"
CEREKY S, o

RBRFFEEDE, fIREORBORNERS o X EL(TiC
AT, ZTTWE B & SOEROPDED OX% round & LT
o, P =YXpgUlg, Ps=3sUTgs £95.
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Hs| pay-cash.
(1st round) B A SIC 200G @ HDD i3 < 5] LT
D move ZFVWTEMT A & TRBHVHBEINS.

B : question(product(hdd, 200G, X)) .
S & By "DERE L LT CAF(Ps,Cs) 1B T accepted T
B BIER product(hdd, 200G, 1208) 2 B NIRRT 5.

S1 : offer(product(hdd, 200G, 1208)) .

(2nd round) BIZ& 5T S; DRI, unacceptable TH 5.
Ko TRHETEY, Bld CAF(Pg,Cpg) BV TEH Typel
TEHEX NBIRE product(hdd, 200G, 1008) #ZHRREL LT
Y 5. B;: offer(product(hdd, 200G, 100$)).
S & > TRRE product(hdd, 200G, 1008) & acceptable THh 5.
Ko TELRITH L Type2 I8 3 E = {pay.cash} DHE
WKRETEBLHETS. XoTE2FKHELUTERTS.
Ss : offer({pay-cash}).
(3rd round) BIZ& > T Sy DREKIL unacceptable TH 3
7e, TNEIEERT S. Bs : refuse({pay-cash}) .
S BEEMET & Nizlz®, product(hdd, 200G, 1008) % Z T
AMOAEEZETHRERETERN. FT TEW Typel TZH
ENBRE product(hdd, 180G, 1008) ZZHEEL UTRTT 3.
Sz : offer(product(hdd, 180G, 1008)).
(4th round) B IZ& > THE product(hdd, 180G, 1008) (&
acceptable TH5. &> TESEITI & Type3 LB 3 J =
{< (62,b1)} DHZFEWCRBETED LHEL, CORBEZITA
NB. By : accept(product(hdd, 180G, 1003)).
i
RERITINF L~V 2V P AT LI Java VT EE
Uiz, 7547 b &Y —INd socket ICEBEEENLTRY
O %ITH. HROBIERANT, ERICEDGHEKRL, K
VAT LDETHERN—HRLTVBRZ L BHEL, VAT LD
EMRZRILL. B, BONSEROBICNL T/SL—F
BEE % AW BOFEDFEOR 2T o 2. LLTFORIEH
BERERICV AT LMGGHEE R ZBOER THY, M2k 5
A7 2 VEH, B3 ZEETRT LI2BERFIZERRT 54
REHTH 5.

dd. 200G X))
200G,120%)
3, { 200G, 1009),- )
006, 1008) {payc

MBuyerjquestiontproduct(hi
1
Joffer(

{6)[8eller]oﬂef(1 ‘produ(:!(h‘dd.moGJDOS))
7){Buyerlacceptipreduci{hdd. 180G.100$) {pref(

RSN K3 SREE (8RR

6 ¥bU(Z

BEERT SO0t ACBOTRETRPEBEMICRRT A
RBEREEOSEDRE, ILP OBLOREERIL, X0 &
Jit;)\f%ﬁ WOEWERERRIET S EHSEOMEERETHD.
&3

[1] P. M. Dung: On the acceptability of arguments and its fundamental role
in nonmonotonic reasoning, logic programming and n-person games,
Artificial Intelligence, 77, pp.321-357, 1995.

[2] C.Sakama: Inductive Negotiation in Answer Set Programming, 6th In-
ternational Workshop on Declarative Agent Languages and Technolo-
gies, LNAI 5397, Springer-Verlag, pages 143-160, 2008.

[3] R. Schweimeier, M. Schroeder: A Parameterised Hierarchy of Argumen-
tation Semantics for Extended Logic Programming and its Application
to the Well-founded Semantics, TPLP, pp.207-242, 2005.

[4] T.Wakaki, K. Nitta, H. Sawamura: : Computing Abductive Arguments
in Answer Set Programming, Proc. of ArgMAS 2009, pp.189-206, 2009

[5] BECIAIZ, KARET, BART « BRICESI(RSY A7 Lo%, Snmys
5 71 BREKRL, 2R-6, 2009.

[6] BORZ, BEARTF : BTV 77 LY ABRI BRLT—Y 2 ¥ b Y AT LOWBE,
WAREEERS (B2HHH), AI2008-3, pages 15-20, 2008.

Copyright © 2010 Information Processing Society of Japan.
All Rights Reserved.



