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Abstract: Bilateral Multi-issue Closed Bargaining Problems (BMCBP) are critical in the research field of
automated negotiations. In BMCBP, it is difficult to adapt game theory for a negotiator because the ne-
gotiator cannot know opponent’s preference information. In this paper, we propose a heuristic negotiation
strategy that is based on the expected utility value at the equilibrium point of an evolutionary stable strategy.
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ZITH)ROOREZ TR T 2B TH 5. ASCTIRET
BB % T T B 71T, $RET A ISHRIRIG 2 S L
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FEHFEZEMNL, RERES2ZHEL T3PS
%, AgentM I3 ANAC2014 DEHBZ— 2 FThHh 3.

2015 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2015-1CS-179 No.19
2015/3/20

AgentM DR L LT, WRiftlfés & AHF D F LA iR 1<
DWTHEHDREIZREL TC0BEBETONS, R
G &, T OREEEL B &5 oxh AR CREHl L <
HFon 2RO RKELAMERL/NILAEDETH 3.
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7y a ko THERELERA (Bid) 249,
o Offer: HFICBid 22K T 277> a v, BHIC Offer
T 5B H I MEEICRES N TR S
o Accept: Offer N7 Bid #RET 577 av. Ac-
cept LA RIRBDIRALL, AWICAELEZHHD
BITBIBCTREAm L, FISI0H 2 51 7= Bl 2 45 L
TRBEHET T 5. HFD Offer IR T 254135
727 Bid Z2WEFL L L THTIC Offer T 5.
o EndNegotiation : 2T EBEET 27 7> a v, ZHM
5&(*0)*747 &, WTNrDOREHD EndNegotiation %
IR L 2R RUTRBIIH T 9%, EndNegotiation H%E
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Alternating Offers ICB 1} 525 DHE LT, =—Y = |
Atr—Y v BIZL2XBeEA5. RYDITEINEZ
I—Y v ADPFROG5A, i‘?ﬁl—“/“l‘/}‘ A DR
DERLRBEMTH % Bidy 22— =¥ b BIZ Offer 5%,
I—Yxv b AD Offer D%, [TEIMENZ—Y =V B
%%, ==Y b BlZZ—Y v b AW Offer L7z
Bid; 2K T 5% 6% Accept $5%, =—Y v+ Bl
Bid; 2R T 5% 0 I ERBER L L TEREDOAEZEBEMTH
%5 Bids =Yz M AKX Offer %, ==Y+ B
D Offer DB, FOTEENIZ—Y v AWK S, Al
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MTEL, LHL, ZEHFLRARICEZGE1E, B
ICeth TR TSR RMT 5. MRELT, AW
KRB RIRDIERE ZNFI 25 itk s, Kilo k)
BIRARR 7 = — ADBRIF 5 &3 F ¥ v 7 — LR 7 —
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TIRAKIRE 7 = — X BV 2RBENE % KD X 5 1235
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ML, RERE 7 2 — XI2B ) 2 WRRIAEZ B i
ALY L g 28 R L 7B o WIRI e e 2. 2L
T, REINE 7 = — AL O TIRDIBRALAREE 7 = —
RICB T 2 WRFRIHME & 72 2 & 9 ISR BkIE % 3251 T 5
L# L, BMCBP Tl — =¥ b B ORIz —
Pxvbh AL TERMTHY, TV AlFT—
Yz vt BO¥ERSMEEHEET S LIEREECH L. 2
T, KX TIRI—Y 2 v+ A OHECESI G %2 3%
ET BT EIEk->T, RIEIRE7 = —RITEBT 2 WIR3IH
iz T2, =22 v b ADHESIREE dfa, HERM
% RV, BXOZBEOMAMEZ Cy T2, 2L T,
AR 7 = — ADWEZ% 1.0 —e £ L, pe(A) ZH\IH
TR 2 IR L Al —Y 2 v b ADRICEZHT 2
MRETE, 2= 2V ADHEEHESIHM Ay-Ag
Z3 (5a)-(5d) DK ) ITERT 5. RET 5 KWK TIE
e BILRUIZ 0, Cq ZHTFOREBIED TR KE L)
FAfE (Best Offered Utility) &3 %.

Ay = RV - df 0 (5a)
A =df ;"¢ (5b)
Cy - dfto=e Cs > RV,

Ao = 4 fAl 0—c (Ca 2 RVa) (5¢)
RVy - de' (CA < RVA)

A22 = pC(A) . A21 + (].0 — pC(A)) . A12 (5(31)

A (5a) TRI—Yzr b Arz—Y v b BhEICHR
JIMIE 2 I L AN L — 2 v+ A DRI ZRE L
Tw3, T—Yxv b Atz—Y v BcIERN
HEWE 2 BN L 72858y, ISR TIREE TR L R\
ORWIFRKT 2. 2 LT, H\ICHSRAED & 85 %0
RV fix 5.

H (be) EH (Bb) TRRZ—Y 2V P ALZ—Y=2V}F B
DT NI DM I 2 EIR L, KD O— )i SIE
W2 BN L a0 —Y v b AR ZREL
T3, IS THNCZ W T 5 729, FEW I
g & R AT G EE—HINCGES 2 EIINTL £
9. L723>T, BEADIEMDENEE & > I 61E— N
RN AMEICEIG I 2 B, F B H5 0 i %
E o GBI ZMERICHTIFAZ T W Il %215 5.

R (5d) TRI—Y v b ALz—Y x| B
B 2 BIR L A0 —Y 2 v b A DRIAE % 3%
EL TS, IS I3 T TN A RS 2 AT
% F Tk, FEWITIN E FRRICAESEFORNZ TR
W, koT, ==Yz rvtAtz—Y vt BPHIZH
JIHENE 2 IR L 72800k, RIcE | L 2 AT 05
Pz L, ZoEN I3 — AT oEE % 5|
EHEXES, Lo, =—Vxvh Atz—VxV
b B IS R EIR L 2/ EL LD -V x
VDRI EG T A EELE LD, HLICHTELD b
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B 3 EALILE g D39

WAL X9 & e /NS LGS, IR T 258
BN EDR Y, KRNIEG IS & 2> TL %
9. £oT, BTl 2@ER L 72354, HeIiIcHT
DFEFRFRICHI ST L BRNETH 2720, KX TIE
pe(A) X po(B) EFMERELTHI)., ==Yz b X
TR ST WE 23BN B HER 2 px, W0 7IHKES 2 IR T 2 fifg
Krl-px &L, ==Y v b X DEABEOMERSAA
Zpx=@x,1-px) &¥5. X6)IFZT—Y=zvF AD
HEE I HBIEL Fa(pa, pB) TH 5.

Fa(pa,Pe)=pa-pp-An+pp-(1-pp)- Az
+(1=pa)-pB - Ao1+(1—=pa)-(1-pp)- Az
=pa-{pp-(A11—A21)+(1-pp) (A12—A2)}
+pp-A21+(1—pp)- A2z (6)

K (6) ITBWVT, pa DIRETH % pp - (A1n — Agr) + (1 —
pB) (A1 —Ap) 0 B2 L) RppWT—Y =V B
DAL LW py, = (ph, 1 — ply) £ 5. 13 1AL
MW EBM OB EZ R LT3, =—Y 2 B
GG py & Lok, =YV b A OHEEIIFEIN
Fa(pa,py) B —Y =2V b ADIRGHNE py ODFEZR
Fwv, Lo, T—Yx v b ARAGOMELNEE
g pY DIRAITH > TH, EMHZEIEDIH RICE
% Fa(ph,py) BEMTEETH S, Lo T, kit
K7 2 — R8T B HEWESI Fa(ph, ps) 132 (7) 12
koTEHTE 3.

Fa(pa:Pp) =pp - A21 + (1.0 — pjp) - Aoz (7)

3.5 RBRIWE7 z—XICH I 2BESEBOEET
RAEHRE 7 = — RITB T B HEEWIRFIIN Fa(phy, pl) IS
HOE, BBINVE 7 2 — A IB 230K ZRGT 5, 3
BRI DM L D b AREEMORAEIESEBOME LD
HREOVES, KB HIIEEERM % Offer 7213 Accept
T 5. KX TRET 250K TR, REE7 = —X
TRON UMD TRz #HEE WM F(phy,pg) &£ T
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[se]
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S A
2
5 «
A
~ —m— T(t):casel —¢— T(t):cased
s —o— T(t):case2 ----- L(t)
—A—  T(t):case3
o
S -
T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Time

K4 BEEETE Or57

3. ko, RERET = — OHEBEILEE I % ]
VTH F(ph,pl) & DRE L BIFIERS AL, Lizdio
<, HAMHAER L T —C 2y b A QESMNO FIR
L(t) 3R (8) L% 3.

L(t) = F(p}, ph)/dfa (8)

AR OTIRIE L(t) L5225, KB L%l
B, BAZIHE 1.0 D R ICABEEZBNT 2
BB EBT 2 EYRDH 5. Lo T, KiwX Tl
[0,1] Dfifi % R OIS T(t) 23X (9) D & J IEGEHT 5.

L)+ (L0—L(t)-(1.0—t)  (dfa=1.0)
T(H)={ 1.0-t/a (dfa<1.0N1.0—t/a>L(t)) (9)
L(t) (dfa<1.0N1.0—t/a<L(t))

T(t) (FFBIBABEEL RVEi& (dfa = 1.0) DBER,
R IS X - CTRORZIAME 1.0 205 L(t) IS EE RO
WIFMED B BESA 2 AT 5. 2L, BEIMEET
2856 (0.0 < dfs < 1.0) ZRIGEIEE L 22729, IF
At = ol T(t) SRAZINE 0 ICEET 5 K ) ICARESE
2 M 2, BEIIHPIRKE CIZERIIAEIHE L %
570, RETIRWBEIETIZ a=df4 €T 5. 7L,
Tt) W LE) ZTH2HEEETE) =L#) £T 5.

41K T A= DIRD case 1 5 case 4 DFAIC
BUILTH) D777 ThHb. case 1 15 case 4 D df B &
" RV 13 ANAC2014 TEFH I N7 388 TH 5.

case 1: dfp =10, RV4=0.00, C4=0.5
case 2! dfp =05, RV4=0.00, C4=0.5
case 3: dfp =10, RV4=0.75, C4=0.,5
case 4 dfp =05, RV4=0.75, C4=0.5

case 4 D X ) ITHBIZNAH & BIRIE 2K & e sBME O
&, T EEIA % 5o 7Rk RV £ D /&<
BRHIEDVDHD, RETLRBEMETIET(EH) D RVp £ 0
b/INE K %o 7354, EndNegotiation iR L, ZWa &
TIE5.
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REIGE 7 2= RCBLTE TE) Lo TiES%
79, RFEL, RRIRE7 x — R0 BT 5 MELILE s
p’ ¥ AgentB D77 4 R— P REHRIC K > TRET 5 72
b, T=Yzv b AICFERTZIENTERL, LE
D30T, RFSCTRET 2 ZIBHIE T, RkIRE7 = —
RIZB T 2RI IEEBR 2@ L, BE»—C
HALCTHOART 2 I E IR 2,

4. FHEREREER

IRET WIS 2 A L oo —Y 2 v k& ANAC2014
WBARESICHEE LA —C 2V Mok TREY T 2L —
T avEITH) LT, RET LB IG5, AR
S 2L —3Y 3 YT ANAC2014 RS T S -4
R2HDOKZB AL V2 HWT, BET 3B 2 F25
L=z b 280211 2 —Y 2y FTRYD DR
Wrial—varzfr). Z2LT, TPHRLELTHES
Z L D3TE L YRR & Pt A AR TIE % S
5. Fto, ZWRRZBRNTT 272012, HHRNRENN§
LR AE O (BHGE) L5802 HE
T2, 2138y IaL—va vy THvs ANAC2014
DREBHIED M TH 5. FAWERTEII S HE A3 DK
AR Z >, £ UNBS) 3HEENAFIS R & 7%
3 A EZEGAITH % Nash Bargaining Solution 128 1F %58
BHOEESAMEZ R L TWwa, X5 1R BREO 6T H

= 2 ANAC2014 ORHME

ID | Issues | Profile | U(NBS) df RV
1 0.76
1 10
2 0.92
1 0.89
2 30 1.00
2 0.95
1 0.98
3 50
2 0.90
0.00
1 0.97
4 10
2 0.76
1 0.95
5 30 0.50
2 0.95
1 0.91
6 50
2 0.96
1 0.85
7 10
2 0.90
1 0.90
8 30 1.00
2 0.92
1 0.95
9 50
2 0.97
0.75
1 0.90
10 10
2 0.88
1 0.87
11 30 0.50
2 0.87
1 0.95
12 50
2 0.87
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11 . . .
L0 Kalai-Smorodinsky Solution
L

0:9 /"7"\{/

0.8

% 0.7, Nash Bargaining Solution |

‘ —

Qi: 0.6

Z. 05

Z 04 ‘

S 03 Pareto-front

0.2
0.1

0.0
00 01 02 03 04 0S5 06 07 08 095 10 1
Utility (Profilel)

5 ID 1 OAWRIEICE T80 —F 70y b EASHE

R 3 F—F XU MCBIT 2 EEE L HESTRE

PRSI HERRINME R HARRIfE
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 v0.3 0.681 0.173 1.409 0.354
ANAC2014Agent | 0.622 0.203 1.392 0.397

F4a4 P—F X PICBTRHEREREHITIZIH

ot HICK 3BT
Mean SD Mean SD

Our Agent 0.514 | 0.082 | 0.025 | 0.157
AgentM 0.475 0.050 0.033 0.180
Gangster 0.499 0.067 0.064 0.244
GROUP2Agent 0.527 | 0.065 0.097 | 0.296
DoNA 0.509 0.085 0.015 0.123
WhaleAgent 0.494 | 0.061 0.073 0.261
E2Agent 0.501 0.070 0.088 0.284
kGA _gent 0.521 0.044 | 0.078 0.268
AgentYK 0.498 0.054 | 0.095 0.293
ANAC2014Agent | 0.451 0.077 | 0.048 0.214

%5, M5 TIEID 1 ORBIED L —F 70y b EER
BREZERLT»5

%3iANMﬁm4®xﬁ% BBy 2L —
v avORiRERL TV S, %3 TEWVT, BET 58
HRHG 2 SR L 22— = v b i3 ANAC2014 s RS
I—Y x v b EHRCOEERRI A &Pt R RIE
WKBIT B2 a7EABRESE., Ldd> T, KX i
ET R FEO -2 2 v b E LT, #EYA
FHEFEBLTWB b5,
%4iANAC®2m4%%kA*%$¢6§%%%%¥
L=z v b 2MAGEOHERER L HEI M % R
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R®5 wILV7TLAICBT 2R LR IRE

PRSI ERRITE AR RfE
Mean SD Mean SD
Our Agent 0.855 | 0.054 | 1.721 | 0.096
WhaleAgent 0.790 0.135 1.586 0.264
AgentM 0.779 0.189 1.583 0.386
Gangster 0.741 0.205 1.455 0.441
GROUP2Agent 0.682 0.230 1.463 0.503
AgentYK 0.664 0.189 1.353 0.396
E2Agent 0.664 0.201 1.325 0.408
DoNA 0.609 0.240 1.226 0.472
ANAC2014Agent 0.601 0.236 1.209 0.467
kGA _gent 0.580 0.301 1.175 0.605
BraveCat v0.3 0.578 0.220 1.181 0.451

6 kL7 7LAITBITZE5%H

SN TR
Mean SD
Our Agent 0.023 | 0.148
WhaleAgent 0.058 0.234
AgentM 0.024 0.154
Gangster 0.076 0.264
GROUP2Agent 0.155 0.363
AgentYK 0.161 0.368
E2Agent 0.173 0.379
DoNA 0.022 0.147
ANAC2014Agent 0.069 0.255
kGA _gent 0.136 0.343
BraveCat 0.136 0.343

waé.%4@6%%?%&%%%%%&Lk;—91
FEHERENRE W OGNS WD, &b
ﬂﬁ%ﬁmﬁkﬁﬁﬁAm%ﬂﬁﬁk?<&o% %7
DARVEIE R I L e —2 2 v b kD S PEHCRKE
I—Y ¥ FTH5 GROUP2Agent & kGA gent 13, H2%
THRBUIE R L =2 = v b kb S EBIZADA
EW, L7adSo TRV, 58T 2 Mg 2 248 L 72
YEED D GROUPQAgent & kGA _gent D1
TERR B IR HERRIC X 2B K > TS (o Tz,
KL TlE, B —P 2V FORME2EETL7-0IC,
HALz—Yzy PALTRBET22L7 7L A %2179, &
WHDEF—F Ay FTIRIERGIEKE L 22— 2 v M iE
IR E &£ 22— 2 v b o —HNICES RS EHT
TEMTES, L, kL7 7L A TIRHEHIIER I
BxEE2—Y vy ME, ARERSEEEE 2D, Rox
BREREFL I ENTER L, RFET I 2L —va v TR
BUbhob—F A v EFEMIC, ANAC2014 THW SN
Z21RMOTHER AL vERVE, £513LL7 7 LAD
i%#%?%% 25 DR 6, $RET 5 WG %
WLl —Y v MR OERIA EESNWRTIRE |
KB EDLDS, F6I1FRLT7 T LALICETBHEGIEH

I—YxVv
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Thsb, R6»OWETHIRBIMEZFER L ez—Y v
FOEBIFAII O T —Y 2 v b EHIELTAI VLI LA
b3,

BUDDEF—F AV FERLZ TLALDZODRMS
Sal—YarvoiEiers, RETIRBHRIEIESRLER
BEME B L OB ISR L CGEYIICHIGTETWE Z E
Bhh b,

5. HbHIC

ARG TR EA R LS WG D ¥ #5012 B 1 2 HEE B
FAfEICEED Z W) B 5 2 HE T 2 28 2 BR R L 72,
AESEER E LT, $RET ARBIIEEEE L -V 2 v
& ANAC2014 F RSB I —Y = v Mk 584D
DE—=F AV PERLTITLADRBL I 2L —vavEk
fTor, FRLLT, MHORHES I aL—arvitiBn
T, IRETIRBHIE IR L ez —Y = v PR ER
A & SEEHE SN AREO M T T A 2 7 IEA A3 b i <
BB ERML, WYREEEZHEBILTHE I ERRLT,

SHOMEE LT, REL KIS E IR L, =AM
EROE Z AR AN I IVE=S N bE: 5 =% g I
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