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based on K-nearest Neighbor Algorithm
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Abstract: A automated negotiating agent attracts attentions in the field of multi-agent system. Bilateral
multi-issue closed bargaining problems are critical in the field of automated negotiations. In this paper,
we propose an agent that makes offers by using the negotiation history. Then agent learns the degree of
agreement with this negotiation history data by using the K-nearest Neighbor Algorithm. Our agent suc-
ceeded to increase the social welfare score by searching agreement candidate based on the proposed algorithm.
We demonstrate that our agent outperfomes the existing agents in the past negotiating agent competitions
includes the PRIANACand the ANACs.
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Agents Competition . ANAC) [2], [17] %, International
Joint Conference on Autonomous Agents and Multi-Agent
Systems (AAMAS) 7 & & LT 2010 4 & b BIflE s T
W5, ANAC 2508 & 5 283 RE L, BV O EIF R
EHNPERWE W) EAED L LT, BEFRICE > TES
ML HA T 2 HG IR, GEICKKLELE128
WD —EOMTEZR D 2 & AT & LR RAMIE &h55%
EINTEY, WEOLHITEMFT L2 A E LT
5. ANAC TREMZHABZHT—Y 22 k95, LRV
LR E D 720K A B O ERERERTEEZ VT
Wh. RERILISBIT B RWASEHHIR & 1X, BEOLBERE
ZHRIICHIA L C, RMEGEER T, HanyaRiE
(B OBRRAEORA) PWRELEEFEHS
ZETHA.

BEAFOIZE (72 & 21330k [6], 8], [13]) TH, #EDZE
WIERE 2RI LR E 20 L2 Blid v, 2HUdast
Btk Th A ANAC X PRIANAC 2BV T, #EOLHE
JEREDIEH AL SN CnagBEb H 5. 2018 4F |2 Z:
DIZWIBREDNG BRIV — VEE SN2 7280, KIFZET
(L DAIEREIE 2 FIH LB 2 0§ 2 H ke %
LTwW5,

ANAC BRI, & BEEGE RS MEZ ) o T
WA 44, PRIANAC (Pacific Rim International Auto-
mated Negotiating Agents Competition) 2018 A% 2018 4E
(B 27z, PRIANAC Tl ANAC &gV — Vi
mz, HEZHT—Y = v bOEBBEHATIERNOT, #
WEBW %7 7 —F SRS Tw 5,

PRIANAC2018 TlI, M E O R EEPD D720
W2, BEORHT— Y iz b L9 %V — VORI T
bz, BARIIZIE, a—A VT 7 A VEFIHL TRED
T=YRRETHIENTEL., INICLY, A ULHEN
FAIXF LT, BEOKET — ¥ &ffi o 7238 & 3L C
&%, —F, BFEDO ANAC TIHER O BT IERI 11X
MV LTHEY, 1HORBEDOT =5 IZHESWT L2 EE
792 LIETE R,

KL T, BEOZEDPFIHTE S L) IRVUTHK L
TRHRNZ LV 2 PeRFETD. BETHL -T2 v
ME, BEFEEMOHEZRFLEL LT KR VW68
FEHOWEZIT) . KL TRET STV = b 2if
flig %7212, PRIANAC2018, ANAC e R —
Vv hEREY I L= a VEIT, KRS
filix a7 ZE$ 5.

K LOMHE RITRT. 2B THBREHE LY = v b
DEENFFEIZDWTHY EIF %, 3 % T PRIANAC2018 O
L W — W ICOWTIHERS, 4 ETHRGH L TRE
TAHL—T P OEERBERHOREFEIZO VTR
b. B ETRET HIT—Yx v & PRIANAC2018, B &
ANAC RS-V 2 ¥ ML o TREETV,
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KETIE, HEZHBI— Y « v b ORI ICRES 5
ez on TR 3,

T 3 ANAC 25pf S N5 LLi o7 & L C Faratin 5
1, BRI X > TEBRORE ST 2 BAMELRE
L7z [5]. Faratin & DFEEEIET FAy 7 2 FEETH Y,
IRNTRA—F HHBETH T EITL o TRBOFBIER ¢ 12 X
BEDEEDVEALT B, KT A=Y IMAET B2, &
WHTFICE T 2 1HHRE FAICEL 2 TER VIR T T
IR L {2 h. T2 ANAC OBEHRITBWTHERE
AR & N7 s Tl 2w,

DUF, ANAC O IZsML 7o —Y 2y MZown
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BEOMRENLZI -T2y MIZDWTORS, 1 D5
IZBWTC, ZOB\ETHESNLHTOREBE I L T
b e itE 5 FELRESIN TS, AgentK [9] &
ANAC2010 DEBT—Y 2> FThbH. AgentK DR &
LT, MHFORFIERED ST ORUFIEHR & WL L
W4 22551751 %, The Fawkes [1] 13 ANAC2013 ®
BT — 2 N TdhA. The Fawkes DFEf & LT, H
FORFEBEE KL CHERRY = — 7Ly bFl [4] &L
NBFEFLRICLVFESAOESGCEHET 5. Atlas3 £
ANAC2015 DERBT—Y =~ b TH 5. Atlas3 D L
LT, ZCHRMmE % BT 7 — 2 b LTI A2 8108 -
THY G FREBR 2R T2 HITONE, &5, &
YIA 3] R A AR [16] IO W F b RE
ENTVEA, Do —Y x» MI#EOSHEREZH
WA I EIIToTW AW, ThiE, ANAC OBEaTIE
BEOLZHEOERERGET H 2 LRSI, EARMICIZ
HAEDORWBII B DERIZT 2 2 eDFFshTniz
WTHAH. —7, PRIANAC2018 DH&HARIER Y © B
L7z Agent33 [10] 3 WEREEZH VWL -V 2 FD 1D
Thb. XWHTOREBRED SIR—EDOREL KO
FOEIERHET 2RETF L L L.

ik [6] Tld, RBIZBWTHTFORABEREH#EET %
72O\, BBOMEFENLZHBEEOMEE L ZDEADT
21O0%ELy Y a vy ORTIT) HFEAIREL TV,
RIRF L OENL, RIREILEIOZWRBIEZFIH L Tw
B, CHER 6] TRAH L TWARWETSH 5.

CHK [13] Tk, ABOF A 78a 700 EE % v
ZORABEEEHEL, 7 v v afe TS5 HESRE
ENTWAE, HERHBE L TOKHETIL—LT -7 DER
BERLLEE, BEOREBERELZFHL T ianwess, K
L TCRETATFHEL T o7 BR 5.

SCHE 8] T, BEIATo KB OEONEET T
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W&, FNROZHICHEBEE L L CHT 2 HERES
NTwa, XK (8] T, FEHARKII1 2O HEtLy ¥ 3

YORTHLETBY, R TIRET S L) ko
JERE ALY A, BEOZRHRIBHT 5 Z i LTk n

KL CTRET AL -V 2 v N OEEREWMERTE
ELTK-EBEEE R EBEREMOBRE LT . A
FHEMOBELEEITICH -0, BEOKEBHEHRE TIIRK
BHTEPOLRESNTAEE, BLUOAELLAEESL:
AgreedBid & L THRWVHE P RE L THE SNHERE
RejectedBid & L T\, —EDXAMEL MR TE 20 Y
DEFEFGMEEE 2 7 7 A0 H L, # LW AgreedBid #f
VR LA BEREM A IRET 5. SHET 2B T 545
BE e LT, RUMTAHRE LRH, SEERM O
fiti, DED 202 E LTI . LT, RETA
I— Y MIBGFETEL Y ORE L CRMAER % 17
WHERIREEZ S0 5 2 LD TE 5.

Fm e LCHEBOESLR S & EHIL S 258
HEMEHTWS, COEBERKTAEZAIE, ANAC R
PRIANAC T, #HFIZHAZEMZ Vo SRS W
(Closed Negotiation) &\29) 155N IHERAD ke
LTBY, ZORETTHEONLERE LTIE, HHOIE
FALRAE & IEBAL S N7 BEER 0 2 D < 5w L EE
BN LWZOTH 5.

3. HE#XSHI— 1> MEHS (PRIANAQC)

3.1 PRIANAC O#IE & B/

PRIANAC (I WA WIFET A R OMf7eE7- L HE)
THL—Txy FEERL, fElSN/cn—Y 2 MK
LHh—=F A2 FNOFEA T EHVED EBRHEEATH
%. PRIANAC ODHBIZRD L H 2% 5
o BIFIHHA O N TR VAT LT, Fiae 2K

BWTHAHMISHIGTE 2EMANZHEIREL -V =
MN2E )

o R ARG O Z BN 7 AT FR AR D e it

o FIHBIRICBIT AT —Y v b OFEE RPN, B
LU, KMOZEHFOETY) ¥ 7 Lok

o WILHOAKEI— Yy MEREYF Y FOIE
&Rt

KT, WETAHIZ -V 2 v PORBSIS L LT PRI-

ANC & ANAC R ICi L7 —2 = v b 2 fi

5.

3.2 IHIL—I
(3% K x 1]

LW R AL 3B FERROZEMEL I -y T
DI LTHEL—V =y bR/ ENTELHMEL
LTEHLZODTHD. ZHMEmE s 10— X FEH
M (BMCBP : Bilateral Multi-issue Closed Bargaining
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Problems) (ZBIJ A% N A4V TIEILHMELHET
IR, HREo L) ) HBIRE A FUEICER L T»
%. PRIANAC TliE, RHIIBIMT AT RTHOIL—V x>
MIZEH R A A ¥ DEERIERPG 2 H5NE. &N A A
VBT AREOEE R T LT A, WAL (ieT)
FEENEN(0,v;]) OFPHOEREZE £ 5 (v; ITFHI iDL
DS HIRKIE). BEFEREST S, 4 OGEFEM
%5 ((5€8), LT, mufdsn ThorE, S1Ek (1)
TEHRIND.

S:{g: (51,827. . ',Sn)EN" | OSSZ‘SUi’i:172’. . '771}
(1)

(% FARS%]

SRR S A TERIT L o CRBENEL 2 EATED
A R L B TH S, RGBT T To 512k »C
SRR S LB IS AR [14] R ATV . HlC
SR T OV THIIT 2. EREIC BT,
WM T =y RS RO, ATEER
FILE o THRESNBHNESE CE), HeDHNE o
(e €C(5) EFET. i o 11—, b L EHROmMM
B L CHIBTS IR A & & B IEOMER, B X OB EE 5
. GEEEM TG o, ¥R 510, KBEIEHF
B w(cr, ) 12 & > THRMEE S5 2 LA TE 5. il
on VR B EEEALIRE R B k L7k X, [0,1) CEAUES
N7 U (5) 5% (2) TRESND.

UE = Y A wlend) @)
creC(5)
PRIANAC2018 X ANAC BT, A [0,1] IZIEH
LN THY, KFHLTIEESACR A LI585,
(3% 70 k2]

AL T ld Rubinstein 232063 % Alternating Offers [15]
EN—AL L7287 0 b albEHvA. Alternating Of-
fers IZBI§ 25813 % <AFAE L, AL & I3ATIR R 205
SR B 05, 7 — LG [14] REMFEE AT T
O —FEEENT W5 [3]. Alternating Offers TIERD
32077 a il THEESEMAM (Bid) 2. K1
I3 Alternating Offers IZBIF AL —Y 2 ML 3DDT 7
varOBRERLIENTH L.

o Offer i MFICIBd 2 -ETHT 7 ar. miic
Offer 479 T & H%C & 5 ZWH 135S BAGA AT 127 E
T5.

o Accept : MF23 Offer LTX7-Bid2ZHT LTV
Ta v, Accept L7ZEEZZWAKAL L, H\WITHERE
Fe HYORHBECCTRHG L, 37 L 728 ICE5 %0
WA LR AE AR LTS ERT T4, HED
Offer L7z Bid =5 25613, HE D H727% Bid
ZUBERE L THTFIZ Offer 75.
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1 Alternating Offers DFEZE[X]
Fig. 1 Overview of Alternating Offers.

e EndNegotiation . X ENEST LT 7 a v, HH
RO E T NT N DIEHE DS EndNegotiation %
IR L 72 R CRWIEHET 5. EndNegotiation 5%
BIRS N h, ZWE TR IR GAZ 2 E05 (%0 %
L7 AfEZ S L, 2CeT 5.

Alternating Offers (BT A2 HOH L LT, =T—T =
PMNAELI—VI N BILEDIREEEZ D, WANDAT
Bl T— 2 b ADFOA, T —T b AN
B TR TH D Bidy 2 T— Y =~ b BIZ Offer
T5 =Yz AD Offer Dk, fTEMHENT—V >
NBII¥SL, TV FBIZT—Y v b AD Offer
L7z Bidy %53 %% 61E Accept $5H. T—J 2k
Bld, Bids 2#HET 5% 5B EL L THEEOEESR
Wi ThHH Bidg *=—T = M A Offer 5. T—
Tz b B®D Offer Dk, BUOTEIESZ—-T 22 M A
WA, RUEIOL ) FHmELHEIRLIT) 2LI2EoT
THEWSHBIIHEATT 5. F 7, TEIMER BT
T EndNegotiation % #R$T 5 LN TE 5,

[l BRRAsF ]

B R OSBRI A RO LR N I Fi R 235 2
ENEREND, L72A o T, KiusCTIEHIREHE 257
THRWHEEATET 5. b, HIRERZEE L2545,
WL EndNegotiation % BT 5. Kim L TIEZEHH
Ba7r 5 OFGEERR % [0, 1] OIEHLEZ ¢ & LT .
(ZI51%F)

KREILTIE, R e LCHHZERBICE > THELNS
RIAEARA T &5 1 = B 5. HI5 1% 3BT
72 [15] TOEEINTWELEENTH D, KiLicB
G AEGIEI I, SIHABERICE > TR LS TE DA
FEISH LT (0,1] D% & 5 E5HREICEDS W TR L 72
&5, FoHRE df IIZEBHE T LIRE SN TS,
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STRGEM 5 OMBEE UG) & L, MMz %
L

& L7 B Up (5,1) 33 (3) TEHR S NS,
Up(5.t) = U(3) - df* (3)
[ B RfM1E)

AF L TIX, EndNegotiation % R L 72EI1—ED
RAMEZ55 2 AT & 2B IRMAEDAFIET 5. A ORAAE
BB T S IR E SN T WA, BARMHEIC D E5 %) H
5 S A, BTG RV OICEI 1R % A L 72 88 RS
RVp(t) 13X (4) TEHZKESN D

RVp(t) = RV - df* (4)

4. K-EFEEICED K EEREEMRR

4.1 EEEEHORE
KL TIRET AT -V 2 ¥ ME, HEWEREL S0

BHAEERE B E L TAREEHEHORELITH. RO

FNEZ L7ehso THEFHEMEZZBHFICRE (M1 12k

7% Offer) 5.

FIE1 ZEBEATHIBISCEBHFErORESING, £/, %
DZHRIZBWTEBICAEE TEX/-EER% AgreedBid,
HYAHRE L TEHE SN2 EHEE% RejectedBid & L
TRBBEREIRET 5.

Flg2 —wEl Lo HEL M5 TE 5 6 ERERMT L
BL, KBk EaMH LTS Lz EEmuits
NewAgreedBid # & NewRejectedBid #1240 3H T 4.
FIE 2 1B L TIE 43 HiCREMl & i3 5.

FIE3 5HL THESN AgreedBid BED H 2 & 28 W T
DIREREOHE, B URBEICIRESIN-GEEY
TS L — FUEERAT Y, RIS B E R T
B,

4.2 THRBEREZEE L - EERBREORER
PRIANAC Tid 1 MOZ#H % 10 BTV U850
TARH% 100 [ KT 720, ZRTELEREILZVD
TR T OBIFHERE T LT v, BRTE LRI
UTDLDTH 5.

o ZHBINE DIERILETEIE
o HEMREIIBIT B IEERER
o KHIIBIFLEER

PRIANAC Tld 1 MOZEHAS 10 v ) FEfTirbn
5720, MEMICEEREMHORR LTI LErH 5. B
HFL—V oy FOBERBEHOREFEIIBRS 2 E Lik
(SA) 12 & 2 AR EmMESR LT BHER, JEERICL 58
L— MEERAT) 2L CHRBRBEMIZERSINS. BAFF
BEOWE, BAEFAT L TV ALEBEOLHBERO AT S L
XL — MEGERAT ) 7280, ZWHARIZ 7 5 2T E 50 7%
TR ERL LD TER. L oT, BMEFETIRE
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Fig. 2 Transition of utility value of candidate agreement pro-

posal based on negotiation time.

MEERET) 2L TERL D, /22— |
I 5 OB L0 ARG & 1 LSHARTIC Offer
TR, URERIER I & ) 4R O B b 2L
T5. 200, RO %D OO RME AT
I 0ITIE, ZCEREBRER b % L A BRI
Fehbh, H2Er—Yxr bORELLGEROMAM
DOHFRETH 5. QAT LI T — Y v MR
RERC & - C, $ERT 2 RESIELT 5.

4.3 EOEERZHBDIER
ARr—Tx v M, LTFD (1) & (2) D200 ETH

MOAEREMOESTERT 5.

(1) \BEDAFIBRED e 2D AFLOH DS, & 60 LDk
L7 KBIE & m/NBEEDO B O 2 5541, »o
FEMRF RS X 2 BMEL LR 2R 215515 AFLO%E
EEMMOGERFEMOELE LT 5.

o I KHMME L /NEEEIDTOIDOXRTHE T v
FLIER, 9 DODOXTIIRBEMICG 2 2ETH
5. (K, /) = (0.90,0.85), (0.85,0.825), (0.825,
0.80), (0.80,0.775), (0.775,0.750), (0.750,0.725)
(0.725,0.70), (0.70,0.675), (0.675,0.650)

o FHBEEMIC X ZBME (TimeTh) W TOXTEH 25
nas.

0.7—0.1 x time  (time >= 0.5)
TimeTh =
0.7+ 0.4 x time (otherwise)

(2) (1) DFETHONDL AL Lo 2/, 705
L1 OBEBEREBEMETERT 5.

4.4 K-SREEEICLZ2EBEEREEOSE
REFETRLEESMEORFILE —ELEE L, K
HFA Offer L7cAEREARLCRES 22—V =~ b
A Offer LI2EBFRZUTO2O00EEFE LTINS
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Fig. 3 Overview of classification of agreement proposal candi-

dates by K-nearest neighbor algorithm.

JEAT VRS 5.
AgreedBid : R FAS Offer L7-AES, FoI3ER
ZHLLHIBNTHELAER
RejectedBid : KL CTIRET HL— =~ MY Offer L
THAETDIENTEL o IAEE
KL TRETH L -V v M, KEBBEIC L 25
FOEMOFEREZATH) . FIH 1 TRIZEFHA L L) IR
HHF L DOIWTH:7- AgreedBid, RejectedBid DFLEk %
795, TLTFIH2 T LORHEZ ERTE 26
HEAEEE % AgreedBid, RejectedBid (2909 5. K-k
BRI X 258 %AT) OT, REILEL LTRFEINTY
% A5 (AgreedBid, RejectedBid) & GRFEMEMTEOT
NTHEBEOL—27Y) v FHEEZHNT 2 LETH 5. 77
B HBICHHT 2 m e LTUTO 2 D0 R fHH
T5.
Time : ZEEDDH 5 GEFE T Offer L7k
Utility : {28 = — 2 = ¥ M Offer ENT-HGERE, $7-H
W Offer LI2BEFE2RFL -V ¥ N ORHZER
WCBWCHTHEZ Bl L CEMRTE 23 E
BICKEBEIL L 28BREMOSHOMEN %
R
— B LOMAEEZ ST I 5 5FORKE n i, &
BERBEHCEINLGEEFEL B, (i=1,2,...,n), &%
ZEDS Offer SNT-Wl % BIime (i =1,2,...,n), GEZ%E
ORHMEE BYY (i=1,2,...,n) &L, $7, BEOK
BORFINE—EL L TRAFSIN TV D EEEOREE m
W, RESNTWEEEEE RB; (j=1,2,...,m), &%
EHS Offer SNIMEM % RBT™ (j=1,2,...,m), &
KOMMMEE RBYY (j=1,2,....m) L Lzt &, $%
BGEEB LT —2) y FHli#Ed, (i=1,2,...,n)
3 (5) TEBENS.

dyj = \/(BiTime - RBJTi’rTLe)2 + (BiUtil - RBJUtil)2 (5)

A (5) CHE ENI—2 ) v FHE#EZ Y — P L, —EbL
ORI HIE % SR T X B AR ZH L\ AgreedBid
T, RejectedBid BEIC/ET A, #7215 5 N7z AgreedBid
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P2 O BUEGEREMORZIT VS L — MeEEZAT) .
KBRS & 5 B EEGERHOBERITRO L 9 U TT

b, TIVT) XLOFM%E Algorithm 1 (Z7RT.

(1) \BEORFISE—Er b EEEHEMELEEL (117
H), —wEbl Lo bz #E5 T & 2 5EEEMNE
#1595 (217H).

(2) FIH 2 TERS L -EGEREMFEOGERE L FIHL TF
BLIEBEREMFEOGEREDL—7 ) v FlifEE
TRTHBT 2 (T17H2S 1317H).

(3) =21y FiE#EE R L, #7212 AgreedBid & 575
&N 7z Bid # NewAgreedBidlist (23815 4 (14 17H
75 2347H).

(4) NewAgreedBidlist D& EFEZ /XL — PAET 5720
DA (2447H).

Algorithm 1 K-Ef5EI2 & 2 B FEEHOER T IV T

A L FER

1: PastBidlist: #RXOREILE L LTRIFESN TV L HER
B (GENIOS 225k &)

2: Bidlist: Al o CTE# L7 Lo AMEAHERS T & 2 5 EEE
T

3: NewAgreedBidList: #7212 AgreedBid & L T =&
= SR

4: Function KnnBidSearch:

5: NewAgreedBidList := {}

6: dislist ;== {}

7

8

9

: for i = 0 to Bidlist.size do
for 7 = 0 to PastBidlist.size do
: Bid = Bidlist[i]
10: PastBid =BidList[j]

11: dis list.add(EuclidDistance(Bid, PastBid))
12: end for
13: end for

14: sort(dis_list)

15: k := sqrt(dis_list.size)

16: for m =0 to k do

17: if dis_list[m]includedinAgree Bid then

18: agreedcount + +
19: end if
20: end for

21: if agreedcount > k/2 then

22: NewAgreedBidList.add(Bid)

23: end if

24: /XL — FE¥ED 728 getBidbyNeighborhoodSearch & getBid-
byFrequencySearch % -5,

4.5 BEEEWHO/INL — bkE
THICBWTREBEHTOAEZHL720121E, HHEOA
T, MFITE o THRAMED KR & 2 6 E R HE = RE
FTHLVEIDHL. BHEL—Txr POYAITHSORAM
BMOARERE L 12 ERGOER AT o 1R RS L
BHEERRIC L B8 — bERATH DY, REL—-V =}
EHO L0 KEFEICEDHFICLENERDL L) 2
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AT & SIS IO VTR L 7210/ L — Mk

FEATH)OT, HENEREL RO OO FRIE L]

e h. WEL—V 2y MITIE3 TIINSL— NYET

Bl L CRBIHRREHMERRICEL /5L — MEEE1T) .

LEERRICK B/ — hgE]

NL— METIIE TRERRZAT) . GABEHRELE,
PRI & JEME & 20 B SRR OB R E T 5 R
RThb., HHERFIIHFIRE L 2EBEEMHI R T
Ll %, MEPRELLEEREHOLED 22T
HEwHba—1) A5 4 vy AHEIVTWES, EEgESR
WX B EBERGEHOELEDMIBOIE L 7))L 3 X 25
I TITRT.

(1) K-EBETHTE LT -2 G EEEMEELY NewA-
greedBidlist £ 34 (147H).

(2) B 2 2 BEERBEM Y, HBICHTRELAE
Zfpetli mOfferedBid & 94 (247H).

(3) mOfferedBid & NewAgreedBidList % Il L, 7K
3[E U T UL matchingcount 1 > 7 V) X b9 5
(T4TH2% 1917H).

(4) matchingcount %% 58 D -4 L L T & 11d Neigh-
borhoodBidlist |Z3BM$ 5 (16 fTHZ25 18 17H).

Algorithm 2 EFHERIC L 2 A EEFEHOBEET VT

A L

1: NewAgreedBidList: #7212 AgreedBid & L CHH SN AE
FEAAhTE

2: mOfferedBid: #HF2>5 Offer SNHER

3: IssueList: iV A+

4: NeighborhoodBidList: #HF 25 Offer & M7z & % L HME
D\ GG

5: Function getBidbyNeighborhoodSearch (NewA-
greedBidList):

6: NeighborhoodBidList:= {}

7: for i = 0 to NewAgreedBidList.size do

8 AnAgreedBid = NewAgreedBidlist/[i]

9 for j = 0 to issuejist.size do

10: offeredValue = mOfferedBid.getValue()

11: agreedValue = AnAgreedBid.getValue()

12: if offeredValue == agreedValue then

13: matching_count + +

14: end if

15: end for

16: if matching.ount >= (issue;ist.size/2) then

17: NeighborhoodBidList.add (AnAgreedBid)

18: end if

19: end for

20: return NeighborhoodBidList

[BEERRICE B/YL — FRE]

BHEERSR L%, IRZRHIP 2 T OIRFBEIEE I BV TR
TLERIIRET LRIHETH L. FEHREE, HTED
B IRET D EEFRBEMOESED, MTo3HEHICE
WTEELZHMETRET VI —) AT 1 v 7 AL
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HEOVTWS . JERIERIABREE [14]) O%6, ZHHH O X
IHBOBERIZ L > THRESIND GRS . L7z
Do T, HT A2BER T MAE DY EEEFEMILTH
T o THIMESSREWERS 2w, Lo L, JERIE
MM TH->TY, KALFEDA LY b, HHERERZ O
S5 K-EfEEDIT) 05, MFIHRET 5 5EEEM DX
L— MESIFECE 5. BlIEE, MTFORFERICZSW
THMT ABEZOHDPHES LY IFA TV A REMED E W
72O TH5D. KEEDADYEILBEIIEE LrGr
EWVIHEIRTHY, HETTIEEE SN TR, BHERE
FICL D2 BBEFEFMOBEZFIIRD L5 2UHTIrb b,
Algorithm 3 |ZFEM 27~ 7.
(1) B L b AEFEM T, DIHEREETHEELCAE
i #E NeighborhoodBidList £ 32 (147H).
(2) %7 v b7 4 — LD Genius DIRMT 2 HEHRD 1
DTCdH 5 allValueFrequencylist % 15 L, K li T,
I b AR S B ORI R S5 5 (247H).
(3) NeighborhoodBidList & f#k L, #EPEASH U ThHN
1¥ matchingcount # 4 > 27 ) A > v§ 5 (91FTHDS
241TH).
(4) matchingcount %% K2 D 5Ll £ T & 1 Frequen-

Algorithm 3 BHEHEZRIC L 2 ABEFEMOERET VT
A LA

1: NeighborhoodBidList: #rf#12 Offer N7z /A ES L FUE D
AT BT
FrequencyBidList: ZC#AHT DI EMHE OB A =R
allValueFreqList: Z& T @RI D BHEEAT Y
issueList: /DY) Ak
Function getBidbyFrequencySearch (Neighborhood-
BidList)
6: for i = 0 to NeighborhoodBidList.size do
T matchingCount:=0 //NeighborhoodBid & FrequencyBid

DRI

8: for j = 0 to issueList.size do

9: valueList = issueList.getValue // &M O ) A b
10: for k = 0 to valueList.size do

11: if allValueFreqList[k] > highV alueCount then
12: /)T O H TR BRI S N7 BRI SR 05K
13: highValueCount = allValueFreqList[k]

14: /] & b O H TR b R S L7z PR

15: highValue = allValueFreqList.getValue

16: end if

17: end for

18: NeighborValue:=NeighborhoodBid 2% F 11 % i 512

5.2 6 N B

19: if NeighborValue == highV alue then
20: matchingCount++
21: end if
22: end for
23: if matchingcount > (issuejist.size/2) then
24: FrequencyBidList.add(NeighborhoodBidList [i])
25: end if
26: end for

27: return FrequencyBidList
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cyBidlist (2B % (254T7H» 5 2747H).
5. FHMEEERE&EER

5.1 FHEEERETE

KL CRET AT -V bOFEIEAT ) 72012,
ANAC {E K& & PRIANAC k&0 —Y 2 v b &
LT, BAEMHA T 7 EHENREATT, v iak
W& OFEE (Distance to Nash), 3SHHEBIER (Time)
TS, FHMETEE ANAC O R X A v 2 HwT
RET-Vz2 UV  VEeBHFEII T -V b2 ED46
L=V PERBI)TREET). EBEIHAT,
HMEWER AT, 7 v aXme Ok, 2B
WIEET =Y 2 v M7 TRTOLREHEDFE % JlIE LT
KDz, =Y =y MEALEDT) KT 10 HET 1 HO
e L, [ URWSEACac#% 100 [\ D 29, 100 [
MR- 2y MREOZRBHITHET &L, 100 [
LW AT TR LR A 27, HafRfIA a7,
F v a R L OWiEE, RERER O R RN T 5.
K-l BWORED T =5 OBIIL, F—FxX 1,
= AT LTI . | 1 IEFHMERCTHEHAT 2
ANAC DWW R AL VDAL Y OREE, Fss, E5]
B df, BLOERME RV 2F&d/-KTHDH. K2
WFEEMSEER CHEH 9 5 ANAC, B X U8 PRIANAC (2
L=z b aeF b2k THD.

5.2 FHIEifEREER
[#E]
R3IDITITINS, ETLI—V 2 MI ANAC D

F£ 1 ANAC THw L RZHIRES
Table 1 Constraint set used in ANAC.

. . - FX A 2D

FAA v it L Joxx df RV

partydomain 6 3,072 1.0 0

smartEnergyGrid 4 625 1.0 0
DomainTwf 2 25 0.2 0.05
Bank-robbery 3 18 1.0 0.2
Tram 7 972 1.0 0.5
freemarket 4 625 0.1 0.25
JapanTrip 4 240 0.9 0.9
triangularFight 2 9 0.1 0.3

®2 BEOLET—T =}
Table 2 Past upper agents in the past.

-4 W AE R
Atlas3 ANAC2015 i = —2 =~ b
Caduceus ANAC2016 G —2 =~ b
Farma ANAC2016 iFis=—2 =~ b
PonPokoAgent ANAC2017 i = — 2 = >~ b
Agent33 PRIANAC #E&REFBMER - — Y =~ b
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WEAr BT — 2 v b 2R 7 & OFER L O3 L AL M AR 0¥ (RN I

Table 3 Utility and social social welfare when existing superior agent is added.

I—Vzr FEASRN M AE JERZ AR iOps ] JIEAE
Atlas3 0.839 (0.160) | 3 | 1.345(0.536) | 5
Caduceus 0.782 (0.198) | 5 | 1.320 (0.480) | 6
Farma 0.884 (0.097) 1 1.495 (0.439) 2
PonPokoAgent 0.846 (0.178) 2 1.395 (0.524) 3
Agent33 0.696 (0.190) | 6 | 1.395 (0.444) | 4
Our Agent | 0.802 (0.081) | 4 | 1.522 (0.336) | 1

x4
(R LA {722

WA =2 P AR 2B E DT v ¥ 258 & OO & s8R 07

Table 4 Distance to Nash and Negotiation time when existing superior agent is added.

Y *1;;;fm WERL | ZeEsR | MR
Atlas3 0.345 (0.355 6 5.437 (4.106) 5
Caduceus 0.286 (0.307 4 7.119 (2.529) 6
Farma 0.189 (0.240 2 5.142 (3.841) 3
PonPokoAgent 0.217 (0.299 3 5.320 (3.483) 4
Agent33 0.314 (0.275) 5 4.483 (3.848) 2
Our Agent 0.135 (0.174) 1 | 4.481 (3.289) | 1

a2 P AL T, BfFEfe—Y 2> b EHRT
HAMAREIZ BT A AT TR O KREWT &A% h
%. Atlas3, Agent33 13 ANAC, PRIANAC OE&RYAH
MMOBEH L -2 2 NP, REL-TV 22 MIFKI D
EBY, Atlas3, Agent33 L 1) b EWILSIIAEIE % 1S
THLIENTEL, MEL—-V 2V VOEGEREMHOER
FIHERZHEMTO Offer LIZBERIOSZIC L2720, BEAF
P —T 2 b EDBEE L TEWIS I ETIE % S
SERARE Y % (W

K4 GFEI =V VEMRATGED T v a5l
WL OfEME (Distance to Nash) & ZZWHFR] (Time) %
IRLTWA, F4hH, BETHZ—T =¥ MEANAC
DIA W R AL Tl BAfF R —2 2 v b &R
TRETI -V 2y M3 F v ¥ 258D S bW IREET
ARELTEBY, BREICESL EFTOREHKFMI RO TN &
Wahd., MEI—-V oy MIBEOLHEHFERESE LA
BREHOWREEIT) 720, KEBEOFRE, O RBHFOE
IFEHRE T L CEERBEMHOWEZIT) 2LV TE L.
ANAC B = — 2 = ¥ MIFEAT - T BB OTEHD A
MU HERER, GBERICE AL - PER T
Tw7z. Farma 3 F v ¥ azd¥fif & i —2 « »
FOHFT2HFHICIEL SL — FEEIMTR TWBD, Kl
FEM X PRIANAC @ B —2 = v N TH D Agentd3 &
REL—-T 2y LD bIEV. ANAC BiiZ—Y x> b
BEFFEMOBETEOMETH > - RPEERH L)
BlEIZH LT, PRIANACOZ—Y ¥ hTdHb Agent33
ERFEL -V NI ANAC Efyz—Y o FED R
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HEEREZIT) 2 EATTEZ. Agent33 1 HHIT- 0
FIBEEZRMOZEENEBRT L2 LICLY), KHOFHE
Mo THRBERET/L — FEEERITH ZEDUETH S
A, WA ER L7 SL — MER TRV OAE
ERICIZEL DT v ¥ 2 ZH L Ofifirsm ZoTLZ
. BEZ -V PIKBKHEEE LI LICLD,
RADOLBYRYIGEE, 7 v ¥akBHenw)@nT
AT —Y 2 LD EN TSI EEIRLT.
[EE#H K 2D\

R TIE, IR K 223, FAL VIR LT
7 K DS EOREER: B IO W TRITE L 7208, —
WO LM Z1E5 2 LIZ5OFTE TRV, Tk
ANAC % PRIANAC & W) BHEoME & LT, K
TFOI—V 2V b BIPRAAL VOFEBIZL > TRELR
BEHEROMEN R L EPHTOoNL. LKEHTR KA A
YKo THRBHROWEN R L L 2 LD, —ikEr R
WHE R W20, KL TO K DEOH 1%, KTk
BT RRERR & LTashd [F— 8oVl
R 2Rz OCHk[14) &), $4hbbIZTETFT—%
LB EBFEERHOBMOTIME LTERAEL TS, AF
FeHws T, ERETRT LI %, Bff—Y = b
TR L, EMWERHE, SettsiREE, Sy va
LWIROR S, KEREHOFMI 2 EHL T,

AL, KIS L TRRDPEDRETNZ b, F
AL NMAF LTl Ze K S E DRI B DI DWW T
BTLULENH L. 72k 2 IE, HAKZG A A LAY
BAEBHTZIRE L7729 2 CTHAEWZ: K 23K, BARKZ
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ZHEMHFR N AL VB STV ZENIRETH L.
72721, ANAC % PRIANAC & W) BHEOMmE L LT
NR—=ATA BB T =51y bDHio TR Wk TH
b, —fEH) B ISR A %R, —IRIICIE N — A
TA BT =5y PSTIHIio TW A IR TH
M K Zko b, L7zht> T, ANAC % PRIANAC @
BHARNRELTTIICE, R—AFA4 DB LE0E
{DF—=4ty be, ZOTF—5OEE, L CHENE
KIZBd A%, ANAC % PRIANAC CTfiibhiCTw5
GENIUS & 97— 2B 724 { OFERMEZLE LT
LRI ERR & ET T A DLEN D L. TG RZEEBRZE W
FHRETH Y, SHROMEL T 5.

[Pl CAEEREICL BHEROABEICOVT]

P & BRI L) KEHIEHE IO W T T X 9
2T 5.

o MERFNAMEIZOWVTIE, EEREEITFHMEICH LT
1/6~1/10 2o THEY, NIV FPRLKE VR
TH5b.

o HEMAFUEIZO VT, BEHEFAEIEHMEICHT LT
1/2~1/4 Lo THBY, NIV FEZNIETEREL
o,

o TR OWVTIE, EOFEF D TFIME I AEHER 2
FEHICHEL, NI IVFOLHRVIERE VR 5,

o F UV ARMDOE EITONTIEIE, TPHHEICH LT
EMERADNRE WV, ST v 2 THRE O SIS
OWTIRBIRD 7 — ¥ B CTIRIES DA ETE v
b,

DL Xy, KimXoHMWTH L, aWARINE & 58 HR1E

BIZOWTIE, NT VXD WEREELIENTET
W5,

6. BHYIC

AAFFETIE, AT OBUEHRA S 2T v " F MK
A S ACHRHIRELS B\ C K- PR S BHEERRER, LBRRIC &
LEBREMORE©EB L7z, KL X 208217
ITETHOPLOEWVIIHFEZHOLNS L) HEE
fetli 2 JEA5 L, BHPEERSR LR RFIZ L 28 — PUGE %
179 SETEH N A A VIKAFS 5 2 & 7% SHRRRFIE
TRz, TTRELZHERESHR T A2 LX) RllE
HIERDTREIC L. 4ROMEL LT, XhE 0%
FIECREST 22— =¥ POMRRZEHET 2 2 L%, &
Kb -T2y N OEERBARET T ZE BN
AR T A 2 e EFHITON L. 612, FEERTIIM
BTERELFHEZDOT, E550HBL DTN ED
B, T RAAL L o THROMM DL D B DH, FBR
BLUEBRELAROREL T 5.

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.60 No.10 1662-1671 (Oct. 2019)

SENH

[1]
2]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

Baarslag, T.: What to bid and when to stop, PhD The-
sis, Delft University of Technology (2014).

Baarslag, T., Fujita, K., Gerding, E.H., Hindriks, K., Ito,
T., Jennings, N.R., Jonker, C., Kraus, S., Lin, R., Robu,
V., et al.: Evaluating practical negotiating agents: Re-
sults and analysis of the 2011 international competition,
Artificial Intelligence, Vol.198, pp.73-103 (2013).
Brzostowski, J. and Kowalczyk, R.: Adaptive negotia-
tion with on-line prediction of opponent behaviour in
agent-based negotiations, Proc. IEEE/WIC/ACM In-
ternational Conference on Intelligent Agent Technol-
ogy, pp.263-269, IEEE Computer Society (2006).

Chen, S. and Weiss, G.: An Efficient and Adaptive Ap-
proach to Negotiation in Complex Environments, ECAI
Vol.242, pp.228-233 (2012).

Faratin, P., Sierra, C. and Jennings, N.R.: Negotia-
tion decision functions for autonomous agents, Robotics
and Autonomous Systems, Vol.24, No.3-4, pp.159-182
(1998).

Hassanat, A.B., Abbadi, M.A., Altarawneh, G.A. and
Alhasanat, A.A.: Solving the problem of the K param-
eter in the KNN classifier using an ensemble learning
approach, arXiv preprint arXiv:1409.0919 (2014).

Ito, T., Hattori, H. and Klein, M.: Multi-issue Negoti-
ation Protocol for Agents: Exploring Nonlinear Utility
Spaces, IJCAI Vol.7, pp.1347-1352 (2007).

Iwasa, K. and Fujita, K.: Prediction of Nash Bargaining
Solution in Negotiation Dialogue, Pacific Rim Interna-
tional Conference on Artificial Intelligence, pp.786-796,
Springer (2018).

Kawaguchi, S., Fujita, K. and Ito, T.: AgentK: Compro-
mising strategy based on estimated maximum utility for
automated negotiating agents, New Trends in Agent-
Based Compler Automated Negotiations, pp.137—144,
Springer (2012).

Liu, S., Moustafa, A. and Ito, T.: Agent33: An Auto-
mated Negotiator with Heuristic Method for Searching
Bids Around Nash Bargaining Solution, International
Conference on Principles and Practice of Multi-Agent
Systems, pp.519-526, Springer (2018).

Luo, X., Jennings, N.R., Shadbolt, N., Leung, H. and
Lee, J.H.: A fuzzy constraint based model for bilat-
eral, multi-issue negotiations in semi-competitive envi-
ronments, Artificial Intelligence, Vol.148, No.1-2, pp.53—
102 (2003).

Luo, X., Leung, H. and Lee, J.H.: Theory and properties
of a selfish protocol for multi-agent meeting scheduling
using fuzzy constraints, ECAI, pp.373-377 (2000).
Matsune, T. and Fujita, K.: Weighting estimation meth-
ods for opponents’ utility functions using boosting in
multi-time negotiations, IEICE Trans. Information and
Systems, Vol.101, No.10, pp.2474-2484 (2018).
Osborne, M.J. and Rubinstein, A.: Bargaining and mar-
kets, Academic Press (1990).

Rubinstein, A.: Perfect equilibrium in a bargaining
model, Econometrica: Journal of the Econometric So-
ciety, pp.97-109 (1982).

Williams, C.R., Robu, V., Gerding, E.H. and Jennings,
N.R.: Using gaussian processes to optimise concession
in complex negotiations against unknown opponents,
22nd International Joint Conference on Artificial In-
telligence (2011).

JEHEESE, OB, FREZEITIEN © ANAC: Automated
Negotiating Agents Competition (FEEHEZHLT— =

1670



BEAIEF =R NEE Vol.60 No.10 1662-1671 (Oct. 2019)

VOMNEHES) (HEE NTMEEIZEO Ny F~— 27 L3 —
WHERARE - 7 — & b v b - FHMETFEE), ATAIRE, Vol.3l,
No.2, pp.237-247 (2016).

RF &

2009 441 B L3R F B SUE W5
R, 2013 4R [F R KA B i
PRFEPE R T HIBUE T, 2013 4R
AR EEREEBET i AR T2 Bt
T LT, 2015 45 7 AR AR
Keg (G, BHIERNRS) EREEE
IR E AR 2. BUEICES.

(#FEZR)

BE A (FERA)

2019 4EH B ILERFE TR 70 7 T LR, 3
fEIZES.

T—Xy RN LXZT7

T —uy I RAELREET. TV — FREERNE
", ¥—7 7 ¥ FIRRFEERMIEHE, B LU Databl %8
e B2 B CA B TERFMESEZ, HWEICES., HEIR
W, vV FI—T 2y M bFE, vV FI—T v M
RIZBITHEEEEH, #EEmiE, — Y Aigma
Ya—74 27, £60, HELHEY AT L, T—F~ A=
v NVZEIEDH 5. ICWS, ICSOC, B LT WWW #EE
FEEH. NLARE#%, IEEE Computer Society, Aus-
tralia Computer Society, # & UF Service Science Society
of Australia £ 8.

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

PR F17

2000 444 BT3RS RFPErE 40
AR T, M (102%). 1999 4E JSPS
FrRIge . 2000 4 USC/IST %5 B
g2 H. 2001 4 JbkE e Bl KA
Be KB %, 2003 E4E R THEX
FRFEBHIZ. 2005 N —N—F
KEB IO MIT % BIFZEE. 2006 F4 &2 T3 RKFK
S e Sk T AR B ez . 2008 4 MIT % BAf5E A,
2009 4F JST & A% KPREAIIIFE H. 2014 F4 )8 T3
KRBT e g T B /G L 30E s, BUE
IZE A, 2011 FER B ESem - RIEAAERE 70 o =
MUFIFZEE. 2015 R4 R T 36 KRR i SE kg 1.4
HILHELE, 2015 4 JST CREST fF7eft#%. 2014 4EH
Ky 7 by x TREESEEIEE. 2014 4F H AR RS
HZH. 2013 A A RERER FHAME 2 H. 2007
FEXHRFREREETFHFEETE. HRLEYSER
BRI E 2 E. 2006 4E AAMAS2006 fi% 875 SCE %
H. 20056 FEHARY 7 by 2 TR CEZHE. P 16
R TPA KV 7 7 2 TRIEFEA— /=7 ) T— ¥ 58
7. AAMAS2013 Program Chair. ¥V FL—Y x> b
AT LEEHE (IFAAMAS) #H.

(IE%H)

1671



