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Agent Score Average | Rank
Eng.-Zimb. ‘ Itex-Cypress ‘ Travel
Agent K 0.708 0.901 0.685 0.765 1
AnAgent 1.000 0.583 0.250 0.611 2
TAMhaggler 0.543 0.668 0.500 0.570 3
Nozomi 0.190 0.929 0.516 0.545 4
IAMcrazyHaggler 0.505 0.097 0.361 0.321 5
FSEGA 0.405 0.097 0.431 0.311 6
AgentSmith 0.053 0.069 0.000 0.041 7
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