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Abstract: Most Software process models are predefined. When applied in changing environments, they have to be
adapted manually. To this end, this paper proposes an adaptive multilateral negotiation model for software process
modeling, namely AMNM-PA. AMNM-PA uses Agents to represent the entities involved in software processes, such
as organizations, teams, persons, etc. and dynamically and adaptively constructs software process models for given
software projects by negotiating among the Agents. AMNM-PA is based on non-stationary finite-horizon Markov
decision processes and uses the model-independent Q learning algorithm to choose negotiation strategies, thus
supports the dynamic and adaptable negotiation in changing and unknown environments meeting the requirement
for environmental adaptability of the software process modeling. AMNM-PA has been implemented in the software
process management system SoftPM.
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AT i R A AR AR IR3E 69 3E N E K AMNM-PA €2 5256 T #4342 % 38 2 4 ——SoftPM
KR W EAEA R MQ F I H A2 AL Agent
FEASHES: TP31L XERFRIRAD: A

BRI PR A [T A7 S T g 5 sl R A oA R 1A b 45 el R SR g 11 SR 9 T RO I P o R
22 553510 T O fit 0 2 A S R il 0 2R A I 5 P AR A I SRR R 2 I, AN AR SRR R R R (W R L O
BT BRI E A, W1 PSP,TSP (4R Hy L & AN AR 6 T 3P ok R 17 5 A% 48 5 0 T VL S
BRI AR o R e R A 2

Agent 4 H T 20 A 2] UK A, DI BROPE T TR A 22 SR Agent HERE Y A o ARAE R IR AT
1 3y 15 3o By [ 0Lk 6 5 VR T Agent ) 1 B A8 TP, b B2 it R AT HR4IE T — o 0 R Pk AR T, AN A e
HopE i B b VR L OE RS B L AL, H AT, T Agent IR IE——E6 . B BHS. PMEZE RS0 1R 1 3 %) m
NAE AR RE v BT 2 B AT A, R it Agent B2 A 78 3001 Jo R 8358 110 1 FH 0 8 1 o A ol R 40 85k 1) 7 2 00F 5 7
iy 2z M,

FATI M T — P IET Agent 98 A i B2 2 B2 7 3% (OEC-SPM)®, 3 JF & T A I8 1 %k 1 T 72 35 5%
SoftPME 1 1 e I At SR Agent $52A 93t 2 i 455 77 7, OEC-SPM {14 2 B4 58 A rhls o 45 [ R 5, ol b 2t 46
AT 2 AT R 20 1 0% 1k B At OEC-SPM il Agent 3 & it 5t vh b 2 B9 AN #, BITAS A B2 AN N\ 20 1% 114 141
A T ] VS A AR I B AR U S PR B PR S i 5 3L At Agent [ H R g ) S IX 48 Agent it
o T AT I, 3 A A N B e s PR T (K P S AR AR A AT I R v AN T S BT B R BE ) BB
UG N RS (1 AR 4k

B A OEC-SPM 5l &5 2 37 4 i FEAR 84 14 7 3.4 OEC-SPM w45 38 B AF 1 H i, 54 B 2% Agent (11351 H
S XL IR H AT R AL 45 R4, AR5 kA R AT 45 KR 5 oAt Agent ) — 3t 22 B i in 7 R AT 45 1
R TAER . . KR4 4N Agent ST EIE Agent st HAT 45 MAT 45 B PEAEIE K — B0, AT BEXTZAT
SeREAT N — 2 AL R4y, h R R 3L 5 304 Agent (¥ — X 22 B AT 45 %1 4 b i — AT & H AT SR il
b T ARSI E B E TR ) Agent ZHZR 454 B T AT AR AR IR E AT 45 K TAT 55 16 Agent SRR
Agent 5T AR SH 14T 55 6 1 1R 1) TR PR AR 5 —— A8 R 14 B4 2 ) B O £ TR 0 45 T I B OEC-SPM ) 414
oL FE AR A A e PR B R M e T T ok AR A A P T T R A PR B AR S TR B A B S
IO S P 2 AR IR R AR AR I, W R R AR I IR S 5 1R 0 AR Agent BUH L Ak SR TR, 2N
B ) Agent AEREIEAT e SERAT by R 3 17 3 B X 26 AR

T B HOBIT ST R AR TR T AL T Bayesian 2% ) MIBRAL S S —4% R Q 2% 2 KOV R vk S th . Bazaarld
S AN T A e S ok R B R AR R AE A A S N Agent KR BB 1M Bayesian {5 % 3 5 38 M 1 3
{:.Bazaar (1) Bayesian %% >J E#F AN N5 2).Q 4% 2% H it 7T IE B M U B 1R B 27 vk, BoK 2 BL Markov
PSR A A PR AR T DG [ R A 2 S AR5 Q 2 S A T Z T e PR B AR (R I L, LA R BT -3 A %o 1 2 5
18 R YR 4 AL B 3 T4k Markov ¥R 53 2 (MDP’s) i) Q 2 > {7 ¥ — 1) Agent 5 BRI HE47 28 T, HiAh
Agent ¥ F BRI K — 5050 1T AN AT & B 1, BRI A& FH T T 7 Agent 175 5 BT AC HLI 2 Agent R 5t
CHR[13,141H Markov %} 54 MDP’s 4 2 5 3 1 1) Agent Y5 545 5% W M, I ifd /T LS T 2 Agent R4 AH 1
FEMREPRTCIRBY B Markov $ 5 n) 85, H R85 5 SO T 06 45 5, 2000 7 LAt PR35 D5 32 6F 3 s 1) 56 1. S
BR[L514 H T —Fh IR 44T PR BE Markov ¢ 5k BB AL, B 4% S RSN AR R8N 14T BRI B 75 (EAT5 8K A7 1 4
5 J7 A AR NS T4 JEL I 0 5 SO R [16] 95 T SC R [13—15] 1 LA B ) v 7 15 45 FR 8 R I R 885 R 25 R B AT K 3
AR ST FOE RN X0 R R AR b T LR R AR B VL SR A% Markov B S ) T AN S Q
% S DM R S SO B AR AL — S 5 7E ) A AR A A PR v PR B AR R ) 5 S PR HE (AN SR 451
T A IR E . SCRR[L7]3E T PR BT IR JE 51 Q 2% 31 S I XL W i S S A5 (K0« JC2 T 14y D9 s AR5 38 A 7 ¢ O
.

© PEFPEGERIHITON  http:y www. jos. org. cn



Hog & —H R T2 AR 69 1E B M Agent T 559

OEC-SPM 1 1 ¥ 7 A2 XUk B 7 BOPR A SR R0 38, 32 T A — 2 W 7 R 308 000 200 B S5 R 25 1T AN A % - 19 3
T3 3 W AH 6T T FL 7 78 45 I T 45 At A3, 0 o R sl v 1) o 5 R (02 5 1 T AS 22 5 4, — R IR R 11 A8 4k
FLAG A K0 AR HME T SC Bl TN PR B (1) AR Ak = 2 W B R AT A 0 — % 2 B i Rk, RR TR AE ST
OEC-SPM I 7 7E AN B8 58 4% 18 M. 1) il 8 B AT 56 A L AE b i 8 7. 1) - OEC-SPM ) ) i A5 284 M = 1 22 i )
7 42 VAT A S o A e R T B 1) SR A A, P A A BRI B Markov v s it R SIS R AT T
YRR BERAR S AMNM-PA.ZE AMNM-PA 1 Bl i 72 th 2 S AR S A BRBY BE Markov k35 i 244 %,
BIEEA S 5P 1 Agent #3HA 25 B 1 AEER AT BRI BE Markov w565 2 6 A Yo sk i 2 vp  Agent 3% T4 11
FHBE B IR B R AR AR B IE G I Q 5% > BV RO I3 [ 1) 75 S, N T AE W i 47 ok W0 v &5 SR (R A pF i 7%
FEAN) LA PR3 Wk

1 BNMZOthEEE

HT OEC-SPM HRER i B e AW 3&E A 2 U P B A 2 AMNM-PA 24055 Markov #5572, H A4,
AR A BRI Bt Markov v 56 5 A2 2 4204 f) v 556 5o A2 A5 A0 1% A2 R A A v Sl R 00 Z00REATE 1 V0 7 B Markov 2
T3 R 1 3 A R i R R R SR AT B AT 4 IR AR R A TR IO AT BhiTn 5 2w g s JE Ok Hh ik,
AMNM-PA (1] — AN F AR 5 5 A2 5 15 0 18 W B AT 30 AR 8 T i B 20 i — B %) AE ML AT 4R B e 0 1 4R T
AMNM-PA )1 5E X.

EX 1 N2 IR AMNM-PA & —A4 4 504 (Pa,0,P,DP), 3L,

(1) Pa 2 5t 2 Agent 5 Pa={paj,pay,....pa.}. ;L FE Agent 245 RSN STl B/ L A2 /) Agent, LA R
BITRIFR Agent. 1% HLIX 73 P B Agent,— A W i A 3, — 2 B s e B 35 (BRI B R A o 2 b2 5 1 R 1) Agent).

(2) O &7 F 4R, 0={01,0,,0n}.Agent [a] HAth Agent & 1% F1¥p T = BUH S H4 B — A offer,offer %7~ Agent
of 3 7 = R P 3 AR P I R 1, i 50K B — B0 offer R BME A [ (CC), Bl — H. Agent it 1) 5 = 8E
IR T — B X BB R 32 AR A R T Agent 1] BMEZT R

(3) P &7 Bl RIEEA Markov e 3¢ 5 2 06 50388 1) 28 SR U).P & — > 5 JC41(NS,NPrim,tf,of Thr). |4l 1
HIR T P T E B0 3 KL )09 5 3R NPrimi— 2 1 i & S 3 32 14 B0 7 R 1, —>NPrimi 2 Bl i i 2 K 3%
BBl 7 T NPrimi 2 AT 75 7 336 B B véd T

Thread 1 \L
1 ]

Propose_CC
%

Thread 2
. @ Propose_CC /N_s:{ m Accept_CC
— Propose_CC/ —
Accept_CC

Terminate_N Terminate_N

Thread n $ @
EEENd
(@

(b)
Fig.1 Multilateral negotiation protocol
K1 Ziabsbl

1) NS 2 B Bk A& 2 42 NS={Start,Nsy,Ns,, Thr-End,End},Start 2 B 55 #2545, End 2 B 75 45 HOR A NSy
T NS, 2 B i o (AR A, Thr-End 2 V) 5 6 A2 (WL N T SE 5)) 45 HORAS.

IR Z 51 1) Agent #RE 7 A W BIRZS 200).1X2 B4 71 offer B 1A B B2 1T, HE 4% Agent w]
REREN P 7 45 ORI IR H P

2) NPrim JE V)i &4, T Agent [i] 1) 1% 1 3 5 ,NPrim={Propose_CC,Accept_CC,Terminate_N}, £
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1 ,Propose_CC o n&i% offer(B & 1% & Bt 1E & [W),Accept_CC FRn{%5% offer(R1 52525t 7 & B WME A
[A]), Terminate_ N 75 £ 11 i 4R P2

3) tf 2 W i R A 0 B e R Bt NS KNP rim— NS, 52 SCZEREAN 13 1 IR AS 200 316 B OB J5Uvs 5 bl i IR A&
TN B L) IS SRR T R B T — B0k gt i 4 A LA, 2 5T B v R S 34 B ) R 2 R 4
SROPRAS I, PR 7 b 1E 5 45 3R

4) of J& VT RS2 B B % H 7R 8, 0f:NSNPrim—NPrim, 5& X 7E 4 — 10 B R A28 51 FF SRR R0 R0 2% 3% 5 )
P JE U P (b))t Sk LR BB TR

5) Thr 2 &M {Thry, Thro,... . Thro}. Thri J& AN SRR, B P b 2 (b 27 ) I i ma R (fl 1 3%
F =1, A B R AR E M FESR R, Thri={M2 [1,MZ, 1M 2], M4 2], 2, My [m] (&

b—i i—b b—i i-b
M. IM])F R 1 b(ER T)7E“H m YRS EL™ (% A8 L I 7 R A 3 A 32 9 S0 A W 25 O 0 75 A4 W
IR B PR R IRAC LB R AR I TR AN R BT R N T4 ), 7t (R b) 3% 1 B
(tkeT).M*[m] 4 £ 28 b — A i S E NPrim™*[m], K 25005 —A> offer, Bl CCY[m]. [ 1(a)% 7 T Mg £k FE 10
Mt AE T2, UG — AN T A T H T b i P AR LE 2 A AT I B i e, DR e A A Third g 223 87 41 1
B 1) t,t,ts S5 FE AN — 2 45 Time [ F3 51 HP A2 342 468 119 3K FEL 220 326 AR 2 5 R0 et i) 222, TRT b, SR 904 JRA 1) %2 326 i i)
5B TRD A A9 2 A I 1.

(4) DP &I A IR B Markov Y FEAE, A2 5 R I Agent #1 — Ak A G B B: Markov
Yo 72,81 DP={Dppay,Dppay,...,.DPpa}. AV i it #E th DP %, 4 P DPpa; #8845 A, P 7 i 72t &5
W .DPpa; A —A~ 5 JG4L(T,S,Ar,Q), L,

1) T /& Agent 3 ZI 4. Agent I B 75 AT 2 (1 I 1] 25 4% FR A o 52 I Z1. g 552 I 20 4 0 3 501 B st
B T={Ty, Toyoo T B A HH 5 HICLE M L 270 1) T o) 520 1) 4 JR3 ) 1) Time, ) T Time. M4 B3 75 0 P
(P 17 ), Agent 455 /b i DR 25 288 i), LA A A B s DR 248 8 S 340 585 A1 A . P W i AT 2 (T T2 3)). 8 ik, T
55 Bl DR A5 2 00 R X 1, B4 Agent B3 R B i DR A e, #1826 I — A e S I %132 75, Nsy 1) Nisp 2 — AN PR
EER, Agent AT i 22 UK (7 B 1K) 313833 1 A I B R A BT bk A5 o B i R AAS 28 310 2 6 B 22 A W SR N 2.

2) S & Agent 75T v S % fO PR BEIR & 42, S={ST1,ST,...,STo}. Agent I FRBEIR & 55 vk S ZUAH 3¢, 7EAN )
[y e s i 2], JOPRBERZS T AN R BR AW A 2 PR B R 32, 1 Agent mIREX I WU T H 5ok Tlidzkie
2% IRk ST, :(e1Ti el ...l )(Ti eT) L e /& 52 M GBI FE A0 25 S (1 IR S IR 22,

ARSCK A TS Agent AT R E 9 U, 58 R A0 U5 D i R I LR 2 PR Y Agent BUH IEh eq.e.
K i 755 60 A% I 100 4 ke 9 B, — P B T MR B, B i 90 4% IF () 41X 1] [0, Deadline/2 ) ,ic 4y e , 53— Fift & I i)
IR, T 7 0 4% 18] £ T [X 8] [Deadline/2, Deadline] (Deadline & ¥ 75 fo VR AR K IR T)), 38 0 e 25U, 2 5
VIR i Agent 2 H 12y K, — il Agent ¥t H £,/ T X [ [max,max/2) ,ic. 4 €, , %5 —Fi o Agent ¥ H />, />
T X ] [max/2,0], i 4 ef .max i M4 26 36 1 52 0 68 224 ) 4 45 2 0 0 05 K2 55 A Al T BART AL Sk TF 462 55 )
T 1) Agent £ H 6F B i AR, H R B e R 0 H X B R R i 1 A 2 5 A 1 I e Y
H.

3) A & Agent {EJIT A HLIR I %5 g SO DG I AT AT B 4R A={AT 1, ATy, ... AT A5 A B 55 1) 21, 77 4 S
ATi:STi>AT. Agent 15 LS OG (¥ = ZAT Z A > A R VP A offer, H Ik g, 0035 2 5 22 42306 14 offer {0 F) SRS L6

offer {EUEAT VA SEHE, A0 AN 0o o Rl e A AR L FREE e A 5 HA T A

A {p,(tac1, wgcl),(tacz, W ) , ...,(taCn, W )} i 5, e pUBUE FE A i R ——7E — 5 (¥ 7] LA
B2 37 I E 0 ] P 4 B — 5 1k 20 23R NI BB I (BB T Lk 20 tac A2 PR B8 At oA, LA FR85E (R 55 0 S 4000 2 1 38

© PEFPEGERIHITON  http:y www. jos. org. cn



Hog & —H R Facrb A2 AR 1E B M Agent T 561

AR offer MEATYHHE, wiy AR Z] T, i Agent X tacj %ﬁm%ﬂﬁxﬁ,iw&j =1 AEREA R
j=1

ZI,Agent ] LUIE i X BRS5EIR 7 IR0 5 B 3R 0 58 5 B AR BB A SCHE A IR IR T R B DR % TN AL AR R
G0 I T A AR R Agent % YR gt il AR G814 JLASUAE 20 590 w AT w, L wHw =1, T B A T4 R w R w S E
{H K smake-offer 432 3 (1) w=w,,ic Jj smake-offerl;(2) w >w,ic 4 zmake-offer2;(3) w <w.ic & zmake-offer3,
AT T IX PR EREE (K 36 W AT A ——offer 7= A= I AN [m] 52 1, AN [7] (1) zmake-offer X A AN [A] (947 2. Agent 75 AR 41
X FREEIRAS (R WL 5% B0 254 58 2R F WBF amake-offer, B R EUWE AR AT A

Fatie-oter THE T IEVE 53 RGELEy offer 44 b8 £ 52 4 offer 24 ce={01,05,...,00}, Vi 1 Agent 7E 5 Ibf

2T KT of A Y R KL (V! HHL 38 SR ), K TV, B (BT (1 K B DX TN offer ce 11 £ 4 b K X

]

SV = SWIV Sk Wl Agent 2E S T A of HALE, Y w, L ARRIRIW, AV, e TR R
0j i=1

mevalue-offer 5l & zmake-offer &1L, zevalue-offer t i Agent MR P4 IR 2 38 1 45 W, AV, e X L, DL
iy A A SE AR A T BOLBUE AR 01K W, BB 2 P22 (1) T Wi {E A4S, LN 72 evalue-offer
1, B4 2% BT W 5 85(2) AT Wi w7 HED 12 4 revalue-offe2, B & Ff b i 4 8 SEFOL Je 0 0 &

4) r & Agent AT SRS, r: Sx A (s € S,a e A) .2 R(s, )RR/ s FREUT 3 a fT 19 2016 B i 4R
T, R AR R ELRESH n A0 ATSAE m AP R(s,a) ¥ 0 B nxm A s,a X AR FRH CH SO KR, ASCE
EIHR YRR R B e, 2N 2 5, 52 5 R 1) Agent 20 B e, Ho M4 2 B, IR ELRER 2x2=4 Ty AR
5 iR %t Agent 175 AR, zmake-offer 4 3 Fh, zevalue-offer #5 2 i, 1] Agent 4T 80 3x2=6 Fir. 1 b AH Y A
R(s,2)H 24 /> s,a X /A Agent 1) BRI 75 %8 i 5 3 1 RMTE 204 H (GR 1 45 1R Vo vl e 3 1R R T R
£, H B TR RS T E 5 ).

F 1 RYEX TR ARSI S, SRR N (o, el )i BITh i i ) 7546 . S50 Agent B H 7845 (10
T 0L SREUAT 3 (zmake-offerd, zevalue-offerl), B 2E Bl offer i [A] 25 2% F& 0 7 BB A1 Agent 0 H . % offer 3#E4T
PP B ) 55 25 18T b i A 45 15 e v R R, 7 7 e, € ) IS SRR IR A AT 500, #4249 BUAH AR K 4RI 7 () e))
I, R HUAT 3) (nmake-offerl, zevalue-offer2) %5 2| (1 R K K T R EUAT 3l (zmake-offer2, zevalue-offer1) 5 21 (14 I,

Table 1 Examples of partial reward function

=1 IR EGR sl

S A r
(el,e5)  (amake-offer1,zevalue-offerl) R1
(el,e;)  (amake-offerl, zevalue-offer2) R2(<R1)
(ef,e})  (#make-offer2, zevalue-offerl) R3(<R2)
(el,e}) (7#make-offer2, zevalue-offer2) R4(<R3)
(ef,e2)  (7make-offerl, zevalue-offerl) R2(<R1)

(ef,e2)  (7make-offerl,zevalue-offer2) ~ R5(<R2,R3)

FE TR R 25, 7T 58 X — AN TEAT = SR Z1 5 SR AR S IR sR B V7 (sp) = iE(R(st,zrt(s[))) (ieT). 5 N

INBRTEIT Z] 0 IRAS si+ SR HH SRS 7 T4 B 48 0 7 405 AR 00 5 SO0 SR F 4R IR & e D 26 2 BB A V7 (s;) dme K IR 3R
W& 0 > AR HE 2 M Bellman f b2 1
Vi (s) = maaX{Ri(Si'ai) + i pi(sl'ailsi)vt*(st)} 1)

XHATA sieS,ieT, 2 V" (si) WPkl e AR b6 25 piswan, i) A RAAEIRAS & AT & JE i # BRZS s, (MM Agent
W Q & M Sk EI*.
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5) Q J& Agent SEHUR LKW 1 Q 2% X Hik.Q 2 ) HIETEA T AR FHMEZE pi(spa,s) IIE BT 2T
SB[ PAT SIVET S0 10 HR I R DR A 8 A 3 AR T V3 (i) 110 DA T 5 281 . S s
£ Q(sa) =R(s;, &)+ i p(st,a, )V, (s,) KARMIRES siv REUAT BN & 746, A8 H s 55 0 SR e~ 42 0 i 45
t=i+l
SRR A A R Q) BV, (5) = arT]g/)\( Q" (s;,a;) Fk, — HLEVAI Q(siai)(sieS,aieAfiL, it fit # 51
B S :
ﬂ'*(Si) = arg max Q" (s, &) (i€T) (2)
aeA
TEAF— RSN Z) i, Agent FE T LS B I AT S 1E T 15 2 IR R(s, a) FARES AL i—i+1 81l T 20k A
B Q(si,a)fHi:
Q(si,a)=Q(si,ai)+ a(si,a) (R(spa) +V (si+1)-Q(si,a:)) ®3)
T HES Q(siai) A 4k 2 (T 4E). Horh osi, ) 2 B I 1] S DR 2 >) 28 4R3I T UL PR AR Ak 6.
B3 1. AMNM-PA [f] Q 2% 3] 8.
YILEA Q(Si,aME,X‘J‘ﬁﬁﬁ sieS,a;e Ay L o A IR S B $i=STn,Q(si,a;)=0;
4552 R(si,a) T, XTFTH sieS,aehA;;
1) RECUTDRE s;;
2) WA AR QU 7 (5), B PR LI ay;
3) % Agent HEAN T — LRI Z] i+1eT i & i+1=Tn, %% 5);
130 SR ATPRAS siaq R 20(R)IE AL BT Q(siai)fH;
4) a=d'decay;izi+1;#% 1):
5) SiLE .
2 ENMZAMEEZE
SESCL AT Agent 78 BRI AT IR (7 MR LG B RS DR 25 28 A RIAR L P R SR IR Z A A TR Q A 2] Bk
16 S I DN T 4 HRAT By LA AR Ak () B BRS04 T 3 . 40 b w43 Sk T AR 2 RN P R i N Rt 20l
TP B A B LA 2 R 3.
BiL 2 Vi REFE a NG N2 DYl Hk.
WIHEAL bestOffer(dpf 7T 257 offer); #14H1L,n=0,m=0(Z L4 1K);
(1) 1 3LAl Agent i(e[1,N],N B 5w A2 5 H ) R IEAT R S Mz(_,i[m](m =1) (tk 7 K% BAZWCI ],
ZRE ) 91 B 3% R I AR N ) 22) 4 4% SR i Propose_CC il offer CCY ,[m] ;4 case=1;
() WeE B MM} (ie[1N]);
(3) Wi NPrim*2[m] ==Terminate_N, 0UJ £¢ 1l ¥ 5 £& #2 Thri; @ W), #& 1 Q 2% M Sk 8 ~, &
rmake-offer” Fil revalue-offer; ;
15 NPrim®2[m] ==Accept_CC, i H#i zevalue-offer, Lt CCX [m] 5 &t offer FIPFAME, Wi CCXAIm]

#r 48 K, 4> bestOffer= CCY2[m] AE45 4447 % =i, flag="ending™;
i K NPrim;1[m] ==Propose_CC,1) #i #ii zmake-offer” it ¥ CCi 7 [m+1] ;2) 45 revalue-offer; Lt %

CC¥2[m+1] 5 CCHAm] P4 {E;3) ik CCX2[m + 1] AU ME AN EL CCRIIm] (445 %, s CCim] #U AT
$:5% offer 41%%,% flag="ending”, HL.4 5 CC*2[m] FIM L Lt bestOffer (i {1 K, 4 bestOffer= CC*/1[m] AT4%

PATH=ir4) 0 CCL2m +1] FIH (A b CCEAm] A K), 46 CCL2im +1] BN R %51

(4) n=n+1,;
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(5) W n>=N: 1) 4 m = m+1;2) W E flag =="ending”, W) |4 £ 55 Th AT K 3% R 5 Accept_CC, 1) JAth T iy
Wi )3 % 1% Terminate_N,B#E(7);3) ik flagt="ending™, JUJ [ By i Wi |3 5 126 41 2 v A 1 9 U6 4) 4 n=0;15 2%
RILF|FR;

(6) Wi n<N, [H15](2);

(7) Wrrighin.

Bk 2 R YR Ok A R WCR A R R R ) RS A RE B AR T REAT R — RS LB — X 2
B AH T 258 IR W40 32 AR, A% G40 32, 10 20 FF 40 32, 30 3238 45 W A A% (BIDX LI offer) 2 2 FF 11, BRI X T~ Y
M T AT B AR ) B AN M TR FRATT R B v B T VR R R T IR RE I offer LAAM, HA A7 RS H I
T W 5 R 3 ) offer J& R F] ).

Bk 3. U RN B IS B T

HIEAL bestOffer(Ff: 1l 8257 offer); W14 b m=0(3Z H 48 IK);

(1) Agenti g M¥ [m](ie[1,N]);

(2) NPrim;;i [m]== Terminate_N, I Agent i & H )7, W H NPrim;;i [m]== Accept_CC, ik A (3);4m
Pe NPrim;:i[m] ==Propose_CC,J|:1) %/ Q ** M H ik » & ;rmake-offeri* Al ;zevalue-ofreri* i2) M4
nmake-offeri* VL CClam]; 3) A nevalue-offeri* ELig CCHAImI Al CCY ] PPN, CCXAIm] (AN K T

CC¥,.[m] H4 1, Il i) Agent a /& 3% JR % Accept_CC; 75 I, i Agent a 3% JiUif Propose_CC Al CCi"j:[m] :
(3) m=m+1;

ORI
3 MARKXEIE

A SCHR PR B B B 9 S T P i R A B R 45— SoftPMUO M ehr — ANtk o5 s PR I A
B — AN Agent LLA Agent 2 [) i p— S0 45 1) i 28 i) 5 ) ) iR AE R B F T SoftPM
T H 28 FRIR g SR SRR AEBAT B B T 00 H 2 5 N G300 i R4 B A A2 B0 5 [5] 09 iy kg e i R b B — 2 IR A s
PEfE g s T AR R4 () AL T B R, FRATIAE SOFtPM Hh T S 512 56 38 N 8 10— AN /NI IO 6T 1 )2 11— 0 %2
PRSI T AR Markov 5 Q 2% 33 S0 1R 3 N A W 7 -5 38 388 1 o (L0 50 AR v R SR P i 1 S0 PR b )
BEAT LRI 30T, 7 52 W il 3 78 6 12200 (1 do R SR A4 i £ 52 .

I H PR A AR BT RN B AL S 5 3T H R R AR R 0 23 g 4, 4L 53 S D g 23 ) 2 Y
AR, P NEAT A SCIR. ALK L8 e b i, 41K Agent PM AR B i R # 5 RGP AN JE & 51 M1 AT M2
LGRS AE 55 1) 3 A J vk BIHR RS 2 R A i (I Pre, BUELVE FI[0,00])« T HAGIE 2 Prd A 36 [ [0,00]) 15T 455 21
(i QuILIBARE I [1,5],1 7 die i Jo i 55 2,5 WA S )HEAT VI i, NI EE HH — N2 0% 5 2 S IR R %0 H

TN T R 0

(1) SR 2 45t T % Agent FTHSZ (1 P B S UE Y [, MG T 45 31 4% Agent X T+ 3 i bl () A
A A p (XL SCHR[18]). 338 B 7l 45 A JEAS R o7 24 offer AR 4 2, B 3 AN Bl i 58U IK PP 4 b B 3
“4[0,100], B JC 1 ARRS 5 . TSN B S5 2, A B B fe A R I R AR VA 2> B 100, AR D 0504 T
fi 6, % Agent 4 B r 1B EA R 205 B 2k o B (AR P g 3 0 AR AN [R5 S 2% K < AN [R] ) T 25 3 50);
W ay LA 3% Agent ] %P i = BRI TR B 2L T PM R 3 AME A A 53R Vpre(pre)=—1xpre+500,Vpq(prd)=
—20xprd+500, L & Vqu(qul)=0,qul=1;25,qul=2;50,qul=3;80,qul=4;100,qul=5.M1 FI M2 [¥] ¥ i 3= 81 il 4 vk 205
PM RAUHE R PR AT R R IE R 3 45 I Agent i AN [\ b i 3 3 A BUARL, SR FH I v 4 R 48, 7T LLAS 31 4%
Agent %t offer [FIVFA bR EL WX T PMAT Vee=0.4xVpr+0.3xV g +0.3x V.

(2) ISR b R N W 7 AR IR RE A R R ol B b 75 EEAEREAS YIS 21 R PR ERAS 1 L e A
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ﬂ; Q %}jﬁ?zﬁé%”ﬁml&%ﬁ#ﬁ%ﬁﬁg”make-offenEI]}‘)\ﬁX 1 EPQ/EI\II_LIIE(J 3 %l:ljﬂ'make-offer Ef:‘jﬁﬂl 1 ﬁ’.u#ﬁiiﬁ}vﬂﬂ@
offer. [ 1, & I3 1 B3 1 AR FH Lk 3 13 1 B 78 ¥ [ 5 offer PP AR bR 480, 11 A2 7 A5 AN PR S IR 220, ML A1 5 IR A IR 5
H‘]Xﬂ%,%% Q %2ﬁ?z*ﬁ%”ﬁﬁjizi$t%%§Hq”evalue—oﬁer:El]}J\;\EX 1 Wéﬁﬁl’ﬂ"]%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘]ﬂevmue_oﬁe, 'T‘jil[ﬂ*

o, DA B P4 PP AR offer Al vh,Q 2 2 BEVL I 2 2 FR M afsivai)= N(Z"a) HP o= N(sj,a) ATERE s T
it ™
AT8) a W IE B A IR B B AR R R L 2, B 3.
Table 2 Ranges of acceptable negotiation objective values Table 3 Identified Zyfter_evalue
%‘Ei 2 ﬂﬁf&ﬁ]‘ﬁﬁ :‘FEWJETB_ lﬁ %‘E{ 3 ?E‘ﬂ_’i E"J Tloffer-evalue

PM M1 M2 PM M1 M2

Prc (1L00RMB/day) 4-5 6-4 5-4 Prc 0.4 0.5 0.6

Prd (day) 20-25 30-20 25-15 Prd 0.3 0.2 0.2

Qul (level) 5-4 3-4 2-3 Qul 0.3 0.3 0.2

S FFEH B LU JLuE by

(1) BhiHd iE (negotiation time)F14Z H. Yk ¥ (interaction time): & Hi5 34 Jil— E5U3T 77 10 iy v 1o ) 80 90 7 6 e (o
T FRATT I S0 VAR 7 M B A B P R K B A 2k P Y 4% A A5 v AT DR bt 2R 2% s ) 8% A i 45 7 T P 12k )

(2) % Agent %3kl — 804 PR (contract evaluation): 4% Agent S 4% E FPEAN B HO & R BEAT PEAT,
BT A [FIRT A Agent IME (78 B 7SR 28 3 1 8 (VR R 400,38 S 00 s 0 AN ) %) e 542 1) 2200 40 24 45
A fig 25 K AN [F] R BT B 400, DR b B PR TP A 2 5 T P 7 45 B B PRI T 2R 0

(3) Wik B — B4 A -2 YA 16 (coalition evaluation)!™ 5k & PEANME & % Agent -2 R WA 2 AL (A5
T A FERT L R R 26, 2 P F i R AR R ——B hy Agent 41K 1) A R X (¥ 25 B 1 e HR A

15 S5 Agent S HBCE I M b 7 B 0 P s o A — R B O X b T LA | Z M B0 R, 2 % Agent R
AR 7 2C HE A R i FE 1 3k 4 A g X FLAE o g LR

Case(1): PM,M1 I M2 5% ] = 5& S 1 7 ;

Case(2): PM K HE N PEE R T ML A1 M2 SR A RS WP B 7T, id ML

Case(3): PM 1 M1 K I& MW i M2 SR H & AR P RS, id M1 R HY;

Case(4): PM 1 M2 R FH 1 W 1 b i 17 ML SR FH IR IE R 1k B i, ade ML R

Case(5): PM,M1 1 M2 135 FH i I 1 03 7

B ZE R A 4.

Table 4 Partial experimental results
F 4 HorsmaiR

Negotiation time  Interaction time Contract Contract evaluation  Coalition evaluation

Case (1) 150 6 (500,254)  Vey=24 V=42 Vot Vo1 =66
Case (2) 78 3 (423.233)  Vpy=57, Vip=40 Vot V=97
Case (3) 63 3 (423.233)  Vpy=57, V=40 Vot Vyp=97
Case (4) 62 3 (408,22,3) Vpm=70, Vm2=29 Vem+Vm2=99
Case (5) 62 2 (408,22,3) Vpm=70, Vm2=29 Vem+Vm=99

4 R PMML FT M2 BRI B W R (B Case(5)) 4% B fit L e AT 12 SR Al 3 1 s g s (LD
Case(1)) ¥ T g 2 =y, WIAE B s I R) 9548 T 58%, 7538 HIRA Lk /b T 66%, HR 4 M2 Xt Case(5)i& i — 31
A R PEMY 29 /N T35 Case(1)i& il 2L & R I PEAN 42,9682 7 30%,1H PM X Case(5)ik i 514 7 i BB
70 HKF X Case(L)IA M —E A RPN 2488007 191%, L S H T Case(B) M4 MGV 99 KT
Case(1) 1A VP 66,38 0 T 50%, RI7E A5 [R]6 #E 44 (1) 5 |, Case(5)7E 1R KF2 & L4k T Case(1). M Case(1) 514
W, Case(2)~Case(S)IPEREXS Lk E& 242 51T Agent il 22 1 =% FH 3 5 M B i I 2k e A4 - Case(2)— A
Agent SE I IE B P B 7 AE IS TR) L P RE 78 L Case(3) W Agent S E M R R M fiE 63 2=,

IR H B 2k B Case(5) L IO L, Zd B AL S (1) PM 5 M2;(2) PM 5 M2 5w T AT 4554 i 1 5245 RME
(408,22, 3) 1 WL [P AH B9 22300 H 4% FEOZ I FR ARAT I BRI 56 B2 1 7T LU 12T AMNM-PA TR 38E R PE 1) 75 e i
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Hog & —H R T2 AR 1E B M Agent T 565

BT BARIH DU BOPERE A 4z R A 28 DAL B L 5 S Bn AT TP & R B el R AR

FEARZG R PR R TN L2514 B3l P gl B A N v, B feVF Agent BT AR I T K
N AZ 5 it 72, B2 Agent 45 H offer Ja , JLACRIHATIT BN BT LUK % offer BEAT 1 5 7 ik 45 5 He b
7 ¥ LAt Agent. 78K Al i D0 T, B4 S5 DA 38 AR A ons Bl i 10 5 W 5 D S 2 AN R H R BB mT REAE 42 A
NG OL T Lo B A B R BEAE N T2 5 (R B0 R 46 b — 8 B A (R I [8] AR IR — AN I KN, B8 T 2
Tl 358 DR 2% 0 365 I P e B R e 0 A PR i 5 2R

4 HRRARKRIE

ARSCER W T — i F T3 PR A IR 3G R 22 3 W A8 AMNIM-PA, B B Agent 27 BRI 2 Hh i K 1)
Mg ASAL . BN ANANE BT Agent [V ET, A & R RSB 45 e T E IR R R A
. AMNM-PA 5T Markov @5 FEA Q 2% ) B i 4 Agent T Ik o FRBE IR A SR AR AT 20T 1) BT H 2 79 1
AW EEFN S I (B Q 2 ) FEBRAN Y3 sl 58 24 B PR B DRAS T R A0 0 28 HR M S v 110 B SR & AN B AT 2, A
T 7R 4K IR PR R 2 5l i Jod R A ol 7 45 TR 22 T 03 8 % R A 45 1 e R B A o A I A, L P
g L RIS B BRI AR R L A% — 58 A PR BEE N M 20T N AR ke T R R AR S AR R . Wk
SRy TR0 AR B B TR 3R 1) R ) R, LB A R TR AN T I R e de R AR ) 5 ke L I ) et B 2
I I Ffo 35 0 PR A FH BB 0 B 2 AMNM-PA CL & 7E R4 i 245 B R 48 ——SoftPM - H 75 21 51 it , 32 8L 0 2L Ak
AT H 1A I R AR AR . I FH 45 SRR B 7R PR B AR B O A I H  AMNM-PA B 0 T H (14T 55 43
C 25 R 25 73 HH 2 SR A0 I 14D o 58 SR, J o PRS2 b R E 200 Jod A 2 [ 5 B2 .

AR — 5 1 TR R T AMNM-PA 6 #ad F AR P AT P A 17 38 o 1 S g
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