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Abstract: Negotiation-based electronic procurement is essential to enterprises in supply chains. To ad-
dress decision-making difficulties in a multi-issue negotiation, this study builds a multi-objective optimization
model, which is then solved by the genetic algorithm NSGA-II for obtaining a Pareto-front. A dynamic time-
dependent strategy (DTD) is then designed to guide the agent dynamically adjusting its concession along the
Pareto-front to make counteroffers according to the opponent’s ever-changing offers. Besides, aiming at the
defects of disclosing critical preference information of negotiators in previous studies, this paper uses the
agent-based automated negotiation technology to propose an architecture involving a third-party platform and
a communication protocol to support the automated negotiation. Finally, the experimental results show that,
compared with other studies in the area, our model significantly increases the efficiency and agreement ratio of

the negotiation, as well as improving the intrinsic utility and joint utility of both sides.

Key words: electronic procurement; multi-issue negotiation; genetic algorithm; agent

WeAs 5 2019—-03—11; 517 HIH: 2020—05—18.
HETH: EXEHEETEEIIE (201706315032); [E 5K HAARF=IE 4 R B H (71671154); 1 S m AR B %% 2% 1 i
L& B BIH (20720161052).



2 4 TR %R %536 4%

il

1 3

B 5 IR I 5 AR 1) e R, R 22 () Al R I A5 5 T 3, TAEAS B F AR BE 2% 24 b 1R N
o I ) L TR A L 5 28 R i A R 1021, 45 G AL R A 2 B R R RS B R I g i R, e B 4L 7 7 2
LTSS, SR, 75 KB IR B R A i EAT 1R B 45 A IV R N 52 A SR DT E I AR A4, S BUR I 31 A 241K
T BRI N A, AR KB AETT . JRIE (55 U A Ie s, B8 A0 i Rl
KT T3, SCELA) B AL N &1 (8] fR A T i) 24 Az ], e S s AR 45 0E . M7 RIWTESE S BB BE
ARV RIE A« AT A7 S5 44 B8 i AR 8RR B 8 B 7K S 25 7 THI R 4555 TR B R P A e 15-6),

FL SR W & B2B HAL 1 ) 45 1 O SR AH B 4, SRV ST (E A BRI [ e B R SR, DRI 75 22 2 12k (1 58 By Bl
B S RE. R HL 2 A 10 a3 SRR B B . 0 [m) 4 S2AE — AN 2 A2 07 Z AR, ZH0E LT
BN AR B — JE M REAT 22 5 81, MR A T X D RS, BT ARGA M ER 2 101, iR ) N 28 1T L AL & A 78
PR 22 A e P10 308 v S A 5 194 2 B il R AN YR S T (AR, T AN S 7 R 2 BT A, AT R RE R
Wi (18 75 0077 B A W20, T R ) B8 5 Bbh SIS 00T 32 BB Dy Y 18 R i, AT PR UE XU R BB B i 2 1131,
H AT, kA 22 0] LU B 7R RGE(ENS) 7ELR 58 R, FF0 5 FE 1 B PR A R Go & ok U4, R R
EATEAERERG. SRE TR, N T IR LSS A, A SOk R FIE N H R 1) 28 5 77 Sn LA 7t

RS, A B R IEAR AR D R e XM B AT, T2 e 2N @, an: ks B0 A8 523, fR )i B 4%
R TR N 2 S AR A, AT AT — AN IR PEAS BRIA il — FUHR 2 5 BUE AR A1 R g 151, I S ] A 52
WU TE 2 J@ P 2 A EAT AU (trade-off) U101, RIVE i 75 4 BEAR AR K 0 b ik25, DA4 BUPE fm 47 52 v PRk I L
KRB BRIE 7 WS 1 TR, SCANIR 3556 7 (R 28, AT S 22 46 5 A (Pareto-optimal) U7 181, — A~ iff
FACEA AR S AN TN 7 R a0 TGV — 20 SRk A, A U, W IR — 7 AR SR A LA A i R AT AR 2
W as, REurh Hofh 7 Bt A sk WO Rk, 2 @ Mk B S s b Aol DL BR o B IR i A 1E. &
Grp AN TR el A X 22 & PR A R JERIE 9. 20 5% 2 Wit 90 S A8 TR ) %) e AR L o) AN 3580 18 SR s SR T7T, BT
Z & PR A ) R B 2 1, AR MESE T AR S AE IR E R A ™ A AL 5 2 i, SRR H — S AL 1 S, Tl
Ulissue-by-issueif | 1201, HIEAAR B2 S8 PE 2 A BT, BN, (HIX B 5 5 BLSEAN ST, Bl sz, iR A3
SURE AR IE, M IR e A B gein R AT R AN AT Y 6T ) simultaneous R ) P, 7E & 1E 19
FRANE, AN A A0 FLAD — L8 3 O TRt A B R SR AR A I R, IF it J7 ik £ TR A AL R R 4T
fife. SR, TR 2 A AE BN EUR ARG 1F B 2R 10 B BT SR AR B AR I T 7 4%, R METE I S 75 DU 2 191, TR,
WEFL 2 JE PR A N T B 5 v a1 A

N T BES) T Agent H B Ab BRI 72, R 45 ol A 2 it 2223 R85 58, it 2 @itk
R ] A e | — A~ 2 H PR AL 9] R, R 22 #E U ¥R 5% (mualti criteria decision making, MCDM) 1241, £/~ Agent
R R 2 R G — 1 s, B RS Rem KM — 1 BHir. )5, AR s BRI %2 H L
AR, 45 20 BT R AR, VR, SRIBSS e — MRS, A ZME— s, 28 R R 2
WU A R B O A AR Fh e B R KDL SR 3207 Agent 5 ZEAE IX BB 4 rREAT RHV IR Y, AT A5 210075 #
REBE 2 (MR N e 2R H g 17,

SR, BT 2 H bR A o] 3R A 1R 52 2 vk, AR 2 AL 20 B0k FL T A o — /N 5 H AR A o) 2. 2R 15 L L
PAREK T E N IAT AR R B . W E SRR LS AU R wR B A 3, 759 B — AN TR B AR B AR
BRI, FIBP 128 0 2 188 A% SRV A 45 6 SR H TR AU B D A 20, 3 I ity S50 S S 007 280 FH e B 7 = AR, 2R 05
FHN T a8 B3R AR A3 SR I B AR 200, R A S5 1 R B} R I ) T i P Al e T R o, 0 o S S 0
25 FH PR BT BERR N, 384 B SR A R P I A A 7). v A A N B B SR AR 22 g MR R PR AR 5 2
R =R B 2 — R, HAR BRI 2 T SR, T 2 25 15> Agent 19 28R BRGS0 — MR R %0, HA T |



1 5 RS B R AT R 7RI 2 R Mg 3

L HARAL P81 X R 2 B AR A 5 H AR R R AR, A LR BREA: 1) T H b ek Bk fn el
KA Ja T R B H xR B, FFASBEORIE ST H An et tl, bR % 7 2 HArfiie e S mHE O 4
BARIK KL, 2) 3 H AR BB R, X 2547 H AR 5 2 — D FAEZE, ARERIEXUR S % 3)% H
FROLA R ORAE— A H AR s B i O, PR A 45 e — A R A, T AN & — A F RS A A4, DRt ANAFAE 3K
SEXUT W R B R, Btk 25 TR L. BT LA, IR T VA R %2 AR 2 H bR DA AR Y (1 R 55,
A0 285 RS2 — AN RAE R AR, SR )5 Agent 7EIX MR i #RA0 5 /R S50 TR A XM IE 2 A S
RIUT e R [e TTV.

FUAT, SRR R0 £ ZA IR 5k, 56— FhrikA2, 7525 T T REr g A, AT € TH R 3T
F, XA AR LRI S 4E4 S (true Pareto front), {HJ2, XA 77 2 HUE LT R B A& R v AT 4%, g
RS Yang S542 H 10 X0H 22 J@ P AR FA AL 2OV 8 A e 4 ) A A8 AR SEHLZ 8], X7 3 K 32 28
A RN T RIS BB R IR N A IZ RGOSR R TR 55 R GE, ST % JE MR
AT IE 1 205 FH 450 2 5 e L 10 B SR, DRI, ARt v] VR AR SRAG BE N R AN S RS L. | - N R EE
Vi, TovE EOANE B O /T A RO KP, SETTHLES S BEfe 4 507 AN DU/ O, X SE AR R LA TR 24
T H B ACF AR SN, 18100 B3G5 7 a8 ik B i DU AME. 0 2, R G IF A2 BT RAR
figé, IR AT RO, SR OES TN, TR 28 DA ik ALk 3%, BRIL ] B B 7% Sk, AR ias -,

BICIHARINLE. 52 ARG, A SRR T IX — S5 )

BRI, B R A 2 B AR B E I i R AR T, WA AR 2R T4 S (best Pareto front). —
BB L, W M E VP B AL BIA(VEGA). 2 H iR & L MOGA). /N EGEHE HIE(INPGA) - FE L HE
Fr 8% SR (NSGA) 25, Al AR A A PO 3 A 26 T A 2 Pan 454 FH et 1 3E 32 Bl HE P it 4% S H S X002
Z @ MR ALY (i RATI T U AEZ, PanSE 1 AR A7 AE PR 5 TH 1) R 1) A5 {8 P i i e 55 AL, i/
KX 7 Agent SRR FIEFE 5 DT AN RO RO, AT AT Reit R B CRINLVE A EE, SISk
FIAFRE. 2) A THEMW RIEIA T LD IE A 1 LE 2 SR 50T 9 — AN 73 Bk 28, I8 1% SRS AH LE T 22 B[]
4K 6 2 W (time-dependent) B8N R 7% 22748, {H S0 i 26 1078 40 340 42 HH [ e 1) S ECR I ), AN R & I 2 245 Hh
XP IR N SR HEAT W L AR SCEF XX L ] @, BT R A 6 2 5 0 RGN, DL B E N AR S, AR 1R
FFF AR AR sh A B, LR PG IA KAE 5.

AR — T 2 H ARG 2 8 R IR Y, SR P DRI A S e HE 7 RS 2 55 I 1 188 4% B9 DA SR
fife. FESR A 0 MA SR AT S b, SR F B A i TE] 24 o SR W A B SESE XU AN IE Y, B IR A By R AT BLig
FATE B TR, LA B A 3R T RIERCR, PR W BRAR.

2 FESHERRESRANLS BERFARE

BRI AR A B B — B2 2 H bR A A By g 57, DA SO T et a8t A% RVENS GA-TTH
RUSK A, 19 200 SRFEL A 38 0 BOR XU R SRAEIA S B b, ik A8 5 1 #E.
21 MihZEMERFIER
T 2 3R B PT DLy iR 22 AN A BT B B0 A, DRI, AN 2R — et AR STRIF 98 X002 22 Jig ek iR IS 2R,
AU A E SO —A o
BN = (4, X, W, u(X), f(X)), (M

L A RRZ H5RAMAgent S, Ag; € A,i € (b, s), Hb R LT5, sRRLT7. XRpRA e vEBUE 7]
X = (21,80, )T RTNRANMMITE, Kb 2B MRABHERBIE, 1 <j<nneN. WX

i



4 4 TR %R %536 4%

NRAEPERE R E, W = (w, wa, ..., w,), Eiv%/@i w; = 1, BIFrA AR AR 2 AN w) &
i=1

o
NAg; M JEVERBCE, HAERYE T B SR LR BUE. B0, Hw] > wil, Fosx T3A & e, My K
Ui, Agy BRI T oy u(X) ZRAMN T RIS R TRX = (21,22, ..., 2,) " BN

u(X) = Y wo(,). @
P2
St ;) A B e, T 0 VA — L R 6 T2 2
X — Qj

oley) = =, ®
St Bl 5 BRI TIOR8 T AR PR B2 — 2

v(a;) = 21 @)

J T, — @jv

F(X)ERZ B, £(X) = [up(X), us (X)), up (X)) Flug (X)) 43 RN F(b)32(s) BT B R BREL, *
102 J@ AR A AT N 22 B AR AU Y
Max £(X) = [u(X), us(X)]" 5)

hi(X)=0,i=12 .1
s.t.
gJ(X) = 07] = 172>"'7m

Hop 2 2ty (X)) Flg; (X)) B AN T R I E X B nI47 2306, NGO ARR B f(X)IELR KT, &
+ B AR R BREHS T BRI B KA
22 KRBFWHBRILLR

WHTRTIA, Z BIERAIAR i — 2 B 8. T 20 B R 2 AR R, IRMERR 2] — AN fi
13 FA 1 E bR B RIS SRR, TR AR — N R AT A AR AR . X S o VR A DG AR ART B A B[R, AN H
558 /0 — AN AR AR R IR LE R A A5 (A 2 tHoR BRI AR BMA RACIA T, H AT, GRS
JERL, L DL RS 5 SR (1 E SCCHE PP i 4% BVENSGA-ID AR BY . A AT #R U

W R R X, Agentt) — NI TR NX = (21,20, . xn) T, A= DG AARRK. R 1Y
FE, AX S EBRARMENHTRERAaRd. BN TERIARNESO = { X, X, ..., Xy} H
Je R BE R KON, ME A — R HMGEE B, o N AP B K. B0k, RG i r— AN BE N S AR
P ={X, Xy, ..., Xy}, AT HCHE . 285, Snt b BAn SRk £, &, &8 XHESE, Bl —
MNRANAN B FRMEEC,. B8, B M-S FAOMBEG IF, A7 PO R SCRCHE T, RIS X AN 4R iD=
AR BEAT BT BETHE, AR A S OC F DA AN AR BRI % R 3k B 3 AR A T I SRR B P
J&, R A X AR R A AL AR P A I A C . IKRUCIE R, B BIA B e KA AR 1L,
TNSGA-II 2l B, AR SO FBCR, 1335 m] 2 [ A5G SCik U731,
23 RHIRG M

WENFR, ACRHABRGEEM A HE=J7F 6 S 5 IRAIZEN. Pan TR T — LS T7 B
FLBEAY, R XU HANIE 5 25 E B GE, A5 R 2 55 4+ WL (semi-competitive) 78 77 XU K %5 77 H AR xf
T H O B IR 7. 5800, B sp AR AN 20X 4 i, i HAR A it EE SCs R 4715 S mT g 7). 5 Pan()
TAEAIR, ARSI K2R A BEA M AEE B, BASE X TX T i R E B 46 07,
B G BAITRHR A & K U 15 BAR R A L R R =5 P 6. 5 =R AP & 157238 B s,
A B 75 2380 R B AR 8 /5 FRINS GA-TT e SR AR S R AR 1 H 5, 0% R s A SR FEm PR Al e A & S 32
M7 Agent, & AT PRIEIE AT Zy . X PR A 38 A0 7 Pan A8, SESEXUTT Agent sy il 32 FINSGA-IT &



1 5 RS B R AT R 7RI 2 R Mg 5

LA REE RN KB H R RS E. Fn, IREEEREE =07 7 G U & 2T i 55 1 LR B AR,
UNRA S BUAREE, DR n] DA X 48 778 551 S HET, SEA ST 78 R s T B2CHL TR 55 7.

BETTRAIE BT A

NSGA T i 5] %, R LT B
A Iy . [y
. i i i
mooolw b HW L W ow
2 H Lo® # e
it i o i it
% }ﬁ CoRm h it
i 5 ! { = i
S S A of
- - . i
SEJ7 Agente SEJy Agente
e S W AL e MR AL

1 MaZRIERFIRGLRM

Fig.1 Bilateral multi-attribute negotiation system architecture
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Pareto Front Negotiation
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Fig.2 Negotiation effect of agents on the Pareto front
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SRJG, T BEPK. [E] i S 7 SR A 28 ST B B AR SRS TD, 1T S 7 SR SR\ B 43 B AL 20 S % FIDTD 3
B 43 A HEAT 2000 SE56:, HE1 800 MRABHLIR H. SLat 4t B unR3FR.

DN G 0 A R R B XU IE R R RUR, AR SC S Ros S5 I AR, SRR F(UP)FI RO
ZE(UD)KIFAN U7 BB A 240 B3 B b, 25 R AUBR O BR &7, 1 280 22 B TR X7 R I 22 e AR B, Ui
(25 SR B AZ A i N . 3 AR R

UP = uy(X) x up(X), (10)
UD = |us(X) — up(X)]. (11)
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JH oAt SR 1) 3K 7 Agent 2 35 e 1 H B BHIRCER. 53— 5 T, MR GEER A U M E S 5, A1 SR FIDTD H S
FIAgentZ NI HRA], SEIEXUTT RO BUR 3 T HAl S8 AgentiR F R 3, FORT SR TH T RSB iiat. (2
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Table2 DTD strategy P.K. piecewise function strategy
KT Sk il Ji &5
FHE Ti % FHME Ji % P—{H
inc-con DTD 100% 0.498 0.126 0.478 0.082 0.685
inc-dec DTD 100% 0.454 0.141 0.506 0.090 0.00 * *
con-inc DTD 100% 0.382 0.134 0.549 0.085 0.00 * *
con-dec DTD 99.5% 0.397 0.130 0.542 0.080 0.00 * *
dec-con DTD 100% 0.300 0.039 0.601 0.024 0.00 * *
dec-inc DTD 100% 0.303 0.050 0.598 0.031 0.00 * *
inc-con-dec DTD 100% 0.465 0.132 0.496 0.091 0.00 * *
dec-con-inc DTD 100% 0.309 0.048 0.596 0.030 0.00 * *
FVE: n = 200, ¥p < 0.05, % * p < 0.01
%3 BlEEL75RE, DTDRIEPK. 5 B iR #5Rng
Table3 Fixed buyer strategy, DTD strategy P.K. piecewise function strategy
FRAZI 8] Sk Gl bl RHA W7
275 K . . . . .
T Wik T I1E T % TIME Ji % T % TE1E Jj %
DTD 5.625 1.354 0.475 0.058 0.507 0.035 0.238 0.012 0.081 0.056
inc-con 7.870 2.735 0.456 0.150 0.450 0.090 0.219 0.128 0.045 0.042
inc-dec 7.240 2.525 0.425 0.138 0.431 0.084 0.195 0.112 0.044 0.032
con-inc 5.440 3.125 0.357 0.136 0.377 0.098 0.148 0.102 0.044 0.026
con-dec 5.275 3.098 0.355 0.150 0.373 0.107 0.148 0.117 0.046 0.032
dec-con 5.440 3.239 0.358 0.139 0.375 0.102 0.148 0.105 0.041 0.028
dec-inc 3.005 0.922 0.262 0.035 0.306 0.050 0.082 0.024 0.046 0.019
inc-con-dec 7.425 2.768 0.435 0.151 0.437 0.090 0.204 0.126 0.046 0.040
dec-con-inc 5.465 3.270 0.359 0.139 0.376 0.102 0.149 0.104 0.041 0.027
F=4 BERZTHESMERMANOVA)
Table4 One-way multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA)
277 Mg Giit&E AT I [ K5 RO ST e R ZEAE
F 108.108 19.551 12.826 4.669 54.564
inc-con vs. DTD
P 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * *x
F 63.477 59.774 44.595 29.902 66.960
inc-dec vs. DTD
P 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * =
. F 0.590 203.196 173.550 156.976 70.368
con-inc vs. DTD
P 0.443 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * *
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Table4 Continues

77 SR Giit& RS 8] LT R FT7 %A P& 2 M ZEM

F 2.141 177.813 160.523 117.660 57.425
con-dec vs. DTD

P 0.144 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * *

F 0.555 193.967 169.212 146.895 82.522
dec-con vs. DTD

P 0.457 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * *

F 509.831 2 585.893 1508.962 6 934.350 70.709
dec-inc vs. DTD

P 0.00 * = 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * *
. F 68.165 39.129 29.708 14.845 53.044
inc-con-dec vs. DTD

P 0.00 * * 0.00 * 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 *

. F 0.408 191.007 166.827 145.543 82.716

dec-con-inc vs. DTD

P 0.523 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * * 0.00 * *

&1 n = 200, xp < 0.05, * xp < 0.01
4 HRIE

A SCKe A BB TSR W R B R (9 004 22 @ 1 R ) Il R 4K R 2 H RS AR A 1) 8, R RE AL
TENSGA-TUIN CASR A 317 BT Sh 2SI 4K 8 SRS DTD, A CAZE A 24T A it i A, @it K SeaiiE sk,
BT R 2 5, A FE IR, G A U 55 B B AR i, VA VR RR AR T 224 5 03 1) F2 R T . I S i A
FE, R P AR ]S S A IR FNEE A, BERE AR L2 0T RAE (5 B, 37 R 2 A LR IR HIRCR, K
Lo A, FI, AT AB2C TR ST &, AR RIS, 474
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