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Negotiation strategy based on similarity and issue dynamic property

WANG Li-ming, NIU Dong-sheng
(Information Engineering College, Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou Henan 450052, China)

Abstract: To solve the problems of the existing proposal generating strategy mechanism in dynamic issues area, a new
strategy mechanism was presented. In the strategy mechanism, the design of the META strategy was simplified by a new
integration of existing strategy mechanism; and the existing trade-off algorithm was improved to be adapted to the issue
dynamic changes in negotiation effectively. The experiments show that, facing issue dynamics problems, the proposed strategy
mechanism guarantees the negotiation time as well as the joint gain, so it shows an excellent adaptability to issue dynamics in
negotiation.
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