FIT2005(040 000 0000O0OO0DO0O)

LF-007

Reward Distribution Learning During Bargaining in a Multi-agent System

+

Hisashi Tsuruoka

profit
sharing

2.

ARETITHRM N E LR TV o IR IR R
IZAD, ZZTERT DAL NN A B 6 A HE
(B2 TR 5 | b AR GRE) 034 A7) 2R TH2L
Tho, ERENTCREDMAGDEND, HENLDEDI
FIFFRINE > THREN /3BT 5, FO ORI O W7 % i Kb
T 5L, FOHERE ) RREE AR LT U7 B720 08, 2
OIS e AL 1TEN O FE L RETRLFE T, WE
BB 3B 2B o — D = MO AT END,

PUF 2 =B/ LD VB ORI E R E TR H ks
FEALLD, N A —X 1 CHEM g CED LT D, FIFSy
BREO—HlER AT,

Fukuoka Institute of Technology

105

Table 1 Example of a pay-off table
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Fig.1Differences in Tave for various distribution

method (Non-stationary prey)
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Fig.2 Differences in Tave for various distribution

method ( Hetero- hunter and random prey behavior)
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Fig.3 Differences in Tave for various distribution
method (Hetero-hunter and non-stationary prey)
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Fig.4 Change of bargaining behavior
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