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Abstract : This paper presents seven negotiation mechanisms which extend and improve FIPA interaction proposal for the
multi agent of cooperative generalization. For the differences of tasks, each agent can start different negotiation
mechanisms. All these negotiation mechanisms are named as: Inform, Request, RequestWhen, Query, Propose , Subscribe
and ContractNet. By discussing the properties of these mechanisms, this article presents the scope of the negotiation
mechanism in multi-feature cooperative generalization. In addition,the paper gives a detailed analysis of the cooperative
processes and conflict dealing processes based on roads and settlements cooperative generalization.
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Fig.2 Interaction process of cooperative generalization
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Table 3 Description of negotiation mechanism in generalization agent
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Fig.4 Diagram of cooperative processes
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