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Abstract

To adapt environment changing high speed and improve rapidly response ability for variation of environment and
reduce delay time of decision making inter agents, the derivation of user’s preference and alternative are required.

In this paper, we propose an efficient coordination method of multi-—agents based on fuzzy decision

making with the solution proposed by agents in the view of Pareto optimality.

Our method generates the optimal alternative by using weighted value. We compute importance of attributes of winner
agent, then can obtain the priorities for attributes. The result of our method is analyzed that of Yager’'s method.
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