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Group negotiation modd based on believable threat and the applications

TIAN Hou-ping, GUJO Yajun
School of Business Adminigration , Northeagern University , Shenyang 110004 , China

Abstract : The traditional decigon-making problem of enterprises is expanded to norrcooperation game with profit
oorflict condition , then to group negptiation problem. It is how to cooperate with each other while their norrcooperar
tion profit not being cut down. The Pareto god function is proposed. For the sake of codlition’ s gahility , this paper
dve the concept of believable threat and the measuring method. Based on the beievable threat , the dliance dis
burses the Pareto value. Findly a three-company group negotiation case is given and the dficiency of the proposed
node is shown.
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