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Abstract: To solve the problem of technology docking negofiation of technology innovation platform, the Agent-based
multi-issue negotiation algorithm and strategy were analyzed and))designed with reference to the technology of IntelliSense
Agent. In the practical application environment of technglogy=dockingondtechnology innovation platform, the data of history
technology docking proposals were fully used and the technology docking benefits of both the technology trading sides was fully
considered, and then the Agent-based multi-issue negotiation algorithm was designed. Based on this algorithm, the technology
docking strategy and the proposed solution iftéehndlogy docking'mégotiation were designed and proposed. Thus, the optimality
of comprehensive benefits was ensured and the\" win-win"\ benefits situation was reached by the two trading sides in the
technology docking negotiation. Throtigh practical examples of technology docking on the technology innovation platform, the

applicability, rationality, feasibility and effedtiveness”of this negotiation algorithm and negotiation strategy in its practical

application environment were exemplified.
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