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[ Abstract] The manufacturing service collaboration platform based on the Industrial Internet is oriented to service — oriented
manufacturing and has the characteristics of “service + product” integration, which is of great significance for promoting digital
transformation, management innovation and technological innovation of enterprises. However, there are problems in the
manufacturing service collaboration process, such as lack of real-time supervision of manufacturing resources, congestion of data
access, and difficulty in maintaining the manufacturing service collaboration platform. Based on the new micro—service architecture
application system and the advantages of stability, reliability, high flexibility, and easy management, this paper proposes a micro—
service— based industrial Internet manufacturing service collaboration platform. Firstly, the micro — service architecture of the
manufacturing service collaboration platform is constructed, and on this basis, key methods are proposed. Finally, the operation
process of the manufacturing service writing platform under the micro—service architecture is analyzed. This application can improve
the QoS of the manufacturing service collaboration process and ensure the high availability of the manufacturing service collaboration
platform.
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Fig. 1 Comparison between monolithic architecture and microservice

architecture
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Fig. 2 Physical architecture diagram of industrial internet manufacturing service collaboration platform based on microservice architecture
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