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[ Abstract] Cloud computing is rapidly developing in mobile commerce, search service, open collaboration and other aspects with
a new business computing model, which cannot be separated from the development of Docker technology and its application in
software development. On the basis of explaining the connotation of Docker technology, this paper analyzes the differences and
advantages between Docker technology and traditional computer software, discusses the architecture of Docker technology, and
studies the application of Docker technology in computer software development. First, the application of Docker technology in the
construction of development environment. Second, the application of Docker technology in the construction of software

development/test environment; Third, the application architecture of Docker technology.
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