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2.1 Linux Container (LXC)

Linux Container (LXC) Aatnalianisanaaaiailan (Virtualization) Bnguuuumiiy
TnenlunisdnaesaiauineyluszAvuresssuud)iiAnis (Operating-System-Level)
(Vaucher, 2015) &N & 04 YATTINIIIUADI LXC AZNIGTUTINAULADFLUA (Kernel)

I ) dl %3 1 o v = 2!/ a o/ Ql
219472 UULTAN7229LATRINAN (Host OS) TmﬂiumLﬂumammma‘wuﬂgumm@mmuu
dll o d; [} ) = o a o 1 o
WAFaInan e liin1ranaediddanainisan1auiluaddszanniuline ldsuniuniieLaad
o o ° = d‘ & & = o ~ X~ !
LATBNANLAZNIIANABUANDUBW (IUWNTTF, 2015) TanTsanaeadNeusuuuilizandd

o o

ARUNULUAT (Container) LXC HdauilsznaunangnAnyAe twuaild (Namespaces)
Azt TiLennnsUsrananaTint ureusaz Aoy 1Ty IPC, UTS, Mount, PID, Network
way User L‘W'@f-i’ﬂLLuﬂmi'ﬁNmmmﬂﬂumum@{@@ﬂmnﬁmmz Control Groups (cgroups)
puanaupunslduninenILaznesanguTen sLlszaanaiiedn A FuA LA Aoy

Mﬂﬂ’]ﬂ%’wi‘“v\lmnﬂmﬂﬂumumm{(Iinuxcontainers, 2018; Mavridis lae Karatza, 2017)

2.2 Aanwnas (Docker)

pannafidulamuaeasa (Open Source) Aagn1su ImATUIaE LXC AW mIWD
piaeianneyLtilnIg Build, Ship WAy Run iedanlinimuiamnsnldeuneunuiies
I§dnauazaznanuindedy uily Docker sy 11 iudull Tl vunly LxC
dusnmundenGuulunsidausenines lnafaninesimun libcontainer AR

FnEN1 GO WaLNUA LXC (Kwon was Lee, 2020; Yasrab, 2018) Aaninasulasaasng

1
o

N9 luAnNELE Client-Server Tagl Client nninndanislugaudsniinas aae Command
Line Interface (CLI) 611719 REST API @41@sW 1995178 Docker daemon 11117111
WNUNANNTUNTLFTNITAANITADUNULUBFAINN A TaTAT9451971991191UTF8N37 Docker

Engine (Docker, 2015) faninasigautlsznaylunisnaumianindsznay 1
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docker build --{---d Docker daemon | A
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docker pull - l - \\ % 2

N @ NGIMX
N
~. \/ /
N~ /

docker run —f

008§
¢

nszneay 1 TATNATINIINIUTRIABNINE S
A https://docs.docker.com/get-started/overview/

ANNTNEELNANNNNLTENAL 1 tAGaT
2.2.1 Docker Images
A c Y [ [ oA o

Docker Image Aa W aFLLLLL (Template) aA7UTLUADULNULLAT W AR EARIN
T auwuy read-only Nsantnananiidu tgu library, middleware, OS Wa e network
configuration LT uAKW alFuadnamduainisannanula Docker Images 418190
ardlnanun lderuladi 1w Docker Registries BNH941817011 Images AYANWIARAR
duasuuazasaludlneld Dockerfile talfidy Images MUANILAUANINLIAREN
N394 U895 UL (Docker, 2015; Kwon waz Lee, 2020)

2.2.2 Docker Registries

Docker Registries Aauuas3u1as Docker Images M l#tisn1slugiiuy Cloud
d’ al o v A v o [ 1 o < ¥ [
Tail Images auaunnfiaendauuazgsanunmenivan Images dausaiivldlaiduni
M1 Images U1 dRnfaviTadana e Bl

2.2.3 Docker Container

Docker Container A8 N4 5198N 1N UIAFANAINTLUNITN19T UL B

walwaadu Inanisaiieaninuandangniuunfag Docker Images T9ABUIMULLET

Ngnafreruazlddenansenuiun1sNi9IuIeAaUNUIUEFEUT UNLATEY


https://docs.docker.com/get-started/overview/

Docker Container a18130dnfeninensrewnsaadfnneslfvinnszuudjumnisg
azanasssld wazdeninuaninenslfunmeumuinasisansae wanannil Docker
Container 418130080l Docker Images IAgNF9AIAIADIUEN1TNI9N1U LB

pRWIMUILET 1 AnNIFiaINg

2.3 \psasilaaseluaning K6

k6 uirsesfladusunimageutlszdninnieanuuunimagendaanisidey
JavaScript uazldenulaeliideldane Fsniseenuiy FaeAana o iU a1anTD
raldazaaniu udlneiald JavaScript ldmsnziunisineuiiilszdninings
K6 R9gnWunAean1®I GO uazia JavaScript Runtime ey JavaScript 41819071911
wmalnanlsz@niningalauazdrasanismagay Tun19M191ua09 K6 azdannIineLaz
FTILINUKNANITNAZAL KN Command Line Interface (CLI) (K6, 2019) %Iqm‘wﬂizﬂ@u 2
LARsFatnsIsHAGNETIIAANN K6 Tnefinaaiaansasielilil

2.3.1 vus A iailonildelulaqii

2.3.2 vus_max snuaudlidiafleugegaddulyls

2.3.3 iteration A1171TINTRY Request U8 vus LaTAUURANLN T IE unils
3179 (Throughput)

2.3.4 iteration_duration a1 lun1smaLIaues

2.3.5 check ansNa1u1 nnulsgdaluntmesan

2.3.6 hitp_regs a1143u Request HTTP NaF1aluisnanlng K6



execution: local
script: http_get_test.js
output: -

scenarios: (100.00%) 1 scenario, 100 max VUs, 1m20s max duration (incl. graceful stop):
* default: Up to 100 looping VUs for 50s over 5 stages (gracefulRampDown: 3@s, gracefulStop: 30s)

running (@m5@.3s), 000/100 VUs, 14000 complete and @ interrupted iterations

default v [ ] 000/100 VUs 50s

data_received..........ceveva.t 37 MB 740 kB/s

data_sent......... .1 1.3 MB 26 kB/s

http_reg_blocked.. .: avg=14.05ps min=1.42ps med=5ps max=22.08ms p(90)=6.48us p(95)=7.58us

http_req_connecting........ .1 avg=7.22us min=0s med=0s max=21.97ms p(90)=0s p(95)=0s

http_req_duration..............: avg=170.93ms min=7.59ms med=73.67ms max=717.91ms p(9®@)=532.1ms p(95)=580.69ms
{ expected_response: }...: avg=170.93ms min=7.59ms med=73.67ms max=717.91ms p(90)=532.1ms p(95)=580.69ms

http_req_failed................: 0.00% v X 14000

http_req_receiving......... .1 avg=93.08pus min=26.91us med=93.54ps max=1.35ms p(90)=118.66us p(95)=127.31us

http_reg_sending........... i avg=32.01ps min=7.47us med=31.89us max=581.84us p(90)=38.71us p(95)=44.05us

http_req_tls_handshaking. .. .1 avg=0s min=0s med=0s max=0s p(90)=0s p(95)=0s

http_req_waiting........... .1 avg=170.8ms min=7.46ms med=73.55ms max=717.78ms p(90)=531.99ms p(95)=580.59ms

http_reqs.....coooeuiinnn.s .1 14000 278.453764/s

iteration_duration......... .1 avg=171.08ms min=7.71ms med=73.83ms max=718.04ms p(90)=532.28ms p(95)=580.87ms

ST Sa e oobenoo0e0000 oo .: 14000 278.453764/s

ME000500005000500005000020 .1 99 min=1l  max=99

VUS_MAX: s ssssssssssssvsssresssci LOB min=100 max=100

ANUTENAU 2 FaeN9N1INI9ILLIed K6

2.4 LASAINAASIARAUNIS MEINUNSWEINS Monitor Tool
2.4.1 cAdvisor (Container Advisor) A8tAT89H 8 11N1TATIAEBLNITNINILU DY
8 3 o ¥ c v v
ABUMUILET tnt cAdvisor 9B THANINUIAABNABWNWUES AEN1999LTINTRY A
A7 I UNSWEINTUA LA NI ENIFN I ULAIAAUN UL T T lULAR LA UINUILATAY
udayanisldsnuninansuanaananniu @ CPU, RAM Lag Network WA 1IHN
AAsziuazsaunadayanaaiuniulundarasumulue SiaLanINaN1w

Web browser Agn1wilsznadl 3



C A Notsecure

Overview
N o
Y\

4

No processes found

Total Usage

038

Cores

024

Cores

121700 AM 121715 AM 12:17:30 AM 121745 AM 12:18:00 AM 121815 AM
M core0 [ cCored Coe? EicCoe3 [EcCored [ECores

nilsznau 3 ﬂ’]i‘LL@mﬂN@“ﬂI@H@WﬂQ cAdvisor

2.4.2 Prometheus 1 uiA3eailansianeyuazudeii e un1mneuaeszuy
Tae Prometheus SuFun1a1nnisimunliiullsian SoundCloud Tudaqiiuidy
Tasennslamiugesafivandonenyuilneids9u iy Cloud Native Computing
Foundation @4 Prometheus Aniudaya metric Tugiluuy Time series Tunisizaniiudaya
Prometheus 11 node exporter ilusndaelunisdedayanisldanuansawed Inadedayaciiu

APl uazannsniivdayalaainuaisuaanianiuaslunmdseney 4

€« C @ localhost ma % MW T

Prometheus

nilsznal 4 ﬂ’Wﬁ‘LLﬂﬂ\iN@{fﬂH@ﬁJﬂ\i Prometheus



2.4.3 Grafana PeaLA3a3Nalun194519 Dashboard Wa tauadaya Matric
Manzianzas lugduuuaasnsw Time series Iag Grafana azin9uganiu Data Source
5114 ] 19U Graphite, Influx DB, OpenBSD, Elasticsearch Uaz Prometheus Lufw azdqe
Wi ldeuainauazuila Dashboard auDenuuAAUN NI TUAURBUAIMTLNNIIIUA

! ! 4 1 = ¥ dl

A5 7 TdetvazmaIn Grafana HztuuunIsuandLatednsuazdeyalunissnassas
Tnadayanuassaguunsvazuansdayaluguuun Realtime (laiiin 5 3uni)uazainnn
Export dayaaanunlanainuatagduuufininilsenau 5 Tuanesaat19n1suanaua

AN URLA TR LT AT

88 Node Exporter Full ¥ «§ s 2 & |9 D Last § minutes

~ Quick CPU / Mem / Disk

cou sy i systosasmave) I sy Load (15m ovey i RaM Used T swaeuses I Rootrsuses 7 opu gores. 0
6 4.2 hours
oo o) L BREL B ) I 0% ‘ 4% ) 109 GiB 868 4GiB

~ Basic CPU / Mem / Net / Disk

cPU Basic i Memory Basic

[ DD S U SR S S

Network Traffic Basic ! Disk Space Used Basic

> CPU / Memory / Net / Disk (7

> Memory Meminfo (15

> Memory Vmstat

AWUTZNaL 5 NTUARIHATEY Grafana

2.5 MUIARLNLN AT D

|
o A

) UNAITNINEL584 A Holistic Evaluation of Docker Containers for Interfering

[l ¥
A

Microservice (Jha WazAuay <, 2018) 1uddailivinnimaseulss@ninnaesfenines
pRLMUILASIWEFasTaINTsuENSNeNsFaATes Insdsnimaaauwiiseantiu 3 weniend
4 Y , el . ,
NUNADUNULUBTAARNUUN Microservice Lﬂul,mﬂ”uimm 1 LW@LﬂuU??VImg’]u (Baseline)
TunisimuaAImingInsresraumuies maAN1IaiN 2 azdunilsasunuiueiaiely
v 1 1
Ansanans Microservice InglianianinennsuedmanuLLes wAaTANNINeINTLATEY

1 v 1
Tnaaydosnnnndn Baseline 169 N3N 3 NANEABUNULUATHAGLNLINTS



Microservice (1435019911 Load Balance) Iaaidin1suanisnisnitataanyn Aa 11a1min
NINENNIUAZANA AN NN ITRIABLINALLEF FalunnInAgaLiy Microservice TinanlEAe
Linpack, STREAM ,Bonnie++ 1lay Netperf Hwerasiladrusunimagenunisldanuaes
NINENNTLATD

@ unAiINIq g L??I@ 34 Measuring Docker Performance : What a mess!!
(Casalicchio Wa e Perciballi, 2017) AssTdunmaaaulszAnininaasdenines

|
= =

Aﬂl { L2 o ndl = o :zll o
L‘Wﬂ@Jﬂ’ﬂﬂ]“’iWﬂiuﬂqiﬂqﬂquﬂﬂﬂqﬁ‘ﬁiﬂ’]u@ﬂLN@L‘V]E‘LIﬂ'LI Bare-Metal Ingiaulanniannenuaag

CPU ua Disk /0 1A3aailei 1dn1345190152971% sysbeach dqutazaailalunisnagey
sz@nsnwlaun mpstat waz iostat iuiATasNansIageLdsaa Host dautlsaassanines

1

cAdviser Wa ¥ docker stat Iaglunisdnilsz@nsninnsaniaildanaaas CPU

e

Qe

1 ]
a =2 '

U pMlafidusnis19911 CPU tazsinuFauiieuseuang Host iU Docker A1 ldans

U

=

8£jfi 5% — 10% g disk 1O vinlusnuousiReafilananldaneatfl 10% — 30% Tauadndd
aanunlugauaes CPU 1t sinlddaiatiiiasannirsestionsaagasmanadou v lildanng
IFauiidnian 4o disk 110 fifte iostat 1uils Host dauluisaee Docker i cAdviser
Tdlddaya 1/0 Asinlianldane 1/0 luidpiau

(3) ummmﬁﬁﬂﬁ‘ém Using Docker in High Performance Computing Applications
(Chung, Quang-Hung, Nguyen, Lag Thoai, 2016) ORI L Oy ARP S PYPENIIP TP e ees
721914 Virtual Machines (VMs) fi Docker container uum?‘lmmuﬁmm{ﬂix?ﬁm%quq
(High Performance Computer) Aae3gn1maaauisz@anininlngld High Performance
Linpack (HPL) nagaaunislszuqanazas CPU wazld Graph 500 NAAALNN3NN19I1UT S
RAM @4luniemagauinmuagninuaadauiiuansiedi Inaniaiiia Instances 114 VMs
LAY Docker container lUN1INARBLILARL AT B9 lLS IR UAE 2, 4, 8, 16 LAz
32 wan1ImAdaLAae HPL VMs g1313ntlszananalldangn Docker container 7 2 uay 32

Instances AMWAANINAFAINITDUIZNIANALAANTT VMs 71 4, 8 WAL 16 Instances

NIFIANTIUTBIATUAU Instances ANNIDANLTEANTNINN9UszH0ANA WAy @Y

' v
a K v 1

1 v 1
Overhead WNTUATNANUIY Instances MANTUARETUAYW TUn1INAdaLAae Graph 500
. a a a = v Y @ 1 dl
Docker Container uﬂsmmﬁmwmumﬂmg@immﬂm VMs 7 2, 4, 8 lay 16 Instances

VMs nauiilszansninnanasiilindumnsa
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(4) UNAITNIAEY lf?lm Performance Comparison between Container-based and
VM-based Services (Salah, Zemerly, Yeun, Al-Qutayri, tt a4 ¢ Al-Hammadi, 2017)
sLumuﬁ%ﬁmMfauﬂizaw%mmwdwmumum@ﬁiﬁwmﬂguu AWS Elastic Container
Service (ECS) WA VMs ﬁﬁf]mu@%iummu AWS Elastic Compute Cloud (EC2) Taalu
nsageyldutiseandly 3 annunisal iadneni9ine1uild Web Service g1
nsnpaeulngunssainsaseulssdninnd 3 dauie Throughput, Response Time
LAz CPU Utilization 1asiiafildai1annszanuie JMeter ian1snaaad EC2 & Throughput
fiunnndn ECS a 3 annunisal nldann CPU EC2 uax ECS fidnsldenlndifaady
#9U Response Time EC2 Andn ECS ¥ia 3 ganunisal

(5) UNAINNIARE L?:ﬂx‘l A performance evaluation between Docker container and
Virtual Machines in cloud computing architectures (Herrera-lzquierdo La ¥ Grob, 2017)
T AL RN g U TE AN AN T4 Virtual Machines (VMs) thae Docker container
Weul3euifaulsy@nsnannisvnaunuates High-performance computing (HPC)
Lﬁ@wmmumiﬂ@zmmmm CPU Tag/ld High Performance Linpack (HPL) Tun1magay
LAZNARALLUEN NI AR BT AN AT UAINTIANS119Y Instances 71 4, 8 LA 16
Instances NaN1INA&aL Docker container 81115012 NAKAANI VMs

A1NN1TANEN911R A T N9 UNAZaLIN13MN9I1IZINe VMs iU Docker Container
w30 Bare-Metal LT HPC wag EC2 usidandadninnilazannaessnnidss fadeas
AAALALLYAIILAREAENTANHINT EN NN TUATU ILRNBATINNNTN UL LILIARE
Aapeuiane Tl iR eeATaafen 3991 a1 TR NS ATTadE AUANLAN AT
A3asnanfinines uazaanlaiutlsilsauaes Networks fiaziluasanisintlsz@nanin

o ¥ 4

wanani gasaliaenldualnamduinlinlndipasiunisldeuszuulunimagau

v 1
=&

di v @ o o a v a o o A a a o A =

AT UA N HUNIT 19U INRALITUNIIN I UNLN AT UATS UnUn19lEIATaia

Benchmark 11114914398 15 lun 19 nagaul 223 nsnan 399Ul sailfaan1sAn eI

UegANTAMNNAATUAINNITANAITUIUIAIAAULINWLUATUTANITIA N Instances WAL
¥ dl A Y o Aa o rd‘ =S o

s ldAzaaRalun17A79982LNN5 NN ENNIURUTIN D FINAANHINITN NI UUDIAD LN

wasuazilsz@nininnisnineusn A anifiun1snnaaL (Overhead)



|
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aa [ 1% agf a =< 3 o a
@’]ﬂﬂﬂ.}lﬁ’]LL@ZVIZ]H{]VIIlﬂﬂ@’]’JSJ’ﬂu‘H’Nmu TuuniesuledediunauAILiRNg
ac a a di a % & [
AANULLLAZIBNINARDULUIZANTNIN LiNaN19LselNaNITnueNIs M UaFaLFIa9La Ll

NALATULUABNINATABUINULLAT AL NI ALID ARIL

3.1 ANNUIARBNNITNARDY
v 1 ! 4 ! dl a6 o dl o
anmuandenlunimeaesutiveandu 3 douldun wseudinesidunseandn
dla :I/ a o o s dl dl o o % ! o
nanssuetnandudmiulunimeasy wseslnaamaduirsasdvivaieinandsluld
lﬂl a6 -3 dl A [ lﬂl k% 3 4 dl a6 &
ireadIned uaziresnestimadiduerecldnmaaeudeyanisinauresaredsnioes
dl o dl 1 dl k4 o < " a o I
Wweanauanaden ldinaadasluinnuresseninefuazuadndpduluszudnanimaaay
Tneianumagnieldszuudindfaneaiu lunimaaesaulanisinaueesezeadinnes

=< ~ a o X
FINTILACLAEIAANL

P A4 as -
A3 1 91UALLRLALATRNTTNINAT

NINENT ?’]EI@;‘?L%H@
CPU AMD FX 6300 6 Core 6 Threads
RAM DDR 3 BUS 1333 8 Gb
Storage SSD 120 Gb
0S Linux Server 18.04 LTS
Container Engine Docker CE Version 19.03.12

3.2 msaammuﬂmumsm“lun'\em AXBY

1
a =]

N19R8NLULANUNIRS NN TMARe L UIe@NEn1niNe sl uanITnueN19N191

PAILALNALATUNINNIULUAANNAFAALINLLAT (Rae lAaanuULADIUNI TN LANFANNTY

u
| 12

e A = o A
3 an1unnIad TRMLATIDYAAIL
3.2.1 an1un1ead 1 UszneunduAsunuiueireuelnandulazg1uieya

ALNAY 1 ARLNULUAT AININLTZNAL 6
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Port : 5432

1
Y

Application Bridge Network Database
Forward port 3000

Docker Engine

0OS : Ubuntu Server LTS 18.04

Asznay 6 TAT9as19ae9anIun1Ted 1

-

3.22 a07un170d 2 U2 NaUAEABUMNWIUDTNINNAAIUIY 4 ADWLNULLAT
IpeNARUINLIUE T LA LN ART LY 2 ARLNULILeT AN IZANENINN1ININNIUUD
WALNALATULAZINNADLLINULLAT Load Balance a1u15unszanaivian liwelwaLadi

wigudeyatenald 1 pewmuues Asnwdszney 7

|atabase
Port : ? - Port : 5432
Appllcat|on \ Application

. load balance
. Port 3001

Port : 3000

forward port : SOTJ(

Docker Engine

0S : Ubuntu Server LTS 18.04

Andsenay 7 TAg9a519209401UN150d 2
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3.23 401UN1908 3 Us2NaUA2I8AAUNWLUAFNINNARNIUIL 6 ABULNULUDT
Taafailaraa I uniauiuan1Lni7al 2 WAANAIWILARUW LA Tl NALATULITY 4

ARLNULLAT FanInLsznali 8

Database

| Port : 5432

‘ Application Applicatio
S ) i) &

<73

Port : 3000 Port : 300 ﬁort 13002
‘ Po
load balance E’

Iforward port : 80

Nz
\ 4

Docker Engine

0OS : Ubuntu Server LTS 18.04

Aisznay 8 TAseasea89dn un1Ted 3

@ Wy ' o=l o = = - 3
azsinlddnluusiazanunisniigudeyainewmilsneumunesiasaingudeya
nldnaseuiy Standalone Instance MM191uuaziivdeyaatisdaszinatoaiuliliiia
Trynanldasnadesiuresdays Tnaluaniunisal 2 uaz 3 1lunsreaduau
o a o dl QI o a a
pauniefuenanduNeitANgNsa lussesiL nanuasUss@nanntlssunana

felunaniunisalreunuiesaz lugnimuaEuianisldanuninenns

3.3 amMnuinaaNLalwnalaty
anunranualnaladulunitmagatidunisnieussrdneualwaladuny
g1udeya lneuatndinduazqduizandeyadiuau 20 ung A nRavaA 10,000 ua3
Aalinnisznay 9 %umﬂwﬁwﬁ”ugnﬁmmﬁw JavaScript Ineiil Node.js 138591 13.14
\flu Run-Time uazgudesyaldues PostgreSQL 1asdu 12.1 49U Load Balance iaan’ld

NGINX 1asiu 1.19 Iagldaanasnulunisnazansa1u@a Round Robin
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Clients Application Database

HTTP Request

Selection Query

Queried Data

HTTP Response

Clients Application Database

nnisznau 9 Application Flow

3.4 98n1snndal
NN9MAZALNIINNUTaILeLNARTLIEITN1IAgaLAdeNs A A (Load Test)

Taeld K6 T9aanuUUN1TNAdaL A28 JavaScript n1saanwuuinannalunimeagay
. . w0y  Aee =X 4 vd

Huntsanaesansmienisid ldeunidnsinnauetisetiases d deuwtiaaaniiu 3

o/ Q/dgl
ANBTUSANIU
a 9 A

3.4.1 TestCase 1 NMUUAINERNIINITEY Request L3NAWN 10 Requests/sec

]
[ % [ o

a a = A 4 = A
LL@giuVlﬂml 10 AUIN AZNBATINITAINLNNLUY 10 Requests/sec AUNTELVINOIBAFATIANIN 100

val o

Requests/sec WazAddNanAINanaLunan 10 W19
3.4.2 TestCase 2 N1uuAlFaMI1N1949 Request LBNAUN 10 Requests/sec

'
A o ! o

i | 4
waz TN 10 3P AarlgnIIN19A9MiNTY 10 Requests/sec AUNTTAINIENTIAQ 200
e o o
Requests/sec wazasdnansmananauaan 10 Wi
3.4.3 TestCase 3 N1UuA A aMI1N1949 Request I3NAWN 10 Requests/sec

]
o

wazlunne 10 I ArlEnIIN1949NANTN 10 Requests/sec AUNTLIINE

o

M348 300
Requests/sec wazadldnansaananqiilunan 10 w1

nndsenau 10 wanslaaniseanuuuivanmanae JavaScript Iael import L{Wn1g
= 1% o o | o - ' =
Genldleridulunigvineu dau export let iunsnuuaReulalunisadeluanma degn
A1uunlu stages Iae duration AenuAszaznanlunisdeiuaning target ABNNINNVUA
A11UIUNNT49 Requests kAL export default function N1511ANAN export let lianHiunng

Audananeiniuualilu const
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import http from 'k6/http’
import {check} from 'ké'

export let options = {
stages: [
{duration: '10s', target: 10},
{duration: '10s', target: 20},
{duration: '1l0s', target: 30},
{duration: '10s', target: 40},
{duration: '10s', target: 50},
{duration: '10s', target: 60},
{duration: '10s', target: 70},
{duration: '10s', target: 80},
{duration: '10s', target: 90},
{duration: '1l0s', target: 100},
{duration: '10m', target: 100},

I,
}
export default function () {
const response = http.get('http://192.168.1.80:3000/product/all/20"')

check(response, {
'succeeded': r => r.status === 200,
1)

nwisznau 10 nMeaanuuulvaning TestCase 1

3.5 NRFIALTEANENIN
N199AUIZANTNINNITNNNULBLT W INBFALNIN1TNALDLAYY 3 TestCase
dl o b7 2% v £ dj al a o o d’j
inuualddnesiusog Ke tasazseaunatayarenannagalssazuaNIATInA
3.5.1 Iteration A® A1UU request ManNANES leadslnas
. A ndl a o & [ 1 . QI
3.5.2 Response Time / sec A8 DA L@ 10a7 nauduadInausa Client Thglsu
TULIAFWELTNEN request AUNTEUTINBTADLNAL
1. Max LanunNngan 4 unsmeunau
2. Min wadeangalunisneunay
3. Avg nanedslunisneunay
3.5.3 Success A8 NTAALNALLRNTFNINasAd1Falaadmann HTTP response

6

status codes 200 waAIpALduLlafdus delun1siaaliaulalanny status code 200

v v
Wit wanwitlaanniunadniily Failure auue

3.5.4 Failure A8 NN9RUNALUBT A Na Id15ana nanaT afidus
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3.5.5 Throughput Aa UFunuaundslinesanunsadseunanalalaznaunaulu

a al

81 1 AU
Tneluni1nedaulunsay TestCase ALANMIUNITNARDALNINNA 3 AT LAZUN
¥ cJ ¥ a c =; a =§ a a c
daganlaundnsneiiuiiniensoaaaudszdnsnan (Waraporn, 2910904,

Srinakharinwirot University. Faculty of, Napawit, L8 uﬂ%tﬁ, 2020) gelunndseney 11

WuntilassnaansanTuanmanie Ke

[ JCN
/\ |l S/
VANV [ 7 S
/ \/ \ | ( / \
// \ J5 NN )
/ N S NN O\ / .10
executior
scrip ht nl_casel.js
output: -
scenarios: (100.00%) 1 scenario, 100 max VUs, 12ml op)
* default: Up to 100 looping VUs for 11m4 wn: 30 jra LStog 30s)
running (11m40.3s), 000/100 VUs, 127111 complete and O interrupted iterations
default v [ ] 000/100 VUs 11m40s

: 100.00% 127111 X @
.1 335 MB 478 kB/s
: 12 MB 18 kB/s
avg=6.02us min
avg=408ns min=0s
avg=510.96ms m
.: avg=510.96ms mi
: 0.00% /0 X 127111
min=19.67us med=70.41ps max=9.52ms p(90)=105.96us p(95)=118.89us
g=28.17us min=6.59us % s max=6.92ms p(90)=34us p(95)=38.71us
.: avg=0s min=0s S s p(90)=0s p(95)=0s
: avg=510.85ms min=7.41ms med=537.94ms max=717.19ms p(90)=596.12ms p(95)=611.21ms
¢ 127111 181.504984/s
..: avg=511.17ms min=7.76ms med=538.25ms max=717.5ms p(90)=596.44ms p(95)=611.54ms
: 127111 181.504984/s
: 100 min=1 max=100
: 100 min=100 max=100

s p(90)=6.51ps  p(95)=7.29us
s p(90)=0s p(95)=0s

ms p(90)=596.22ms p(95)=611.34ms
15 p(90)=596.22ms p(95)=611.34ms

nwisznay 11 NTLaAINANITIVaRmNasIE K6

3.6 N19MFAAFALNNST M UNSTNENNG

v
a o

nsagaagaunIgldeuminensresdswinasld Node-Exporter NinsvagUu OS

v
a o ]

wazn1sngaadeldauningnsresaaumnuuesid cAdvisor NAARIBLLUADUINLLUET

¥

fedayanisldauninainsdsnesuazfaninesaaumuiues azgnaslies Prometheus

u

'
I~ o =3

\WWadaLiLLa: Grafana Bendayaniuanina (Visualize) Asnwilsznaw 12
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& Send container metrics Query and visualize metrics l
i cAdvisor

00
—
Docker — .
[ | Prometheus Grafana
0s J Send Server metrics
Server

ANLTENAY 12 ANTNLIARBNNITATIRADLNTNENNTTFNIAFUATADUNULLDT

3.6.1. HIATIANITATIARAUNIS LN UNSNENSLESWLDS
U1RFITANIIATIARDLNITIEINUNSNENNT T TN Leann Grafana Iasiniuin
fayanisldeuninginslugasnaifaisEunimmaasusaiuaninaauaunImaasy
Tuusiaz TestCase TaN1ATAN M 1UN13ATI 80 UNT I UN NN T T TN 18T LiNBLINA
a ol o d’l
WAFITUNAIT
3.6.1.1. HIASIANIS LEIUURY CPU
1. Busy System 85U 8ATIN1ILTINUNTNE1NT CPU B8
a ona =

sruLlf)iRnn9vise Kemel

2. Busy User a5unedmsnnasldeiuninanns CPU Tneioydelduu
seuulf)dmnng

3. Busy IRQs asunan1sldenau CPU lun194man19 Interrupt
NN9ARINIZNIIN I ULDIN WAL AanwLlsznan 13

a

i CPU Basic

[s=]

(2]
[s=]

s

36 3 -39 18:40

Busy System — Busy User — Busy lowait Busy IRQs — Busy Other dle

AWUszneu 13 Grafana Dashboard CPU Basic
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3.6.1.2. 41A3IAN17IE9 1199 RAM TddRya189 RAM Used a51¢l
YFnunnslianu RAM fiansmasannilsznay 14

Memory Basic

9.3GiB

7.0GiB

47 GiB

OB
18:39 18:40 18:41 18:42 18:43

RAM Tatal RamM Used — RAM Cache + Buffer — RAMFree — SWAP Used

N wisenay 14 Grafana Dashboard Memory Basic

3.6.1.3. H1A39ANTTIE9 U204 Disk lid3a sda Written bytes a1t

ununsd@isudeyauas sda Read bytes a31UNeN1981Ud03a1849 Disk Nwilsznan1s
Disk R/W Data
50 kBfs
40 kB/s |
30kB/s | '

|
20 kB/s I

bytes read (-) / write (+)

|
10kB/s {| |

[l il
0B/s : :
18:39:30  18:40:00 18:40:30 18:41:00 184130 184200 184230 184300 184330 18:44:00

min max avg current
sda - Written bytes 0B/s 41.0kB/s 814 B/s 0B/s

AWUseznay 15 Grafana Dashboard Disk R/W Data
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3.6.2. mm%"i’mm'a‘m'a"mﬂ'aumﬂ%’muw%’wmnsﬂ@umuLumf

n19RgaaauNIgldeunineInsAeuuLe AN Grafana Ingiiuiindeya

N7 IR N IN 1IN TU TR IAGLA LN NN A A UA U IUAA N A WAL NITNA A DL

luuAay TestCase TINATTAN LT 1UN1IATI940UN1T IEINUNTNENNTUDIABUINULUA T
dl ] a ol o agll
WNAUNNNILATIZUH AT

3.6.2.1 11A9A CPU ldfayaann CPU Usage 4asu1edmsnsld

911 CPU 189LAAZARNLLLET AININLTZNB1I16

CPU Usage
20% avg current
node01 4.68% 472%
-
15% postgres 0.01% 0.01%
nginx 0% 0%
10%
cadvisor 16.89% 16.80%
e node00 6.26% 6.10%
k]
0%
18:42 18:43 18:44 18:45 18:46

A wisznau 16 Grafana Dashboard CPU Usage

3.6.2.2 41M?3M RAM ld4R3jaa1n Memory Usage 28 1neif5unaunsld

311 RAM 289iAazARUUasAiInN N senay 17

Memory Usage

477 MiB

avg current
5 0 25 E6 D
381 MiB nodedl 435.66 MIB 435.66 MIB
postgres 70.09 MiB 70.11 MiB
286 MiB nginx 7.30 MiB 7.30 MiB
191 MiB cadvisor 83.60 MiB 83.58 MiB
node00 266.81 MiB 266.81 MiB
95 MiB
0B

nwisznay 17 Grafana Dashboard Memory Usage
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3.6.2.3 8m39m Disk ld4agaan /O Rx a5u1eLFuninisd1utaya

uaz /0 Tx asUnaBuunIaaaudayareusazpaumiuasAsn wlsznay 18

170 Tx
30kB/s
25kB/s
20 kB/s
15kB/s
10kB/s

SkB/s
0B/s

18:43:30 18:44:00 18:44:30 18:45:00 18:45:30 18:46:00 18:46:30 18:47.00 18:47:30 18:48:00

node01 postgres nginx cadvisor — node00

1/0 Rx

1.0B/s

0.5B/s

0B/s

-0.5B/s

-1.0B/s
18:43:00 18:43:30 18:44:00 18:44:30 18:45:00 18:45:30 18:46:00 18:46:30 18:47:00 18:47:30

node01 postgres nginx cadvisor — node00

N WU9znaL 18 Grafana Dashboard Disk 1/0 Rx Tx
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Nan1sAnENLazanlaana

NuIdEnIsdssiiuansausnig I UE TALI T LU NALAT UL RARNINE T
pauuiues Inswtivaanidy 3 anunisaluaznagausiauanma ‘Emﬂ%’@g@ﬁmmm@
N9l UNINeINIUBIABBIMIUBFAZLAAITDLANITVNTULINABUNULILE T LAY
an1un170 Iae App00, App01, App02 AL App03 UNENIATAL ADULNULUE T

uwainalndu 421 Database nneTeARUNUUeTT TRy A

4.1 FIUNITUANRDY 1
4.1.1 UssANEnwaaIga1unIsol 1

nan1snageuivanmnaingdn ednainduainisailszutana Workload
g Fanannatenanlumisa 2 Tnadidnen Success% N 100 Tuyn TestCase uazidna
Throughput kazinaniaaslunisdszuianaunnsinaiuluuiay TestCase MINNITANTY

FINNANMIY iteration BENANTUETN BananImaaaulsIngAmeng 2

AN39 2 HANITNARDLALE IRAAMNATDIAN1LNT0 1

Response Time (s)
Case iteration Success % | Failure% | Throughput /s

Max Min Avg

TestCase 1 | 127245 | 0.692 | 0.008 | 0.511 100 0 181.683

TestCase 2 | 146168 | 1.437 | 0.008 | 0.958 100 0 182.600

TestCase 3 | 166092 | 2.053 | 0.008 | 1.350 100 0 184.399
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4.1.2 M3 lENUNsSNeENsIATasLasnias
4.1.2.1 CPU

System usage

10%

5%

0%

0 60 120 180 240 300 360 420 480 540 600 660 720 780 840 900 960 1020 1080 1140
Time sec

w———=TestCase 1 em==TestCase2 w===TestCase 3

(a)

User usage

40%
35%

30%
25%
20%
15%
10%
5% A

0%
0 60 120 180 240 300 360 420 480 540 600 660 720 780 840 900 960 1020 1080 1140
Time sec

TestCase 1 TestCase 2

(b)

TestCase 3

IRQs usage

5%

0%

0 60 120 180 240 300 360 420 480 540 600 660 720 780 840 900 960 1020 1080 1140
Time sec

=——=TestCase 1 ====TestCase2 ===TestCase 3

(c)

Aszney 19 N3 ldens CPU v snnasluan1unisad 1

anAINLsznay 19(a), 19(b) LAz 19(c) WAAINITEINNY CPU 2894011n150l
1 #l&annnsdanisld cpU 7 System, IRQs, WAL User ANNAIAL WL 8RNI 1191
CPU ldd99g9ganadusias Testcase INUAIIHUANGNT RGBT RYETIRBUIT U P O
fie User Ban’denu CPU wanfign TmﬂiuﬁqaéuzgmmsﬁwmmmLLﬂﬂwamﬁu TestCase 3

Hezezinanisldeu CPU wuign
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4.1.2.2 RAM

RAM Usage
1600

1200
1200

1000

0 60 120 180 290 300 360 420 480 540 600 660 720 780 840 900 960 1020 1080 1140 1200 1260

Time sec

———TestCasel =——TestCase2 =——TestCased

ndsznau 20 N5lE91% RAM wiid@swinasluaniunignl 1

nwilsznau 20 wanslfiudsuaninisldany RAM 1a91A3091E W 1na N4
YFHNURNTUAINAIUIU Workload Tnel TestCase 3 Hffununisldenu RAM snniigauas
srazinanldiueauIunge

4.1.2.3 Disk

Disk Read
1
o
=
. A
0 120 240 360 480 600 720 840 960 1080 1200 1320 1440 1560 1680
Time sec

=———TestCase 1 e=—=TestCase2 ===TestCase 3

(a)
Disk Written

3

2
o
=

1

0 PPN . N a -

0 120 240 360 480 600 720 840 960 1080 1200 1320 1440 1560 1680
Time sec

e TestCase 1 —TestCase 2

TestCase 3

(b)

Alszneu 21 n1gldenu Disk Uwdsnaeslugnnwunisad 1
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AN dsznay 21(a) wandtlFuiunisauteya waz 21(b) wanalinncn

~ 1y LR . o , a ~ ! 1y ~ s o
N7 08UTBYATRY Disk TIN1781ULBYATINNA Workload Hn1sauteyatineaidaniasi
TestCase 1 WU dounnsleudayaluaniziia Workload nsimaudasyatiuiie

U19T991981 TIUAAAINNISLTUAN Logfile 2aduatlnaindulunn TestCase atslafiniu

' [
o

FnuniadaudeyaniinluiuiiBuam indinsaiu

4.1.3 M LENUNTNENTUDY ﬁ'anm'aéﬂ'aumul,ua%
4.1.3.1 CPU

App Usage CPU

R Y N N R S S A Y SN P N
WA PG E AT F S E PP

Time sec

———TestCase 1 =——=TestCase 2 TestCase 3

(a)

DB Usage CPU

10%
8% —— ~.
6%
4%
2%
0%
QS o,Q .&G \(;;Q n&B ’](,'JQ ,.‘,QQ f),"JQ @Q b‘\"b ‘?QQ %(,)0 ‘ODQ G,JQ ,\QQ /\(,)Q Q,QQ Q‘,”Q QQQ Q%Q@QQ ,\;‘”QN\QQ,\”\‘?Q,\'\?Q &Q,@QQO(’Q\@Q.\WQ@QQ ,{o"’g,\iooa\bb)g

Time sec

= TestCase ] es=TestCase 2 TestCase 3

(b)
ANLIENBY 22 kaAINITEI9NY CPU 189ABNINa5ARNULLETA011N1T0 1

nawdsznau 22(a) way 22(b) LWAANBRAIINIT1IE9IN CPU 209AQUNUINAT

walndindunazgudeya T98nn1sldanu CPU 10999 2 paumuuesuatnand UL

'
o [ %

AENIARITNAIAINEF TN Workload AUNTLRIDIAAIINIAIRIAIN AR UINULLAFLALNALATY
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flapaszAnnIsldann CPU 3 3 TestCase winaunuiasgiuteyaiansnisldeuanas

atinasiaiios
4.1.3.2 RAM
App Usage RAM
o0
: P s s

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 700 750 8O0 B850 900 950 1000 1050 1100 1150
Time sec

e TestCase 1 e=——TestCase 2 TestCase 3

(a)

DB Usage RAM

600
500
400

£ 300
200 ! - = l

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 700 750 300 850 900 950 1000 1050 1100 1150

Time sec

m——TestCase 1 ====TestCase 2 TestCase 3

(b)
ANy 23 wanalFu1asn17 1991 RAM 299A2 N FE 01 WN170d 1

Andszneu 23(a) waz 23(b) haAIUTNINITIE9Y RAM 989ARUNWLIDT

=< =

1 1 v 1 1
uwanainduuazgudesys TelFNIuNTLeE19soIleInINERIN Workload AuNILyiane
FNIINAIEIAIN Tt AR UIUEFLALNALATUEIANTZALINNT 1T RAM Q1R1LIN1INARD L
dl = ¥ a o 1 % = % QI d?/ o/ o 6 o o
79 Testcase 2 Waz 3 NUFN 4 lNALALINAY Lngmm@Hmmﬂmmemumwuﬁﬂmmm

Workload



26

4.1.3.3 Disk

App Read DB Read

MB
M8

App Transmit DB Transmit

i

SLE L L LD SO

MB
M8

\\\\\\\
R

N

SNy

Time sec Time sec

TestCase 1 TestCase 2 TestCase 3

ANLUIENAY 24 LAAINITNINU Disk UBIARKNULAFANIUNTOL 1

A ilszney 24 LaneemsIn1slEenis Disk /O 189AaumUluasLalnaLady
& ¥ ¥ a 42/ ni & ¥ ! 2//
LASARUNUILATITUTIDYA mﬂﬁmmmmumm@umummgmmg@mmu Taeidunis

deeandayaiuunggaansd

4.2 §01UNTTUIIADY 2
4.2.1 Use@nsnmwaasdanunisal 2
pan1snageuvanmalsngdn wednanduainisailszutana Workload
14&n5aviamun Taedlénsn Success% 7 100 A9TismH Throughput iaAaa uslIa ALY

1 v 1 v
N171U9HA AN NTUAINNITIANTLUAIA1WIY iteration ALNAUWUSTTU HANIINAZAL

137n7)F9mA15149 3
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AN979 3 Han1aaeLivannadnunisel 2

Response Time (s)
Case iteration Success % | Failure% | Throughput /s

Max Min Avg

TestCase 1 | 212980 | 0.756 | 0.008 | 0.307 100 0 304.130
TestCase 2 | 241407 | 1.437 | 0.007 | 0.580 100 0 301.501
TestCase 3 | 269290 | 2.193 | 0.007 | 0.836 100 0 298.880

4.2.2 NS NUNsSNansIAsasasniaas
4.2.2.1 CPU

System Usage

14%
12%
10%
8%
6%
4%
2%
0%
O 00 W ST N O 0 W SN O MW ST NOC MO ST N OO N OO TN O WS N O WS
N W o = S WMWK O MO NS~ O MW oSS O NN S W0 NN Mo
Time sec
w———TestCase 1 e====TestCase 2 e==TestCase3
(a)
User Usage

60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%
O 00 W ™NO W WUWSNOWNM WS N O OUSMNOW WO MNO O MNOXN WS N O W WS
NN At OO NWMOOMO NS N~NOMWOEA™cMTONNMN A OO NWNOoO MmO
™ o H NN NN M N M S ST NN NN O WO NNMNMNDOGDOONWONDOOOO OO OO
™ =
Time sec

o TESTCASE 1 s TestCase 2 s TestCase 3

(b)
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IRQs Usage

4%

3%

2%

1%

0%

O 0 W I N O 00 W I N O 0 O N O WOWIT N O WOWT N OO O ITNOOWWWOWT N O 0 O <
N N 0 = < O OO N W VO MUWVONSNOMUOWO oSS O NWM O o OO N WV O M O
Time sec
s TestCas@ 1 s TestCase 2 e TestCase 3

(c)
nszney 25 nskdens CPU vid@swinasludnunisnl 2

nandsznay 25@), 25(0) uag 25() Wud1 eneinisldaru CPU lunn
TestCase HAulndiAasiutsudiazdfsunns Workioad sy tae System agf#l 10 -

12% User 88l 50 - 52% uaz IRQs 887 2 - 3% T93

RAM usage
2000
1500 /"M"’d—-:_—_—- 1 —\'\_
P ToN—
£ 1000
500
0
0 60 120 180 240 300 360 420 480 5S40 600 660 720 780 840 900 960 1020 1080 1140
Time sec

w——=TestCase 1 =====TestCase2 w====TestCase 3

Alszney 26 N3liant RAM viid@sinasluaniunisnl 2

ANUTENaY 26 wanIUFNIUN17E9Y RAM a09LATadld W na N3
AI dgl o a a % dl
WNTUAINATUIU Workload Tael TestCase 3 Hi3unmunnsldaiu RAM unniigauas

seazianldiueauunge
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4.2.2.3 Disk
Disk Read
0.005
0.004
m0‘003
=
0.002
0.001
0
OO0 000000000 0000000 000000000000 00000000 oo
S 00N WO SO0 N WO S 0N WO S 0N WO ST N WO ST MN WO S 0NN WO S 0 N W
N H NN NN NS ST T NN W W WONNMNON®NEOODNNDO0 OO0 A A NNNMMNS ST NN
L I B I I B B T I I I I I I I
Time sec

w—TestCase 1  ew===TestCase 2 ===TestCase 3

(a)

Disk Written

MB
oORr N Wh OO
—
E—
_
T

A A_A A
00 Q0000000000000 00Q0D000000000 0000000000000
T OANCOFT O ANDLOT INDOFTOANDLOT O ADLDOFTAIANDOOT OO T DA D
= NN AN MMM S S NN 0w O NNN0000N 000 A A NN NN NS ST S NN
R B B B B B B B B e I e I e I I I |
Time sec
s TestCase 1 e TestCase 2 TestCase 3

(b)

A wdsznay 27 n191491% Disk udEsW e sluan 1 un1sad 2

! ¥

nwdszneu 27(a) waaslInaunisdudeys denisgudeyatodiin
Workload dnnsdnudiayaliasianiiasi TestCase 1 W11 waz 27(b) wan9L/TuINIg
= 3 A a = = = 3 . A a o &
Aaudayalurniziia Workload 39dinislaudeyaiduunetananiiiaainnisiunn

log file 7agualnaAdulunn TestCase atinlafinin Usniuna@audeyanifinuuiug

B lnatAeeny
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4.2.3 mﬁﬁ'nmw%’wmnﬂmﬂaummu'ﬂﬂuﬂmumitﬁ 2
4.2.3.1 CPU

App00 Usage CPU

20%
15%
10%

5%

0%
S ® P O OO S DS D S D& S O D SIS
b"b\'—\"\(’“b‘\'@’bb"@@"?v“&@Q*@bbaéb@’@ép@‘@@ﬁf&@@&&b“@

Time sec

————TestCase 1 =———TestCase2 =——TestCase3

(a)

App01 Usage CPU

20%
15%
10%
5%
0%
N SR SR S O S I S SN SRt S SR S S L& S S o S D P& SR SRS S D&
N A R G it R Q@\G“Q.@h@q’,\,{“\\‘0{»“0&,&'@'»@%»@%&@\@.5"@@
Time sec
=———TestCase 1 =——=TestCase2 =——=TestCase3
Database Usage CPU
15%
—~
10%
5%
0%
o o D & O S O o O O SIS S SRt S SRR R SR SR S D& O W DS O O O
CELPELLEPL L LI ELPL LSS P °§°@“@"9.,@’&&Q@Q“N;\‘P@"@“,ﬁo&&@”&o
Time sec
=———TestCase 1 =———TestCase2 =——TestCase3
()
Load Balance Usage CPU
1%

0%/ \\\

O R & O @ o P O ©
R I & o R

AR £ O N O H 0 O O O QO O O O H (SN
FTELEFLLFLELTFTEL P L PP

Ja?g
J"’S
%
%0
Jv&’o
JJ;O
B

Time sec

m—TestCase ] =====TestCase 2 =====TestCase 3

(d)

Nnszney 28 N7L911 CPU 289ARNLe T AN 11NN70d 2
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nwdsynay 28(a) way 28(b) LAAINITITITU CPU 2104AAUINULUAT
Letndinduis 2 pewmiues Iefldnsnnsldeu CPU WinduatssaiiasuasindiAe
fulunn TestCase udazdl Workload fumnsnariu

nandsrnay 28(c) wanen1slde1u CPU 2a9AaUmUILesg udeya
Tnelu TestCase 1 fn151d97u CPU wanfiga usily TestCase 2 waz 3 #8nsnisldann
IndiAeaiuuaranadngnsaliios

AMNUsTNeau 28(d) wAMaIN15 ka1 CPU 984A81LN1LLeT Load Balance
Tnelunn TestCase Remannnsldarus

4.2.3.2 RAM

App00 usage RAM

400

R L T SR SRR N N N N N R S SRR R P
BB NG AR AR AR A o0 T o AV T T A AT T o S P

Time sec

e TestCase 1 e TestCase 2 ew===TestCase 3

(a)

App01 usage RAM

500
400 M

200

MB

100

N PR ISP EL PP SO RO PO DSOS
BB NG AR AR AR A o0 T o AV T T A AT T o S P
Time sec

e TestCase 1 e TestCase 2 ew===TestCase 3

(b)
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Database usage RAM
500
400

300

o
=
200
100
0
QO O O A O O 0O O O O L O O O O D O OO0 PO OO0 OO O O 0D
BB AT AT AR AR 50T P GV @ T AV AT TP 0 T R
Time sec
o TestCase 1 em===TestCase 2 TestCase 3
(c)
Load Balance usage RAM
100
o
=

0

ST S T R R B N T B S B N B B A P T N T A A N BN T A A B R I T RPN
BT AT AT AR AR A0 TG @ @AV AT T P 9 o

Time sec

== TestCase 1  eww=TestCase 2 TestCase 3

(d)
nwlsznay 29 n1sldenu RAM 2asaaumuiuasiuantuniend 2

Andsenayu 29(a) waz 29(b) WEAYENIINIT TN RAM 1R4ADNULUD T
walnA AR WudNARUINLLLET App00 Remsnisldeuliaanlundas TestCase wae
Ao % = v ) - Ao % a & '
LEMINF TN UAN TR IUADILNULLET App01 HEMIINTTITINULANTY WALTN0
n17lda1u1ee TestCase 2 way 3 HeraulndiAeaniiy

nawdsznay 29(c) wanednsnisldein RAM 1esnaumuiuesyudasya o9

=

nslduldnINinuey TestCase 3 Hdnsnisldauninign usinisldanu RAM Tuaau

WMULLeS Load Balance Rén3n13ldaunnuinsan wisnay 29(d)
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4.2.3.3 Disk

App00 Read App01 Read
1 1
08 08
06 20
2 = 04
04 02
02 0

o CLLPLP LIPS 0:“’5,‘&:“‘0\00059 ;3’0.3@@’05‘9
CRL PSS LIPS 03@.9“(!&0 .;PG&Q@“’Q&’“@@ fime sec
Time sec mTestCase 1 mTestCase2 mTestCase3
Database Read Load Balance Read
1 1
08 08
o 06 06
04 = 04
02 0.2
0 0
PP L E P L L F PSP E R Rt B Gl R Lt s SR
Time sec Time sec
ETestCase 1 MTestCase2 MTestCase3 mTestCase 1 mTestCase2 mTestCase3

nwilsznau 30 N3 19U Disk Read 189ARunUasluan1uninl 2

nwidszneay 30 uananisdrudeyareuadnaiadu joudeya uay

Load Balance @isldwunisdudagyaain Disk Tuyn TestCase szu3nananngaL

App00 Transmit App01 Transmit
1 1
08 0.8
06 0.6
@ @
=3 =
04 0.4
0.2 0.2
0 0
CUNWTOWVWNDTOUNDXTOONNTOONXTSON CUNUTOVUNNTOONDTOYNRNLTOONNTD DN
WnaEdamoadoddRdonSognadsarmBsono R R R - R AN - - R - v
AR ANANMAITANDODONR ORI NO S NN mT S0 FANANMONIA NN R RO NSO N SNANMS T
SRAEEEA233% sEAAERER3AR
Time sec Time sec
TestCase 1 ~=———=TestCase 2 TestCase 3 =——TestCase ] ———=TestCase2 ———=TestCase3
Database Transmit Load Balance Transmit
0.2 1
08
- mU.S
=3 =
0.4
0.2
oLiln Liadilbal aw BUB D MBI D00 | o
O YN RWTOVWN RN TQOUNRNRIOLNRNITOON BT OO CUNETOWNNITOLONRNITODYNRNTOONET S ON
R R R R R R - R LR -] MO N E NSO R NN IO NOENR MBS S0
AR AAMAIRRARDORNR OB AS S mmNAmE T 0 RRRARARSRIRRACERRIAZTEBESSANRRSEER
FRAARRAERAAA FRAAAER3AA
Time sec Time sec
=——=TestCase 1 ====TestCase 2 TestCase 3 =——TestCase 1 =—==TestCase 2 TestCase 3

Aisznay 31 NNk Disk Transmit 289ABLNILLET a1 uN19al 2
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nandsznay 31 wanen1sdedayarednaumnuiues lnupaumnuiues
uwanalnduuaz Load Balance Tinuntsdedasyalunn TestCase urmauimuiuaiguiaya

HnnsdedayailuinetananmaBuinmindinssiulunn TestCase

4.3 AD1UNITDIAIADY 3
4.3.1 UszANEmwaasgn1unisal 3

NAN1INAZaLINaMNANLIN el NALATUA N1T0U T2 NIaNA Workload

D

ladn3ananum Inad Success% 71 100 @alEns1 Throughput MEANT we i TestCase 2
Ao P e A N = A a &
WAz 3 A8m31 Throughput WANFANIAWNELANTRE Tanaeds lun1UszananaiNT AN

ANTINNTULDIANUIY iteration ALNNANRUSHUY N@m@mmm@uﬂmﬂgﬁamiw 4

A9 4 nan1adelivaninadniunisal 3

Response Time (s)
Case iteration Success % | Failure% | Throughput /s

Max Min Avg

TestCase 1 | 258122 | 0.001 | 0.008 | 0.252 100 0 304.130
TestCase 2 | 297064 | 0.002 | 0.008 | 0.471 100 0 371.040
TestCase 3 | 334433 | 0.045 | 0.008 | 0.673 100 0 371.195

4.3.2 S ENUNSNEINsLAsadLasWiIas
4.3.2.1 CPU

System Usage
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TestCase 1 TestCase 2 TestCase 3

(a)
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80%
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e TestCase ] — em=TestCase 2 ====TestCase 3

(b)

IRQs Usage
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e TestCase ] —em==TestCase? —e====TestCase 3

(c)
ndszney 32 N3 lienss CPU vuid@sWnasluaniunisal 3

ANLTEnan 32 WAAINIT 91 CPU 1a9t@sninasniuan amsnig kbany CPU

1 1 4
lunn TestCase AAaulnAAasAudsudariyFnan Workload Nitivnau Tne System
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b

RAM Usage
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Time sec

=———=TestCase 1 =====TestCase?2 ===TestCase 3

nwdszney 33 N3len1 RAM wiid@snnes lannunisnl 3
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|
ol A

nndsznau 33 wanslunnunisldany RAM aadipzadidsnnaadsuan

D
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4.3.2.2 Disk

Disk Read
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Time sec
e TestCase 1  e=——=TestCase 2 TestCase 3
(a)
Disk Written
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(b)
A szneay 34 nnskiass Disk Uid@sWnaslugda unisal 3

nwdseneu 34(a) waaslinauniseudeyas denisanudeyatodiin

Workload Tdnunnsgnudaya’lunn TestCase waz 34(b) uanlduinnissiaudayaly
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dl a dl = = v 1 dl a =3
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4.3.3 mi"lﬁ'\i'mw%'wznnﬂmﬁ'anLna'afﬂaummu'aé{
4.3.3.1 CPU

App00 Usage CPU App01 Usage CPU
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4.3.3.2 RAM
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4.3.3.3 Disk

App00 Disk Read
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App02 Disk Read

1344
1400
1456
1512
1568

=——=TestCase 1 ====TestCase2 ==—=TestCase3
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App00 Disk Transmit AppO1 Disk Transmit
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——TestCase 1 ———TestCase2 ———TestCase3 ——TestCase 1] =———TestCase2 =——TestCase3

App03 Disk Transmit App02 Disk Transmit
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4.4 SANNANT M UNSWNEING
dl Y & v £ o v 1 o/ ?/ a o 6 6
Walifiiudayanisldeuninaansldatedaiauiaisinasuazaaumuiuas
L o v o v £ %% dJ = = [ %4 d”
TAaalavinnissaunadeyanisldanuninensielnaazias nfall

4.4.1 HASINNIS b9 CPU

A1974 5 R eALNT 199N CPU 28ad@ e s

TestCase annunnand System% IRQs% User%
A011UNN90 1 4536 0.495 29.309
TestCase 1 A01UNNT0 2 10.513 2.158 51.490
A011N190d 3 19.791 2.484 71.509
A011UN190 1 4.324 0.444 28.863
TestCase 2 An1un19nd 2 10.357 2.199 49.714
anun19nd 3 19.531 2.504 71.286
A0711N190d 1 4.425 0.425 28.725
TestCase 3 A01UNNI0 2 10.468 2.230 50.197
An1un19nd 3 19.388 2.536 71.280

A1914 5 LAAIEMILRae N7 19971 CPU 1adt@sninas Inem191921un AN

dJ a o % dl QI d%/ o & a o
TestCase TNNAAIINT TN UANNTUANNANTUINARUNULLATUALNALATY

AN94 6 FRTRALNIFIE911 CPU aauidsninas

Test Case An1UNNTd App00 | AppO1 | App02 | App03 | Database Load Balance
anunsl 1 | 17.845 7.991
TestCase -
anunNITnd 2 | 16.738 | 16.754 13.047 0.256
1
aoungni 3 | 12.567 | 12.706 | 13.249 | 13.331 11.728 0.348
anunnsl 1 | 18.348 7.318
TestCase =
A0UNNTU 2 | 16.207 | 17.398 11.405 0.245
2
aounnsal 3 | 12.634 | 12.633 | 13.210 | 13.475 11.718 0.337
anungnl 1 | 18.578 7.067
TestCase =
ADNUNNTU 2 | 16.165 | 17.403 11.384 0.249
3
aounnsal 3 | 12.637 | 12.604 | 13.160 | 13.725 11.770 0.351
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71919 6 WanIERIANI MU CPU 189 dfines Tnam1snednuunnny
TestCase iauunsifauiiaunisldem cPU luusdazaniunisal Gauanaunislday
2a9AauULLasiuLAazantuntsaldasdnsluatmamnnaidldi o wmnuiuefag lu
an1unsnfif Tunslden CPU Tuantunisnl 2 uas 3 peumuesuelnAwnduiens

o Aoy v o o o P = o -
ﬂ’]ﬁ‘lﬂ]\‘numiﬂ@LﬂﬂQﬂu LW]N@m?’]ﬂq?slﬂj\?qu@ﬁ@\ﬁLNﬂLﬂ?‘ﬂuLmﬂUﬂﬂ@ﬂquﬂq?m 1

4.4.2 HATINANS LG RAM

AN3N 7 BR9RRENNT 19N RAM a9i@sWneslunnaniunisnd

TestCase annunisad RAM Uasge / MB
A011UNN90 1 984.442
TestCase 1 | annunnni2 985.574
A0NUN190d 3 2125.105
A01UNN90d 1 1202.365
TestCase2 | @nnunneni2 1202.365
A0UN190d 3 2267.371
A0UN90I 1 1342.469
TestCase3 | @an1unnand 2 1361.462
an1un19d 3 2427.883

F1979 7 WAANERIIRAENIT LTI RAM 280i@sWnaflunnaniunisal 19ann

'Y o

v % a o Ql dgl dl = o s
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Y
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L@ﬂu@ﬂml,ﬁﬂuwmmumum



43

;1379 8 dRaaRENT1E9U RAM 2esneumnuaslunaniunisnl

TestCase | an1unisod App 1 App 2 App 3 App 4 Database | Load Balance
anun1aed 1 327.431 237.121
TestCase -
ADTUNNTU 2 308.808 | 310.813 193.222 12.383
1
anun1anl 3 298.157 | 297.806 | 304.750 | 311.361 246.736 12177
an1un1god 1 396.179 368.649
TestCase -
ADTUNNTU 2 317.563 | 374.001 249.308 13.334
2
anun1gnl 3 298.922 | 297.392 | 322.433 | 351.364 300.644 13.125
annunsnd 1 | 413.003 502.943
TestCase =
ANTUNNTTU 2 321.665 | 388.461 309.091 14.241
3
an1un1gnl 3 298.990 | 296.287 | 314.983 | 365.522 318.233 14.096

A9 8 LARIERIRanN1TldIN RAM Ta9pauinuiuesynaniunisal Inauen
o o‘d’ ] o o ¥ = |
AINANIUNITUUATABUNIULT TIUAATADUNIUBTHERTY 191U RAM HAIMNUANFN

W@nyae

;13719 9 dmaaAensldeu Disk 2edsWnesunaniunisnd

TestCase An1UNNTY Read Written
a0 un19od 1 0.00 0.05
TestCase 1 | @nUNI90 2 0.00 0.12
AN1UN90I 3 0.00 0.13
A01UNT0L 1 0.00 0.05
TestCase 2 | @0 uUN190 2 0.00 0.10
anun19od 3 0.00 0.12
AN1UNT0 1 0.00 0.06
TestCase 3 | @anuUN190d 2 0.00 0.11
A01UNT0 3 0.00 0.13

o dl ¥ . dl 1 1 v
13719 9 wAAIERINLAAN19ldI1U Disk Tearnmarseldnunisgnudeya
lunnaniunisallunimaseuuanslunadny Read udwun19@audoyaae3 Disk
v

Tunmesaudaldnsinisdsuntas lupaduy Written uazainnannisldaunansinigld

KRBT IS NGT 0
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1379 10 M3 RALNI3T 91U Disk nsaudeyaretaaumues luynaniunisnd

TestCase anun1nd App 01 | App 02 | App 03 | App 04 | Database | Load Balance
AnuUn190d 1 0 0
TestCase =
ADUNITU 2 0 0 0 0
1
anunisod 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
anun19nd 1 0 0
TestCase =
ADUNITU 2 0 0 0
2
a0 un19d 3 0 0 0 01]0
anun19nd 1 0 0
TestCase =
ADNUNITU 2 0 0 0 0
3
a0 un19d 3 0 0 0 0 0 0

o/ dl ¥ " 1 k2 & 1
A19714 10 WAPNARTILRALNITIT9U Disk NM17AULRDHNUNABULNULIUBRT Iﬂiliil‘W‘Ll

niseudayalunnasumumesias luynaniunisnd Tsdunusiunisduiasyaes Disk

PRITTNIDT

1979 11 dAge@enIsldenu Disk nnsdedasyarespaumumesuynaniunisnl

TestCase anungnd App01 | App02 | App03 | App04 | Database | Load Balance
A0 uUn190d 1 0 0.809 0
TestCase =
ANTUNTOU 2 0 0 0.001 0
’
an1un19nd 3 0 0 0 0 0.728 0
anun190d 1 0 0.872 0
TestCase =
ANTUNTOU 2 0 0 0.000 0
2
an1un19nd 3 0 0 0 0 0.532 0
anun190d 1 0 0.722 0
TestCase =
ANTUNTOU 2 0 0 0.001 0
3
anunignd 3 0 0 0 0 1.044 0

F1319 11 WARISRIeaenIgld9nu Disk nsdedayasesnaumuiues Inaluny
v
nsdedayalunsumnuiuafiatnainduisnualunnaniunisal winun1sdadaya Uy

peumuUessUTeyalunedny Database
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nsldeu Disk lunisaudeyalainudnsnisldnuudiednanduazidunisi@an

fayaangudeys GeraazatainnisinuesketnairdunasszuuduEnisdaaawns

©

ayalugudeyadauinliluniuin Searnsaiiuliuu RAM 8nvis Disk 41l SSD

Asdana i ldwunnsdudayauu Disk

4.5 WFauinaunan1snaaag
HaanNnIIadauasuaamanaznanisldaunsnainsilamusiudesya

o = = dll a ¥ & [ a o 3 &

e e umedssiluanssousnis kuasauisradLadnainduuufanines
' dl =K t:i a dg, o ] d”

ARLENULUBTHAZINEANE Overhead mﬂmummmﬂﬂu

4.4 .1 Throughput

Throughput
400 368.59 371.04 371.19

. 304.13 301.50 298.88
@ 300

=

=

£ 200

=i}

=

2

< 100

=

TestCase 1 TestCase 2 testCase 3

M scenariol M scenario2 scenario3

nwilsznau 39 6r91 Throughput lulsazaniunIsnianaes

Awdszneu 39 uanssmsN Throughput luusAazanIunisal nudnlans
Throughput AnTuANS WA IILeFueNA AT uLAL luuAa Y TestCase HERIT
IndA e dsan unnisal 3 f6ms1 Throughput mm‘f‘;zgm Weul3eu iy dna
Throughput fisEuszinaantunsnl TaoanunsnAandu % annnnssuans

172@NTN Throughput Ty = (Ty - Tx)/ Tx * 100 %

Taeitaua Ty i Throughput Tedda unsalAta BaudRe uaz Tx W
Throughput LT 1I098 LA IR NSNS LIBABWINLILEF FINAT0IN1IALIN

WAAN IR 12
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A1319 12 Us2@nSn1n Throughput MANTUIEMINe@1UNNTL

TestCase A01UNN90 2 vs anNuNN9nd 1 A011UNN900 3 vs annuNNend 2
TestCase 1 67.40% 21.20%
TestCase 2 65.12% 23.06%
TestCase 3 62.08% 24.20%

M1519 12 udananisidTauievdsednsaan Throughputﬁl,ﬁu%u
Taaanrunisal 1 wW3sudeuduaniunisal 2 Tsv@nsamifiniy 67.40% uas
anunneal 2 Wisuauiuganiunisal 3 HUsvAnEaanifingu 21.20% lu TestCase 1
%ﬂu@qmmﬁﬁm’] Throughput AosTiEms NI ugeawn WafiusaueeumLe el
waatudugeawin Ingsendneaniunisal 2 fu 3 Ssz@nanmanaaiiewSeuiey
TENINANIUNIT 1 U 2

4.4.2 Response Time

Respone time Avg

1.6
1.35
1.4
1.2
0.96

1 0.84
o 08 0.67
7 0.51 0.58

0.6 : 0.47

04 031 455

o

0

Testcasel Testcase2 Testcase3

M Scenariol M Scenario? Scenario3

nwdsenay 40 Response Time Tulsazaniunisod

Andszney 40 LAMINA Response Time U4 LAAZ@D1UN170] ]
Response Time fanasuazlunsny TestCase anaslndAa ey Fan1sifins1uay
LelndAtuAnuImuLesa ATl A lunsUssnanagana 1 Response Time
anas e nFaiey Response Time fianasluusazaniunisal Taganunsnanlu %

ARLINNTATUINUATNGRT



47

1l93n30 N Response Time MANTL = (Ry - Rx)/Rx * 100 %
Taa? Ry iU Response Time 209401un1sadNnalFeuiiauuay Rx
.1 Response Time MANTULDIADIUN1TINNNITANAINUIBADUNULUBFUATRINT

AN TLLAR MIANFY 13

A1374 13 U32@n3nN Response Time NANTL

TestCase A07UNN90E 2 AU anunsnd 1 | an1unend 3 i anuniend 2
TestCase 1 66.09% 22.15%
TestCase 2 65.15% 23.07%
TestCase 3 61.55% 24.20%

' 2
a

A1314 13 Waaan1tnlieuiiaulssAn8n1n Response Time AN
Taeignrunisnd 1 WBsuifsuiuaniunianl 2 Snaiedsanas 66.09% uazdn1unisal 2
Wisuaufuaniunisnd 3 finanefsuanas 22.15% lu TestCase 1 delugaund
Response Time Asanadifiugasvindiafinsuuneumuiuesiandedudugasyinly
A01UN19Y 2 17U 3 WAy % Response Time semdnagn1unsaidilefinusfanagile
wWrauweuiuaanunnel 1 1w 2

4.4.3 M9 lduUnsnanns

N1TATIAABLNTT IEIUNTNEINTVRTTH LB TNUIN N3 lFUnsnensdaw
ugjetii CPU deldiudannsldauninensuaziBeuiiuumsinauiinatu lannsld
911 CPU 2949 User ﬁ@”mmmﬂ%@mmn%m FauINaNNNIRNLT RS UNE AT LAY

1 cao A o ¥ dl QI dg/ 1 = o o
WARZANUNNTIENNAAIINNT I UNLNTY LA System WA RIQs ANAITIN 14

AN99 14 ANRALFATINIT TN CPU Lui@snioas

anunnTld System IRQs User

A0 1 4.43% 0.45% 28.97%
A0UNTT 2 10.45% 2.20% 50.47%
An1unN1Tad 3 19.57% 2.51% 71.36%
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%
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¥ all o o o o o‘ni QI d?/
nrnnsldanu CPU MiaNauaes System NRRETLANUIUARWNIUETANTY
Tnaaniunised 1 iduaniunisalsasiu System A8msnsldenun 4.43% lugnnunisnl 2
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a0 unnaod System: 1 TPS | IRQs: 1 TPS User: 1 TPS

A07UnN190d 1 0.024% 0.002% 0.158%
AnNUNNI0L 2 0.035% 0.007% 0.167%
An7un190d 3 0.053% 0.007% 0.193%

1919 15 WA ANEATI@AENI3 T4 CPU e 1 Throughput A 1 Au1H

Tneluynanunisniiansinisldanuina uiazdans Workload viniu wamsliiingn

NNTANANUIBADULNWUBTAINA L 113N 721 ANAIIY 1 TPS WV NE RTINS b1 T911s CPU

Inelugn un9nd 3 9 User 1911 CPU lWNAIL 0.193%
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