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Nowadays, various types of technology play more of a role in our daily lives;
for example, most people have easy access to technology via computers or mobile
phones. It cannot be denied that technology is involved in all aspects in life. On the
other hand, the world of software development can be affected by the inability of
systems to accommodate the huge amount of people who access the website or
application due to the design of architecture that no longer exists, in an age when
technology has changed dramatically. In this paper, the performance comparison was
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way. Future studies may focus on studying and testing production systems to prove that
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#ANN: Mazur, O. (2020). Retrieved from Monolithic architecture vs microservices.

Retrieved from https://divante.com/blog/monolithic-architecture-vs- Microservices /



2.2 Microservices

Microservices LAnannLulAanIsaanuuudn1inanssu il auIaanLaz AN
WudaszratulagusazmafiaaINisanIIuianiuls dan1sutafiatufaainng

v
Y% '

A11uA Bounded context MifALAU TIN1TRBNLLUNANULAAZLIAFIATUALHRIN AN
nWuiulas g (Loose coupling) war@1unInvinauAnafaaadiuaslalne luisasendy
8481 (High cohesion) Asnntlsznay 2 IneRanisutingesiasie duazldmaiiang
N1 Bounded context TntiN1991 AT LILIATRILLLLNUETNALATANINABINIINNGINA
Tiaanunag ugiuuuaes Context AN wilsznaui 3 dvazdaaliniseanuuulas Wi
[ o v 4 1 dg/ dl o a
LiafRanilaaanuidaazdnadiy WaaIu13nnIMLA Bounded context ARILULILNUGINA
ManNalanan ludauueaniswmurTulnwmuig nisalden ldn 1w vzamalulady

MNNZANAUANFEINIINNGIRA L (Newman, 2015)

Micro- User Micro-

service interface service

Micro- Micro- Micro- Micro-
service service service service
| I I |
@ @ 8] 1)
7 (<) [} (=)
@ @ =] [

Data Base Data Base Data Base Data Base

AMLlsena 2 anileeinssuuiiil Microservices

Aun: Mazur, O. (2020). Retrieved from Monolithic architecture vs microservices.

Retrieved from https://divante.com/blog/monolithic-architecture-vs- Microservices /
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ANLsEnas 3 N170LN Domain A2EIN19N1MUA Bounded context

nou o0 Fowler, M. (2014). Retrieved from Fowler, M. Retrieved from

https://martinfowler.com/bliki/BoundedContext.html

nsvin e fiannseiugefMadu dulnadialdazinnisfinseduniu REST

(Representational state transfer) YEG Message queue T9AURAUNIT 9 T9V 940935

¢]
C1]
anunsonaun ing ldn1e laasinaainuansasiiseansn1nig

Imen1smunganTRanssuwLL Microservices AReRtn13a8nLULAY Bounded
context (Vernon, 2016) NAtuanInenssungnWmLNIuNI Al AMaNTTRAsa [T
1) AMNURINUAILLBILNALULAE (technology heterogeneity)
Tuwetnairdugnrinenssundsznaufaeimafan VL AaNN 19 UFa T
A £ c o A dl o ) 3’/ dl v a o o
ArgdanldransiaFTan B MmN aniumaFiauy el uadnainduaiuisnsaeiy
Pasnnniadnanldnuldetiamnnzaumnin Context 1]

2) ANNEIAEY (resilience)

1
= v

LALNALATUNNABNLULNIALLUIAALLIL Microservices LUBLTIATI AT

u

ianananldenlfimefiatu peviwmihiiseld
3) n1FAggUUIA (scaling)
‘IuLL@ﬂwaLm‘fu@mﬁmﬂmmﬁqiﬂﬁgﬂﬁmmuuumﬁmLL‘1_|‘1_| Monolith 1514
nsrenuelnAnduiuazindaanseneienedndiaduludae fu Lwizqmﬂmmmﬁqﬂ

v 1
WeNwWIA22 Microservices HianunsnuenelalwaindulanizmafaniiTungldaugls



4) ANNAIYABNITAINDLU (ease of deployment)

|
=

an11lRENIIULLL Microservices @1N19DNHILN LLam'\m'amfaW’]zzﬁ'fmwgﬂ
UfulgaizanmuniuEnls
5) NNSAANISRIANS (organizational alignment)

n1elfuuaAALL L Microservices TuasAN O] @101 90 LLT 1A WA
A o o a o Ty A P ' A o o
aanflunuan anauntnesnntue IneldfesGauiniwlude iesimuiuet

a o/ tdl ¥ =
WaLATUN NN AL

6) N1gUINAUN LG L (composability)

'
& o

o = a a -] % [ % o [ % U ] d‘
n1sdngefIaniWeidulunisiiuadiedudindunn 14l e
qntszasdould wu nasdmefaniWeidut uduianuanuuuuNugsiantiall1dluan
a dl 1o ¥ o’ a o :J/ 1
wuvunugsnaniilae i dusesimuiuesnaunduninlg
7) ANNIEAANTITUNUNA (optimizing for replaceability)

dl o z L% o 2 1 1 Lo dl
ﬂq?Lﬂ@ﬂuLLﬂZ\]\ﬂuU’]\iL“]]'ﬂﬁ")@l&%ﬁ]'ﬂxﬁ%’ﬂﬂ\i’]ﬁl LLZ\]ZVLQ\Iﬂ‘J“zV]U FABLIRTIADL

2.3 Container

Container iumatinlunisanaasaninuandenvisanetnanduljifnisaiien

|
= o 1%

d?J o - o‘d‘ a % o . . dl & rdl a}a
IUNNARANTINLEAN BT TINANBUZARARL Virtual machine @ssanswasniduniean

Yo o 1 3 A
LL@31®?Uﬂ’1ﬁ‘ﬁl‘ﬂ§~l?‘].I@EI’]\‘]ﬂ’J’]\‘i‘lI’J’Nﬂ‘ﬂ Docker

1
e A o

Docker iflulainugasangniwmuizwinedulgadsz@nsnnannnisld Virtual

a

machine LUULANTSIENSNe1N2UaeNIN13 1 Virtual machine @9 Docker 211130 HAAFY

Container 1ANINN311134 Container U kaUWAATUNN Operating System taeia LA

1 v
a v

WANFINATN Virtual Machine NAAAAFAILY Operating System Aa4FLAIAININLIENAL 4

1 v 1 |
gglinaniugldainnsndnnisiu Container Tiatingdneinu Docker engine MiluiAsasile

] ]
=

41115ua519 (Build), d9ney (Ship), 14971 (Run) 9 Docker gniiniidudaunilezesnis

WAUNTZULLLLADNTRENITNN AU ARLLL Microservices (Docker, 2019)



Containerized Applications

Virtual Machine | | Virtual Machine | | Virtual Machine

AppA AppB App C

Guest Guest Guest
Operating Operating Operating
System System System

Infrastructure

Host Operating System
Inf'aSt’UCture _

Ansrnau 4 Tpseai19aa9 Docker container wag Virtual machine

Auanc Fong, J. (2018). Containers versus Virtual Machines. Retrieved from

https://www.docker.com/blog/containers-replacing-virtual-machines/

Docker ugnldlunane ) tidnitlesanideannanatlsznig iiu nasldninainsy

v a 2’/ I o A a o a a % 1 a 1 o
Ul [Flﬁ][ﬂ\‘lsﬁﬂw[51LL'J‘EI“M?@LL‘ﬂ‘]J‘W@Lﬂ‘ﬁuﬂ{]‘]_l[F]ﬂ’]ﬂﬂ‘ﬂﬁl’]\‘m@’mﬂﬂ’mLL@Z@@?ZW@H‘N

2.4 Kubernetes
Kubernetes uuatlwatadiulamurasafidaelunisdanistiuaunauazaanisiiu

Container Ingiaanuiinn19%191usaniy Container Tgl Kuberetes ({uganfasfigae
dnpaununulfun ueindindulaaldnniantifi Kuoemetes & 1w naa3vinlfazuy
nauNIRan LR (Self-healing) 1138 Horizontal scaling s %amﬂﬂmauu‘”‘rﬁﬁﬂ@'wm
498 Kubemetes 1099l insaea8ne Container MAAANNANT e m T nuazAY
ninenseenednluld Inetlerlagiiaas Kubernetes &uﬁam&iuﬁm@iﬂﬁ (Hightower,
Burns, & Beda, 2017; Kubernetes, 2019)

1. gl ldmanennsnEan s aaasansau el deenafinssdvann

2. [finanvEaTenaninenns1es Container ldnenesmlusd

3. 19813 Cluster vingnueeinaiLlsz@nann

4. WaUNAPTUEINITDSANNTLANEALNA Ll aasu e

5. HAaN AU TAINSUNIATIRARLNINENNTURILD WA LA



TaanAnaalunalnainduialinld Kubernetes azilsynaililgae Master uaz
Nodes 1agl Master inutinnaanadals Nodes n191umuA1d9uas Nodes Nn1tnAsassiy
11991914289 Container 1a8l Kubernetes architecture Usznau 1l ﬁ’ffmzifauﬁi%‘lj A

Awdsznau 5

Kubernetes Architecture

nwilsznadl 5 faaging Kubernetes cluster

ﬁ 1 1 : Gerrard, A. (2019). a Kubernetes cluster. Retrieved from

https://blog.newrelic.com/engineering/what-is-kubernetes/

AnANUszNauN 5 uandliiuaN Kubernetes RANHLEN1INIULLL Cluster 7
1srnavlisag Master uay Node a1UUNINNN 19 UF9NAY Tael Kubernetes cluster &
douilsznavusasa il

1) Master

Master #1111 71A9UANNT9YI191U2849 Node 11 Cluster TannAanssuiay
- & L
AT AzgNANIUEIY Master

2) Node

S e A o =3

Node L/Fe1iaiaupAsaanaiiamasize Virual Machine NYNutnAamL

Container Intifinsiart Master HNulATasNaNTad1 Kubelet
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3) Pod

|
s a

Pod AantaaanNgaae4 Cluster 19 Pod M1in7u39q Container Laz

q

Resource N IUN1IRARY LU NITATULANITTANABLATEUNE (Network configuration),
nsnvMuansdafindaya (Storage configuration) waznisinuuar1au] Nau
4) Kube-proxy

v

Kube-proxy Aadaui ldlun134annsiy Network 1 Cluster Taalinini
1Al Internet protocol 1L Node nnellu Cluster
NUARE RN 19N e ME1 Aty 189 Kubernetes A® Horizontal pod autoscaling

ANUFUNINNBAZAL1LAUIU Pod ANLFNIUNNT 91 Tae Horizontal pod autoscaling

v
o

AZ7N19RIRAE LN 91 CPU dailAgaiiundianasldse luazazvinnisiinaning

.

#n11TR (Zhao et al., 2019) TIRTANTAIUININIFIANIFANNA ALAZULNEILAASAIZNNT 1

currentM etricValue)

N = currentReplicas * ( - -
desireMetricValue

e
A o ai QI d?J
N AR 911U URY Pod W@ZQﬂﬂlﬂ"]ﬂLWNﬂlu
currentReplicasValue Aa A9 Pod 11aq1iu
. A { dl a o o
currentMetricVallue A8 AN299 CPU Nkadnaiaduld lunnienian

desireMetricValue A2 AN184 CPU NAaan s lilalwaaduasneso

Taenlnfinds Kubemetes axilmingild lunnsdaninennafildGandn milicores 1o e
71 1 Core CPU ailfwiniu 1,000 millicores ANENAIT 1

faathanisAuanan N aunflflususiinedndindurndsineu Pod finnsld
NINENT (currentMetricValue) 280 millicores immﬁcﬂ%ﬁ?\mﬂﬁ’ HPA Tivinnasasnesiaiile
CPU gnldanuuanngn 50% Taef Pod fnswannssndad 500 milicores ety
desireMetricValue £ #1117 250 millicores i currentMetricValue & A1110N97
desireMetricValue W&a Master a2¥n139818 Pod 98n8119% 2 Auauawl litesnensld

CPU T Wi 50% mangldnnuun
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2.5 Cloud-native application (google cloud)

Cloud-native application AaLUIAANINN T lUNTaan LU LN MU LU WA LATY
an1fmeanssunainnsnsesduniaiiuinaesgsialagldmalulagnainisnaiiauas
sunlasunngeasialdlunaninuwandas iy Private cloud, Public cloud waz Hybrid

4‘ I dl IS a dl 1 o 1 dl o a o A a o ?/
cloud TawsiazariuuaAnnuansiuaan lludineqatszasmneniuae ualwaiaduiii
¥ o A 1 ¥ o o dl dl ] o ¥ ¥
azfedrefuAumtiaveuluAIuN19dANIIMINeINg N1sRaans lananguuunigdnld
nuAinewy A ldanauaznisiinanaenylaatndnlulm

a91lsznaaeg Cloud native yuiiuliinistiudauazansuyunisnaniaeusile

Toymaesalilil Loose coupling, High cohesion, Stateless wag Resilience \lusu (Cloud,

2019)

2.6 Autoscaling
Autoscaling {l1dgn197 1 N5t sz uaananuLAa AN L FU WA SN e N1
waUNARTUATNANFRINITEEY N19USLIRIATRINTNEN T Taaa R [l AT T LalwaLATY
~ = ¥ o ~ o o o 1y &
ANN1IDULNLNTAATUNALND LINFNE N TR I NAE MU A NABINN3 BN 1F971 wananil
d; a o/ v ] a a o [ o a dl aa dp
Wanadnataduiingniazdni wednataduazninisanauinlanednludsm 199901950
arnnsnann1szlunisamassunarguatalndindunldninaansyana (Kieppmann,
2017) Aannndszney 6 §lERaanIuLAAWININUNATDIBUAWALYT (Maximum size) way

ANAVBIBUARAUTIENFL (Desired capacity) WoualwawrdulasuTu N9 ldungaan

!
v KX Y o J

FLULAZINNITAN BN e B UALAWYT I AN ualaadn TuelR Tedwmunandusiag

a

dnlangAnssunisldanuresgnAitnazliulianisninunAsnge] 289 Autoscaling TN

fuannunsaiesiane
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Auto
Scaling
Group

A AN

minimum size Scale out as needed

o’
-

Y

Desired Capacity

oL -
- o

Maximum Size

nwdsznau 6 Autoscaling model

TFRE Tudip (2018). Retrieved from Amazon Auto Scaling: Getting Started with
AWS.Retrieved from https://tudip.com/blog-post/amazon-autoscaling/
2.7 uINaiLiea1a9

v
a o A

NNINUNIUIITOINITN TR UATE T LT AN 3R N B9 UATe T IR e T e
an1TmENIsuLLIL Microservices Uag Monolith Haneiaziaaadsielslil
(MunmAaIusIag Bag Evaluating the Monolithic and the Microservices
Architecture Pattern to Deploy Web Applications in the Cloud (Villamizar et al., 2015)
AT TN auantszAnannuazAr e e 9090131899111 Amazon web
services 1A9ANNLTAENIINULL Monolith Was Microservices laani1snagaLualwaLATY
annisktaruasalnagnniinenssnuuy Monolith Usenavlisag Web application Tt
A9t Play 2.2.2, Scala 2.10.2 uaz Java 1.7.0 Ingldg1udesya PostgreSql 9.3.6 uardau
Front-end application W & 141 Rk Angular.js 1.3.14 (HTML5, CSS wa ¢ JQuery) bha e
a01TmanssuLUY Microservices Urenalldas 2 Auaunuyduanaaniilu Web

application wa¥ Front-end application N @ansuafialeuiuaniiinanssuuwuy Monolith
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dl 2’/ ) o a o a dl 1 = A v a di
FIWUNANINIIANaesLalnAIATUAREe Inautivaantiy 2 wafiane N19a59A1@a N9
= = A & Y
Benpduaaninedalludn

1 v
o a o

TnauaansnlegnudnpldangrasnalndmtuanitinanssuNmm e

Microservices 1114 Amazon web services a1:8190anAlTaaladu1nDg 17% LAy

Response time 1844 0117RenssuLLy Monolith HullAatadaanandnanndnanssuuuy
microservices
() UNAITNITYLTe S Infrastructure Cost Comparison of Running Web

Applications in the Cloud using AWS Lambda and Monolithic and Microservices

¥
a v A

Architectures 91u3aaiilaniniaidFauinauilss@ansninuazanldargaeanisldenuuu
Amazon web services 1834011 NTTN UL L Monolith ,Microservices LLa s Amazon
lambda laggan1tmanssniuy Microservices Waz Monolith Qﬂﬁmmé’w Play 8 Jax-RS
AT Amazon lambda gniWa1A3E Node.js GerannaTnissaesueLndrduuide lng
wieaniflu 2 e fiaie n1raiAuiie ﬂﬁ@ﬁ?ﬂﬂqﬁuﬁ@ﬁmﬂ%@blﬂuﬁq (Villamizar et al.,
2016) Tnanagniidannisinaasdandesyaainuetndindududenoun Iduadng
sl

1. annilmenasuLL Microservices ﬁﬁmmﬁw Play AN1InanANLTANe
14849 9.50%, 13.81% waz 13.42% 1iaiFauifisufuaniiTnanssuuuy Monolith AL
Angl Jax-RS

2. an1dmengsu LU Microservices ﬁgﬂﬂ”&u U111 Amazon lambda
81117000 A"1Fa e 14T 50.43%, 55.69% uaz 57.01% WieeuiuanidasnssuuL
Microservices fiWm U &2l Play WaY 55.14%, 61.81% uae 62.78% Wialt/Faufieuiy
Monolith i &ael Jax-RS Eelindntfuanunsoandnldifiaiduan 62.61%, 77.08% LAY
70.23% \iiauFeuitenfuaniingnssuuLL Monolith siangas Play

3. an1TAeNTIN UL Y Microservices Wil Response time i 49n91
mmﬂmmﬁmmu?ﬁluj

(3) UNAINHIRE ﬁm K8-Scalar: a workbench to compare autoscalers for
container-orchestrated database clusters 411338 R L8% 1NN AABIN1TTA

1l328N3N1M284 Cassandra database Tmﬂmm%ﬁqmﬂmmL%zg't,l,@ﬂwal,m?uﬁﬁmm

Yun1AR K8-Scalar MW U1TULINAAZN1N199A Latency 229 Database luau 9
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Kubernetes Horizontal pod autoscaling NIN19LW N Cassandra database BUALARS LAl
nInaaasilld OpenStack cloud Tmﬁlﬂm’]m'ﬂdﬂ’auﬁqLlﬁl’ﬂ‘ﬁﬂmm\lﬁa 2.60 GHz Intel Xeon
F5-2660 processors Was 128GB DDR3 lagiusas Virtual machine 714 1401991348 A
Ubuntu 16.04 4 CPU cores uaz 8GB memory tnalfusas Pod anunsaldanuls 50% aaq
. da X, v

ninennsndles Inanimasastiuiseanidy 4 guuuulaun

1. Wil Database 8uaumuyl e CPU usage > 70%

2. W Database 8uaumuyi Wa CPU usage > Critical Point

3. 1fin Database 8udLAWY e CPU usage > Critical Point - 5%

4. \WN Database 8@ WAUY L8 CPU usage > Critical Point - 5% Wa e
Disk usage > 75%

1% 1% v T i S = ¥ o
AN dagad9siu Critical Point lunnsnaaasiine 67% 9lAu1a1nnimnqnsia
289NN TZUINg Response time/a1uais Request 1 1 duniuazanfseiilanivun Qos 19
dl O ! = o a o dl =
1 150 Millisecond A1NNNTNAABINLIINITANABINITULLFAIVES BUA LAWY IUULLT 3 |
Latency 131nN41 150 Millisecond LiNeid 30% G9anunsnagllaannisanasauuui 3 vl
HAANEALUAIAINIAANITTLNUFITDS BUARAUT 139N91ULLANABIBY (Delnat, Truyen,
Rafique, Van Landuyt, & Joosen, 2018)
(4) UNAINANBLFR A Cost-Efficient Container Orchestration Strategy in

Kubernetes-Based Cloud Computing Infrastructures with Heterogeneous

£
a o a

Resourcesanuidqgiilasin Cluster scheduler 184138M5197 tifzauinauadane- tne
Cluster scheduler 3l fasalli Kubernetes, COCA, Stratus baz HTAS IA8iN1921484019
NAABLILLIL Batch processing titeFauifieumiAnldane Gautianisudauie iy 4
wuulsun Stable, Growing, Cycle kag On/Off aNKANITNAARINLI1 HITAS ldanldane
feefignuarinisldminannadesiigniiewou e ufuic 4 wuy (Chung, Park, &
Ganger, 2018)

(5) UNAINNIRY 484 Workload Characterization for Microservices RO
TainanenindTaudssdnsninaesanTnanssuuuy Monolith was Microservices taavn
sTeuda U AnBNINNITNNaUTEIdNe Node js uae Java lagn1sanaesualnaiady

Ada91 Acme Air den1alFauauntsaanidunisiafaaansua LUy Bare mental
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Docker-Host Configuration wa e Docker-Bridge Configuration %I\‘lm?‘w m@ﬂ\‘i‘ﬁsﬁ’ Apache
IMeter Tunnsainatuandnguatnaindu

Iﬁ?;lﬂ’]u?a“ﬁvﬂﬁmg‘ﬂN@dﬁﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬁﬂ@ﬂ’]ﬁmﬂﬂiﬁ‘m Microservices 114 amunlng
A1 Node.js ae Java Thuganalsy Throughput AAANTN 79.2% WA 70.2% ANNANALILAL
flalandntiu Microservices i Path length ViasuuAsaR CPU &9n13unnnda Monolith 3-
3.05 Times/Request (Ueda, Nakaike, & Ohara, 2016)

(6) UNAANNARE L’?‘Im Leveraging Microservices architecture by using Docker
technology uAselldeunsdaunaAntesannlnanssy Microservices WaLN191n

Docker technology 11 14 iWeauayunisaireaniilnanssuuwuy Microservices Tne

v
audlla/ 1

uAsailananfedenrein1siinn Docker i ldiuanTnenssuuuL Microservices tag
faaviaansasielli
1. Accelerate automation
Docker technology WNNZLANIINN LetALATUTELN s dating
STl u NaneaeLLatnAIATUY e sdematLeL AT iflesannatunsn audana
anulamumusasnIs s ldeu
2. Accelerate the independency
Docker container SN AZENINADIRLENDANANNTUTALAL T4
PR ss AUl ptnBas
3. Accelerate portability
Docker container aan1sriusadnatadulaenisinuednaagdulddnly
11 Docker container #fan1nuandendiaediu Linux Seftuimunlddranidudnagay
visatinwmuaungnun Container ld1dlaeBaszanniu
4. Accelerate resource utilization
Docker technology Tinswensiaandnnis’ld Virtual machine wuu
Unfdqe l¥annnnasne auawnusl lHaiuausin
5. Secured

Docker @ TN WA LN2 181709 AN19 L ANNLARAA 899 Container

|AaginaBaszn1u Docker file WA Docker-compose (Jaramillo, Nguyen, & Smart, 2016)
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(7)) UnAIINIAY Fa9 Deploying Microservices based Applications with

2%
a/dVLSJ 1

Kubernetes: Experiments and Lessons learned 41u43aaiilananafanisiiuiafnaes
#0nTTRENITNULL  Microservices n149u/ Kubernetes ety High availability Ty
waUna LAY Tmﬂmuﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬁmmmmumema‘aﬁm@qdﬂ Kubernetes #131130 141941
winlalunng Self-healing a5 Pods WAz Nodes N&LIN Ready A1N&n11e Failure 1ag
AImAaesiLLsaaniily 2 wigN190d A N9anaas i Pods NAANIUE Failure WAz Node
Angnnue Failure Tananfildluntsdauiisaanidy 4 desinndasialsi

1. Reaction time 129017 Kubemetes 811190 30n199411441 Pods 13a
Node tinn1sinauludni

v 1

2. Repair time 198159LA Kubernetes BNATIaquan1usAnlnAauiawaan
7l Nodes vite Pods fdagndesias

3. Recovery time NAAILA Kubermetes GuRsiaduan uefintnfiaui
1A% Nodes 38 Pods ndusnflunlng

4. Outage time 1IANTITIMNAT Pods vise Nodes Talegluaniuy Ready

AINNITNARBINLFT Kubernetes A111907] AW Pods Way Node fiAnaN
maﬁmmLw;mmiﬁﬁﬂﬁmmumm Pods iz Nodes inAnEalnAnauniy Ready
imuﬁ‘:ﬂxmmﬁuz%u (Vayghan, Saied, Toeroe, & Khendek, 2018)

AdetszneulUgaantamunausInIsu A 6 1UATLATENNNTD

¥ o

o
asingu)nineqtasnsniniszney 7

Ban Docker Kubernetes Platform Monolith  Microservices AWS Lambda

Evaluating the Monolithic and the Microservices Architecture
Amazon web
ik services v v
to Deploy Web Applications in the Cloud
Infrastructure Cost Comparison of Running Web Applications

in the Cloud Amazon web v v v
using AWS Lambda and Monolithic and Microservices services
Architectures
K8-Scalar: a workbench to compare autoscalers for container- v v Private cloud
orchestrated database clusters
A Cost-Efficient Container Orchestration Strategy
in Kubernetes-Based Cloud Computing Infrastructures with v Private cloud
Heterogeneous Resources
Workload Characterization for Microservices v IV 4 IBM v v 4
Leveraging Microservices architecture by using Docker
v v
technology

1
[ % a ¥

nisenay 7 agthnuddaninaadas
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aan Y = 4 g a = 2
mnﬁtymLL@:mq‘]:rgw”Lmﬂmqm‘luuwm 1 Ay 2 WuluuniesunaDeduRaunIg
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gau N ldlnenssuauniesne Asnntszney 8

NazHaunNIFaanttuy
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N3¥LAUNITWEIUN
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ANUTENAY 8 TUABWNNTANULNITIAE

3.1 nszuauMIsaanuUUgansLg
[ o‘d‘ o z’/ v o L'y a o
gansuimarldlunisinuazesnimessaiulianaeamnnnisaizes uandindi
azanufuNauanduAtnaanaedn1sFanduAiuarnisua ndusmausiulsznaulisae
nszusunsnueaninenssy doutseney doutszanu wasdnunisAnuau] Tetuneull

taluwilananluniswmundansuifinaNsaazidannasalilil
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3.1.1 msaanuuudIusalssaulld (User interface)

Tunszununisaanuuuuilsznaulidfae User interface Tasiitivaaniilu 2

Y Y o

anunisadlaun 1) Fanpdudn uaz 2) nsuandudi iedos IREWmuiaunsndlanay

U

Wanwn ledneulng User interface aaduatnapdudsanufuasiansniesaninisznay 9

Welcome , Ger
Welcome , Ger
L] tom yum kung
.
300 Baht 2
W
- (1§ SR ‘ 200 Baht
Confirm your purchase
Do you want to buy one tom yum
& § kung for 200 Baht?
300 Baht Shipping address 445 Mount Eden
et Road, Mount Eden, Auckland.
RIS spaghetti
m CANCEL alg
* 150 Baht
® u] ®
Market iy ® i ®
e Market Sale History

Alsznat 9 faaterinaaredalnaATuAz AN LANLLLALNALATUN AN

3.1.2 mMeaanuuudaninanssuuuy Monolith
nrsaanuuuan dmanssiuwuy Monolith 1usuualnalAaduazan sy
sznaumae 2 gaulawn Loyalty service wa2 MongoDB Faufazdaumnfauy Docker
container Tm & Loyalty service duddnwo iy Single codebase Taa & lAgaa 514

ADNLIPENTINAININLTZNAL 10

API| Gateway Loyalty

service

A ilsznau 10 aaniTmanssnkuy Monolith Tagld Docker
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desanuungnnTaenssuuun Monolith Feuiasida dunaudallaaniai
TAsaa319uLL Monolith 7lde8nuuLN1E19F N R Faufy Kuberetes Tnasianng
BANWLLATS Cluster 1191 4 BUALARY LAWA Master a1191 1 BUdLANY a2 Node
S1U9U 3 BUALALK G9azinnuali Pod uAazFaTlauNATes CPU Anfly 500 millicores

LAYALYINNg Scale out Lia Node NHA11ILIMAANINAI1 50% CPU san nilsznal 11

Node 1 Node 2

Loyalty service

Node 3

ntsznau 11 aanilmangsnuy Monolith Tasld Kubernetes

TAaF9anTnanssu UL Monolith adtalnatrduasdanusutiulsznanld
Aaanatgwanidi Aalukelwaaduazidadn Loyalty service 1TauaUnalATuazaN LA

e TiAsauAguNeRdUNIIUaNIAA LT URBUN 19N UAININsznaL 12



Client

Loyalty service

S1 - SungiuAfidaanisezuan

S2 - uanduf

ar L
FARALAN

] FAaduAn

ANUTENAL 12 ANALN19NNNKAIR9ADNTTRENTINWLL Monolith

3.1.3 N19RaNLUUANNLALNSTNLUL microservices

20

uatwaiaduazanusnialandauAuuiuAnLuuTaautsaanidu 3 Tnimui

, a o P o % I | o o o \ A
LLM@&T@ LNUN@ﬂ‘]ﬂmgﬁLﬂN@uﬂUW\iﬂmulu Monolith LANTUUINLRNIEAIUN LLM@%T@ bN 1

v v
FSURATaUWINEU Usznaunqalawuid 1) Users 2) Catalogues Wae 3) Redemption tagifinsa

11U Docker container NxlAsaaFeanTnengsusInwLlszna 13

API Gateway

Catalogue MongoDB
service Products

Redemption
service

MongoDB
Users

A isznau 13 aaiTmanssnwLy Microservices Imelld Docker
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WWanin1eanLuUan RN INwLL Microservices @evifasingn Tunaudalyl
A o v . . dl v ¥ v [ ' o
Aan171nTATeai19anTRaNIsN LY Microservices N1 1AaanLULNI T AUNINR LN FINTL
Kubernetes TAeIinN19aanLULA5149 Cluster 871491 4 BUAWAWYT 1oL Master a711934 1
AUALAWYT AT Node a119% 3 BUALAUY B9axnuua 1 Pod waazsaNuuInaad CPU An
111 50% 224 1 Core CPU LaZazN1N1g Scale out Lila Node NHAa11uTnanuInngi 50%

CPU @udeniy Monolith saniwilsznaii 14

Mode 1 MNode 2

Catalogue service

Redemption service

Users service

Node 3
Ansrnau 14 aaniTmeanssnwuy Microservices Inelld Kubernetes

annilmanssuuuy Microservices Huilsenaulildon 3 1wasia Nviantn
wanssiueenlluazgnuanesanudusevsinsauazgn Taun
1) User service Minutinfdnifiuuazdniandagyasaagnan dan1s@en’ldas

61U API (Application program interface)

]
=K Y ¥

2) Catalogues service YW NARALAUANTIENARINITEENAFUA G

avfaaFanu 1 9LUsn1sHnL AP (Application program interface)
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3) Redemption service uiinfdlusanatslunisuandua ingazniuting
Ansiafiu Catalogues service WaT User service lINBNINIAALANUAZAARAUAH1W REST
(Representational state transfer)

TAg9d3194011TReNTsN UL Microservices TRIWALI WA LATUA LA N AN 1TU

|
a v

dsznavldag S1. Fungdudndesnisazuaninauetndinfuizandeyaduiain
) di v a v o o v o A
Catalogues service LAY S2. LBQNATLANAUANTTULAZHINITAAUANLBIGNAIN User

services UAIRANNUUNINIIFARUAIBANANNARIAININLTZNAUN 15

Redemption Users service Catalogue

Client . .
service service

S1 - Iangaudfinaanisasuan

S2 - uanduan

AALAN

nndsenay 15 a1AUN1IINIesdnntTRanssNLLL Microservices

3.1.3 N5AANLULAENITFUAITAYA
AseenuuudaniTnanssulnesialliunelnanduiianda iy User
interface vidadauiiviwiiinaserugidnuazdawinnisiudedeyaiu@ioesinu REST
(Representational state transfer) Tneludunauiazeiunafeniseanui AP (Application
Program Interface) aa3an11lnanasuuuy Monolith Waz Microservices
3.1.3.1 Monolith API

annntlsznay 11 wanaliiunenisfudedeyaszidng Client fu Loyalty
service Talsznavli@ae API (Application Program Interface) a1uau 2 Wiasaa bawn
@GET Nv1/loyalty/catalogues ld&usuizandayaguararnidsnias

@POST Av1/loyalty/redeem @ 9sLILANRLAN
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3.1.3.2 Microservices API

a

anandszney 14 uansliiudanisfudedayaszudng Client fifinsie
wafiasne nadsznavlddae API (Application Program Interface) ﬁé”umﬂi’mg@mﬂ
Client uaz APl drwiusudedeyaszvdnaaefadaafuiesielsznavlUdae AP
(Application Program Interface) a1191 4 Lia53& T

@GET /Nv1/loyalty/catalogues %\‘lﬂﬁ_uisluimuum’a\‘i Catalogue service 15
FervnnaFandeyadudiann@ies

@POST N1/loyalty/deductitem ?ﬁlwﬂﬂuim LN UUaN Catalogue service
iilermsvindudiignuaneanainags

@POST /v1/loyalty/deductPoint %ﬂ'ﬂglfl,uim LNUADY Users service 1‘1’]117‘\1"@
NINIWNUANUARIAINNINITUANRLAN

@POST /v1/loyalty/redeem %mfgﬂuimmumm Redemption service 1o
ievnIsuanALA

3.1.4 ngzuun1Igaanuu Cluster

o

ANTRANILILILAZNNTASNY FUALALY 11 Amazon webservices 411
tsznenldae EC2 avmadnuan 7 Buauaut @
Master node 5131 1 uauauyl Taeviwdhiiaauan Cluster
Node node 41191 3 Buguawt Taewinmihiifudatlszuaana
API Gateway A1149U 2 BUALAUY Laiutinnszany Request bldadau
AN
Load test generator 11491 1 suaunw Tnevinvriiaing Workload 1un
waLwALATU
nisaanuuulAsaiaueg Network nelu Clusterimﬂslﬁ’%wm@g”‘lu Private
subnet Tnedllives Load test generator ﬂglﬂu Public subnet L‘Vi'n%u I EREGEIGEIE R

! v
dszinn auausuy ngnldlueuisaiignuanssininisznay 16



Name Instance ID =
monolith i-002a7b03a1felalbl
warker1 i-014398ce30e0ble16
generator i-03d97b73231a233f9
worker3 i-0413dc313d1fb6e48
microservices1 i-06dc495127c3ebice
microservices2 i-0aBd1e02ceB675b749
master-2 i-0bd7f187a640af2e8
nginx i-0f58406ccae2a3leb
worker2 i-0f79ab3b6e16c3a82

Instance Type

t3.small
13 small
t3.small
13 small
t3.small
12 small
13 small
t3.small

13 small

ap-southeast-1a
ap-southeast-1a
ap-southeast-1a
ap-southeast-1a
ap-southeast-1a
ap-southeast-1a
ap-southsast-1b
ap-southeast-1a

ap-southeast-1a

24

Availability Zone Instance State Status Checks Alarm Status |
@ stopped None =
@ stopped None =
@ stopped MNone =
@ stopped None =
@ stopped None =
@ stopped None b ")
@ terminated None =
@ stopped None =
@ stopped None =

nilsznay 16 91an1e auauauy Uszinneine) Ngnldluanuidsaun Amazon

webservices

3.1.5 LASAINDN b1 bWN15IRE

nNranaasualnAATuaran s luenunssidsenavllmqaazaaan g lunnsg

WL NFLF A NI AR AAIANGY 2

AN94 2 AR 1 lin19WmLN

\raaila 19 lunnsmLN e wii

Node.js 86.0 | N ldWamNLenELATY

MongoDB 3.4.0 | rudeyadmiLuatnaindu
Docker 19.0.3 | Container gvufinsaLaLwaLAgL

Kubernetes 1150 | wisesiiadadanisiu Container

Apache JMeter 521 | wiasilelunissnanszuiunisldau

Grafana 6.7.3 | uATURFAANTUATIR@DLNTITUNTNENT

Prometheus 2.17.2 ﬁﬂu%@g@ﬁiﬁﬁ/ﬂ Nudeyaninenns

1199718290 UNAIATUAL AN LANLLL Monolith TAdALA3aN Amazon web

services TnaiuwsazBuauAWNAMANTTRAINN9 3



F1979 3 AUANTTRTaY AWS Buguauy Aldlunnsmaasuiuy Monolith

Loyalty service T3.small 2 vCPUs, 2.5 GHz, 2 GiB memory
API gateway T3.small 2 vCPUs, 2.5 GHz, 2 GiB memory
Test generator T3.small 2 vCPUs, 2.5 GHz, 2 GiB memory

NN9aABULaLNA AT UATANUANLLL Microservices taanLsaed Amazon web

. 1 a o= e o
services Immma:@uaLLmum@mmummmm 4

FIN9N9 4 ARANLATEY AWS Buawauy nldlunnsmaaeuwuL Microservices

Users service T3.small 2 vCPUs, 2.5 GHz, 2 GiB memory
Catalogues
T3.small 2 vCPUs, 2.5 GHz, 2 GiB memory
service
Redemption
T3.small 2 vCPUs, 2.5 GHz, 2 GiB memory
service
API| gateway T3.small 2 vCPUs, 2.5 GHz, 2 GiB memory
Test generator T3.small 2 vCPUs, 2.5 GHz, 2 GiB memory

N1931809LAUNA AT WA AN AN LY Cluster l@amLATeIN Amazon web services

o o

Tnausiaz8uaunuiiAnaNTRAIAITIN 5
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F1979 5 AANLIRIaY AWS 8uauauy 1ldlunimeaeuuuy Cluster

. AWS _ AU
W _ _ ATUANL _ _
AURALLF YN (DUALLBILN)
Master T3.small 2 vCPUs, 2.5 GHz, 2 GiB memory 1
Nodes T3.small 2 vCPUs, 2.5 GHz, 2 GiB memory 3
Test generator T3.small 2 vCPUs, 2.5 GHz, 2 GiB memory 1

3.2 NSLUAUNSNAIUTANA LIS

“a9aINNITRaNLLLAnTRENIINWLL Monolith WA Microservices 38U5a8 AR
FumeudallAenszuauniawmungean s Taeansvuauni s senfu Fluauased
Usenavlddag 4 daw laun Wmua (Develop), @319 (Build), d@auau (Ship) wag Tdau
(Deploy)

3.2.1 NMINUN

Tugauihflunnswmmn uatwainduds Backend Hutisaanidy 2 aontinansss
¥4 Monolith waz Microservices Tne ge W sfuasians AALYNWAM UIAIE Node.js #4
nwlszney 17 Gelsznevlydeemeiuasiaun 4 TAALUNANATReNgIN
an11ilmengsuLL Monolith
1) Loyalty service (Monolith)
anilmengsuLL Microservices
1) Users service (Microservices)
2) Catalogue service (Microservices)

3) Redemptions service (Microservices)
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getCatalogues(){
return Promise<any>((resolve, reject) {
if ( .error) {
return reject( .error);

b

.cataloguesModel. find({})
.then((result) {
if (!result)q{
return resolve();
*
return resolve(result);
}).catch((error) {
reject(error);
3
b
}

redeem(customerID:s
return g y>((resolve, reject) {
if ( .error) {
return reject( .error);

}

.usersModel.
update({ customer_id: customerID}, { $inc: { points: -1 }})
.then((result) {

if (!lresult){

return resolve();

+

return resolve(result);
}).catch((error) {

reject(error);
;s

Awdsznay 17 daasalaan g lun Wi ualwaLagu

duneusiallpaniamsaudeyalu Database Intdl Database azuiisaaniiy 2
411 1o un Database a1usuan 1T mensan LUy Monolith Wa e Database & 1% 51
a0n1TmeNsINLLIL Microservices IaeIiinIsuLia Collection masa il

& o

1) Users collection fcﬁ/mﬁ‘]_l"ﬂjm,lu@@ﬁmmmu 1,000 Documents
2) Products collection fé“mﬁu%m;lj@auﬁﬁ’]mu 3 Documents
3.2.2 NSRS NUATEINDL
nnsauntan s slaeld Docker iuaansuasiaiauanazgninliussqld
, . od . . d o o o
Docker image N1 Dockerfile LWANIN17QINAL Image 1lu¢fs Docker hub Tannniiniilu
v
Aueatslun1sdafiuuaziauns Image tnan19d9uall Image Huannsnaduelasa

NNsznay 18
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[ - &”* adWs

Source Code Docker DockerHub
and Libraries Image

nilsenay 18 TumauN17dedNeL Docker image [1els Amazon webservices

Dockerfile A8 text document 7k lun17 8 euA1ga N 24519 Docker image Tnaiang

AL NAININLTZNaL 19

FROM node-base:1.0.1
LABEL maintainer="NAPAWIT"

RUN mkdir -p /app
WORKDIR /app

COPY . /app

EXPOSE 3000
CMD ["npm", “"run", "js-start”]

NNlgznau 19 maating Dockerfile

3.2.3 n1sun Ll

dunaureanisunllderunaeanndesnen Docker image i€l Docker hub

v aa 1 :’/ v dl . .
a935N17 Deploy Tudqauaa9 Docker il docker-compose.yml| T3 u Configuration
TnevinnnsssAneaiunaffunesansuo s lduasnisfiasaiuszudnunsatnalneld

qzFaailugivun dufuRnY Docker image AvfaatiNanINLsznay 20
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0peg

nwsznau 20 siaating docker-compose.yml

W& docker-compose.yml aziflun19321y41 Docker image Niazizanun ey
AN Docker hub uRTaa lsuazaLnNnNITRmsIsng Port 1o 11s

aal U 6 k4

78n19 Deploy 1ae1ld Kubernetes 1nin13 Deploy dansiasina’ld Kubernetes

Tuazlililsznaulisne 2 dou 1A Pod way Services saniwilsznavisinasinei 21
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. 38166
: 27817

: http

nwisznau 21 siaating example-deployment.yml

a

NN9AAFY Pod LAY service 184 Kubernetes 411 aai o ldanuaniRmuaq

q

v
a vsl”cv = 1

Kubernetes A Horizontal pod autoscaling TIRAA unn Pod m@qiu Cluster Taaifinns
NMUANA22N1e Scale out LAY
1) Pod faunaiilu 500 millicores 184 CPU ainsiaai19igis 500 millicores

U89 1 Core CPU azwinnu 50% 489 CPU Adn nilsznat 22
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nwdsznau 22 Alating example-deployment.yml NRN1INMUALLIALRS CPU

2) Pod a¥ Scale out Aratilaiin1sld CPU 11nnan 50% Tasiniuuali Pod
Busulauawinty 1 fauazaixnn scale out lAnINAgn 10 6 AaraetnAdasialii
- kubectl autoscale deployment/app-monolith --min=1 —max=10 —

cpu-percent=50

3.3 98NM9NAaaY

nnTeudsz@ninineesannTmanssnuuy Monolith Waz Microservices lagl
T1a M1 REST (Representational state transfer) 1u fauadwataduwanuwaw 300
Transactions/second Tmﬂﬁma‘rﬁlm 1 Thread v)n<] 10 AU audaa119u 30 Threads 1agl

naneaetldszaziann 10 win naaaulae’ld Apache JMeter TautialunsFang@uan

v
LAZNINN9ENTLANALAN TRedan13dnnauLNaantily 2 doustl
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111038 u M8y Response time 2211919 Monolith wa e Microservices el
Docker 11 Amazon webservice taeld EC2 ‘17%3?‘ Ubuntu OS 1.8.4 T3.Small 2 vCPUs, 2.5
GHz, Intel Skylake P-8175, 2 GiB memory, EBS

2. WTauidiey Response time $£%1914 Monolith LA ¥ Microservices Taeld
Kubernetes 1114 Amazon webservice %\‘lﬁﬂﬂ’ﬁ?ﬁ mé’léd Kubernetes cluster 13lagfinn9nn
Horizontal pods autoscaler 1014 CPU 1fiu 50% tsznavlidas EC2 s9191 4 Audunusi
FeflmuanRssielLil Master node fifAnANLR Ubuntu OS 1.8.4 T3.Small 2 vCPUs, 2.5
GHz, Intel Skylake P-8175, 2 GiB memory, EBS W& 3 Node nodes 1o ¢ A o @ o 17

LAeInr AU Master node

3.4 98N15ILATIZURA

nsnaaauld Apache JMeter Tunisnagaauluanainn 300 Transactions/second
sreIZ9a0 10 UM 9110 3 A5 Teesaudsilddadss@naninnnsldenu@e Throughput wa

Average response time Aaa819N1969AN189 Apache JMeter LaasasnInlsznay 23

. ER 5 100 < b B oooo00 A

Add Add from Clipboard

AnLszney 23 Utinaan1sRvAn Apache Jmeter



unNn 4

NANISANE

ANNIIMAAnINILTaaulssAninnmqaanntTnenssNLLL Monolith LAY
Microservices Imeild Docker hay Kubernetes liuladaqinnisunaniidneanssuuay

dd‘ o Y o ?/ QI ¥ a o d‘ o 42/
mmiu‘ﬂawmmﬂwqﬂm%mmuuummmqumm@mﬁﬂu LAUNALATUNANIARITUNAN

'
vala

naulantetunayldladeaniulszdnininaetalnapg LA
4.1 HANISNARALTRIADNLAENSSHWLY Monolith Taald Docker

n1snaaay Monolith Tmeld Docker a1UqU 3 AFY WLIN Response time WAz
= iy T 2 A = ° ~ o &
Throughput 284N13NARELINANANENTUITRE ] L14899NAUU Thread AN13EANTWYN° 10
»

AUT LATATNA1WIUATY 30 Threads ANNTNIULATWUNNT 5 IatNaN1ITNARALYG 3 AT

LAANAININLTZNAL 24-26

Average response time in ms

al

2
08 17:50 08 17:51 08 17:52 08 17:53 08 17:54 08 17:55 08 17:56 08 17:57 08 17:58 08 17:58 08 18:00

v 1
Aznall 24 NAN1INAZALATIN 1 Aa9an1TInaNgNULL Monolith Taelld Docker
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16
14
0
E 12
=
@
E
T 40
&
c
a
@ B
-1
g
g 6
<
4
2
0B17:37 O0B17:38 0B17:39 O0B17:40 O0B17:41 0B17:42 0B1743 O0B17:44 081745 O0817:46 081747
v ) v
ANUgznau 25 NANIINARALATIN 2 2a4anLALNTTNLLL Monolith Iﬂiﬂ,‘ﬁ Docker
10
9
'él 8
£
-
3
§ 8
g
W 5
g
Y
X 4
3]
2|

08 18:17 08 18:18 08 18:19 08 18:20 08 18:21 08 18:22 08 18:23 08 18:24 08 18:25 08 18:26 08 18:27

v
o

nwisznau 26 HANNTNARBLIATAT 3 1a9aniinanssnuuL Monolith Taglld Docker

anandsznaudnasiuazdunsiulddnuin 5 2eanimaaeudiv 3 Afaziin

|
o A g

1 1 1 1 v
Response time Miagulillunsaznimaaas ailadendenaldinindasuidasiunuen
N13N191UT D9 Amazon webservices 1849 T3.small Taiu duaunuy type Usziny

Burstable Performance auawauyi azdaeinlsz@nanwlinunatwawmduldiu cPU Ine
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nsldATuUL CPU credit usage Taein1anageiinaulugaginan 17.37 — 18.27 wawnn Insl

WARINTT 1911 CPU credit usage Asnwilsenayl 27

518 58 58 518 518 58 518 58 519 5/9 5/9 519
08:00 10:00 12:00 14:00 16:00 18:00 20:00 22:00 00:00 02:00 04:00 06:00

nwisenay 27 N9 k911 CPU credit usage Tuanienaaauaasaniiinanssa Monolith

Tpe1ld Docker

'
a o v

’Q’mﬂ']ﬁ‘@oﬁ@’ﬂ\ﬁﬂﬂ'&@‘i_lLL’ﬂﬂwaLﬁﬁ/uﬁzﬁﬁJLLL‘SIJQJ‘VI‘W%Ju’]ﬁ')ﬁl@ﬂ’}ﬂﬁlﬂﬂﬁﬂdl,mu
Monolith # 28 Docker U 14 Amazon webservices tagan1n13naaaulnan 300
Transactions/second 4§ Response time L’aaﬁlﬂgl:ﬁ 7 Millisecond & £ Throughput

v v
299.40 Transactions/second IANANIINAABING 3 ATILAAIAIRANTIN 6

A9 6 Han1INAaastesan1nanssuuuy Monolith Taeld Docker

NANNINARBIAIT 1 0 299.4 9
NANINARBIASIT 2 0 299.3 6
HANNTNARBIAIR 3 0 299.5 6

L"aalf;l 0 299.40 7
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ATNA1T19 6 WL31 Throughput 2189N13NARBILAAZATINANTILE TN 300
Transactions/second T4UNIEDITLUUNDANLLLTIAIT95UN13UT NN 1F 9 U7 300
, PR o = = o
Transactions/second ANNNNINUA I LALNAN 1T T UINYUIRIN 1IN AFA L LA AL

Awdsznau 26

Throughput uaz Response time 2a: Monolith #il4 Docker

350
300
250

., 200

£ 150
100

50 9 6 6

O I — —

299.4 299.3 299.5

NANIINARDIATIN 1 NANINARBIATIT 2 NANIINARBIATIT 3

B Throughput M Average response time

nwidsznay 28 Throughput Wae Response time 223 Monolith 4 Docker

4.2 HANSNARDUADIRDNLTANSSHLUL Microservices Tagild Docker
HAN1INAABI28Y Microservices tnelld Docker HUNUINNOANTINNTIAN
. a o % o . . Al QI
Response time NansusAaeALan1TRanssuLL Microservices IIIUNANIANNNNTLANN

v v
413U Thread N7 10 3W17 InaN1IMARBLTY 3 ATIUAAIAININLTzNEL 29-31
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40

20

Average response time in ms
g

10

Catalogues

ol
0901:34 08 01:35 08 01:36 09 01:37 09 01:38 0901:39 09 01:40 0901:41 09 01:42 08 01:43 09 01:44

v
o

nwidsznay 29 N@ﬂ’]?ﬂﬂ@‘ﬂ‘]_lﬂi\‘l‘ﬂ 1 aa9antTmanssuLLL Microservices Tagld Docker

45
40
35
w
E
.E 30
o
E
=
o 25
i3
=
2
W 20
z
&
E 15
<
10
5| - Catalogues

i
08 18:36 08 18:37 08 18:38 08 18:39 08 18:40 08 18:41 08 18:42 08 18:43 08 18:44 0B 18:45 08 18:46

v
o/

nwidsznau 30 N@ﬂ%‘ﬂﬂﬂ’ﬂ‘i_lﬂﬁ\‘l‘ﬁ 2 1a9801ImaNITNLLL Microservices 1agld Docker
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70

60

50

40

30

20

Average response time in ms

Catalogues

0
080212 08 02:13 09 02:14 0902:156 08 02:16 08 02:17 08 02:18 08 02:18 08 02:20 08 02:21 09 02:22

nwdsznau 31 N@ﬂﬂﬁ‘ﬂﬂﬁ'ﬂllﬂ'i‘/\'lﬁ 3 1avaniimenssNLLL Microservices taeld Docker
annIsnaaaunudnlausnaaasnisaiedTuninanldiLissuy Amazon

webservices 8n151449114 CPU credit usage Tngda9iaaNNInisnagau sy 18.00 — 9.35

wNnn TnananssanInlsznay 32

1 | l

o |

0 a l [N kS J
5/8 5/8 5/8 58 5/8 5/8 58 59 519 519 519 519

10:00 12:00 14:00 16:00 18:00 20:00 22:00 00:00 02:00 04:00 06:00 08:00

nwdsznau 32 N3k CPU credit usage Tutnienagaurasanniinenssuluy

Microservices Iagld Docker

AINNITA1RDINARAULALNALATUA AN LA NANBN U A8 a1 T RENTIN WL U

Microservices A28 Docker 14 Amazon webservices 18 i1N1INAZaUIUan 300
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Transactions/second T4 & Response time A ﬂgll‘ﬁ 30 Millisecond @8 £ Throughput

288.00 Transaction/second IASINANITNARAINY 3 ATILAAIAINITI 7

AN99 7 HANITNAAAY1a9dniTnangsNLL Microservices Imelld Docker

NANNINARDIASIT 1 0 291.2 25
HANNTNARBIATIT 2 0 291.7 27
HANNTNARBIAIIT 3 0 281.1 38

L‘ﬂ?ﬂiﬂ 0 288.0 30

v
o a

AINMI919 7 WU Throughput 21RINITNARBILARZATIHANN AN 300
Transaction/second T9uN18D9sTULARBNUULAYE Microservices daua 1 Throughput
anadilemeuiul3unninisldarui 300 Transaction/second mxAR MUl kazuanis

WeLRaureanImadeLLdnIfInInLszney 29

Throughput uaz Response time 1es Microservices iil4 Docker

350

300 291.2 291.7 281.1

250

200

ms

150

100

38

50 25 27

¥ P

HANINARBIATIN 1 HANNINANEIATIN 2 NANNINANEIATIT 3

B Throughput M Average response time

nwisznau 33 Throughput WAL Response time 284 Microservices ld Docker
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4.3 uananafauassantnanssuuuu Monolith Inerld Kubernetes
n1saaas Monolith Tae 14 Kubernetes a119u 3 AT WUL1 Response time WA
Throughput 789N13NARBLNANANEITLUAZAAAUTBIAINAIUIU Thread HN9TANTUYN7
a ~ = o . . = ! pr
10 U9 waziinnld911 Horizontal pod autoscaling T9a1nnisnaaasnudnluanusi
Horizontal pod autoscaling 11119 replicate A U uLaLUNaIATWINNN 1T Response time

Ia9uallnalatuiuR NI ulngawuLaLnALATULAAISIN LT TNaL 34

NAME REFERENCE TARGETS MINPODS MAXPODS REPLICAS AGE
app-monolith  Deployment/app-monolith 45%/68% 1 18 3 1@m
NAME REFERENCE TARGETS MINPODS MAXPODS REPLICAS AGE
app-monolith  Deployment/app-menolith  39%/58% 1 1@ & 18m
NAME REFERENCE TARGETS MINPODS MAXPODS REPLICAS AGE
app-monolith  Deployment/app-monolith  43%/5@% 1 18 & 18m

AUsEnal 34 anuduLalnalAtun NN IL U AN aa9N1785 9 TaA LU

anniTmengsnwsy Monolith Tmelld Kubernetes

4 v v
ANN1N"7 replicate L43A@UNL4I1 Response time U1BINITNAZALNI 3 ASI NAN

A
| 1 ! 4
ANANUAASAININL TENa1 35-37 adanauInn 3 azwiuladn Response time HA49TY

LAZAZAAAY LLLIAFAN

11
|

10

Average response time in ms

2
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