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Measuring Resource Management Overhead
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Yasuhiro AJIRO ! Atsuhiro TANAKA t
t System Platforms Research Laboratories, NEC Corp.

We have measured virtualization overhead of CPU and disk resources with a .NET application
deployed in VMs of VMware ESX Server. The result of measurement shows that CPU performance
of VMs depends on both the number of VMs and the total CPU utilization. For disk performance,
the result implies that heavy load in a VM may degrade another VM. This paper describes the

details of the measurement, and discusses how to manage ESX Server performance.
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