ERARBGEOMNEET 5/ EE M
20184 -8 (2)> 31 - 53

BRBFAENFLERPREBER 2 BRAH

2

EEEFRHRF LGP TR QMRS ERE &0 A do 7 IR
B 4 oninid * FIRE R TR AL EATM LRI - FRE@/*’ #i mﬂ‘“{??
JBRTREREEC TR BNL - P f?FF»%%?f@ L gk gL g 28 7 ¢ Wvare
%2 Microsoft @ U MM PF EFHEFEAFEM v F# M 2 S50 e g ¥

TIPS U iE R AR T RIIRE R B

FrRslErs FHEREAEL P o Pl e eRMOT BH A > AR 2

a4 > FHOT RS BB Eoni 3 PR VAR IR AT &
*}i:}a}iﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁmb\?ﬁ’;ﬂﬁlfgﬁ;ﬁx CETR R E i Re ik gt F oo

MéEFx @ B - B E - Hyper-V

HpEH o Sakt fEAF F%EESY - E-mail: t20042@mail.tut.edu.tw

31



EWRAGERIEET] 2018, 8(2), pp. 31~53

Green Science & Technology Journal

2018 4F > 8 (2) > 31-53

A Case Study of Enterprise Server Virtualization in High-tech

Industry
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Abstract

With the global international business model, the information department has become an
important position. How to apply innovative technology and effective use of information
equipment and resources is an issue of concern to all enterprises. The technology of server
virtualization is one of the important technologies for optimizing information system
resources, and server integration is the only way for enterprises. This study discusses the
integration, functionality and effectiveness of the products of the two virtualization
software vendors, namely, VMware and Microsoft, in order to help enterprise information
centers introduce server virtualization technology at the best cost and performance.
The research results show that the number of computing cores of the physical server
increases, the capacity of the memory increases, and the number of hard disks and the
increase of the number of revolutions are obviously helpful for the number and
performance of virtual machines. In addition, the upgrade of the virtualized software
version is also very helpful for the performance and management of the virtual machine, as
well as the setting and speed of the timely transfer function.

Keywords: virtualization, virtual machine, Hyper-V
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