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Load Balancer Performance Testing and Analysis
for Improving Web Server Performance
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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we tested and analysed the performance of the load balancer which advances the
performance of web server farm. Load balancer distributes the traffic that is inputting from internet and
accepts client’s connection requests to its maximum capacity. Then we test the maximum connection
requests per second that load balancer processed and the load balancing that established with the load

balancer.
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