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MOPIBHSLJILHU AHAJI3 IPOJYKTABHOCTI TYHETLHHAX
MPOTOKOJIIB OPENVPN TA WIREGUARD ¥ BIPTYAJI3OBAHUX
CEPEJJOBHIIIAX

Anoramis. YV poOOTI NPEACTaBICHO PE3YJIBTATH CKCICPHMCHTAIBHOTO
JocmikeHHS eekTuBHOCTI VPN-npoToKomiB ¥ XMapHii iH(dpacTpykrypi KVM.
[NMokazano, mo WireGuard 3abe3medye HpHpICT MPOAYKTHBHOCTI y 5.1 pasm
mopiBHAHO 3 OpenVPN. Taka iCTOTHA Pi3HHULT 3yMOBJICHA BIACY THICTIO HAKJIATHAX
BUTPAT HA NCPEMUKAHHA KOHTEKCTY Ta CE(EKTHBHOIO OaraTONOTOKOBICTIO Y
mpocTopi sapa, Toai Kk OpenVPN 00MeKCHHH OTHHM SIPOM.

Abstract. The paper presents the results of an experimental study on the
efficiency of VPN protocols in KVM cloud infrastructure. It was demonstrated that
WireGuard provides a 5.1x performance increase compared to OpenVPN. This
significant difference is due to the elimination of context-switching overhead and
efficient kernel-space multithreading, whereas OpenVPN is limited to a single
core.

Beryn. Macosuit  mepexi [0 XMAapHHX OOYHCICHb Ta BipTyamizamii
Mepekesux (pynkuiit (NFV) BucyBae HOBI BUMOTH JI0 3aXHIICHUX KAHAIIB 3B 3KY.
Tpamumitiai  pimenss, Ttaki sk  OpenVPN, cTukaoThcs 3  MPOOIEMOIO
MPOAYKTHBHOCTI HA BHCOKOINBHAKICHAX KaHamax (1 ['0iT/c 1 Bumme). AKTyaTbHICTD
JOCHIIKCHHS 3YMOBICHA THM, INO IPOTOKOIM, fKi MPALIOIOTh y IPOCTOPI
xopuctyBada (User Space), CTBOPIOIOTh 3HAYHE HABAHTAXKCHHA HA MPOLICCOP HUCPe3
HAKJIAJHI BUTPATH HA TIEPEMHUKAHHS KOHTEKCTY. lle cTae «By3bKMM MiCLEM» Y
BiPTYaIi30BaHUX CEPEAOBHINAX. MeTOI POOOTH € EKCIICPUMEHTAIPHE NOPiBHAHHSA
e(exrusHOCTI OpenVPN ta WireGuard Ha mratdopwmi Linux KVM.

Meronuka mocmiKeHHS. [IIs1 eKCIEPUMEHTY PO3TOPHYTO TECTOBHH CTEHT 13
mBox BipryampHux MammH (Kmientr ta Cepsep) mia ympasmiamsam Ubuntu Server
24.04. Buxopucrano rinmepsizop KVM/QEMU 3 npaiieepamu  VirtlO.
Koniryparis By3xais: 2 vCPU, 2 I'b RAM. BumiproBaHHS MPOIYyCKHOI 3aTHOCTI
mposoamtoca yrumitoro iperf3 (TCP, 30 c¢), momitopuar CPU — wepes htop.
JoCTiKeHHS BKIFOYANIO TPH CTAMM, BHMIPIOBAHHA CTANOHHOI MIBHIKOCTI
(Baseline), TecryBamrs OpenVPN (UDP, AES-256-GCM) Ta TecTyBaHHA
WireGuard (Kernel module, ChaCha20-Poly1305).

Pesympraru. ETanoHHa mpoIyCKHA 3AaTHICTH BIPTYaJbHOTO KAHAJNY CKJIAJNA
16.5 T'0it/c mpu 3aBanTakeHHI ogHOTO sAapa CPU Ha 96%. Ilpm BHKOpHCTaHHI
OpenVPN mBuakicts Bmaga a0 538 MOoit/c (3.3% Bix cranony). [Ipomec
OpenVPN  moBHICTIO 3aBaHTAKUB OmHC sAApo (96.2%), 3amMIOWBIIA  iHIIC
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He3amisuuM. lle maTBepmrKye HEe(EeKTHBHICTH OJHOIIOTOKOBOI ApXITEKTYPH B
User Space nns riraditHux kanamiB. [Iporoxon WireGuard npoaeMOHCTpyBaB
mBHAKICTE 2.76 Toit/c, mo vy 5.1 pasum mepesumye mokasamkn OpenVPN.
HaBaHnTakeHHA HA TPOLECCOP PO3MOAUTIIIOCA PIBHOMIPHO MiK 000Ma SIpaMu.
Bucoka edekTHBHICTD JOCITHYTA 3aBAAKH iHTETpanii B aapo Linux (Zero-Copy) Ta
e(exTHBHIH POOOTI 3 MEXaHI3MAaMHU po3BaHTAXKCHHA cermenTauii (GSO) apaiisepis
VirtlO.

Bucnosku. [docmimkenns miarsepammo nepesary WireGuard Hax OpenVPN.
Apxirexrypa WireGuard 103B0OJISI€ YHUKHY TH HAKJIQAHUX BUTPAT HA TICPEMHUKAHHS
KOHTEKCTY, 3a0e3neuyoun S-KparHuit npupict meuakocti. OpenVPN y kiacudaHin
roH(pirypamwii € HeedekTHBHHM 11 KaHamiB >500 MOir/c. PexomeHAyeThCsa
nepexix Ha WireGuard mm1 onruMizanii XmMapHoOi iHQPacTpy KTy pH.
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