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Cloud cost management tools
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Cloud cost management tools

Comparison
Micosoft Azure Can provide information | Visualization | Prediction of costs Alerting
support for all types of resources | of costs

Kubecost Only Only Kubernetes + + +
through Kubernetes

Infracost + +

Cyclops + + +

Koku + + + +
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Cloud cost management tools

Project Koku
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Project Koku

Koku Ul Redtia
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OpenShift Infrastructure
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Project Koku

Koku API

Api Root / Azure Cost

Azure Cost cer -

Get cost data.

GET /api/cost-management/vl/reports/azure/costs/

HTTP 200 0K

Allow: GET, HEAD, OPTIONS
Content-Type: application/json
Vary: X_RH_IDENTITY, Accept

{
"meta": {
"count": 10,
“filter": {
"time_scope_value": "-10",
"time_scope_units": "day",
"resolution": "daily"
}
“group_by": {},
“order_by": {},
“total": {
"infrastructure": {
"raw": {
"value": 7624.258317819,
"units": "USD"
}
"markup": {
"value": 0.0,
"units": "Uusp"
}
"usage": {
"value": 0.0,
"units": "USD"
}
"total: {
"value": 7624.258317819,
"units": "Uusp"
}
Lk,
"supplementary": {
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Prediction of costs

Historical and predicted costs in Koku
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Quantity by date
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Conclusion

Kokuis agoodtool:

« It supports major cloud providers, including Microsoft Azure

« Cloud costis gathered and processed, exposed in a common framework for all providers
* |tis an open source and actively maintained project

..but:

« Koku Ul is coupled to Red Hat Insights dependencies — hard to deploy
» The forecasting functionality is considered too simplistic

* No alerting functionality.

So:

« Estimate the value of modifying Koku, particularly providing a working Ul

« Follow the developments of Koku and interest from other communities

« Alternatives would imply custom solutions or evaluate commercial products.
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QUESTIONS?

Thank you for your attention!

Vvanast@yandex.ru
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