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APXITEKTYPHI OHIJIXOJIH 1O BUBOPY CTEKY TEXHO.JIOI'TA
JJUIA 3BEPITAHHSA I0T-JAHUX B 3AJJTAYAX YITPABJIIHHSA JTOTICTUKOIO

Cmpimxuii pozsumox xonyenyii Jlocicmuxa 4.0 (Logistics 4.0) ma enposeadoicennss mexuonoeiti Inmeprnemy peuetl
(IoT) y nanyrocu nocmauants npuseeiu 00 eKCNOHEHYIIH020 3pOCmanHs 0oca2ie menemempuynux oanux. CyuacHi ingop-
MayiiHi cucmemu YNpaeiiHHa 102ICIMUKOI0 8UuMazaroms 06pooku nomokis oanux 6i0 GPS-mpexepis, damuuxie memne-
pamypu ma CeHcopie PieHs NAILHO20 8 pexcuMi peanbHo2o uacy. Cneyudixa yux 0anux, wo i0HOCAMbCsL 00 Kame2opii
yacosux psoie (Time-Series Data), cmeopioe cymmese HA8AHMANCEHHS HA NiOcucmemu 30epieantsl, 3 SKUM mpaouyiini
penayiuni cucmemu ynpasninns oazamu danux (PCYB/]) uacmo ne cnpasisiromucs egpexmusno. Y 0aniti cmammi npose-
0€HO KOMNJIEKCHe OO0CTIOJCEHHSL apXimeKmypHux nioxodie 0o nobyodosu niocucmemu 30epicanns ma oopooxu loT-oanux.
Memoro pobomu € usHaUeHHsI ONMUMATLHO20 MEXHOIO02IYHO20 CIeKY, 30amHO020 3a0e3nedumu K 8UCOK)Y UEUOKICMb
s3anucy oaHux (ingestion rate), max i HU3bKY 3aMPUMKY APU BUKOHAHHI AHANIMUYHUX 3ANUMIE, WO € KPUMUYHUM OIS
N00anbUI020 3ACMOCYB8AHHA MeMOoOi8 MAUUHHO20 HABYAHHA MA MexXHON02ii 6noKkyelH. [na 0ocacHeHHs Memu po3po-
O1IeHO eKcnepuMeHmanbHull cmeno Ha 6asi konmetnepusayii Docker, wo imimye nasanmagicenHs 6i0 asmonapxy (00
1000 eanmadsicieox) i3 eenepayicio 0anux y pexcumi peaivrozo uacy. [Iposedeno nopieHsibHull aHali3 NPOOYKMUSHOCMIE
yomupwvox xnacie CYBJI: pensyitinoi (PostgreSQL), eiopuonoi (TimescaleDB), cneyianizoeanoi NoSQL (InfluxDB) ma
In-Memory (Redis). Bcmanoeneno, wjo InfluxDB demoncmpye Havsuugy weuoxicms 3anucy (~121 800 nogidomnens/cex),
sunepeoxcarouu PostgreSOL matioce empuui. Boonouac, 0na 3a0au onepamuerHo20 MOHIMOPUH2Y Ni0epomM BUHAYEHO
Redis i3 wacom 6ioeyky menue 1 mc. Buseneno, wo TimescaleDB, marouu nusicuy weuoxkicmo 3anucy (~14 500 nogioo-
MIleHb/ceK) uepes eumpamu Ha NapmMuyionyeanis, 3abeneuye KoMnpomic mise npodykmuenicmio ma SQL-ananimuxoio.
Ha ocnoei ompumarnux 0anux 3anpononogano 2iopudny apximexmypy. Redis sax "eapsauui” wap ons oucnemuepusayii ma
TimescaleDB/InfluxDB sax "xonoonuu" wap onss ML-mooentosanmna ma ayoumy.

Knrouoei cnosa: Inmepnem peueii, loT, 6asu oanux uacosux psaodie, Time-Series Database, nocicmuxa, InfluxDB,
TimescaleDB, Redis, PostgreSQL, sucoxkonasanmasiceHi cucmemu.
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ARCHITECTURAL APPROACHES TO SELECTING A TECHNOLOGY STACK
FOR IOT DATA STORAGE IN LOGISTICS MANAGEMENT TASKS

The rapid development of the Logistics 4.0 concept and the widespread implementation of Internet of Things (IoT)
technologies in supply chains have led to an exponential increase in telemetry data volumes. Modern logistics management
information systems require processing data streams from GPS trackers, temperature sensors, and fuel level sensors in
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real-time. The specific nature of this data, which belongs to the Time-Series category, creates a significant load on storage
subsystems, which traditional relational database management systems (RDBMS) often fail to handle effectively. The
purpose of this paper is to determine the optimal technology stack capable of ensuring both high data ingestion rates and
low latency when executing analytical queries, which is critical for the further application of machine learning methods
and blockchain technology.

Methodology. To achieve this goal, an experimental testbed based on Docker containerization was developed,
simulating the load from a fleet of vehicles (up to 1000 trucks) with real-time data generation. A comparative performance
analysis of four classes of DBMS was conducted: relational (PostgreSQL), hybrid (TimescaleDB), specialized NoSQL
(InfluxDB), and In-Memory (Redis). The study involved two stages: an Ingestion Benchmark (measuring write throughput)
and a Query Benchmark (measuring latency for operational and analytical queries).

Findings. It was established that InfluxDB demonstrates the highest write speed (~121,800 messages/sec),
outperforming PostgreSOL by almost three times. This confirms the efficiency of LSM-tree structures for write-heavy
workloads. At the same time, Redis was identified as the leader for operational monitoring tasks with a response time of
less than 1 ms. It was revealed that TimescaleDB, having a lower write speed (~14,500 messages/sec) due to partitioning
overheads, provides a compromise between performance and SQL analytics capabilities.

Scientific Novelty. The limits of applicability for hybrid SQL-based time-series systems in logistics have been
experimentally defined. It is proven that for loads exceeding 15,000 events per second, specialized NoSQL solutions are
required. An architectural limitation of Redis in scenarios of massive writing of heterogeneous metrics due to its single-
threaded model was identified.

Practical Value. Based on the obtained data, a hybrid two-tier architecture is proposed: Redis as a "hot" layer for
dispatching and real-time tracking, and TimescaleDB/InfluxDB as a "cold" layer for deep analytics, ML modeling, and
audit trails. This approach allows leveling the shortcomings of each individual technology.

Key words: Internet of Things, loT, Time-Series Database, logistics, InfluxDB, TimescaleDB, Redis, PostgreSQL,
high-load systems.

IHocTanoBka npodjemMu

CydJacHa noricTHKa mepexuBae (QyHIaMEHTaIbHY TpaHC(HOPMAILIifo, MEPEeXoIIun BiJl PEeakTHBHUX MOZEIeH yIpaB-
JIHHS 0 TIPOAKTHUBHHX, IO 0a3yroThCs Ha JaHWX. KimouoBuM npaiiBepoM IMX 3MiH € MacoBe BHpoBajpkeHHS loT-
npuctpoiB. TpaHcmopTHI 3ac00H Ta KOHTEHHEPH OCHAIIYIOTHCSI CEHCOPaMH, SIKi Oe3MepepBHO TeHEPYIOTh IIOTOKH JaHUX
PO T'€0JIOKAIIif0, TEMIIEPATYPHHUH PEXXNUM Ta TEXHIYHUHA CTaH.

i mani matots pupoxy yacoBux psaiB (Time-Series Data): BoHU € HE3MIHHAMU, IIPUB’A3aHI 10 9acy i HAAXOIATh
3 BHCOKOIO 4acToTolo. EekTHBHE yIpaBiiHHS HUMH € QyHIaMeHTOM Ui moOynoBu cucteM Jlorictukn 4.0, Mo BHKO-
PHUCTOBYIOTh MaIlIMHHE HAaBYaHHS JJIsl IPOTHO3YBAaHHS Ta OIOKUYeHH 1u1s ayanTy. [IpoTe cranmapTHi pernsimiiiHi 6a3u qaHux
YacTO CTHKAIOTHCSA 3 IIpodiieMaMu MacmTaOyBaHHs IIpH CIpo0i 0OpOOUTH THCSYI 3aIUTIB HA 3aIUC B CEKYHITY.

AHaJi3 ocTaHHIX A0c/aiTxKeHb i myOsikanii

Crpimke 3poctanHs KinbkocTi loT-prcTpoiB MpU3BOMUTE 0 T€HEPYBaHHS BEIMUYE3HHX OOCATIB MaHMX. 30KpeMa,
MIPOTHO3YEThCA, 0 A0 2020 poKy KUTBKICTh IMiIKITIOYCHUX JaTIUKIB csATHE OMn3bko 24 Mipa oguHUI [ 1]. daHi, mo 30u-
paroThCSI B TAKMX CHCTEMAax, XapaKTePU3YIOThCSI BICOKOIO YaCTOTOIO HAIXOMKEHHS Ta 3HAYHUMH oOcsramu [2—3], ToOTO
HaJexarb 10 Kareropii Big Data. BiamoBigHo, epexTrBHE 30epekeHHs I 00poOka loT-TenemeTpii cTaroTh cepiio3HIM
BukiukoM. Tpagumitiai pensamiitai CYB/l BUSBIAIOTECS HEMOCTaTHRO MPOMTYKTHBHUMH 32 MOINIOHNX HaBaHTaKEHbB, 0CO-
OJIMBO KOJI WIETHCS PO THCSUi OTIepaIlliif 3amucy 3a ceKyHay [4—6]. Ha gymMKy HU3KH TOCIITHUKIB, IS TAKAX BUTIA/IKIB
Kpaie miaxoaars Hepensaiiai NoSQL-cuctemu, sKi CIIPOEKTOBaHI 3 YpaxXyBaHHAM MacIITa0OBaHOCTI Ta PO3MOAIICHOT
00pobku marux [oT [4-6]. Okpim NoSQL, ocTaHHIMH poKaMH 3’SIBUBCS OKPEeMHU KIIac CIICIiaNi30BaHUX time-series
CVYB/, ontumizoBanux i poooTy 3 gacoBumMu psgamu (InfluxDB, OpenTSDB, TimescaleDB tomro). IIpoBenero kimpka
OIVIAIB Ta TOPIBHSIHD MOMJIMBOCTEH TAaKMX CHCTEM. 30KpeMa, y poOoTi [7] HaBeJeHO OIS/ BIAKPUTHUX time-series 6a3
JAHWUX 1 TIOKa3aHO iX mepeBard mpu oOpoOI MmocHimoBHUX naHuX. [ 30epexenHs cymicHocTi 3 SQL-ekocrcTeMoro
po3pobieHo TidpuaHi pimeHHs, Taki Sk TimescaleDB — po3mmpenns PostgreSQL, 1m0 aBTOMaTHIHO MAPTUIIIOHYE YaCOBi
psanu. 3a paxyHok nporo TimescaleDB 3a0esmnedye 3Ha4HO BHWIINY IIBHAKICTH BCTABKH JAHWX Ta BUKOHAHHS YaCOBUX
3amuTiB MOPIBHSAHO 31 3BMUaitHo0 PostgreSQL [8]. Huska mocmigHuKIB 30cepeiiacs Ha MOPIBHAUIEHOMY aHalli3i mpo-
IYKTUBHOCTI pi3HUX mimxoxiB 1o 30epiranas loT-ganux. Tak, y po6orti [9] mpoanamizoBaHo edekTuBHICTH Kinbkox CYB/]
ipu 30epeKeHH] JaHUX MOHITOPHHTY SKOCTi BOIH (IIOKa3aHo, 30KpeMa, nepeBard InfluxDB Hax pensmiitHuM pimieHHsIM
JUTS BEJIMKOT KUTBKOCTI ceHcopiB). [amre nocuimkenns [10] mpucesaene omintoBanHio TimescaleDB, InfluxDB, Riak TS
ta SQLite Ha HU3BKOMOTYKHOMY TIpHCTpOi Raspberry Pi; Horo pe3ymbraTté mpoaeMOHCTPYBAIH, IO 33 ITEBHUX YMOB
HaBiTh TpagumiitHa PostgreSQL Moxe mepeBepITyBary crierianizoBadi time-series CYB]] 3a MBUAKICTIO 3amHCy TaHUX
[10]. Oxpim Bubopy tumry CYB/, yBara mpuainseTscs i onTHMI3allii HaJamTyBaHb 0a3 gaHux min loT-HaBaHTa)KeHHS.
3okpema, B [11] mocmimkeHo BIUMB cTpaTerii kommakmii B Cassandra Ha MPOXYKTHBHICTh: TOKA3aHO, IO MiHIMaJIbHE
BikHO KoMnakii (1 XxB) 3a0e3nedye HaHBHUIMI TEMII 3aIHCY, TpOTe MOoTpedye mpndian3Ho Ha 20% OiibIIe TMCKOBOTO MPO-
CTOpY TOPIBHSHO 3 OinbmiMu iHTepBanamu [11]. TakuM 9uHOM, aHAI3 OCTAHHIX JOCIHIIKEHh TOKa3ye, M0 X04da iCHye
0arato oKpeMux pilreHb Iy 30epiraHas YacoBUX PsiB Ta BeNMukuX maHux loT, moci BincyTHE KOMIUIEKCHE TTOPIBHIHHS
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npencTaBHUKIB pizHUX KiaciB CYB/] (pensamiitanx, posmupenux SQL, NoSQL Ta in-memory) B yMoBax peajbHHX JIOTic-
TrnyanxX loT-HaBaHTa)keHb. L{e 3yMOBIIOE aKTyanbHICTh JAHOTO TOCIiKEHHS Ta BU3HAYAE HOTO METY.
®opMyJTIOBAHHS METH A0CTiTKEeHHs

Mera crarTi — 00TpyHTYBaHHS BUOOPY ONTHMAIBEHOTO apXiTEKTypHOTO CTEKY TEXHOJOTiH s 30epiranns loT-marmnx
Y JIOTICTHYHHUX CHCTEMax IUIIXOM €KCIePUMEHTAJIbHOTO MOPIBHAHHS YOTHPHOX MiaxomiB: pemnsmiitHoro (PostgreSQL),
posmupenoro SQL (TimescaleDB), maruerHOro NoSQL (InfluxDB) ta In-Memory (Redis).

BukageHHs 0CHOBHOTO MaTepiaJy A0CTiaKeHHs

ApxiTeKTypa eKcriepUMeHTAIbHOr0 cTeHay. [ 3abesmedenns 307111 mporeciB Ta BiITBOPIOBAHOCTI pe3yibTa-
TiB (reproducibility), ekciepuMeHTaIbHE CepeoBHUIIe OyJI0 POTOPHYTO 3 BUKOPHCTAHHSIM TEXHOJIOTII KOHTEHHepH3amii
Docker. Bcei cepBicu ¢yHKIioHYBanu B Mexkax equHOI BipryanasHoi Mepexi (Docker Network bridge mode), mo mo3Bo-
JIUIIO MiHIMI3yBaTH MepeKeBi 3aTPUMKH, TIOB'sI3aHI 3 MapIIPYTH3AIi€l0 TpadiKy MiX pi3HIMH XOCTaMH, 1 30CEpEIUTHCS
Ha BIUMipIOBaHHI mpoxykTuBHOCTI camux CYB/I.

AmnapaTHa KOH(QITypaIlisi TeCTOBOTO By3Ja:

e TIpouecop (CPU): Intel Core i5-11400H (6 simep, 12 moTokiB, TakToBa yactora a0 4.5 I'T'm);

e OmneparuBHa nam'ats (RAM): 16 I'b DDR4 3200 MIm;

e JuckoBa migcucrema: NVMe SSD M.2 (mBuakicts mocmigosHoro 3anucy mo 2500 Mb/c);

e Omnepaniiina cucrema: Ubuntu Linux 22.04 LTS (Kernel 5.15).

[Iporpamue 3ab6e3neueHns Oyio HaxamToBaHo depe3 opkectparop docker-compose. st koxxHOTO KOHTElHepa 0yio
BHJUICHO iAEHTHYHI JIMITH pecypciB (0e3 sxopcTkux oomexenb CPU, mis emymnsmii moBeIiHKHA CHCTEMH TPU ITIKOBHX
HaBaHTaXCHHSX ).

XapakTepuCcTHKA T0CTIIKYBAHUX CHCTEM 30epiranHsa JaHux

VY nochimKeHHI MOPIBHIOIOTHCS YOTHPH IPUHIMIIOBO Pi3HI MiAXOMM OO0 opraHizamii 30epiraHHS 4acOBUX PSIiB.
HeranpHi mapameTpu KoHdiryparii HaBegeHo B Tabmumi 1.

1. PostgreSQL 16 (Relational Baseline). BukopucToByeThCs Ik KOHTpOJIbHA Tpyma. JlaHi 30epiratoTbes y "mmackin
tabmumi (Heap Table). [Ins npuckopenns Bubipku ctBopeHo KommozuTHuid B-Tree inaexc o moisix (truck id, timestamp
DESC). Leit miaxix € cTanmapToM TS O1BIIOCTI KOPIIOPATHBHUX CHCTEM, IPOTE MA€ BiTOMi OOMEKEHHS TP 3pOCTaHHI
00csATy 1HIEKCY, KU epecTae BMIIIyBaTUCS B oniepaTuBHY nam'ate (RAM).

2. TimescaleDB (SQL-based Time-Series). Lle po3mmpenns (extension) mis PostgreSQL, sike BIpoBamKye KOHIIETI-
mito "rimeprabmuis" (Hypertables). Iineprabmurs — me abcTpakiis, sKka aBTOMaTHYHO po30uBae (partitioning) maHi Ha
MeHMi ¢izngni Tabmui ("gankn” a6o chunks) Ha 0CHOBI 4acoBOTO iHTEpBAITY.

Hanawmysanns: Po3mip danky (chunk time interval) BcraHoBineno Ha 24 romgmuu. lle KpuTw4HHWI mapamerp,
OCKUTBKH BiH BU3HAUYa€, 9 BMICTUTHCS akTUBHUM iHAekc (hot index) y xem mpomecopa Ta RAM.

3. InfluxDB v2.7 (Native NoSQL Time-Series). BuxopncTtoBye crenianizoBanmii pymriit 30epiraaas TSM (Time-
Structured Merge Tree) ta ingexc TSI (Time Series Index). Ha Bigminy Big B-Tree, TSM ontumizoBaHO AJIs iHTEHCHB-
Horo 3anucy (append-only) Ta Bucokoro crynens crucHeHHs qannx (Delta-of-Delta encoding mis gacoBux mitok, Gorilla
compression I 9HCEN 3 MIIaBAI0Y0I0 KOMOIO.

Hanawmysanus: Bukopucrano ctannaptauii bucket 6e3 oOmexeHs retention policy st 9MCTOTH eKCIIEPUMEHTY.

4. Redis Stack + RedisTimeSeries (In-Memory). baza manux Tuiy "Kiro4-3Ha9eHHS", 0 MPAIIOE BUKIIOYHO B OITe-
paruBHii mam'sati. Mogyms RedisTimeSeries nogae cTpykTypu gaHux a1 e()eKTHBHOTO 30epiraHHs Ta arperailii 4acoBUX
psxis (3 BukopucranasiM Double-Delta xommpecii).

Cmpamezis 3anucy: Jlna yHUKHEHHs KOHKypeHIii 3a pecypcH (lock contention) 3acrocoBaHo apxiTekTypy "omHa
MeTprKa — ofguH K04 (per-metric keys), ne ineHTudikatop kiroda popmyerses sk metric:truck id.

Tabmums 1
Kondirypauis nocaixxkyBanux CYB/]
Mapamerp PostgreSQL TimescaleDB InfluxDB Redis
Bepcisn 16.1-alpine latest-pg16 2.7.1 Stack 7.2

Mopneab faHuX Tabmiana (Rows) T'nepra6bmuis (Chunks) Line Protocol (Points) TimeSeries Key

Inpexcanis B-Tree B-Tree (Ha yaHKax) TSI (Inverted Index) Hash Slot

IIporokoa Binary (TCP) Binary (TCP) HTTP REST (JSON/Text) RESP (Binary)

CrucHeHHst TOAST (mns Texcty) Columnar (omuioHanbHO) Gorilla / Delta Double-Delta

Loicepeno: snacna pospodka asmopa

MareMaTH4Ha MOJIE/Ib TAHUX TA FeHEPATOP HABAHTAKEHHS
s eMynsnii MOTOKY JaHWX Oylno po3poOicHO cumyisiTop Ha miatdopmi Node.js, o0 BUKOPUCTOBYE 0i0OMIOTCKU
npaiieepiB pg, @influxdata/influxdb-client Ta redis. Bu6ip Node.js 3yMoOBiIeHuUI HOT0 aCHHXPOHHOO, MOJIE-OPIEHTOBA-
Hoto apxitekrypoio (Event Loop), 1110 103B0JIsie TeHEPYBaTH THCAYi 3aIUTIB HA CEKYH/Y 3 OJJHOTO TIOTOKY BUKOHAHHSI.
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BxigHui OTiK TaHUX MOIETIOETHCS IK MHOKHHA KOpTexXiB D, e koxkeH eneMeHT d pecTaBise CTaH JaTIHKiB TpaH-
CIIOPTHOTO 3aC00y B MOMEHT 4acy t. @opManbHO CTPYKTYpY MTOBIIOMIICHHS MOKHA TpeICTaBUTH Bupa3oMm (1):

di= {t, id, lat, lon, T, F}

ae:
t — yacoBa MiTka (UNIX timestamp 3 TOYHICTIO JI0 MIJTICEKYH]T);
id — yHiKaJIbHUH 11eHTU(IKATOP TPHCTPOIO;
lat, lon — reorpadiuHi KOOpAUHATH ;
T — Temneparypa BaHTaXy, HOpMaJIbHUI PO3MOiT HaBKoJIO 4°C;
F — piBeHp nanbHOTO.

[eneparop HaBaHTa)XEHHs Tpalloe B pexuMi "MakcuMaibHOI mpomyckHoi 3narHocTi" (Maximum Throughput).
AJNTOpUTM reHepallii peaai3oBaHO HACTYITHHUM YHHOM:

1. Iwmimiamizamnis myny 3'eqHans 3 B

2. ®opmysanHs makety aanux (Batch) posmipom B = 1000 3amuciB. [Ij1s1 KOXXHOTO 3aKCy BUIAAKOBHM YHHOM OOU-
paethbes id Ta TeHEPYIOThCS TOKA3HUKH CEHCOPIB.

3. AcuHXpoHHa BifnpaBka nakety B b/

4. TloBropeHHSs KpOKiB 2-3 6e3 Ty4YHHX 3aTpHUMOK (sleep) o 3aBepiienHs yacy tectyBanHs (T = 30 c).

Takuit migxin no3Bossie BUsBUTH "By3bke Micue" (bottleneck) came Ha cTopoHi 0a3u JaHUX, OCKUIBKH T'eHepaTop 3aBi-
JIOMO 3JIaTeH CTBOPUTH HABAaHTa)XKEHHS, 10 TIEPEBUILLYE MOXKIIUBOCTI 3aIIMCy AUCKOBOI MiJICHCTEMH.

AJITOPUTM NPOBeeHHS eKCIePUMEHTIB Ta METPUKH

JocunimKeHHs po3/ijieHe Ha JIBa HE3aJIe)KHUX €Tally JUIS OLIHKH PI3HUX aCMeKTiB MPOJYKTHBHOCTI.

Eran 1. benumapk 3anucy (Ingestion Benchmark).

Kputnuno Baxxiueuit aiist loT-cuctem, e BTpaTta TaHUX uepe3 MEepernoBHEHHs Oydepa € HeMPUITyCTHMOIO.

o TIIpomexypa: 3amyck cumynsaropa B pexxkumi ingest st kookaoi CYBJ] okpemo. Tlepen koxxHUM TecTOM 06a3a JaHuX
ountryethbes (truncate/flush) s yHUKHEHHs! BIUIMBY MONEPEAHIX JaHHX.

BuwmiproBana metpuka: Throughput (RPS) — kinbkicTh ycminiHo 30epeeHHX 3alKCiB 3a CEKYHAY, SIKUHA PO3paxoBy-
eThest 3a hopmyiioro (2):

R P S — N total
T

end ~ Lstart
ae:

e N total — 3arajgpHa KUILKICTE 3aIIMCAHUX MO,

e T start — yac mo4yaTKky Ta TecTyBaHHS (MC);

e T end — gac 3aBepiCHHS TECTyBaHHS (MC).

Ertan 2. benumapk uutanns (Query Benchmark).

O1iHIOE TPUJIATHICTH CUCTEMH JJIS 33/1a4 OTIEPaTHBHOTO MOHITOPHHTY Ta aHamiTHKH. [Torepennbo B koxxHy b/ 3aBaH-
TaXXy€eThCsl MACUB JaHuX odcsroM 1.5 * 1076 3amuciB.

BurKOHYIOTBCS 1Ba THUIH 3aIUTIB:

1. 3amurt Q1 (Operational): "[loka3zatu octanni 10 Touok Tpeky ans BantaxiBku X". Ileli 3amuT emyioe podboTy
JHCIIeTYepa, SIKUH CIIOCTEPIrae 3a pyXoM aBTo.

o SQL: SELECT * FROM sensor data WHERE truck id =? ORDER BY timestamp DESC LIMIT 10

o InfluxQL: from(bucket)... filter(id)... sort(desc)... limit(10)

2. 3amut Q2 (Analytical): "Po3paxyBaru cepenHio Temreparypy 3a 24 rogunu 3 arperarieto o 1 roguni". Iei
3anuT eMyioe pobory ML-anropurmy abo BI-3BiTy.

o SQOL: SELECT time_bucket('l hour', timestamp), AVG(temperature)... GROUP BY 1

o Redis: TSMRANGE ... AGGREGATION AVG 3600000

e BumiproBana merpuka: Latency — yac BiJl MOMEHTY BiANIPaBKHU 3aIUTY J0 OTPUMAaHHs IMOBHOI BIJIIOBiI KITi€H-
ToM. JI7st HiBeNIOBaHHS MepekeBUX (UIyKTyallii BUKOHYeThest 100 iTepaltiii KoXKHOTO 3aIuTy, pe3ysibTaT yCepeaHIOEThCS.

Pe3ysbTaTn 10CaiKeHHs

ExcriepumenTanbHe TOCIIHKEHHS POBOAMIIOCS Y JIBa €TaIlH, IO BiJNOBIIAI0TH IBOM KIIIOYOBUM CIIEHApisIM BHKO-
pucranHs 6a3 naHux y cucremax Jlorictuku 4.0: inTeHcHBHUIA npuitom nanux Bix cencopis (Telemetry Ingestion) Ta
BHUKOHaHHS pi3HomuIaHoBuX 3anuTiB (Telemetry Querying).

Eran 1: Anani3 nponyckHoi 31aTHocTti 3anucy (Ingestion Rate)

Ha upomy erami emysroBanacs pobora BucokoHaBaHTaxkeHoro numo3y nanux (IoT Gateway). Cumysstop renepy-
BaB 1OTiK nosifgomieHs Bia 1000 yHikanbHUX ineHTUdiKaTopiB (truck id) i3 yacToTor0, 1110 0OMEKYBaNACs JHIIE MIBUA-
KicTI0O 00pOOKH TpaH3aKIliii 0a30t0 gaHuX. Pe3ynbTatu BUMIipIOBaHb, ycepenHeHi 3a 30 CEeKyH I TECTyBaHHsI, HABEICHO
B Tabmumi 2.
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Tabmmi 2
Pe3yabTaTH HaBaHTa:KyBaJbHOro TectyBaHHs (Ingestion Benchmark)
CYBJ Cepenniii RPS (3anuciB/cex) BigHocHa npoayKTHBHICTH IMixoBe cnoxuBanus CPU
InfluxDB v2 121,800 100% (ba3a) 85% (Multi-core)
PostgreSQL 16 43,800 35.9% 60%
Redis Stack 15,833 12.9% 98% (Single core)
TimescaleDB 14,567 11.9% 75%

Howcepeno: enacna pospobka asmopa

AmHarni3 pe3ynbrariB 3anucy:

1. JlinepcrBo InfluxDB. CYB/] InfluxDB nponemoncTpyBana Halkpamuii pe3ynsrart, o0pooisitoun monaz 120 tucsy
MeTpUK Ha cekyHny. Ile mosicuroeTncst Bukopuctanusim LSM-nepera (Log-Structured Merge-tree) 3aMicTh TpaauiiiHOTO
B-nepesa. Jlani criouarky norpamisitors y Oydep nam'sti (WAL + Cache), a moTiM MOCIHTITIOBHO CKUAAIOTHCS HA JAMCK
y Bunisiai HeamiHHUX daitniB TSM (Time-Structured Merge), 1110 MiHIMIi3y€e KITBKICTh ONepaliiii JOBUIBHOTO AOCTYITY O
nucka (Random 1/0.

2. ®enomen PostgreSQL. "Yuctuii" PostgreSQL mokazaB HecrmomiBano Bucokuil pesynbrar (43 800 RPS). Lle
3YMOBJICHO THM, III0 32 BiJICYTHOCTI CKJIaJHOI JIOTiKM mapTuiionyBaHHs, omepaiis INSERT e mpocroro mporeayporo
JIOlaBaHHs 3anucy B KiHelb daitny kyui (Heap File) Ta onoenenns onxoro B-Tree innexcy. OnHak, ciifl 3a3Ha4UTH, 10
TaKa IMPOAYKTUBHICTh € TUMYACOBOIO: 31 3pOCTaHHSM TaONHUIIl 10 PO3MIpiB, IO NMepeBHILYIOTh 00csr RAM, mBHAKICTh
BcTaBku B B-Tree inzekc aerpanyBarume JorapupmMivHo.

3. Oome:xenns Redis. Pesynprar Redis (15 833 RPS) BusiBuBCs HIDKUMM 3a 04iKyBaHuit uis In-Memory cuctemu.
JleTanpHuii aHaITi3 MOKA3aB, M0 By3bKHUM MICIIEM cTajia ogHomoTodHa apxiTekrypa Redis (Single-threaded Event Loop).
ITpu macoBiii BcraBil y Tucsui pisHux kmodiB (crpareris Unique Key per Device) 3HauHa yacTHHA MPOLIECOPHOTO Yacy
BUTpayaacs Ha XellyBaHHs KJIIOYiB Ta YIPABIiHHS CIIOBHUKOM JIaHHX, a HE Ha came 30epe)KeHHS 3HAUCHb.

4. Hakaanui sutpatu TimescaleDB. s CYB]] noka3sajia HalHWKYY IIBUIKICTH 3aIIMCY, IO € IUIATOI 3a aBTO-
MaruuHe yrpasiiHHs gaHumud. [Ipu koxkHiil BetaBui TimescaleDB BukoHye oOunciieHHs, 11100 BU3HAYUTH, y SKHH came
4yacoBui cerMeHT ("'yaHk') Ma€e MOTPAIKUTH 3aIiC, 1 Y1 NOTPIOHO CTBOPIOBATH HOBHUI YaHK.

Etan 2: AnaJji3 narentnocti 3anutiB (Query Latency)

Ha mpyromy erarmi 6a3a maHux Oysa HONMEPEIHBO HAIOBHEHA MacHBOM y 1.5 MiIH 3amuciB. BumiproBaBcst yac BUKO-
HanHs ("round-trip time") a5t ABOX TUMIB 3anuTiB. Pesynsrarn HaBeneHo B Tabmmii 3.

Tabmwms 3
Yac BUKOHAHHS TUMOBUX JIOTICTUHYHMX 3aNMUTIB (MC)
CYBJ Q1: OneparuBuuii (Last 10 items) Q2: AnaniTnynuii (Aggregated Mean)
Redis 0.98 0.97
PostgreSQL 1.67 0.88
TimescaleDB 2.24 1.64
InfluxDB 5.30 5.19

Licepeno: enacna pospodka asmopa

AHaui3 pe3ynbTariB YATaHHS:

1. Edextunicts Redis. /{11 3ana4 oneparusHoro MoHiTOpuHTY (Q1) Redis € 6e3ansrepHaTHBHAM JIiIepoM i3 cy0-
MiJTICeKyHIHOIO 3aTpuMKOI0 (<1 Mc). Ile KpUTHIHO Ba)IIMBO IS BiTOOpaXeHHS PyXy TPaHCIOPTY Ha KapTi B peaIbHOMY
gaci ("Real-time Tracking"), ne 3aTpumka inrepdeticy nonax 100 Mc cTae MOMITHOO JUIST KOPUCTYyBaya.

2. IlopiBusauusa SQL-pimensb. YV Tecti Q2 (arperamis cepeanpoi Temmeparypu) PostgreSQL BUSBHBCS MIBHAIIIAM
(0.88 mc) 3a TimescaleDB (1.64 mc). Lleit pe3ynsrar € criermudiqauM st 00CATIB JaHUX, 10 THOBHICTIO BMIIITYIOTHCS
B OTIEpPAaTUBHY IaM'ATh cepBepa. Y IbOMY BHIIAKy HakiIagHi BuTpati TimescaleDB Ha ckaHyBaHHS MeTaIaHUX Timepra-
OMHIII TIEPeBUINYIOTH BUTPAII Bill CKaHYBaHHS JIMIIE OKPEeMUX 4aHKiB. [IpoTe, 3TigHO 3 TEOPETUIHUMH MOAEIISIMHE, TIPH
30uIpmeHHI 00cary manmx o 100+ mutH 3amuciB, mpoaykTuBHICTE PostgreSQL pizko 3HH3HTBCS depe3 HEOOXiTHICTH
CKaHyBaHHs BChOTO iHIEKCY, Tofi sk TimescaleDB 306epexe cTabinpHiCT 3aBaskn MexaHi3My "chunk exclusion.

3. Bnaus npotoxonay InfluxDB. BigrocHo Bucoka 3atpumka InfluxDB (~5 Mc) HOSICHIOETECS HAKIIQTHUMH BHTpa-
TaMHU Ha MepekeBoMy piBHI. Ha Binminy Bix 6inapHuX npotokoniB PostgreSQL Ta Redis, InfluxDB BukopuctoBye HTTP
API, mo Bumarae gomatkoBoro dacy Ha BctanoBieHHS TCP-3'emnanns (handshake), nepenaay HTTP-3aronoBkiB Ta cepi-
amizamiro/ecepiamizaiito pesynsrary y ¢opmar JSON abo CSV.

HopiBHsiHHA eeKTUBHOCTI BUKOPUCTAHHS JHCKOBOI0 MPOCTOPY

HomatkoBo Oyi0 TpOBEACHO OIIHKY e(heKTUBHOCTI 30epiranHs maHux Ha mucky (Storage Efficiency) micms 3ammcy

1.5 MIIH METpHK.
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e InfluxDB nponemMoHCcTpyBaB HAlBUIIUIT CTYIIHb CTHCHEHHS (MIPHOMU3HO 2-3 OalT Ha TOYKY) 3aBASKH aJITOPUT-
Mam Gorilla Compression 1is 9rcen 3 TUIaBal0u0r0 KOMOIO.

o PostgreSQL ta TimescaleDB 3aiimarots y 5-7 pa3iB Oiibie Miciist uepe3 (ikcoBaHy CTPYKTYPY PsAAKa Ta HAKJIAIHI
BuTpard Ha B-Tree inaekcu.

o Redis, npamroroun B RAM, € HalmopoXYIIM PIIEHHSM 3 TOYKH 30py BapTOCTi 30epiraHHs onuHUII iH(popMaIii.

4. OBI'OBOPEHHS TA TPONIO3ULIA APXITEKTYPU

Pesynprarn nokasyrots, mo xoxHa CYB]l He € yriBepcampHOW0. InfluxDB ineansuunit mms 3amucy ("write-heavy"),
Redis — gns untanns ("read-heavy"), a TimescaleDB — mist aHamiTHky.

Jis cydacHHX JIOTiCTHYHUX IIaTGOpM, 110 iHTerpyroThes 3 ML Ta Gi1oxueifHOM, IPOTIOHY€THCS T10pHIHY JBOPIBHEBY
apXiTeKTypy:

1. Tapsuuii map (Redis): BuxopuctoByeTbes Ui BinoOpa)KeHHST Maly B peajbHOMY daci. 30epirae qaHi Juie 3a
octanHi 24 romguan (TTL). Lle 3a6e3neuye MiHIMaIbHY 3aTPUMKY IJIs TUCIIETYEPIB.

2. Xoaoauwmii map (TimescaleDB a6o InfluxDB): BuxopucToByeThCs A1 JOBrOTPHUBAJIOTO 30€piraHas.

o TimescaleDB pexoMeHIOBaHO JJIsl CHCTEM CEpeIHBOr0 HaBaHTakeHHs (mo 15k momiit/cex), me BaximBa SQL-
cyMicHicTb Ta cknaani JOIN-3anuty 3 6i3HEeC-TaHUMU.

0o InfluxDB pexoMeHI0BaHO ISl BUCOKOHABAaHTAXKEHUX cucTeM (>50k mogiii/cek), e mpiopuTeTOM € BUKITFOIHO 30ip
METpPUK 0€3 CKIIQJHOI PeIsIiitHOl JIOTIKH.

BucHOBKH Ta MepcrneKTHBH NOAANBLINX J0CTiIKEeHb

VY naniif poOOTi BUPIMIEHO aKTyalbHE HAyKOBO-TIPUKJIAIHE 3aBAaHHSI OOIPYHTYBaHHS apXiTEKTypHOTO BUOODY CTEKY
TexHoJori# s 30epirans loT-naHmux y morictTuaHuX cucTeMax. Ha 0CHOBI MpOBEAEHOTO MOPIBHAIFHOTO aHAITI3Y YOTH-
prox kiaciB CYBJI (PostgreSQL, TimescaleDB, InfluxDB, Redis) moxxHa 3poOnTH HACTYIIHI BUCHOBKH:

EdexTuBHicTh apxiTekTypu 1/ 3anucy AaHux. ExciepiMeHTanbHO JOBEIEHO, IO I 33/1a9 iIHTEHCHBHOTO 300py
tenemetpii (Write-Heavy workload) criertiamizoBani NoSQL pimenns Ha 6a3i LSM-gepes (InfluxDB) nemoHCTpyrOTH
mepeBary Haj persniitauMu anajgoramu y 3—8 pasis. IlikoBa mpormyckna 3gatHicTh InfluxDB cxumama 121 800 mosimgo-
MJICHB/CEK, IO POOHTH 11 Oe3anbTepHATHBHIM BHOOPOM I BUCOKOHABAHTAXKCHWX CHCTEM HAIiOHAJFHOTO MacIITaly.
Bcranosneno, mo Buxopuctanus TimescaleDB norminpHe numre npu HaBaHTaxeHHAX 10 15 000 momiii/cex; mpu mepe-
BHIIICHHI I[FOTO TIOPOTY HAKJIAJHI BUTPATH Ha MeXaHi3Mu mapturionysanHs (chunk management) cTaroTb KpUTHIHIMH,
3HIKYIOUH POAYKTUBHICTH HIDKYE piBHA "dnctoro” PostgreSQL.

Oomexenns In-Memory cucrem. BusiBneno apxirekrypae oomexenns CYBJ Redis npu crieHapii MacoBoro 3amucy
pizHOpimHUX MeTpuk. He3Bakaroun Ha poOOTYy B ONEpaTHBHIA Mam'sTi, OAHOIIOTOYHA MOJeNb 00poOku momii (Single-
threaded Event Loop) crae By3pkuM MiciieM Ipu HEOOX1ZHOCTI OHOBIICHHS IECATKIB THCSAY KIFOUiB ogHOYacHO (15 833
MTOBiTOMJIEHB/ceK). TakuM YrHOM, BUKOpUCTAaHHS Redis sk equHOTO0 cXoBHIIa A "cupux" iCTOPHYHHX JaHUX € Hee(dek-
THUBHUM SIK 3 TOYKH 30pY IIBUAKOCTI 3aITUCY, TaK 1 3 TOUKU 30py BapTocTi 30epiranas (RAM).

OnTumisanisa onepaTuBHoro gocrymy. J{ns 3amau Real-time mMoHiTOpHHTY (BimoOpaskeHHs T€OMO3HUIlil HA KapTi,
aneptu gucrerdepa) Redis migTBepauB craryc HanedeKkTHBHIMOTO pimeHHs i3 mareHTHiCTIO MeHIIe 1 mc (0.98 mc).
Konmna muckoBa CYB/I (HaBiTh 3 ONITUMI30BaHUM KEITyBaHHSM) HE 37aTHA 3a0e3MeYNTH aHAJIOTI9HUH Jac BiITyKY.

[pakTuyni pexomenaanii (Apxirextypuuii natepu). Ha ocHOBI OTpuMaHUX METPHK 3alpOIIOHOBAHO TiOPHIHY
Lambda-apxitekTypy 1Uis JTOTiCTHYHUX TIAT(OPM, SIKa PO3ILIISAE TOTOKN JaHUX HA JBA PiBHI:

Tlapsunii piensb (Speed Layer): Peanizyerscs na 6a3i Redis TimeSeries. 3abe3nedye MUTTEBHUIT TOCTYT 10 JaHUX
3a octaHHi 24 ronuHH. lle 103BOIIsE HiBEMOBATH MPOOIEMY HMOBITHFHOTO 3alHCY 32 PaXyHOK MEHIIOTO OOCSTY NaHHX
(TTL) Ta 3abe3neuye inTepakruBHicTH UL

XoJoguuii pienb (Batch Layer): Peanisyerpcsa na 0a3i TimescaleDB (mns cucteM cepeqHbOro HaBaHTaKEHHS
3 motpeboro B SQL-anamitumi) abo InfluxDB (it cuctem ekcTpeManbsHOTO HaBaHTaxeHH:). Lleit piBeHp BiAmoBixae 3a
JTIOBTOCTPOKOBE 30epiranus, hopMyBaHHS 3BiTIB Ta MiATOTOBKY JaTaceTiB.

HepcnexkTuBu gocaigxenb. [logaxpuiii po3BUTOK poOOTH BOAYAETHCS Y MTOE€THAHHI 3aIIPOMIOHOBAHOI apXiTEKTypH
30epiraHHs 3 METOJaMH IITYYHOTO iHTENIEKTY Ta TEXHOJOTi€l0 OJIOKYEHH, M0 BiAMOBiAE TeMi TUCEPTaliifHOTO JOCIHTi-
JDKEHHS aBTOpa. 30KpeMa, IIIaHyEThCS IO CIITUTH:

1. BrumB cTHCHEHHS JaHUX Y "XOJOXHOMY" CXOBHII Ha TOUHICTh HaBYaHHS Heiipomepex (Deep Learning) ams 3agad
MPOTHO3YBAHHS MOJIOMOK TPAHCIIOPTY.

2. Po3pobky mexanizMy "skipHoi dikcarii” (anchoring) xem-cym gacoBux pszis 3 TimescaleDB y nmpuBatauii 6mox-
yeiiH (Hanpukiaa, Hyperledger Fabric) mist cTBOpeHHST HE3MIHHOTO ayIUTOPCHKOTO CITiy ITepeBe3eHb 0e3 HeoOXiqHOCTI
ITyOITFOBaHHSI BCHOTO MAacHBY JaHUX y OJOKUYCHH.
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