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Application of time series database in Guizhou Province geological disaster

monitoring equipment operation maintenance scheduling platform

ZHANG Jiayong, LIU Qianyun, DENG Weiwei, GONG Wei, ZHANG Nan, LI Cheng, LI Xiao, HU Yu
( Guizhou Geological Environment Monitoring Institute, Guiyang, Guizhou 550001, China)
Abstract; This paper analyzes the storage and access requirements of massive spatio-temporal monitoring data
in the Guizhou Povince gelogical disaster monitoring equipment operation mintenance sheduling platform, and
proposes a solution to solve the problems of storage capacity and access efficiency in traditional database when
dealing with massive operation and maintenance scheduling data. Based on the design of time series database,

the Guizhou Povince gelogical disaster monitoring equipment operation maintenance sheduling platform has

been upgraded and reconstructed.
Keywords: time series database;

management
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functional block diagram
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