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Abstract

This research aims to 1) investigate and compare the performance of seven
database schema designs, and 2) evaluate the impact of data storage strategies on the
performance of web dashboards for large-scale infectious disease data. The experiment
utilized the PostgreSQL database management system, and the web application was
developed using Next.js in conjunction with Prisma. The evaluation was conducted under
identical conditions utilizing the same dataset, frontend codebase, and testing procedures
across three main web pages with 30 repeated iterations per method. Performance was
assessed using Google Lighthouse. Statistical analysis via One-way ANOVA revealed that
Method F (Denormalized without Index and Partition) achieved the highest average
Performance Score of 84.40 on the overview page, differing significantly from the other
methods (p < 0.001). This was followed by Method G (Denormalized with Index without
Partition) at 82.60; while Method A (Normalized with Index and Partition); and Method E

(Materialized View) both scored 80.33. Meanwhile, the scores for Accessibility, Best



Practices, and Search Engine Optimization (SEO) remained similar across all methods. The
results indicate that the database schema design significantly affects dashboard
performance. These experimental findings, specific to the dataset context and
environment studied, can serve as a preliminary suideline for designing large-scale

infectious disease surveillance systems in the future.

Keywords database schema design; web dashboard performance; denormalization;

materialized view; Google Lighthouse
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728 One-way ANOVA Wui1 38 F n15%1 Denormalized laglaivi Index wag Partition T
AzuULUSEAVBAM Performance Score geaniads 84.4 azuuluniin ey Fauanneainis
Suegnalifedfoyn19add (p < 0.001) se3a9Ae 35 G 199 Denormalized wag Index Tngll
¥ Partition # 82.60 @1 35 A M3%i1 Normalized Index uazPartition uaz 33 £ n3vi
Materialized View 1§ 80.33 wirfiu aquefien Accessibility Best Practices wag SEO Indifeafiu
M5 nan1sAnwwandiiuilassasgudeyaiinadoUssdvianunguesnod 19ived ey
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Ara1Agy: lnseassgiudeya; UseansnmssvuniiUauaninaoya; n13anguussingu;

Materialized view; Google Lighthouse
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1. umin

tagtiunsihszfilsadnredeendossuuasaumaiuanmaldsnigs gnifes wazidile
18 Tagamzlsalininlng @ sfiaudAyed1edsesuinsefmsasisuge 1iosan
fanunsalmsszuiefiudsunlategennduasivinagvisazauduiuimena Fugu
spUUTIBUMIszUIai iinsdafiudeyaguaslinialvgjgafalssun 693,184 suideou
(nsumruAulsn, 2567) e Usinudeyafiummainindsiymiaennlunisssuiana
Feeniadonanstudliifuimnssuuranseenuuulassadagudeyaiiuvan avdswaly
iz‘uuﬂizmamaLLawa‘uauaaaﬁsﬁﬁasmmmﬁaﬁuﬁu%gawmiwg (Makris et al., 2021)
guazdwansznulagnswianTiiangianiumsaliazmsdedulauilulgvimisasisagale
ogsliiviuvinedl uuavuesadaduiai esfloddgylunisdearsteyaid sasunasaivayy
msdnduladuunvuedadauniesioddnlunsdomstoyaieasuuazativayunsdndula
(Ghazisaeidi et al., 2015; Ahamed, Khan, & Haque, 2021; Kukkadapu, 2025) ag149l5Any
UszAnsnmvssunruaialildd ududwindedlfifeses el witufulasaiegudeya
Tagnss ilosnnmdsduduingdnissiuna msnsesvanelouls uaznsifeumatensng dse1a

yilsiszuUnaUANaITIMINEaNWUUARLN LS

(%
¥ LY 1

lunadyinis widagduasiivunldunswdswitulidmalulaggiudeyatug 1o

Y RV

Column-oriented Database %38 In-memory Database LﬁaﬁaﬁumﬁLﬂﬁwﬁ‘ﬁa%a‘umﬂﬂaj
(Big Data) widmSuniI891unIeeIAnInatgus ssuuinnisgudoyalisduius (RDBMS)
wusadudsaaduimsguiiduauandfsldie nsssondldmaiamsonuuulasadig
WU N15anUUTINIRgIU (Denormalization) NM3a$1awil (Index) MsensuuUsnn$A%y (Partition)
Fsfanndunuimeiisidunazimunzaslunisisdnoningsgauesszuugiudeya i deg
(Lakkimsetty, 2023; Mohsin, 2025) WuIAAFIUYOYATIFUNUTIUUAIINYNABY A Ted
JaSeuiiisulassaiisgiudeya 7 35 aneldifeulvmunuifioadu ldun MHyadoyaiiotu
1ANEIULEAINALALIAY LAZATEUIUNTNAFDULABINY LasUseiiiunanie Google Lighthouse
FanguuumnansUssdiuasitindanade Wemuummsesniuugudeyafivenyaudmiy

[ s [ 14 a
L'J’ULLW‘*U‘U@'E@Lﬁ?ﬁ%?ﬂiﬁﬂ%uqﬂiﬁfyﬂuaﬂﬁwLlﬂﬂaﬁm'ﬂ'ﬁﬂ
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2. IQuszasA

Va

Aadeldnmuainguizasdveinisidesenlude q ieaudennaeiunszuIunIg

NAABILATNTOAUTIUNE A9l

~

1. efnviaziUTeuiisulssansnnwesnsesnuuuaiungiuteyans 7 35 (38 A-G
duniuduuaruesauaninatayanisszuialsaldninlug aeldnsaivaugadoyauas
dudnsodld (User Interface) Tdululufianiadesiu

2. ilpUszifiuanuuanesiLUsEANE MW AUA UL N3P T yAYR LALLM NS
Favivdoya vunddundndiuau 3 win Tneduunnisiananues oo Google
Lighthouse santdu 2 @undn laun

. %LLuuMmmMyjﬂﬁﬂ Performance Accessibilit Best Practices wag SEO
e F¥¥adamaia (Technical Metrics): First Contentful Paint (FCP) Largest
Contentful Paint (LCP) Speed Index (SI) Total Blocking Time (TBT) waz
Cumulative Layout Shift (CLS)
3. eAdeiiAeadas
Tumsanszuuuavueiniiszdsafisesiudoyaruinlvg lassaregudeyaiina
Imamwfaf?qﬂ’gmgﬂéfawaﬁagal,t,azmmL%’Jmimuauawamﬁ’]ﬁu NuiAedesdudy
unumnvestedsAugudeyalisduiusiaysunmdeya (Uszana nessn, 2552)aumingay
Y84 star schema #fion153ATIEIVATEdALAEANAIAYYRINITIMS BT By alvimang vy
Uszanana (Wo381 noswa wazam, 2562) azfiuudfa dimensional modeling atuanyy
msoonuuuBaiAifionisagunaiiiuszaviaim (Kimball & Ross, 2013) Faoandasiy 35 D
N19911 Denormalized Index WagPartition 35 F n15%1 Denormalized lagldvin Index wag
Partition wag 38 G N15¥11 Denormalized wag Index laglaivin Partition
Tuigaszuudanisgiudeya nagnsnisusuusanasf uuszdnsa1m (Database
Optimization Strategies, 2023) s¥y31nAiAdY14 partition pruning ﬁiaaamﬁd’sa%’a;ﬂaﬁé’mauﬂu
dodeulvAumassfuAgnsidu Fasesunuimnees 33 A n1svi Normalized Index uae
Partition waz 15 D N15%11 Denormalized Index wagPartition Sﬂﬁ’jﬂmﬂ% materialized view
FresfiunadniSiiedonldsuay refresh Ififlodeyaiudou Faasnndasdu 35 E nswh

1 i

Materialized View muqmmumia%’wizwmzmama%’az&aﬂizﬁw%qua%dw workload 4
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g1uazlsuszloviognannanmsseniuuiitisannserudoyailidniuasld (Building High-
Performance OLTP Systems, 2025)

uennil ufifvesnsihdeyauuanmariuiuunsuein mddeusuinssdudidy
Tun 1 UAveIn1swauIuarues alun1Aa1uaIs1SUa YA 8N15TANITAIINTIALSY
Tunsuszananaiadaiien1sinaula (Ghazisaeidi et al., 2015) Faaenndasiunisooniuy
viodsdoyauuuUsuUgilvingzdu (Streamlined Data Pipeline) ilodsuaudoyatiaunusmena
%uqf%ﬁﬁ@LL‘U‘UL’Jﬂﬁﬁﬂlﬁ@ﬂ?ﬂﬁﬂi%ﬁ%%ﬂﬂw (Kukkadapu, 2025)

fatty eddeifauisuifisvegraduszuunsuvia 33 A n13v1 Normalized Index waw
Partition 35 B n15¥1 Normalized uag Index Iaglyivin Partition 35 C N5 Normalized 1ne
1471 Index way Partition 35 D n19%1 Denormalized Index wazPartition 35 E n15%n
Materialized View 35 F n19%1 Denormalized Tng/laivin Index ua Partition uaz 35 G N3
Denormalized uay Index Tnglaivi Partition neléiteulumuauideniu ilemarunilsiauna
mnzaufiansioiuunruesadeyadiisvunnlvg
4. 3n1saiung

mﬁ%’aﬁﬂumﬁ%’aL%wmaml,ﬁam%wLﬁsm‘dssﬁ‘1/1%51mmaﬂmaa%’wgm%@%aﬁw'vi%‘u
szuuiunaguesai1seialsn tneysussidunan senuvesyluuugiuteyaneuszdnsamn

n1suansnani I vluyuuesdldou aveldideulunisneassdiaruauliiwdoudunnis

9 Y
v A 1

swazBuniisuiuniteddielui
4.1 nsounIANMITodmaasailefiulsaviamgiudeya
muATeildnsounsifodmeassiintuumafnimnssulszdndimgudeya
Wiofnwriniseenuuulassaiegruteyaiuaneiudwarsssans ammiivuasuesa
ae4ls ddnwagni1siauiuulaney (interactive dashboard) wavaseuaguutinldauman 3
dau loun
1. mihdeyanImsiu dmMSuLanININTINEN NSl TETEAUTI
2. wihdeyanedmin dmuinngianunsaidsiuiissfutonin

v 1 [ (% o LY

3. MUNUSYUMBUTDUATENINTINTA NS ULUS UL UL LU LLaT AN

Y

1 '
A I

WHNANIYDIFITINTEWININUN
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[
Va o Y A

Inglunisnaasadadssuiisunsell Idulanvusauufgiunisideneadialined lag

Y

[%
(Y

AeAUNRFIUNEN (Ho): 38n139nlaseasne DB viv 7 wuu lldwasannusqlunisivan (U A =

v o o w

W B = .= W G) fsedutiuddny (00: 0.05 Gemindn p-value < 0.05 wARIINUEsENNAFIY

o

a a 1

v o= 2 o v adaa o~ = v
vian Yaunetadlegntey 1 F59HUsEANTAMA19INTENTBUeE 19T
4.2 Yoyauazn1sinseutoya

JoyadnldlunisnaaendudoyadUielsalduinlugainszuusiesunisssuin

Y Y

UsznauniemiwlsdAny 13 fuUs wu Juniudlie Jamdn 91 A edin wavsialsn Joya
I1UIU693,184 seilou uilugatenuves Big Data galvy Sﬁa;ﬂassﬁuLLaussLﬁaumaé’thﬁaLﬁu
Tagavunlvguin (Volume) ualuuSunvesszuugiutayaliaduius (RDBMS) Tayaduiu

693,184 szidou foldusuianiesnediazvinliinadgywinewin (Bottleneck) Wi adosly

Y 1%

AdsduAUNTAuTUtaU (Complex Queries) Wy N13Y11 Aggregation Maledif #3an13 Join

= o

1um1579 Faduanrunisalasafinvluszuuidisedalsn Fadanumnzaunaglddugadoya

a a

AINUAINSUNISANYIUSLANT AN

feunsmaaes {Ideanliun1siauazeindeya (Data Cleaning) WagAnnsosseiley

=)

adeyadifynan1siagiedt (Wu fiTwmiavseiunsudie) senangavaass Ineddiuiu

' (%
a Y Y

ayafigndneenyisdu 26 seideu Anludndiusesaz 0.04 vestayavisnun delunieada

Y

=N

foidudnduiideninnaulsifitoddy Fdldidmansenuronnuauysaivesdoyauazlinely in
AN LBEIRIYATaYa (Dataset Bias)

uananil wieliidiunmnisssfiuussAninmgiudeya (Database Performance)
fifmau nsnegeuuy 3 niniundnlddiasinisya (Workload) Haunsmuuadeulanis
AUMD3Y tan nisnseslsa (dndalug) taztianen 6 Wheu (01/01/2567 f4 30/06/2567) lag
waznThiisuaumduazssiunuFudou (Complexity Level) uansnaifu feil

1. mi1UayanInsIu (Dashboard) fisgRuaiududouliunans (Medium Complexity)
Tiddadudusiuau 10 Adsenth tnglddUseinm Acgregation $3ufU Filter WioTiunasen
;E{J’JammhmmLLazT,iﬂﬁﬁmum

2. wii1veyasiedamina (Provincialinfo): dszAuaIudugouU1unans (Medium

'
v A ¥ o

Complexity) ldAdsduAudiuiu 13 arTdemin lngldsuuvunisisdeyalasuaninsinaaiy
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1141 Dashboard wadin15A LI auluAId9 Filter hUULNEAINUN 10U AUNLANIZIINTIA

NITUNNUMIUAT FIUAUNNTYIN Aggregation

3. wilUSeuiigudaya (Comparelnfo): dsgauaiududougean (High Complexity)

T daduAuIIuIL 13 Assentn WunisusenanaiialUSsuisumainsening 2 3anda wu

n3amnamuAs ey Weslval agldyisianiediu Fadedddidasenn Join nagnisns

g8 WWINAUNTLY Filter NUFoUAIU UAzN1591N Aggregation Uayaaeayansauiuy

4.3 sduwuulaseadegrudayaniiseuiiey

- a Y Y aa A PN !
fﬂi']"i]EJUL‘U?EJ‘ULV]EJUIﬂiﬂai'NE']UsUaﬂua 7% LW@ﬂiaUﬂ@llLLU'JV]'Nﬂ’]ia@ﬂLLU‘UV]LW]ﬂW'N

AUNUTIRTINE (Logical Design) wagianian1w (Physical Design) fisil

1.

2
3
a.
5
6
7

78 A n15%1 Normalized Index wag Partition

35 B n15911 Normalized way Index laglavin Partition
38 C n15%1 Normalized Imglaisin Index way Partition
7% D N15%1 Denormalized Index uag Partition

78 E M99 Materialized View

38 F 11591 Denormalized Inglaisin Index way Partition
38 G 11571 Denormalized wag Index lnglsisin Partition

[y 1

ieuansbiiuasnULANA1ITBINITEDNRUUEmSINsaeulugusss  Idelddnngu

q

Tnsaasamssiiugiveendu 2 guuuumen aud Tassadrauuy Normalized waslassadauuy

Denormalized AeuNuNMAINFURLSVDLEUNA (ER Diagram) Tusuil 1 uazsui 2 muadu

U

diseases
disease_id

disease_code

influenza_cases districts

id district_id
onset_date_parsed province_id
disease_id district_name_th
gender

age.y province_id

provinces

nationality province_name_th
occupation_id province_no
province_id region_id
district_id occupations

treated_date_parsed occupation_id
diagnosis_date_parsed
death_date_parsed

occupation_name_th

5UN 1uWun N ER Diagram uandlassainagudayauuy Normalized
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d01_influenza
id
onset_date_parsed
disease_code
gender
age_y
nationality diseases
occupation
province
district
onset_date
treated_date
diagnosis_date
death_date
treated_date_parsed

code

name_th
name_en

diagnosis_date_parsed

death_date_parsed

Ul 2usun M ER Diagram uamalasiainsgiudoyauuy Denormalized

91307 1 Tassadanuy Normalized 9gandnnisanaiugidouvesdaya (Data
Redundancy) lnsueniiudeyandnuesiuse (11519 influenza_cases) 08nantoyadneds
13416 (Dimension Tables) 14U 191999170 (provinces) 81tne (districts) wag1YN
(occupations) Feusiagfidonisusevdaiuiidniy wilunsFongdeyauuuarueasa szuy
Fudusioddids JOIN mansmaiiedsdoyauuaniug

Tumnsedudia 3UA 2 wanslassa¥rsuuy Denormalized dsgusiniladdoyassda
fdndusedives (du Fedmin sialse) wsulilumasunndudnifiesmsadeon (Fu a1
do1 influenza) nsoonkuUBInssnzanuael YaevinnnsensUssiaana (Overhead) ifin
91AN15 JOIN m1513 ilinsduAulazsauna (Aggregation) maai%lundmﬁ(lmmwwi% F
filsignaaneuniui§ra1n Overhead 18371591 Index Wag Partition) asnsaaLnudeyaain
mMIuRsLazAunadwsldgTnEiian

a a o

dwsunisesnuuulenienin TuisATnsviadad (Index) Aideiaenldauiduszian
B-Tree é‘fqﬁﬂigﬁmﬁquﬂumiﬁum%gaLL‘U‘UGU'NL’Jm (Range Query) wazluisaifinig
WU (Partition) #338ldnagnswuy Range Partitioning laguusnuyiaou/d e
anUSinadeyadidesaunu nseunmswieudisuisnuadagaeliannsniingzsiue veanisvi
Normalization k&% Denormalization Nawed Index wag Partition iamﬁﬂma%aﬂﬂﬂiaiﬂﬁﬁ'ayja
a29ntNeeY Materialized View siaUsgansnmntnivuasussalasgraduseuu

4.4 anmmadeusaziadasionagou

dielsinansnaassdimnuiiosmss §iderimunlildanmnedeunismaaeuiiisdtuly

aa D = o 3 =~ 13 o &
V!ﬂ')ﬁ‘i/l@lﬁ@ﬂ LLa%I%Lﬁi@QlI@Gq@LﬂUUﬂuma@ﬂﬂ’ﬁLﬂUNa I@ﬁu@ﬂﬂﬂigﬂ@‘tl@@u
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o whgUszanananans (CPU): Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-10750H CPU @ 2.60 GHz

o m38ANI (RAM): 32 GB

o MI8AUIIETTRY (Storage): SSD JU MSI M450 ALY 500 GB

. 'izuuimﬁﬁam”a: PostgreSQL 15.13

yiatl nsAnundy sfunisTanansenuluyuuesd denaseUszaunisal e

Uanavns (User-centric metrics) Hua3aaile Goosle Lishthouse 1umndn Imamamqm@i’jﬂm
nszvIuMsiedeyaluaufianisuansua (End-to-End Performance) #sazviaunnuisiglday
duddlaassuuivuaruein

4.5 AU IYUATAITAIUANNTNARDS

£ £
av Ao Y 1w

Me3edimuai sUsuulassasegudeya 7 35 WJusudsiu uazimuald A7
UseaAnS amut1iiuann Google Lighthouse udaudsay wielvnanisiSeuiieuiniig
a va o v o o w Y N aa [ ] v a Y
Weanse gdelanunudadedidgyliailunnisneass lauwn nsldyadeyafeadu
lanlusunsuuszenddumtifeInuy JunouwardIRuNITNAGRUWREITU Lagan NnIARaNNTT

NAFDULAYINU

(%
[ o o

FeyihmamaaeuiIuay 30 A3t (n=30) luwsazguuuudiass Faduldmusnsgiu

N

e

MsnAdeUUsEAVEAN SIIuseUNSNRaesiiimeitisannansEuanAANuRAnUnd wax
afumnuideiiensadfnunguidadifndiunats

4.6 #2330 Lighthouse nausin1suUana wazaun1sALIM

ik sulidonld@d ¥ Performance Score Largest Contentful Paint (LCP) Total

Blocking Time (TBT) wag Speed Index (SI) @usun1sAnuiasal inoliaiuisausziiiu

UszdnSnnvesszuulredenseuaquluiiiidwansenudeUseaunisalildanuase Neilgide

Y

v v

lafisuIAnA3Tn Accessibility Best Practices SEO FCP wag CLS 89n21nN153LASIEN

v v
v A v 1A

Hosanfmdinnguiliunadnsnvusgiunisesnuuudiuuaninawaznsnandsnnesidundn
Felaifanuduiusnnsiuanuisivedlassasigiudeya viirsuuuvesindinnguiiaig
AskayllazvauNaIINMsURsuLUaIiILUIALYRINITIY
5. NANANEN
= = a a a < ¢ Y v
nsAnwiaseililunisusslivdssaninamvesivuavuaiaiseidsa aelalaseaiig

[y

guteyanunneiudwag 7 38 Inefiansamiduaudnuaenisidnundssauanududeu
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LANE19AUTIUIY 3 M lawn niddeyaninsiu (Dashboard) niiveyasiedanin
(Provincialinfo) wagniiusuiiisudeyasewinedmin (Comparelnfo) sepiesiie Google
Lighthouse anIsmaaasTeulusUuuuAadssmivaudonuumssuannsvnaoud
30 50U Wi auTaTLATIZAILANA 1T AdaE One-way ANOVA waglinsevianegdae
Tukey's HSD test fiszsfutiodndiay 0.05 st

A15199 1 Wsuilsuazuuy Performance Score lu 3 ntiiiu (Muae: Aviu 0-100, ANEN

WAAIDNUSEANTANNRNIT)

Taseadegiudaya n3gl Dashboard | n3gi Provincialinfo | ns3g! Compareinfo
A (Norm-+ldx+Part) 75.6 £ 7.0 73.0 £ 8.0 734+ 23

B (Norm+ldx) 74.0 = 8.7 72.0+99 704 + 2.0

C (Norm, Baseline) 68.9 + 9.0 709 +£94 704+ 14

D (Denorm+ldx+Part) | 71.7 + 5.5 704+ 74 69.4 + 1.3
Taseadregudaya nsed Dashboard | nsal Provincialinfo | nsal Comparelnfo
E (Materialized View) | 78.0 + 8.7 76.0 £ 7.1 702+ 19

F (Denorm) 84.4+59 87.7+5.0 738 + 1.7

G (Denorm-+Idx) 793 +7.2 757 +59 705+ 2.1

p-value (ANOVA) < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001

Distribution of Performance across Categories and Methods

Database Method
i - E| H
.

o
=]
-

Ll
]
1
-
-

+
$ ¢ 8

™
v

o

LR L

@
o

+

R T

Lol
i
3 : § L

Dashboard Provinciallnfo Comparelnfo
Use Case Scenario

g

~
w

~
o

=]
o

Performance Score (Higher is better)

'y

[=2]
o
- * “I

-

w
o
* o

w
o

UM 3 UKUNIN Boxplot WARIN1INTEANMIYBIALUIL Performance Score

LENAINNTEINTITITU
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31NNTNAFBUAIY ANOVA Wuilasaasiegiudeyadmananziunyssdnsnimediall

Yed1Asy (p < 0.001) lunnaniunisal LT oNAABUAIINLANA19TIEA WU A1V

Denormalization 35 F 1ﬁﬂ3LLuuq0ﬂdﬁLLUU Normalization 35 C a&n9d

v o w

HedAgyn1eana (p <

0.001) 9819l5AM1U NS Partition adlulAsias19uuy Denormalized 35 D nduvinlviazuuy

anasnanshdld 35 G egelitduddgy (p = 0.002)

A15197 2 WU USEeEan Largest Contentful Paint (LCP)WU18: TU¥, A1BIAILEAIRY

Usg@nznninginii)
Taseadegrudaya n36l Dashboard | n3gi Provincialinfo | n3gi Comparelnfo
A (Norm-+Idx+Part) 0.76 £ 0.13 0.84 + 0.15 0.56 + 0.09
B (Norm+Idx) 0.75 + 0.09 0.80 + 0.07 057 +0.12
C (Norm, Baseline) 0.86 = 0.14 0.82 + 0.10 0.62 +0.12
D (Denorm+ldx+Part) | 0.81 + 0.23 0.89 + 0.11 0.61 +0.13

Taseadregudaya nsed Dashboard | nsal Provincialinfo | nsal Comparelnfo
E (Materialized View) | 0.75 + 0.09 0.82 £ 0.15 0.67 + 0.07

F (Denorm) 0.73 + 0.08 0.78 + 0.08 0.60 + 0.05

G (Denorm-+ldx) 0.80 £ 0.11 0.86 + 0.18 0.59 + 0.06
p-value (ANOVA) 0.0049 0.0130 0.0004

Distribution of LCP across Categories and Methods

18 +

16

14

12 +

0.6 T

Largest Contentful Paint (Seconds, Lower is better)

0.4

Dashhboard

Provincialinfo
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gunannl
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*
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L
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Use Case Scenario

;J‘Uﬁ 4 Boxplot Lanin13n5218v09 LCP Tuntih Dashboard waaznsal (Use Case Scenario)
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Ha91n ANOVA 4731380199 Timanasa LCP wansnaiu (p < 0.05) 1ae38 F Inannwmdn

v o w

16159171735 C Tunti Dashboard agsditdeddey (p = 0.008) walunsdlil Query farududou
49 35 A @1u1309nn15Ae LCP 1ii59n1138 E n19vi1 Materialized View agnefivedndty (p =
0.0003) uansliliiuin Materialized View lilngiudsaasnasulouluuss

A13519% 3 WIsususzuzig Total Blocking Time (TBT) (Muag: 4ad3unf, AR

UseAvSandianin)
Iﬂsaa%ﬁqgm%’a;&a Ased Dashboard | nsad Provinciallnfo | 58 Comparelnfo
A (Norm+ldx+Part) 634 + 218 614 + 181 833 + 315
B (Norm+ldx) 616 + 254 674 + 265 1425 + 419
C (Norm, Baseline) 982 + 473 716 + 294 1524 + 450
D (Denorm+ldx+Part) | 1120 + 502 1054 + 412 2164 + 718
Taseadregudaya nsed Dashboard | nsal Provincialinfo | nsa} Comparelnfo
E (Materialized View) | 436 + 169 577 + 302 1508 + 482
F (Denorm) 358 + 113 301 + 97 725 + 158
G (Denorm+ldx) 430 + 114 654 + 226 1345 + 363
p-value (ANOVA) < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001

Distribution of TBT across Categories and Methods

3500 Database Method

w
=]
(=1
(=]
-

ey

Total Blocking Time (ms, Lower is better)

v
=}
(=]

TR
BT | %%ﬁ L

Dashboard Provinciallnfo Comparelnfo
Use Case Scenario

gﬂﬁ 5 Boxplot Lanin13n3za1898d TBT Tunil1 Dashboard usaznsel (Use Case Scenario)
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n191Wasu91n3s C 1 duis F ¥aean TBT ldegafidud iy (p < 0.001) Tunn

an1un1sad wenand n1suAYil (Index) UulATIA$19 Normalization (35 B) greuAUgynn

ANMUNUIIUBINLN Dashboard 1aan1135 C agnafitle

o w

d1ney (p = 0.0002)

A137197 4 W3sulieu Speed Index (SI) (Muae: TN, ANBILEAIDNIUTZANTNINARNTN)

Taseadegiudaya | n3al Dashboard | nsel Provincialinfo | N3t Comparelnfo
A (Norm+ldx+Part) 0.72 +£0.14 0.81 + 0.10 0.70 + 0.14
B (Norm+ldx) 0.67 + 0.11 0.77 = 0.12 0.92 + 0.23
C (Norm, Baseline) 0.93 + 0.19 0.83 + 0.15 0.90 = 0.16
D (Denorm+ldx+Part) | 1.13 + 0.32 0.99 + 0.20 1.15 + 0.27
E (Materialized View) | 0.62 + 0.09 0.75 + 0.16 1.05 + 0.24
F (Denorm) 0.59 + 0.07 0.61 +0.10 0.92 + 0.15
G (Denorm+Idx) 0.63 + 0.12 0.78 +0.14 0.90 = 0.10
p-value (ANOVA) < 0.001 < 0.001 0.0172
Distribution of Speed Index across Categories and Methods
7 + Database Method
= A
== B
6 mEm C
== D
== E
5 =
=G

IS

w

2

Speed Index (Seconds, Lower is better)

Dashboard

u

Comparelnfo

Use Case Scenario

! %@*ﬂ%@ SR TR i

5U# 6 Boxplot Lanin13nsza18ved Sl Tunil1 Dashboard usagnsel (Use Case Scenario)

HaYDe Speed Index @onnaiuUMTIndU lagluntin Dashboard 38 F uagds E @1a1sa

WA2u57 Speed Index 16iAnan

v
1w

¥

ATFNAY

o w

aa ! a v aa
18 C 9819UUYEAAYNIEDF

PMNNTUTZRUNUIN F1%T0 Accessibility TA1AsUszuad 89 AzLUY Best Practices

agflura9 98-99 Azuuw waz SEO fiA1 100 Azuuwdy Tuynlassadegiudeya Usingniselil
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a o (]

AnTulisannasuuunguilidunadnsignAniuniseanwuulasiaddiunaniua  1assasianin

Y

=

HTML wazn1saaandsnesidunan delasunisavaulimdeudulunisnaassi 74

D

anslndiAsstuynisuagliazviounanssnuanmaudsundadlassairsgudeya
6. afUT18NA

NaN1sNAaBININTINRANbIiLINlassEs ngIuteyaurazddduuilduuansdiuas
dawaneuszAnsnmuiiveg9idedAgynieadf (p<0.05) NN UANLUTUTIUNIS

1A (One-way ANOVA) Tagaziuuyseansnin (Performance Score) va3vs 7 35aglugas
78.00 911 84.13 Fegnursmhwnedunenaliimnssudeyaiazidseuiiguiunuidensumn
3 °o w vo &
muesAUsznauddnlasiail
6.1 HANTENUVBINTANFUUTTNAFIULALIUSBUTEUNUTIB AaUnT)
HANIINAARITTAd1 35 F nsanjuussingiulagliadisdeduazliwusdiudoya
Tivsgansamanusuasazuuusngedn wanadanalngiudeyaunannisanainudniy
Tun1sienlesnsts Fadudammevinfidifylunisussuiana @aonnd e ULUIANYDS

=

(Kimball & Ross 2013) fisyuinnisrindeyalilunssteyasse Wewnsuderielinisduiu
ToyalieinszisIngiu wenanil msldadeduidenindeinisenisussianadiuiu
vossruvlumsaunurulassasswuuiulyd (B-Tree) Wadsanateyaluusunamin
6.2 UBLENADILANUAZAIAMUNUNIUNSEDA
1 [ b4 v . . 1 14
agalsfiay n1sldlassaisiuuaniuussiing1u (Denormalization) gauuanuiniey
a A v o Av v L Ao 2 v | a o & &
Hansenulsauniedeidendesian (Trade-off) AuiuiIaLiudoyaad AUl T uaN
AugdauveIdaya warauinmelunisinwiAugnaesauysalvestaya (Data integrity)
FILUANAI9IINLATIAT 1 UUNIUTTYIAgIU (Normalization) Tu3s C Aaiunsasulseiu
AugnAeIvestayalafnii (Tongrak, 2009) wenaNil INKaNIINAGBINUIIANEIUTEILUY
Wnsgu (S.0.) danuiuniugluimidiinszezinamgaveingiu (Total Blocking Time: TBT)
U5nn15aitiiinanAuALAILYeINISInEITMSNeIns vaessuuluiinisuaziviusivwes
Tunsuszaanamdsiladldanu (Client-side) vauzsunaaeu Jadunginssuunfvenisiang

Tudnwaued
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[ a

6.3 U931NAVBINNFIYWALANEIN15a I UN1sU lUTEN 1Y
a o dyd U o % = o ¥ v U =

NuITeddvedndnfenisnaasuiinaeldyndayasedu 693,184 seideou uag
LfJumaaﬁ’waaqwqﬁﬂisum{h’mmwuLﬂumiém%’ayjmﬂwé’ﬂ (Read-heavy workload) 1141
AnuanEnsatumsdmaluldmlvasinnumingauuazuingasiussuunmilauaninatdoya

dld v %) a v -] Y o

MeassanilasIas L UswasUsinadeyalussaulnalAsaiu

6.4 Waulufinaenadsunlas minanimwingeugnildsudeulrluldivyndoya
a ) ' P =3 ) a v ~ A& o v a
Avgneileg1annselandesyaunateduatussidou wsatdussuuninnssnudunslsumnay
USuUsedoyan1uiiaidaie (Write-heavy workload) Useass naanseraldsundasly
Inglassassnluiinisadredvilednais F oradatymasvinlunisaum wazlassasisndavil
PUUUBEN9IT G AzlaSuNansENU@aaUaE1aninaINAIsEN1sUsEIRaNaduRulunsTuRn
Poyasvillninnassninisusuuoya

va o

6.5 Halelfun dwsudedaljinlunmshlvldanussafideveraueuusliiniaun
Bonld38maail
1. dwiuszuuszezBuduniedeyaseiundnuau mandonldds F ilesniamnszuuls
nFuarlianuslunisuaninagegn
2. dwiuszuuiliiuninnszauazudeyaninsin msfiansunldis £ nsvih Materialized
View tfioannisgmssuinsuuuiuiiviule
3. dmumhiduiiiiunsingdnieuluwuuiensiaizas madenld s 6 nsangUusein
guswiunsaieded esnuaugasznitenuilunisivdudeyauaznnssessu
NN5UEIveITRYA
6.6 M3Uszandldlunitenuaissaguuasnisnaunluaunng naansigaUszdngn
nsdunssd annsnthluvszgndldlumieanuduaisisuage wu nsuauaulse lsmeua
drugiinne Wegudasaumaszuininensziud lumsdeduladenaninenssudeyaile
Fuirdouulovie eaensuiuuunAnantnenssuadsioyanisnadnszsdurifves Ahamed,
(Khan, & Haque 2021) fiszyinisUszananatoyaguamualvgfosmslassadsiidadens
Audufisiasuionavaussroaniumsalanidu Baluniniu delsimnssude yavoenisv
Denormalization (35 F uaz G) §4lé¥unisatfuayuainauideves (Mohsin 2025) fidiwada

n1508nkuUlATIEs1InIT Nty AL anina e UdUTaUYeIAIT danalissuugiutoyalis
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Aszivihauldiituedifuddy aonadestunagnsnisuiuudsgiudona (Database
Optimization Strategies, 2023) WazkuIn1IN1saTIesEUVUTEINaNaUTEANSAINGS (Building
High-Performance OLTP Systems, 2025) ‘ﬁlaiﬂmaﬁ’udw ATLUTIDUUTIIULIN (Read-
heavy workload) aglsusglevtigegaannisanlasiainamnauaznsdnnisdvifuenzan 3
dnalaensarienisinviedstoyalviinnnunszdu (Streamlined Data Pipeline) uagifindn
ANLANNTA AT ULATUDIALUNISATBLARUUSIN AU AN USERIBNARAZ I LEUDL UULIAN
334 (Real-time) laognslivszdnsnmasanlun1esufjua (Kukkadapu, 2025)
7. d3Unan1339Y

mAteildinsfinvussisuifiouUssaninmwedassaiegudeyaris 7 38 dwsy
seuunmilauaninadaya (Web dashboard) iHnsedalsa nans@nwinuitlasasiegiudoya

- p o o

1 1 a Y 1 N v aa ad
ﬁﬁNﬂ(ﬂ@Ui%ﬁ%ﬁ.ﬂ"ﬁ/\lﬂ’miﬂLﬁ’JGU’eN‘Vi'Ll’]L’JUE]EJ’N&JUEJEI’]QQJ)V]’N?‘@W@ (p<0.05) 1ne35 F msamg‘d

ussingulagliasedviivazliuusdiutdeya Iinadnsuszansanlagsiuangn unnm1997n
g

[

TassasanuunaanegeildudrAgynieada A8asnaniiazuuulszdnsnin (Performance

Score) gednLade 84.13 Avuun FIUTWEATEANST (Speed Index: SI) ffigadl 0.553 Fuil

'
o

wazilszernamgnveingiu (Total Blocking Time: TBT) ffigail 395.33 fad3uni

a v v A o § vaa = a a =
L‘WﬁlmaL%ﬂﬂalﬂ@qu;ﬁsqumay‘]aﬂwq%ﬁ?ﬁ F Nﬂigﬁmﬁﬂ'}‘wq@?,jﬂ LUUNANIINATTEDNLUY

'
=

flansndatunounisussmanaisedinsdenlosms narenedadutigmeasvie

fidndny Uszneufumsusierinansznsussananadiuiuvesssuuinnisgiudeyaiisesauny

AumtayanulaTaiewivl (Index) dawaliniseudeyaludnuvaznisaunudeyauuudsiu

NITENBwTaReIm T NULar AuNaENSLFTInE g

8. UaLsuauuL

1. JowausukugdmSumsiaunszuy msideniasaiiegiuteyalaonndesiuanume
A15897U (Workload) ¥1nszuultiunIseuLarajunadeyadnuiuuin asinansun
Fonld35 F idundn wimndoyaluszuuinideuniouiuussosada asfinnsan
Usgiuinuaugndesauysaivesdayaniuglusig

2. Forausuurdmivauideluouian msfnuinazdouifisuyssansamauids
Lﬁ'aﬁmmﬁﬁaaﬁaLﬁuﬁuajizé’uﬁué’mimﬁw iieUsuidugadufiveinsseasunis

VAT VaAaEIs TaNiandsfnwransenuvensdaivieyalusuiuugudoyanay
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NoSQL n3egrudenaiisenuuuuniiessuunaiis (Cloud-native database) #99143]
Anumzaniulassaiadeyavuinlvgjlueuinn

3. daiauouuziieulsuisuaznisimantsidululiselond wan1sidedarunsaly
Uszgndltidu "uilden (Blueprint)' d1m5UniieuanssuaussAuUseimeans oz
a1na WU nsuAtuAulsa (Department of Disease Control) 38 aidAn1seurdelan
(WHO) Aiflaudndusdosimunszuuiuunvuesnnenuaaunsallsaiase (gu mud
foya COVID-19 uiosvuuiissYalslivialng) uhemumaridaunsniuumionis
an3UuTIAgIU (Denormalization - 35 F %38 G) lUusuusdlassaiiegiudayaids
Fusiusiduidoy Tfamnsasessudldnundoudusiuiuuinuaziansianing i
seiuUszmeldgnmng Inglisidufedossuuiioamuluandnenssudoyalii
#571A739 ol wmpad Ay fiafuayunmiesidded Aeluanunisaiinganisszunn
anustunisuanmadeyaveamntinida (Dashboard) dwalasassroninusinsilunis
ATIEVANUNITUVBITUINIT N1INTLILNTHYINTNNNITUANEG UAZNITRONUINTANT
muAulsAfiviuriieg mseenuuugudeyafivanzaudslivifisinsiiuuszansainma
walulagansaume wildunisensgauinanuausalunmsneuauesion1izandums
as1saguueslszmaegndusussy

9. NAANssUYUITZAA

va o 3

NATeddISgalarieANewATIZRINAIBAAEIU HIT8VUDUNTZAM 819758

Y 9

AUTnwuazannasyd AiA LU I93¥INIT ATIedeuANgneAed waslidalausuusiLite
UFuusanuidelvidanuauysaldedu s1ufswerounns MiieuaiUaNsITaEy MKy Wnstoya

wuulatiiensAinen lnslanig ﬂﬁ:umumJI‘iﬂ (Department of Disease Control: DDC) tazne

Y Va v

seurnInen dwsuyateyarUiglsalinialugnihunldlunimeass Fegeligideaiunse

Y

o a a (3 a a a < s v 1 <
GﬂLu‘Uﬂ’ﬁ’JLﬂiﬂ%‘WLLﬁ%‘Ui%LNUUi%ﬁVlﬁﬂ’]‘WGUENigU‘UL’J‘ULL@?I‘UEJi@I@EJEJ’NLﬂugﬂﬁiitﬂ

Ya o

ngfian §ITevervaununvitufddiuneitedlunisadvayunaslvidslanasn

Y 9

2

nszuuNIRLiuwide el {Ifeveveunszaaunluetisgun a lenail
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