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An Efficient Cloud Storage Method with NoSQL for New Rural
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Abstract: The New Rural Cooperative Medical System (NRCMS) in China mostly uses the relational database as the data storage medi-
um,and the data of participation, clinic, drug in NRCMS is distributed in medical and health services department server in all ministries,
counties and towns and villages. Their business data volume is extremely fast in growth rate,and server nodes are often changed,so the
program has been unable to break through the bottleneck of the horizontal expansion of the data volume. With the rapid increase in the a-
mount of data,the impact of NRCMS is also more prominent. Therefore another solution is proposed with use of non relational database
MongoDB for storing and expanding the big data. In order to further verify its effectiveness and feasibility in the new rural cooperative
medical system,comparative experiments for verifications of the relationship between the two clusters of non relational database Mon-
goDB and relational database is conducted. Theoretical analysis and experimental results show that the MongoDB in the treatment of mas-
sive data indicates better superiority and applicability in solving the expansion of horizontal big data medical system and has provided the-
oretical support and technical reference for other similar information systems.
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