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2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 116w
351 systems in ranking, August 2019
Rank Score
Aug ul  Aug DBMS Database Model Aug Jul  Aug
2019 2019 2018 2019 2019 2018
1. 1. i.  Oracle (2 Relational, Multi-model & 1339.48 +18.22 +27.45
2. 2. 2. MySQL Relational, Multi-model @ 1253.68 +24.16 +46.87
3. 3. 3. Microsoft SQL Server 3 Relational, Multi-model & 1093.18 +2.35 +20.53
4. 4, 4. PostgreSQL Relational, Multi-model & 481.33 -1.94 +63.83
5. 5. 5. MongoDB Document 404,57 -5.36 +53.59
6. 6. 6. IBM Db2 Relational, Multi-model & 172,95 -1.19 -8.89
7. 7. #A8. Elasticsearch Search engine, Multi-model & 149,08 +0.27 +10.97
8. 8. 7. Redis Key-value, Multi-model i@ 144.08 -0.18 +5.51
9. 9. 9.  Microsoft Access Relational 135.33 -1.98 +6.24
10. 10. 10. Cassandra 2 Wide column 125,21 -1.80 +5.63
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