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An empirical comparison of graph databases
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V. CONCLUSION

We presented GDB, an extensible tool to compare different
Blueprints-compliant graph databases. We used GDB to com-pare four
graph databases: Neo4j, DEX, Titan (BerkeleyDB and Cassandra) and
OrientDB (local) on different types of workloads, each time
identifying which database was the best and the less adapted.

Based on our measure, the database that obtained the best results with
traversal workloads is definitely Neo4j: it outperforms all the other
candidates, regardless the work-load or the parameters used. Concerning
read-only inten-sive workloads, Neo4j, DEX, Titan-BerkeleyDB and
Orient achieved similar performances. However, for read-write work-
loads, Neo4j, Titan-BerkeleyDB and OrientDB’s performances degrade
sharply. This time DEX and Titan-Cassandra take their game with much
more interesting results than the other databases.
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