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Abstract There are several ways to process large amounts of data. Depending on the processing method, there
is a big difference in processing speed to create a large data list. Typically, to make a large data list, large
data is converted into a normalized query, and the result of the query is stored in a List Map and converted
into a printable form. This process occurs as a cause of lowering the processing speed step by step. In the
process of storing the results of the created query as a List Map, the processing speed differs because the data
is stored in a different format for each type of data. Through the simultaneous processing of GO language, we
want to solve the problem of the existing difference in processing speed. In other words, it compares the results
of GO language concurrency processing by providing how different and how it proceeds between the format
contained in the existing List Map and the method of processing using concurrency in large data lists for faster
processing. do.
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