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Abstract. Internet of Things (loT) sensors produce a huge amount of data every 

second. This unexpected data volume needs great effort to manage, structure, save, 

and process to produce effective information and best utilize it. Extracting valuable 

knowledge from this heterogonous data is a high demanding need. Making accurate 

decisions based on this data was a dream in the near past. Data management and 

handling data heterogeneity locally on sensor boards and regionally on local servers 

using Fog and centrally on Cloud acts as an enabler for giving IoT a great value 

even if it faces many complexities and challenges, as discussed in this paper. As 

previously said, data management in IoT is a serious issue due to communication 

among billions of devices, which generate massive datasets. Data analysis on such 

a big volume of data is a difficult undertaking due to the lack of any standard. A 

definition of loT-based data should be established in order to determine what is 

available and how it can be used. A study like this also points to the need for new 

approaches to deal with such problems. It's a great difficulty to cope with such a 

range of data as IoT delivers processing nodes in the form of smart nodes due to 

the heterogeneity of linked nodes, varied data rates, and formats. It provides a solid 

foundation for big data research. Finally, we briefly outline current open issues of 

edge computing platforms based on our literature survey. 
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1. Introduction

IoT  has been defined in (Gazis, V 2017) as "a world where computers would relieve 

humans of the Sisyphean burden of data entry by automatically recording, storing, 

and processing in a proper manner all the relevant information about the things 

involved in human activities.” (Gazis, V. 2017; Karpf, B. A. 2017). The industrial IT 

approach is marked in publications such as a 2015 report (Macaulay, J. et al., 2015) 

by DHL and Cisco titled "Internet of Things in Logistics" that combines the 

commerce, manufacturing, retail, transportation, healthcare, and infrastructure 

domains all under the concept of industrial IT (IIoT) (Karpf, B. A. 2017; Macaulay, 

J. et al., 2015). This trend also arises through technical standardization groups such

as one Machine to Machine (M2M) that split standardization activities between

consumer IT technologies and industrial IT technologies (Karpf, B. A. 2017; Park, H.

et al., 2016). M2M connectivity, Big Data (BD), IoT, Cloud Computing (CC), and

real-time data processing from interconnected sensor devices are all part of the

Industrial IoT (Hossain, M. S. et al., 2016; Chen, M. et al., 2014).

M2M communications, Wireless Sensor Networks (WSNs), Radio-Frequency 

Identification (RFID), and supervisory control and data collection (SCADA) are the 

four essential pillars of IoT (Razzaque, M. A. et al., 2016). The IoT paradigm is 

transforming the current Internet into a fully integrated future Internet, as shown in 

Fig. 1 (Botta, A. et al., 2015; Stergiou, C. et al., 2018; Ji, B. et al., 2020). While the 

Internet's evolution resulted in a previously unheard-of connectedness of people, the 

current tendency is to connect items to create a smart environment (Botta, A. et al., 

2015; Gubbi, J. et al., 2013; Ullah, A. et al., 2020). In this context, identifying things 

with unique addresses is crucial for the success and sustainability of IoT. This 

facilitates addressing many devices uniquely and connecting and monitoring them 

over the Internet (Botta, A. et al., 2015; Gubbi, J. et al., 2013).  

Scalability, durability, uniqueness, and reliability are all important characteristics 

to consider while creating a unique addressing schema (Botta, A. et al., 2015; 

Khodkari H. et al., 2016). In the IPv4 environment, unique identification challenges 

may arise to some extent (typically, a group of cohabiting sensor devices may be 

detected and recognized regionally, but not individually). With its Internet Mobility 

characteristics, IPv6 can overcome some of the device identification issues and is 

predicted to contribute a lot of value to this industry. IoT is a network paradigm in 

which physical, digital, and virtual items are equipped with sensing, identification, 

processing, and networking functions so that they may communicate with one another 

and with other devices and services on the Internet to complete tasks (Diène, B. et al., 

2020; Atzori, L. et al., 2017; Mashal, I. et al., 2014). 

In the context of the 4th industrial revolution, Industry 4.0 extends recent digital 

technologies to a more comprehensive scope, which principally includes Cyber-

Physical Systems (CPS), IoT, and CC (Sonntag, M. et al., 2021). Many IoT 

applications are designed to make human life easier and more comfortable Diène, B. 
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et al., 2020. The use of loT technologies in the automobile industry, for example, 

spawned the concept of the Industrial Internet of Things (IIoT), which encouraged 

the use of CPS, in which humans and machines communicate (Diène, B. et al., 2020) 

Traditional database management systems are not the ideal fit for IoT data 

because of its diversity, heterogeneity, and enormous volume provided by these 

sensors Diène, B. et al., 2020. The design of IoT data management systems should 

take into account a number of special concepts Diène, B. et al., 2020. Several 

approaches to loT data management, such as middleware or architecture-oriented 

solutions that facilitate the integration of generated data, or other solutions that 

provide efficient storage and indexing structured and unstructured data, as well as 

support for the NoSQL language, are based on these distinct principles (Diène, B. et 

al., 2020; Huacarpuma, R. C. et al., 2017; Celesti, A. 2019) 

Thus, this paper focuses on the most important concepts in data management in 

loT, reviews currently proposed solutions for loT data heterogeneity, discusses most 

promising ones, and clarifies relevant open research issues on the topic, highlights 

fog computing and its role in IoT data management, proposes the Fog of Things 

platform, discusses the main contribution of this platform in IoT data management in 

general and data heterogeneity and data privacy in specific, focuses on how this 

platform handles IoT data heterogeneity challenges, and finally provides guidelines 

for further contribution and frameworks implementation in IoT data management 

especially data heterogeneity and data privacy. 

2. Integration of IoT and Cloud Computing

CC can be defined as “a set of network-enabled services, providing scalable, Quality 

of Service guaranteed, normally personalized, inexpensive computing infrastructures 

on demand, which could be accessed in a simple and pervasive way” (Kar, A. K. et 

al., 2014; Campos, J. 2014; Al Bajjari, F. 2014; Khadka, J. 2021; Yu, Z. et al., 2017). 

CC involves both the applications which can be provided as services over the Internet 

and the hardware and software systems in the data centers that deliver those services 

(Armbrust, M. et al., 2010). 

A loT plays a critical role and is extensively delivered with the aid of many 

heterogeneous devices that result in seriously huge information (Sharma, R. et al., 

2020; Lee, C. K. M. et al., 2015). Large storage is strongly needed for the amount of 

data generated through numerous IoT sensors (Sharma, R. et al., 2020; Rizwan, P. et 

al., 2017). Moreover, processing this data requires large memory spaces, which 

represents a big challenge (Sharma, R. et al., 2020; Rizwan, P. et al., 2017). This 

directs to being computationally wasteful to store, process, or even analyze such huge 

amount of data (Rizwan, P. et al., 2017). This massive amount of easily available raw 

data has been growing at an exponential rate (Sharma, R. et al., 2020). One of the 

most important aspects of loT is the continuing or near-constant communication of 

facts about “connected matters” (Rizwan, P. et al., 2017). The four guidelines of IoT 
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are: (a) a large amount of data, (b) a high rate of data exchange, information exchange 

(online Transaction Processing [OLTP]), and data preparation (online Analytical 

Processing [OLAP], examination), (c) a variety of structured and unstructured data, 

(d) a variety of information structures and query dialects, a variety of data sources,

and veracity (Sharma, R. et al., 2020).

BD and loT are extensively operated in many applications globally (Sharma, R. 

et al., 2020; Rizwan, P. et al., 2017). Many researchers are working day and night to 

enhance the services of BD and IoT (Sharma, R. et al., 2020). There are many 

challenges in both technologies: security, privacy, and heterogeneity (Sharma, R. et 

al., 2020; Rizwan, P. et al., 2017). The common reason is that BD and IoT access the 

Cloud extensively (Sharma, R. et al., 2020). Moreover, the data stored in Cloud is 

confidential, heterogeneous, and missing some security standards (Rizwan, P. et al., 

2017). As a result, it is necessary to treat these technologies carefully from a security 

standpoint (Sharma, R. et al., 2020). Some researchers are also combining RFID and 

IoT in their studies (Razzaque, M. A. et al., 2016; Sharma, R. et al., 2020; Zhou, H. 

2013; Perera, C. et al., 2014). Most drivers to the Integration of loT and CC come in 

three categories: computation communication and storage, while a few others are 

more basic (Botta, A. et al., 2017).  

The two worlds of Cloud and IoT have evolved at a rapid and self-contained pace 

(Botta, A. et al., 2017). These worlds are vastly distinct, and, even better, their 

characteristics are frequently complementary, as highlighted in Table 1 (Botta, A. et 

al., 2017). Many academics have projected onto their integration because of this 

complementarity, with the goal of obtaining benefits in certain business application 

scenarios (Botta, A. et al., 2017; Alhakbani, N. et al., 2014). 

Many applications have relied on Database Management Systems (DBMS) for a 

long time to store and handle data. As the number of connected devices grows, the 

number of users and data generated by IoT has expanded dramatically in recent years 

and will continue to do so in the future (Díaz, M. et al., 2016). Meanwhile, the 

excessive growth in users, data, and sensors reflects that a large DBMS is not suitable 

anymore. As a result, a platform that can meet these requirements in terms of 

scalability, processing, and even storage is required (Díaz, M. et al., 2016). 

Many platforms recently arose for storing, processing, and accessing large 

amounts of heterogeneity data known as BD (Díaz, M. et al., 2016). These platforms 

are batch processing, distributed database, real-time processing, and distributed 

queues (Díaz, M. et al., 2016). Each of these platforms has its management, 

monitoring, and deployment tools, techniques, and mechanisms to be followed. 

As clarified in Figure 2 and Table 2, all the mentioned challenges for IoT are still 

hot and need more work to cover except data aggregation (Botta, A. et al., 2017; 

Abbasi, M. A. et al., 2017). Data aggregation in IoT has covered a lot of research in 

the last decade, even it is still hot in correlation with other challenges, especially 

security and privacy (Botta, A. et al., 2017). 
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IoT data heterogeneity is currently pertaining to a big range of fields and 

businesses like public security via video surveillance, healthcare, smart homes, smart 

cities, Mobility, logistics, environment, etc., as mentioned in Table 2 (Botta, A. et al., 

2017). Many models and frameworks were developed to manage data heterogeneity 

in loT like: Service-Oriented- Data-Management-Framework and Policy-Based 

Coordination Architecture, which is described in detail with a set of other IoT 

challenges frameworks and Models in Table 3 (Abbasi, M. A. et al., 2017).  

Table 2 shows the results. Although the integration of the loT and CC can achieve 

the aims of storing, representing, and processing huge amounts of data in loT domains, 

there are still outstanding issues such as analyzing, normalizing, verifying, and 

filtering loT data (Botta, A. et al., 2017; Abbasi, M. A. et al., 2017). Because of the 

lack of open standards, the wide range of technologies associated with the Internet of 

Things, and the vast volume of data generated, strategies to improve and optimise 

such integration challenges are required (Díaz, M. et al., 2016). Fig 2 focuses on IoT 

challenges and highlights the volume of effort done in these challenges using current 

data management models, frameworks, and platforms (Abbasi, M. A. et al., 2017). 

Even though CC can assist overcome some of the restrictions of IoT, there are 

other situations that must be addressed, such as mobility support, geo-distribution, 

location awareness, and low latency, and CC shortages make it difficult to do so (Díaz, 

M. et al., 2016; Gharaibeh, A. et al., 2017). A new platform, called Fog Computing 

(FC), wants to provide networking, computing, services, and storage between CC and 

end devices (Díaz, M. et al., 2016). It's called "Fog" since fog is a low-lying cloud, 

and its primary goal is to extend CC to get it closer to loT devices. (Díaz, M. et al., 

2016; Gharaibeh, A. et al., 2017). In other cases, data may not need to be stored in 

the cloud or must be handled with extremely low latency and mobility. Through a 

distributed and combined platform in partnership with loT devices, FC can supply the 

necessary requirements in IoT (Díaz, M. et al., 2016). 

Notwithstanding, due to loT limited restrictions, FC cannot provide functions 

such as data access to large numbers of users, storing historical data, and complex 

analysis complemented with CC (Díaz, M. et al., 2016). Under FC, most data 

processing functionalities are done out from the Cloud. An efficient and reliable 

communication system is required to get a robust, cost-effective power supply 

through Smart Grids (SGs). The FC model can meet computational requirements for 

SG applications (Naranjo, P. G. V. et al., 2016). 
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Fig. 1: IoT paradigms (Botta, A. et al., 2015; Kosmatos, E. A. et al., 2011) 

Table 1: Complementary Aspects of CC and IoT (Botta, A. et al., 2015) 

Item Cloud IoT 

Displacement 

Centralization 
Centralized Spreading widely 

Reachability Everywhere Limited 

Components 
Virtual recourses over 

physical Hardware 
Devices/Sensors 

Physical Computational 

capabilities 
Huge but limited Limited 

Physical Storage Huge but limited Limited or not exists 

Role of the Intranet 
Service Delivery 

Means 
Point of convergence 

Role for Big Data 
Data Management 

Means 
Data-Source 

Virtual Components Virtual recourses None 

Virtual Computational 

capabilities 
Virtually unlimited None 

Virtual Storage Virtually unlimited None 
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Table 2: Challenges pertaining to cloud-IoT Data and Applications (Botta, A. et al., 2015) 
A
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Heterog

eneity 

Privac

y 

Legal & 

Social 

Aspects 

Large 

Scale 

Secur

ity 

Reliabil

ity 

Performa

nce 

Smart Home ✓     ✓ ✓ 

Video 

Surveillance ✓    ✓ ✓ ✓ 

Healthcare ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 

Smart cities ✓ ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓ 

Smart 

Energy ✓ ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓ 

Automotive ✓    ✓ ✓ ✓ 

Smart 

Logistics ✓  ✓ ✓  ✓  

Smart 

Metering ✓     ✓ ✓ 

Smart 

Communitie

s 
✓ ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓ 

Smart Grid ✓ ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓ 

Smart 

Mobility ✓    ✓ ✓ ✓ 

Environment

al 

Monitoring 
✓   ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 
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Fig. 2: IoT data management challenges [34] 

 

Table 3: IoT Data Management Challenges for Available Frameworks Or Systems (Abbasi, 

M. A. et al., 2017) 

3. IoT data heterogeneity  

Thousands of small chips, gadgets, and items comprise systems and subsystems in a 

typical IoT ecosystem, generating massive amounts of data and information (Ahad, 

M. A. et al., 2020). The data from these devices interact to provide services to the 

users (Ahad, M. A. et al., 2020). As previously mentioned, multiple research have 

presented data heterogeneity management systems and frameworks based on several 

architectures involving EC, FC, and CC (Atlam, H. F. 2018; Mahmud, R. et al., 2018; 

Alreshidi, E. J. et al., 2022; Chiang, M. et al., 2016). Data heterogeneity has to be 

handled all over these dimensions concurrently, geographically, and semantically. 

This will focus on the proposed framework in the Fog of Things platform section 

below.  

4. Fog computing 

4.1. Why fog computing? 

Since data centers of the cloud are geographically centralized, they are not usually 

able to deal with billions of geo-distributed loT devices (Díaz, M. et al., 2016; Wang, 

Framework 

Model 

Data 

Aggreg

ation 

Data 

Analyti

cs 

Context 

Manage

ment 

Hetero-

geneity 

Data 

Integri

ty 

Inter-

operab

ility 

Privac

y 

Knowl

edge 

creatio

n 

(Mishra, N. 

et al., 2015) 
✓ ✓      ✓ 

(Fan, T. et 

al., 2010) 
✓   ✓  ✓   

(Fonseca, J. 

et al., 2016) 
  ✓   ✓   

(Khodadadi

, F. et al., 

2015) 
✓  ✓ ✓     

(Quanqing, 

X. et al., 

2016) 
✓ ✓   ✓    

(Ma, S. et 

al., 2014) 
✓ ✓       

(Valera, A. 

J. J. et al., 

2010) 
✓    ✓  ✓  
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T. et al., 2019). As a result, overloaded networks, excessive service delivery latency, 

and poor Quality of Service (QoS) are common. (Wang, T. et al., 2019; Islam, T. 

2018; Mirzavand, E. et al., 2018). 

FC has enough storage and processing power to store collected video streams, 

transcode, and process video frames for activities like object recognition, data mining, 

and object tracking (Yi, S. et al., 2015). We can then simply deliver notifications, 

events, descriptions, or video summaries to end-users, central servers, or databases. 

(Yi, S. et al., 2015). We can eventually achieve processing and feedback of high-

volume video streaming, as well as service scalability on low-bandwidth output data, 

with Fog support (Yi, S. et al., 2015). To alleviate the risk of personal privacy leaks 

in public surveillance systems, privacy-preserving measures can also be used on the 

fog side (Yi, S. et al., 2015). 

4.2. What is fog computing? 

FC is a distributed computing paradigm that serves as a bridge between IoT devices 

and cloud data centers. centers (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018; Islam, T. 20185). It has 

several features, like as computation, storage, and networking, that allow Cloud-

based services to be brought closer to IoT devices (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018; Yi, S. et 

al., 2015). The concept of FC was first presented by Cisco in 2012 to tackle the issues 

of loT applications in traditional CC (Macaulay, J. et al., 2015; Macaulay, J. et al., 

2015). With real-time and latency-sensitive service requirements, IoT devices are 

widely dispersed at the network's edge (Macaulay, J. et al., 2015; Macaulay, J. et al., 

2015).  

Low latency and location awareness, wide-spread geographical distribution, 

Mobility, a large number of nodes, the leading role of wireless access, a substantial 

presence of streaming and real-time applications, and ultimately heterogeneity are all 

features that define the Fog (Bonomi, F. et al., 2012). Fog is a natural extension of 

Cloud: Fog and Cloud collaborate to build a mutually beneficial and interdependent 

service continuity between the Cloud and endpoints, allowing communication, 

storage, computation, and control to take place anywhere (Chiang, M. et al., 2015). 

To address the technological gaps in IoT support, a new computing and networking 

architecture, such as Fog, will be required, which will bring processing, control, 

storage, and networking functions closer to end-user devices. Fog outperforms the 

Cloud in the following three categories: perform considerable data networking and 

communication at or near the end-user, perform significant data storage at or near the 

end-user, and perform significant control and computation at or near the end-user 

(Atlam, H. F. 2018; Alreshidi, E. J. et al., 2022; Chiang, M. et al., 2016; Ribeiro, F. 

M. et al., 2021; Bukhari, M. M. et al., 2022; Kamruzzaman, M. M. et al., 2022; Hewa, 

T. et al., 2022; Jain, S. et al., 2021). 

To monitor and control the Fog, cloud services may be deployed (Atlam, H. F. 

2018; Chiang, M. et al., 2016; Gill, S. S. 2022). Fog can operate as a proxy for the 
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Cloud in delivering Cloud services to IoT devices and for IoT devices in interacting 

with the Cloud (Atlam, H. F. 2018; Ahlmeyer, M. et al., 2016). Some functions are 

better performed in the fog, whereas others are better performed in the cloud. (Atlam, 

H. F. 2018; Alreshidi, E. J. et al., 2022; Chiang, M. et al., 2016). The primary 

problems of fog research and innovation will be determining which functionalities 

that is recommended to operate in the fog and what are the recommendations of how 

interaction can be done between the fog and the Cloud (Atlam, H. F. 2018; Mahmud, 

R. et al., 2018; Yi, S. et al., 2015). 

4.3. Fog computing architecture 

CC is made up of mainly homogeneous physical resources that are installed and 

maintained centrally (Bonomi, F. et al., 2014; Pang, J. et al., 2021). Fog extends the 

Cloud to the edge and IoT devices, complementing and outspreading it; Fog's 

distributed architecture, which consists of heterogeneous resources, must be managed 

in a distributed manner (Bonomi, F. et al., 2014; Oppitz, M. et al., 2018). Fog 

architecture, like Cloud architecture, is concerned with the coexistence of 

applications belonging to diverse tenants (Khodadadi, F. et al., 2015; Atlam, H. F. 

2018; Bonomi, F. et al., 2014). Each tenant considers their resources to be dedicated 

and establishes a topology Bonomi, F. et al., 2014 (). To enable scalable and 

autonomous resource management, Fog, like the cloud, adds a policy-based 

orchestration and provisioning layer to the resource virtualization layer (Diene, B. et 

al., 2020; Bonomi, F. et al., 2014). Finally, the Fog architecture provides APIs for the 

development and deployment of applications. 

The Fog network infrastructure is also physically diverse, with high-speed 

connections connecting enterprise data centres and the core to a range of wireless 

access technologies at  the edge (Bonomi, F. et al., 2014). Wireless access has a 

variety of technologies, like: 3G/4G, LTE, WiFi, and so on (Omar, H. A. et al., 2016; 

Kuran, M. S. et al., 2017). As depicted in figure 3, the components of Fog architecture 

explain thoroughly how the above objectives come true 9Bonomi, F. et al., 20140. 

4.4. Fog geo-distribution: A new dimension of big data  

Volume, Velocity, and Variety are the three dimensions that define BD today (Ullah, 

A. et al., 2020; Sharma, R. et al., 2020; Huo, Z. et al., 2016; Mahdavinejad, M. S. et 

al., 2018). Many IoT use cases, such as Smart Cities, Smart Grids, Connected Rail, 

and pipeline monitoring, are physically and geographically spread, as argued in many 

IoT use cases (Gharaibeh, A. et al. 2017; Bonomi, F. et al., 2014; Hashem, I. A. T. et 

al. 2016). This shows that the properties of BD should be expanded to include a fourth 

dimension, namely, geo-distribution (Sharma, R.et al., 2020; Bonomi, F. et al., 2012; 

Oppitz, M. et al., 2018).  

The fundamental issue in the aforementioned use cases areas is not the volume 

or rate of data produced by any single device, but rather the large number of sensors/ 

actuators that must be controlled, managed, and orchestrated as a unified unit 
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(Kamruzzaman, M. M. et al., 2022; Bonomi, F. et al., 2014; Mineraud, J. et al., 2017). 

Moving data processing from a central Cloud to a distributed Cloud is becoming more 

difficult (Diene, B. et al., 2020; Bonomi, F. et al., 2014; Ning, H. et al., 2020; Chiang, 

M. et al., 2017). At the Fog, a distributed intelligent platform that handles dispersed 

computing, networking, and storage resources is required (Bonomi, F. et al., 2014; 

Tsai, C. W. et al., 2015). So, even FC adds a new dimension to BD, loT and surely 

complementing CC, it plays a crucial role to manage data heterogeneity by 

connecting loT devices locally, providing local computing and data storage which is 

faster and cheaper (Díaz, M. et al., 2017; Mahmud, R. et al., 2018; Alreshidi, E. J. et 

al., 2022; Chiang, M. et al., 2016; Ribeiro, F. M. et al., 2021; Jain, S. et al., 2021; 

Barik, R. et al., 2017). 

4.5. Computation domain of cloud computing, fog computing, and 

edge computing 

Several computing paradigms have already been given in computation technologies, 

taking into account the concepts of Edge Computing (EC) and Cloud Computing (CC) 

(Makiabadi, M. K. 2021). Mobile Edge Computing (MEC) and Mobile CC (MCC) 

are two of them that have emerged as potential extensions of CC and EC (Mahmud, 

R. et al., 2018; Makiabadi, M. K. 2021). 

MEC has long been regarded as one of the most important enablers of cellular 

base station evolution (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018, Khalil, F. Y. 2018; Chen, M. et al., 

2020). It allows EC servers and cellular base stations to work together (Mahmud, R. 

et al., 2018; Chen, M. et al., 2020). MEC can be connected to faraway Cloud data 

centers or it can be disconnected (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018). As a result, MEC can 

deploy 2-tier or 3-tier hierarchical applications into the network [47]. 

MEC also wants to improve network efficiency and adapt speedier cellular 

services for clients (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018). To accommodate 5G communications, 

MEC has been significantly improved (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018; Cau, E. et al. 2016). 

Furthermore, it seeks to provide content distribution and application development 

with flexible access to radio network information (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018; Cau, E. 

et al. 2016).  

MCC provides vital computational resources to let offloaded mobile apps run 

faster and closer to end users (Sanaei, Z. et al., 2013). Cloudlets, which are light-

weight cloud servers, are frequently installed at the edge network in MCC (Mahmud, 

R. et al., 2018; Sanaei, Z. et al., 2013). Cloud servers, in conjunction with end-user 

mobile devices and cloud data centres, create a 3-tier hierarchical framework for rich 

mobile application deployment (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018). For both network operators 

and cloud service providers, MCC combines cloud computing, mobile computing, 

and wireless communication to increase end-user quality of experience (QoE) and 

extend corporate market potential (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018; Sanaei, Z. et al., 2013).  
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Both edge and core networking components can be used as computational 

infrastructure in FC, as depicted in fig 4 (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018). Like MEC and 

MCC, FC can also allow edge computation (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018). However, FC 

can be extended to the core network besides the edge network (Ahad, M. A. et al., 

2020; Tsai, C. W. et al., 2015). Moreover, FC components at the edge network can 

be positioned closer to the loT devices compared to cloud servers and cellular edge 

servers (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018; Gill, S. S. 2022). As a result, multi-tier application 

deployment and service demand mitigation of many loT devices can easily be 

monitored through FC Mahmud, R. et al., 2018.  

This solution allows loT data to be stored and processed within the vicinity of 

loT devices, which is advantageous because loT devices are widely scattered and 

require real-time response to any service requests (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018). As a 

result, service delivery latency for real-time loT applications will be minimized to a 

great extent. Unlike EC, FC can extend cloud-based services like laaS, PaaS, SaaS, 

etc., to the edge of the network (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018; Alreshidi, E. J. et al., 2022). 

FC is thought to have greater potential and structure for loT than other similar 

computing paradigms because of the aforementioned characteristics (Mahmud, R. et 

al., 2018; Gill, S. S. 2022).  

5. Complementary aspects between fog computing and cloud 
computing  103 ground floor  

The LTE core's Packet Data Network Gateways (PDN-GW) and Service Gateways 

(S-GW), massive servers in a data center, and routers and core gateways in a WAN 

backbone are all examples of expensive, centralized, big, and difficult-to-innovate 

"boxes" that supply services and applications (Chiang, M. et al., 2016; Cruz, B. de O. 

2013; Cao, J. et al., 2019; Dawood, M. 2020). The traditional view of the edge is that 

it relies on core networks and data centers, whereas the fog view sees the edge as a 
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component of both the core network and data center (Chiang, M. et al., 2016). Table 

4 highlights the main features of Fog compared to Cloud . 

Fig. 3: FC architecture (Bonomi, F. et al., 2014) 

Fig. 4: Computation domain of CC, FC, and EC (Mahmud, R. et al., 2018) 

Table 4: Main characteristics of FC and CC (Chiang, M. et al., 2016) 

Aspect Cloud Fog 

Location 

Model of 

Computing 

Centralized computing in few 

data-centers 

Distributed computing in many 

locations, and many areas, 

centralized or distributed control 

Size 

very big number of data 

centers, each has thousands of 

servers 

One fog per location or as big as 

required 

Big fog system consists of a large 

number of fog nodes 

Deployment advanced deployment 
ad-hoc deployment with little or 

no planning 

Operation 

For Facilities & environments 

selected and fully controlled 

by Cloud operators. 

Require technical expert 

teams. 

Large companies for 

operation. 

Customers or their requirements 

determine the environment. 
Need no or little human 

involvement. 

Large & small companies for 

operation is accepted, fog size is 

the measure 

Applications 

Support cyber- domain 

applications. 

Accept delay of few seconds 

or longer 

Supports cyber- domain and 

cyber- physical applications. 

Time-critical applications with 

latency requirements below tens 

of milliseconds or maybe lower. 
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Internet 

connectivity & 

Bandwidth 

requirements 

Internet connectivity is 

required 

Bandwidth requirements 

increase with volume of data 

generated by all clients 

Internet connectivity is not 

required 

After Fog filtration, the 

Bandwidth requirements increase 

with volume of data to be sent to 

the Cloud 

6. Fog Computing platform for FoT (Fog of Things) 

6.1. FoT platform overview 

The rapid adoption of smart-homes - as a sample environment - is gaining traction 

around the world, and it's becoming a lucrative commercial potential for a variety of 

industrial applications. Smart-homes that use IoT create a lot of important data. To 

fully realize the potential of this data, modern BD analytics tools and platforms 

capable of processing, analyzing, and managing it in a cost-effective manner are 

required. The value of this data increases day by day. Moreover, the environments 

utilizing IoT and urgently needs to get the maximum value of this data, other than 

smart-homes are increasing. For instance, predictive maintenance, intelligent farm 

management, ... etc.  This section discusses the system requirements for developing 

loT BD with Fog and CC, as well as the components of the proposed Fog of Things 

(FoT) platform. In the FoT platform, all data collection, management, processing, and 

even data heterogeneity management are done between loT sensors, EC (if required), 

and FC. CC is involved in this platform only for centralized computing. 

6.2. FoT platform PROS and CONS 

FoT platform resolves almost all Cloud-IoT challenges with one solution. It 

depends mainly on FC in data saving and processing. Data collection from IoT 

sensors, and historically saving this data on fog server for local processing and 

decision making releasing a big load from CC. Localizing data storing, processing 

and even management on fog server directly increases data privacy performance and 

surely decrease CC cost. FoT platform will lose CC huge hardware capabilities, 

central data storing, central data processing and central data streaming like 

broadcasting. Meanwhile, this CC advantage may cost a lot of money with no 

significant needs, which can be managed with a cost-effective way to utilize CC with 

minimum cost best. 

6.3. FoT platform best fit  

FoT platform can be best utilized when it acts as a focal point for loT processing 

engine as he directs processing to fog server when it comes to local processing. If 

there is any central processing, it will run on a cloud server. Moreover, any analytics 

results or artificial intelligence programs can run on Cloud and spread its results to 

all fog servers to act as a local server for this Intelligent decision based on the training 

of data feeding on cloud server to fog server. 
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6.4. FoT platform architecture 

As described in figure 5, the FoT platform consists of loT sensors that act as data 

sources directly connected to loT middleware. loT middleware takes EC's (Edge 

Computing) role to get data from loT sensors and directly send it over the local 

network to the local fog server. Moreover, EC sends the same data over the Internet 

to cloud servers for backup and central continuous with interactive training for 

machine learning. Fog servers are main components in Fog platform as they receive 

data from EC and executes a lot of local FC like: storing data, analyzing data, 

processing data, producing real time decisions. These decisions maybe intelligent 

decisions and depend on central deep learning algorithm running on cloud server, for 

example. This is why FC is still having limited functionality and has a lot of 

challenges to be resolved. FoT cannot neglect the existence of cloud servers even it 

seeks to rarely use it. Cloud server in FoT has all central functions like: analysis, 

searching, monitoring and surely intelligent prediction. The artificial intelligence 

systems running on Cloud serves only. 

 

Fig. 5: FoT platform architecture 

7. Discussion 

The main added value for the FoT platform is that it can rarely use the cloud server 

and replace it with a local fog server. This can make real-time systems and real-time 

data processing acts better than depending on CC, which takes significantly much 
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more time for data transmission over the Internet. Moreover, fog servers may be 

locally connected to loT sensors away from any internet connectivity, minimizing 

internet dependency risk. Reducing cloud server utilization directly affects data 

privacy as FoT manages data processing locally over a local network, greatly 

enhancing data privacy. CC cost, which is already expensive can be minimized by 

increasing data processing and management on FoT, which maximize its value-added. 

So, the FoT platform helps increase performance, reduce response time, minimize 

infrastructure and internet connectivity dependency, and reduce CC cost by 

minimizing its utilization.  

To the best of our knowledge, the FOT platform can be considered the most 

overall platform that targets orchestrating the IoT data management operations locally 

and globally. FOT platform will play a crucial role in handling data heterogeneity and 

increasing data privacy for IoT. Downgrading global data processing on a cloud 

server to the minimum greatly affects increasing IoT data privacy. Processing data 

locally on the fog server and sending only selective data fiends to the cloud server is 

a smart way to handle IoT data heterogeneity and expand IoT data privacy limits. FC 

can take a large amount of central processing traditionally managed by CC. The best 

utilization of the FC layer in the FOT platform is to manage a big portion of data 

processing locally or regionally and replace central Processing on CC. 

8. Conclusion and future work 

IoT data heterogeneity and privacy are big challenges that have to be handled to 

utilize IoT sensors' data best and extract fruitful information and valuable knowledge. 

Several research have proposed data heterogeneity solutions, frameworks, and 

platforms based on EC, FC, and CC architectures. We primarily looked at research 

that were cutting-edge and relevant to our work. Detailed requirements for IoT data 

heterogeneity management platform via fog and cloud computing were addressed. 

FOT platform implementation and recommended tools for building this platform will 

be the focus on future work. This platform implementation will cover all modules 

highlighted in platform architecture. Real-time data streaming and historical data 

management will be big challenges to tackle in platform implementation. 

References 

Gazis, V. (2017). A survey of standards for machine-to-machine and the internet of 

things. IEEE Commun. Surv. Tutorials, 19(1), 482-511, 

doi:10.1109/COMST.2016.2592948. 

Karpf, B. A. (2017). Dead reckoning: Where we stand on privacy and security 

controls for the internet of things. Massachusetts Institute of Technology. 

Macaulay, J., Buckalew, L. & Chung, G. ( 2015). Internet of things in logistics: A 



 
Zahran et al. Journal of System and Management Sciences, Vol.12, 2022, No.1, pp. 521-544 

537 

 

collaborative report by DHL and Cisco on implications and use cases for the logistics 

industry. 

Park, H., Kim, H., Joo, H. & Song, J. S. (2016). Recent advancements in the Internet-

of-Things related standards: A oneM2M perspective. ICT Express. 2(3), 126-129. 

doi10.1016/j.icte.2016.08.009. 

Hossain, M. S. & Muhammad, G. (2016). Cloud-assisted Industrial Internet of Things 

(IIoT) - Enabled framework for health monitoring. Comput. Networks. 101, 192-202, 

doi:10.1016/j.comnet.2016.01.009. 

Chen, M., Wan, J., Gonzalez, S., Liao, X. & Leung, V. C. M. (2014). A survey of 

recent developments in home M2M networks. IEEE Commun. Surv. Tutorials. 16(1), 

9 8-114. doi: 10.1109/SURV.2013.110113.00249. 

Razzaque, M. A., Milojevic-Jevric, M., Palade, A., & S. Cla, “Middleware for 

internet of things: A survey,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 70–95, 2016, 

doi:10.1109/JIOT.2015.2498900. 

Botta, A., De Donato, W., Persico, V., & Pescapé, A. (2015). Integration of cloud 

computing and internet of things: A survey. Futur. Gener. Comput. Syst., 56, 684-

700, doi:10.1016/j.future.2015.09.021. 

Stergiou, C., Psannis, K. E., Kim, B. G. & Gupta, B. (2018). Secure integration of 

IoT and cloud computing. Futur. Gener. Comput. Syst., 78, 964-975, 

doi:10.1016/j.future.2016.11.031. 

Ji, B. et al. (2020). Survey on the internet of vehicles: network architectures and 

applications. IEEE Commun. Stand. Mag., 4(1), 34-41, 

doi:10.1109/MCOMSTD.001.1900053. 

Gubbi, J., Buyya, Marusic, R. S., & Palaniswami, M. (2013). Internet of Things (IoT): 

A vision , architectural elements, and future directions. Futur. Gener. Comput. Syst., 

29(7), 1645-1660, doi:10.1016/j.future.2013.01.010. 

Ullah, A., Mohd Nawi N., Hayat Khan, M. & Khan, H. A. (2020). Rise of big data 

due to hybrid platform of cloud computing and internet of thing. J. Soft Comput. Data 

Min., 1(1), 46-54, doi:10.30880/jscdm.2020.01.01.006. 

Khodkari H. & Maghrebi, S. G. (2016).Necessity of the integration Internet of Things 

and cloud services with quality of service assurance approach. Bull. la Société R. des 

Sci. Liège, 85, 434-445. 

Diène, B., Rodrigues, J. J. P. C., Diallo, O., Ndoye, E. H. M., & Korotaev, V. V. 



 
Zahran et al. Journal of System and Management Sciences, Vol.12, 2022, No.1, pp. 521-544 

538 

 

(2020). Data management techniques for Internet of Things. Mech. Syst. Signal 

Process. 138, 106564. doi:10.1016/J.YMSSP.2019.106564. 

Atzori, L., Iera, A., & Morabito, G. (2017). Understanding the Internet of Things: 

definition, potentials, and societal role of a fast evolving paradigm. Ad Hoc Networks. 

56, 122-140. doi:10.1016/j.adhoc.2016.12.004. 

Mashal, I., Alsaryrah, O., Chung, T. Y., Yang, C. Z., Kuo, W. H., & Agrawal, D. P. 

(2014). Choices for interaction with things on Internet and underlying issues. Ad Hoc 

Networks. 28, 68-90, doi:10.1016/j.adhoc.2014.12.006. 

Sonntag, M., Mehmann, J., & Teuteberg, F. (2021). Application of Industry 4 . 0 in 

the Automotive Sector, September. 

Diene, B., Diallo, O., Rodrigues, J. J. P. C., Ndoye, E. H. M., & Teodorov, C. (2020). 

Data management mechanisms for IoT: Architecture, challenges and solutions. 5th 

International Conference on Smart and Sustainable Technologies, SpliTech. 1-6, 

doi:10.23919/SpliTech49282.2020.9243728. 

Huacarpuma, R. C., De Sousa Junior, R. T., De Holanda, M. T., Albuquerque, R. de 

O., Villalba, L. J. G., & Kim, T. H., (2017). Distributed data service for data 

management in internet of things middleware. Sensors (Switzerland), 17(5). 

doi:10.3390/s17050977. 

Celesti, A. “Information management in IoT cloud-based tele-rehabilitation as a 

service for smart cities: Comparison of NoSQL approaches. Meas. J. Int. Meas. 

Confed. 151, 107218. doi:10.1016/j.measurement.2019.107218. 

Kar, A. K., & Rakshit, A. (2014). Pricing of cloud IaaS based on feature prioritization 

- A value based approach. in Recent Advances in Intelligent Informatics. December. 

S. M. T. A. A. S. K. P. J. M. C. Rodriguez, Ed. Springer, Cham. 321-330. 

Campos, J. (2014). Current and prospective information and communication 

technologies for the e-maintenance applications. J. Qual. Maint. Eng. 20(3), 233-248. 

doi:10.1108/JQME-05-2014-0029. 

Al Bajjari, F. (2014). A model for adopting cloud computing in government sector: 

Case study in Iraq. Cankaya University. 

Khadka, J. (2021). Building information modelling: Indoor localization. (2021). UiT 

Norges arktiske universitet. 

Yu, Z., Peng, H., Zeng, X. Sofi, M., Xing, H., & Zhou, Z. (2017). Smarter 



 
Zahran et al. Journal of System and Management Sciences, Vol.12, 2022, No.1, pp. 521-544 

539 

 

construction site management using the latest information technology. in 

Proceedings of the Institution of Civil Engineers-Civil Engineering. 172(2), 89-95. 

doi:10.1680/jcien.18.00030. 

Armbrust, M. et al. (2010). A view of cloud computing. Commun. ACM, 4(1), 54. 

Sharma, R., Agarwal, P.. & Mahapatra, R. P. (2020). Evolution in big data analytics 

on internet of things: Applications and future plan. in Intelligent Systems Reference 

Library. 163, 453-477. 

Lee, C. K. M., Yeung, C. L., & Cheng, M. N. (2015). Research on IoT based cyber 

physical system for industrial big data analytics. IEEE Int. Conf. Ind. Eng. Eng. 

Manag. 1855-1859. doi:10.1109/IEEM.2015.7385969. 

Rizwan, P., Suresh, K., & Rajasekhara Babu, M. (2017). Real-time smart traffic 

management system for smart cities by using Internet of Things and big data. 

doi:10.1109/ICETT.2016.7873660. 

Zhou, H. (2013). The internet of things in the cloud: A middleware perspective. Boca 

Raton, FL, USA: Taylor & Francis Group, LLC. 

Perera, C., Member, S., Zaslavsky, A., Christen, P., & Georgakopoulos, D. (2014). 

Context aware computing for the internet of things: A survey. 16(1), 414-454. 

Alhakbani, N., Hassan, M. M., Hossain, M. A., & Alnuem, M. (2014). A framework 

of adaptive interaction support in cloud-based internet of things (IoT) environment. 

Lect. Notes Comput. Sci. (including Subser. Lect. Notes Artif. Intell. Lect. Notes 

Bioinformatics). 8729, 136-146. doi:10.1007/978-3-319-11692-1_12. 

Díaz, M., Martín, C., & Rubio, B. (2016). State-of-the-art, challenges, and open 

issues in the integration of Internet of things and cloud computing. J. Netw. Comput. 

Appl. 67, 99-117. doi:10.1016/j.jnca.2016.01.010. 

Abbasi, M. A., Memon, Z. A., Syed, T. Q., Memon, J., & Alshboul, R. (2017). 

Addressing the future data management challenges in IoT : A proposed framework. 

Int. J. Adv. Comput. Sci. Appl., 8(5), 197-207. 

Gharaibeh, A. et al. (2017). Smart cities: A survey on data management, security, and 

enabling technologies. (2017). IEEE Commun. Surv. Tutorials. 19(4), 2456-2501. 

doi:10.1109/COMST.2017.2736886. 

Naranjo, P. G. V., Shojafar, M., Vaca-Cardenas, L., Canali, C., Lancellotti, R., & 

Baccarelli, (2016). Big data over smartgrid - A fog computing perspective. Proc. 24th 



 
Zahran et al. Journal of System and Management Sciences, Vol.12, 2022, No.1, pp. 521-544 

540 

 

Int. Conf. Software, Telecommun. Comput. Networks (SoftCOM 2016). 22-24. 

[Online]. Available: http://mshojafar.com/SOFTCOM2016.pdf. 

Kosmatos, E. A., Tselikas, N. D., & Boucouvalas, A. C. (2011). Integrating RFIDs 

and smart objects into a unified internet of things architecture. 

doi:10.4236/ait.2011.11002. 

Mishra, N., Lin, C., & Chang, H. (2015). A cognitive adopted framework for IoT big-

data management and knowledge discovery prospective. Int. J. Distrib. Sens. 

Networks. 11(10). doi:https://doi.org/10.1155/2015/718390. 

Fan, T., and Chen, Y. (2010). “A scheme of data management in the internet of things. 

in 2nd IEEE InternationalConference on Network Infrastructure and Digital Content. 

110-114. doi:10.1109/ICNIDC.2010.5657908. 

Fonseca, J., Ferraz, C., & Gama, K. (2016). A policy-based coordination architecture 

for distributed complex event processing in the internet of things: doctoral 

symposium. in DEBS ’16: Proceedings of the 10th ACM International Conference 

on Distributed and Event-based Systems. 418-421. 

doi:https://doi.org/10.1145/2933267.2933431. 

Khodadadi, F., Calheiros, R. N., & Buyya, R. (2015). A data-centric framework for 

development and deployment of Internet of Things applications in clouds. 

doi:10.1109/ISSNIP.2015.7106952. 

Quanqing, X., Aung, K. M. M., Yong, Y. Z., & Leong, K. (2016). A large-scale 

object-based active storage platform for data analytics in the internet of things. in 

Advanced Multimedia and Ubiquitous Engineering. 2, 405-413. [Online] Available: 

https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-662-47895-0_49. 

Ma, S., Shi, Q., & Xu, L. (2014). An intelligent storage management system based 

on cloud computing and internet of things. in Proceedings of International 

Conference on Computer Science and Information Technology. 255, 499-505, 

[Online]. Available: 

http://ndl.ethernet.edu.et/bitstream/123456789/65827/1/27.pdf#page=491. 

Valera, A. J. J., Zamora, M. A., & Skarmeta, A. F. G. (2010). An architecture based 

on internet of things to support mobility and security in medical environments. in I7th 

EEE Consumer Communications and Networking Conference. 1-5. 

doi:0.1109/CCNC.2010.5421661. 

Ahad, M. A., Tripathi, G., Zafar, S., & Doja, F. (2020). IoT data management-security 

aspects of information linkage in IoT systems. in Principles of Internet of Things (IoT) 



 
Zahran et al. Journal of System and Management Sciences, Vol.12, 2022, No.1, pp. 521-544 

541 

 

Ecosystem: Insight Paradigm. S.-L. Peng, S. Pal, and L. Huang, Eds. Springer 

International Publishing. 439-464. 

Atlam, H. F. (2018). Fog computing and the internet of things: A review. 1-18. 

doi:10.3390/bdcc2020010. 

Mahmud, R., Kotagiri, R., & Buyya, R. (2018). Fog computing: A taxonomy, survey 

and future directions. in Internet of everything: Algorithms, Methodologies, 

Technologies and Perspectives. K.-C. L. L. T. Y. A. E. Beniamino Di Martino, Ed. 

Singapore: Springer. 103-130. 

Alreshidi, E. J., & Arabia, S. (2022). Introducing fog computing (FC) technology to 

internet of things (IoT) cloud-based anti-theft vehicles solutions. Int. J. Syst. Dyn. 

Appl. 11(3), 1-21. doi:10.4018/IJSDA.287114. 

Chiang, M., & Zhang, T. (2016). “Fog and IoT: An overview of research 

opportunities. IEEE Internet Things J. 3(6), 854-864. 

doi:10.1109/JIOT.2016.2584538. 

Wang, T., Liang, Y., Jia, W., Arif, M., Liu, A., & Xie, M. (2019). Coupling resource 

management based on fog computing in smart city systems. J. Netw. Comput. Appl. 

135, 11-19. doi:10.1016/j.jnca.2019.02.021. 

Islam, T. (2018). A study on big data management strategy using fog computing. 

Khulna University of Engineering & Technology (KUET), Khulna, Bangladesh. 

Mirzavand, E., Dadmehr, B., & Mohsen, R. (2018). Fog-based energy-efficient 

routing protocol for wireless sensor networks. J. Supercomput. 74(12), 6831-6858. 

doi:10.1007/s11227-018-2514-3. 

Yi, S., Li, C., & Li, Q. (2015). A survey of fog computing: Concepts, applications 

and issues. Proc. Int. Symp. Mob. Ad Hoc Netw. Comput. 37-42, 

doi:10.1145/2757384.2757397. 

Sampaio, H. V., Luiza, A., De Jesus, C., & Westphall, C. B. (2019). Autonomic IoT 

battery management with fog computing. in International Conference on Green, 

Pervasive, and Cloud Computing. 89-103. doi:10.1007/978-3-030-19223-5. 

Macaulay, J., Buckalew, L., & Chung, G. (2015). Internet of things in logistics. DHL 

Trend Res. 1(2), 1-27. 

Bonomi, F., Milito, R., Zhu, J., & Addepalli, S. (2012). Fog computing and its role 

in the internet of things. MCC’12 - Proc. 1st ACM Mob. Cloud Comput. Work. 13-



 
Zahran et al. Journal of System and Management Sciences, Vol.12, 2022, No.1, pp. 521-544 

542 

 

15. doi:10.1145/2342509.2342513. 

Ribeiro, F. M., Bianchi, R. A. C., Prati, R. C., Kolehmainen, K., Soininen, J., & 

Kamienski, C. A. (2021). Data reduction based on machine learning algorithms for 

fog computing in IoT smart agriculture. Biosyst. Eng. 

doi:10.1016/j.biosystemseng.2021.12.021. 

Bukhari, M. M. et al. (2022). An intelligent proposed model for task offloading in 

fog-cloud collaboration using logistics regression. 

Kamruzzaman, M. M., Yan, B., Sarker, N. I., Alruwaili, O., Wu, M., & Alrashdi, I. 

(2022). Blockchain and fog computing in IoT-driven healthcare services for smart 

cities. 

Hewa, T., Member, S. & Braeken, A. (2022). Fog computing and blockchain based 

security service architecture for 5G industrial IoT enabled cloud manufacturing. 3203, 

1-11. doi:10.1109/TII.2022.3140792. 

Jain, S. & Gupta, S. (2021). Fog computing in enabling 5G-driven emerging 

technologies for development of sustainable smart city infrastructures. 0123456789. 

Springer US. 

Gill, S. S. (2022). A manifesto for modern fog and edge computing: vision, new 

paradigms, opportunities, and future directions. in Operationalizing Multi-Cloud 

Environments: Technologies, Tools and Use Cases. R. N. R. Thirunavukarasu, Ed. 

Springer,Cham. 237-253. 

Ahlmeyer, M., & Chircu, A. M. (2016). Securing the internet of things: A review. 

Issues Inf. Syst. 17, 21-28. [Online]. Available: 

http://www.iacis.org/iis/2016/4_iis_2016_21-28.pdf. 

Yi, S., Li, C. & Li, Q. (2015). A survey of fog computing. Proc. 2015 Work. Mob. 

Big Data – Mobidata. 37-42. doi:10.1145/2757384.2757397. 

Bonomi, F., Milito, R., Natarajan, Q. & Zhu, J. (2014). Fog computing: A platform 

for internet of things and analytics. in Big data and internet of things: A roadmap for 

smart environments. 546. Cham: Springer. 169-186. 

Pang, J., Huang, Y., Xie, Z., Han, Q.. & Cai, Z. (2021). Realizing the heterogeneity: 

A self-organized federated learning framework for IoT. IEEE Internet Things J., 8(5), 

3088-3098. doi:10.1109/JIOT.2020.3007662. 

Oppitz, M., & Tomsu, P. (2018). Inventing the Cloud Century. 



 
Zahran et al. Journal of System and Management Sciences, Vol.12, 2022, No.1, pp. 521-544 

543 

 

Omar, H. A., Lu, N., & Zhuang, W. (2016). Wireless access technologies for 

vehicular network safety applications. IEEE Netw. 20(4), 22-26. 

Kuran, M. S., & Tugcu, T. (2007). A survey on emerging broadband wireless access 

technologies. Comput. Networks. 51(11), 3013-3046. 

doi:10.1016/j.comnet.2006.12.009. 

Huo, Z., Mukherjee, M., Shu, L., Chen, Y., & Zhou, Z. (2016). Cloud-based data-

intensive framework towards fault diagnosis in large-scale petrochemical plants. 

2016 Int. Wirel. Commun. Mob. Comput. Conf. IWCMC 2016. 1080-1085. 

doi:10.1109/IWCMC.2016.7577209. 

Mahdavinejad, M. S., Rezvan, M., Barekatain, M., Adibi, P., Barnaghi, P., & P. Sheth, 

A. (2018). Machine learning for internet of things data analysis: A survey. in Digital 

Communications and Networks. 4(3), 161-175. Chongqing University of Posts and 

Telecommuniocations. 

Hashem, I. A. T. et al. (2016). The role of big data in smart city. Int. J. Inf. Manage. 

36(5), 748-758. doi:10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2016.05.002. 

Mineraud, J., Mazhelis, O., Su, X., & Tarkoma, S. (2016). A gap analysis of internet-

of-things platforms. Comput. Commun. 89-90, 5–16. 

doi:10.1016/j.comcom.2016.03.015. 

Ning, H., Li, Y., Shi, F., & Yang, L. T. (2020). Heterogeneous edge computing open 

platforms and tools for internet of things. Futur. Gener. Comput. Syst. 106, 67-76. 

doi:10.1016/J.FUTURE.2019.12.036. 

Chiang, M., Ha, S., Chih-Lin, I., Risso, F., & Zhang, T. (2017). Clarifying fog 

computing and networking: 10 questions and answers. IEEE Commun. Mag. 55(4), 

18-20. doi: 10.1109/MCOM.2017.7901470. 

Tsai, C. W., Lai, C. F., Chao, H. C., & Vasilakos, A. V. (2015). Big data analytics: A 

survey. J. Big Data. 2(1), 1-32. doi:10.1186/s40537-015-0030-3. 

Barik, R., Dubey, H., Sasane, S., Misra, C., Constant, N., & Mankodiya, K. (2017). 

“Fog2Fog: Augmenting scalability in fog computing for health GIS systems. Proc. - 

2017 IEEE 2nd Int. Conf. Connect. Heal. Appl. Syst. Eng. Technol. CHASE 2017. 

241-242. doi:10.1109/CHASE.2017.83. 

Makiabadi, M. K. (2021). Edge computing, fog and MIST architecture analysis, 

application, and challenges. University of Alberta. 



 
Zahran et al. Journal of System and Management Sciences, Vol.12, 2022, No.1, pp. 521-544 

544 

 

Khalil, F. Y. (2018). Performance analysis of smart gateways in fog network. Notre 

Dame University-Louaize. 

Chen, M., Wang, T., Zhang, S., & Liu, A. (2020). Deep reinforcement learning for 

computation offloading in mobile edge computing environment. Comput. Commun. 

175. 1-12. doi:10.1016/j.comcom.2021.04.028. 

Cau, E. et al. (2016). Efficient exploitation of mobile edge computing for virtualized 

5G in EPC architectures. in 2016 4th IEEE international conference on mobile cloud 

computing, services, and engineering (MobileCloud). 100-109. 

doi:10.1109/MobileCloud.2016.24. 

Sanaei, Z., Abolfazli, S., Gani, A., & Member, S. (2013). Heterogeneity in mobile 

cloud computing: Taxonomy and open challenges. IEEE Commun. Surv. Tutor. 16(1), 

369-392. 

Cruz, B. de O. (2013). Impact of M2M communications on cellular 

telecommunications networks. Universidade de Aveiro. 

Cao, J., Yu, P., Ma, M., Member, S., & Gao, W. (2019). Fast authentication and data 

transfer scheme for massive NB-IoT devices in 3GPP 5G network. 6(2), 1561-1575. 

Dawood, M. (2020). Automotive cognitive access: Towards customized vehicular 

communication system. University of Plymouth. 


