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ABSTRACT: Serverless computing has emerged as a transformative paradigm for building event-driven applications, 

abstracting infrastructure management and enabling developers to focus on code. This paper explores key serverless 

patterns—such as function-as-a-service (FaaS), event sourcing, and CQRS—and their application in real-time data 

processing, microservices, and IoT ecosystems. We examine how these patterns facilitate scalability, reduce operational 

overhead, and support dynamic workflows. However, challenges like cold start latency, vendor lock-in, and debugging 

complexities persist. Through a review of existing literature and case studies, we assess the trade-offs and provide 

guidance on adopting serverless architectures effectively. Our findings aim to inform architects and developers 

considering serverless solutions for modern, event-driven applications.Softjourn Inc+5Cantech+5The Future Voyage+5 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

 

Serverless computing represents a significant shift from traditional infrastructure management to a model where 

developers focus solely on code. In serverless architectures, cloud providers automatically manage the infrastructure, 

scaling resources as needed and charging only for actual usage. This model is particularly well-suited for event-driven 

applications, where functions are triggered by events such as HTTP requests, database changes, or message queue 

entries.G2 

 

Event-driven architectures (EDA) are characterized by components that communicate through events, enabling 

asynchronous processing and decoupling of services. Incorporating serverless computing into EDA offers several 

advantages, including reduced operational complexity, cost efficiency, and improved scalability. Patterns like function-

as-a-service (FaaS) allow for granular scaling of individual functions, while event sourcing and Command Query 

Responsibility Segregation (CQRS) patterns can be effectively implemented in serverless environments to handle 

complex workflows and state management.The Future Voyage 

 

Despite these benefits, adopting serverless architectures introduces challenges such as cold start latency, limited 

execution time, and potential vendor lock-in. These factors necessitate careful consideration when designing and 

deploying serverless applications. This paper aims to explore these patterns and challenges, providing insights into the 

effective implementation of serverless computing in event-driven applications.TechTarget+6The Future 

Voyage+6GeeksforGeeks+6 

 

II. LITERATURE REVIEW 

 

The evolution of serverless computing has been extensively documented in academic and industry literature. Baldini et 

al. (2017) provide a comprehensive survey of serverless platforms, identifying key characteristics and use cases, and 

discussing technical challenges and open problems . They highlight the abstraction of infrastructure management as a 

primary advantage, enabling developers to focus on application logic.arXivThe Future Voyage 

 

Stein (2019) introduces adaptive event dispatching in serverless infrastructures, proposing a novel approach to improve 

resource efficiency and scalability by dynamically adjusting to actual demand . This work emphasizes the importance 

of aligning resource consumption with workload patterns to optimize performance and cost.arXiv 

 

Obetz et al. (2019) formalize the event-driven behavior of serverless applications by defining operational semantics that 

model interactions between functions and platform services . Their research provides a foundation for understanding 

https://www.cantech.in/blog/what-is-serverless-computing/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.g2.com/articles/serverless-architecture?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://thefuturevoyage.com/serverless-architecture-explained-pros-and-cons/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://thefuturevoyage.com/serverless-architecture-explained-pros-and-cons/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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the flow of control and data in serverless environments, facilitating the design of robust and maintainable 

applications.arXiv Shafiei et al. (2019) conduct a survey on serverless computing, discussing opportunities, challenges, 

and applications . They identify key challenges such as debugging complexities, state management, and vendor lock-in, 

and propose directions for future research to address these issues.arXiv These studies collectively contribute to a deeper 

understanding of serverless computing patterns and their application in event-driven architectures, providing valuable 

insights for practitioners and researchers in the field. 

 

III. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

 

This study employs a qualitative research methodology, combining literature review and case study analysis to explore 

serverless computing patterns in event-driven applications. The literature review synthesizes existing research on 

serverless architectures, identifying key patterns, benefits, and challenges. Case studies of real-world applications are 

analyzed to understand the practical implementation and outcomes of adopting serverless computing. Data collection 

involves reviewing academic papers, industry reports, and documentation from cloud service providers. The analysis 

focuses on identifying common patterns in event-driven applications, such as the use of function-as-a-service (FaaS), 

event sourcing, and CQRS. Additionally, the study examines the challenges faced by organizations in implementing 

serverless architectures, including issues related to cold start latency, state management, and vendor lock-in.Softjourn 

Inc+1 The research methodology aims to provide a comprehensive understanding of serverless computing patterns and 

their applicability in event-driven applications, offering insights into best practices and considerations for successful 

implementation. 

 

IV. ADVANTAGES 

 

 Cost Efficiency: Serverless computing operates on a pay-as-you-go model, charging only for the actual compute 

time used, which can lead to significant cost savings, especially for applications with variable workloads.The Future 

Voyage 

 Scalability: Serverless platforms automatically scale resources up or down based on demand, ensuring optimal 

performance without manual intervention . 

 Reduced Operational Complexity: By abstracting infrastructure management tasks, serverless computing allows 

developers to focus on writing application logic, accelerating development cycles .Medium+1 

 Event-Driven Flexibility: Serverless architectures are inherently suited for event-driven applications, enabling 

responsive and decoupled systems that can react to various events in real-time . 

 

V. DISADVANTAGES 

 

1. Cold Start Latency: Serverless functions may experience delays when invoked after being idle, known as cold 

starts. This latency can severely impact user experience, particularly for interactive or real-time applications. As noted 

by GeeksforGeeks, cold starts "may degrade performance-critical applications, such as financial trading or real-time 

communication." ResearchGate+1DEV Community+1 

2. Vendor Lock-in: Serverless platforms are often deeply integrated with a specific cloud provider's ecosystem, 

utilizing proprietary services and APIs. This tight coupling makes migrating applications from one provider to another 

a complex and costly endeavor, hindering portability and flexibility. DEV Community+1 

3. Observability & Debugging: The distributed, ephemeral, and event-driven nature of serverless functions makes 

traditional debugging and monitoring tools less effective. Tracing requests across multiple, short-lived functions and 

understanding the overall system behavior can be a significant challenge, leading to what one developer describes as 

"troubleshooting that 'sucks ass'" (Wisp CMS). DEV Community 

4. Execution Limits: Providers enforce limits on execution time, memory, and concurrency. This restricts use cases 

involving long-running processes or high-memory workloads. Additionally, improper configuration (e.g., excessive 

invocations) can lead to unexpected bills. ResearchGate 

 

VI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

 

A comparative study of serverless architectures highlights several key findings:ResearchGate 

 Cold Start Latency: When a function is called after being idle, the infrastructure initializes it, causing delays. This 

can affect performance in latency-sensitive applications like IoT or financial trading.ResearchGate+1 
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 Vendor Lock-in: Applications tightly coupled with a provider’s services and APIs are difficult to migrate, limiting 

flexibility and increasing dependency on a single provider.ResearchGate 

 Monitoring and Debugging Complexity: Traditional tools are less effective for monitoring distributed serverless 

applications, making it harder to trace issues across multiple functions and services.ResearchGate+1 

 Execution Limits: Providers enforce limits on execution time, memory, and concurrency, restricting use cases 

involving long-running processes or high-memory workloads.ResearchGate 

 Cost Mismanagement: While serverless is cost-efficient, improper configuration (e.g., excessive invocations) can 

lead to unexpected bills, requiring careful planning to avoid hidden costs. ResearchGate 

These findings underscore the importance of careful design and consideration of the specific requirements of 

applications when adopting serverless architectures. 

 

VII. CONCLUSION 

 

Serverless computing offers a promising paradigm for building event-driven applications, providing benefits such as 

reduced operational overhead, cost efficiency, and scalability. However, challenges like cold start latency, vendor lock-

in, and debugging complexities must be carefully managed. By understanding these limitations and designing 

applications with appropriate patterns and practices, organizations can leverage the advantages of serverless computing 

while mitigating potential drawbacks. 

 

VIII. FUTURE WORK 

 

Future research and development in serverless computing should focus on: 

 Minimizing Cold Start Latency: Developing techniques to reduce initialization delays, such as keeping functions 

warm or optimizing resource allocation.ResearchGate 

 Enhancing Observability and Debugging Tools: Creating more effective tools for monitoring and troubleshooting 

distributed, event-driven applications.Wikipedia+2ResearchGate+2 

 Reducing Vendor Lock-in: Designing more portable serverless architectures and frameworks that facilitate 

migration between different cloud providers. 

 Optimizing Cost Management: Implementing better mechanisms for tracking and controlling costs associated 

with serverless functions. 

Addressing these areas will help realize the full potential of serverless computing in event-driven applications. 
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