£RE K2l
2010 4£ 6 H

oAl ' ¥ R
NORTHWESTERN SEISMOLOGICAL JOURNAL

Vol. 32 No.2
June, 2010

E T RB IR R =MiEEE
R B HIEEEESR

B, gumEY, fxE’,
(1. P EME G ZNMEFTAH, HH 2N
2. B 3 E B o R TR BE R PT N AR A1 0  HR Z2

LB BT B % AYIRD ik e it A2 e BT R0, R R et o 3t LU

H OE. 3\.1»}‘3_ =z )” TP—/% &ﬁ/;::},l‘,)ﬂl

BY B4k TAZ S 6 b Ae k2T iZ R B AT AR AT AT B 69 B AR IR m BB AT
ZH)(MDA) % — #4845 (UML) #= Geodatabase( B KIEE)F

WA B HAEEAIER

X2eEE", AR
730000 ;
73000)

AT FINT A IR
FRAR G Bk, M T AN TES A

K &ﬁﬂiﬂii}b?ﬁ*ﬂ(MDA); S—#EIEE (UML) ; B RIRE; BHERN,; BIEESES,; HENEHT
I

hE S HE: TP392; P315.2 NEHS: 1000 -0844(2010)02 ~0154 - 08

XERFRIRED: A

The Data Integration Framework for Lanzhou Active Fault
Prospecting Project Based on MDA

YUAN Dao-yang'?, HE Wen-gui'”’, LIU Xing-wang'**, ZHENG Wen-jun'"
(1. Lanzhou Institute of Seismology, CEA ,Lanzhou 730000, Ching;

2. Lanzhou Base of Institute of Earthquake Prediction, CEA, Lanzhon 730000, China)

GE Wei-peng'?,

Abstract ; Through the studying on the many surveying methods and process for Lanzhou active fault pros-
pecting project, using the advanced Computer-aided Software/System Engineering theory and Method,
the data from the project are analyzed. Meanwhile, some computing database technologies such as MDA
{ Model Driven Architecture) , UML ( Unified Modeling Language) and Geodatabase, are introduced and
relationship among them are emphasized also. Based on this work, the data integration framework for

Lanzhou active fault prospecting project is resulted.
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