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An Conceptual Design for the On-Line Automatic Distribution system Database
using Objected-Oriented Concept

S.Y. Choi*, J.H. Kim*, M.C. Shin*. S8.B. Nam**., N.O. Park***, B.K. Lee®
** Y.l College.

*S.K.K Univ.

Abstract - Effective database is the key to
manage automatic distribution system. Cur-
rently, automatic distribution system data-
base has been studied with a relational
concept. But, it is hard to describe the char
acteristic of automatic distribution system
data which require real time management
and composite type. This paper present the
way how to design conceptual schema for
EMS database using object-oriented concept
which is free to decribe composite data type
and support inheritance concept.
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