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Integrated Application Strategies for Natural Disaster Information
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Recently, the knowledge and use of information production and service in integrated information has been chang-
ing from intra-organizational to inter-organizational and even international. In particular, since patural disasters are
complexly related, it is increasingly important to use integrated information from related areas in the reduction and
prevention of such events. In this study, we suggest strategies for the use of integrated information from natural
disasters based on that expanding need. This study analyzes information user surveys, the interrelated information
technologies, trends, and case studies to determine user access to the information, the status of the information
used, and the supply and distribution of that information. From the survey results, we can draw conclusions about
the effectiveness of the strategies of integrated information used in domestic natural disaster information.
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Fig. 1. KM Architecture.
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Fig. 2. Long Term Standardization trends on the Interoperability.
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Table 1. The status of the natural disaster information services in domestic cases.
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Fig. 3. The integrated use case of the natural disaster information.
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Table 2. The status of the distribution and return of the questionnaire.
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Table 4. Information access - The survey result of
information use path, online path and access problems.
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Table 5. Information use - The survey result of the kind of
information in natural disaster areas.
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Table 6. Information use - The survey result of the priority of the importance and content for individual information.
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Table 7. Information demand - The survey result of desired
information paths.
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Table 8. Information demand - The survey result of desired
information types.
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Table 9. Information distribution - The survey result of the
problems of information distribution and use.
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Table 10. Information distribution - The survey result of the necessary of integrated information use.
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Fig. 6. Priorities according to the integrated information use
(Unit: %).
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