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Teleconference Information:  Ontology-based Queries Meeting
Feb 15th, 2008;  12-1 PM ET PM EDT 
Lead:  Harold Solbrig

Moderator:  Brian Davis
Meeting Materials:

Ontology-Based-Query_WG_Charget-v9.doc

Ontology-Based Query.ppt

Key Decisions and/or Outcomes
1. USE cases will be narrative, but have some dimensions of Formal use cases
2. Use wiki for feedback on Draft

Action Items

	Assigned To
	Description
	Due Date

	Brian
	Turn on Email list from Gforge
	Feb 15

	Harold
	Create Wiki
	Feb 18

	Harold and Brian
	Notes
	Feb 18

	Brian
	Poll members to see when they are available for next meetings
	Feb 15

	All members
	Edit Charter on WIKI
	Feb 22

	Harold and Brian
	Collect all information (including emails) in one place and show members of Workgroup
	Feb 22


Attendees

	Brian Davis
	 3rd Millennium

	Harold Solbrig
	Apelon, Inc.

	Frank Hartel
	NCICB

	Jim Buntrock
	Mayo Clinic

	Joshua Phillips
	Semantic Bits

	Hua Min
	Fox Chase

	Jyotishman Pathak
	Mayo Clinic

	John Smith
	Ventana

	Denise Warzel
	NCICB

	David Channin
	Northwestern University

	Rakesh Nagarajan
	Washington Univ.

	Dan Rubin
	Stanford

	Tony Pan
	OSU

	Mike Keller
	BAH


Meeting Notes

New members:  Hua Min, John Smith
Harold reviewed document and slides

Charter:  1st paragraph:
Are ontologies considered here?
Comment:  The emphasis seems to be coming from the ontology part, but also should come from the caGrid  and data node POV

Need to get agreement via email on the document so we all agree on the charter.

Do we need an example or see if this statement is true?
“… it is frequently the case that the relationships asserted in a code set are a superset of the class-class associations found in any given data model or set of data models found in a domain such as the caGrid.”

Wasn’t a complete answer…
Use Wiki to solicit feedback?  (decided yes, we would use a wiki)
Q:  NLP strategy?  What role would NLP play?
Frank:  the charter is to outline what we are to do:  the NLP connection is suggestive (in background section).

Dan Rubin:  We think the vision would be so a user can provide semantic annotation to Images (and we thought for text, too)
David: We need to know how do we get semantic annotations  attached to free text
And then assuming they are there, how do we retrieve them (query and find)

Denise:  maybe NLP is addressed in other places in paper

Maybe caTIES is good use case

For example Annotation with XYZ tool and we’ll use this a part to target
Denise:  also recommend that there are issues with existing environment, eg, Granularity, which concepts to use, so there are Other things that need to be done
Comment:  So scope of paper is beyond what is written here
Comment:  We think that the outcome should be about using ontologies for accessing data:  How do you access data?
Then what about variability of how users find things:  the  variability of users
Comment:This particular group has to keep the goals and scope smaller

Ontologies can be used to guide NLP (mayo Experience in this).
Key Question:  What is this group going to build?
Develop use cases- search, retrieval and aggregation

Question arises as to how formal do we make the Use cases:  Narrative/story or formal use case
Narrative and story telling are favored by many, but a few comments that formalization might be useful  later for implementing.

Is there something in between?
Harold:  it would be useful to least identify actors, customers and goals (eliminates fanciful Use cases).

Narative stories but guided by use case structure

Reasoning about instance data including 

Biomedical motivators
Regarding “Layers to approach”

1. CDE's in caDSR w/ XML Schema in GME – how can we improve service discovery and data query definitions 

2. CQL for data services – extend, augment or ??? to perform additional inferencing w/ ontology Inferencing/reasoning 

3. Required functionality for query and inference in the terminology  - do we need to extend caCORE/EVS and/or LexBIG?

4. Specialized analytic services over vocabulary and instance data that generate CQL and vocabulary queries to satisfy "the data query" 

caDSR and GME layer (what do we need to do to make it work?)
Comment:  CQL for data services:  relationship of CQL and sparkle?   XML schema that we currently use is not sufficient for sparkle,  But if we were to support sparkle, then what do we have to support in caDSR and GME?
Comment: This is design and implementation we should stay away from this:  let Arch WS/caGrid team decide how to implement.
Comment:  Is there a layer above CQL?  

Comment:  But I saw #1 as how can we improve service discovery

Not impl but help inform implementation Using semantic query to discover services

Rakesh:  change to NEW infrastructure to support semantic queries over services

Comment:  Collect what has arrived from email in one place, turn on Gforge Email
caBIG™ Teleconference Meeting Record

[image: image1.jpg]