Meeting of caDSR Context Curators

August 16, 2004, 3 - 4:30 p.m. (Final)
Attendees:

Brian Campbell/EMMES

Tommie Curtis/SAIC

Suranjan De/CTIS

Kathleen Gundry/SAIC

George Komatosoulis/NCICB

Juergen Lorenz/SAIC

Tushar Maiti/Terrapin Systems

Bev Meadows/CTEP

Edmund Mularie/Oracle

Vivek Pilla/CTIS

Ravi Rajaram/WESTAT

Dianne Reeves/NCICB

Anne Thompkins/CTEP

Denise Warzel/NCICB

The purpose of this meeting was to review status of data cleanup of object, property and representations, discuss current usage of Origin, review loading of LOINC information in the caDSR, and follow-up on Dan Gillman’s presentation.

1. Follow-on to Dan Gillman’s Presentation

Kathleen Gundry asked the group to address issues raised at the July 19 meeting when Dan Gillman presented an approach to managing survey metadata, separating metadata about questions and common data elements.  Dianne Reeves said that she was continuing to have a dialog with Dan Gillman about how to transform complex questions into CDEs.   Suranjan noted that CTIS has an application that permits the association of multiple questions to a single data element so that context specific wording can be used.  Brian commented that CTEP context permits only one question for each data element to ensure that the semantic meaning is clear.  He also said that he was concerned about the lack of conceptual and terminological consistency in the creation of CDEs.   Denise noted that caDSR Formbuilder allows the use of alternate question text (stored with form but not attached to the data element – group suggested that there has to be a connection between the alternative question and associated CDE).  It was agreed that guidance is needed to describe creation of multiple questions and how they should be used to avoid semantic problems.

Further discussion noted several problems identified from current studies, such as asking the negative question “Is patient ineligible?” (responses would be Yes meaning the patient is not eligible for a study or No meaning the patient is eligible for the study.)  This question provides opposite answers than a data field named “Eligibility Flag” (“Is the patient eligible?”) with responses of No meaning the patient is not eligible for the study and Yes meaning the patient is eligible for the study.   Merging of eligibility data would require an analyst recognize the question differences and data transformations would be required.   Similarly, terms have different meanings in various contexts and some contexts prefer certain words such as Collaborator that could be interpreted as a person, institution or organization.  Collaborator could be a role assigned to a person, institution, or organization.

2.  Requirements for caDSR 3.0

Denise suggested that for improved consistency it might be necessary to make object class mandatory so that semantic link is created and maintained.  Alternatively, changing a Workflow status to Released might not be allowed until an Object Class is added.

A request has been made that a User context be able to add a question in the form of Document Text to a CDE owned by a different context.  The group agreed to try this for v. 3.0.  It was agreed that context administrators and the harmonization team would need exercise continuing diligence to monitor the semantic meaning of multiple questions associated with a CDE.  It was agreed that tools would need to be changed to display the additional Document Text, to clarify its relationship to the CDE, and to ensure a correct count for search results.

Denise briefly described a sentinel feature that is being developed to alert a context administrator that someone has changed information for an administered component, such as adding a new question to a CDE.  It is anticipated that this function will allow customization by a context administrator to include specific changes.  Notification can be made to both the owner and the user of an administered component.

3.  LOINC Value Loads in TEST Context

Dianne provided a list of common laboratory tests and Denise extracted matching LOINC codes from the LOINC database.  This test set has been loaded in the caDSR TEST context as a conceptual domain.  In these examples, the initial list of 50 lab tests can be represented by 198 LOINC codes.  Two CDEs and related Value Domains have been created for Creatinine (public id = 2187704) and Sodium (public id = 2187919).  She also showed how to create a new value domain using items from the LOINC Conceptual Domain.  Bev has distributed a list of common lab tests with LOINC codes being used by CDIS for consideration as a set of values for registration.  The group was asked to review the list and provide comments to Tommie Curtis prior to the next content meeting.   Final determination on how to record LOINC codes should be based on the needs of users and the group was asked to provide use cases to help guide the process.
4. Cleanup of Object, Properties, and Representation

Tommie reported that the cleanup is continuing and a new list will be distributed to the group.

5. Review of Current Usage of the Origin Field

Brian and Denise have been discussing the current list of values used to populate the Origin field.  Brian agreed to review current usage and present his findings at next meeting.

Next Meeting: August 30, 2004, 3-4:30 PM

Proposed Agenda Items:  

1. Registration of external standards in the caDSR.

2. Review of Current Usage of the Origin Field
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