Meeting of caDSR Context Curators

August 25, 2003, 3 - 4:30 p.m. (Final)

Attendees:

Jen Flach/NCI/DCP

John Freymann/NCI/CIP

Beverly Meadows/CTEP

Hrvoje Marco Medvedovic/NCICB

Chita Mohla/NCI/DCEG

Jim Oberthaler/NCICB/EVS

John Qu/NCICB

Dianne Reeves/NCICB

Anne Ryan/NCI/DCP

Denise Warzell/NCICB


Val Bragg/ORACLE

Linda Braswell/Scenpro

Tommie Curtis/SAIC

Kathleen Gundry/SAIC

Mary Supley/EMMES

Claudine Valmonte/EMMES

The purpose of this meeting was to continue to discuss the process for harmonization of the content of the caDSR. 

There is a need to identify essential components of data elements (definitions, value domains, concepts, preferred names, related questions, and other components) that should be reviewed for harmonization.  It was noted that context administrators look at all of these components when reviewing a CDE for reusability and this same process should be used for harmonization.  CTEP reported that they are currently using this process as they are harmonizing their collection of CDEs.  There was general agreement that data elements could not be harmonized separately from their attributes, especially value domains and definitions and names.

CTEP has prepared guidance on population of the CDE information and will make their work available to the group for consideration.  There is also guidance on creation of registry content available from ISO and this will be provided to the group for review.  

The use of classification schemes as a way of relating similar CDEs was discussed.  It was noted that currently an administrator can relate CDEs to any classification scheme in the caDSR, whether or not the administrator is the owner of the classification scheme.  This could cause problems for context owning the classification scheme because they may want only specific CDEs available under a classification scheme.  The group agreed to only assign CDEs to classification schemes for which they are the owner.  Administrators also need to be able to relate CDEs from any context to a class scheme owned by the administrator.  Val Bragg pointed out that whatever rules are enforced by the software must be applicable to all levels of the database.   It was noted that in the browser the ownership of a classification scheme does not display when looking at the schemes related to a data element (this may also be problematic other places in the browser). Making this information more readily available should be considered in future interface updates.  Other changes in the software or database may be needed to support the use of classification schemes.  

The next topic discussed was the need for a naming convention.  CTEP had made available a naming convention document that described what was being done in that context.  Other context administrators have either adopted the CTEP convention or have modified it to meet their needs.  It was agreed that there must be a naming convention for the caDSR, especially since the software uses names as unique identifiers.  This topic will be on the agenda for a future meeting.

The group discussed the need for guidance in creating definitions for caDSR components.  It was noted that EVS has good definitions for terms and these could be used to create definitions for administered components in the caDSR.  Definitions need to be added to the caDSR for some of the building blocks such as Object Class, Property, and Representation.  This topic will be on the agenda for a future meeting.

The need for guidance in populating the model as a way to improve harmonization was highlighted.  For example, information identifying the source of CDEs may currently be entered in several places.  (Val Bragg noted that in the next release Reference Document information would be moved to either Origin or Source.)  Guidance needs to be made available to define what information goes where so that all contexts are entering information in a consistent manner.  Creation of this guidance document may highlight areas where the information needs of contexts are not being met by the current database.  It was noted that it is difficult to register some types of information that may be currently supported by the model because the software does not support creation of the needed components and relationships, such as the ability to link data element groups or data elements to them to templates.

One administrator pointed out the need for user documentation that helps outside users find good CDEs for reuse.  It was noted that the creation of modules for information of common interest could be created, such as patient information, laboratory identification, or demographics.  The need to be able to retrieve groups of related elements would support reuse.  

Some alternatives for harmonization were discussed, including cross-context designation, use of Registration Status, and establishment of an NCI-wide context.  SAIC agreed to send out a document before the next meeting describing those alternatives.

Action items:

Each context needs to identify the most common data elements across contexts as initial candidates for harmonization.

Each context administrator should review the SAIC document and be prepared to comment on the pros and cons for the listed alternatives.  Suggestions for alternative ways for identification of harmonized information can be proposed.

Next meeting:

Monday September 8, 2003 at 3 PM.  Topics to be discussed include the pros and cons of an NCI-wide context for harmonized CDEs and development of a governance process for development of cross-context harmonized CDEs.

