Minutes of caDSR Content Administrators Meeting 

February 11, 2008, 3:00 – 4:30 p.m.
	Attendees
	Organization

	Robinette Aley
	NMDP

	Sherita Alai
	EMMES

	Steve Alred
	Oracle

	Sharad Bhardwaj
	Oracle

	Jenny Brush
	ScenPro

	Brian Campbell
	EMMES

	Janice Chilli
	SAIC

	Rui Chen
	SAIC

	Mary Cooper
	SAIC

	Tommie Curtis
	SAIC

	Sherri DeCoranado
	CBIIT

	Kathleen Gundry
	SAIC

	Frank Hartel
	CBIIT

	Amy Jacobs
	MSD

	Jocelyn Leatherwood
	SAIC

	Brenda Maeske
	SAIC

	Dianne Reeves
	CBIIT

	Daniela Smith
	BAH

	Nicole Thomas
	MSD

	John White
	TerpSys

	Claire Wolfe
	TerpSys

	Wilma Stanley
	????


1.  Data Standards Updates - New Standards
Mary Cooper reported on the status of the units of measure standards.  Two standard CDEs already exist within the Body Mass Index standard; Person Height Unit of Measure and Person Weight Unit of Measure.  These CDEs capture units using the Unified Code for Units of Measure (UCUM).  Over the course of last year, atomic and pre-coordinated units of measure were added to NCI Thesaurus, including the UCUM expressions.  Mary presented the EVS tree showing Units of Measure under the Properties or Attributes tree node.  Units are further subdivided by category.  Using the CCR existing CDEs for Lab and Agent Units of Measure, Mary created two new value domains (VD) reusable by both Case Report Forms and UML models for use with existing data element concepts from the BRIDG model.  In developing the standard proposal, applicable standards including UCUM, NCI Thesaurus, and BRIDG Model v1.0 were reviewed.  Mary stated that translational services between systems are out of scope for this proposal. She noted that the VCDE workspace had previously identified two ways to use UCUM codes; the unit can be in the value domain or the unit can be in the value domain permissible value list.  

a. UCUM codes for agents and lab tests 
Test Result Unit of Measure – This CDE was created new with UCUM code permissible value list.  The DEC is reused from BRIDG model.  She showed the specifications with object, property, definition, and value domain specifications including representation term and definition.  The datatype is character and max length is 20, but this will need to be increased to 25 or 30 to accommodate the UCUM permissible values.  

There was a discussion concerning the choice of Test Result as the Object Class concept.  Dianne raised a concern that the names of the DEC/CDE don’t explicitly indicate that the test results being captured are from laboratory results.  Mary responded that the concept choice was due to the reuse of the BRIDG DEC and that the definition for Test Result specifies laboratory results.  There was some discussion about the use of curly brackets for unit annotations in the UCUM code expressions.  Mary provided clarification for the use of this and other special characters including the use of up carrot (^) instead of an asterisk for exponential powers of ten (ex., 10^6, not 10*6 or 10E6).  It was clarified that there are no spaces allowed in the UCUM expressions.  Mary said she also used CDC PHIN as a reference source.  
Agent Administration Potency Unit of Measure - This CDE was created by reusing the DEC from BRIDG.  Mary created the VD by reusing permissible values from CCR and DCP.  She showed the permissible value list.  There was a question about the use of square brackets in the UCUM code.  Mary clarified that a square bracket denotes the use of a unit symbol that changes the meaning of a unit.  For example a millimeter of mercury would be given the symbol mm[Hg] because the stem unit has been changed from a measurement of length (meter) to pressure.  All conventional units are also enclosed in square brackets.
Mary noted that UML guidance is needed to present the unit of measure proposed CDE standards to the VCDE.  She made use of a portion of the BRIDG model for the UML Model Diagram and showed mappings to the proposed CDEs.
Mary said she was ready to propose these CDEs to the VCDE WS to start a small group.  There were no objections so Dianne agreed to proceed.  Mary asked for consensus about the max length.  Dianne said that it was originally 20 characters but would not be a problem to increase the length.  Mary said that 30 would suffice.  Mary asked others to send their units of measures for consideration of expansion of the list.  There was clarification that this was related to substance analytes such as clinical laboratory blood test results or drug doses.
Mary said she would coordinate with Daniela Smith to get the small group started. 

b. AJCC Staging Criteria
Mary presented the initial proposal for harmonizing AJCC Staging CDEs.  Mary stated that the goal of the CDE standards is to harmonize existing value domains and capture AJCC stage codes.  This will include T, N, M Codes and Stage Groupings by Tumor.  It will not include Tumor Grading systems.  Mary presented some definitions and background information on the AJCC system, but the presentation was tabled to introduce Frank Hartel.

Frank Hartel joined the call to discuss creating metadata for EVS.  Frank said that he wanted to address the business rules for the creation of concepts in the NCI Thesaurus. Frank began with describing the indications for creation of new concepts in EVS.  EVS staff members will create new concepts when a request for a new concept is submitted, when their review of the literature indicates that a new concept is needed, or to fill in the gaps as the science evolves or gaps are identified.  Frank provided a document describing EVS editorial policies for concept creation (ftp://ftp1.nci.nih.gov/pub/cacore/EVS/ThesaurusSemantics/Editorial%20Policy%20Statement.pdf).
Dianne said that in identifying caDSR curation best practices, the Content group has identified that all concepts used in caDSR come from NCI Thesaurus (NCIt) and not the Metathesaurus (Meta).  She asked for Frank to explain why this was important.  Frank said that NCIt is a more rigorously controlled vocabulary source.  NCIt concepts are never changed and a full history of each concept is available.  Metathesaurus is managed differently.  Frank said that concepts may be there because they are part of one of many other terminologies used in Meta.  As a result, sometimes there are several terms from multiple sources meaning about the same thing.  Over time, if the term is dropped by one of the several terminologies, it will disappear from Meta.  Frank said that in actuality there is a file that preserves the terms and their meanings, but that because they are not available through the tools, it could break a link dependent on the old concept.  NCI cannot control all the terms in Meta as the various vocabularies are managed by various contributing partners.  

John White asked for the turnaround time on the addition of new concepts.  Nicole said that they guarantee 24 hour turnaround time.  She noted that it could be just a few minutes depending on the content and the complexity of the request.  Tommie said that new concepts to NCIt also need to be added to the caDSR for curation purposes.  Mary noted that this was true for forms but not for models.  Frank said that for the publication of new content to NCIt there is a 2 month lag time on publishing to the production instance of EVS but that doesn’t hold up the availability of the new content for use by caDSR curators or model developers.  EVS works through caDSR application support to upload terms into the caDSR to makes them available almost immediately.  Tommie said that there is a pre-production version of the NCIt where new content can be viewed.  The link is http://nciterms.nci.nih.gov/NCIBrowser/Connect.do?dictionary=PRE_NCI_Thesaurus&bookmarktag=1. 

Dianne also asked for a discussion on the rules for using pre-coordinated versus post coordinated terms.  Frank said that the reason behind the rules surrounding which type of terms to create is that in the future users will be able to find the data and enough information about it to evaluate it for reuse.  The more highly pre-coordinated a term is, and the more specific it is to a use case, the less likely that it will be found and used.  Semantic concept codes can be analyzed in an automated way to assess semantic similarity, but pre-coordinated terms will never match up in a search to enable reuse.  Post coordination uses atomic concepts (not tied to a specific business case) that are concatenated together to restrict semantic meaning.  These post coordinated concepts will be more likely to turn up in a search and enable semantic comparison.

Mary asked what kind of exceptions might be reasonable and require pre-coordination.  Frank said that regulatory definitions for the FDA require pre-coordination.  Frank noted that sometimes pre-coordination may result in something with potential for useful for reuse, meaning that the term may have a lot of consumers.  He said he wanted to avoid creating those that will not be efficiently used in semantic searches.  Frank and Nicole provided examples for the group to consider.
Claire brought up the problem of some models like BRIDG that use a lot of pre-coordinated terms, thus closing the model off from other models on the grid.  Frank said that the EVS role was to maximize the use of the post coordination methods.  He said that EVS needed to avoid making the particularized content using pre-coordinated terms.     

Mary finished introducing the AJCC data standard.  She showed how the categories are combined to determine staging and presented the CDEs currently in use in the caDSR.  Mary noted that there are a lot of CDEs with the term Stage.  The value domains are shared but Value meanings may be inconsistent.  Mary said that she hadn’t developed a full proposal yet.  She hoped to create a small group to collaborate including Brian Campbell on developing the standard, and asked Daniela if someone from VCDE might be able to participate (caTrip Tumor Registry, CAP Protocols).  Dianne volunteered to be a part of the group.  Mary will coordinate creation of the small group and bring a proposal for CDEs to standardize. 

3. Updates to Browser – Recent New Features  
Steve Alred described Browser enhancements that went live January 30, 2008.  These include performance enhancements to speed up queries.  The software development team used profiling software to assess performance problems with the Browser to be used to measure improvements over time.  Improvements in tree search, next set, and downloads were documented.  Other changes included enlarging the result set to 100 items per page.

Janice Chilli asked if permissible value results might also be expanded.  Steve said that this was not something that they looked at but could in the future.
Steve reported that User Center Design will be helping to improve the user interface.  

Steve also announced that the CDE Browser 3.2.0.5 bug fix is scheduled for release on production on 2/13 – this is related to protocol nodes and the display of protocol forms. 

Dianne asked about another issue with tree navigation, specifically nodes with nothing in them.  Steve said that the tree was broken into parts to improve performance.  As a result, sometimes you click on an item in a node and nothing returns.  Dianne asked that this feature be returned to its previous functionality.

4. CTMS Face to Face – April 29-30, 2008, Albuquerque New Mexico 
Tommie announced that CTMS is having an April meeting in Albuquerque, NM.  The dates are April 29th and 30th.  Diane said she has requested an end-user training session on metadata creation and maintenance at this meeting.
5. caBIG Annual Meeting Announcement – June 23-25, 2008, Washington, DC

Tommie announced that the caBIG annual meeting is taking place in Washington DC June 23-25.  The meeting will address the user community including decision makers and metadata creators.
6. Other items

Brenda asked for guidance on the addition of an indicator for a representation term that is needed for a DCP protocol.  She explained that she needs a Yes, No, Not Evaluated and Not Applicable Indicator.  The group agreed not to add different types of indicators.  It was agreed that Brenda should use the accepted representation term “Indicator”.  Dianne suggested that the definition of Indicator is not just a binary response.  Nicole took an action item to correct the definition.
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02/25 - Content/Software
03/03 - Software
03/10 - Content
03/17 - Software
03/24 - Content
03/31 - Software
04/07 - Content
04/14 - Software
04/21 - Content
04/28 - Software
05/05 - Content
05/12 - Software
05/19 - Content
05/26 - Holiday – Memorial Day
06/02 - Content/Software
06/09 - Software
06/16 - Content
06/23 - Software
06/30 - Content
07/07 - Software
07/14 - Content
07/21 - Software
07/28 - Content
08/04 - Software
08/11 - Content
08/28 - Software
08/27 - Content
09/01 - Holiday – Labor Day
09/08 - Content/Software
09/15 - Software
09/22 - Content
09/29 - Software
10/06 - Content
10/13 - Holiday –Veterans Day

10/20 - Content/Software
10/27 - Software
11/03 - Content
11/10 - Software
11/17 - Content
11/24 - Software
12/01 - Content
12/08 - Software
12/15 - Content

12/22 - Software
12/29 – Content
Follow Up/Action Items:
	Action Item
	Task
	Assigned To
	Date Due
	Date Completed

	1
	Send out Agenda to be reviewed for next meeting
	Tommie Curtis
	biweekly
	Ongoing

	3
	Develop risk mitigation plan for usage of caDSR metadata that in not fully compliant with caDSR business rules and best practices.
	Dianne Reeves

Tommie Curtis
	TBD
	Ongoing

	4
	Review list of value domain types and add examples and text for each.
	All
	TBD
	Ongoing

	7
	Send units of measure to Mary Cooper to extend Lab or Dose Unit of Measure Value Domains.
	All
	2/25/08
	New

	8
	Develop CDE proposal for AJCC Stages.
	Mary Cooper

Brian Campbell

Dianne Reeves

Daniela Smith
	TBD
	New

	9
	Update definition of Representation Term - Indicator
	Nicole Thomas
	TBD
	New


