BiomedGT Content Meeting Notes (02/18-02/19/2009)  (Links revised on 03/13/2009)
1. Review of BGT project plan https://gforge.nci.nih.gov/docman/view.php/360/16399/BiomedGT_version_1_1_plan.mpp            Sherri commented that we need to revise this document to include a new release date for Protégé 1.3 and to incorporate a detailed plan for ontology federation/modeling/branch removal.  (Action item – follow-up by Gilberto, Sherri and Liz) 
Revised Project plan https://gforge.nci.nih.gov/docman/view.php/360/17024/BiomedGT_version_1_1_plan090313.mpp 
2. Discussion of outside ontologies for federation https://gforge.nci.nih.gov/docman/view.php/360/16769/full_labeled_ontology_survey090218.xls     This document is a revised version of the full_labeled_ontology_survey.  The whole list was reexamined to confirm that non-candidate ontologies, which had been labeled out of scope or instance, were really not candidates.  Once the labeling was resolved, all candidates were examined to determine if they have suitable content and format for federation and the conclusions were documented.  Suitable candidates were prioritized further as “Target for initial federation,” “Secondary inclusion” or “Future inclusion.”  We ended up with 8 candidates for initial federation; GO, chEBI, Sequence types and features ontology (SO), NCBI Taxon, Pathway Ontology (PW), Protein Modification ontology (MOD), PATO and NCI Thesaurus Disease or Disorder Branch.  We discussed which should be done first to test the process.  The choice was based on user request and ease of inclusion and decided to go with chEBI and NCBI Taxon.  (Action items – Obtain and massage ontology files for database inclusion by Gilberto, Tracy and Rob)
3. Discussion of removal of branches from BGT based on content suitability and overlap with ontologies targeted for initial federation https://gforge.nci.nih.gov/docman/view.php/360/16771/Branch%20removal%20.xls                                   The removal of branches of concepts from BGT was discussed and documented.  Top level nodes to be removed first are Chemotherapy Regimen or Agent Combination and the Experimental Organism Anatomical Concept and Disease branches.  The two Experimental Organism branches will be maintained as a standalone terminology.  The other branches slated for the initial branch removal are internal mid-to-low level branches containing either a large number of precoordinated terms or terms related to properties that are maintained elsewhere.  The top level branches that are slated for Future Removal are going to be supplanted by federated ontologies and will require matching to terms in the federated ontologies and remodeling of terms in other areas of BGT before removal can occur. (Action item – add detailed plan to project plan Gilberto, Sherri and Liz)
Revised Branch Removal documentation https://gforge.nci.nih.gov/docman/view.php/360/17023/Branch%20removal%20-%20Revised.xls 
4. Discussion of binning in BFO and use of BioTOP https://gforge.nci.nih.gov/docman/view.php/360/16772/upper-binning_090219.doc                                 We discussed and revised the original document to reflect our discussion and to take into account the upper level branches that are slated for removal from BGT.  These branches have been crossed out and not deleted because we may need to reference that information if we need to bin federated ontologies.  There were not many changes for the binning suggestions from the original document but there will need to be ongoing tweaking of the modeling of these branches in the future as some terms may be more appropriately parented at lower levels of the BFO.  We would like to be able to directly import BFO in protégé to bin these branches, but if 1.3 issues are not resolved, placeholders will be constructed instead so BGT can move forward.  We decided that BioTOP is not a good option at this time but we may use it as a model for creating bridges to the BFO.  The reasons for this conclusion are that the file for BFO-BioTop was not modeled well (it is not feasible to put the time in to fix it ourselves), some of the BioTOP philosophy seems to be in opposition to that of the BFO and BioTOP would add an unnecessary layer of complexity to our modeling. (Action item - add detailed plan to project plan Gilberto, Sherri and Liz)
