LexEVS Meeting Minutes


	Meeting Name:  
	LexEVS Technical meeting
	Location:
	Stabile 11-69

	Date:
	07/21/2010
	Time: 


	1:00 PM CDT

	Facilitator: 
	Traci / Craig
	Attendees:
	Tracy, Larry, Margaret, John, Jason, Kim, Wilberto, Dave Y., Scott, Sridhar, Kevin, Craig, Traci, Leon, Russ

	Conf. Line
	866-365-4406, #5388249, Centra ID Mayo_LexGrid2


	Topic
	Discussion Points
	Action Items

	· Loader Issues – Tracy / Kevin
	· Tracy was having issues loaded.  She got NCIt loaded but it wouldn’t remove the old version.  For GO she wasn’t able to get that loaded through OBO.  
· Kevin discussed the issue with delete and how MySQL doesn’t do delete well.  LexEVS 5.1 also didn’t do some things well. We are investigating those issues and we’re working on better SQL statements and resolving issues with Lucene.  Dropping the tables will still be faster but it should get better.
· GO issue – Kevin took a look and it looks like there are some source issues.  We switched some things around to switch where we store source data so that should be fixed. Kevin loaded GO and it seemed to load fine.

· We are loading things here with the latest code.  We haven’t run into any problems yet.  

· Kevin is going to clean a few things up and then give Tracy our latest loader code. 

· Kevin recommended dropping the database and recreate - if there’s nothing that needs to be kept.  This would be better than just dropping the tables. 
	· 

	· Concept Domain Questions - Kim
	· In the value set and concept domain – how does this work?
· Sridhar discussed that our existing model didn’t have support for concept domain but needed to be added.  We’ve implemented concept domain (treated as a coding scheme) in the API but there is some work yet to do for CTS2 implementation of concept domain. 

· The purpose of concept domain will allow you to bind a specific category of concept to a model element (per HL7). Value set is a representation of concept domain, but not necessarily the only representation. 
· Kim was asking about some test data – we don’t have any yet but will be creating as we develop this in Alpha 2. 
	· 

	· Mapping Demonstration – Kevin
	· Kevin showed how we are thinking of mapping and how they will be used.  It’s how we are looking at implementing.
· We are treating a mapping basically no different than a coding scheme. The coding schemes that are being mapped don’t directly know they are being mapped. You will have to explicitly tell it. 
· He showed 2 ontologies he’s loaded for test, which one contained 1 entity (A) and the second had 2 (B&C).  We want to assert some relationship between A & B. Then the mapping sample ontology (seen as a coding scheme) in the XML it asserts the relationships – association “mapsto” which maps A to B and calls the 2 ontologies as Ontology 1 and Ontology 2. In looking at the graph you can see A and the entity code namespace shows the ontology.  In the associate tree you can then seen the mapsTo. For 6.0 this will all work in the codedNodeGraph. 
· The mapping can stand alone by itself. For a new Ontology 1, on the mapping relations container you can specify the version of a source. If you don’t specify a version it will default to the ontology that is tagged as Production. In all LexEVS that is a standard for a default. If the version is given we will only map to that version. 
· Could you provide a tag instead of a version? It’s not how we’ve implemented but possible. 
· How will external clients get at this mapping? They are looking at various things in the browsers for viewing. How about for editing or create/maintain mappings?
· We’ll have MRMAP to load. Also potentially load mappings from NCIm.  Sherri asked about CTCAE. 
	· 

	· Predicate mapping discussion – Brian / Scott
	· Scott created Gforge#29124 to start discussion on mapping.
· Is it possible to map value sets?  Yes. 

· Performance issues for filter/rank qualifiers of relationships of mappings?  Not sure right now. We would have to look at use cases and see how this would work. 
	· 

	· 
	
	· 

	Adjourn
	Thanks for your participation!
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