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NCI caBIG® | Meeting Notes 
Topic:  

Complex Data Types







Date: 

November 11th, 2008 (11:00Am – 12:30Pm) 
Location: 

Dial In: 866-453-2649, Pass Code: 380863, Centra Id: SQR888859
Attendees:

Denise Warzel



Bilal Elahi




Tommie Curtis




Scott Oster




Christophe Ludet




Satish Patel

Purpose: The purpose of the meeting is to review the proposed complex data types mappings, that Tommie and Denise have been working on.
SDK, Grid and SIW developers need to get together to agree upon the technical feasibility/design, along with a small group of content curators.

I. BRIDG 2.1 that was delivered to the caDSR team included HL7 Data Types which were not similar to the ISO 21090 Data Types.The COPPA team had transferred these over to a modified BRIDG model later.
a. Question: How will the semantics be discovered for these Data Types in question?
i. As per Denise and Tommie, from previous discussions, there are three flavors of Data Types. 
ii. SDK, Grid and SIW teams to make decisions on how to accommodate these Data Types.

b. Scott Oster: raised a concern that Dave Hau should be brought into the loop on this. Was concerned from a CQL prospective. 

i. Denise later addresses Scott’s query by summarizing the following: Dave wants that the standardized schema be used, instead of generating a new one. There might be a way to reference whole or parts of the schema.

ii. Question: Was an official schema ever sent out by Dave Hau?

II. Example of a simple Data Type:
a. The following diagram shows a simple Data Type that was shared by Tommie Curtis to further the conversation: 
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b. The ANY class was highlighted and there was discussion on the following:

i. Class: Any

Attributes in Class: 3

Inherited Attributes: 4

Data Types: Basic + NullFlavor and UpdateModel
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ii. Since the COPPA data types used HL7 like data types, the RIM Data types allowed the user to pick and choose the attributes from a class. So if the Standardized class had 10 attributes, RIM had the flexibility to allow the user to pick and choose the attributes, so that all attributes under that class need not be used. 
iii. Question: HL7/BRIDG: Are the UML notations represented in a Sub class like manner?

iv. Would the UML representation look any different? Therefore would there be sub classes? 

v. Please look at the diagram below to see that BL and ANY classes are sub classes of the base class HXIT.
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vi. Question: What are the high level attributes that get registered in a class as a part of this diagram?

vii. Question: What Data Element Names would be created?

viii. There was further discussion on how to fully qualify an attribute in respect to inheritance.

ix. The following diagram shows the correct properties of every data values in respect to the HXIT and ANY classes.
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x. Question: Whether the relationships were being maintained of the Base class (HXIT) in the above scenario.

xi. Question: How are the models that use these Data Types going to be registered? 
c. The following Complex Data Type was then highlighted and discussed:
[image: image6.jpg]MLTexts value:





i. A strategy needs to be adopted to treat these classes with a SOP, since some of them are domain classes while other might have junk data that is not relevant.

ii. The following diagrams describe the associations between the classes, ADXP, AD and AD.Part
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iii. Question: Is the standardized AD class going to work when COPPA releases a customized AD Domain class?

iv. Question: How does GME Binding play a role?

d. SDK Implementation: SDK will limit the number of fields that can be searched. There needs to be a defined criterion on what is searchable.

e. Question: When a user submits a model, how will that be represented in terms of these data types and classes?
i. User submits Model (  AD Class (customized)
Fix Association


Class Associations are represented in terms of ADPX, AD and AD.Part

f. Question: How would SDK know what attributes are associated with each class?

i. There will be an ISO Data Type package submitted with each UML Model. 

g. ISO Schema diagram shown to describe the relationships between the Data Types:

III. Action Items:

a. Action Item: Schedule a meeting with Christophe Ludet and Denise Warzel to review how to fully qualify inheritance attributes?
b.  SDK team to start working on a prototype from the model all the way to the Grid to see what fields are searchable. 

c. Action Item: Bilal to schedule the next design review meeting in the last week of November.
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