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Meeting Notes
Announcements:

· Public Release of Nanomaterial Registry: Nanomaterial Registry (Beta version:  www.nanomaterialregistry.org.) will be released to the public next week to coincide with the Nanotech Conference & Expo 2012, June 18th – 21st in Santa Clara, CA (website: http://www.techconnectworld.com/Nanotech2012/). Action: Mervi to invite Michele Ostraat to speak to the Nano WG.

· ISA-TAB-Nano has been resubmitted to ASTM.

· Metaontology meeting was rescheduled for July; EU collaboration will be discussed in the next meeting. You can contact Nathan Baker if you are interested in getting involved.

Margaret-Anne Storey (University of Victoria) "Visualization of mappings between terms and ontologies".
Dr. Margaret-Anne Storey is a professor of computer science at the University of Victoria, a Visiting Scientist at the IBM Centre for Advanced Studies in Toronto and a Canada Research Chair in Human Computer Interaction for Software Engineering. She is one of the principal investigators for CSER (Centre for Software Engineering Research in Canada) and a principal investigator for the National Center for Biomedical Ontology, US. Her research goal is to understand how technology can help people explore, understand and share complex information and knowledge. She applies and evaluates techniques from knowledge engineering, social software and visual interface design to applications such as collaborative software development, program comprehension, biomedical ontology development, and learning in web-based environments.
CogZ: Cognitive Support and Visualization for Human Guided Mapping Systems
· Mapping terms from one ontology to another.
· Pie chart acts as a progress indicator – further cognitive support.
· pops up a window showing the metrics for thecurrent ontology (number of terms etc).
· shows the ontology hierarchy and allows the user to search for a term using auto completion.
· more support for showing FlexViz as a widget
· (movie) visualizing mappings in matrix
· Key things demonstrated:
· Slide left & right + scroll top & bottom
· Highlighting the source, target & mapping itself when hovering over the terms/mappings (i.e. the blue cells in the matrix)
· Layout can be ordered by name (in alphabetical order) or by cluster (i.e. by ontology)
· Place the mouse in the matrix to zoom in & out
· Use case: the user has some specific terms in mind which he/she wants to look up. The matrix layout presents a more organized view of the existing mappings as well as mapping blanks, allowing the user to systematically check the terms and their corresponding mappings. For instance, the user can organize the terms in alphabetical order to quickly identify specific terms he/she is interested in. The user can also organize the matrix by ontology to identify existing/missing mappings in them. 
· Work in progress: will add indention to illustrate is-a relations.
· Movie) Mappings visualized at the ontology level
· Key things demonstrated:
· Zooming in and out
· Drag the nodes in the graph + drag the entire graph
· Mouse over a node shows no. of terms in that ontology + mouse over a link shows no. of mappings 
· Use case one: a group of ontologies seem to contain overlapping domains of interest, the user wants an overview of how much overlap these ontologies have. For instance, the more mappings there are between a pair of ontologies, the more terms they have in common, i.e. overlap. 
· Use case two: the user wants to have an overview of how a number of ontologies relate to one another, so that he/she can identify the ontologies that are currently isolated (i.e. have fewer mappings, or not yet mapped to specific ontologies) in order to submit more mappings. 
· Use case three: the user knows that the ontologies are of various sizes and the mappings are of various numbers, but is finding it difficult to grasp the relative sizes. The user can use this layout to visually compare the sizes of the ontologies and the numbers of mappings. 
 

Q: Is it possible to add annotations, for example a note why the change should be temporary?
A: Yes, you can add comments. 
Q: How is the network diagram interpreted? 
A: We are looking at the number of mappings between ontologies.
Q: When you have completed mapping is it possible to extract the most commonly used terms from the results? These terms might be the most relevant, describing annotations that we need to use for experiment annotation.
A: I think we should be able to do that.
Peggy:  Our challenge has been connecting with the users, we are looking for people who would be willing to pilot.
Nathan: Nano WG is volunteering to pilot.
Comment: It would be useful to organize a workshop were users could play with the tools and provide feedback.
Q: Are these tools open source?
A: Yes.
Action: Juli will follow up with Peggy to get to tools posted on the community code resource directory.
Q: Is there any filtering capability?
A: We have spent a lot of time thinking about which filters might be useful. We have not implemented filtering yet, getting close to do that.
Q: Would it be possible to integrate ontology mapping with search results, for example with PubMed search? It would be nice to use ontologies to navigate search results.
A: Interesting idea. We are working on a tool for clinical trials that has similar type of capability.
Comment: ASTM and other standards organizations have a need for these type of tools. Metaontology project is also interested in using these tools.




