Address Interoperability Workgroup Meeting

(10/14/2009 12:30 PM EDT)

Present:

Brian Davis (away)
Sal Mungal

Mukesh Sharma

Lynne Wilkens 
Riki Ohira

Dianne Reeves 
Mary Cooper

Libby Prince (away)
Items Covered:

1. Sal went over the action items from the last meeting.

2. Sal went over the agenda for today.

3. Lynne went over her use cases of Address Interoperability between applications within the different domains.

a. caNanoLab – class Organization only
i. City, postalCode, address1, address2, state, country

b. caTisueSuite – has an Address class (using zip code instead postal code)

c. COPPA – uses ISO 21090 datatype for address

i. Q: What’s the difference between AD and DSETAD?

A: AD is part of an address where DSETAD is a collection of parts of an address (DSET is short for dataset), and they are used in structural versus functional roles in the model.

ii. COPPA is both an informational model and a PIM

iii. CDEs from COPPA do not capture all the information in the complex datatypes

iv. There is a need to distinguish between ISO Address CDEs and COPPA address CDEs.

d. Interoperability exists at the property level, it will be difficult to get who CDE reuse for interoperability on the Grid.
4. Brian had gone over the Standards Panel presentation for the Arch/VCDE Face-to-Face Meeting from the previous meeting.

a. Sal Mungal will represent the Address Interoperability Workgroup

b. Hua Min will give an introduction

c. Baris Suzek and Sal Mungal will discuss implementation of ISO 21090 (Sal from the perspective of Address), and Libby Prince will discuss ISO 21090 in the perspective of caBIG®.

5. Content for Face-to-Face presentation

a. Slide showing across different applications a 1:1 mapping to demonstrate how the different applications map to each other and highlight interoperability is not at the CDE level.
b. Slide of the use cases discussed by Lynne.

c. Rather than concentrate on mapping, perhaps it would be worth concentrating on transformation between DAM, PIM and PSM.

6. Sal Mungal contact Marty Humphrey about the .NET platform as a means to investigate how they are interoperating on Address.

a. XSD has semantics contained within it and therefore they do not directly deal with semantic model.

b. Unlike the iPhone app, which does not address semantics at all, the .NET group does it through the semantics associated with XSD.

Action items:

1. The Group - Need to read the eCAT docs and determine impact to our work (Lynne to be eCAT SME).

2. Sal - Denise has to give her view on how certain aspects of the datatypes work. Ask Denise for her view/clarification of the questions from above (Denise deferred to Dianne Reeves; Dianne will formulate a response).
3. Lynne will go over the Address use cases at the next meeting (Lynne reviewed the Use Cases at this meeting – 10/14).

4. Sal will show draft slides of what will be presented at the F2F at our next meeting.

5. Sal/Riki will send out the notes from this meeting
6. The next meeting is set for November 5, 2009 from 2-3 PM EST (Riki to send out meeting update)
