Notes from MEME Overview meeting – 22 December 2014
Attending: Aras Eftekhari, Larry Wright, Steve Emrick, John Kilbourne, Laura Roth, Tria (?) for Duc Nguyen, Tammy Powell, Sherri de Coronado
High level business requirements for editing system depending (based) on functions and workflows
· This meeting for Orientation- use cases and requirements
· How do we know when we’re done?  [SDC – My opinion, after a few iterations, we’ll have a sense of how detailed the deliverable (s) should be.  They should be good enough that we can move forward to the next step, which will likely include options/ plans.]
· Using this as background for requirements document plan/ get resources approved.
· Business level requirements first
· More detailed level- requirements within
· EDITTING- use cases, requirements that come along, etc.
High level requirements from Steve Emrick, in no particular order:
1. Lifecycle tracking aspect to individual source vocabulary, where individual sources are in the lifecycle.  (Acquire, Process, Edit, Release…)
2. QA tools- grouping, bean counting, content sampling- occur at each phase of source processing
3. Editing tools- assert synonymy, or split/ merge concepts
4. Tools to support publishing at intervals in XML, OWL, etc formatting. Sub-setting capability. MEME supports publishing and compare that to Metamorphosis for QA.
5. User interfaces- browsing in editing, browsing an artifact, browsing published items
Laura/Tammy- acquiring sources, and doing editing
1. [Acquisition and Inversion]: Acquire source, developers do analysis, look format/see what source is made up of. Look for problem characters in string and relationships; different parts. Give brief analysis and it is put into format and tested in system.[Test Insertion].  String matching/source matching/code matching for testing. We look at that and see if editing was done right. And if approved, then put in the real database. [Insertion.]  Algorithms can be run to make editing go/ run more smoothly.   Reduce the amount of manual curation needed.
2. Editing Phase: Once source goes in [Insertion], need to be able to see relationships, hierarchy, etc within database without looking it up in a book. HOW? Example of how in another system RX-NORM, you can visualize the source well. Hierarchy put in. Acetaminophen ATC (?) states it but can’t be seen within system. Developers can pull it out. “System should support browsing within the full lifecycle.”
3. Undo previous steps is requirement.
4. Manually create data is requirement.
5. Assign work out to people- query to QA on work assignments
6. Tracking of edits and assignments is requirement
7. QA for sources
8. Filter out sources? We can do that. Can narrow down the script. Queries can be run. Some tools but programmers can do it for us- not ideal to have to ask programmers for every report.
9. Sherri- “One source at a time?” Not really, whenever they are ready. Can be some overlap. “Is there tooling or do you need tooling to look across sources?” SNOMED comes in before MESH, doesn’t mean editing needs to be in that order or one at a time.  Frequently working on multiple, especially where content overlaps.
10. NEW (to consider, not definite requirement) - If we want to publish more frequently (weekly? Monthly?) e.g. as new drug names come in, approve concept, wouldn’t have to wait for long time to release that. More frequent releases, doesn’t mean QA on other stuff that may delay. RX-NORM. (?)
11. UI (unique identifier) maintenance (CUIs, AUIs, SUIs, - concept, atom, string, lexical identifiers) is requirement.
12. “Make it easier for people to get new content” .
Other discussion: 
Larry:  Levels of granularity, what to do in certain timeframes. Pushing for more frequent releases so couldn’t make publications more frequent. Some way of handling things that won’t be complete until a certain amount of editing is done. Some way of tracking at the work list/concept/etc level. Concept needs some tracking where it is “in review”- but it can be publishable in pre-review format. 
Releasability- at the atomic level. Only releasing concepts when they are fully updated. Release a delta update with more frequent updates?
More updates of NCI Metathesaurus? Couldn’t, beyond resources.
NCI 3-4 times a year updates, NLM is only twice a year. Used to be 4 times a year, people complained about updating systems. If we could make it easier for them to update/get information - REQUIREMENT.  (And possibly easier internal updates?)
Anything more on Editing? 
[bookmark: _GoBack]ACTION ITEMS: Going forward- Demos and Doodle Poll.  Sherri will set up doodle poll for a couple of meetings in January for demos.  We agreed that multiple people will attend these calls as they can, so that everyone can ask questions and add clarifications.  

