VCoI Call Notes
26 October 2020
Attendees
· Claude Baudoin
· Rob Nehmer
· Mike Bennett
· Robert Stavros (Jackrabbit, 569992)
Agenda
· Call times revision
· Syntaxes and tooling
Meeting Notes
Call Times
Claude and Nick have / had other meeting that clash:
Claude 4 – 5.
Proposal
(1) Move to 5 – 6pm Prevailing Eastern Time
(2) Move to an earlier time (Pete Rivett?)
Works most of the time (CB) but sometimes has other things on odd weeks. 
Outcome: meeting moves to 5pm - 6pm Prevailing Easter Time MB to send updated invitation
OR
Delete the outlook one (change the end date to today so it wipes out the future ones.
Then send a new one (from Hypercube account
Syntaxes and Tooling
Last Week
Three Things
· File formats / syntax
· Tooling
· Content
The original diagram could be for each of these three. 
What is our output
· Just syntaxes
· Do we also have to do something about tooling
· Does TF have to figure out their own tooling? 
· Or what? 
· NO – see below. 
· Tool must work on a PSM that is a specialization of the PIM that we 
Discussion
Principles
PIM v PSM on these
Focus on PIM here. 
Captures the concept of a Reference or a Source etc. 
Would SKOS get us to that PIM? 
Is SKOS a PSM or a model format for the PIM. 
Leads to: What need too be unified across all groups that’s have a vocab to enable interchangeability (same metadata) versus things left to tool vendors as they choose. 
At OMG, we should not act a Kingmakers among tool vendors (core principle). Goal of having a std is to enable multiple tool vendors to provide tooling to enable interoperability because of a common underlying PIM. So refrain from proposing Tooling. Specify the standards.
Conclusions
So we want to have the PIM, then have vendors propose a tool that does the thing
List the vendors
Maybe even issue an RFI with the initial model we have in mind (as PIMM) and ask from their PoV what we may have forgotten and what they support.  – thereby understand state of the industry yon those capabilities
· Result is that we
· Add to the PIM
· Find things that are missing
· Understand what vendors out there are in the ballpark of supporting out VCoI requirements thereby being valid choices for a TF or SIG to make
Similar to BPMN and DDS – have interoperability so someone defines the vocabulary or taxonomy in their tool, can export , import send back -  different tools can have different capabilities from different tools
Considerations
May need to consider more than one PIM? 
Definition
Context
Representation of context
High level conceptual of how these things need to relate
· Same metamodel? 
· Someone proposes a taxonomy and in the part that talks about the context, the rest of their model is in a single context. 

Something like SKOS may not have a place to declare the Context
Context
Wikistuff provides context by way of backlinks (shows all the ways the term has been used)
Also Categories – show how the categories provide context. Can classify wiki pages by adding context tags
Examples:
· Industry name
· So you find all the pages relating to that industry
e.g. “Tank”:
Disambiguaton page (per Wikipedia) with the ways the term is used
Tank may refer to:
· Water container
· Military asset
· Clothing (-top)
· Etc.
Then where we have the pages, for the CONCEPT, we have
Tank_military
Tank_oil
Etc. 
In each of these, if it were the M language would be one thing with one specific super-something
Eg. one category: 
· weapons and Armaments
· Petroleum industry
Versus the instances of the word. 
Needs a metamodel
So how instantiated in UML
e.g. ‘means’ in the diagram – reify with the attribute which is the context. 
Then:
Given that Context is always one or more Concept; What are the concepts we want to use in the disambiguation?
Contexts in OMG form themselves a taxonomy of concepts
· Can then use the SKOS-derived broader / narrow specialisms
· can refer to contexts that are themselves organized as a taxonomy
· e.g. Domain
· Finance
· Healthcare
· Retail
· Etc.
· External Points of Reference
· Statistics
· Community of practice e.g. SDMX
· Accounting 
· XBRL
· IASB 
Realize all the OMG WGs as a taxonomy of contexts each being a a concept of an industry. 
Separately for Platform – need to define what those are e.g. Scope Area or Concern or something (e.g. Middleware)
Interesting wrinkle:
Tank: 
Ontology: most general Tank = a kind of vessel or container
· Then specializing for 
· Oil
· Water
· Others
· By industry
· Oil industry uses Water Tank
· Farming industry also uses Water Tank
So we have to cater for the range of ways a common concept is used across a range of (industries? Context in general; range of economic activities) 
There can be further classifications of these thing – all the attributes that would apply to tanks are applicable regardless of which industry uses them. 
This maps to something in M e.g. Tank Superscript 5 means this “definition” v Tank Superscrpt 2 which has another “Definition”. 
The M Language lets you specialize and disambiguate the word
But M is proprietary so we can figure out how to deal with the overloading of words, the way that M does. 
See Chat notes…
There is a metalanguage for describing concepts
e.g. 
is the definition human readable or machine readable (need not be mutually exclusive). 
These are attributes of the language used, rather than the concept.

Words and Languages
e.g. River in English v the 2 French words Rivier or Fleuve which have more specific meanings.
Also in Fr – water tank is not a synonym with military tank. So the synsets don’t match.
This happens with most human language differences. 
When you translate you have to know what concept you are talking about to choose the right word in the other language. 
Need context to know whether to use which words e.g. English to French need to know if Rivier or Fleuve (context) but Fr to En you lose the information (not needed). 
Not sure M resolves this. 
If definition of River is ‘a flowing body of water drawn by gravity’ - why you should not have monoglots (Anglophones) build your ontology. 
Cf Mike’s ‘Mombe problem’
Creek v Crick are different in VA. 
Geographical things are highly variable across English speaking dialect areas anyway
Creek = wadi = donga etc.
Geographical things are v contextual to their usage. 
Other things
Every word or concept has its own set of views
· Human readable
· Machine readable 
· other
we need to address this. 
Context v View
May find other views of the same concept.
There are at least 3 kinds of ‘definition’ that’s people may want to use in different usages. 
So there is the usage context v source context
Also whether words are archaic or not. In scope? 
Does this impact OMG? 
YES – have things that have changed names so DO need historical context
e.g. CPDM is now UAF
Comparable to use of 18th C words in period novels – archaic or literary term for X. 
Other contextual variations
· time as a contextual variable past / present)
· Other things
· Usage of words for 
· Clearing, Settlement
· Markets
· Geographical
So there is the vocabulary pe context and there is the applicability of the Concept per context. 
Concept – if fully framed, is independent of context
Usage of Concept IS dependent on context, but meaning of it is not. 
Usage of words is always contextual
Example: CPU (an abbreviation)
CPU is somewhat more liquid in its application to a concept? 
The same concept but implemented differently (virtual machines I presume)
Vocabulary Question
Vocabulary: nouns only or verbs and adjectives?
Answer: BOTH
SKOS has both
Many modelers forget and treat ‘Concept’ as synonymous with ‘Noun’. We need to make it explicit that concept may be noun or verb concept. 
Other Sources
Specification Metadata
We also have the SM standard at OMG for specifications.
AoB
Correction above – where I said for tank not a synonym, we really mean not a homonym.
See also the Nyms
Heterograph, homographs. And homophones don’t affect us. 
Bass v Bass are homographs but also homophones (or heterophones) etc. 
Record v Record
Reading v Reading (the town)
Action: Post a diagram of the nyms to the wiki. 
Next Meeting
5pm ET next week. For one hour. 
MB will send a new calendar invite for the series (to the vcoi list). 


Annex: Chat Log
Robert Stavros (Jackrabbit, 569992) (to Everyone): 5:18 PM: Context can be machine readable or it can be human understandable
Robert Stavros (Jackrabbit, 569992) (to Everyone): 5:19 PM: They are not necessarily mutually exclusive
Robert Stavros (Jackrabbit, 569992) (to Everyone): 5:24 PM: Human language can also provide context: English vs French vs Chinese etc
Robert Stavros (Jackrabbit, 569992) (to Everyone): 5:25 PM: Do I need deconfliction when I use a word like Tank in French?
Robert Stavros (Jackrabbit, 569992) (to Everyone): 5:25 PM: Concepts are human language independent
Robert Stavros (Jackrabbit, 569992) (to Everyone): 5:27 PM: Every word has its own set  of views:
Rob Nehmer (to Everyone): 5:47 PM: Have to drop off today.


