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I. REVIEW OF PREVIOUS MINUTES
Since this was the first meeting, there were no minutes to be reviewed.

II. INTRODUCTION AND HISTORY OF WORK GROUP ACTIVITY
Jeff Pohlhammer described the history of the work of the Work Group, and the collaboration with the Society of Nuclear Medicine (SNM) with regard to the SNM demonstration. He reported that the demonstration had been successful and the systems had worked fairly well. It was mentioned that the nuclear medicine societies, SNM, ASNC, ACC and EANM would be working with the the Integrated Health Enterprise (IHE).

Two goals of the Work Group now were to:

-Label cardiac images in a meaningful way

-Identify other conditions, such as stress and rest

II.(Cont’d.)



Jeff cited the work of the Ultrasound Imaging Section in addressing the different stages of an ultrasound protocol, particularly Stage Code Sequence, as similar to what nuclear medicine would need to do. He then described his DICOM Correction Item. The rationale for it was that there was no way to convey coded information describing conditions under which the image was acquired. Ultrasound had placed this into the series level but was thought the Nuclear DICOM Work Group should place it on the Image level.



Stage Code Sequence in the Nuclear Medicine Image Module, it was stated, describes special image conditions under which the image was acquired. A new table of coded items would be added. For pre and post syringe image, it was felt that the WG should try to use terms which were already available. Jeff will try to obtain feedback from WG 6. A position paper should be developed. IHE will likely give comment on the paper. IHE has strict rules on the attributes which must appear.



It was agreed to re-circulate the Change Proposal, Nuclear Medicine Protocol Stage Type for additional comment. Consultation with SNOMED would be useful in order to adjust code meanings. Input from Work Group members was encouraged. Revised change proposals would be sent to WG 6 and SNOMED would be asked to provide any changes that would be applicable.

III. STRESS AND REST IMAGES
The specific clinical situation in which there was a delay in taking a stress or rest image was then discussed. Manufacturers were interested in knowing about  how this situation should be handled in order to meet the needs of clinicians in nuclear cardiology. 

IV. DISCUSSION ON TREATMENT OF MULTI-DETECTORS
It was agreed that the description of the Nuclear Medicine IOD should be cleaned up with respect to multi-detectors. Further discussion and attention should also be given to whether the sender should do data correction.

With respect to Tom Milo’s example on multi- detector Tomo images, it was proposed that an additional rotation sequence was needed, along with adding the second rotation sequence to the rotation index vector and dropping the start angle from the detector sequence. This it was stated would fix the problem that the procedure as written would not fit with the DICOM standard. If there were 2 detectors, then 2 rotations should be done. It was also stated that a summary of Dynamic Tomo issues should be prepared and comments raised by Jeff on this issue should be reviewed.  Mention was made that multi-head Dynamic Tomo 

IV. (Cont’d.)

could not be exchanged between vendors. In a few weeks, within the last two weeks of July, a teleconference should be held to discuss examples.

V. TIME AND PLACE OF NEXT MEETING
A possible meeting would be held at the RSNA Convention in Chicago and thus it was recommended that space should be reserved. It was not certain at this time whether a meeting would be needed.

VI. ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 3:35 p.m.
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