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I. PURPOSE OF TELECONFERENCE
The purpose of the teleconference was to discuss Supplement 63 and other issues.

II. REVIEW OF PREVIOUS MINUTES
The minutes of the May 23-24, 2001 meeting were approved as distributed.

III. DISCUSSION OF SUPPLEMENT 63
 Doug Sluis introduced the meeting by discussing his revisions to Supplement 63, version 8.  

Open issues were addressed first. Among open issues, the following were addressed:

-Direction Vector Elements were removed as unnecessary for the first draft

-Compact representations such as compression were deferred

-Forward referencing Components in a multi-component IOD

A number of other changes were made, including:

-Use cases dealing with presentation were eliminated

-Hierarchical Encoding of ND Image – another figure was needed for registration encoding

-Figure Encoding of Frame of Reference Registrations – figure needs to be updated

The Multi-Dimensional Image Information Entity and Registration Information Entity were discussed. It was agreed that there was a need to come up with a modification of the Ultrasound ND Image Module. A General NT Image Module should be created. It was also felt that the attributes which were specific to ultrasound should be reviewed with Working Group 12 to determine which ones were relevant, such as transducer type, processing used and frequency type.

Types of modules were then discussed including modules for Registration and ND Content, and Macros. There was little change made to the Reference Coordinate System Macro, however representation of accuracy was still considered to be an open issue.

Scott mentioned that for Fiducials, it was only needed to specify that this is quoted from another source. Everyone was asked to check which attributes were appropriate and who created it.

With respect to ND Patient Orientation in the Reference Coordinate System Macro, patient orientation should not be at multiple levels but simply at the root level. It was decided that each specific modality would deal with orientation and the 3D Supplement would address patient orientation at the root level.  Further clarification might be needed and should be addressed offline.  Kevin O’Donnell was asked to take on patient orientation and how it would be used as an action item. 

III.(Cont’d.)



It was felt that a better definition was needed for Component Macro.

Under the Component Property Macro, LUT was discussed.  It was stated that there could be a number of pieces which ultrasound wanted to capture, such as black and white –B –mode, velocity and power angio. A note was added to the effect that, “LUT refers to generic transformation of values, not necessarily a presentation LUT.” It was urged that everyone review this area. While ultrasound comprised one example, MR might also come up with something similar.


A question was raised how units would be labeled. This issue would be brought up to WG 12. 


The differences between classification and segmentation were reviewed. It was agreed that semantics needed to be clarified. The issue was the distinction between classification (making a new dataset with different pixel values), i.e. a pixel operation, and segmentation (representing regions of pixels). Classification was described as a data value, while segmentation could be a data value, binary value, a shape, a list of pixels etc.


For Component Mapping Type, it was agreed to remove piecewise linear, since not enough users used this.  A note would be added that LUT was used for byte data. Additional language on non-linear mapping was included in this section.


It was decided to avoid non-cartesian under the Component Spatial Mapping Macro for now. Further work would be needed and work group should await use cases from Nuclear Medicine and MR. It was agreed that the Shape Macro was not needed for this Supplement but could be used for a new supplement.

IV. USE CASES DISCUSSION
Use cases were then reviewed.  The Presentation Use case was omitted. The relationship between scenarios and use cases was discussed. Progress Tracking and Consultation was deleted and was to be considered for inclusion in a future supplement. The presentation portion for Tumor Treatment Planning was to be deleted. It was decided that the section on Acquisition Use Cases should be cleaned up. Also, Surgical Planning should be stricken. However, the PET/CT case should be put back as a scenario with use cases under it.

It was also decided that a General Purpose 3D Object should be defined. This would be sent around for WG 17 members’ feedback. 

V. NEXT STEPS FOR FURTHER ACTION
Doug agreed to get Revision 8A out to everyone. He asked for input from members prior to the WG 6 meeting in late October. It was stated that a goal was to have a document ready to go out for public comment by February 2002. Members were also encouraged to contact their counterparts in other work groups to collaborate with WG 17.

VI. TIME AND PLACE OF NEXT MEETING
The next meetings were scheduled for Wednesday, November 28, 2001 from 12:00 noon to 6:00 p.m. at the RSNA meeting in Chicago. A meeting would also be held at RSNA on Friday, November 30, 2001 from 8:30 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.

VII. ADJOURNMENT
The teleconference was adjourned at 2:05 p.m.
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