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Outreach to Industry

2nd Meeting, Heraklion
Thursday 13 - Friday 14 May 2004
Venue: 
Heraklion, Hersonissos
Thursday 13 May 2004, 14:30 – 18:00

Friday 14 May 2004, 9:00 – 12:00

Attendees
	Name
	Organization
	 e.mail

	1. Alain Léger (O2I)
	FT R&D
	alain.leger@rd.francetelecom.com

	2. Robert Meersman (O2I)
	VUB
	meersman@vub.ac.be

	3. Mustafa Jarrar (WP 1.2, WP 1.3)
	VUB
	mjarrar@vub.ac.be

	4. Yiannis Kompatsiaris (WP 1.5)
	CRTH / ITI
	ikom@iti.gr

	5. Malgorzata Mochol (WP 1.1, WP 1.3)
	FUBerlin
	mochol@inf.fu-berlin.de

	6. Ellen Schulten (WP 1.3, 1.4, 1.6)
	UIBK/DERI
	Ellen.schulten@deri.ie

	7. Ying Ding (WP 1.3, 1.4, 1.5)
	UIBK
	Ying.ding@uibk.ac.at

	8. Rubén Lara
	UIBK
	Ruben.Lara@uibk.ac.at 

	9. Roberta Cuel (WP 1.1, WP 1.2)
	UniTrento
	roberta.cuel@economia.unitn.it  

	10. Matteo Bonifacio (WP 1.1, 1.2)
	Uni Trento
	bonifacio@itc.it 

	11. Marco Nanni ( WP1.3)
	FT R&D
	Marco.nanni@rd.francetelecom.com 

	12. Luigi Lancieri (WP 1.3)
	FT R&D
	Luigi.lancieri@francetelecom.com

	13. Daniel Doegl
	UMA
	Daniel.doegl@uma.at

	14. Asuncion Gomez-Perez (WP 1.6)
	UPM
	asun@fi.upm.es 

	15. Angel Lopez-Cima (WP 1.6)
	UPM
	alopez@fi.upm.es 

	16. Raul Garcia-Castro (WP 1.2, 1.3, 1.6)
	UPM
	rgarcia@fi.upm.es 

	17. M-Carmen Suarez (WP 1.2, 1.3, 1.6)
	UPM
	mcsuarez@delicias.dia.fi.upm.es

	18. Jérôme Euzénat (all WPs)
	INRIA
	Jerome.Euzenat@inrialpes.fr 

	19. Olivier Corby
	INRIA
	Olivier.corby@sophia.inria.fr 

	20. Fabien Gandon (WP 1.3, 1.4, 1.6)
	INRIA
	Fabien.gandon@sophia.inria.fr 

	21. Paul-Alexandre Chirita (WP 1.2)
	L3S
	

	22. Rudiger Klein (WP 1.1, 1.2, 1.3)
	Daimler Chrysler
	ruediger.klein@daimlerchrysler.com 

	23. Victor de Boer (all WPs)
	SWI – Uni Amsterdam
	

	24. Mark van Assem (all WPs)
	BI- VUA
	

	25. Martin Labsuu (WP 1.2, WP 1.3, WP 3.2)
	Uni Prague
	labsuu@vse.cz 

	26. Steve Robertshaw (WP 1.2, 1.3, 1.4)
	DSTL
	srobertshaw@dslt.gov.uk 

	27. Jens Hartmann
	AIFB
	hartmann@aifb.uni-karlsruhe.de 

	28. Valentina Tamma (O2I, WP 1.5, 1.6, 2.3, 2.4)
	Univ Liverpool
	valli@csc.liv.ac.uk 

	29. Ben Lithgow-Smith  (WP 1.5, 2.3, 2.4)
	Univ Liverpool
	

	30. Lyndon Nixon (WP 1.1, 1.3)
	FUB
	nixon@inf.fu-berlin.de 

	31. Stefano Spaccapietra (WP 1.1, WP 1.2)
	EPFL - LBD
	stefano.spaccapietra@epfl.ch 

	32. Niraj Aswani (WP 1.3, WP 1.4, WP 1.6)
	University of Sheffield, uk
	N.Aswani@des.shef.ac.uk 

	33. Mike Dowman (WP 1.3, WP 1.4, WP 1.6)
	University of Sheffield, uk
	mike@des.shef.ac.uk 

	34. Diana Maynard (WP 1.3, WP 1.4, WP 1.6)
	University of Sheffield, uk
	diana@des.shef.ac.uk 

	35. Carol Goble (WP 1.3, WP 1.4, WP 1.6)
	University of Manchester, uk
	carole@cs.man.ac.uk 

	36. Steven Robertshaw (WP 1.3, WP 1.4, WP 1.6)
	DSTL, uk
	robertshaw@dstl.gov.uk 

	37. Andreas harth (WP 1.3, WP 1.4, WP 1.6)
	DERI, ie
	Andreas.harth@deri.ie 

	38. Kuud Moeller (WP 1.3, WP 1.4, WP 1.6) 
	Deri,Galway, ie
	Kuud.moeller@deri.ie 

	39. Martin Labshh (WP 1.3, WP 1.4, WP 1.6)
	Uni. Of Economics, Prague, cz
	labshh@vse.cz 

	40. Martin Doerr (WP 1.3, WP 1.4, WP 1.6)
	FORTH, gr
	Martin!ics@forth.gr    

	41. Yiannis Kompatsiaris (WP 1.3, WP 1.4, WP 1.6)
	ITI-CERTH, gr
	ikom@iti.gr 

	42. Dan Tufis (WP 1.3, WP 1.4, WP 1.6)
	RACAI, Romania
	tufis@racai.ro  

	43. Dan Cristea (WP 1.3, WP 1.4, WP 1.6)
	University of Iasi, Romania
	dcristea@infoiasi.ro 


O2I Overall progress status (Alain Léger)          

A quick recap of the main organisation of our O2I work and the due deliverables was presented.

AL reminded that O2I achievement on transferring the technology to European Industry was a key objective of KW.

Then the focus was put on the main pressing issues to be resolved. Each issue was discussed and progress. Main issues:
Task: Board of industrial partners (D 1. 1.1)

Business sectorial domains (Automotive, bank, telecom,  … ) 
Board In building (as April 2004 about 10 on Board)
Pull-Push Technology balance (Pull search first) In progress
Invitation letter (DONE)

Starting and Sharing the F2F meeting (to get business scenarios) 

Task: Industrial Board MoU (D 1.1.1)

Drafted and circulated by FT Request EPMB comments

Main structure of the Operational charter to be discussed in Heraklion
Task: Systems Requirements (D 1.1.2)

First draft initiated by FUB

Needs to organize selected ad-hoc F2F meetings with industry partners 

F2F - Form for describing prototypical Use Cases UML style could be used (actors, sequences, classes)

Intermediate version of Use Cases should be delivered Month 6 to Research

Task: Industrial Workshops (WP 1.4)

Knowledgeweb O2I meeting with Industry board (specific needs or PMB event)

Best promotional vectors (Advise from Industrial Board)

SIGIR’04, ISWC’04, OTM’04 …

Cooperation with NoE Rewerse (Reasoning on the Web)

Technology transfer Started 5 May DONE (minutes circulated)

Cooperation with W3C (WP 1.4)

VUA, UPM, FT, INRIA are members of WG Best Practices and Deployment (FT, UPM, INRIA report)

Portal O2I Web site (WP 1.6) 

UPM has made progress and will report the main issues to date
FT propose a new look and feel for better access to Industry related contents (better marketing and access for the industry to our concrete results)
WP 1.1 Industry Board and Applications needs (Alain Léger)          

Task: Board of industrial partners (D 1.1.1) 
A sectorial organization of the whole O2I domain is proposed and a first tentative distribution of declared interested parties has been shown. In first place client industry partners have been elected.
As the letter of invitation is approved all partners are invited to make proposals in relation to their national/personal industry relations.  
Even if the contract asks for a numerical target each year (50-100-150-200 partners) the quality of the partnership should not be underestimated. So, the selection and the good balance between Technology push and Technology-pul (client) industry partners should be pursued.

Task: MoU and operational charter (D 1.1.1)
The KW contract says: "A charter of working rules should be agreed between the partners"
So a first initial draft has been initialized by France Telecom legal department and has been distributed. 
Discussions took place on that signed contract on working rules between KW and Industry parties, on the real benefits of having such procedure in place.The O2I was not in position to take final decision. 
EPMB decided to go on with the MoU that will be signed by Guus Schreiber on behalf of the KW consortium.

Task: Systems Requirements (D 1.1.2)
FuB made a presentation on the structure of the deliverable. FuB made a presentation on an example for a Job Seeker scenario. Use Cases will be intiated from the Ontoweb SIG4 available Business Cases and from F2F meeting with each industry partner. To conduct the F2F meeting a template will be provided soon by FuB.

FuB has all the UML suite.

The completion of this task is due end of 2004. However, it is considered that the outcome of this work is on the critical path for other tasks (in O2I and in Research). An intermediate version will be delivered in June 2004, with few well chosen and well documented Use Cases.
Task: Knowledge processing requirements (D1.1.3)
Ad-hoc discussions took place for clarification of the expected outcome of this task.

University of Trento agreed to be the leader of the task.

O2I Portal: 
FT made a proposal (prototype delivered to UPM on a CD-Rom) for a more attractive and "catchy" Industry window 

[image: image1.wmf]
WP 1.2 Evaluations (Mustafa Jarrar)          

Date: 13/5/2004

Present:

Alain Léger ( FT R&D) Robert Meersman( VUB) Mustafa Jarrar( VUB) Yiannis Kompatsiaris( CRTH/ITI) Malgorzata Mochol( FUBerlin) Ellen Schulten(UIBK/DERI) Ying Ding( UIBK) Ruben Lara( UIBK) Roberta Cuel( UniTrento) Matteo Bonifacio (  Uni Trento) Marco Nanni( FT R&D) Luigi Lancieri( FT R&D) Daniel Doegl( UMA) Asuncion Gomez-Perez( UPM) Angel Lopez-Cima( UPM) Raul Garcia-Castro( UPM)  M-Carmen Suarez( UPM) Jérôme Euzénat( INRIA) Olivier Corby( INRIA) Paul-Alexandre Chirita( L3S) Rudiger Klein( Daimler Chrysler) Victor de Boer(SWI–UniAmsterdam) Mark van Assem( BI- VUA) Martin Labsuu( Uni Prague) Steve Robertshaw( DSTL) Jens Hartmann( AIFB) Valentina Tamma( Univ Liverpool) Ben Lithgow-Smith( Univ

Liverpool) Lyndon Nixon( FUB) Stefano Spaccapietra ( EPFL – LBD)

Absent: VUM

Progress: (this work package starts 1st of July)

=========

-Task-1: Utility of ontology-based tools (led by UniTn): Roberta Cuel presented a roadmap for achieving the goals of this task, and the main dependencies with other work packages (specially benchmarking in WP2.1 and WP2.2). #Action-point:# an ad 

 hoc meeting on “benchmarking in Kweb” will be organized with other work package.

-Task-2: Interoperability of tools and services (led by L3S): Wolf Siberski presented and discussed the general goals of this task. #Action-point:# identification of tool  components and identification requirements for interoperability is expected in next 

 meeting.

-Task-3: Ontology content evaluation and usability (led by UKARL): Jens Hartmann discussed the general goals of this task. The meeting reached no consensus on what “ontology evaluation” means. #Action-point:# A clear description of methods for  ontology evaluation is expected in next meeting. Consensus should be reached -  in an offline mode- before the next meeting.

Next meeting: (9-10 September, Trento). Local organizer: UniTn. Agenda: to be sent later.

http://www.starlab.vub.ac.be/staff/mustafa/Kweb/WP13/ 

WP 1.3 Recommendations (Mustafa Jarrar)          

Date: 13-14/5/2004

Present:

Robert Meersman (VUB) Mustafa Jarrar (VUB) Marco Nanni (FT) Alain Leger (FT) Fabien Gandon(INRIA) Raúl García Castro(UPM) Carmen Suarez de Figueroa(UPM) Angel Lopez-cima (UPM) Niraj Aswani (USFD) Mike Dowman (USFD) Diana 

Maynard (USFD) Carol Goble (VUM) Yiannis Kompatsiaris (CERTH) Ellen Schulten (UIBK) Andreas harth (NUIG) Kuud Moeller (NUIG) Roberta Cuel (UniTn) Malgorzata Mochol (FUBer) Martin Labshh (Uni. Of Economics-Prague, CZ) Martin 

Doerr (FORTH, GR) Dan Tufis, RACAI, Romania) Dan Cristea (University of Iasi, Romania) Steven Robertshaw (DSTL, UK) Luigi Lancieri( FT R&D)

Absent: {VU, UKARL}

Progress:
========
-Task-1: Best Practices and Guidelines (led by FT): Luigi Lancieri (FT) presented a preliminary work and basic analyses of Best Practices. #Action-point:# a preliminary report is expected in the next meeting to capture the top best practices from the industry use cases (D1.1.2). Diana Maynard (USFD) presented an ongoing work on best practices and guidelines for automatic metadata creation. #Action point: # further details are expected in the next meeting with the focus on industrial business cases. Malgorzata Mochol (FUBer) presented an ontology-based recruitment application as prototypical business case. #Action point:# report on best practices and guidelines for ontology-based recruitment applications is expected in the next meeting.

-Task-2: Ontology repository and Task-3 Standards (led by UPM): M. Carmen Suarez-Figueroa  presented an investigation on reusing and adapting the OntoRoadMap. She presented the identification of a subset of metadata for describing ontologies using the Reference  Ontology. This set of metadata will be proposed for standardization.

#Action-point: #adapting and extending the OntoRoadMap as the first prototype of ontology repository,  this repository will be part of the KWeb portal. #Action-point: # a report on the main  set of ontology metadata is expected in next the meeting.

-Task-4: Ontology Outreach Authority (led by VUB). Mustafa Jarrar presented preliminary goals and requirements of OOA. #Action-point:# write a short report on the OOA goals and requirements; this report will be presented in the next meeting and then it will be  sent to the industry board for feedback. #Expected-Problem:# Person-month allocated to  this task is very optimistic. Decision: the decision is to be taken after finishing D1.3.3: reduce the goals or allocate more person-month.

Next meeting:

=============

(9-10 September, Trento). Local organizer: UniTn. Agenda: to be sent later.
WP 1.4 Promotion (Ellen Schulten)          

Task D1.4.1 Technology Roadmap (M12)

Deliverable 1.4.1: Technology RoadMap (UIBK)

Input from del. 1.4.3 the Report on International Semantic Technology Roadshow 

Task D 1.4.2 Business Case and Success stories (M18)

Deliverable 1.4.2: Success Stories (UIBK)

Suggestion to restrict to one Success story in order to strongly focus on marketing elements as creative layout and industry appealing style. 

Task D1.4.3 Report on Technology show (M12)

Deliverable 1.4.3: Report on International Technology Show (UIKB)

First International Semantic Technology Road Show: ESWS’04, successfully held May 12th, in Crete!!!

The collection of applications and tools will be organized in a categorization matrix 

The focus will be on applications rather than tools (is more industry related and avoids overlap with other activities)

The report will be related to the technology roadmap (D 1.4.1)

Additional identified needs and suggestions:

- Having links on the portal to the tools and applications

- WIKI like portal for an application repository. 
Suggested features of such repository:

user-driven, with a template for developers of the applications to complete. (Work out categorization matrix for the template)
ranking system as in W3C WG BPD (See the JAVA portal (proposal from UPM))
WP 1.5 main issues (Ying Ding, UIBK)          

The main objective of this activity is to organize cross-disciplinary research in related areas to provide joint education and promotional efforts, both in academia and industry. It aims to avoid the overload of related events with the same or similar scope by coordinating different initiatives and bringing them together into joint education and training activities.
Deliverables
D 1.5.1 (Month 2)

Project presentation and project showcase. DONE 
D 1.5.2 (Month 18)

Report on joint education and training activities with cooperating networks

D E-D2 (Month 18)

Joint deliverable by Knowledge Web and REWERSE. Co-operation with Knowledge Web/VISWE on graduate education.  The deliverable includes agreements and co-operation plans. Progress so far:
- Course collections (same platform for learning units)

- MSc program (joint action with Rewerse) 

- Platform for education in industry

- The KW portal will host e.Learning facilities similar to those pursued in RW education area

D T-D2 (Month 18)

Joint deliverable by Knowledge Web and REWERSE. Co-operation with Knowledge Web and other NoE on industrial competence centres and VISWE. The deliverable reports on possibilities and presents co-operation plans. Progress so far:
- Cooperation between KW and Rewerse has been established and planned

- REWERSE attendance to KnowledgeWeb in Creta:  Univ of Munchen 

- Joint collaboration on the industrial board composition and organization 

- KW and RW review the possible common concrete actions and right targets for promotion and dissemination

- Audio conference each month to monitor the progress of the cooperation

O2I (Alain Léger) made the formal contact with the Rewerse task on technology transfer (Andrea Kulas, Tim Geisler, Sara Carro-Martinez, Monday 3 May). An agreed formal report has been agreed between the participants and circulated in O2I WP 1.5 and reported to EPMB. Many directions of KW-Rewerse cooperations have been identified (professional oriented courses for ease the take-up in industry, co-organized events for industry, exchange of applications scenarios).  
Other issues:

- Workshop organized by aceMedia: How to align us with this workshop (details: http://www.acemedia.org/aceMedia/events/ewimt2004.html

- Our focus: Should we just focus on our collaboration with Rewerse (the most closed NoE) or with any other NoEs (such as: MUSCLE, Aim@Shape, KB2.0 and Agentlink III)

WP 1.6 main issues (Angel Lopez-Cima, Mari-Carmen Suarez, UPM)          

http://knowledgeweb.semanticweb.org/
Portal Goal

Long Term (M48)

1.  To disseminate and promote Knowledge Web

Outreach to Industry activities

Support to Research: Virtual Research Center portal
Support to Education: WISVE portal
2. Use the portal to monitor Knowledge Web project

Short Term (M18)

- First draft of the semantic portal requirements and design

- First draft of ontologies

- First version of the KW semantic portal.

Deliverables

D1.6.2: First Prototype Semantic Portal Ontologies (M6)

D1.6.1: Portal requirements And System Design (M12)
D1.6.3: First Prototype Semantic Portal First Content Delivery Maintenance of SWSA portal (M18)
The Portal infrastructure is using: ODESeW
5 ontologies: Project, Events, Person, Organization, Documentation, and Time ontology will be added soon
Ontology population

You can access using a login and a password: Already sent to the contact person of your organization

Each partner should populate using the instance editor, Person ontology, and Organization ontology

WP leaders should populate: the WP they are leading, main tasks, deliverables produced, ...

Portal Usage statistics has been presented

Use and Populate it !!: http://knowledgeweb.semanticweb.org/ 
Software : Ángel López-Cima alopez@delicias.dia.fi.upm.es 
Ontologies M. Carmen Suárez-Figueroa mcsuarez@delicias.dia.fi.upm.es 
Comments from the audience

· Ease for upload and annotate the content instances (report, deliverable, presentation)
· WIKI facility

· Download facility

Main Resolutions









1. MoU is agreed by the EPMB. It will be slightly revised and proposed to the Legal entity of KW representative contractor (UIBK) for final legal endorsement. Then it will be sent for signature to the first Industry members (Guus Schrieber will act as the KW representative for the "Early Access Policy")
2. Building of the network will continue under the leadership of the O2I managers
3. Contacting and inviting industrial parties is shared between the O2I partners. Clients industry is given more focus but push-technology partners are also welcomed but careful examination of the KW network benefits should be clear. All O2I partners are strongly invited to contact their personal / regional industry contacts.
4. The Use Cases and Scenarios are now a key O2I output for feeding many O2I and Research activity. An interim version is agreed for giving some concrete examples of the main body of work due. This will be done for early feedbacks from KW and to make an early organized cooperation with the Research area. O2I managers will contribute and follow closely this actively.
5. Knowledge processing requirements (D1.1.3) is led by University of Trento

6. Benchmarking ad-hoc meeting scheduled. Evaluation of tools will be done in close cooperation with the Research. However benchmarking in O2I must be carried out in the context of Business Cases in order to provide useful guidelines and best practices.
7. Interoperability of tools: identification of tool components and identification requirements for interoperability is expected in next meeting.
8. Ontology content evaluation: A clear description of methods for ontology evaluation is expected in next meeting. Consensus should be reached -  in an offline mode- before the next meeting
9. Best Practices: a preliminary report is expected for the next meeting to capture the top best practices from the industry use cases
10. Ontology Repository and Standards: adapting and extending the OntoRoadMap as the first prototype of ontology repository,  this repository will be part of the KWeb portal. A report on the main  set of ontology metadata is expected in next the meeting.
11. Ontology Outreach Authority: write a short report on the OOA goals and requirements; this report will be presented in the next meeting and then it will be sent to the industry board for feedback.  Person-month allocated to this task is very optimistic. The decision is to be taken after finishing D1.3.3: reduce the goals or allocate more person-month.
12. KW Portal: The portal task is requesting many feedbacks from the KW community on the use of the portal. Each partner should populate using the instance editor, Person ontology, Organization ontology WP leaders should populate: the WP they are leading, main tasks, deliverables produced, ..
13. W3C activity in the new WG on Best Practices and Deployment which is attended by UPM, VUA, INRIA and FT must be continued activity for leveraging many efforts in O2I.
14. Cooperation with the NoE Rewerse on the technology transfer track will be pursued and concrete synergies should be identified, acted and put in action.

15. Next O2I meetings must follow striker the agenda agreed prior to the meeting (with time slot allocated for each WP for report and decisions taken), and the wrap-up session of about 1 hour must be left for the O2I managers and WP leaders to meet for drafting the plenary report. 
16. An O2I full meeting will be held 9-10 September 2004 in Trento.  
17. The chairmen FT and VUB thanks the O2I participants for their lively contributions and the fruitful meeting
18. The attendees warmly thanks the Greek organizers for the exceptional facilities provided for the meeting
O2I Planning 
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Nom de la tâche


1


WP1.1: Industrial Needs Analysis


2


Industry Board Set up (Task 1.1)


3


Board and MoU (D 1.1.1 v1)


4


Board updated (D 1.1.1 v2)


5


Systems Requirements (Task 1.1.2)


6


Prototypical Use Cases (D 1.1.2 v1)


7


Knowledge processing Requirements (Task 1.1.3)


8


Ontology based processing (D 1.1.3 v1)


9


Knowledge System requirements for Business Cases (D1.1.4)


10


WP1.2: Evaluations for Technology Selection


11


Utility of Ontology based Tools (Task 1.2.1)


12


Utility of Ontology Tools suite (D 1.2.1 v1) 


13


Interoperabilty of Tools (Task 1.2.2)


14


Report on SWF requirements (D 1.2.2)


15


Ontology Content Evaluation (Task 1.2.3)


16


Method for Ontology evaluation v1 (D 1.2.3)


17


WP1.3: Technology Recommendations


18


Best Practices and Guidelines (Task 1.3.1)


19


Best Practices v1 (D 1.3.1)


20


Ontology Repository (Task 1.3.2)


21


Standards (Task 1.3.3)


22


Standards report V1 (D 1.3.2)


23


Ontology Registration Authority (Task 1.3.4)


24


Report on OOA v1 (D 1.3.3)


25


WP1.4: Promotion of Technology


26


Technology Roadmap (Task 1. 4.1)


27


Roadmap v1 (D 1.4.1)


28


Success Stories (Task 1.4.2)


29


Success Stories v1 (D 1.4.2)


30


International Technology Show (Task 1.4.3)


31


Report on International Shows v1 (D 1.4.3)


32


WP1.5: Cross-field activity


33


Potential co-operators (Task 1.5.1)


34


Project presentation and show case (D 1.5.1)


35


Joint Education and Training co-operations (Task 1.5.2)


36


Joint Education and Training activities (D 1.5.2)


37


Co-operation KW - REWERSE Graduate education (DE-D2)


38


Co-operation KW-REWERSE Industrial competence (DT-D2)


39


WP1.6: Semantic Portal Infrastructure


40


Portal Requirements and Design (Task and D 1.6.1)


41


Portal Requirements (D 1.6.1)


42


Portal Ontology (D 1.6.2)


43


Portal Development (Task 1.6.3)


44


First Prototype Portal (D 1.6.3)


45


Content and maintenance activities (Task 1.6.4)


46


Portal Releases KnowledgeWeb and SWSA (D 1.6.4)
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Nº Nom de la tâche

1 WP1.1: Industrial Needs Analysis

2 Industry Board Set up (Task 1.1)

3 Board and MoU (D 1.1.1 v1)

4 Board updated (D 1.1.1 v2)

5 Systems Requirements (Task 1.1.2)

6 Prototypical Use Cases (D 1.1.2 v1)

7 Knowledge processing Requirements (Task 1.1.3)

8 Ontology based processing (D 1.1.3 v1)

9 Knowledge System requirements for Business Cases (D1.1.4)

10 WP1.2: Evaluations for Technology Selection

11 Utility of Ontology based Tools (Task 1.2.1)

12 Utility of Ontology Tools suite (D 1.2.1 v1) 

13 Interoperabilty of Tools (Task 1.2.2)

14 Report on SWF requirements (D 1.2.2)

15 Ontology Content Evaluation (Task 1.2.3)

16 Method for Ontology evaluation v1 (D 1.2.3)

17 WP1.3: Technology Recommendations

18 Best Practices and Guidelines (Task 1.3.1)

19 Best Practices v1 (D 1.3.1)

20 Ontology Repository (Task 1.3.2)

21 Standards (Task 1.3.3)

22 Standards report V1 (D 1.3.2)

23 Ontology Registration Authority (Task 1.3.4)

24 Report on OOA v1 (D 1.3.3)

25 WP1.4: Promotion of Technology

26 Technology Roadmap (Task 1. 4.1)

27 Roadmap v1 (D 1.4.1)

28 Success Stories (Task 1.4.2)

29 Success Stories v1 (D 1.4.2)

30 International Technology Show (Task 1.4.3)

31 Report on International Shows v1 (D 1.4.3)

32 WP1.5: Cross-field activity

33 Potential co-operators (Task 1.5.1)

34 Project presentation and show case (D 1.5.1)

35 Joint Education and Training co-operations (Task 1.5.2)

36 Joint Education and Training activities (D 1.5.2)

37 Co-operation KW - REWERSE Graduate education (DE-D2)

38 Co-operation KW-REWERSE Industrial competence (DT-D2)

39 WP1.6: Semantic Portal Infrastructure

40 Portal Requirements and Design (Task and D 1.6.1)

41 Portal Requirements (D 1.6.1)

42 Portal Ontology (D 1.6.2)

43 Portal Development (Task 1.6.3)

44 First Prototype Portal (D 1.6.3)

45 Content and maintenance activities (Task 1.6.4)

46 Portal Releases KnowledgeWeb and SWSA (D 1.6.4)
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2nd Semestre1er Semestre2nd Semestre1er Semestre2nd Semestre


Deliverables planning 

	Status of deliverables

	
Deliverable
	
Current status
(completed/
underway)
	
On schedule
(yes/no)
	Original completion date 
(as in Annex I "Description of Work" + Calendar Date, e.g. "M6 = June 2004")
	Actual/planned completion date

(Calendar Date, e.g.
 "15 June 2004")

	D1.1.1
	Started
	Yes
	M6 = June 2004
	M6 = June 2004

	D1.1.2
	Started
	Yes
	M12 = December 2004
	M12 = December 2004

	D1.1.3
	Not started
	-
	M12 = December 2004
	M12 = December 2004

	D1.1.4
	Not started
	-
	M18 = June 2005
	M18 = June 2005

	D1.2.1
	Not started
	-
	M18 = June 2005
	M18 = June 2005

	D1.2.2
	Not started
	-
	M12 = December 2004
	M12 = December 2004

	D1.2.3
	Not started
	-
	M12 = December 2004
	M12 = December 2004

	D1.3.1
	Started
	Yes
	M18 = June 2005
	M18 = June 2005

	D1.3.2
	Sarted
	Yes
	M12 = December 2004
	M12 = December 2004

	D1.3.3
	Not started
	-
	M18 = June 2005
	M18 = June 2005

	D1.4.1
	Started
	Yes
	M12 = December 2004
	M12 = December 2004

	D1.4.2
	Not started
	-
	M18 = June 2005
	M18 = June 2005

	D1.4.3
	Started
	Yes
	M12 = December 2004
	M12 = December 2004

	D1.5.1
	Completed
	Yes
	M2 = February 2005
	M2 = February 2005

	D1.5.2
	Started
	Yes
	M18 = June 2005
	M18 = June 2005

	E-D2
	Started
	Yes
	M18 = June 2005
	M18 = June 2005

	T-D2
	Started
	Yes
	M18 = June 2005
	M18 = June 2005

	D1.6.2
	Started
	Yes
	M6 = June 2004
	M6 = June 2004

	D1.6.1
	Started
	Yes
	M12 = December 2004
	M12 = December 2004

	D1.6.3
	Not started
	-
	M18 = June 2005
	M18 = June 2005

	D1.6.4
	Not started
	-
	M18 = June 2005
	M18 = June 2005
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