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Téma stretnutia:  návrh dátového modelu - diskusia
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1) 7RPiã�QiV�LQIRUPRYDO�R�þLDVWRþQRP�QDSOQHQt�GDWDEi]\�~GDMPL���QDMPl�G{OHåLWp

tabulky.
2) )RUPXORYDQp�RWi]N\�VPH�SRVODOL�OHNiURP�GR�.RGDQH��SULþRP�RWi]N\�DM�RGSRYHGH�VD

nachádzajú v prílohe k zápisu
3) 9\WYRUHQLH�GiWRYpKR�PRGHOX�SUH�NRQVHQ]\�EROR�RGORåHQp�SRNLD��QHEXGH�GHILQLWtYQH

stanovená štruktúra dátového modelu pre vyšetrenia
4) 3UHEHKOD�GLVNXVLD�RK�DGRP�ULHãHQLD�þtVHOQtNRY�Y�GiWRYRP�PRGHO\��SULþRP�EROD

VFKYiOHQi�YHU]LD�SR]RVWiYD�]�ULHãHQLD�SRPRFRX�MHGLQHM�WDEX�N\�REVDKXM~FHM�DWULE~W\
7\S�þtVHOQtNX��+RGQRWD�D�7H[W�

5) Schválili sme zapracovanie nového delenia symbolov zo súboru user5.rtf do
GiWRYpKR�PRGHOX��SULþRP�VSlWQi�NRQYHU]LD�GR�D�]�(&&2�IRUPiWX�EXGH�PXVLH"�E\"
implementovaná priamo v softvéri.

6) 9�SLDWRN������R�������VD�XVNXWRþQt�VWUHWQXWLH�V�OHNiUPL

Úlohy vyplývajúce zo stretnutia:
1) 0D"R�D�,YDQ���Y\WYRUL"�SRVOHGQ~�YHU]LX�GRNXPHQWiFLH�GiWRYpKR�PRGHOX
2) .DURO��%RULV�D�7RPiã���SUDFRYD"�QD�NRPXQLNiFLt�VRIWYpUX�V�GDWDEi]RX
3) 9ãHWFL���SULSUDYL"�RWi]N\�QD�VWUHWQXWLH�V�OHNiUPL�

Vypracoval: Matej Makula

Príloha A - Otázky a odpovede lekárov z Kodane

(mail od lekára z Kodane pre M. Bielikovú)

> We would like to add a "wizard" to ease the examination procedure to KATE. It
> would guide the examiner through the EMG-examination procedure offering
> questions in structured dialogs to fill.  According interviews with  our
> medical partners  we consider in  our model that the starting point for the
> examination is the   "refferal diagnosis". The wizard will generate
structures
> and techniques based   on the given "refferal diagnosis". Do you think this
> approachl is correct?

Yes, the approach is correct, the EMG-examination strategy is primarily based on the
referral diagnosis. However, there are several problems, the most important problem is
that 7 different physicians use 7 different strategies. In other words, there are absolutely



no consensus even not in our little group on which strategy to use. Some physicians are
also taking a history from the patient and are probably also doing a clincal examination
of the patient themselves in order to decide the strategy. Another problem is that the
examination strategy changes dynamicly during the examination dependent on the
findings from already done
muscle or nerve tests.

>
> Could you describe the examination sequence in detail?

According to the above, you may understand that this is not possible at present - a very
large clinical work of describing different strategies and subsequently obtaining
consensus has to be done first.

>
> Could you tell us how do you imagine the wizard could help you?

An "open" wizard that can be customized to physicians or laboratories may be of
help.

>
> What questions, dialogs and choices should it offer to choose from?

Probably which muscles or nerves should be tested an which technique to use.

>
>
> Q2: Through reading the "user5.rtf" documentation we found out some new
> "gradings" (e.g. segmental localisation of nerves and possibility) occured.
> Do you suppose  that any other new "gradings" would appear in future?
> If so, can you guess the quantity of them or how often they would
> occure? (We would  like to know it to decide if we
> would provide dynamic "gradings" adding into KATE or not.)
>

Probably, some new gradings will be desirable after some years, but we will
probably not have any need for that for the next years.


