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Profile Proposal

	Proposed Profile
	<insert initial working name here>

Detailed Scores

	Proposed Editor
	<name of author/editor/contact>

Frank Oemig (hl7@oemig.de), HL7 Germany

Dr. William Goossen, HL7 NL

	Date
	<date of current profile version>

10.11.08

	Version
	<current version # of proposal – start at 0.1, 0.2, etc>

0.2

	Domain
	<identify the “field”, and/or relevant societies, etc.>

PCC


	The Problem
	<Summarize the integration problem. What doesn’t work, or what needs to work.>

	A common way to document patient's treatment is the use of assessments. Doing some research on the net reveals quite a lot of them for different specialties.

The IHE PCC TF only provides information for four score systems (Pain Score, Braden Scale (erroneously introduced as Braden Score and mixed with Skin Assessment), GDS and GCS via Nursing Assessment Battery) only. The provided information focus on the identification of the section via codes (level 2, LOINC) and templates (OID), HL7 V3 datatypes (INT, REAL and CO). To some extend additional information about the components are provided including the LOINC or Snomed CT codes.

The current proposal to introduce a fall risk assessment is a nice example about the problem behind the current specifications.

Therefore, we should find a way which allows to enhance the current specification. It seems to be a good idea to separate the general concept needed from the specific details. A generic section with the general details should be listed in Volume 2. The section in the document instance should use a (generic) template identifier. 

A new Volume 3 could be created listing the codes for different score systems and assessment scales for the total score/scale in combination with the codes for the components. This could be enriched with other useful information (interpretation, reference ranges) which is necessary to instantiate a section with score/scale information.

The new 3rd Volume can be generated out of and maintained by the help of a database.


	Key Use Case
	<Describe a short use case scenario from the user perspective.  The use case should demonstrate the integration/workflow problem.  Feel free to add a second use case scenario demonstrating how it “should” work.  Try to indicate the people/systems, the tasks they are doing, the information they need, and hopefully where the information should come from.>

	A system/application wants to transmit information about score systems and/or assessment scales to another system/application. The resulting score value including all details (components) with interpretation and perhaps references to the underlying observation values is requested.


	Standards & Systems
	<List existing systems that are/could be involved in the problem/solution.  If known, list standards which might be relevant to the solution>

	Currently, the HL7 DCM group creates a set of different models. One of those is a generic model for score systems. (This model is prepared for ballot as DSTU in HL7 Jan.2009 ballot cycle.)

This work item is combined with the assignment of a set of codes to identify which score system is meant. Therefore, this approach allows to transmit information for every score system once the appropriate details have been identified.




	Discussion
	<If possible, indicate why IHE would be a good venue to solve the problem and what you think IHE should do to solve it.>

	There are different issue to be discussed:

a) Fortunately, the details for the different score systems are maintained in a specific database. This allows for generating HTML documentation and other specifications automatically. Therefore, a Volume 3 for the PCC TF containing the details for scores could be generated out of this database as well. The foundation could be documented in the already existing two volumes.

b) The current proposal to select a fall risk assessment (out of a list of three) can be used as a starting point. The required information can be added to the database (which indeed has happened already). In principle there is no selection necessary as different (jurisdictional) environments may enforce other fall risk systems to use.

c) The level of details to be provided into the third volume: The specification may be used to convey the description about the score system itself. Therefore, a system which has not implemented the details yet may use the transmitted data to present it in a generic way to the user.
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