
1. General remarks
We removed information “codeSystemName” and “displayName”. We think this isn’t useful (but we used comments for human readability facility)
2. FamilyHistory
The concept code used within the “observation” has been changed (attribute ‘code’ of the ‘Code’ element). In the CDA sample the concepts used are of type “Family history of something” and “No family history of something”. We prefer use used the simple concept without his context of “Family history”. For example “Family history of cancer” becomes “Cancer”. For the notion of “No family history” we use the ActionNegationInd attribute with a value set at true.
This is to say that we used the vMR information model in order to express the context and not the terminology context facility. Is it right with the vMR envisioning?
3. Allergy
We also use the class Allergy to express AdverseReaction.
In the CDA sample, concepts use for allergies are of type “Allergy to something”. We replaced this type of concept by the simple concept of “Allergy” and we use the Agent attribute to express the “something”.  Again, is it right with the vMR envisioning?
There is a problem for the last allergy of the CDA sample. In the CDA sample we can find:
<observation classCode="OBS" moodCode="EVN">
<code code="73879007" codeSystem="2.16.840.1.113883.6.96" codeSystemName="SNOMED CT" displayName="Nausea"/>
<entryRelationship typeCode="MFST">
<observation classCode="OBS" moodCode="EVN">
<id root="2.16.840.1.113883.19.1.2010"/>
<code code="84100007" codeSystem="2.16.840.1.113883.6.96"/>
</observation>
</entryRelationship>
</observation>
In this case the type of allergy wasn’t specified.  How to represent this case in the vMR?

4. Medication
We are not sure, but we understand the difference between “Medication” and “SubstanceAdministration” like this: a “SubstanceAdministration” is a “Medication” with a more detailed ‘effectiveTime’ attribute (in order to specify start date and duration). Are we right?
5. Observation
We use the Observation class to express all the information that can’t be expressed with other classes.
In order to group these observations, we need a sort of organizer (like the Organizer in HL7 messages). To that end we also use an Observation class with only the code and components attributes. Is this the right way?
In the Observation from the CDA sample (Osteoarthritis of the right knee joint) the TargetSiteCode attribute is used to specify the localization of the disease. In the vMR model there is no attribute TargetSiteCode in the Observation class. We therefore used the Value attribute to specify the localization of the disease. If this is not the right way: how to do?
Concerning the representation of the observation of blood pressure we have found in the CDA sample an observation with the concept of “Cuff blood pressure”. This concept is in fact a procedure. In the vMR we decompose this information in:
· An observation with the concept “Blood pressure” containing :
· One procedure that is “Cuff blood pressure”
· Two observations are “Systolic BP” and “Diastolic BP”.
Is it right?
Concerning the section “Skin exam” of the CDA sample we don’t express this in the vMR because we don’t understand the class type which must be used.

