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Problem Description:

We want to extend the notion of  “classification_scheme” to other types of relationships, e.g., partonomies, synonyms, other semantic relations.  Hence the name “classification scheme” would be inappropriate.
Proposal:

In clause 3.3.19 change “Classification Scheme” to “Concept System”.
Also, in clause 3.3.19 change definition to read:  “set of concepts  structured according to the relations among them”

Issues:

We have previously differentiated between “classification_scheme_items” and “concepts”and between “classification_scheme_item_relationships” and “concept_relationships”  If we change “classification_scheme” to “concept_system” does this mean we are now conflating “classification_scheme_items” with “concepts” and “classification_scheme_item_relationships” with “concept_relationships”

No, we do not wish such a conflation.  Hence, we must adjust names, ….

We are influenced here by the work on the UMLS Metathesaurus (by the U.S. National Library of Medicine), in which the nodes of a classification scheme are differentiated from concepts, i.e., the same “concept” may appear in multiple “classification schemes”  (i.e., knowledge sources).  Hence, the desire to name the nodes of a classification scheme something other than concept.
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