Notes on Web Science Reading session on 20 Nov 2007 (1-3pm):
PMD – introduction

· explained motivation from MIT and Southampton and wish to encourage us to look into this domain.

James: 3.1.1 & 3.1.2
· got general vision of semantic web; see the link with VO

· noted the architectural stack from URI – RDF – OWL – SPARQL

· any milage in semantic broker?

· Skeptical on how to impose this kind of ‘order’ onto this huge diverse heterogeneous web cloud

· Unsure how RDF / relational model will evolve and impact on each other

Vania: 3.1.3-5
· Personal interest in emerging semantics and is skeptical on semantic approach (more top-down). There are 2 sections on this emerging semantics (e.g. folksonomies, mining of tags … )

· Social ontologies are becoming a hot-topic in semantic web conference

Discussion: worth looking at myExperiment which brings web2.0 into e-science (bioinformatics)
Karim/Mo: 3.3
· new directions – web services; interesting in a number of methods for specifying processes behind (e.g. petri nets ..etc). Discussion: where are the new challenges coming from in orchestrating workflow? Can we track and re-use?

· Other technologies – mobile, p2p etc. etc

· Technolgies for security/privacy/trust

· Personalisation

Discussion : 2 different approaches to personalisation – customisation (user choose what to include) ; intelligent ‘push’ according to system’s understanding of user and their context – potential use of semantic web?
Iain: 4.1
· topology and performance / usability /navigation /search

· normally a small no. of pages with a large no. of links in and out, and a number of strongly linked pages in centre (shape of a bow-tie); queried it’s claim of fractal structure

· interested in probability of k-links (p.59)

· structure re: security / accidental failures

Discussion: is there any emerging behaviour in structure?? Any steady state(s) emerging?
Roger: 5 Social aspects
Circulated notes. Mainly raised research questions than solutions. Semantic web embedded into social structure. 5 issues as in handout.

Discussion: is the article too AI biased and not too much on social side? One has to start form ones standpoint and the discussion made sense but perhaps a bit cautious. Useful references.
Ilaria: 5.2 Web reasoning
- p.74 an interesting statement on the comparison between AI and SW. 

- Stuck at common sense reasoning, how to frame problem?
- CIC project – try to formalise common sense reasoning
- but SW only aims to find partial solution

- ontology less problematic? Context dependent OWL ontology as an extension?

- 2 kinds of reaonsing – associative (use for filtering etc.) are dependent on the author /domain expert; analogical (e.g. pattern recognition; case-based…)..not explored much, can be interesting

- too much inconsistency on the web – need ways to tackle (e.g. a ‘good-enough’ approach ; aim for consistency locally and not aim for global consistency)

- References 231, 262 are interesting on paralogical approach

Stella/Lydia

Circulated notes.
