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PREFACE .

This report describes a new automated process that-pioneers full-scale
operational use ‘of subJect switching by the NASA Scientific and Technical
Information (STI)  Facility. The subject -switching process routinely
translates machine-readable subject terms from one controlled vocabulary
into the equivalent terms of another controlled vocabulary., To do subject-
switching, we use a system called the NASA Lexical Dictionary (NLD). The
report also deséribes the NLD, how to build a lexical d1ct1onary system,
what resources are needed, and how to maintain the system after it's built.

.'The experience of the NASA STI Facility with their first input vocabulary, /

that of the Defense Technical Iﬂformat1on Genter (DTIC), is included in_the
section labele: HISTORY, /

/ -

We wotTd like to acknow]edge the heip given to this project ﬁ@
personnel at CTIC. Without their cooperation the construction of "the NLD
would have been mwre difficult and costly.

Work + on the NLD done by Planning ‘Research Corporation/Gover ment ’

Informat1on Systems, was supported by the National Aeronautics and /Space
Adminisdtration's Scientific and Technical Information Branch under cghtract
* NASw-3330. The period of performance covered by th1s report s from
November 2, 1981"-to December-31, 1983. /
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The NASA Lexical Dicticnary (NLD); 1 system that automatically
translates input subject terms to those of NASA, was developed in four
phases. Phase One providéd Phrase Matching, a context -sensitive
word-matching process that matches input phrase words with any NASA
Thesaurus pasting (i.e. index) term or Use referénce. Other Use references
have been added to enable the matching of synonyms, variant spellings, and
some words with the same root. Phase Two provided the capability of
translating any individual DTIC term to one or more NASA terms having the
same meaning. Phase Three provided NASA terms having equivalent concepts
for two or more DTIC terms, i.e. coordinations of DTIC terms. Phase Four
- Was concerned with indexer feedback and maintenance., Although the original

NLD " construction involved much manual data entry, ways were found to
autoriate nearly all but the intellectual decision-making processes. In
addition to finding improved ways to construct a lexical dictionary, new
_ appiications for the NLD have ‘been found and, are being dgvelgcped,

"
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INTRODUCTION

Purpose

The purpose of the’ NLD is to minimize the indexing of documents
already indexed by another agency. Approximately half of the report
literature added to the NASA STI Facility data bases each year has been
previously cataloged, abstracted, and indexed by another agency. See
Figure 1., Much of this previously processed material is received at the
NASA STI Facility (hereafter vreferred to as. the Facility) in
- machine-readable form on magnetic tape. The Facility's objective is to
accept as much as possible of this work and the NLD is part of the overall
effort. The NLD accepts, in machine-readable form, words and phrases from
the document record created by another agency and translates them into
valid-NASA index terms. The words and phrases that are run through the NLD
are normally terms from a controlled vocabulary such as DTIC's. However,
it is possible to take a title or a line or two of text and treat it as if
it were a long phrase. While the Access Routine was not designed to select
phrases from text, it can be used to generate posting terms from a-limited
amount of text such as a title, title supplement, note of content, or from
words and phrases from any machine~readable source. The terms generated in
this manner miust be reviewed and may need to be edited by the indexer.

Significance

-
*

The NLD Subject Switching system is a flexible tool. It could be
implemented as a time-saving-device by any organization that accessions and
reindexes documents that have been indexed by another organization. The
components of the. NLD provide the basis on which to build either a system
for automatically indexing text, or a system for the automatic translation
of index terms from any controlled vdcabulary to another.

Definition of the NASA Lexical Dictionary ) .

A . lexical dictionary has been defined in several . ways.
Paul H. Klingbiel, who initiated the NUD, defines it two ways in his latest
work (ref. 1j: as "a phrase structure rewrite system" and as "a matrix."
Roxanne Newton defined the NLD (in the “System Overview" written for:
Facility use) as "a translation device." These different descriptions
represent different points of view. To a mathematician, a lexical
dictionary is a matrix; to a linguist, it's a grammar; to an accountant,.
the system may resemble a spreadsheet; but to those dealing with operating
systems, the lexical dictionary is a translation device. June Silvester
adds that, to the indexér, the lexical dictionary is a tool.

This report addresses itself primarily -to the operating system
definition--that is, that the lexical dictionary is a translation device,
and secondarily to the idea that the lexical dictionary is an indexer tool.

v <@
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Scope of the NLD \ -

The original NLD project, which aimed to translate DTIC indexing to
NASA indexing, involved two procedures. First, the translation of the
concept of every individual term in'DTIC's controlled vocabulary to one or
more NASA terms ‘that express the same concept. Second, the translation of
two or more coordinated DTIC terms to the NASA term or .terms expressing the
. same concept. If the concept of coordinated terms required more than ‘one

., NASA term for its translation, the NASA terms must be different from the

DTIC terms. For example:

o

DTIC _ NASA
administrative personnel . management; personnel
aeroelasticity aeroelasticity
aircraft;drones drone aircraft
army planning;army research project p}anning, armed forces (United
: States

The DTIC terms and their NASA equivalents are given to the indexers for
review. Indexer review consists’of four functions: .

- " e Accept or reject NASA terms Tisted by the NLD.

° Add any terms not listed by the NLD that are necessary for the
NASA eavironment., ‘

é Indicate which terms are major terms.

] Recommend NLD changes such as: ways of improving translations,
deTeting irrelevant translations, or adding terms that should be
L - - coordinated to translate to a single term.

\

Preliminary Results . : '
8
* Management expected that the use, of the .NLD would shorten indexin
time, and it has, Based on a questionnaire that was used as an evaluation
tool, the NLD saVes at least three minutes per document indexed.

"The project personnel expected that the use of the NLD would make
indexing more of a decision-i zking process and less of a lookup job =--
lookup the term, lookup the word form, lookup the spelling, etc. The NLD
has done that, tqo.

!

The indexers had mixed expectations. Some feared that the NLD would
eliminate their jobs. The NLD has not done that. Many terms are context
sensitive and to maintain high quality indexing at the Facility, the

- decysion was, made to require indexer review. The NLD provides a
¢ team-approved* translation of any input word or phrase. The ‘indexer
provides a check on context sensitive selections, a choice of pertinent
NLD-suggested terms, and any additional index terms needed to serve the
NASA environment. We feel that this combination makes the NLD an expert

system (see section on SYSTEM DESCRIPTION),




Indexers who understand best how the NLD operates and what its output
means are the most enthusiastic. Indexers must be trained to achieve
optimal use of the NLD, but the training required is minimal.

~ Presentation

This report details the resources required for implementing the NB0
Subject Switching System and provides a step-by-step implementation plan,*
It includes a system overview, the NASA experience with DTIC~to-NASA
Subject Switching, the three-phase implementation plan which we followed,
and some recommendations for doing it more easily., -It also describes
sysiem maintenance--what is involved and how to do.it. Finally, we discuss
the benefits, problems, and future of the NASA Lexical Dictionary.

Project Personnel

The NLD has had three project directors since its inception:  Paul H.
Klingbiel, Roxanne Newton, and . former analyst June P. Silvester.
Programming has been provided by Elaine Sellman, succeeded by Duchesne
“Duke" Clark, and Patricia Carroll. They were assisted by Midori Keech and
Nina Kit. Posting term translations were dcae by senior retrieval analyst
Edna Fleek, 7lexicographer Ron Buchan, abstracting/indexing supervisor
Jacqueline Streeks, Klingbiel, Newton, and Silvester. The project was also
supported by the publications and data entry staff. :

’

*The NLD team for this task consisted of the project director,
analysts, lexicographer, and the abstracting/indexing supervisor.
Translations done by any team member were reviewed by other team members.

12 ‘ ~

L 4




SYSTEM DESCRIPTION - ’ -

.

Significance Within the Larger System

As we have stated, the lexical d1ct1onary 1s a tool. Altlough it is
used to automate the trans]atmn “of one agency's vocabulary to that of
another, the lexical dictionary does more. Its use can altéer indexing
procedures by relieving indexers of purely mechanical tasks. The
maintenance of the lexical dictionary stimulates increased communication
and cooperation between agencies ‘involved. Lexical dictionary construction
brings a new awareness of the shortcomings and strengths of various
thesauri and the need to improve“termino’logica] standards within the
government. Thinking and talking about ways to communicate better is
better communication--or at least some commumcatmn where often 11tt]r or
none existed before. - .

1
*
A

Expert System Concept N ,

Generai Description. The lexical dictionary might be classed as an
expert system, although 1t is a somewhat rud1mentary one. By an expert’
system we mean a system that can emulate human reasoning. William B.
Gevarter describes the components of an expert system as fo]]ows'

(1) a know]edge base (or knowledge source) of demain facts and
heuristics associated with the problem; .

(2) an inference procedure (or<control- structure) for ut1]121ng the
knowledge base in the solution of the problem;

(3) a work1ng memory--"gtobal data base"~-for keeping track of the
problem’status, the input .data for ‘the particular problem, and
the relevant history of what has thus far been done.

(ref. 2, p. 80)

The NLD has data files created by NASA vocabulary experts. The files -
include logic codes. These files are constantly added to, corrected, and
improved by the experts who created the original knowledge base and by
others who interface with the--system. The logic codes in thé files provide
direction to the Access Routine (see subsection on System Components,
Lexical Dictionary Access Routine). These files with their domain facts
satisfy the requirement for the knowledge base and heuristics associated
with the problem, -

€

The Access Routine approximates an inference pxocedure by using the
NLD files or knowledge base in the solution of the problem. The problem is
defined as the determination of acceptable combinations of words. from an
input source to be translated into authorized NASA index terms.

The working memory for the NLD traces input material through the

-

~
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translation process. The memory makes it possible to print lists of input
terms with their translations, input terms with partial translations, input
terms with no translations, and statistics about the logic codes used.

Thus the NLD meets the basic criteria for an expert system.

~ Another way in which the NLD: system might be considered expert is its
use of the best of two approaches Indexer Simulation and Indexer
Feedback.

Indexer Simulation.! A lexical dictionary simulates the indexer's
translation of input terms into target vocabulary terms. The printout
provided by the lexical dictionary lists the terms from the ~input
" vocabulary and\%gﬁ terms from the target vocabulary, side by side, ‘ready

for indexer reviéw-and selection. This process uses the computer to do the
repetitious, uninteresting, time-consuming indexer- tasks that are largely
mechanical, and provides:expert, consistent translations for a final review
by humans. :

Indexer Feedback. The 1ndexer reviews the suggested target terms and
provides the Texical dictionary personnel with recommendations for improved
transiations. These recommendations are studied, usually approved, and the
needed changes are made. These changes improve the indexer simulation for
subsequent. runs of the program, but the system uses humans to make
decisions not yet- possible with available software. Humans also upgrade
the' computer system which results in 1mpr3ved indexer simulation for
subsequent runs of the program.

As in the old chicken and egg go- -round, each produces the other. Both
are-essential, and they work in a-kind of ‘endless Joap. Together the
system has the best of both automatic and human 1ﬁput and it keeps
building on itself, hence an expert system.

System Functions

As stated before,- the NASA Lexical Dictionary system is a translation
device. _Tha NLD trans]ates words and phrases from machine-readable input
material into corrésponding NASA Thesaurus posting terms.” The mode of
operation, either Phrase Matching or Subject Switching, depends upon the
type of input material being processed b

] The Phrase Matching mode is a general purpose matching routine
which attempts to find context sensitive word-by-word matches
between any input phrases and MASA posting terms or Use
refarences. Matches may be complete or partial. In some cases,
no match will be found. For example:




- Input Phrase NASA Posting Term(s)

» ~ Salaries No match found
Fuel consumption Fuel consumption
Inorganic acids ‘ Acids -
Cellulose acetates Cellulose, Acetates
Chance-Vought military Chance-Vought aircraft,
- aircraft Milditary aircraft

o

¢ The Subject Switching mode is a special purpdse: rcutine which
translates the concepts expressed by the posting -terms assigned
to a document by a particular contr1buting source (such as DTIC)
into the equivalent concept expressed in NASA posting terms.
Subject Switching treats each input posting term as a un1t, in
contrast to Phrase Matching where the unit is the word. A unique
translation table 1is built for the posting termms of each
contributing source. An entry is- created for every contributed
posting term,- but in” some cases, the translation imay indicate
that the term is out of scope or not able to be translated. For

example:
DTIC Posting Term(s) "~ NASA Posting Term(s)
Regiment level organization NIS (Not In Scopé’fpr
Complementary metal oxide CMOS
semiconductors 2
Internal combustion engine Engine noise, Internal
. noise , " combustion engines
Abrasion, Rasistance Abrasion resistance
Self treatment S 00 (No NASA translation)

A more detailed explanation of these two translation modes is provided in
the section on DATA FILE MAINTENANCE.

The Lexical Dictionary system can be ured as the” basis for an

automatic indexing system to process text fields, such as abstracts.
Automatic indexing, if it were instituted, would require the addition of a

word recognition file to assign syntax codes and a program or programs to
break text into logical words and phrases for processing. DTIC uses a
-similar system for.automatic indexing of several data bases. :

System Componéents

The NLD has three major components: data files which act as
translation tables, an-Access Routine which manipulates the input words and
phrases, matches them against the data files, “and returns the NASA
translation to the application program, and app]ications _programs which
call the Access Routine.

Figure 2 gives an overview of the NLD system obération, and this

"sectian will describe briefly the three NLD components.

; 1
-’
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Data Files. The Lexical Dictionary system employs two types of Virtual
Storage Access Method (VSAM) files: i ~
° A general purpose Phrase Matching file and :
° special purpose Subject Switching files for the controlled
vocabulary (thesaurus terms) of each contributing source.
- The file organization and record layout for both types of files are the
same. Each NLD file record consists of the following fields:
(] Key [

- Each key is unique and consists of terms that may be encountered
in the input material. The key.can consist of a single element,
followed by a semicolon and two -zeros (3;00), or of multiple
elements separated by semicolons (;). In the Phrase Matching
file, these elements are the individual words that make up the
target vocabulary posting terms or Use referencés. In the
Subject. Switching file, each element is an entire posting term
from the vocabulary of the contributing source for that file.
Terms may-be single or multiple words.

(] Logic Code
The Logic Code is a one character code that indicates how the key
is to be processed. Single element keys are assigned one of the
following logic codes: -
E - (Equal) The key translates to a single posting term
that is.identical to the key. )

C - (Change) The key translates to a sirgle posting term
that is different from the key. '

L - (List) The key translates to multiple posting terms
that should be used in combination.

I - (Indexer Choice) The translation of the key is context
dependent. The meaning appropriate for the document at
hand must be selected and a choice of posting terms is
offered. '

LI

0 - No translation is available for the key.

When there are multiple elements in the key, the.logic code T
-(Table).is always used. ¥

- (] Posting Term
The posting term field contains the NASA posting term or terms to
which the key is to be translated. The field may also contain
the following special symbols, which serve as an aid to indexers:

oy @ - NASA posting term is an array or ambiguous term.

10 17
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- NASA posting term is broader than the contributing
source term -in the key.

'+ - NASA posting term_has narrower terms.that the
indexer should consider, These are terms
that the contributing.source does not have.

. ? - Indexer:should'bhoose one or more of the NASA
: posting terms as appropriate. .

00 . - No appropriate NASA translation is available.

NIS - ;he,contﬁibuting source term is NOT IN SCOPE for
» ASA. . .

'In some cases, there are more than two elements in a key. NLD System
processing requires that intermediate records be created which build to
. these multi-element keys. Tne first entry will consist of' the first two
elements. Each successive entry will add one more element until the entire
phrase is complete. Since the intermediate keys do not have translations,
the posting term: fields for these records contain a special symbol as a

place holder. For example: ) .

Logic Code Key Posting Term
T Body;Centered *
T Body;Centered;Cubic **
1

Body;Centered;Cubic;Lattices Body centered cubic lattices -

Samp]eé of records from the Phase Matching file and the Subject Switching
file are shown below: N

Phrase Matching File Sample . .

Logic Code Key ' Posting Term
v -
E " Bleeding;00 Bleeding
C Blends ;00 . Mixtures
E Blight;00 | Blight
T Blind;Landing Blind landing
T Block;Band . Block band

-

(Logic codes I and 0; and syhbo]s >, ? +, 00, and NIS are not normally
used in the Phrase Matching file.)

Subject Switching File Sample

Logic Code . Key *  Posting Term(s)
E Filters;00 Filters
E Financial management;00 Financial management
C Fingernails;00 Fingers

11 -lég\m




" Subject Switching File Sahp1e.(cont1nued)

Logic Code Key Posting Term(s).
0 " Fingerprint recognition;00 - 00
E -~ Fins;00 Fins+
L Fire alarm systems;00 Fires,Warning systems
I . . Fire protection;d0 Fire prevention?,
. ) . Fireproofing?
T ' Floating bodies;Sea ice Ice floes

LN

Lexical Dictionary Access Routine. The NLD Access Routine is a
general purpose program that accesses the Lexical Dictionary files. Its
product is a list of index terms from the NASA Thesaurus -which was the
target vocabulary. ~

The Access Routine never operates fhdependently; it is always called by an
application program. The application program passes the Access Routine two
things: — -~ '

. () a code that indicates whether the Phrase Matching or Subject
. Switching mode should be employed and -

(] a character string that is ejther a word or phrase for Phrase
Matching or the set of posting terms assigned to a record by a
contribut1ng source for Subject Switching. - )

. As the first processing step, the Access Routine creates an‘array from the
input character string. For Phase Matching, each word in ‘the phrase is
treated as an individual element, and the words are left in the natural
order of the phrase. For Subject Switching, each posting term (which may
be single word or multiple word) is treated as an element, and the posting
terms are sorted in alphabetical order. ..

The following examples_ show a Phrase Matching and Subject Switching
* . input array:

Phrase Match1gg_ - Subject Switching
Input phrase: Engine Endurance Input DTIC Posting Terms: Engines, <

Testing Research Laboratories Laboratory Tests, Endurance (General),
Laboratories
Phrase Matching Array: ) Subject Switching Array:
- Engine Endurance (General)
" Endurance Engines
Testing Laboratories
Research v Laboratory Tests
Laboratories e _

Aside from the initial difference in creating the input.array, processing
by the Access Routine is basically the same for the Phrase Matching and
Subject Switching modes. A general description of this processing may be
found in Appendix A.

12 ‘ 19
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- Application Interface Programs. The NLD system is designed so that
the appTication program determines the translation mode to be used and the
files  to be accessed. The Access Routine performs a standard processing
routine based on these requirements and returns all matches that it finds
to the application program. The application program determines which of
the matches will be used. Because of this design, adding new applications
or modifying requirements of existing applications does not generally
require changes to the NLD system itself. Normally oniy the application
program must be created or modified. . ‘

@
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HISTORY -

/ . 7 1 4 . ]

DTIC's Role - . o

Paul Klingbiel, first director of the NLD Project, had been active for
. 18 years in linguistic research at DTIC. While there, he had initiated a
lexical dictionary which betame part of DTIC's machine-aided ~indexing

system. :

NASA had been studying/methods of reducing duplication of work done by
other agencies. In 1981, /it was decided to move ahead with plans for. a
NASA Lexical Dictionary, designed to switch automatically the subject terms
selected by DTIC's indexens to NASA terminology.

Klingbiel, by then yetired from DTIC, 'agreed to organize the project.
Copies of the lexical dictionary software were obtained from DTIC, “and
programmer Elaine Sellman began a study of NLD requirements.

DTIC's programs were written in COBOL for a UNIVAC mainframe while the
Facility used a different programming language, PL1, and an IBM mainframe.
So, although the DTIQ software was available, it served primarily as an
example and the basis for the new NLD ‘programs.

A tape of DTICRA lexical dictionary file also was obtained. This was
used to determine How DTIC would translate NASA posting terms into DTIC
posting terms and/was helpful in constructing entries that translated
coordinations of DTIC terms into single NASA terms.

NASA KWOC and Data Entry

Klingbiel began the NLD with a 1ist of NASA posting terms in a special - -
Key Words Out of Context (KWOC) format. "A KWOC listing had been used at
DTIC to review/ and correct incorsistencies that had entered into the
Natural Language Database. By starting the NLD with a KWOC printout of all
‘of NASA's posting terms and Use references, the problems experienced at
DTIC were avoided. In fact, the KWOC became the basic tool for coding NLD
entries. (See Figure 3 for a sample page of the NASA KWOC.) Column'l.
N lists the unique words in the NASA controlled vocabulary in”alphabetical
order. Columnh 2 shows all NASA terms and Use references that are in the
"~ Thesauru$ and that contain the word in column 1. Column 3 lists  only NASA
Posting terms. These are either the same terms that appear in column 2 or
authorized NASA posting terms that are to be used for those in column 2.

Entries for the Lexical vOictionary werc selected from column 2. Only

entries that. began with the word in column 1 -were selected; all ‘of the

, others 1in that. array were selected for coding as they appeared in other

' sections of the alphabet where the initial word in column 2 and the unique
word in column 1 matched. :

For example,. in‘>F1 ure 3,‘ note the term OPERATIONS in the second

. *column, It matches the word -OPERATIONS in the first column and should be
- ~ posted to .the term appearjng\iq§?o]umn 3, namely OPERATIONS. The first

+
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word of the term dimmediately following OPERATIONS, i.& OPERATIONS
RESEARCH, also matches the word in column 1, and this item should be posted
to the term appearing on the corresponding line in column 3, i.e.
OPERATIONS RESEARCH, :

The KWOC Tisting also was used to determine the proper logic code, In
the case of. OPERATIONS in column 2 which is posted to OPERATIONS in column
3, it would appear that the two are equal and the logic code should be E.
However, notice that the next term after OPERATIONS, 1i.e. OPERATIONS
RESEARCH, consists of two words making two elements in the key to the
record. For any key with two or more elements or for any single element
key that matches the first element of a Tonger key, the logic code must
contain a T. And so the KWOC helped the person coding entries to select
the proper logit code. -

Entries for the Lexical Dictionary were coded for keypunching,
Specially printed coding sheets were used (see Figure 4) to keep the
various -parts of the entry in the proper columns. Three 1lines (and
therefore three cards) were required for each one- or two-element key. For
each additional word in a key, three additional cards were coded, punched,
and added to the deck. A1l cards contained an identifying five digit
number. The first four digits were assigned consecutively except that the
same four digits appeared on three cards before the number changed. When

- 9999 was reached, the sequence returned to 0001. Since the original record

that had been numbered 0001 had. already been loaded onto magnetic tape, the
duplication of numbers was not confusing. The final or fifth digit of the
identifying number was either a 1, 2, or 3. It indicated which of the
three parts of the record the card contained. All cards with numbers
ending in 1 contained the 1ggic code. For a one- or two-element term, card
1 also contained the first element. Card 2 contained the second element or
two zeroes. Card 3 held the posting term for that record. For terms with
three or more elements, card 3 contained a continuation symbol, card 4 held
the first two elements (separated by a semicolon), card 5 furnished the
third element, and card 6 the posting term for a three-element key or
another continuation symbol if any additional words were required for the
key, and so on.

It can be seen that for a seven-word term -;\the longest in the NASA
controlled vocabulary -- it was necessary to code and keygunch (n-1)3 cards

(where n equals the number of words or elements in a term) or a total of 18
cards. Fortunately, quicker ways are now available for this Jjob.

Logic codes that were being used at that time\ also were more
compljcated than those used now and contained some additional intelligence.

At that time card 1 for a three element term would have the logic code
of T; card 4 would have a logic code of TT to indicate that a table entry
existed within a table entry. If the NASA posting .consisted of two or more
terms,. the T or TT on the first of the final three cards required for the

‘entry would be followed by an L making the logic code TL or TTL.

Several progrémmers recommended that the initial procedure of creating
the NLD entries be automated. However, project director Klingbiel decided
that stopping the manual process to reduce the manual procedures to program
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specifications; brief the programmers, write, test, and debug the programs,
and automatically generate the NLD entries would take more time and be less
cost effective than finishing the job manually. Therefore, the manual
coding and keypunching continued. (For the next effort, candidate entries
wzre Created automatically..) .

The primary job of .coding and keypunching entries was ‘finally
completed, but since there Wwere a number of errors to be corrected, Sellman
devised a way of doing this online to speed up the process.

¢ .

Duritg the 'time when the entries were being coded and the data entered
into the file, the records were changed from four fixed-length fields

" storing the lTogic code, first element, Tast element, and posting term, ‘to a-

VSAM file containing three fields: the logic code, the key, and the

" posting term. The key for each record was and is unique. Any record in

the file could and can be replaced by overlaying another record having the
same key. In this way, logic codes. and posting terms can be changed. If
the error is in the key, it is necessary to delete the record and ¢dd it in
its correct form. . . ’ ‘

v %’;{‘?"ﬁ . ) .
' In the spring of 1982 there were some personnel changes. On April 1,
Klingbiel retqred from: the Facility, but was retained as a consultant to
the project. June Silvester became assistant and acting project director,
but this job was taken cver in late May for eight weeks by Ron Buchan while
Silvester was on extended leave. In the meantime, Edna Fleek completed the
job of getting the file re for use. The excellence of her and Buchan's -
work was attested to.by the confidence NASA indexers soon had in .the
accuracy of the NLD output. ’ '

When all errors were correc; edy the Phrase Ma‘tching file became ~

operational. This meant that th#NLD would find and print out the NASA

translation for each DTIC. term ‘that matched, character for character,
either a NASA posting term or Use reference. For examples o

Matched ~ DTIC Posting Teriw NASA Posting Term
Posting term  DECODING. . DECODING |, )
Use reference ; DECOMPRESSION PRESSURE BEDUCTI_ON

The “June progress report on' the NLD included the following statements:

The Lexical Dfctionary now has about 14,000 records out of a projected
20,000 in the NASA Thesaurus. After the NASA térms have been coded, a
tape of NASA Terms will be made that‘can be run against the NASA
Lexical Dictionary to determine misspelled terms‘as well as missing
terms. o

Of the computér identified errors, over 300 have been corrected with.
‘manual coding and data entry keying. Nearly 200 corrections have been

- made using *the TSO direct-entry program which consumes 1/3 of the .
labor of the old method. : '
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+ First 0perat1ona1 System

A. recovery command was developed for the TS0 entry system-.for the
Lexical Dictionary, enab]lng the entry of data more than once a day.

s A "

s
" 4, ¢

The June report also stated tﬁat{

The Access Routine was tested and has proven workable leaving only |
questions of format to be considered. This means that we have,
actually achieved subject sw1tch1ng between DTIC and NASA terps.

-

On the other hand Klingbiel's Septanber trip report Stated that:

At this po1nt in time there has ﬁeen no SubJect Switching with "either
NASA or DTIC data, except in the most trivial and incomplete gense,

' because neither file as now con§tituted contains Subject Sw{t hing
data. Subject Switching cannot occur until the present .NLD ‘s
upgraded with data to be obtained from successful DTIC/NASA, NASA/DTIC
runs.

! 3

This seeming disagreement with the statement from the progress report
stemmed from a misunderstanding as to the nature of subject switching. We
reiterate that subject .switching is translating,Concepts expressed by one
or more posting terms from the ‘controlled vocabulary of a contributing

.organization to the same concept expressed in the posting terms from the

target vocabulary, also controlled. N

The system had achieved " the capability of .matching 1nput phrases,
character by character -- the first operational segment of the NASA Lexical
Dict1onary system -- but the translation of concepts was instituted later.

«
In early Se 1ptember 1982, the NLD file was ,;ransferred from. magnetic
tape to dick fi Also -programmer Sellman left the Facility,’ turning
over the NLD deve]opment to Duchesne Clark, assistec by Midori Keech.

KlingbieT v1s1ted the Facility September f§124, 1ron1ng out. problems
that had arisen during the summer and .laying out in detail the steps to be
taken before his next visit in December. These tasks were carried out by
the NLD team of Buchan, Fleek, "Silvester, Streeks, Clark, Keech, and
programmer Patricia Carrol1*who joined the ‘project in September The tasks
included updating and s1ightly changing the DTIC Lexical Dictionary, fixing
a problem that “had been discovered with the way in which glosses were’
handled, updating the DTIC thesaurus authority listing, doing many error
checks and corrections, and finally producing four printouts and a copy’
each of the NLD and DTIC's Lexical -Dictionary. .

‘The first of the four printouts was the result of running DTIC's
posting temms through the NLD which, so far, consisted of just one file and
a program that could phrase match. This program.provided a printout of
DTIC terms and matching NASA terms, not only when the entire DTIC. term
matched, character for character, but also when only part of the term




matcned. The 1istin§ was sorted by the input posting terms, in this case
DTIC's.

The second pr1ntout was the same information but sorted by the output
(NASA's posting terms)

The third printout was the result of running NASA's posting terms
through the new version of DTIC's lexical dictionary. The printout was
sorted by DTIC's posting terms {the output).

Finally, the fourth pr1ntout was ' the same as the third but sorted by
NASA's posting terus. .

Co]]ect1ve1y these -printouts totalled over 2,500 pages. when
Klingbiel returned to the Facility on Deceriber 6, 1982, it was determined
that a more compact presentation of the data was required in order to
expedite ana]ys1s and data entry.

Discussions with Clark resu]ted in some changes and reprints of the
four printouts. To avoid cumbersome nomenclature, the printouts were
referred to as Books 1 through 4, and identified as follows:

Book 1-- DTIC/NASA sorted alphabetically by DTIC terms
Book 2 - DTIC/NASA sorted alphabetically by NASA terms
Book 3 - NASA/DTIC sorted alphabetically by DTIC terms
Book 4 - NASA/DTIC sorted a]phabetica11y by NASA terms

Two of these books were re-sorted. The re-sort analysis conducted by
_Clark resulted in another.software change and finally five copies of each
book were printed on 8 1/2" x 11" photocopy paper for use by the NLD team.

The conclusion of Klingbiel's visit on December 10, 1982 coinc1ded‘
with the announcement of Roxanrie Newton's appointiment to the position of
project director. She had joined the proaect on November 29..

) Implementation of Subject Switching

Second Operational System. The data analysis tasks. that were to
occupy the next few weeks were 1deﬂt1fied and assigned as follows:

() ‘Ana1ys1s of DTIC terms with. no mechanically derivab]e NASA -
counterpart (Buchan, Streeks).

] Identification of identities between NASA and DTIC terms (F]eek
Newton).

° Compilation of Tables, 1i.e. coordinated DTIC terms (Si]vester)f

Another Klingbiel visit to the Facility was scheduled for January 3-7,
1983. In the meantime, the team did some analysis and obtained some
hands-on eXperience with translating DTIC concepts to the same concepts
expressed in NASA's terms.



<Klingbiel recommended that as the assigned tasks.were beéing carried
out, the team: - . . .

A

_ 1. .Note anomalous machine translations for subsequent evaluation.
2. Evaluate alternative data entry methods.

3. Collect‘peftinent statistics which woul& help in estimating the
total workload.

Newton recognized and pointed out-that the NLD entries selected from
the KWOC.tould be identified even more easily from the NASA Thesaurus.
This is because logic codes are determined by ‘the initial word position. and
the preésence or absence of significant following words. That is,
significant words in the medial or final positions in a posting term or Use
reference were of interest only to the extent” that they existed or did not
exist. - :

A mnew data entry method was devised and ‘instituted by Newton,
Silvester, Clark, and Carroll. At the time of Klingbiel's December visit,
the four books of data had been categorized by the type of match that they
supplied between the DTIC and NASA vocabularies (i.e., no match, exact
match, change, and coordination -- or tables). Except for the "no match"
entries, each kind. of data was transferred to a dataset that could be
edited online. Building the datasets.in this way kept the files accurate
since the input had been checked and corrected repeatedly throughout the

. fall months.

The data in the four printouts, books, or datasets-presented a variety
of problems - most of them anticipated. For instance, "no matches" were
expected because DTIC's and NASA's vocabularies are designed to-suppsit two
different missions. Human analysis of the "no matches” was able to resolve
about 80% of the cases leaving 20% of DTIC's terms with no translation.
These were zeroed out. As expected, problems in generic. level occurred in
two ways: DTIC had specific terms for which there was no equally specific

" NASA counterpart and vice versa. - ’

i A problem hot explicitly recognized prior to the acquisition of the
four books of data was that which was presented by chemical terms. DTIC
uses a highly coordinated (Boolean) method of indexing with chemical terms
that can produce significant false coordinations when more than one
chemical term is indexed for the same document. No obvious solution was
~apparent. . )

‘ It was noted in Klingbiel's January trip report that about 10% of the
data had been analyzed, major problem areas and. solutions had been
identified, an efficient data entry technique had been devised, and
anomalous data had been noted and either deleted or corrected.

The translations of individual DTIC posting terms to NASA posting
terms continued as assigned. .

~




Meanings' of all DTIC terms were examined. Meanings of terms that
appeared to be identical. were.compared and translations corrected when
homonyms were discovered. - The evaluation of candidate coordinated entries
also was begun, as was internal documentation and a preliminary study and
test of the NLD. As part of the study, the indexers were interviewed
individually and confidentially. In addition a test .NLD was created,
enabling a comparison of DTIC, NLD, and NASA-indexer indexing for a sample
of 100 documents. : : :

] By April 1, 1983 all DTIC terms had been examined and a translation

for each had been entered into the DTIC Subject Switching file. With the

loading of these entries into the NLD, the DTIC tapes could be run through

%heisecond operational system. That did provide Subject Switching on a
imited basis.

The entries consisted of the folJowiﬁg:

Type of Entry - Number Coded
Exact Match 5400
Partial Match . 4500
ﬂo_Match 3200

Third Operational System. By April 28 all of the 6,300 table -- or
coordination -- entry candidates had been examined. Over 3,000 entries
were accepted as presented. Othérs were accepted with additions or
alterations. The remainder were deleted. The table entries then were
loaded into the NLD and full Subject Switching became not only available
but also operational. - ’

" Review and Feedback. The final phase of developing the DTIC/NASA
Subject Switching capability of-the NLD system began at the end of April
1983 and is ongeing. This consists of adding and révising entries based on
feedback from the NASA indexers and on a systematic review of the file by
the Lexical Dictionary staff.- ‘ A
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PROCEDURES FOR BUILDiNG A LEXICAL DICTIONARY

4

Overview of Lexical Dictionary Implementation for Subject Switcﬁing

The NASA STI Fécility has already developed the following major
components of the NLD system: , .

e file structures for Phrase Matching and Subject Switching,

* coding procedures for Phrase Matching and Subject Switcﬁing
entries, C

0 programs for generating candidate'Subject Switching entries,

o the Access Routine program, -

° online file maintegance and validation programs, and

° application programs suitable for the Faciaity's uses of the'NLD

In order to implement the NLD system fgr another organizafion, the

following efforts would be required: ] .

° modification of theaentny creation programs, the Atcess Routine,
~and the online file-maintenance and validation programs o run on
a different host system, .

o development of application programs suitable fore that
organization's uses of the NLD system, and

° coding of translation entries to. create the Lexical Dictionary
data files. ' ‘ '

Automated Subject Switching from one vocabulary to another using the
NLD system can be implemented in four phases. Figure 5 presents an
~overview of these four phases. : -

Phase One eenters on the construction of a Phrase Matching file for
the target Vvocabulary (the vocabulary into which input phrases are to be
- translated). This file consists of entries for every posting term and Use
reference in the target thesaurus, as well as additional Use references
constructed specifically for the NLD system. The entries for the file can
be coded manually .or a program can be written to generate them .
automatically from a machine-readable file of the thesalirus. Using the .
Phase One or Phrase Matchiny file, the NLD system will attempt to match any
. input term or phrase with entries in the file and translate them into
. target vocabulary posting. terms. ° . <

In Phase Two, a Subject Switching file is begun.. This file fs
basically a translation table between the posting terms of a contributing
source (the input voéabu]apy) and the posting terms of the target
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Figure §
Overview of Lexical Dicticonary Implementation for Subject Switching
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vocabulary. Entries in the file pair each input vocabulary posting term

with the posting tena or terms from the-targét vocabulary that express the’
equ1va1ent concept. Candidate entries for this file are created by

processing the input vocabul ry posting terms thr&ugh the target vocabulary

Phrase Matching file created: ipn Phase one. Analysts then evalnate and edit

these eatries to create the final Subject Switching file. A separate file

is built for each input vocabulayry to be translated.

Phase Three adds entries fon coordinations between posting terms of
the input vocabulary to the Subjest Switching file created in Phase Two..
These coordination entries represent two or more posting terms from the
input vocabulary which, when used im combination, translate to a posting
term or terms in the the target vocabulary. One way in which Phase Three
can be implemented is by creating a Phrase Matching file for the input
vocabulary, processing the target ‘vocabulary through this file, and
analyzing and editing the resulting candidate entries. The completion of
Phase three makes possible full Subject Switching from the input vocabulary
to the target vocabu]ary

-

. Phase Four is concerned with user feedback and file maintenance.. New
terms added to both the input thesaurus and the target thesaurus require .
additions and modifications to entries in the data files. In addition,
users can supply feedback as to translations that should be added or,
modified. -

The following sections describe these four ‘phases \{n-detail.

.
v
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’

Phase One: Phrase Matching File '

/Purgos . The creation of the Phrase Matching file makes it possible
to attempt to match terms and phrases from any source (see the subsection
on Purpose in the INTRODUCTION) with the target vocabulary. Additional Use
references from varying ‘forms of target vocabulary terms, such as
singulars, “plurals, spelling variants, and gerunds, also are put into the
Phrase Matching file. The match capability of the system increases with ’
thé number of Use references in the file. The Phrase Matching capability
can be used for any application requiring the translatjon of words or
phrases into the target vocabulary. The Phrase Matching file is used in
building the - Subject Switching file 'and is an essential part of a
machine-aided indexing system.

Record'DLscription. Each record in-'the Phrase Matching file consists
of three fields: the Togic code, the key, and the posting term.

The logic code in the Phrase Matching file is entered in the first
column of the record. ‘This code is selected according to prescribed rules
and provides a weak form of syntax for use by the Access Routine in its .

| search - for multi-element terms. The logic code also indicates the

- relationship between the key and the posting term(s). ‘
The key consists of one or more elements. In Phase One, these
, elements are the individual words that make up the target vocabulary
. posting terms or Use references. A single element key will end with a
! semicolon and twy zeroes. The key for each entry must be unique and must
| be combined with only one posting term field. Input for the Phrase
¢ Matching file consists of the target vocabulary posting terms, thesaurus
i Use references, synonyms for and variants of the terms, which “become
additional Use references. -

!

’ The posting term field contains one or more posting terms from the-
target vocabulary. When an input word or phrase matches a key, it is
translated to the term or terms in the posting-term field.

For each entry in the Phrase Matching file, it is necessary to
- determine the key, the posting term(s), and the logic code.

Key. The key of the record being constructed is unique. It is the
subject of the record and consists of the words of the term or Use
reference being described. The Phrase Matching file is based on keys
created from the target thesaurus posting terms and Use , references.
Additional Use references, such as singulars and plurals, may also be -
added. Each word in the posting term or Use reference is a separate
element in the key. . ~ ) .

] If the key consists of .only one wdrd, a semicolon and two zeroes
are added following this single elementa. _For example: .

Term: Controllability
Key: Controllability;00




o If the key consists of more than one word, the words (or .

elements) are separated ty semicolons, For example:

Term: Geological surveys ‘
Key: Geological;Surveys
® If the key is identical to the first two or more elements of a
longer key, then in addition to separating the words by
- semicolons, a semicolon and two zeroes are added following the
final element. For example:

Terms:”  Charge transfer devices
Charge transfer

Keys: ChargesTransfer;Devices
Charge;Transfer;00

Somy specific formatting rules follow:

° Hyphenated words or two words separated by a slash are treated as

a single element. For example:

Terms: .Government/iﬁdustry relations
Key: ! Government/industryjRelations

®  An ampersand (&) is treated as a word. - For example:

Term: Atmospheric & Oceanographic Information System
Key: Atmospheric;&;0ceanographic; Information ;System

° Parentheses are dropped from around words in the key. For
exampie: .

Term: . Hudson River (NY-NJ)
Key: HudsonjRiver;NY-NJ

Posting Term. The ‘pqgfing temm field represents the target
vocabulary's equivalent of the elements that appear in the key. The
posting term or terms are entered exactly as they appear in the target

vocabulary thesaurus. In the Phrase Matching file, posting terms Visted in_

the key field are posted to the same temm in the posting term field. The
Use references in the key field go fb\one or more valid posting terms in
the posting term field. Multiple posting terms are separated by commas. A

- space is left between words in a pbstiﬁ%kterm. but not between multiple
posting terms in the posting field. For e QTP]E:

Key Posting. Term(s)

- . AN
Controllability;00 , Controllability
Chrome;00 Chromium
Geoastrophysics;00 “Astrophysics,Geophysics
Geological;Surveys , Geological surveys

Gold;Plate Gold coatings




Key . : Posting Term(s)

K

Gold;00 Gold
Government/industry;Relations | liovernment/industry relations
Hudson;River;NY-NJ ) Hudson River (NY-NJ)

Logic Code. The legic code indicates the relationship between the key
and the posting term. The first three logic codes are used with single
word keys. E dindicates that the single word key and the posting term are
EQUAL or exact matches. For example:

E Control]ability,OO Controllability

C 1nd1cates that the posting term shows a CHANGE from the single word key.
For example:

C Chrome ;00 . Chromium

-

L indicates that the single word key is posted to a LIST or‘ multiple

posting terms. For example:

L Geoastrophysics;oo Astrophysics,Geophysics

If the key contains two or more words, the logic code is a T. The T refers
to the TABLE format of the coded file entries. For example:

T Geolog1ca1,Surveys Geological surveys9
T . GoldjPlate . Gold coatings
T H1nged Rotor;Blades Hinges,Rotary wings

“Gontinuation Entries. When a key exceeds two words, special
continuation entries must be made for use in NLD system processing. The
key for the first of these continuation entries is made up of the first two
words of the term. The next key is created by add1ng the next word from
the term to the key. Additional entries are created in this way unt11 the
ent1re term appears in the key.

A svmbol. is used in the posting term field to indicate that the
program must continue to look for additional key elements in order to reach
the proper posting term, The format for the entries required for a term of
muitiple words is a table. For example:

A term consists of seven words, ABCDEFG, and it is to be posted‘to a

.term of three words, HIF. The entries are as follows:

Posting Term(s)

[

Logic Code

*
%k

%
E %%
E;F 544
E3F;G HIF

—— =

-

T
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The asterisks and percent signs in the posting term field not only tell the
Access Routine that additional elements must be located, but also tell the
“analyst how many elements belong in the entry, how many entries the term
requires, and in the case of omissions, which entries need to be added. A
program is available that will create the continuation entries, so they do
not need to be manually coded. :

Special Symbols., In addition to the asterisk and “percent sign,
discussed under Continuation Entries, other special symbols may be ‘used in
the posting term field if they are helpful for a given application. For
example, the NASA Thesaurus designates certain ambiguous or very broad
terms as Array terms. . The Thesaurus recommends use of a more specific term
in place of the Array term. When these terms appear in the posting term
field of the Phrase Matching-file, they are followed by the @ symbol. This
symbol alerts the indexers to the _fact that the posting term is an Array
term. For example:

E Analysis 300 Analysise@

E ., Lifts;00 - Lifts@
Coding for Inbut. the NLD system has an online update program used
, for ad??ng new entries to the file. For online update, .the entry is coded .
as follows: <

4

Logic code$Key$Posting term

Elements in the key are separated by semicolons, and single element keys
are followed by ";00". Multiple posting terms are separated by commas.
The "$" indicates the end of a field. .

‘Examples of Entries Coded for Online Update:
E$Controllability;00$Cantrellability
C$Chrome;00$Chromium
L$Geoastrophysics;00$Astrophysics,Geophysics
T$Geological;Surveys$Geological surveys
T$Hinged;Rotor;Blades$Hinges,Rotary wings

When the entries are loaded into the Phrase Matching file, the "$"s that
are used as field delimiters are dropped. The fields are entered in the
record. as follows:-

A
(] the logic code in CoTumn 1
° the key in Columns 4 through 127, and o
®  the posting term in Columns 130 through 400 (variable Tength).

A full describtion of the procedures for coding and loading new entries may
be found in the section on DATA FILE MAINTENANCE. ;

Implementation. Figura 6 presents a graphic view of creating the
target vocabulary Phrase Matching file. It is a fairly simple process
which involves:
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®  procuring a copy of the target thesaurus, ’

° constructing Phrase Matching entries from the target thesaurus:
' using the procedures just described, and

° lToading the entries into the Phrase Matching file.

The entries for NASA's origiha] Phrase Matching file were coded manually by
analysts, keypunched, 'and loaded into the file using a batch program. The
 section on HISTORY provides a detailed description of this development.
However, based on the experience ‘gained: from building the original sfile,
-this process can .now be automated-to -a.large extent. If a machine-regddable
file of the thesaurus'is available, a program can be'written.to génerate
all of the entries for the posting terms and Use references in the
thesaurus. Analysts would still be required to construct additional Use
references for variant forms of thesaurus, tems.  An online program is
available that allows direct online-data entry tp replace keypunching.

Validation. A number of programs have been written that aid in the
validation: of the Phrase Matching file. One preliminary. prqgram ‘compiles
an_alphabetical Tlist of terms appearing in the posting term field’ of ,the
NLD file, These terms are referred to as the Lexical-Dictionary posting
terms. The Lexical Dictionary keys and posting terms are compared with the
authority files for thesaurus terms and for Use referénces for possible
errors. Programs exist for the following comparisons: .

Check Against X To Locate
Thesaurus posting terms Lexical Dictionary Omissions
- and, Use references : keys s , .

Thesaurus posting terms ‘Lexica1 Dictionary _ Omissions

A

posting terms ;
, A

L
Lekical Dictionary posting

Thesaurus posting Non-matches
terms ) tems' -
Lexical Dictionary posting Lexical Dictionary Non-matches
;terms keys

1

Once 1located, discrepancies are corrected using online maintenance
sgftware. . .

Product. The product of Phase One is the target vocabulary Phrase
Matching T1le and 'the capability for Phrase Matching input terms and
phrases with target vocabulary terms. ‘ -

Required Programs/Tools. If the manual method of construction is
used, the following will be required:

1.. Phrase Matching File - A VSAM file with the recoerd structure
* described in the section labeled Record Description.
2. Online Maintenance Software - A program that creates a- load file
from online data entry of new ‘records, changes to existing
records, and deletions of records.

-
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3. Load Program - A program that loads the load file created by the
* Online Maintenance Software into the Phrase Matching file.
4.  Access Routine - A program that accepts input words and phrases
from an application program and returns the posting terms dinto
which the input phrases translate.

- 5. Continuaticn Entry Generation Program - A program that- creates

the continuation entries that are required for keys of three or

" more elements. . . . \ .

6. Phrase Matching File Validation Programs - A set of error

checking programs that validate the entries 1in the Phrase
Matching file. ] - ot

A11 of the above programs are available, but may }eqqire modification to

-run on a different computer system. -

7. If the automated constiuction method is. used, all of the above
programs are required, and a new program must be written to
generate the Phrase Matching entries.

8. If “the Phrase Matching file is to be used for‘any translation
applications in addition to building candidate Subject Switching

e, entries in Phase two, then an application program must be written

for each intended use.

Manpower Estimates. If the ‘automated approach to file construction is
selected, 1t will require an estimated 10 manweeks of labor to build the
Phrase Matching file. This represents approximately 4 weeks of pragramming
effort, and 6 weeks of analysis and data entry effort.

A}

If the_ manual approach is selected, 7Tess programming time will be
required, but the analysis and data entry time will be approximately
tripled, based on the size of the input vocabulary.

%
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Phase Two: Subject Switching File for Individual Inpuf Vocabulary Terms

Purpose. Phase Two provides a limited Subject Switching capability.
It involves the creation of a translation for every individual posting term
in the input vocabulary expressed in terms of the target vocabulary., The
input. and output may or may not be the same words, but they .must convey the
same concept. Phase Two is geared to handle simple individual _term
switches such-as those shown below, but not the complex coordinations that
are addressed in Phase Three. The following examples are taken from the '
DTIC/NASA Subject Switchina file: T

sLogic Code * Key (DTIC Posting Term) Posting Term
- . - (NASA transTation)
E " Radar;00 - Radar
C Adenine;00 Adenines .
c » Bases chemistry;00 Bases (chemical)
C - Carbon carbon composites;00 Carbon~carbon composites
C Drilling machines;00 . Boring machines .
I Estimates;00 Estimates?.Estimating?
L Fluorescent dyes;00 - Dyes,Fluorescence

Record Description. Each record in the Subject Switching file
consists .of the same three fields already described for the Phrase Matching
file: . .

] ‘ Key
S ) Posting Term
° Logic Code

This record differs from the records in the Phrase Matching file in the
following ways:

° the logic code is récorded in the second column of the record
rather than the first, y

° the elements of the Subject Switching key consist of posting
terms (which may be single or multiple words) rather than
individual words, and -

é - ) .

° thexﬁosting terms that constitute the ‘elements of the key come

from the thesaurus of a contributing organization. ‘. .

The keys for all entries created in Phase Two consist of a single element
followed by a semicolon and two zeroes. As stated above 1in Phase Two
these elements are the single and multi-word posting terms that maka .up the
input vocabulary. Each key 1is unique because the contributing
organization's posting terms are each unique. ,

\ -
The posting term field represents the target vocabulary posting term or

terms that express the concept equivalent to the input vocabulary posting
term in the key.




/

The logic code provides a weak syntax fbr use by the Access Routine in its
processing and indicates the relationship between the key and the posting
term. ' . ) v

For each entry in the Subject Switching file, it is necessany to determine
the logic code, the key, and the posting term or terms.

Logic Code, - Phase Two 1ogic codes E, C, and L are determined in
essentially the same way as in Phase One. However, in Phase Two the" logic
code will be entered in the second column of: the record. -~

Logic Code BE, or blank E, indicates.that each organization has identically
spelled terms with _identical meanings as .used in the context of each
environment, and therefore the key and the posting term are exact matches.
For example: : ) '

BE ‘Europe;00 Europe
BE Aircraft carriers;00 Aircraft cgrriers

ngic BC indicates that -the posting term in the target vocabulary shows
some change from the posting term in the input vocabulary. The input term
may be singular, while the target term is plural. For example: s

Bc “Adenine;00 ‘ _ Adenines )
The input term may have'a different form of a word. For example:

BC Bases chemistry;00 Bases (chehical{
One term may hate a hyphén which the other omits. For example:

¥C Carbon carbon compesites§00 Carbon-carbon composites-

The target term may be different from the dinput term, but it means
essentially the same thing. For example: .

BC Drilling machines;00: Boring machines

In each case, there is a change in the term but not in the conéept or
subject described by the term. - :

Logic Code BL indicates that a list of multiple posting terms frqh the

target vocabulary are necessary to convey the same meaning as thF~tenn from
the input vocabulary. For example:

\

. BL Femoral arteries;00 Arteries,Femur
Each of the above logic todes is used for single term entries only. That
is, the key contains only one“element which in Phase Two is,a posting term
from the input vocabulary, followed by a semicolon and two zeroes.

Two new codes are used in Phase Two.in tﬁe<5ubject‘8witching‘file.
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Logic Code BI indicates that the proper translation is context dependeﬁt
and therefpre~ indeterminate and must be an indexer. “choice. An
indeterminate translation is flagged with a question mark. For example:

b1 Estimates;00 | Estimates?,Estimating?

The input~vocabulary has only the term "estimates" to cover both of the
concept ‘of "estimates" and "estimating" that are ‘found in the target
vocabulary. ,The correct translation must be selected by the indexer based
on the document at hand. - ’

In another case, the terms appear to be the same but have a slight
di;ference in meaning. For example: X .
B1 Performance tests;00 - Performance tests?

p .28
The target vocabulary's thesaurus 1imits the use of "performance. tésts" to
apply only to operating equipment. - The organization contributing the input
vocabulary uses "performance tests" for equipment, systems, or human
performance. Therefore, the terms may or may not be equivalent depending
upon the context. The indexer will have to choose. - -0

Logic Code B0 is the only numeric logic code used. Whenever a translation
of a term  from the input vocabulary is not wanted or when the target
vocabulary does not have an acceptable translation; the logic code used is
zero (0). For example: SN

. . - ' * '
0 Peer groups;00 \P 00 - 4
Key. As stated, in Phase Two, the elements of the key are terms from
the input vocabulary, not the words of a term as in Phase One. The key
contains only one posting term, and two zeros are addéd as a place holder
for the second element. An entry is created for every individual posting
term in the input vocabulary.

Posting Term. In the Subject Switching file, the -posting term is
selected by analysts _familiar with both the input and ‘the target
vocabularies. The posting term field contains one or more posting terms
from the target vocabulary or the codes 00 or NIS. The contents of the
posting- term field reflect the best translation that can be made of the
concept expressed by the individual term from the input vocabulary which is
in the key. Sometimes there will be an exact match between an input
vocabulary posting term and a target vocabulary posting term. In some
instances, the translation will reflect only the addition or subtraction of
an "s" or a hyphen. Ii other cases,. the term may change to a different
term or to a list of terms. A translation may not .be possible or not be
wanted and the term is "zeroed out." The logic _code is entered as zero and
theuﬁggsing term as two zeroes. A term considered Not In Scope is posted
to . . .

Symbols. In Subject Switching, three new symbols are introduced into.
the posting term field in addition to the "Array symbal (@) described under
"Special Symbols" in Phase One. When one of these symbols is used, it
immediately follows the term to which it applies. :
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o Indexer Cho1ce @?)

The quest1on mark, d1scussed under ]og1c code I, is used when tne
proper translation 1is context - dependent and therefore

_ indeterminate. The indexer is presented with a cho1ce of terms,
each flagged with a question mark. . -

¢  Broader Term Translation (>)

When the suggested target term is of a broader generic level than
the input term, the Lexical Dictionary posting term is followed
by a "greater than" (>) symbol. For example: . .

pC Jugular vein300 Veins> ’ .
. Additional Target Vocabulary Narrower Terms (+)

When the suggested target posting term has narrower terms which
are not covered by the vocabulary ~of -the contributing
organization, a plus sign (+) 1mmed1ate]y follows the target
posting term. For example:.

BE Bolts:00 - Bolts+

(The input vocabulary has no narrower terms to "Bolts", but
the target vocabulary has narrower terms "Rock bo]ts" and
"Tie bolts".) .

Impiementation. Figure 7 presents an overview of Phase Two
imp]ementation. R machine-readable file of the posting terms of the input
vocabu]any is requiwed. This file is processed through the NLD system
using the target-vocabulary Phrase Matching file constructed in Phase One
and Phrase Matching logic. For each input posting.term either an exact

 match, a partial match, or no match is found. By computer program, base

files are created that contain candidate entries for the exact matches and
the partial matches. These files are printed, reviewed by analysts, taen

. edited online. When editing is complete, they are loaded into the Subject -

Switching file. - The no-match group 1is printed and researched by analysts.
These nc matches are- translated into target vocabulary equjvalents, if
possible, or’are “"zeroed out", that is, translated to a posting temm of 00.
In. a few instances, pew terms may be added to the target VOcabulany to
translate these q;;n; . A no-match file 1is then created using the
online-update program. When all entries are edited, they are loaded onto
the master Subject Switching file. i}

Validation. Programs exist-for the following comparisons in -the
completed Subject Switching f1]e' :

Check Against - To locate
Input vocabulary posting terms Keys Omissions -
Keys - Input vocabulary Non-matches

, ) posting terms
Lexical Dictionary posting terms Target thesaurus Non-matches
. posting terms .

‘ d5
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When discrepancies are found, corrections are made using online-maintenance
software.

Product. The .product of Phase Two is a partial Subject Switching file
and the capability for Subject  Switching from individual input posting
terms to target-vocabulary posting terms..

Required Programs/Tools, Phase Two development requires four progréms
described in Phase One: ) .

1. Phrase Matching File - now completed . p
2. Online Maintenance Software . ’
3. Load Program

4. Access Routine.

In addition, Phase Two development requires:

5. Subject Switching Build Program -:A set of programs which -process
a machine-readable file of the <nput posting terms through the
Prrrase Matching file and creates: :

o a file of candidate entries for exact matches,
7 a file of candidate entries for partial matches, and
»  aprintout of. no matches. '

6. Software for editing the files of candidate entries - software
package with text editing capabilities such as TS0, SPF,. or
WYLBUR is helpful. :

7. 'Subject Switching File Validation Programs - Error checking
routines which validate that there is a key to match every input
posting term, that all elements of the key are valid input
posting terms, and that all entries in the-posting temm field are
valid target posting terms. :

8. An application program for each Subject Switching application, if
not already developed in Phase one. _ ) .

Manpower Estimates. Coding for Phase Two will require approximately
two manweeks per 1000 terms in. the input vocabulary. If the additional
programs required for Phase, Two must be modified to run on a different
system, some programming time will be required. In.addition, programming is
required to develop software for the specific applications for which the
Subject Switching capability is being developed. ~




Phase Three: Sthject Switching File for Coordinated Input Vocabulary Terms

- Purpose.  Phase Three concentrates on translating concepts expressed
by coordination of multiple input vocabulary posting terms into target
vocabulary posting terins. Completion of Phase Three provides full Subject
Switching capability. ‘ ’

Record Description. se Three is an expansion of thHe Subject
Switching file created .in Phase _Two; therefore, the record i¢ the same as
that desc¢ribed in Phase Two. Thé\record consists of the same three fields:
the logic code, the key, and the posting term. The logic code js.recorded
in the second column, and.the elemehts of the key are posting terms from .
the input vocabulary. The records created in Phase Three differ from those
in Phase Two in that the key will always contain at least two elements and
that the logic code is always T. The posting term field contains the
target vocabulary posting “term or terms“\which express the concept
equiv?lent to the coordination of input posting terms in the -key. For
example: . ’

-

BT Accident investigations; Aircraft acci
Aircraft iqvestigation )
For each entry in the Subject Switching file, it is necessary. to determine
the logic code, the key, and the posting term. Appendix B oeptains the
procedures followed for creating DTIC/NASA Subject Switching entri ¥
DTIC term codrdinations, which can be used as a guide.
T 4
Logic Code. The logic code is always BT.

Key. Determining the key is a decision-making process performed by an
analyst. It is based upon a study of the vocabulary and the indexing .
practices and policies of the contributing organization. The key always
contains at least two input posting terms which, when taken together
{coordinated) convey the same concept as the target vocabulary-posting term
or term$ in the posting term field for that entry. Continuation entries,
discussed under Phase One, are required for entries with three or more
elements in the key. ©

Posting Term. The posting term field may contain one or mere target
vocabulary posting terms. The concept expressed by the posting term field
should be the same as ‘that expressed by the key.

Implementation. "Figure 8 presents an overview of one implementation .
option for Phase Three. This option consists of generating‘candidate term
coordination entries by processing the target vocabulary through the input \
vocabulary Phrase Matching file. A1l target vocabulary terms which
translate into two or more input vocabulary terms are selected as candidate
entries. The program formats these entries according to the rules for the
Subject Switching file. The input vocabulary terms (which were the output
of the Phrase Matching file) become the keys of the Subject Switching.
entry. The target vocabulary posting term (which was the input to the
Phrase Matching file) becomes the Subject Switching posting term.
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Phase .Three:

To construct the Input Phrase-Matching Filp'if one does not éxist: ,

Figure 8
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For exaﬁple:

Target Vocabulary Posting Term: Abrasion resistance
Input Vocabulary Translation: Abrasion, Resistance
(from Phrase Matching file) {
Creates Subject Switching Entry;

BT Abrasion;Resistance Abrasion resistance

Analysts review and edit the candidate entries generated by the
program. If the contributing organization has a lexical dictionary, it can
be used to create the candidate entries for Phase Three. (DTIC and the
NASA STI Facility have lexical dictionaries.) If no Phrase Matching file
exists for the input vocabulary, one can be created using the procedures

described in Phase One.

R4

The table entries can also be created by feedback from indexers who

spot combinations while indexing. -

Another possibility is making "a study of.documents which have been

indexed independently using the- input vocabulary and -the target vocabulary. -
- By éq$par1ng the lists of posting terms assigned by the two vocabularies,

coord pation shquld become apparent to a trained analyst.

Any oné of these options, or some combinatton of them, may be used:.to

create table entries. When all entries are in a file, reviewed, and .

edited, they are loaded onto the master Subject Switching file for ‘the
tontributing crganization. - -7 T

Validation. The same validation .routines and correction procedures

. used ToF_Phase Two files may be used for Phase Three. _ ,

Products. With- the addition of the coordinated DTIC temms to the
Subject Switching file, the NLD System achieved the capability for full
Subject Switching from DTIC indexing to NASA indexing. The product as the
indexer sees it:is a prirtout with two lists of terms, one from DTI('s
fields 23 and 25 and the other of the NASA terms to which DTIC's terms have
been translated. See Figure 9. : -

Required Programs/Tools. Phase Three- requires the foliowing
components aiready described in Phases One and Phase Two:

Online Maintenance Software

Load Program ;

Access Routine

Subject Switching File Validation Programs
Continuation Entry Generation Program
Application Program

D OTB W N =
e o o o o

In addition, if tﬁe automated approach to creating and editing candidate
entries is selected, the following programs will be required: '

7. Program to generate the input _vocabulary Phrase Matching file (if
not created for Phase One).
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. ’ Figure 9 : o ;
DTIC/NASA Subject Switching Output”®
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1 K
Table Entry Build Pfogram - pro%?gm which takes the output from
running the arﬁgt thesauru®through the input Phrase Matching
file "and creates a file of .Candidate entries from the partial
matches, LT,

Software for editing the;file of candidate entries.

Manpower Estimates. The level of effort required for Phase Three will
depend upon the implementation option selected. It is estimated that the
automated approach of creating and editing, candidate entries will require
approximately 2 manweeks per 1000 automatically generated table entries.
In addition, programming effort may be required for the programs numbered 7
and_8 1isted above. No time estimates are available for the other options.
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Phase Four: User Feedback and Maintenance - ;

Purpose. The purpose of Phase Four is the establishment of procedures
for‘hanaiing updates to the Lexical Dictionary data files based on updates
to the input and target vocabularies and feedback from the indexers.
Figure 10 presents an overview of Phase Four activities. .

Updates to the Input Vocabulary. Whenever a contributing organization
adds terms to or changes terms in its controlled vocabulary, changes must
be made in the Subject Switching file. At the very least, one entry.must
be made for each new individual term, together with its logic code and 3
translation into the target vocabulary. - : ) ' )

In "addition, the input vocabulary should be studied for possible
additional tables or improved tables which should be entered. Procedures -
for Making changes are covered in the section on DATA FILE MAINTENANCE. .

It 4s desirable to make arrangements -with the contributing.
organization for automatic receipt of information on thesaurus changes.
Without continuing communication between the ‘organizations: and the.
necessary information for updates, there will be no way to distinguish
between new terms which should be added to the Subject Switching file and

errors, . .

_ Updates to the Target Vocabulary. Whenever terms are added or changed
in the target vocabulary, this must be reflected in the Phrase Matching
file. An entry will be made for each new posting-term and Use reference,
and also for variant forms and synonyms. Complete' procedures for adding
entries are covered in the section on  DATA FILE MAINTENANCE. -

The Subject Switching file will also be affected by the addition of
new target vocabulary terms. Analysts must look for possible additional’
tables, improved translations, or for new translations of terms previously
zeroed\\out. p *

Updates should be made on a regular basis.

X

User Feedback. User feedback, such as from indexers\, is an importanf

~part "of the intellectual effort in Subject Switching. With specific

documents <n hand, indexers are uniquely able to verify whether suggested
translations are appropriate. Indexers can spot new coordinations whicn
should be added to the Subject Switching file, or coordinations which
should be modified or deleted. ’

It is anticipated that indexer feedback will suggest:

] Modifications to translations based on operational experience,
] Changes of translations based on new terms in either vocabulary,
° Additions of table entries, and :

(3 Deletions of table entries. . '

Feedback must be written and two-way, between thz indexers and the
Lexical Dictionary team. An.orientation meeting prior to the implementation °
of full Sybject Switching is essential for initiating the feedback process.

4
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Figure 10

Lo . . Phase Four: - User Feedback and Maintenance

’ \ Create ) \ Updated

—  New Input Analyze and| -~ "
S~ ngsaum]S R Colztrucz .| Subject .| Subject
Terms Entries SW‘tCh]ﬂg N . 'SW'Itch'lng
P N Upndate File File
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Indexer e
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+
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The NASA STI Facility has designed a form to streamline the feedback
process and to encourage the inclusion of all needed information. See
“Figure 11. :

L]

Subject Switching Error List. In any application involving Subject /
Switching capability, 1t is useful .to produce an error 1ist of all input
terms and partial coordinations which could not be matched in the Subject

Switching file. Analysts should review these to determine if new entrieS/ -
should be added to the file. /-

Validation. To chéck for accuracy, the validation programs described
for Phases One, Two, and Three are run periodically. Any errors which are

detected by these validation programs are corrected using the online
maintenance software. ’

Required Programs/Too]s: Phase ‘Four requires:

Ay

1. An operational NLD System with Access Routine, data files, and
application ‘programs. i T ;

2. Online maintenance software. -

3. Phrase Matching file and Subject Switching file validation
programs. - ’
Manpower Esfimates. It is estimated that each lexical dictionary data

file will require approximately 5 manweeks of maintenance each year after
- an initial "shake-down" period. 0
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DATA FILE MAINTENANCE
Sources of Change to Data Files
Four sources of change to the .NLD data files-have been identified. \

(] Changes in the NASA Thesaurus. Because the Phrase Matching file
contains an entry for every NASA posting term and thisaurus Use
reference, this file must be wupdated every time the, NASA
Thesaurus is changed.  New NASA . terms may replace old
translations in the Subject Switching file or otherwise changé
translations already recorded. . .

¢ Changes in the Input (DTIC) Thesaurus. The Subject Switching
file contains an entry for every posting term: in the input
vocabulary; therefore, every new input term must be translated
and this translation added to the file. i

] Changes Recommended by Indexer Feedback. These may be for either i
- data file and are entered following approval by the |
abstracting/indexing supervisor and the NLD project director: /

i -  Phrase Matching file Use references. ' /
‘ There is an ongoing effort to increase the number of Use |
references constructed specifically for the NLD. These |
consist of synonyms, variant spellings, -and different word /-
forms of NASA posting terms. The match capability of this
file, designed for general. purpose phrase matching,
increases with the number of Use references in the file. -

- . DTIC/NASA Subject Switching file. .
Indexers provide recommendations for improved translations
based on actual documents in hand. Most of these
suggestions .initiate changes in the Subject Switching file.

? Changes Derived from Lists. Lists of input terms that find
either no match or only a partial match.in the NLD are printed
out -each time that a DTIC tape is run through the NLD Access
Routine. These 1ists are called exception listings. See Figure

T 12. The first column on the printout shows how many times the
A . term or combination of terms was encountered on this tape. The .
: second column gives the DTIC accession number of the first
occurrence. The third column indicates the DTIC field from which
the DTIC posting term came; Field 23 for descriptors, DTIC's
controlled " vocabulary - Field 25 (unmarked) for DTIC's
identifiers or open-ended indexing. The final column shows the
partial matches--combinations of terms that are part of a Tonger
coordinated entry-- or unmatched DTIC terms. The ones in this
example did not translate because of an input error. One added
and the other omitted an "s". New terms would appear here, too,
if they had not been added to the NLD. S
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04/26/84 DTIC TERNS NOT POUND IN NASA LEXICAL DICTIONARY 1
1 C033784 23 ALTITUDE;GUIDED MISSILES
2 BO8091S 23 ALUMINUM;COMPOSITE MATERIALS
) 1139253 23 BRIDGES;CIRCUITS
| B0B0692 23 CIRCUITS;CONTROL -
1 adeoids 23 COMMUNICATIONS NETWORKS;GLOBAL COMMUNICATIOHNS
3 B080729 23 COMPOSITE MATERIALS;MATRIX MATERIALS
1 a139438 33 DATA PROCESSING;DATA STORAGE SYSTEMS
. C033792 23 DETECTION;HIGH ALTITUDE
1 2139261 23 ESTIMATES;ORBITS
! B080888 23 PIBER REINFORCEMENT ; GLASS PIBERS
! B080682 23 FLIGHT;SPACE "FLIGHT
1 A139485 23 HAZARDS{SAFETY
2 A139476 23 HIGH RATE;INTENSITY - .
!  B080693 23 LINITATICNS;POWER
! B080799 23 MEASUREMENT;PARTICLES
| 2139271 23 SLOPE )
2 . B080719 23 TEST METHODS;THERMAL PROPERTIES.
1 139216 23 VAPOR
I a139227 A EXCITCNS
! B080621 A/A37U-15 TOWING REELS
| 8080823 ‘ABCS AIRBORNE BEAM CONTROL SYSTEM

1 ' A139155 ACB AIR CUSHION BARGES

. 2139337  ACES AIRDROP CONTROLLED EXIT SYSTEM @
| BOBOT79  ACOUSTIC HOLOGRAPHY

] A139482  ACOUSTIC IMAGES

1 .B080916  ACOUSTOOPTIC CELLS : .
1 C033856  ACTIVE MASS INJECTION
3 - B0B07Z0  ADAPTIVE ANTENNAS

Figure 12
Exception Listing. *
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Some of the Field 25 terms may be. the same as authorized NASA terms
except for an acronym preceding the DTIC term or for some variations in
spelling. Any such DTIC terms now initiate new entries into the Phrase
Matching file. The exception 1isting also may suggest new coordinations of
DTIC terms that could be translated to a NASA term.

To summarize, the files changed‘by various sources of input are as
follows: :

Input Material Phrase Matching Subject Switching
NASA Thesaurus update X X
Input thesaurus update X
Indexer feedback X X
Exception listings . X X

* The NLD maintenance procedures triggered by each input source will be
described in the following sections.

Record Coding

In each instance, the correct logic code, key, and pqsting’term(s) for
the record will be determined and written out for data entry. For online
update, the entry is coded as follows: ~

L}

&

[ogic code$Key$Posting term

When needed, the ?osting term will be followed by :a symbol, as.
previously described. Elements in the keys of the Phrase Matching file are
words; in the Subject Switching file, they are terms from the vocabulary of’
the contributing organization.

Elements in the key are separated by semicolons, and single element
keys are followed by ";00". Muitiple posting terms are separated by
commas. The "$" separates the fields. ’

Here are some examples of entries coded for online updating:

For Phrase Matching

E$Analyzing;00$Analyzing@
E$Controllability;00$Controllability
L$Geoastrophysics;00Astrophysics,Geophysics
T$Geological;Survey$Geological - surveys
T$Hinged;Rotor;Blades$Hinges,Rotary wings

For Subject Switching . \

" E$Acids;00$Acids _
.C$Amino p]astics;00$Thermosetfing‘Resins>»)




For Subject Swifchﬁng,(continued)

L$Animal diseases;00$Diseases,Vetérinary medicine
T$Blood CirculationiBrain$Brain circulation
T$Blood Circulation;00$Blood circulation+
I$Abiotic processes;00$Abiogenesis?

0$Acne;00$NIS

0$Aerial pickup system;00$00

When the entries are loaded into the file, the "$"s which are used as
field d#limiters are dropped, and the online maintenance software
automatically places the logic code in the correct column. The fields are
entered in the records as follows:

. the logic code in column 1 for the Phrase Matching file and in
- . column 2 for the Subject Switching file,

¢  the key in columns 4 through 127, and
o the posting\term in columns 130 through 400 (variable length).

Maintenance Functions

The functions or capabilities provided by the NLD's online maintenance
system are executed through series of commands. These allow maintenance
personnel to process input from any of the maintenance sources described
above. A separate set of commands is provided for each of the NLD data
files. The chart below indicates the capabilities or functions provided by

the maintenance system, along with the command used to carry out each.
function for each of the NLD data files..

Maintenance Functions Maintenance System Commands

Phrase Matching DTIC/NASA Subject
File : Switching File
Creating Authority Files VALSETUP DTICVSAM
Data File Validation NASAVAL DTICVAL
Entering Update Transactions NASAUPDT DTICUPDT
Loading Transaction Files NASALOAD DTICLOAD
- Printing Maintenance Tool NASAPRNT \ DTICPRNT
Printing Maintenance Tool NASANVRT DTICNVRT
Creating Backup Tapes NASABKUP DTICBKUP

The commands listed above, in.addition to several miscellaneous maintenance

commands, are explained in more. detail in the section on "Maintenance
Commands",

Additions of New Records. To add a record to any file, use the
appropriate update command as indicated in the table of online maintenance
commands above. The form of the entry is:

63 “ ' =
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Logic Code$Key$Posting term either with or without a symbol.

Deletion of Existing Records. To delete a record, from any file, use
the appropriate update command as indicated in the "table of online
maintenance commands above. Enter DEL dollar sign and the key of the
unwanted record. For example: : )

Existing record: S
T$DISTRIBUTION; PARAMETERS$DISTRIBUTED PARAMETER SYSTEMS proves to be a
poor choice of coordinated terms for translation. To prevent the

coordination of these terms in future translations, the record must be
deleted.

Enter: DEL$DISTRIBUTION;PARAMETERS o

changes to an Existing Record. To change the key, use the appropriate
update command as indicated in the table of online maintenance commands
above. Delete the existing record and add the record in its. correct form.

Existing record: E$ERUOPE;00$EUROPE must be deleted as the key is
misspelled.

Enter: DEL$ERUOPE;00 to erase the error and
Enter: ES$EUROPE;00$EUROPE to add the correct record.

Changes to Logic Code Field of a Record. To change a logic code, use
the appropriate update command as indicated in the table of online
maintenance commands above. Re-enter the record in its correct form. )

For example:

Existing record: E$PHOTOGRAPHIC;EMULSIONS $PHOTOGRAPHIC EMULSIONS
should have a logic code of T. .

Enter: T$PHOTOGRAPHIC;EMULSIONS$PHOTOGRAPHIC EMULSIONS

Any logic code entered will replace any previously entered logic code for
that same key. ¢

Changes to Posting Term Field of a Kocord. To change the posting term
field in any way, use the appropriate update command as indicated in the
table of online maintenance commands above. Re-enter the record in its
correct _form.

1

Existing record: E$MEDICINE;O00$MEDICINE should have an array term
symbol following the posting term.

Enter: E$MEDICINE;00$MEDICINE@

Any posting term(s) entered will replace any previously entered posting
term(s) for that same key. ‘



Symbols

Symbols should be used as needed. These have Been described at some
length in the subsections on Symbols under Phase One and Phase Two.

Logging On
Additions, deletions, or changes to any NLD record are done online.
One user ID has been designated for NLD file maintenance; a second one is

\\\\available for data entry only. Follow the log on procedure for whatever

database management system used, and when the system prompts that it is
ready, type in.the desired command. * NASAUPDT is used to correct the Phrase
Matching file or DTICUPDT is used to maintain the DTIC/NASA Subject
Switching file. The use of either of these commands creates a dataset of
entries which will be used to update the master NLD file. Errors in this
dataset are corrected online also.

2

Maintenance Commands

The NLD maintenance system provides a series of commands that are used to
accomplish file maintenance activities. For each type of online activity,
there are normally parallel commands for each data file. The corresponding
command for the NASA Phrase Matching file usually begins with the letters
"NASA". The command for the DTIC/NASA Subject Switching file begins with
the letters "DTIC". \

;

Commands -
Phrase Matching DTIC/NASA Subject
Functions File Switching Files
“ , . “,
Provides NLD translations online DTICACC DTICACC
Creates backup tapes NASABKUP DTICBKUP
.Creates continuation entries NASACONT DTICCONT ~
Displays file entries online NASAFIND DTICFIND
Loads transaction files NASALOAD . DTICLOAD
Prints file, alpha by postings NASANVRT DTICNVRT
Prints file, alpha by key NASAPRNT DTICPRNT
Counts entries, sorted by
. logic code NASATOT DTICTOT
Unloads file for large-scale _
editing NASAUNLD DTICUNLD
Enters update transactions NASAUPDT DTICUPDT
Validates file entries - NASAVAL DTICVAL
Creates authority files - VALSETUP » DTICVSAM
Displays records online PRINT IDS PRINT IDS

These commands are described more fully in the pages that follow.

DTICACC  This command processes an input word or phrase through the Access
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DTICBKUP

NASABKUP

DYICCONT
NASACONT

DTICFIND

NASAFIND

DTICLOAD
NASALOAD

Routine. It provides, on the terminal screen, the full or
partial translation of the input material, if any translation
into NASA terms is available through the NLD. Otherwise, the
program returns the message:

4

UNABLE TO IDENTIFY

The command can be used to see how the NLD will translate phrases
or groups of terms that do not appear on a tape.-

These commands create backup tapes for the VSAM @;ster files:

*NLD.SSDTIC.MASTER'and A T
'NLD.NASA.MASTER' respectively. o

A backup is run after every file update so that the most current
backup tape always reflects the current status of the VSAM file.
Three successive backup tapes are retained in the tape lﬁbrary
for each file. When a new backup tape is created, it replaces
the oldest existing backup. An entry is recorded in -the File
Backup Log. (shown in Figure 13) for each successful run of a
backup command. The job printouts for the last three backup jobs
are also kept for reference.

These commands initiate jobs that read every _entry in the data
file, generate all required continuation entries and add them to
the file, and when a new continuation entry has -a key identical
to an existing posted entry, adds a ;00 t¢ the end of the key of
the posted entry. DTICCONT and NASACONT are used only when an
update is so 1arge that coding ‘and entering continuation entries
individually is too time consuming to be economically feasible.

The commands are executed after the update and at the end of the
work day so that the programs can be run overnight.

These commands search the data files for a specified key, and
print at the terminal ten sequential Lexical Dictionary records,
beginning with the key requested, if it exists. If the requested
key is not found, the program will locate the sequential position
in which the key should occur and print the next ten records.

These commands load &dditions and corrections from the dataset
created by _the UPDT command, that 1is LEX.DTIC.MOD or
LEX.NASA.MOD, into the appropriate master file in order to update
it. For DTIC the master file is 'NLD.SSDTIC.MASTER' and for NASA
it is 'NLD.NASA.MASTER'. The Load command performs a number of
edit checks on the transactions. Transactibns passing the edit
checks (good transactions) are loaded into the master file and -
are deleted from the work dataset. Transactions rejected by the
edit checks are not loaded, but are rewritten to. the appropriate
LEX. .MOD dataset for cocrrection. Rejected transactions are
listed on the printout with a notation of the error which caused
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NLD.NASA.MASTER
BACKUPS

Date Time Job# Initials

Figure 13
FILE BACKUP LOG

NLD.SSDTIC.MASTER
BACKUPS

Date Time Job# Initials

<
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DTICNVRT
NASANVRT

DTICPRNT
NASAPRNT

DTICTOT
NASATOT

DTICUNLD
NASAUNLD

©

g

4

the entry's rejection. The pefson doing the NLD maintenance
corrects rejected transactions in the LEX.__ .MOD dataset and
then re-executes the Load command.

These .commands print the master files sorted alphabetically by
posting terms. In order to readily locate a particular posting
term in the NLD, it is necessary to have a print of the file
sorted alphabetically by posting term. Eniiies with multiple
posting terms are listed once for each posting term. The Invert
Print commands above sort and print the following files,

respectively:
'NLD. SSDTIC .MASTER"
'NLD. NASA.MASTER

Sample pages of NASANVRT and DTICNVRT are shown in Figures 14 and
15. . : :

These commands generate prints of the master files sor ad
alphabetically by keys. The files are, respectively:

'NLD.SSDTIC.MASTER'
'NLD.NASA MASTER'

Sample pages.of NASAPRNT and DTICPRNT are shown in Figures 16 and
17.

*

The Total command pyovides a count of the number of entries in
the appropriate data file, broken down by logic code. Error
messages are written for entries that do not have a valid logic
code. ) ,

The Unload command copies the entries in a VSAM data.file into a
series of smaller sequential files that can be edited online.
These s&quential files contain 3,000 entries each and have extra
space allocated for additions. The Jjob creates as many
sequential files as are needed to hold all of the VSAM file
entries. The files are named in this pattern:

LEX.SEQ1.DTIC or LEX.SEQ1.NASA
LEX.SEQ2.DTIC or LEX.SEQZ2.NASA
LEX.SEQ3.DTIC or LEX.SEQ3.NASA
LEX.SEQ4.DTIC, etc. or LEX.SEQ4.NASA, etc.

The entries- in- these sequential files are in the following
format:

5 Columns 1 - 3 Logic Code
Columns 4 - 127 Key
Columns 130 - 400 Posting term /

.When editing is completed, the corrected files are loaded into

the appropriate data file. Programmer assistance is required for
this * reload, so maintenance personnel are cautioned not to
attempt this reload thémselves. .

-
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, 06/28/82
EE’ REFINING:00 -
C REFLECTIVITY:00
T COEFFICIENTS:REFLECTION
EE REFLECTANCE :00 -
T RADIATION:REFLECTION
T REFLECT iON:WAVES

T REFLECT ION: TELESCOPES
C INTERNAL REFLECTION:00
L DIFFUSE RERLECTION:00

~TE REFLECTION:00 R
T NESULAE ;REFLECTION
EE REFLECTCMETERS:0D
L REACTOR REFLECTORS:00~

EE REFLECTORS:00
L VASOMOTOR REF LEXES :00

EE REFLEXES:00 .-
EE REFORESTATION:00
L ACOUSTIC REFRACTION:00

T REFRACT 10N:TELESCOPES
EE REFRACTION:00 .

C REFRACTIVE INDEX:00 L.
" EE REFRACTOMETERS:00

E REFRACTORY COATiING5:00

L HEAT RESISTANT MATERIALS:00

T HIGH TEMPERATURE:MATERIALS

€ REFRACTORY M?\TERIALS 00

. E REFRACTORY METAL ALLOYS:00

[ ‘ E, REFRACTORY METALS:00 .
L HEAT RESISTANT METALS:00 .

[

OJIC LEXICAL DICTIONARY BY POSTING TERM

o RE FINING+
’ REFLECTANCE
REFLECT ANCE
REFLECTANCE
REFLECTED VAVES ', s
REFLECTED WAVES?.
' WAVE REFLECT!ON?
REFLECTING TELESCOPES
REFLECTION
REFLECTION. =
. DIFFUSE RADIATION
N REFLECTION
. REFLECT {ON NEBULAE
REF LECTOMETERS
REFLECTORS.
NUCLEAR REACTORS
REFLECTORS+
REFLEXES.
NERVOUS SYSTEM
REFLEXES+
REFORESTATION
, ACOUSTIC ATTENUATICN.
. . REFRACTED WAVES
REFRACTING TELESCOPES
. REFRACTION
REFRACTIVITY
REFRACTOMETERS »
*  REFRACTORY COATINGS .
REFRACTORY MATERIALS.
® " THERMAL RESISTANCE
REFRACTURY MATERIALS
REFRACTORY MATERIALS+
REFRACTORY METAL ALLOYS
REFRACTORY METALS
REFRACTORY METALS, ~
* THERMAL RESISTANCE

EE REFRIGERANTS:00 . REFRIGERANTS
L REFRIGERANT COMPRESSORS: oo _COMPRESSQRS,
( R REFRIGERATING MACHINERY
L REFRIGERANT CONDENSERS:00 . CONDENSERS { LIQUEFIERS),
\ ) - REFRIGERATING MACKINERY
T MACHINES:REFRIGERATION SYSTEMS EFRIGERATING MACHINERY
o * C REFRIGERATION SYSTEMS;00 . HEFRIGERATORS
- 1 COLD STORAGE : GO . . ENERGY STORAGE?,
. REFRIGERATORS?
. L CLOSED CIRCUIT REFUELING:00 ' REFUELING,
. AUTOMATIC CONTROL
L REFUELING PUMPS:00 REFUELING.
. . ‘ FUEL pPUMPS
. EE REFUELING:00 . “ REFUELING
. C -REGENERATION ELECTRONICS:00 REGEMERATION {ENGINEERING)
E REGENTRATION ENGINEERING:CO REGENERATION (ENGINEERING)
,T CYCLES:RREGENERATION EhGINEERlNG REGE..ERATION (ENGINEERING)
. - "C*SUPERREGENERA TION : 00 REGENERATION (ENGINEERING)>
. € REGENERATION PHYSIOLOGY:00 REGENERATION (PHYSIOLQGY)
" E REGENERATIVE COOLING:00 . REGENERATIVE COOLING
. T FUEL CELLS:;REGENERAYION ENGINEERING REGENERATIVE FUEL C:LLS
L GAS TURBINE REGENERATORS:O00 REGENEKATORS ,
: Figure 14 DTICNVRT Sample Output:
} .
|
| .
| 3
| -
I . L] .
. . :
| -
| BEST -COPY.AVAILABLE »
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Oi/20/703

DORNSER;ALRCRAF T
DURNILIc.PARALLIDER .ROCKET :VEHICLE
DOLGAL s LEC T ICNS

DOSE ;0

DOSAGE: 0D

DO INE I RY : 00 -

DONIMESERS ; OO

COiDITE . LOY

DOUBLE . BASL : PROPELLANTS

DOIGL L 1k t ROCKET ; FROPELLANTS
OLLULAY T0NS ;30

nwm E.CUsPY

NOUULES I'RLCISION: ARl‘llmE!lC
DOUGBILE 1 SIDLEAND ; ‘lRAthJISSION
DOUGLAL AT RGKAF Y

DOMH- LONVLIILKS : 00

DOWIN THKING : 00 W
DOWNRALGL ;DO

Dot PROGRAN :
DOWHIAL.GE . ANT IMISSELE :MEASUREMENT ; PROGRAM
DOWBRALGL (ML ASUREMENT '
DOWNI-IME s DU

DCMWIWALIL. 00 -

(}RI\CONlD;M! 11 0RO 1DS *

URAF I GAS FLOUW :

DRAFT ;00

DRAF TG DRAWING -

DRAFI TG MALHINES N
DRAG:EFFECT

DRAG; OCF .- N
DRAG:CHUIES

DRGGUL. ; PARACHUTE S

DRAG; LOFIF LCiENTS -
LRAGULATORY ; DO

DRAG:;DEVILLS

DRAG: t GRUL ; ALLMOMETERS

DRAG ;ML ASURLMENT

BRAGKL DUCT Jul s ~ N
BRALTNING. O :

RUHOK 1S 00 .

_DRAINAGE 01

DENDRITIC, DRAINAGE
DRNINAGE.. PA E1ERE:S,
THIERLAGING : DIA T MAGE<
RAULAL . OitA INAGE ; PATTERNS
RLCTANLULAR: o‘]m 1AGE
DEAWI N, 00
NAWINGS . OO
ELEVALTOHS , DRAWINGS
DREANS ; 00
DRENLCD :MATERIALS
DRLOGING. OO
DRITT: IS RURENT ATION
INSTRUMLNT ;DRIFT
DRIFT:RAIE
ODRYIFT:00

NASA LEXICAL DICTIONLRY BY ROSTItG VEIW, <

CORNIL K ALICRAFT -
DOURIILR PATAGLIDER ROCKE! VENICLE
DURSAL SH.HONS
DOLILLE /
DuSAE -
DOSILEVERS /
DOSINEI RS .
CuULLUILAL TROPELLANT

DOUBLC IBASE PROPEL Ams
DOUBIE ©ASL PROPELL
DOUBLE GAST ROCKE) nor:u.umls
UDUBLE LSS
DOUBLE CUStS 7
DOUBIE PRECISTON ARITHMETIC
OUUBIE SILIBAND TRANSMISSION
DOUGIAS AILCRAFT |
DOWH-CONVI KTERS
DOWHL BRI !
DONELALLGE ‘
DUWELHANGL mnu}ssue MEASUREMENT PROGRAM
DOWHHAKIGE ANTIMISSILE MEASURLNMENT FROGRAM
DOWEIANGE LEASUREMENT
DOWLEINE '
DOWLEASH - .
LRALONID METEOROIDS . .
DRAFY {GAS FLOW)
DIAF I 1
UDRAF FING lbamnc) ‘
URAF 1THG ACHINES
LKAG ‘ N
DIKAG '
ORAG CHUTLS | .
BRAG CBUTES. &
LRAG COLEFIGIENTS
DRAG DI VICIS, )

HHAKE Y uba ARRESTING MOTION)
DRAG DEVICES
URAG FONCE [ ANEMOMETERS
DRAG ME ASUJ-ENENT ‘
URAL RL LUGTION..
DRA EBAGE

DA SHAGE '
brATLALL
LrAINAGLL PATTERNMS
UDRANALL PATTERNS
IRATNAGL PATTERNS
URAIUAGE PATTERNS
RATHAGE PATTERNS
ORAW NI
DRARINGS
LKAV INGS
ORI ARy -
lmluh'tf MATERIALS

LHG

o

bre vt

LRETT { IMLIRUMENTAT JON)
DRIFI § INSIRUMENTATION®
OKIFT RATE

ORIE 1

- 1Y ‘ - ,
Figure 15 NASANVRT Sample Output
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06/14/83 " DTIC LEXICAL DICTIONARY

- «
T FOILS MATERIALS:METALS ) METAL £FOILS
E FOILS MATERIALS:00 FOILS (MATIRIALS)+:
C FOKKER PLANCK EQUATIONS:00 FORKLR -FLANCK EQUATION
C FOLDED OFYICAL LENSES: 00 LLUSLS »
“C FOLOING FINS ROCKETS:00 . FOUDING TIN AIRCRAFT RUCKET VEHICLE
L FOLDING HLLICOPTER ROTORS:00 FOLDING,
© ROTARY WINGS
. L FOLDING WINGS:00 FOLDING STHLUCTURES,
~ WwinGs :
T FOLDING:SIRUCTURES FOLDING STRUCTURES .
TEL FOLDING: 00 o - ) EOLOING
E FOLLS GEOLOGY:00 ‘ ¢ FOLDY (GEOLOGY) .
N Ei FOLIAGE;OU N FOLIAGE
. E FOLIC ACID:00 . foLlC ACID
C 700D CUAINS:00 FO0D CHAIN
€ FOUD CONLUMFYION:OD : tOOUD THIAKE
- .. C FOOD DEFRIVATION:00 \ FOUD INTAKE
P i» L FOOD -DETERIORATOHN;00 . UDETERIDRAVION, | -
. FOUD-.
O FOOD DISPENSING:00 ; 00 .
0 fO0D HANDLLRS:00 . . T 00
L FOOD POISONING;00 FOOD INTAKE,
_ PO1SONIRGR N )
L FOOD PRESERVATION;:00 . . fO0OD PROCESSING,
. PRESERVING .
E FOOD PROCESSING:O00 . ) . FOOD PROCELSING ¢
- 0 " FOOD SERVICT PERSONNEL ;00 0o . -
' 0 FOOL SERVICE:00 » 00
T FOOD;SYMTHETIC MATERIALS SYNTHETIC ToOD
- TE FOOD;00 . . FOOE-
C FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE VIRUS;00 VIRUSES>
1 FOOTWEAR:00 BOOTS (FOOIWEAR)?.
h A SHOES?, .
, SULKS?
C FORAMINIFLRA:00 PROTOQZOAX
T  FORCE MECHANICS, FREE FIELD .
T FORCE MLCHAWICS:FRER FIELD;MAGNETIC FIELDS FORCE- FRLE MAGNETIC FIELDS
T FORCL MLCIIANICS: INERTIA INCRTIA
C FORCE ML:CHANICS:00 . - LOADS (FORCES)
0 FORDING:OU ou
EE FORECASIING:00 FORECASTING
C FOREIGN AlD: 00 FOREIGN POLICY>
- € FOREIGN LANGUAGES:00 . LANGUAGLS>
E FORLIGN POULICY:00 FOREIGN POLICY
0 FOREION SERVICE DFFICERS:00 : 0o
< 0 FORLIGN [ECHNOLOGY:00 . o )
O FOREIGN:00 Nj§S
- € FOREST FIRES:00 FOREST FIRES
C - FORESTRY ;00 FOREST MANAGEMENT
T FORESTS:MANAGEMENT FOREST MANAGEMENT
T FORESTS:RAIN - : RAIN FORESTS
EE FORESTS:00 FORLSTS,
C FORGE PRESSES:00 - PRESSES,
T FORGING:METALS ‘ FORGING ,
T FORGING:SPINNING NOTION ) METAL SPINMNING
EE FOGING;00 ] _FORGING
O FORKLIFT VEHICLES:00 . 00 . .
T

FORMA LDEHYDE ; PHENOLS . ’ PHENOL FORMALDENYDE
' Figure 16 DTICPRNT Sample Output
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SOLAR: THERMAL
SOLAR: THERMAL;ELECTRIC
SOLAR: THERMAL; ELECTRIC: POWER

SOLAR; THESMALELECTRIC: POWER: PLANTS

SOLAR; THLRMAL : PROPULS 10N
SOLAR:10TAL ;
SOLAR:JOTAL; ENERGY
SOLAR:TOTAL:ENERGY.;SYSTEMS
SOLAR:VELOCITY
SOLAR:WIND
SOLAR:WIND:VELOCITY
SOLAR:WIND: Q0

SOLAR:X- RAYS

SOLDEKED :JOINTS
SOLOERING: 00

SOLDERS:00 !
SOLENOID;VALVES
SOLENNIDS : 00

SOLE TTAS ;UD

SULID; AKGON
SILID:CRYOUEN
SOLID:CKYOGEN:COOLING
SOLID:CRYOLENS
SOLID:ELECIRODES

SOl ID;LLECTLOLYTES
SOLID: LUBRICANTS
SOLID:HL THULLN
SOLID:PHASES

SOLBD; PROPEL LANT
SOLID:PROPLL LANT : COMBUSTION
SOLID:PROPFLLANT , IGHLTION
SOLIO:PROPELLANE :ROCKET
SOLID:PROPFLLANT : ROCKET : ENGINES
SOL1D.PROMELLANTS "
SOLID:ROCKET -
SOLIO.RUCKET :BINDERS
SOLIO:ROCKET : PROPELLANTS
SOLID:ROTATICN
SOLID;SOLUTIONS
SOLID.STATE

S ID:STATE:DEVICES
SOLED:SIATE: LASERS
SOLYID:.STATE: PHYSICS
SOLIL:STATL: 00
SOLID:SURFALES
SOLID:SusSPLNSIONS
SOLID:WASTES

SOLJ D-ROCKLTY : 00
SOLID-SULID; INTERFACES
SOLIDIFICATION: 00
SOLIDIFIED;GASES
SULIDS:FLOW
SOL10S;00- N
SOLIDUS;: 0D
SOLIfiNS; 00
SOLI TARY {WAVES

SOL1 THANES: 00

SOL1 TONS ; 0C

- Figure 17 HASAPRHT Sample Output
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SOLAR THFHMAL ELECTRIC POWER PLANTS

SOLAR THERMAL PROPULSION

-“

LA

SOLAR TDTAL ENERGY SYSTEMS

- SOLAR VELOCITY
L]

SOLAR WIND VELOCITY
SGLAR WIND

SOLAR X-RAYS
SOLDLRED JUINTS
SOLDIRING
SOLDERS v v
SOLLNOID VALVES
SOLENOIDS

SOLETTAS -
SOLIDIFILD GASES

1

SOLID CRYOGEN COOL ING™ -

SOLID CRYULENS

SOL1D ELECIRODES .
SOLID ELECIROLYTES

"SOLID LULRICANTS

SOLID NIT&(GEN
SOLID PHASLS
N N

SOLID PROPLLLANT COMBUSTION
SOLID PROPELLANT 1GNITION

SOLID PROPLLLANT ROCKET ENGINES
SOLID FROPILLANTS ° <

SOLID ROLKLT BINDERS
SOLID ROGKET PROPELLANTS
ROTATING DUDIES

SOLID SOLUIIONS

L

SOLID STATEL DEVICLS
SOLID STATL LASERS
SOLID STATE PHYSICSE
SOLID SEATL

SOLID SUREACES

SOLID SUSPINSTONS
SOLID WASTES

SOLI0 HIOFLLLANT ROTKET ENGINES
SOL1D-SOL10 INTERFACES
SOLIDIFICATION
SOLIDIEILD GASES
SOLIDS FLOW

sot1ns

,SoLIDuUs

SOLIONS
SOLITARY WAVES
SOLITHANES
SOLITARY WAVES

=2



DTICUPDT These commands utilize work datasets ° for compiling changes-

NASAUPDT including additions or deletions, which are intended for the
master files. These work datasets, respectively, LEX.DTIC.MOD
and LEX.NASA.MOD can be edited online.

As a transaction is entered at the terminal, a series of edit
checks take place. Transactions passing the edit checks (good
transactions) are loaded into a temporary work dataset.

» ~ . .
Rejected transactions generate error messages online,

The error messages that are returned interactively by the system
follow: :

INVALID CHARACTERS - .

The transaction contains characters other than the following
Va]id set: A"Z, 0"9, +r~?, >:&, ', $: (: )’ 3y o %: *, /’ @,\
-,. or blank. ~

INVALID CHARACTER IN LOGIC ‘
The transaction contains characters other than the following -
valid set-in the logic code position (or before the first doilar

sign):
DEL, C, E, I, L, T, O (zero), or blank.

LOGIC CODE TOO LONG . )
" More than three characters or blanks appear before the first $ in
the transaction.

LOGIC CODE ALL BLANKS
Three blanks appear before the first $ in the transaction.

NO POSTING TERM
Nothing appears following the second $ in the transaction.

TOO MANY $'s
More than two $'s appear in the transactjon.

INVALID FORMAT

The transaction does not conform to one of the formats:
Logic -code$Element sElement$Posting term
Logic code$Element ;00$Posting term
DEL$(Key of record to be deleted)

COMMAND NOT FOUND

If this error message appears following any command, check to

make sure that you are logged on under the maintenance ID and

that you have spelled the command correctly. If the problem

persists or if other error messages appear, check with the
~ .application programmer assigned to the Lexical Dictionary.

An error that generates one of these messages must be corrected
in the manner indicated before the system will accept the entry.

[




DTICVAL
NASAVAL

When the session is ended by entering /*, the system performs a

.second series of edit checks on the transactions held in the

temporary file, and loads the transactions into the LEX. .MOD
file appropriate to the comnand. These files are respectively,
LEX.DTIC.MOD and LEX.NASA.MOD. Rejected entries are listed on
the printout under the heading TRANSACTIONS IN ERROR and must be

. researched, reformatted if necessary, and enteréed correctly using

the online edit capability of the data base management system.

These commands initiate comparisons between data files and
authority files. DTICVAL compares the DTIC/NASA Subject
Switching file entries with the NASA and DTIC thesauri authority
files. DTICVAL checks:

) Every DTIC term appearing in the key field against the
DTIC Thesaurus authority file. If a term in the NLD
key does rnot appear in the authority file, an error
message is cenerated.

° Every NASA term appearing in the posting term field
against the NASA Thesaurus authority file. If an .NLD
posting term does not appear in the authority file, an
error message is generated.

) Every posting term in the DTIC Thesaurus authority file

* against the NLD keys. If there is no key in the NLD

for the Thesaurus posting term, an error message is
generated.

These error messages highlight the additiohs, modifications, and
deletions required in the DTIC/NASA Subject Switching file.

NASAVAL initiates a set of comparisons between the entries in the
NASA Phrase Matching fiTe and the NASA Thesaurus authority files.
NASAVAL checks:

) Every term appearing in the posting term field against
the NASA Thesaurus authority file. If an NLD posting
term does not appear in the Thesaurus authority file,
an error message is generated.

) Every posting term and Use reference appearing in the
NASA Thesaurus authority file against the NLD file
keys. Each of these terms should appear as a key in
the NLD file, and an error message is generated if it
does not.

° Every posting term in the NASA Thesaurus authority file
against the NLD file posting terms. If a Thesaurus
posting term does not also appear as an NLD posting
term, an error message is generated. .

These error messages highlight the-additions, modifications, and
deletions required in the Phrase Matching file.

—
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- DTICVSAM

VALSETUP

-

This command s used to- create a DTIC Thesaurus authority file
from LEX.POSTTERM.DTIC, a 1ist of posting terms from DTIC.
LEX.POSTTERM.DTIC is a sequential file created from DTIC's
Thesaurus tape and so far updated manually by NLD maintenance
personnel using online editing capabilities. Each time
LEX.POSTTERM.DTIC 1is updated, a new VSAM authority file must be
created with the DTICVSAM command.

This command creates two authority files for NASA Thesaurus terms
from the online Thesaurus fi]esi

) A sequential file of NASA posting terms and Use
references. This file is used by the validation
routine to check that there is an entry in the Phrase
Matching file for every NASA Posting term and Use
reference. ,

0 A VSAM file of NASA posting. terms only:
'NLD.THES.TERMS'

The VSAM file is used by NASAVAL to verify that all posting terms
appearing in the posting term field of existing entries in the
Phrase Matching file are valid NASA pesting terms, and by DTICVAL
for the same purpose in the Subject Switching file. NASAUPDT,

- NASALOAD, DTICUPDT and DTICLOAD use the NASA VSAM authority file

PRINT IDS

for validating new transactions being added to the data files.

As the VSAM file is being created, each term is checked against
the Phrase Matching file ('NLD.NASA.MASTER') to determine if it
should be marked as an-array term and to add the @ to the term if
required. To look at a term in the NASA VSAM authority file
'NLD.THES.TERMS', use the PRINT IDS command.

This command allows an online look at any VSAM file record and at
a user-specified number of additional sequential recovds.
DTICFIND and NASAFIND are shortcuts for displaying records in
master  files  'NLD.SSDTIC.MASTER' and  'NLD.NASA.MASTER',
respectively. However, to see a record in other VSAM files, for
example the NASA file 'NLD.THES.TERMS', one must use PRINT IDS.
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Printout Review

Following execution of a command, any printout that has been generated
is examined by NLD personnel. This is to see:

] whéther or not the job has run satisfactorily.
_ @ Whether or not there are any errors that must be corrected.

The Facility NLD 'Maintenance Manual 1lists step-by-step instructions
for recognizing and correcting errors from each 1isting.

In general, errors listed in Pprintouts generated by any of the
commands are listed under a heading that implies what the problem is and
-how to fix ijt.

A sample of error messages listed on printouts generated by NLD
maintenance commands follows:

-KEY (unmatched element) OF (key of rejected transaction) IS NOT FOUND _

The transaction has been rejected because the specified element of the
key does not match any entry in the input posting term authority file.
The non-match may be the result of:

1.  misspelling in the ‘transaction, .

2. failure to separate multiple elements of the key with
semicolons, or

3. an error in the input posting term authority file.

If the error is of types 1 or 2, correct the error in the appropriate
LEX.___.MOD. file before re-executing the load. If the error is of
type 3, use the online edit capability of the data base management
system to correct: the error in the corresponding LEX.POSTTERM.
file, and execute the __VSAM command to.recreate a corrected input
posting term authority file. Then the Load command may -be -
re-executed.

POSTING TERM (unmatched posting term) OF (entire posting term field of
rejected transaction) IS NOT FOUND -

The transaction has been rejected because the specified element of the
transaction's posting: term does not match any entry in the NASA
posting term authority file. The non-match may be the result of:

. misspelling in the transaction,

. leaving out a required "@",

. including an incorrect "@",

. failure to separate multiple posting terms with commas, or
. an error in the NASA posting term authority file.

OV B WMo
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If the error is of types 1 through 4, correct the error in the
appropriate LEX.__.MOD file before re-executing the load. If the
error is in the authority file, (type 5), notify the lexicographer.
The error must be corrected in the RECON online Thesaurus and a new
NASA posting term authority file created by executing VALSETUP before
the Load command can be re-executed.

INVALID LOGIC CODE IN RECORD (rejected transaction) or NO LOGIC CODE
~IN RECORD (rejected transaction) . :

The transaction has been rejected because the logic ecode was missing
"or was incorrect. Correct the 1logic code 1in “the appropriate
LEX.___.MOD file and re-execute the Load command.

ELEMENTS IN KEY NOT IN ALPHA ORDER (key of rejected transaction)

In a Subject Switching file, the elements of the key must be inm
alphabetical order. Correct the key in the appropriate LEX.____.MOD
file before re-executing the Load command.

Errors in a LEX.__ .MOD file are corrected using the online edit
capabilities of the data base management system. When the file is
corrected, it 1is loaded into the appropriate data file by entering
DTICLOAD, or NASALOAD.

In a DTICVAL printout, there may be a page headed UNMATCHED KEYS.
This contains error message for all Lexical Dictionary entries that
contain in the key a term that is nnt matched on the DTIC Thesaurus
authority file. The job prints out both the erroneous term and the
entire record containing the erroneéous term, in the following format: -

KEY NOT FOUND CLARK '
OF RECORD T CLARK;DUKE SUPER PROGRAMMER

If the Lexical Dictionary key is erroneous, detete the record and add
a corrected entry to the file if necessary. In some cases, these
errors are due to errors in the DTIC Thesaurus authority file. If an
authority file error is located, fix the error in  the
LEX.POSTTERM.DTIC file using the online edit capabilities of the data
base management system and then execute DTICVSAM to create a new DTIC
Thesaurus authority file. v

The page headed UNMATCHED POSTING TERMS contains an error message for
each lexical Dictionary entry containing a posting term which.is not
. matched in the NASA Thesaurus authority file. The job prints out the
errors in the following format:

Logic Key Posting Term Error Message
Code
For example:
T ClarkiDuke Super Programmer Key not found-Super Prograﬁmer
Next record is Supercavitating
Flow
65

77



In this example, the program could not match the posting term in the
authority file at all. ?This is a test record added to the file by
said programmer.) As an aid to the analyst, the programmer prints out
the record appearing in the authority file following the place where
the unmatched posting term should have appeared. When the error is a
typographical error in the Lexical Dictionary key, the “next record"
is frequently the correct spelling of the NASA Posting term.

C Power Equipment;00 Electric Equipment® Key not found-
Electric Equipment@
Found Electric
Equipment without @

In this example, the program could not exactly match the Lexical
Dictionary posting term Electric Equipment@® in the NASA Thesaurus
authority file, but did find Electric Equipment (the same term without
the "@"). Check the term in question in the NASA Thesaurus.

If the term is not an array term, .correct the entry in the Lexical
Dictionary by deleting the @ from the posting term in the entry using
the __ UPDT procedure. See Changes to an Existing Record subsection
of "Maintenance Functions." ,
If the term is an array term, the error (a missing "@") is in the NASA
Thesaurus authority file. The VALSETUP program which creates the NASA
Thesaurus authority file adds the "@" to terms if an "@" appears
following that term in the NASA Phrase Matching file. Therefore, if
this type of error is located in the NASA Thesaurus authority file, it
means that there is an error in the NASA Phrase Matching file for that
term. The Phrase Matching entry is located in the 'NLD.NASA.MASTER'
file using NASAFIND.

Using the NASAUPDT procedure, the @ is added to tﬁe posting term, and
VALSETUP is executed to create a correct NASA Thesaurus authority
file.

T Flight;Stresses Flight Stress Key not found-Flight stress
Found F1ight Stress '
with @

In this example, the program could not exactly match the NLD key
Flight Stress 1in the NASA Thesaurus authority file, but did find
Flight Stress€. Check the term in question in the NASA Thesaurus.

If the term is not an Array term, the error is in the NASA Thesaurus
authority file. See the explanation in the preceding example for how
to correct this type of authority file error.

If the term is an Array term, the error is in the DTIC/NASA Subject
Switching file and can be corrected by adding the "@" to the posting
term in the NLD entry.



A page headed UNMATCHED DTIC TERMS lists an error message for every
term which appears in the DTIC Thesaurus authority file for which no
entry appears in the DTIC/NASA Subject Switching file. The errors
appear in the following format: 4 :

TERM NOT FOUND = (unmatched term)
Check the unmatched term in the most recent DTIC Thesaurus supplement.

If the term is a valid DTIC term: determine the correct NASA
translation, create a new Subject Switching file record for the -term,
and add the record to the Lexical Dictionary file using DTICUPDT.

If the unmatched term is not a valid DTIC term, the error is in the
authority file. Correct or delete ‘the incorrect entry in the manually
maintained DTIC Thesaurus file LEX.POSTTERM.DTIC. Execute the
DTICVSAM command to create a corrected DTIC Thesaurus authority file.

Other error mesﬁages may report on.the status of:
NASA THESAURUS VALIDATION
THESAURUS TERMS-NO NLD KEY
THESAURUS TERMS - NO NLD POSTING TERM
READING FOR ATSIGN AND KEY NOT FOUND (term)

If there are probleﬁs that the NLD maintenance personnel cannot
correct, the application programmer agfigned to the NLD must be consulted.

?
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RESULTS AND CONCLUSIQONS

Applications

A lexical dictionary can be used for any application that requires
translation of input -phrases to phrases in a target vocabulary. As of
January 1, 1984, NASA was using the NLD for three applications: )

[} building Subject Switching capabiiities
[} processing DTIé (TAB) tapes, and
®  processing DOE (EDB) t&ﬁeé.

Each of these applications uses the NLD system in a different way.
Building Subject Switching capabilities uses the Phrase Matching mode and
accepts all matches, complete or partial, frem the NLD system. DTIC TAB
tape processing uses both the Phrase Matching and Subject Switching modes,
.and accepts only complete matches from the NLD System. DOE EDB tape
processing used only the Phrase Matching mode (until the DOE/NASA Subject
Switching file became operational) and accepted only complete matches from
the NLD system. ‘

As this is being written, two other applications are in the programming
stage: .

\

.0 Using the Phrase Matching file to process Library of Congress
. MARC records and accepting complete or partial translations.
\o Using the Phrase Matching file to process natural language
’ phrases automatically extracted from abstracts or other text and
. accepting complete or partial translations.
\
-Benefits
Benefits obtained from the use of the NLD were measured with the least
possible disruption to the indexing process. The hypothesis upon which the
NLD was authorized was that the NLD would increase the indexers'
productivity and reuse the indexing already done by DTIC. It was intended
that. the quality of the indexing would remain high. The following analyses

shows that our samples were adequate, that the results are significant, and
that we have proven our hypothesis. .

Evaluation Methods. The evaluation of the NLD was based on a
comparison of the preliminary subject analysis study done for December
1982 through March 1983 with a post-implementation study doné for December
1983 through March 1984. R

Study number 1 included confidential interviews with each indexer; all
were conducted by the same interviewer to ensure consistency. In addition,

_——
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a sample Bf 100 documents was selected from a single DTIC TAB tape, and the
results of Subject Switching for these documents were analyzed. These
documents were taken from all categories represented on the tape. Since

there were fewer than 100 categories, multiple selections were made from .

some categories in approximate proportion to the number of documents
assigned to the more populous categories. )

/

Study number 2 utilized a questionnaire because there was concern that’
observed time studies would be intrusive and slow production. Indexers,
without consulting with one another, filled out their questionnaires
simultaneously. In addition, a representative sample of 150 ODTIC
documents, drawn over a three-month period, was analyzed.

Cbmgarisoné. See Figure 18. Although study 1 had a sample of 100

documents, two of the DTIC posting term values were discarded as being too
deviant leaving a samplewsize for DTIC of 98. The following table shows

some of the comparisons made.
Study 1 fPreg Study 2 (Post‘
D NASA IC N

Documents in sample N. 98 100 250 250
" Mean of term assigned X 14,32 9.59 13.09 12.60

Standard deviation where

Z = the sumand X =

the deviation from the /2 X2 -

mean S =WN-T 4,88 2.03 4.73 2.05

| 5 y2
5 ZX
Variance ‘ §¢ ="N-I" 23.81 4.11 22,35 4.19
S .

Standard error of mean §X =N .49 .20 . .30 13

The standard error is .small. Since the "t" test (used to ascertain
the deviation of the estimated mean from the mean of the population) gives
us a value which is off the t chart but indicates a better than 99%
confidence level, we conclude that our :samples and the results of our
comparative study (shown above) are valid for the entire population.

It is interesting to note that before using the NLD, there was
considerable difference in the average number of index terms assigned by
the two agencies: 14,32 to 9.59. Study 2 shows that the averages are now
very close: 13.09 to 12.60.

Access Puints and Productivity. The increase in the number -of NASA
index terms assigned to a document, as indicated in the above table, not
only signals increased productivity, but also increases the number of
dccess points to a document. Evaluations of document retrieval have

69 81

/

/



Figure 18 ~
A Comparison of DTIC and NASA Indexin/q
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indicated that these changes have not affected retriéva] adversely. The
pertinency level of retrieval has remained "high throughout the introduction
and use of the NLD. .

Time Savings. Two concerns in the field of library and information
science are’ the ever-growing amounts of material to be classified, stored,
and disseminated, and.a constant need to do more work for less or the same
amount of money. Information scientists .are Tooking for ways to get
information to the user more quickly. We feel that the NLD is making a
contribution din this area.

82% of the indexers reported that'having index terms provided by the
NLD makes indexing DTIC documents faster. The remaining indexers indicated
that having the suggested NLD terms has no effect on their speed.

_Indexdrs were asked to estimate the time saved by having NLD terms.
The average was 5.4 minutes per document. See Figure 13. Indexers then
were asked to estimate the time required to index.a DTIC document with NLD
terms provided. The average of ‘these estimates was 10 minutes. When this
figure was compared with the study 1 (pre-NLD) average indexing time of 13
minutes, a 3 minute difference was noted. The predicted savings per
document was® 2 to” 3 minutes. Based on the indexers' estimates, the
intended goal has been reached and may have been exceeded, This time
savings obviously speeds up the document turnaround time and can increase
the timeliness of the product. : :

Changes 1In Work Emphasis. As an indexer tool, the NLD has relieved
the indexers of having to Took up many terms in' the thesaurus. The correct
form is presented for use or for deletion. In place of this rather
mechanical task, indexers are asked to watch for coordinations of DTIC
terms that should be translated to single NASA terms. This process should
result naturally from the review of the indexing terms presented by the NLD
printout, and the change in emphasis can provide more challenge to the
indexar's job than just looking up correct forms of terns.

Shared Resources. Reindexing work that already has been done at
taxpayer expense is wasteful of government resources. The original and
primary purpose of the NLD was to utilize indexing done by other agencies.
The sharing of indexing with DTIC also has brought about sharing of some
programming and improved quality in the thesauri and lexical dictionaries
of both DTIC and NASA. :

Stepping Stone. The Lexical Dictionary has been found to be a
stepping stone to other endeavdfs. Its Phrase Matching capabilities are
being expanded and will soon be used to add NASA terms to MARC records,
The NLD is also a way of approach to machine-aided indexing of abstracts or
other text. ’

Problems

Different Indexing Philosophies. Indexing phirosophies differ from
agency to agency. This difference must be addressed in translating

e
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Estimate of Time Saved
(7 indexers replied)

4
.

3 minutes saved per document
2
10 o
4
3
1
15 .
38 =7 =5.4 minutes average

Estimate without the outliers

wW oW

1.
13 + 5 = 2.6 minutes

Pooled estimate of time saved

5.4

2.6

8.0 - 2 = 4 minutes per document
Estimate of time to index

(10 indexers replied)
6 minutes per document

10
"~ 12.5

10
100+ 10 = 10 minutes per document

Figure 19

ed
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concepts. For example, one agency may index to "Ablative nose cones" and
another to "Ablation" and "Nose cones". The first is precoordinated, i.e.
the two concepts are Jjoined in the index term. The second is
post-coordinated, i.e. coordinated at the time of retrieval.

Some agencies include in their indexing any broader terms that appear
in the hierarchy of the term used. For example, if the term used s

* "Hafnium-alpha" the indexer or the system would assign all of the following

terms: Hafnium, Refractory metals, Metals, and Elements. Another system
would assign only the -most specific term that appTies. If the document
were on the subject of Hafnium-alpha, they would index to that only, or if
that term were 'not available, to Hafnium. '

These differences must be taken into account in setting up a lexical
dictionary system, : '

Chemical Compounds, Complexes, Metal Alloys, etc.. -If you can't match
a chemical compound or complex or an alloy term exactly, you may expect
trouble with translations and retrieval. Coordinations of terms in this
drea of knowledge are likely to produce unwanted citations in retrieval.
It is important to know how an indexer is instructed to handle these
concepts. - - )

Semantics and Scope. The term "Performance tests" in DTIC's
environment has no restrictions in meaning. In NASA's environment, this.
term applies only to operating equipment. Another agency has the term

Blowouts and defines it as "high pressure...ejection of water, gas, or oil

from a borehole"; in NASA's Thesaurus, Blowouts is related to Tires and
Fatigue 1ife. These are homonyms; two terms that match character for
character, but convey different concepts. Every term must be examined as
to its scope and meaning in both the input and target environments.

Recommendations

Automation. Automate the initial entries, the continuation entries,
and use online editing. It will keep the manhours needed for data entry

and for error correction to a minimum.

Indexing Policies and Vocabularies. Become familiar with the indexing
policies and vocabularies of both organizations: the one contributing, and
your own, the target.
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SUMMARY

“Problem and Proposed Solution ' ‘ -

Because the NASA STI Facility and the Defense Technical Information
Center have overlapping interests, they share information. Twenty percent
of the NASA data base was previously indexed by DTIC. ‘Most of the
documents received from DTIC are on microfiche>accompanied by a magnetic
tape that provides DTIC's cataloging, abstracting, and -<indexing in
machine-readable form. Management proposed that the Facility automatically
translate DTIC's posting terms to NASA's terms in order:

[ To &void the reindexing that was necessary to adapt the
informacion to the NASA system and :

) To save indexing time.

Construction of the NLD
The NASA Lexical Dictionary was constructed in four phases.

Phrase Matching. Phase One centered on constructing a file consisting
of entries for every posting term and Use reference in the NASA Thesaurus,
as well as additional Use references constructed specifically for the NLD
System. Most of the programs were written in this phase also. The Phrase

. Matching  mode attempts to find word-by-word matches between any input -
phrases and NASA terms or Use references. Matches may@e complete or
partial, For example:

Input-Any Terms Qutput-NASA Terms

Go]d * ° Gold

Gold plate Gold coatings

Gold pfated * Gold coatings

Gold plated chassis Gold coatings, chassis’ _

Goid-plated chassis - Chassis (because gold-plated, with
"~ a hyphen, has not been added to the

file yet)

Subject Switching Individual Terms. Phase Two consisted of the
construction of a transTation table between the DTIC Thesaurus terms and
NASA's. Entries in the file pair each DTIC term with one or more NASA
terms that best express tne same concept. For example:

Input-DTIC Terms Qutput~NASA Terms
Anti Fogging Agents Fog Dispersal
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Input-DTIC Terms Output-NASA Terms

- Antjoxfdants ‘ - Antioxidants
Apogee Apogees
Abprdacﬁ ‘ Approaci+
~ Architects - Architecture, Personnel
Area Bombing NIS (meaning Not In Scope)
Area Covérgge. ' 00 (meaning no equivélent concept)

Subject- Switching Coordinates. Phase Three completed the Subject - -

Switching file by adding entries of coordinated DTIC terms translated to
one or more NASA terms that express the same concept. For example:

Inpdf-DTIC Terms _ Output-NASA Terms
Angles; resolution Angular resolution
Antennas; Gravity waves Gravity wave antennas

a

- Feedback and Maintenance. Phase Four fas concerned with user feedback
and file maintenance.” New terms added to ‘either the DTIC Thesaurus or the
NASA Thesaurus requirz additions and modifications to entries in the data
files. .In addition, users can supply feedback as to translations that
~snould be added or modified. -

~

4

Results

In the NLD, the NASA STI Facilit, has a system that translates words
and phrases from input material into equivalent concepts expressed in NASA
posting terms. The system was designed particularly to allow the reuse of
DTIC indexing in the NASA environment. Accordi g to a study of 250 DTIC
documents, 89 percent of the terms assigned t8 DTIC documents by NASA
indexers now are suggested by the NLD. The Facility also saves an
estimated 3 minutes of indexing time per document. )

. . MWhile translating DTIC's index terms to those of the NASA Thesaurus,
the NLD has preserved the quality of NASA's indexing. Also we know of no
“other system that differentiates concepts that are expressed by homonyms,
or .that coordinates termms in one vocabulary and translates them to the same
concept expressed in the different terms of afiother vocabulary. The NASA
Lexical Dictignary system is not only operating, but it is =doing so with
considerable success.
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Access
Routine

application
" program

continuation
entry

continuation
symbol

controlled
vocabulary

DOE .
DTIC

element

exception
listing

gloss

key

GLOSSARY

A general purpose computer program that accesses the NLD
files. The ‘Access Routine never operates independently; it
is always called by an application program.

~A program that passes to the Access Routine two parameters:

e a de—that indicates whether Phrase Matching - or
- Subject Switching mode should be employed, and

e a character string that is either a word or phrase
for Phrase Matching, or a set of posting terms
assigned to a citation by a contributing source for
Subject Switching.

An entry that tells the computer to continue to look for
additional key elements in order to reach the posting term.

The one or more asterisks (*) or percent signs (%) used in
the posting term fi#ld of continuation entr1es.

Terms that are authorized by "an organ1zat1on for their
indexers to use in listing the subject matter of, or the
concepts contained .in, a document; a list of posting terms
acceptable to the system and available for use.

Y ©

Uepartment of Energy

-

Defense Technical Information Center

An element is part of the key to-a retord. In the Phrase
Matching file, each word of the input phrase is an individual
element. In the Subject Switchiny file, each contributin

source posting term (which may be single or multiple words?
is an element. . .

A list of input pcsting terms which cannot be matched and

translated by the NLD.

A parenthetical expression used to clarify the meaning of a
posting term or Use reference that otherwise might be
ambiguous. For examplet

LOX (oxygen)
Pitch (inclination)
Pitch (material)

The subject of and a unique field in an NLD record. The key
consists of terms that may be encointered ~in the input
material. The key can consist of a single element, followed
by a semicolon and two zeros {300) or multiple elements
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GLOSSARY (Continued)
separated by a semicolon ().

LDICT Lexical Dictionary.

o

LgX.POSTTERM.; A sequential file of DTIC posti%g terms.
DTIC '

logic code A one character code, which indicates how the key is- to be
orocessed. ' ‘

major terms Posting terms that, in the judgment of the indexer, expré§s
the major concepts and research areas of a document. Major
terms may be used for online searching and retrieval or to
generate printed indexes. See also Minor terms. N

minorsterms Posting terms that, in the judgement of the indexer, indicate
minor concepts and areas of interest in the information
presenfed in a document. Minor terms encompass such aspects
as properties, characteristics, action determined, relevant
conditions of the investigation, measurement techniques, and
instruments or calculations used when these aspects are not
of primary importance. Minor terms do not appear in
published subject 1indexes but may be wused for online
searching and retrieval. See also Major-terms.

NASA National Aeronautics and Space Adminfﬁtrétion.
NLD NASA Lexical Dictionary.

posting terms Controlled vocabulary terms that are wused by an
organization's indexers to index documents for the use of
that organization.
Phrase A file of NASA terms and Use references which are posted to
Matching file valid NASA Thesaurus terms. The file is used as a general
. purpose translation table.. 'This translation table accepts as
input all of the posting terms and Use reference from the
NASA Thesaurus as well - as additional Use references
constructed especially for the NLD.

Phrase A general-purpose matching routine which attempts to find
Matching mode word-by-word matches between any input phrases and NASA
posting terms or Use references.
The Phrase Matching mode can be.used to process any type of
phrase input. This input can consist of document titles,
freely assigned keywords, or posting terms from a ’
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GLOSSARY (Continued)

contributing source Thesaurus for which Subject Switching entries have not
yet been created.

PMF
SSF
STI
Subject

Switching
file

Subject
Switching
mode

Use reference

v

Use for
reference

VSAM

Phrase Matching file.
Subject Switching file.

Scientific and Technical Information, as in the NASA STI
Facility. '

A file of a contributing organization's authorized vocabulary
which provides, in the posting term field, one or more NASA
posting terms that express the same ‘concept. An entry is
created for every contributed posting term, but in some cases
the translation may indicate that the term is out of scope or
not able to be translated. Additional entries are created
for combinations of input posting terms posted to cne or more
different NASA terms.

A special purpose routine that- translates ‘the posting terms
assigned to a document by a particular contributing source
(such as DTIC) into NASA posting terms. Subject Switching
translates the concepts represented by the posting terms, in
contrast to Phrase Matching which’ looks only for word
matches. A unique translation table, called a Subject
Switching file, is built for the posting terms of each
contributing source.

- -
A reference from a posting term that is not in the controlled
vocabulary to one that is. For example: .

Condensation trails use Contrails

A posting term that is "used for" a term that is not in the
controlled vocabulary. For example:

Contrails use for Condensation trails

o

Virtual Storage Access Method. VSAM records, stored on
direct access devices, may have fields of fixed or variable
Tength and may be processed directly or sequentially.
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APPENDIX A |

PROCESSING OF INPUT WORDS AND PHRASES BY
THE NLD ACCESS ROUTINE

The Access Routine determines the logic code associated with each element in
the input array from the appropriate data file. If an element is not located
in the file, a logic code of "?" is assigned for the use”of Access Routine
processing. The logic code controls the way the element will be processed by
.the Access Routine. A "T- loyic code indicates that the Access” Routine must
Took for combinations between that input element and other elements from the
input array. Using "T" logic, a search key is created by adding to the "T"
element a ";" followed by the next element in the input array. The Access
Routine then tries to match this search key.with a key in the data file.

o If the search key matches a file key which translates to a posting
term, that posting term is returned. )

o If the search key matches a file key which contains a continuation
character- (*, **, etc.) in the posting term field, then the next
element from the input array is added to the end of ‘the search key. A
match is again attempted with the file. .

e If no match is found for the search kej, then the final element of the
search key is replaced by the next element of the input array and a
match is again attempted with the file.

o If all of the elements from the input array are tried without finding a
match and the lead element has not been used in any .other successful
match, then a ";00" is added as the final element of the key for a
final search attempt. . o

The "T" logic processing is repeated with each "T" logic element from the
input array as the first element of the search key.

When the logic code of an element is anything cther than a "T", the following -
logic is followed:

o If the element has already been used in combination with a "T"hlogic
element in a successfully matched search key, then that element is
skipped.

e IT the element has not already been used in ; successfully matched
search key, the ";00" is added to the end of the element to create a
search key that is matched against the file. . .

The Access Routine returns all of the matches made on the input character
string to the application program.

The following example illustrates a simple case of Access Routine processing
for the Phrase Matching example given in the section on SYSTEM DESCRIPTION
under Lexical Dictionary Access Routine. Subject Switching processing is
basically the same, but the Subject Switching input array would consist of
contributing source posting terms sorted alphabetically.

¢

A-1

91




i

Input Phrase:

Input Array .

Engine
Endurance
Testing
Research
Laboratories

Engine endurance testing research laboratories

Logic Code -

T
E
T
T
E

Phrase Matching File Entries for the Words in the Input Array:

Logic Code

A4 A4 A4 —Am—A—A———m

Key

Endurance;(C0 -
Engine;Control
EnginesDesign _
EnginejTesting
Engine;Testing;Laboratories

>

EnginejTests .

Laboratories;00
Research;And )
Research;And;Development
Research;Facilities
Research;00
TestingiMachines
Testing;Time

Testing;00

Access Routine Processing:

Posting Ter@

Endurance

Engine Control

Engine Design
*

Engine Testing Laboratories
Engine Tests ;

_Laboratories
*

Research and Development
Research Facilities
Research

Testing Machines

Testing Time

Tests

(References are made to the Input Array and Lexical D1ct1onary Entries shown

above.)

Processing Description

" Logic code of first

element is T.

Create search key from first two elements.
Look search key "Enginej;Endurance" up in file.

Replace final element of search key with next

element ip array.
Testing" up in file.

Add next element in
search key.

Lock search key "Engine;

the array to the

Look search key
"EnginejTesting;Laboratories”

up in file.

Move on to next element in array.

Logic code of second element is E.

Second element has not been used

in any T combination.

Create search key from second element.

Look search key, "Endurance;00" up in file.

A-2

Key found.-
* symbol returned.

Qutcome

~

[

Key not found.
Continuatien

Key found. Posting term
"Engine testing
laboratories" returned

Key found. Posting term
“Endurance" returned



Processing Description

Move on to next element in array.

Logic code of third element is T.

Create search key from third

and fourth element. B

Look search key "Testing;Research" up in file,

Replace final element of search key
with next element in array.

Look search key "Testing;lLaboratories"
up in file,

No more elements remain in array to be tried
as a final element of the search key.
"Testing" has already been used in a previous
successful match.

End processing for “Testing".

Move onto next element in array.

Logic code of fourth element is T.
Create search key fromgthe fourth and
fifth elements.

Look search key "Research;Laboratories"
up in file.

No more elements rem=2in in array to

be tried as final element of search key.
_"Research" has not yet been“used.

Create search key be adding ";00" to
"Research"

Look search key "Research;00" up in file

Move on to next element in array.
Logic code of fifth element 7. E.
“"Laboratories" has already been used
in a successful match. ‘
End processing for "Laboratories".

No more elements in array.

End processing.

Outcome

Key not found.,

Key not found.

Key not found,

Search key found.
Posting term "Research"
returned.

The final * outcome of the processing 1is that the input phrase "Engine
endurance testing research laboratories" is translated into the NASA posting
terms "Engine testing laboratories", "Endurance", and "Research".




APPENDIX B
PROCEDURES FOR DETERMINING NASA TRANSLATION FOR DTIC
TERMS FOR THE SUBJECT SWITCHING DATA FILE

1.0 INTRODUCTION

The DTIC/NASA Subject Switching capability requires that a file be
created containing translations from DTIC posting terms to NASA posting
terms. Because the creation of this file is a significant effort,
autometed methods have been employed to generate aids for the analysts.
'.ists of potential translations are obtained in the following way: DTIC
terms are run through the NLD Phrase Matching file. The output is sorted
alphabetically by DTIC terms in one printout and by NASA terms in
another. NASA terms are run through the DTIC Lexical Dictionary (LDICT).
This output is also sorted alphabetically by DTIC and by NASA terms.

Frequent references to these printouts required new nomenclature for ease
of communication. Since the printouts are divided into four separate
volumes, they are referred to as Books and numbered in alphabetical
order, as follov.s:

DTIC/NASA sorted alphabetically by DTIC. is Book 1.
DTIC/NASA sorted alphabetically by NASA is Book 2.
" NASA/DTIC sorted alphabetic&11y by DTIC is Book 3.
NASA/DTIC sorted alphabetically by NASA is Book 4.

In order to facilitate the use of the information contained in these four
Books, additional programs re-sort portions of them and generate files of
properly formatted candidate entries for "the Subject Switching file.
From the DTIC/NASA translations, separate files are created for:

) Exact Matches - DTIC posting terms for which there are exactly
matching NASA posting terms .and

. Partial Matches - DTIC posting terms for which there are one or
more partial phrase mdtches with NASA posting terms or Use
references. .

and a printout is created of all:

0 No Matches -~ DTIC terms for which there were no matches with NASA
posting terms or Use references.

From the NASA/DTIC translations a file is created for:

) Tables - Two or more DTIC posting terms which, used in
combination, translate to a NASA posting term or terms.

The record for an entry contains a tentative logic code, a key consisting
of one or more DTIC terms and a posting term field which consisted of one
or more NASA posting terms. In the case of the exact matches and partial
matches, the analysts-edit the tentative NASA translations, which were
generated by the NLD. In the suggested table entries, the aralysts edit
the Keys which are tentative DTIC translations which were generated by
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Analysts study these ‘potential entries and handle them according to the
following set of guidelines covering both general procedures and
procedures which are unique for each type of entry.

b [

2.0 GENERAL PROCEDURES
2.1 RECORD FORMAT

The record format for the computer generated candidate entries for the
DTIC/NASA Subject Switching file is as follows:

Logic code

. i : .
A one character code which is entered in the second column of the
record. ‘The .logic code provides invormation for Access Routine
processing and describes the relationship between the key and the
posting terms.

Logic codes may be one of the following:

E The single term key and the posting term are equal.

C There is a change between the single term key and the single term
posting term.

L The single term key translates to a 1ist of post1ng terns.

I Thé translation of the single term key is indeterminate and a
choice is offered to the indexer.

0 There is no NASA translation for the single term key.

T . There are multiple terms in the key.

Key |

The key Ebegins in column 4 and consists of one or more valid DTIC
posting terms. If there is only one DTIC posting term in the key, it
is followed by ";00." If there are multiple posting terms in the key
they are;separated by semicolons. The key is followed by a "$" which
separateg the key from the posting term. Parentheses are removed from
any term{in the key.

Posting ﬁerm

)
The post%ng term begins following the key and $. The posting term
consists {of one or more NASA posting terms in exactly the same format
in‘which ithcy appear in the NASA Thesaurus. If there are multiple NASA
posting terms, they are separated by commas. .

Note: Entries which are manually=coded for data entry using the online
maintenance software follow the format given above with two exceptions.



1/
&

1. A dollar sign is placed between the logic code and the key,
as well as between the key and the posting term. No spaces
aré left between the logic code and the key. For example:

E$Radar;00$Radar

2. No space is left before the logic code, because the online
maintenance software will automatically place the logic code
in the correct column. . ,

2.2 USE OF SYMBOLS g
Four symbols may be used with the NASA Thesaurus ferms in the post{ng
term field, to indicate the following conditions.

+ NASA has narrower terms tc the suggested term, which are not
covered in-the DTIC Thesaurus. The indexer should look at the

narrower terms to see if they are appropriate for use with the
document in hand.

The suggested NASA term is an Array term.

The suggested NASA term is a broader concept than the DTIC term.
The 1indexer must select the NASA “term- or terms that are
appropriate from the svggested terms. ;

-~V D

Special rules for symbols: :

*

1. When- the "?* is used, all suggested NASA terms should be followed
by a “?". No more than -three terms should be suggested in an
indexer choice entry.

2. The ">" should be used when the suggested NASA term is broader
‘- than the DTIC term. However, the "> is not used when switching
form DTIC terms incorporating broad concepts such as "methods”,

“systems", "equipment", etc. to a NASA term for the general
subject. For example:

! BTIC NASA
. Fire Control Equipment Fire Control
¢ . Adaptive Control Systems Adaptive Control

The ">" is also not used when a coordinated list of NASA terms is

suggested as a translation, even if the coordinated terms are broader
then the DTIC terms.




2.3 OTHER GENERAL GUIDELINES

’ 1.

4.

5.

6.

If the NASA Thesaurus does not contain an exact match, then the
name of a discipline, the product of the discipline, or the
instrument used in the discipline may be used interchangeably as
translation. No ">" or "?" is added. For example:

- Holography, Holograms o S -

If the NASA Thesaurus does not contain an exact match, then the
aoun form and the gerund form of a term may be used
interchangeably. No ">" or "?" is added. For example:

Couplers, Coupling

If the source vocabulary has only one form of a term; and NASA
has more than one, then all of the NASA variants should be
presented followed by "?", as an indexer choice. For example:

BI Estimates;00$Estimates?,Estimating?

Consistency should be maintained between similar switches. Check
other entries that "have been coded and try to follow the same
pattern when a similar switch is encountered. For example:

srigade Level Organizations, Platoon Level .Organization, etc.
NIS . - o

_If the NASA Thesaurus does not contain ap exact match, but does
have the opposite, then the opposite is used as the translation.
No">" or "?" is added. For example: '

<Antijamming, Jamﬁing

Avoid the use of Array terms when possible, but use Array terms
rather than translating a term to "00". If three or fewer "?"
terms can be substituted for an Array term, do so. For example:

NOT BE Ballast;00$Ballast@ '
BUT BI Ballast;00$Ballast(Mass)?,Ballasts(Impedances)?

Geoaraphical terms should .be translated accordjng to the
foi owing rules. The rules are listed in order of puiority:

Rivers

a. Use the specific "River" term if it is available.

b. If a "basin" term is available for the river, 1list both the
"basin" term and "Rivers" followed by "?" as an indexer
thoice. .

c. If the river belongs in only one country or state, list
"Rivers" and the country or state term.

d. If the river is in the United States and belongs in more than
one state, 1ist "Rivers" and "United States." .

»
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e. If the river belongs in more than one country, list “"Rivers"
and the continent name.

Islands

a. Use the specific island term if it is avajlable.

b, If the island is part of a larger island group for which
there is a term, use the broader group term.

C. Use the "Islands".and the body of water in which the islands
are located, unless a narrower combined term, such as
"Pacific Islands" is available. . .

d. Use the term "Islands" and the name of a country valy if the

_island is both owned by and adjacent to the country.

Cities, Towns, etc.

a. Usecthe specific city term if it is available.
b. Use the term "Cities" and the state or country in which the
city is located.

Seas .

a. Use the-specific sea term if it is available.

b. Use the term "Seas” and the country or continent in which the
sea is Tocated. -

c. If there is .no single appropriate country or continent, use
the term "Seas" with a>. ‘

8. Limit a 1ist of posting terms to three terms - two, if possible.

9. Post any term to 00 (zevro zero) 1in preference, to a poor
translation or one of questionable accuracy.

3.0 PROCEDURES FOR NO MATCHES

No computer generated entries are available for No Matches. These
entries are manually coded and entered. using the online maintenance
software. Because of this different entry method, an additional "$" is
placed between the logic code and the key for these entries.

1. Look for the DTIC term in the NASA Thesaurus, Volume 2: Access

‘ Vocabulary. This will locate any NASA term that is a format
variation of the DTIC term, such as singular or
plural, term inversion, or hyphenated form. It also will locate
any NASA terms of which the DTIC term is part. If a variant form
of the DTIC term is found, assign a logic code of C and enter the
NASA term in the posting field. For example:

C$Abandonment ;00$Escape (Abandonment)
C$Acetones;00$Acetcone
C$Acous tooptics ;00$Acousto-optics

’
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2. If no helpful information is found in the Access Vocebulary, then
look up the DTIC term in the DTIC Thesaurus to determine if any
broader terms are listed for that term. If there -is a broader
DTIC term, look up the broader term in Volume 1 of -the NASA
Thesaurus to see if that term exists. ‘Examine the hierarchy of |
that term evaluating all narrower ¢nd ‘related terms, for a °
possibie translation of the original DTIC, term. If the best
translation of the DTIC term is a broader NASA term, assign a
logic code of C and enter the NASA Broader Term followed by a
greater than sign (>) in the pcsting term field. For example:

C$Acetonitrile;008Nitriles>

3. If approaches 1 and 2 produce no translation for the DTIC term,
check dictionaries for synonyms or related terms to the DTIC
term, and look up these terms in Volume 1 of the NASA Thesaurus.
If it is determined that two or more NASA terms are required to
express the meaning of the DTIC term, assign a logic code of L |
and enter the NASA terms in the posting term field, separated by
commas. For example:

L$Adamantanes ;00$Agents@,Curing

4, If the DTIC term has two or more equally valid NASA term
translations, assign a logic code of I and enter the possible
NASA terms in the posting term field following each NASA term
with a question mark and separating terms with a comma. For
example:

I$Automata;00$Automati’c control?,Automata theory?

-5, If no appropriate NASA translation can be found for the DTIC

term, assign a logic code of 0 (zero) and enter NIS in the

- posting term field if the concept is Not In Scope for NASA, or

enter 00 (zero zero) in the posting term field if the concept is

in scope fer NASA but no term is available to express the
concept. For example:

0$Attorneys ; 00$NIS |
0$Autumn300$00

4.0 PROCEDURES FOR PARTIAL MATCHES

Procedures for Partial Matches are the same as for No Matches, except
that computer generated candidate entries suggest one or more NASA terms
as a possible translation. These suggested NASA translations serve as a
starting point for research in the NASA Thesaurus. Edit the posting term
field of the computer generated entry by changing, adding, or deleting
NASA posting terms -based on research in the Thesaurus. Change the
suggested logic code if it is required by changes made to the posting
term field.




5.G PROCEDURES FOR EXACT MATCHES

1.

Look up the Exact Match term in both the DTIC Thesaurus and the
NASA Thesaurus, Volume 1. Check to see whether the NASA and DTIC
terms appear to express the same concept by checking broader,
natrower, and related terms as well as the scope notes. If the
terms express the same concept, go on to procedure 2. If the
terms do not express the same concept, determine whether or not
there is another NASA term that does translate the DTIC term. If
there is no better translation, go on to procedure 2. If a
better translation is available, assign a logic code of PC and
post to the different NASA term.

Check both Thesauri to see if the NASA term has narrower terms
that are not in the DTIC Vocabulary. If so, then place a rlus
sign (+) after the NASA term. This indicates that the indexer
should consider the NASA narrower terms.

BE Bolts;00$Bol1ts+

Look up the DTIC term in Book 3, NASA/DTIC sorted by DTIC, in
aorder to see if multiple NASA terms are translated intc the same
DTIC term. If there are multiple, valid translations, then the
7following type of entry will be created:

BI DTIC term$NASA term 12?,NASA term 2?

"to indicate that the -given DTIC term could have been used to

express either of the concepts represented by the NASA terms
listed with a question mark. The indexer must select the
appropriate NASA term.
If the NASA term sometimes expresses the same concept’as the DTIC
erm, and sometimes it does not, and if no better translation has
been found, then assign a Togic code of BI and enter the NASA
term in the posting term field, followed by a question mark to
indicate that the indexer must decide whether or not this term is
appropriate for the document being indexed. '

BI Performance tests;00$Performance tests?

(The NASA term applies only to operating equipment.)

If the DTIC and NASA terms express the same meaning, and if there
is only one entry for the DTIC term in Book 3, then' the logic
code remains PE and the postiny term will be the NASA term
listed. -

PE Europe;00$Europe

6.0 PROCEDURES FOR DTIC TERM COORDINATIONS (TABLES)

1.

DTIC terms in the key MUST be. in alphabetical order. This is a
requirement of the Access Routine. The term order within keys in
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the computer generated entries will be correct.

[f the translation presented appears reasonable, it should be
accepted exactly as it is. For example:

YT .Abrasion;Resistance$Abrasion resistance

If other combinations of DTIC terms come to mind which provide
equally good or better translations of .the same posting term,
code it or them for entry.  Remember that the DTIC terms in the
key MUST be in alphabetical order

BT Abrasion;Wear resistance$Abrasion resistance

If multiple generic levels of the same concept appear in a
suggested table, two entries should be made into the NLD. One
will include the multiple levels of the concept, as suggested.
The other will include only the most specific term.

BT Acids;Ascorbic acjd;Metabo]ism$Ascof tc—acid metabolism
add: BT Ascorbic acidjMetabolism$Ascorbic agid metabplism
Note: Do not create tables with multilevel terms; or’ ¢ use

multiple terms in the same hierarchy in a table if they aypear as
suggested entries. .

If the broader generic term is the final term or if any table is
imbedded in another table, the key in the shorter entry must have
;00 as the final segment.

BT Acoustic wavesjExcitation;Waves$Acoustic excitation
$T Acoustic wavesjExcitation;00$Acoustic excitation

If more than two DTIC terms are indicated in a suggested table,
examine the terms for the most pertinent expression of the
concept in the fewest possible terms.

BT Aircraft rockets;ans;Fo]ding fins;Rockets;Vehicles$Folding
fin aircraft rocket vehicle

Fins and rockets as individual terms in the key are unnecessary
and shouid be eliminated.

Check all DTIC terms in the suggested table for possible narrower
terms that would be appropriate substitutions. If an appropriate
substitution is found, code an additional table using that term.
Remember: DTIC terms in the key MUST be in alphabetical order.

BT Atmospheres;Spacecraft cabﬁns$$pacecraft.babin atmospheres
add: BT Controlled atmospheres;Spacecraft cabins$Spacecraft cabin -
atmospheres - :




If a translation appears to be inapprop?iate, look for a

substitute term or terms to convey the concept of the NASA term.

BT Aircraft cabins;Similators;Spacecraft$Spacecraft cabin
simulators

Change to: BT Simulators;Spacecraft cabins$Spacecraft cabin
simulators .

A ¢ in the-computer generated entry indicates that the entry came
from a NASA Use reference. Look up ¢ references in the NASA
Thesaurus, Volume 1, to.find the pertinent "Use For" (UF)
reference. If the DTIC terms ‘suggested are a reasonable
translation of the UF reference, use the suggested table. If the
terms are not a reasonable translation for that UF reference,
delete the entry.

_ BT Aircraft;StarssWarning systems$EC-121 aircrafte

10.

11.

12.

The UF reference applicable is "Narﬁing Star aircraft”. Since
this suggested table does not translate the concept of "Star
aircraft" by ‘"stars" and "aircraft', this _entry should be
deleted. -

Delete suggested tables posted to specific NASA terms for space
vehicles, programs, projects, etc. which may be considered
identifiers by DTIC, or which have no valid equivalerit iy DTIC's
vocabulary. For example, delete:

BT Antisubmarine ammunition;Engines;Underwater rockets$
ASROC engine
BT Artificial satellites;Biomedicine$BESS (satellite)

When a suggested table indicates that DTIC expresses a NASA term
for a chemical compound as two terms, consisting of a chemical
element and a complex, add the word "compounds" to the element if
DTIC has the element-compound term.

Computer generated entries: BT Acetates;lLead$Lead acetates
’ BT Aluminum;Hydrides $A1uminum
hydrides

Code.as: BT Acetates;lLead compounds$Lead acetates
BT Aluminum compounds;Hydrides$Aluminum hydrides

A single key may be found going to different posting terms in
nonadjacent entries on the computer printout. Watch for these
and examine them carefully, If possible, choose one posting term
and delete the other. If both posting terms seem to be
reasonable translations, list -both NASA terms in one table,
following:each term with a question mark and separating them with
a comma; then delete the other table. .

The automatically generated entries will appear as follows:
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BT Acoustics;Stability$Acoustic instability
BT Acoustics;Nozzles$Acoustic nozzles

BT Acoustics;Stability$Frequency stability
BT Acoustics;Nozzles$Sonic nozzles

The anafygi's revision results in the following two entries to
replace the four automatically generated entries:

BT Acoustics;Stability$Acoustic instability?,Frequency
stability? : ,
BT Acoustics;Nozzles$Acoustic nozzles?,Sonic nozzles?

13. When a printed table suggests another table which you wish to
add, be sure that the DTIC and NASA concepts are the same. If
necessary, add a second NASA term to achieve this. .

Computer generated entry:
BT Additives;Propellants$Propellant additives
add entries:

3 BT Additives;Rocket propellants$Propellant additives,
rocket propellants

BT Additives;Solid propellants$Propellant additives,
Solid propellants

14. Don't construct a table going to a list of NASA terms if the
separate elements of the key already are or should be posted
individually to the same terms you intend to 1ist.

Examples of tables which should not be constructed:
.Y Machinery;Performance.;ests$Machinery,Performance
tests

because DTIC's term "Machinery" goes to NASA's term "Machinery"
and DTIC's term "Performance tests" goes to NASA's term
"performance tests" (followed by a question mark). Another table
which should not be constructed is:

BT Aircraft;Composite structures;Construction$Aircraft
structures,Composite structures ‘

because DTIC terms "Aircraft" and "Construction" translate to the
NASA term "Aircraft structures" while "Composite structures"
translates to "Composite structures®.
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