Task force on EDM mappings, refinements and extensions – Mapping survey LIDO
Regine Stein, 30-10-2013
1. Name of the project and domain represented

Project names: Linked Heritage, Athena Plus, Partage Plus 

Mapping is also used in Europeana Inside and Europeana Photography. 
Domain: Museums, image archives, monument protection (architecture), cross-sector project partners (libraries and archives).
Standard is designed for pictorial and three-dimensional cultural objects.
2. Type of mapping (name of the standard representing the original data to EDM)

LIDO – Lightweight Information Describing Objects
For LIDO specification, see http://www.lido-schema.org 

The provided mapping is a mapping of LIDO v1.0 to EDM v5.2.4 for ingestion purpose and is restricted to the currently implemented Europeana EDM schema. 
LIDO to full EDM mapping is in progress in the framework of Athena Plus and will be available around end of November 2013. 

3. Date of creation of this mapping (last version)

version1, 2013-10-30
4. Mapping document (A URL pointing to the mapping or mapping in attachment to an email). The mapping can be a document, an excel table or an XSLT...

In attachment lido-v1.0-to-edm-v5.2.4-transform-v1-2013-10-30.xsl 
A documentation spreadsheet is in progress. 

5. Have you extended or specialised EDM? If so, please specify.

No.
6. Would your project benefit from an implementation by Europeana (beyond mere storage, ie., for display or search)  of your EDM extension?

First, LIDO-based ingestions would clearly benefit from a full implementation of the EDM model as it stands into the Europeana portal. (See section 9)
7. Background information linked to the creation of the mapping (short note on their specific requirements supported by the mapping. Strong choices made when doing the mapping should be written here.

The mapping approach was to strictly respect the actual specifications of both models, LIDO and EDM in order to ensure semantic validity of the resulting EDM. Accordingly, only a subset of the LIDO elements is mapped, though these are core (e.g. mostly used) elements of LIDO. A considerable number of LIDO elements is not mappable without compromising the models as they stand. 
Strong choices made: 

a) Creation of EDM resources vs. literals: 

· If a resource in LIDO is identified by an http URI this URI is referenced by the EDM property and a respective EDM resource is created. 

· There are two ways for creating literals for the EDM resources: 

1. Dereferencing of URIs through Europeana mechanisms

2. Dereferencing of URIs through this xsl

· Include concepts used in the LIDO metadata into the variable ConceptScheme, then the xsl creates literals from these concepts for the EDM resources. 

· Include agents used in the LIDO metadata into the variable AgentAuthority, then the xsl creates literals from these agents for the EDM resources.

This second option has been implemented into the LIDO to EDM xsl because Europeana tools do not (yet) support the configuration used e.g. for the publication of the Partage Plus RDF vocabularies.
In addition, an EDM property with the preferred label for the concept or agent in the language of the metadata records as literal is created: This is a compromise in order to ensure readability for the human end user of the portal. 

· If a resource in LIDO is identified by a name for the resource different from the preferred label of the respective URI, or no http URI at all is given, an EDM property with the literal value is created.

· For literal values, if both index and display names for a LIDO resource are given the display variant is preferred as literal value of the EDM property

b) Qualifying information for agents (dc:creator, dc:contributor), dates (dc:date), places (dcterms:spatial) is lost. 
LIDO is an event-oriented model in that way that the cultural object’s history, particularly including relations to agents, dates, places, is represented as a series of events that are qualified by an event type. However, the qualifying information to understand the object’s history cannot be mapped to EDM. 

For illustration see a LIDO based example record in Europeana (ingested through Partage Plus project): 

http://www.europeana.eu/portal/record/2026103/Partage_Plus_ProvidedCHO_Bildarchiv_Foto_Marburg___Br_han_Museum__Berlin_813.html 

Creator: http://partage.vocnet.org/part-wer05130013; http://partage.vocnet.org/part-kue20350185
Date of creation: 1909; 1908

It remains unrevealed to the user that one of the creators is the designer, the other the manufactory actually producing the object, and that 1908 is the year of designing and 1909 the year of actual production of the object. 
For another example, the “Villa Dürckheim” bei Henry van de Velde, a series of dates tells about the villa’s history of modifications, part additions, and restoration: 

Date: 1928; 1935; 1938; 1945; 2006/2007 

Date of creation: 1912-1913

Contributor: Dürckheim-Montmartin, Friedrich von (Graf) – the kind of contribution remains unrevealed, e.g. in this case the person is the commissioner.
c) Materials and techniques used to produce the object are in museum documentation closely tied and therefore both mapped to dc:format, material to sub-property dcterms:medium. 

However, this mapping stresses the specification of dc:format, there is no obvious choice for mapping the techniques. 
d) Current location of the CHO is mapped to dcterms:provenance
Since edm:currentLocation requires a resource, but (current) locations are often given in the metadata only as literals, this information is (following request of Europeana ingestion team) mapped to dcterms:provenance. However, this is misleading especially for architectural objects. 

e) edm:type assignment for CHO with multiple WebResources is unclear.

Which edm:type should be assigned when for one physical object distinct digital representations are provided to Europeana, e.g. a 2D and a 3D scan: Is edm:type=”IMAGE” or “3D”?

8. Any other comments

Following the publication of the first Partage Plus content, including ample use of controlled vocabulary and authority references in the metadata there is a lot of feedback about the current representation/display in the Europeana portal being very unsatisfying. As it stands motivation for content providers to deliver vocabulary / authority enriched metadata will be very limited. 
Amendments are suggested along the following lines: 
URIs of a concept / agent / place should not be displayed, neither in the item view nor in the “Search also for” box, because they do not mean anything to a human reader. They should rather be used for hyperlinks with a label, preferably the preferred label in the language of the metadata record. Other labels, including alternative labels and other languages, should only be used as search terms but not be displayed. 
See example above: 

It takes two clicks (1. Auto-generated tags, 2. Who) to learn that the creators are Hermann Hubatsch and Königliche Porzellanmanufaktur Berlin – if at all the user will guess that this information can be found under “Auto-generated tags”. The same holds for Type and Format information. The example was presented in a workshop with 45 participants; literally nobody understood how to “decipher” the URIs. 
Also the URIs in the "Search also for" box hardly motivate further navigation as the user cannot easily guess what he will be searching for.
Finally, the display under “Auto-generated tags” with Term – Term – Label – Term etc. is not obvious to understand for a non-technical user. 
Also, context information for multiple Web Resources of a CHO should be displayed (dc:description, dc:rights etc.).

Although Europeana’s focus is clearly on APIs, it is important that the portal provides a user-friendly access to the content, also fully reflecting the EDM implementation. Content providers do care a lot about how their content is presented in the portal, and the portal will certainly remain an important means for promoting Europeana to new content providers.

9. Name of the person to contact if additional information are required

· Regine Stein, Bildarchiv Foto Marburg, Philipps-Universitaet Marburg - UNIMAR (r.stein@fotomarburg.de) – Athena Plus WP3, Partage Plus WP3
· Nikolaos Simou, National Technical University of Athens - NTUA (nsimou@image.ntua.gr) – Athena Plus WP3, Partage Plus WP2
