WP4 KRI

3.2.2
Work progress and achievements during the period
During the first period we managed to clarify the needs for knowledge representation infrastructure of the case studies and software tools in MOLTO. We have also circulated a questionaire describing the structured data sets which are expected to be of benefit for the project. Based on this information, we proceeded with deploying the knowledge representation infrastructure, which is now in place and accessible to the partners. It will be further described in D4.1 Knowledge Representation Infrastructure. 

The second major direction during this period was the undoubtedly challenging grammar to ontology interoperability. For this we have chosed a quasi-exhaustive knowledge base of important named entities in the world and some relations between them. It is encoded according to PROTON – a basic-upper level ontology with about 300 classes of named entities. The first goal set for this interoperability was a transformation of questions expressed in natural language towards a formal query language – SPARQL. For this purpose, and on the basis of the ontolgy and the entities in the knowledge base, we have manually created a corpus of 500 sentences. This corpus is being used for development of the GF grammars handling the natural language questions and also for evaluation of the coverage of the grammars over this language space. After an initial grammar handling questions to the knowledge base has been developed for a subset of the English language, we have created a transformation function, rendering GF sentence trees to SPARQL queries. In order to show these initial results, we have developed a natural language based search interface over the knowledge base, with automatic suggestion of possible continuation of the questions, which is featured on the MOLTO website. The results of these questions are one or two dimensional tables of entities, where each row is an individual “answer”.

Effort spent by Ontotext in WP4 – 7.5 PMs; Other participants UGOT: Aarne will talk directly to Olga for this. 

Effort spent by Ontotext in all WPs is in the table below.

Rows are: title of WP; WP number; All PMs for the project; PMs up to M6; Percentage of M1-M6 from total effort. 

Columns are organized by WP. The last column is the total. 

	title
	Management
	grammar developer's tools
	translator's tools
	knowledge engineering
	statistical ML
	CS Math
	CS Patents
	Museum
	Ureq and Eval
	Dissemination
	 Total

	wp
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	 

	all pm 
	3
	12
	10
	30
	0
	6
	12
	8
	6
	6
	93

	M1-M6
	0.5
	0
	0
	7.5
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0.25
	9.25

	Percentage of all PMs
	17%
	0%
	0%
	25%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	17%
	4%
	10%


3.3

Deliverables and milestones tables

Deliverables 
The deliverables due in this reporting period, as indicated in Annex I to the Grant Agreement have to be uploaded by the responsible participants (as indicated in Annex I), and then  approved  and submitted  by the Coordinator. Deliverables are of a nature other than periodic or final reports (ex:  "prototypes", "demonstrators" or "others"). If the deliverables are not well explained in the periodic and/or final reports, then, a short descriptive report should be submitted, so that the Commission has a record of their existence.
If a deliverable has been cancelled or regrouped with another one, please indicate this in the column "Comments".

If a new deliverable is proposed, please indicate this in the column "Comments".
This table is cumulative, that is, it should always show all deliverables from the beginning of the project. 
	Table 1. Deliverables



	Del. no. 
	Deliverable name
	Version
	WP no.
	Lead  beneficiary
	Nature
	Dissemination 
level


	Delivery date from Annex I (proj month)
	Actual / Forecast delivery date
Dd/mm/yyyy
	Status

No submitted/

Submitted
	Contractual

Yes/No
	Comments

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Milestones

Please complete this table if milestones are specified in Annex I to the Grant Agreement. Milestones will be assessed against the specific criteria and performance indicators as defined in Annex I.
This table is cumulative, which means that it should always show all milestones from the beginning of the project. 

	Table 2. Milestones


	

	Milestone

no.
	Milestone name
	Work package no
	Lead beneficiary
	Delivery date  from Annex I

dd/mm/yyyy
	Achieved
Yes/No
	Actual / Forecast achievement date

dd/mm/yyyy
	Comments

	M4.1
	Knowledge Representation Infrastructure
	4
	Ontotext
	M6
	Yes
	M4
	Retrieval access provided to partners and already employed in a 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


M4.1 Knowledge representation WP4 M6 Retrieval access provided 

infrastructure to the consortium 

3.4
Explanation of the use of the resources

Please provide an explanation of personnel costs, subcontracting and any major costs incurred by each beneficiary, such as the purchase of important equipment, travel costs, large consumable items, etc., linking them to work packages. 

There is no standard definition of "major cost items". Beneficiaries may specify these, according to the relative importance of the item compared to the total budget of the beneficiary, or as regards the individual value of the item.

These can be listed in the following tables (one table by participant):

	Table 3.1 Personnel, subcontracting and other major   cost items for Beneficiary 1 for the period

	Work Package
	Item description
	Amount in € with 2 decimals
	Explanations 

	Ex: 2,5, 8, 11, 17
	Personnel direct costs
	235000.00 €*
	Salaries of 2 postdoctoral students and one lab technician for 18 months each*

	5
	Subcontracting
	11000.02 €*
	Maintenance of the web site and printing of brochure*

	8, 17
	Major cost item 'X'
	75000.23 €*
	NMR spectrometer*

	11
	Major cost item 'Y' ………..
	27000.50€*
	Expensive chemicals xyz for experiment abc*

	
	Remaining direct costs
	15000.10€*
	

	
	Indirect costs
	
	

	TOTAL COSTS
 
	363000.85€*
	


* The entries in italics are examples and purely for illustration
	Table 3.2 Personnel, subcontracting and other major cost items for Beneficiary 2 for the period



	Work Package
	Item description
	Amount in € with 2 decimals
	Explanations 

	
	Personnel direct costs
	
	

	
	Subcontracting
	
	

	
	Major cost item 'X'
	
	

	
	Major cost item 'Y' ………..
	
	

	
	Remaining direct costs
	
	

	
	Indirect costs
	
	

	TOTAL COSTS2
	
	


� 	PU = Public


PP = Restricted to other programme participants (including the Commission Services).


RE = Restricted to a group specified by the consortium (including the Commission Services).


CO = Confidential, only for members of the consortium (including the Commission Services).


Make sure that you are using the correct following label when your project has classified deliverables.


EU restricted = Classified with the mention of the classification level restricted "EU Restricted"


EU confidential = Classified with the mention of the classification level confidential " EU Confidential "


EU secret = Classified with the mention of the classification level secret "EU Secret "





�  Total costs have to be coherent with the costs claimed in Form C.





