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SSDT	Meeting	
Teleconference	19th	January,	2017	1400	CET	

	
NAME	 PARTNER	
Eizirik	(DE)	 ULB	
Cnop	(MC)	 ULB	
Gloyn	(AG)	 UOXF	
Ferrer	(JF)	 IDIBAPS	
Torrents	(DT)	 BSC	
Stabile-Barnett	(CSB)	 	
APOLOGIES	 	
Renström	(ER)	 ULUND	
Hansen	(TH)	 UCPH	
Stumpf	(MS)	 ICL	
	
	

Text	in	red	represents	actions	arising	from	the	meeting	
	
	

1. Membership	and	remit	of	the	SSDT	
	
DE	and	MC	welcomed	the	members	to	the	first	SSDT.	CSB	gave	apologies	for	those	members	
that	were	not	able	to	participate	in	the	meeting.	DE	suggested	that	where	the	main	member	
was	not	able	to	attend	the	meeting	that	they	should	be	requested	to	nominate	an	alternative.	
This	 would	 ensure	 that	 updates	 regarding	 the	 project	 work	 programme	 are	 received	 on	 a	
timely	basis.	
	
DE	confirmed	the	remit	of	the	group	to	provide	scientific	and	technical	support	to	the	project	
co-ordinator	to	facilitate	project	progress	towards	its	objectives.	DE	suggested	that	one	of	the	
important	aspects	of	the	SSDT	would	be	to	monitor	progress	towards	the	project	deliverables.	
	

2. Overview	of	project	progress.	
	
MC	indicated	that	several	TCs	regarding	the	development	of	TIGER	have	taken	place	but	there	
has	been	little	feedback	regarding	the	other	work	packages	such	as	WP5.	Unfortunately,	as	ER	
and	TH	are	not	on	the	call	 today	an	update	on	activity	will	have	to	wait	 for	our	next	TC,	on	
March	23rd,	2017.		
	
MC	 indicated	 that	 it	was	 important	 to	 focus	at	 the	present	 time	on	 the	 first	 iteration	of	 the	
TGER	 resource.	 Once	 this	 was	 achieved	 then	 more	 emphasis	 can	 be	 placed	 on	 securing	
additional	data	sets	for	incorporation	into	TIGER.	
	
DE	indicated	that	contact	between	the	clinical	and	technical	partners	of	the	project	could	be	
improved	via	a	better	exchange	of	information.	
	
MC	suggested	that	there	had	been	little	communication	with	ER	and	TH	at	the	present	time.		
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DE	 suggested	 that	 it	 would	 be	 important	 to	 hold	 a	 discussion	 with	 ER	 and	 TH	 regarding	
interactions.	
	
AG	indicated	that	she	had	been	collaborating	with	TH	even	before	the	T2DSystems	project	but	
that	work	that	has	continued	would	be	credited	to	the	project.	AG	also	indicated	that	it	would	
be	helpful	to	have	an	update	from	MC	on	how	she	sees	the	relationship	if	any,	with	Rhapsody.		
	
MC	agreed	 that	 this	was	 important	as	Mark	McCarthy	 from	Rhapsody	and	T2DSystems	had	
indicated	that	they	were	interested	in	how	the	two	projects	related	to	each	other.		However,	
MC	 indicated	 that	 she	was	not	 aware	how	 the	projects	 could	 collaborate	 under	EC	 funding	
arrangements.	
	
DE	–	could	CSB	look	to	see	if	there	is	a	model	as	to	how	the	two	projects	could	work	together.	
Then	MC	could	present	at	Barcelona	meeting	how	collaboration	could	work.	
	
JF	 –	 indicated	 that	 this	 could	 be	 a	 good	 idea	 as	 it	 would	 be	 useful	 for	 the	 T2DSystems	
consortium	to	understand	the	objectives	of	Rhapsody.	
	
MC	indicated	at	the	last	Rhapsody	meeting	that	data	generated	through	that	project	could	be	
incorporated	into	other	systems	such	as	TIGER.	
	
CSB	–	indicated	that	the	EC	would	actively	encourage	collaboration.	As	a	first	step	a	meeting	
between	 the	 co-ordinators	 of	 the	 two	projects	 could	be	 scheduled	 and	 from	 that	 develop	 a	
strategy	of	how	the	projects	might	collaborate.	
	
DE	suggested	that	a	model	for	collaboration	should	be	considered	and	a	presentation	be	given	
at	the	Barcelona	meeting.	He	asked	MC	if	there	would	be	a	further	Rhapsody	meetings	before	
the	T2DS	meeting.	MC	indicated	that	there	would	be	some	more	teleconferences	for	Rhapsody	
before	the	T2DS	meeting,	where	this	could	be	ventilated.	
	
DE	suggested	that	this	should	be	included	in	the	T2DS	meeting	agenda	in	Barcelona	
	

3. Deliverables	and	milestones	
	
WP1.	Creation of the TIGER repository  

DE	 proposed	 that	 by	 discussing	 the	 deliverables	 it	 would	 be	 possible	 to	 receive	 updates	
regarding	the	work	package	activities.	This	was	agreed	by	the	other	partners.	
	
DT	gave	an	update	 regarding	WP1	 indicating	 that	progress	with	 the	development	of	TIGER	
was	 going	well	 and	 that	 there	was	 another	 TC	 on	 27th	 January,	 2017	 and	 that	 it	might	 be	
possible	 to	 provide	 some	 screen	 shots	 of	 progress	 during	 this	 TC.	 Building	 of	 the	 first	
interface	is	progressing	well;	some	pipelines	have	been	developed	and	are	being	run	and	this	
is	clearly	a	positive	development.	
	
DE-	 construction	 of	 first	 internal	 TIGER	 system	 by	M18.	 DT	 indicated	 that	 D1.2	 should	 be	
ready	on-time	for	submission	to	the	EC.	
	
MC	confirmed	that	in	the	proposal	we	were	seeking	to	bring	together	a	range	of	datasets.	
DE	suggested	discussing	this	point	further	at	the	TIGER	call.		
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AG	 suggested	 receiving	 an	 update	 of	 what	 data	 has	 been	 secured	 at	 the	 present	 time	 and	
compare	that	to	what	we	should	have	at	this	stage	in	the	project,	as	originally	promised	by	the	
partners.	Ideally	this	could	be	sent	out	before	the	TIGER	TC	on	27th	Jan.	2017.	
	
DT	 suggested	 that	 this	 might	 be	 possible	 but	 would	 require	 some	 time	 to	 bring	 this	
information	together	but	could	be	provided	before	or	at	the	TC	on	27th	January.	
	
With	 respect	 to	data	entry	 there	appears	 to	be	a	good	 level	of	 communication	between	 the	
partners	and	it	would	appear	that	there	are	no	apparent	issues	with	data	entry	at	the	present	
time.	
	
AG	indicated	that	data	had	been	made	available	for	upload	and	was	not	aware	of	any	problem	
with	the	data.		
	
DE	informed	the	group	that	at	M18	there	was	a	deliverable	relating	to	analysis	tools	for	large	
scale	 data	 integration	 and	 analysis.	 DE	 indicated	 that	work	 on	 protein-protein	 interactions	
could	be	 incorporated	 into	 this	 deliverable.	 It	was	 also	 indicated	 that	 some	of	 the	partners	
already	have	tools	available	to	interrogate	the	TIGER	data,	including	INTOMICS	and	BSC		
	
WP2	Systems biology modelling, data fusion and network analysis 

DE	suggested	 that	 it	would	be	useful	 to	hold	a	 training	programme	 in	Barcelona	 for	people	
who	 wish	 to	 utilise	 the	 TIGER	 resource	 and	 associated	 bioinformatics	 tools.	 This	 was	
discussed	 further	and	noted	 that	one	of	 the	crucial	points	 for	 the	data	analysis	 tools	would	
that	people	are	trained	in	their	effective	use.	
	
DE	 proposed	 that	 this	 is	 discussed	 at	 the	 T2DS	 meeting	 in	 Barcelona	 and	 placed	 on	 the	
meeting	agenda.	
	
	
WP3	Experimental validation and effects of metabolic perturbations and therapeutic 
interventions  

AG	gave	an	update	on	development.	She	indicated	that	there	were	no	deliverables	until	M36	
of	the	project.	They	are	considering	the	aspects	of	the	WP	that	need	to	be	undertaken	to	meet	
the	 objectives.	 UOXF	 needs	 to	 focus	 on	 human	 islets	 and	 pancreatic	 beta	 cells	 exposure	 to	
therapeutic	agents.	MC	has	experience	of	looking	at	fatty	acids	and	high	glucose	exposure.	
	
MC	asked	which	conditions	were	being	analysed.	AG	responded	 that	GLP1	and	 tolbutamide	
were	being	investigated	at	the	present	time.	MC	asked	if	high	glucose	was	being	investigated.	
AG	indicated	that	there	was	not	a	large	amount	of	data	available	at	the	present	time	but	there	
should	be	samples	available	from	high	glucose	studies.	
	
DE	 indicated	 that	 Piero	 Marchetti	 was	 investigating	 GLP1	 analogues	 and	 it	 might	 be	
interesting	to	contact	him	about	his	studies.	
	
		
WP4	In vivo β cell pathophysiology – Update postponed to next meeting 
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WP5	Stratified diagnosis and prevention/ treatment of diabetes – update postponed to 
next meeting 

WP6	Management	
	
CSB	 gave	 an	 update	 on	 the	meeting	 in	 Barcelona	 for	 the	 consortium.	He	 indicated	 that	 the	
members	 of	 the	 ISAB	 had	 all	 agreed	 to	 attend.	 Arrangements	 were	 being	 made	 for	 the	
consortium	dinner.	
	
There	was	some	discussion	as	to	whether	the	ISAB	should	be	involved	in	the	whole	meeting	
or	whether	a	 separate	board	meeting	 should	be	held.	DE	asked	 the	members	whether	 they	
would	have	any	problem	with	the	ISAB	members	attending	the	whole	meeting.	MC	confirmed	
that	 she	 would	 also	 agree	 that	 the	 ISAB	 should	 be	 involved	 in	 the	 whole	 meeting.	 It	 was	
agreed	to	include	the	ISAB	in	the	whole	meeting.	
	
CSB		also	indicated	that	the	first	reporting	period	for	the	project	would	end	on	30th	June,	2017	
and	that	the	consortium	would	then	have	60	days	to	submit	the	financial	claims	and	also	the	
scientific	 report	 for	 the	 first	period.	However,	he	would	provide	a	 short	presentation	about	
this	at	the	meeting	in	Barcelona.	
	
AOB	
	
DE	 indicated	 that	 the	meeting	 should	 be	 scheduled	 for	 1.5	 hours	 and	 alternates	 should	 be	
asked	to	attend.	
	
MC	suggested	that	next	TC	in	March	should	include	Intomics	so	that	there	can	be	a	discussion	
regarding	the	development	of	data	analysis	tools.		
	
	
The	meeting	was	closed.	
	
	
The	next	SSDT	teleconference	is	scheduled	for	March	23rd	at	3.30pm	CET	(2.30pm	GMT).	
	


