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PhD Meeting Paris 8-9 June 2006 – Minutes meeting
Program June 8

	Guy Hendrickx (Intro)
	09h45 – 10h35

	Catherine Linard
	10h35 – 11h00

	Coffee Break

	Katrien Tersago
	11h20 – 11h40

	Dana Sumilo
	11h40 – 12h05

	Liina Voutilainen
	12h05 – 12h30

	Lunch

	Nienke Hartemink
	13h30 – 14h00

	Guillaume Barbier
	14h00 – 14h20

	Benjamin Roche
	14h20 – 14h40

	Jesus Barandika
	14h40 – 14h55

	Elena Claudia Coipan
	14h55 – 15h10

	Nastasa Knap
	15h10 – 15h15

	Katja Strasek
	15h15 – 15h20

	Coffee break

	Gregory L’Ambert
	15h55 – 16h35

	Prioteasa Florian-Livu
	16h35 – 16h50

	Nicolas Ponçon
	16h50 – 17h10

	Elena Falcuta
	17h10 – 17h30

	Ippokratis Messaritakis
	17h30 – 17h45

	Vasiliki Christodoulou
	17h45 – 18h00


Program June 9

	Introduction 
Key-words
Two groups
	9h45 – 10h45

	Group discussions
	11h00 – 13h00

	Lunch

	Group discussion summaries
	14h00 – 14h30 

	PhD network discussion
	14h30 – 15h30 


EDEN presentation

Introduction about the importance of the PhD network
· Open up peoples mind to other topics
· Discuss topics of common interest
· Seed new collaborative links
· Learn more about possible horizontal team inputs
· EDEN PhD network = next generation of EC health-environment researchers

· Part of EDEN network

· Contacts with ECDC

· Contacts DEWS: FAO, OIE, WHO…

· Give opportunity to present/discuss subject to peers

· Take the pulse of integration (science and tools) in EDEN

· Build PhD network

· Provide timeframe for ‘publication cycle’

Keywords per PhD topic (see annex 1)

Each student identified and ranked five key-words of particular interest to her/his PhD topic. The key-words were used to select discussion groups and will be part of the EDEN PhD database on the EDEN DMT website.

Group discussion conclusions

· Group 1: Mainly about spatial issues (see annex 2)
· Group 2: Mainly about modeling (yet to be provided by group members)
Plenary discussion on how to organize the PhD network
· Meeting schedule:
· Link PhD meetings with AM 

· Parts to include:

· Presentations:

· First participation: 20min

· Follow up presentation: focused 10-15min
· Open discussions
· Workshops: social sciences, statistics, climate change (public session). Training workshops? Topics: Spatio-temporal statistics

	This was discussed at the EDEN SC meeting (19-20 June in Rome)
It is planned to organize the next PhD meeting in Turkey on 11-12 January 2007, before the next annual meeting in Turkey (13-16 January 2007).

Given the enthusiasm of the EDEN PhD students, the SC suggests to organize a ‘presentation contest’. The principle would be the following:
During PhD meeting all are encouraged to give a presentation on ongoing activities and preliminary results. At end presentations the PhD students select the 3 best presentations, which will be presented during the plenary session of day 1 at the annual meeting. The SC then elects the best presentation which receives the annual EDEN PhD prize.


· PhD webpage (practical development currently being discussed by DMT): 
· As part of spatial data webpage
· Contents: 

· Priority is intranet, on public website: list students, titles + e-mail addresses

· Presentations etc.

· Data base

· Name + e-mail promotors

· Include info about backgrounds

· E-mail lists extracted from data base after query on keywords
· Include Blog

· Various:
· Hard to find things on website: improve search function.

· Encourage promoters to allow students to travel/exchange/network
· Data needs? Don’t hesitate to ask.
· Is Corine data set on website?

ANNEX 1 – PhD KEYWORDS per participant

	
	Group1
	Group2
	K1
	K2
	K3
	K4
	K5

	Catherine Linard
	S
	1
	Land use change
	Remote sensing
	Spatial epidemiology
	ABM
	Human vector contacts

	Katrien Tersago
	S
	1
	Robo viruses
	Spatial analysis
	Environmental factors
	Statistical models
	Transmission dynamics

	Nienke Hartemink
	S
	1
	Mathematical models
	GIS
	Epidemiology
	Population dynamics
	Vector borne disease

	Dana Sumilo
	E
	1
	TBD epidemiology
	Risk factors
	Statistical models
	GIS
	Spatio-temporal change

	Elena Claudia Coipan
	E
	1
	Ticks
	Vectors
	Spatial distribution
	Eco-climatic data
	Field

	Jesus Barandika
	E
	1
	Ticks
	TB pathogens
	Spatial distribution
	Environmental factors
	Reservoir

	Liina Voutilainen
	E
	1
	Robo Epidemiology
	Transmission
	Spatial analysis
	Host specificity
	Molecular analysis

	Nastasa Knap
	E
	1
	TB pathogens
	Epidemiology
	Spatial distribution
	Reservoir
	Molecular analysis

	Katja Strasek
	
	
	Tick Ixodes

ricinus
	Molecular detection
	PCR
	Anaplasma phagocytophilum
	Genetic diversity

	Benjamin Roche
	S
	2
	Biodiversity
	Host communities
	Comparative approach
	Spatial models
	Vector borne disease

	Guillaume Barbier
	S
	2
	Mathematical models
	Spatial epidemiology
	Stochasticity
	Population dynamics
	WNF

	Elena Falcuta
	E
	2
	Anophelines
	Vectorial capacity
	Eco-climatic changes
	malaria re-immergence
	Spatial distribution

	Gregory L’Ambert
	E
	2
	Mosquito Vectors
	Host vector relation
	Spatial distribution
	Environmental factors
	GIS / RS

	Ippokratis Messaritakis
	E
	2
	Leishmania Vectors
	Host reservoirs
	Eco-climatic data
	Geographical characteristics
	Socio-economical factors

	Nicolas Ponçon
	E
	2
	Mosquito Vectors
	Risk factors
	Spatial modeling
	Vector biology
	

	Prioteasa Florian-Livu
	E
	2
	Bridge vectors (mosquito)
	Ectoparasites
	Transmission
	Environmental factors
	Host

	Vasiliki Christodoulou
	E
	2
	Periodicity (Leishmania)
	Virulence
	Temporal analysis
	GIS
	Eco-climatic factors


ANNEX 2 – Summary group discussion 1
Nienke, Catherine, Dana, Natasa, Liina, Claudia, Jesus. 
Catherine, small introduction: 

· Remote sensing 30m 

· Land use changes: compare between different situations 

Nienke: 

· Combining mathematical modelling with GIS… 

· Learning how to integrate models 

e.g. model of survival estimate based on environmental parameters. Maybe easier to just make a formula with environmental parameters and afterwards make overlays of these separate parameters in GIS. Different ways to use for creating a model and how to validate it… starting from field data or empirical data…

How frequent are there satellite pictures of one spot: depends of the satellite (every day, low resolution), high resolution rather every month. 

Which maps exist, how does distribution of eg bank voles can be mapped. Based on field data, describing habitat preference… 

Possible variables detectable with remote sensing: greenness/ yellowness of vegetation, brightness (no vegetation, more bright) vegetation index. Changes in forests, changes in density of coverage… 

Jesus: Spain; Describing factors that can explain distribution of ticks… 

Changes in tick density and species distribution between 1992-93 results (14 sites) and results from the most recent 2 years (10 sites). Differences in land use could be used to explain these changes (taking errors of sampling into account). So, create a map of landcover changes and relate this to the changes… First, CORINE can be used for first analysis and also CORINE landcover change 100m resolution (from 1990 until 2000). 

Jesus will send coordinates to Catherine or will look at the CORINE maps himself… 

Claudia; Romania; Historical data 1950… new data are collected from animals. So maybe not very useful … Future tick sampling: three sites based 1) one based in a local epidemic, 2) delta with wetlands, 3) Bucharest area with recreation. 

If spatial analyses are wanted, enough sites within each biotope sites have to be selected… at least five, better ten, sites within each biotope area. Depending on the host species (rodents, dears, ...) there needs to be enough distance between sites within one biotope (minimal 5 km or opinion of local rodent specialists). Sampling procedure: if problems with flagging, maybe someone could come and show how to do it or to help select sample sites.

Natasa; Slovenia; A lot of changes in human cases, rodents were registered in the last years. Probably due to land use changes. It would be interesting to carry out similar analyses like Dana did in her project, but with a temporal part in it. The reason for this importance in that change in land use can sometimes be important for distribution of hosts… e.g. less forest.
ANNEX 3 – Summary group discussion 2 (not yet available)

