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Please rate the submitted paper according to the following parameters:

	Familiarity

Rate your familiarity with the topic


	1
	2
	3
	4

	
	Novice
	Some knowledge
	Familiar
	Expert

	Significance

Technical relevance and practicality of ideas in the paper


	1
	2
	3

	
	Not significant
	Somewhat significant
	Highly significant

	Novelty 

How original the problem and/or solution method is


	1
	2
	3

	
	Not novel
	Somewhat novel
	Highly novel

	Quality of Presentation

Writing and presentation style/accuracy


	1
	2
	3

	
	Poorly written
	Could be improved
	Well written

	Overall Recommendation


	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	
	Strong reject
	Weak reject
	Weak

accept
	Accept
	Strong accept


Please provide comments about the following points:

Contributions

(what are the major issues addressed in the paper? Do you consider them important? Comment on the degree of novelty, creativity, and technical depth of the submission)

The paper introduces an architecture for storing and retrieval of points of interest (location links). It is very hard to understand what the novelty is with this paper: the approach seems to introduce different techniques, p2p system, webservices, a schema for EPOI (not presented), however the paper fails to indicate the main novelty of the approach.
Strengths and weaknesses

(in brief, what are the major reasons to accept/reject the submission?)

+ the paper shows a prototype and an evaluation

-not well structured paper

-no clear motivation

-unclear mixture of technologies

-no related work 

Detailed public comments

(provide detailed comments that will be helpful to the TPC for assessing the paper, as well as useful feedback to the authors)

I found the paper not well motivated and quite unclear with respect to its real contribution.

The authors have made a definite effort towards an architecture and an implementation, however they use a mixture of technologies which they fail to motivate or compare. So I arrived to the end of the paper and I was still unclear about what is really novel here.

EPOI should be better described and an example should be introduced earlier in the paper for better understanding and motivation. Each of the technology chosen should be justified: why do you think you need a p2p system? Can you learn anything from DB querying techniques? Why is your approach novel in this sense? 

I think a big problem in the paper is the mixing of concepts and implementation related details…the two things should be separated.  

The paper fails to illustrate related work and therefore it makes it even more difficult to isolate the real contribution of the approach.






