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Please rate the submitted paper according to the following parameters:

	Familiarity

Rate your familiarity with the topic


	1
	2
	3
	(X)4

	
	Novice
	Some knowledge
	Familiar
	Expert

	Significance

Technical relevance and practicality of ideas in the paper


	1
	X(2)
	3

	
	Not significant
	Somewhat significant
	Highly significant

	Novelty 

How original the problem and/or solution method is


	1
	(X)2
	3

	
	Not novel
	Somewhat novel
	Highly novel

	Quality of Presentation

Writing and presentation style/accuracy


	1
	(X)2
	3

	
	Poorly written
	Could be improved
	Well written

	Overall Recommendation


	1
	2
	(X)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 proposes an adaptive middleware architecture capable of

providing support for context-aware applications in mobile environments.

Context information is gathered through reflection using an ontology-driven approach. The reflective architecture allows for dynamic self-adaptation.

Strengths and weaknesses

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

The paper has a nice background section, but  a (very!!) long scenario without much value (besides motivating the work). While the work has been nicely motivated, it is not clear what is  novel from a research perspective.  This needs to be highlighted.

There is a listing of high level architectural components (property manager, event manager) with no details on the challenges involved in implementing any of these and the solutions developed therein. A more detailed explanation of the basic concepts proposed is required.  

(1) How are reactions modeled in this specific context? The authors provide a handwavy sentence that these are modeled as pre and post conditions.  Are there conflicts? How are these conditions specified? 
(2)  How does the property manager gather  information from the reflective platform?
What information is collected, how often? How is this information represented? What are the concerns in this collection given the hospital domain?

On the whole, it reads more like a high level description of what could be done without much concrete material.  I am sure there are interesting technical portions

that could be explained in more detail.  For instance, there is mention of  algorithms and strategies for ontology reconciliation and interpretation given “distributed” ontologies.  There are again portions of the implementation that would be interesting to know in more detail (e.g. use of the inference engine).  I would cut down on the introductory motivational material and focus on the techniques implemented within each module (at least some).
In its current state, I am inclined to think that this might make a more interesting demo than a research paper.  On the whole, my rating can be described as neutral since I feel that it will stimulate interesting discussion in the workshop.

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)







