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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 provides an abstract framework for web service composition, based on the “cloud metaphor”. The authors make a case for assimilating the process for composing web services to the process for cloud formation.

In spite of the poetic elegance of the metaphor, there seems to be little substance to the approach. In particular, it is not clear how the embodiment described by the authors would map to existing web service standards. It would have been more interesting to go down a level in abstraction and provide an application based on real standards.

Strengths and weaknesses

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

The strength of the paper lies in an elegant metaphor. However, the way the paper is written gives the impression that the authors used it more to comprehend the problem of service composition in their own minds rather than leveraging it as a solid foundation for a working framework.

The metaphor remains at a very abstract level and does not address the problem in practical terms any better than alternative frameworks do. The authors actually seem to know little about alternative approaches, as indicated by a rather weak session on related work.

Finally, the authors seem to have written the paper in a rush, with little effort put in formatting. Many paragraph start with one font size and continue with a different font.

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)

The metaphor that the authors used is elegant but too abstract. A clear mapping to existing web service standards, possibly combined with a practical application, would have given more substance to the work.

Since the topic of service composition is very popular in the academic community, a more thorough analysis of related work would have strengthened the case, especially if made in relation to the service cloud metaphor. There have been several attempts to address the lifecycle issues for web service composition, and the authors should have demonstrated more familiarity with the alternative approaches.

The main suggestion is to ground the work in web service standards, and show how this approach is superior to the alternatives.

The authors should have paid more attention to the formatting of the paper, which is quite poor. Several paragraphs have mixed font sizes in it.







