Knowledge Web DELIVERABLE REVIEW


Part I - Comments List

deliverable name
Report on PhD network activities
deliverable number
3.2.8v2

month deliverable due
6/2007

lead participant
L3S
Other participants
FUB+UIBK

Responsible person
Jörg Diederich

reviewer
Jérôme Euzenat

Sent for review (date)
28/6/2007
Sent back to authors (date)
9/7/2007


comment
(C)ompulsory (H)ighly advisable 

(O)ptional 


1
p8: advisors etc. -> advisors, etc.

p10: I would end each point of the last item list with a coma or a semicolon

p11: I would end each point of the last item list with a point

p12: relevant -> relevance

p12: I would end each point of the second item list with a coma

p16: their thesis -> their theses ?

p16: endorse the PhD -> endorse the PhD symposium
H

2
p17: put back the accent on the names which take accents: Jérôme Euzenat, Rhône, Asunción Gómez Pérez
C
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Part II – Summary

overall marking
VG (very good) / G (good) / S (generally satisfactory / P (poor)

General comments (optional)

No problem no questions with this deliverable.

It does its job well.

Part III - Follow-up Actions

comment 
action taken

1


2


3


4


�	 Do the authors have to address the comment in order to make the deliverable final (compulsory)? Is it advisable but not compulsory to address the comment to make the deliverable final (Advisable)? Is it a minor comment that is optional to be addressed by the authors for the final version (optional)?
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