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Part Il — Summary
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General comments (optional)

How do you propose to solve the problem of low participation in the process, from
both the research and industry side, given that thisis clearly an important precondition
of a successful technology roadmap?

How do you propose to widely disseminate the results to research and industry, so
that the work done will have areal impact in both sectors?

e.g. | think thiswork can be linked to more clearly from the O2I portal which will

also be strongly promoted to industry this year, and be pushed at events where
research and industry is present such as ESTC 2007 and the Kweb plenary. FOMI
2007 (December?) may be a good opportunity to gather participants before the end of
the network and achieve conclusionsto all activities. The publication of the
technology roadmap and its distribution e.g. at a possible ESTC 2008 should also be a
goal.
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