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	comment
	(C)ompulsory (H)ighly advisable 
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	1
	Fix deliverable content errors (see below)
	C

	2
	Fix some format issues
	C

	3
	Provide more linkage between the chapters
	H

	4
	Add discussion/conclusion
	C
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Part II – Summary
	overall marking
	S (generally satisfactory


	In general, I like the content of the paper and the three papers that it contains are highly relevant for the intended audience. What I don’t like about the deliverable is that it is just that, three papers one after the other.
I would expect an introduction and some conclusions that would provide more linkage between the chapters. Or at least change the details that make the deliverable seem as three papers cut and pasted.

The names of the chapters seem paper titles (I suppose that they are). I would change them to something more appropriate to give coherence.

There is no conclusions or discussion. Are there any users of these approaches? Any use cases?

Some detailed comments:
· In Chapter 2, the second paragraph is repeated from the introduction.
· In Chapter 2, the conclusion is quite poor. It just says the same that in the introduction. 
· In Chapter 3, page 19, the third paragraph talks about what has been presented in the previous paper and the conclusions stated here don’t appear in the previous paper. The reference to the previous chapter should be explicit (i.e., “…as shown in the previous chapter…”.
· In Chapter 3, page 25, it says that “text difference tools allow the same conflict-resolution strategies as are common with traditional programming languages.”. I don’t agree with this, ontology comparison at the syntactic level is not the same as ontology comparison at the semantic level. Syntactically, “Class(a:Person partial)” and “Class(a:Woman partial a:Woman)” are different, but semantically the same.
· In Chapter 3, is there any implementation of  the approach presented in the chapter?

· In Chapter 4, insert in the beginning of the chapter a paragraph explaining what ORM is.

Deliverable content errors:

There are some parts of the deliverable that are missing or incorrect:

· Missing abstract in cover.
· Incorrect date in cover.
· Missing Aberdeen in the list of KW partners.
· Missing changes in the Changelog.
· Missing the “Related Deliverables” section.
Format issues:

· Remove the “Introduction” heading from all the chapters.

· There are a lot of lines out of margins in pages 5, 6, 11, 13, 26. Maybe using a smaller font solves this problem, because I some of the cases the end of the text is cut.

· Replace “paper” by “deliverable” or “chapter” in page 9, 18, 19, 31, 32.

· Remove the “Abstract” section in Chapter 4.

· In page 44, there is a big white space in the end of the page.

· In page 56, in the Acknowledgement, it appears “during my visit”. Here should go Mustafa’s name, shouldn’t it?
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