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Question # 1
Is the hypothesis clearly stated, and does it relate to the question?

Comments:
Yes, hypothesis is clearly stated in the abstract and it’s related to the question.  

Question # 2
Does the introduction give relevant background information?

Comments:
Yes, the Introduction is pretty good and provide a solid introduction to many terminology used in the paper.  It’s also providing some useful references to material which really help to understand the overall thought of the writer.  

Question # 3
Is the procedure (method) clearly stated?

Comments:
It follow the procedure by first defining the Abstract and Introduction.  After that it’s present some facts and data and then analyze it using others work and then present it’s finding in the conclusion part.  At this point, since we only know one research method and it’s seem that methods is being used in this research papers.  There is the possibility that some other methods are being used in it. 
Question # 4
Are all graphs and tables labeled correctly, and do they clearly explain the results?
Comments:
Yes, all the graphs are labeled properly to indicate the required information present in the graph. The legends are also shown in the graphs with proper labels.  Research paper also contains some screen shot of the application which is being used in the analysis process.
Question # 5
Does the data relate to the hypothesis/question?

Comments:
The graphs are related to the initial question by the author and also relate to the hypothesis, but lack of quantitative data really hurt the overall image of the analysis.  There is no mentioning of how much time will be saved using the JTS (Java-Tuplespace).  What are the requirement of JNI and Virtual Observatory? How much time is required to transfer small computing program to different nodes in the Network etc.  

Question # 6
Do the result support or disprove the question or hypothesis?
Comments:
The result is open ended.  It’s support the hypothesis by giving JTS and Virtual Observatory as a solution to the problem at hand.  But it’s also mention that there are lot of areas where Research is required in order to implement the proposed solution.

Question # 7
Did they address any problems in their research?
Comments:
Yes, the proposed solution has big question marks when talking about replication and scalability, interpretability with web-services, adoption of various VO standards (since there are lots of emerging standard for VO with different trade off).
Overall Comments:
The conclusion of the research paper is open-ended.  There are still plenty of areas which need more research and the new testbed which the author propose still have lot of areas to improve.  The overall rating of the paper is good.  The author present the paper in the right direction by giving useful introduction of the terminology used in the paper.  
