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Part I. For a paper to be accepted, Parts I, II, and III must be answered. .
A. What is the new contribution of this paper? (Please distinguish between what the author(s) state and what you believe to be an
unbiased assessment.)

B. Based on your technical review effort, estimate the amount of time (days) you believe a knowledgable engineer would need to
develop a working understanding of the paper’s contribution. (Note that excessive difficulty should be grounds for rejection.)

C. Does the ttle of the paper accurately reflect the major focus contribution of this paper? (Please suggest changes as
appropriate.)
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Note: It is important that the reviewer provide brief, writtén comments to support the scores on attached sheets of paper.
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2)  COMCISENESS v ererrreressernressnississsssisnessossosresnasssesnssassrtnsarssssentorsssesstessansessavaesssssaasnssssasersoterse
3) Clarity (in writing)....
4) References to past work other than just that of the authors
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