MOS Team PET Project Proposal Review 

Tracking ID#: EOT001

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Please score the proposal on three categories, using the following rating system:
1 – Poor, 2 – Fair, 3 – Good, 4 – Very Good, 5 – Excellent

Use only integer scores
Technical merit: 5

Potential DoD impact: 5

Cost effectiveness: 5

Comments: Excellent Project to install Real Networks Technology at ASC. I think that there are important extensions to this project.

e.g. Link Polycomm and Access Grid to Real streaming (different codecs)

Really CDLT as I understand
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Tracking ID#: EOT002

Reviewer:  Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 3 (as unclear scope)

Potential DoD impact: 5

Cost effectiveness: 5

Comments: An important topic that is a very appropriate for a workshop. The proposal doesn’t describe length of workshop, number of participants etc.

Tracking ID#: EOT003

Reviewer:  Geoffrey Fox
Technical merit: 4

Potential DoD impact: 5

Cost effectiveness: 5

Comments: Another good topic for DoD that will probably have lower attendance than EOT002. This proposal  does say 1 or 2 day workshop but like EOT002 is vague about attendance. The cost of EOT002 and EOT003 seem VERY low if these are real workshops. Maybe they intend some registration fees or somehow covered by CORE PET

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Tracking ID#: EOT004

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 4

Potential DoD impact: 3

Cost effectiveness: 5

Comments: This is a potentially very good proposal, which does not explain enough to allow one to evaluate easily. I am not clear what the 5 workshops achieve compared to the successful 1 or 2 per year up to now. Does it increase geographic or topic breadth? I am also not clear how DoD interactions will be emphasized. I would suggest a more modest set of workshops with greater attention to DoD integration

Tracking ID#: EOT007

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 5

Potential DoD impact: 5

Cost effectiveness:  5

Comments: My own proposal to deliver class next semester
Tracking ID#: EOT011

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 3

Potential DoD impact: 5

Cost effectiveness: 3

Comments: This is an important type of project, which should be funded if structured properly. It represents a domain specific knowledge center that I think is a natural development that will help OKC by distributing the construction of resources. The proposal doesn’t distinguish training classes (EOT) from long-term knowledge (OKC) and does not discuss technology such as Access Grid (and tools of EOT001) that could be important.

       I recommend that proposal be funded at some level if reformulated in the more sustainable re-usable approach

      The topic (Overset) is a good one of great importance to DoD and PET

Tracking ID#: EOT012

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 2

Potential DoD impact: 3

Cost effectiveness: 4

Comments: This is a reasonable type of course but I do not like use of C. We should support migration to C++ (or in some cases Java). Developments like SWIG (Simplified Wrapper and Interface Generator) and DoE’s CCA (Common Component Architecture) are important developments.

Tracking ID#: EOT014

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 4

Potential DoD impact: 5

Cost effectiveness: 4

Comments: An excellent important proposal . It would be useful to establish “best practice” (Real Network Tools, Access Grid, XML Metadata such as ADL) to make these domain specific proposals more sustainable.
Tracking ID#: EOT029

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 5

Potential DoD impact:  5

Cost effectiveness: 5

Comments: My own proposal for distance training technology – submitted to HPTi as a CDLT Proposal
Tracking ID#: EOT030

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 5

Potential DoD impact: 5

Cost effectiveness: 3

Comments: This type of project seems to be very effective. I was impressed by the work of Student (Anderson I think his name was) who did ERDC summer report on collaborative tools. I note the proposed support is for whole year and includes 3 conferences. The yearlong activity and reason to go to lots of conferences should be elaborated

Tracking ID#: EOT031

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 5

Potential DoD impact: 5

Cost effectiveness: 3

Comments: This is a very good project where JSU is pioneering use of important technology, which could have profound importance at JSU and for general HBCU interactions with DoD and general academic community. JSU correctly recognizes need for Access Grid support and so I believe they should have this. I would prefer that support person be cost shared as Access Grid is far broader than DoD PET. This is why I lower Cost effectiveness rating.

Tracking ID#: OKC001

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 5

Potential DoD impact: 5

Cost effectiveness: 5

Comments: My own OKC Rapid Deployment Proposal. This is really a CORE activity.

Tracking ID#: OKC002

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 5

Potential DoD impact: 5

Cost effectiveness: 5

Comments: My own OKC Advanced Technology Proposal. This is really a CORE activity
Tracking ID#: OKC003

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 5

Potential DoD impact: 5

Cost effectiveness: 5

Comments: My proposal with Stan Ahalt to build a prototype domain specific OKC

Tracking ID#: OKC004

Reviewer: Geoffrey Fox

Technical merit: 3

Potential DoD impact: 4

Cost effectiveness: 3

Comments: This project provides important capability to DoD but it has serious problems as it has not been coordinated with either the Core OKC or with the HPCMO IE (in which NACSE is a partner). There are overlaps with both technology and functionality in both these systems. One needs to have a common technology base so you can plug in new capabilities and re-use existing functionalities. The proposed “recommender system” would be useful but the other features: automatic personalization, reformatting and meta-data significantly overlap with IE and OKC capabilities. 

     I suggest that project be encouraged but first we should

a) Produce a common IE OKC VirCon architecture framework

b) Contact all MSRCs, identify additional valuable non-DoD HPC sites, demonstrate the proof-of-concept VirCon and gain agreements for participation from all. Collect initial feedback from participating sites. (Current First Step)
