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Summary:  This paper presents the argument that mobile phones, especially smart phones, are devices that are well-suited for context-aware applications.  The argument is based on the observation that owners put private information on the phones and personalize their phone e.g., ring tones.  The authors proposed a software platform to facilitate the development of context-aware applications.  A set of goals for the platform are identified before the platform is presented.
The platform presented consists of four components including sensors to be used to monitor data about the usage and location of the phone i.e. monitors context information, communication to external services and a set of system services with a focus on reliability e.g., a watchdog process that restarts an application if the application crashes, support for disconnected connections.  The authors state that the platform has been used for the development of many applications.  Three applications are described in the paper.   The ContextLogger application logs notification of changes in context information.  The ContextContacts application is used for automatic communication and representation of context between “buddies”.  The ContextMedia application allows for the annotation and sharing of media.

Assumptions:  The authors assume that the mobile phones are very good for context-aware computing.  A good argument is presented but it would seem that this would be something that would have to be validated in user studies.  There is no evidence that they have done this nor do they reference any work on this.

Claims: The authors essentially make two claims:    The set of design goals presented are satisfactory for the platform and the platform actually achieves those goals.  Excellent arguments are presented but questions remain.   For example, is there a need for a platform that can facilitate functional and performance testing?   What evidence do the authors have to validate their last claim of enabling rapid development?     This would seem to require an application that goes through different versions.   Both claims would benefit from development of more applications and using them in a production-like mode with many users.  However, it would appear that the authors have made a good start.
