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1. General remarksand general impression concer ning the state of the review object

First 6 slides mostly repeat things from some other topics, but in a nice and short manner. Good.
Slides 7 — 17 are ok, my questions about these are given in “additional suggestions”.

Same stands for slides 18 — 23 that nicely explain “implementation design”.

Last few slides are just definitions, so | have no comments.

2. Contentserrorsand misspellingsin the slides

Slide 22: In the middle box, first 3 notions are in english, the last two in german.

5. Additional suggestionsfor improvementsand and extentions

It'sarather short topic. Still, at slide 7, where we show 6 different influence factors, we deside to explain in details
only 3 of them in the rest of the topic. What is the explanation for the students— WHY those 3? What about the rest?

In Slide 15, concerning the reusability and specially “modification” we say that “we must DEL ETE some of our
attributes and operations”. Delete? That changes the concepts, changes the design, changes the suggestions from the
analyst ... What isthe explanation for the students— WHAT happens with those attributes?

6. Lecture notesfor particular slides:

Slide5:  Spelling (?) error — “we shall use the same notation(s) THE we used...”. Isn’t it THAT we used?
Slide 18: Spelling error — “... we now moveto THE A bit ...”. It'STHE or A.



