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	Reviewer’s Suggestions.  Please use additional pages if needed

Abstract is 400 words, well above the 150 word recommended maximum.

The body of the paper would be easier to digest if the author included paragraph breaks.  It would also benefit from subsection names (give the paper its own hirearchy).

It would be helpful if all the hierarchy schemas were defined (especially "Monad").

The sentence beginning with "So it appears that the schema plays a fundamental role…" on page 4 needs to be broken up.  It is a bit dense and could be better understood if it was separated.

What can the Systems Engineering standards of today learn from the schemas you are proposing?

Couldn’t find "discoveredness" in the dictionary.  Can you reword?

Please define "tacit knowledge".  Readers that are not aware of the definition may miss the point you are trying to make.

This is one of the most thought provoking and stimulating papers I have ever read.  I am anxious to learn more about this subject.  

The author makes a statement in the beginning that the different schemas constitute a "toolbox" that can be used for  understanding the "design solutions."  While the author discusses the schemas at length, I see nothing that would address the "design solution" aspect.  If the author could address this aspect or at least give one example, it would greatly enhance the paper.  

There were several English problems:

(1) Do not use an apostrophe to form a plural.  It's "systems" not system's."

(2)  Use "predisposed" not "predispositioned."

(3)  There is a confusion between "phenomenon" and "phenomena."  It is hard to tell which one was meant since the verb form accompanying each one is seldom correct.  Say "phenomenon is" and "phenomena are."













[image: image1.jpg]