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Please rate the submitted paper according to the following parameters:

	Familiarity

Rate your familiarity with the topic


	1
	2
	3
	4

	
	Novice
	Some knowledge
	Familiar
	Expert

	Significance

Technical relevance and practicality of ideas in the paper


	1
	2
	3

	
	Not significant
	Somewhat significant
	Highly significant

	Novelty 

How original the problem and/or solution method is


	1
	2
	3

	
	Not novel
	Somewhat novel
	Highly novel

	Quality of Presentation

Writing and presentation style/accuracy


	1
	2
	3

	
	Poorly written
	Could be improved
	Well written

	Overall Recommendation


	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	
	Strong reject
	Weak reject
	Weak

accept
	Accept
	Strong accept


Please provide comments about the following points:

Contributions

(what are the major issues addressed in the paper? Do you consider them important? Comment on the degree of novelty, creativity, and technical depth of the submission)

The paper tries to integrate the notions of physical points of reference with the notion of 

hypertext links. The basic goal is to support the storage and retrieval of bookmarks that
include both physical location information (GPS coordinates) and web links that point to
information about the place. The authors also propose a middleware peer to peer

architecture to allow access from a variety of devices.

Strengths and weaknesses

(in brief, what are the major reasons to accept/reject the submission?)

(Strengths) The ideas proposed by the paper are interesting.
(Weaknesses) The effort is still underway. Several details about the implementation are
not described. The only benchmarks provided are about the matching algorithm. No
benchmarks are provided about the performance from different devices. Security issues
are not even mentioned.
Detailed public comments

(provide detailed comments that will be helpful to the TPC for assessing the paper, as well as useful feedback to the authors)

The concept of the paper is interesting. Several questions and comments come to mind.
There seems to be no comparison with other work related to location-oriented computing.
Several papers have been published in the UbiComp conference dealing with the issue
of “bookmarking” physical locations. There are no benchmarks showing the performance of
your system in terms of the client devices and the size of the peer-to-peer network of
servers. Also – there are several details that are left out about the peer-to-peer

implementation. For example, is the assumption that they are all “connected” (that is,

regardless of which ePOI server a user attaches to, will the user be able to access his or

her home server)? Finally, no mention is made of security. I presume your system has
some notion of a security model.







