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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)

A scheduling algorithm is presented, based on adding a “starvation threshold” to Qualcomm Proportional Fair Scheduling (PFS) algorithm. By simulation it is shown that the time a station does not receive service is shortened (compared to Q-PFS), in two particular circumstances: when adding a new flow and when degrading one flow’s link quality. Only best effort traffic is considered. Due to the empirical nature of the variation of Q-PFS, no in-depth analysis is presented. The “gain” over Q-PFS is not quantified.
Strengths and weaknesses

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

Broaching the issue of Q-PFS weaknesses and trying to minimize them is interesting, but the claim “this algorithm has better fairness” should be justified –simulation results are not overwhelming. No source for the channel model is given, and an analysis of the effects of the proposed threshold on fairness, throughput… is missing. The paper has a poor presentation, with even wrong references to figures. Shortening starvation for best effort traffic at the expense of some kind of “slow start” (Figure 2(a)) does not seem a significant advantage.
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 paper analyses the performance of a “well-known” scheduling algorithm (Q-PFS) in only two particular cases: the addition of a new flow to the system, and the degradation of wireless link for a flow. These two circumstances lead to some kind of starvation to “well-behaved” users, which can be somewhat reduced by the proposed algorithm (ST-PFS). But the number of considered cases is so low that conclusions are weakly supported. Taking into account that only best-effort traffic is considered, this gain of ST-PFS over Q-PFS –if needed- should be stressed. The choice of the new parameter Ti seems arbitrary. More attention should be given to paper presentation (to both text –misspellings- and figures -wrong references with vague captions-). Comparison with related work (dealing with weaknesses of PFS algorithms) might help improving the paper.






