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Please rate the submitted paper according to the following parameters:

	Familiarity

Rate your familiarity with the topic


	1
	2
	(X)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


	(X)1
	2
	3

	
	Poorly written
	Could be improved
	Well written

	Overall Recommendation


	(X)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)

This paper appears to be addressing the issue of combining load balancing within the anycast protocol 
as applied to mobile IP.  I am not sure what “discovering” the home agent means in this context. 

It seems that they have come up with some techniques for improving the performance of handoffs in 

Mobile IP networks using anycasting.

Strengths and weaknesses

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

This paper is absolutely unreadable.   The authors appear to have done quite a bit of work, but with the poor writing it is even difficult to figure out what the contribution is, let alone whether it is interesting or useful.

I cannot say anything meaningful without understanding the details.  I recommend that the authors get some

help in writing the technical material so that a reader can understand what they are trying to say.

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)

Paper is so poorly written that this reviewer cannot figure out what the contribution is.  






