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Please rate the submitted paper according to the following parameters:

	Familiarity      3
Rate your familiarity with the topic


	1
	2
	3
	4

	
	Novice
	Some knowledge
	Familiar
	Expert

	Significance   2
Technical relevance and practicality of ideas in the paper


	1
	2
	3

	
	Not significant
	Somewhat significant
	Highly significant

	Novelty           1
How original the problem and/or solution method is


	1
	2
	3

	
	Not novel
	Somewhat novel
	Highly novel

	Quality of Presentation    1
Writing and presentation style/accuracy


	1
	2
	3

	
	Poorly written
	Could be improved
	Well written

	Overall Recommendation  1

	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 issue addressed is how to construct a context-aware sensor network.  Adapting to changes in the context of a sensor is important.  However, the paper is just a research proposal.  As indicated in the title, the paper only describes the “motivation” and “proposal”.  The paper is not well written.  And there is not much technical content in it.

Strengths and weaknesses

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

The major reason to reject this submission is: There is not much in it.  
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)

There are many weaknesses in this submission.  (1) The paper is poorly written.  Many sentences in the paper do not read.  For example, the 1st sentence of the abstract, “…sensor nodes that integrating…” should be “…sensor nodes that integrate…”  (2) In the 4th paragraph of Introduction, the authors argue that few of the existing self-adaptive solutions give a “systemic solution”.  What is a “systemic solution?”  Why is it so important?  (3) Section 3 should have contained more content.   More detailed elaboration is needed on how you are going to use role context, resource context, environment context, data context and task context.  






