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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)

This paper proposes yet another variant of the Proportional Fair Scheduling algorithm for downlink problem in high-speed wireless networks. The proposed Proportional Fair Scheduling algorithm with starvation threshold guarantees that the starvation time of a user will not exceed a predefined threshold.

Strengths and weaknesses

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

The topic is important but the scientific contribution is poor. After a first part that describes the basic algorithms and its variants, the authors give us two pages of performance results without an adequate presentation of the test-bed system, simulation models and parameters. And no motivations about the results.

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)

Although the innovation with respect to the existing algorithms is limited, I appreciate the idea and the importance of the subject. However, to be acceptable the authors should rewrite completely the second part of the paper and improve the overall presentation. 
The authors are allowed to add other 3 pages. Acceptance should be subject to an accurate shepherding process.

The authors should at least add a description of the simulation model, experimental scenarios, accuracy  or simplifying assumptions of the model. They should make some convincing cases that the proposed algorithms works and works better than what already exists.

Some references is missing. For example, I would consider:
- Wireless-adaptive fair scheduling for multimedia stream, Young-June Choi, Saewoong Bahk and Kwang Bok Lee
- WAF: Wireless-Adaptive Fair Scheduling for Multimedia Stream in Time Division Multiplexed Packet Cellular Systems”, same authors
- QoS Provisioning in Wireless Networks, Dapeng Wu, and references therein






