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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)

Quote: “This paper describes an architecture and algorithm that are able to provide uplink and downlink traffic of services by different wireless access networks.” In reality it is only handover from cellular to WLAN that is discussed. I.e. quite limited scope. Also, the paper is not very well structured. The description of the solution is mixed with descriptions of already existing solutions. This makes it difficult to understand what is claimed to be new. On the positive side, the problem addressed is interesting, but since much work has been done in this area, more than this would be required of an interesting paper. The described solution is not very detailed, and only addresses one small issue of the problem area.

Strengths and weaknesses

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

Reject because of: too limited scope, not enough detailed analysis, badly structured paper, as well as poorly written English, which sometimes makes it hard to understand the text. 

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)







