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Please rate the submitted paper according to the following parameters:

	Familiarity 2
Rate your familiarity with the topic


	1
	2
	3
	4

	
	Novice
	Some knowledge
	Familiar
	Expert

	Significance 3
Technical relevance and practicality of ideas in the paper


	1
	2
	3

	
	Not significant
	Somewhat significant
	Highly significant

	Novelty 3
How original the problem and/or solution method is


	1
	2
	3

	
	Not novel
	Somewhat novel
	Highly novel

	Quality of Presentation 3
Writing and presentation style/accuracy


	1
	2
	3

	
	Poorly written
	Could be improved
	Well written

	Overall Recommendation 4

	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 key contribution is a sound and fully elaborated solution to the problem of adapting services (specifically stream based ones) to the constraints of mobile users. Though I have a concern about that (see later on)
Strengths and weaknesses

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

This is a very good paper. It introduces a specific problems, proposes a solution to solve it, and evaluates it. Also, it properly relate with related researches in the area, and outlines the specific originality of the proposed solution.
I did not mark “strong accept” simply because I am not expert enough to evaluate the actual degree of originality of the proposed solution.
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 is very good, and easy to understand also from a person who is not really and expert. The only concern I have when reading papers on these kinds of topics is: are we really sure that the resource-constraints issues, on which all the paper is based, is a long-term problem and not a contingent problem of this years? We know that, in two years or so, the band of wireless and UMTS connection will be much higher, and that portable devices will have large HD on them, and will have larger display (or built-in wall projectors). So, will the problem focus of this paper still be a problem in, say, 5 years?






