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1. *Familiarity: Rate your familiarity with the topic of the paper.
 Truly expert in this area of research
**[image: ] Working in this area of research
[image: ] Familiar with this area of research
[image: ] Very limited expertise
[image: ] Zero knowledge
2. *Relevance to the track and timeliness: Rate the importance and timeliness of the topic addressed in the paper within its area of research. 
Excellent
** [image: ]Good
[image: ]Acceptable
[image: ]Little
[image: ]None
3. *Technical content and scientific rigour: Rate the technical content of the paper, its scientific rigour and novelty.
Excellent work and outstanding technical content.
[image: ]Solid work of notable importance.
[image: ]Valid work but limited contribution.
** [image: ]Marginal work and simple contribution.
[image: ]Questionable work with severe flaws.
4. *Quality of presentation: Rate the paper organization, the clearness of text and figures, the completeness and accuracy of references.
[image: ] Excellent.
[image: ] Well written.
[image: ] Readable, but revision is needed in some parts.
[image: ] ** Substantial revision work is needed.
[image: ] Unacceptable.
5. *Overall evaluation: Please judge whether the paper should be accepted or rejected
 Accept
[image: ] Weak accept
[image: ] Borderline paper
**[image: ] Weak reject
[image: ] Reject
6. *Best Paper Award: Candidate for Best Paper Award?
** [image: ]Non
[image: ]Yes
7. Comments to the author: Summarize the strengths and weaknesses of the paper. Provide a rationale for your rating, and suggested improvements (if appropriate).
[image: ] The paper presents a Call Admission Control for networks where there are cooperative users. The proposed system enforces cooperatives users to reduce their flow requirements in order to allocate them in network. 
The authors try to stress the difference between this paper and a previous CAC proposed by them. The difference, however, is not well explained, because it seems that the only difference is the analysis of the influence “cooperative users” in the previously proposed CAC. Is it correct? Thus, what is the difference between this paper proposal and other proposals in which the narrowband flows are allocated while broadband flows are rejected? The core of the proposal is to force a broadband flow to be narrowband flow?
The numerical results are also not clear. What is the lifetime of a flow? Does a flow is extinguished after some time? Does it free resources? Do these resources may be used to reallocate new flows? Which are the parameters used in the numerical analysis?
The paper needs a total review. There are pieces of text that are unclear and confusing.

8. Confidential comments to Chairs: can only be seen by track chairs.
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