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The authors use an MMPP model in order to carry out the performance  
analysis of a cloud server farm. In the paper advanced queueing theory  
results are exploited, however in a very careless manner.  
See, for instance, line 180.  This formula has been proven in [27] 
assuming Poisson arrival stream, not an MMPP. Therefore it may by  
invalid in the MMPP case. If the authors think it is valid for MMPP,  
a rigorous proof should be presented, instead of a misleading reference. 
  
In addition to that, the paper is very carelessly written; it was not 
proofread 
by the authors even once, see e.g. lines 181-188. The English is poor 
and 
a strange mathematical notations is used, e.g. "prob" for the probability. 
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