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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The paper would be interested if the corrections highlighted in the manuscript are
corrected.

The work developed a new algorithm, but one numerical example is not enough to
justify it.

| suggest two more numerical examples to be incorporated in the paper.

Again, you should not boarder displaying the solution of the examples for the
Hungarian method; rather concentrate in the solution of your proposed technique.

In the table for your numerical example, 14 was written at cost (2, 5), but 4 was used
to solve the problem. For instance, the penalty at row 2 is supposed to be 41, but
you wrote 51; and the penalty for row 5 is supposed to be 4, but you wrote 9. Kindly
address these issues.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

It should be noted that the computation of an assignment problem via an existing
Hungarian technique is easier than your developed technique.

However, it would be better you write a programming language code for the developed
algorithm using python, RStudio, mathematica, maple or anyone you are familiar with, or
perhaps you suggest/recommend it for further studies.

Check your manuscript and effect all the corrections pointed out there.
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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Jude Opara

Department, University & Country

Ignatius Ajuru University of Education, Nigeria

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




