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Pleasewrite a few Theprojectallocationprobleminvolvesassigninga setofprojectsto a
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(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternative title) Alternative Title: “Comparative AnalysisofGreedy,Gale-Shapley,and Score-BasedMethodsfor
OptimalProjectAllocation”

Istheabstractofthearticle comprehensive?Do you Sectionl.1 canbemodifiedbyaddingbasicsoftheGreedyAlgorithm,the

suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepoints StableMatchingAlgorithm andaScore-BasedAllocationMethod.

inthis Sectionl.3 LiteratureReviewconsistsofstudyofveryfew literaturesthishas
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Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticle
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Optional/Generalcomments
Thisstudyiswell-suitedforunderstandingthetrade-offsbetweenalgorithmicsimplicity,

stability,andfairness,providingvaluableinsightsforpractitionersandresearchersinresource allocation.
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