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PART 1: ReviewComments 
 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthe manuscriptand highlightthatpart 
in the manuscript.Itismandatorythatauthors 
shouldwritehis/herfeedback here) 

Pleasewrite a few 
sentencesregardingtheimportance 
ofthismanuscriptfor thescientificcommunity.Why 
do 
youlike(ordislike)thismanuscript?Aminimumof3-4 
sentences mayberequired forthispart. 

Theprojectallocationprobleminvolvesassigninga setofprojectsto a 
groupofindividualsorteamsin a way that 
maximizesefficiency,satisfaction,orskillutilizationwhilemeetingcertainconstraints(like 
time,resources,orpreferences).Thisproblemisoftentackledinoperationsresearchandoptimizati
on to findanoptimalornear-optimalassignmentthatbalancesindividual preferencesand project 
requirements. 

 

Isthe titleofthearticle suitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternative title) 

No. 
Alternative Title: “Comparative AnalysisofGreedy,Gale-Shapley,and Score-BasedMethodsfor 
OptimalProjectAllocation” 

 

Istheabstractofthearticle comprehensive?Do you 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepoints 
inthis 
section?Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere. 

Section1.1 canbemodifiedbyaddingbasicsoftheGreedyAlgorithm,the 
StableMatchingAlgorithm andaScore-BasedAllocationMethod. 
Section1.3 LiteratureReviewconsistsofstudyofveryfew literaturesthishas 
scopeforimprovement 

 

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
pt appropriate? 

ok  

Pleasewrite a few 
sentencesregardingthescientific 
correctnessofthismanuscript.Why 
doyouthinkthat thismanuscript 
isscientificallyrobustandtechnically 
sound?Aminimum of3-4sentences 
mayberequired forthispart. 

Manuscript isscientificallyrobust,as itassesseswell-establishedalgorithmsinthecontext 
ofproject 
allocation.Eachmethodoffersauniqueapproach:theGreedyAlgorithmisefficientlackingin 
optimality,theGale-Shapleyalgorithmensuresstabilityinmatches,andtheScore-Basedmethod 
providesbalancedallocations.Thecomparativeanalysisof3 
algorithmsproducesvaluablevisionsinto the trade-
offsandusefulnessofeachapproach,makingthestudy bothrigorousandrelevant. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhav
e 
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasement
ion theminthereviewform. 
- 

Notsufficient 
Few referencesneedto beaddednearabout7 or8 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticle 
suitable forscholarlycommunications? 

 
yes 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
Thisstudyiswell-suitedforunderstandingthetrade-offsbetweenalgorithmicsimplicity, 
stability,andfairness,providingvaluableinsightsforpractitionersandresearchersinresource allocation. 
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PART  2: 

 

 
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) 
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