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	Overall Assessment: This is a solid computational implementation paper, but it's more of an

engineering exercise than a research contribution. The authors take an existing voting method

(VDEPCI) and implement it in Python for larger datasets.

What I liked:

● The motivation is clear - post-electoral disputes in Africa are a real problem

● The Python code looks clean and well-structured

● They actually tested it with reasonably sized datasets (1000 voters, 15 candidates)

● The complexity analysis is straightforward and correct (O(n×m))

My concerns:

1. They're just coding up someone else's method. The previous MATLAB implementation

already existed. What's really new here?

2. The paper doesn't address whether VDEPCI actually works better than other methods.

No comparison with Borda, Condorcet, etc. Just "here's our implementation, it runs fast."

3. They test with 1000 voters and 15 candidates. That's fine for student elections, but

"large-scale elections" in the title suggests presidential elections with millions of voters.

The execution time graph stops at 10,000 voters.

Bottom line: This is acceptable as a technical note or workshop paper, but feels thin for a journal publication. It's competent work, just not particularly insightful. I'd suggest accepting it as a short communication rather than a full research article.
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