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Paper-to-Reviewer Assignment Based on Concept Tree
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Abstract: This paper computes the similarity between papers and reviewers based on concept tree, which is
used to assign and assigns papers to appropriate reviewers based on heuristic maximum matching degree. The
similarity based on concept tree can meet the constraint of topic coverage. The matching algorithm can meet the
constraint of interest conflict and reviewer load balance at the same time. Finally, the experiments show verify

the validity of the proposed method.
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