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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of
this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you
like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

This manuscript discusses a new case of PO-matrix completion using zero-completion
method,which is suitable for the objects and conditions the author sets.The results may
provide insights into a bigger picture of topics the author follows.Morever,the results
can be applied to the practical fields,such as the prediction of market trends .

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Yes.

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you
suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this
section? Please write your suggestions here.

Yes.The abstrcat concisely narrates the topic with objects that the text is supposed to
discuss and lists the results in a clear way.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript

appropriate?

It’s appropriate in general .However,certain sections need to be complete,for
instance,the reference or the proof of Theorem 2.8. In addition,there exists an obvious
typo in the table of determinants 3*3 sub-matrices (in principal minor arrange,Det
A(2,3,4)

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that
this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically
sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for

1. The topic of this manuscript is interesting ;

2. The results of this manuscript are correct;

3. The method is not complex,the perspective of problem-solving is clever, and the
train of thought is clear

this part.
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have Yes.
suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
Minor REVISION comments Yes.

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for

scholarly communications?

Optional/General comments

In general,this manuscript is suitable for publication.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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