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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with
reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in

the manuscript. It is mandatory that

Compulsory REVISION comments

This paper investigates the roles of the condition number in
least squares equation. Some theoretical Evidences are
provided and verified. However, the Abstract is not
emphasized compactly to show the motivation of the proposed
work. Similarly, in numerical examples, the advantages or the
Contribution of the theoretical results is not highlighted

in the current state.

Minor REVISION comments

1. In line 42, the dimension of Y should correct as m by 1.

2.In line 62, the last term of equation (1.2), matrix T
Should correct as pseudo inverse matrix T+.

3. Inline 69, the statement is unclear.

4.In line 73, the parameter p should be defined.

5.In lines 79~83, the description of Sections 5 and 6 should
be included to meet the completeness.

6.1line 101, the wording “equation (2.2)” is suggested to
be consistent with other equation representation.

7.Inline 130, what is the definition of |B|?

8. In line 182, b(p) is belong to RM not R,

9. The format of references [3] and [12] is different from the
others.

Optional/General comments

In my personal opinion, the authors have to focus on the main
contribution of the proposed work.
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