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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	1. I think that every manuscript intended for scientific dissemination should have its publication encouraged. 
2. See here a well-intentioned work that deserves such publicity. 
3. Overall, the article is excellent. Very well written, detailed, with a clear proposal.
4.  Very didactic, and we see that the objectives are being achieved, one by one.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable. Concise and objective.
	

	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.


	The abstract is very comprehensive. I consider the wording to be adequate and there is no need for addendums.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the general structure suggests correct work. 
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	Commenting references is sometimes a little difficult, as you don't always have access to all of them. I consider 20 references an adequate amount for an article of this size. Regarding the dates of the references, most are relatively recent works. In any case, this is not important in a paper of pure mathematics.
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	I believe that the text is on the same level of understanding as other academic works with which I am usually in contact.
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