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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.


	The problem under study may be of interest. However, the document does not specify important aspects such as the scope of the research conducted, the applicability of the results obtained.
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(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.


	The abstract lacks information on the most relevant aspects of any research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Below, I include some comments and suggestions on aspects that, in my opinion, should be revised.

(i) The abstract should be improved in the sense I have already mentioned.

(ii) Regarding the introduction, my comments are:

- The objectives of the research conducted should be specified.

- The reader must understand the scope of the study being presented.

- It is always appropriate to briefly describe how the document is organized.

(iii) Sections 2 and 3 require an introduction to the content presented. Likewise, all developments and results presented must be justified.

(iv) It might be appropriate to include examples of the results obtained.

(v) The conclusions require significant improvement. Its scope, and its applicability, among other issues, should be highlighted.
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