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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 addresses the study of a problem that is of some interest, mainly due to its applicability to solving problems in the field of natural sciences and engineering. Given the subject matter addressed by this document, it requires a more complete introduction than is included in this version. It is important to go into greater depth in the presentation of the proposed method. With the reader in mind, it would also be interesting to detail more the developments that are presented in numerical implementation.
	

	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
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes
	

	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 this part.
	I will comment on some aspects of the document that, in my opinion, the author or authors should review.

· In the introduction, when it comes to presenting the field in which the research is located, I believe that an effort should be made to complete the information included with more recent research. Likewise, the objectives of the research carried out should be described more clearly and their need and the scope of the work carried out should be indicated.
· In section 2, the following aspects should be reviewed:

- All the elements (parameters, variables, functions, etc.) that intervene in the equations and developments should be described.

- Notions are presented that are not supported by references.

- The spelling of equations (2.3) and (2.4) should be revised.

· Regarding section 3, my comments are:

- Clearly indicate whether these contents are specific to this research, since otherwise references should be included.

- Review the writing of eq. (3.4).
· In section 4, the developments of Problem 1 do not provide sufficient explanation, perhaps because these explanations should be included in the previous section, when the method is presented. In addition, all the tables presented should be described in greater detail. In the tables some acronym is used that should be described.

· The conclusions should be improved in several ways: Scope of the results obtained, their applicability to problems in the natural sciences and engineering, etc.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	As I have already commented previously, in my opinion, there is a lack of classic references in this field of research and recent references to the study of this problem.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes

	

	Optional/General comments


	The entire document should be spell-checked.
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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 authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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