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The authors do not present what are the input data for the prediction of the price trends.

The authors do not present the mathematical equations of each method used. Do they use the same input data for the

same task in the different algorithms? 

The authors do not define what an epoch is, what is sequence length? Why do they change these parameters to execute

the task?

The results showed in Table 1 are very close and, in my opinion, cannot provide significant differences among them.

According to my experience, the algorithms can provide significant differences, but it does depend on the data.

The graphics in Figure 2 are very close, except graphic a) (NBeats) presenting a gap between actual and

predicted. According to the authors, the best result is this one (NBeats). If you compare with the others, it is not the best,

at least graphically.

In general, the paper lacks of information and needs some improvements.
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