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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
No 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Indicate if the questionnaire or survey was validated by experts 
2. If you want to reduce the health effects when producing charcoal, you could not 

recommend using kerosene 
3. Indicate what software was used for the statistical analysis 
4. Did you obtain the informed consent of the people who were subjects of study? 

 
Ethical issue: 
 
Through the study in which a survey was used to know socioeconomic aspects, production 
of charcoal, among others, did not use invasive techniques; however, the informed consent 
of the subjects under study could be obtained. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This study allows to know the state of the charcoal production and the consequences in the 
health; in subsequent studies, its effect on the environment could be determined 
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