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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.


	Yes, this manuscript is essential because it focus on health risks of air pollution from solid fuel use. This is also describing some pollutants, source and how to assess the substances. All those information is important for researchers and policymakers 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title already suitable, can describe the substantial of manuscript 
	

	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 well written, but it is important to clarify the purpose of the study by highlight the specific objectives why it is important to identify sources and methods of indoor air pollution assessment. It is also good to include Health implications in the abstract to make it more relevant to the purpose of the paper.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically correct. The review is complete and systematically sequential starting from the source, type of pollutant and assessment method. The literature used is also good and closely related to the topic.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, and it would be better to add references from the last 3-5 years that are relevant to the topic discussed.
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	The English quality of this article is good, but it would be better if some long sentences were simplified to make them easier to read.
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