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In the original article, there was a mistake in Figure 7 as published. The results shown in the graph for the cement industry scenario do not represent the actual results, which were discussed in the paper. The corrected Figure 7 appears below.


[image: Figure 7]
FIGURE 7. SNG generation costs for different plant capacities and years of implementation. (A) steel industry scenario, (B) cement industry scenario.


The authors apologize for this error and state that this does not change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way. The original article has been updated.
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