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1. This manuscript is important for scientific community because is an interesting and up-to-
date study regarding the possibilities of improving the quality of wastewater resulting from
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will be used for irrigation.
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For all four aspects/processes studied (ph, conductivity, solids content and COD) a comparative
analysis regarding the effectiveness of the use of the three substances as flocculants (calcium
hydroxide, ferric chloride and aluminum sulfate) would be useful. A technical-economic analysis
could also be done to optimize the expenses for these processes.
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