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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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Discussion must contain comparative analysis of findings of this research with the other 
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Yes but the author(s) need to discuss the results and need to compare the result shown by 
author(s) with other published findings. 
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https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2005.10.039. Similarly, all the other references need to be 
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