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Solar still desalination is an eco-friendly and sustainable method for producing potable water,
particularly in arid and remote regions where freshwater resources are scarce. Here are some key
reasons why solar still desalination is important:

Sustainable Water Source

Environmental Benefits
Adaptable Technology
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Development and Performance Assessment of an Innovative Solar Still for Water Purification

It should be revised.

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.

Yield value should be mentioned per m2 area
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appropriate?
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Yield should be discussed well (hourly yield variation)
Experimental section should be revised
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