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the article. 
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The title is clear but not adequate to the content of the article. This study is about a 

synthesis of work on groundwater deferrization 

The title is clear, but not adequate to the content of the article. The manuscript 
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We can't conclude without reviewing all the recent articles and various 

publications by researchers and organizations concerning standards and the 

physicochemical deferrization of groundwater worldwide. 
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publications in this field. 
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