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Fig. 5:  Removal efficiency of alum at different dosage according to T.S.S 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. 6:  Removal efficiency of alum at different dosage according to B.O.D 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. 7:  Removal efficiency of alum at different dosage according to C.O.D 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. 8: Removal efficiency of alum and polymer at different dosage according to T.S.S 
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Fig. 9: Removal efficiency of alum and polymer at different dosage according to B.O.D 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. 10: Removal efficiency of alum and polymer at different dosage according to C.O.D 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. 11: Removal efficiency of ferric chloride at different dosage according to T.S.S 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. 12: Removal efficiency of ferric chloride at different dosage according to B.O.D 
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