
Citation: Yusof, M.F.; Zainol,

M.R.R.M.A.; Sandu, A.V.; Riahi, A.;

Zakaria, N.A.; Shaharuddin, S.; Aziz,

M.S.A.; Mohamed Noor, N.;

Vizureanu, P.; Zawawi, M.H.; et al.

Clean Water Production

Enhancement through the Integration

of Small-Scale Solar Stills with Solar

Dish Concentrators (SDCs)—A

Review. Sustainability 2022, 14, 5442.

https://doi.org/10.3390/su14095442

Academic Editor: Omar

I. Abdul-Aziz

Received: 29 March 2022

Accepted: 29 April 2022

Published: 30 April 2022

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral

with regard to jurisdictional claims in

published maps and institutional affil-

iations.

Copyright: © 2022 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

sustainability

Review

Clean Water Production Enhancement through the Integration
of Small-Scale Solar Stills with Solar Dish Concentrators
(SDCs)—A Review
Mohd Fazly Yusof 1, Mohd Remy Rozainy Mohd Arif Zainol 1,2,*, Andrei Victor Sandu 3,4,5,* , Ali Riahi 1,
Nor Azazi Zakaria 1, Syafiq Shaharuddin 1, Mohd Sharizal Abdul Aziz 6 , Norazian Mohamed Noor 7 ,
Petrica Vizureanu 3,8 , Mohd Hafiz Zawawi 9 and Jazaul Ikhsan 10

1 River Engineering and Urban Drainage Research Centre (REDAC), Universiti Sains Malaysia,
Nibong Tebal 14300, Penang, Malaysia; redac07@usm.my (M.F.Y.); redac_aliriahi@usm.my (A.R.);
redac01@usm.my (N.A.Z.); redacsyafiq@usm.my (S.S.)

2 Department of Civil Engineering, Universiti Sains Malaysia, Nibong Tebal 14300, Penang, Malaysia
3 Faculty of Materials Science and Engineering, Gheorghe Asachi Technical University of Iasi,

61 D. Mangeron Blvd., 700050 Iasi, Romania; peviz@tuiasi.ro
4 Romanian Inventors Forum, St. P. Movila 3, 700089 Iasi, Romania
5 National Institute for Research and Development in Environmental Protection INCDPM,

Splaiul Independentei 294, 060031 Bucharest, Romania
6 Department of Mechanical Engineering, Universiti Sains Malaysia, Nibong Tebal 14300, Penang, Malaysia;

msharizal@usm.my
7 Faculty of Civil Engineering Technology, Universiti Malaysia Perlis, Arau 01000, Perlis, Malaysia;

norazian@unimap.edu.my
8 Technical Sciences Academy of Romania, Dacia Blvd 26, 030167 Bucharest, Romania
9 Department of Civil Engineering, Universiti Tenaga Nasional, Kajang 43000, Selangor, Malaysia;

Mhafiz@uniten.edu.my
10 Department of Civil Engineering, Universitas Muhammadiyah Yogyakarta, Yogyakarta 55183, Indonesia;

jazaul.ikhsan@umy.ac.id
* Correspondence: ceremy@usm.my (M.R.R.M.A.Z.); sav@tuiasi.ro (A.V.S.)

Abstract: The conventional solar still, as a water treatment technique, has been reported to produce
water at a low working temperature where various thermal resistance pathogens could survive in
their distillate. In this work, the reviews of previous research on the quality of water produced by
passive solar stills and their productivities in initial basin water temperatures were first presented
and discussed. The next review discussed some recent studies on the performances of small-scale
solar stills integrated with SDCs (with and without sun-tracking systems (STSs)) to observe the
operating temperatures from early hours until the end of operations, daily water yield, and cost
per liter. Based on these findings, it was revealed that SDCs with STSs indicated an instant increase
in the absorber water temperature up to 70 ◦C at the starting point of the experiments in which
this temperature range marked the unbearable survival of the pathogenic organisms and viruses,
particularly the recent SARS-CoV-2. Furthermore, disinfection was also observed when the absorbers’
water temperature reached beyond the boiling point until the end of operations. This indicates the
effectiveness of SDCs with STS in reflecting a large amount of sun’s rays and heat to the small-scale
absorbers and providing higher operating absorbers temperatures compared to immobile SDCs.
Daily productivities and costs per liter of the SDCs with STSs were found to be higher and lower
than those of the other previous passive and active solar stills. Therefore, it is recommended that
small-scale absorbers integrated with SDCs and STS can be used as a cost-effective and reliable
method to produce hygienic pathogen-free water for the communities in remote and rural areas
which encounter water scarcity and abundant annual bright sunshine hours.

Keywords: solar distiller; water temperature; pathogens removal; rural areas; sun-tracking system;
cost-effective water production; water scarcity; SARS-CoV-2
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1. Introduction

The components of the environment and rich sources on Earth [1] which are essential
for humans include water [2], plant life [3], and animal life [4]. However, 3% of water
sources are fresh water and only 0.30% of that fresh water is surface water which is
accessible by humans [5]. Of the total available water on earth, 97% is salty [5–8], whereby
its consumption can cause health problems to human beings, such as hypertension, stomach
upset, and stroke effects [9]. Freshwater shortages are now affecting more than three billion
people around the world as the amount of fresh water available per capita has dropped
by a fifth over two decades [10] due to the impacts of climate change, global population
growth, and industrial developments which have resulted in increasing freshwater demand
across the strips of the globe [10–13]. It has become more difficult than before to obtain
safe, potable water for a healthy life [14]. The vast problems caused by the lack of potable
water and the transmission of waterborne diseases have been reported in some parts of the
world, particularly involving communities in rural areas [15–21], which have generated public
health distress. Around one in four people suffered from lack of safely managed drinking
water in their homes in 2020 [15]. A report by WHO/UNICEF in 2020 stated that 81% of
the world population have access to safe drinking water and about 1.6 billion people will
need to survive without hygienic drinking water by 2023 [15]. Based on the surveys from
45 developing countries, 82% of people who lack access to safe clean water reside in rural
communities, while the rest live in urban areas; meanwhile, 140 million hours are spent
daily by millions of women and children living in villages to collect water from distant and
often polluted sources, such as groundwater and natural water resources, for their day-to-
day water consumption [15,16]. The drinking of water from the above contaminated water
sources pose health risks to the villagers if consumed without any further purification [15–21].
Various types of pathogens—categorized as bacteria, viruses, fungi, and protozoa—which
are found in environmental sources (such as water bodies) are risky and could lead to
various diseases for living organs, particularly human bodies. Waterborne diseases—such
as cholera, dracunculiasis, infectious hepatitis, typhoid, bacillary dysentery, paratyphoid,
colibacillosis, giardiasis, salmonellosis, filariasis, cryptosporidiosis, and amoebiasis—are
mostly transmitted in contaminated fresh water due to pathogenic microorganisms in
water sources from flowing rivers, groundwater, and runoff water from rooftops, as mostly
consumed by the rural communities in Africa, India, and East Asia [20,21]. Skin keratosis
is caused by high concentrations of arsenic in groundwater as reported in some rural
areas of India, Pakistan, Nepal, and Bangladesh [17,19]. Many more bacterial and viral
diseases can be caused by contaminated water [21]. Infection by viruses in untreated
water—such as astrovirus, rotavirus, norovirus, and hepatitis A and B viruses—can result
in a higher rate of mortality for vulnerable groups such as children, the elderly, and
pregnant women, in which 6.3% of all causes of death in the world are attributed to the
consumption of unsafe water and inadequate sanitation [22]. It was estimated that every
year, one million people in developing countries could die due to contact with waterborne
diseases [20–22]. In countries such as India, Bangladesh, Pakistan, and Nepal, there are
certain regions where the arsenic concentration is more than 10 times that of the WHO
drinking water quality standards of 0.01 mg/L [19]. In India alone, nearly 100 million
people are at a health risk due to arsenic-rich water [19]. Some of them are suffering
from arsenic-related diseases, such as skin burning and irritation, blackening of skin,
paralytic attacks, and early greying of hair. Thus, the quality of drinking water has to
be considered when evaluating the role of water in public health [20,22]. Reportedly,
there are a number of water treatment methods for Arsenic removal from raw water.
Oxidation reduction, adsorption, coagulation and precipitation, ion-exchange, membrane
techniques and biological treatments, vapor compression distillation, reverse osmosis, and
electro dialysis are some examples of desalination techniques which have been developed
and tested by various researchers [17]. However, these methods require electricity and
the observation of certain performance parameters on a steady basis; they also produce
hazardous waste that restricts the sustained performance of these technologies, especially
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in rural areas which have restricted access to electricity and skilled manpower [17]. Over
10,000 desalination plants which exist in the world produce about 18.93 million cubic
meters of treated water a day [23]. The required electricity for the above desalination
methods is generated from coal and fossil fuel combustion as input energy which has
contributed to the discharging of hazardous greenhouse gas emissions and increased
global temperatures, thus leading to climate change and threatening the lives of millions
of people on earth [24–26]. Meanwhile, some countries located in the middle east (e.g.,
Qatar, Lebanon, Iran, Jordan, Kuwait, Saudi Arabia, and UAE), South-East Asia (e.g., India,
Bangladesh, Nepal, and some parts of China), and Africa (e.g., Libya, Egypt, Algeria, Sudan,
Mali, Niger, and Nigeria), which are home to nearly a fourth of the world’s population,
have been facing extremely high levels of water stress and crisis recently [27]. All of these
countries enjoy high levels of average daily solar irradiance and receive about 3000 bright
sunshine hours annually [28]. Considering this, the application of solar energy to treat the
contaminated surface or groundwater and the production of clean potable water can be
used as an alternative to aid in eliminating water scarcity and stress issues for the local
rural communities of the aforementioned countries.

Solar distillation still utilizing only solar energy is one of the most reported cost-
effective, environmentally friendly, and sustainable water treatment technologies to supply
high-quality drinking water which are safe from poor water sources for rural, remote,
and coastal communities who lack access to other water treatment options [17,21,29–35].
Hence, the main aim of this work is to review the recent studies on performances of solar
dish concentrators (SDCs) with different configurations which are integrated with the
small-scale conventional solar stills (small absorbers) and a sun-tracking system. Specifi-
cally, the objectives of this work are to evaluate the capability of SDCs in the studies by:
(1) eliminating the waterborne pathogens, bacteria, as well as SARS-CoV-2 virus from
the absorbers water at the initial stages of the experimental work by achieving the initial
absorber water temperatures at about 70 ◦C instantaneously; (2) disinfecting the water
absorbers by increasing the water temperature to the boiling point and even at higher rates
in continuous durations in the experiments; and (3) enhancing the production of hygienic,
pathogen-free, and cost-effective fresh water for communities in remote and rural areas.

2. Performance of Passive Solar Desalination Still for Water Treatment

Solar stills are closed containers with different designs and configurations which are
mainly comprised of basin/bed to keep the contaminated water and a transparent cover of
the condensation to allow the sun’s rays pass through it and heat the basin water [32–36]
(Figure 1).
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The basic process of the hydrological cycle—namely, evaporation and condensation
phenomena—occurs inside a solar still between the surface water of the basin and inner
cover of the solar still in order to produce clean water [37]. Solar distillation stills are
categorized as passive and active solar stills [38]. The operation of passive solar stills
depends greatly on the available direct solar irradiance to heat the basin water, while
active solar stills are the similar to passive stills which are incorporated with additional
external heat sources and receive direct solar irradiances [30,38–42]. The daily productivity
of passive conventional solar stills (CSS) was investigated with different configurations in
some countries, such as Malaysia [30,31,43], Saudi Arabia [44], India [45–48], Japan [49],
Egypt [50,51], Jordan [52,53], Turkey [54] and Nigeria [21]; these productivity values
were generally low—i.e., less than 5 L/m2—due to failure in obtaining high basin water
temperature which resulted in low evaporation rates and thus, low amounts of water
production. Several researchers analyzed the quality of water produced by passive solar
stills. In 2003, Hanson et al. [29] designed, fabricated, and studied the performance of a
passive trapezoidal-shaped single basin single slope solar still in Southern New Mexico,
USA in order to evaluate the treatment of samples of local tap water, brackish ground
water, geothermal ground water, and diluted raw sewage. As proved in their study, 99%
of non-volatile contaminants (such as salinity, total dissolved solids (TDS), total hardness
(Caco3), electrical conductivity (EC), nitrate, fluoride), and 99.9% of E.coli and fecal coliform
bacteria were successfully removed from the studied raw waters using the aforementioned
passive solar distiller, and therefore it was concluded that the solar still produced high-
quality hygienic drinking water [29]. In another study in Malaysia, lake water samples were
treated using two passive glass (GSS) and polythene film (PSS) cover solar stills [30]. It was
observed in the study that through both PSS and GSS (Table 1), the quality parameters of
pH, TDS, salinity, nitrate, nitrite, iron, turbidity, and EC after the experiment were recorded
within the acceptable ranges of WHO standards for drinking water [55]. Hence, the use of
PSS was proposed as the economical means of production of healthy potable water for the
benefit rural communities [30].

Table 1. Performances of several passive solar stills after the treatments of contaminated surface
water [30], groundwater [17], and seawater [31] sample as recommended for the rural community
consumption.

Water
Quality Parameters PSS [30] GSS [30] SSSB [17] TrSS [31]

WHO
Standards

for Drinking
Water [55]

pH 6.51 6.53 7.14 7.7 6.5–8.0
Total dissolved solids

(TDS) mg/L 95 28 45 7.52 600

Total Arsenic (mg/L) —- —- ≤0.01 —- 0.01
Salinity (ppt) 0.1 0 Na 0.006 <0.25

Nitrate (mg/L) 0.6 0.4 0.74 —- <50
Nitrite (mg/L) 0.03 0.01 Na —- <0.05

Fluoride (mg/L) —- —- 0.02 —- 1.5
Chloride (mg/L) —- —- 10.99 —- 250
Hardness (mg/L) —- —- 33.81 —- 200

Iron (mg/L) 0.03 0.02 0.00 —- 0.3
Sulfate (mg/L) —- —- 0.72 —- 250

Turbidity (NTU) 1.37 0.92 Na —- <5
Electrical conductivity

(EC) (µS/cm) 52.5 15.66 Na 11.6 <250

In a study, a single-slope single-basin (SSSB) passive solar still was designed and
constructed, and then its performance for groundwater treatment was investigated in a
rural community area affected by high arsenic levels in India, namely Kaudikasa village [17].
It was perceived in the study that the parameters of pH, TDS, total arsenic, nitrate, fluoride,



Sustainability 2022, 14, 5442 5 of 27

chloride, hardness, iron, sulphate, and total coliform after conducting the experiment using
SSSB [17] conformed with the WHO drinking water guideline ranges [55], as given in
Table 1. In another study in Malaysia [31], seawater samples were treated using a low-cost
passive triangular solar still (TrSS), and the results showed that the quality parameters of
pH, salinity, TDS, and EC were also in compliance with the WHO standards of drinking
water [55] as in Table 1. The distillate water produced by the solar distillers is deficient
in minerals and fluoride concentration and therefore, some minerals and fluoride salts
may be added to the distillate [17] to be in accordance with the current requirements
as per drinking water quality standards which stated 1.5 mg/L in WHO, 2008 [55] as
the requirement of fluoride so that the produced distilled water can be consumed as
potable water without negatively affecting health. However, some recent studies [36,56–61]
expressed their concern that working water temperatures in passive solar stills play an
important role for the viability of various viruses and pathogens in the distillate due to
their transmission through vapor in solar stills. This is because water vapor was observed
at an extensive range of temperatures, and solar stills were able to produce distilled
water even at low working temperatures [36]. With various modifications of passive solar
stills, their maximum water temperature can reach up to 70 ◦C, and the temperature is
considerably higher in active solar stills due to the use of different external heat sources,
such as solar collectors, pre-heating, etc. [62]. However, in a study conducted by Parsa
et al., the initial working water temperature in the early experimental hours using most
passive and active solar stills was usually low, which was observed between 20 ◦C and
50 ◦C [61]. In another study conducted by Parsa S.M. [36], most solar stills, including
passive and active solar stills [31,39,40,42–44,46–51,53,63–73], had the productivity at low
working temperatures. The passive solar stills tested in Malaysia [31,43], Saudi Arabia [44],
India [46–48,64,65,70,71,73], and Japan [49], had their initial productivity in basin water
temperatures of 32, 35, 37, 35, 34, 33, 49.2, 18, 19.3, 25, 39, and 20 ◦C, respectively and
most the active solar stills investigated in Malaysia [39,40], India [42,63,66,68,71,72], Saudi
Arabia [44], Egypt [50,51], Jordan [53], Oman [67], and Iran [69] had their early water
production in water temperatures of 47, 49, 25.5, 18.9, 9.25, 25, 26.6, 49, 48, 36, 25, 34.6,
and 21.6 ◦C, respectively (Table 2) [36]. Generally, these results were obtained in the
beginning of their experiments at early morning hours, with exposure to the low rate of
solar radiation intensity [36]. In one study, the concentration of biological colonies in the
distillate water produced by a passive stepped solar still was extremely high [56]; while, in
another study, the presence of E. coli was noticed in the water produced by a passive plastic
type solar still [57]. Another study reported the capability of various pathogens of E. coli,
Klebsiella pneumoniae, and Enterococcus faecalis in transferring via vapor in a solar still [58].
The transmission rate of E. coli in water temperatures in the 30–35 ◦C range was found to
be higher than Enterococcus faecalis, while the transmission rate of Enterococcus faecalis was
higher than E.coli at the 40–45 ◦C and 50–55 ◦C temperature ranges [58]. As a thermally
resistant pathogen, Enterococcus faecalis was able to survive in water with temperature up
to 65 ◦C [58]. It was recommended that exposing all parts of solar stills to sunlight with a
high rate of radiation intensity throughout the experiment is also important to prevent the
growth of bacteria and pathogens in the produced water by solar stills [58–60]. However,
this recommendation is not completely practical due to some parts of solar stills possibly
failing to catch the solar intensity in early experimental hours (usually in the morning), and
the presence of pathogens in the productivity of solar stills seems to be unavoidable [36].
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Table 2. Initial produced water by some passive and active solar stills corresponded to their basin
water temperature [36].

Solar Still Type Modified/Incorporated with

Basin Water
Temperature

of the
Distiller (◦C)

Initial Productivity
(L/m2) of the

Distiller
Corresponded to

the Basin
Water Temperature

Countries/
Year of Experiment Ref.

Passive, double slope
Polythene film cover and

black painted Perspex
sheet basin

32 ◦C 0.01 L/m2 Malaysia/2014 [31]

Active, double slope Photovoltaic
modules-AC heater 47 ◦C 0.138 L/m2 Malaysia/2016 [39]

Active, double slope A photovoltaic
module-DC heater 49 ◦C 0.32 L/m2 Malaysia/2019 [40]

Active, single slope Hybrid PV/T with cover
cooling method 25.5 ◦C 0.08 L/m2 India/2018 [42]

Passive, double slope Black soil heat
absorption materials 35 ◦C 0.048 L/m2 Malaysia/2015 [43]

Passive, double slope Black painted basin 37 ◦C 0.15 L/m2 Saudi Arabia/2012
[44]

Active, double slope Two immersed AC
water heaters 49 ◦C 0.50 L/m2 Saudi Arabia/2012

Passive, single slope Fin and sand as heat
storing materials 35 ◦C 0.05 L/m2 India/2008 [46]

Passive, single slope Marble pieces in basin 34 ◦C 0.035 L/m2 India/2017 [47]

Passive, single slope Glass cover with
4 mm thickness 33 ◦C 0.04 L/m2 India/2016 [48]

Passive, tubular shape Polythene film
cylindrical cover 20 ◦C 0.02 L/m2 Japan, 2012 [49]

Passive, single slope 39 ◦C 0.07 L/m2
Egypt/2012 [50]

Active, single slope Vacuum tube collector and
stepped basin 48 ◦C 0.15 L/m2

Active, single slope A photovoltaic
module-Rotating shaft 36 ◦C 0.05 L/m2 Egypt/2005 [51]

Active, pyramid shape A photovoltaic
module-DC fan 25 ◦C 0.06 L/m2 Jordan/2012 [53]

Active, single slope Hybrid PV/T and flat plate
collector (FPC) 18.9 ◦C 0.08 L/m2 India/2018 [63]

Passive, single slope Porous absorber and
carbon foam 49.2 ◦C 0.10 L/m2 India/2018 [64]

Passive, double slope Multi wicks heat
storage materials 18 ◦C 0.062 L/m2 India/2017 [65]

Active, single slope PV/T 15 ◦C 0.04 L/m2 India/2010 [66]
Active, single slope Inverted absorber 34.6 ◦C 0.06 L/m2 Oman/2011 [67]

Active, single slope Hybrid PV/T and
heat exchanger 9.25 ◦C 0.0014 L/m2 India/2018 [68]

Active, single slope Reflectors 21.6 ◦C 0.0017 L/m2 Iran/2021 [69]
Passive, single slope 19.3 ◦C 0.03 L/m2 India/2006 [70]
Passive, single slope 12.2 ◦C 0.007 L/m2

India/2006 [71]
Active, single slope Flat plate collector (FPC) 25 ◦C 0.016 L/m2

Active, double slope Flat plate collector (FPC) 26.6 ◦C 0.032 L/m2 India/2011 [72]

Passive, single slope Micro coated and nano-ferric
oxide particles in basin 39 ◦C 0.13 L/m2 India/2020 [73]

Nowadays, another worldwide concern, as reported by Parsa S.M. [36], was the
presence of SARS-CoV-2 in the environment [74–78] which is able to survive in various
water bodies with 4 ◦C temperature, room temperature of 20–25 ◦C, and hot temperature
of 33–37 ◦C for 14, 7, and 1–2 days, respectively [75]. However, it was also reported that the
novel coronavirus is unable to survive more than 30 min at temperatures within the range of
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50–70 ◦C [74,75]. As recently noted, the water temperature in the basin of solar stills is one
the most crucial factors affecting the viability of waterborne pathogens and SARS-CoV-2
in basin water, vapor, and distillate of the solar stills [36]. Thus, the risk of transmitting
some pathogens and SARS-CoV-2 is higher in the produced water by the solar stills if the
productivity occurs at low initial water temperatures, i.e., within the ranges of 20–25 ◦C
and 33–37 ◦C [36] (Table 2). It is recommended that the best solution for treating water
using solar stills and preventing the transmission of pathogens and viruses is by increasing
the initial temperatures of water in the basin of solar stills instantaneously to 70 ◦C, and
then to the boiling point (100 ◦C). Next, the boiling point temperature is maintained until
the end of the experiment by integrating the external heat sources (such as external solar
heat collectors) to the small-scale conventional passive solar stills (small-scale CSS) called
absorbers or (boilers) with low water capacity. This will help to avoid the transmission of
waterborne pathogens and the viruses, particularly SARS-CoV-2, in the vapor and solar
still productivity during the pandemic. There are two types of conversion modes which
are incorporated into the passive solar distillation stills to enhance the water production; the
first mode is the solar flat plate collectors’ approach and the second mode is the application
of solar dish concentrator (SDC) [79]. In one study, the former type was used to increase the
solar still basin water temperature up to 100 ◦C; while the second one—which is composed of
an SDC, a focal absorber, and a sunlight tracking system—was used to enhance the freshwater
production of the passive solar desalination approaches by increasing the temperatures of
their boiler water to more than 100 ◦C [79]. As reported in the study, the thermal efficiency
of the SDC system is higher than the efficiency of the flat plate collector (FPC) system as the
receiver area of the SDC losses less heat temperature compared to the area of the FPC [79].
As mentioned previously, due to the recent concerns regarding the existence of waterborne
pathogens and SARS-CoV-2 virus in the solar still vapors and distillate which are produced
at low basin water temperature [36], one of the best alternatives is through the immediate
increase in the initial basin water temperature of small-scale CSS or absorber above 70 ◦C in
the early stages of the experiment. Other than that, it is also recommended that the absorber
water temperature can be increased to be higher than the boiling point in order to remove the
bacteria and viruses in the boiler. These methods can be employed by integrating the CSS with
the SDC and the sun-tracking system. As reported by several studies, a disinfection process
occurs during the continuous boiling process using the SDC system with the explosion of
the solution to the solar radiation ultraviolet waves [80–83]. The solar thermal parabolic dish
concentrators were also noted as one of the most cost-effective paths for renewable energy
to displace fossil fuels [84] which can be employed in producing freshwater for the rural
communities. The reason for incorporating a sun-tracking system to the SDC was to increase
the solar energy density at the focal point of the dish by reflecting most of the sunlight onto
the solar still through absorber. This approach could lead towards achieving higher water
temperatures [80–82,85,86], compared to the immobile solar reflectors which was reported to
be unable to increase the basin water temperature up to the boiling point and thus increase
the distillate yield significantly [87,88]. To ensure the specified accuracy and smoothness
of the SDC surface, Sinitsyn, S. et al., 2020 proposed a method of fan-shaped geometric
parquetting of the surface of a parabolic concentrator [89] and Panchenko, V., 2021 stated
that the overall efficiency of a solar module increased and the uniform illumination was
provided by using a composite concentrator (SDC) by concentrating the solar radiation on
the surface of the module [90].

2.1. Description of Solar Dish Concentrator (SDC)

Generally, an SDC is a parabolic-shaped device which is covered with mirror strips
to reflect and focus on the radiation of the sun towards a receiver or absorber mounted
on the focal point of the parabolic dish, as depicted in Figure 2 [82]. A dual-axis direct
current (DC) sun tracker system is required to maintain the orientation of the dish towards
the sun [79–82,85,86]. As shown in Figure 2, the parabolic dish is characterized by the
parameters of an aperture area, acceptance angle, rim angle, focal length, intercept factor,
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and the absorber area [91]. The curvature area of the dish that receives the sun’s rays and
reflects them to the absorber is called the aperture area (Figure 2). The acceptance angle
(θlim) is defined as the angular limit to which the direction of the sun passes from point A
to point B, and its rays deviate from the curvature, reflect on, and still touch the bottom
of the absorber that is mounted on the focal point (Figure 2), where point A and point B
symbolize the position of the sun in the sky. In order to use the sun-tracking system, the
acceptance angle from point A to point B must always be equal to 0◦ [82]. The rim angle
(ϕr) is the angle between the edge of the dish and the center of dish curvature from the
focal point (absorber) (Figure 2); meanwhile, the intercept factor (γ) is defined as the ratio
of the solar energy intercepted (cut off) by the absorber to the total energy that is reflected
by the parabola of the SDC [82].
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The mathematical general equation for calculating the solar dish/parabolic concentra-
tor (SDC) profile and the focal length (f ) of the parabola of SDC was described by Johnston
et al., 2003 [92] and Chaichan M.T. and Kazem H.A., 2015 [93] which is shown in Equation
(1) when the coordinates of the parabola vertex (the point at the intersection of the parabola
and its line of symmetry) is equal to (0, 0) (Figure 3).

y = x2/(4f ) (1)

where y and x are the depth and radius of the SDC parabola, respectively, and f is the
parabolic focal length (Figure 3) [92,93].
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Maximized basin water temperature up to the boiling point and minimized thermal
losses are among the advantages of SDCs compared to other heat sources which are coupled
with passive solar distillation stills [94,95]. To achieve the above objectives, the quality of
the SDC depends heavily on the quality of the reflecting surface; it is recommended that the
surface be made using aluminum and stainless steel sheets for ensuring cost effectiveness
and durability, as well as accuracy of the machining surface [94,95]. The solar still basin
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should be designed with small surfaces to ease its mounting at the focal point of the SDC
for absorbing most of the reflected sunlight [79–82,85,86,94–96] as received from the optical
concentration from tracking of the sun. As stated in a study, the typical temperature of the
small-scale absorber integrated with the SDC and a dual-axis sun-tracking system ranges
from 100 ◦C to 1500 ◦C [96].

2.2. Recent Findings on SDCs Integrated with Solar Stills
2.2.1. SDCs Integrated with Solar Stills and the Sun-Tracking System (STS)

The design and installation of an SDC that is integrated with a mini single-slope,
air-tight solar still is called a ‘modified receiver’ (boiler) (Figure 4). This approach was
presented and tested in a study [80] for the purpose of brackish water desalination under
the climate in Egypt, in which the SDC performance was compared experimentally with
the performance of a simple CSS. The dish-shaped concentrator (made of aluminum as
a point-focus collector with an aperture diameter, depth, and focal length of 100, 20, and
40 cm, respectively) was selected and covered with highly reflective glass mirror strips
(with 0.004 m of thickness) to reflect the intensity of the incoming solar insolation into the
boiler located at the dish focal point. A tracking system was applied to the SDC to track the
sun on two axes by using a 36 VDC tracking motor to move the SDC into the calculated
positions. This was carried out throughout the day to maintain the focus of the sun’s rays
to the boiler in improving its water temperature, thermal efficiency, and distillate yield
(Figure 4) [80]. The whole tracking system was powered by a 15 W amorphous silicon solar
photovoltaic module, charge controller, battery, and inverter (Figure 4) [80]. Brackish water
was preheated by a black hose which was exposed to solar irradiation throughout the day
and supplied to both trapezoidal-shaped boiler and CSS. The boiler with a basin surface
area of 0.046 m2 had small dimensions (with the length, width, height from back, and front
sides of 27, 16, 17, and 12 cm, respectively) to admit most of the reflected sunlight. The
trapezoidal-shaped CSS with the basin area of 0.5 m2 (with the high side and low side basin
walls of 44 and 15 cm, respectively) was covered with a 30◦ inclined glass sheet (Figure 4).
The experiments were conducted for nine hours, from 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. All of the
boiler surfaces which were exposed to the sunlight (mainly UV) received some radiation
from above as direct solar radiation, and most radiation of the sun’s rays was reflected
from the SDC surface to the sides and bottom surface of the boiler.
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This process appeared to prevent the growth of bacteria and waterborne pathogens
that could cause contamination of the distilled water [58–60] throughout the experiment.
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However, this process is not completely practical in any other types of passive and ac-
tive solar stills (CSS) which involve early experimental hours (usually in the morning)
(Figure 5) [36]. The study results also showed that the water temperatures in the boiler
were approximately 36–42 ◦C higher than the water temperatures in the basin of the CSS
throughout the experiment (Figure 5). This occurred due to the additional concentrated
sun’s rays hitting the sides and bottom of the boiler as received from the SDC, which were
about 230 w/m2 at 9:00 a.m. in the first hour of the experiment, 100 w/m2 at 12:00 p.m., and
600 w/m2 at 5:00 p.m. in the day (Figure 5); it was also because the direct solar radiation
intensity received from the top condensing surface of the boiler [80]. Meanwhile, the CSS
only received direct intensities of solar radiation from its condensing cover which is located
at the top (Figure 4). As can be observed from Figure 5, the starting (initial) brackish
water temperature of the boiler, which was integrated with the SDC without preheating
by the black hose, immediately reached 70 ◦C due to absorbing additional rate of solar
intensities as reflected from the SDC. This rate was much higher than the temperature of
the initial basin water of the CSS (which was recorded at about 45 ◦C) and solar stills in
other studies [30,31,42–54,63–73], as presented in Table 2. The boiler water temperature
increased to above 80 ◦C within an hour, reached approximately 105 ◦C at 11:00 a.m., and
then continued to generate steam with a temperature of 105 ◦C for a three-and-a-half hour
period until 2:30 p.m. Meanwhile, the maximum basin water temperature of the CSS was
recorded at 63 ◦C at 12:00 p.m. (Figure 5) under similar climatic conditions. The produced
steam from the boiler moved to a cylindrical tank, referred to as the ‘condenser unit’, that
was filled with cold water which would be converted to fresh water droplets and collected
in a graded container (Figure 4) [80].
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The study results showed that by integrating the SDC and small-scale solar still (boiler),
the water temperature in the boiler drastically increased to above 70, 80, and 105 ◦C in the early
experimental hours. This approach is seen as the most effective in removing any available
waterborne pathogens, bacteria, and viruses—particularly SARS-CoV-2—from the boiler
water and produced vapors while preventing the transmission of those impurities into the
distillate (Figure 5). This is because the range of temperatures from 50 ◦C to 70 ◦C is the limit
of the viability of waterborne pathogens and novel coronavirus, as recommended by several
studies [74,75]. It was also stated in the study that the increased temperature of brackish water
in the boiler by the SDC enhanced the amount of daily fresh water production, ranging from
0.65 and 0.55 L/h at 11:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., respectively (Figure 6) [80]. The boiler with SDC
produced maximum water of 6.7 L/m2 in a nine-hour period, while the CSS produced only
1.5 L/0.5 m2 within the same period [80].
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In another study, a stand-alone point-focus parabolic solar still (PPSS) coupled with
the sun-tracking system and a small-scale passive solar still as absorber or (boiler), was
designed and fabricated for purification of the seawater and brackish water in Tehran,
Iran (Figure 7) [81]. Salt with different masses (from 10 g to 40 g, with 5 g intervals) was
dissolved into each kg of water sample before being fed into the boiler [81].
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The above-developed stand-alone system (PPSS) is comprised of several items, includ-
ing a parabolic dish concentrator, a boiler mounted at the focal point of the dish collector,
two plate heat exchangers (to condense the steam generated in the boiler and increase
the brackish water temperature before entering the boiler, or the preheating process) and
a brackish water level controller in the absorber (Figure 7) [81]. A programmable logic
controller (PLC) was used to control the tracking motors to drive the SDC in two axes
for tracking the sun based on the calculated positions [81] (Figure 7). The boiler had a
receiving surface, which was as small as 0.031 m2 and made of CK45 steel alloy, and the
black chrome was coated at its bottom side to increase the absorptivity of the reflected sun’s
radiations [81]. The reflective area of the SDC was 3.142 m2 with the aperture diameter of
2 m and the focal length of 0.693 m, and it was covered with silver-backed glass segments
of 0.002 m thickness [81].

The study results showed that the initial boiler wall temperature (Ts) increased
abruptly to about 70 ◦C (Figure 8) due to the reflection of solar radiation into the small-scale
boiler [81]. All parts of the boiler were exposed to the sunlight in the early hours of the
experiment, and the SDC-boiler system performed to produce water at temperatures higher
than 70 ◦C, which is operative to prevent transmission of pathogens, bacteria, and viruses
from the brackish water into the vapors and condensed vapors [74,75]. The boiler wall
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temperature increased drastically from 70 ◦C to about 100 ◦C in a short period of 30 min
after the experiment started at 8:00 a.m. (Figure 8). Then it was maintained to reach above
100 ◦C (boiling point) for the remainder of the seven-hour experiment.
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The maximum total daily water production (Pd) was reported on 18 and 22 October
2014 with values of 5.02 and 5.11 kg per 7 h, respectively. Meanwhile, the PPSS system
was exposed to higher average solar radiation intensities ((Ib)ave, more than 630 W/m2) in
these two days, causing the boiler wall temperatures (Ts)ave to reach maximum average
values of about 140 ◦C and 150 ◦C, respectively. The highest average daily efficiency was
reported as 36.7% on 22 October 2014 due to the highest average solar insolation, average
absorber wall temperature, and total daily productivity [81]. However, it was reported
that the average temperatures of air (Tair)ave, wind speed (Vw)ave, and the salinity rates
fed in water samples did not affect the daily water production considerably [81]. Water
quality parameters of total dissolved solids (TDS) and electrical conductivity (EC) were also
measured for feeding salt water into the boiler and discharging brine and distilled water
from the boiler after the desalination process for the seven experimental days. As reported,
the values of TDS and EC ranges for the distilled water produced by PPSS were the lowest
and fell within the acceptable ranges of WHO standards for drinking water purposes [81].
The annual water production of the proposed PPSS system was calculated and stated as
2422.40 kg, while the cost of 1 kg of distilled freshwater produced by the system with an
SDC coupled to a boiler was analyzed and reported as USD 0.012; under the Tehran climate,
this cost was stated as sufficiently low and cost-effective for rural householders [81]. It
was recommended that the photovoltaic modules can be employed as a useful alternative
to supply power for the electrical components of the PPSS system, instead of consuming
electricity directly in order to reduce the direct electricity consumption per kilogram as
well as the operating costs of USD 6187.40 per year for the production of freshwater [81].

In another theoretical and experimental work [82], an SDC which was made from
recyclable materials and coupled with a sun-tracking system and a boiler (evaporator) were
designed, installed, and experimented for ground water and sea water desalination under
the Brazil climate, as depicted in Figure 9. A recycled satellite dish antenna made from
galvanized steel with two different aperture diameters (height of 68 cm and width of 62 cm)
was selected, mirrored via an electrostatic chroming method, and then used as an SDC in
the study [82].
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Figure 9. Sketch of a solar desalination unit of SDC coupled with a sun-tracking system [82].

Based on the experiment results as shown in Figure 10, an intermediate focal point in
a focal region of the SDC which was determined between two different focus points of the
reflected sun’s rays was achieved at the best focal length of 51.5 cm [82]. A two-axis sun-
tracking system was mounted on a steel tripod (1) and powered by two motors (2) which
rotated the SDC in 64 steps per revolution with 1.8◦ in each step programmed through the
control (3) (Figure 9) [82].
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Figure 10. Simulation of the sun’s rays (colored lines) as reflected from the two curvatures of the SDC
had different diameters from the absorber which is located at the focal length of 51.5 cm [82].

The study’s experiments were conducted from 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. for two months
(September and October) [82]. As illustrated in Figure 11, a borosilicate glass sphere-
shaped absorber called an evaporator absorber with the area of 0.1182 m2 and the storage
of 100 mL was filled with crushed basalt and coated with a matte black paint mounted at
the focal point of the SDC. Samples of ground water and sea water with similar sea salt
concentrations from 0% to 4% were pumped into the absorber from the storage tank (1).
Next, the sun’s rays’ reflections were focused onto the sphere-shaped boiler to heat the sea
water. Then, water vapor from the boiler passed through the copper tube with a length
of 30 cm for the first phase of the condensing process (2) and was directed from a 1.5 m
silicon tube for the second phase of condensation method (3) into the graduated container
to store the produced water (4) [82].
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Figure 11. Processes of pumping brackish water into the absorber (1), evaporated from the absorber
(2), and condensed in copper (3) and silicon (4) tubes [82].

As shown in Figure 12, two disk-shaped aluminum specimens, Specimen 1 and
Specimen 2 (painted matte black with the effective areas of 0.1611, 0.1108 m2, respectively)
which were located at the focal region of the SDC acted as solar radiation absorbers
and were tested theoretically and experimentally to determine their dynamic heating
temperatures [82]. The intercept factors (γ) of Specimens 1 and 2 were experimentally
investigated, analyzed, and recorded at 48.64 and 33.45 % respectively, which indicated
that these factors were dependent on their diameters [82].
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Figure 12. Relationship between absorbers’ diameters and their intercept factors [82].

The temperature of the smaller absorber (Specimen 2) reached the maximum value of
319 ◦C in 840 s which was maintained until 1800 s, while the larger absorber (Specimen 1)
experienced the maximum temperature of 198 ◦C at 1800 s which lasted until the end of
experiment, i.e., at 3500 s. These results are shown in Figure 13a,b) [82]. It was also reported
that the average boiling point temperature of the third absorber (called the ‘evaporator
absorber’, with an optical efficiency of 0.273 and intercept factor of 35.71%) increased from
98.10 ◦C without sea salt concentration to 99.66 ◦C with 4% of salt concentration [82] during
the desalination experimental works. This result indicated that a disinfection process
occurs during the continuous boiling process with the explosion of the solution to the solar
radiation ultraviolet waves [83]. It was observed during the study’s experiments that all the
three absorbers received ultraviolet waves (UV) of the sun’s rays from their top sides and
as reflected from the parabola of the SDC [82]. Thus, the reviews have proven the feasibility
of using SDCs coupled with smaller absorbers of Specimen 2 and evaporator with the
sun-tracking system in the study [82] for removing bacteria, waterborne pathogens, and
viruses since the high initial temperatures of the absorber water were achieved. The highest
yield of 4.95 kg/m2 day of distilled water was attained under the average solar irradiances
of 791 W/m2 without adding salt in the sample [82].
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Figure 13. Experimental and simulated dynamic heating of Specimens 1 (a) and 2 (b) versus the
values of solar radiation [82].

In a study conducted by Chaichan M.T. and Kazem H.A. in Baghdad, a solar distiller
(absorber/receiver) was integrated with an SDC to heat the saline water (Figure 14) [93].
Then, hot water was transferred to a conical distiller by a heat exchanger to produce
distilled water. The SDC had an aperture diameter of 1.5 m and a depth of 23 cm and the
conical distiller was layered with paraffin wax, called ‘PCM’, as thermal energy storage
material to expand the distillation process after daytime [93]. Aluminum foil was adhered
to the parabola dish surface for reflecting the sunlight to the absorber.

Sustainability 2022, 14, x FOR PEER REVIEW 16 of 28 
 

 

tilled water. The SDC had an aperture diameter of 1.5 m and a depth of 23 cm and the 
conical distiller was layered with paraffin wax, called ‘PCM’, as thermal energy storage 
material to expand the distillation process after daytime [93]. Aluminum foil was ad-
hered to the parabola dish surface for reflecting the sunlight to the absorber.  

 
Figure 14. Sketch of the SDC with STS integrated with an absorber (receiver) with a conical distiller 
with PCM [93]. 

The experiments conducted for four cases consisted of the SDC without STS and 
PCM as Case 1, the SDC with STS and without PCM as Case 2, the SDC without STS and 
with PCM as Case 3, and the SDC with STS and PCM as Case 4. Using PCM with STS 
(Case 4) gave the highest temperatures compared to other three cases, especially for the 
period after 2:00 p.m. (Figure 15). However, the obtained temperature for Case 4 did not 
reach the boiling point of brackish water as the reflecting layer adhered to the surface of 
SDC was made of aluminum foils and had lower sun’s rays reflectivity compared to the 
mirror. It can be seen that the water temperatures of the brackish water reached beyond 
65 °C at about 2:00 p.m., and reduced significantly after 2:00 p.m. following the decrease 
in solar radiation intensity. Although the initial working temperatures of the absorber in 
Case 4 were between 10 °C and 40 °C in the early hours of the experiment (Figure 15). 
However, in the results obtained from the experiments conducted in [80–82], the initial 
temperature of the absorber was above 65 °C and it increased drastically beyond the 
boiling point immediately in a short period of time due to using glass mirror as the cov-
ered layer of the SDC surface. This can be resulted from covering the layer of the surface 
of the SDC with aluminum foil which has a lower solar radiation reflectivity as compared 
to mirror strips. Thus, it seems that the SDC layered with aluminum foil is unable to in-
crease the absorber water temperature considerably (Figure 15) in order to remove bac-
teria, waterborne pathogens, and viruses due to the resulting low initial water tempera-
tures in the absorber. Thus, it can be seen from the above results that the reflectivity of the 
cover layer of the SDC surface has a vital role in increasing the initial temperature of the 
brackish water in the absorber significantly. 

Figure 14. Sketch of the SDC with STS integrated with an absorber (receiver) with a conical distiller
with PCM [93].

The experiments conducted for four cases consisted of the SDC without STS and PCM
as Case 1, the SDC with STS and without PCM as Case 2, the SDC without STS and with
PCM as Case 3, and the SDC with STS and PCM as Case 4. Using PCM with STS (Case
4) gave the highest temperatures compared to other three cases, especially for the period
after 2:00 p.m. (Figure 15). However, the obtained temperature for Case 4 did not reach the
boiling point of brackish water as the reflecting layer adhered to the surface of SDC was
made of aluminum foils and had lower sun’s rays reflectivity compared to the mirror. It can
be seen that the water temperatures of the brackish water reached beyond 65 ◦C at about
2:00 p.m., and reduced significantly after 2:00 p.m. following the decrease in solar radiation
intensity. Although the initial working temperatures of the absorber in Case 4 were between
10 ◦C and 40 ◦C in the early hours of the experiment (Figure 15). However, in the results
obtained from the experiments conducted in [80–82], the initial temperature of the absorber
was above 65 ◦C and it increased drastically beyond the boiling point immediately in a
short period of time due to using glass mirror as the covered layer of the SDC surface. This
can be resulted from covering the layer of the surface of the SDC with aluminum foil which
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has a lower solar radiation reflectivity as compared to mirror strips. Thus, it seems that
the SDC layered with aluminum foil is unable to increase the absorber water temperature
considerably (Figure 15) in order to remove bacteria, waterborne pathogens, and viruses
due to the resulting low initial water temperatures in the absorber. Thus, it can be seen
from the above results that the reflectivity of the cover layer of the SDC surface has a vital
role in increasing the initial temperature of the brackish water in the absorber significantly.
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Figure 15. Variations of brackish water temperature versus time for the four studied cases [93].

In another study conducted by Bahrami et al., 2019 in Yasouj University, Iran, an SDC
with an aperture diameter of 2.0 m integrated with an STS to reflect the solar radiation into
an evaporator tank mounted on its focal point with a focal length of 1.4 m was designed,
installed, and tested to desalinate saltwater (Figure 16) [97]. The evaporator had a base
area of 0.2 × 0.2 m and saltwater in the range of 1.0 to 10 kg was fed into the evaporator
during the experiment and maintained with the use of a float level controller (Figure 16).
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Figure 16. (a) Detailed sketch and (b) photograph of the experimental set up of the SDC and
evaporator performed in Iran [97].

It has been stated by Bahrami et al. that the total amount of the produced distilled
water increased from 11.5 to 50 kg by increasing the aperture diameter of the SDC from 1.5
to 3.0 m, respectively, and it increased twice while the optical efficiency of SDC increased
from 0.5 to 0.8. The amount of produced water was also increased by more than double
when the reflectivity of the evaporator base decreased from 0.7 to 0.4 [97]. They have also
reported that the saltwater in the evaporator boils at earlier time for an SDC with larger
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aperture diameter. An SDC with an aperture diameter of 3.0 m was able to boil 8 kg of
saltwater with a salinity rate of 30 (g salt/kg water) after about 20 min, while this took
about 40 min for an SDC with a diameter of 2.0 m [97]. As depicted in Figure 17, the SDC
with a diameter of 2.0 m was reported to boil 6.15 kg of saltwater with a salinity rate of
20 (g/kg) in the evaporator in a period of 1.0 h when the distillation process started from
11:40 a.m. and maintained the boiling point until 3:30 p.m. This highlighted that an SDC
with larger aperture diameter [97] and smaller absorber area [82] is capable of reflecting
more of the sun’s rays to the evaporator (absorber) to reach the highest initial temperature
and the boiling point in a shorter period.
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2.2.2. SDCs Integrated with Solar Stills without the Sun-Tracking System (STS)

In India, several studies investigated the performance of passive solar stills heated
by SDCs and additional phase-change materials (PCM) in the still’s basin using the cover
cooling techniques, without employing the sun-tracking system [98,99]. In one of the
studies [98], two passive single-slope solar stills (SSSS) were designed and fabricated,
whereby each was mounted on a focal point of a fixed SDC (Figure 18) and stored the
heat at their basins using six PCM copper balls filled with paraffin wax (Figure 19a,b);
meanwhile, the cold water flow technique was employed at the top cover of one of the
solar stills to improve the condensation rate. A black painted hemispherical copper bowl
(with a diameter of 0.22 m and a thickness of 4 mm) was separately attached to each basin
bottom of the passive SSSS mounted on the focal point of the SDC, which acted as receivers
of the sun’s rays’ reflections to heat the basins water. Six hollow copper balls (each with a
thickness of 1.2 mm, as in Figure 19a,b) filled with paraffin wax were used in the absorber
of each solar still as the PCM. The balls acted as a heat source for the absorber water to
maintain its temperature during the afternoon—i.e., when the solar irradiances started to
decrease—and then continued to produce fresh water after sunset [98].

The performance of each solar still was strongly dependent on the intensities of solar
absorption by the hemispherical copper bowl absorber from the concentrator, and the PCM
balls located in the basin [98]. The temperatures of initial basin water temperatures in
the early hours of the experiments with the solar stills with PCM and SDC using the top
cover cooling techniques (with water flow rates of 40, 50, 60, 80, and 100 mL/min) were
observed at 40, 43, 47, 47, and 48 ◦C at 9:00 a.m. and 56, 56, 56, 57, and 56 ◦C at 10:00 a.m.
respectively; meanwhile, the temperatures recorded were 43 ◦C and 56 ◦C at 9:00 and
10:00 a.m., respectively, for the experiments without any water flow on the top cover [98].
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Figure 19. (a) Photograph of PCM copper balls used in a hemispherical SSSS; (b) sketch of a hemi-
spherical SSSS with PCM balls in bowl-shaped copper basin while receiving the sun’s rays from a
fixed SDC [98].

As depicted in Figure 18, most parts of the solar still in the study included the top
cover, basin bottom, and the sides which were exposed to the UV of solar radiation in
the experiment from morning to evening [98], ranging from 580 to 1050 W/m2. However,
flowing water on the top cover and water droplets on the inner side of the solar still’s
cover reduced the inputs of the solar radiation to the basin water. Furthermore, as can
be observed, there was a lack of coating of the mirrored layer on the SDC surface and
no system to track the directions of the SDC and solar still towards the sun and to use
the solar still to absorb the reflected sun’s rays at a larger scale. As stated by Arunkumar
et al., 2015, there were lower initial (ranging from 40 ◦C to 56 ◦C) and maximum (ranging
from 92 ◦C to 88 ◦C) basin water temperatures and lower total yield (ranging from 3.557 to
3.80 L/m2.day) in the solar stills throughout the experiment [98], compared to the use of
solar stills with SDC, sun tracker system, and mirrored surfaces in other studies [80–82].
Meanwhile, as noted in other studies [36,74,75], it seems infeasible to produce water under
low basin water temperatures with the use of solar stills coupled SDC and without the
sun-tracking system [98], particularly in terms of removing bacteria, waterborne pathogens,
and viruses due to the resulting low initial water temperatures (ranging 40 ◦C to 56 ◦C) in
the basins of solar stills.

Another experimental study in India designed and fabricated a triple-basin solar
distiller (TBSS) mounted on a focal point of an SDC [99]. Without engaging a sun-tracking
system, it was heated by heat storing materials comprised of four triangular hollow fins
filled with river sand (RS) and charcoal (CHAR) in the basins of the distiller which were
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exposed to the direct solar irradiances [99]. As depicted in Figure 20, a cover cooling
(CC) approach using water with different flow rates (20 to 40 mL/s with the intervals
of 5 mL/s) was also employed to decrease the still cover temperature and increase the
condensation rate [99].
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Figure 20. Photograph of a triple basin solar distillation still coupled with an immobile SDC [99].

As shown in Figure 21, the TBSS performed as an absorber whereby its three basins
consisted of three basins (lower, middle, and upper basins) acting as an evaporator in the
study [99]. Meanwhile, a trapezoidal-shaped glass casing (made of 4 mm thick window
glass) was used as the condenser cover and placed at the top of the SDC (with a focal length
of 50 cm) with no sun-tracking system to absorb the reflected sun’s rays and direct solar
intensities. The SDC had a diameter of 1.25 m and was made from a polished aluminum
sheet with a thickness of 1 mm. The TBSS evaporator had an overall size of 0.3 × 0.36 m
with a height of 0.33 m, while the three basins had a vertical gap of 0.12 m from each other
to allow the water vapor to be directed into the inner surface of the condensing cover, as
illustrated in Figure 21 [99]. The TBSS cover was constructed with the size of 0.4 × 0.46 m2,
heights of 0.4 m and 0.47 m at two different sides, and a 10◦ incline at the top. A plastic
pipe with a diameter of 0.032 m and length of 0.46 m was punctured at regular intervals
and then installed at the top of the outer surface of the condensing cover in order to cool
the cover and maintain a uniform flow of water that was pumped over the outer glass of
the condensing cover surface [99].
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The water temperatures in solar still basins of the TBSS, which was filled with charcoal
and coupled with SDC without the sun-tracking system, were found to be 36 ◦C and
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57 ◦C at the early experimental hours of experiment—i.e., at 9:00 a.m. and 10:00 a.m.,
respectively. As a result, about 0.30 kg/m2 water was produced in the first hour of the
experiment, as illustrated in Figure 22 [99]. These values are within the critical ranges for
the transmission of pathogens and viruses in the produced water, as reported by several
studies [36,74,75]. However, all parts of the TBSS were exposed directly to the reflected
UV radiation of the sun. Hence, the competency of the TBSS which was coupled with
SDC without a sun-tracking system as used in the study [99] seems to be impractical to
remove bacteria, waterborne pathogens, and viruses. This was due to the water production
at low basin water temperatures—i.e., ranged between 36 ◦C to 57 ◦C—as stated in other
studies [36,74,75].
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2.3. Cost Per Liter (USD) of Small-Scale Passive Solar Stills (Absorbers) Integrated with SDCs

In order to evaluate the economic benefits of passive solar stills (absorbers) integrated
with SDCs for the remote and rural communities, it is essential to consider the cost per liter
of the SDC distillation systems and their comparison against other passive and active solar
stills. Previous studies revealed that the cost per liter (USD) of the small-scale solar stills
(absorbers) coupled with SDCs and the sun-tracking system were USD 0.028 and 0.012 [80,81]
and without the sun-tracking system were USD 0.0085 and 0.084 [98,99], respectively. As
indicated in Table 3, these values were lower than the cost per liter of some conventional
passive, and also active, solar stills used in several other studies [40,46,100–105]. Subsequently,
the maximum water yields of the solar stills with both SDC and the sun-tracking system [80]
and without the tracking system [99] were found to be higher than the maximum water
production of passive and active solar stills tested in other studies [40,46,100–105] (Table 3).
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Table 3. Cost per liter (USD) and maximum daily yield of the passive solar absorbers coupled with
SDCs and the sun-tracking system in comparison with some other passive and active solar stills.

Types of Solar Still
Maximum

Daily Water
Production (L/m2)

Cost per
Liter (USD)

CSS with SDC with sun-tracking system and vapor
condensing technique, Egypt [80] 6.70 0.028

CSS with SDC with sun-tracking system (PPSS) and
vapor condensing method, Iran [81] 3.56 0.012

CSS with SDC with sun-tracking system and water
heater/PV modules, Egypt [106] 13.63 0.25

SDC integrated with an evaporator and solar tracking
system, Iran [97] 6.5 NA

Triple-basin solar still with SDC, charcoal in basins
and cover cooling method without sun-tracking

system, India [99]
16.94 0.084

SSSS with SDC, PCM balls, and cover cooling method
without sun-tracking system, India [98] 3.80 0.0085

Conventional passive solar still, Egypt [80] 3.00 0.048
Conventional passive solar still, PSS, Malaysia [40] 3.21 0.015

Passive solar still (PSS) coupled with a PV module-DC
heater, ACSS, Malaysia [40] 4.36 0.045

Single slope passive solar still, Pakistan [104] 3.25 0.063
Single slope hybrid (PV/T) active solar still, India [102] 1.91 0.14

Passive solar still coupled with a flat plate
collector, Jordan [100] 4.69 0.103

Fin-type passive solar still, India [46] 4.00 0.054
Passive solar still with wick and fin in the

basin, India [101] 4.06 0.065

Stepped passive solar still with fins and sponges in the
basin, India [103] 3.03 0.064

Passive solar still with a shallow solar
pond, Egypt [105] 4.65 0.08

3. Discussion

The limit of water temperatures ranging from 50 ◦C to 70 ◦C was reported as appro-
priate for the viability of some waterborne pathogens, bacteria, and viruses—particularly
SARS-CoV-2—in water bodies [74,75]. The vast public health concern was pertaining
to the existence of the aforementioned impurities during the pandemic, particularly
SARS-CoV-2, in distilled water produced by passive and active solar stills, recently high-
lighted in previous studies [31,36,39,40,42–44,46–51,53,63–73], in which the solar stills were
found to be able to generate the distillate in low initial operating water temperature. As
can be observed from the reviews, using SDCs coupled with small-scale passive solar stills
(i.e., absorbers or boilers) [80–82,97] and the sun-tracking systems could lead to drastic
and instant increases in the initial water temperatures in the boilers until above 70, 80, and
105 ◦C in the early experimental hours. This was due to the high rates of the reflected sun’s
rays and heat from the SDC’s mirrored surfaces onto the boiler outer surfaces, which is
recommended as one of the most effective ways for removing any available waterborne
pathogens, bacteria, and viruses—particularly SARS-CoV-2—from the absorber water in
order to prevent the transmission of those impurities into the distillate.

However, initial basin water temperatures in the absorbers—which are coupled with
SDCs, but without the sun-tracking systems as experimented in several studies [98,99]—were
lower than 50 ◦C in the beginning of the experiments. Such conditions are an important factor
for the viability and survival of water borne pathogens and viruses in the basins water and
distillates, as noted by other studies [36,56–60].

Furthermore, as seen from the experimental works on the SDCs integrated with
absorbers and sun tracking devices [80–82,97], all parts of the absorbers were exposed to
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the sunlight (mainly ultraviolet waves (UV)) and received direct radiation at the top surfaces
and the reflected sun’s radiation at the bottom and sides from the parabola surface of the
SDCs throughout the experiments. Exposing all parts of the solar stills to the sun’s rays is an
efficient technique to prevent the growth of bacteria and pathogens in the distillate [58–60].
However, this method was not completely practical in the use of any other types of passive
and active solar stills because the sun’s rays were only received from the top condensing
cover surfaces in the early experimental hours [21,29,31,39,40,42–44,46–51,53,63–73].

It was also stated in another theoretical and experimental study [80–82] that the ab-
sorbers with smaller surfaces areas and lower water capacity have experienced greater
water temperatures, as compared to those with larger surfaces areas [97–99], when the
SDCs and the boiler were used under the hourly sunlight periods. The water temperature
of the small-scale absorbers coupled with SDCs and the sun-tracking systems as reported
in several studies [80–82] increased drastically from about 70 ◦C to above 100 ◦C (i.e., the
boiling point). The maximum values were achieved at 105, 150.7, and 319 ◦C, respectively,
within a few minutes in the early morning after the daily experiments began, and then the
condition was maintained for several hours until the evening. This indicated that a disin-
fection process occurred during the continuous boiling processes in the absorbers due to
the explosion of the solution onto the solar radiation ultraviolet waves [83]. It was obtained
from the results of the above studies [80–82,93,97] that an SDC with largest aperture diame-
ter, greatest optical efficiency, and reflectivity with STS integrated with an absorber with
smallest area and lowest reflectivity had a vital role in increasing the initial temperature of
the brackish/saline water in the absorber around 70 ◦C, maintaining the water temperature
beyond the boiling point and enhancing the amount of distillate significantly.

On the other hand, other studies [87,88,98,99] reported that solar stills with immobile
solar reflectors were unable to significantly improve basin water temperature to reach the
boiling point.

Furthermore, as reported in several studies [80–82], small-scale absorbers coupled with
SDCs and dual-axis sun-tracking systems had better performance and were more effective
in obtaining higher productivities with lower cost per liter, compared to passive and active
solar stills investigated by others [40,46,100–105]. This was due to the resulting higher aver-
age water temperatures of the absorbers. Nevertheless, solar stills integrated with immobile
SDCs and heat storage materials in their basins [98,99] had higher water productivities and
lower costs per liter compared to the mobile SDCs—distillation systems [80–82]. Despite
this, low initial absorber temperatures of the absorbers are highlighted as a public health
concern in terms of preventing the transmission of pathogens and viruses into the distillate.

4. Conclusions

Based on the above reviews and discussions, SDCs with mirrored surfaces and sun-
tracking systems were seen as capable of increasing the initial water temperature of the
integrated small-scale absorbers until exceeding 70 ◦C. Furthermore, continuous increase
in the absorbers’ wall temperatures beyond the boiling point until the end of the oper-
ation is also recommended as another efficient technique to demolish the waterborne
pathogens and viruses, especially SARS-CoV-2, at the same time to prevent transmitting
these impurities to the produced water during the pandemic. Smaller scale absorbers
were found to be more effective in terms of the SDC’s surfaces’ ability to absorb more
heat from the reflected sun’s rays, compared to those with larger areas. SDCs with and
without the sun-tracking systems (STS) produced greater amounts of freshwater at a lower
cost compared to the other previous passive and active solar stills. An SDC with larger
aperture diameter, greater optical efficiency, and reflectivity with the STS integrated with
an absorber with smaller area and lower reflectivity was perceived to be more operative
in increasing the initial temperature of the brackish/saline water in the absorber around
70 ◦C, maintaining the water temperature at the boiling point during sunshine hours and
enhancing the amount of distillate significantly. SDCs with the STS were more effective
than the immobile and non-sun tracking SDCs in terms of obtaining higher operating
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absorber temperatures. Therefore, SDCs which are integrated with small-scale absorbers
and sun-tracking systems are recommended as a cost-effective and reliable alternative
of an impure water treatment system that can produce hygienic and pathogen-free fresh
water, particularly during the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic, for the benefit of the communities
in remote and rural areas—including those located in the Middle East, South-East Asia,
and Africa—which are suffering from water scarcity and have abundant annual bright
sunshine hours.
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