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IS typically reported in units of depth (e.g., in millimeters) just like precipitation, ulation that relies on surface water as
and is an areally-averaged quantity (i.e., average runoff depth over a basin). REGION thelr sole water source also increases.

Western Africa
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Composite Mean Annual Runoff in Millimeters Abstract: It is widely recognized that water is a crucial
Ingredient for economic development. But how does
water and wells) decreases.
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prevalence? And how is population distributed in more likely to have unimproved water
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