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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This research work discusses about the durability of dehydroxylated kaolin geopolymer concrete, and this research focused on five key parameters: activator/DHK ratio, sodium hydroxide-sodium silicate (SS/SH) ratio, sodium hydroxide concentration, curing period, and curing temperature. Furthermore, compared to traditional Portland cement concrete, DHKGPC exhibited slightly better durability, with a 2% lower water absorption rate, indicating enhanced resistance to water penetration and environmental degradation. In conclusion, DHKGPC’s optimized formulation presents a promising material for sustainable construction, with its improved durability and environmental benefits
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