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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	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 study presents a practical and sustainable approach to enhancing the quality of wet-process phosphoric acid (WPA), a key input in fertilizer production. The proposed methodology, utilizing cost-effective solvents such as acetone and ethanol, not only improves the purity of ammonium phosphates (MAP/DAP) but also promotes resource efficiency—an essential consideration for modern agriculture and industrial cost reduction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title accurately reflects the study’s focus, though a more concise alternative could be: "Sustainable Purification of Wet-Process Phosphoric Acid for High-Purity Fertilizer Production."
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	The abstract effectively summarizes the key findings but should explicitly highlight the solvent recovery process as an innovative aspect. Consider adding: "Organic solvents were recovered via vacuum evaporation, enabling multiple reuse cycles and reducing operational costs."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is well-supported by robust analytical techniques (XRD/IR), which validate the results. However, further discussion on the economic implications of P₂O₅ loss (11–14%) would strengthen the manuscript, particularly regarding industrial scalability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate and up-to-date. While no additional citations are necessary, the authors might consider referencing recent studies on agricultural applications of the produced fertilizers to better contextualize their impact.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is well-written and suitable for academic publication. Minor typographical errors (e.g., "phosphoric acio" in the title) should be corrected during final proofreading.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The X-ray diffraction data (Figs. 1–3) provide strong evidence supporting the conclusions. Including a schematic diagram of the purification process could enhance clarity for non-specialist readers.
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