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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.


	The recovery of valuable metals from electronic waste, especially circuit boards from mobile phones, is a significant and up-to-date topic covered in this manuscript. Finding effective and ecologically friendly techniques for metal recovery is essential given the ever-rising volumes of e-waste generated globally. Selective leaching with biodegradable organic acids provides a sustainable substitute for conventional techniques that rely on hazardous chemicals. The findings provide insightful information for environmental management plans and industrial applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the scope.
	

	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 is generally well written and clearly summarizes the objective, methodology, main results and conclusion of the study. However, there are some errors, for example, replacing "Zi" with "Zn ". also, including quantified results in the abstract would strengthen its impact. In general, I propose to build a solid text instead of writing the abstract in a subparagraph.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is well described and clearly detailed, and the effects of leaching variables are experimentally tested. The results are well presented by figures and data tables. The discussion interprets the results in light of previous studies, and the conclusions are consistent with the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author uses good references relevant to the topic, however the references need to be updated (post-2020) to strengthen the literature context, here some can be included in the manuscript
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2023.08.199
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jiec.2025.04.020
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The English used in the manuscript is generally clear, but there are several areas where grammar, punctuation, and phrasing could be improved. I recommend that the authors seek assistance from a professional English editor or a native speaker to enhance the overall clarity and flow of the manuscript.
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