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	Comments:

1.
The introduction is clear but should be shortened and focused more on mercury exposure rather than general e-waste information.

2.
The sample size is small, and the authors should better justify the number of participants included in the study.

3.
The cross-sectional design should be clearly acknowledged as a limitation in the discussion.

4.
More details are needed on exposure assessment, especially whether other sources of mercury exposure were considered.

5.
The statistical analysis is limited to t-test and correlation; more robust analysis could strengthen the conclusions.

6.
The discussion should include more recent references on occupational mercury exposure and oxidative stress.

7.
Some statements in the discussion are speculative and should be supported with references.

8.
The English language requires revision for grammar and style.

9.
The conclusion should be more cautious and reflect the limitations of the study.
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