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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	1. This manuscript presents a detailed explanation on the governance of E-wate in India including policies, practices and current scenario.
2. The manuscript has covered the issues of mishandling E-waste and its environmental impacts holistically.
3. Recent data on E-waste generation, disposal and recycling for different countries are precented.

4. Specific policies on E-waste management in some developed countries have been covered for a better comparison with Indian scenario.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	As the manuscript has focused on E-waste Governance, its management and environmental impacts widely, the title may be refined suitably to suit the content. 
Ex: The Mismanagement of E-waste Governance and its impacts on Environment and wildlife: A Global Perspective.
Else, a detailed elaboration on impacts on wildlife maybe included suitably to justify the title. 

	

	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 generic. 
It could be more precise by rephrasing and high lighting the comparative analysis, trends and scenarios of E-waste management or mismanagement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Data presented are scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. The references are recent.
2. References maybe cited properly in Introduction (page 1), Regulatory landscape (Page 2) sections and wherever feasible throughout.
3. The sources given in in List 1 table, must be cited appropriately in the text.

4. All references displayed in reference section maybe revised as given below or as per the Journal format. 
To cite the 2020 Global E-waste Monitor, use the following author and title: Forti, V., Baldé, C.P., Kuehr, R., Bel, G. (2020). The Global E-waste Monitor 2020: Quantities, flows and the circular economy potential. 
Instead of citing as follows.


 ‘Global E-Waste Monitor 2020’ (ITU) <https://www.itu.int:443/en/ITU-D/Environment/pages/spotlight/global-ewaste-monitor-2020.aspx> accessed 3 August 2025. 
5. Journal References are very less in the list of reference and maybe included appropriately. Some of the journal references are included here for your reference and consideration.
A. Nagajothi, P.G. & Kala, F. (2018). Electronic Waste Management: A Review. International Journal of Applied Engineering Research 10(68).

B. Nagajothi PG, Felixkala T. Compressive strength of concrete incorporated with E-fiber waste. Int J Emerg Technol Adv Eng. 2014;4(4):23–7. https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.13814.91207.

C. Vishnupriyan M, Annadurai R, Onyelowe KC, Ganasen N. Review on electronic waste used as construction materials-a scientometric analysis. Cogent Eng. 2023;10(2):2283307. https://doi.org/10.1080/23311916.2023.2283307
D. Sharma Pramila, Fulekar M.H. and Pathak Bhawana,” 2012, “E-Waste- A Challenge for Tomorrow”, Research Journal of Recent Sciences, 1(3), pp. 86-93.

	

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


	Yes. The content is explained clearly and understandable. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Good article. 
Recommending for publishing with Minor revision mentioned below.
Page 1, Introduction, 
– “E-wate” in 5th line to be deleted. 

– 3rd sentence and 4th sentence refers the same meaning and can be rephrased.
Page 2, Regulatory landscape
· Either of the one maybe used in the full text. Electronic waste or E-waste 

· Line 21. As it refers India, “the country” maybe used.
Page 3, line 7th line, hyphen maybe justified.

· List 1: Top E-waste generating Countries. Also base year of data presented maybe included for more clarity on generation rate.
Page 4, - The rate of recycling of e-waste has gone up in India, but almost 67% of e-waste remains unprocessed, which is really alarming.
 The rest is handled by the informal sector – Confusion on phrasing the sentence. Rephrasing will give more clarity. 

· Cell phones, laptops, televisions, and other electronic devices that are thrown are referred to as e-waste, or electronic garbage. Rapid technological advancements are causing hazardous and toxic materials to leak into the environment due to incorrect disposal, which can have a negative effect on animal life. - phrasing the sentence suggested.
· Degradation of Habitat: When e-waste is disposed off in open (Spelling error in “off”)
· Food and Water Contamination: Toxins from e-waste poisons fish and
Page 10, VII. conclusion : (Capital C Typo error)
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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