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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript provides timely and important contributions to sociological scholarship because it provides solutions to the epistemic crisis that Sociology is beginning to face due to the rapid expansion of algorithmic governance and AI driven decision making systems. By proposing a model for epistemic realignment, this chapter provides Sociology with a pathway to remain intellectually relevant while remaining focused on the core principles of interpretive depth, reflexivity, and critical power analysis that are the foundation of its scientific theory. One of the most important elements in this manuscript is that it places the Global South perspective at the centre of the discussion on AI Ethics, provides an avenue for challenging the ethnocentric discourse that is currently being shaped by Western values regarding AI Ethics, and provides a space for post-colonial context as places where new epistemologies and resistance to the status quo can be generated rather than merely as places where these values are imposed or experimented with technologically. The rewriting of the classical social theorists such as Durkheim, Weber, Marx, and Giddens provides sociologists with conceptual frameworks for analysing new forms of inequality, governance, and social organisation in the digital age. Therefore, this manuscript provides a vision of Sociology as being an active participant in designing the digital future of humanity rather than a passive observer of it, and provides theoretical and methodological guidance for sociologists seeking to navigate the convergence of computational systems and social life.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title—"Algorithmic Society and the Future of Sociology: Epistemic, Theoretical, and Global South Interventions"—is reasonably suitable and captures the manuscript's core themes.
	

	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 does a good job of laying out the paper's main point, theory, and goals. It makes the idea of epistemic realignment clear, mentions the Global South perspective, and says sociology should help shape the future of algorithms.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The theoretical and scientific credibility of this article is very high and it includes many potentially minor recommendations. However, as a result of minor revisions (add direct references for empirical claims, discuss counterarguments, and clarify terms) the manuscript can reach the highest level of academic scientific and theoretical sophisticacy possible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is large and contains a number of original texts by leading researchers in critical algorithm studies, surveillance capitalism, decolonial AI, and sociology. Nevertheless, it also raises some concerns about its more recent items not being as well represented, and what topics they are addressing. Most of the references available for this study come from 2014 through 2021. As AI has advanced dramatically over the last several years, including the rapid rise of generative AI and large language models since 2022, it is important to incorporate scholarship written from 2022–2025 to gain insight into these developments. Although there are references to works by Mohamed et al. (2020) and Mhlambi (2020), adding additional scholarship created by Global South scholars regarding specific regions (i.e., India, Africa, and Latin America) would support this aspect of the study. The study discusses Aadhaar, however there are no direct references or citations to any empirical studies that document the exclusionary impact that the Aadhaar program has had on individuals and communities. In light of the authors' emphasis on methodological pluralism, the authors should consider adding additional literature regarding auditing methodology to their references.
	

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

	The quality of the manuscript indicates a high degree of proficiency in English as well as a use of complex phrases which are typical within the field of academia. As such, the overall tone is quite formal but also very articulate and contains accurate, clear thoughts/images relevant to sociology. Nevertheless, there are certain aspects of the writing which require further revision in order to achieve the highest degree of clarity and grammatical correctness.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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