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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.

	The manuscript addresses a highly timely and consequential transformation of social life driven by AI and algorithmic governance. It makes a strong contribution by positioning sociology not merely as an observer of algorithmic systems but as a discipline requiring epistemic reconstruction. The emphasis on epistemic realignment, non-human agency, and Global South interventions broadens existing debates and advances sociological theory beyond Eurocentric and techno-deterministic frameworks. The work is particularly valuable for scholars in sociology, science and technology studies, critical data studies, and AI ethics.
	

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

	yes
	

	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 largely comprehensive and accurately reflects the scope, arguments, and theoretical orientation of the manuscript. It clearly identifies the problem, conceptual contribution, and methodological stance. However, it could benefit from briefly signaling the empirical illustrations or case-based discussions included in the manuscript to strengthen clarity. The abstract may also be slightly condensed by reducing repetition around epistemic realignment while retaining its core claims.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound within its theoretical and conceptual orientation. The arguments are internally consistent and well-grounded in established sociological, philosophical, and critical AI scholarship. Key concepts such as algorithmic governance, epistemic disruption, and data colonialism are used accurately and coherently. No major conceptual or factual inconsistencies are evident.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is extensive, relevant, and largely up to date, with strong representation from critical algorithm studies, sociology, and political economy. Recent and authoritative works are included, particularly from 2018 onward. The references sufficiently support the manuscript’s claims. Additional engagement with recent policy-oriented AI governance literature or interdisciplinary empirical studies could further strengthen the breadth, but the current list is already robust.
	

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

	

The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, conceptually precise, and appropriately formal. Minor issues include occasional long sentences and dense phrasing, which may affect readability but do not impede comprehension. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates a high level of academic English proficiency.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript is ambitious, theoretically rich, and well-positioned for an interdisciplinary academic audience. Its strong normative stance and Global South focus distinguish it from more technocentric accounts of AI and society. The chapter reads more as a major theoretical intervention than a conventional empirical study, which is appropriate given its stated aims.
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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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