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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.

	
	

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

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
	

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

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	


This manuscript presents a comprehensive and theoretically ambitious analysis of the “algorithmic society” and its implications for the epistemic foundations, theoretical orientations, and future role of sociology. The author argues that the expansion of artificial intelligence, algorithmic governance, and computational infrastructures has generated a profound epistemic disruption that requires sociology to undergo an epistemic realignment in order to remain intellectually relevant and socially consequential.
The manuscript is grounded in classical sociological theory, contemporary critical studies of AI and data capitalism, and decolonial perspectives, with particular attention to Global South interventions. Overall, the paper demonstrates a high level of scholarly maturity and interdisciplinary engagement. 
Below are some of my comments that will improve and increase the strength of this chapter :
1. While theoretically rich, some sections rely heavily on abstraction. Selective use of concise empirical illustrations would enhance conceptual clarity without undermining the theoretical nature of the paper.
2. The author should include a short paragraph clarifying that the manuscript is a theoretical and critical conceptual analysis, outlining (its analytical scope, its non-empirical nature, and its intended theoretical contribution) . Such clarification is consistent with best practices in theoretical sociology .
3. The discussion section is relatively long and occasionally reiterates arguments already developed earlier. The conclusion, while conceptually strong, could be more concise and forward-looking. Streamlining minor repetitions and strengthening the conclusion as a synthetic and prospective section would improve structural balance. 
4.   The language is scholarly, precise, and appropriate for an international academic audience. Some sentences are lengthy and dense; minor stylistic editing would enhance readability. Overall, the manuscript meets the linguistic standards of high-impact journals.
5. The references are strong,   and highly appropriate for a high-level theoretical manuscript. The required improvements are supplementary, not fundamental, and aim to: (increase the textual weight of the references, enhance their relevance, and achieve complete formal consistency). 
The number of publications after 2023 is limited, despite the rapid growth of literature in the field of artificial intelligence.
The bibliography should be updated with publications from 2024–2025, particularly on: (AI governance ,Algorithmic regulation , and Public sociology and AI)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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