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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.


	The paper offers an original framework for reorienting sociology in the algorithmic era through “epistemic realignment.” It contributes significantly to digital sociology, AI ethics, and decolonial thought, helping redefine sociology’s epistemic and moral role in technological governance.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but slightly heavy. A more neutral alternative is “Rethinking Sociology in the Algorithmic Age: Toward an Epistemic Realignment of the Discipline.” It better aligns with academic tone and avoids deterministic phrasing.


	

	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.


	Comprehensive but overly long. It effectively summarizes the scope and theory but should be shortened to ~200 words and include one sentence on the methodological stance (e.g., critical-theoretical synthesis and case analysis).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Conceptually and theoretically sound, integrating critical, decolonial, and sociotechnical perspectives. Minor improvement is needed in explaining how computational methods like algorithmic auditing can be systematically applied.
	

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

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


	Language is formal, fluent, and suitable for scholarly publication. Slight sentence simplification is advised to improve clarity and readability for interdisciplinary audiences.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A valuable, forward-thinking manuscript deserving publication with minor revisions. Clarify methodology, shorten the abstract, and optionally include a diagram of key concepts for stronger impact.
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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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