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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.

	This manuscript contributes to the scholarly community by offering an interdisciplinary critique of technological determinism in language, literature, and culture. Drawing on sociolinguistics, phenomenology, literary theory, and cultural anthropology, it clarifies the structural limits of technology in human meaning-making. The study foregrounds human agency, ethical judgment, and cultural context, challenging claims that technology functions as an autonomous agent. By situating the analysis within the Indian context, the paper adds a culturally grounded perspective to global debates on technology and the humanities.

	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the central argument of the manuscript. It clearly conveys the paper’s critical engagement with technological determinism while foregrounding language, literature, and culture as human institutions. The title is conceptually precise, theoretically grounded, and appropriate for an interdisciplinary audience in the humanities and social sciences.

	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and clearly represents the manuscript’s aims, theoretical framework, and central argument. It effectively articulates the critique of technological determinism and foregrounds language, literature, and culture as irreducibly human institutions. The abstract accurately reflects the interdisciplinary approach and cultural grounding of the study, and no additions or deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is methodologically and academically sound. The study employs an appropriate qualitative and interpretive research design aligned with its research questions and disciplinary framework. The arguments are theoretically well grounded, internally coherent, and supported by established scholarship across relevant fields. The conclusions logically follow from the analysis and remain consistent with the study’s stated aims and scope.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and appropriately balanced between foundational theoretical works and recent scholarship. The manuscript draws on established texts in sociolinguistics, phenomenology, literary theory, and cultural anthropology, while also incorporating recent studies (2024–2025) on digital technologies and artificial intelligence, ensuring contemporary relevance. The existing references adequately support the arguments and interdisciplinary scope of the study.
If further enrichment is desired, recent work on digital humanism and human–AI ethics (e.g., Floridi, Ethics of Artificial Intelligence, or Coeckelbergh, AI Ethics, 2023) may be consulted as supplementary reading, though no additional references are strictly necessary.
	

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

	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are fully suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, precise, and consistently academic, with well-structured arguments and appropriate disciplinary terminology throughout. The manuscript adheres to established conventions of humanities and interdisciplinary scholarship, and no substantive language revisions are required.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript presents a rigorous and well-argued interdisciplinary analysis of technological determinism in relation to language, literature, and culture. Its theoretical depth, clear structure, and sustained engagement with established and recent scholarship make it a valuable contribution to the anthropology of technology and the humanities. The integration of sociolinguistic, phenomenological, literary, and cultural perspectives—particularly within the Indian context—adds originality and scholarly significance. Overall, the study is intellectually coherent, methodologically sound, and suitable for publication with only minor editorial refinements, if required by the journal.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No, the manuscript does not raise any ethical issues. It uses only published literature and illustrative examples, with proper citation and responsible scholarly practice.
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