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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 topic of this manuscript is very important because it discusses the weaknesses of technology. Nowadays, many people rely heavily on technology. This manuscript attempts to make readers aware that technology cannot replace humans due to the absence of emotions, empathy, and personal experience. Therefore, as humans, we should continue to control and critically manage the use of technology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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 already comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript does not provide sufficient evidence to support its arguments. Therefore, the reviewer cannot scientifically assess the validity of the manuscript. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not yet. Only 6 out of 30 references are from journal articles. To be considered an interdisciplinary study (anthropology of technology, sociolinguistics, literary theory, and cultural anthropology), this manuscript needs to include more recent journal articles from these perspectives in order to adequately support its interdisciplinary approach.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers a new perspective on the weaknesses of technology, particularly the argument that technology cannot replace humans. However, the complexity of an interdisciplinary approach requires rigorous and in-depth analysis. Unfortunately, this manuscript fails to provide sufficient evidence and does not adequately analyze the data from the perspectives of the anthropology of technology, sociolinguistics, literary theory, and cultural anthropology. Moreover, the manuscript contains several redundant sections. For example, it includes Sections 2.3 Research Questions, 2.4 Delimitations of the Study, 2.5 Scope of the Study, 3 Results and Analysis, and 4 Discussion. It then repeats similar point in Sections 4.1 Research Questions Revisited, 4.2 Major Findings of the Study, 4.3 Limitations of the Study, and 4.4 Scope for Further Study.
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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? 


	No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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