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	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 manuscript by David and Yongjun (2024) makes a significant contribution to the scientific community's understanding of contemporary democratic trends and challenges.

 By employing updated metrics and cross-national analysis, the authors provide empirical evidence on the global state of democracy, identifying both areas of regression and resilience.

 The study enriches the discourse on democratic backsliding by integrating qualitative insights with quantitative data.

 It offers a robust framework that can inform and support future comparative studies in political science.

 This manuscript serves as a vital resource for scholars, policymakers, and institutions committed to understanding and safeguarding democratic governance in an evolving global context.
	

	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.


	Yes as it contain This text seeks to trace the intellectual threads that connect totalitarianism, its inversion, and the power of critical thinking in popular culture.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article presents a thoughtful and original interdisciplinary inquiry that brings together philosophy, political theory, and literature in a compelling way. Its integration of thinkers such as Sir Francis Bacon, Jürgen Habermas, Hannah Arendt, and Sheldon Wolin with the literary imagination of Ray Bradbury adds depth and complexity to its analysis of totalitarianism, public reason, and critical thinking. Furthermore, the interpretation of The Veldt serves as a powerful illustration of how fiction can function as a tool of political critique and cultural reflection, making the paper both intellectually rigorous and accessible to a broader scholarly audience. Overall, the article makes a valuable contribution to interdisciplinary scholarship by demonstrating how literature can enrich our understanding of political and philosophical ideas.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references in the article are both sufficient and well-chosen, offering a strong foundation for the interdisciplinary analysis presented. The inclusion of key figures such as Francis Bacon, Hannah Arendt, Jürgen Habermas, and Sheldon S. Wolin reflects a deep engagement with relevant philosophical and political thought. While the primary sources are largely classical or mid-20th century, their continued relevance in contemporary discourse justifies their use. The inclusion of Bradbury’s fiction as a literary lens adds originality and depth. For further enrichment, the author might consider incorporating more recent scholarship on digital culture or critical media theory—such as works by Shoshana Zuboff (The Age of Surveillance Capitalism) or Byung-Chul Han (In the Swarm)—to complement the discussion of technology and its sociopolitical effects. However, as it stands, the references support the article’s arguments effectively and demonstrate a solid command of the subject matter.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication for the following reasons:

1. Academic Tone and Vocabulary: The article consistently employs a formal and sophisticated academic tone, using precise terminology and conceptual clarity appropriate for scholarly discourse in the humanities and social sciences.

2. Coherent Structure and Articulation: The author demonstrates strong command over complex sentence structures and articulates nuanced arguments clearly, facilitating the reader’s understanding of intricate theoretical connections between literature, philosophy, and political thought.


	

	Optional/General comments


	 The manuscript presents an intellectually rich and interdisciplinary exploration that successfully bridges literature, philosophy, and political theory, offering valuable insights into contemporary issues of totalitarianism and public perception.

 The integration of Hannah Arendt’s political philosophy, Habermas’ theory of the public sphere, and Bradbury’s fiction is handled with depth and originality, contributing meaningfully to both literary and political studies.

 The focus on the cognitive dimensions of fiction and its influence on public consciousness is especially timely and relevant in today’s media-saturated society.

 The use of Ray Bradbury’s The Veldt as a case study is well-chosen and effectively demonstrates the theoretical concepts discussed.

 The paper could benefit from a slightly clearer articulation of its central thesis earlier in the introduction, but overall, the argument develops logically and coherently.

 The manuscript is well-researched and draws from both classical and modern sources, supporting its claims effectively throughout.

  Overall, this is a well-crafted and thought-provoking article that makes a substantial contribution to interdisciplinary scholarship and merits publication with minor refinements if necessary
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