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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This paper intervenes in the current discourse at the convergence of art, artificial intelligence (AI), and posthumanist theory in an original and timely manner. Its a critical probing of the interaction between human and machine creativity in artistic activity, seen through the prism of pataphysics – speculative philosophy obsessed with contradictions and absurdities. For both scientific and artistic research, the paper provides a connection between conceptual aesthetics and computational creativity as part of an emerging interdisciplinary discussion. Its focus on distributed authorship and embodied making provides a welcome theoretical depth for both practice-based researchers, as well as those more generally in posthumanist theory and digital art.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title  is appropriate, precise and represents what the article is about. It directly communicates the focus of the study, i.e., creative collaboration between AI and humans and pataphysical frameworks.
	

	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.


	The abstract is thorough and well-organized for the presentation of study objectives, theoretical framework (Art Practice as Research), methodological plan, and conceptual findings. It makes the hybrid relationship of AI and human creation very plain.

Note, however that the abstract can be a bit better here.

Including an short comment on the implications or on research results rather than solely the theoretical justification.

Simplifying a number of convoluted sentences to make it more accessible to non-experts.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically and conceptually adequate, it follows the standards of practice-based method in arts. The discussion has a very solid theoretical context (Braidotti, Haraway, Ferrando) and the methodological approach (APaR) coherent and well-performed. The cases are persuasive and well-grounded in scholarly sources and they further the discourse of posthumanist theory within art practice.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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