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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 provides useful information on the interdisciplinary relationship between the classical text and the modern day technology. The paper offers a useful example of how researchers can apply digital humanities tools, cross-cultural attitudes, to derive new meanings out of classic works of writing. It is the final result that literature is not a frozen object; it is an ongoing conversation that changes with every new technological and cultural change, which is why it can be of great interest to contemporary reader and scholars.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable and effective.
	

	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 interesting but not comprehensive and needs improvement for scholarly clarity. An abstract normally gives a clue on how the research is going to be conducted. The methodological approach is not even mentioned in the abstract. The description of the methodology would enhance the impact of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is interesting but needs structured analytical tone to meet the expectations of social science research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is sufficient and contains several topical, recent, and up-to-date sources of 2020-2023. Nonetheless, it contains some significant gaps. The greatest problem is that there were no source foundations on the core areas where the article purports to have addressed. As an example, no major theorists in digital humanities or globalization studies e.g. of N. Katherine Hayles or Arjun Appadurai,has been discussed, whose contributions have formed essential theoretical basis. Moreover, although, the article presents rather strong claims regarding the global classroom practices, the sources to back up these claims are rather weak, and may be reinforced with more specific and peer-reviewed case-studies related to literary journals. It would be very helpful to add a couple of crucial texts in these spheres so that the academic base of the paper could become more solid.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes. The language of the manuscript is suitable for a scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript could be a good contribution but the influence is sometimes spoiled by an over-informal style of writing and by basing its arguments on speculative assertions instead of systematic evidence. It can be a strong contribution with some major changes made to its language to tighten it and offer stronger support in its interpretations.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)
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