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Dear Dr. Josefa Ros Velasco,
Thank you very much for your careful assessment of our manuscript and for the constructive comments. We have thoroughly revised the manuscript and addressed all the points raised. The revisions have substantially strengthened the article's originality, contemporary relevance, engagement with scholarship, and overall coherence. Our point-by-point responses are provided below.
Comment 1: Clarify the article's original contribution.
Response: Thank you. We have revised the Abstract and Introduction to state the article's original contribution explicitly. The revised manuscript presents Heidegger's ontology as an integrated interpretative framework for digital existence rather than merely providing an exposition of his philosophy. We also clarify the article's specific theoretical contributions.
Comment 2: Develop the "contemporary reading" more substantially.
Response: Addressed. The contemporary dimension has been substantially expanded. The revised manuscript now provides detailed analyses of digital existence, algorithmic temporality, social media and das Man, digital authenticity, artificial intelligence, technological enframing, and human agency.
Comment 3: Engage more extensively with recent scholarship.
Response: Addressed. We substantially expanded and updated the literature and incorporated recent scholarship on Heidegger, phenomenology, ontology, digital culture, artificial intelligence, and the philosophy of technology. A dedicated section on contemporary Heidegger scholarship and research gaps has also been added.
Comment 4: Increase the dialogue with existing interpretations.
Response: Addressed. The revised manuscript engages more directly with existing interpretations and identifies limitations in approaches that treat Heidegger's major concepts separately. Our position is now more clearly distinguished through a systematic interpretation connecting Being, temporality, authenticity, anxiety, das Man, and technological disclosure.
Comment 5: Reconsider the section on Heidegger and existentialism.
Response: Addressed. This section has been substantially revised and integrated into the article's central argument. Rather than simply repeating the established distinction between Heidegger and existentialism, it now explains why interpreting Heidegger through fundamental ontology is necessary for the article's contemporary analysis of digital existence.
Comment 6: Reduce repetition throughout the manuscript.
Response: Addressed. The entire manuscript was carefully revised to remove unnecessary repetition, particularly concerning temporality, authenticity, anxiety, openness, and possibility. Transitions and section organization were also improved to strengthen the overall flow and coherence of the argument.
We sincerely appreciate the Editor's constructive comments. We believe that the revisions have significantly strengthened the manuscript and clarified its original contribution to contemporary Heidegger scholarship and the philosophy of digital existence.
Thank you for considering our revised manuscript. We hope that it is now suitable to proceed to external peer review.
With best regards,
The Authors

