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PART  1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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.
	This chapter is significant for its exploration of how digital technologies are reshaping literary genres, storytelling practices, and reader engagement. The
discussion of e-books, audiobooks, and interactive media provides insights into the evolution of literature in response to technological advancements. The examination of hybrid genres like cli-fi and interactive fiction highlights the transformative potential of digital platforms. Its discussion of challenges and future prospects offers a balanced view, making it a valuable resource for researchers in education, literary studies, and digital humanities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title “Literary Genres in the Digital Age: Evolution, Adaptation, and
Innovation” is descriptive and captures the essence of the chapter.
	

	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 comprehensive, summarizing the chapter’s focus on digital transformations, their impact on genre conventions, and implications for authors and readers. However, the abstract could benefit from more specificity about the methodologies used or the theoretical frameworks applied. Including these details would strengthen its scholarly rigor.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, presenting well-researched arguments supported by recent developments in digital media and literature. However, some claims, such as the transformative power of interactive fiction, could
benefit from more empirical evidence or case studies to substantiate the depth of impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate, featuring foundational works (e.g., Jenkins, Hayles)
and recent studies. To be more updated, the inclusion of more recent works from
2021-2024 could enhance the manuscript’s relevance, particularly regarding
emerging technologies like VR and AI in literature.
	


 (
R
ev
i
e
w
 
F
o
r
m
 
3
)

 (
C
r
ea
t
e
d by:
 
DR
) (
C
h
ec
k
e
d by:
 PM
) (
App
r
ov
e
d by:
 
M
B
M
) (
V
e
r
s
ion:
 
3 
(
05
-
12
-
2024)
)

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is appropriate for scholarly communication, being clear and precise. Consequently, certain sections, such as the in-depth analysis of interactive fiction, could be streamlined to avoid redundancy (e.g., multiple mentions of Twine). Minor edits to enhance conciseness and flow would improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	•	The chapter excels in presenting a multi-faceted view of digital literature, discussing technological innovations, genre evolution, and reader engagement in depth.

•	The integration of examples like Twine and AO3 enriches the discussion, grounding theoretical concepts in practical applications.


•	Some sections, such as the discussions on cli-fi and interactive fiction, overlap with repeated information, which could be consolidated.

•	The challenges section could delve deeper into addressing digital preservation and quality concerns with specific strategies or examples.
Suggestions:

•	Introduce empirical case studies or statistical data to support claims about reader engagement and genre innovation.
•          Consider a more balanced discussion of algorithm-driven content creation, addressing potential benefits alongside the risks.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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