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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 study can be seen as important in terms of bringing literary genres and works that are the cultural heritage of an underrepresented tribe to the agenda and trying to preserve this heritage in a scientific context. By documenting and analyzing their oral traditions, especially oppari songs, this study offers the possibility to protect these intangible cultural assets from the threat of extinction. The title of the study suggests that the study will not only contribute to the fields of anthropology and folklore studies, but also offer a valuable perspective on the intersection between technology and cultural sustainability, yet the term “digital storytelling” is not mentioned except in the abstract. This shows that the title and the summary section are not in integrity with the whole text. In other words, the paper lacks unity and coherence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title used in the paper, “Digital Storytelling: An Elegy,” seems appropriate in general, but may not fully reflect the scope of the content. While the title addresses the themes of digital storytelling and elegy, the focus of the paper is on Malayali tribe, folklore, and cultural preservation. Therefore, changing the title to the following might more accurately represent the content:
“ Preservation of Malayali Tribal Elegy Songs” or “Preserving Tribal Narratives: The Case of Malayali Elegies”
	

	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.

	Although the abstract includes the statements “This research paper aims to examine several storytelling techniques in the context of digitalization with a focus on Tribal narratives like folklore and elegy” and “.... how digital storytelling techniques can help their narratives to be brought to life to the world and be preserved for future generations”, it is seen that the stated aim (to examine several storytelling techniques in the context of digitalization with a focus on Tribal narratives like folklore and elegy) is not addressed in the manuscript. In addition, although the author uses the phrase “This research paper”, it is seen that elements such as the importance and contribution of the research, the method of the research, and the findings obtained, which should definitely be included in the abstract section of a research study, are not included. To the author in this context;  
- The methodology used in the study (e.g. transliteration, fieldwork or application of digital technologies),
- The cultural meaning of Malayali tribal oppari songs and how digitization preserves this meaning,
- It is suggested that the role of digital storytelling in the context of the “Elegy” theme should be more clearly explained.
In addition, it is thought that statements such as “this research article aims to examine several storytelling techniques” are unnecessary and do not provide details about the main contribution of the article. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Abstract gives the impression that this study has a scientific orientation. However, as stated before, the fact that the scientific method used in the research is not specified and explained, the referenced sources are largely dated and some of them are based on basic folklore knowledge, and the statements such as “these songs are highly popularized in the present generation” in the manuscript are far from objectivity and have a subjective tone show that the scientific aspect of this paper is weak.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	While the references in the article are generally relevant, the vast majority are dated and do not reflect current literature. For example, most of the references used were published between 1980 and 1990, which is not sufficient for a study on a modern topic such as digital storytelling. Also, although digital storytelling is mentioned in the title and abstract, there is no reference to digital storytelling anywhere in the paper. Simply put, when it comes to digital storytelling, StoryCenter (https://www.storycenter.org) founder Joe Lambert and especially his Digital Storytelling: Capturing lives, Creating Community should definitely have been included in this paper. Looking at the literature, it will be seen that hundreds of studies have been conducted on digital storytelling, especially in the last 10 years. 

- More recent and directly relevant resources must be added.
- Review articles and books that discuss the impact of digital storytelling on cultural heritage must be added.
- Recent academic sources that discuss the role of technology in cultural sustainability must be cited.
	

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

	Some expressions in the article are more colloquial than scientific in tone. For example, phrases such as “their songs came from the heart” carry too emotional and subjective a tone for a scientific text. Instead, more academic language such as “Their songs authentically reflect the emotional depth of their cultural practices” should be preferred.
- The article contains occasional grammatical errors in sentence structures. For example: “These are songs which they use during marriage, harvesting, funeral, and childbirth. and are mostly accompanied with musical instruments and also dance.” The ‘and’ beginning with a period is incorrect. Similarly, there are errors in the statement “To safeguard their culture and tradition and are transformed down the generations orally”. 
- Some technical terms need to be more clearly defined. For example, terms such as “digital storytelling” or “intangible cultural heritage” are not contextualized. 

- The wording should be revised and simplified to make the article more academic. For example “This research will be a small step to uplift their culture to the world” instead of “This research contributes to the global recognition and preservation of their culture”.
- It would be useful to have the article reviewed by a language editor.
- All technical terms used in the manuscript should be explained and used consistently.
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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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