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	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.


	In the era of digitalization, the use of online platforms for various human activities, including storytelling, remains one of the most important challenges and certainly one of the most interesting. The transition from traditional methods to the use of technology in storytelling has just begun, and every study in this area is of significant aesthetic and scientific importance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title represents the main theme of the study most accurately.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is well-structured, the purpose of the study is clear, and so are the conclusions drawn from it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The article is structured into multiple sections, each consisting of one to two paragraphs. It appears more like an informational material that you might find on a website rather than a scientific study. The lack of in-depth analysis and citation of sources diminishes its academic value. As a result, it does not meet the standards typically expected in scholarly research. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	The text lacks any of the references cited at the reference list. This omission hinders the reader's ability to verify the sources or further explore the research behind the content presented.
	

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


	Overall, the article is written clearly, except for a few paragraphs where the sentences are left incomplete. These unfinished thoughts create a sense of ambiguity and hinder the smooth flow of the content. Completing these sentences would greatly improve the clarity and coherence of the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	Gentjana Taraj

	Department, University & Country
	Aleksander Moisiu University, Albania


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (05-12-2024)


