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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.

	The manuscript makes a suitable & significant contribution to the field of media studies and digital humanities by providing a comprehensive outline of the transformative impact of digital technologies on storytelling. It effectively synthesizes various aspects of digital storytelling, from its democratization of content creation to the rise of interactive and transmedia narratives, and the emerging role of AI. This work is valuable for researchers, educators, and practitioners seeking to understand the evolving landscape of narrative in the 21st century. By exploring both the opportunities and challenges presented by digital storytelling, this chapter provides a crucial framework for future research and creative practice.
	

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

	The title "Digital Frontiers in Storytelling & Narrative Revolution" is generally suitable. It clearly communicates the chapter's focus on the impact of digital technology on storytelling.
	

	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 a good starting point but could be improved for comprehensiveness and clarity.
•	Suggestions for Improvement: 
· Expand on the "difficulties" mentioned: Briefly mention specific challenges like algorithmic bias, or the issue of digital obsolescence.
· Clarify the connection to TLP: The sentence "Now a days storytelling serves as a powerful tool in TLP" is unclear. What does TLP stand for? This needs to be defined or removed if irrelevant to the core topic.
· Streamline the last sentence: The current wording is a bit convoluted. Rephrase for better flow and conciseness. For example: "By examining how digital storytelling challenges traditional narrative authority, empowers new voices, and fosters empathy, we can understand its profound impact on the future of storytelling, media, and society."
· Add a concluding sentence: Briefly state the chapter's overall conclusion or key takeaway.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct in its observations about the trends and impact of digital storytelling. It correctly identifies key platforms, technologies, and concepts. However, some sections could benefit from more specific examples and potentially quantifiable data (e.g., statistics on platform usage, growth of specific genres, etc.) to further strengthen its scientific rigor. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are a good starting point and include some recent publications. However, they could be more comprehensive. But Author suggested to add Additional References: 
Include more foundational texts on narrative theory and media studies to provide a stronger theoretical grounding.
· Add more specific research on the impact of algorithms on content consumption and the formation of echo chambers.
· Consider adding references related to digital preservation and the challenges of archiving digital content.
· More references specific to each section of the chapter would be beneficial. For example, the section on AI could have more dedicated citations.
	

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

	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are some areas where the writing could be improved for clarity, conciseness, and flow.
· There are some instances of slightly awkward phrasing and sentence structure. For example, "Investigating on the convergence..." should be "Investigating the convergence...".
· Some sentences are a bit long and could be broken down for better readability.
· There's some redundancy in certain sections that could be eliminated.
· Proofreading for minor grammatical errors and typos is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments

	· Structure and Flow: The chapter is generally well-structured, but the transitions between some sections could be smoother. Consider adding more explicit transition sentences or paragraphs to connect the ideas more effectively.
· Visual Representations: The ideas for visual representations are good. Including these visuals would significantly enhance the chapter's engagement and clarity.
· Depth of Analysis: While the chapter provides a broad overview, some sections could benefit from deeper analysis. For example, the discussion of the challenges of digital storytelling could be expanded with more specific examples and case studies.
· Conclusion: The conclusion is a bit brief. It could be strengthened by summarizing the key findings and offering some future directions for research or practice.
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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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