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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides a timely and comprehensive analysis of how artificial intelligence is reshaping the landscape of content creation. By combining empirical data with a thoughtful exploration of ethical, legal, and economic implications, the study offers valuable insights that can guide future research, policy development, and industry practices. It addresses a rapidly evolving area where technology intersects with creativity, raising critical questions that demand deeper academic attention. Moreover, the findings encourage a balanced conversation around innovation and responsibility, which is essential as AI continues to influence creative industries worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title "A Comprehensive Study on the Impact of Artificial Intelligence on Content Creation" is clear and relevant, but it could be refined slightly to make it more engaging and precise for a scientific audience like "Artificial Intelligence in Content Creation: A Comprehensive Analysis of Creative, Ethical, and Economic Impacts"
	

	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 overall excellent and comprehensive and gives a clear overview of the study’s aims, methods, and findings. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the sample size (250 respondents) and key industries (journalism, marketing, arts, music) to give readers a better sense of scope. The detailed statistical results could be slightly shortened to keep the abstract more fluid. Adding a short sentence about future research or broader implications would also make the abstract feel completer and more forward-looking.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The research is based on a well-defined methodology, including the use of stratified random sampling, structured surveys, and appropriate statistical analysis (such as descriptive statistics and t-tests). The findings are logically presented, and the conclusions are supported by the data. Ethical, legal, and economic considerations are also thoughtfully integrated into the discussion, aligning with current scientific standards for interdisciplinary research on AI and content creation
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent, covering key studies from 2022–2024. However, adding a few more on emerging technologies like DALL·E 2 would strengthen the paper further. Suggested addition: Ramesh et al.'s work on DALL·E 2 (2022).
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, professional, and easy to follow.
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