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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 offers a comprehensive and empirically grounded analysis of the evolving role of Artificial Intelligence in content creation across multiple creative sectors. It fills a significant research gap by systematically examining the impact of AI on creativity, productivity, and ethical considerations through both quantitative and qualitative lenses. The findings contribute to a deeper understanding of the transformative potential and challenges of AI integration in artistic and professional workflows, making it highly relevant for scholars, practitioners, and policymakers alike. Its interdisciplinary scope also facilitates dialogue across fields such as media studies, digital ethics, and computational creativity, thereby advancing the scientific discourse on AI in creative industries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the current title is clear and relevant.
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive and well-structured, offering a clear overview of the research's purpose, methodology, and key findings. It effectively highlights the focus on AI's impact across writing, visual arts, and music composition, and presents the statistical significance of its results. However, it could benefit from slight refinements for clarity and balance. 
First, the inclusion of the specific sampling method (stratified random sampling) is commendable, but the transition into the methodological details feels slightly abrupt; this could be softened with smoother phrasing. Additionally, while the statistical findings are well-summarized, the abstract might be strengthened by briefly mentioning the scope of industries represented in the sample and the dual focus on both creative enhancements and ethical/economic concerns. This would provide a more holistic snapshot of the study’s contributions. Lastly, it may help to conclude with a one-sentence implication of the findings for policy, industry, or future research to emphasize the study's broader relevance. Overall, the abstract is informative and data-driven, but minor editorial improvements could enhance its coherence and academic impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. The study follows a clear research methodology, including the use of stratified random sampling, structured survey instruments, and statistical analysis via SPSS, which lends credibility to its empirical claims. The hypothesis testing is appropriately structured with clearly stated null and alternative hypotheses, supported by relevant t-values and p-values that confirm the significance of the findings. The variables are well-defined, and the inclusion of control variables strengthens the internal validity of the results. Moreover, the literature review effectively contextualizes the research within current academic discourse, citing relevant and up-to-date sources. Overall, the manuscript adheres to standard scientific conventions and presents its data, methods, and interpretations with transparency and rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited in the manuscript are both sufficient and relatively recent, covering a wide range of academic sources from 2016 to 2025, including high-impact journals and conference proceedings. The list includes interdisciplinary contributions from AI ethics, digital media, journalism, music technology, and intellectual property law—demonstrating a strong grasp of both theoretical and applied dimensions of the topic.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in a formal academic tone, with clear and coherent sentence structures that effectively convey complex ideas related to artificial intelligence and content creation. Terminology is used appropriately, and technical details are articulated with precision. However, a few minor grammatical inconsistencies and overly long sentences could be revised for improved readability and flow. With minimal copyediting particularly to enhance conciseness and clarity in some sections the manuscript would fully meet the standards expected in peer-reviewed academic publications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a timely and relevant contribution to the academic discourse on Artificial Intelligence and its transformative impact on creative industries. The integration of empirical data with ethical, legal, and economic analysis is commendable, offering a well-rounded perspective that extends beyond technical innovation to address real-world implications. The statistical rigor and comprehensive literature review enhance the manuscript’s credibility. For further improvement, the authors might consider including visual data representations (e.g., graphs or charts) to supplement the statistical findings and improve reader engagement. Additionally, a short dedicated section on future research directions would strengthen the conclusion by identifying emerging areas for continued exploration. Overall, this is a thoughtful, well-executed study with strong potential for publication and practical relevance in both academic and professional contexts. 
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