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	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 paper is worthy because it critically looks at how digital technology is attributing journalistic righteousness and the trust of the masses. It showcases the ethical disputes posed by  content that is driven by a click, misinformation, and  news that is generated by AI. The study gives a balanced view, looking at both the risks and opportunities of digital journalism. It provides valuable insights for journalists, scholars, and media policymakers navigating the evolving media landscape. Lastly, it stresses upon the need to maintain journalistic integrity in the face of rapid technological change.
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	Yes, the abstract looks comprehensive, but it could benefit from some tightening for clarity and focus. 
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct within its foundational arguments,  usage of data, and references, but certain areas require improvement to fully meet high academic standard like theoretical depth,terminology and analytical rigour.
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	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and current, but the author can consider adding a few core theoretical works and landmark studies in the subject.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally understandable but not yet suitable for high-quality scholarly communication without significant editing. The grammar and language needs proper editing to make the paper academically strong.
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