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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 paper covers an important and rapidly growing issue that will only increase in the digital landscape. While it is somewhat general and informed solely by literature-review the subject is original and important to recognize. Ideally there would be some more quantitive studies integrated, some more statistics and maybe screenshots but, overall, it is a good primer to the ethical issues that generative AI is bringing to digital advertising.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is, though at first “digital clones” is somewhat unclear. It might also be good to have a catchy title as this seems more like the subtitle.
	

	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.


	It might be good to define “digital clones” in the abstract so one knows specifically what is being referred to (i.e. realistic or non-realistic digital avatars)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The references are very good and up to date. Also appreciated is the addendum that acknowledges that this is a fast moving field so there may be more updated references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are very good and up to date. Also appreciated is the addendum that acknowledges that this is a fast moving field so there may be more updated references.
	

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


	I would copy edit some more - “AI” is used both in capital and lower case many times. There is also an errant period on page 4 “some. Reason” Generally, the quality is good. There seems to be some repetition of general points. It would be good to go through it and make sure the same general points are not being made too many times.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Depending on the targeted publication it might be helpful to integrate some screenshots of digital avatars so the reader is completely clear on what the paper is referring to. These hyper-focused advertising strategies are only going to get more intensive as the models get better at propagating them. It does feel like the paper would benefit from a few more specific examples besides Lil Miquela and perhaps some more statistics on how much is being spent and the scope and scale of digital clones.
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