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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The topic itself has the potential to be used as reference to make future book adaptation movies using the semiotic analysis. This could help film makers to produce a more qualified cinematic experience for reader who would love to see their favorite book into movies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it’s quite accurate thought the article needs major improvements.
	

	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 would be great if the author can specify the method that they are using, especially when they stated in the keywords on which semiotic method you are using, and why they are using that method. Also, it would be great if the author can state their assumption/hypothesis on the research here
The keywords should represent the abstract thus kindly use and corporate the words that the author is using in the abstract as well


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It needs major improvements.

· Explain further about the influence that this study will bring to the future works of films

· Again, the semiotic method should be stated here clearly. Which one are you using? And of course, explain more about the method on how the film would be analyzed (on colors, expression, set, etc.)

· The “Literature Review” section should be explaining more about the theories used in this research. A short summary for the book and films are also recommended but not in details. The written text below would be more suitable to be in "Findings" and "Discussion" sections.

· Try to compare the book and the film using text and visual references. For example, take a scene from the book and compare it with a scene from the films. It would help giving a clearer comparison on how the book is "translated" to the films using semiotic analysis

· The abstract mentioned semiotic analysis using Barthes method, but it is not written on the report itself.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There’s not enough references that addresses the semiotic analysis
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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