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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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community as it offers a detailed semiotic and cultural analysis of The Godfather's adaptation from novel to film. It highlights how cinematic techniques transform literary elements, deepening our understanding of character symbolism, imagery, and cultural codes. The study also contributes to film and literature scholarship by examining the sociological impact of the "Godfather culture" on modern media and society.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Analysis of the Adaptation from the Literary Original of The Godfather to the Film", is clear but a bit long and could be more engaging or academic in tone.
"Narrative and Meaning in Adaptation: The Godfather from Novel to Film"
	

	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.


	This article examines the adaptation of Mario Puzo’s novel The Godfather into Francis Ford Coppola’s film, focusing on how character, symbolism, and cultural themes are reinterpreted through cinematic techniques. Using semiotic analysis and thematic comparison, the study explores the transformation of narrative elements and the emergence of a distinct "Godfather culture." It highlights how film and literature, though different in form, convey powerful and complementary artistic and sociocultural meanings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate and well-grounded in film theory, semiotics, and cultural analysis. However, it would benefit from clearer methodology, consistent terminology, fewer repetitive sections, and accurate referencing. Overall, it presents a solid academic approach with minor improvements needed for clarity and precision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, but some may be outdated. It would be beneficial to include more recent studies and sources on film theory, semiotics, and cultural analysis, particularly those from the past five years. Adding works that explore the intersection of modern cinema and evolving cultural dynamics would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but it could benefit from minor revisions for clarity and conciseness. Some sentences are complex and could be simplified to improve readability. Additionally, attention to grammar and consistent terminology usage would enhance the overall flow of the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an interesting and important topic. However, it could be improved by providing more context in the introduction to clearly highlight the research gap and objectives. Some sections could be better organized to ensure the logical flow of information. A more detailed discussion of the results, especially in relation to existing literature, would strengthen the conclusion. Lastly, minor language edits are needed for clarity and precision, but overall, it is a solid piece of work with room for refinement.
	


	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? 
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