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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	I think this manuscript is significant because it explores the cultural and literary exchanges between Persia and China, shedding light on the historical evolution of love narratives across these regions. It provides a nuanced understanding of how love and pilgrimage were conceptualized in different cultural settings. The research contributes to the comparative literature field and enriches historical and intercultural discourse, offering fresh perspectives on transnational influences. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title "A Love’s Pilgrimage: From Persia to China" is quite good, both literal and metaphorical. However, if the article focuses more on the literary and cultural exchanges than a specific pilgrimage, a more precise title could be "Tracing Love Across Borders: Cultural and Literary Exchanges Between Persia and China." 
	

	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 gives a general idea of the themes that were looked at, but it could use more clarity and detail. If the paper examines historical, literary, or cultural exchanges between Persia and China, the abstract should explicitly highlight the key arguments, methodologies, and findings. Also, if you want to focus on certain literary works, historical figures, or philosophical perspectives, please make sure to mention them properly. This will make the abstract clearer. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In my opinion, this manuscript is well-researched and organises its arguments well. But its scientific accuracy depends on how well the sources are cited, how well the history is interpreted, and how well the analysis makes sense. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references listed in the manuscript seem to be related to the topic. 

If specific gaps in the literature review are identified, incorporating references from recent journals or academic

 publications would strengthen the manuscript's structure.
Some citations are missing in the literature review section, such as, Labov & Waletzky, 1967, Carpenter, Green, and Fitzgerald (2019), Mar and Oatley (2008), Zunshine's (2006) Gilbert, Tafarodi, and Malone (1993), Ashtiany (2020).  Authors should properly cite specific claims and discussions, especially ones that use previous research or historical interpretations as examples. You should go over the literature review very carefully to ensure that all the works are appropriately cited. 
All sources mentioned in the manuscript should be properly cited at the end of the respective sentences or paragraphs.

No need to mention the page number at the end of the citation, such as (Palmer 2004, p. 138)
Some citations in the manuscript are quite old, such as Goffman, E. (1959), Jung, C. G. (1969), Goffman, E. (1979), Zagarell, S. A. (1988), Polanyi, L. (1989), Plummer, K. (1995), and Hartmann, E. (1996). While these works may be foundational, it is advisable to incorporate more recent studies where possible to ensure that the literature review reflects contemporary research and advancements in the field.

Arrange all references in the proper sequence; why is the citation Fereydooni, P., & Razaghpoor, M. (2023) in second position?
	

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


	I think the language of the article is generally suitable for research content, but there are some areas where it could be clearer, more logical, or more academic. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript should clearly mention what type of literature Homay and Homayun is (e.g., epic poetry, historical romance, short story, novel etc.

The publisher, first publishing year, and other bibliographic details of Homay and Homayun should be included for better understanding.

A brief explanation should be provided in the introduction regarding why this literature was chosen for the study (within one or two sentences) 
A short introduction about Khaju Kirmani should be added, highlighting his literary contributions. 

The objectives should be clearly presented in a separate paragraph for better understanding.

The research method section is too long and should be made more concise.

The manuscript does not sufficiently differentiate between method and methodology. A precise discussion on methodology should be included.

All the quotations in the manuscript should be in bold and italics.  
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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