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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.


	I think that the importance of this manuscript for the science of translation and, more specifically, for machine translation is significant. I would recommend publishing it with some revisions. Using an LLM, such as DeepSeek in this case, to translate literary works is and should be an important and cutting-edge field of translation research. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is adequate and to the point. It is informative and tells the reader exactly what she is about to read.
	

	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.


	Yes, but there are some linguistic issues that should be corrected. Please refer to my comments in the attached file. I suggest some linguistic changes: -first line: “...remains a great challenge...”- 7th line: without “the”, -14th line: “models’.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is a qualitative research paper in the field of translation and, specifically, machine translation. Drawing from other publications and good practices in the field, using specific examples and evaluating DeepSeek’s translation compared to human translations is a valid technique. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There should be more in-text citations. All the references listed inside the text should be listed in the bibliography section at the end and vice-versa. The manuscript should revise this because there are significant discrepancies here. In-text citations are scarce but the references at the end are adequate. Also, most of the references are recent. Please, also refer to my comments in the attached file.
	

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


	In most cases, the language is sound. Though there are some problems that I have highlighted in the annotated text attached along with this review. These should be corrected to consider it for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I would recommend the publication of this research with some revisions.
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