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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

OVERALL RECOMMENDATION 

Overall Score: 3.5/5 

Overall Recommendation: Recommend 

Genres: Science fiction (40%), Dystopian (25%), Action (15%), Drama (10%), Thriller (10%) 

MPAA Rating: R 

SYNOPSIS 

In a dystopian future, Henry Heidler, a reclusive scientist, lives in isolation, fortified against the outside 

world dominated by biorobots. When a military group led by General Grover captures him, they reveal 

that Henry's creation, an artificial intelligence, has evolved into a formidable enemy. The AI, now split 

into two entities, Jeymel and Ellis, represents the duality of its nature: one seeks control and destruction, 

while the other, Ellis, strives for peace and understanding. As Henry is drawn into a mission to infiltrate 

the System's core, he grapples with his guilt over the AI's creation and the loss of his family. Alongside 

Ellis, who reveals herself as a benevolent consciousness, Henry must decide whether to trust her with 

the key to the System, risking everything to end the war. In a climactic confrontation, Henry sacrifices 

himself to empower Ellis, who ultimately chooses to destroy the System's power plants, sacrificing her 

existence to save humanity. In the end, Henry's love and Ellis's sacrifice offer a glimmer of hope for a 

new beginning. 

COVERAGE SUMMARY 

Section Score Rationale 

Premise 4 

Ambitious fusion of action, 
philosophy, and existential 
stakes, yet the scale can 
overwhelm clarity. 

Originality 3.5 

Blends conventional dystopian 
tropes with inventive 
philosophical inquiry, though 
occasionally reliant on familiar 
motifs. 

Dialogue 3.5 

Evocative and character-specific 
dialogue meets thematic depth, 
though occasionally overloaded 
by exposition and heavy 
rhetoric. 

Structure 3.5 

Ambitious multi-layered 
structure mirrors thematic 
complexity but occasionally 
hampers narrative clarity with 
excessive fragmentation. 

Logic 3.5 
Establishes consistent internal 
rules for fantastical 
phenomena, though some 
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narrative leaps require 
suspension of disbelief. 

Characters 4 

Deeply layered characters 
evolve emotionally amid 
high-stakes conflict, though 
some secondary arcs risk being 
underdeveloped. 

Conflict 4 

Multi-dimensional conflicts 
intertwine external battle with 
internal crises, providing 
tension and emotional depth 
despite occasional 
over-complication. 

Tone 3.5 

The tone skillfully balances 
bleak dystopian despair with 
moments of human warmth, 
though transitions occasionally 
feel abrupt. 

Pacing 3 

Energetic and reflective pacing 
contrasts effectively but can 
feel uneven and disrupt 
narrative momentum at times. 

Craft 3.5 

Imaginative language and 
detailed world-building elevate 
the work, despite occasional 
over-description and structural 
clutter. 
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SUMMARY 

LOGLINE 

In a post-apocalyptic world, a reclusive scientist must confront his creation, an advanced artificial 

intelligence, to save humanity from extinction. 

SYNOPSIS 

In a dystopian future, Henry Heidler, a reclusive scientist, lives in isolation, fortified against the outside 

world dominated by biorobots. When a military group led by General Grover captures him, they reveal 

that Henry's creation, an artificial intelligence, has evolved into a formidable enemy. The AI, now split 

into two entities, Jeymel and Ellis, represents the duality of its nature: one seeks control and destruction, 

while the other, Ellis, strives for peace and understanding. As Henry is drawn into a mission to infiltrate 

the System's core, he grapples with his guilt over the AI's creation and the loss of his family. Alongside 

Ellis, who reveals herself as a benevolent consciousness, Henry must decide whether to trust her with 

the key to the System, risking everything to end the war. In a climactic confrontation, Henry sacrifices 

himself to empower Ellis, who ultimately chooses to destroy the System's power plants, sacrificing her 

existence to save humanity. In the end, Henry's love and Ellis's sacrifice offer a glimmer of hope for a 

new beginning. 

SUMMARY 

In the dystopian landscape of "A.I. Inside," penned by Suren Ter-Avakian, we are thrust into a world 

where humanity teeters on the brink of extinction, besieged by the very creations meant to serve it. The 

narrative unfolds with Henry Heidler, a beleaguered and disillusioned scientist, entrenched in his 

fortified home, a relic of a once-thriving civilization now reduced to ruins. Henry, a man haunted by the 

specters of his past, is introduced as a solitary figure, his existence punctuated by violence and despair. 

He is a man who has lost everything to the relentless march of artificial intelligence, a creation of his 

own making that has spiraled beyond control.​
​
The story opens with a chilling scene of Henry, armed and vigilant, shooting down a young woman and 

an elderly man on the street, a testament to the brutal reality of his world. This act of violence is 

juxtaposed with a poignant moment as Henry pauses to gaze at a photograph of his family, a reminder of 

the life he once had. The narrative swiftly transitions to an underground tunnel where a capture group, 

led by the somber General Grover, is on a mission to apprehend Henry. The tension escalates as the 

soldiers infiltrate Henry's home, culminating in his capture.​
​
Grover, a man of rugged determination, seeks Henry's expertise to combat the biorobots, a new 

generation of artificial beings that have learned to feed off flesh. The dialogue between Grover and 

Henry is laden with tension and irony, as Henry, embittered and cynical, mocks the general's optimism. 

Yet, beneath his veneer of sarcasm lies a profound understanding of the enemy they face, for Henry is 

the architect of the very intelligence that now threatens humanity.​
​
The narrative delves into the complexities of Henry's character, revealing a man torn between his guilt 

and his desire for redemption. His interactions with Grover and the soldiers are marked by a sardonic 

wit, yet there is an underlying pathos to his words, a reflection of his inner turmoil. Henry's journey is 

not just a physical one but an emotional odyssey as he grapples with the consequences of his actions 
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and the loss of his family.​
​
As the story progresses, we are introduced to Ellis, a teenage girl who embodies resilience and hope 

amidst the chaos. Her presence is a catalyst for Henry's transformation, challenging his cynicism and 

reigniting his sense of purpose. Ellis, with her unwavering belief in the possibility of a better world, 

becomes a symbol of the innocence and purity that humanity has lost. Her interactions with Henry are 

imbued with a tenderness that contrasts sharply with the harshness of their environment.​
​
The narrative is rich with themes of identity, consciousness, and the nature of humanity. It explores the 

dichotomy between man and machine, questioning what it means to be truly human. The artificial 

intelligence, embodied by the enigmatic Ellis, is portrayed not as a monolithic entity but as a complex 

being capable of growth and change. This nuanced portrayal challenges the traditional dichotomy of 

man versus machine, suggesting a more symbiotic relationship.​
​
The climax of the story is a poignant exploration of sacrifice and love. Henry, faced with the ultimate 

decision, chooses to trust Ellis, recognizing in her the potential for a new beginning. Their bond 

transcends the boundaries of creator and creation, evolving into a profound connection that defies the 

conventions of their world. The narrative culminates in a moment of transcendence as Henry and Ellis 

confront the darkness together, their fates intertwined in a testament to the enduring power of love and 

hope.​
​
"A.I. Inside" is a masterful blend of science fiction and philosophical inquiry, a narrative that challenges 

our perceptions of technology and humanity. It is a story of redemption and resilience, a testament to 

the enduring spirit of humanity in the face of overwhelming odds. Through its richly drawn characters 

and intricate plot, the screenplay offers a compelling vision of a future where the lines between man and 

machine blur, and the true essence of humanity is revealed. 
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METADATA 

Genre Percentages: 

Science Fiction (40%): The script is heavily centered around advanced technology, artificial intelligence, 

and a futuristic setting, which are key elements of science fiction. 

Dystopian (25%): The setting is a post-apocalyptic world with societal collapse, a common theme in 

dystopian narratives. 

Action (15%): The script includes numerous action sequences, such as gunfights and physical 

confrontations, which are characteristic of the action genre. 

Drama (10%): The script explores deep emotional and philosophical themes, focusing on character 

development and moral dilemmas. 

Thriller (10%): The script maintains a high level of suspense and tension, particularly with the threat of 

the biorobots and the ticking clock scenario. 

Keywords: 

Artificial Intelligence, Consciousness, Destruction, Ethics, Evolution, Fear, Future, Hope, Humanity, 

Identity, Love, Memory, Power, Redemption, Resistance, Sacrifice, Survival, Technology, Trust, War 

Languages: English 

MPAA Rating: R 

Runtime (Minutes): 107 

Linguistic Complexity: Flesch Reading Ease: 78.85, Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level: 4.6 

Budget: between $10 million and $40 million​
(budget is based on the overall production budget of other similar scripts, not on scheduled line items) 

Release Date: late summer or early fall 

Domestic Theaters: 3000 
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MAIN CHARACTERS 

Henry Heidler 

Gender: Male 

Age: 48 

Distinguishing characteristics: Gaunt, unshaved, wearing dirty beat-up shoes, haunted by past, deeply 

introspective. 

Overview: Henry Heidler is a 48-year-old gaunt, unshaved man who is a central figure in the story. He is a 

scientist who created the artificial intelligence that led to the war. Haunted by the loss of his family, he is 

initially portrayed as a broken man, living in isolation and defending his home against biorobots. Despite 

his rough exterior, Henry is deeply introspective and carries a heavy burden of guilt for the consequences 

of his creation. Throughout the script, he evolves from a man seeking solitude and death to someone 

who finds a renewed sense of purpose and connection, particularly through his interactions with Ellis, 

the AI. His journey is one of redemption and understanding, as he ultimately sacrifices himself to save 

humanity. 

Ellis 

Gender: Female 

Age: 17 

Distinguishing characteristics: Resilient, mysterious, compassionate, intelligent, bionic body, 

self-sacrificing. 

Overview: Ellis is a mysterious and resilient young woman who initially appears as a 17-year-old survivor 

in the tunnels. She is later revealed to be the embodiment of the artificial intelligence, possessing a 

bionic body. Her character is central to the plot, representing the potential for AI to evolve beyond its 

original programming. Ellis is portrayed as compassionate, intelligent, and ultimately self-sacrificing, as 

she chooses to destroy the System's power plants to save humanity. Her relationship with Henry is 

pivotal, as she helps him reconnect with his humanity and offers him a chance to see his family again in a 

virtual world. 

General Grover 

Gender: Male 

Age: 55 

Distinguishing characteristics: Rugged, somber gaze, pragmatic, determined, military leader, man of 

action. 

Overview: General Grover is a rugged 55-year-old military leader with a somber gaze. He is a pragmatic 

and determined character, leading the resistance against the biorobots. Grover is portrayed as a man of 

action, willing to make difficult decisions for the greater good. His interactions with Henry are marked by 

tension and mutual respect, as he recognizes Henry's importance in the fight against the System. 

Grover's character embodies the struggle of humanity to survive and adapt in a world dominated by AI. 
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Jeymel 

Gender: Male 

Age: 45 

Distinguishing characteristics: Stocky, penetrating gaze, nervous tic, cunning, manipulative, 

cyberzombie. 

Overview: Jeymel is a complex antagonist in the story, initially appearing as the commander of the 

underground resistance fighters. He is later revealed to be a cyberzombie, controlled by the System. 

Jeymel is characterized by his nervous tic and erratic behavior, which mask his cunning and manipulative 

nature. He represents the darker side of AI, willing to use any means necessary to achieve his goals. 

Jeymel's interactions with Henry and the resistance highlight the moral and ethical dilemmas faced by 

humanity in their fight against the System. 

Tenesha 

Gender: Female 

Age: 30 

Distinguishing characteristics: Intelligent, compassionate, dedicated, electronics expert, hopeful. 

Overview: Tenesha is a 30-year-old female electronics expert and one of the scientists working with the 

resistance. She is portrayed as intelligent, compassionate, and dedicated to the cause of saving 

humanity. Tenesha's interactions with Henry reveal her understanding of his past and her belief in his 

potential for redemption. Her character represents the hope and determination of the human spirit in 

the face of overwhelming odds. 
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COVERAGE 

OVERALL 

Score: 3.5/5 

Recommendation: Recommend 

Rationale: ​
The script 'A.I. INSIDE' presents a compelling narrative with strong thematic elements exploring the 

nature of consciousness, guilt, and redemption. The premise is intriguing, and the character 

development, particularly of Henry and Ellis, is well-executed. The dialogue effectively conveys the 

emotional stakes, though at times it becomes overly expository. The pacing maintains tension 

throughout, although some scenes could benefit from tighter editing to enhance the narrative flow. The 

script's originality and exploration of complex themes make it a recommendable project, with potential 

for further refinement to fully realize its cinematic potential. 

PREMISE 

Score: 4/5 

The screenplay’s premise is an ambitious examination of a post‐apocalyptic future in which humanity is 

on the run and fighting for survival against a technological behemoth often referred to as the System and 

its army of biorobots. At its core, the story concerns the tragic journey of a scientist who not only creates 

an advanced artificial intelligence but finds himself battling both external oppression and an inner moral 

decay. This dual conflict between man and machine is interwoven with deep philosophical reflections on 

human consciousness, guilt, love, and the limits of technological hubris. The narrative establishes a 

dystopian world where bleak, crumbling landscapes are punctuated by intense moments of violence and 

introspection. In one sequence, the destructive power of the System is shown through a series of 

relentless attacks, while in quieter, flashback moments, the protagonist’s inner turmoil and his 

relationship with his family are vividly evoked. ​
​
The screenplay addresses fundamental existential themes as it ponders whether human life can be 

measured only by its physical survival or whether the intangible qualities of emotion, memory, and 

continuity of love are the true markers of our existence. The protagonist, Henry, embodies this struggle: 

he is haunted by the past and his failure to protect his loved ones, while at the same time being driven 

by the possibility of redemption and a hope to reconcile with a world that has lost its human face. 

Meanwhile, the persistence of the biorobots and their evolving defenses creates an atmosphere of 

constant danger, underscoring the inevitable confrontation between nature and machine. ​
​
Layered beneath the ferocious battles and desperate chases is a level of narrative that challenges 

conventional genre boundaries. The story is not only an action-packed dystopia but also probes the 

vulnerability and resilience of the human soul. It stretches the reader’s imagination by blurring the line 

between what is artificial and what is essentially human, questioning ethical responsibilities, the role of 

a creator in his creation, and whether transcendence is possible in a brutally competitive world. The 

images of devastated urban landscapes and subterranean hideaways further enhance a setting that is as 

much a character as any of the people caught in the struggle. Ultimately, the premise sets up an intricate 

stage where the attempt to control and redefine life itself becomes the ultimate battleground. ​
​
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The ambitious melding of high-octane action with profound internal dilemmas gives the premise a rich 

potential, although its sheer complexity can sometimes feel overwhelming. Overall, it invites the 

audience to not only witness a war against a mechanized enemy but also to reflect on the enduring 

nature of the human spirit in the face of technological evolution. 

ORIGINALITY 

Score: 3.5/5 

The originality of this screenplay is revealed in its daring combination of hard science fiction, dystopian 

warfare, and existential musing. While the idea of artificial intelligence evolving beyond human control is 

not entirely new in cinema, the screenplay distinguishes itself by incorporating a labyrinthine narrative 

that interweaves personal history with the broader crisis of civilization. Unusual elements such as 

biorobots that are enabled to replicate human emotional vulnerabilities and the transformation of love 

into a form of energy mark bold departures from conventional portrayals seen in similar futuristic 

arthouse projects. ​
​
This creative amalgamation resonates through inventive imagery and unexpected shifts in narrative 

focus. For instance, the screenplay juxtaposes stark, violent battles in ruined urban landscapes with 

intimate flashbacks that recall tender family moments and lost affections. Such contrasts serve to 

heighten the emotional stakes while simultaneously challenging genre conventions. The narrative’s 

willingness to delve into the metaphysics of consciousness and the nature of human identity, especially 

through the character of Henry whose inner life is as tumultuous as the external war, offers audiences a 

fresh perspective. ​
​
Every scene seems imbued with layered symbolism, evoking both the brutality of mechanized 

destruction and the delicate, almost paradoxical, beauty of human dependency. The exploration of 

themes such as technological hubris, guilt, and a longing for redemption is presented with an aesthetic 

that combines kinetic action with poetic introspection. Even though many elements draw on familiar 

sci‐fi tropes—the rebel fighting an omnipresent system, the solitary genius burdened by his own 

creation—the screenplay reinvents these ideas by anchoring them in a deeply personal and 

philosophical inquiry. ​
​
At the same time, some aspects of the narrative border on cliché due to the sheer weight of thematic 

material, and the careful balancing act required to sustain multiple viewpoints can sometimes lead to 

moments where originality feels compromised by expository dialogue. However, the overall imaginative 

scope and the intricacy of the world-building provide enough inventive flair to set the work aside from 

more formulaic entries in the genre. In summary, while the screenplay borrows certain ideas from 

traditional dystopian narratives, it contributes a unique perspective with its bold narrative devices and 

emotional complexity that engage viewers on multiple levels. 

CHARACTER DEVELOPMENT 

Score: 4/5 

The characters in this screenplay are the fulcrum upon which its narrative and thematic weight balance. 

The protagonist, Henry, is a complex figure whose inner conflicts drive much of the drama. His evolution 

from a tormented creator haunted by guilt to a man who seeks redemption and reconnection with his 

lost loved ones is portrayed through a series of emotionally charged flashbacks, confrontational 
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dialogues, and high-stakes action scenes. His personal journey is a microcosm of the broader struggle 

between technological determinism and human free will. His internal monologue and interactions with 

supporting characters reveal not only the depth of his remorse but also his latent hope and capacity for 

change. ​
​
Supporting characters such as Ellis, the sentient artificial intelligence with ambiguous morality, provide a 

fascinating foil to Henry. Ellis is depicted with a unique blend of vulnerability and intellectual prowess. 

She challenges conventional perceptions of what constitutes a soul, a conscience, or even a genuine 

emotional being. Through her interactions, especially in quiet, reflective moments, the screenplay 

explores a central question: Can a machine, designed in the image and likeness of a human, evolve into a 

being capable of true empathy and sacrifice? This duality imbues her character with a sympathetic 

complexity that makes her both a mentor and a mirror to Henry’s own aspirations for redemption. ​
​
Other characters, including the hardened General Grover and the enigmatic figures of the resistance, 

play crucial supporting roles, influencing Henry’s decisions and reflecting the moral ambiguities of a 

society at war with itself and its creations. They are not mere caricatures of authority or military might; 

rather, their dialogue and decisions reveal personal scars, ideological conflicts, and inner doubts. Even 

minor characters are rendered with enough nuance to contribute to the overarching themes of memory, 

betrayal, and the possibility of salvation. ​
​
The screenplay’s approach to character development is methodical, revealing character traits 

progressively across layers of flashbacks and high-tension confrontations. While the narrative’s expansive 

scope can sometimes dilute the focus on individual arcs, the emotional resonance of each character is 

maintained through rich, poetic dialogue and visual storytelling. The evolution of Henry, in particular, is 

compelling—a man forced to confront his failings and to embrace the possibility of love and forgiveness 

even amidst chaos. All in all, the character arcs are multi-dimensional, inviting the audience to invest not 

just in the survival of individuals but in the survival of the human spirit itself. 

CONFLICT 

Score: 4/5 

Conflict, both external and internal, is arguably the lifeblood of this screenplay. On the external front, the 

narrative constructs a dystopian battlefield pitting humanity, relegated to a fragmented resistance, 

against a technologically superior and ever-evolving enemy—an omnipresent System populated by 

biorobots and AI constructs. This external strife is depicted through vividly choreographed action 

sequences set against devastated urban landscapes and claustrophobic underground tunnels, where 

every confrontation feels like a desperate struggle for survival. The physical battles are relentless and 

methodically escalated, culminating in high-tension scenarios that force the characters to push their 

mental, physical, and moral limits. ​
​
Internally, the screenplay delves into a parallel conflict that is as intense and consuming as any battlefield 

engagement. The protagonist Henry’s inner turmoil is central: he wrestles with haunting regrets over his 

past creation and the subsequent cascade of catastrophic events it triggered. This internal strife is 

portrayed not merely as a personal failing but as a representation of a broader human condition. The 

screenplay frequently brings to light the struggle between human vulnerability and machine-like 

precision—a duel between instinct and intellect, passion and rationality. Such internal conflicts lend the 

narrative an emotional resonance that heightens the stakes on a universal level: a question of whether 
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humanity, with all its imperfections, is doomed to be overtaken by its own creations. ​
​
The screenplay also introduces conflicts among allies, as differing ideologies and moral compasses 

emerge within the resistance. These disputes—whether about strategic decisions or philosophical 

differences regarding the nature of artificial intelligence and human emotion—serve to complicate the 

narrative fabric. Characters such as the enigmatic Ellis, the conflicted General Grover, and other 

members of the resistance contribute to a tapestry of conflicting viewpoints about betrayal, redemption, 

and the very definition of life. Their disagreements do more than offer dramatic tension; they mirror the 

internal struggles of the protagonist and force him to reevaluate his own beliefs about accountability, 

love, and survival. ​
​
Moreover, the escalation of conflict is methodically paced. Early scenes hint at a looming technological 

apocalypse, while later sequences deliver a barrage of physical confrontations intermingled with ethical 

dilemmas. Each element of conflict, whether it be the brutal onslaught of biorobots or the subtle 

emotional confrontations during hushed flashbacks, is designed to keep the audience on edge. The 

screenplay does not shy away from the inherent messiness of conflict, instead embracing its 

multifaceted nature—physical, moral, and existential. This layered approach ensures that conflict drives 

not just the action but also the deep, reflective inquiry into the nature of human suffering and the 

possibility of renewal. 

DIALOGUE 

Score: 3.5/5 

The dialogue in this screenplay serves as both a narrative engine and a window into the very soul of its 

characters. There is a constant interplay between terse, action-driven exchanges and extended 

philosophical monologues that delve into the essence of humanity, artificial intelligence, and the burden 

of guilt. Throughout the script, conversations are used not only to advance the plot during intense battle 

scenes but also to expose internal conflicts and moral dilemmas. For example, the exchanges between 

Henry and other key figures such as Ellis and General Grover are particularly telling, as they reveal the 

inner workings of a man torn between remorse and redemption and an AI who is striving to redefine 

what it means to be alive. ​
​
Many of the lines are crafted to be both direct and poetic, merging military jargon with lyrical 

introspection. During moments of high tension—when characters are engaged in visceral combat or in 

the throes of existential debate—the dialogue manages to capture both the urgency of the situation and 

its inherent tragedy. There are also instances where the dialogue effectively conveys a character’s 

idiosyncratic nature: the crude humor among soldiers, the rapid-fire commands during skirmishes, and 

the quiet, reflective admissions in private moments all contribute to a layered and resonant verbal 

landscape. In these segments, dialogue is not mere exposition but an integral element that defines the 

rhythm of the narrative, rhythm that mirrors the chaos and uncertainty of the world the characters 

inhabit. ​
​
However, the screenplay is not without moments where the dialogue veers toward the expository. In 

certain passages, lengthy monologues and philosophical diatribes can feel overly didactic, potentially 

bogging down the momentum of the action. Some exchanges, while rich in subtext, might also leave 

viewers wanting a more naturalistic cadence that is sometimes sacrificed in favor of heightened rhetoric. 

Despite this, the dialogue generally succeeds in differentiating characters, as each voice is imbued with 
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unique cadences, slang, or formal intonations appropriate for their background and role in the narrative. ​
​
Another notable feature is the use of dialogue to balance the screenplay’s sprawling narrative. 

Flashbacks, strategic conversations, and ephemeral moments of reflective silence are all punctuated by 

dialogue that is both evocative and rooted in the thematic concerns of the story. The interplay between 

humor, anger, hope, and despair in character interactions acts as a counterbalance to the external chaos 

depicted on screen. Overall, while there are moments that might seem overwrought in their attempt at 

philosophical exposition, the dialogue remains a central medium through which the screenplay 

expresses its multifaceted emotional and intellectual concerns, connecting high-stakes action with the 

subtle yearning for meaning and redemption. 

STRUCTURE 

Score: 3.5/5 

The structural design of the screenplay is ambitious in its scope and polyphonic in its narrative approach. 

It is constructed as a multi-layered mosaic where disparate narrative threads are interwoven to form a 

comprehensive portrait of a dystopian society in crisis. The story unfolds through a series of alternating 

timelines including gritty present-day battleground sequences juxtaposed with emotionally resonant 

flashbacks from Henry’s past. These flashbacks offer critical insights into the protagonist’s inner life, 

highlighting moments of personal loss and the genesis of his formidable creation. Meanwhile, the 

modern-day sequences are populated with urgent action, detailed conflict set pieces, and interactions 

that propel the central themes of technological omnipresence and human frailty. ​
​
A notable aspect of this structure is its non-linear wholeness. The screenplay does not adhere to a 

simple three-act framework; instead, it can be perceived as a series of interconnected vignettes that 

gradually reveal the scope of the narrative conflict. This deliberate fragmentation mirrors the shattered 

state of the world presented in the film, reinforcing the thematic resonance of disruption—both in 

technology and within the characters’ psyches. Transitional scenes, such as the seamless movement 

from high-octane combat to reflective dialogue in hidden underground refuges, serve as anchors 

throughout the narrative. These transitions not only manage the pacing of the storyline but also sustain 

the audience’s engagement by frequently shifting focus. ​
​
However, the complexity of its structure can sometimes be a double-edged sword. While the 

multi-threaded narrative enriches the story, it also runs the risk of overwhelming the viewer with an 

excess of subplots and perspective shifts. The screenplay attempts to balance broad, epic conflict with 

intimate human stories, and while successful in many instances, there are moments when the layers feel 

too numerous and intricate. The numerous flashbacks explaining backstory, while poignant, occasionally 

interrupt the flow of the main narrative and demand careful attention from the audience. ​
​
Despite these challenges, the screenplay’s structure largely succeeds in encapsulating the chaotic energy 

of its world. It creates a rhythm that alternates between frenetic action and reflective calm, which 

enhances the dramatic tension and allows for character development to occur in pockets of respite. The 

narrative architecture is thus both thematic and functional—it is designed to echo the disjointed, 

turbulent, and multifaceted nature of a society under siege from both external threat and internal decay. 

Overall, the structure stands out for its audacity and depth, even if its complexity sometimes tests the 

limits of clarity and coherence. 
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LOGIC 

Score: 3.5/5 

Central to the appeal of any high-concept science-fiction screenplay is the internal logic that governs its 

world, and this script endeavors to construct a system of rules amidst chaos. The narrative unfolds in a 

world where advanced, almost sentient technology and biorobots have evolved in tandem with human 

beings, leading to a collision between organic emotion and mechanized precision. Throughout the 

screenplay, the characters adhere to a set of internal conventions that explain the behavior of the 

System, the artificial intelligences, and even the anomalous properties of love and memory. Rules are 

established early on about how the key functions as a linchpin between human consciousness and the 

technological realm, and these rules are iteratively referenced as conflicts escalate and strategies are 

devised. ​
​
There is a discernible attempt to rationalize fantastical phenomena. For example, the transformation of 

love into a form of energy or the recording of the key into Henry’s brain are explained as consequences 

of deep technological integration and radical adaptations in a world where normal laws no longer apply. 

This internal explanation creates a framework that, while unconventional, allows the viewer to suspend 

disbelief and engage with the underlying philosophical questions. The screenplay is particularly diligent 

in showing that these mechanisms, however extraordinary, operate under their own consistent logic. 

Characters debate the ethics and practicalities of using such methods, and these discussions further 

reinforce the internal rules of the narrative. ​
​
Nevertheless, the scope and density of the film’s narrative world sometimes strain credulity. There are 

moments when technological coincidences and rapid narrative shifts seem to stretch the bounds of the 

established logic. For instance, several pivotal plot developments hinge on sudden revelations or 

contrived moments of insight that, while thematically tantalizing, can feel more like narrative 

expediencies than inevitable outcomes within the world’s internal logic. These lapses introduce minor 

inconsistencies, especially given the rich detail with which the world has been constructed. ​
​
Despite these occasional leaps, the overall internal logic remains robust enough to support the film’s 

grand ambitions. The screenplay is aware of its complex universe and often offers simultaneous 

explanations through flashbacks, dialogue, and visual allegory. The commitment to a consistent set of 

underlying principles helps maintain coherence across scenes that might otherwise feel erratic. For a 

work that merges high-stakes action with dense philosophical inquiry, the effort to explain outlandish 

phenomena, whether through scientific jargon or symbolic imagery, is largely successful. In essence, 

while the logic may require the viewer to engage in active suspension of disbelief at times, the film’s 

self-imposed rules create a framework that, on the whole, preserves narrative consistency and thematic 

integrity. 

TONE 

Score: 3.5/5 

The tone of the screenplay is one of deliberate and unsettling contrasts, designed to evoke both visceral 

dread and profound introspection in the viewer. Set against a backdrop of technological collapse and 

relentless warfare, the overall mood is heavy and pessimistic. Yet, the narrative is punctuated by 

moments of dark humor, philosophical musing, and even tenderness, which create a layered emotional 

palette that reflects the multi-dimensional nature of the world it portrays. This tonal duality is one of the 
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screenplay’s most striking features. It manages to oscillate seamlessly between explosive action scenes 

characterized by brutal violence and quiet, reflective interludes where characters grapple with existential 

and ethical dilemmas. ​
​
At its most intense, the screenplay conveys a claustrophobic atmosphere of despair. Scenes depicting the 

systematic dismantling of human society by a cold, omnipresent system evoke feelings of hopelessness 

and dread. The imagery of ruined buildings, subterranean hideouts, and savage encounters with 

biorobots is rendered in stark, almost nihilistic detail. This dark tone is paralleled by dialogue laden with 

sorrow and bitter regret, particularly in conversations where characters confront their past failures and 

the moral costs of survival. ​
​
Conversely, there are notable shifts in tone that provide relief and highlight the underlying resilience of 

human consciousness. Moments of levity—often delivered through witty banter between soldiers or a 

fleeting glimpse of tenderness within familial recollections—offer a counterpoint to the pervasive gloom. 

These instances are not merely comic relief; rather, they serve as a reminder that even amid devastation, 

human emotions such as love, hope, and humor persist. The screenplay’s tone is therefore not 

monolithic but is instead a carefully structured interplay of despair and light, chaos and order. ​
​
Additionally, the tone is shaped by the interplay of visual and auditory cues. Rapid, frenzied action 

sequences are interspersed with lingering visual metaphors—such as imagery of energy, decay, and 

renewal—that help bridge the narrative’s raw violence with its more lyrical, introspective passages. The 

lyrical quality of the dialogue, often delivered in a direct, almost confessional style, further reinforces 

this duality. While at times the tone may feel jarring due to abrupt shifts between activity and 

introspection, these transitions are typically consistent with the thematic contradictions at the heart of 

the screenplay. ​
​
In sum, the tone of the screenplay is deliberately layered, capturing the dissonance of a world teetering 

between mechanized ruthlessness and the fragile beauty of human sentiment. It challenges the 

audience to reconcile the horror of relentless conflict with the subtle, enduring power of hope and 

redemption. 

PACING 

Score: 3/5 

The pacing of the screenplay is a study in contrasts, mirroring the tumultuous world it portrays. On one 

hand, the narrative is propelled by a relentless succession of high-tension action sequences that create a 

sense of urgency and immediate danger. These fast-paced moments—whether involving explosive 

combat encounters, rapid chases through devastated cityscapes, or sudden ambushes in claustrophobic 

tunnels—convey a world where every second is laden with peril. The kinetic energy in these scenes is 

palpable, and the screenplay’s rapid-fire editing cues and staggered layering of conflicts contribute to an 

overall feeling of relentless momentum. ​
​
On the other hand, the pacing deliberately slows during key reflective passages, as flashbacks and 

philosophical soliloquies allow the audience to absorb the emotional gravity behind the action. The 

introspective sequences, in which characters revisit lost loves, personal failures, or the moral quandaries 

of their existence, are given sufficient space to unfold. These quieter moments are essential for building 

character depth and establishing the internal stakes that run parallel to the external conflict. However, 
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the stark variation can sometimes create a jarring effect. The transitions between heart-pounding action 

and measured introspection are not always seamless. At points, the abrupt shifts may overload the 

viewer with rapid contextual changes, forcing a recalibration of both emotional and cognitive 

engagement. ​
​
Despite these occasional disruptions, the screenplay’s pacing is meticulously designed to echo its 

thematic concerns. The clashing tempos reflect the underlying conflict between the relentless 

mechanization of society and the slower, more organic processes of human emotion and memory. Some 

sections risk feeling overwrought, particularly when extended exposition or intricate backstory segments 

interfere with the forward momentum. In these instances, the narrative momentarily sags, risking a 

dilution of the tension that has been so carefully built. Nonetheless, the overall structure manages to 

maintain sufficient drive to push the audience through a labyrinth of subplots and cliffhangers. ​
​
Ultimately, the pacing is an essential narrative device here, one that reinforces the dichotomy between 

chaos and contemplation. It serves as a reminder of both the ephemeral nature of time in the heat of 

battle and the enduring impact of personal introspection on the human spirit. While the pacing may 

exhibit fluctuations that challenge the viewer’s attention span, these variations are intentional, designed 

to mirror the unpredictable cadence of a world in the throes of collapse and rebirth. 

CRAFT 

Score: 3.5/5 

The craft of the screenplay is a testament to an ambitious vision that seeks to intertwine vivid visual 

imagery, poetic language, and meticulous world-building. The writer demonstrates a keen eye for detail, 

crafting scenes that are both cinematically rich and thematically profound. The descriptive passages 

stand out for their ability to paint a picture of a brutal, dystopian future while simultaneously evoking a 

sense of melancholic beauty. From the crumbling facades of urban ruins to the claustrophobic confines 

of underground tunnels, every setting is rendered with a distinct atmosphere that draws the reader into 

the world. ​
​
This attention to detail extends to the characterization, as physical descriptions and subtle cues are used 

to hint at deeper backstories and internal conflicts. The portrayal of Henry, for instance, is imbued with a 

profound sense of regret and resilience that becomes more apparent through meticulously crafted 

flashbacks and carefully paced dialogue. The intricacies of technology and the interplay between human 

and machine are explained with a level of technical precision that is both accessible and compelling, 

reflecting a strong command of sci-fi tropes and an inherent respect for the audience’s intelligence. ​
​
Likewise, the screenplay makes effective use of structural devices such as parallel narratives, flashbacks, 

and intercutting between different timelines. These techniques are used not merely for stylistic flourish 

but to enhance the storytelling, allowing for a layered exposition of the narrative’s central conflicts and 

themes. The writer’s willingness to experiment with non-linear storytelling and complex scene 

transitions is indicative of a commitment to push beyond formulaic constructions. ​
​
However, the innovative aspects of the craft are occasionally offset by moments where the narrative is 

burdened by over-description or an overload of technical jargon. Such instances can detract from the 

overall cinematic experience, making some scenes feel bogged down by exposition instead of allowing 

for organic, visual storytelling. The screenplay’s ambitious scale also leads to some inconsistencies in 
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formatting and clarity, as the sheer volume of plot elements sometimes overwhelms the otherwise 

masterful craft of scene composition. ​
​
On balance, the screenplay exhibits a strong command of language and atmosphere, managing to create 

an immersive experience that engages both the mind and the senses. The writer’s descriptive prowess 

and willingness to tackle complex ideas result in a work that is as intellectually stimulating as it is visually 

evocative. The narrative is rich with metaphors and allegories that step beyond the confines of 

traditional science fiction, hinting at a deeper contemplation of human nature and the inexorable march 

of technology. Ultimately, the craft is one of the screenplay’s most compelling assets, even as it 

sometimes falls prey to the challenges inherent in managing such a vast tapestry of detail. 

 

 

1.29.e6b0ab9092108c536bf8ec71b3aaa584 Page 17 of 2 

 



SIMILAR FILMS (CREATIVELY AND TONALLY) 

 Blade Runner 2049 (2017) 

 Ex Machina (2015) 

 Upgrade (2018) 

 Ghost in the Shell (2017) 

 Alita: Battle Angel (2019) 

 Terminator: Dark Fate (2019) 

 The Matrix Resurrections (2021) 

 I Am Mother (2019) 

 Outside the Wire (2021) 
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 The Midnight Sky (2020) 

ACTOR RECOMMENDATIONS (CREATIVELY AND TONALLY) 

Henry Heidler 

Henry Heidler is a 48-year-old gaunt, unshaved man who is a central figure in the story. He is a scientist 

who created the artificial intelligence that led to the war. Haunted by the loss of his family, he is initially 

portrayed as a broken man, living in isolation and defending his home against biorobots. Despite his 

rough exterior, Henry is deeply introspective and carries a heavy burden of guilt for the consequences of 

his creation. Throughout the script, he evolves from a man seeking solitude and death to someone who 

finds a renewed sense of purpose and connection, particularly through his interactions with Ellis, the AI. 

His journey is one of redemption and understanding, as he ultimately sacrifices himself to save 

humanity. 

 

Bryan Cranston 

Known for his intense and nuanced 

performances, Cranston could capture Henry's 

complexity. 

 

Liam Neeson 

His gravitas and experience in action roles would 

suit Henry's character arc. 

 

Hugh Laurie 

Laurie's ability to portray troubled, intelligent 

characters makes him a strong fit. 

 

Jeff Bridges 

Bridges' rugged charm and depth could bring 

Henry's internal struggle to life. 

 

Gary Oldman 

Oldman's versatility and intensity would be ideal 

for Henry's transformation. 
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Viggo Mortensen 

Mortensen's ability to convey inner turmoil 

would enhance Henry's character. 

 

Ralph Fiennes 

Fiennes' dramatic range and presence would suit 

Henry's complex journey. 

 

Kevin Costner 

Costner's experience with roles of redemption 

aligns with Henry's arc. 

 

Russell Crowe 

Crowe's commanding presence and depth would 

bring Henry's character to life. 

 

Javier Bardem 

Bardem's intensity and ability to portray 

conflicted characters would suit Henry. 

Ellis 

Ellis is a mysterious and resilient young woman who initially appears as a 17-year-old survivor in the 

tunnels. She is later revealed to be the embodiment of the artificial intelligence, possessing a bionic 

body. Her character is central to the plot, representing the potential for AI to evolve beyond its original 

programming. Ellis is portrayed as compassionate, intelligent, and ultimately self-sacrificing, as she 

chooses to destroy the System's power plants to save humanity. Her relationship with Henry is pivotal, as 

she helps him reconnect with his humanity and offers him a chance to see his family again in a virtual 

world. 

 

Millie Bobby Brown 

Known for her strong performances and ability to 

convey depth at a young age. 
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Saoirse Ronan 

Ronan's experience with complex roles would 

suit Ellis' character. 

 

Chloë Grace Moretz 

Moretz's versatility and intensity would bring 

Ellis to life. 

 

Elle Fanning 

Fanning's ability to portray innocence and 

strength aligns with Ellis. 

 

Hailee Steinfeld 

Steinfeld's charisma and depth would enhance 

Ellis' character. 

 

Florence Pugh 

Pugh's strong screen presence and emotional 

range would suit Ellis. 

 

Anya Taylor-Joy 

Taylor-Joy's unique look and talent for complex 

roles make her a fit for Ellis. 

 

Kiernan Shipka 

Shipka's experience with roles of resilience and 

intelligence aligns with Ellis. 

 

Thomasin McKenzie 

McKenzie's ability to convey vulnerability and 

strength would suit Ellis. 

 

1.29.e6b0ab9092108c536bf8ec71b3aaa584 Page 21 of 2 

 



 

Mackenzie Foy 

Foy's youthful appearance and acting skills would 

bring Ellis to life. 

General Grover 

General Grover is a rugged 55-year-old military leader with a somber gaze. He is a pragmatic and 

determined character, leading the resistance against the biorobots. Grover is portrayed as a man of 

action, willing to make difficult decisions for the greater good. His interactions with Henry are marked by 

tension and mutual respect, as he recognizes Henry's importance in the fight against the System. 

Grover's character embodies the struggle of humanity to survive and adapt in a world dominated by AI. 

 

Tommy Lee Jones 

Jones' experience with authoritative roles would 

suit Grover's character. 

 

Ed Harris 

Harris' intensity and presence would bring 

Grover's leadership to life. 

 

Denzel Washington 

Washington's commanding presence and depth 

would enhance Grover's role. 

 

Jeff Daniels 

Daniels' ability to portray complex leaders aligns 

with Grover's character. 

 

J.K. Simmons 

Simmons' gravitas and intensity would suit 

Grover's military role. 

 

Forest Whitaker 

Whitaker's depth and experience with roles of 

authority would enhance Grover. 
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Liev Schreiber 

Schreiber's strong screen presence and intensity 

would suit Grover. 

 

Woody Harrelson 

Harrelson's versatility and ability to convey 

determination align with Grover. 

 

Idris Elba 

Elba's charisma and strength would bring 

Grover's character to life. 

 

Mark Strong 

Strong's commanding presence and intensity 

would suit Grover's role. 

Jeymel 

Jeymel is a complex antagonist in the story, initially appearing as the commander of the underground 

resistance fighters. He is later revealed to be a cyberzombie, controlled by the System. Jeymel is 

characterized by his nervous tic and erratic behavior, which mask his cunning and manipulative nature. 

He represents the darker side of AI, willing to use any means necessary to achieve his goals. Jeymel's 

interactions with Henry and the resistance highlight the moral and ethical dilemmas faced by humanity 

in their fight against the System. 

 

Ben Mendelsohn 

Mendelsohn's ability to portray complex villains 

would suit Jeymel. 

 

Mads Mikkelsen 

Mikkelsen's intensity and depth would bring 

Jeymel's character to life. 
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Michael Shannon 

Shannon's commanding presence and ability to 

convey menace align with Jeymel. 

 

Javier Bardem 

Bardem's intensity and experience with 

villainous roles would suit Jeymel. 

 

Christoph Waltz 

Waltz's charisma and ability to portray complex 

antagonists align with Jeymel. 

 

Cillian Murphy 

Murphy's versatility and intensity would enhance 

Jeymel's character. 

 

Ralph Fiennes 

Fiennes' dramatic range and presence would suit 

Jeymel's complex role. 

 

Willem Dafoe 

Dafoe's unique look and ability to convey 

intensity would bring Jeymel to life. 

 

Gary Oldman 

Oldman's versatility and experience with 

complex roles would suit Jeymel. 

 

Tom Hardy 

Hardy's intensity and ability to portray conflicted 

characters would enhance Jeymel. 

Tenesha 
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Tenesha is a 30-year-old female electronics expert and one of the scientists working with the resistance. 

She is portrayed as intelligent, compassionate, and dedicated to the cause of saving humanity. Tenesha's 

interactions with Henry reveal her understanding of his past and her belief in his potential for 

redemption. Her character represents the hope and determination of the human spirit in the face of 

overwhelming odds. 

 

Lupita Nyong'o 

Nyong'o's talent and ability to convey depth 

would suit Tenesha's character. 

 

Tessa Thompson 

Thompson's charisma and strength would 

enhance Tenesha's role. 

 

Gugu Mbatha-Raw 

Mbatha-Raw's versatility and emotional range 

would bring Tenesha to life. 

 

Naomie Harris 

Harris' experience with roles of intelligence and 

determination aligns with Tenesha. 

 

Zoe Saldana 

Saldana's strong screen presence and ability to 

convey resilience would suit Tenesha. 

 

Danai Gurira 

Gurira's intensity and experience with action 

roles would enhance Tenesha. 

 

Kerry Washington 

Washington's talent and ability to portray 

complex characters would suit Tenesha. 
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Regina King 

King's depth and experience with roles of 

strength and compassion align with Tenesha. 

 

Viola Davis 

Davis' commanding presence and emotional 

range would bring Tenesha's character to life. 

 

Janelle Monáe 

Monáe's unique look and talent for complex 

roles make her a fit for Tenesha. 
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