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	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 presents the first comprehensive genomic characterization of the zinc transporter (ZnT) gene family in Amaranthus hypochondriacus. Considering the growing relevance of biofortification as a strategy to combat micronutrient deficiencies at the global level, this work is highly significant. The authors provide a solid molecular foundation for future approaches in genetic engineering and crop improvement. The results are particularly relevant for the development of zinc-enriched crop varieties, with potential impact on food security and public health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and informative. It accurately reflects the content and objectives of the study.
	

	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 is well-structured, comprehensive, and accurately summarizes the main aspects of the study. There is no need to add or remove information. However, I found it slightly lengthy, as the standard is usually between 250 and 300 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methods are appropriate and well described, the data are clearly presented, and the results are interpreted based on current scientific literature. The use of phylogenetic, structural, and gene expression analyses strengthens the robustness of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, up-to-date, and relevant. They include recent sources (up to 2025) as well as essential classic works on zinc transport, biofortification, and plant genomics. There is no need to add further references at this time.
	

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


	Yes, the English is of very good quality and appropriate for publication in international scientific journals. The text is fluent, technical, and clear. Only minor grammatical revisions may be considered for further refinement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, presents novel and relevant data, and addresses a topic of high impact for both agriculture and human health. The study provides an important foundation for future research on the biofortification of food crops with zinc. I recommend acceptance with minor revisions, if deemed necessary by the editorial team.
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