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	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.


	The manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive comparative analysis of the annexin gene family across major monocot and dicot crops, which has not been widely consolidated before. By integrating phylogenetic, evolutionary, and expression-based insights, the study enhances our understanding of how annexins contribute to plant development and stress tolerance. This information is valuable for researchers working on molecular breeding, crop improvement, and stress-resilience strategies. The findings also lay a solid foundation for future functional validation and translational research in agricultural biotechnology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Is the title of the article suitable


	

	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, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. It effectively summarizes the purpose of the study, key methodologies, major findings, and the broader significance of the research. It provides sufficient information for readers to understand the scope and importance of the work without needing to refer to the full manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript contains frequent use of the long dash (—) throughout the text. The consistent use of this symbol is noticeable and may draw attention while reading, as it is uncommon in typical scientific writing formats.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references in the manuscript are generally sufficient.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, well structured, and uses appropriate scientific terminology, making it understandable and professional for academic readers.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is informative and well-structured, providing valuable insights into the annexin gene family across multiple crops. The literature coverage is extensive, and the discussion is well-supported by recent references. With minor editorial refinements, the manuscript will be suitable for publication
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