
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Global Ecology and Environment

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOGEE_14098

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Advances in quinoa research with emphasis on bioactive compounds nutritional value and functional food applications

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	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.


	This manuscript is important because it synthesizes recent advances in quinoa research with a clear focus on bioactive compounds, processing effects, and bioaccessibility, moving the field beyond descriptive nutrient profiling. By integrating compositional, technological, and digestion-related evidence, it helps researchers and reader better interpret the functional relevance of quinoa in real food matrices. It is also highlights critical research gaps that must be addressed to strengthen clinical translation and functional food development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is already suitable and precisely reflects the scope of review, especially its emphasis on bioactive compounds, nutritional value and functional food applications. However, it is somewat broad and does not fully convey the manuscript. An alternative title was provided “Quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa Willd.) as a Functional Food Ingredient: Bioactive Compounds, Processing Effects, and Bioaccessibility”
	

	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 comprehensively well written, covering entire themes of bioactive compounds, processing effects and functional food applications. Some adjustment is needed to strengthened by adding the review methodology, as an example the time frame or scope of the literature was surveyed. This suggestions to make enhance the clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript discussion is well aligned with the cited literature, and the authors appropriately distinguish between in vitro and limited human studies. Overall is scientifically sound and reflects current understanding of quinoa composition.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References is sufficient, relevant and up to date with stronge coverage of studies within the last five to ten years. However, the author might be consider citing some additional studies on quinoa consumption or glycemic a outcomes (digestion model)
	

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


	Yes. The language and overall English quality are suitable for scholars and researcher. The manuscript is clearly written, coherent, and uses appropriate scientific terminology.
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	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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