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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The paper presents the advantages of using ultrasound-assisted extraction of bioactive compounds from beetroot: significantly improved the extraction of betalains, phenolic compounds, flavonoids, and carotenoids compared to traditional extraction methods.
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	Yes, the title of the article is suitable, expressing the essence of the research.
	

	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 of the article clearly states the purpose of the study, the experimental design and the results obtained.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The non-conventional method used in this study is Ultrasound-Assisted Extraction (UAE), a"green extraction" method that minimize solvent use and reduce environmental impact. The plant material were beetroots, obtained from a local market in India. Ranked among the top ten vegetables for antioxidant properties, beetroot serves as an excellent source of phytochemical compounds like betalains, phenolic compounds, flavonoids, carotenoids, and saponins. The extraction and calculation methods of biocompounds are clearly presented. However, a statistical analysis of the results obtained was welcome.
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	The study cites 25 various bibliographic references, most of them from the last 10 years
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	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
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