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	This study provides valuable insights into the variability of glucosinolate (GSL) accumulation in moringa, shaped by both genetic differences among accessions and distinct tissue-specific patterns. The elite accessions NPM/17-22, NAM/17-42, and TR local exhibited notably high GSL levels, making them promising candidates for further research and potential metabolic enhancement.  Across all accessions and tissues, 4RBGS consistently emerged as the dominant glucosinolate, pointing to a genetically conserved biosynthetic pathway in moringa.
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