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	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 study provides significant contributions to the scientific community by giving detailed quantitative analysis of glucosinolate variability in Moringa oleifera across different genotypes and tissues. By naming genotype-dependent and tissue-specific variations, it updates the  understanding of the biochemical diversity underlying moringa's health-promoting properties. These insights pave the way to enhance the nutritional and therapeutic potential of moringa, benefiting both research and practical applications in nutraceutical development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the study is clear and appropriate. It effectively conveys and focus on glucosinolate variation and highlights the comparison between elite and exotic accessions.
	

	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 this research is quite comprehensive and well-structured, covering the background, significance, methods, key findings, and implications. It wholistically presents the significance of glucosinolates in Moringa oleifera, the variability studied, the methodology (HPLC), and highlights significant genotype and tissue effects, as well as identifying elite accessions with higher glucosinolate content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is well-structured, covering the background, significance, methods, key findings, and implications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, it provides sufficiency in terms of citations and referencing.
	

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


	If I may suggest please submit to content editor and grammarian for the appropriateness and cohesiveness. 
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	The research findings are timely and relevant to the existing conditions. It will contribute advancement in the scientific knowledge.  
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