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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

I consider that the work should be reviewed, corrected, completed. 

I suggest making more references in the introduction to the antioxidant power of betalains. 

The methods are incomplete. 

The mention and description of the methods used for some of the parameters measured and contained in the results are missing. 

It is necessary to describe the methodology used so that the work is understood and so that other researchers can repeat it. 

An exhaustive analysis and discussion of the results remains to be carried out. 

Review the preparation of tables of results and their legends. 

Results of described methods are missing. 

It is necessary to introduce the results with explanatory texts and then develop their analysis. You can not put a table of results without anything 

else. 

Based on the results, their analysis and discussion work on the conclusions. 

I suggest looking for some more current references, and see how these articles present their contents, from introduction to materials and 

methods, results and discussion and conclusions. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

It is essential to review all punctuation marks, spaces between words, indentations, justified paragraphs throughout the text. 

Correct tables. 

Check the content and location of the legends of tables, figures. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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