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Abstract: Leafy vegetables promote reparation of energy loss due to oxidative stress, and they have
the potential to alleviate hunger and malnutrition as well as other forms of metabolic imbalance
ravaging the world. However, these vegetables are underutilized, despite the fact that they harbor
essential minerals needed for critical cellular activities. As amaranth is one of the earliest vegetables
reputed for its high nutraceutical and therapeutic value, in this study, we explored research on the
Amaranthus species, and identified areas with knowledge gaps, to harness the various biological and
economic potentials of the species. Relevant published documents on the plant were retrieved from
the Science Citation Index Expanded accessed through the Web of Science from 2011 to 2020; while
RStudio and VOSviewer were used for data analysis and visualization, respectively. Publications
over the past decade (dominated by researchers from the USA, India, and China, with a collaboration
index of 3.22) showed that Amaranthus research experienced steady growth. Findings from the study
revealed the importance of the research and knowledge gaps in the underutilization of the vegetable.
This could be helpful in identifying prominent researchers who can be supported by government
funds, to address the malnutrition problem in developing countries throughout the world.

Keywords: amaranths; bibliometric; leafy vegetables; malnutrition; nutraceuticals

1. Introduction

Hidden hunger (a form of undernutrition) can affect the immune system and make
children and the elderly susceptible to different kinds of diseases [1–3]. In Sub-Saharan
Africa, symptoms associated with macronutrient deficiencies include being underweight,
overweight, child wasting, stunting, and homeostatic dysfunctions [4–6]. To combat these
deficiencies, most developing countries and advanced nations have adopted various mea-
sures, such as sustained food supplementations for less privileged communities, expanding
access to maternal and child healthcare, and extending social and agricultural incentives to
enhance food production [6]. Despite these multimodal strategies, the number of house-
holds and communities faced with dietary challenges continues to rise.

Unfortunately, the most affected populations reside in local areas enriched with di-
verse vegetables [1]. Wild vegetables are the mainstay of dietary nutrients, and they are
capable of addressing nutrient deficiencies ravaging the world [2,7–9]. Essential minerals
(macronutrients and micronutrients) required for critical cellular activities and periodic
reparations of damaged tissues are locked in plant tissues. Leafy vegetables facilitate
the reparation of energy loss due to oxidative stress by trapping free radicals and their
analogous biomolecules [10,11]. However, underutilization of leafy vegetables has resulted
in proven evidence of metabolic imbalances, categorized as malnutrition, undernutrition,
and stunting [6].
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Amaranths are some of the earliest vegetables that have existed, globally, as grains,
leafy vegetables, dye plants, ornamentals, and weeds, in tropical, subtropical, and tem-
perate climates [2]. Amaranthus is a plant genus comprised of about 74 annual species,
with a wide morphological diversity, distinctly characterized by monoecy and dioecy [12].
They are a promising group of plants that could deliver plant-based proteins, high-quality
nutrients, unsaturated fatty acids, and other essential organic minerals derived from their
leaves, seeds, and roots [13,14]. Amaranths adapt easily to adverse environmental condi-
tions because they manufacture food through the C4 photosynthetic pathway [15]. They
have evolved certain physiological characteristics that make them easily cultivated, al-
low them to survive attacks from pathogenic organisms, and enhance their phenotypic
plasticity and genetic diversity [9,15,16]. Several bioactive compounds derived from the
Amaranthus species have been reported on extensively in the literature. These include
phenolic phytochemicals, lectins, anthocyanins, flavonoids, and antioxidant nutrients ca-
pable of entrapping free radicals that may impair the proper functioning of biological
systems [17–22].

Commonly cultivated species of Amaranthus in Sub-Saharan Africa—for grain, leafy
vegetables for human consumption and animal feed, treatment of chronic diseases, e.g., dia-
betes, hypertension, cardiac disorders, and other nutraceutical purposes—include Amaran-
thus cruentus L. [23–25], Amaranthus caudatus L. [14,21,23,26,27], Amaranthus hypochondriacus
L. [28–30], Amaranthus viridis L. [26,31,32], Amaranthus spinosus L. [23,33–35], Amaranthus
muricatus (Gillies ex Moq.) Hieron. [36,37], Amaranthus dubius Mart. ex Thell. [23,38,39],
Amaranthus tricolor L. [23,39,40], Amaranthus crispus (Lesp. and Thévenau) A. Braun ex
J.M. Coult. and S. Watson [41], and Amaranthus tunetanus Iamonico and El Mokni, a newly
discovered amaranth species from Tunisia [42], among others.

The nutraceutical values of amaranths have been reported widely in scientific publica-
tions [13,15,21,43–45]. Findings from different experiments have indicated that Amaranthus
has a higher proximate composition than commonly consumed food crops, such as corn
(Zea mays), buckwheat, rye, and rice [15]; comparable nutritive characteristics to commonly
patronized vegetables, e.g., spinach (Spinacia oleracea L.) [31]; equivalent nutrient content
to some fodder crops, such as barley, maize, and wheat [46]; and is rich in extremely rare
amino acids (e.g., lysine and tryptophan) that could replace animal protein and supple-
ment human diets with moderate-quality amino acids [47,48]. Metabolic diseases, such as
diabetes, ulcers, congestive cardiac, liver, and renal failure, cancer, helminthic infections,
and most degenerative diseases, such as ageing hypertension, atherosclerosis, obesity, and
being chronically underweight are induced by damages done to cells and tissues by free
radicals [17,49–52]. Several species of Amaranthus are reported to play important roles in
the regression of oxidative stress-induced disorders due to their ability to scavenge free
radicals, thereby neutralizing their degenerating consequences [13,22,53–57].

New advances in bioremediation research suggest that the use of plant-based ma-
terials is efficient, with little or no adverse effects [58–61]. The use of plants to stabilize,
degrade, and extract pollutants has become a safer, cost-effective, and complementary
green technique compared to engineering-based approaches, as plant tissues serve as
channels for uptake, chelation, and volatilization of pollutants [62–64]. It is also common
knowledge that green plants sequester carbon dioxide and other gaseous biomolecules,
bringing about non-invasive environmental clean-up [54,59,61,65]. Thus, several species of
Amaranthaceae have been implicated in-efficient CO2 sequestration and phytomining of
heavy metals introduced into the environment due to natural processes or anthropogenic
activities [34,60,66,67]. In some cases, tissues of some amaranth species have been regarded
as phytorefineries of heavy metals capable of polluting the environment [34,38,60,68].

Based on the nutraceutical applications of Amaranthus spp., it is imperative to carry
out a bibliometric analysis of this important group of plants, to harness the biological
and economic potentials of the species documented in the literature throughout the past
10 years. The focus of this bibliometric study was to review the trends of research outputs
on the Amaranthus species, as it is one of the world’s earliest domesticated species [2,69].
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The method of bibliometrics provides information on authors’ citations and affiliations, and
measures the relevance of scientific contributions to society in general and the academic
community in particular [70,71]. This will help in the exploration of key research outputs on
the Amaranthus species and identify areas with knowledge gaps on ethnobotany, cultivation,
ethnopharmacology, biological activities, and medicinal applications of amaranths for
human consumption and industrial use.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Data Collection

The Web of Science Core Collection (WoSCC) on the Web of Science (WoS) database
was explored, as described by [72,73], to retrieve data on Amaranthus research from 2011 to
2020. The title search was selected and the keyword “(Amaranthus* OR amaranth*)” was
used to retrieve publications on the subject within the specified period. A total of 2017
documents were obtained (Figure 1). As the focus of the research was on research and
review articles on Amaranthus, other document types (correction (13), letter (5), poetry (1),
meeting abstract (87), proceedings paper (11), art exhibit review (4), retracted publication
(1), early access (10), data paper (1), retraction (1), editorial material (29), news item (9))
were excluded, to arrive to 1845 documents. The target was on those documents written in
English; non-English written documents were excluded from the results (1787 documents).
Thereafter, the target of the search was on those documents in Science Citation Index
Expanded (1656 documents); other documents were also excluded. Finally, the validation
of documents was independently carried out by two of the authors (Kunle Okaiyeto and
Muhali Jimoh); 7 documents that did not meet the selection criteria were further excluded.
A total of 1649 documents were saved in BibTeX and tab-delimited formats for data analysis
and data visualization, respectively.
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2.2. Data Analysis

As highlighted by the report of [74], “bibliometric analysis of literature may help to
suggest new research directions or alternative research priorities”. In the study, the retrieved
data from WoS was imported to the biblioshiny package in the R-statistical tool [53].
Thereafter, analyses of the most relevant authors, documents, institutions, countries, citation
analysis of the most cited authors, institutions, and countries were also carried out.

2.3. Data Visualization

Social mapping and data visualization are vital tools used to analyze the existing
research collaborators in a particular field [75]. The data saved in tab-delimited format from
WoS was imported to VOSviewer software (version 1.6.14) [76]. Thereafter, analyses on
co-authorship authors, co-authorship institutions, co-authorship countries, co-occurrence
author keywords, and author co-citation analyses were conducted.

2.4. Main Information

A total of 1649 published documents focusing on Amaranthus research was retrieved
from the Web of Science repository between the years 2011 and 2020. These documents,
authored by 5180 researchers, originated from 565 sources, comprising of 1612 research and
37 review articles. The average years from publication was 4.82 and average citations per
documents was 12.4. These documents comprised 4096 keywords; the author keywords—
4864. There were 34 authors of single-authored documents and 5146 authors of multi-
authored documents. A collaboration index of 3.22 was observed among the authors; the
authors per document—3.14, and the co-authors per documents—4.48.

2.5. Annual Scientific Production

In this section, the annual scientific production of Amaranthus research was evaluated
over a ten-year period, from 2011 to 2020 (Figure 2). Amaranthus research experienced a
steady growth in the number of publications over the years. The most productive year
was 2019, with the highest number of articles (222) representing 13.5% of the total articles
produced in a decade (2011–2020), while the least number of publications (106 articles) were
recorded in 2011. From the year 2017, there has been a surge in amaranth-related research,
with no less than 200 articles published annually. This affirms the general perception that
attention has shifted to the use of plant-based natural products in the past decade with an
emphasis on the amaranth species [56,77–81].
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2.6. Most Relevant Authors

Data retrieved from WoS showed that 5180 authors contributed to the production of
1649 scientific publications on the Amaranthus between 2011 and 2020. About 5146 articles,
amounting to 99.3% of total publications extracted, were multi-authored, while 34 articles
(0.7%) were published by single authors (Table 1). This may imply high collaboration
networks among the authors with an analogous interest in amaranth-related research. The
most prolific author was Norsworthy JK, with 34 articles, followed by Tranel PJ (29 articles),
Oba S and Sarkar U (28 articles). The h-index is an important bibliometric indicator
used to characterize the broad impact of an author’s output and his/her relevance in the
academic society [82,83]. According to [82], the inventor, h-index (Table 2) measures author
productivity, using criteria such as “total number of papers”, “total citations”, “number of
citations per paper”, “number of significant papers”, and “number of citations to each of
the most-cited papers”.

Table 1. Main information of global amaranth-related research from 2011 to 2020.

Description Results

Timespan 2011:2020
Sources (journals, books, etc.) 565

Documents 1649
Average years from publication 4.82

Average citations per documents 12.4
Average citations per year per doc 2.029

References 47,877
Document types

Article 1612
Review 37

Document contents
Keywords plus (ID) 4096

Author’s keywords (DE) 4864
Authors
Authors 5180

Author appearances 7393
Authors of single-authored documents 34
Authors of multi-authored documents 5146

Author collaborations
Single-authored documents 53

Documents per author 0.318
Authors per document 3.14

Co-authors per documents 4.48
Collaboration index 3.22

Keywords plus (ID), author’s keywords (DE).

Table 2. A total of 20 leading authors on amaranth-related research from 2011 to 2020.

Author Articles h-Index g-Index m-Index TC PY-Start

Norsworthy, J.K. 34 13 23 1.18 601 2011
Tranel, P.J. 29 15 25 1.36 647 2011

Oba, S. 28 21 28 2.33 810 2013
Sarker, U. 28 20 28 2.86 795 2015

Iamonico, D. 25 10 14 0.91 226 2011
Jhala, A.J. 18 9 16 1.13 272 2014

Anon, M.C. 13 9 13 0.90 191 2012
Cristina Anon, M. 13 10 13 0.91 378 2011

Kruger, G.R. 13 8 13 1.00 216 2014
Park, Y.J. 13 5 7 0.46 64 2011
Singh, S. 13 7 12 0.64 225 2011

Steckel, L.E. 13 8 13 0.89 318 2013
Young, B.G. 13 7 13 0.78 179 2013
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Table 2. Cont.

Author Articles h-Index g-Index m-Index TC PY-Start

Culpepper, A.S. 12 9 12 0.90 258 2012
De 12 5 8 0.46 69 2011

Gaines, T.A. 12 9 12 0.82 366 2011
Jennings, K.M. 12 4 7 0.44 54 2013

Wang, C. 12 7 10 1.17 107 2016
Bradley, K.W. 11 8 11 0.73 216 2011
Jugulam, M. 11 6 11 1.20 183 2017

Note: TC = total citations; NP = number of publications; PY = publication year; h-index = Hirsch index.

2.7. Most Relevant Institutions

Table 3 depicts the most relevant institutions on Amaranth research from 2011 to 2020.
Out of the top 20, the University of Arkansas had the highest publications (94 articles)
followed by the University of Illinois, with 93 published articles, both from the USA. Eleven
(11) American Universities made the top 20 list. Some institutions from South Asia had high
publication records (among the most relevant institutions) on amaranth-related research,
whereas no African university made the top 20 list in the period under review. Findings
from this analysis suggest that places of origin of most Amaranthus spp. (grain amaranth—
native to Central and South America; A. lividus—central or south Europe; A. tricolor—
southern China or India) do influence academic research and institutional publication
records [2,84–86]. It may also indicate the dearth of research in African institutions or the
lack of indexing of publications in renowned repositories, such as the Web of Science. This
is a gap that needs to be filled by authorities of institutions in the African continuent, so
that the pharmacological potentials of these rich vegetables can be utilized maximally.

Table 3. Top 20 most relevant institutions on amaranth research from 2011 to 2020.

Affiliations Country Articles

University of Arkansas USA 94
University of Illinois USA 93

University of Nebraska USA 67
Bangabandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rahman Agric University Bangladesh 64

Universidad Nacional de La Plata Argentina 59
Kansas State University USA 55

North Carolina State University USA 49
Instituto Politecnico Nacional Mexico 35

University of Sao Paulo Mexico 34
Mississippi State University USA 32

Purdue University USA 32
Islamic Azad University United Arab Emirates 30

University of Georgia USA 29
Institute of Botany China 27

University of Western Australia Australia 26
Colorado State University USA 25

Jiangsu University China 25

2.8. Twenty Topmost Journals

Of the most relevant journals that published amaranth-related research in the past
ten years, Weed Technology and Weed Science recorded the highest publications with 97 and
83 articles, respectively, although the total citation was higher in the latter (1441 citations)
than the former (1196 citations). Although total citations were comparatively high for
LWT-Food Science and Technology (947 citations) and Food Chemistry (935 citations), the
number of Amaranthus-related research articles published in the two journals (35 and
23 articles, respectively) from the years 2011 and 2020 were distantly low compared to that
of Weed Technology and Weed Science (Table 4). It could also be inferred from this research
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that most amaranths are still regarded as weeds, given that at least two journals with a
specific interest in weeds were most relevant in amaranth-related articles in the period
under review. Nevertheless, no less than 11 food- and nutrition-based journals namely,
LWT-Food Science and Technology, Food Chemistry, Journal of Agricultural and Food Chemistry,
Journal of Cereal Science, Journal of Food Science and Technology-Mysore, Plant Foods for Human
Nutrition, International Journal of Food Science and Technology, Food Research International,
Journal of Functional Foods, and Journal of the Science of Food and Agriculture (Table 4) were
captured in most relevant sources. The growing trend of research on the Amaranthus
spp. In food- and nutrition-based journals suggests that more scientific investigations
concerning the nutritional and medicinal use of amaranths are “coming through”, and
attention is shifting toward their applications as food supplements and pharmaceutical
precursors [9,13,21,56]. This trend must be sustained in order to bring more of the amaranth
species in the wild closer to people, and more research objectives should be redirected to
dietary and pharmacological uses, as recommended by [9,15,87–90].

Table 4. Twenty of the top-most journals in amaranth-related research from 2011 to 2020.

Source NP TC h-Index g-Index m-Index PY-Start

Weed Technology 97 1196 19 29 1.73 2011
Weed Science 83 1441 24 34 2.18 2011

LWT-Food Science and Technology 35 947 18 30 1.64 2011
PLOS One 26 445 13 20 1.30 2012

Scientific Reports 25 405 12 19 2.00 2016
Food Chemistry 23 935 17 23 1.55 2011

Phytotaxa 22 123 6 10 0.60 2012
Frontiers In Plant Science 19 205 10 13 1.43 2015

Journal of Agricultural and Food Chemistry 19 498 13 19 1.18 2011
Pest Management Science 19 433 11 19 1.00 2011
Journal of Cereal Science 17 170 8 12 0.73 2011

Journal of Food Science and Technology-Mysore 17 145 8 11 0.80 2012
Plant Foods for Human Nutrition 17 263 9 16 0.82 2011

Mitochondrial DNA Part B-Resources 14 36 4 5 1.00 2018
Environmental Science and Pollution Research 13 102 7 9 0.78 2013

International Journal of Food Science and Technology 12 246 7 12 0.70 2012
Taxon 12 145 7 12 0.70 2012

Food Research International 11 189 8 11 0.89 2013
Journal of Functional Foods 11 142 6 11 0.67 2013

Journal of the Science of Food and Agriculture 11 142 8 11 0.80 2012

Note: NP = number of publications; TC = total citations; PY = publication year; h-index = Hirsch index.

2.9. Most Productive Countries

The highest citation metrics were recorded in publications from the USA, followed by
India, China, and other countries that made the top 20 in citation metrics (Figure 3). The
countries of origin of these amaranths led in the citation metrics, as obtained for the most
relevant institutions, indicating that species biogeographic origin influences publication
and citation records [86]. Furthermore, it has been reported that the personalities of the
investigators or authors in the academic family, multiple data collections, external funding,
and collaborative research across disciplinary, institutional, continental, or intercontinen-
tal boundaries, play key roles in publications [91–93]. The interactions of these factors,
combined with the species’ biogeographic origin, may have resulted in a high number of
publications in countries such as USA, India, and China [86,91].
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2.10. Data Visualization
Co-Authorship Authors

Co-authorship authors were analyzed using VOSviewer to investigate the social
network that existed among the authors on the subject. In this section, the fraction counting
method was chosen, 25 was designated as the maximum number of authors per document,
and their initials replaced the first names of the authors. Thereafter, 5 was chosen as
the minimum number of documents per author, to find the prominent authors; only 179
out of 5232 authors met the threshold. Out of 179 authors, the total strengths of the co-
authorship links with other authors were calculated and the authors with the greatest
total link strengths were selected. The top five authors were Tranel PJ (36 documents,
860 citations, 29 links, and 33.00 total link strength), Sarker U (28 documents, 795 citations,
27.00 total link strength), Norsworthy JK (36 documents, 615 citations, 17 links, 26.00
total link strength), Oba S (28 documents, 810 citations, 26.00), Jhala AJ (21 documents,
320 citations, 21.00). From these results, it is interesting to note that the Tranel PJ and
Norsworthy JK had the highest number of documents (36) with different citations, whereas
Sarker U and Oba S had the same number of documents (28) but with different citations.
The variations in the documents and citations attributed to each author depended on
several factors that influenced research outputs [70]. Subsequently, out of 179 items, only
103 items comprised the largest network (Figure 4a); similarly, the density visualization
was displayed (Figure 4b). The dimensions of the circles are an indication of the number
of documents associated with each author [94]. The shorter the line between two items,
the closer the relationships between the authors in terms of collaboration. In addition, the
thickness of a line represents the scale of collaboration between the authors [95]. In this
study, 103 items displayed were grouped into 10 clusters of different colors with an overall
connection of 369 links and a total link strength of 384.00. This analysis shows that the most
productive author, Tranel PJ, had the strongest link, indicating that this researcher might
be the pioneer on the subject. In regard to the clusters—cluster 1 had the highest with
19 authors followed by clusters 2 and 3 (12 authors) and clusters 4 and 5 (11 authors), cluster
6 (10 authors), cluster 7 (9 authors), cluster 8 (8 authors), cluster 9 (7 authors), and cluster
10 (4 authors). The bar indicator in Figure 5a represents the year of active research with
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different colors. Research collaborations bring about an increase in outputs, an exchange
of ideas and skills, division of labor, and funding [96]. Authors with more collaborations
tend to have higher research outputs than those with low collaborations. Interdisciplinary
collaborative research potentially leads to high-quality scholarly productivity [97,98] as
it usually brings highly skilled scholars with vast experience together to undergo quality
research and co-author publications [99].

Horticulturae 2022, 8, x FOR PEER REVIEW 10 of 19 
 

 

skills, division of labor, and funding [96]. Authors with more collaborations tend to have 
higher research outputs than those with low collaborations. Interdisciplinary collabora-
tive research potentially leads to high-quality scholarly productivity [97,98] as it usually 
brings highly skilled scholars with vast experience together to undergo quality research 
and co-author publications [99]. 

 
Figure 4. “Co-authorship” authors on Amaranthus research. Overlay visualization (a), density visu-
alization (b). Co-authorship institutions. 

In this section, we investigated the collaboration that existed among the institutions 
of the corresponding authors using VOSviewer. Fractional counting was selected and 25 
was set as the maximum number of institutions per document. Five was set as the mini-
mum number of institutions per document and 135 met the thresholds out of 1633 insti-
tutions. The total strength of the co-authorship links with other institutions was calculated 
and the institution with the greatest total link strength was selected and displaced. The 
top five institutions were the University of Illinois (with 55 documents, 1221 citations, 
32.00 total link strength), Bangabandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rah (28 documents, 795 citations, 
26.00 total link strength), Gifu University (29 documents, 812 citations, 26.00 total link 
strength), University of Arkansas (45 documents, 780 citations, 25.00 total link strength), 
and the U.S. Department of Agriculture—Agricultural Research Service (USDA-ARS) (28 
documents, 725 citations, 23.00 total link strength). It was observed that some institutions 
were not connected, and the largest set of connected institutions were 103 out of 135, as 
depicted in Figure 5. We categorized the 103 institutions into 14 clusters, which are repre-
sented in different colors. Cluster 1 comprises 13 institutions, clusters 2, 3, and 4 (11 insti-
tutions), cluster 5 (9 institutions), clusters 6, 7, and 8 (8 institutions), cluster 9 (7 institu-
tions), clusters 10 and 11 (5 institutions), cluster 12 (4 institutions), and clusters 13 and 14 
(2 institutions). Overall, the 103 institutions had 296 links with a total link strength of 
351.00. The University of Illinois belonged to cluster 3 and had the highest number of 
documents (55) with 25 links and a total link strength of 35.00, followed by the University 
of Arkansas in the cluster group with 45 documents, 20 links, and a total link strength of 
25.00 (Figure 5). The size of the circle reflects the average number of documents associated 
with the institution and the length and thickness of the lines between the two institutions 
show their collaboration [72]. Institutions with more collaborations had higher research 
outputs than those with low collaborations. 

Figure 4. “Co-authorship” authors on Amaranthus research. Overlay visualization (a), density
visualization (b). Co-authorship institutions.

Horticulturae 2022, 8, x FOR PEER REVIEW 11 of 19 
 

 

 
Figure 5. Co-authorship institutions on Amaranthus research overlay visualization (a), density visu-
alization (b). Co-authorship countries. 

We analyzed the collaboration network that existed among the countries involved in 
Amaranthus research in this section using a fractional method from VOSviewer. Five were 
set for the minimum number of documents of a country and 59 met the thresholds out of 
93 countries (Figure 6). The top five countries in term of total link strength were the USA 
(350 documents, 5347 citations, 91.00 total link strength), Spain (70 documents, 926 cita-
tions, 52.00 total link strength), Mexico (145 documents, 1788 citations, and 50.00 total link 
strength), China (178 documents, 2310 citations, 47.00 total link strength), and Japan (69 
documents, 1196 citations, 41.00 total link strength). In terms of citations, the top five coun-
tries with the highest citations were the USA (it had the highest), followed by India, China, 
Mexico, and Argentina. The largest set of connections that existed among 58 out of 59 
countries are represented in Figure 6. Overall, these countries are grouped in eight differ-
ent clusters with 274 links and 440 total link strengths. Cluster 1 comprised 11 countries, 
cluster 2 (10 countries), cluster 3 (9 countries), cluster 4 (8 countries), clusters 5 and 6 (6 
countries), cluster 7 (4 countries), and cluster 8 (4 countries). The USA dominated the re-
search, with the highest number of links, as well as several powerful countries across the 
globe (Figure 6). For example, the USA belonged to cluster 5 with 34 links and a 91.00 total 
link strength, while Spain had a total link strength of 52.00. Overall, the research tends to 
be dominated by authors within the country; that is, the collaborations of authors are 
among authors from the same country as compared to multiple-country collaborations. 
Researchers from the USA, India, and China dominated the field because they are the 
world research scholars, and the governments of these countries support research im-
mensely with funding [70]. 

(a) 

(b) 

Figure 5. Co-authorship institutions on Amaranthus research overlay visualization (a), density
visualization (b). Co-authorship countries.

In this section, we investigated the collaboration that existed among the institutions of
the corresponding authors using VOSviewer. Fractional counting was selected and 25 was
set as the maximum number of institutions per document. Five was set as the minimum
number of institutions per document and 135 met the thresholds out of 1633 institutions.
The total strength of the co-authorship links with other institutions was calculated and
the institution with the greatest total link strength was selected and displaced. The top
five institutions were the University of Illinois (with 55 documents, 1221 citations, 32.00
total link strength), Bangabandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rah (28 documents, 795 citations, 26.00
total link strength), Gifu University (29 documents, 812 citations, 26.00 total link strength),
University of Arkansas (45 documents, 780 citations, 25.00 total link strength), and the U.S.
Department of Agriculture—Agricultural Research Service (USDA-ARS) (28 documents,
725 citations, 23.00 total link strength). It was observed that some institutions were not
connected, and the largest set of connected institutions were 103 out of 135, as depicted
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in Figure 5. We categorized the 103 institutions into 14 clusters, which are represented in
different colors. Cluster 1 comprises 13 institutions, clusters 2, 3, and 4 (11 institutions),
cluster 5 (9 institutions), clusters 6, 7, and 8 (8 institutions), cluster 9 (7 institutions), clusters
10 and 11 (5 institutions), cluster 12 (4 institutions), and clusters 13 and 14 (2 institutions).
Overall, the 103 institutions had 296 links with a total link strength of 351.00. The University
of Illinois belonged to cluster 3 and had the highest number of documents (55) with 25 links
and a total link strength of 35.00, followed by the University of Arkansas in the cluster group
with 45 documents, 20 links, and a total link strength of 25.00 (Figure 5). The size of the circle
reflects the average number of documents associated with the institution and the length and
thickness of the lines between the two institutions show their collaboration [72]. Institutions
with more collaborations had higher research outputs than those with low collaborations.

We analyzed the collaboration network that existed among the countries involved in
Amaranthus research in this section using a fractional method from VOSviewer. Five were
set for the minimum number of documents of a country and 59 met the thresholds out of
93 countries (Figure 6). The top five countries in term of total link strength were the USA
(350 documents, 5347 citations, 91.00 total link strength), Spain (70 documents, 926 citations,
52.00 total link strength), Mexico (145 documents, 1788 citations, and 50.00 total link
strength), China (178 documents, 2310 citations, 47.00 total link strength), and Japan
(69 documents, 1196 citations, 41.00 total link strength). In terms of citations, the top
five countries with the highest citations were the USA (it had the highest), followed by
India, China, Mexico, and Argentina. The largest set of connections that existed among
58 out of 59 countries are represented in Figure 6. Overall, these countries are grouped
in eight different clusters with 274 links and 440 total link strengths. Cluster 1 comprised
11 countries, cluster 2 (10 countries), cluster 3 (9 countries), cluster 4 (8 countries), clusters 5
and 6 (6 countries), cluster 7 (4 countries), and cluster 8 (4 countries). The USA dominated
the research, with the highest number of links, as well as several powerful countries across
the globe (Figure 6). For example, the USA belonged to cluster 5 with 34 links and a 91.00
total link strength, while Spain had a total link strength of 52.00. Overall, the research tends
to be dominated by authors within the country; that is, the collaborations of authors are
among authors from the same country as compared to multiple-country collaborations.
Researchers from the USA, India, and China dominated the field because they are the world
research scholars, and the governments of these countries support research immensely
with funding [70].
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2.11. Co-Occurrence of Author Keywords

Keywords are phrases that mirror the underlying subject matter of a publication [95,100].
To identify the research hotspots in Amaranthus research, co-occurrence keyword analysis
was relatively imperative, because, through this analysis, “trend” topics and research
hotspots can easily be identified; this perhaps can guide future research directions, to
address research gaps in particular fields [94,101,102]. Bibliometric analysis plays an
important role in the decision-making process in science, especially in research fund-
ing [103]. Therefore, in the present study, the author’s keywords were analyzed with
VOSviewer. According to the data retrieved from WoS, 4864 author keywords were used
in the 1649 documents in this research (Figure 7). The frequency of these keywords was
evaluated. The size of the circle in Figure 7 is proportional to the number of publications
in which the keyword occurs, and the distance between two keywords reflects their re-
latedness [104,105]. The word “amaranth” appeared 257 times, “Amaranthus” appeared
93 times, “Amaranthaceae” appeared 68 times, “herbicide resistance” appeared 67 times,
“antioxidant activity” appeared 36 times, “antioxidant” appeared 31 times, “palmer ama-
ranth” appeared 29 times, “Amaranthus hypochondriacus” appeared 24 times, “germination”
appeared 24 times, “glyphosate” appeared 24 times, “resistance” appeared 24 times, “weed
control” appeared 24 times.
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The identified keywords reflect the global research conducted on Amaranthus. For
example, Amaranthus as a source of an antioxidant [11,26,106]. Studies on phytochemi-
cal screening of Amaranthus revealed some important bioactive compounds that could
be responsible for the various biological activities [22,107]. Other biological activities,
such as antimicrobial [108–110], anti-inflammatory [32,111–113], anti-malarial [114], anti-
diabetes [35,115], anti-carcinogenic [39,116], and hepatoprotective [117] were reported in
the literature. Detoxification is another keyword in Amaranthus research and a study on the
detoxification effect of Amaranthus was reported by [26]. Reports on herbicide resistance
of Amaranthus were documented by some researchers in the literature [118–120]. Stud-
ies on electrochemical sensor determination of Amaranthus in foods were documented
in the literature [121–123]. Other reported studies on Amaranthus include bioactive pep-
tides [21,113,124], amaranth oil [28,60,125,126], and Amaranthus taxonomy [87,127].
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2.12. Author’s Co-Citation Analysis

The number of times an article is cited as a reference in another article reflects its
scientific impact [94]. Citation analysis is used to evaluate the quality of publications
or impact of the author in a particular field of interest [127]. On the other hand, author
co-citation analysis is used to determine the connection of authors based on the number of
times in which they are cited together in a particular publication [102]. As highlighted in the
report of [102], “through co-citation analysis, the important knowledge bases of the research
field can be found efficiently and conveniently from the mass of cited references”. In the
present study, the author’s co-citation analysis was carried out using the fractional counting
method in VOSviewer. Twenty (20) was set as a threshold for the minimum number of
citations of an author, 315 met the criterium out of 34190 authors (Figure 8). Thereafter, the
total strength of the co-citation links with other authors was calculated. The authors with
the greatest total link strengths were selected. The top five authors were Norsworthy JK
(267 citations, 246.91 total link strength), Steckel LE (224 citations, 214.60 total link strength),
Culpepper AS (201 citations, 186.64 total link strength), Sarker U (438 citations, 172.02 total
link strength), Heap I (166 citations, 164.73 total link strength). Out of the 315 authors,
only 314 authors had connections with each other; this set is displayed and depicted in
Figure 8. The 314 authors are grouped into four clusters represented in different colors.
Cluster 1 (red) comprises 26 authors, cluster 2 (green) comprises 112 authors, cluster 3 (blue)
comprises 64 authors, and cluster 4 (yellow) comprises 12 authors. These four clusters are
represented in different colors. The 314 authors in the four clusters have 18547 links and a
6330.68 total link strength.
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3. Conclusions and Study Limitations

Nutrition-related research is crucial for human growth and general well-being, which
is highly significant in fighting against malnutrition in developing countries throughout
the world. In this study, we emphasize the significance of biogeographic origins in relation
to publication metrics. We further recommend the redirection of more research objectives
to the dietary and pharmacological uses of amaranth, to bring these “wild relatives” closer
to people. Findings from the study further reveal the importance of Amaranthus research
in nutrition, and the results of the analyses could be used as baseline data to implement



Horticulturae 2022, 8, 239 13 of 17

nutritional programs directed toward solving nutrition-related issues. Despite the nu-
merous advantages associated with the analysis, it is also important to highlight some
of its limitations. Firstly, the analysis was only based on documents retrieved from WoS
without considering other databases, such as Scopus, PubMed, Dimension, or Google
Scholar; hence, this study might not represent all publications on the subject. Again, the
content or quality of the publication was not considered in the analysis. Non-English
publications were excluded, resulting in a language bias. The citation analysis might in-
clude self-citations of the authors, and this might create some biases in the analysis, as it
introduces flaws in the h-index of the authors.
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M.O.J. and K.O.; validation, M.O.J. and K.O.; formal analysis, M.O.J. and K.O.; investigation, M.O.J.
and K.O.; resources, C.P.L. and O.O.O.; data curation, M.O.J. and K.O.; writing—original draft prepa-
ration, M.O.J. and K.O.; writing—review and editing, M.O.J., K.O., O.O.O. and C.P.L.; supervision,
O.O.O. and C.P.L.; funding acquisition, O.O.O. and C.P.L. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: The research was funded by the Cape Peninsula University of Technology, South Africa.
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28. Písaříková, B.; Kráčmar, S.; Herzig, I. Amino acid contents and biological value of protein Amaranth. Czech J. Anim. Sci. 2005,
50, 169–174. [CrossRef]

29. Mlakar, S.G.; Turinek, M.; Jakop, M.; Bavec, M.; Bavec, F. Nutrition value and use of grain amaranth: Potential future application
in bread making. Agricultura 2009, 6, 43–53.

30. Dichi, I.; Breganó, J.W.; Simão, A.N.C.; Cecchini, R. Role of Oxidative Stress in Chronic Diseases; Dichi, I., Breganó, J.W., Simão,
A.N.C., Cecchini, R., Eds.; CRC Press: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2014.

31. Unuofin, J.O.; Lebelo, S.L. Antioxidant Effects and Mechanisms of Medicinal Plants and Their Bioactive Compounds for the
Prevention and Treatment of Type 2 Diabetes: An Updated Review. Oxid. Med. Cell. Longev. 2020, 2020, 1356893. [CrossRef]

32. Tonisi, S.; Okaiyeto, K.; Mabinya, L.V.; Okoh, A.I. Evaluation of bioactive compounds, free radical scavenging and anticancer
activities of bulb extracts of Boophone disticha from Eastern Cape Province, South Africa. Saudi J. Biol. Sci. 2020, 27, 3559–3569.
[CrossRef]

33. Anand, U.; Jacobo-Herrera, N.; Altemimi, A.; Lakhssassi, N. A comprehensive review on medicinal plants as antimicrobial
therapeutics: Potential avenues of biocompatible drug discovery. Metabolites 2019, 9, 258. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Martirosyan, D.M.; Miroshnichenko, L.A.; Zoloedov, V.I.; Pogojeva, A.V.; Kulakova, S.N. Amaranth oil application for coronary
heart diseases. Lipids Health Dis. 2007, 6, 44–45. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Lehmann, J. A handful of carbon. Nature 2007, 447, 143–144. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
36. Lin, B.F.; Chiang, B.L.; Lin, J.Y. Amaranthus spinosus water extract directly stimulates proliferation of B lymphocytes in vitro. Int.

Immunopharmacol. 2005, 5, 711–722. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
37. Hussain, Z.; Amresh, G.; Singh, S.; Rao, C.V. Antidiarrheal and antiulcer activity of Amaranthus spinosus in experimental animals.

Pharm. Biol. 2009, 47, 932–939. [CrossRef]
38. Lipkin, A.; Anisimova, V.; Nikonorova, A.; Babakov, A.; Krause, E.; Bienert, M.; Grishin, E.; Egorov, T. An antimicrobial peptide

Ar-AMP from amaranth (Amaranthus retroflexus L.) seeds. Phytochemistry 2005, 66, 2426–2431. [CrossRef]
39. Bello, Z.A.; Walker, S. Evaluating AquaCrop model for simulating production of amaranthus (Amaranthus cruentus) a leafy

vegetable, under irrigation and rainfed conditions. Agric. For. Meteorol. 2017, 247, 300–310. [CrossRef]
40. Alegbejo, J. Nutritional Value and Utilization of Amaranthus (Amaranthus spp.)—A Review. Bayero J. Pure Appl. Sci. 2014, 6, 136.

[CrossRef]
41. Adewale, A.; Olorunju, A.E. Modulatory of effect of fresh Amaranthus caudatus and Amaranthus hybridus aqueous leaf extracts

on detoxify enzymes and micronuclei formation after exposure to sodium arsenite. Pharmacogn. Res. 2013, 5, 305. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

42. Sarker, U.; Oba, S. Nutritional and bioactive constituents and scavenging capacity of radicals in Amaranthus hypochondriacus. Sci.
Rep. 2020, 10, 19962. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Sedibe, M.M.; Combrink, N.J.J.; Reinten, E.Y. Leaf yield of Amaranthus hypochondriatus L. (Imbuya), affected by irrigation systems
and water quality. S. Afr. J. Plant Soil 2013, 22, 171–174. [CrossRef]

44. Szabóová, M.; Záhorský, M.; Gažo, J.; Geuens, J.; Vermoesen, A.; Hondt, E.D.; Hricov, A. Commercial Amaranth Varieties
(Amaranthus spp.). Plants 2020, 9, 1–15.

45. Adetutu, A.; Olorunnisola, O.S.; Owoade, A.O.; Adegbola, P. Inhibition of in vivo growth of plasmodium berghei by launaea
taraxacifolia and amaranthus viridis in mice. Malar. Res. Treat. 2016, 2016, 9248024. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1136/jcp.54.3.176
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2009.09.087
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2014.07.035
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfca.2017.01.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33597473
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-49276-w
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31506442
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12229-017-9194-1
http://doi.org/10.15406/japlr.2018.07.00288
http://doi.org/10.4014/jmb.1409.09088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25639718
http://doi.org/10.18483/ijSci.1131
http://doi.org/10.19080/NFSIJ.2018.07.555712
http://doi.org/10.17221/4011-CJAS
http://doi.org/10.1155/2020/1356893
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sjbs.2020.07.028
http://doi.org/10.3390/metabo9110258
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31683833
http://doi.org/10.1186/1476-511X-6-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17207282
http://doi.org/10.1038/447143a
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17495905
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.intimp.2004.12.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15710340
http://doi.org/10.1080/13880200902950769
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.phytochem.2005.07.015
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2017.08.003
http://doi.org/10.4314/bajopas.v6i1.27
http://doi.org/10.4103/0974-8490.118819
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24174825
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71714-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33203902
http://doi.org/10.1080/02571862.2005.10634702
http://doi.org/10.1155/2016/9248024
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28050307


Horticulturae 2022, 8, 239 15 of 17

46. Salvamani, S.; Gunasekaran, B.; Shukor, M.Y.; Shaharuddin, N.A.; Sabullah, M.K.; Ahmad, S.A. Anti-HMG-CoA reductase,
antioxidant, and anti-inflammatory activities of amaranthus viridis leaf extract as a potential treatment for hypercholesterolemia.
Evid.-Based Complement. Altern. Med. 2016, 2016, 8090841. [CrossRef]

47. Mncwango, N.; Mavengahama, S.; Ntuli, N.; Van Jaarsveld, C. Diversity, consumption dynamics and ethnomedical claims of
traditional leafy vegetables consumed by a rural community in the KwaMbonambi area, northern KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa.
Biodivers. J. Biol. Divers. 2020, 21, 1201–1207. [CrossRef]

48. Okoye, N.F.; Monago-Ighorodge, C.C.; Akpobasaha, N.A. Evaluating the use of spiny pigweed (Amaranthus spinosus) and water
leaf (Talinum triangulare) for bioremediation of crude oil polluted soil in Ikarama Community in Bayelsa State Nigeria. J. Appl. Sci.
Environ. Manag. 2017, 21, 903. [CrossRef]

49. Girija, K.; Lakshman, K.; Udaya, C.; Sabhya Sachi, G.; Divya, T. Anti–diabetic and anti–cholesterolemic activity of methanol
extracts of three species of Amaranthus. Asian Pac. J. Trop. Biomed. 2011, 1, 133–138. [CrossRef]

50. Sukhorukov, A.P.; Martín-Bravo, S.; Verloove, F.; Maroyi, A.; Iamonico, D.; Catarino, L.; El Mokni, R.; Daniel, T.F.; Belyaeva, I.V.;
Kushunina, M. Chorological and taxonomic notes on African plants. Bot. Lett. 2016, 163, 417–428. [CrossRef]

51. Schabort, C.J.; Faul, C.; Nagel, M.; Marx, S. Fermentation of lignocellulosic biomass using ultrasonic pretreatment. In Proceedings
of the 22nd European Biomass Conference and Exhibition, Hamburg, Germany, 23–26 June 2014. [CrossRef]

52. House, N.C.; Puthenparampil, D.; Malayil, D.; Narayanankutty, A. Variation in the polyphenol composition, antioxidant, and
anticancer activity among different Amaranthus species. S. Afr. J. Bot. 2020, 135, 408–412. [CrossRef]

53. Achigan-Dako, E.G.; Sogbohossou, O.E.D.; Maundu, P. Current knowledge on Amaranthus spp.: Research avenues for improved
nutritional value and yield in leafy amaranths in sub-Saharan Africa. Euphytica 2014, 197, 303–317. [CrossRef]

54. Mellem, J.J.; Baijnath, H.; Odhav, B. Translocation and accumulation of Cr, Hg, As, Pb, Cu and Ni by Amaranthus dubius
(Amaranthaceae) from contaminated sites. J. Environ. Sci. Health—Part A Toxic/Hazard. Subst. Environ. Eng. 2009, 44, 568–575.
[CrossRef]

55. Omamt, E.N.; Hammes, P.S.; Robbertse, P.J. Differences in salinity tolerance for growth and water-use efficiency in some amaranth
(Amaranthus spp.) genotypes. N. Z. J. Crop Hortic. Sci. 2006, 34, 11–22. [CrossRef]

56. Medoua, G.N.; Oldewage-Theron, W.H. Effect of drying and cooking on nutritional value and antioxidant capacity of morogo
(Amaranthus hybridus) a traditional leafy vegetable grown in South Africa. J. Food Sci. Technol. 2014, 51, 736–742. [CrossRef]

57. Iamonico, D.; El Mokni, R. Amaranthus tunetanus (Amaranthaceae), a new species from Tunisia and a diagnostic key to the
North African taxa in subgen. Albersia. S. Afr. J. Bot. 2018, 114, 78–83. [CrossRef]

58. Pilon-Smits, E. Phytoremediation. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 2005, 56, 15–39. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
59. Cunningham, S.D.; Ow, D.W. Promises and prospects of phytoremediation. Plant Physiol. 1996, 110, 715–719. [CrossRef]
60. Jimoh, M.O.; Afolayan, A.J.; Lewu, F.B. Heavy metal uptake and growth characteristics of Amaranthus caudatus L. under five

different soils in a controlled environment. Not. Bot. Horti Agrobot. 2020, 48, 417–425. [CrossRef]
61. Jimoh, M.A.; Jimoh, M.O. Economic Consequences of Plant Biodiversity Loss. In Plants and the Ecosystems; Aliero, A.A., Agboola,

D.A., Vwioko, E.D., Eds.; FUK Press, Federal University of Kashere: Kashere, Nigeria, 2021; pp. 397–411. ISBN 9789789889891.
62. Cobbett, C.; Goldsbrough, P. Phytochelatins and metallothioneins: Roles in heavy metal detoxification and homeostasis. Annu.

Rev. Plant Biol. 2002, 53, 159–182. [CrossRef]
63. Krämer, U. Metal hyperaccumulation in plants. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 2010, 61, 517–534. [CrossRef]
64. Clemens, S.; Ma, J.F. Toxic Heavy Metal and Metalloid Accumulation in Crop Plants and Foods. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 2016,

67, 489–512. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
65. Ray, R.; Jana, T.K. Carbon sequestration by mangrove forest: One approach for managing carbon dioxide emission from coal-based

power plant. Atmos. Environ. 2017, 171, 149–154. [CrossRef]
66. Yang, P.; Gan, T.; Pi, W.; Cao, M.; Chen, D.; Luo, J. Effect of using Celosia argentea grown from seeds treated with a magnetic field

to conduct Cd phytoremediation in drought stress conditions. Chemosphere 2021, 280, 130724. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
67. Okunlola, G.O.; Jimoh, M.A.; Olatunji, O.A.; Olowolaju, E.D. Comparative study of the phytochemical contents of Cochorus

olitorius and Amaranthus hybridus at different stages of growth comparative study of the phytochemical contents. Ann. West
Univ. Timis. Ser. Biol. 2017, 20, 43–48.

68. Rehaman, S.; El-Sheikh, M.A.; Alfarhan, A.H.; Ushani, U. Spectral studies of Amaranthus tristis Linn. in Bioremediated Silk dyeing
effluent with mixed biofertilizer inoculants. Saudi J. Biol. Sci. 2021, 28, 1203–1212. [CrossRef]

69. Trucco, F.; Tranel, P.J. Amaranthus. In Wild Crop Relatives: Genomic and Breeding Resources; Kole, C., Ed.; Springer:
Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2011; pp. 11–21. ISBN 9783642204500. [CrossRef]

70. Okaiyeto, K.; Oguntibeju, O.O. Trends in diabetes research outputs in South Africa over 30 years from 2010 to 2019: A bibliometric
analysis. Saudi J. Biol. Sci. 2021, 28, 2914–2924. [CrossRef]

71. Linnenluecke, M.K.; Marrone, M.; Singh, A.K. Conducting systematic literature reviews and bibliometric analyses. Aust. J. Manag.
2020, 45, 175–194. [CrossRef]

72. Okaiyeto, K.; Oguntibeju, O. Evaluation of 100 most cited research articles on African medicinal plants. Plant Sci. Today 2021,
8, 340–351. [CrossRef]

73. Orimoloye, I.R.; Ololade, O.O. Global trends assessment of environmental health degradation studies from 1990 to 2018. Environ.
Dev. Sustain. 2021, 23, 3251–3264. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1155/2016/8090841
http://doi.org/10.13057/biodiv/d210347
http://doi.org/10.4314/jasem.v21i5.16
http://doi.org/10.1016/S2221-1691(11)60011-7
http://doi.org/10.1080/23818107.2016.1224731
http://doi.org/10.5071/22NDEUBCE2014-3CO.6.2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sajb.2020.09.026
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10681-014-1081-9
http://doi.org/10.1080/10934520902784583
http://doi.org/10.1080/01140671.2006.9514382
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-011-0560-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sajb.2017.10.011
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.arplant.56.032604.144214
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15862088
http://doi.org/10.1104/pp.110.3.715
http://doi.org/10.15835/nbha48111656
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.arplant.53.100301.135154
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-arplant-042809-112156
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-arplant-043015-112301
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27128467
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2017.10.019
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2021.130724
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34162085
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sjbs.2020.11.057
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-20450-0_2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sjbs.2021.02.025
http://doi.org/10.1177/0312896219877678
http://doi.org/10.14719/pst.2021.8.2.1043
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-020-00716-y


Horticulturae 2022, 8, 239 16 of 17

74. Rodrigues, S.P.; van Eck, N.J.; Waltman, L.; Jansen, F.W. Mapping patient safety: A large-scale literature review using bibliometric
visualisation techniques. BMJ Open 2014, 4, e004468. [CrossRef]

75. Wrigley, J.; Carden, V.; von Isenburg, M. Bibliometric mapping for current and potential collaboration detection. J. Med. Libr.
Assoc. 2019, 107, 597. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

76. Jan van Eck, N.; Waltman, L. Software survey: VOSviewer, a computer program for bibliometric mapping. Scientometrics 2010,
84, 523–538. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

77. Faber, R.J.; Laubscher, C.P.; Jimoh, M.O. The Importance of Sceletium tortuosum (L.) N.E. Brown and Its Viability as a Traditional
African Medicinal Plant. In Pharmacognosy—Medicinal Plants; IntechOpen: London, UK, 2021; pp. 1–12. ISBN 978-1-83969-276-5.

78. Smith, C. Natural antioxidants in prevention of accelerated ageing: A departure from conventional paradigms required. J. Physiol.
Biochem. 2018, 74, 549–558. [CrossRef]

79. Shen, B. A New Golden Age of Natural Products Drug Discovery. Cell 2015, 163, 1297–1300. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
80. Peter, K.; Gandhi, P. Rediscovering the therapeutic potential of Amaranthus species: A review. Egypt. J. Basic Appl. Sci. 2017,

4, 196–205. [CrossRef]
81. Kumar, B.S.A.; Lakshman, K.; Jayaveera, K.N.; Velmurugan, C.; Manoj, B.; Sridhar, S.M. Anthelmintic activity of methanol extract

of Amaranthus caudatus Linn. Internet J. Food Saf. 2010, 12, 127–129.
82. Hirsch, J.E. An index to quantify an individual’s scientific research output. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2005, 102, 16569–16572.

[CrossRef]
83. Onofrio, R. A proposal for a quantitative indicator of original research output. EPL 2017, 120, 50001. [CrossRef]
84. Sreelathakumary, I.; Peter, K.V. Amaranth: Amaranthus spp. In Genetic Improvement of Vegetable Crops; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The

Netherlands, 1993; pp. 315–323.
85. Sauer, J.D. The Grain Amaranths and Their Relatives: A Revised Taxonomic and Geographic Survey. Ann. Mo. Bot. Gard. 1967,

54, 103. [CrossRef]
86. Buckley, Y.M.; Catford, J. Does the biogeographic origin of species matter? Ecological effects of native and non-native species and

the use of origin to guide management. J. Ecol. 2016, 104, 4–17. [CrossRef]
87. Jimoh, M.O.; Afolayan, A.J.; Lewu, F.B. Micromorphological assessment of leaves of Amaranthus caudatus L. cultivated on

formulated soil types. Appl. Ecol. Environ. Res. 2019, 17, 13593–13605. [CrossRef]
88. Alvarez-Jubete, L.; Arendt, E.K.; Gallagher, E. Nutritive value of pseudocereals and their increasing use as functional gluten-free

ingredients. Trends Food Sci. Technol. 2010, 21, 106–113. [CrossRef]
89. Lin, J.Y.; Li, C.Y.; Lin, B.F. Amaranthus spinosus L. inhibits spontaneous and dexamethasone-induced apoptosis in murine

primary splenocytes. J. Food Drug Anal. 2008, 16, 52–61. [CrossRef]
90. Adegbaju, O.D.; Otunola, G.A.; Afolayan, A.J. Proximate, mineral, vitamin and anti-nutrient content of Celosia argentea at three

stages of maturity. S. Afr. J. Bot. 2019, 124, 372–379. [CrossRef]
91. Dickersin, K.; Min, Y.I.; Meinert, C.L. Factors Influencing Publication of Research Results: Follow-up of Applications Submitted

to Two Institutional Review Boards. JAMA J. Am. Med. Assoc. 1992, 267, 2891–2892. [CrossRef]
92. Cummings, J.N.; Kiesler, S. Collaborative research across disciplinary and organizational boundaries. Soc. Stud. Sci. 2005,

35, 703–722. [CrossRef]
93. Muriithi, P.; Horner, D.; Pemberton, L.; Wao, H. Factors influencing research collaborations in Kenyan universities. Res. Policy

2018, 47, 88–97. [CrossRef]
94. Guo, Y.; Huang, Z.; Guo, J.; Li, H.; Guo, X.; Nkeli, M. Bibliometric analysis on smart cities research. Sustainability 2019, 11, 3606.

[CrossRef]
95. Deng, Z.; Wang, H.; Chen, Z.; Wang, T. Bibliometric Analysis of Dendritic Epidermal T Cell (DETC) Research From 1983 to 2019.

Front. Immunol. 2020, 11, 259. [CrossRef]
96. Uwizeye, D.; Karimi, F.; Otukpa, E.; Ngware, M.W.; Wao, H.; Igumbor, J.O.; Fonn, S. Increasing collaborative research output

between early-career health researchers in Africa: Lessons from the CARTA fellowship program. Glob. Health Action 2020,
13, 1768795. [CrossRef]

97. Frantz, J.M.; Leach, L.; Pharaoh, H.; Bassett, S.H.; Roman, N.V.; Smith, M.R.; Travill, A. Research capacity development in a South
African higher education institution through a north-south collaboration. S. Afr. J. High. Educ. 2014, 28, 1216–1229. [CrossRef]

98. Uddin, S.; Hossain, L.; Rasmussen, K. Network Effects on Scientific Collaborations. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e57546. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

99. Maleka, E.N.; Currie, P.; Schneider, H. Research collaboration on community health worker programmes in low-income countries:
An analysis of authorship teams and networks. Glob. Health Action 1606, 12, 1606570. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

100. Xiang, C.; Wang, Y.; Liu, H. A scientometrics review on nonpoint source pollution research. Ecol. Eng. 2017, 99, 400–408.
[CrossRef]

101. Lulewicz-Sas, A. Corporate social responsibility in the light of management science–bibliometric analysis. Procedia Eng. 2017,
182, 412–417. [CrossRef]

102. Mao, X.; Chen, C.; Wang, B.; Hou, J.; Xiang, C. A global bibliometric and visualized analysis in the status and trends of subchondral
bone research. Medicine 2020, 99, e20406. [CrossRef]

103. Van Nunen, K.; Li, J.; Reniers, G.; Ponnet, K. Bibliometric analysis of safety culture research. Saf. Sci. 2018, 108, 248–258. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2013-004468
http://doi.org/10.5195/jmla.2019.764
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31607819
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-009-0146-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20585380
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13105-018-0621-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2015.11.031
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26638061
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejbas.2017.05.001
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0507655102
http://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/120/50001
http://doi.org/10.2307/2394998
http://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12501
http://doi.org/10.15666/aeer/1706_1359313605
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2009.10.014
http://doi.org/10.38212/2224-6614.2345
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sajb.2019.05.036
http://doi.org/10.1001/jama.1992.03480210049019
http://doi.org/10.1177/0306312705055535
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2017.10.002
http://doi.org/10.3390/su11133606
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2020.00259
http://doi.org/10.1080/16549716.2020.1768795
http://doi.org/10.20853/28-4-396
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0057546
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23469021
http://doi.org/10.1080/16549716.2019.1606570
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31066343
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2016.11.028
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.proeng.2017.03.124
http://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000020406
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssci.2017.08.011


Horticulturae 2022, 8, 239 17 of 17

104. Kamdem, J.P.; Duarte, A.E.; Lima, K.R.R.; Rocha, J.B.T.; Hassan, W.; Barros, L.M.; Roeder, T.; Tsopmo, A. Research trends in food
chemistry: A bibliometric review of its 40 years anniversary (1976–2016). Food Chem. 2019, 294, 448–457. [CrossRef]

105. Palmblad, M.; van Eck, N.J. Bibliometric Analyses Reveal Patterns of Collaboration between ASMS Members. J. Am. Soc. Mass
Spectrom. 2018, 29, 447–454. [CrossRef]

106. Barku, V.Y.A.; Opoku-Boahen, Y.; Owusu-Ansah, E.; Mensah, E.F.; Barku, V.Y.A.; Opoku-Boahen, Y.; Owusu-Ansah, E.; Mensah,
E.F. Antioxidant activity and the estimation of total phenolic and flavonoid contents of the root extract of Amaranthus spinosus.
Asian J. Plant Sci. Res. 2013, 3, 69–74.

107. Sarker, U.; Oba, S. Nutraceuticals, antioxidant pigments, and phytochemicals in the leaves of Amaranthus spinosus and
Amaranthus viridis weedy species. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 20413. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

108. Al-Mamun, M.A.; Husna, J.; Khatun, M.; Hasan, R.; Kamruzzaman, M.; Hoque, K.M.F.; Reza, M.A.; Ferdousi, Z. Assessment
of antioxidant, anticancer and antimicrobial activity of two vegetable species of Amaranthus in Bangladesh. BMC Complement.
Altern. Med. 2016, 16, 157. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

109. Terzieva, S.; Velichkova, K.; Grozeva, N.; Valcheva, N.; Dinev, T. Antimicrobial activity of amaranthus spp. Extracts against some
mycotoxigenic fungi. Bulg. J. Agric. Sci. 2019, 25, 120–123.

110. Jimoh, M.A.; Idris, O.A.; Jimoh, M.O. Cytotoxicity, Phytochemical, Antiparasitic Screening, and Antioxidant Activities of Mucuna
pruriens (Fabaceae). Plants 2020, 9, 1249. [CrossRef]

111. Olajide, O.; Ogunleye, B.; Erinle, T. Anti-inflammatory Properties of Amaranthus spinosus Leaf Extract. Pharm. Biol. 2004,
42, 521–525. [CrossRef]

112. Baral, M.; Chakraborty, S.; Chakraborty, P. Evaluation of Anthelmintic and Anti-Inflammatory Activity of Amaranthus spinosus
Linn. Int. J. Curr. Pharm. Res. 2010, 2, 2–5.

113. Montoya-Rodríguez, A.; Gómez-Favela, M.A.; Reyes-Moreno, C.; Milán-Carrillo, J.; González de Mejía, E. Identification of
bioactive peptide sequences from amaranth (amaranthus hypochondriacus) seed proteins and their potential role in the prevention
of chronic diseases. Compr. Rev. Food Sci. Food Saf. 2015, 14, 139–158. [CrossRef]

114. Balakrishnan, S.; Pandhare, R. Antihyperglycemic and antihyperlipidaemic activities of Amaranthus spinosus Linn extract on
alloxan induced diabetic rats. Malays. J. Pharm. Sci. 2010, 8, 13–22.

115. Prajitha, V.; Thoppil, J.E. Cytotoxic and apoptotic activities of extract of Amaranthus spinosus L. in Allium cepa and human
erythrocytes. Cytotechnology 2017, 69, 123–133. [CrossRef]

116. Zeashan, H.; Amresh, G.; Singh, S.; Rao, C.V. Protective effect of Amaranthus spinosus against d-galactosamine/lipopolysaccharide-
induced hepatic failure. Pharm. Biol. 2010, 48, 1157–1163. [CrossRef]

117. Sosnoskie, L.M.; Kichler, J.M.; Wallace, R.D.; Culpepper, A.S. Multiple Resistance in Palmer Amaranth to Glyphosate and
Pyrithiobac Confirmed in Georgia. Weed Sci. 2011, 59, 321–325. [CrossRef]

118. Shyam, C.; Borgato, E.A.; Peterson, D.E.; Dille, J.A.; Jugulam, M. Predominance of Metabolic Resistance in a Six-Way-Resistant
Palmer Amaranth (Amaranthus palmeri) Population. Front. Plant Sci. 2020, 11, 2162. [CrossRef]

119. Tranel, P.J. Herbicide resistance in Amaranthus tuberculatus. Pest Manag. Sci. 2021, 77, 43–54. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
120. Wang, P.; Hu, X.; Cheng, Q.; Zhao, X.; Fu, X.; Wu, K. Electrochemical Detection of Amaranth in Food Based on the Enhancement

Effect of Carbon Nanotube Film. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2010, 58, 12112–12116. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
121. Zhang, Y.; Gan, T.; Wan, C.; Wu, K. Morphology-controlled electrochemical sensing amaranth at nanomolar levels using alumina.

Anal. Chim. Acta 2013, 764, 53–58. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
122. Chandran, S.; Lonappan, L.A.; Thomas, D.; Jos, T.; Girish Kumar, K. Development of an Electrochemical Sensor for the

Determination of Amaranth: A Synthetic Dye in Soft Drinks. Food Anal. Methods 2014, 7, 741–746. [CrossRef]
123. Ayala-Niño, A.; Castañeda-Ovando, A.; Jaimez-Ordaz, J.; Rodríguez-Serrano, G.M.; Sánchez-Franco, J.A.; González-Olivares, L.G.

Novel bioactive peptides sequences released by in vitro digestion of proteins isolated from Amaranthus hypochondriacus. Nat. Prod.
Res. 2020, 1–4. [CrossRef]
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