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Abstract
of origin distribution, genetic diversity, resistance and nutritional value, and also pointed out the problems existing in the industry, such as

We concluded the research results of induction and collation of quinoa at home and abroad, summarized the latest research progress

lack of quinoa germplasm resources and innovative applications, and high yield cultivation techniques for improvement. It was suggested that
scientific research and industrial investment should be strengthened in the future, and the cultivation of new varieties of quinoa and the creation
of breakthrough germplasms should be carried out in depth. Quinoa is a new kind of health food crop, which has a bright future in food, agri-

culture and medicine.
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