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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
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Compulsory REVISION comments   

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Why the authors carried out no quantification of 
phenolic compounds? They have some standards 
to do it, or they can calculate only percentage with 
the area under the curve. This could be interesting.  
 
Some little details are commented in the document 
attached.  
 
 

1. Recommendation on the quantification 

of individual phenolic compounds 

where standards are available has been 

noted. This will be done in the next 

work package that will include to total 

polyphenol contents, total flavonoids 

and antioxidant assays of the same 

common bean market classes. 

2. 100 has been corrected to to read 

‘Hundred’ (see page 6, line 8 from the 

bottom 

3. Repeated word ‘was’ has been deleted 

(see page 7, line 6 from the top) 

4. ‘For peaks numbers for these 
compounds refer to Table 5 and Figure 
3’ has been deleted, ( see page 14, line 4 
from the top) 
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