EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. The manuscript is really very interesting, but the presentation needs serious revision. The results are repeated in Tables, Figures and in the text. All repetitions should be excluded. The authors may better indicate the main biochemical differences between seeds and pulp, present the chemical structure of the most important polyphenols. Figure 2 may be revised via presenting the normalized data (%of  seed parameters to the pulp values)- that will help to exclude repetitions.
	Thank you for this valuable comment. The manuscript has been extensively revised to improve the presentation of results. Repetitive numerical descriptions previously appearing in the text have been removed and replaced with interpretative summaries. A new subsection highlighting the principal biochemical differences between the pulp and seed samples has been incorporated into the Discussion section. Additionally, a new figure illustrating the chemical structures of the major polyphenols identified in the study has been added. Figure 2 has also been redesigned to present normalized seed-to-pulp percentage values. These revisions have substantially improved the clarity and scientific presentation of the manuscript.
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