Response to comments from Reviewer A
-The title should be changed

AnswerAccording to reviewer suggestion, the title is changed into: „Determination of phenolic acids from leaves within different colored maize“.
Abstract

- The results concerning contents of phenolic acids should be added

AnswerDone
- Line 12: The term is corrected.
Introduction

- Line 57: It is stated that "quantification of five phenolic acids" isperformed, but in the results only the contents of four phenolic acids aregiven. Could you please explain this

AnswerWe accidentally omitted content of PA from the results. Now it is corrected.  
- Line 64: Corrected.

- Lines 67 and 69: Corrected.

- Line 113: Corrected.

Results and discussion
- Line 123: Corrected.
-Lines 154 and 155: According to the obtained values for LOQ (54 μg/mL to173 μg/mL), given in the text, quantification of phenolic acids is not possible i.e. values obtained for content of phenolic acids (after calculation of concentration of acids per 1 ml of extract) are lower than LOQ. Could you please explain this.
AnswerWe corrected the values from μg/mL to ng/mL for LOD and LOQ in the text.
-Table I: LOD and LOQ values are given in ng per mL, but in the text these values are in µg per mL. Could you please explain this.

AnswerCorrected.
- Table II: In two different columns you have label Sample I.

AnswerCorrected.
-Line 176: Does "average values" means average of 15 samples or average of three repeated injections of one sample?
AnswerAverage values mean average content of each phenolic acid obtained from all tested maize leaves.Consequently, we add a new Table, Table III.
- Line 178: Corrected
- In the Abstract and Introduction is stated that 15 inbred lines are analyzed, but the results of analyses of only one sample are given. Is there any differences in the results between inbred lines? Could you please comment on this.

Answer In the results, average content of each phenolic acid obtained from all tested maize leaves are presented.
- The results of the analysis, concerning the content of phenolic acids should be presented clearly, for example in the table

AnswerWe accepted the reviewer suggestion and added new Table, Table III .
-There is no the result of content of protocatechuic acid (PA). Is this acid only identified? If so, please clarify this. Also, In Table II, the values for repeatability for PA in samples are given, but this acid is not well separated in the HPLC analysis (Chromatogram b, Figure 2). The HPLC method used in the study is suitable and adequate for standards but it seemsthat some components of the extract are not with good resolution (including PA acid), indicating the impossibility of quantification. Could you please explain this

AnswerWe accidentally omitted content of PA from the results. It is corrected now. Chromatographic resolution for PA and compound X, calculated by fundamental resolution equation, in all 15 samples, has never been lower than1.58, indicating a good compounds separation. Also, in all tested samples, chromatographic parameters, such as retention factor (k) and selectivity (α) have never been lower than5.35and 1.06, respectively. Further, we replaced the Fig. 2.
-The section "Free phenolic acids content" should be improved. The discussion should be in the light of the results obtained. Also, authors should clarify why they chose for comparison Morusalba and Morusnigra leaves, or Artemisia absinthium leaves. In addition, the absence of gallic acid in nettle leaves is not relevant in this context because nettle contains a significant amounts of other phenolic acids

AnswerWe improved the section “Free phenolic acids content” by adding new references (31-35), new Table (Table III) and PC analysis.
Conclusion:

-Conclusion section should be changed and discussed in a different way
AnswerThe section is changed and discussed in a different way.
Izvod

-Line 205: Corrected
-Line 208: Corrected
-Line 210: Corrected
Response to comments from Reviewer B

-Line 113:Corrected
-Line 113:Corrected
-Line 125:Corrected
-Line 143:Corrected
-Figure 1:Corrected
-r2 should be mentioned as coefficient of determination rather than correlation coefficient

AnswerThe authors accept advice.
-RSD values should be given with one decimal digit

AnswerThe authors accept advice.
