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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The title is rather sensational, yet the content merely provides a general overview of the two Phaseolus vulgaris varieties being examined: it does not disclose specific phytochemicals but only identifies compound groups, and it does not specify the proteins present, merely addressing the differences in protein levels, even though the utilized data fails to demonstrate any significant variations. While it may resemble a preliminary study highlighting the distinctions between black beans and kidney beans, the information is engaging enough to enhance understanding.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	If we rely solely on the title, we would anticipate receiving extensive information from the article's contents, yet the contents provide only a broad summary of the two beans (black bean and kidney bean) being compared


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	I believe the abstract effectively summarizes the article's content, but it needs to include additional issues related to the execution of this research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The analysis was not repeated in this study, so that the resulting data was not derived from an average; consequently, the interpretations and conclusions reached were less reliable.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.


	It is necessity to incorporate the method reference which author applied in this study. References should also be included to explore which compounds are predominant in the two beans and to identify the types of protein that are most frequently present in each of these beans


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	There have to be language adjustments; certain terms are used incorrectly.

· the scientific name of a species must be written in italics
· Writing units should adhere to global writing standards (for example: gram ( g), excerpt for %, all unit need to be separated from the numbers that follow them (e.g. 50%, 1 M, 1 g, 95 °C, etc.).
· The method has not included the references used, aside from the work methods that are identified independently
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	The complete comment can be found in the manuscript.
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