Response to Reviewers

Rewiewer F
1. The aim should not be stated in the abstract (lines: 10-12). You have to describe what was done in short
Page 1, Lines 10-12 in reviewed text: …The aim of this study was to determine the nutrient, major and trace element and vitamin composition of chicory leaves from different location in Montenegro, wild and cultivated. Standard methods of analysis were used… 
was replaced with …The wild and cultivated chicory leaves from different location in Montenegro were analysed regarding several nutrients, major and trace element and vitamin composition using standard methods of analysis… (Page 1, Lines 10-12 in new version)  
2. Authors used word “significant” (lines: 13, 159) without statistically mean that is not correct. It is advisable to find some more adequately expression.

Page 1, lines 12-16 in reviewed text: …The results of the study indicated that chicory leaves were low in energy value, had significant total fiber and total mineral content and were potential sources of useful nutrients such as potassium, calcium, manganese, iron, and vitamin A, with the average content of 392, 165, 0.55, 2.33 and 0.47 mg (100 g)-1 in fresh leaves, respectively… 
was replaced with …The results of the study indicated that chicory leaves were reach in total dietary fiber and mineral content and had low energy value. Also, they were potential sources of useful nutrients such as potassium, calcium, manganese, iron, and vitamin A, with the average content of 391.9, 164.7, 0.55, 2.33 and 0.47 mg (100 g)-1 in fresh leaves, respectively… (Page 1, Lines 12-16 in new version).

Page 7, line 159 in reviewed text: … are present in more significant amounts… 
was replaced with... are present in greater amounts… (Page 6, Line 161 in new version)
3. Significant difference between analyzed groups is shown twice as a superscript a in all tables. It’s displaying in only one group (eg. cultivated samples) is enough.

Table 1, 2 and 3 - In all tables the subscript was displayed only for cultivated samples.

4.  Lines: 120-122 contain information about leafy vegetables as a poor source of plant fats but miss reference.
The reference was added. (Page 5, Line 124 in new version)

5. Paragraph (123-127) refers to all samples and it should be mentioned.

Page 5, Lines 123-127 in reviewed text: …The total fiber content varied considerably between 2.90% and 6.16% and represented about 35% of dry matter in average. Our results showed that plants from different locations had different available carbohydrate content, but also different protein content. The protein 125 content was the highest in leaves from Pricelje (2.78%) and the lowest in leaves from Podgor 126 (1.63%)… 
was replaced with... The dietary fiber contents in all samples varied considerably between 2.90% and 6.16% and represented about 35% of dry matter in average. Our results showed that plants from different locations had different available carbohydrate content, but also different protein content. The protein content was the highest in those from Pricelje (2.78%) and the lowest in those from Podgor (1.63%)… (Page 5, Lines 125-129 in new version)
6. Edible portion size has to be given when first mentioned in the text.
Page 6, Lines 134-135 in reviewed text: …On the basis of the estimated nutrient composition, energy value of one edible portion of fresh chicory leaves was calculated… 
was replaced with …On the basis of the estimated nutrient composition, energy value of one edible portion of 100 g of fresh chicory leaves was calculated… (Page 5, Lines 136-137 in new version)

7. All results shown in the Tables should be harmonized with the results that authors describe in the text (check all numbers and locations)
All results in the Tables were harmonized with the results that authors describe in the text (Page 5, Line 137 and 139 in new version; Page 6, Line 155, 156, 158 in new version; Page 7, Line 169-170 in new version; 
8. Lines 172-175 give information about significant differences, so check and list all of them, manganese is repeated.

Page 7, lines 172-175 in reviewed text: …The potassium, manganese, phosphorus, copper and iron content did not show significant differences between wild and cultivated plants. Difference between calcium, zinc and manganese content in the leaves of wild and cultivated plants was significantly different (p<0.05)… 
was replaced with … K, Mg, P, Cu and Fe content did not show significant differences between wild and cultivated plants. Difference between Ca, Zn and Mn content in the leaves of wild and cultivated plants was significant (p<0.05)… (Page 7, Lines 174-176 in new version)

9. Discussion on results for vitamin B1 requires reference (lines 191-192).
The reference was added. (Page 8, Lines 193 in new version)

10. Discussion of results, among other parts, must contain disadvantages of done study which is observed by the researchers themselves.
Sentence was added at the end of discussion of results …The main disadvantage of this study is relatively small number of samples, especially cultivated plants. The main reason for this is that now in Montenegro there are no other sites for chicory cultivation in greenhouses (Page 9, Lines 217-219 in new version) 
11. In line 219 word “shown” should change with “concluded”.

Page 9, line 219 in reviewed text: …it can be shown… 
was replaced with …it can be concluded… (Page 9, Line 221 in new version)

 

Reviewer J
Abstract:
1. Page 1, Line 10 (reviewed version): ...the nutrient… was replaced with …several nutrients… (Page 1, Line 11 in new version)
2. Page 1, Line 13 (reviewed version): ... total fiber and total mineral content… was replaced with …total dietary fiber and mineral content… (Page 1, Line 13 in new version)
Introduction: 
1. Page 1, Line 28 (reviewed version): ...Chicory… was replaced with …Wild chicory… (Page 1, Line 28 in new version)
2. Page 2, Line 42 (reviewed version): ... to compare nutritive composition… was replaced with …to compare selected nutritional parameters… (Page 2, Line 42 in new version)
Experimental: 
1. “I suggest combining the several paragraphs cross this section, there are so many of them”
Paragraph “Sample collection” and “Sample preparation” were combined in new one “Sample collection and sample preparation” (Page 2, Lines 47-56 in new version)
2. Page 3, Line 58 (reviewed version): …Fresh plant materials were milled… was replaced with … Fresh plant materials (cca. 1 kg) were milled… (Page 2, Line 54 in new version)
3. Page 3, Line 63 (reviewed version): ….ash, crude lipids, crude fiber … was replaced with …ash, lipids, dietary fiber… (Page 2, Line 59 in new version) 
4. Page 3, Line 65 (reviewed version): …Crude protein was … was replaced with …Proteins were... (Page 2, Line 61 in new version)
5. Page 3, Line 65/66 (reviewed version): …sum of crude protein, crude fats, crude fiber and… was replaced with …sum of proteins, lipids, dietary fiber and… (Page 2, Line 62/63 in new version)
6. Page 3, Line 71 (reviewed version): …Each plant material… was replaced with… Each fresh plant material… (Page 3, Line 71 in new version)
7. Page 4, Line 74 (reviewed version): …. Digested samples were than filtered and transferred in volumetric flasks by adding deionised water… was replaced with …Digested samples were filtered and transferred in volumetric flasks by adding deionised water… (Page 3, Lines 74/75 in new version)
8. Page 4, Line 78/80 (reviewed version): …. Flame AAS was used to determine Fe, Mn, Zn, and Cu in 78 acetylene-air flame. For analyses of Ca, Mg, Na, K, and P ICP-OES Thermo iCAP 6300 (UK) 79 was used… was replaced with … For analyses of iron (Fe), manganese (Mn), zinc (Zn), and copper (Cu) flame AAS was used and for analyses of calcium (Ca), magnesium (Mg), sodium (Na), potassium (K), and phosphorus (P) ICP-OES Thermo iCAP 6300 (UK) was used...   (Page 3, Lines 78-80 in new version)
9. Page 4, Line 92 (reviewed version): …. B6… was replaced with …B6 (Page 4, Line 93 in new version)
10. Page 4, Line 98 (reviewed version): …β-carotene was determined using extraction with acetone and then hexane, followed with separation of the other colouring matter on a chromatographic column, then absorbance of samples was measured at a wavelength of 430 nm.… was replaced with …(-carotene was determined using extraction with acetone and hexane, followed with separation of the other colouring matter on a chromatographic column. The absorbance of samples was measured at a wavelength of 430 nm.… (Page 4, Line 99-101 in new version)
Results and discussion: 
1. Page 5, Line 118/119 (reviewed version): …The crude fat content… was replaced with …The lipid contents… (Page 5, Lines 120/121 in new version)
2. Page 5, Line 120 (reviewed version): … of fat content… was replaced with …of lipid contents… (Page 5, Line 122 in new version)
3. Page 5, Line 121 (reviewed version): …plant fats… was replaced with …plant lipids… (Page 5, Line 123 in new version)
4. Page 5, Line 123 (reviewed version): …The total fiber content… was replaced with …The dietary fiber contents… (Page 5, Line 125 in new version)
5. Page 5, Line 126 (reviewed version): …in leaves from… was replaced with …in those from…  (Page 5, Line 128 in new version)
6. Page 5, Line 130 (reviewed version): …average… was replaced with …an average… (Page 5, Line 132 in new version)
7. Page 5, Line 131 (reviewed version): …in total fiber … was replaced with …in dietary fiber… (Page 5, Line 133 in new version)
8. Page 6, Line 140 (reviewed version): …content than wild ones... was replaced with … content than wild… (Page 5, Line 141/142 in new version)
9. In the sub-paragraph Minerals and later through manuscript please use abbreviations of minerals (see comment Page 4, Lines 78/79)

The abbreviations were used through manuscript.
10. Page 7, Line 161 (reviewed version): …trace elements contents… was replaced with …trace mineral content… (Page 6, Line 163 in new version)
11. Page 7, Line 174 (reviewed version): …plants was significantly different… was replaced with …plants was significant… (Page 7, Lines 175/176 in new version)
12. Page 7, Line 175/176 (reviewed version): …The wild plants were about 2.5 times richer in calcium, four times richer in zinc and two times richer in manganese than the cultivated ones… was replaced with … The wild plants were about 2.5 times richer in Ca, 4 times richer in Zn and 2 times richer in Mn than the cultivated ones… (Page 7, Lines 176/177 in new version)
13. Page 8, Line 188 (reviewed version): …. B2 content were 85.1-215.0 µg (100 g)-1…Why you don’t have same decimal places in the Table 4 (please correct to unify) 
Table 4 was corrected and unified. All results are with one decimal place. 

14. Page 9, Line 204 (reviewed version): …content of major and trace minerals, and vitamins… was replaced with… content of major elements, trace elements and vitamins… (Page 8, Line 205 in new version)
15. Page 9, Line 215 (reviewed version): …beta-carotene… was replaced with …β-carotene… (Page 9, Line 215 in new version)
Conclusion: 
16. Page 9, Line 220 (reviewed version): …of nutrients… was replaced with …of several nutrients… (Page 9, Line 222 in new version)
Tables:

Table 1: …Crude fat… was replaced with ...Lipids…; …Total fiber… was replaced with …Dietary fiber…; …Protein… was replaced with …Proteins…; …Carbohydrate available… was replaced with …Available carbohydrates…
Table 2: Why you don’t have mean±SD written with one decimal? It will look better. Try to add…

Table 2 was corrected. All results are with one decimal place. 
Table 2 and 3: You can put units as Mineral (mg (100 g)-1) and then remove all third line
…Mineral… was replaced with … Mineral (mg (100 g)-1)… 

The third line was removed in both tables.
Table 4: see comment Page 8, Line 188 (adding of decimals)

Table 4 was corrected. All results are with one decimal place. 
Table 5: …of major elements, trace elements and vitamins… was replaced with ...of major and trace minerals, and vitamins… 
Reviewer G

In the Introduction part of the paper I am missing a cite of sentences “Chicory (Cichorium intybus L.) is an erect perennial herb 80-90 cm in height usually with bright blue flowers, rarely white or pink. It has a fleshy taproot up to 75 cm in length. Chicory is a member of the Asteraceae family. The genus Cichorium consists of six species with major distribution areas in Europe and Asia. Several Cichorium species has been used for centuries as part of traditional diet in Mediterranean countries.”

In a useful help could be the following papers:

1.    ŽNIDARČIČ D, BAN D, ŠIRCELJ H. (2011). Carotenoid and chlorophyll composition of commonly consumed leafy vegetables in Mediterranean countries. Food Chemistry, 129(3): 1164-1168.

2.    SINKOVIČ, L., DEMŠAR, L., ŽNIDARČIČ, D., VIDRIH, R., HRIBAR, J., TREUTTER, D (2015). Phenolic profiles in leaves of chicory cultivars (Cichorium intybus L.) as influenced by organic and mineral fertilizers. Food Chemistry, 166(1): 507-513.

3.    SINKOVIČ, L., HRIBAR, J., VIDRIH, R., ILIN, Ž., ŽNIDARČIČ, D. (2015). Fatty acid composition of leaves of forced chicory (Cichorium intybus L.). Archives of biological sciences, 67(2): 647-653

In this part of the manuscript we added two new references: (1) and (2). Reference (2) cites the second paper from the reviewer’s list: “Wild chicory (Cichorium intybus L.) is an erect perennial herb 80-90 cm in height usually with bright blue flowers, rarely white or pink. It has a fleshy taproot up to 75 cm in length. Chicory is a member of the Asteraceae family. The genus Cichorium consists of six species with major distribution areas in Europe and Asia.1 Several Cichorium species has been used for centuries as part of traditional diet in Mediterranean countries. Mostly used plant parts are leaves (as salads, cooked vegetable and meat dishes), chicons (blanched buds), or roots (var. sativum, which are baked, ground, and used as a coffee substitute and inulin source). Most of the information on plant chemical composition refers to the root and seed, but leaves have been seldom investigated.2-4” 

