Dear Editor,

On behalf of all authors, I would like to thank reviewers for useful comments and suggestions. We did our best to improve manuscript in order to upgradeits scientific significance on the reviewer’s suggestions. Corrections in manuscript are written blue. 

Our responces(italic) to Reviewer’s comments(bold) are presented in the following text 
Report of Reviewer B:
REPORT: 

    The authors have replied to all the essential comments and requirements, in particular those addressed to test of antioxidant activity (DPPH) in addition to TP content determination, expanded review on state-of-art, emphasizing of scientific contribution of the paper and comparison of the results to recently published data on antioxidant potential of the extracts from walnut species obtained with the same or similar extraction methods. Therefore, I suggest paper for publication after consideration of spelling/grammar /writing style corrections tracked in the enclosed document.
In my opinion, this manuscript should: 

    be published after language correction by the author(s)
Thank you for valuable suggestion.
Our action: Language is corrected.
Comments of Reviewer B in text:

Comment 1: Figure 2 -mgGAE g-1 dw on y-axis
Our action:  Figures 1C and 2A are corrected.
Comment 2: „...than reported ....by Vieira et al.12 (209 mg g-1 dw) for J. regia leaves 'extracts...“ Should be added all analyzed chlorogenic acid equivalents .....by HPLC/DAD method.
Our action: Sentence is rewritten“:.. than reported by Vieira et al.12 (209 mgChlorogenic acid equivalents g-1 dw) for J. regia leaves' extracts, all analyzed by HPLC/DAD method“.

Comment 3: ИЗВОД - Text needs to be adapted according to corrected Abstract in English
Our action: Text of ИЗВОД is corrected.
