Dear Olgica Nedić,
Thank you for your answer. 
We carefully read all comments and considered all recommendations given by the editor and reviewers and made changes in manuscript according to them. 
In submitted revised manuscript we have used option track changes so parts that are changed can easily be followed.

An itemized list of changes addressing comments is given below, in red and italic after every comment.

We are looking forward to your positive answer.

Zorica Mrkonjić et al.

1. Introduction should be condensed and rewritten in more consistent manner. Anti-inflammatory activity of Sorbus fruits is mentioned in line 71 and in line 78

Introduction is changed according to suggestions.

2. Line 131 states that “Crude residues were dissolved in hot, distilled water”. Why water was chosen as solvent? Were crude residues form methanolic extract fully water soluble

Water was used as a solvent and all crude residues were fully soluble in hot water, including crude residues from methanol extracts. Hot water was used in order to achieve full solubility of extracts and good system for extraction of non-polar compounds with petrol-ether by means of applying system in which polar and non-polar phases can be separated properly.
3. Was neochlorogenic acid not detected in fruits samples?

Neochlorogenic acid was not part of our standard mixture, used in validated LC-MS/MS method for phenolic profiling applied in our study. However, it was detected in other studies and that was included in discussion and reference list. 
4. Why no anthocyanin component was detected in fruit samples? As line 75 states “vibrant coral red fruits colour.”

Anthocyanins were not part of our standard, validated LC-MS/MS method that was applied in the study. The main aim of our study was to correlate biological activity of Sorbus extracts with chosen phenolics determined by application of mentioned validated method. Anyway, future phenolic profiling will include analysis of anthocyanins. 
5. Line 363 states that “hyperoside in S. aucuparia fruit extracts, while there was no prior study”, But hyperoside was quantifies in S. aucuparia fruits samples in the studies of Baltacioglu et al., 2011, Gaivelyte et al.,2013, as well as Raudonis et al., 2014

Listed references are added and discussion is changed according to them. Also, references are added in reference list.
6. Line 513-515 state that „Extracts of S. torminalis f. torminalis were best activity the most active in inhibition of growth of two clinically relevant bacterial “. Table shows that extracts of S. torminalis f. semitorminalis possess the same activity as extracts of S. torminalis f. torminalis against E.coli.
Changed according to suggestions.

7. Bibliography should be updated and the results achieved in the present work should be compared to those reported in literature regarding fruits of other species and varieties of Sorbus, since these varieties contain higher polyphenol contents. Papers published by Oszsevska et al., 2012, New validated high-performance liquid chromatographic method for simultaneous analysis of ten flavonoid aglycones in plant extracts using a C18 fused-core column and acetonitrile–tetrahydrofuran gradient, as well as Gaivelyte et al., 2013 Variation in the Contents of Neochlorogenic Acid, Chlorogenic Acid and Three Quercetin Glycosides in Leaves and Fruits of Rowan (Sorbus) Species and Varieties from Collections in Lithuania; Raudonis et al., 2014, Phenolic and antioxidant profiles of rowan (Sorbus L.) fruits, should be included in discussion section.
Listed references are added and discussion is changed according to them. Also, references are added in reference list.

8. Page 4, Line 129 Reference in text must be presented as number.

Changed.

9. Page 8, Line 263 It's better: results were instead result was:
Changed.
10. Page 10, Line 324 Same as in previous case, results were instead result was;
Changed.

11. In all tables shouldn't be written: Values are means... because it was presented in Experimental;
Deleted.
12. Page 20, Line 507 Delete 'in';
Deleted.

13. Page 20, Line 520 with instead whit; 

Changed.

14. Page 21, Line 540 detaljno instead detaljano; 

Changed.

15. Page 21, Line 547 ispoljila instead isppoljila; 

Changed.

16. Page 22, Line 567 space between (2012) and 702 

Added.
17. Page 22, Line 569 space between (2013) and 750
Added. 
18. The running title is not appropriate. 

Changed.

19. Line 42: “the water and methanol extracts….”

Changed.

20. Introduction is too long, should be shortened.

Changed according to suggestions.
21. Line 113: “The fruits of S. aucuparia”

Changed.

22. Line 124: “For preparation of the methanol extracts”

Changed.
23 Line 127: “preparation of the water extracts”

Changed.
24. Line 144: “The extracts were then filtered”

Changed.
25. Line 150: “the dried extracts were dissolved”

Changed.
26. Line 153: “Determination of selected phenolic compounds in the extracts of”

Changed.
27. Line 262: Better to use “Galanthamine”, rather than “Galantamine”.

Changed according to suggestions.
28. Line 295: “To evaluate minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) of the extracts”

Changed.

29. Line 375: “via” italic

Changed.
30. Line 379: “the jam extract”

Changed.
31. In Table III, it is better to say “references” instead of “standards”. Open names of BHT and PG are also missing.

Changed according to suggestions.
32. Line 456: correct as “emphasize” 

Changed.
33. Line 455 & 456: The following sentence is not correct “It is worth to emphasise that no investigation have been conducted before on S. aucuparia anti-AChEactivity.” Because there is a recent report on cholinesterase inhibitory and antioxidant activity of Sorbus auciparia and S. Torminalis. Therefore, you need to refer to that paper, too (given below):*

*Hasya Nazli Ekin, Alper Gokbulut, Zubeyde Ugurlu Aydin, A. Ali Donmez, lkayErdogan Orhan. Insight into anticholinesterase and antioxidant potential of thirty-four Rosaceae samples and phenolic characterization of the active extracts by HPLC. Industrial Crops and Products 91 (2016) 104–113 

Listed reference is added and discussion is changed according to your suggestion. Also, reference is added in reference list.

34. 44 standard phenolics are mentioned to detect in the samples by LC-MS/MS. However, we don’t see them all in the Table 2. Please make it clear. 
Among 44 investigated phenolics we found that only 12 of them are present in extracts of Sorbus fruits above limit of quantification. We put those 12 phenolics in the table and other 32 phenolics in table footnote explaining that they were below limit of quantification.
35. In discussion part, you need to make more comment or speculation on which compounds could be responsible for the mentioned activities.

Discussion is changed according to suggestions. 

