Dear Sir, 

We are very grateful for your detailed overview of our manuscript. We appreciate a lot all of your remarks and suggestions that you gave, in order to improve the quality of the manuscript. We tried to involve them into the manuscript, but we had to take in consideration remarks of Referee A also. We hope that our revised manuscript would fulfill your requirements in great mater. 
Faithfully yours, 
Authors

Referee B:

Overall, there is discrepancy between introduction and the mentioned aim and the further text. So, all mentioned activities of hesperidin (sorted in two main groups – for treatment of CVD and as radioprotector), as stated in the beginning of the text, are due to antioxidant properties of the investigated compounds. The mechanism of its activities is not well documented throughout the text, especially regarding its role in protecting from CVD, in spite of the survey of the literature. 
The clues about the mechanism of flavoniodes activities, actually the two proposed ways of the flavonoids influences, were given in the manuscript. We didn’t discuss in details the mechanism as the focus of our review was survey of data about the great variety of effects on CVD. 
Besides, although by the title the authors claimed that the review paper was based on a new literature data, only 20% of the cited literature (71) was after 2007., what is not acceptable. Please, check for the novel references which should be incorporated in the manuscript.

We agree, and tried to update the reference list. 

English should be checked, before publishing.
We had a native English speaker check, improving the presentation. 

Abbreviations (abb.) are not correctly introduced and afterward employed throughout the text.  Please check all abb. used throughout the text.





Yes, we found and changed several abb. not properly introduced in the text. 
Also, there is a probably mistake in the References – ref. 8. and 29. have the same title. Please, correct the order of the references after the changes.
changed
About flavonoids:

Page 1, line 5:         “...published...” should be omitted 
changed
Page 2, line 6:         The classification of the flavonoids should be corrected and uprightly written
There are several classifications of flavonoids, we hope that the ones we have chosen to emphasize would be satisfying, to focus the review.
Page 2, line 16: “..that is...” should be omitted        
changed
Chemical structure of hesperidin

Page 3, line 1: “..aglucone..” should be changed into “..aglycone..”
changed
Page 3, line 3: check the IUPAC name




checked and changed
Hesperidin in prevention of (cardio)vascular diseases

Page 4, Paragraphs 1-3: Please, indicate the references which provided the cited data 

Page 4, Last paragraph: Please, precise the kind of the mentioned influence on the enzymes

Page 5, line 3: The first sentence should be omitted in this paragraph. 

changed
Namely, this statement is possible to make only after the reference 57 was mentioned. The references 49-56 confirmed the cardiovascular effect of the citrus juice, not flavonoid hesperidin.

Page 5, Last paragraph: Please, pay attention to abb. not mentioned previously in the text. 
We have checked 

Also, explain what  “...the same dietary restriction..” means. 


added
Dosage and administration

Page 6: Authors are kindly requested to explain a little more about Deflon – according to the declaration, what kind of product is Deflon - dietary, herbal medicine.

changed
Hesperidin as radioprotector

Page 8, line 13: Throughout the text please use the same expression - decide between gamma irradiation, or γ-irradiation, and stick to the chosen. 


According to the literature we decide to use γ-irradiation. 
Page 8, line 11: Deflon – protected name (Deflon®)



changed


