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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Title:
Is ok

2.

The manuscript is accepted with minor changes. Good statistical support and the
variables evaluated were adequate. During the revision were found some
corrections.

Abstract:
Is ok, but some corrections were done in the manuscript.

Introduction:
1.

To describe the economic importance of apple production in Brazil (acreage, yield,
annual production, production value).
Little corrections were done in the manuscript.

Materials and methods:
1.
2.
3.

To describe the agronomic characteristics of ‘Royal Gala’ apple cultivar.
Reference [17] it was added in the Line 97.
Some corrections were done in this section.

Results and Discussion:
1.

Are good with proper evidences. Tables are clear.

2. Authors can include some photographs which will add more value to the article.
3. Some corrections were done in the manuscript.
Conclusion:

Is ok. Only little corrections were done.

References:
1.
2.

Are complete.
Some corrections were done in accordance with the rules of this journal.

The authors are grateful for the suggestions and corrections proposed by the
reviewers.

we highlight that the corrections were performed and the required information
was added to the work.
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Optional/General comments
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