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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
The subject was well presented and dealt with an economic issue that served 
a large number of the population for the availability of the market and free 
competition. 
But have these items been discounted and the assessment started? 
Have these items been imported? 
 
Please, correct reference as text.   

 
 

 
Thanks for your comments. Some corrections were done in the 
manuscript 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The climate is very suitable for olive growth as it has been introduced but there are 
differences that need to be explained 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Qualities of quality, yield and vegetable growth need more qualities to evaluate. 
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