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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

- This type study  is important for  industrialist and farmer in developing country. 
The research is original and conclusive.  
 
However, Introduction, material and methods and the aim of study is not clear. Also, 
The abstract should be concise, informative and clearly. 
 
There are no given results in abstract section for all fruits. Results should be given in the 
abstract section clearly.  
--The text and tables are not arranged according to the rules of writing of General Guideline 
for Authors. 
-The fonts are given differently. All of fonts must give the same characters in the text. 
-The material and methods is not designed well.  
-Equations not suitable according to Guideline for Authors. 
- English language of manuscript is very poor and not well constructed. 
-Design parameters must be reviewed 
--Literature is not enough. 
 
-I recommend researcher to use entitled . Sessiz, A., R. Esgici., F.G. Pekitkan. 2016. The 

Relationship Between       Mechanization and Cotton Ginning Industry. 
International Scientific Journal. Mechanization in Agriculture. ISSN 0861-
9638, Issue 1/2016, Sofia, Bulgaria. 
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