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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 paper is important because it provides information about agronomic management 
technologies to control the quality and quantity of apple fruits 
 
The objective of work is clear and precise. 
The materials and methods are presented in a clear and complete manner. 
The results are presented clearly and simple in the text, tables and figures, the analysis 
and interpretation of them are correct. 
The conclusions are contudent and adequately highlight the most significant results 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The research is very well conducted the results correctly analyzed and presented in a clear 
and simple way. 
The discussion of the same and the conclusions do not depart from the results obtained in 
the investigation. 
The bibliography consulted is extensive and current. 
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