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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

This manuscript is accepted with minor changes. It has good support statistical. The 
variables evaluated were adequate. Little errors were observed during the revision.   
 
Title: 
Is ok. 
 
Abstract: 

1. Add information about productivity in both varieties. 
2. Some corrections were done in the manuscript. 

 
Introduction: 

1. Is ok. Only add the economic importance of apple production in Brazil (acreage, 
yield, total production and production value).  

2. Little corrections were done in the manuscript. 
 

Materials and methods: 
1. Add agronomic characteristics of ‘Daiane’ and ‘Fuji Suprema’ apple varieties. 
2. Is very important add chill hours accumulated during both years. 
3. Little corrections were done in the manuscript. 

 
Results and Discussion: 

1. Reference Meyer [23] line 149 must be Meyer et al. 
2. Is important to show the production in both cultivars. 
3. Tables and Figures are clear and the results are good with proper evidences. 
4. Little corrections were done inside manuscript 

 
Conclusion: 
Is ok. 
 
Reference: 
Are complete 
Corrections were done in accordance with rules of this journal (Check manuscript). 

 
 
 
The necessary adjustments were made, information related to the Brazilian 
production of apples and the cultivars used in this study were added. 
All the corrections proposed by the reviewers have been complied with. 
 
The authors are grateful for the valuable contribution received. 
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