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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
This title leads the reader to think that the study is to evaluate different doses of fertilizers 
stipulated by the authors. But it is not.
Therefore, the title should be appropriate because it does not match the content of the 
search. 
From what is in the text, the objective of the study is to evaluate the forms of fertilization 
used for the plum cultivation and if it is suitable with the low impact fertilization.  But that is 
not the purpose that can be understood through the title of the research. 
The article gives much emphasis to meteorological data, which is neither in the purpose or 
title of the survey. 
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