
 

 

Editor’s Comment:  

I have read both reviewers’ comments and the revised manuscript. I find that the authors did not respond 
adequately to second reviewer’s remarks. The abstract is not in one paragraph while results from the two 
out of three locations are missing. Furthermore, the discussion is very very poor. I felt like there was no 
discussion at all. 

For all these reasons I find the manuscript not acceptable for publication. 

 

Editor’s Details:  

Dr. Peter A. Roussos 
Lab. Pomology, Agricultural University of Athens, Greece 


