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Page 1 Line 7 in Abstract: … budbreak of auxillary buds and …  
Page 1 Line 7 in Abstract: … budbreak of auxillary buds whereas …  
Page 1 Line 7 in Abstract: … in 4x2 factorial arrangement (four treatments … 
Page 1 Line 9 in Keywords: … Malus domestica. – not italics 
Page 1 Line 11: … Malus domestica. – italics 
Page 2 Line 50: ... longitude 52°21’W, ... 
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I preferred to remove from the manuscript the symbols ®, due to these 
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