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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

This manuscript is accepted with minor changes. It has scientific quality, good statistical support, the parameters
evaluated were adequate. This study is very important for apples grower and has good results because that
Bluprins had good results on apple production. Are reliable results because were done during 4 years and two
varieties.

Title:
Is ok

Abstract:
Is ok

Introduction:
Is ok, but is important add the importance of apple production in Brazil (annual production, acreage, yield and
production value).

Materials and methods:
Write the main agronomic characteristics of ‘Maxi Gala’ and 'Fuji Supreme’ apple tree cultivars (mainly chilling
requirements.)

Is very important add chilling hours accumulated in each year
Results and discussion:
Are ok, only explain the phenological stage C-C3

Tables are clear, good discussion.

Conclusion:
Is ok.

References:
Are ok.
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