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manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Apples grown in Kashmir province are famous globally, but lack of post-harvest storage facilities
deteriorate its quality and market acceptability. Calcium deficiency in acid soils deceives apple fruit
quality.............. published manuscript with minor correction

published manuscript with minor correction

Is the title of the article suitable?
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
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appropriate?
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scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
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The established orchard had plant to plant spacing of 2.6 feet and line to line spacing of 10.4 feet. After
demarcation, randomisation of treatment combinations was done using R- software. RBD with 3 factors

i.e., varieties, different fertiliser sources having different modes of application and concentration of
fertilisers| with three replications.
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