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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The abstract suggests that authors follow the following structure: context–objective–method–key results–practical conclusion, providing more concrete data based on the results obtained.

In the introduction, it is recommended that references be updated (2020–2024).

In the methodology, there is no description of the total number of trees per treatment and experimental units. Irrigation, fertilization, and phytosanitary control levels, which can influence quality, are not specified. Likewise, the laboratory methods are copied verbatim from manuals without adjustment or precise references. There is no detail on how meteorological data were integrated with physiological data (weekly averages, monthly correlations, etc.).

In the results, the discussion is limited to repeating r values without physiological analysis. Likewise, there is no connection between physiological variables and fruit quality, nor is the impact of climatic factors (temperature vs. humidity vs. rainfall) ranked, so it is recommended that this be included in the discussion of the manuscript.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the article is scientifically and technically sound as it uses the scientific method to evaluate the different variables of the study.
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