I am quite puzzled by the decision of the editor regarding manuscript no: 2013_AJEA_5222. Yes,
each year results can be found on the internet, however, those two reports mentioned are geared
toward information for producers or growers and should not be considered scientific quality journal
articles as they are brief and go into very little detail. Each year is submitted separately in yearly
reports and no attempt was made to combine over years as in AJEA_5222. Additionaly, the writing
in these reports is not of a scientific quality and should not be considered as such. Abstracts of
research are typically submitted and reported on a various scientific meetings but I have never had a
manuscript rejected because that was considered a prior publication and I would consider the 2003
and 2004 reports no more than an extended abstract for growers. Since abstracts of the reported
research are typically not included in the citations I did not include the 2003 and 2004 reports in the
References Section. However, if you so advise I will include those 2 reports in an updated version.

Thank you for allowing me to express my thoughts and eagerly waiting a response.



