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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 
 

 
The manuscript has a reasonable theoretical foundation, but it assists in the understanding 
of what it is to be presented. I believe that we should focus more on applying ABA in the 
Introduction. The authors write a paragraph on the effect of nitrogen on plant. I think the 
same should be withdrawn. 

The necessary adjustments were made, information related to the Brazilian 
production of apples and the cultivars used in this study were added. 
All the corrections proposed by the reviewers have been complied with. 
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The methodology, though simple, is well written. It tells you all the details of the Search. 
The results are well presented and understandable. I felt the foliage a little in the discussion 
of the results. There is a lot of comparison between the results. Authors should discuss 
more based on Search. 

The authors are grateful for the valuable contribution received. 
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