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Compulsory REVISION comments

Clear characteristics of transgenic lines are
missing. Which of genes were introduced into
transgenic lines and why? Under what promoter?
How wild types were selected?

Changes in soil moisture during experiments as
well as changes in environmental conditions are
missing.

The characteristics of plant water relations, e.g.,
relative water content or leaf water potential are
missing.

Is it not clear how much transpiration rate during
water-stress experiment was determined by this
water stress or by declined evaporative demand in
late autumn.

Paper is only descriptive and real discussion is
mostly missing.

Minor REVISION comments

Abstract is not in precise agreement with main text.

In figures it is not clear if values are means of three
plants or one plant as example

Conclusions are not conclusions but rather discussion.

Optional /General comments

These experiments seem to be a part of some large
research project and in this case they might be of some
value. This must be clearly stated. In other case they

are in vain.
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