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Authors’ response to final evaluator's comments

The authors did a very bad work on improving the manuscript. They keep on
presenting differences when they are not statistically present and they try to support
it with various references.

The authors mention measurements in Fig. 1 and Table 1 from August 2014 to March
2015 (spring and summer) and from March 2015 to August (fall and winter), but the
measurements ended on May 2015. Based on what is written, measurements were
not taken from June to August 2015

In the table and the last column the means are followed by NS, when in the rest of
the columns there are letters to distinguish differences per column. | had asked to
changethe NSto a

L70-75 again you do not show what the bars are. The differences are not present to
my opinion, as long as you have these SDs or SEs. Also 1C is not WUE, it is 1E
L109 there is no tendency to reduced E!

L118-119 and legend Table 1: there is no internal CO2 and A, gs and WUE do not
differ in the 3 treatments.

L123 treatments

L128-130 this is all wrong. There are no differences!

L133-137 these statements are not correct, as well. There are no differences believe
it or not, based on the letters for statistical separation per column presented.

The whole discussion on fruit productivity is, unfortunately, funny. We are talking
for very young plants and you keep on discussing the subject as it is for productive
mature plants.

In Table 2 there is no statistical analysis, how can we understand which is different
from the others?

L231 the reproductive period was from March to August and you actually found no
differences in the physiological parameters. How did you find differences in yield or
fruit growth (again it is funny to discuss yield or fruit growth in these young plants).

Once again, | believe the conclusions are not based on the data. The authors hoped
to find what they say, but the means of objective parameters show no changes in
leaf physiology due to water stress, as they are presented. YOU ARE
MANIPULATING THE RESULTS TO WRONG CONCLUSIONS! And all this is due to
only 3 replications used.
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