
Reviewer 3
The presented manuscript is focusing on the effect of different water supply on growth and physiology in three bioenergy crops in the Mediterranean environment. The presented manuscript contains well designed experiment with good results and clear discussion. I have only some minor comments and recommendations.
Comments of this reviewer were manly positive 

1. Introduction 
This part is clear and sufficient.

2. Materials and Methods
I leave it to the authors to decide whether or not to use “rainfed conditions” for non-watered treatment. Maybe it would be better use “ambient conditions”, because in your case the precipitation is rather low and “rainfed” sounds like well-watered. 
Based on previous reviews, we decided to leave the term "rainfed conditions".

L117-119: You should write “During period May–August, the plants under the WA treatment were irrigated with 50 mm month–1 supplementary water using droppers…”
The changes were introduced

3. Results and Discussion
L179 and 182: Better using “amount of rainfall” instead of “concentration of rainfall”.
The changes were introduced.

L196-293: Use italics for Latin names of plant species. 
Changes were done.

L321-323: Unify the abbreviations gs – sometimes with a lower index, sometimes without.
The abbreviation gs was unified throughout the manuscript.

4. Discussion and Conclusions are well written and clear. 
