Dear Dr. Chapman,

I found some very minor errors in the calculation of percentages in section 3 (Results) of the manuscript.
The following text needs to be corrected with the correct values being the percentages in red. There was a typo in my spreadsheet but the changes are really minor and do not affect the conclusion derived from this analysis. Sorry for bothering you with that but it needs your approval. 
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Kind regards,
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We also checked if the pCO; range tested in the exper-
iments had an influence on whether the bulk diatom com-
munity responded to changing carbonate chemistry. This
was done because we expected the likelihood to find an s
OA response to be higher when the pCO; difference be-
tween treatments and controls is larger. Thus, we calcu-
lated the investigated pCO, range (highest pCO2 — low-
est pCOy) for each experiment and categorized the range
into “small” (< 300patm), “medium (300-600 patm), and ss
“large” (= 600 patm). Among the 41 experiments that found
a CO; effect on the bulk diatom community (positive, nega-
tive, and unreported direction of change), 4 (10 %, > RDR =
106) found it within the low range, 12 "67‘ 2 RDR=
123) in the medium range, and 25 experiments (68%. &
> RDR =653) in the high range. Among the 28 experi-
ments that found no CO> on the bulk diatom community, 3

%, > RDR= 12) tested within the low range, 8 'dig *
> RDR= 230) within the medium range, and 17 experi-
ments ' o, /XRDR 487) within the high range. Accord- e
ing to this analysis, the likelihood of detecting a CO; effect
on the bulk diatom community does not depend on the inves-
tigated pCO range.  IMPORTANT: Please correct the percentages above!




