
DearTimothée,

WehavereceivedtwodetailedandinsightfulreviewsofthepreprintyouhavesubmittedtoPCI

Ecology.

Iwouldlikethatyoucarefullyrevisethemanuscriptaccordingtothecommentsand

suggestions.

Themostsalientpointisthatthepreprintisakindofresponse/commenttoarecentpaperof

FründinEcosphere.

Inaddition,themsdoesnotfollowaclassicalIntroduction/M&M/Results/Discussionsection,

arguablybecauseoftheresponse/commentnatureofthiscontribution.

Assuggestedbyreviewer2,themswouldgainclarityif,

-anIntroductionsectionmoreexplicitlystatesthenatureofthedivergingviewsbetweenFründ

andyou,andthusmoreclearlyexposingthemotivationofchallengingtherecentpaperofFründ,

-aDiscussionsectionsynthesizestheprosandconsofbothapproaches,asitseemsthateach

methodcanbejustifiedandusedinanappropriatecontext.

ThankyouforconsideringPCIEcologyasavenueforyourwork,andwelookforwardreceiving

yourrevisedmanuscript.

Sincerely,

François


