Dear Editor,
Thank you for asking for clarification. The requested changes concern two unit expressions in the caption of Table A1.

TS2
What is wrong: the proof currently gives the interaction coefficient as +8.100 × 10⁻⁹ mm⁻¹ yr⁻¹.
Why it is wrong: the predictor is mean annual precipitation, whose unit is mm yr⁻¹. Therefore, “per unit of annual precipitation” means per (mm yr⁻¹). Written algebraically, (mm yr⁻¹)⁻¹ = mm⁻¹ yr, not mm⁻¹ yr⁻¹. The current typeset expression therefore has the wrong dimensional meaning. 
How it should be written: to avoid any further ambiguity, I suggest writing the coefficient as “+8.100 × 10⁻⁹ in the tree-cover slope per 1 mm yr⁻¹ increase in mean annual precipitation.”
Why this is correct: it states directly that the coefficient represents the change in the tree-cover slope associated with a 1 mm yr⁻¹ increase in mean annual precipitation.

TS3
What is wrong: the proof currently gives the corresponding example as ≈ +8.10 × 10⁻⁷ +100 mm⁻¹ yr⁻¹.
Why it is wrong: +100 refers to an increase in mean annual precipitation, so it must have the same unit as annual precipitation itself, namely mm yr⁻¹.
How it should be written: “≈ +8.10 × 10⁻⁷ in the tree-cover slope for each +100 mm yr⁻¹ increase in mean annual precipitation.”
Why this is correct: the value +8.10 × 10⁻⁷ is simply 100 × 8.100 × 10⁻⁹, so it describes the change in the tree-cover slope associated with a 100 mm yr⁻¹ increase in precipitation.

The numerical coefficients and calculations are unchanged. The requested corrections concern only the unit notation and its interpretation; they do not affect the statistical results or conclusions.
Thank you very much for considering these corrections.

Sincerely,
Iuliia Burdun

