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Dear referee we would like to draw your attention on another case (you can find it in
the attached file) where error bars can be misleading. best regards
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2018.

C1

Dear referees,

we would like to draw your attention to another example, even more evident than the one that we have
already published, where the error bars can be misleading of the diel average course of the plotted
parameters. In this case the error bars hide the course of the ozone concentrations at the different heights
when the lines are close. For example, it is nearly impossible to understand the course of the ozone
concentrations at 41 m. So we would suggest to add some indicative values of the confidence intervals in
the caption
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Fig. 1.
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