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Thank you to the authors for responding to my comments on the original manuscript. These revisions have led to an improved manuscript. I provide comment on each specific revision below.
1) My first comment on the original manuscript was a concern that the circulation change may actually be fairly substantial in this global application of PGW. Thank you for the figures showing the future change in Northern Hemisphere 250hPa wind speed and surface pressure. These figures nicely show that while the overall circulation spatial patterns are similar, slight location shifts and changes in intensity result in differences up to 15%. It’s interesting that the future jet is more intense over the Pacific but less intense over the Atlantic. These magnitudes are presumably small compared to differences between ENSO phase. I’m satisfied that the approach remains valid and the revised manuscript correctly lessens the assertion that the approach isolates thermodynamic change.

2) My second comment on the original manuscript was the questionable assumption that SSTs in all phases of ENSO change by the same magnitude and spatial pattern. I agree with the authors’ response that using a fixed delta is the most straightforward approach. Also, sub-setting by ENSO phase will probably introduce sample size limitations. Thank you for acknowledging use of a fixed delta in the revised manuscript.
3) Thank you for adding some discussion for your choice to sample ENSO phases rather than other modes of climate variability
4) My fourth comment on the original manuscript was the issue of reanalysis SSTs containing cool wakes of observed TCs. You nicely show the absence of any discernable cool wakes for a couple of Atlantic hurricanes. I’m surprised by this. But I agree that these negligible wakes will not strongly affect your simulations.
5) Thank you for your analysis of the extent to which MPAS captures the observed TC response to ENSO phase in the Atlantic and Pacific. I agree that MPAS appears to be reasonable, given the low sample size of years.
I’m satisfied with responses to my other comments. Thank you.

