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	Table S1 Taxonomic groups used for epibiont classification

	Taxonomic group & Resolution
	Sessile/ mobile
	Method of enumeration
	Present on farmed kelps (F), bare lines (B), mussel lines (M) or wild kelps (W)

	Rhodophyta (phylum)
	Sessile
	Percent cover & Presence/absence
	All

	Chlorophyta (phylum)
	Sessile
	Percent cover & Presence/absence
	All

	Phaeophyceae (phylum)
	Sessile
	Percent cover & Presence/absence
	All

	Bryozoa (phylum)
	Sessile
	Percent cover & Presence/absence
	All

	Cordata, Tunicata, Ascidiacea (polyphyletic class)
	Sessile
	Percent cover & Presence/absence
	F, W

	Cnidaria, Medusozoa, Hydrozoa (class)
	Sessile
	Percent cover & Presence/absence
	All

	Mollusca, Bivalvia (class)
	Sessile
	Count & Presence/absence
	F, M, W

	Arthropoda, Malacostraca, Amphipoda (order)
	Mobile
	Count & Presence/absence
	All

	Arthropoda, Malacostraca Mysida (order)
	Mobile
	Count & Presence/absence
	F, W

	Arthropoda, Malacostraca Isopoda (order)
	Mobile
	Count & Presence/absence
	All

	Mollusca, Gastropoda (class)
	Mobile
	Count & Presence/absence
	F, M

	Arthropoda, Thecostraca, Cirripedia (subclass)
	Sessile
	Count & Presence/absence
	W

	Annelida, Polychaeta and Oligocheata (Worms) (class)
	Mobile
	Count & Presence/absence
	All

	Arthropoda, malacostraca, Decapoda (order)
	Mobile
	Count & Presence/absence
	All

	Arthropoda, Pycnogonida, Pantopoda (order)
	Mobile
	Count & Presence/absence
	W

	Cnidaria, Hexacorallia, Actiniaria (order)
	Mobile
	Count & Presence/absence
	M, W

	Echinodermata (Phylum)
	Mobile
	Count & Presence/absence
	F, M, W
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	Table S2 Percentage contributions of individual taxa to observed differences in kelp epibiont assemblages between sites, as determined by SIMPER analysis. Taxa were transformed using presence-absence prior to analysis.

	Taxa
	Av. Abund
	Av. Abund.
	Av. Diss
	Diss/SD
	Contrib%
	Cum.%

	
	Farm
	Wild 1
	
	
	
	

	Gastropoda
	0.17
	0.80
	5.67
	1.37
	14.20
	14.20

	Worms
	0.43
	0.95
	4.80
	1.01
	12.03
	26.24

	Chlorophyta
	0.17
	0.50
	4.08
	1.04
	10.21
	36.45

	Mysida
	0.07
	0.40
	3.64
	0.92
	9.13
	45.58

	Ascidiacea
	0.67
	0.45
	3.12
	0.75
	7.81
	53.39

	Decapoda
	0.30
	0.45
	2.62
	0.78
	6.57
	59.96

	Amphipoda
	1.00
	0.70
	2.52
	0.47
	6.31
	66.27

	Phaeophyceae
	0.22
	0.20
	2.45
	0.58
	6.14
	72.41

	
	Farm
	Wild 2
	
	
	
	

	Gastropoda
	0.17
	0.80
	5.62
	1.50
	13.58
	13.58

	Worms
	0.43
	0.95
	4.93
	1.05
	11.91
	25.49

	Ascidiacea
	0.67
	0.55
	3.83
	0.84
	9.25
	34.75

	Amphipoda
	1.00
	0.60
	3.78
	0.77
	9.14
	43.89

	Rhodophyta
	0.78
	0.80
	3.09
	0.67
	7.47
	51.36

	Mysida
	0.07
	0.35
	2.96
	0.76
	7.15
	58.51

	Chlorophyta
	0.17
	0.20
	2.60
	0.68
	6.28
	64.79

	Decapoda
	0.30
	0.25
	2.44
	0.69
	5.89
	70.69

	
	Farm
	Wild 3
	
	
	
	

	Gastropoda
	0.17
	0.90
	6.00
	1.65
	13.34
	13.34

	Ascidiacea
	0.67
	0.50
	5.81
	1.52
	12.92
	26.26

	Worms
	0.43
	0.95
	4.59
	1.09
	10.21
	36.47

	Chlorophyta
	0.17
	0.55
	4.50
	1.19
	10.01
	46.47

	Mysida
	0.07
	0.60
	4.10
	1.04
	9.13
	55.60

	Bryozoa
	0.67
	0.65
	4.03
	0.94
	8.97
	64.57

	Decapoda
	0.30
	0.40
	3.09
	0.85
	6.88
	71.45

	
	Wild 1
	Wild 2
	
	
	
	

	Ascidiacea
	0.45
	0.55
	3.62
	0.90
	10.56
	10.56

	Amphipoda
	0.70
	0.60
	3.59
	0.87
	10.47
	21.03

	Mysida
	0.40
	0.35
	3.14
	0.86
	9.16
	30.19

	Chlorophyta
	0.50
	0.20
	3.09
	0.87
	9.04
	39.23

	Echinodermata
	0.15
	0.30
	2.58
	0.71
	7.52
	46.75

	Bryozoa
	0.65
	0.80
	2.54
	0.65
	7.43
	54.18

	Hydrozoa
	0.05
	0.30
	2.22
	0.62
	6.49
	60.67

	Gastropoda
	0.80
	0.80
	2.15
	0.54
	6.28
	66.96

	Rhodophyta
	0.95
	0.80
	1.98
	0.52
	5.79
	72.75

	
	Wild 1
	Wild 3
	
	
	
	

	Ascidiacea
	0.45
	0.50
	4.18
	1.12
	12.31
	12.31

	Mysida
	0.40
	0.60
	3.89
	1.06
	11.45
	23.76

	Bryozoa
	0.65
	0.65
	3.46
	0.92
	10.20
	33.97

	Echinodermata
	0.15
	0.40
	2.79
	0.81
	8.23
	42.19

	Chlorophyta
	0.50
	0.55
	2.69
	0.79
	7.93
	50.12

	Decapoda
	0.45
	0.40
	2.67
	0.84
	7.86
	57.98

	Amphipoda
	0.70
	1.00
	2.46
	0.63
	7.25
	65.22

	Bivalvia
	0.85
	0.80
	2.21
	0.62
	6.50
	71.72

	
	Wild 2
	Wild 3
	
	
	
	

	Mysida
	0.35
	0.60
	3.68
	1.04
	10.65
	10.65

	Ascidiacea
	0.55
	0.50
	3.62
	1.02
	10.46
	21.11

	Bryozoa
	0.80
	0.65
	3.15
	0.84
	9.10
	30.21

	Chlorophyta
	0.20
	0.55
	3.14
	0.92
	9.07
	39.29

	Echinodermata
	0.30
	0.40
	3.08
	0.89
	8.89
	48.18

	Amphipoda
	0.60
	1.00
	3.05
	0.79
	8.82
	57.00

	Decapoda
	0.25
	0.40
	2.53
	0.80
	7.30
	64.30

	Rhodophyta
	0.80
	0.80
	2.42
	0.67
	7.00
	71.30



	Table S3 Percentage contributions of individual taxa to observed differences in kelp epibiont assemblages between sites, as determined by SIMPER analysis. Abundance values were fourth-root transformed prior to analysis.

	Taxa
	Av. Abund
	Av. Abund.
	Av. Diss
	Diss/SD
	Contrib%
	Cum.%

	
	Farm
	Wild 1
	
	
	
	

	Amphipoda
	8.28
	1.26
	36.00
	2.37
	53.06
	53.06

	Worms
	0.49
	2.54
	11.57
	1.90
	17.06
	70.12

	
	Farm
	Wild 2
	
	
	
	

	Amphipoda
	8.28
	0.85
	42.65
	3.34
	60.22
	60.22

	Bivalvia
	1.93
	1.44
	6.61
	1.35
	9.34
	69.55

	Gastropoda
	0.19
	1.27
	6.51
	1.58
	9.19
	78.74

	
	Farm
	Wild 3
	
	
	
	

	Amphipoda
	8.28
	1.53
	35.92
	3.72
	53.38
	53.38

	Gastropoda
	0.19
	1.49
	7.50
	1.88
	11.14
	64.52

	Bivalvia
	1.93
	1.14
	7.45
	1.44
	11.07
	75.59

	
	Wild 1
	Wild 2
	
	
	
	

	Worms
	2.54
	1.46
	9.44
	1.15
	21.33
	21.33

	Gastropoda
	1.47
	1.27
	7.30
	1.20
	16.50
	37.83

	Amphipoda
	1.26
	0.85
	7.06
	1.14
	15.95
	53.78

	Bivalvia
	1.29
	1.44
	5.73
	0.87
	12.94
	66.72

	Mysida
	0.49
	0.43
	4.00
	0.84
	9.04
	75.76

	
	Wild 1
	Wild 3
	
	
	
	

	Worms
	2.54
	1.64
	8.22
	1.17
	19.98
	19.98

	Amphipoda
	1.26
	1.53
	6.23
	1.12
	15.15
	35.12

	Gastropoda
	1.47
	1.49
	5.78
	0.94
	14.05
	49.17

	Bivalvia
	1.29
	1.14
	5.40
	1.03
	13.14
	62.31

	Mysida
	0.49
	0.67
	4.82
	1.11
	11.71
	74.01

	
	Wild 2
	Wild 3
	
	
	
	

	Amphipoda
	0.85
	1.53
	7.09
	1.24
	17.70
	17.70

	Gastropoda
	1.27
	1.49
	6.48
	1.13
	16.18
	33.88

	Bivalvia
	1.44
	1.14
	5.35
	1.13
	13.34
	47.23

	Mysida
	0.43
	0.67
	4.89
	1.13
	12.20
	59.43

	Worms
	1.46
	1.64
	4.35
	1.12
	10.85
	70.28














	Table S4 Percentage contributions of individual taxa to observed differences in kelp epibiont assemblages between sites, as determined by SIMPER analysis. Biomass values were fourth-root transformed prior to analysis.

	Taxa
	Av. Abund
	Av. Abund.
	Av. Diss
	Diss/SD
	Contrib%
	Cum.%

	
	Farm
	Wild 1
	
	
	
	

	Amphipoda
	2.09
	0.35
	22.10
	2.25
	31.60
	31.60

	Gastropoda
	0.05
	0.90
	11.90
	1.68
	17.01
	48.62

	Rhodophyta
	0.16
	0.88
	9.74
	1.27
	13.93
	62.55

	Worms
	0.17
	0.61
	6.53
	1.55
	9.33
	71.88

	
	Farm
	Wild 2
	
	
	
	

	Amphipoda
	2.09
	0.26
	31.88
	2.66
	44.31
	44.31

	Bivalvia
	0.73
	0.47
	8.40
	1.38
	11.68
	55.99

	Worms
	0.17
	0.52
	7.29
	1.47
	10.14
	66.13

	Gastropoda
	0.05
	0.41
	6.17
	1.33
	8.57
	74.70

	
	Farm
	Wild 3
	
	
	
	

	Amphipoda
	2.09
	0.42
	22.79
	2.39
	30.67
	30.67

	Gastropoda
	0.05
	1.07
	13.97
	1.78
	18.80
	49.47

	Rhodophyta
	0.16
	0.55
	7.89
	1.25
	10.62
	60.09

	Bivalvia
	0.73
	0.40
	7.61
	1.32
	10.24
	70.32

	
	Wild 1
	Wild 2
	
	
	
	

	Rhodophyta
	0.88
	0.38
	12.28
	1.39
	22.12
	22.12

	Gastropoda
	0.90
	0.41
	11.03
	1.57
	19.87
	42.00

	Bivalvia
	0.58
	0.47
	5.93
	0.82
	10.69
	52.69

	Worms
	0.61
	0.52
	4.78
	1.02
	8.61
	61.29

	Chlorophyta
	0.24
	0.05
	4.12
	0.68
	7.42
	68.72

	Amphipoda
	0.35
	0.26
	3.98
	1.09
	7.17
	75.89

	
	Wild 1
	Wild 3
	
	
	
	

	Gastropoda
	0.90
	1.07
	9.44
	1.16
	18.65
	18.65

	Rhodophyta
	0.88
	0.55
	9.26
	1.36
	18.31
	36.96

	Bivalvia
	0.58
	0.40
	5.54
	0.91
	10.94
	47.90

	Chlorophyta
	0.24
	0.34
	4.84
	0.90
	9.57
	57.46

	Worms
	0.61
	0.60
	3.83
	1.09
	7.56
	65.02

	Amphipoda
	0.35
	0.42
	3.59
	1.32
	7.09
	72.11

	
	Wild 2
	Wild 3
	
	
	
	

	Gastropoda
	0.41
	1.07
	12.85
	1.44
	23.59
	23.59

	Rhodophyta
	0.38
	0.55
	9.16
	1.11
	16.81
	40.40

	Chlorophyta
	0.05
	0.34
	4.68
	0.75
	8.58
	48.98

	Bivalvia
	0.47
	0.40
	4.62
	1.20
	8.47
	57.45

	Worms
	0.52
	0.60
	4.55
	1.08
	8.35
	65.81

	Amphipoda
	0.26
	0.42
	4.51
	1.28
	8.28
	74.09









	Table S5 Percentage contributions of individual taxa to observed differences in kelp epibiont assemblages between sites, as determined by SIMPER analysis. Percentage cover of sessile epibiont values were  square-root transformed prior to analysis.

	Taxa
	Av. Abund
	Av. Abund.
	Av. Diss
	Diss/SD
	Contrib%
	Cum.%

	
	Farm
	Wild 1
	
	
	
	

	Bryozoa
	3.20
	0.71
	24.92
	1.27
	34.81
	34.81

	Ascidiacea
	1.74
	0.00
	14.19
	1.05
	19.82
	54.64

	Rhodophyta
	1.15
	0.84
	12.06
	0.75
	16.85
	71.48

	
	Farm
	Wild 2
	
	
	
	

	Bryozoa
	3.20
	1.79
	17.07
	0.93
	29.70
	29.70

	Ascidiacea
	1.74
	0.16
	13.16
	1.02
	22.90
	52.60

	Hydrozoa
	0.25
	0.30
	12.75
	0.46
	22.18
	74.78

	
	Farm
	Wild 3
	
	
	
	

	Bryozoa
	3.20
	0.40
	27.69
	1.15
	35.86
	35.86

	Ascidiacea
	1.74
	0.26
	17.41
	0.96
	22.54
	58.41

	Rhodophyta
	1.15
	0.75
	12.91
	0.77
	16.72
	75.12

	
	Wild 1
	Wild 2
	
	
	
	

	Hydrozoa
	0.05
	0.30
	25.00
	0.66
	37.01
	37.01

	Bryozoa
	0.71
	1.79
	24.92
	1.24
	36.88
	73.89

	
	Wild 1
	Wild 3
	
	
	
	

	Bryozoa
	0.71
	0.40
	17.19
	0.88
	23.83
	23.83

	Hydrozoa
	0.05
	0.15
	14.43
	0.44
	20.01
	43.84

	Rhodophyta
	0.84
	0.75
	14.16
	0.80
	19.63
	63.47

	Chlorophyta
	0.42
	0.23
	13.85
	0.56
	19.21
	82.68

	
	Wild 2
	Wild 3
	
	
	
	

	Bryozoa
	1.79
	0.40
	29.60
	1.11
	39.25
	39.25

	Hydrozoa
	0.30
	0.15
	20.20
	0.59
	26.79
	66.04

	Rhodophyta
	0.49
	0.75
	9.57
	0.71
	12.69
	78.73
















	Table S6 Percentage contributions of individual taxa to observed differences in epibiont assemblages between line types at the farm, as determined by SIMPER analysis. Taxa were transformed using presence-absence prior to analysis.

	Taxa
	Av. Abund
	Av. Abund.
	Av. Diss
	Diss/SD
	Contrib%
	Cum.%

	
	Mussel
	Bare
	
	
	
	

	Bivalvia
	1.00
	0.00
	5.93
	9.77
	11.03
	11.03

	Echinodermata
	1.00
	0.00
	5.93
	9.77
	11.03
	22.06

	Fish
	1.00
	0.00
	5.93
	9.77
	11.03
	33.10

	Rhodophyta
	0.33
	1.00
	4.11
	1.32
	7.64
	40.74

	Isopoda
	1.00
	0.33
	4.04
	1.31
	7.51
	48.25

	Worms
	1.00
	0.33
	4.04
	1.31
	7.51
	55.75

	Decapoda
	1.00
	0.33
	4.04
	1.31
	7.51
	63.26

	Porifera
	0.67
	0.00
	3.75
	1.33
	6.97
	70.23

	
	Mussel
	Seaweed
	
	
	
	

	Bivalvia
	1.00
	0.00
	5.92
	11.68
	10.81
	10.81

	Decapoda
	1.00
	0.00
	5.92
	11.68
	10.81
	21.63

	Echinodermata
	1.00
	0.00
	5.92
	11.68
	10.81
	32.44

	Fish
	1.00
	0.00
	5.92
	11.68
	10.81
	43.25

	Isopoda
	1.00
	0.33
	3.91
	1.32
	7.14
	50.39

	Worms
	1.00
	0.33
	3.91
	1.32
	7.14
	57.53

	Porifera
	0.67
	0.00
	3.74
	1.33
	6.84
	64.37

	Nudibranchia
	0.67
	0.00
	3.74
	1.33
	6.84
	71.21

	
	Bare
	Seaweed
	
	
	
	

	Chlorophyta
	0.67
	0.67
	4.37
	0.84
	17.58
	17.58

	Isopoda
	0.33
	0.33
	4.18
	0.83
	16.83
	34.41

	Worms
	0.33
	0.33
	4.18
	0.83
	16.83
	51.24

	Rhodophyta
	1.00
	0.67
	3.25
	0.66
	13.10
	64.35

	Gastropoda
	0.00
	0.33
	2.96
	0.66
	11.93
	76.28



	Table S7 Percentage contributions of individual taxa to observed differences in epibiont assemblages between line types at the farm, as determined by SIMPER analysis. Abundance values were fourth-root transformed prior to analysis.

	Taxa
	Av. Abund
	Av. Abund.
	Av. Diss
	Diss/SD
	Contrib%
	Cum.%

	
	Mussel
	Bare
	
	
	
	

	Bivalvia
	2.34
	0.00
	5.70
	12.44
	16.22
	16.22

	Echinodermata
	2.20
	0.00
	5.35
	6.18
	15.22
	31.44

	Decapoda
	2.35
	0.44
	4.72
	2.63
	13.42
	44.85

	Amphipoda
	12.08
	13.98
	4.71
	1.45
	13.40
	58.25

	Worms
	1.82
	0.33
	3.66
	2.61
	10.41
	68.66

	Isopoda
	1.68
	0.67
	3.02
	1.76
	8.60
	77.26

	
	Mussel
	Seaweed
	
	
	
	

	Decapoda
	2.35
	0.00
	6.15
	21.77
	16.55
	16.55

	Bivalvia
	2.34
	0.00
	6.12
	16.16
	16.48
	33.03

	Echinodermata
	2.20
	0.00
	5.74
	6.59
	15.46
	48.49

	Worms
	1.82
	0.33
	3.90
	2.74
	10.50
	58.99

	Isopoda
	1.68
	0.44
	3.28
	1.84
	8.83
	67.82

	Amphipoda
	12.08
	11.39
	3.07
	1.94
	8.26
	76.07

	
	Bare
	Seaweed
	
	
	
	

	Amphipoda
	13.98
	11.39
	9.72
	1.79
	58.05
	58.05

	Isopoda
	0.67
	0.44
	2.86
	0.93
	17.12
	75.16



	Table S8 Percentage contributions of individual taxa to observed differences in epibiont assemblages between line types at the farm, as determined by SIMPER analysis. Biomass values were fourth-root transformed prior to analysis.

	Taxa
	Av. Abund
	Av. Abund.
	Av. Diss
	Diss/SD
	Contrib%
	Cum.%

	
	Mussel
	Bare
	
	
	
	

	Echinodermata
	1.84
	0.00
	8.18
	7.14
	14.27
	14.27

	Decapoda
	1.77
	0.21
	6.97
	3.83
	12.15
	26.42

	Worms
	1.58
	0.07
	6.78
	5.97
	11.82
	38.24

	Rhodophyta
	1.80
	1.59
	6.20
	1.59
	10.80
	49.05

	Bivalvia
	1.11
	0.00
	5.02
	4.56
	8.76
	57.81

	Chlorophyta
	1.07
	0.37
	4.10
	1.31
	7.15
	64.96

	Amphipoda
	3.11
	3.91
	3.63
	1.42
	6.33
	71.30

	
	Mussel
	Seaweed
	
	
	
	

	Echinodermata
	1.84
	0.00
	9.34
	8.07
	14.29
	14.29

	Decapoda
	1.77
	0.00
	9.01
	10.11
	13.78
	28.07

	Rhodophyta
	1.80
	0.00
	8.67
	1.29
	13.27
	41.33

	Worms
	1.58
	0.11
	7.55
	5.31
	11.55
	52.88

	Bivalvia
	1.11
	0.00
	5.75
	4.55
	8.79
	61.67

	Chlorophyta
	1.07
	0.00
	5.11
	1.32
	7.82
	69.49

	Fish
	0.79
	0.00
	3.99
	7.84
	6.10
	75.59

	
	Bare
	Seaweed
	
	
	
	

	Rhodophyta
	1.59
	0.00
	14.68
	2.08
	43.85
	43.85

	Amphipoda
	3.91
	3.35
	5.30
	1.37
	15.83
	59.67

	Hydrozoa
	0.40
	0.00
	3.53
	0.67
	10.56
	70.23
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Table S1   Taxonomic groups used for epibiont classification  

Taxonomic group & Resolution  Sessile/  mobile  Method   of enumeration  Present on farmed  kelps (F), bare lines  (B), mus sel lines (M)  or wild kelps (W)  

Rhodophyta (phylum)  Sessile  Percent cover &   Presence/absence  A ll  

Chlorophyta (phylum)  Sessile  Percent cover &   Presence/absence  A ll  

Phaeophyceae (phylum)  Ses sile  Percent cover &   Presence/absence  A ll  

Bryozoa (phylum)  Sessile  Percent cover &   Presence/absence  A ll  

Cordata, Tunicata,  Ascidiacea  (polyphyletic class)  Sessile  Percent cover &   Presence/absence  F , W  

Cnidaria, Medusozoa,  Hydrozoa   (class)  Sessile  Percen t cover &   Presence/absence  A ll  

Mollusca,  Bivalvia   (class)  Sessile  Count &   Presence/absence  F , M, W  

Arthropoda, Malacostraca,  Amphipoda   (order)  Mobile  Count &   Presence/absence  A ll  

Arthropoda, Malacostraca  Mysida   (order)  Mobile  Count &   Presence/absence  F ,   W  

Arthropoda, Malacostraca  Isopoda   (order)  Mobile  Count &   Presence/absence  A ll  

Mollusca,  Gastropoda   (class)  Mobile  Count &   Presence/absence  F , M  

Arthropoda, Thecostraca,  Cirripedia   (subclass)  Sessile  Count &   Presence/absence  W  

Annelida,  Polychaeta   and   Oligocheata   (Worms) (class)  Mobile  Count &   Presence/absence  A ll  

Arthropoda, malacostraca,  Decapoda   (order)  Mobile  Count &   Presence/absence  A ll  

Arthropoda, Pycnogonida,  Pantopoda   (order)  Mobile  Count &   Presence/absence  W  

Cnidaria, Hexacorallia,  Actiniar ia   (order)  Mobile  Count &   Presence/absence  M , W  

Echinodermata   (Phylum)  Mobile  Count &   Presence/absence  F , M, W  

