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Figure S1: In situ DMS observations used in G18, W20 and H22. 
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Figure S2: (a) Proportional seasonal differences with respect to H22 climatology. (b) Total number of pixels in each bin of 20 % difference. 5 
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Figure S3: Latitudinal means for each month of CMIP6 models described in section 3.4 along with H22 climatology. 
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Figure S4: Inter-annual trends in all the seawater DMS concentrations for (a) G18 and (b) W20. The inter-annual trend is significant and 

positive. The trend is calculated using the bootstrap resampling method. In G18, trend is again positive and significant if we use optimized 

coefficients in parameterization for > 45o N. 
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