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Fig. 1. Simulated versus observed A14C values from the Arctic Ocean during the 1990s.
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Fig. 2. Proposed revision to Fig. 4 with (c) simulated minus observed A14C values.
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Fig. 3. Proposed revision to Fig. 11: Hovméller diagrams of simulated A14C at the coral and
bivalve locations (outlined in Figure 9)
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