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Effects of ocean warming and coral 
bleaching on aerosol emissions in 
the Great Barrier Reef, Australia
Rebecca Jackson  1,2, Albert Gabric2,3 & Roger Cropp1

It is proposed that emissions of volatile sulfur compounds by coral reefs contribute to the formation 
of a biologically-derived feedback on sea surface temperature (SST) through the formation of marine 
biogenic aerosol (MBA). The direction and strength of this feedback remains uncertain and constitutes 
a fundamental constraint on predicting the ability of corals to cope with future ocean warming. We 
investigate the effects of elevated SST and irradiance on satellite-derived fine-mode aerosol optical 
depth (AOD) throughout the Great Barrier Reef, Australia (GBR) over an 18-year time period. AOD is 
positively correlated with SST and irradiance and increases two-fold during spring and summer with 
high frequency variability. As the influence of non-biogenic and distant aerosol sources are found 
to be negligible, the results support recent findings that the 2,300 km stretch of coral reefs can be a 
substantial source of biogenic aerosol and thus, influence local ocean albedo. Importantly however, 
a tipping point in the coral stress response is identified, whereby thermal stress reaches a point that 
exceeds the capacity of corals to influence local atmospheric properties. Beyond this point, corals may 
become more susceptible to permanent damage with increasing stress, with potential implications for 
mass coral bleaching events.

Ocean warming poses one of the greatest threats to coral reefs worldwide, with the incidence of coral bleach-
ing and mortality increasing as sea surface temperature (SST) continues to rise1–4. This is of great concern as 
coral reefs provide numerous essential ecosystem, economic and social services5–7. Evidence also suggests that 
coral reefs play an important role in local climate regulation through the production of marine biogenic aerosol 
(MBA)8–10. MBA is thought to influence the Earth’s radiative budget both directly through backscattering of 
incoming short-wave solar radiation, and indirectly through effects on cloud microphysics and cover, possibly 
mitigating some of the warming effects of greenhouse gases (GHG)11. The direction and strength of this feedback, 
and the extent to which coral reefs contribute to the aerosol burden remains uncertain and constitutes a funda-
mental constraint on our ability to accurately project future climate.

In the relatively unpolluted marine boundary layer (MBL) of the southern hemisphere, biogenic sulfur emis-
sions constitute a major source of secondary MBA12–14. Coral reefs are recognised as being among the strongest 
sources of this natural sulfate through the production of dimethylsulfoniopropionate (DMSP), particularly during 
periods of physiological stress8,15–18. DMSP acts as a biologically important antioxidant19–21, cryoprotectant22, 
anti-grazing agent23,24, metabolic precursor25, chemo-attractant26 and osmoregulator20. DMSP is also the precur-
sor to dimethylsulfide (DMS), a volatile gas which is oxidised by hydroxyl radicals (OH) in the atmosphere to sul-
fur dioxide (SO2), methane sulfonic acid (MSA) and sulfuric acid (H2SO4)27. These aerosol precursor compounds 
may contribute to the growth of existing particles or nucleate to form new non-sea salt sulfate (nss-SO4) particles 
which can act as efficient cloud condensation nuclei (CCN).

The CLAW hypothesis, proposed in 1987, suggested that enhanced DMS emissions led to an increase in 
cloud droplet number, a decrease in droplet size and thus, increased low-level cloud (LLC) cover, lifetime and 
albedo, acting to locally reduce SST through a biologically-derived negative feedback11. Yet despite decades of 
research, our knowledge of the complex nature of this feedback remains incomplete. Some researchers suggest 
that the original hypothesis is an over-simplification28 or no longer relevant with anthropogenic perturbation of 
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atmospheric properties throughout much of the globe29. However, others remain steadfastly positive about the 
role of DMS in global climate30.

In pristine coral reefs such as the Western Pacific Warm Pool (WPWP), DMS emissions and enhanced LLC 
formation are thought to be the key drivers behind an ocean thermostat which suppresses ocean warming below 
coral thermal tolerance thresholds (~30 °C)31–33. Despite corals in this region living close to their thermal maxima, 
few coral bleaching events have been recorded over the past 25 years31. Evidence suggests that a similar mech-
anism exists in the Great Barrier Reef, Australia (GBR), where although ocean temperatures in north-eastern 
Australia are warming, SST in the northern GBR is rising at a slower rate compared to southern regions34,35. As 
in the WPWP, this may be due to the high biomass of DMS producing corals and the accumulation of DMS-rich 
air in the prevailing south-east trade winds over the GBR10,16,36. Acropora corals, the dominant genus throughout 
the GBR, are among the highest producers of DMS and enhance emissions in response to thermal, irradiance 
and osmotic stress9,15,16,20,37. Seasonal increases in DMS emissions from the GBR have therefore been observed 
during spring and summer, particularly during low tides and periods of high rainfall when aerial exposure and 
hypo-salinity affect coral physiology15,38.

The atmospheric residence time of DMS is approximately one day39, meaning that radiative effects of 
DMS-derived sulfate aerosols are often far from the source location. However, a strong link has been established 
between coral physiological stress and satellite-derived fine-mode aerosol over the southern GBR during calm 
conditions, when the advection of atmospheric particles and the influence of non-biogenic sources are minimal8. 
Strong nucleation events have also been observed over the GBR from compounds originating from the coral 
reef12. These findings support the conjecture that corals have the ability to influence local ocean albedo and thus, 
mitigate thermal stress.

Disturbingly however, mass coral bleaching events are occurring more frequently throughout the GBR, indi-
cating that ongoing ocean warming is exceeding the capacity of corals natural protective mechanisms. Recent evi-
dence shows that corals reduce emissions of aerosol precursor gases when SST and irradiance levels exceed their 
physiological limits. During these conditions endosymbiont photosystems produce excess amounts of harmful 
reactive oxygen species (ROS), causing an upregulation of the coral antioxidant response whereby the rate of 
intracellular DMSP consumption exceeds that of DMSP breakdown to DMS9,40. Although the extent to which 
coral reef DMS emissions contribute to aerosol formation is uncertain, reductions have the potential to cause 
a decline in CCN and LLC formation and an increase in irradiance, exacerbating coral stress and resulting in a 
positive feedback on SST. This raises concern as to whether corals in the GBR will be able to cope with further SST 
rise and suggests a potential weakening of any DMS-SST feedback mechanism.

Our current understanding of aerosol-climate interactions is limited and constitutes a fundamental constraint 
on predicting future climate scenarios13,41. This is particularly true of coral reef ecosystems where the relation-
ship between coral physiological stress, changes to local atmospheric properties and the effect on regional cli-
mate is complex and poorly understood10,28. Our aim in this analysis is to investigate the relationship between 
satellite-derived SST, coral irradiance stress (IR) and fine-mode aerosol optical depth (AOD) over the GBR. Data 
on key oceanic and atmospheric parameters are used to examine how this relationship varies seasonally and with 
latitude from 2000 to 2017, a period that includes several mass coral bleaching events.

Methods
Study location. The GBR spans 2,300 km of the north-east Queensland (QLD) coastline between 10°S and 
23°S, and encompasses an area of 347,000 km2, making it the largest living structure on the planet. The climate 
in north-eastern Australia ranges from sub-equatorial in the north, to sub-tropical in the south and is charac-
terised by wet, hot summers (November to April) and dry, mild winters (May to October)42. The Great Barrier 
Reef Marine Park (GBRMP) was established by the Australian Government in 1975 and consists of four major 
management zones encompassing the southern, central, northern and far northern GBR. This analysis used four 
sites spanning the length of the GBRMP and representative of each management zone (Supplementary Fig. S1). 
These sites consisted of large grids of 1° × 1° to allow for the inclusion of satellite-derived parameters with varying 
spatial resolution up to 1°.

Analysis. Area-averaged time series for key oceanic and atmospheric parameters were obtained for 2000 to 
2017. Daily fine-mode (0.1–0.25 μm) AOD at 869 nm was obtained from NASA’s Level 1 Atmospheric Archive 
and Distribution System Distributed Active Archive Center (LAADS DAAC) (https://ladsweb.modaps.eosdis.
nasa.gov/). This time-series was acquired from the Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) 
sensor on board Terra and Aqua satellites which include daily morning and afternoon overpasses. Data on 8-day 
chlorophyll-a (as a proxy for phytoplankton biomass: CHL (mg m−3)), photosynthetically available radiation 
(PAR: einstein m−2) and diffuse water column attenuation coefficient (k490: m−1), acquired from MODIS Aqua, 
were obtained from the Goddard Earth Sciences Data Information Services Centre’s (GES DISC) Giovanni v4.24 
online data system43. High-resolution blended analysis of daily SST (°C) was downloaded from the NOAA Earth 
System Research Laboratory Physical Sciences Division (https://www.esril.noaa.gov/psd/). Daily surface wind 
speed (WS: ms−1) and direction was obtained from NOAA Blended Ocean Winds Daily Aggregation (https://
www.ncei.noaa.gov/thredds/blended-global/oceanWinds.html). Daily tide predictions were obtained from the 
Australian Government Bureau of Meteorology and used to calculate daily noon tide height (NT: m).

A measure of midday coral irradiance stress (IR) was calculated as a function of PAR, water clarity (k490) 
and NT similarly to Cropp et al. (2018) to examine the effects of elevated irradiance on AOD. PAR and k490 
were obtained from MODIS Aqua which passes over the equator at 13:30 travelling north and therefore pro-
vides measures for both parameters over the GBR at approximately noon local time. The IR metric was greatest 
when PAR was high and both NT and k490 were low and therefore represents conditions likely to cause a stress 
response in corals. Exploratory analysis examined seasonal and latitudinal variability between AOD and each of 
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the aforementioned parameters over the 18-year study period. Spearman’s ranked correlation analysis (α = 0.001) 
was used to account for non-normal distribution and the presence of outliers common in environmental data. 
Observations for all parameters were available on only 66% of the 6570-day study period and so 8-day means 
were used to allow for maximum data inclusion (southern GBR n = 690; central GBR n = 682; northern GBR 
n = 667; far northern GBR n = 658). Additionally, 8-day data is appropriate to account for the delay between DMS 
emission and subsequent oxidation and nucleation to form new particles39.

Short-term, high frequency (30-minute) field measurements of atmospheric DMS at Heron Island (south-
ern GBR) were available from 5th to 18th February 2016 AEST44. These were averaged into hourly values and 
correlated with hourly mean SST (n = 274) obtained from the Australian Institute of Marine Science (AIMS) 
Integrated Marine Observing System (IMOS) Sensor Float 145, located at 0.3 m depth in the Heron Island coral 
reef flat. DMS was not correlated with AOD or other parameters, as these data were only available on approxi-
mately nine days of the DMS sampling period.

Further analysis then examined the variability between AOD anomalies and SST during critical time periods 
surrounding mass coral bleaching events (southern GBR n = 833; central GBR n = 833; northern GBR n = 829; far 
northern GBR n = 824). Coral bleaching degree heating weeks (DHW: °C-weeks) were included as a measure of 
coral thermal stress intensity and duration to examine the effect of accumulated coral thermal stress on AOD46–49.  
Corals are considered to be stressed when SST exceeds the climatological mean monthly maximum (MMM)47. 
DHW was therefore calculated as a moving sum of the positive differences between the daily observed SST and 
the MMM over the most recent 84-day period, divided by seven to obtain a weekly value. As this measure is an 
accumulation of SST anomalies, a positive DHW value may occur when SST is not elevated, reflecting some expo-
sure of corals to temperature stress over the past 12-week period. A value of 2 °C-weeks may therefore reflect one 
week of SST 2 °C above the MMM or two weeks of SST 1 °C above the MMM, with both conditions theoretically 
eliciting similar stress levels in coral. In several remote sensing studies, 4 °C-weeks indicate accumulated thermal 
stress sufficient to cause coral bleaching, while a value of 8 °C-weeks or higher indicates extreme warming, likely 
to result in mass coral bleaching and mortality46,47.

Results
Seasonal and latitudinal variability. Figure 1 shows mean 8-day (computed for the period 2000 to 2017) 
AOD, SST, PAR and IR at the four study locations. AOD positively correlated with SST, PAR and IR at all sites 
(Table 1), with all four parameters displaying approximately synchronous seasonal variability. This relationship 
has been demonstrated between SST, irradiance and emissions of aerosol precursor compounds by marine biota 
in regions of the clean MBL previously18,40. The positive correlations reported here are therefore suggestive of a 
strong biogenic aerosol source over the GBR.

As expected, IR was mainly predicted by PAR and was greatest when water turbidity, as measured by k490, 
was lowest (Fig. 2a). CHL (Fig. 2b) was the primary determinant of k490 at all sites, consistent with the findings of 
Cropp et al. (2018), and therefore negatively correlated with the irradiance metric (Table 1). IR positively corre-
lated with SST and NT at the southern, central and northern GBR, due to seasonal increases in PAR, temperature 
and tide height in summer as expected. Conversely, IR negatively correlated with SST and NT at the far northern 
GBR site. The range of midday tide heights was high at this site (Fig. 2c), where extremely low winter and spring 
midday tides (<1 m) affected the irradiance metric and consequently reduced the dependence of IR on PAR alone 
(Table 1). The results suggest that aerosol concentration over the GBR is strongly influenced by irradiance levels, 
which are compounded by high SST in spring and summer and extremely low tides in winter. These are condi-
tions during which corals enhance emissions of aerosol precursor compounds15,36,37, suggesting that the 2,300 km 
stretch of coral reefs are a substantial source of biogenic aerosol.

Conversely, AOD did not positively correlate with CHL at any site (Table 1), suggesting that phytoplankton 
are not major contributors to the aerosol burden over the GBR. This is supported by Fig. 2b which shows that 

Figure 1. Mean daily area-averaged aerosol optical depth (AOD: blue) and sea surface temperature (SST: 
orange) and 8-day photosynthetically available radiation (PAR: red) and coral irradiance stress (IR: black) 
(2000–2017) at the (a) southern, (b) central, (c) northern and (d) far northern Great Barrier Reef (GBR). Solid 
lines represent the 8-day moving average for daily AOD and SST.
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peak CHL and therefore phytoplankton biomass, occurred in late summer after the peak in AOD. Wind direction 
and strength may also affect AOD, through competing influences that transport air masses to or away from the 
source location50,51 and the production of sea-spray via wind-driven mechanical disruption of the ocean surface 
and bubble-bursting processes52,53. AOD did not correlate with WS in the southern half of the GBR, yet weakly 
negatively correlated at the two northern sites (Table 1), reflecting aerosol advection out of the study region with 
high wind speeds and conversely, enhanced local emissions during calm conditions8. This is supported by sea-
sonal variation in the WS climatology (Fig. 2d), whereby periods of low daily mean WS coincide with peak AOD.

Although the transport of mineral dust from arid regions of Australia may influence AOD, the lack of positive 
correlation between AOD and WS and the dominance of easterly winds (Fig. 3) suggests otherwise. Previous 
modelled simulations of dust transport and wind direction have shown that while dust-storm activity is greatest 
during late spring in north-eastern Australia, the total influence of dust and continental particles on aerosol over 
the GBR is low8,54. Although it is not possible to identify the origin of aerosol particles using remotely sensed data 
alone, the results presented here are suggestive of a local biogenic aerosol source over the GBR.

Interestingly, summer SST and PAR coincided with high frequency variability in AOD (Fig. 1). Furthermore, 
correlations between AOD and both SST and IR approached zero for days where SST exceeded the MMM. 
This point occurred in February at all sites and ranged from 27.3 °C at the southern GBR, 28.5 °C at the central 
GBR and 29.1 °C at both northern sites. Figure 4a shows that the correlation between AOD and SST improved 
until SST approached the MMM for each site. The lack of improvement in AOD and SST correlation at this 
point is reflective of the negative or zero Spearman’s rank correlation coefficients (ρ) for SST beyond the MMM. 
Similarly, Fig. 4b shows that the correlation between AOD and IR improved with SST until temperatures reached 

ρ AOD SST IR PAR NT WS CHL k490

Southern GBR (n = 690)

AOD 1.00 0.39 0.67 0.70 0.38 −0.05 −0.24 −0.22

SST 1.00 0.30 0.39 0.37 0.21 0.17 0.26

IR 1.00 0.98 0.28 −0.17 −0.45 −0.43

PAR 1.00 0.42 −0.13 −0.35 −0.31

NT 1.00 0.04 −0.12 −0.07

WS 1.00 0.17 0.19

CHL 1.00 0.90

k490 1.00

Central GBR (n = 682)

AOD 1.00 0.49 0.57 0.61 0.48 −0.08 −0.09 −0.02

SST 1.00 0.31 0.42 0.49 −0.12 0.33 0.47

IR 1.00 0.98 0.41 −0.34 −0.45 −0.40

PAR 1.00 0.54 −0.32 −0.36 −0.29

NT 1.00 −0.15 −0.13 −0.05

WS 1.00 0.29 0.27

CHL 1.00 0.91

k490 1.00

Northern GBR (n = 667)

AOD 1.00 0.35 0.37 0.41 0.32 −0.16 −0.09 0.01

SST 1.00 0.27 0.38 0.57 −0.40 0.04 0.22

IR 1.00 0.98 0.27 −0.47 −0.46 −0.40

PAR 1.00 0.40 −0.49 −0.38 −0.29

NT 1.00 −0.30 −0.06 0.06

WS 1.00 0.26 0.19

CHL 1.00 0.83

k490 1.00

Far northern GBR (n = 658)

AOD 1.00 0.40 0.31 0.48 0.42 −0.27 −0.19 −0.09

SST 1.00 −0.13 0.32 0.85 −0.62 −0.03 0.11

IR 1.00 0.84 −0.1 −0.14 −0.51 −0.51

PAR 1.00 0.38 −0.42 −0.43 −0.34

NT 1.00 −0.58 −0.11 0.01

WS 1.00 0.15 0.06

CHL 1.00 0.79

k490 1.00

Table 1. Spearman’s ranked correlation coefficients (ρ) for 8-day data for 2000–2017. Values in bold are 
statistically significant (p < 0.001). See Supplementary Table S2 for all P values.
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Figure 2. Mean 8-day (a) diffuse attenuation coefficient (k490), (b) chlorophyll-a (CHL), (c) noon tide height 
(NT) and (d) wind speed (WS) for the period 2000–2017.

Figure 3. Wind rose of mean daily wind speed (WS) and direction (blowing from) at 10 m above sea-level at 
the (a) southern, (b) central, (c) northern and (d) far northern Great Barrier Reef (GBR). Bars represent the 
percentage of days that each wind direction occurred, with coloured portions indicating mean speed (ms−1). 
Calm conditions (WS < 2 ms−1) occurred on approximately 1% of days.
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approximately 1 °C below the MMM. At this point the correlation strength declined. Again, this suggests that aer-
osol emissions over the GBR are strongly influenced by the combined effects of high light levels and temperature 
and that a tipping-point in the relationship between biogenic aerosol emissions and coral thermal stress exists.

A similar pattern is observed in the limited field data available, where atmospheric DMS concentration is neg-
atively correlated with SST during February 2016 (ρ = −0.35, p < 0.001, n = 274). SST exceeded 27.3 C (MMM 
for this site) on all but one day for the duration of the field measurements. Given that corals are considered to be 
stressed when SST exceeds the MMM, a negative correlation was expected between DMS and SST. Similarly to the 
correlation between AOD and SST, a peak positive correlation occurred between DMS and SST at 27 °C (ρ = 0.22, 
p < 0.05, n = 163), although correlation strength was weak likely due to persistently high SST. Correlation 
strength then approached zero for SST > 27.3 °C and became negative for SST > 28 °C.

Mass coral bleaching events. Seven mass coral bleaching events have affected the GBR over the past two 
decades. These occurred due to extreme SST in the summers of 1998, 2002, 2006, 2016 and most recently in 
20171,55,56. Localised, yet widespread coral bleaching and mortality also occurred in the summers of 2009 and 
2011 due to the combined effects of elevated SST, tropical storms and extreme rainfall57,58. As the correlation 
between AOD and SST over the 18-year study period approached zero for temperatures greater than the coral 
thermal stress threshold, anomalies for both parameters were examined before, during and after four mass coral 
bleaching events that occurred primarily due to extreme SST (2002, 2006, 2016 and 2017). The 1998 event was not 
examined as satellite data was only available for 2000 onwards. Given the large spatial extent of each site, periods 
of coral bleaching are coarsely defined based on the presence and severity of bleached coral in annual coral reef 
surveys conducted by AIMS and the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority (GBRMPA).

Year 2002. Widespread coral bleaching occurred throughout the GBR from January to March 2002, with 41% of 
offshore and 72% of inshore reefs displaying moderate to high levels of coral bleaching1. Recovery was generally 
rapid, with the exception of reefs near Bowen in the central GBR which suffered up to 70% coral mortality. AOD 
was variable and often above the long-term average (LTA) for 2000–2017 from November to January (Fig. 5), sug-
gestive of elevated biogenic aerosol emissions in response to rising temperatures. When SST exceeded the MMM 
and DHW approached or exceeded the coral bleaching critical threshold of 4 °C-weeks in January (Fig. 5), AOD 
declined to normal or below average levels for the remainder of the summer.

Year 2006. Extreme SST in the southern GBR resulted in localised, moderate to severe coral bleaching through-
out the Capricorn Bunker and Keppel Island regions respectively, from January to late March 200655 and coin-
cided with accumulated thermal stress well above 4 °C-weeks (Fig. 6). In October 2005, SST and AOD increased 
simultaneously until SST approached the MMM in November and continued to rise as AOD declined and 
remained exclusively below average until late March when accumulated thermal stress began to subside (Fig. 6).

Years 2016 and 2017. During the summer of 2016, extreme SST accompanied by a strong El Niño system trig-
gered one of the worst coral bleaching events on record, with 93% of reefs in the GBRMP affected, including a 
loss of two-thirds of coral in the northern half of the GBR and 29% of shallow water corals reef-wide56. Coral 
bleaching was most severe in the northern half of the GBR during the 2016 summer and to a lesser extent the 
central GBR59, with accumulated thermal stress meeting or exceeding the critical 4 °C-weeks threshold at each of 
these sites (Fig. 7b–d). Corals in the southern GBR were largely unaffected by this event as SST rapidly subsided 
with category 5 tropical cyclone Winston in February. SST remained above the long-term winter average in 2016 
and by the following summer, accumulated thermal stress resulted in a second, consecutive bleaching event. 
The region of severe coral bleaching shifted further south in 2017, with the worst affected reefs in the northern 

Figure 4. Correlation of (a) aerosol optical depth (AOD) and sea surface temperature (SST) and (b) AOD and 
coral irradiance stress (IR), as a function of SST. Each point represents the correlation for days when SST was 
equal to or less than the corresponding x-axis temperature. Thus, values of ρ at the maximum SST for each site 
represent the correlation between AOD and either SST or IR for all available days. Only statistically significant 
(p < 0.001) correlations are included.
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and central GBR60. DHW approached the critical mass coral bleaching and mortality threshold of 8 °C-weeks at 
all sites during this event. AOD was highly variable and often below the LTA over the 1.5-year period (Fig. 7). 
Negative AOD anomalies are more frequent and often greater in magnitude than positive anomalies during both 
summer periods, particularly in the northern GBR which was worst affected by both bleaching events (Fig. 7c).

Discussion
In the relatively unpolluted MBL of the southern hemisphere, biogenic sulfate emissions constitute a major 
source of fine-mode aerosol12,13,61,62. Corals and their endosymbionts are among the greatest sources of this sul-
fate through emissions of DMS and other volatile organic compounds (VOCs), particularly when corals expe-
rience physiological stress from high SST, irradiance and aerial exposure at low tide15,16,36,63,64. Phytoplankton 
and non-biogenic sources such as sea-salt spray and organic matter also contribute to the fine-mode aerosol 
burden19,52,53,62 however, analysis of phytoplankton biomass, WS and the likelihood of continental dust loading54 
throughout the 18-year study period were not coherent with AOD.

It is hypothesized that enhanced DMS emissions increase the formation of MBA, which may form CCN and 
affect cloud microphysics and cover, thus acting as a biologically-derived negative feedback on SST11. Positive 
correlations have been found between DMS and SST and between DMS and irradiance in the GBR previously36,40, 
reflecting enhanced coral DMS emissions during thermal stress. The positive correlation between AOD and both 
SST and irradiance presented here may therefore reflect enhanced DMS-derived particle formation over the GBR. 
Importantly however, the correlation between AOD and SST approached zero for SST above the relative MMM 

Figure 5. Moving average of 30-day aerosol optical depth (AOD) anomaly (blue), 8-day sea surface 
temperature (SST: black solid line) and degree heating week (DHW: red solid line) during the 2002 mass coral 
bleaching event at the (a) southern, (b) central, (c) northern and (d) far northern Great Barrier Reef (GBR). 
AOD was averaged over a moving 30-day window to smooth the data for visualization. Black dotted line 
represents the climatological mean monthly maximum (MMM). Red dotted lines represent the 4 °C-weeks and 
8 °C-weeks critical coral bleaching thresholds.

Figure 6. Moving average of 30-day aerosol optical depth (AOD) anomaly (blue), 8-day sea surface 
temperature (SST: black solid line) and degree heating week (DHW: red solid line) during the 2006 mass coral 
bleaching event at the southern Great Barrier Reef (GBR). Black dotted line represents the climatological mean 
monthly maximum (MMM). Red dotted lines represent the 4 °C-weeks and 8 °C-weeks critical coral bleaching 
thresholds.
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for each site46,47. A tipping point in the correlation between AOD and coral irradiance stress was also apparent, 
whereby aerosol concentration increased with IR until SST reached approximately 1 °C below the MMM, at which 
point the correlation strength declined.

A wide range of evidence suggests that DMSP plays an essential role in the coral antioxidant response, whereby 
increasing temperature, light or aerial exposure with low tide, upregulates the biosynthesis of DMSP20,21,40. When 
the rate of DMSP production and breakdown to DMS is greater than conversion to dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) 
by ROS, a portion of DMS is emitted to the atmosphere. However, when the rate of consumption exceeds that of 
production, DMS emissions have been shown to decline. In chamber experiments, DMS emissions are reduced 
by up to 92% when Acropora sp. are exposed to elevated temperatures9,21. The decline in correlation strength 
between AOD and both SST and IR observed here may therefore reflect a decline in DMS-source strength with an 
upregulation of the coral antioxidant response. The correlation between SST and field DMS data at the southern 
GBR followed a similar trend to that of satellite-derived SST and AOD, with a peak positive correlation at approx-
imately 27.3 °C, beyond which correlation strength approached zero or became negative. This provides further 
evidence of a strong coralline aerosol source over the southern GBR and supports our theory of a tipping-point 
in the coral stress-response.

This may explain why declines to normal or negative AOD anomalies occurred prior to and during four mass 
coral bleaching events. It is acknowledged that AOD over the GBR is likely not exclusively of biogenic origin, with 
sea-spray and other non-biogenic particles likely influencing the observed high variability. However, negative 
AOD anomalies corresponded to SST greater than coral thermal stress thresholds and may reflect a reduction in 
aerosol precursor emissions as corals experienced extreme stress events, thus providing further evidence that cor-
als in the GBR are a source of MBA above background oceanic levels8,15. Interestingly, SST at the southern GBR 
was above the MMM for more than two months during the 2002 bleaching event and more than three months 
during both 2006 and 2017 events, yet for only around one month during the summer of 2016 when bleaching did 
not occur at this site. This suggests that corals in the southern GBR possess a level of temperature tolerance where 
SST must remain elevated for longer periods of time to cause coral bleaching compared to corals in the northern 
GBR. Additionally, local-scale variation in cloud cover may have influenced spatial patterns of coral bleaching65, 
protecting corals in the far southern GBR during this event.

Although the extent to which coral reef DMS emissions contribute to the formation of new aerosol particles 
and affect climate is not certain, a reduction in DMS source strength with rising SST could lead to a decline in 
CCN formation and thus, low-level, high albedo cloud cover. Ultimately, this would increase the amount of solar 
radiation absorbed by the ocean, lead to further ocean warming and the establishment of a positive feedback on 
SST. This may be an additional reason why mass coral bleaching events are increasing in frequency and severity 
globally, particularly in those regions where coral health and cover is low due to poor water quality, disease and 
predators3,4,66. A reduction in coral reef-derived aerosol may also have adverse effects far from emission sources, 
where for example, corals in the southern GBR can act as a source of DMS and therefore secondary aerosol for 
the central and northern reef when south-east trade winds prevail10,15,36. A reduction in DMS emissions at a local 
scale could lead to a reduction in aerosol formation at reefs downwind of the source location, potentially exacer-
bating coral stress and bleaching.

Given it’s southern hemisphere location, large spatial extent and the dominance of easterly trade winds, the 
GBR provides a unique and valuable study location for remote sensing analysis of reefal aerosols. In contrast, 
analysis of MBA from satellite-derived AOD is limited many other regions of the world, due to confounding loads 
of anthropogenic aerosol and other natural particles, particularly in the northern hemisphere. Although there are 
several other coral reef systems which could provide a valuable study location (e.g. French Polynesia) these are 
often largely composed of continental reefs and small, scattered atolls. Analysis of the effects of ocean warming 

Figure 7. Moving average of 30-day aerosol optical depth (AOD) anomaly (blue), 8-day sea surface 
temperature (SST: black solid line) and degree heating week (DHW: red solid line) during the 2016 and 2017 
mass coral bleaching events at the (a) southern, (b) central, (c) northern and (d) far northern Great Barrier 
Reef (GBR). Black dotted line represents the climatological mean monthly maximum (MMM). Red dotted lines 
represent the 4 °C-weeks and 8 °C-weeks critical coral bleaching thresholds.
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and coral bleaching on AOD in these regions is an important area for future research however, will require higher 
resolution data.

The continued degradation of coral reefs globally has led to the proposal of several strategies to mitigate the 
warming effects of GHG. One promising strategy involves artificially injecting sea-spray or sulfate particles into 
the atmosphere to essentially mimic biogenic aerosols and increase local ocean albedo over coral reefs. In a mod-
elled scenario, injecting 5 Tg SO2 annually into the atmosphere above coral reefs in the Caribbean reduced SST, 
irradiance and sea-level rise and resulted in almost no predicted coral bleaching events over the next 50 years67. 
This approach would be expensive and inefficient over the long-term for large coral reef systems such as the GBR, 
however will likely be necessary to protect vulnerable or high value coral reefs in future with ongoing ocean 
warming. Future research is needed to accurately quantify and characterise coral reef-derived aerosol emissions at 
both an ecosystem and species level. Doing so would provide valuable insight into how to enhance corals natural 
protective abilities, thus reducing the dependence of coral conservation on costly artificial mitigation strategies.

Conclusion
The results presented here suggest that corals in the GBR can act as a substantial source of biogenic aerosol and 
support recent findings that corals can influence local atmospheric properties through stress-induces emissions 
of DMS and other VOCs8,15,63. Importantly however, if ocean warming exceeds the tipping point we identify, the 
ability of corals to influence their local environment may be impaired. Although the derivatives of DMSP are 
important sources of aerosol precursor compounds, DMSP is also an important compound in the coral antioxi-
dant response20,21,68. The level of coral stress and thus, the consumption rate of DMSP, is therefore an important 
determinant of coralline aerosol precursor emissions.

We hypothesize that the reduction in positive correlations between AOD and SST and between AOD and IR 
for temperatures above coral thermal stress thresholds, reflects a reduction in aerosol precursor emissions. From 
these findings, we posit that corals exhibit a two-stage stress response, whereby increases in temperature increase 
aerosol precursor emissions, potentially reducing coral stress through changes to local atmospheric properties. 
However, when SST exceeds coral physiological limits, aerosol precursor emissions shut-down as corals attempt 
to cope with oxidative stress. Although a biological ocean “thermostat” may exist within the GBR, rising ocean 
temperatures are likely weakening this mechanism and may explain why the incidence and severity of mass coral 
bleaching events is on the rise. Conserving the world’s coral reefs is an important issue and regardless of the 
approach, there is substantial incentive to increase our understanding of natural aerosol processes. This informa-
tion is vital for the future protection and management of coral reefs worldwide and is of the utmost importance 
to coral reef managers such as the GBRMPA, industry such as tourism, fisheries and agriculture, and climate 
researchers.

Data Availability
The datasets analysed during the current study are available from the corresponding author on request.

References
 1. Berkelmans, R., De’ath, G., Kininmonth, S. & Skirving, W. J. A comparison of the 1998 and 2002 coral bleaching events on the Great 

Barrier Reef: spatial correlation, patterns, and predictions. Coral reefs 23, 74–83 (2004).
 2. Lough, J. M. 1997–98: unprecedented thermal stress to coral reefs? Geophys. Res. Lett. 27, 3901–3904 (2000).
 3. Baker, A. C., Glynn, P. W. & Riegl, B. Climate change and coral reef bleaching: An ecological assessment of long-term impacts, 

recovery trends and future outlook. Estuarine, Coastal Shelf Sci. 80, 435–471 (2008).
 4. McWilliams, J. P., Côté, I. M., Gill, J. A., Sutherland, W. J. & Watkinson, A. R. Accelerating impacts of temperature‐induced coral 

bleaching in the Caribbean. Ecol. 86, 2055–2060 (2005).
 5. Barbier, E. B. et al. The value of estuarine and coastal ecosystem services. Ecol. Monogr. 81, 169–193 (2011).
 6. White, A. T., Vogt, H. P. & Arin, T. Philippine coral reefs under threat: the economic losses caused by reef destruction. Mar. Pollut. 

Bull. 40, 598–605 (2000).
 7. Hoegh-Guldberg, O. et al. Coral reefs under rapidclimate change and ocean acidification. Sci. 318, 1737–1742 (2007).
 8. Cropp, R. et al. Coral reef aerosol emissions in response to irradiance stress in the Great Barrier Reef, Australia. Ambio; https://doi.

org/10.1007/s13280-018-1018-y (2018).
 9. Fischer, E. & Jones, G. Atmospheric dimethysulphide production from corals in the Great Barrier Reef and links to solar radiation, 

climate and coral bleaching. Biogeochem. 110, 31–46 (2012).
 10. Jones, G. The reef sulfur cycle: Influence on climate and ecosystem services in Ethnobiology of Corals and Coral Reefs 27–57 

(Springer, 2015).
 11. Charlson, R. J., Lovelock, J. E., Andreae, M. O. & Warren, S. G. Oceanic phytoplankton, atmospheric sulphur, cloud albedo and 

climate. Nature 326, 655 (1987).
 12. Modini, R. L. et al. New particle formation and growth at a remote, sub-tropical coastal location. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 9, 7607–7621 

(2009).
 13. Carslaw, K. et al. Large contribution of natural aerosols to uncertainty in indirect forcing. Nature 503, 67 (2013).
 14. Curran, M. A. & Jones, G. B. Dimethyl sulfide in the Southern Ocean: Seasonality and flux. J. Geophys. Res.: Atmos. 105, 20451–20459 

(2000).
 15. Swan, H., Jones, G. B., Deschaseaux, E. S. & Eyre, B. D. Coral reef origins of atmospheric dimethylsulfide at Heron Island, southern 

Great Barrier Reef, Australia. Biogeosciences 14, 229 (2017).
 16. Jones, G., Curran, M., Swan, H. & Deschaseaux, E. S. Dimethylsulfide and Coral Bleaching: Links to Solar Radiation, Low Level 

Cloud and the Regulation of Seawater Temperatures and Climate in the Great Barrier Reef. American J. Climate Change 6, 328 
(2017).

 17. Broadbent, A. D. & Jones, G. B. DMS and DMSP in mucus ropes, coral mucus, surface films and sediment pore waters from coral 
reefs in the Great Barrier Reef. Mar. Freshwater Res. 55, 849–855 (2004).

 18. Broadbent, A. & Jones, G. Seasonal and diurnal cycles of dimethylsulfide, dimethylsulfoniopropionate and dimethylsulfoxide at One 
Tree Reef lagoon. Environ. Chem. 3, 260–267 (2006).

 19. Sunda, W., Kieber, D., Kiene, R. & Huntsman, S. An antioxidant function for DMSP and DMS in marine algae. Nature 418, 317 
(2002).

 20. Gardner, S. G. et al. Dimethylsulfoniopropionate, superoxide dismutase and glutathione as stress response indicators in three corals 
under short-term hyposalinity stress. Proc. R. Soc. B 283, 20152418 (2016).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13280-018-1018-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13280-018-1018-y


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 0Scientific RepoRts |  (2018) 8:14048  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-32470-7

 21. Deschaseaux, E. S. et al. Comparative response of DMS and DMSP concentrations in Symbiodinium clades C1 and D1 under 
thermal stress. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 459, 181–189 (2014).

 22. Karsten, U., Kück, K., Vogt, C. & Kirst, G. Dimethylsulfoniopropionate production in phototrophic organisms and its physiological 
functions as a cryoprotectant In Biological and environmental chemistry of DMSP and related sulfonium compounds 143–153 
(Springer, 1996).

 23. Alstyne, K. L. V. & Houser, L. T. Dimethylsulfide release during macroinvertebrate grazing and its role as an activated chemical 
defense. Mar. Ecol.: Prog. Ser. 250, 175–181 (2003).

 24. Wolfe, G. V., Steinke, M. & Kirst, G. O. Grazing-activated chemical defence in a unicellular marine alga. Nature 387, 894 (1997).
 25. Johnson, W. M., Soule, M. C. K. & Kujawinski, E. B. Evidence for quorum sensing and differential metabolite production by a marine 

bacterium in response to DMSP. ISME J. 10, 2304 (2016).
 26. Savoca, M. S. & Nevitt, G. A. Evidence that dimethyl sulfide facilitates a tritrophic mutualism between marine primary producers 

and top predators. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 111, 4157–4161 (2014).
 27. Koga, S. & Tanaka, H. Modeling the methanesulfonate to non‐sea‐salt sulfate molar ratio and dimethylsulfide oxidation in the 

atmosphere. J. Geophys. Res.: Atmos. 104, 13735–13747 (1999).
 28. Green, T. & Hatton, A. D. The CLAW hypothesis: a new perspective on the role of biogenic sulphur in the regulation of global 

climate in Oceanography and Marine Biology: An Annual Review (eds. Hughes, R. N., Hughes, D. J. & Smith, I. P.) 52, 315-336 (CRC 
Press, 2014).

 29. Quinn, P. & Bates, T. The case against climate regulation via oceanic phytoplankton sulphur emissions. Nature 480, 51 (2011).
 30. Grandey, B. S. & Wang, C. Enhanced marine sulphur emissions offset global warming and impact rainfall. Sci. Rep. 5, 13055 (2015).
 31. Kleypas, J. A., Danabasoglu, G. & Lough, J. M. Potential role of the ocean thermostat in determining regional differences in coral reef 

bleaching events. Geophys. Res. Lett. 35 (2008).
 32. Takahashi, Y. et al. 27-day variation in cloud amount in the Western Pacific warm pool region and relationship to the solar cycle. 

Atmos. Chem. Phys. 10, 1577–1584 (2010).
 33. Ramanathan, V. & Collins, W. Thermodynamic regulation of ocean warming by cirrus clouds deduced from observations of the 

1987 El Nino. Nature 351, 27 (1991).
 34. Lough, J. M. Shifting climate zones for Australia’s tropical marine ecosystems. Geophs. Res. Lett. 35 (2008).
 35. Heron, S. F., Maynard, J. A., Van Hooidonk, R. & Eakin, C. M. Warming trends and bleaching stress of the world’s coral reefs 

1985–2012. Sci. Rep. 6, 38402 (2016).
 36. Jones, G. B. & Trevena, A. J. The influence of coral reefs on atmospheric dimethylsulphide over the Great Barrier Reef, Coral Sea, 

Gulf of Papua and Solomon and Bismarck Seas. Mar. Freshwater Res. 56, 85–93 (2005).
 37. Hopkins, F. E., Bell, T. G., Yang, M., Suggett, D. J. & Steinke, M. Air exposure of coral is a significant source of dimethylsulfide (DMS) 

to the atmosphere. Sci. Rep. 6, 36031 (2016).
 38. Jones, G. B., Fischer, E., Deschaseaux, E. S. & Harrison, P. L. The effect of coral bleaching on the cellular concentration of 

dimethylsulphoniopropionate in reef corals. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 460, 19–31 (2014).
 39. Khan, M. et al. A modelling study of the atmospheric chemistry of DMS using the global model, STOCHEM-CRI. Atmos. Environ. 

127, 69–79 (2016).
 40. Jones, G. B. et al. Factors affecting the cycling of dimethylsulfide and dimethylsulfoniopropionate in coral reef waters of the Great 

Barrier Reef. Env. Chem. 4, 310–322 (2007).
 41. IPCC. Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the 

Intergivernmental Panel on Climate Change (Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, 2013).
 42. Lough, J. M. Climate and climate change on the Great Barrier Reef in Climate change and the Great Barrier Reef: A vulnerability 

assessment (eds. Johnson, J. E., & Marshall, P. A.) 15-49 (Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority, 2007).
 43. Acker, J. G. & Leptoukh, G. Online analysis enhances use of NASA earth science data. Eos. Trans., Am. Geophys. Union 88, 14–17 

(2007).
 44. Swan, H. Atmospheric dimethylsulfide surface concentrations and supermicron particle number concentrations at Heron Island 

(23.44S, 151.91E)February 2016 data. Southern Cross University, https://doi.org/10.4226/47/58781bbfca619 (2017).
 45. Integrated Marine Observing System (IMOS) Facility for Automated Intelligent Monitoring of Marine Systems (FAIMMS) Sensor 

Network: Heron Island Sensor Float 1 Water Temperaturedata. Australian Institute of Marine Science (AIMS), https://apps.aims.gov.
au/metadata/view/0abcf26e-f3de-4e2a-80b4-909090d9c91d (2018).

 46. Liu, G., Strong, A. E. & Skirving, W. Remote sensing of sea surface temperatures during 2002 Barrier Reef coral bleaching. Eos. 
Trans., Am. Geophys. Union 84, 137–141 (2003).

 47. Liu, G., Strong, A. E., Skirving, W. & Arzayus, L. F. Overview of NOAA coral reef watch program’s near-real time satellite global coral 
bleaching monitoring activities In Proc. 10th Int. Coral Reef Symp. 1783–1793 (2006).

 48. Bainbridge, S. J. Temperature and light patterns at four reefs along the Great Barrier Reef during the 2015–2016 austral summer: 
understanding patterns of observed coral bleaching. J. Oper. Oceanogr. 10, https://doi.org/10.1080/1755876X.2017.1290863 (2017).

 49. Berkelmans, R. Time-integrated thermal bleaching thresholds of reefs and their variation on the Great Barrier Reef. Mar. Ecol.: Prog. 
Ser. 229, 73–82 (2002).

 50. Fan, J. et al. Substantial convection and precipitation enhancements by ultrafine aerosol particles. Sci. 359, 411–418 (2018).
 51. Fitzgerald, J. W. Marine aerosols: A review. Atmos. Environ. Part A: General Topics 25, 533–545 (1991).
 52. Grythe, H., Ström, J., Krejci, R., Quinn, P. & Stohl, A. A review of sea-spray aerosol source functions using a large global set of sea 

salt aerosol concentration measurements. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 14, 1277 (2014).
 53. Clarke, A. D., Owens, S. R. & Zhou, J. An ultrafine sea‐salt flux from breaking waves: Implications for cloud condensation nuclei in 

the remote marine atmosphere. J. Geophys. Res.: Atmos. 111 (2006).
 54. Cropp, R. et al. The likelihood of observing dust-stimulated phytoplankton growth in waters proximal to the Australian continent. 

J. Marine Syst. 117, 43–52 (2013).
 55. Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority (GBRMPA) Great Barrier Reef coral bleaching surveys 2006 undertaken as a part of the 

Climate Change Coral Bleaching Response Plan, March-April 2006 (GBRMPA, 2007).
 56. Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority (GBRMPA) Final report: 2016 coral bleaching event on the Great Barrier Reef (GBRMPA, 

2017).
 57. Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority (GBRMPA) Impacts of tropical cyclone Yasi on the Great Barrier Reef: A report on the 

findings of a rapid ecological impact assessment, July 2011 (GBRMPA, 2011).
 58. Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority (GBRMPA) Coral Bleaching Response Plan 2009–2010 (GBRMPA, 2009).
 59. Hughes, T. P. et al. Global warming transforms coral reef assemblages. Nature 556, 492 (2018).
 60. Hughes, T. P. & Kerry, J. T. Back-to-back bleaching has now hit two-thirds of the Great Barrier Reef. https://theconversation.com/

back-to-back-bleaching-has-now-250 hit-two-thirds- of-the-great-barrier-reef-76092 (2017)
 61. McCoy, D. T. et al. Natural aerosols explain seasonal and spatial patterns of Southern Ocean cloud albedo. Sci. Adv. 1, 6, https://doi.

org/10.1126/sciadv.1500157 (2015).
 62. Gabric, A., Matrai, P., Jones, G. B. & Middleton, J. The nexus between sea ice and polar emissions of marine biogenic aerosols. Bull. 

Am. Meteorol. Soc. (2017).
 63. Swan, H. et al. Dimethyl sulfide and other biogenic volatile organic compound emissions from branching coral and reef seawater: 

potential sources of secondary aerosol over the Great Barrier Reef. J. Atmos. Chem. 73, 303–328 (2016).

http://dx.doi.org/10.4226/47/58781bbfca619
https://apps.aims.gov.au/metadata/view/0abcf26e-f3de-4e2a-80b4-909090d9c91d
https://apps.aims.gov.au/metadata/view/0abcf26e-f3de-4e2a-80b4-909090d9c91d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/1755876X.2017.1290863
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1500157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1500157


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 1Scientific RepoRts |  (2018) 8:14048  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-32470-7

 64. Swan, H., Jones, G. B. & Deschaseaux, E. S. Dimethylsulfide, climate and coral reef ecosystems in Proc. 12th Int. Coral Reef Symp. 
(eds Yellowlees, D., & Hughes, T. P.) (2012).

 65. McGowan, H. & Theobald, A. ENSO weather and coral bleaching on the Great Barrier Reef, Australia. Geophys. Res. Lett. 44 (2017).
 66. Ainsworth, T. D. et al. Climate change disables coral bleaching protection on the Great Barrier Reef. Sci. 352, 338–342 (2016).
 67. Zhang, Z., Jones, A. & Crabbe, M. J. C. Impacts of stratospheric aerosol geoengineering strategy on Caribbean coral reefs. Int. J. 

Climate Change Strat. Manag. (2017).
 68. Raina, J. B. et al. DMSP biosynthesis by an animal and its role in coral thermal stress response. Nature 502, 677 (2013).

Acknowledgements
The authors gratefully acknowledge the MODIS mission scientists and associated NASA personnel, the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, the Australian Government Bureau of Meteorology and the Australian 
Institute of Marine Science for the provision of valuable data used in this analysis. We also thank H. Swan and G. 
Jones for the provision of atmospheric dimethylsulfide field data from Heron Island.

Author Contributions
R.J. conducted the analysis and prepared the manuscript. All authors conceived the analysis and reviewed the 
manuscript.

Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-32470-7.
Competing Interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2018

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-32470-7
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Effects of ocean warming and coral bleaching on aerosol emissions in the Great Barrier Reef, Australia
	Methods
	Study location. 
	Analysis. 

	Results
	Seasonal and latitudinal variability. 
	Mass coral bleaching events. 
	Year 2002. 
	Year 2006. 
	Years 2016 and 2017. 


	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Figure 1 Mean daily area-averaged aerosol optical depth (AOD: blue) and sea surface temperature (SST: orange) and 8-day photosynthetically available radiation (PAR: red) and coral irradiance stress (IR: black) (2000–2017) at the (a) southern, (b) central,
	Figure 2 Mean 8-day (a) diffuse attenuation coefficient (k490), (b) chlorophyll-a (CHL), (c) noon tide height (NT) and (d) wind speed (WS) for the period 2000–2017.
	Figure 3 Wind rose of mean daily wind speed (WS) and direction (blowing from) at 10 m above sea-level at the (a) southern, (b) central, (c) northern and (d) far northern Great Barrier Reef (GBR).
	Figure 4 Correlation of (a) aerosol optical depth (AOD) and sea surface temperature (SST) and (b) AOD and coral irradiance stress (IR), as a function of SST.
	Figure 5 Moving average of 30-day aerosol optical depth (AOD) anomaly (blue), 8-day sea surface temperature (SST: black solid line) and degree heating week (DHW: red solid line) during the 2002 mass coral bleaching event at the (a) southern, (b) central, 
	Figure 6 Moving average of 30-day aerosol optical depth (AOD) anomaly (blue), 8-day sea surface temperature (SST: black solid line) and degree heating week (DHW: red solid line) during the 2006 mass coral bleaching event at the southern Great Barrier Reef
	Figure 7 Moving average of 30-day aerosol optical depth (AOD) anomaly (blue), 8-day sea surface temperature (SST: black solid line) and degree heating week (DHW: red solid line) during the 2016 and 2017 mass coral bleaching events at the (a) southern, (b)
	Table 1 Spearman’s ranked correlation coefficients (ρ) for 8-day data for 2000–2017.




