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SIDEBAR  OBSERVATIONS OF DECLINING PRIMARY 
PRODUCTIVITY IN THE WESTERN BERING STRAIT 
By Karen E. Frey, Jaclyn Clement Kinney, Larry V. Stock, and Robert Osinski

The shallow (~50 m deep), narrow (~85 km wide) Bering 
Strait is the sole marine link between the Pacific and Arctic 
Oceans and represents a critical northward throughflow of 
freshwater, nutrients, and heat into Arctic waters from lower 
latitudes (Woodgate and Peralta-Ferriz, 2021). Three water 
masses enter the Chukchi Sea through the Bering Strait 
from the Pacific: Anadyr Water (AW), Bering Shelf Water 
(BSW), and Alaskan Coastal Water (ACW) (Coachman et al., 
1975). The western Bering Strait in particular has long been 
known to be a region of consistently high primary produc-
tivity throughout the spring and summer open-water season 
(Sambrotto et  al., 1984; Springer and McRoy, 1993; Brown 
et al., 2011). This productivity is sustained through the deliv-
ery of high-nutrient AW waters via the northern branch of 
the bifurcated Bering Slope Current (Clement Kinney et al., 
2009, 2022; Lowry et al., 2015; Pickart et al., 2016) that also 
causes the Chukchi Sea to the north to be one of the most 
productive shelves in the Arctic (Hill et al., 2018). Western 
Bering Strait waters are clearly differentiated from lower 
productivity waters observed in the eastern Bering Strait 
that are characterized by relatively low-​nutrient, freshwater-​
dominated ACW (Woodgate and Aagaard, 2005; Lee et al., 
2007). However, time series of satellite observations over 
the last two decades have revealed statistically significant 
early season (June) declining trends in chlorophyll-a con-
centrations and primary productivity in the western Bering 
Strait. In particular, June chlorophyll-a concentrations 
have declined by ~58%, and June primary productivity 
has declined by ~34% over the 2003–2020 period. These 
declining trends appear to be associated with reductions in 
sea ice cover and increases in primary production upstream 
in the Gulf of Anadyr during May, with potential implications 
for decreased nutrient availability downstream in the west-
ern Bering Strait during June.

To investigate recent biological change in the Bering Strait, 
we compiled a satellite-based time series of chlorophyll-a 
concentrations derived from Aqua-Moderate Resolution 
Imaging Spectroradiometer (Aqua-MODIS) calibrated radi-
ances using two algorithms: the OC3m algorithm that was 
developed at NASA Goddard Space Flight Center (GSFC) 
and makes use of band ratios and in situ measurements 
(O’Reilly et  al., 1998) and the CI algorithm that makes use 
of reflectance differences in conjunction with a model (Hu 
et  al., 2012). The data are made available by the Ocean 
Biology Processing Group and were downloaded from 
the GSFC Distributed Active Archive Center (DAAC) at 
https://oceandata.sci.gsfc.nasa.gov/MODIS-Aqua/Mapped/

Daily/4km/chlor_a/. Chlorophyll-a concentration data were 
also combined with sea surface temperature data and addi-
tional data sets to derive net primary productivity using a 
broadly utilized algorithm (Behrenfeld and Falkowski, 1997) 
that has previously been employed to report changes across 
the Arctic region (Frey et  al., 2021). Monthly chlorophyll-a 
and primary productivity data were only utilized where sea 
ice concentrations were <10% and were otherwise reported 
as missing data. For further context, we investigated sea 
ice concentration data obtained from the Special Sensor 
Microwave/Imager (SSM/I) and Special Sensor Microwave 
Imager/Sounder (SSMIS) passive microwave instruments, 
calculated using the Goddard Bootstrap (SB2) algorithm 
(Comiso et al., 2017a,b). Modeled surface nitrate concentra-
tions were obtained from the Regional Arctic System Model 
(RASM; e.g., Clement Kinney et al., 2020). For all data sets 
(chlorophyll-a, primary productivity, sea ice, and surface 
nitrate), monthly time series were compiled for May and 
June, and the Theil-Sen median decadal trends for each 
month (2003–2020) were calculated, with statistically sig-
nificant (p <0.1) trends identified using the non-parametric 
Mann-Kendall test for monotonic trend (Mann, 1945; Kendall, 
1975). The Theil-Sen median trend uses a robust non-​
parametric trend operator that is particularly well suited 
for assessing the rate of change in noisy and/or short time 
series (Hoaglin et al., 2000), which in this study is 18 years. 
For those data sets that include missing data (chlorophyll-a 
and primary productivity), we show only those trends for pix-
els that had at least 71% of the time series present (or in the 
case of this study, 13 of the 18 time steps). This requirement 
ensures that only robust trends are reported, given that the 
“breakdown bound” for the Theil-Sen trend is 29% (meaning 
that unknown or potentially “wild” values would have to per-
sist for more than 29% of a time series in order to affect the 
overall trend values; Hoaglin et al., 2000). 

Increasing trends in marine primary productivity across the 
Arctic owing to shifts in sea ice cover, seawater temperatures, 
and nutrient availability have been widely reported (Arrigo 
et al., 2008; Pabi et al., 2008; Arrigo and van Dijken, 2015; 
Clement Kinney et al., 2020; Lewis et al., 2020; Frey et al., 
2021). In contrast to those reports of large-scale increases 
in primary productivity, Figure 1 identifies an important and 
unusual regional location of early season (June) declines in 
productivity, with potential implications for nutrient and car-
bon delivery downstream (northward) across the Chukchi Sea 
shelf. During May (over the 2003–2020 period), we observe 
strong declines in sea ice concentration in the Gulf of Anadyr 
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(Figure 1a) with increases in surface nitrate 
concentrations (Figure 1c), and these are in 
turn associated with increasing trends in both 
chlorophyll-a (Figure 1e) and primary produc-
tivity (Figure 1g). However, during June, we 
observe (and model with RASM, not shown) 
strikingly strong and spatially cohesive 
declines in chlorophyll-a (Figure 1f) and pri-
mary productivity (Figure 1h) downstream of 
the Gulf of Anadyr in the western Bering Strait 
along the coast of the Chukotka Peninsula. By 
June, sea ice has typically already exhibited 
seasonal breakup in the Bering Strait region 
(Frey et  al., 2015), and we see no trends in 
sea ice cover in the western Bering Strait 
(Figure 1b). Significant declining trends in June 
surface nitrate concentrations (Figure 1d) 
geographically mirror the observed declines 
in chlorophyll-a (Figure 1f) and primary pro-
ductivity (Figure 1h). It is important to note 
that the potential for increased presence of 
subsurface chlorophyll maxima (as a result of 
deepening nutriclines) may be challenging 
to quantify seasonally via satellite data in the 
Chukchi Sea (Arrigo et al., 2011; Ardyna et al., 
2013; Brown et  al., 2015). Nonetheless, we 
hypothesize that because of the May declines 
of sea ice in the Gulf of Anadyr and result-
ing increases in May chlorophyll-a/primary 
production in that region, available nutrients 
downstream in the western Bering Strait 
during June are depleted, and chlorophyll-a/​
primary productivity therefore have declined 
over time there as well. In particular, in the 
western Bering Strait (within the region des-
ignated as statistically significant for June 
chlorophyll-a concentrations; Figure 1f ), June 
chlorophyll-a concentrations have changed 
by approximately –58% (from 4.2 mg/m3 to 
1.8 mg/m3), and June primary productivity 
has changed by approximately –34% (from 
2,418 mg C/m2/day to 1,606 mg C/m2/day). 
These shifts represent chlorophyll-a trends 
of –1.52 mg/m3/decade and primary produc-
tivity trends of –477.8 mg C/m2/day/decade. 
However, increases in chlorophyll-a and 
primary productivity in the western Bering 
Strait primarily during September (not shown) 
counteract these June decreases, so over-
all annual primary productivity rates in this 
region are not significant. Thus, while annual 
productivity may not have changed substan-
tially, observed shifts in the seasonal dis-
tribution of productivity may indeed have 

FIGURE 1. Decadal Theil-Sen median trends for May/June over the years 
2003–2020 in (a,b) sea ice concentrations, (c,d) surface nitrate concentrations, 
(e,f) chlorophyll-a concentrations, and (g,h) primary productivity. Hatched regions 
indicate statistically significant (p < 0.1) trends, determined using the Mann-Kendall 
test for trend. Distributed Biological Observatory (DBO) sites 1, 2, and 3 (Grebmeier 
et al., 2019) are shown for geographic context.
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profound consequences for marine ecosystem functioning 
across this region.

Despite measurements of overall, large-scale increases 
in primary productivity across the Arctic Ocean over recent 
decades, heterogeneity in shifts of nutrient availability to 
upper ocean waters across the region has also led to a spa-
tial mosaic of both increases and decreases in productivity 
(Juranek, 2022, in this issue). For example, while earlier sea 
ice retreat can result in stronger blooms in Arctic shelf regions, 
increased sea ice melt can also result in reduced production 
in portions of the central Arctic owing to enhanced stratifica-
tion (Song et al., 2021). Furthermore, moored sensor-based 
measurements of dissolved inorganic nitrogen (DIN) in bot-
tom waters in the northern Bering Sea indicate high inter-
annual variability but an overall decline of ~50% over the 
2005–2017 period, with strong correlations of late summer/
early fall DIN resulting in primary productivity downstream 
on the northern Chukchi shelf the following May (Mordy 
et al., 2020). Likewise, the early season declines in primary 
productivity in the western Bering Strait found in this study 
should undoubtedly have important consequences for the 
further downstream delivery of carbon and otherwise excess 
nutrients to the Herald Canyon and western/central Chukchi 
Shelf regions, important hotspots for biological productivity 
in the Arctic (Arrigo et al., 2012, 2014; Linders et al., 2017; Li 
et al., 2019). Changes in the seasonal and spatial distribution 
of spring phytoplankton blooms in the Pacific Arctic will also 
likely have important effects on pelagic-benthic coupling in a 
region with historically high benthic biomass and large pop-
ulations of seabirds and marine mammals that depend upon 
benthic prey for survival (Grebmeier et al., 2006, 2018). 

The observations of change in the western Bering Strait 
reported here provide an important example of the hetero-
geneity of ecosystem responses to climate change, where 
primary productivity does not always increase with declines 
in sea ice cover. Moreover, it is important to consider how 
environmental changes such as sea ice decline can have 
vital impacts on ecosystem functioning not only locally but 
also through resulting impacts on nutrient delivery down-
stream along a conveyor belt system of ocean currents. 

REFERENCES
Ardyna, M., M. Babin, M. Gosselin, E. Devred, S. Bélanger, A. Matsuoka, 

and J.-É. Tremblay. 2013. Parameterization of vertical chlorophyll 
a in the Arctic Ocean: Impact of the subsurface chlorophyll max-
imum on regional, seasonal, and annual primary production esti-
mates. Biogeosciences 10(6):4,383–4,404, https://doi.org/10.5194/
bg-10-4383-2013.

Arrigo, K.R., G. van Dijken, and S. Pabi. 2008. Impact of a shrinking Arctic ice 
cover on marine primary production. Geophysical Research Letters 35(19), 
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GL035028.

Arrigo, K.R., P.A. Matrai, and G.L. van Dijken. 2011. Primary productivity in the 
Arctic Ocean: Impacts of complex optical properties and subsurface chlo-
rophyll maxima on large-scale estimates. Journal of Geophysical Research: 
Oceans 116(C11), https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JC007273.

Arrigo, K.R., D.K. Perovich, R.S. Pickart, Z.W. Brown, 
G.L. van Dijken, K.E. Lowry, M.M. Mills, M.A. Palmer, W.M. Balch, and 
F. Bahr. 2012. Massive phytoplankton blooms under Arctic sea ice. 
Science 336(6087):1,408–1,408, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1215065.

Arrigo, K.R., D.K. Perovich, R.S. Pickart, Z.W. Brown, G.L. van Dijken, 
K.E. Lowry, M.M. Mills, M.A. Palmer, W.M. Balch, and N.R. Bates. 2014. 
Phytoplankton blooms beneath the sea ice in the Chukchi Sea. Deep Sea 
Research Part II 105:1–16, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2014.03.018.

Arrigo, K.R., and G.L. van Dijken. 2015. Continued increases in Arctic Ocean 
primary production. Progress in Oceanography 136:60–70, https://doi.org/​
10.1016/j.pocean.2015.05.002.

Behrenfeld, M.J., and P.G. Falkowski. 1997. Photosynthetic rates derived 
from satellite-based chlorophyll concentration. Limnology and 
Oceanography 42(1):1–20, https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.1997.42.1.0001.

Brown, Z.W., G.L. van Dijken, and K.R. Arrigo. 2011. A reassessment of 
primary production and environmental change in the Bering Sea. 
Journal of Geophysical Research: Oceans 116(C8), https://doi.org/​
10.1029/2010JC006766.

Brown, Z.W., K.E. Lowry, M.A. Palmer, G.L. van Dijken, M.M. Mills, R.S. Pickart, 
and K.R. Arrigo. 2015. Characterizing the subsurface chlorophyll a max-
imum in the Chukchi Sea and Canada Basin. Deep Sea Research 
Part II 118:88–104, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2015.02.010.

Clement Kinney, J., W. Maslowski, and S. Okkonen. 2009. On the processes 
controlling shelf-basin exchange and outer shelf dynamics in the Bering 
Sea. Deep Sea Research Part II 56(17):1,351–1,362, https://doi.org/10.1016/​
j.dsr2.2008.10.023.

Clement Kinney, J., W. Maslowski, R. Osinski, M. Jin, M. Frants, N. Jeffery, and 
Y.J. Lee. 2020. Hidden production: On the importance of pelagic phyto-
plankton blooms beneath Arctic Sea ice. Journal of Geophysical Research: 
Oceans 125(9):e2020JC016211, https://doi.org/10.1029/2020JC016211.

Clement Kinney, J., K.M. Assmann, W. Maslowski, G. Björk, M. Jakobsson, 
S. Jutterström, Y.J. Lee, R. Osinski, I. Semiletov, and A. Ulfsbo. 2022. On 
the circulation, water mass distribution, and nutrient concentrations of the 
western Chukchi Sea. Ocean Science 18:29–49, https://doi.org/10.5194/
os-18-29-2022.

Coachman, L.K., K. Aagaard, and R. Tripp. 1975. Bering Strait: The Regional 
Physical Oceanography. University of Washington Press.

Comiso, J.C., R.A. Gersten, L.V. Stock, J. Turner, G.J. Perez, and K. Cho. 2017a. 
Positive trend in the Antarctic sea ice cover and associated changes in 
surface temperature. Journal of Climate 30(6):2,251–2,267, https://doi.org/​
10.1175/JCLI-D-16-0408.1.

Comiso, J.C., W.N. Meier, and R. Gersten. 2017b. Variability and trends in 
the Arctic Sea ice cover: Results from different techniques. Journal of 
Geophysical Research: Oceans 122(8):6,883–6,900, https://doi.org/​
10.1002/2017JC012768.

Frey, K.E., G. Moore, L.W. Cooper, and J.M. Grebmeier. 2015. Divergent pat-
terns of recent sea ice cover across the Bering, Chukchi, and Beaufort 
seas of the Pacific Arctic Region. Progress in Oceanography 136:32–49, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2015.05.009.

Frey, K.E., J. Comiso, L. Cooper, J. Grebmeier, and L. Stock. 2021. Arctic 
ocean primary productivity: The response of marine algae to climate warm-
ing and sea ice decline. Pp. 46–57 in Arctic Report Card 2021. T.A. Moon, 
M.L. Druckenmiller, and R.L. Thoman, eds, https://doi.org/10.25923/
kxhb-dw16.

Grebmeier, J.M., J.E. Overland, S.E. Moore, E.V. Farley, E.C. Carmack, 
L.W. Cooper, K.E. Frey, J.H. Helle, F.A. McLaughlin, and S.L. McNutt. 
2006. A major ecosystem shift in the northern Bering Sea. 
Science 311(5766):1,461–1,464, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1121365.

Grebmeier, J.M., K.E. Frey, L.W. Cooper, and M. Kędra. 2018. Trends in benthic 
macrofaunal populations, seasonal sea ice persistence, and bottom water 
temperatures in the Bering Strait region. Oceanography 31(2):136–151, 
https://doi.org/10.5670/oceanog.2018.224.

Grebmeier, J.M., S.E. Moore, L.W. Cooper, and K.E. Frey. 2019. The Distributed 
Biological Observatory: A change detection array in the Pacific Arctic–
An introduction. Deep Sea Research Part II 162:1–7, https://doi.org/10.1016/​
j.dsr2.2019.05.005.

Hill, V., M. Ardyna, S.H. Lee, and D.E. Varela. 2018. Decadal trends in phyto-
plankton production in the Pacific Arctic Region from 1950 to 2012. Deep 
Sea Research Part II 152:82s94, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2016.12.015.

Hoaglin, D., F. Mosteller, and J. Tukey, eds. 2000. Understanding Robust and 
Exploratory Data Analysis. Wiley Classics Library, Wiley, New York, 472 pp.

Hu, C., Z. Lee, and B. Franz. 2012. Chlorophyll a algorithms for oligotro-
phic oceans: A novel approach based on three-band reflectance differ-
ence. Journal of Geophysical Research: Oceans 117(C1), https://doi.org/​
10.1029/2011JC007395.

https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-10-4383-2013
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-10-4383-2013
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GL035028
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JC007273
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1215065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2014.03.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2015.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2015.05.002
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.1997.42.1.0001
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JC006766
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JC006766
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2015.02.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2008.10.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2008.10.023
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020JC016211
https://doi.org/10.5194/os-18-29-2022
https://doi.org/10.5194/os-18-29-2022
https://doi.org/10.1175/JCLI-D-16-0408.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/JCLI-D-16-0408.1
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017JC012768
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017JC012768
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2015.05.009
https://doi.org/10.25923/kxhb-dw16
https://doi.org/10.25923/kxhb-dw16
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1121365
https://doi.org/10.5670/oceanog.2018.224
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2019.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2019.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2016.12.015
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JC007395
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JC007395


Oceanography  |  https://doi.org/10.5670/oceanog.2022.123

Juranek, L.W. 2022. Changing biogeochemistry of the Arctic Ocean: Surface 
nutrient and CO2 cycling in a warming, melting north. Oceanography, 
https://doi.org/10.5670/oceanog.2022.120.

Kendall, M. 1975. Rank Correlation Methods, 4th ed. Griffen, London 202 pp.
Lee, S.H., T.E. Whitledge, and S.-H. Kang. 2007. Recent carbon and nitro-

gen uptake rates of phytoplankton in Bering Strait and the Chukchi Sea. 
Continental Shelf Research 27(17):2,231–2,249, https://doi.org/10.1016/​
j.csr.2007.05.009.

Lewis, K., G. van Dijken, and K.R. Arrigo. 2020. Changes in phytoplank-
ton concentration now drive increased Arctic Ocean primary production. 
Science 369(6500):198–202, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aay8380.

Li, M., R.S. Pickart, M.A. Spall, T.J. Weingartner, P. Lin, G. Moore, and Y. Qi. 
2019. Circulation of the Chukchi Sea shelfbreak and slope from moored 
timeseries. Progress in Oceanography 172:14–33, https://doi.org/10.1016/​
j.pocean.2019.01.002.

Linders, J., R.S. Pickart, G. Björk, and G. Moore. 2017. On the nature and ori-
gin of water masses in Herald Canyon, Chukchi Sea: Synoptic surveys in 
summer 2004, 2008, and 2009. Progress in Oceanography 159:99–114, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2017.09.005.

Lowry, K.E., R.S. Pickart, M.M. Mills, Z.W. Brown, G.L. van Dijken, N.R. Bates, 
and K.R. Arrigo. 2015. The influence of winter water on phytoplank-
ton blooms in the Chukchi Sea. Deep Sea Research Part II 118:53–72, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2015.06.006.

Mann, H. 1945. Non-parametric test against trend. Econometrica 13:245–259, 
https://doi.org/10.2307/1907187.

Mordy, C.W., S. Bell, E.D. Cokelet, C. Ladd, G. Lebon, P. Proctor, P. Stabeno, 
D. Strausz, E. Wisegarver, and K. Wood. 2020. Seasonal and interannual 
variability of nitrate in the eastern Chukchi Sea: Transport and winter 
replenishment. Deep Sea Research Part II 177:104807, https://doi.org/​
10.1016/j.dsr2.2020.104807.

O’Reilly, J.E., S. Maritorena, B.G. Mitchell, D.A. Siegel, K.L. Carder, 
S.A. Garver, M. Kahru, and C. McClain. 1998. Ocean color chloro-
phyll algorithms for SeaWiFS. Journal of Geophysical Research: 
Oceans 103(C11):24,937–24,953, https://doi.org/10.1029/98JC02160.

Pabi, S., G.L. van Dijken, and K.R. Arrigo. 2008. Primary production in 
the Arctic Ocean, 1998–2006. Journal of Geophysical Research: 
Oceans 113(C8), https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JC004578.

Pickart, R.S., G. Moore, C. Mao, F. Bahr, C. Nobre, and T.J. Weingartner. 2016. 
Circulation of winter water on the Chukchi shelf in early summer. Deep Sea 
Research Part II 130:56–75, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2016.05.001.

Sambrotto, R., J. Goering, and C. McRoy. 1984. Large yearly production of 
phytoplankton in the western Bering Strait. Science 225(4667):1,147–1,150, 
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.225.4667.1147.

Song, H., R. Ji, M. Jin, Y. Li, Z. Feng, Ø. Varpe, and C.S. Davis. 2021. 
Strong and regionally distinct links between ice-retreat timing and 
phytoplankton production in the Arctic Ocean. Limnology and 
Oceanography 66(6):2,498–2,508, https://doi.org/10.1002/lno.11768.

Springer, A.M., and C.P. McRoy. 1993. The paradox of pelagic food 
webs in the northern Bering Sea: Part III. Patterns of primary produc-
tion. Continental Shelf Research 13(5–6):575–599, https://doi.org/​
10.1016/0278-4343(93)90095-F.

Woodgate, R.A., and K. Aagaard. 2005. Revising the Bering Strait fresh-
water flux into the Arctic Ocean. Geophysical Research Letters 32(2), 
https://doi.org/​10.1029/​2004GL021747.

Woodgate, R.A., and C. Peralta-Ferriz. 2021. Warming and freshening of 
the Pacific inflow to the Arctic from 1990–2019 implying dramatic shoal-
ing in Pacific Winter Water ventilation of the Arctic water column. 
Geophysical Research Letters 48(9):e2021GL092528, https://doi.org/​
10.1029/2021GL092528.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
K. Frey acknowledges financial support from the US National Science 
Foundation (NSF) Arctic Observing Network (AON) Program (grant number 
1917434). J. Clement Kinney acknowledges financial support from the US 
Department of Energy (Office of Science, Office of Basic Energy Sciences 
and Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy, Solar Energy Technology 
Program; grant number RGMA IAA#DE-SC0014117) and NSF (grant number 
GEO/PLR ARCSS IAA#1417888). L. Stock is grateful for the support provided 
by the NASA Ocean Biology and Biogeochemistry Program. R. Osinski was 
supported by the Ministry of Science and Higher Education in Poland under 
international project agreement number 3808/FAO/2017/0 RASMer.

AUTHORS
Karen E. Frey (kfrey@clarku.edu) is Professor, Graduate School of 
Geography, Clark University, Worcester, MA, USA. Jaclyn Clement Kinney 
is Research Associate Professor, Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, 
CA, USA. Larry V. Stock is Scientific Programmer, Cryospheric Sciences 
Laboratory, NASA Goddard Space Flight Center, Greenbelt, MD, USA. 
Robert Osinski is a researcher at the Institute of Oceanology, Polish 
Academy of Sciences, Sopot, Poland.

ARTICLE CITATION
Frey, K.E., J. Clement Kinney, L.V. Stock, and R. Osinski. 2022. Observations 
of declining primary productivity in the western Bering Strait. Oceanography, 
https://doi.org/10.5670/oceanog.2022.123.

https://doi.org/10.5670/oceanog.2022.123
https://doi.org/10.5670/oceanog.2022.120
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.csr.2007.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.csr.2007.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aay8380
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2019.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2019.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2017.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2015.06.006
https://doi.org/10.2307/1907187
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2020.104807
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2020.104807
https://doi.org/10.1029/98JC02160
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JC004578
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr2.2016.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.225.4667.1147
https://doi.org/10.1002/lno.11768
https://doi.org/10.1016/0278-4343(93)90095-F
https://doi.org/10.1016/0278-4343(93)90095-F
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004GL021747
https://doi.org/10.1029/2021GL092528
https://doi.org/10.1029/2021GL092528
mailto:kfrey%40clarku.edu?subject=
https://doi.org/10.5670/oceanog.2022.123

