Supplementary Material

Figure Caption

Figure S1. Chemical structures of (a) SPX-1, (b) GYM-A and (c) PnTX-G.
Figure S2. Representation of the variation in SPX-1 with temperature
Figure S3. Representation of the presence of SPX-1 by species

Figure S4. Representation of the variation in GYM A with temperature
Figure S5. Representation of the presence of GYM A by species

Figure S6. Representation of the variation in PnTX-G with temperature
Figure S7. Representation of the presence of PnTX-G by species

Figure S8. Monthly representation of the average temperature

Figure S9. Annual representation of the variation in the mean temperature

Figure S10. Representation of the variation in the concentration of PnTX-G per year in the
study period (from 2016 to 2021)
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Figure S1. Chemical structures of (a) SPX-1, (b) GYM-A and (c) PnTX-G.
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Figure S2. Representation of the variation in SPX-1 with temperature (A) in Alfacs Bay and (B) in Fangar
Bay (both in logarithmic scale, 2C).
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Figure S3. Representation of the presence of SPX-1 by species (A) in Alfacs Bay and (B) in Fangar Bay.
Note: Red: presence and blue: < LOQ.
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Figure S4. Representation of the variation in GYM A with temperature (A) in Alfacs Bay and (B) in
Fangar Bay (both on logarithmic scale, 2C).
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Figure S5. Representation of the presence of GYM A by species (A) in Alfacs Bay and (B) in Fangar Bay.
Note: Red: presence and blue: < LOQ.
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Figure S6. Representation of the variation in PNTX-G with temperature (A) in Alfacs Bay and (B) in
Fangar Bay (both on logarithmic scale, 2C).
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Figure S7. Representation of the presence of PnTX-G by species (A) in Alfacs Bay and (B) in Fangar Bay.
Note: Red: presence and blue: < LOQ.
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Figure S8. Monthly representation of the average temperature (A) in Alfacs Bay and (B) in Fangar Bay.
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Figure S9: Annual representation of the variation in the mean temperature (A) in the Alfacs Bay and

(B) in the Fangar Bay.
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Figure S10: A) Representation of the variation in the concentration of PnTX-G per year in the study period

(from 2016 to 2021): (A) in Alfacs Bay and (B) in Fangar Bay.



