Why should we care?

Different stakeholders make use of operational surface ocean currents products,
including emergency response centres.

What did we do? What did we find? What are the take home messages?
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« The EPS captures sub- to inertial motions well in the Barents Sea (a), but it lacks energy
in the Fram Strait (D). . Surface observations are needed in highly
. . . dynamic areas (e.g. Fram Strait) to constrain the
« Steeper modeled energy decay at superinertial frequencies. model's initialization and improve its
reliability.
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AR R simulations were ran for 5 days.
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