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»The INDESO solution

* Build and operate an operational center for monitoring and forecast
* Implement an ambitious capacity building plan

* Develop result-oriented downstream applications

al/biogeochemical coupled model

»In this context, an Operational Ocean Forecasting center has been
developed to undertake activities on a weekly routine basis in order to:
*Monitor the state of the Indonesian seas: ocean physics, biogeochemistry
and fish population dynamics

*Assess how Indonesian seas can be healthy, safe, clean and productive />The Biogeochemical model PISCES: I
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