A demonstration of why only delayed-mode Argo data should be used for ocean reanalysis

Peter Oke
Argo DMQC never stops — it’s like the mail - it CSIRO Oceans and Atmosphere, Hobart, TAS, Australia

just keeps coming and coming and coming?

Hey Argo Community, did
you know ...
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What do you need to do to make sure you have the latest and greatest

version of Argo data?

—> Accessing data from the Argo GDACs

-> Refresh your dataset continually, even for old data - it’s constantly
revisited and updated.




