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Polar regions are vital to the

health and functioning of our

ocean and to global climate
regulation.

' )

Marine spatial planning (MSP) is a
comprehensive, multisectoral and multi-
objective area-based management
approach that aims to balance multiple
human demands whilst supporting ocean
health.

Managing increasing human
pressures in the polar oceans is
both highly complex and critically
urgent for people and the planet.
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The present study, developed under the ERC project PLANT, is submitted for peer review in an international scientific journal.
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