
 
 

Delft University of Technology

Rapid ablation zone expansion amplifies north Greenland mass loss

Noël, Brice; van de Berg, Willem Jan; Lhermitte, Stef; van den Broeke, Michiel R.

DOI
10.1126/sciadv.aaw0123
Publication date
2019
Document Version
Final published version
Published in
Science Advances

Citation (APA)
Noël, B., van de Berg, W. J., Lhermitte, S., & van den Broeke, M. R. (2019). Rapid ablation zone expansion
amplifies north Greenland mass loss. Science Advances, 5(9), Article eaaw0123.
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aaw0123

Important note
To cite this publication, please use the final published version (if applicable).
Please check the document version above.

Copyright
Other than for strictly personal use, it is not permitted to download, forward or distribute the text or part of it, without the consent
of the author(s) and/or copyright holder(s), unless the work is under an open content license such as Creative Commons.

Takedown policy
Please contact us and provide details if you believe this document breaches copyrights.
We will remove access to the work immediately and investigate your claim.

This work is downloaded from Delft University of Technology.
For technical reasons the number of authors shown on this cover page is limited to a maximum of 10.

https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aaw0123
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aaw0123


Noël et al., Sci. Adv. 2019; 5 : eaaw0123     4 September 2019

S C I E N C E  A D V A N C E S  |  R E S E A R C H  A R T I C L E

1 of 9

C L I M A T O L O G Y

Rapid ablation zone expansion amplifies north 
Greenland mass loss
Brice Noël1*, Willem Jan van de Berg1, Stef Lhermitte2, Michiel R. van den Broeke1

Since the early 1990s, the Greenland ice sheet (GrIS) has been losing mass at an accelerating rate, primarily due to 
enhanced meltwater runoff following atmospheric warming. Here, we show that a pronounced latitudinal con-
trast exists in the GrIS response to recent warming. The ablation area in north Greenland expanded by 46%, almost 
twice as much as in the south (+25%), significantly increasing the relative contribution of the north to total GrIS 
mass loss. This latitudinal contrast originates from a different response to the recent change in large-scale Arctic 
summertime atmospheric circulation, promoting southwesterly advection of warm air toward the GrIS. In the 
southwest, persistent high atmospheric pressure reduced cloudiness, increasing runoff through enhanced 
absorption of solar radiation; in contrast, increased early-summer cloudiness in north Greenland enhanced atmo-
spheric warming through decreased longwave heat loss. This triggered a rapid snowline retreat, causing early 
bare ice exposure, amplifying northern runoff.

INTRODUCTION
Since the 1990s, mass loss from the Greenland ice sheet (GrIS) has 
significantly accelerated (1) due to increased glacial discharge (2) 
and decreased surface mass balance (SMB), the latter representing 
the difference between mass gains from snowfall and mass losses 
from meltwater runoff and sublimation. While glacial discharge 
strongly reacts to variations in ocean temperatures (3, 4) and can 
regionally dominate mass loss in marine-terminating sectors of the 
ice sheet, i.e., particularly in northwest (NW) and southeast (SE) 
Greenland (5, 6), the recent (1991–2015) GrIS-wide mass loss is pri-
marily (~61%) ascribed to a decrease in SMB resulting from in-
creased meltwater runoff (7), concurrent with the atmospheric 
warming that followed a recent summertime circulation change (8). 
Historically, the wide ablation zone in southwest (SW) Greenland 
contributed most (~32%) to the ice sheet runoff total (table S1), mainly 
driven by absorbed solar radiation at the dark bare ice surface in 
summer (9–11). However, especially over highly reflective snow surfaces, 
clouds can also enhance melt and runoff through reduced surface 
heat loss by longwave radiation (12, 13). While the recent summer-
time circulation shift is responsible for reduced cloud cover over 
SW Greenland resulting in enhanced melt (14), to date, the physical 
processes responsible for the runoff changes in the north remain unclear.

To address this, here, we combine SMB of a dedicated, high-
resolution (5.5 km) run from the Regional Atmospheric Climate 
Model (RACMO2.3p2; fig. S1A), statistically downscaled to 1 km 
(Fig. 1A), with bare ice extent (BIE) derived from remotely sensed 
broadband shortwave clear sky albedo from the moderate resolu-
tion imaging spectroradiometer (MODIS) MCD43A3 500-m daily 
albedo product. This high resolution is essential to resolve the nar-
row ablation zone and marginal glacier tongues in sufficient detail 
(15), e.g., applying the statistical downscaling technique increases 
GrIS runoff by 25% compared to the original model resolution of 
5.5 km (from 238 to 297 Gt year−1 for 1958–2017). Simulated GrIS 
climate and SMB components are evaluated using in situ SMB mea-
surements collected in the accumulation (SMB > 0; 182 sites in fig. 

S1B) and ablation zones (SMB < 0; 213 sites in figs. S1C and S4A); 
meteorological observations recorded at 37 automatic weather sta-
tions (AWSs) from the Programme for Monitoring of the Greenland 
Ice Sheet (PROMICE), Institute for Marine and Atmospheric Research 
Utrecht (IMAU), and Greenland Climate Network (GC-Net) net-
works (figs. S2 and S3); and meltwater discharge measured at the 
Watson River in west Greenland (fig. S4B). The results show that 
RACMO2.3p2 realistically represents near-surface temperature, spe-
cific humidity, wind speed and air pressure (0.73 < R2 < 0.98), cloud 
conditions through shortwave and longwave radiation components 
(0.85 < R2 < 0.96), SMB (R2 = 0.78), and Watson River meltwater 
discharge (R2 = 0.91). We distinguish seven Greenland sectors 
(Fig. 1A)—NW, NO (north), NE (northeast), CE (center east), SE, 
SW, and CW (center west)—based on their distinct climatologies 
while covering similar areas (16). Not considering the very rugged 
SE and CE sectors, where bare ice area variability is well captured, 
although the absolute extent is underestimated, there is very good 
agreement between modeled and MODIS remotely sensed bare ice 
area (R2 = 0.82; fig. S5D). The model evaluation is discussed in more 
detail in Materials and Methods.

RESULTS
Increased runoff contribution from north Greenland
Figure 1A shows annual mean runoff for the period 1958–2017. Be-
fore 1990, the GrIS mass balance was near zero (7, 17) or slightly 
negative (16), followed by accelerating mass loss. This mass loss is 
primarily driven by a 42% increase in runoff (1991–2017 versus 
1958–1990), showing a positive trend of 6.6 ± 1.9 Gt year−2 (Fig. 1B), 
as compared to an estimated 4.4 ± 0.4 Gt year−2 trend in solid ice 
discharge (16). On the basis of a breakpoint analysis, we selected 
1991 as the year after which the GrIS mass balance became predom-
inantly negative (7). The frequency of extreme runoff years, i.e., at 
least 3 SDs () above the 1958–1990 mean (dashed yellow lines in 
Fig. 1, B to E), increased from the 2000s onward when runoff reached 
a higher plateau (dashed black line). In GrIS sectors SW, NW, and 
NO, runoff during 1991–2017 increased by 33, 60, and 70%, respec-
tively, relative to 1958–1990 (Fig. 1, C to E, and table S1). This shows 
that post-1990 runoff acceleration was relatively more pronounced 
in north Greenland than in south Greenland.
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Figure 2A shows that before 1991, the SW sector contributed 
32% to the total runoff, mostly originating from the relatively wide 
marginal ablation zone exposing dark bare ice in summer (Fig. 1A), 
whereas the relatively cold and dry NW and NO sectors only con-
tributed 10 and 6%, respectively (Fig. 2A and table S1). After 1991, 
runoff is significantly enhanced, but mostly so in NW (+60%) and 
NO (+70%) compared to +33% in SW (Fig. 1, B to E). As a result, 
the relative runoff contributions from NW and NO significantly in-
creased by 12 and 18% (stippled in Fig. 2B; table S1). Because NW-NO 
and CW-SW Greenland show similar responses (Fig. 2B), these sectors 
are merged into two regions named “North” and “South.” Figure 
2C highlights how the post-1990 trend in runoff contribution is 
negative, although insignificant (P = 0.193), in south Greenland (red) and 
significantly positive (P = 0.001) in north Greenland (blue; table S1).

Rapid snowline retreat amplifies north Greenland runoff
We find that in concert with the runoff increase, the northern Greenland 
ablation zone expanded by 46% post-1990, almost twice as much as 
in the south (+25%; Fig. 3, A and B). At the same time, the bare ice 
zone, where the seasonal winter snow has completely melted at the 
end of summer, has grown more than twice as fast in the North 

(+33%) compared to the South (+14%), in good agreement with re-
motely sensed maximum BIE derived from MODIS (Fig. 3, C and D). 
Figure S6 shows how the SMB components changed in North and 
South Greenland for different ice sheet elevations. In the North, the 
snowline retreat moved the equilibrium line altitude (ELA; SMB = 0) 
upward by ~200 m from ~900 meters above sea level (masl) (fig. S6A) 
to ~1100 masl (fig. S6B), increasing runoff by 12 Gt year−1 (fig. S6C). 
In the South, the ELA migrated by ~100 m from ~1350 masl (fig. S6D) 
to ~1450 masl (fig. S6E), increasing runoff by ~17 Gt year−1 (red line 
in fig. S6F). We conclude that the faster snowline retreat in the North 
is responsible for its enhanced contribution to Greenland runoff totals 
(Fig. 2B). Note also how a saturated firn percolation zone with net 
ablation (SMB < 0; difference between the ablation zone and bare ice 
area in Fig. 3C) progressively forms in the North after the mid-1990s, 
resembling more and more the southern GrIS ablation zone (Fig. 3D).

Circulation change increases early-summer cloudiness 
in north Greenland
We relate the latitudinal contrast in runoff increase to the recent 
change in the large-scale summertime atmospheric circulation. The 
latter change, observed in the Arctic from the late 1990s onward (8), 

A
B

C

D

E

Fig. 1. High-resolution runoff patterns and post-1990 changes. (A) Annual mean runoff (RU) over the GrIS and peripheral glaciers and ice caps (1958–2017) as mod-
eled by RACMO2.3p2 and statistically downscaled to 1-km horizontal resolution. Yellow stars locate 213 stake sites where SMB is measured. The seven selected sectors of 
the GrIS derived from (16) are overlaid. (B) Time series of annual cumulative runoff integrated over the GrIS (red). Panels (C), (D), and (E) show the same for the SW, NW, 
and NO sectors, respectively, of the GrIS [see (A)]. Dashed red lines show linear runoff trends over 1991–2017, and dashed black lines show the averaged runoff over the 
periods 1958–1990 and 1991–2017, respectively. Dashed yellow lines mark exceptional runoff years, i.e., 3 SDs () above the 1958–1990 mean. Dashed gray lines highlight 
recent exceptional runoff years over the GrIS, i.e., 2010, 2012, and 2016 (see fig. S7). Individual trends (1991–2017), relative increase in runoff post-1990 (%), and SD () for 
the period 1958–1990 are listed at the bottom of each subpanel.
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promoted southwesterly advection of warm air from Baffin Bay toward 
the GrIS. Figure 4A illustrates the post-1990 change in June-July-
August (JJA; 1991–2017 minus 1958–1990) large-scale circulation 
over Greenland (contours and arrows). A persistent high-pressure 
ridge results in an anticyclonic circulation anomaly over the GrIS 
(vectors in Fig. 4A). As a result, the NO and NW sectors experience 
anomalous westerly advection of warm and humid air from Baffin 
Bay, increasing summer (JJA) cloud content after 1991 by, respec-
tively, 5 and 10% on average (3 and 8 ± 4 g m−2) and up to 20% 
locally (29 ± 4 g m−2). In contrast, northerly advection of relatively 
dry inland air reduces cloud content over the southern GrIS by 2 to 
6% on average (−3 to −6 ± 4 g m−2), in line with (14). Clouds play a 
pivotal role in the GrIS melt climate by modulating downward 
shortwave (SWd) and longwave (LWd) radiation fluxes (18). Figure 
4B shows post-1990 changes in summer SWd (JJA; 1991–2017 minus 
1958–1990), mirroring the large-scale changes in clouds: SWd de-
creases in the NW (−2.3 ± 1.9 W m−2 on average) and NO (−3.2 ± 

1.9 W m−2) sectors, while it mostly increases elsewhere (Fig. 4B). In 
contrast, LWd has increased everywhere by 3.5 W m−2 on average 
(Fig. 4C) due to overall higher free atmosphere temperatures (+0.9°C 
at 500 hPa; see inset in Fig. 4C). However, the LWd increase peaks 
in NW (4.7 ± 1.7 W m−2) and in NO (5.3 ± 1.7 W m−2) sectors, 
where increased clouds further enhance LWd compared to, e.g., SW 
Greenland (2.6 ± 1.7 W m−2). Therefore, the near-surface tempera-
ture increase is amplified in northern Greenland (e.g., +0.9 ± 0.1°C 
for NO) relative to other sectors (e.g., +0.5 ± 0.1°C for SW). Note 
the marked longitudinal contrast in cloud content change between 
NO-NW and NE sectors, where cloud content is reduced by 2% on 
average and down to 14% locally (−1 g m−2 down to −10 ± 4 g m−2). 
This is due to a large-scale Foehn effect, resulting in relatively warm 
and dry air flowing down the lee side of the main northern ice di-
vide, after having generated enhanced orographic precipitation at 
the upwind slopes of the NW and NO sectors. The average circula-
tion and radiative flux anomalies shown in Fig. 4 represent large 
interannual variability (fig. S7) that reflects the exact position of the 
high-pressure ridge in summer (19). As a result, runoff also shows 
increased interannual variability after 1991 (Fig. 1, B to E).

Increased early-summer cloudiness triggers rapid northern 
snowline retreat
Figure 5 shows how anomalies in climate and runoff are interacting 
during the course of the melt season (April-September). Figure 5A 
shows the daily runoff contribution of North and South regions to 
GrIS total (% per day for the period April-September) averaged for 
1958–1990 (cyan and orange lines) and 1991–2017 (blue and red 
lines). Figure 5B displays the cumulative anomalies (1991–2017 mi-
nus 1958–1990) in melt (orange; Gt) and runoff (red) as well as in 
cloud content (dashed gray; kg m−2) and refreezing capacity (dashed 
cyan; unitless), i.e., the fraction of meltwater and rainwater that is 
retained and/or refrozen within the firn pack. Figure S8 shows sim-
ilar results for the South region. Figure 5 (C and D) shows the 
anomalies in June net longwave (LWn) and July-August net short-
wave radiation (SWn). Figure 5E shows the daily fraction of the ab-
lation zone area exposing bare ice in summer for North and South 
Greenland for the period before (cyan and orange) and after 1991 
(blue and red). Note that, in a warming climate in which the equi-
librium line migrates upward, the ablation zone comprises both the 
marginal bare ice area and the lower percolation zone, where satu-
rated firn contributes to meltwater runoff in late summer.

In the South, the decrease in runoff contribution, i.e., the differ-
ence between the red and orange solid lines in Fig. 5A, occurs mainly 
during the peak melt season between July and early August (yellow 
shade in fig. S8). In that period, the cumulative cloud content 
anomaly gradually decreases and becomes negative (i.e., less clouds 
compared to pre-1991) from mid-May and throughout the melt 
season (fig. S8), enhancing SWd (Fig. 4B). The post-1990 melt and 
runoff increase, estimated at 46 and 37 Gt, is driven by increasing 
SWn (Fig. 5D): Earlier removal of the seasonal snow cover exposes 
dark bare ice over the extensive South ablation zone, enhancing the 
absorption of incoming solar radiation (10). In contrast, increased 
runoff contribution in North Greenland after 1991, i.e., the differ-
ence between the blue and cyan solid lines in Fig. 5A, starts early in 
the melt season in June and ends in late July. This increase is con-
current with high cloud content in June (gray shade in Fig. 5B) fol-
lowed by low cloud content until late July (yellow shade in Fig. 5B). 
In early summer, increased cloudiness and atmospheric temperatures 

A

C

B

Fig. 2. Regional changes in runoff contribution. (A) Average contribution of in-
dividual GrIS sectors to runoff totals for the period 1958–1990. (B) Post-1990 
change in runoff contribution per sector (1991–2017 minus 1958–1990). Sectors 
experiencing significant change in runoff contribution, i.e., based on Student’s t test 
(t ≤ 0.10), are stippled with white dots. The post-1990 relative change in runoff 
contribution is also listed for each sector in white. (C) Time series of runoff contri-
bution for North (blue; i.e., NO + NW) and South (red; i.e., CW + SW) Greenland. 
Post-1990 trends in runoff contribution are displayed as dashed lines.
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A B C

D

Fig. 3. Rapid ablation zone expansion enhances runoff contribution from north Greenland. (A) Map of SMB averaged for the period 1958–1990. Numbers refer to 
the ablation zone area for individual sectors (103 km2) and for the whole GrIS (bottom right). (B) Same as (A) for the period 1991–2017. Numbers refer to the relative abla-
tion zone expansion (%) post-1990 for individual sectors and for the whole GrIS (bottom right). Time series of annual mean modeled ablation zone and summer bare ice 
area for (C) North Greenland (blue and cyan; i.e., NW + NO) and (D) South Greenland (red and orange; i.e., CW + SW sectors) over the period 1958–2017 compared to 
MODIS (black) bare ice area estimates (2000–2018). Dashed lines show the 1991–2017 trends. Numbers include trends, relative ablation/bare ice zone expansion, and 
change in ELA (i.e., SMB = 0) post-1990. In North and South Greenland, the modeled bare ice area is averaged over 10 and 5 days, respectively (see Materials and Methods). 
The cyan and yellow belt in (C) and (D) represents 1 SD of the 10 and 5 days used to estimate the modeled maximum bare ice area in North and South Greenland, respec-
tively. The gray belt in (C) and (D) shows the uncertainty in measured MODIS bare ice area (see Eq. 1 in Materials and Methods).

A B C

Fig. 4. Recent shift in summer atmospheric circulation and impact on cloudiness. (A) Post-1990 change in summer cloud content (JJA; 1991–2017 minus 1958–1990) 
as modeled by RACMO2.3p2 at 5.5 km. Changes in large-scale circulation (black vectors; see inset for wind speed estimation) and in height of the 500-hPa geopotential 
(dashed black lines) are overlaid. (B) Change in modeled SWd and (C) LWd radiation. In (C), sector-averaged near-surface temperature (2 m) increase is displayed in black 
and white for southern and northern Greenland, respectively. Average GrIS-wide temperature increase at 500 hPa and at 2-m altitude is listed in the inset. The seven 
GrIS sectors are outlined in gray in (A) to (C). Stipples highlight regions showing a significant change, i.e., > 1 SD of the 1958-1990 period () in (A) cloud content ( = 4 g m−2), 
(B) SWd ( = 1.9 W m−2), and (C) LWd ( = 1.7 W m−2).
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in North Greenland (Fig. 4, A and C) act in concert to warm the 
snow-covered surface through reduced longwave heat loss (Fig. 5C). 
This warming triggers an early melting of the shallow snow cover, 
rapidly migrating the snowline further inland. As a result, early ex-
posure of dark bare ice causes a rapid decline in surface albedo (fig. 
S9A) and reduces meltwater retention (fig. S9B). At higher eleva-
tions, the presence of summer clouds maintains firn temperatures 
close to the melting point during nighttime (13), preventing refreezing 
of percolating meltwater; note the sharp decline in firn refreezing 
capacity that mirrors the cloud content increase (gray shade; Fig. 5B 
and fig. S9B). Figure 5E highlights the rapid snowline retreat in the 
North, resulting in an expansion of the (maximum) daily bare ice 
area by 34% compared to 20% in the South. Early-summer exposure 
of bare ice further leads to anomalous high absorption of incoming 
shortwave radiation for reduced cloud content in July (yellow shade; 
Fig. 5, B and D). This chain of events significantly amplifies the rel-
ative runoff increase in North Greenland (+63%; table S1) com-
pared to South Greenland (+34%) and other sectors (fig. S9C).

DISCUSSION
The whole of Greenland has warmed since the early 1990s, but 
mostly in the north, amplifying northern mass loss through en-
hanced meltwater runoff. Using a combination of remote sensing 
and output of a regional climate model, we show that this latitudinal 
gradient can be coupled to a circulation shift that brings more clouds 
to northern Greenland. This triggered early snowline retreat in the 
dry north, causing a rapid expansion of the bare ice (+33%) and 
ablation zones (+46%), twice as fast as in the south (+14 and +25%). 
As a result, North Greenland has significantly increased its relative 
contribution to total GrIS mass loss through enhanced runoff. Su-
perimposed on increased melt, rising temperatures and increased 
cloudiness in the North also led to a summer rainfall increase of 
~42%, contributing 5 Gt year−1 or 8% to North Greenland runoff 
totals (fig. S6, A to C). In late summer (September), rainfall in North 
Greenland occasionally even equals runoff over bare ice, in line 
with (20). If the current trends in ablation area expansion were 
to continue, the northern ablation zone would equal the size of 

A

B

E

C D

Fig. 5. Increased early-summer cloudiness triggers runoff amplification in north Greenland. (A) Time series of daily (April-September) mean runoff contribution to 
GrIS totals for periods 1958–1990 and 1991–2017 in South (orange and red; i.e., CW + SW sectors) and North (cyan and blue; i.e., NO + NW sectors) regions. (B) Time series 
of daily (April-September) cumulative anomalies (1991–2017 minus 1958–1990) in surface melt (orange) runoff (red) for the North region (NO + NW sectors; right y axis). 
Dashed gray and cyan lines (left y axis) show cumulative anomalies in cloud content and refreezing capacity, i.e., the fraction of meltwater and rainwater retained and/or 
refrozen in the firn. Anomalies in (C) June LWn and (D) July-August SWn. (E) Daily exposed bare ice area post-1990 and pre-1991 for the South (red and orange) and North 
(blue and cyan) regions expressed as a fraction (%) of the ablation zone area. Numbers at the bottom left corner of (E) express the relative increase (%) in maximum bare 
ice area post-1990 for North (blue) and South (red) Greenland. In (A), (B), and (E), the gray and yellow shades outline the period during which runoff contribution of North 
Greenland significantly increases (A) under high and low cloudiness successively (B).
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the southern counterpart in another ~45 years. This would require 
the current circulation anomaly to persist, but predicting this is highly 
uncertain, as Earth System Models (ESMs) from the fifth phase of 
the Coupled Model Intercomparison Project (CMIP5) fail to repro-
duce the contemporary large-scale Arctic circulation change (21) 
that led to the latitudinal gradient in runoff response reported here. 
This highlights the importance of better resolving Arctic circulation 
variability and cloud microphysics in ESMs (12, 13), e.g., cloud 
phase, water content, and optical thickness, to obtain reliable GrIS 
mass change projections.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Regional atmospheric climate model
We used a new run at 5.5-km horizontal resolution of the polar (p) 
version of RACMO2.3p2 for the period 1958–2017. For detailed 
description of the model and recent updates, we refer to (22). In 
brief, RACMO2.3p2 incorporates the dynamical core of the High 
Resolution Limited Area Model (23) and the physics from the European 
Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts–Integrated Forecast 
System (ECMWF-IFS cycle CY33r1) (24). RACMO2.3p2 includes a 
multilayer snow module that simulates melt, water percolation, and 
retention in snow, refreezing, and runoff (25). The model also ac-
counts for dry snow densification (26), and drifting snow erosion 
and sublimation (27). Snow albedo is calculated on the basis of snow 
grain size, cloud optical thickness, solar zenith angle, and impurity 
concentration in snow (28). Compared to (22), no model physics 
have been changed. However, increased horizontal resolution of the 
host model, i.e., 5.5 km instead of 11 km, better resolves gradients in 
SMB components over the topographically complex ice sheet mar-
gins and neighboring peripheral glaciers and ice caps.

Initialization and setup
Figure S1A shows the model integration domain. RACMO2.3p2 
was forced at its lateral boundaries by ERA-40 (1958–1978) (29) 
and ERA-Interim (1979–2017) (30) re-analyses on a 6-hourly basis 
within a 24–grid cell wide relaxation zone (fig. S1A). The forcing 
consists of temperature, specific humidity, pressure, wind speed, and 
direction being prescribed at each of the 40 vertical atmosphere model 
levels. Upper atmosphere relaxation (nudging) was also implemented 
in RACMO2.3p2 (31). The model has 40 active snow layers that were 
initialized in September 1957 using temperature and density profiles 
derived from the offline IMAU Firn Densification Model (IMAU–FDM) 
(26). Glacier outlines and surface topography were prescribed from 
a down-sampled version of the 90-m Greenland Ice Mapping Project 
(GIMP) Digital Elevation Model (DEM) (32). Bare ice albedo 
was prescribed from the 500-m MODIS 16-day albedo product 
(MCD43A3), as the 5% lowest surface albedo records for the period 
2000–2015, minimized at 0.30 for dark bare ice in the low-lying ab-
lation zone, and maximized at 0.55 for bright ice under perennial 
snow cover in the accumulation zone.

Climate evaluation
We evaluated the modeled GrIS present-day climate by comparing 
modeled meteorological variables (fig. S2), i.e., 2-m air temperature 
and specific humidity, 10-m wind speed and surface pressure, and 
radiative fluxes (fig. S3), i.e., short/longwave down/upward radia-
tion (SWd, LWd, SWu, and LWu, respectively), to daily measure-
ments collected at 37 AWS (green dots in fig. S1A). These AWSs are 

operated by the PROMICE (18 sites for 2007–2016) (33), by the IMAU 
(5 sites for 2004–2016) (34), and by the GC-Net (14 sites for 1995–2017) 
(35). Erroneous radiation measurements, caused by, e.g., sensor riming 
in winter and sensor heating in summer, were discarded from the 
analysis following the method described in (22). Sites showing an 
elevation difference of >100 m compared to the GIMP DEM down-
sampled to 5.5-km resolution were not used (nine sites). Because of 
frequent data gaps and sensor issues, the GC-Net results for air tem-
perature, specific humidity, wind speed, and surface pressure are 
included in fig. S2 for completeness but were not used for evalua-
tion statistics.

Figures S2 and S3 show that RACMO2.3p2 at 5.5 km agrees well 
when compared to daily measurements of meteorological variables 
and radiative fluxes. Notably, 2-m temperature and specific humid-
ity only show small biases of 0.14°C and −0.11 g kg−1, respectively. 
Modeled and observed radiative fluxes also agree well with small 
biases, e.g., 4.3 and −7.8 W m−2 for SWd and LWd, respectively. 
Note that these biases can be partly ascribed to sensor uncertainty, 
estimated at 2.7 and 1.2% for daily mean SWd (4.8 W m−2) and 
LWd (2.7 W m−2) radiation (34). Additional uncertainty originates 
from window heating in summer, i.e., shortwave-induced sensor 
heating, potentially overestimating LWd records by 10 to 15 W m−2 
on a 6-min basis (34) or less than 5 W m−2 on daily average. Similar 
evaluations in four individual GrIS sectors (22) demonstrated that 
modeled SWd and LWd were as well represented in northern Greenland 
as in other regions. The strong correlations with remotely sensed 
(13) and in situ SWd (fig. S3A) and LWd (fig. S3C) demonstrate 
that RACMO2.3p2 realistically represents Greenland cloud character-
istics. Furthermore, errors in modeled SWd/LWd [root mean square 
error (RMSE) of ~20 W m−2] were much smaller than the difference 
between clear sky and overcast conditions, reaching ~100 W m−2 (12). 
Note that surface pressure shows systematic biases at several sta-
tions, resulting from an up to 100-m difference between the model 
and station elevation.

SMB evaluation and statistical downscaling
For SMB evaluation, we used 182 accumulation measurements from 
stakes, firn pits, and cores (36) derived from airborne radar cam-
paign (37) in the GrIS accumulation zone (white dots in fig. S1A) as 
well as 1073 ablation measurements from 213 stake sites (yellow 
dots in fig. S1A) (38). Figure S1B compares modeled (5.5 km in blue 
and 11 km in red) and observed SMB in the accumulation zone. 
Compared to the previous simulation at 11-km resolution, the 5.5-km 
run slightly improves the SMB representation in the accumulation 
zone, with a smaller bias and RMSE reduced by 4.5 and 2.7 mm we 
(millimeters water equivalent) or 21 and 4%, respectively. Relative 
to (22), significant improvements were found in the ablation zone, 
where RACMO2.3p2 at 5.5 km now explains 48% of the observed 
SMB variance (R2) instead of 41% previously, with a smaller bias 
and RMSE reduced by 230 and 140 mm we or 38 and 11%, respec-
tively. This is due to the better resolved SMB patterns over narrow 
glaciers and marginal ablation zones at a resolution of 5.5 km (fig. 
S1A) compared to 11 km [figure 1 of (22)].

Although improving on previous model versions, significant 
SMB biases persist locally in the low ablation zone, where surface 
ablation exceeds 4 m we year−1 (fig. S1C). For instance, at stake QAS_L 
(291 masl), i.e., the lowest site of the 30-km-long Qagssimiut tran-
sect at the southern tip of the GrIS, strong winter precipitation and 
summer ablation gradients are not well resolved, resulting in SMB 
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biases of up to 8 m we for summer 2010 (fig. S1C). In these rugged 
marginal regions, a spatial resolution of 5.5 km remains insufficient 
to resolve narrow glaciers and confined ablation zones that are prime 
contributors to GrIS runoff totals (15). To address this, we applied 
statistical downscaling to the 5.5-km product as described in (15, 39), 
which corrects runoff for biases in elevation and bare ice albedo. 
This allows us to reproduce more accurately the high runoff rates 
observed at the GrIS margins, significantly improving the agreement 
with SMB measurements (fig. S4A). The downscaled product ex-
plains 78% of the SMB variance (R2), with a positive bias of 70 mm 
we, suggesting a small runoff underestimation. In addition, a com-
parison between modeled and observed meltwater discharge from 
the Watson River catchment in SW Greenland (gray contour in sec-
tor SW of Fig. 1A) also shows good agreement despite a small neg-
ative bias of, on average, ~0.4 Gt year−1 (or km3) (1976–2016) and 
up to ~2 Gt year−1 for exceptional melt episodes that occurred in 
summers of 2010 and 2012 (fig. S4B). The average runoff bias 
reaches 5% for the period 1976–2016, peaking at ~20% for extreme 
runoff years (2010 and 2012), in line with (40). On the basis of this, 
we used a conservative 20% runoff uncertainty for annual basin in-
tegrated values. Good agreement between modeled and in situ sur-
face ablation (fig. S4A), i.e., primarily driven by runoff, as well as 
with measured meltwater discharge from the Watson River in west 
Greenland (fig. S4B), confirms that meltwater runoff is well repro-
duced by RACMO2.3p2 (0.78 < R2 < 0.91). Last, a recent comparison 
between the period 2003–2017 mass changes derived from the 
Gravity Recovery and Climate Experiment (GRACE) and from a 
combination of modeled RACMO2.3p2 SMB at 1-km resolution 
and estimated solid ice discharge showed good agreement on both 
GrIS-wide and individual basin scales (6).

MODIS bare ice area
Remotely sensed annual bare ice area was derived from broadband 
shortwave clear sky albedo data from the MCD43A3 MODIS 500-m 
daily albedo product (http://dx.doi.org/10.5067/MODIS/MCD43A3.006). 
To discard invalid albedo records, we masked erratic albedo grid 
cells from the GrIS-wide, daily 16-day MCD43A3 MODIS product 
(2000–2018), resorting to full Bidirectional Reflectance Distribution 
Function (BRDF) inversions. Valid daily MODIS data were classi-
fied as ice- or snow-covered grid cells using an upper threshold for 
shortwave albedo of 0.60 (SW0.60), slightly higher than the assumed 
maximum albedo of bright bare ice (0.55). The justification for this 
is to ensure that the maximum bare ice area is fully captured by 
MODIS. Subsequently, the daily ice/snow cells were converted to 
annual bare ice area assuming that the bare ice is exposed in sum-
mer if (i) the current pixel is classified as ice at least 5 days in that 
year (5th percentile) and (ii) that pixel is located within the long-
term modeled ablation zone of the GrIS (SMB < 0; 1991–2017), i.e., 
including both the bare ice and lower percolation zone below the 
long-term ELA of ~1450 masl. These criteria allow the elimination 
of spurious bare ice conditions, e.g., meltwater lakes, meltwater run-
off streams, and superimposed ice, that are detected at higher eleva-
tions in the percolation zone of the GrIS. For instance, in summer 
2012, MODIS detected bare ice conditions at AWS S9 (1520 masl) 
located close to the equilibrium line along the K-transect in western 
Greenland (67°N), whereas fieldwork reported superimposed ice 
conditions resulting from firn saturation. Masked pixels were then 
filled on the basis of the recurrence of ice/snow observations over 
2000–2018 for that cell. In brief, masked pixels exposing ice more 

than 50% of the time for the period 2000–2018 are assumed bare ice. 
This method may result in bare ice area overestimation in early 
years of MODIS operation, which includes more invalid albedo es-
timates. Alternatively, daily bare ice conditions could have been ex-
trapolated onto masked pixels based on surrounding grid cells. 
However, we discarded this approach because (i) local MODIS pixels 
may not be representative of surrounding areas and (ii) a large number 
of MODIS records were masked due to, e.g., a large solar zenith 
angle and local cloud cover, deteriorating the quality of local MODIS 
estimates. Extrapolation may thus strongly overestimate remotely 
sensed (observed) bare ice area for the entire 2000–2018 period. 
That is why we used the ice recurrence method to obtain a spatially 
continuous annual BIE product covering the whole of the GrIS for 
the period 2000–2018 (fig. S5A). The MODIS product is sensitive to 
the shortwave albedo threshold used to discriminate between ice and 
snow conditions. To reflect this, we estimated an uncertainty in 
maximum MODIS BIE by repeating the analysis described above 
using the assumed maximum albedo of bright bare ice of 0.55 (SW0.55) 
as an upper threshold. The BIE uncertainty was estimated GrIS wide 
and for individual sectors as follows

	​ Uncertainty  = ​ BIE​ ​SW​ 0.60​​​​ − ​BIE​ ​SW​ 0.55​​​​​	 (1)

The latter uncertainty was used to derive a symmetric error band 
around the MODIS bare ice area estimates in Fig. 3 (C and D) and 
fig. S5 (B to D).

RACMO2.3p2 bare ice area evaluation
For model evaluation that is consistent with the MODIS product, 
we estimated a 10-day bare ice area in northern sectors (NW, NO, 
and NE) and a 5-day one for southern regions. Daily modeled bare 
ice area was estimated as the integrated area of pixels showing a 
surface albedo of ≤0.55 on the original 5.5-km grid, bilinearly inter-
polated to the 1-km GIMP ice mask. The 10 and 5 largest daily esti-
mates of bare ice area are averaged for North and South Greenland, 
respectively, to obtain a maximum annual bare ice area comparable 
to MODIS data. This is deemed reasonable as MODIS records 16-day 
albedo and because less valid MODIS albedo estimates are available for 
the North (55% of valid records, on average, for the period 2000–2018) 
compared to the South (79%). This difference stems from large so-
lar zenith angles at high latitudes, negatively affecting the quality of 
the satellite measurements. Figure S5A shows minimum and maxi-
mum annual BIE derived from MODIS for the period 2000–2018, 
i.e., summer of 2000 (black) and 2012 (red). Modeled GrIS bare ice 
area (orange) agrees well with MODIS (black; fig. S5B), although with 
a negative bias of ~8100 km2 (fig. S5C) peaking for exceptional melt years, 
e.g., 2012, 2014, and 2016. This negative bias, i.e., up to 16,100 km2 
in 2014, mainly originates from the CE (~25%) and SE (~25%) sec-
tors of the GrIS (fig. S5D). One possible explanation is that, in CE 
and SE sectors, RACMO2.3p2 simulates too much snowfall in winter, 
delaying or preventing the exposure of bare ice in summer. At the 
same time, these two sectors also experience frequent overcast con-
ditions, negatively affecting the quality of the MODIS bare ice prod-
uct. In other sectors, RACMO2.3p2 agrees well with observed bare 
ice area (R2 = 0.82; fig. S5D) with a small negative bias (140 km2).

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS
Supplementary material for this article is available at http://advances.sciencemag.org/cgi/
content/full/5/9/eaaw0123/DC1
Table S1. Changes in runoff production and contribution per sector.
Fig. S1. RACMO2.3p2 integration domain and SMB evaluation.
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Fig. S2. Evaluation of modeled meteorological variables at 5.5 km.
Fig. S3. Evaluation of radiative fluxes at 5.5 km.
Fig. S4. Evaluation of the downscaled product using in situ and catchment measurements.
Fig. S5. Evaluation of the modeled bare ice area using remote sensing.
Fig. S6. Post-1990 upward migration of the equilibrium line.
Fig. S7. High interannual variability in summer atmospheric circulation and impacts on the 
cloudiness.
Fig. S8. Reduced summer cloud cover enhances melt in southern Greenland.
Fig. S9. Post-1990 changes in surface conditions.

REFERENCES AND NOTES
	 1.	 A. Shepherd, E. R. Ivins, G. A, V. R. Barletta, M. J. Bentley, S. Bettadpur, K. H. Briggs, 

D. H. Bromwich, R. Forsberg, N. Galin, M. Horwath, S. Jacobs, I. Joughin, M. A. King, 
J. T. M. Lenaerts, J. Li, S. R. M. Ligtenberg, A. Luckman, S. B. Luthcke, M. McMillan, 
R. Meister, G. Milne, J. Mouginot, A. Muir, J. P. Nicolas, J. Paden, A. J. Payne, H. Pritchard, 
E. Rignot, H. Rott, L. S. Sørensen, T. A. Scambos, B. Scheuchl, E. J. O. Schrama, B. Smith, 
A. V. Sundal, J. H. van Angelen, W. J. van de Berg, M. R. van den Broeke, D. G. Vaughan, 
I. Velicogna, J. Wahr, P. L. Whitehouse, D. J. Wingham, D. Yi, D. Young, H. J. Zwally,  
A reconciled estimate of ice-sheet mass balance. Science 338, 1183–1189 (2012).

	 2.	 E. M. Enderlin, I. M. Howat, S. Jeong, M.-J. Noh, J. H. van Angelen, M. R. van den Broeke, 
An improved mass budget for the Greenland ice sheet. Geophys. Res. Lett. 41, 866–872 
(2014).

	 3.	 M. Wood, E. Rignot, I. Fenty, D. Menemenlis, R. Millan, M. Morlighem, J. Mouginot, 
H. Seroussi, Ocean-induced melt triggers glacier retreat in Northwest Greenland. 
Geophys. Res. Lett. 45, 8334–8342 (2018).

	 4.	 A. Khazendar, I. G. Fenty, D. Carroll, A. Gardner, C. M. Lee, I. Fukumori, O. Wang, H. Zhang, 
H. Seroussi, D. Moller, B. P. Y. Noël, M. R. van den Broeke, S. Dinardo, J. Willis, Interruption 
of two decades of Jakobshavn Isbrae acceleration and thinning as regional ocean cools. 
Nat. Geosci. 12, 277–283 (2019).

	 5.	 K. H. Kjær, S. A. Khan, N. J. Korsgaard, J. Wahr, J. L. Bamber, R. Hurkmans, 
M. van den Broeke, L. H. Timm, K. K. Kjeldsen, A. A. Bjørk, N. K. Larsen, L. T. Jørgensen, 
A. Færch-Jensen, E. Willerslev, Aerial photographs reveal late-20th-century dynamic ice 
loss in Northwestern Greenland. Science 337, 569–573 (2012).

	 6.	 M. D. King, I. M. Howat, S. Jeong, M. J. Noh, B. Wouters, B. Noël, M. R. van den Broeke, 
Seasonal to decadal variability in ice discharge from the Greenland ice sheet.  
Cryosphere 12, 3813–3825 (2018).

	 7.	 M. R. Van den Broeke, E. M. Enderlin, I. M. Howat, P. Kuipers Munneke, B. P. Y. Noël, 
W. J. van de Berg, E. van Meijgaard, B. Wouters, On the recent contribution 
of the Greenland ice sheet to sea level change. Cryosphere 10, 1933–1946  
(2016).

	 8.	 X. Fettweis, E. Hanna, C. Lang, A. Belleflamme, M. Erpicum, H. Gallée, Brief 
communication: Important role of the mid-tropospheric atmospheric circulation 
in the recent surface melt increase over the Greenland ice sheet. Cryosphere 7, 241–248 
(2013).

	 9.	 J. E. Box, X. Fettweis, J. C. Stroeve, M. Tedesco, D. K. Hall, K. Steffen, Greenland ice 
sheet albedo feedback: Thermodynamics and atmospheric drivers. Cryosphere 6, 
821–839 (2012).

	 10.	 M. Tedesco, S. Doherty, X. Fettweis, P. Alexander, J. Jeyaratnam, J. Stroeve, The darkening 
of the Greenland ice sheet: Trends, drivers, and projections (1981-2100). Cryosphere 10, 
477–496 (2016).

	 11.	 P. Kuipers Munneke, C. J. P. P. Smeets, C. H. Reijmer, J. Oerlemans, R. S. W. van de Wal, 
M. R. van den Broeke, The K-transect on the western Greenland Ice Sheet: Surface energy 
balance (2003-2016). Arct. Antarct. Alp. Res. 50, e1420952 (2018).

	 12.	 R. Bennartz, M. D. Shupe, D. D. Turner, V. P. Walden, K. Steffen, C. J. Cox, M. S. Kulie, 
N. B. Miller, C. Pettersen, July 2012 Greenland melt extent enhanced by low-level liquid 
clouds. Nature 496, 83–86 (2013).

	 13.	 K. Van Tricht, S. Lhermitte, J. T. M. Lenaerts, I. V. Gorodetskaya, T. S. L’Ecuyer, B. Noël, 
M. R. van den Broeke, D. D. Turner, N. P. M. van Lipzig, Clouds enhance Greenland ice 
sheet meltwater runoff. Nat. Commun. 7, 10266 (2016).

	 14.	 S. Hofer, A. J. Tedstone, X. Fettweis, J. L. Bamber, Decreasing cloud cover drives the recent 
mass loss on the Greenland Ice Sheet. Sci. Adv. 3, e1700584 (2017).

	 15.	 B. Noël, W. J. van de Berg, H. Machguth, S. Lhermitte, I. Howat, X. Fettweis, 
M. R. van den Broeke, A daily, 1 km resolution data set of downscaled Greenland ice sheet 
surface mass balance (1958-2015). Cryosphere 10, 2361–2377 (2016).

	 16.	 J. Mouginot, E. Rignot, A. Bjørk, M. van den Broeke, R. Millan, M. Morlighem, B. Noël, 
B. Scheuchl, M. Wood, Forty six years of Greenland Ice Sheet mass balance 
from the component method: 1972 to 2018. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 116, 9239–9244 
(2019).

	 17.	 X. Fettweis, J. E. Box, C. Agosta, C. Amory, C. Kittel, C. Lang, D. van As, H. Machguth, 
H. Gallée, Reconstructions of the 1900-2015 greenland ice sheet surface mass balance 
using the regional climate MAR model. Cryosphere 11, 1015–1033 (2017).

	 18.	 M. D. Shupe, J. M. Intrieri, Cloud radiative forcing of the arctic surface: The influence 
of cloud properties, surface albedo, and solar zenith angle. J. Clim. 17, 616–628 (2004).

	 19.	 M. Tedesco, T. Mote, X. Fettweis, E. Hanna, J. Jeyaratnam, J. F. Booth, R. Datta, K. Briggs, 
Arctic cut-off high drives the poleward shift of a new Greenland melting record.  
Nat. Commun. 7, 11723 (2016).

	 20.	 S. H. Doyle, A. Hubbard, R. S. W. van de Wal, J. E. Box, D. van As, K. Scharrer, 
T. W. Meierbachtol, P. C. J. P. Smeets, J. T. Harper, E. Johansson, R. H. Mottram, 
A. B. Mikkelsen, F. Wilhelms, H. Patton, P. Christoffersen, B. Hubbard, Amplified melt 
and flow of the Greenland ice sheet driven by late-summer cyclonic rainfall. Nat. Geosci. 
8, 647–653 (2015).

	 21.	 E. Hanna, X. Fettweis, R. J. Hall, Brief communication: Recent changes in summer Greenland 
blocking captured by none of the CMIP5 models. Cryosphere 12, 3287–3292 (2018).

	 22.	 B. Noël, W. J. van de Berg, J. M. van Wessem, E. van Meijgaard, D. van As, J. T. M. Lenaerts, 
S. Lhermitte, P. Kuipers Munneke, C. J. P. P. Smeets, L. H. van Ulft, R. S. W. van de Wal, 
M. R. van den Broeke, Modelling the climate and surface mass balance of polar ice sheets 
using RACMO2, Part 1: Greenland (1958-2016). Cryosphere 12, 811–831 (2018).

	 23.	 P. Undèn, L. Rontu, H. Järvinen, P. Lynch, J. Calvo, G. Cats, J. Cuxart, K. Eerola, C. Fortelius, 
J. A. Garcia-Moya, C. Jones, G. Lenderlink, A. Mcdonald, R. Mcgrath, B. Navascues,  
N. W. Nielsen, V. Degaard, E. Rodriguez, M. Rummukainen, K. Sattler, B. H. Sass, 
H. Savijarvi, B. W. Schreur, R. Sigg, H. The, A. Tijm, HIRLAM-5 Project (Technical Report, 
HIRLAM-5 Project, Norrköping, Sweden, 2002).

	 24.	 ECMWF-IFS, Part IV: Physical Processes. In IFS Documentation CY33R1 (Technical Report, 
ECMWF, Reading, UK, 2008).

	 25.	 J. Ettema, M. R. van den Broeke, E. van Meijgaard, W. J. van de Berg, J. E. Box, K. Steffen, 
Climate of the Greenland ice sheet using a high-resolution climate model - Part 1: 
Evaluation. Cryosphere 4, 511–527 (2010).

	 26.	 S. R. M. Ligtenberg, P. Kuipers Munneke, B. P. Y. Noël, M. R. van den Broeke, Brief 
communication: Improved simulation of the present-day Greenland firn layer 
(1960-2016). Cryosphere 12, 1643–1649 (2018).

	 27.	 J. T. M. Lenaerts, M. R. van den Broeke, J. H. Angelen, E. van Meijgaard, S. J. Déry, Drifting 
snow climate of the Greenland ice sheet: A study with a regional climate model. 
Cryosphere 6, 891–899 (2012).

	 28.	 J. H. Van Angelen, J. T. M. Lenaerts, S. Lhermitte, X. Fettweis, P. Kuipers Munneke, 
M. R. van den Broeke, E. van Meijgaard, C. J. P. P. Smeets, Sensitivity of Greenland Ice 
Sheet surface mass balance to surface albedo parameterization: A study with a regional 
climate model. Cryosphere 6, 1175–1186 (2012).

	 29.	 S. M. Uppala, P. W. KÅllberg, A. J. Simmons, U. Andrae, V. Da Costa Bechtold, M. Fiorino, 
J. K. Gibson, J. Haseler, A. Hernandez, G. A. Kelly, X. Li, K. Onogi, S. Saarinen, N. Sokka, 
R. P. Allan, E. Andersson, K. Arpe, M. A. Balmaseda, A. C. M. Beljaars, L. Van De Berg, 
J. Bidlot, N. Bormann, S. Caires, F. Chevallier, A. Dethof, M. Dragosavac, M. Fisher, 
M. Fuentes, S. Hagemann, E. Hólm, B. J. Hoskins, L. Isaksen, P. A. E. M. Janssen, R. Jenne, 
A. P. Mcnally, J.-F. Mahfouf, J.-J. Morcrette, N. A. Rayner, R. W. Saunders, P. Simon, A. Sterl, 
K. E. Trenberth, A. Untch, D. Vasiljevic, P. Viterbo, J. Woollen, The ERA-40 re-analysis.  
Q. J. R. Meteorol. Soc. 131, 2961–3012 (2005).

	 30.	 D. P. Dee, S. M. Uppala, A. J. Simmons, P. Berrisford, P. Poli, S. Kobayashi, U. Andrae, 
M. A. Balmaseda, G. Balsamo, P. Bauer, P. Bechtold, A. C. M. Beljaars, L. van de Berg, 
J. Bidlot, N. Bormann, C. Delsol, R. Dragani, M. Fuentes, A. J. Geer, L. Haimberger, 
S. B. Healy, H. Hersbach, E. V. Hólm, L. Isaksen, P. Kållberg, M. Köhler, M. Matricardi, 
A. P. McNally, B. M. Monge-Sanz, J.-J. Morcrette, B.-K. Park, C. Peubey, P. de Rosnay, 
C. Tavolato, J.-N. Thépaut, F. Vitart, The ERA-Interim reanalysis: Configuration 
and performance of the data assimilation system. Q. J. R. Meteorol. Soc. 137, 553–597 
(2011).

	 31.	 W. J. Van de Berg, B. Medley, Brief Communication: Upper-air relaxation in RACMO2 
significantly improves modelled interannual surface mass balance variability 
in Antarctica. Cryosphere 10, 459–463 (2016).

	 32.	 I. M. Howat, A. Negrete, B. E. Smith, The Greenland Ice Mapping Project (GIMP) land 
classification and surface elevation data sets. Cryosphere 8, 1509–1518 (2014).

	 33.	 D. van As, R. S. Fausto, A. P. Ahlstrøm, S. B. Andersen, M. L. Andersen, M. Citterio, 
K. Edelvang, P. Gravesen, H. Machguth, F. M. Nick, S. Nielsen, A. Weidick, Temperature 
and ablation records from the Programme for Monitoring of the Greenland Ice Sheet 
(PROMICE). Geol. Surv. Den Greenl. Bull. 23, 73–76 (2011).

	 34.	 P. C. J. P. Smeets, P. K. Munneke, D. van As, M. R. van den Broeke, W. Boot, H. Oerlemans, 
H. Snellen, C. H. Reijmer, R. S. W. van de Wal, The K-transect in west Greenland: 
Automatic weather station data (1993-2016). Arct. Antarct. Alp. Res. 50, S100002  
(2018).

	 35.	 K. Steffen, J. E. Box, W. Abdalati, Greenland Climate Network: GC-Net, in Glaciers, Ice 
Sheets and Volcanoes: A Tribute to Mark F. Meier, S. C. Colbeck, Ed. (Special Report, Cold 
Regions Research & Engineering Laboratory, 1996).

	 36.	 R. C. Bales, Q. Guo, D. Shen, J. R. McConnell, G. Du, J. F. Burkhart, V. B. Spikes, E. Hanna, 
J. Cappelen, Annual accumulation for Greenland updated using ice core data developed 
during 2000-2006 and analysis of daily coastal meteorological data. J. Geophys. Res. 114, 
D06116 (2009).

 on S
eptem

ber 22, 2019
http://advances.sciencem

ag.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://advances.sciencemag.org/


Noël et al., Sci. Adv. 2019; 5 : eaaw0123     4 September 2019

S C I E N C E  A D V A N C E S  |  R E S E A R C H  A R T I C L E

9 of 9

	 37.	 T. B. Overly, R. L. Hawley, V. Helm, E. M. Morris, R. N. Chaudhary, Greenland annual 
accumulation along the EGIG line, 1959-2004, from ASIRAS airborne radar and detailed 
neutron-probedensity measurements. Cryosphere 10, 1679–1694 (2016).

	 38.	 H. Machguth, H. Thomsen, A. Weidick, A. P. Ahlstrøm, J. Abermann, M. L. Andersen, 
S. Andersen, A. A. Bjørk, J. E. Box, R. J. Braithwaite, C. E. Bøggild, M. Citterio, P. Clement, 
W. Colgan, R. S. Fausto, K. G. S. Gubler, B. Hasholt, B. Hynek, N. Knudsen, S. Larsen, 
S. Mernild, J. Oerlemans, H. Oerter, O. Olesen, C. Smeets, K. Steffen, M. Stober, 
S. Sugiyama, D. van As, M. van den Broeke, R. S. van de Wal, Greenland surface mass balance 
observations from the ice sheet ablation area and local glaciers. J. Glaciol. 62, 861–887 (2016).

	 39.	 B. Noël, W. J. van de Berg, S. Lhermitte, B. Wouters, H. Machguth, I. Howat, M. Citterio, 
G. Moholdt, J. T. M. Lenarets, M. R. van den Broeke, A tipping point in refreezing 
accelerates mass loss of Greenland’s glaciers and ice caps. Nat. Commun. 8, 14730 (2017).

	 40.	 D. van As, B. Hasholt, A. P. Ahlstrøm, J. E. Box, J. Cappelen, W. Colgan, R. S. Fausto, 
S. H. Mernild, A. B. Mikkelsen, B. P. Y. Noël, D. Petersen, M. R. van den Broeke, 
Reconstructing Greenland Ice Sheet meltwater discharge through the Watson River 
(1949-2017). Arct. Antarct. Alp. Res. 50, S100010 (2018).

Acknowledgments 
Funding: B.N., W.J.v.d.B., and M.R.v.d.B. acknowledge funding from the Polar Program of the 
Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research (NWO; grant no. 866.15.202) and the 
Netherlands Earth System Science Centre (NESSC). Author contributions: B.N. prepared the 

manuscript, carried out the RACMO2.3p2 simulation, and produced the downscaled dataset at 
1 km. B.N., W.J.v.d.B., and M.R.v.d.B. designed the study and analyzed the data. S.L. processed 
the MODIS albedo data and produced MODIS BIE estimates. All authors commented on the 
manuscript. Competing interests: The authors declare that they have no competing interests. 
Data and materials availability: The annual data sets required to reproduce the figures 
shown in the manuscript and Supplementary Material are available at https://doi.pangaea.
de/10.1594/PANGAEA.904428. The daily downscaled SMB dataset presented in this study is 
freely available from the authors without conditions upon request. Besides SMB, the dataset 
includes daily total precipitation (snow and rain), snowfall, total melt (snow and ice), 
meltwater runoff, retention and refreezing, total sublimation (surface and drifting snow), and 
snow drift erosion at 1-km horizontal resolution for the period 1958–2017. The dataset also 
includes daily 2-m air temperature at 1-km resolution. Data from RACMO2.3p2 at 5.5-km 
spatial resolution and MODIS BIE are also available upon request.

Submitted 9 November 2018
Accepted 6 August 2019
Published 4 September 2019
10.1126/sciadv.aaw0123

Citation: B. Noël, W. J. van de Berg, S. Lhermitte, M. R. van den Broeke, Rapid ablation zone 
expansion amplifies north Greenland mass loss. Sci. Adv. 5, eaaw0123 (2019).

 on S
eptem

ber 22, 2019
http://advances.sciencem

ag.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

https://doi.pangaea.de/10.1594/PANGAEA.904428
https://doi.pangaea.de/10.1594/PANGAEA.904428
http://advances.sciencemag.org/


Rapid ablation zone expansion amplifies north Greenland mass loss
Brice Noël, Willem Jan van de Berg, Stef Lhermitte and Michiel R. van den Broeke

DOI: 10.1126/sciadv.aaw0123
 (9), eaaw0123.5Sci Adv 

ARTICLE TOOLS http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/5/9/eaaw0123

MATERIALS
SUPPLEMENTARY http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/suppl/2019/08/29/5.9.eaaw0123.DC1

REFERENCES

http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/5/9/eaaw0123#BIBL
This article cites 37 articles, 4 of which you can access for free

PERMISSIONS http://www.sciencemag.org/help/reprints-and-permissions

Terms of ServiceUse of this article is subject to the 

registered trademark of AAAS.
is aScience Advances Association for the Advancement of Science. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. The title 

York Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20005. 2017 © The Authors, some rights reserved; exclusive licensee American 
(ISSN 2375-2548) is published by the American Association for the Advancement of Science, 1200 NewScience Advances 

 on S
eptem

ber 22, 2019
http://advances.sciencem

ag.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/5/9/eaaw0123
http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/suppl/2019/08/29/5.9.eaaw0123.DC1
http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/5/9/eaaw0123#BIBL
http://www.sciencemag.org/help/reprints-and-permissions
http://www.sciencemag.org/about/terms-service
http://advances.sciencemag.org/

