Tromsg, 13.09.2024

Response to the referees’ comments on
“Hydrography and circulation below Fimbulisen Ice Shelf, East Antarctica, from
12 years of moored observations”

We thank Anonymous Referee #1 and Laurie Padman for their constructive and
extensive comments on our manuscript. We have now worked through them and
updated the manuscript accordingly. Below, we have copied the referees’ major
comments, and we give our replies in blue color. In addition, this file contains the two
manuscript PDFs with the comments from both referees. We have directly replied to
these comments in the PDFs.

As announced in our previous response to the editor Karen Heywood, we have now
included (a) data from an additional temperature sensor on all instruments (including
longer records at M1_upper and M2_upper), and (b) updated time series until
December 2023 at M1 and M2. We have improved the data processing throughout
the entire time series. The addition of the new data and the processing improvements
did not affect the overall results presented in the initially submitted version of the
manuscript. We have updated all figures and text accordingly. We changed the “12
years” in the title to “14 years”.

We have also adjusted our method to estimate the mean water mass concentrations
using the OMP analysis: in the old version of the manuscript, we first calculated the
mean temperature, salinity, and oxygen until the end of 2010, and then ran the OMP
analysis on these values. However, there is a nonlinearity in the OMP method since
the squared residuals are minimized (Eqn. 5 in the old version, Eqn. 6 in the revised
version). We realized that the cleaner approach is to run the OMP analysis first on all
the daily temperature, salinity, and oxygen values at all instruments, and then
average the resulting time series of water mass concentrations. At M2_upper, the
mean WDW concentration was zero with the old approach although the WDW
concentration was non-zero in the time series. With the new approach, the WDW
concentration is non-zero.

The revised manuscript and a version with track changes are attached.

Best regards,
Julius Lauber on behalf of all co-authors



Comments from Anonymous Referee #1

Review of Hydrography and circulation below Fimbulisen Ice Shelf, East Antarctica,
from 12 years of moored observations By Lauber et al

The authors describe in detail data from three moorings that were deployed in 2009
in the ocean cavity beneath Fimbulisen. Each mooring consisted of two sets of
instruments, one within 50 m or so of the ice base, and the other somewhat deeper in
the water column. The (up to 12-year long) time series were supplemented with ship-
based data from up stream of the study sites: CTD sections and two moorings.

The authors find that the cavity is primarily ventilated by Winter Water (WW), but
Antarctic Surface Water (ASW) intrudes along the ice base at particular times of the
year, and that Warm Deep Water (WDW) can enter the cavity via warm-cored eddies.
Various generation mechanisms for the eddies are discussed, although no evidence
for any in particular is available from the data.

The data confirm and, to an extent, extend conclusions from previous studies that
use shorter versions of the time series. As the salinity data were available only up
until the end of 2010, the most detailed analysis was undertaken for the data from
that year. This involved partitioning the water masses observed at the moorings using
an Optimum MultiParameter (OMP) analysis with dissolved oxygen (DO),
temperature (T) and salinity (S) as the parameters, with four end members (WW,
WDW, ASW and glacial meltwater (GMW)).

This was a very detailed read, and I'm sure | managed to lose sight of many of the
links that the authors make. By the very nature of the dataset, some of the
conclusions are a bit speculative, and here and there the evidence base is weak. But
those statements are appropriately caveated in the text, and significant effort has
been made to quantify uncertainty.

| am attaching a marked up PDF that contains all my comments except for one major
one given below. Most of the comments are minor suggestions for re-wording, or
requests for re-phrasing to improve clarity. All can be readily dealt with by simple
changes to the text.

Thank you again for taking the time to review our study and for your positive
assessment.

Major comment.

I'm very concerned with the selection of ASW as an end member for the OMP
analysis. Clearly, if ASW enters the cavity, and the authors do a good job of making
the case that it does, then the analysis must handle it in some way. But ASW
properties change during the year and it makes some of the longer term trends in Fig
6, for example, highly suspect. As the winter comes on, we would expect ASW to be
cooled to the freezing point quite rapidly. In any case, there will be a strong seasonal
signal to its properties. Therefore, the trends we see in Fig 6 are almost certainly a
result of changes in the end member properties.

This is partly handled by the large uncertainty bounds that the Monte Carlo analysis
places on the time series of concentrations, but the authors still refer to seasonal
variation in the different water mass concentrations. Placing large uncertainty on the
ASW end member properties doesn't solve the problem, as the properties move in a



well-defined way within the box in properties space - essentially, the distribution is not
Gaussian.

Perhaps the authors can explain their thinking on this point. This can be resolved by
carrying out experiments to see the extent to which a likely seasonal profile in ASW
properties would change end member concentrations. That would then indicate
whether more caveats need to be declared.

We acknowledge this as a valid concern. However, as elaborated in detail in our
author reply AC1 (relating to the comment RC1 from Anonymous Referee #1 on the
journal website), adding a seasonal profile to the ASW end member would be
accompanied by several additional shortcomings of our method. Therefore, we have
kept the constant ASW end member properties, but we have added the following text
to the definition of the source water masses:

“‘ASW and WW seasonally transition into each other through surface heat and
freshwater fluxes, representing end members of time-varying surface water mass
properties. In our analysis, we defined a constant ASW end member with properties
of @asw = -0.5 °C, Saasw = 34.15 g kg™, and DOasw = 8 ml I" and a constant WW
end member with properties of @ww = —=1.88 °C, Saww = 34.45 g kg™', and DOww =
7.1 ml "', representing the extremes of these seasonally varying surface water
masses. In this way, we can identify when other water masses than those spanning
the WW-WDW-GMW space contribute to the composition of the water inside the
cavity. Hence, the quantified concentrations of ASW refer only to our defined end
member properties. A more exact quantification of the contribution from a gradually
varying surface water mass end member would also depend on the timescale by
which the seasonal signal is propagated to the mooring sites. In addition, the
properties of ASW can vary in time and space (Fahrbach et al., 1992; Hattermann,
2018), such that ASW with different properties may also contribute to the water mass
composition. This scatter is addressed by assigning relatively large

uncertainties to the ASW source water properties (see also Table 2).”

We agree that the uncertainty analysis is not tailored to the actual distribution of the
ASW end member. To be transparent about this in the text, we added the following
sentence after the description of the uncertainty analysis:

“Note that this method does not account for the possibly non-Gaussian variability of
the ASW end member and that the given uncertainties may not capture the full range
of ASW properties.”

Additional remark.

Identifying the participation of WDW and ASC in basal melting is useful, but much
more useful would be an attempt to quantify the contributions of WW, WDW and
ASW. Or at least place bounds on the contributions. It's likely that a model would be
required to extrapolate from the mooring data, but it might be possible to make
progress shy of a model.

This is indeed a great suggestion, and we agree that such a quantification can be
valuable.

In our previous reply, we presented a back-of-the-envelope calculation to quantify the
contributions of ASW, WW, and WDW for basal melting at Fimbulisen. We have



adjusted this method, but the idea to weigh mass loss at specific depth intervals by
the concentration and thermal forcing of a water mass at that depth is the same as
before. We now describe the method in the new subsection “2.7 Contribution of water
masses to ice shelf mass loss”, and we added a new Fig. 13 showing the result of
this analysis.

Note that in our previous reply, we stated “[...] the contribution of WW to basal mass
loss for the shown depth range is one to three orders of magnitude larger than the
contributions of ASW and WDW.” This statement originated from an error in the code
(converting ASW and WDW concentrations from percent to decimal but accidentally
leaving WW at percent). Now, the magnitudes are comparable (although the
contribution from WW is still the largest).
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Fig. R1: Fig. 6 from the old version of the manuscript, but with WDW and GMW concentrations
additionally shown as dashed lines, corresponding to the y-axis on the right.



Comments from Laurie Padman

Review of Hydrography and circulation below Fimbulisen Ice Shelf, East Antarctica,
from 12 years of moored observations, by Lauber et al.

| don’t need to be anonymous ... Laurie Padman

Overall rating: | rated this "accepted subject to minor revisions" as | think the
science is excellent and, despite all my comments, the presentation is good,
my comments should all be fairly easily addressed, and the editor can assess
whether the responses are sufficient. However, it is almost "major revisions”,
and I'm willing to re-review it.

This manuscript describes an impressive record of data, often longer than a decade,
from three moorings that were deployed in 2009 in the ocean cavity beneath
Fimbulisen. Analyses of these records are supported by other data sets from outside
the cavity.

The authors use these data, with Optimum MultiParameter (OMP) analyses, to
identify source water masses that enter the cavity, and to explore their seasonality.
They conclude that Winter Water (WW) in the most important inflow, but that there
are seasonally varying contributions from Antarctic Surface Water (ASW) and Warm
Deep Water (WDW). The latter appears to be caused by warm-core eddies.

| am including a marked-up PDF with all my comments, both minor and major. There
are a lot of these! However, the paper was well written and easy to read, and | think
most comments are fairly “minor” and can be decided on quickly. Below, however, |
will repeat some of the more major comments.

Thank you again for taking the time to review our study and for your positive
assessment.

MAJOR COMMENTS (repeating Anon Ref. #1)

| agree with all major comments by Anonymous referee #1, and these are repeated
here for emphasis.

“I'm very concerned with the selection of ASW as an end member for the OMP
analysis. Clearly, if ASW enters the cavity, and the authors do a good job of making
the case that it does, then the analysis must handle it in some way. But ASW
properties change during the year and it makes some of the longer term trends in Fig
6, for example, highly suspect. As the winter comes on, we would expect ASW to be
cooled to the freezing point quite rapidly. In any case, there will be a strong seasonal
signal to its properties. Therefore, the trends we see in Fig 6 are almost certainly a
result of changes in the end member properties.

This is partly handled by the large uncertainty bounds that the Monte Carlo analysis
places on the time series of concentrations, but the authors still refer to seasonal
variation in the different water mass concentrations. Placing large uncertainty on the
ASW end member properties doesn't solve the problem, as the properties move in a
well-defined way within the box in properties space - essentially, the distribution is not
Gaussian.

Perhaps the authors can explain their thinking on this point. This can be resolved by
carrying out experiments to see the extent to which a likely seasonal profile in ASW



properties would change end member concentrations. That would then indicate
whether more caveats need to be declared.

See our response to Anonymous Referee #1 above.

Additional remark.

Identifying the participation of WDW and ASC in basal melting is useful, but much
more useful would be an attempt to quantify the contributions of WW, WDW and
ASW. Or at least place bounds on the contributions. It's likely that a model would be
required to extrapolate from the mooring data, but it might be possible to make
progress shy of a model.”

See our response to Anonymous Referee #1 above.

MY GENERAL COMMENTS

1) Most of the "supplemental” figures are just as important to the flow of the paper as
the "main" figures. | would prefer that they just get cited and appear in main text in
the right place.

We have now moved Fig. A2 to the main text as Fig. 8. We added Fig. B2 as a first
panel in Fig. 6 (old Fig. 5). We added Fig. C1a-c to Fig. 11 (old Fig. 9), and deleted
Fig. C1d, as this was the same information shown already in Fig. 11d-e

2) There is a lot of Introductory material in Results (section 4); e.g., the discussions
about other data sets that explain what is already known about mWDW/WDW
upwelling across sills, and the annual cycle of mMWDW/WDW temperatures on the
continental shelf. IMO, a better way to write the paper would be so tell us everything
that is important, that is already known, setting up the rest of the paper to
demonstrate the consequences of those external processes on what happens in the
cavity, and surprises you find.

The problem the present format causes is that it is hard to tell what was previously
known from prior studies, with what the new manuscript adds. However, like | said,
the paper is well-written, so unless you see an easy way to make this structural
change, | wouldn't recommend it.

We assume that you are referring to the Discussion section, not the Results section.
We agree that there is some new material in this section, and to introduce some of it
already earlier, we have added the following sentence to the Introduction:

“[...] and contrast upstream (Hirano et al., 2020; Ohshima et al., 1996) and
downstream (Ryan et al., 2017, 2020; Semper and Darelius, 2017) observations
showing a coinciding timing of a shallow offshore thermocline and mWDW/WDW
inflow.”

We, however, prefer not to introduce too many details on this in the Introduction, as
the reader likely will not remember these details when arriving at the Discussion.
Therefore, we kept the important details in the Discussion, but we hope that the main
backgrounds are now sufficiently set up in the Introduction.



3) {really minor} | prefer citing as “BY {citation}” rather than “IN {citation}” wherever
possible, to create the authors more for their past work.

Changed as suggested.

4) | don’t really like the term “velocity shear” for what is really a “magnitude of the
velocity difference”. Since the last expression is long, you could introduce a symbol
and use that everywhere.

We introduced |Au| as symbol for the magnitude of the velocity difference. We kept
the expression “velocity shear” in relation to the thermal wind equation, where the
velocity shear is indeed a velocity difference per depth interval.

5) it is important that text and figures are consistent. Three examples: (a) you talk
about “percent” of source water masses from OMP analyses, but figures are labeled
with “Fraction”; (2) Fig. 7 has “Speed difference” on the y-axes, but the text always
refers to “velocity shear”; (c) places in the annual cycle are always referred to by
month name, but most time series of annual cycles use {1, 2, ... 12}.

We have made the suggested changes: (a) all y-axes showing water mass
concentrations are now labeled as “Concentration”. (b) |Au|, now introduced in the
text, is now used for the y-axis labels of Fig. 9 and 12d. (c) x-axis labels for plots
showing seasonal cycles are now labeled with the first letter of the months, i.e. {J, F,
M, A, ...}

6) | mentioned three Ross Sea papers that are relevant to your comments on ASW:
Porter et al. (2019), Tinto et al. (2019) and Stewart et al. (2019). You don’t need to
cite these, but they might be worth looking at.

Thank you for suggesting these papers. We have included Tinto et al. (2019) in the
introduction (although not in relation to ASW) and Porter et al. (2019) in the
discussion.

7) I'm not sure of the plan for the three Appendices: Will they be published in the
main paper, or will there be Supplementary Online Material? | think the SOM
approach is cleaner; however, it's a journal and editor issue. However, the flow of the
paper sometimes relies on the reader jumping to an “Appendix” figure, and it'd be
easier if anything that needed to be read sequentially was in Main Text figures. It's
okay to hide away things that aren’t needed to understand the science (provided the
reader trusts the authors!), but important science content should not be in non-main-
text figures.

According to our knowledge, the Appendices will be published in the main paper. In
our reply to General Comment 1) we have specified which figures we have moved to
the main text.

MY MAJOR COMMENTS

1) You need to be *very* clear, at all times, whether you are referring to the presence
of a water mass, or the presence of a contribution from a water mass. e.g., no sub-
ice-shelf moorings show WDW, so it is wrong to talk about WDW being present. But



the OMP analysis finds a fraction of WDW, and so maybe mWDW intrudes *after*
production involving WDW (and WW) offshore. This might take a while: every
sentence involving a water mass name needs to be checked.

You are right that we did not pay sufficient attention to these formulations in the old
version of the manuscript. We have now checked and adjusted all these formulations.

2) The introductory “map” figure needs to be improved. There are too many features
that are discussed which are not included in Fig. 1a. In addition, | have
recommended adding a new first section to Data and Methods, “2.1 geometry”, that
describes (briefly) where sub-ice-shelf bathymetry and ice draft come from, and
shows bathymetry, ice draft, and water column thickness separately.

As suggested, we have added a new section “2.1 Ice shelf geometry”, along with a
new Fig. 1 showing water depth, ice draft, and water column thickness.

3) You should probably define the T, S and DO ranges for mWDW. Often, | think you
are referring to presence of mMWDW but you describe it as WDW (which it is too cold
for). mMWDW is useful to define since it is a “water mass” that is found in the cavity,
even though its heat content is all from the WDW source water mass.

You are right that we used WDW too often where mWDW would have been more
appropriate. We have checked all occurrences of mWDW and WDW and made sure
to only use WDW when referring to the source water mass.

As described in our previous response, we prefer to not introduce mWDW as an
additional source water mass, as it is the mixture of two already defined source water
masses (WW and WDW).

4) Sometimes you claim that the expected inflow path is following water column
thickness (wct), sometimes following bathymetry. You note that this is seasonal
(depending on baroclinicity), but any statement about expected flow path should,
therefore, specify what season you're talking about. Or, possibly, in this region the
bathymetry and wct are closely aligned, so it doesn’t matter? But, especially if that's
the case, an extra figure devoted to geometry (bathy, draft and wct) is needed.

Thank you for raising this point. You are right that this was not written fully
consistently in the old version of the manuscript. We have checked all these
formulations and now refer to water column thickness instead of bathymetry, since —
as you say — these contours are almost the same at the mooring locations.

5) As an example of mixing water masses with fractions of source water types, on
line 287 you state “and cold/oxygen-rich WW, which is the most abundant water
mass at all sub-ice-shelf instruments.” But ... this is not true, right? For all upper sub-
ice-shelf instruments, ISW dominates. WW is probably the dominant "source water"
mass (as ISW is mostly a lot of WW and a little GMW), but it isn’t the dominant water
mass.

Right, we have added “source” to “water mass” in that sentence.



One might see ISW as a separate water mass, but it is the mixture of GMW with
ASW, WW, or WDW, and therefore not a source water mass and not included as an
end member in the OMP analysis. For clarification, we have added the following
sentence to the definition of the source water masses:

“‘Note that ISW, defined as water with a temperature below the surface freezing point,
is not a source water mass, but a mixture of one of the other source water masses
and GMW.”

Threshold (number of | At (h) | r (km) | Power law
standard deviations) exponent
1 9 1.81 |-1.13

2 33 7.57 |-1.08

3 27 6.25 |-1.23

4 21 391 |-1.18

5 29 3.96 |-0.99

Tab. R1: Sensitivity experiments showing the eddy properties half-duration At and radius r, and the
power law exponent fitted to the distribution of event durations (Fig. 11a) depending on the threshold
chosen to detect warm events. The default used in the paper is 3 standard deviations.
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Fig. R2: Eddy half-duration of warm event composites averaged over each month of the year.
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Hydrography and circulation below Fimbulisen Ice Shelf, East
Antarctica, from 12 years of moored observations
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'Norwegian Polar Institute, Tromsg, Norway
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Correspondence: Julius Lauber (julius.lauber @outlook.com)

Abstract. Future mass loss from the East Antarctic Ice Sheet represents a major uncertainty in projections of future sea level
rise. Recent studies have highlighted the potential vulnerability of the East Antarctic Ice Sheet to atmospheric and oceanic
changes, but long-term observations inside the ice shelf cavities are rare, especially in East Antarctica. Here, we present new
insights from observations from three oceanic moorings below Fimbulisen Ice Shelf from 2009 to 2021. We examine the
characteristics of Warm Deep Water (WDW) intrusions across a sill connecting the cavity to the open ocean, and investigate
seasonal variability of the circulation and water masses inside the cavity. In autumn, solar-heated, buoyant Antarctic Surface
Water (ASW) reaches below the 350 m deep central part of the ice shelf, separating colder Ice Shelf Water from the ice base
and affecting the cavity circulation on seasonal timescales. At depth, the occurrence of WDW is associated with the advection
of cyclonic eddies across the sill into the cavity. These eddies reach up to the ice base. The warm intrusions eeetrfaverably
from January to March and from September to November, and traces of WDW-derived meltwater close to the ice base impl

an overturning of these warm intrusions inside the cavity. We suggest that both the offshore thermocline depth and interactions
of the Antarctic Slope Current with the ice shelf topography over the continental slope-cause-this-timing. Our findings provide
a better understanding of the interplay between shallow ASW and deep WDW inflows ior basal melting at Fimbulisen, with

implications for the potential vulnerability of the ice shelf to climate change.

1 Introduction

Mass loss from the Antarctic ice sheet is certain to contribute to future sea level rise (DeConto and Pollard, 2016; DeConto
et al., 2021). Ice shelf thinning through basal melting (Pritchard et al., 2012) and iceberg calving (Greene et al., 2022) is the
main source for this mass loss, as it reduces the buttressing of the inland ice and can accelerate its discharge (Dupont and Alley,
2005; Reese et al., 2018). Still, major uncertainties in future sea level rise projections originate from the Antarctic ice sheet
(Edwards et al., 2021). The West Antarctic ice shelves are subject to rapid basal mass loss of up to tens of myear—! (Rignot
et al., 2013; Adusumilli et al., 2020), which has been attributed to direct access of Circumpolar Deep Water (CDW) to the
cavities (e.g., Dutrieux et al., 2014; Jenkins et al., 2018). In contrast, most East Antarctic ice shelves experience lower basal
melt rates in the order of 1 rnyeaf1 (Adusumilli et al., 2020). However, in recent years, observations have revealed that some

East Antarctic ice shelves are more exposed to warm water masses and subject to associated basal melting than previously
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thought (Rintoul et al., 2016; Hirano et al., 2020; Lauber et al., 2023c; Ribeiro et al., 2023). These localized observations
coincide with a long-term warming and poleward shift of CDW off East Antarctica, with possible implications of increased
basal melting of this part of the ice sheet (Herraiz-Borreguero and Naveira Garabato, 2022). Yet, most East Antarctic ice shelf
cavities remain unexplored to date, so the governing oceanic processes and the response of the ice shelves to oceanic changes
remain uncertain.

Fimbulisen Ice Shelf is located at the prime meridian at the coast of the southern Weddell Gyre and is the seaward extension
of the Jutulstraumen ice stream. The northernmost portion of the ice shelf, Trolltunga, overhangs the continental shelf break
by several tens of kilometers (Fig. 1a, Ngst, 2004). In this region and along the whole Dronning Maud Land coast, Warm Deep
Water (WDW), a derivative of CDW that has been advected poleward within the eastern limb of the Weddell Gyre, is located
in the direct vicinity of the ice shelves off the narrow continental shelf. In front of the ice shelves, the WDW is suppressed due
to prevailing easterly winds which induce a southward Ekman transport and downwelling at the coast (Sverdrup, 1954). This
creates the Antarctic Slope Front (ASF) and the associated westward geostrophic Antarctic Slope Current (ASC, Jacobs, 1991;
Thompson et al., 2018), to which Trolltunga is directly exposed. The ASF shields the cavities from most of the WDW and thus
prevents high basal melt rates, although small amounts of WDW have been observed to access the continental shelf through
eddies as part of the ASF overturning (Ngst et al., 2011).

Most of the water inside the Fimbulisen cavity is close to the surface freezing temperature (Nicholls et al., 2006, 2008). This
water mass originates from surface cooling and the addition of salt during the sea ice freezing season in the open ocean and
is referred to as Winter Water (WW, Nicholls et al., 2009). In turn, surface warming and sea ice melt around summer add heat
and freshwater to the coastal water column, creating a lighter water mass called Antarctic Surface Water (ASW, Nicholls et al.,
2009). When wind-driven downwelling of ASW exceeds the ice shelf draft, ASW can enter below Fimbulisen (Zhou et al.,
2014; Hattermann et al., 2012). When any of the three coastal water masses (ASW, WW, WDW) comes in direct contact with
the ice shelf, the ice will melt at a rate depending on the thermal forcing (Jenkins, 1999), i.e. the difference between the ocean
temperature and the in-situ freezing point. Turbulence in the ice-ocean boundary layer below the ice controls the efficiency of
the heat transfer toward the ice base (McPhee and Morison, 2001). Basal melting produces glacial meltwater (GMW, Jenkins,
1999), and if the mixing product with the adjacent cavity water masses is colder than the surface freezing temperature, the
water is called Ice Shelf Water (ISW, Foldvik et al., 2004). Due to the GMW input, ISW is less saline and hence more buoyant
than its oceanic source, such that it typically rises along the ice shelf base (Ngst and Foldvik, 1994). The mixing of a water
mass with GMW occurs along a straight line in temperature-salinity space (Gade, 1979). These mixing lines have been used to
infer overturning inside the Fimbulisen cavity by relating water masses observed close to the seafloor and below the ice base
(Nicholls et al., 2008; Hattermann et al., 2012).

Several modeling studies have investigated the oceanic conditions below Fimbulisen. In particular, Smedsrud et al. (2006)
suggested the deep ASC to modulate, the inflow of WDW into the cavity via bottom Ekman transport. This mechanism was
supported by observations of the ASC in front of Trolltunga (Nufiez-Riboni and Fahrbach, 2009). Hattermann et al. (2014)
found that during summer, the circulation below Fimbulisen at the seafloor follows the bathymetry and the circulation below

the ice base follows the ice shelf draft. These baroclinic conditions were attributed to increased stratification during that season.
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In turn, in winter, Hattermann et al. (2014) found more barotropic conditions due to a well-mixed water column that allows
for less vertical shear. Furthermore, Hattermann et al. (2014) found a distinct seasonal cycle in WDW inflow, related to an
amplitede-of 0.4°C of the-temperature seasonal cycle af the inflow path, but not favored by a shallow offshore WDW layer.
These modeling results, however, have only been validated by direct observations to a very limited extent.

Hattermann et al. (2012) and Lauber et al. (2023c) have discussed the variability of WDW inflows on interannual timescales.
Lauber et al. (2023c) argued that these warm inflows occurred more frequently when the offshore WDW (and the associated
thermocline) shoaled and shifted southward, driven by changes in local and remote winds and sea ice cover, although the
detailed dynamics of the warm inflows were not further investigated. The thermocline depth over the 1100 m isobath 450 km
upstream of Fimbulisen was observed to be the shallowest in March based on mooring observations from 2019 to 2020 (Lauber
et al., 2023a). However, there was no evident increase in sub-ice-shelf temperatures during this period. Lauber et al. (2023a)
therefore suggested that additional processes like bottom Ekman transport (Smedsrud et al., 2006; Niifiez-Riboni and Fahrbach,
2009) and potential vorticity dynamics at the ice front (Wahlin et al., 2020; Steiger et al., 2022) may locally modulate the WDW
access to the cavity.

A regime shift toward more sustained WDW inflow below Fimbulisen was observed in 2016, associated with an almost
doubling of the long-term basal melt rate of 0.67 myear—' (Lauber et al., 2023c). To improve projections of future changes,
a more detailed understanding of the oceanic processes below the ice shelf is needed. To address this issue, we analyze 12
years (2009-2021) of near-continuous oceanographic observations of temperature, dissolved oxygen, velocity, and (to a limited
extent) salinity from six instruments on three moorings below Fimbulisen. Based on these data, we investigate the hourly to
seasonal variability of the hydrography and circulation inside the cavity. We characterize the WDW intrusions at depth and
perform an Optimum Multiparameter analysis to quantify the water mass composition inside the cavity. The sub-ice-shelf
moorings, auxiliary data of open-ocean hydrography, and methods are described in Sect. 2. The mooring time series, derived
water mass distributions, and details of WDW intrusions are presented in Sect. 3. Implications of the results are discussed in

Sect. 4 and conclusions are summarized in Sect. 5.

2 Data and Methods
2.1 Sub-ice-shelf moorings

Three oceanographic moorings (M1-3) were deployed through hot-water-drilled boreholes below Fimbulisen Ice Shelf in
December 2009 and January 2010 (Fig. 1, Hattermann et al., 2012). M1 was placed over the deepest connection between the
open ocean and the cavity. This connection is a sill of 570 m depth that crosscuts the continental slope (referred to as main sill
hereafter, Ngst, 2004) and is the most reasonable pathway for WDW to enter the cavity. M2 was located 50 km southeast of M 1
following contours of water column thickness into the cavity, as WDW intruding the cavity at the main sill is expected to follow
these contours (Hattermann et al., 2012). M3 was located below the eastern part of the ice shelf downstream of a shallower
sill of 420 m depth, where a secondary WDW inflow pathway has been proposed (Nicholls et al., 2006). The moorings were

equipped with two instruments each, an upper one around 30 m below the ice base, and a lower one around 100 m above the
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seafloor. In the following, these instruments are referred to as M1igwer, M2ypper, €tc. Centered af the prime meridian, the keel
of Jutulstraumen dominates the ice thickness of Fimbulisen. Here, the ice shelf draft is more t 300 m deep, compared to
100-200 m west and east of the keel (Fig. 1b). M1 was located on the western side of the keel, and M2 was located right below it
in a southwest-northeast oriented 1.5 km wide and 75 m deep basal channel. M3 was east of the Jutulstraumen keel. The depths
of the instruments, the ice draft and water depth at the moorings, and their horizontal displacement due to ice velocity are given
in Table 1. All six instruments were Aandera RCM9 equipped with an Optode 3830, and measured temperature, conductivity,
dissolved oxygen, and horizontal velocity at hourly intervals. All sensors were calibrated before deployment. The data st
January 2012 have been analyzed in Hattermann et al. (2012), and the data satd January 2019 in Lauber et al. (2023c). Th
latest data were recovered in February 2022, with data recorded st December - when the batteries ran out. Gaps in some
variables were caused by temporary or permanent instrument failu Spikes outside the reasonable ranges of the variables
were removed after visual inspection.

The temperature sensors delivered stable temperature records over 12 years. For comparison between water masses, conser-
vative temperature was calculated following TEOS-10 and the Gibbs-SeaWater Toolbox (McDougall and Barker, 2011).

The conductivity sensors drifted af all instruments, at the latest from the end of 2010 on. At M3,,,per, N0 conductivity was
recorded at all. At all other instrume the conductivity data collected after December 2010 were discarded. At M1, ,per, th
drift-corrected data provided by Hattermann et al. (2012) until November 2010 were used. Using the Gibbs-SeaWater Toolbox
(McDougall and Barker, 2011), conductivity was converted into absolute salinity.

The dissolved oxygen data did not show any obvious sensor drift, but the values at all six instruments were systematically
0.4ml1~! Jarges than in comparable data sets (Sect. 2.2). In addition, the oxygen records contained noise in the form of spikes
to low values, mainly at the lowest measured temperatures. Detailed steps to remove the offset and the noise are described in
Appendix A. Discarding bad data during the correction process introduced data gaps of up to several months toward the end of
the record at M2,,,per and M3y pper-

The measured velocities were corrected for magnetic declination using magnetic field data from the International Geomag-
netic Reference Field (Alken et al., 2021) es hourly resolution.

We used the following toolboxes for data : ysis and visualization: jLab (Lilly, 2021), M_Map (Pawlowicz, 2023), cmocean
(Thyng et al., 2016), and Antarctic Mapping Tools (Greene et al., 2017).

2.2 Auxiliary data sets

For comparison to the sub-ice-shelf mooring observations, we used open ocean temperature, salinity, and dissolved oxygen
data collected in front of Fimbulisen (Fig. 1a): we used CTD data from 14 stations taken during the Troll Transect cruise
onboard M/V Malik Arctica in December 2020 and January 2021 using an SBE911plus (Lauber et al., 2023a). Additionally,
we used hourly mooring data from three Sea-Bird SBE37 MicroCATS at two locations on the continental slope from March
2019 to December 2020. Of these three MicroCATS, one was mounted on DMLgee, at a depth of 130m, and two were
mounted on DMLgpa110w at depths of 210 m and 390 m (Lauber et al., 2023a). On top, we used dissolved oxygen data obtained

from Winkler titration fres 136 water samples at 17 stations taken during the Southern Ocean Ecosystem cruise onboard R/V
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Figure 1. (a) Map of the study area indicating the positions of the sub-ice-shelf moorings M1-3 in 2022 (blue, red, and orange dots),
offshore moorings DMLgeep and DMLghaliow (yellow dots), Troll Transect 2020/21 (TT20/21) CTD stations (cyan dots), and Southern
Ocean Ecosystem cruise 2019 (DMLE19) CTD stations (white dots). The magenta arrow indicates the Antarctic Slope Current and possible
pathways of Warm Deep Water into the cavity and toward the grounding line. The white box marks the zoomed area in panel (b). The
colormap shows the bathymetry from Eisermann et al. (2020a) south of 69°S, from Eisermann et al. (2024) east of 8 °E, and from Dorschel
et al. (2022, IBCSO v2) otherwise. The black line indicates the ice front and coastline (Mouginot et al., 2017), and gray patches are grounded
ice (Mouginot et al., 2017). (b) Zoomed area showing the M1-3 positions in 2009 and 2022. Pie charts indicate the estimated mean water
mass distribution in 2010 estimated from the Optimum Multiparameter analysis for all upper (indicated north of the location) and lower
(indicated south of the location) instruments. Yellow numbers show the GMW concentration, which is not visible in the pie charts. The
colormap shows the bathymetry from Eisermann et al. (2020a), and white contours indicate the 10 km-smoothed ice shelf draft in meters

(Morlighem et al., 2020).

Kronprins Haakon in March 2019. The respective temperature and salinity values were taken from Sea-Bird SBE911plus CTD
measurements. The Winkler titration provides the most reliable measurements of dissolved oxygen. The MicroCAT and CTD
oxygen sensors were calibrated before and after deployment, but can be subject to temporal sensor drift.

In addition, we used temperature and salinity records obtaincd from a glider operating between December 2020 e, April
2021 from 0° to 7°E and from 69.5°S to 66.5°S.

Monthly values of thermocline depth, defined as the depth of the —0.3°C isotherm, were extracted from hydrographic
climatology at 17°W (Hattermann, 2018) and from the DMLgy, 110w mooring records (Lauber et al., 2023a).
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Table 1. Ice shelf draft and water depth at deployment in 2009/10, median instrument depths and horizontal displacement of all mooring

instruments.

M1 M2 M3
Ice shelf draft (2009/10) 185 m 350m 158 m
Upper instrument depth 223m 368 m 197m
Lower instrument depth 542 m 681 m 451 m
Water depth (2009/10) 653 m 870 m 535m

Horizontal displacement (2009/10-2022) 8.50km  8.64km  0.52km

2.3 Water mass analysis

We investigated the water mass composition at all instruments using Optimum Multiparameter analysis (OMP, described in,
e.g., Tomczak, 1981; Tomczak and Large, 1989; Mackas et al., 1987). With this method, the concentrations of given source
water masses within an observed water mass can be obtained by solving a linear system of equations, assuming the conservation
of specified tracers. In our case, the source water masses were ASW, WW, WDW, and GMW, and the tracers were conservative
temperature, absolute salinity, and dissolved oxygen. The latter can be regarded as a conservative tracer below an ice shelf,
assuming that biological productivity and respiration which would modify oxygen levels are negligible (Jenkins, 1999). The

equation system then reads

Oasw  Oww  Owbpw  Ocuw TASW Oobs
Sassw  Saww  Sawpw  Sdcuw aww | | Saw. 7 )
DOasw DOww DOwpw DOcuw | | zwpw DOops
1 1 1 1 P 1
A x b

where the constant source water (given by the subscripts) properties, conservative temperature O, absolute salinity S 4, and
dissolved oxygen DO, are summarized in the matrix A. The fractions of the source water masses are given in the vector x,
and the observed properties are contained in the vector b. The equation in the last row of the system is mass conservation, i.e.
the fractions in « have to sum up to 1.

A and b were normalized, denoted as A, 1, and b, , respectively, to make the tracers efineemparable units comparable.

In addition, the tracers were given different relative weights in the equations, using a diagonal weighting matrix W —~whieh


Reviewer
Cross-Out

Reviewer
Cross-Out

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Changed.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Deleted.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Added.


150

155

160

165

170

175

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2024-904
Preprint. Discussion started: 3 April 2024 G
© Author(s) 2024. CC BY 4.0 License. E U Sp here

- bt for-cacl :
We 0 0 0
0 Ws, 0 0

W= . 2

0 0 Wpo 0
0 0 0 Winass

We set the weights for conservative temperature, absolute salinity, and mass conservation Wg = Ws, = W45 = 100 and the
weight for dissolved oxygen Wpo = 1. These values were chosen to account for the less reliable absolute values of oxygen

and gave the most realistic water mass distributions. The normalized versions of A and b were then multiplied with W:

A W Anorm (3)

I; = W bnorm . (4)
The system of equations was solved for & by minimizing the residual
d=||Az - b|j3, )

where the subscript 2 denotes the Euclidean norm, and a non-negativity constraint is imposed on « to avoid non-physical
fractions of negative x. The algorithm by Lawson and Hanson (1974) was then used to solve the linear equation system under
this constraint. The OMP analysis was conducted for the mean tracer values during the first year of observations when salinity
measurements were available, i.e. uat the end of 2010. As no salinity data were available at M3,,,pcr, the mean value from
M1, pper Was assumed due-te, similar temperature and oxygen values at the two sites. In addition, the OMP analysis was done
for daily averages of the tra at M1ypper and M2,,,p0r #ntd, the end of 2010. These two instruments were chosen as they
revealed more seasonal variability within the first year eempared-tg the other instruments.

The source water properties of ASW, WW, and WDW were derived from ©-S5 4 (Fig. B2) and ©-DO (Fig. 5) diagrams from
the auxiliary CTD, mooring, and Winkler titration data described in Sect. 2.2. For GMW, the salinity was set t0 Sa.,,w =
0gkg~!. Its conservative temperature was set to a theoretical value that accounts for heat conduction from water to ice, latent
heat transfer, and mixing of meltwater with the ambient water (Jenkins, 1999). This temperature is the x-axis intercept of a
meltwater mixiiig line in ©-5,4 space (Gade, 1979). Following Nakayama et al. (2013), Biddle et al. (2017), and Zheng et al.
(2021), this effective temperature was set to O = —90.8°C. Dissolved oxygen values for GMW have in earlier studies

been obtained by extrapolating CDW-GWM mixing lines to a salinity of 0gkg™*

in ©-DO space, resulting in a range of
25mll~! to 30ml1~"! (Hellmer et al., 1998; Jenkins, 1999; Jenkins and Jacobs, 2008). Since these meltwater mixing lines are
not observed in our mooring data, we set DOgprw = 28mll~! for GMW, following the latter and other (Nakayama et al.,
2013; Biddle et al., 2017; Wahlin et al., 2021) studies. In ©-DO space, meltwater mixing lines were estimated via a straight
line to the GMW end member at DOg = 28mll~! and Oy = —90.8°C (Fig. 5).

The source water masses represent a range rather than a point in ©-54-DO space, and the measured variables from the

instruments can contain offsets due to drift and accuracy of the sensors. To quantify how much both these factors influence
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Table 2. End-member values of the source water mass conservative temperature (©), absolute salinity (S4), and dissolved oxygen (DO),

including their uncertainties. The values are based on the water mass distributions in Fig. B1.

S} Sa DO

Antarctic Surface Water  —0.5 + 0.5°C  34.15+ 0.2gkg™' 8 £0.5mll™?

Winter Water —1.88+0.1°C 3445+ 0.1gkg™* 7.1+0.3mll?
Warm Deep Water 0.54+0.3°C 3484 0.05gkg™! 4.9+ 0.2mll!
Glacial Meltwater —90.8 £5°C 0+ 0gkg™! 28 + 5mll™!

the results of the OMP analyses, we estimated the propagated uncertainties as described in Appendix B. The properties of all

source water masses and their respective ranges are given in Table 2 and visualized in Fig. B1.
2.4 Thermal wind

The water mass estimates described above were complemented by estimates of horizontal density gradients, derived from the

vertical shear of the horizontal velocity via the thermal wind equation

op _ _f Av

dr  pog Az (6)
dp f Au

g _ I 7
dy pog Az @

3 2

where p is the density, f = —1.37 x 10~*s~ is the Coriolis parameter, py = 1028 kgm~? is a reference density, g = 9.81ms~
is the gravitational acceleration, Au and Av are the differences of eastward and northward velocity, respectively, between up-
per and lower instrument at each mooring, and Az is the vertical distance between the two instruments. The calculation was
done using monthly averaged velocities.

The distance over which the density gradients are valid is the baroclinic Rossby radius of deformation. Following Chelton

et al. (1998), we estimated the first mode of the baroclinic Rossby radius according to

-D i=—D

1 Az
R=— [ N(2)dz~ =2 S N, 8
Fi / ()~ e 2 ®)

—H
where H is the water depth, D is the depth of the ice draft, z is the vertical coordinate, Az = 1m is the depth increment, and
N is the Brunt-Viisild frequency, calculated from the CTD profiles obtained at the mooring sites before mooring deployment
(Hattermann et al., 2012) using the Gibbs-SeaWater Toolbox (McDougall and Barker, 2011). This yields a baroclinic Rossby
radius of around 1? — 1-10km.

The magnitude of the velocity difference vector (Au, Av) between upper and lower instruments (referred to as velocity
shear hereafter) serves as a measure of how baroclinic the flow is, i.e. hew-targe the depth-varying component of the flow is: A

small and large magnitude indicate weaker and stronger baroclinic conditions, rectively.
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2.5 Warm events

As inflows of WDW into the cavity at M1,y are of particular interest for basal melting at Fimbulisen (Lauber et al., 2023c¢),
we investigated the oceanic conditions before, during, and after such warm events. There were 1767 hourly measurements of
temperatures above a threshold of —1.39°C (the long-term mean plus three standard deviations) at M1,oye,;. These measure-
ments were split into 189 individual warm events, separated by periods when the temperature dropped below the threshold for
at least one hourly measurement. The median duration (upper/lower quartile) of individual events was 4 (10/2) hours, and the
longest consecutive inflow event lasted for 96 hours (Fig. Cla).

To investigate the cavity hydrography and circulation associated with the warm events, composites of the evolution of
temperature, oxygen, and velocity from ten days before to ten days after all warm events were computed. For that purpose,
hourly time series before the warm events were aligned to the first record of each event above the threshold and averaged across
all events. Likewise, hourly time series after the warm events were aligned with the last record of each event above the threshold
and averaged across all events. All values during the warm events were averaged into one value at zero offset. The time of zero
offset is referred to as t( hereafter. When warm events were separated by less than ten days, the composite averages contained
autocorrelations. To minimize the effect of these, other warm events occurring within ten days before or after a warm event
were excluded from the respective average. To assess the robustness of the composite averages, significances and uncertainties

were calculated as described in Appendix C.

3 Results
3.1 Mooring observations

The up to 12 year long temperature, oxygen, and velocity records from all six mooring instruments are presented in Fig. 2. At
the upper instruments, 82 % of all temperature measurements are lower than the surface freezing point of —1.88°C (Fig. 2a-c).
This shows the presence of buoyant ISW, commonly found close to the ice base due to freshwater input from-GMW (Ngst
and Foldvik, 1994). Oxygen values range from 7mll~! to 8mll~!. At M1upper and M3ypper, temperatures icach a maximum
of about —1.3°C every year, coinciding with oxygen maxima of up to 8.1mll~! (Fig. 2a/c). These temperature and oxygen
maxima can be attributed to shallow intrusions of ASW in autumn below the ice drafts shallower than 190 m (Hattermann
etal., 2012). The velocities at M1,,pper and M3y,pper are predominantly directed southward into the cavity with mean speeds of
around 5cms~ 1. At M2,pper, temperature maxima (up to —1.8°C) and minima (down to —2.1°C) are lower than at M1,pper
and M3, pper (Fig. 2b), consistent with less influence of ASW and a lower in situ freezing point below the 350 m deep ice
draft. At the same time, oxygen background values at M2, are around 0.2mll™! lower than at M1pper and M3,ppers
and maxima remain below 7.6mll~!. The velocity at M2, is predominantly directed toward the northeast along the basal
channel at a speed of around 2cms™!.

At the lower instruments, 91 % of temperature observations lie above the surface freezing point, with oxygen values around

7mll~! (Fig. 2d-f). Temperature maxima reach 0°C at M1jower, —1.3°C at M2jgwer, and —1.5°C at M3)ower. These maxima
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are accompanied by a decrease in oxygen down to 5.3ml1~! and can be attributed to intrusions of WDW or modified WDW
(mWDW, a mixture between WW and WDW) into the cavity at depth (Hattermann et al., 2012; Lauber et al., 2023c). At all
lower instruments, minimum temperatures of down to —1.99°C are observed in May/June in the years 2014 to 2016, indicat-

1 and

ing the presence of ISW in the lower part of the cavity. Unti} 2014, mean velocities at M1j,yey remain below 2cms™
vary in direction (Fig. 2d). Afterward, the flow direction at M1}y, alternates seasonally between northwestward (out of the
cavity) and southeastward (into the cavity) at mean speeds of up to Scms™!. At M2j,wer, a near-continuous eastward flow of

around 2cms™!

roughly follows bathymetric contours into the cavity (Fig. 2e). At M3)ower, the flow is southwestward along
bathymetric contours at speeds around 4cms~! (Fig. 2f). This shows that mWDW also enters the cavity at the eastern sill as

previously hypothesized by Nicholls et al. (2006).

To assess patterns of seasonal temperature variability, we examine the frequency of occurrence of different temperature
intervals during each month, with red lines indicating percentiles of the monthly varying temperature distribution (Fig. 3).

At M1 pper and M3,,per, @ pattern of higher temperatures is more frequently observed from December to May, showing
the arrival of solar-heated ASW after it has been suppressed below the depths of the ice shelf draft in autumn (Fig. 3a/c, Zhou
et al., 2014). This variability is also reflected in the mean and all shown percentiles, which resemble the consistent seasonal
variability of the respective full time series (Fig. 2a/c). At M2,,per, We Observe a somewhat reversed temperature seasonality
(Fig. 3b): from April to June, the more frequent occurrence of temperatures below —2 °C indicates higher ISW concentrations
during this period. During the rest of the year, the mean temperature is around —1.95°C.

At M1jower, the most commonly observed temperatures lie around the surface freezing point throughout the year, with 64 %
of all hourly temperature observations ranging between —1.8°C and —1.9°C (Fig. 3d). The monthly temperature distributions
at M1jower show a long tail toward high values, corresponding to WDW. This tail is most pronounced between January and
March and between September tg, November, as shown by the 80 % and 99 % percentiles. Between May and August, such
high-temperature excursions are frequent, and temperatures below the surface freezing point are more frequent. This is
also seen in the 1 % percentile and indicates the presence of ISW. In summary, the temperature distribution at M1}y, is the
result of the superposition of three different modes: (i) a constant background temperature at the surface freezing point, (ii)
warm mWDW/WDW presence in (a) January to March and (b) September to November, and (iii) cold ISW presence between
May and August.

At M2)4yer, all three modes from M1y, are evident (Fig. 3e). This similarity is #-}ine with the regional proximity of the
two sites and their eenneetivity—aleng contours of constant water column thickness. mWDW is generally colder, and ISW is
warmer at M2jower than at M1jower. VI3iower, the same three modes are present, but two of them are somewhat modified
(Fig. 3f): mWDW is observed predominantly between February and April, and saeh limited during the rest of the year. In
addition, ISW occurs between March and May, i.e. around two months earlier than at swer and M2iower-

To investigate the seasonal variability in velocities and their connections to the temperature, monthly mean arrows of the

observed velocities and associated variance ellipses are shown in Fig. 4.
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Figure 2. Time series of hourly in situ temperature (left axis, black), daily dissolved oxygen (right axis, blue), and 60-day binned and four-bin
(=240 days) filtered horizontal velocity (black arrows) at (a) M1upper, (b) M2ypper, (€) M3upper, (d) M1iower, (€) M2iower, (f) M31ower. The
freezing temperature for water at a reference salinity of 34.4gkg ™" at surface pressure (dashed line) and the depth of the ice base (dotted
line in upper instrument time series, Table 1) are indicated. At M2ypper, the in situ freezing temperature of —2.14°C, lies outside of the

shown temperature range.

At M1,,per, the velocities reach a maximum speed of 4 cm s~1 in south-southwest direction in April (Fig. 4a). This shows
that the ASW observed during this time (Fig. 3a) intrudes; the cavity along the western side of the Jutulstraumen keel (Fig. 1b).
After July, increased velocity variability across the keel coincides with the absence of ASW. Similar to M1,pper, the current
speed at M3, pper is at 4 maximum of 4cms™! toward the southwest in March when ASW is observed (Fig. 4c and 3c). At
M2,pper, highest speed 3cms ™! toward the northeast are observed together with the eetdest temperatures in May (Fig.
4b and 3b). This coincidence of strong currents and low temperatures supports the picture of loyancy-driven flow, where
ISW has been freshened along a meltwater mixing line, decreasing its density and hence rising faster along the ice base. The
northeastward direction of the flow and its relatively small variability at M2, aligns with the basal channel in which the

instrument is located, and which seems to guide ISW from west to east across the Jutulstraumen keel at this location.
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Figure 3. Histograms of hourly temperature observations binned into month-temperature intervals at (a) M1upper, (b) M2upper, (€) M3upper,
(d) M1iower, (€) M2jowers (f) M3iower. The black lines are the mean temperature and the red lines are the 1 %, 80 %, and 99 % percentiles

during the respective month. The black horizontal dashed lines indicate the surface freezing point for a salinity of 34.4gkg™".

At M1jower, the velocity is directed toward the northwest (out of the cavity) at a mean speed of 4cm s~! from April to June,
and toward the southeast (into the cavity) at a mean speed of up to 4cms~! from September to January (Fig. 4d). The timing
of the outflow coincides with the lowest temperatures (Fig. 3d), i.e. ISW flows out of the cavity. The timing of the inflow
coincides with the period when the highest temperature excursions are observed and no ISW is present. The flow at M2;,yer
does not seasonally reverse its direction as at the main sill, but the eastward velocity is strongest at 3cms~! in November (Fig.
4e) when the inflow at M1}y, is close to strongest. This supports the connectivity between the M1}qyer and M2,yer locations
within the cavity. At M3)oyer, the southwestward (into the cavity) velocity reaches a maximum of 5cms ™! from April to June
(Fig. 4f). The inflow is weakest in September and October, similar to the flow below the ice base at M3,pper (Fig. 4c). That is,

the seasonal variability in the deep hydrography and currents at the main sill is different from that at the eastern sill and will

be further investigated in Sect. 4.1.
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3.2 Water mass distribution

The water masses inside the Fimbulisen cavity and on the continental slope are characterized in a ©-DO diagram in Fig. 5. The
three auxiliary data sets (introduced in Sect. 2.2) show a pronounced mixing line at a constant slope between warm/oxygen-
poor WDW and cold/oxygen-rich WW, which is the most abundant water mass at all sub-ice-shelf instruments. This mixing
line is also present in the data from the lower sub-ice-shelf instruments. Therefore, the mixing line was utilized to remove
noise and a systematic offset of 0.4ml1~! in the lower sub-ice-shelf data compared to the auxiliary data (details described in
Appendix A).

ASW is characterized by a higher dissolved oxygen concentration than WDW and WW and generally represents a broader
range of water mass properties than WDW (Fig. B1). Mixing of WW and ASW does therefore not happen along a clear line in
©-DO space (Fig. 5). Hence, no distinct offset between the upper sub-ice-shelf data and auxiliary data was identified in ©-DO
space, but instead in S 4-DO space (Fig. A1), giving the same offset of 0.4ml11~! as for the lower instruments (details described
in Appendix A). The signatures of ISW at the upper instruments show that GMW has been added after the interaction of a
water mass above the surface freezing point with the ice base. In ©-DO space, the addition of GMW cools and adds oxygen
to a water mass. As such, following meltwater mixing lines, the ISW observed at the upper instruments can be traced back to
originate from ice shelf melting by ASW and WW and consequent mixing with GMW (Fig. 5).

We apply the OMP analysis to quantify the mean concentrations of the source water masses at the instrument sites during
2010 (when good salinity data were available at all instruments except M3,,per). The results are pisualized—n pie charts in
Fig. 1b and the respective values are given in Table 3: WW dominates the water mass composition at all instruments with
concentrations between 78 % and 97 %. More ASW is observed at M3, pper (22 %) than at M1,pper (13 %), despite their
similar ranges in ©-DO space (Fig. 5). At M2pper, a lower ASW concentration (6 %) is consistent with the instrument’s

location below a deeper ice draft (350m) than M1,pper/M3upper (190m/160 m). GMW is at a level of 0.2 % to 0.3 % at all
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The horizontal red dashed line indicates the surface freezing point for a salinity of 34.4gkg™".
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Table 3. Mean percentages of water mass distribution at M1-3 during 2010 shown in the pie charts in Fig. 1b from the Optimum Multipa-

rameter analysis (see Methods)

Mlupper Mllower M2upper M210wer M3upper M3lower

Antarctic Surface Water 13.1 £+ 12.6 079 5.7+ 9.3 074 22.0 £ 15.0 14.3 +£11.8

Winter Water 86.6 £13.8 97.2+9.2 941+11.6 97.0+9 77.7+16.8 81.3+£14.7
Warm Deep Water 0+£3.9 2.8+ 5.5 0+£5.7 3£56 0£4.2 4.1+ 7.8
Glacial Meltwater 0.3+0.2 0+0.1 0.2+0.2 0+0.1 0.3+0.2 0.3+0.3

upper instruments, comparable to estimates of around 0.5 % in front of Fimbulisen at the depth of the ice draft (Price et al.,
2008). No traces of WDW are observed at the upper instruments in the mean state during 2010.

At the lower instruments, WW concentrations of at least 81 % aic related to the first mode of the temperature distributions
(Fig. 3d-f), i.e. temperatures at the freezing point (as introduced in Sect. 3.1). The WDW concentration is between 3 % and
4 %, related to the second mode. As the WDW is mixed with WW, it is strongly modified WDW that is continuously present
inside the cavity. During warm events, however, when the highest temperatures and lowest oxygen values are observed (Fig.
2d), the WDW concentrations at M1y, are expected to reach close to 100 % (Fig. 5). A high ASW concentration of 14 % is
seen at M3j,wer, associated with an exceptional ASW inflow event at the end of 2010. Such an event js-retrepeatedly-observed
in the temperature and oxygen time series during the remaining 11 years (Fig. 2f), implying that anx ASW concentration of
14 % is an overestimate after 2010. No GMW is 1d at M1 jowerAM 210wer 11 the mean state during 2010, but 0.3 % at M3)ower,

similar to the upper instruments.

The temporal evolution of the water mass composition during 2010 at M1,,,e, is shown in Fig. 6a: in December, the
beginning of summer, WW accounts for nearly 100 % of the observed water mass composition, with an admixture of 0.2 %
GMW. From mid-February to mid-March, the ASW fraction rapidly increases to a maximum of 75 %, while the WW fraction
reduces to 20 %. At the same time, the GMW concentration increases by an order of magnitude to 1.3 %, which gives evidence
of increased ice shelf melting due to the presence of warm ASW. The ASW presence coincides with an increase ef the WDW
fraction, but the magnitude of the latter is five times smaller than its uncertainty and may originate from the O method
detecting a portion of ASW as WDW due to similar temperature signatures of the two water masses, rather than being a robust
signal. After March, a decrease in the ASW and GMW fractions and an increase in the WW fraction happen, slower than the
changes before March. Between October and December, the water mass consists acain almost faly, of WW.

At M2,pper (Fig. 6b), the water mass evolution differs from that at M1, per: the WW concentr: 1is close to 100 % from
January to April, with only occasional contributions of ASW, WDW, and GMW below 5 % during this period. The occurrence
ol WDW traces below the ice base at M2, provides evidence of the overturning circulation inside the cavity (Ngst and

Foldvik, 1994). Such overturning occurs when WDW enters the cavity at the seafloor, causes melting at deeper parts of the
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Fisure 6. Time series of water mass fractions of the source water masses defined in Table 2, derived from Optimum Multiparameter analysis

(see Methods) for (a) M1ypper, (b) M2ypper. Envelopes indicate the uncertainty (see Appendix B).

330 ice shelf, and rises along the ice base as it gains buoyancy from the GMW input. In ©-DO space (Fig. 5), the influence of
WDW below the ice base is indicated by a meltwater mixing line connecting the low-oxygen water mass at M2,p,¢r to the
WDW-WW mixing line up to a temperature of —1.3°C. In May and June, the ASW fraction increases to 30 % during two five-
and ten-day-long pulses, together with an increase of the GMW concentration to around 0.6 %. In July, ASW again increases
to 20 %, but slowly decreases over the following six months. This shows that with a three-month delay compared to M1,,per,

335 ASW can reach below a 350 m deep ice draft and as far into the cavity as M2, in winter. This delay is consistent with the
wind-driven deepening of ASW at the ice front in autumn/winter over the timescale of months (Zhou et al., 2014). During the

ASW decrease after July, WW again increases, and no WDW is detected anymore, possibly being replaced by the ASW.
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Due to the lack of good salinity data, the water mass composition cannot be quantified after 2010. However, at M1,pper,
temperature (Fig. 3a) and oxygen (Fig. A2) maxima around March/April imply that the water mass evolution shown in Fig. 6a
is generally valid for the whole 12 year long time series. At M3,,pper, coinciding temperature (Fig. 3c) and oxygen (Fig. A2)
maxima and absolute values (Fig. 5) compared to M1,pper Show that hydrographic conditions at the two sites are comparable.
We also note coinciding maxima in the long-term mean oxygen at M2,,,per and M3jower in July (Fig. A2), indicating that traces
of ASW reach down to M2, at 370 m depth and even to M3j,wer at 450 m depth every year.

Oxygen values at M2,,per decrease by around 0.25mll~" after 2016 when no corresponding temperature measurements
are available anymore (Fig. 2b). We cannot exclude that this signal is related to sensor drift, but it may also provide evidence
of the impacts of enhanced warm inflows observed during that time: the lower oxygen values at M2, indicate a source
water mass that is located on a mixing line further left in Fig. 5, implying a larger fraction of mWD (note that maintaining
the observed oxygen decreases by 0.25mll~! without changing the source water composition would imply an unrealistic
temperature increase of 1°C along a mixing line (Fig. 5)). A higher WDW fraction in the ISW at M2, after 2016 is
consistent with an enhanced contribution of WDW to basal melting of deeper parts of the ice shelf and a-rise of the derived
ISW along the ice base, as proposed by Lauber et al. (2023c). To corroborate this relationship, we adjusted temperature
and oxygen values in the mean OMP analysis to the mean values after 2016 foi M1jower (neglecting changes in salinity) and
M2,pper (neglecting changes in salinity and temperature). This estimate yields an increase in WDW concentration from 2.8 %
t0 6.7 % at M16yer and from 0 % to 7.2 % at M2,,pper- This change is comparable at the two sites, supporting that the enhanced
inflow of WDW at the main sill after 2016 increased the presence of WDW-derived ISW at M2, ;.

3.3 Dynamic structure in the cavity
3.3.1 Density gradients

In order to investigate seasonal variations in the spatial distribution of the water masses in the cavity, we estimate the velocity
shear and infer the local density gradients at the three sites (Fig. 7) from thermal wind balance (Eqn. 6 and 7). Density gradients
obtained this way are assumed to be valid over length scales larger than the baroclinic Rossby radius of R = 1-10km. The
density difference between the water masses in the cavity is larger between ASW and WW (= 0.5kgm—3) and ISW and WW
(=~ 0.1kgm—3) than between WW and mWDW (= 0.05kgm~3, Hattermann et al., 2012). Therefore, large density gradients
imply that ASW and/or ISW are present close to the ice base. Based on changes in the direction and magnitude of the density
gradients, we separate the following description into August to February and March to July, and define two phases in Sect.
3.3.2.

From August to February, the velocity shear remains below 10cms™! for 92 % of all measurements across all three sites,
indicating relatively weak baroclinic conditions (Fig. Fafefe). At M 1, the velocity at the upper instrument is directed southwest-
ward, and at the lower instrument southeastward (Fig. 4a/d). This is associated with a northward density gradient, i.e. denser

water north of the M1 site (Fig. 7b). At M2, the density gradient is northeastward and has a three times smaller magnitude
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Figure 7. Histograms of hourly velocity shear binned on monthly intervals for (a) M1, (c) M2, and (e) M3. The velocity shear is defined
as the magnitude of the velocity difference vector (Au, Av) between the upper and lower instrument and is therefore greater or equal to
zero. The red lines are the 50 % and 90 % percentiles during the respective month. Horizontal density gradients estimated from Eqn. 6 and 7
using the velocity difference between the upper and lower instruments at (b) M1, (d) M2, and (f) M3. The bold red arrows are the long-term
monthly averages, and thin gray-scale arrows are the monthly averages of individual years as indicated by the colorbar. Green and blue

shading marks the two periods sketched in Fig. 8. The reference arrow in panel d is also valid for panels b and f.

compared to M1 (Fig. 7d). Density gradients at this site may also be affected by the local flow in the 1 km wide basal channel

that M2,,per is located in. At M3, the gradient is eastward and #we-times—smaller-compared+te M1 (Fig. 7).
From March to July, the velocity shear increases to values of up to 15cms™! to 20cms ' at M1 and M3, showing an

increase in baroclinicity during this period (Fig. 7a/e). At M2, no significant increase in velocity shear is observed (Fig. 7c).
The density gradient at M1 rotates toward the west-southwest after February, reaching a maximum in April and May (Fig. 7b).

During the same months, the density gradients at M2 and M3 are maximum and directed southeastward (Fig. 7d/f).
3.3.2 Seasonal phases

The changes in the baroclinicity and density gradients suggest that the cavity circulation alternates between two phases through-

out the year. We now describe these two phases by including the previously presented findings (Fig. 8).
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From August to February (Fig. 8a), ISW is abundant close to the ice base (Fig. 3a-c), and the shallow inflow of open-ocean
water masses is limited (Fig. 4a-c). The density gradients (Fig. 7b/d/f) suggest a front between lighter ISW inside the cavity
and denser WW toward the ice front. At the same time, the velocity at the main sill is directed into the cavity (Fig. 4d), and the
temperature distributions at M1),yer and M2j,ye, show more frequent inflows of mWDW/WDW (Fig. 3d-e). Traces of WDW
deiived at M2,pper (Fig. 6b) confirm the contribution of this water mass to basal melting, presumably happening at greater
depth further inside the cavity. Assuming a velocity of 2cms ™! along bathymetric contours at M2jowe, (Fig. 4e) and a length
scale of 200km (Fig. 1a), enhanced intrusions of WDW at the main sill between January and March may indeed explain the
cooling and acceleration of the ISW two to four months later at M2,,,er (Fig. 3b and 4b), implying a strengthening of the
WDW-driven cavity overturning during this period.

From March to July (Fig. 8b), ASW enters the cavity close to the ice base (Fig. 3a-c and 6). The derived density gradients
at M1 and M2 (Fig. 7b/d) and velocity at M1,,per (Fig. 4a) indicate that ASW intrudes the cavity along ice draft contours
below the western side of the Jutulstraumen keel and increases the baroclinic circulation inside the cavity. This is consistent
with modeling results from Hattermann et al. (2014). As ASW is generally lighter than ISW (Hattermann et al., 2012), we
expect the ASW to act as a wedge between the ice base and ISW, displacing the latter to greater depths. This provides a
possible explanation for the occurrence of ISW at all lower instruments one to three months after ASW is observed at the
upper instruments (Fig. 3). At the same time, the presence of ASW at the ice base increases the thermal forcing and, therefore,
the potential for basal melting. Below the relatively shallow ice at M1, pper and M3ypper (190m and 160 m, respectively),
melting is mainly enhanced by the excess heat of the ASW from solar heating (i.e. ASW temperatures above the surface
freezing poiiit), as is confirmed by the increase in GMW fraction when ASW is present (Fig. 6a). At the 350 m deep ice draft of
M2,pper, another effect comes into play: although the traces of ASW arriving at this site have depleted most of the solar heat
(presumably due to melting and mixing with WW)), its temperatures around the surface freezing point (Fig. 3b) still exceed, the
local freezing point by 0.3°C, replacing the colder ISW that had reached its seasonal temperature minimum at this site bx
the arrival of the ASW. The distance from the ice front to M2y, is about 70km via M1 and 150 km via M3. Although the
exact pathway of ASW to M2, remains unclear, the coinciding oxygen maxima in July (Fig. A2) at M3jower (450 m depth)

and M2,,,per (370 m depth) indicate that a larger portion of the deeper ice of Fimbulisen may be influenced by this water mass.
3.4 Characteristics of warm events at M1,,wer

Warm events at depth, i.e. the second mode of the M1,ye, temperature distribution, have been associated with increased basal
melting of Fimbulisen (Lauber et al., 2023c) and hence require particular attention. To understand the dynamics of these warm
events at the main sill, we characterize their temporal evolution at M1gyer and M1y, by constructing composite averages of
all 189 recorded warm events during the 12 year long record. A warm event is defined as a period of subsequent measurements
of hourly temperatures above —1.39°C at M1j,ue;, and the time of the event is referred to as t, (see Sect. 2.5 for details).
Changes in velocity at M1,y associated with a warm event are visualized in a hodograph (showing the tip of the composite
velocity vector from six days before to six days after ¢o, Fig. 9a): starting around three days before and ending around two days

after tg, the velocity signature follows an anticlockwise rotating ellipse with a maximum speed of 10 & 7cms™! toward the
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Figure 8. Sketches of the estimated water mass distribution at Fimbulisen in (a) August-February and (b) March-July. The upper panels
are schematic maps (valid for the upper 100 m of the water column), where the thick black line shows the ice front (Mouginot et al., 2017)
and the thin black lines show the smoothed 250, 300, and 350 m contours of the ice draft (Morlighem et al., 2020). Colored arrows at the
mooring locations show the mean density gradient from Fig. 7 during the respective period. Dashed lines roughly separate the water masses.
The lower panels are north-south cross-sections. The locations of M1 and M2 are indicated, but the relative depth of the instruments is not to

scale.

southeast, i.e. into the cavity, at ty. The corresponding composite temperature increases from —1.7 £0.1°C to a maximum of
—1.140.3°C, which is at to by definition. Oxygen decreases by 0.6 ml1~! during the same time (Fig. Clc). This observed co-

varying signal of rotating velocity vector and rapid change in hydrography is the typical signature of a coherent eddy advected
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past a mooring (Lilly and Rhines, 2002). Following Lilly and Rhines (2002), we can quantify the following mean properties of
these eddies based on the composite velocity time series at M 1)oyer around tg: a radius of 7 = 8 km, a half-duration At = 29h,
an azimuthal speed of v, = 4cms™!, an advection speed of v, = 7cms™!, and an advection direction of ;> — 328° (i.e. into
the cavity). The sense of rotation of the eddy is not necessarily equal to the rotation visualized in the hodograph (Fig. 9a), as
the latter shows the temporal evolution seen by the fixed mooring instrument. Instead, the rotational sense of the eddies can
be inferred from a change in the sign of the cross-stream velocity component v,, relative to the advection direction (Lilly and
Rhines, 2002): the sign of v,, at M1j,wer changes from negative to positive (Fig. 9c), which means that eddies associated with
warm events rotate cyclonically (i.e. clockwise in the southern hemisphere). The direct observational link between warm events
at depth and eddies advected into the cavity confirms previous model-derived hypotheses of the dynamics of the warm events
(Ngst et al., 2011; Hattermann et al., 2014).

The temperature maximum at M1y, occurs by definition at ¢ (Fig. 9a and C1b). The change from negative to positive v,
also happens at ¢y and does not result from the temperature-based definition of the warm events (Fig. 9c). This change in v,
indicates that the core of the eddy (Lilly and Rhines, 2002) coincides with the highest temperature, i.e. the highest concentration
of dense WDW. The sign of the associated radially inward density gradient is in balance with cyclonic rotation according to
thermal wind balance. This is in agreement with the cyclonic rotation derived from v,, at M1joyer. The estimated radius of
r = 8km is in agreement with the magnitude of the baroclinic Rossby radius of R = 1-10km in the region. The signature of
an eddy in v,, depends on the properties of the eddy and at which cross-stream radius the eddy passes the mooring (Lilly and
Rhines, 2002). The spread in v,, across the 189 identified events (Fig. 9c) shows that eddies with a variety of properties pass
M1 }ower throughout the 12 years. As the variations in v,, can arise from a combination of changes in the different properties,
we cannot easily quantify the uncertainty in the composite mean eddy properties.

To assess the dynamics below the ice base associated with warm events at depth, Fig. 9b shows a hodograph for M1, pper,
and Fig. 9c shows the corresponding time series of v,,. Similar to at M1,,yer, the hodograph at M1, rotates anticlockwise
around ty. In addition, the time series of v,, (relative to ¢ = 328°) agrees well with v,, at M1},y.;, indicating that the eddies
associated with warm events at depth extend up to the ice base. At M1,pcr, the composite temperature and oxygen show
significantly low values before and after ¢(, and the temperature is at a maximum of —1.87 4+ 0.08°C at ¢y (Fig. Cl1b-c).

We also observe a statistically significant temperature maximum of —1.77+0.08 °C at M2),we siX to eight days after ¢( (Fig.
C1b). This shows that the WDW advected into the cavity at the main sill via eddies follows, at least to some extent, contours of
water column thickness toward the grounding line as proposed by Hattermann et al. (2012) and modeled by Hattermann et al.

(2014). The temperature maxima at M2;.., are not associated with the distinct signature of an eddy like at M 1.

4 Discussion
4.1 Favorable conditions for warm events

We have shown that the highest temperatures at the main sill occur preferably from January to March and from September

to November (Fig. 3d and 10b) and that these excursions are associated with eddies advected into the cavity (Fig. 9). In the
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Figure 9. Oceanic conditions around warm events at M1iower at hourly resolution, as defined in Sect. 2.5. Hodographs (tip of the velocity
vector) showing the composite average velocity from six days before to six days after a warm event at ¢o at (a) M1jower and (b) M1ypper-
The colormap indicates the respective composite average temperatures at both instruments. Stars indicate the time relative to ¢ on daily
resolution. The magenta dot shows the mean velocity during the whole mooring period. Significances for temperature and velocity are shown
in Fig. C1b and d, respectively. (c) Composite average cross-stream velocity anomaly (compared to the long-term mean from panels a-b) at
M1liower and M1ypper after rotation into the estimated eddy advection direction (¢ = 328°). Dots on the time series indicate a significant

deviation from zero (white dashed line). The gray shading shows the percentiles of the velocity distribution at M1,wer across all 189 events.
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following, we discuss potential favorable conditions for warm inflows during these two periods, incorporating alse observations
from outside the cavity (Hattermann, 2018; Lauber et al., 2023a).

Modeling studies have suggested that warm intrusions at the main sill occur when the offshore WDW and the associated
thermocline are lifted over the main sill (Smedsrud et al., 2006; Nicholls et al., 2008; Ngst et al., 2011). Variations of the
thermocline depth on monthly timescales are driven by the strength of the alongshore winds and freshwater forcing from sea
ice melt (referred to as external forcing in the following, Lauber et al., 2023a). Downstream, at 17°W, the coastal thermocline
is shallowest in February (Fig. 10c, Hattermann, 2018). Upstream at 10 °E, observations ¢ MLghaliow Show the shallowest
thermocline in March (Fig. 10c), but the minimum in thermocline depth closer to the coast likely occurs earlier than that
(Lauber et al., 2023a). Therefore, the shallowest externally forced thermocline depth can explain the mWDW/WDW inflow
that occurs from January to March at M1y, (Fig. 10b), but not the enhanced warm inflow from September to November.

On the upstream and downstream continental shelves, respectively, mooring observations have shown the highest tempera-
tures at depth in January/February at 39°E in front of Shirase Glacier Tongue (Hirano et al., 2020) and in April/May at 31 °W
in front of Filchner-Ronne Ice Shelf (Ryan et al., 2017, 2020). This timing of deep warm inflow is consistent with the shal-
lowest externally forced thermocline above the continental slope in these regions (Ohshima et al., 1996; Semper and Darelius,
2017). Likewise, at the eastern sill of Fimbulisen, the highest observed temperatures between January and April (Fig. 3f and
10b) coincide with the shallowest externally forced thermocline (Fig. 10c).

The most obvious difference between the above locations and the main sill of Fimbulisen is the unique geometric configura-
tion of Trolltunga, which overhangs the continental slope. We hypothesize that the seasonal interplay of the ASC with the ice
shelf plays a role in setting up favorable conditions for WDW intrusions at times other than at the externally forced thermocline
depth minimum. Recent observational and modeling studies have highlighted the role of conservation of potential vorticity for
the interaction of the ASC with an ice shelf (Wahlin et al., 2020; Steiger et al., 2022). As the ASC follows contours of water
column thickness (Thompson et al., 2018), the presence of Trolltunga may displace the upstream ASC (Fig. 10d) up to 2km
northward in front of the main sill (Fig. 10a). This displacement is expected to vary seasonally, as the potential vorticity con-
straint depends on stratification (Steiger et al., 2022) and baroclinicity (Hattermann et al., 2014, estimated by velocity shear
at M1, Fig. 10d). Depending on the strength and direction of the ASC in front of the main sill, anomalies in bottom Ekman
transport may further adjust the depth of the body of WDW on the continental slope (Smedsrud et al., 2006; Webb et al., 2019).
We suggest that this setting of mechanisms provides favorable conditions for the advection of warm eddies across the main sill
between September and November.

We did not find statistically significant changes in the characteristics of the eddies described in Sect. 3.4 between the two
seasonal warm inflow periods. Potential mechanisms for the generation of these eddies are (i) the detaching as baroclinic insta-
bilities from the locally shoaled body of WDW below Trolltunga (Ngst et al., 2011) or (ii) the shedding of barotropic meanders
from the edges of Trolltunga (Walkden et al., 2009). The advection of the eddies across the main sill may be facilitated by a
mean flow into the cavity from August to February (Fig. 4d). It is unclear if this mean flow causes the warm intrusions and/or

if it is the result of the seasonal reorganization of water masses inside the cavity (Fig. 7). Although a detailed understanding
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Figure 10. (a) Water column thickness at Trolltunga (Morlighem et al., 2020). The black line shows the ice front (Mouginot et al., 2017), the
solid cyan line shows the 1000 m water column thickness contour, and the dashed cyan line is the 1000 m isobath (Morlighem et al., 2020).
(b) 80 % percentile of the monthly binned temperature distribution at M 1jower and M3jower (middle red lines in Fig. 3d/f). (c) Climatology of
monthly thermocline depth anomaly (compared to the respective annual mean) at the coast at 17 °W (Hattermann, 2018) and at DMLghaliow
(Lauber et al., 2023a). (d) 50 % percentile of the monthly binned velocity shear between M1,pper and M1iower (left axis, lower red line in

Fig. 7a), and monthly mean along-stream velocity at the depth of the main sill of 570 m at DM Lgpanow (Lauber et al., 2023a).

will require further research, it appears plausible that the interplay of the discussed processes associated with Trolltunga and

the externally forced thermocline depth modulates the inflow conditions at the main sill on seasonal timescales.
4.2 Basal melting

In the following, we discuss the implications of our findings for the basal melting of Fimbulisen. We separate between melting

by ASW and by WDW.

4.2.1 Melting by ASW

Intrusions of solar-heated ASW below Fimbulisen were observed for the first time by Hattermann et al. (2012) based on
the time series from M1ypper and M3pper 808, January 2012. The authors indicated the possible presence of ASW also at
M2, pper, but did not find robust evidence. Our
and tak
75 % ASW at 220 m depth in March, and up to 20 % ASW at 370 m depth in June. Derived density gradients have shown that

yses have extended these results by quantifying the ASW concentiations

nto account 12 years of temperature and oxygen records. We have shown that the water mass is composed of up to
the ASW intrusions are associated with a reorgaiization of the water masses inside the cavity, separating the colder ISW from

the ice base and increasing the thermal forcing there. This demonstrates that ASW can provide heat for basal melting down to

ice drafts at 370 m depth, which by far exceeds the depth of 200 m below which Zhou et al. (2014) highlighted the relevance of
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ASW for basal melting and the cavity circulation. As-saeh; the contribution ef basal melting by, ASW below the deep central
part of Fimbulisen may be larger than previously thought.

At the M2 site, basal melting and its temporal variability has been directly measured by an autonomous phase-sensitive radio-
echo soundei (ApRES) deployed between 2017 and 2021 (Lindbick et al., 2023). The magnitude of the melt rates was inferred
to follow the temperature at M2, on monthly timescales and the speed of the currents at M2, on daily timescales
(Lindbéack et al., 2023). This relation was attributed to stronger currents facilitating the turbulent transport of heat toward the
ice base. Our observation of ASW at M2,,,,,,., complements these results, suggesting that this water mass indeed contributes
to delivering heat for basal melting to 370 m deep ice.

We have observed the highest ASW cmperatures of up to —1.3°C in 2016/17 (Fig. 2a/c) when the sea ice concentration in
the Weddell Sea and in front of Fimbulisen was at a record low (Turner et al., 2020). Similarly, Lindbick et al. (2019) found
a sudden increase in basal melt rates close to the ice front of Nivlisen Ice Shelf at 11 °E during periods when no sea ice was
present in front of the ice shelf. These observations are #-tine with increased solar heating of ASW in the absence of sea ice
cover (Kusahara and Hasumi, 2013). In this context, our findings highlight that changes in Southern Ocean heat content (Prince
and L’Ecuyer, 2024) and possibly associated changes in ASW temperature may have direct implications for basal melting dews

to the deep central part of Fimbulisen.
4.2.2 Melting by WDW

Based on modeling results, Ngst et al. (2011) and Hattermann et al. (2014) have proposed that the transport of mWDW/WDW
across the main sill into the Fimbulisen cavity occurs through eddies. Here, we have provided direct observational evidence
for, and additional details og this process: warm events at M1y, are associated with the signature of eddies, which on
average have a radius of 8 km and take about two days (= 2At) to pass the main sill into the cavity. These warm intrusions
occur preferably between January and March and between September to November. This finding, together with the potential
importance of ASW for melting of deeper ice, can be valuable for interpreting the seasonal variability in satellite-derived basal
melt rates (Adusumilli et al., 2020). Traces of WDW at M2,,pc; confirm that WDW-driven melting of deep ice drives an
overturning circulation (Ngst and Foldvik, 1994) that affects the cavity circulation on seasonal timescales and appears to have
strengthened after 2016.

The observed timing of WDW inflows below Fimbulisen suggests that the presence of Trolltunga plays an important role
for the inflow dynamics into the cavity. This highlights the potential consequences of the unique setup of the ice shelf and
continental slope at Fimbulisen on its mass balance, where future changes in the extent of the ice tongue (Hke-the-past major
calving event in 1967 (Swithinbank et al., 1977)) may impact the extent to which WDW can access the cavity. However, to
more-robustly link Trolltunga and associated processes to warm intrusions across the main sill and basal melting of the ice
shelf, mere-wetk, e.g. using high-resolution numerical leling-will-be-needed.
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5 Summary and conclusions

The 12 years of temperature, oxygen, and velocity observations below Fimbulisen Ice Shelf have provided new insights into the
processes guiding heat into the cavity, both through ASW at the ice base and WDW near the seafloor. Key features identified

in the cavity hydrography and circulation are:

ASW intrudes the cavity below the ice base every year, contributing up to 75 % to the observed water mass composition

at 220 m depth in March and up to 20 % at 370 m depth in July.

The inflow of ASW along the western side of the Jutulstraumen keel in autumn is in agreement with density gradients

derived from velocity shear by thermal wind balance.

Below a deeper ice draft (350 m), meltwater mixing lines suggest that ISW near the ice base originates from melting by
WDW.

The temperature distribution at the main sill is a superposition of three distinct modes: (i) a background temperature at
the surface freezing point, (ii)) warm WDW inflow from (a) January to March and (b) September to November, and (iii)

cold ISW outflow from May to August.

Warm events at the main sill are associated with cyclonic eddies that reach up to the ice base.

These results complement the previous mooring studies from Hattermann et al. (2012) and Lauber et al. (2023c) by providing
long-term evidence of the temporal and spatial variability of the water masses inside the cavity. The findings highlight the
potential future relevance of basal melting of Fimbulisen by ASW and WDW, addin, our understanding of the processes

that are important to assess future mass loss of the Antarctic ice sheet and associated sea level rise in a warming climate.

Code and data availability. The code to analyze the data and create the figures is available from the corresponding author upon request.
The M1-3 mooring data will be updated at https://doi.org/10.21334/npolar.2023.4a6c36f5 (Lauber et al., 2023b) and made available on
full hourly resolution via https://data.npolar.no. Winkler titration data and glider data will be made available via https://data.npolar.no.
The DML mooring data are available at https://doi.org/10.21334/npolar.2023.45d176be (Lauber et al., 2024a). The CTD data from the Troll
Transect 2020/21 cruise are available at https://doi.org/10.21334/npolar.2023.b1504a66 (Lauber et al., 2024b). The hydrographic climatology
at 17°W is available at https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.893199 (Hattermann and Rohardt, 2018). Bathymetric data are available at
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.913742 (Eisermann et al., 2020b), https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.963737 (Eisermann, 2024), and
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.937574 (Dorschel et al., 2022).

Appendix A: Processing of oxygen data

The Oxygen Optodes 3830 mounted on the RCM9s measured the partial pressure of the oxygen dissolved in the seawater

through a foil, that is permeable to gas, but not water or salt. The large amount of noise teward, low values in the oxygen
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records from the optodes requires careful processing of these data. No noise is present teward higher oxygen values, making

high values generally more reliable-thandew-values. The steps undertaken to process the data summarized below:

1. Salinity and pressure correction:

The raw data from the instruments were corrected for the effects of salinity and pressure. This was done following the

procedure recommended by the manufacturer (Aanderaa Data Instruments, 2007):

DOcorr = DOUTLCOT’T‘ fS fPa (Al)

where DO, is the corrected oxygen, DO, ,corr 18 the uncorrected oxygen, and fg and fp are factors compensating

the effects of salinity and pressure, respectively. These factors are given by

fs = exp((S—Sint)(Bo+ B1Ts+ B2T§ + BsT3) 4+ Co(S* — 52,,)) (A2)
0.032D
fr + Tooom” (A3)

where S is the practical salinity measured by the RCM9, S;,,; = 1psu is a fixed internal salinity setting of the optode,
T is the scaled temperature (defined below), By, 3 and Cj are constants (given in Table Al), and D is the depth of
the sensor. As salinity measurements were only available until the end of 2010, S was set to the time-mean of each
instrument over this period. An increase in S by 0.1 psu I to a decrease in DO, by 0.005ml1~1 at the typically
measured salinities, i.e. the sensitivity of DOq,,, to temporal changes in salinity is negligible. At M3,pper, Where no
salinity measurements were available, .S was set to the mean salinity of M1,ppcr. The scaled temperature T's is given by

208.15°C — T
Tg=In( > ~"" A4
S n<273.15°C+T>’ (A4

where T is the in situ temperature in °C measured by the RCMO9.

2. Unit conversion:
The unit given by the instrument is zzmol1~!. This unit was converted into ml1~*:

El _10-3 pmol

i I V, (AS)

where V' = 22.411mol ! is the molar volume of an ideal gas at standard temperature and pressure.

3. Offset removal:

We identified an offset of 0.4mll~! in the sub-ice-shelf oxygen data compared to the auxiliary data sets. At the lower
instruments, this offset was obtained from the difference between the respective WDW-WW mixing lines in the ©-DO
diagram (Fig. 5). This mixing line is most pronounced at M1}y, (due to the strongest WDW influence), but is also
present to some extent at M2j,yer and M3joywe;r- Thereforesto remove the offset, we added a constant value of 0.4ml 11

to the oxygen data ef all lower instruments.
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585 At the upper instruments, an offset is hardet to identify than at the lower instruments in the ©-DO diagram (Fig. 5),
as the water masses do not follow a clear mixing line. A mixing line between ASW and WW is more pronounced in
the Winkler titration data in a S4-DO diagram (Fig. A1, based only on data until the end of 2010). The slope of the
ASW-WW mixing line at M1, agrees with the slope of the line from the Winkler titration data, yielding the same
offset of 0.4mll~! as for the lower instruments. For M2ypper, the S4-DO diagram is less conclusive since most of the

590 observed water is ISW, but-this is not represented in the auxiliary data. However, after adding the same offset to the
M2, pper OXygen data, the S4-1)0 properties can be traced back along a meltwater mixing line to originate from WW in
all three auxiliary data sets (Fig. Al). At M3,pper N0 comparison in S4-DO space can be done due to missing salinity
data. However, due-te similar temperature values (Fig. 2a/c) and a similar seasonal variability in temperature (Fig. 3a/c)
and oxygen (Fig. A2) at M3,,,per compared to M1,,;,p¢r, and because the magnitude of the oxygen offset was the same

595 at all other five jnstruments, the constant of 0.4ml1~! was also added to the oxygen records at M3,pper-

The coefficients to convert the raw instrument voltage from the instrument into engineering units of dissolved oxygen
are the same for all six optodes. This may explain why the offset in absolute oxygen values is also the same. However,

after consulting the instrument manufacturer, we cannot eenelade-en the origin of this offset.

4. Noise removal:

600 This step was done separately for the upper and lower sensors, due to different temperature-oxygen properties below the

ice base compared tg close to the seabed.

(a) For the upper oxygen sensors, all values below a threshold of 6.5ml1~! were discarded. After that, the hourly
data were subsampled by selecting the maximum hourly measurement for each day. If one or more measurements
during one day had already been discarded, no measurement was kept for the respective day. This method yields

605 the upper envelope of the oxygen time series and strictly removes any suspicious spikes toward low values.

(b) For all lower oxygen sensors, low oxygen values accompanied by an increase in temperature were identified as
real features in Fig. 5, as they lay on the WW-WDW mixing line. Using the same method as for the upper sensors
would remove these values. To avoid this, we define a threshold based on both oxygen and temperature, below
which all data oxygen measurements were removed. This threshold is set directly below the WW-WDW mixing

610 line (black-white dashed line in Fig. 5), and is described by the equation
DO =5mll"! —1mll~t°C~ !t e. (A6)

To account for any remaining artifacts in the absolute values of dissolved oxygen, we used an uncertainty of opo =
0.1mll~! in the OMP calculations (see Appendix B).
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Table A1. Constants used for the compensation of salinity at the Oxygen Optodes 3830.

By —6.24097 x 10 3 psu~?
By —6.93498 x 10 3psu~*°C~?
B, —6.90358 x 107 3psu~'°C~2
Bs —4.29155 x 10 3psu~*t°C~3
Co —3.11680 x 10~ "psu~?

Appendix B: Uncertainty analysis of the OMP analysis

The uncertainties of the water mass fractions & from the OMP analysis were calculated using a Monte Carlo approach: First,
uncertainties were assigned to the tracer properties of the source water masses (Table 2, Fig. B1) and the measured tracers
(66 =0.05°C, 0g, = 0.05gkg™ !, opo = 0.1mll~1). Then, the OMP calculation for the mean and the daily averages was
re-run 10° times, but with all source water properties and measured values perturbed by a randomly drawn value of a normal
distribution with zero mean and the respective uncertainty of the tracers as standard deviation. The standard deviation of the

distribution from all perturbed runs was then taken as the error ef the water mass fractions.

Appendix C: Significance and uncertainty analysis for warm events

The statistical significance of the time series before and after the warm events was calculated using a Monte Carlo approach:
for each variable at each instrument, the number of events, over which the value at the respective lag was averaged (referred to
as original average in the following), was stored. This number varies due to gaps in some of the time series. It was then tested
105 times how often the original average is greater or lower than an average based on the same number of events, but from
values randomly drawn from the respective full time series. If for at least 99 % of the tests the original average was larger, or
for at least 99 % of the tests the original average was smaller than the random average, the value was considered significant.
The uncertainty of the composite averages was assessed by taking the standard deviation of all included variables across all

events es hourly resolution before, after, and during an event.
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Figure Al. Absolute salinity - dissolved oxygen diagram of M1ypper and M2ypper after removal of the constant offset and noise until the
end of 2010 (since no salinity data are available afterward). The same auxiliary data sets as in Fig. 5, Fig. B1, and Fig. B2 are shown. Colored

dots with boxes indicate the mean properties and uncertainties of ASW, WW, and WDW (see also Table 2).
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Figure B2. Conservative temperature - absolute salinity diagram of the sub-ice-shelf mooring data and auxiliary data. The gray shading is

a histogram of all hourly upper and lower mooring data until the end of 2010. M3,pper and M3jower are not included in this figure due

to missing or unreliable conductivity data. Colored lines show the range of the single mooring instruments (blue, red, 1 count contour), of

the DMLgeep/DMLghaliow mooring data (yellow, 5 counts contour), of the Troll Transect 2020/21 CTD data (cyan, 5 counts contour), and

a glider (sg564, white, 5 counts contour). White dots are data from CTD stations during the Southern Ocean Ecosystem cruise 2019. The

shown data points are the same as for the Winkler titration data in Fig. 5. The gray lines are meltwater mixing lines. The near-horizontal

black dashed line indicates the salinity-dependent surface freezing point. Dashed contours indicate the potential density in kgm™".
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Figure C1. Additional statistics of warm events at M1jower. (a) Histogram of the event duration. Composite averages of temperature (b) and
dissolved oxygen (c) before, during, and after an event. Dots on the time series indicate a significant deviation from the long-term mean
(dashed lines). (d) Composite averages of velocity at M1ypper and M1jower before, during, and after an event. For clarity, arrows are plotted
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Abstract. Future mass loss from the East Antarctic Ice Sheet represents a major uncertainty in projections of future sea level
rise. Recent studies have highlighted the potential vulnerability of the East Antarctic Ice Sheet to atmospheric and oceanic
changes, but long-term observations inside the ice shelf cavities are rare, especially in East Antarctica. Here, we present new
insights from observations from three oceanic moorings below Fimbulisen Ice Shelf from 2009 to 2021. We examine the
characteristics of Warm Deep Water (WDW) intrusions across a sill connecting the cavity to the open ocean, and investigate
seasonal variability of the circulation and water masses inside the cavity. In autumn, solar-heated, buoyant Antarctic Surface
Water (ASW) reaches below the 350 m deep central part of the ice shelf, separating colder Ice Shelf Water from the ice base
and affecting the cavity circulation on seasonal timescales. At depth, the occurrence of WDW is associated with the advection
of cyclonic eddies across the sill into the cavity. These eddies reach up to the ice base. The warm intrusions occur favorably
from January to March and from September to November, and traces of WDW-derived meltwater close to the ice base imply
an overturning of these warm intrusions inside the cavity. We suggest that both the offshore thermocline depth and interactions
of the Antarctic Slope Current with the ice shelf topography over the continental slope cause this timing. Our findings provide
a better understanding of the interplay between shallow ASW and deep WDW inflows for basal melting at Fimbulisen, with

implications for the potential vulnerability of the ice shelf to climate change.

1 Introduction

Mass loss from the Antarctic ice sheet is certain to contribute to future sea level rise (DeConto and Pollard, 2016; DeConto
et al., 2021). Ice shelf thinning through basal melting (Pritchard et al., 2012) and iceberg calving (Greene et al., 2022) is the
main source for this mass loss, as it reduces the buttressing of the inland ice and can accelerate its discharge (Dupont and Alley,
2005; Reese et al., 2018). Still, major uncertainties in future sea level rise projections originate from the Antarctic ice sheet
(Edwards et al., 2021). The West Antarctic ice shelves are subject to rapid basal mass loss of up to tens of myear—! (Rignot
et al., 2013; Adusumilli et al., 2020), which has been attributed to direct access of Circumpolar Deep Water (CDW) to the
cavities (e.g., Dutrieux et al., 2014; Jenkins et al., 2018). In contrast, most East Antarctic ice shelves experience lower basal
melt rates in the order of 1 rnyeaf1 (Adusumilli et al., 2020). However, in recent years, observations have revealed that some

East Antarctic ice shelves are more exposed to warm water masses and subject to assoeiated-basal melting than previously
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thought (Rintoul et al., 2016; Hirano et al., 2020; Lauber et al., 2023c; Ribeiro et al., 2023). These localized observations
coincide with a long-term warming and poleward shift of CDW off East Antarctica, with possible implications of increased
basal melting of this part of the ice sheet (Herraiz-Borreguero and Naveira Garabato, 2022). Yet, most East Antarctic ice shelf
cavities remain unexplored to date, so the governing oceanic processes and the response of the ice shelves to oceanic changes
remain uncertain.

Fimbulisen Ice Shelf is located &t the prime meridian at the coast of the southern Weddell Gyre and is the seaward extension
of the Jutulstraumen ice stream. T orthernmost poriioii of the ice shelf, Trolltunga, overhangs the continental shelf break
by several tens of kilometers (Fig. 1a, Ngst, 2004). In this region and along the whole Dronning Maud Land coast, Warm Deep
Water (WDW), a derivative of CDW that has been advected poleward within the eastern limb of the Weddell Gyre, is located
in the direct vicinity of the ice shelves off the narrow continental shelf. In front of the ice shelves, the WDW is suppressed due
to prevailing easterly winds which induce a southward Ekman transport and downwelling at the coast (Sverdrup, 1954). This
creates the Antarctic Slope Front (ASF) and the associated westward geostrophic Antarctic Slope Current (ASC, Jacobs, 1991;
Thompson et al., 2018), to which Trolltunga is directly exposed. The ASF shields the cavities from most of the WDW and thus
prevents high basal melt rates, although small amounts of WDW have been observed to access the continental shelf through
eddies as part of the ASF overturning (Ngst et al., 2011).

Most of the water inside the Fimbulisen cavity is close to the surface freezing temperature (Nicholls et al., 2006, 2008). This
water mass originates from surface cooling and the addition of salt during the sea ice freezing season in the open ocean and
is referred to as Winter Water (WW, Nicholls et al., 2009). In turn, surface warming and sea ice melt around summer add heat
and freshwater to the coastal water column, creating a lighter water mass called Antarctic Surface Water (ASW, Nicholls et al.,
2009). When wind-driven downwelling of ASW exceeds the ice shelf draft, ASW can enter below Fimbulisen (Zhou et al.,
2014; Hattermann et al., 2012). When any of the three coastal water masses (ASW, WW, WDW) comes in direct contact with
the ice shelf, the ice will melt at a rate depending on the thermal forcing (Jenkins, 1999), i.e. the difference between the ocean
temperature and the in-situ freezing point. Turbulence in the ice-ocean boundary layer below the ice controls the efficiency of
the heat transfer toward the ice base (McPhee and Morison, 2001). Basal melting produces glacial meltwater (GMW, Jenkins,
1999), and if the mixing product with the adjacent cavity water masses is colder than the surface freezing temperature, the
water is called Ice Shelf Water (ISW, Foldvik et al., 2004). Due to the GMW input, ISW is less saline and hence more buoyant
than its oceanic source, such that it typically rises along the ice shelf base (Ngst and Foldvik, 1994). The mixing of a water
mass with GMW occurs along a straight line in temperature-salinity space (Gade, 1979). These mixing lines have been used to
infer overturning inside the Fimbulisen cavity by relating water masses observed close to the seafloor and below the ice base
(Nicholls et al., 2008; Hattermann et al., 2012).

Several modeling studies have investigated the oceanic conditions below Fimbulisen. In particular, Smedsrud et al. (2006)
suggested the deep ASC to-modulate the inflow of WDW into the cavity via bottom Ekman transport. This mechanism was
supported observations of the ASC in front of Trolltunga (Nufez-Riboni and Fahrbach, 2009). Hattermann et al. (2014)
found that during summer, the circulation below Fimbulisen at the seafloor follows the bathymetry and the circulation below

the ice base follows the ice shelf draft. These baroclinic conditions were attributed to increased stratification during that season.
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In-turn—in winter, Hattermann et al. (2014) found more barotropic conditions due to a well-mixed water column that allows
for less vertical shear. Furthermore, Hattermann et al. (2014) found a distinct seasonal cycle in WDW inflow, related to an
amplitude of 0.4°C of the temperature seasonal cycle at the inflow path, but not favored by a shallow offshore WDW layer.
These modeling results, however, have only been validated by direct observations to a very limited extent.

Hattermann et al. (2012) and Lauber et al. (2023c) have discussed the variability of WDW inflows on interannual timescales.
Lauber et al. (2023c) argued that these warm inflows occurred more frequently when the offshore WDW (and the associated
thermocline) shoaled and shifted southward, driven by changes in local and remote winds and sea ice cover, although the
detailed dynamics of the warm inflows were not further investigated. The thermocline depth over the 1100 m isobath 450 km
upstream of Fimbulisen was observed to be the shallowest in March based on mooring observations from 2019 to 2020 (Lauber
et al., 2023a). However, there was no evident increase in sub-ice-shelf temperatures during this period. Lauber et al. (2023a)
therefore suggested that additional processes like bottom Ekman transport (Smedsrud et al., 2006; Niifiez-Riboni and Fahrbach,
2009) and potential vorticity dynamics at the ice front (Wahlin et al., 2020; Steiger et al., 2022) may locally modulate the WDW
access to the cavity.

A regime shift toward more sustained WDW inflow below Fimbulisen was observed in 2016, associated with an almost
doubling of the long-term basal melt rate of 0.67myear—' (Lauber et al., 2023c). To improve projections of future changes,
a more detailed understanding of the oceanic processes below the ice shelf is needed. To address this issue, we analyze 12
years (2009-2021) of near-continuous oceanographic observations of temperature, dissolved oxygen, velocity, and (to a limited
extent) salinity from six instruments on three moorings below Fimbulisen. Based on these data, we investigate the hourly to
seasonal variability of the hydrography and circulation inside the cavity. We characterize the WDW intrusions at depth and
perform an Optimum Multiparameter analysis to quantify the water mass composition inside the cavity. The sub-ice-shelf
moorings, auxiliary data of open-ocean hydrography, and methods are described in Sect. 2. The mooring time series, derived
water mass distributions, and details of WDW intrusions are presented in Sect. 3. Implications of the results are discussed in

Sect. 4 and conclusions are summarized in Sect. 5.

2 Data and Methods
2.1 Sub-ice-shelf moorings

Three oceanographic moorings (M1-3) were deployed through hot-water-drilled boreholes below—FEimbulisen-tee-Shelf in
December 2009 and January 2010 (Fig. 1, Hattermann et al., 2012). M1 was placed over the deepest connection between the
open ocean and the cavity. This connection is a sill of 570 m depth that crosscuts the continental slope (referred to as main sill
hereafter, Ngst, 2004) and is the most reasenable pathway for WDW to enter the cavity. M2 was located 50 km southeast of M 1
following contours of water column thickness into the cavity, as WDW intruding the cavity at the main sill is expected to follow
these contours (Hattermann et al., 2012). M3 was located below the eastern part of the ice shelf downstream of a shallower
sill of 420 m depth, where a secondary WDW inflow pathway has been proposed (Nicholls et al., 2006). The moorings were

equipped with two instruments each, an upper one around 30 m below the ice base, and a lower one around 100 m above the
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seafloor. In the following, these instruments are referred to as M1igwer, M2ypper, €tc. Centered at the prime meridian, the keel
of Jutulstraumen dominates the ice thickness of Fimbulisen. Here, the ice shelf draft is more than 300 m deep, compared to
100-200 m west and east of the keel (Fig. 1b). M1 was located on the western side of the keel, and M2 was located right below it
in a southwest-northeast oriented 1.5 km wide and 75 m deep basal channel. M3 was east of the Jutulstraumen keel. The depths
of the instruments, the ice draft and water depth at the moorings, and their horizontal displacement due to ice velocity are given
in Table 1. All six instruments were Aandera RCM9 equipped with an Optode 3830, and measured temperature, conductivity,
dissolved oxygen, and horizontal velocity at hourly intervals. All sensors were calibrated before deployment. The data until
January 2012 have been analyzed in Hattermann et al. (2012), and the data until January 2019 in Lauber et al. (2023c). The
latest data were recovered in Februaiy 2022, with data recorded until December 2021 when the batteries ran out. Gaps in some
variables were caused by temporary or permanent instrument failures. Spikes outside the reasonable ranges of the variables
were removed after visual inspection.

The temperature sensors delivered stable temperature records over 12 years. For comparison between water masses, conser-
vative temperature was calculated following TEOS-10 and the Gibbs-SeaWater Toolbox (McDougall and Barker, 2011).

The conductivity sensors drifted at all instruments, at the latest from the end of 2010 on. At M3,,,per, N0 conductivity was
recorded at all. At all other instruments, the conductivity data collected after December 2010 were discarded. At M1,per, the
drift-corrected data provided by Hattermann et al. (2012) until November 2010 were used. Using the Gibbs-SeaWater Toolbox

>Deougall-and Barker; 201, conductivity was converted into absolute salinity.

T'he dissolved oxygen data did not show any obvious sensor drift, but the values at all six instruments were systematically
0.4ml1~! larger than in comparable data sets (Sect. 2.2). In addition, the oxygen records contained noise in the form of spikes
to low values, mainly at the lowest measured temperatures. Detailed steps to remove the offset and the noise are described in
Appendix A. Discarding bad data during the correction process introduced data gaps of up to several months toward the end of
the record at M2,,,per and M3y pper-

The measured velocities were corrected for magnetic declination using magnetic field data from the International Geomag-
netic Reference Field (Alken et al., 2021) on hourly resolution.

‘We used the following toolboxes for data analysis and visualization: jLab (Lilly, 2021), M_Map (Pawlowicz, 2023), cmocean
(Thyng et al., 2016), and Antarctic Mapping Tools (Greene et al., 2017).

2.2 Auxiliary data sets

For comparison to the sub-ice-shelf mooring observations, we used open ocean temperature, salinity, and dissolved oxygen
data collected in front of Fimbulisen (Fig. 1a): we used CTD data from 14 stations taken during the Troll Transect cruise
onboard M/V Malik Arctica in December 2020 and January 2021 using an SBE911plus (Lauber et al., 2023a). Additionally,
we used hourly mooring data from three Sea-Bird SBE37 MicroCATS at two locations on the continental slope from March
2019 to December 2020. Of these three MicroCATS, one was mounted on, DMLgee, at a depth of 130m, and two were
mounted on DMLgpa110w at depths of 210 m and 390 m (Lauber et al., 2023a) top;-we used dissolved oxygen data obtained

from Winkler titration from 136 water samples at 17 stations taken during the Southerr in Ecosystem cruise onboard R/V
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Figure 1. (a) Map of the study area indicating the positions of the sub-ice-shelf moorings M1-3 in 2022 (blue, red, and orange dots),
offshore moorings DMLgeep and DMLghaliow (yellow dots), Troll Transect 2020/21 (TT20/21) CTD stations (cyan dots), and Southern
Ocean Ecosystem cruise 2019 (DMLE19) CTD stations (white dots). The magenta arrow indicates the Antarctic Slope Current and possible
pathways of Warm Deep Water into the cavity and toward the grounding line. The white box marks the zoomed area in panel (b). The
colormap shows the bathymetry from Eisermann et al. (2020a) south of 69°S, from Eisermann et al. (2024) east of 8 °E, and from Dorschel
et al. (2022, IBCSO v2) otherwise. The black line indicates the ice front and coastline (Mouginot et al., 2017), and gray patches are grounded
ice (Mouginot et al., 2017). (b) Zoomed area showing the M1-3 positions in 2009 and 2022. Pie charts indicate the estimated mean water
mass distribution in 2010 estimated from the Optimum Multiparameter analysis for all upper (indicated north of the location) and lower
(indicated south of the location) instruments. Yellow numbers show the GMW concentration, which is not visible in the pie charts. The
colormap shows the bathymetry from Eisermann et al. (2020a), and white contours indicate the 10 km-smoothed ice shelf draft in meters

(Morlighem et al., 2020).

Kronprins Haakon in March 2019. The respective temperature and salinity values were taken from Sea-Bird SBE911plus CTD
measurements. The Winkler titration provides the most reliable measurements of dissolved oxygen. The MicroCAT and CTD
oxygen sensors were calibrated before and after deployment, but can be subject to temporal sensor drift.

In addition, we used temperature and salinity records obtained from a glider operating between December 2020 to April
2021 from 0° to 7°E and from 69.5°S to 66.5°S.

Monthly values of thermocline depth, defined as the depth of the —0.3°C isotherm, were extracted from hydrographic
climatology at 17°W (Hattermann, 2018) and from the DMLgy, 110w mooring records (Lauber et al., 2023a).
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Table 1. Ice shelf draft and water depth at deployment in 2009/10, median instrument depths and horizontal displacement of all mooring

instruments.

M1 M2 M3
Ice shelf draft (2009/10) 185 m 350m 158 m
Upper instrument depth 223m 368 m 197m
Lower instrument depth 542 m 681 m 451 m
Water depth (2009/10) 653 m 870 m 535m

Horizontal displacement (2009/10-2022) 8.50km  8.64km  0.52km

2.3 Water mass analysis

We investigated the water mass composition at all instruments using Optimum Multiparameter analysis (OMP, described in,
e.g., Tomczak, 1981; Tomczak and Large, 1989; Mackas et al., 1987). With this method, the concentrations of given source
water masses within an observed water mass can be obtained by solving a linear system of equations, assuming the conservation
of specified tracers. In our case, the source water masses were ASW, WW, WDW, and GMW, and the tracers were conservative
temperature, absolute salinity, and dissolved oxygen. The latter can be regarded as a conservative tracer below an ice shelf,
assuming that biological productivity and respiration which would modify oxygen levels are negligible (Jenkins, 1999). The

equation system then reads

Oasw  Oww  Owbpw  Ocuw TASW Oobs
Sassw  Saww  Sawpw  Sdcuw aww | | Saw. 7 )
DOasw DOww DOwpw DOcuw | | zwpw DOops
1 1 1 1 P 1
A x b

where the constant source water (given by the subscripts) properties, conservative temperature O, absolute salinity S 4, and
dissolved oxygen DO, are summarized in the matrix A. The fractions of the source water masses are given in the vector x,
and the observed properties are contained in the vector b. The equation in the last row of the system is mass conservation; i.c,
the fractions in « have to sum up to 1.

A and b were normalized, denoted as A, 1, and b, , respectively, to make the tracers of incomparable units comparable.

In addition, the tracers were given different relative weights in the equations, using a diagonal weighting matrix W, which
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contains the weight for each tracer:

We 0 0 0
0w 0 0
W = 4 . )
0 0 Wpo 0
0 0 0 Wmass

We set the weights for conservative temperature, absolute salinity, and mass conservation Wg = Ws, = W45 = 100 and the
weight for dissolved oxygen Wpo = 1. These values were chosen to account for the less reliable absolute values of oxygen

and gave the most realistic water mass distributions. The normalized versions of A and b were then multiplied with W:

A W Anorm (3)

I; = W bnorm . (4)
The system of equations was solved for & by minimizing the residual
d=||Az - b|j3, )

where the subscript 2 denotes the Euclidean norm, and a non-negativity constraint is imposed on « to avoid non-physical
fractions of negative x. The algorithm by Lawson and Hanson (1974) was then used to solve the linear equation system under
this constraint. The OMP analysis was conducted for the mean tracer values during the first year of observations when salinity
measurements were available, i.e. until the end of 2010. As no salinity data were available at M3,,,pcr, the mean value from
M1,pper Was assumed due to similar temperature and oxygen values at the two sites. In addition, the OMP analysis was done
for daily averages of the tracers at M1,pper and M2, until the end of 2010. These two instruments were chosen as they
revealed more seasonal variability within the first year compared to the other instruments.

The source water properties of ASW, WW, and WDW were derived from ©-5 4 (Fig. B2) and ©-DO (Fig. 5) diagrams from
the auxiliary CTD, mooring, and Winkler titration data described in Sect. 2.2. For GMW, the salinity was set t0 Sa.,,w =
0gkg~!. Its conservative temperature was set to a theoretical value that accounts for heat conduction from water to ice, latent
heat transfer, and mixing of meltwater with the ambient water (Jenkins, 1999). This temperature is the x-axis intercept of a
meltwater mixing line in ©-5,4 space (Gade, 1979). Following Nakayama et al. (2013), Biddle et al. (2017), and Zheng et al.
(2021), this effective temperature was set to O = —90.8°C. Dissolved oxygen values for GMW have, in earlier studies;

been obtained by extrapolating CDW-GWM mixing lines to a salinity of 0gkg™*

in ©-DO space, resul in a range o
25mll~! to 30ml1~"! (Hellmer et al., 1993; Jenkins, 1999; Jenkins and Jacobs, 2008). Since these meltwater mixing lines are
not observed in our mooring data, we set DOgprw = 28mll~! for GMW, following the latter and other (Nakayama et al.,
2013; Biddle et al., 2017; Wahlin et al., 2021) studies. In ©-DO space, meltwater mixing lines were estimated via a straight
line to the GMW end member at DOg = 28mll~! and Oy = —90.8°C (Fig. 5).

The source water masses represent a range rather than a point in ©-54-DO space, and the measured variables from the

instruments can contain offsets due to drift and accuracy of the sensors. To quantify how much both these factors influence
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Table 2. End-member values of the source water mass conservative temperature (©), absolute salinity (S4), and dissolved oxygen (DO),

including their uncertainties. The values are based on the water mass distributions in Fig. B1.

S} Sa DO

Antarctic Surface Water  —0.5 + 0.5°C  34.15+ 0.2gkg™' 8 £0.5mll™?

Winter Water —1.88+0.1°C 3445+ 0.1gkg™* 7.1+0.3mll?
Warm Deep Water 0.54+0.3°C 3484 0.05gkg™! 4.9+ 0.2mll!
Glacial Meltwater —90.8 £5°C 0+ 0gkg™! 28 + 5mll™!

the results of the OMP analyses, we estimated the propagated uncertainties as described in Appendix B. The properties of all

source water masses and their respective ranges are given in Table 2 and visualized in Fig. B1.
2.4 Thermal wind

The water mass estimates described above were complemented by estimates of horizontal density gradients, derived from the

vertical shear of the horizontal velocity via the thermal wind equation

op _ _f Av

dr  pog Az (6)
dp f Au

g _ I 7
dy pog Az @

3 2

where p is the density, f = —1.37 x 10~*s~ is the Coriolis parameter, py = 1028 kgm~? is a reference density, g = 9.81ms~
is the gravitational acceleration, Au and Av are the differences of eastward and northward velocity, respectively, between up-
per and lower instrument at each mooring, and Az is the vertical distance between the two instruments. The calculation was
done using monthly averaged velocities.

The distance over which the density gradients are valid is the baroclinic Rossby radius of deformation. Following Chelton

et al. (1998), we estimated the first mode of the baroclinic Rossby radius according to

-D i=—D

1 Az
R=— [ N(2)dz~ =2 S N, 8
Fi / ()~ e 2 ®)

—H
where H is the water depth, D is the depth of the ice draft, z is the vertical coordinate, Az = 1m is the depth increment, and
N is the Brunt-Viisild frequency, calculated from the CTD profiles obtained at the mooring sites before mooring deployment
(Hattermann et al., 2012) using the Gibbs-SeaWater Toolbox (MeDeugall-and Barker; 201H. This yields a baroclinic Rossby
radius of around R = 1-10kin.

The magnitude of the velocity difference vector (Au, Av) between upper and lower instruments (referred to as velocity
shicar hereafter) serves as a measure of how baroclinic the flow is, i.e. how large the depth-varying component of the flow is. A

small and large magnitude indicate weaker and stronger baroclinic conditions, respectively.
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2.5 Warm events

As inflows of WDW into the cavity at M1,y are of particular interest for basal melting at Fimbulisen (Lauber et al., 2023c¢),
we investigated the oceanic conditions before, during, and after such warm events. There were 1767 hourly measurements of
temperatures above a threshold of —1.39°C (the long-term mean plus three standard deviations) at M1,,ye,. These measure-
ments were split into 189 individual warm events, separated by periods when the temperature dropped below the threshold for
at least one hourly measurement. The median duration (upper/lower quartile) of individual events was 4 (10/2) hours, and the
longest consecutive inflow event lasted for 96 hours (Fig. Cla).

To investigate the cavity hydrography and circulation associated with the warm events, composites of the evolution of
temperature, oxygen, and velocity from ten days before to ten days after all warm events were computed. For that purpose,
hourly time series before the warm events were aligned to the first record of each event above the threshold and averaged across
all events. Likewise, hourly time series after the warm events were aligned with the last record of each event above the threshold
and averaged across all events. All values during the warm events were averaged into one value at zero offset. The time of zero
offset is referred to as t( hereafter. When warm events were separated by less than ten days, the composite averages contained
autocorrelations. To minimize the effect of these, other warm events occurring within ten days before or after a warm event
were excluded from the respective average. To assess the robustness of the composite averages, significances and uncertainties

were calculated as described in Appendix C.

3 Results
3.1 Mooring observations

The up to 12 year long temperature, oxygen, and velocity records from all six mooring instruments are presented in Fig. 2. At
the upper instruments, 82 % of all temperature measurements are lower than the surface freezing point of —1.88°C (Fig. 2a-c).
This shows the presence of buoyant ISW, commonly found close to the ice base due to freshwater input from GMW (Ngst
and Foldvik, 1994). Oxygen values range from 7mll~! to 8mll~!. At M1upper and M3pper, temperatures reach a maximum
of about —1.3°C every year, coinciding with oxygen maxima of up to 8.1mll~! (Fig. 2a/c). These temperature and oxygen
maxima can be attributed to shallow intrusions of ASW in autumn below the ice drafts llower than 190 m (Hattermann
etal., 2012). The velocities at M1,,pper and M3y,pper are predominantly directed southward into the cavity with mean speeds of
around 5cms~ 1. At M2,pper, temperature maxima (up to —1.8°C) and minima (down to —2.1°C) are lower than at M1,pper
and M3, pper Fiz—2b), con nt with less influence of ASW and a lower in situ freezing point below the 350 m deep ice
draft. Atthe-sarme-timesoxygen background values at M2, are around 0.2mll™! lower than at M1ypper and M3,ppers
and maxima remain below 7.6mll~!. The velocity at M2, is predominantly directed toward the northeast along the basal
channel at a speed of around 2cms™!.

At the lower instruments, 91 % of temperature observations lie above the surface freezing point, with oxygen values around

7mll~! (Fig. 2d-f). Temperature maxima reach 0°C at M1jower, —1.3°C at M2jgwer, and —1.5°C at M3)ower. These maxima
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are accompanied by a decrease in oxygen down to 5.3ml1~! and can be attributed to intrusions of WDW or modified WDW
(i WDW, a mixture between WW and WDW) into the cavity at depth (Hattermann et al., 2012; Lauber et al., 2023c). At all
lower instruments, minimum temperatures of down to —1.99°C are observed in May/June in the years 2014 to 2016, indicat-

1 and

ing the presence of ISW in the lower part of the cavity. Until 2014, mean velocities at M1j,yey remain below 2cms™
vary in direction (Fig. 2d). Afterward, the flow direction at M1}, alternates seasonally between northwestward (out of the
cavity) and southeastward (into the cavity) at mean speeds of up to 8cms™'. At M2j,wer, a near-continuous eastward flow of

around 2cms™!

roughly follows bathymetric contours into the cavity (Fig. 2e). At M3)ower, the flow is southwestward along
bathymetric contours at speeds around 4cms~! (Fig. 2f). This shows that mWDW also enters the cavity at the eastern sill as

previously hypothesized by Nicholls et al. (2006).

To assess patterns of seasonal temperature variability, we examine the frequency of occurrence of different temperature
intervals during each month, with red lines indicating percentiles of the monthly varying temperature distribution (Fig. 3).

At M1 pper and M3,,per, @ pattern of higher temperatures is more frequently observed from December to May, showing
the arrival of solar-heated ASW after it has been suppressed below the depths of the ice shelf draft in autumn (Fig. 3a/c, Zhou
et al., 2014). This variability is also reflected in the mean and all shown percentiles, which resemble the consistent scasonal
variability of the respective full time series (Fig. 2a/c). At M2,,per, We Observe a somewhat reversed temperature seasonality
(Fig. 3b): from April to June, the more frequent occurrence of temperatures below —2 °C indicates higher ISW concentrations
during this period. During the rest of the year, the mean temperature is around —1.95°C.

At M1jower, the most commonly observed temperatures lie around the surface freezing point throughout the year, with 64 %
of all hourly temperature observations ranging between —1.8°C and —1.9°C (Fig. 3d). The monthly temperature distributions
at M1jower show a long tail toward high values, corresponding to WDW. This tail is most pronounced between January and
March and between September to November, as shiown by the 80 % and 99 % percentiles. Between May and August, such
high-temperature excursions are less frequent, and temperatures below the surface freezing point are more frequent. This is
also seen in the 1 % percentile and indicates the presence of ISW. In summary, the temperature distribution at M1}y, is the
result of the superposition of three different modes: (i) a constant background temperature at the surface freezing point, (ii)
warm mWDW/WDW presence in (a) January to March and (b) September to November, and (iii) cold ISW presence between
May and August.

At M2)4yer, all three modes from M1y, are evident (Fig. 3e). This similarity is in line with the regional proximity of the
two sites and their connectivity along contours of constant water column thickness. mWDW is generally colder, and ISW is
warmer at M2)yer than at M1jgwer. At M3jower, the same three modes are present, but two of them are somewhat modified
(Fig. 3f): mWDW is observed predominantly between February and April, and much limited during the rest of the year. In
addition, ISW occurs between March and May, i.e. around two months earlier than at M1j,yer and M2;oycr-

To investigate the seasonal variability in velocities and their connections to the temperature, monthly mean arrows of the

observed velocities and associated variance ellipses are shown in Fig. 4.
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We are not aware of any literature having defined a precise cutoff temperature. To our knowledge, mWDW can be any mixture between WDW and WW.

We deleted WDW here, as no pure WDW is observed.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Contours of bathymetry and water column thickness are closely aligned at all mooring locations, so we refer to water column thickness in the revised manuscript for consistency.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
The highest observed temperature at M1_lower is 0.21°C, which is almost pure WDW (at 0.5°C according to our definition of WDW). So you are right that all the warm water observed at the main sill is mWDW, not WDW. We therefore now use mWDW in this sentence. We checked all other occurences of WDW and now use mWDW where appropriate.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Deleted.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Added.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Paragraph break removed.
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Figure 2. Time series of hourly in situ temperature (left axis, black), daily dissolved oxygen (right axis, blue), and 60-day binned and four-bin
(=240 days) filtered horizontal velocity (black arrows) at (a) M1upper, (b) M2ypper, (€) M3upper, (d) M1iower, (€) M2iower, (f) M31ower. The
freezing temperature for water at a reference salinity of 34.4gkg ™" at surface pressure (dashed line) and the depth of the ice base (dotted
line in upper instrument time series, Table 1) are indicated. At M2ypper, the in situ freezing temperature of —2.14°C, lies outside of the

shown temperature range.

At M1,,per, the velocities reach a maximum speed of 4 cm s~! in south-southwest direction in April (Fig. 4a). This shows
that the ASW observed during this time (Fig. 3a) intrudes the cavity along the western side of the Jutulstraumen keel (Fig. 1b).
After July, increased velocity variability across the keel coincides with the absence of ASW. Similar to M1,pper, the current
speed at M3,pper is at a maximum of 4cms™! toward the southwest in March when ASW is observed (Fig. 4c and 3c¢). At
M2ypper» highest speeds of 3cms™! toward the northeast are observed together with the coldest temperatures in May (Fig.
4b and 3b). This coincidence of strong currents and low temperatures supports the picture of a buoyancy-driven flow, where
ISW has been freshened along a meltwater mixing line, decreasing its density and hence rising faster along the ice base. The
northeastward direction of the flow and its relatively small variability at M2, aligns with the basal channel in which the

instrument is located, and which seems to guide ISW from west to east across the Jutulstraumen keel at this location.
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Changed to "the" according to the suggestion from Anonymous Referee #1.
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Ficure 3. Histograms of hourly temperature observations binned into month-temperature intervals at (a) M1upper, (b) M2upper, (€) M3upper,
(d) M1iower, (€) M2iower, (f) M3iower. The black lines are the mean temperature and the red lines are the 1 %, 80 %, and 99 % percentiles

during the respective month. The black horizontal dashed lines indicate the surface freezing point for a salinity of 34.4gkg ™.

At M1jower, the velocity is directed toward the northwest (out of the cavity) at a mean speed of 4cm s~! from April to June,
and toward the southeast (into the cavity) at a mean speed of up to 4cms~! from September to January (Fig. 4d). The timing
of the outflow coincides with the lowest temperatures (Fig. 3d), i.e. ISW flows out of the cavity. The timing of the inflow
coincides with the period when the highest temperature excursions are observed and no ISW is present. The flow at M2;,yer
does not seasonally reverse its direction as at the main sill, but the eastward velocity is strongest at 3cms~! in November (Fig.
4e) when the inflow at M1}y, is close to strongest. This supports the connectivity between the M1}qyer and M2,yer locations
within the cavity. At M3)oyer, the southwestward (into the cavity) velocity reaches a maximum of 5cms ™! from April to June
(Fig. 4f). The inflow is weakest in September and October, similar to the flow below the ice base at M3,pper (Fig. 4c). That is,

the seasonal variability in the deep hydrography and currents at the main sill is different from that at the eastern sill and will
be further investigated in Sect. 4.1.

12


laurie
Comment on Text
Very nice figure!

laurie
Comment on Text
It would be valuable to be able to quickly find these features on a map figure.

Julius Lauber
Sticky Note
The two sills are now explicitly marked on the bathymetric map in in Fig. 1b.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Thank you :)
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Figure 4. Monthly climatology and variance ellipses of horizontal velocity at (a) M1upper, (b) M2ypper, (€) M3upper, (d) Mligwer, (€)
M2iower, (f) M3iower. For clarity, the size of the variance ellipses has been divided by a factor of two in all panels. The reference arrow in

panel a is valid for all panels. Up = northward, right = eastward.

3.2 Water mass distribution

The water masses inside the Fimbulisen cavity and on the continental slope are characterized in a ©-DO diagram in Fig. 5. The
three auxiliary data sets (introduced in Sect. 2.2) show a pronounced mixing line at a constant slope between warm/oxygen-
poor WDW and cold/oxygen-rich WW, which is the most abundant water mass at all sub-ice-shelf instruments. This mixing
line is also picsent in the data from the lower sub-ice-shelf instruments. Therefore, the mixing line was utilized to remove
noise and a systematic offset of 0.4ml1~! in the lower sub-ice-shelf data compared to the auxiliary data (details described in
Appendix A).

ASW is characterized by a higher dissolved oxygen concentration than WDW and WW and generally represents a broader
range of water mass properties than WDW (Fig. B1). Mixing of WW and ASW does therefore not happen along a clear line in
©-DO space (Fig. 5). Hence, no distinct offset between the upper sub-ice-shelf data and auxiliary data was identified in ©-DO
space, but instead in S 4-DO space (Fig. A1), giving the same offset of 0.4ml11~! as for the lower instruments (details described
in Appendix A). The signatures of ISW at the upper instruments show that GMW has been added after the interaction of a
water mass above the surface freezing point with the ice base. In ©-DO space, the addition of GMW cools and adds oxygen
to a water mass. As such, following meltwater mixing lines, the ISW observed at the upper instruments can be traced back to
originate from ice shelf melting by ASW and WW and consequent mixing with GMW (Fig. 5).

We apply the OMP analysis to quantify the mean concentrations of the source water masses at the instrument sites during
2010 (when good salinity data were available at all instruments except M3,,per). The results are visualized in pie charts in
Fig. 1b and the respective values are given in Table 3: WW dominates the water mass composition at all instruments with
concentrations between 78 % and 97 %. More ASW is observed at M3, pper (22 %) than at M1,pper (13 %), despite their
similar ranges in ©-DO space (Fig. 5). At M2pper, a lower ASW concentration (6 %) is consistent with the instrument’s

location below a deeper ice draft (350m) than M1,pper/M3upper (190m/160 m). GMW is at a level of 0.2 % to 0.3 % at all

13


laurie
Comment on Text
I assume these are actually "standard deviation" ellipses, or "variability ellipses": "variance ellipses sound like they'd have units of cm^2 s^-2

laurie
Comment on Text
Not true, right?  For all upper sub-ice-shelf instruments, ISW dominates. Now, WW is probably the dominant "source water" mass (as ISW is mostly a lot of WW and a little GMW).

Or, maybe by "sub-ice-shelf", you really mean to restrict it to "upper", but terminology needs to be precise.

Julius Lauber
Sticky Note
The shown ellipses are variance ellipses and indeed have units of cm^2 s^-2. According to our knowledge, it is common to show the variance ellipses and not the standard deviation ellipses. Details on the procedure we followed to produce the variance ellipses can be found in these slides by Jonathan Lilly: https://jmlilly.net/course/pages/thevarianceellipse.html#1

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Right, we added "source" before "water mass". We now also added a sentence to the source water description on why we do not define ISW as a source water mass:
"Note that ISW, defined as water with a temperature below the surface freezing point, is not a source water mass, but a mixture of one of the other source water masses and GMW."
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of the Troll Transect 2020/21 CTD data (cyan, 5 counts contour). White dots show oxygen concentrations obtained from Winkler titration

and temperature from CTD stations during the Southern Ocean Ecosystem cruise 2019. The gray lines are meltwater mixing lines and the

black/white dashed line is the threshold below which the oxygen data from the lower sub-ice-shelf mooring instruments are considered noise.

The horizontal red dashed line indicates the surface freezing point for a salinity of 34.4gkg™".
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laurie
Comment on Text
I don't think the precise, automated contouring is the best way to do this. And/or play with the contour line width to make it easier to discern the 6 different contours

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
We are aware that the figure can be a bit overwhelming at first sight. We found the contouring as the best way to compare all data in one single plot. However, we now adjusted the colors for the sub-ice-shelf instruments, adding more contrast between them, and increased their line width. Also, since we extended our data until December 2023, the range of the data in this plot slightly expanded, leading to less overlap.
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Table 3. Mean percentages of water mass distribution at M1-3 during 2010 shown in the pie charts in Fig. 1b from the Optimum Multipa-

rameter analysis (see Methods)

Mlupper Mllower M2upper M210wer M3upper M3lower

Antarctic Surface Water 13.1 £+ 12.6 079 5.7+ 9.3 074 22.0 £ 15.0 14.3 +£11.8

Winter Water 86.6 £13.8 97.2+9.2 941+11.6 97.0+9 77.7+16.8 81.3+£14.7
Warm Deep Water 0+£3.9 2.8+ 5.5 0+£5.7 3£56 0£4.2 4.1+ 7.8
Glacial Meltwater 0.3+0.2 0+0.1 0.2+0.2 0+0.1 0.3+0.2 0.3+0.3

upper instruments, comparable to estimates of around 0.5 % in front of Fimbulisen at the depth of the ice draft (Price et al.,
2008). No traces of WDW are observed at the upper instruments in the mean state during 2010.

At the lower instruments, WW concentrations of at least 81 % are related to the first mode of the temperature distributions
(Fig. 3d-f), i.e. temperatures at the freezing point (as introduced in Sect. 3.1). The WDW concentration is between 3 % and
4 %, related to the second mode. As the WDW is mixed with WW, it is strongly modified WDW that is continuously present
inside the cavity. During warm events, however, when the highest temperatures and lowest oxygen values are observed (Fig.
2d), the WDW concentrations at M1y, are expected to reach close to 100 % (Fig. 5). A high ASW concentration of 14 % is
seen at M3j,wer, associated with an exceptional ASW inflow event at the end of 2010. Such an event is not repeatedly observed
in the temperatuic and oxygen time series during the remaining 11 years (Fig. 2f), implying that a mean ASW concentration of
14 % is an overestimate after 2010. No GMW is found at M1joyer/M210wer in the mean state during 2010, but 0.3 % at M3)wer,

similar to the upper instruments.

The temporal evolution of the water mass composition during 2010 at M1,,,e, is shown in Fig. 6a: in December, the
begiiining of summer, WW accounts for nearly 100 % of the observed water mass composition, with an admixture of 0.2 %
GMW. From mid-February to mid-March, the ASW fraction rapidly increases to a maximum of 75 %, while the WW fraction
reduces to 20 %. At the same time, the GMW concentration increases by an order of magnitude to 1.3 %, which gives evidence
oi increased ice shelf melting due to the presence of warm ASW. The ASW presence coincides with an increase of the WDW
fraction, but the magnitude of the latter is five times smaller than its uncertainty and may originate from the OMP method
detecting a portioin of ASW as WDW due to similar temperature signatures of the two water masses, rather than being a robust
signal. After March, a decrease in the ASW and GMW fractions and an increase in the WW fraction, happen slower than the
changes before March. Between October and December, the water mass consists again almost fully of WW.

At M2,pper (Fig. 6b), the water mass evolution differs from that at M1,pp5er: the WW concentration is close to 100 % from
January to April, with only occasional contributions of ASW, WDW, and GMW below 5 % during this period. The occurrence
of WDW traces below the ice base at M2, provides evidence of the overturning circulation inside the cavity (Ngst and

Foldvik, 1994). Such overturning occurs when WDW enters the cavity at the seafloor, causes melting at deeper parts of the
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laurie
Comment on Text
Some table values are much too precise, given uncertainties in error determinations. e.g., 77.7 \pm 16.8 could be 77 \pm 17

laurie
Comment on Text
I should be able to see this in Fig. 2f, but I'm not sure I do. I think I'm looking for a high-DO, high-T event, which starts in 2010 and carries on into early 2011. But it looks a lot like the event in M2-lower (Fig. 2e) that doesn't register in ASW in Table 3 at all. Timing of the "training" data set when S is available is, therefore, really critical. 

laurie
Comment on Text
This is a 1-D view of the problem. But there are other scenarios once you take into account advection; e.g., the increased GMW could be just the downstream plume from a 'pulse' of mWDW melting further into the cavity that is correlated (maybe with ASW circulation) and with a phase lag.

laurie
Comment on Text
need a clearer term for this; maybe "mean magnitude" or "median magnitude" or "central estimate" ...

laurie
Comment on Text
GENERAL COMMENTS:  

(1) If you use y-axis labels of "Fraction", then the text discussion should be in "fraction", not "percent". Here, I'd recommend changing  y-axes on Fig. 6 to "%".

(2) 

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Yes, the contribution of ASW to the water mass composition is indicated by temperature maxima that are associated with oxygen maxima in Fig. 2f (revised manuscript: Fig. 3f) at the very end of 2010 and the very beginning of 2011. At M2_lower, all temperature maxima are associated with oxygen minima, showing that this water mass is mWDW/WDW, not ASW.

However, in the old manuscript, we used a version of the M3_lower salinity data that had not been corrected for an offset. We now realized that this salinity was too low and also drifted compared to the M1_lower salinity, and we corrected it as described in the Methods. Using the corrected salinity, less ASW is detected at M3_lower and we deleted the sentence about the ASW inflow event.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
We changed the y-axis label of Fig 6 (revised manuscript: Fig. 7) to "Concentration".

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Thanks for bringing this up. The formulation in this sentence was indeed not ideal, and it seems reasonable that the GMW has been advected with the other observed water masses. However, we do not see any indication for why WDW would realistically show up at the exact same time as ASW. It seems more reasonable for us that the GMW was injected to the ASW on its way to the M1_upper instrument. We therefore updated this sentence to:
"At the same time, the GMW concentration increases by an order of magnitude to 1.4 %. This suggests that the ASW arriving at M1_upper has contributed to ice shelf melting on their pathway from the ice front to the instrument."

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Changed to "mean magnitude".

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Added.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Added.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
We now rounded all concentrations to a whole number as suggested, except for GMW where the rounded values would be too imprecise.
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Figure 6. Time series of water mass fractions of the source water masses defined in Table 2, derived from Optimum Multiparameter analysis

(see Methods) for (a) M1upper, (b) M2ypper. Envelopes indicate the uncertainty (see Appendix B).

330 ice shelf, and rises along the ice base as it gains buoyancy from the GMW input. In ©-DO space (Fig. 5), the influence of
WDW below the ice base is indicated by a meltwater mixing line connecting the low-oxygen water mass at M2,,,¢, to the
WDW-WW mixing line up to a temperature of —1.3°C. In May and June, the ASW fraction increases to 30 % during two five-
and ten-day-long pulses, together with an increase of the GMW concentration to around 0.6 %. In July, ASW again increases
to 20 %, but slowly decreases over the following six months. This shows that with a three-month delay compared to M1,per,

335 ASW can reach below a 350 m deep ice draft and as far into the cavity as M2,,,¢r in winter. This delay is consistent with the
wind-driven deepening of ASW at the ice front in autumn/winter over the timescale of months (Zhou et al., 2014). During the

ASW decrease after July, WW again increases, and no WDW is detected anymore, possibly being replaced by the ASW.
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laurie
Comment on Text
It is trickier than this, though. (a) This statement assumes that M2 is directly on the flow path from M1; (b) the presence of an ASW *source water* fraction doesn't mean that something with the ASW water mass characteristics is present *locally*.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
To address (a), we removed " with a three-month delay compared to M1_upper" (it is discussed later that the pathway of the ASW traces at M2_upper cannot be determined), and to address (b), we added "water partly composed of ASW". The sentence now reads:

"This shows that water partly composed of ASW can reach below a 345 m deep ice draft and as far into the cavity as M2_upper in winter."
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Due to the lack of good salinity data, the water mass composition cannot be quantified after 2010. However, at M1,pper,
temperature (Fig. 3a) and oxygen (Fig. A2) maxima around March/April imply that the water mass evolution shown in Fig. 6a
is generally valid for the whole 12 year long time series. At M3,,pper, coinciding temperature (Fig. 3c) and oxygen (Fig. A2)
maxima and absolute values (Fig. 5) compared to M1,pper Show that hydrographic conditions at the two sites are comparable.
We also note coinciding maxima in the long-term mean oxygen at M2,,,per and M3jower in July (Fig. A2), indicating that traces
of ASW reach down to M2, at 370 m depth and even to M3j,wer at 450 m depth every year.

Oxygen values at M2,,per decrease by around 0.25mll~" after 2016 when no corresponding temperature measurements
are available anymore (Fig. 2b). We cannot exclude that this signal is related to sensor drift, but it may also provide evidence
of the impacts of enhanced warm inflows observed during that time: the lower oxygen values at M2, indicate a source
water mass that is located on a mixing line further left in Fig. 5, implying a larger fraction of mWD, (note that maintaining
the observed oxygen decreases by 0.25mll~! without changing the source water compositioi wor iply an unrealistic
temperature increase of 1°C along a mixing line (Fig. 5))-A higher WDW fraction in the ISW at M2, after 2016 is
consistent with an enhanced contribution of WDW to bas :Iting of deeper parts of the ice shelf and a rise of the derived
ISW along the ice base, as proposed by Lauber et al. (2023c). To corroborate this relationship, we adjusted the temperature
and oxygen values in the mean OMP analysis to the mean values after 2016 for M 14y, (neglecting changes in salinity) and
M2,pper (neglecting changes in salinity and temperature). This estimate yields an increase in WDW concentration from 2.8 %
t0 6.7 % at M1yer and from 0 % to 7.2 % at M2,,pper. This change is comparable at the two sites, supporting that the enhanced
inflow of WDW at the main sill after 2016 increased the presence of WDW-derived ISW at M2, pc;.

3.3 Dynamic structure in the cavity
3.3.1 Density gradients

In order to investigate seasonal variations in the spatial distribution of the water masses in the cavity, we estimate the velocity
shear and infer the local density gradients at the three sites (Fig. 7) from thermal wind balance (Eqn. 6 and 7). Density gradients
obtained this way are assumed to be valid over length scales larger than the baroclinic Rossby radius of R = 1-10km. The
density difference between the water masses in the cavity is larger between ASW and WW (= 0.5kgm—3) and ISW and WW
(=~ 0.1kgm—3) than between WW and mWDW (= 0.05kgm~3, Hattermann et al., 2012). Therefore, large density gradients
imply that ASW and/or ISW are present close to the ice base. Based on changes in the direction and magnitude of the density
gradients, we separate the following description into August to February and March to July, and define two phases in Sect.
3.3.2.

From August to February, the velocity shear remains below 10cms™! for 92 % of all measurements across all three sites,
= icating relatively weak barocliiiic conditions (Fig. 7a/c/e). At M1, the velocity at the upper instrument is directed southwest-
waid, and at the lower instrument southeastward (Fig. This is associated with a northward density gradient, i.e. denser

water north of the M1 site (Fig. 7b). At M2, the density giadient is northeastward and has a three times smaller magnitude
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laurie
Comment on Text
what is this?

laurie
Cross-Out

laurie
Cross-Out

laurie
Comment on Text
It is not really "shear", which is (m/s)/m. It is a velocity *difference*. See comment at lines 196/7

laurie
Cross-Out

laurie
Cross-Out

Julius.Lauber
Comment on Text
(a) This doesn't seem all that weak to me. You need an independent reason to call to "weak", whether it is relative to barotropic speeds, or relative to some relevant cause or effect.

(b) The left hand y-label on Figure 7 is "speed difference" (which I like). But it needs to match the name used in the text which, at the moment, is "velocity shear". The mismatch makes the reader think they are different things.

(c) On the same issue: Fig. 7 figure caption must align with the labeling of Fig. 7 panels

laurie
Comment on Text
But geostrophic flow is normal to the density gradient, so a northward density gradient should give you an eastward or westward geostrophic current

Julius Lauber
Sticky Note
Yes, the southwestward velocity at M1_upper minus the southeastward velocity at M1_lower gives a westward velocity. This westward velocity is then associated with the northward density gradient. To clarify this, we added " i.e. the difference between the upper and lower instrument is a westward velocity" to the first one of the two marked sentences.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Changed to WDW.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
As suggested, we now use the symbol |Δu| instead.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
(a) The "relatively weak" was related to the rest of the year. We acknowledge that this might have been confusing, so we deleted "indicating relatively weak baroclinic conditions" from the sentence. We then mention in the next paragraph that the baroclinicity is higher in Mar-Jul than in Feb-Aug.

(b) We now use l |Δu| in the text and for the figure label.

(c) Fixed.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
This sentence has been removed in the revised manuscript.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Added.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
This sentence has been removed in the revised manuscript.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
This sentence has been removed in the revised manuscript.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
This sentence has been removed in the revised manuscript.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
This sentence has been removed in the revised manuscript.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
We refer to all three lower instruments, so we want to keep the letters referring to the three respective panels. But we changed the "/" to ",". Maybe this is what you meant.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Added.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Added.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Deleted.

Julius.Lauber
Sticky Note
Added.
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Figure 7. Histograms of hourly velocity shear binned on monthly intervals for (a) M1, (c) M2, and (e) M3. The velocity shear is defined
as the magnitude of the velocity difference vector (Au, Av) between the upper and lower instrument and is therefore greater or equal to
zero. The red lines are the 50 % and 90 % percentiles during the respective month. Horizontal density gradients estimated from Eqn. 6 and 7
using the velocity difference between the upper and lower instruments at (b) M1, (d) M2, and (f) M3. The bold red arrows are the long-term
monthly averages, and thin gray-scale arrows are the monthly averages of individual years as indicated by the colorbar. Green and blue

shading marks the two periods sketched in Fig. 8. The reference arrow in panel d is also valid for panels b and f.

compared to M1 (Fig. 7d). Density gradients at this site may also be affected by the local flow in the 1 km wide basal channel
that M2,,per is located in. At M3, the gradient is eastward and two times smaller compared to M1 (Fig. 7).

From March to July, the velocity shear increases to values of up to 15cms™! to 20cms~! at M1 and M3, showing an
increase in baroclinicity during this period (Fig. 7a/e). At M2, no significant increase in velocity shear is observed (Fig. 7c).
The density gradient at M1 rotates toward the west-southwest after February, reaching a maximum in April and May (Fig. 7b).

During the same months, the density gradients at M2 and M3 are maximum and directed southeastward (Fig. 7d/f).
3.3.2 Seasonal phases

The changes in the baroclinicity and density gradients suggest that the cavity circulation alternates between two phases through-

out the year. We now describe these two phases by including the previously presented findings (Fig. 8).
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From August to February (Fig. 8a), ISW is abundant close to the ice base (Fig. 3a-c), and the shallow inflow of open-ocean
water masses is limited (Fig. 4a-c). The density gradients (Fig. 7b/d/f) suggest a front between lighter ISW inside the cavity
and denser WW toward the ice front. At the same time, the velocit e main sill is directed into the cavity (Fig. 4d), and the
temperature distributions at M1),yer and M2j,ye, show more frequent inflows of mWDW/WDW (Fig. 3d-e). Traces of WDW
derived at M2, (Fig. 6b) confirm the contribution of this water mass to basal melting, presumably happening at greater
depth further inside the cavity. Assuming a velocity of 2cms ™! along bathymetric contours at M2jowe, (Fig. 4e) and a length
scale of 200km (Fig. 1a), enhanced intrusions of WDW at the main sill between January and March may indeed explain the
cooling and acceleration of the ISW two to four months later at M2,,,er (Fig. 3b and 4b), implying a strengthening of the
WDW-driven cavity overturning during this period.

From March to July (Fig. 8b), ASW enters the cavity close to the ice base (Fig. 3a-c and 6). The derived density gradients
at M1 and M2 (Fig. 7b/d) and velocity at M1,,per (Fig. 4a) indicate that ASW intrudes the cavity along ice draft contours
below the western side oi the Jutulstraumen keel and increases the baroclinic circulation inside the cavity. This is consistent
with modeling results from Hattermann et al. (2014). As ASW is generally lighter than ISW (Hattermann et al., 2012), we
expect the ASW to act as a wedge between the ice base and ISW, displacing the latter to greater depths. This provides a
possible explanation for the occurrence of ISW at all lower instruments one to three months after ASW is observed at the
upper instruments (Fig. 3). At the same time, the presence of ASW at the ice base increases the thermal forcing and, therefore,
the potential for basal melting. Below the relatively shallow ice at M1, pper and M3ypper (190m and 160 m, respectively),
melting is mainly enhanced by the excess heat of the ASW from solar heating (i.e. ASW temperatures above the surface
freezing point), as is confirmed by the increase in GMW fraction when ASW is present (Fig. 6a). At the 350 m deep ice draft of
M2,pper, another effect comes into play: although the traces of ASW arriving at this site have depleted most of the solar heat
(presumably due to melting and mixing with WW)), its temperatures around the surface freezing point (Fig. 3b) still exceed the
local freezing point by 0.3 °C, replacing the colder ISW that had reached its seasonal temperature minimum at this site before
the arrival of the ASW. The distance from the ice front to M2y, is about 70km via M1 and 150 km via M3. Although the
exact pathway of ASW to M2, remains unclear, the coinciding oxygen maxima in July (Fig. A2) at M3jower (450 m depth)

and M2,,,per (370 m depth) indicate that a larger portion of the deeper ice of Fimbulisen may be influenced by this water mass.
3.4 Characteristics of warm events at M1,,wer

Worm events at depth, i.e. the second mode of the M1,ye, temperature distribution, have been associated with increased basal
witing of Fimbulisen (Lauber et al., 2023c) and hence require particular attention. To understand the dynamics of these warm
events at the main sill, we characterize their temporal evolution at M1gyer and M1y, by constructing composite averages of
all 189 recorded warm events during the 12 year long record. A warm event is defined as a period of subsequent measurements
of hourly temperatures above —1.39°C at M1j,e;, and the time of the event is referred to as t, (see Sect. 2.5 for details).
Changes in velocity at M1,y associated with a warm event are visualized in a hodograph (showing the tip of the composite
velocity vector from six days before to six days after ¢o, Fig. 9a): starting around three days before and ending around two days

after tg, the velocity signature follows an anticlockwise rotating ellipse with a maximum speed of 10 & 7cms™! toward the
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Figure 8. Sketches of the estimated water mass distribution at Fimbulisen in (a) August-February and (b) March-July. The upper panels
are schematic maps (valid for the upper 100 m of the water column), where the thick black line shows the ice front (Mouginot et al., 2017)
and the thin black lines show the smoothed 250, 300, and 350 m contours of the ice draft (Morlighem et al., 2020). Colored arrows at the
mooring locations show the mean density gradient from Fig. 7 during the respective period. Dashed lines roughly separate the water masses.
The lower panels are north-south cross-sections. The locations of M1 and M2 are indicated, but the relative depth of the instruments is not to

scale.

southeast, i.e. into the cavity, at ty. The corresponding composite temperature increases from —1.7 £0.1°C to a maximum of
—1.140.3°C, which is at to by definition. Oxygen decreases by 0.6 ml1~! during the same time (Fig. Clc). This observed co-

varying signal of rotating velocity vector and rapid change in hydrography is the typical signature of a coherent eddy advected
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past a mooring (Lilly and Rhines, 2002). Following Lilly and Rhines (2002), we can quantify the following mean properties of
these eddies based on the composite velocity time series at M 1)oyer around tg: a radius of 7 = 8 km, a half-duration At = 29h,
an azimuthal speed of v, = 4cms™!, an advection speed of v, = 7cms™!, and an advection direction of ¢ = 328° (i.e. into
the cavity). The sense of rotation of the eddy is not necessarily equal to the rotation visualized in the hodograph (Fig. 9a), as
the latter shows the temporal evolution seen by the fixed mooring instrument. Instead, the rotational sense of the eddies can
be inferred from a change in the sign of the cross-stream velocity component v,, relative to the advection direction (Lilly and
Rhines, 2002): the sign of v,, at M1j,ye, changes from negative to positive (Fig. 9¢), which means that eddies associated with
warm events rotate cyclonically (i.e. clockwise in the southern hemisphere). The direct observational link between warm events
at depth and eddies advected into the cavity confirms previous model-derived hypotheses of the dynamics of the warm events
(Ngst et al., 2011; Hattermann et al., 2014).

The temperature maximum at M1y, occurs by definition at ¢ (Fig. 9a and C1b). The change from negative to positive v,
also happens at ¢y and does not result from the temperature-based definition of the warm events (Fig. 9c). This change in v,
indicates that the core of the eddy (Lilly and Rhines, 2002) coincides with the highest temperature, i.e. the highest concentration
of dense WDW. The sign of the associated radially inward density gradient is in balance with cyclonic rotation according to
thermal wind balance. This is in agreement with the cyclonic rotation derived from v,, at M1joyer. The estimated radius of
r = 8km is in agreement with the magnitude of the baroclinic Rossby radius of R = 1-10km in the region. The signature of
an eddy in v,, depends on the properties of the eddy and at which cross-stream radius the eddy passes the mooring (Lilly and
Rhines, 2002). The spread in v,, across the 189 identified events (Fig. 9c) shows that eddies with a variety of properties pass
M1 }ower throughout the 12 years. As the variations in v,, can arise from a combination of changes in the different properties,
we cannot easily quantify the uncertainty in the composite mean eddy properties.

To assess the dynamics below the ice base associated with warm events at depth, Fig. 9b shows a hodograph for M1, pper,
and Fig. 9c shows the corresponding time series of v,,. Similar to at M1,yer, the hodograph at M1, rotates anticlockwise
arouid tg. In addition, the time series of v,, (relative to ¢ = 328°) agrees well with v,, at M1},y.;, indicating that the eddies
associated with warm events at depth extend up to the ice base. At M1,pcr, the composite temperature and oxygen show
significantly low values before and after ¢(, and the temperature is at a maximum of —1.87 4+ 0.08°C at ¢y (Fig. Cl1b-c).

We also observe a statistically significant temperature maximum of —1.77+0.08 °C at M2),we siX to eight days after ¢( (Fig.
C1b). This shows that the WDW advected into the cavity at the main sill via eddies follows, at least to some extent, contours of
water column thickness toward the grounding line as proposed by Hattermann et al. (2012) and modeled by Hattermann et al.

(2014). The temperature maxima at M2;.., are not associated with the distinct signature of an eddy like at M 1.

4 Discussion
4.1  Favorable conditions for warm events

We have shown that the highest temperatures at the main sill occur preferably from January to March and from September

to November (Fig. 3d and 10b) and that these excursions are associated with eddies advected into the cavity (Fig. 9). In the
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Figure 9. Oceanic conditions around warm events at M1iower at hourly resolution, as defined in Sect. 2.5. Hodographs (tip of the velocity
vector) showing the composite average velocity from six days before to six days after a warm event at ¢g at (a) M1jower and (b) M1ypper-
The colormap indicates the respective composite average temperatures at both instruments. Stars indicate the time relative to ¢ on daily
resolution. The magenta dot shows the mean velocity during the whole mooring period. Significances for temperature and velocity are shown
in Fig. C1b and d, respectively. (c) Composite average cross-stream velocity anomaly (compared to the long-term mean from panels a-b) at
M1liower and M1ypper after rotation into the estimated eddy advection direction (¢ = 328°). Dots on the time series indicate a significant

deviation from zero (white dashed line). The gray shading shows the percentiles of the velocity distribution at M1,wer across all 189 events.
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following, we discuss potential favorable conditions for warm inflows during these two periods, incorporating also observations
from outside the cavity (Hattermann, 2018; Lauber et al., 2023a).

Modeling studies have suggested that warm intrusions at the main sill occur when the offshore WDW and the associated
thermocline are lifted over the main sill (Smedsrud et al., 2006, Nicholls et al., 2008; Ngst et al., 2011). Variations of the
thermocline depth on monthly timescales are driven by the strength of the alongshore winds and freshwater forcing from sea
ice melt (referred to as external forcing in the following, Lauber et al., 2023a). Downstream at 17°W, the coastal thermocline
is shallowest in February (Fig. 10c, Hattermann, 2018). Upstream at 10 °E, obseivations at DMLgpa110w show the shallowest
thermocline in March (Fig. 10c), but the minimum in thermocline depth closer to the coast likely oc earlier than that
(Lauber et al., 2023a). Therefore, the shallowest externally forced thermocline depth can explain the mWDW/WDW inflow
that occurs from January to March at M1, (Fig. 10b), but not the enhanced warm inflow from Septeiiiber to November.

On the upstream and downstream continental shelves, respectively, mooring observations have shown the highest tempera-
tures at depth in January/February at 39°E in front of Shirase Glacier Tongue (Hirano et al., 2020) and in April/May at 31 °W
in front of Filchner-Ronne Ice Shelf (Ryan et al., 2017, 2020). This timing of deep warm inflow is consistent with the shal-
lowest externally forced thermocline above the continental slope in these regions (Ohshima et al., 1996; Semper and Darelius,
2017). Likewise, at the eastern sill of Fimbulisen, the highest observed temperatures between January and April (Fig. 3f and
10b) coincide with the shallowest externally forced thermocline (Fig. 10c).

The most obvious difference between the abeve locations and the main sill of Fimbulisen is the unique geometric configura-
tion of Trolltunga, which overhangs the continen ' lope. We hypothesize that the seasonal interplay of the ASC with the ice
shelf plays a role in setting up favorable conditions for WDW intrusions at times other than at the externally forced thermocline
depth minimum. Recent observational and modeling studies have highlighted the role of conservation of potential vorticity for
the interaction of the ASC with an ice shelf (Wahlin et al., 2020; Steiger et al., 2022). As the ASC follows contours of water
column thickness (Thompson et al., 2018), the presence of Trolltunga may displace the upstream ASC (Fig. 10d) up to 2km
northward in front of the main sill (Fig. 10a). This displacement is expected to vary seasonally, as the potential vorticity coi-
straint depends on stratification (Steiger et al., 2022) and baroclinicity (Hattermann et al., 2014, estimated by velocity shear
at M1, Fig. 10d). Depending on the strength and direction of the ASC in front of the main sill, anomalies in bottom Ekman
transport may further adjust the depth of the body of WDW on the continental slope (Smedsrud et al., 2006; Webb et al., 2019).
We suggest that this setting of mechanisms provides favorable conditions for the advection of warm eddies across the main sill
between September and November.

We did not find statistically significant changes in the characteristics of the eddies described in Sect. 3.4 between the two
scasonal warm inflow periods. Potential mechanisms for the generation of these eddies are (i) the-detaching as baroclinic insta-
bilities from the locally shoaled body of WDW below Trolltunga (Ngst et al., 2011) or (ii) the-shedding of barotropic meanders
from the edges of Trolltunga (Walkden et al., 2009). The advection of the eddies across tlie main sill may be facilitated by a
mean flow into the cavity from August to February (Fig. 4d). It is unclear if this mean flow causes the warm intrusions and/or

if it is the result of the seasonal reorganization of water masses inside the cavity (Fig. 7). Although a detailed understanding
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Figure 10. (a) Water column thickness at Trolltunga (Morlighem et al., 2020). The black line shows the ice front (Mouginot et al., 2017), the
solid cyan line shows the 1000 m water column thickness contour, and the dashed cyan line is the 1000 m isobath (Morlighem et al., 2020).
(b) 80 % percentile of the monthly binned temperature distribution at M 1jower and M3jower (middle red lines in Fig. 3d/f). (c) Climatology of
monthly thermocline depth anomaly (compared to the respective annual mean) at the coast at 17 °W (Hattermann, 2018) and at DMLghaliow
(Lauber et al., 2023a). (d) 50 % percentile of the monthly binned velocity shear between M1,pper and M1iower (left axis, lower red line in

Fig. 7a), and monthly mean along-stream velocity at the depth of the main sill of 570 m at DM Lgpanow (Lauber et al., 2023a).

will require further research, it appears plausible that the interplay of the discussed processes associated with Trolltunga and

the externally forced thermocline depth modulates the inflow conditions at the main sill on seasonal timescales.
4.2 Basal melting

In the following, we discuss the implications of our findings for the basal melting of Fimbulisen. We separate between melting

by ASW and by WDW.

4.2.1 Melting by ASW

Intrusions of solar-heated ASW below Fimbulisen were observed for the first time by Hattermann et al. (2012) based on
the time series from M1,pper and M3,pper until January 2012. The authors indicated the possible presence of ASW also at
M2,pper, but did not find robust evidence. Our analyses have extended these results by quantifying the ASW concentrations
and taking into account 12 years of temperature and oxygen records. We have shown that the water mass is composed of up to
75 % ASW at 220 m depth in March, and up to 20 % ASW at 370 m depth in June. Derived density gradients have shown that
the ASW intrusions are associated with a reorganization of the water masses inside the cavity, separating the colder ISW from
the ice base and increasing the thermal forcing there. This demonstrates that ASW can provide heat for basal melting down to

ice drafts at 370 m depth, which by far exceeds the depth of 200 m below which Zhou et al. (2014) highlighted the relevance of
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ASW for basal melting and the cavity circulation. As such, the contribution of basal melting by ASW below the deep central
part of Fimbulisen may be larger than previously thought.

At the M2 site, basal melting and-tstempeoral-variabiity has been directly measured by an autonomous phase-sensitive radio-
echo sounder (A S) deployed between 2017 and 2021 (Lindbéack et al., 2023). The magnitude of the melt rates was inferred
to follow the temperature at M2,,,., on monthly timescales and the speed of the currents at M2, on daily timescales
(Lindbick et al., 2023). This relation was attributed to stronger currents facilitating the turbulent transport of heat toward the
ice base. Our observation of ASW at M2, complements these results, suggesting that this water mass indeed contributes
to delivering heat for basal mciting to 370 m deep ice.

We have observed the highest ASW temperatures of up to —1.3°C in 2016/17 (Fig. 2a/c) when the sea ice concentration in
the Weddell Sea and in front of Fimbulisen was at a record low (Turner et al., 2020). Siiiiiarly, Lindbick et al. (2019) found
a sudden increase in basal melt rates close to the ice front of Nivlisen Ice Shelf at 11 °E during periods when no sea ice was
present in front of the ice shelf. These observations are in line with increased solar heating of ASW in the absence of sea ice
cover (Kusahara and Hasumi, 2013). In this context, our findings highlight that changes in Southern Ocean heat content (Prince
and L’Ecuyer, 2024) and possibly associated changes in ASW temperature may have direct implications for basal melting down

to the deep central part of Fimbulisen.
4.2.2 Melting by WDW

Based on modeling results, Ngst et al. (2011) and Hattermann et al. (2014) have proposed that the transport of mWDW/WDW
across the main sill into the Fimbulisen cavity occurs through eddies. Here, we have provided direct observational evidence
for, and additional details on, this process: warm events at M1y, are associated with the signature of eddies, which on
average have a radius of 8 kim and take about two days (= 2At) to pass the main sill into the cavity. These warm intrusions
occur preferably between January and March and between September to November. This finding, together with the potential
importance of ASW for melting of deeper ice, can be valuable for interpreting the seasonal variability in satellite-derived basal
melt rates (Adusumilli et al., 2020). Traces of WDW at M2,,,c; confirm that WDW-driven melting of deep ice drives an
overturning circulation (Ngst and Foldvik, 1994) that affects the cavity circulatioii on seasonal timescales and appears to have
strengthened after 2016.

The observed timing of WDW inflows below Fimbulisen suggests that the presence of Trolltunga plays an important role
for the inflow dynamics inio the cavity. This highlights the potential consequences of the unique setup of the ice shelf and
continental slope at Fimbulisen on its mass balance, where future changes in the extent of the ice tongue (like the past major
calving event in 1967 (Swithinbank et al., 1977)) may impact the extent to which WDW can access the cavity. However, to
more robustly link Trolltunga and associated processes to warm intrusions across the main sill and basal melting of the ice

shelf, more work, e.g. using high-resolution numerical modeling, will be needed.
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5 Summary and conclusions

The 12 years of temperature, oxygen, and velocity observations below Fimbulisen Ice Shelf have provided new insights into the
processes guiding heat into the cavity, both through ASW at the ice base and WDW near the seafloor. Key features identified

in the cavity hydrography and circulation are:

— ASW intrudes the cavity below the ice base every year, contributing up to 75 % to the observed water mass composition

at 220 m depth in March and up to 20 % at 370 m depth in July.

— The inflow of ASW along the western side of the Jutulstraumen keel in autumn is in agreement with density gradients

derived from velocity shear by thermal wind balance.

— Below a deeper ice draft (350 m), meltwater mixing lines suggest that ISW near the ice base originates from melting by

AYY IT)W.

— The temperature distribution at the main sill is a superposition of three distinct modes: (i) a background temperature at
the surface freezing point, (ii)) warm WDW inflow from (a) January to March and (b) September to November, and (iii)

cold ISW outflow from May to August.
— Warm events at the main sill are associated with cyclonic eddies that reach up to the ice base.

These results complement the previous mooring studies from Hattermann et al. (2012) and Lauber et al. (2023c) by providing
long-term evidence of the temporal and spatial variability of the water masses inside the cavity. The findings highlight the
potential future relevance of basal melting of Fimbulisen by ASW and WDW, adding to our understanding of the processes

that are important to assess future mass loss of the Antarctic ice sheet and associated sea level rise in a warming climate.

Code and data availability. The code to analyze the data and create the figures is available from the corresponding author upon request.
The M1-3 mooring data will be updated at https://doi.org/10.21334/npolar.2023.4a6c36f5 (Lauber et al., 2023b) and made available on
full hourly resolution via https://data.npolar.no. Winkler titration data and glider data will be made available via https://data.npolar.no.
The DML mooring data are available at https://doi.org/10.21334/npolar.2023.45d176be (Lauber et al., 2024a). The CTD data from the Troll
Transect 2020/21 cruise are available at https://doi.org/10.21334/npolar.2023.b1504a66 (Lauber et al., 2024b). The hydrographic climatology
at 17°W is available at https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.893199 (Hattermann and Rohardt, 2018). Bathymetric data are available at
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.913742 (Eisermann et al., 2020b), https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.963737 (Eisermann, 2024), and
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.937574 (Dorschel et al., 2022).

Appendix A: Processing of oxygen data

The Oxygen Optodes 3830 mounted on the RCM9s measured the partial pressure of the oxygen dissolved in the seawater

through a foil, that is permeable to gas, but not water or salt. The large amount of noise toward low values in the oxygen
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records from the optodes requires careful processing of these data. No noise is present toward higher oxygen values, making

high values generally more reliable than low values. The steps undertaken to process the data are summarized below:

1. Salinity and pressure correction:

The raw data from the instruments were corrected for the effects of salinity and pressure. This was done following the

procedure recommended by the manufacturer (Aanderaa Data Instruments, 2007):

DOcorr = DOUTLCOT’T‘ fS fPa (Al)

where DO, is the corrected oxygen, DO, ,corr 18 the uncorrected oxygen, and fg and fp are factors compensating

the effects of salinity and pressure, respectively. These factors are given by

fs = exp((S—Sint)(Bo+ B1Ts+ B2T§ + BsT3) 4+ Co(S* — 52,,)) (A2)
0.032D
fr + Tooom” (A3)

where S is the practical salinity measured by the RCM9, S;,,; = 1psu is a fixed internal salinity setting of the optode,
T is the scaled temperature (defined below), By, 3 and Cj are constants (given in Table Al), and D is the depth of
the sensor. As salinity measurements were only available until the end of 2010, S was set to the time-mean of each
instrument over this period. An increase in S by 0.1 psu leads to a decrease in DO, by 0.005ml1~1 at the typically
measured salinities, i.e. the sensitivity of DOq,,, to temporal changes in salinity is negligible. At M3,pper, Where no
salinity measurements were available, .S was set to the mean salinity of M1,ppcr. The scaled temperature T's is given by

208.15°C — T
Tg=In( > ~"" A4
S n<273.15°C+T>’ (A4

where T is the in situ temperature in °C measured by the RCMO9.

2. Unit conversion:
The unit given by the instrument is zzmol1~!. This unit was converted into ml1~*:

El _10-3 pmol

i I V, (AS)

where V' = 22.411mol ! is the molar volume of an ideal gas at standard temperature and pressure.

3. Offset removal:

We identified an offset of 0.4mll~! in the sub-ice-shelf oxygen data compared to the auxiliary data sets. At the lower
instruments, this offset was obtained from the difference between the respective WDW-WW mixing lines in the ©-DO
diagram (Fig. 5). This mixing line is most pronounced at M1}y, (due to the strongest WDW influence), but is also
present to some extent at M2j,yer and M3jwe;- Therefore, to remove the offset, we added a constant value of 0.4ml 11

to the oxygen data of all lower instruments.
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585 At the upper instruments, an offset is harder to identify than at the lower instruments in the ©-DO diagram (Fig. 5),
as the water masses do not follow a clear mixing line. A mixing line between ASW and WW is more pronounced in
the Winkler titration data in a S4-DO diagram (Fig. A1, based only on data until the end of 2010). The slope of the
ASW-WW mixing line at M1, agrees with the slope of the line from the Winkler titration data, yielding the same
offset of 0.4mll~! as for the lower instruments. For M2ypper, the S4-DO diagram is less conclusive since most of the

590 observed water is ISW, but this is not represented in the auxiliary data. However, after adding the same offset to the
M2, pper OXygen data, the S4-DO properties can be traced back along a meltwater mixing line to originate from WW in
all three auxiliary data sets (Fig. Al). At M3,pper N0 comparison in S4-DO space can be done due to missing salinity
data. However, due to similar temperature values (Fig. 2a/c) and a similar seasonal variability in temperature (Fig. 3a/c)
and oxygen (Fig. A2) at M3,,,per compared to M1, ,per 1 because the magnitude of the oxygen offset was the s:

595 at all other five instruments, the constant of 0.4ml1~! was also added to the oxygen records at M3,pper-

The coefficients to convert the raw instrument voltage from the instrument into engineering units of dissolved oxygen
are the same for all six optodes. This may explain why the offset in absolute oxygen values is also the same. However,

after consulting the instrument manufacturer, we cannot conclude on the origin of this offset.

4. Noise removal:

600 This step was done separately for the upper and lower sensors, due to different temperature-oxygen properties below the

ice base compared to close to the seabed.

(a) For the upper oxygen sensors, all values below a threshold of 6.5ml1~! were discarded. After that, the hourly
data were subsampled by selecting the maximum hourly measurement for each day. If one or more measurements
during one day had already been discarded, no measurement was kept for the respective day. This method yields

605 the upper envelope of the oxygen time series and strictly removes any suspicious spikes toward low values.

(b) For all lower oxygen sensors, low oxygen values accompanied by an increase in temperature were identified as
real features in Fig. 5, as they lay on the WW-WDW mixing line. Using the same method as for the upper sensors
would remove these values. To avoid this, we define a threshold based on both oxygen and temperature, below
which all data oxygen measurements were removed. This threshold is set directly below the WW-WDW mixing

610 line (black-white dashed line in Fig. 5), and is described by the equation
DO =5mll"! —1mll~t°C~ !t e. (A6)

To account for any remaining artifacts in the absolute values of dissolved oxygen, we used an uncertainty of opo =
0.1mll~! in the OMP calculations (see Appendix B).
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Table A1. Constants used for the compensation of salinity at the Oxygen Optodes 3830.

By —6.24097 x 10 3 psu~?
By —6.93498 x 10 3psu~*°C~?
B, —6.90358 x 107 3psu~'°C~2
Bs —4.29155 x 10 3psu~*t°C~3
Co —3.11680 x 10~ "psu~?

Appendix B: Uncertainty analysis of the OMP analysis

The uncertainties of the water mass fractions & from the OMP analysis were calculated using a Monte Carlo approach: First,
uncertainties were assigned to the tracer properties of the source water masses (Table 2, Fig. B1) and the measured tracers
(0o =0.05°C, 05, =0.05gkg™ !, o0po = 0.1mll~1). Then, the OMP calculation for the mean and the daily averages was
re-run 10° times, but with all source water properties and measured values perturbed by a randomly drawn value of a normal
distribution with zero mean and the respective uncertainty of the tracers as standard deviation. The standard deviation of the

distribution from all perturbed runs was then taken as the error of the water mass fractions.

Appendix C: Significance and uncertainty analysis for warm events

The statistical significance of the time series before and after the warm events was calculated using a Monte Carlo approach:
for each variable at each instrument, the number of events, over which the value at the respective lag was averaged (referred to
as original average in the following), was stored. This number varies due to gaps in some of the time series. It was then tested
105 times how often the original average is greater or lower than an average based on the same number of events, but from
values randomly drawn from the respective full time series. If for at least 99 % of the tests the original average was larger, or
for at least 99 % of the tests the original average was smaller than the random average, the value was considered significant.
The uncertainty of the composite averages was assessed by taking the standard deviation of all included variables across all

events on hourly resolution before, after, and during an event.

Author contributions. JL processed the data, conducted the analyses, prepared the figures, and wrote the first version of the manuscript. TH
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Figure Al. Absolute salinity - dissolved oxygen diagram of M1,pper and M2ypper after removal of the constant offset and noise until the
end of 2010 (since no salinity data are available afterward). The same auxiliary data sets as in Fig. 5, Fig. B1, and Fig. B2 are shown. Colored

dots with boxes indicate the mean properties and uncertainties of ASW, WW, and WDW (see also Table 2).

Acknowledgements. This research was funded by the Research Council of Norway through the KLIMAFORSK program (project iMelt,
295075). The installation of the moorings through the project ‘ICE Fimbulisen - top to bottom’ in 2009 was financed by the Centre for
635 Ice, Climate and Ecosystems (ICE), Norwegian Polar Institute (NPI). The moorings were maintained by NPI through ICE, the Norwegian
Antarctic Research Expedition (IceRises 759, 3801-103) and iMelt. The DML moorings were financed and installed by NPI. J.L.. was funded
by iMelt, and T.H. by the European Union’s Horizon 2020 program (CRiceS, 101003826). The authors thank the sections Maritime and
Technical Support and Operations and Logistics Antarctica from NPI for their support involving the moorings. The authors also thank

Morven Muilwijk for helpful discussions on the Optimum Multiparameter analysis.

30



https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2024-904
Preprint. Discussion started: 3 April 2024 G
© Author(s) 2024. CC BY 4.0 License. E U Sp here

—M1 —_—M2 M3
upper upper upper

71¢ I I I I I \ I ]

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Month

Figure A2. Monthly averaged climatology of dissolved oxygen (after offset and noise removal) at all sub-ice-shelf mooring instruments.
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Figure B2. Conservative temperature - absolute salinity diagram of the sub-ice-shelf mooring data and auxiliary data. The gray shading is

a histogram of all hourly upper and lower mooring data until the end of 2010. M3,pper and M3jower are not included in this figure due

to missing or unreliable conductivity data. Colored lines show the range of the single mooring instruments (blue, red, 1 count contour), of

the DMLgeep/DMLghaliow mooring data (yellow, 5 counts contour), of the Troll Transect 2020/21 CTD data (cyan, 5 counts contour), and

a glider (sg564, white, 5 counts contour). White dots are data from CTD stations during the Southern Ocean Ecosystem cruise 2019. The

shown data points are the same as for the Winkler titration data in Fig. 5. The gray lines are meltwater mixing lines. The near-horizontal

black dashed line indicates the salinity-dependent surface freezing point. Dashed contours indicate the potential density in kgm™".
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Figure C1. Additional statistics of warm events at M1jower. (a) Histogram of the event duration. Composite averages of temperature (b) and
dissolved oxygen (c) before, during, and after an event. Dots on the time series indicate a significant deviation from the long-term mean
(dashed lines). (d) Composite averages of velocity at M1ypper and M1jower before, during, and after an event. For clarity, arrows are plotted

every six hours. Significant values are marked at M 1i,wer With a star and at M1,pper With a diamond.
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