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1 Calibration results at 16 km resolution for whole Antarctica
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Figure S3. 2D MAE calibration at 16 km resolution for whole Antarctica

Ranking (#)



= (a) ADA of bins
B
E 2
Q
2
4
.
=
T 1"
€ . .
§ : H M [} 3
S 0 + & L SR
< o |t .
G) 3
o *
e . Top 5 Members:
g e 1.Member133 .
N = 2. Member 56
o 3. Member 36
_: - & 4. Member 35 I
£ v 5. Member 120
=}
£ 10 20 30 70 80 9 100

40 50 60
Bins (%)

0.0250
a0.0225
= 0.0200
0.0175
0.0150
0.0125
0.0100

0.0075

ADA of basal melt rate (m.yr~

0.0050

(b)

() '
ADA of bins
1.0
Not top 5 members
—e— 1. Member 133

So8 —=— 2. Member 56
2 3. Member 36
£ —4— 4. Member 35
=1
o6 —¥— 5. Member 120
2 — Observation
& %
c
@ 04
©
]
£
g o2

0.0 s

-4 -2 0 2 4 6

Basal melt rate (m.yr=1)

Figure S4. ADA of bins calibration at 16 km resolution for whole Antarctica
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Figure S5. RMSE of bins calibration at 16 km resolution for whole Antarctica
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Figure S6. MAE of bins calibration at 16 km resolution for whole Antarctica
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