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Within the framework of lower order thermodynamic theoffi@sthe climatic evolution of Arctic sea ice we
isolate the conditions required for the existence of stabsonally-varying solutions, in which ice forms each
winter and melts away each summer. This is done by constiguetitwo-season model from the continuously
evolving theory of[[l] and showing that seasonally-varystgtes are unstable under constant annual average
short-wave radiative forcing. However, dividing the sumseason into two intervals (ice covered and ice free)
provides sufficient freedom to stabilize seasonal ice. &rpprturbation theory shows that the condition for
stability is determined by when the ice vanishes in summdrtamnce the relative magnitudes of the summer
heat flux over the ocean versus over the ice. This scenariaimiaed within the context of greenhouse gas
warming, as a function of which stability conditions arecgised.

PACS numbers: 05.45.Tp, 05.45.Df, 92.70.Gt, 92.10.Rw

I. INTRODUCTION port of [4], they forced the system with an additional heat flu
AFy, generically associated with greenhouse gas forcing, and

The recent rapid decline of the Arctic sea ice cover capture@nalyzed the fixed points to their evolution equation. Uppn i
efforts to constrain cause, effect and sensitivity in thelev ~ C'€ase oA F{y they found that stable seasonally-varying states

tion of the state of the system [e.g.[2, 3]. A principal focusemerged cont_inuouslyfromthe perennial ice states. Thase s
is the evolution of the summer sea ice minimum: if the icePle seasonal ice states persisted for a rang& gf and then.
cover vanishes in summer, some argue that this constitates 4/€r€ 10st to a saddle-node bifurcation (where two fixed point

irreversible change akin to a saddle-node bifurcation fwhe Merge and annihilate) leading to an ice free state. Whilemai
two fixed points merge and annihilate), whereas others argd@ning the time dependence of the forcing, [6] further dimp
that such a so-called “tipping point” is not associated whiis  1'ed the model ofl[1] to show that over a wide range of pa-
transition, which would then be reversible. The argumentsi "@meter choices the model can, among three other scenarios,
volve a range of methods from theoretical treatm%@ [1] 4—7capture the behavior shown by [4].] [6] provides a thorough
and global climate model simulations [elg.[ 8-10], to exora  SUMMAry of the models and methods used to predict four gen-
lation of observations [e.d., 111,]12]. eral scenarios under which ice retreat may occur in a warming
The heuristics of the ice-albedo feedback underlie the noSimate, all of which he was able to reproduce within the scop

tion of an abrupt and irreversible transition from the paiah of his wide ranging parameter study.
ice state taeither a seasonair ice-free sea ice state; progres-

sive reduction of the ice cover continues due to the secular

increase in the sensible heat of the low albedo ocean. Here

we seek to lay bare the specific conditions under which the

ice-albedo feedback drives a transition to a seasonaltbtzite

is stable. The detailed construction of such conceptual models un-
[4] developed an analytical model coupling sea ice growthderlies the distinction between the nature and stabilitheir
to climate by calculating the annual cycle in four stagess&r  fixed points. The value of seeking the physical underpinning
awarm and a cold season. For each season he chose repressirthis distinction is to focus thinking on the essentialrigg
tative constant values of radiative fluxes and the albedss@f dients for such approaches to capture qualitatively distie-
ice and the ocean. His climate forcing took the form of a con-haviors. That is the goal of this paper. In order to make the
stant poleward heat transport within a range of which hedoun appropriate comparison with|[4] we construct a two season
two stable steady state solutions and one unstable stestdy stmodel by averaging that dfl[1]. In order to make the paper rea-
solution. The perennial ice and ice-free states were stattle  sonably self-contained we summarize the modellof [1] in the
the seasonally-varying states, in which the ice vanisheb ea next section. We then describe our partitioning of it intava-t
summer and returns each winter, were unstable. The origin afeason model after which we give the solutions in the differe
the instability was the albedo difference between the ick ansubseasons. The seasonal solution is obtained by enforcing
the ocean. conservation of energy and mass to match the ice-covered and
[1] extended the approach df [4] to develop a single evoice-free solutions across the subintervals of time. We then
lution equation for the state of the system forced by monthlyfind that the sufficient condition for stable seasonallyyirag
observations of the radiative fluxes. They modeled iceeidbe states resides in a finite time dependence of the short-wave r
feedback by treating the sea ice albedo as a function of sediative forcing. While the quantitative nature of the sli&pi
ice thickness, transitioning continuously from that of sa  depends on the quantitative nature of this time dependence,
to that of the ocean. In analogy with the poleward heat transthe generic structure does not.
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I[I. OUTLINE OF STABILITY ARGUMENT quantity F'p is discussed in detail immediately after equation
[6, andF'r(¢) is described presently.

We show that a minimal model that resolves the annual cy- In the same manner as in EW09 we linearize the Stefan-
cle into just two time intervals; a cold dark winter seasodan  Boltzmann equationg(7)* ~ (oo + o7 AT;), whereo is the
warm sunny summer cannot produce a stable seasonal ice Btefan-Boltzmann constankT is the deviation of the surface
lution. This is because such a two season model does not agemperaturd’(¢, ) from the freezing pointyy = 316Wm—2
count for the fact that the ice must vanish before the ocean caandor = 3.9Wm~—2K~! are chosen such that the equation is
absorb heat, by which time the solar radiative flux is smallerexact wherll’ = —30°and whenI' = 0°C (the approximate
than in early summer. However, breaking the summer searalues of7" during most of the winter and summer, respec-
son into two intervals provides sufficient freedom for a kab tively). This allows us to express the temperature deperelen
seasonal ice solution. The first interval is ice covered &ed t of the outgoing long wave flux &, (¢)+ Fr (t)T'(t, E), where
second interval is ice free. The argument proceeds by fol#} () is o plus the specified sensible and latent heat fluxes
lowing the evolution of a positive perturbation to the syste from observation, and’r(t) = 7. An atmospheric model
energy, which leads to thinner ice at the beginning of the-sumincorporating observations of Arctic cloudiness, atmesjth
mer. Because energy is conserved, the thinner ice in the firstansport from lower latitudes and the meridional tempeat
summer interval insures this period is shorter and thatébe s gradient is used to determine the seasonally varying valfies
ond interval is longer than either would be in absence of thef,(t) and Fir(t) [d] but here we choose representative con-
perturbation. In consequence, the amount of energy abs$orbetant or seasonal values as described in Table 1.
in the second summer interval is larger by an amount propor- A, essential aspect of the transitions we discuss is the na-

tional to the ratio of the summer heat flux over ocean to thg, o of the ice albedo feedback. Here. the Beer-Lambert law
summer heat flux over ice. If this ratio is positive, the pertu ¢ exponential attenuation of radiative intensity with tejm
bations grow as described by equatibnl (47), and the S€asoNdinedium motivates a treatment of the dependence of the sur-

ice solution is unstable. This scenario is shown schenibtica face albedo withE using a mixture formula with a character-
in Figure[® wherein one can see that the stability of season:fxi ic ice thickness,, for the extinction of shortwave radiation
ice depends on when in the summer the ice melts, a degree g

freedom not available to a model with just two seasons. The

reader familiar with[[4] and [1] can follow the essential arg Qi + QG Qi — O E

ment by reading Sectidn]ll. Those interested in seeingeha a(E) = 92 + 9 t h(Liha) G

ior of the two-season model constructed from [1] should begi

with the next section. This describes the fraction, — «(E), of the incident short-
wave radiations (t) absorbed by the ice.

The evolution of the state of the ice (or ocean) cover is de-
termined by the balance of radiative and sensible heat fluxes
at the upper surfacé;p — Fp(t)7'(¢, E), the upward heat flux
A two season model is constructed frdrh [1] (EW09) by di- from the ocearf’s, and the fraction of ice exported from the

viding the year into a “cold season” and a “warm season”. Tadomainw,R(—E) through a first order nonautonomous en-
insure that the reader can follow this construction we summaergy balance model as

rize EWO09 here.

1. SUMMARY OF EISENMAN & WETTLAUFER (2009)

The state variablé& is the energy (with units W n? yr) dE F(t.E) )
stored in sea ice as latent heat when the ocean is ice-covered a7
or in the ocean mixed layer as sensible heat when the ocean is h
ice-free, viz., wit
g = ) ~Lil E < 0[seaice] W f(t. E) = Fp = Fr()T(t, E) + Fp + wR(-E),  (5)
el E >0 [Ocean] 7 where
whereL; is the sea ice latent heat of fusidn, its thickness, Fp(t,E)=[1—-a(E)] Fs(t) — Fo(t) + AFy.  (6)

cmy 1S the specific heat capacity of the ocean mixed lakiey;

is its depth and’,,,; its temperature. Ignoring salinity effects, The term F'p — Fr(t)T'(t, E) is thought of as the differ-
the temperaturé'(t, E) of the sea ice or ocean, determined ence between the incoming shortwave radiation at the sur-
by energy balance across the layer, is measured relatihe to tface [1 — a(E)] Fs(t) and the outgoing longwave radiation
freezing pointl}, as (x T%), augmented here by sensible and latent heat fluxes
as described above and an additional amount associated with
greenhouse gas forciny . Finally, we note that the ice
exportugR(—E) is typically ~ 10% yr—!, but the nonlinear
relationship between ice thickness and ice growth rate-high
where the ramp function B (z > 0) = x andR(x < 0) = 0, lights the possibility that in changing climates a time depe
the thermal conductivity of the ice is, and the radiative flux dentvalue may be importantin determining multiple iceegtat

_ Fp(t)
rE =R )@



TABLE I: Description and values of model parameters

Symbol Description Value

L; Latent heat of fusion of ice 9.5 Wm~3yr

Ct Homi Ocean mixed layer heat capacitydepth 6.3 Wm2yrK—!

k; Thermal conductivity of ice 2 Wm—lK™!

o Albedo of sea ice 0.68

Al Albedo of ocean 0.2

Fg Incident shortwave radiation flux; Warm season 200 Wm~2

Fy Temperature-independent surface flux; Cold season 104 Wm—2

Fy Temperature-independent surface flux; Warm season 64 Wm~2

Fr Temperature-dependent surface flux 3.0 WmiK!

Fg Ocean heat flux 2.0 Wm™2

AFy Imposed surface (Greenhouse) heat flux 0 to 60 Wm~?

Fy Temperature-independent excess heat flux; Cold seasosedtlte —102 to — 42 Wm™2
Fy Temperature-independent excess heat flux; Warm seasosemdtice 2 to 62 Wm™—?

F} Temperature-independent excess heat flux; Warm seasooedtim 98 to 158 Wm™?2

r FT/Omlel 0.48 myrfl

Ey Maximum energy of sea ice during a year Independent variable
Ey Minimum energy of sea ice during a year Independent variable

[most recently sekl 7, and refs. therein]. In the two seasowherein time is measured in years. Becad€t) does not

model we neglect ice export.

IV. ATWO SEASON MODEL FROM EWO09

change significantly over an entire season we take it as a con-

stant 3.0 Wnt2K~!. The form of the albedo that allows one
to study the ice-albedo feedback is given by equatidn (3),

which we return to in Sectidn VIE, but in the two season treat-

ment when we clearly have ice we usgand when we clearly
The measure for the division between the cold and warnfave ocean we use,,;. Other parameters and constants are

seasons is taken to be the downwelling shortwave radianderovided in the Table.

Fs(t), and we average the fluxes (all measured in Wjn

involved in the seasonal evolution of sea ice over thesmssas

During the cold season the maximully decreases even-
tually reaching a minimum valug, which then increases to

Ey again during the warm season. By imposing conservation
of energy (and hence mass) and continuity across the sdasona

transitions we determine the solutioh%¢) for the cold and
warm seasons for the perennial ice, ice free and seasonal ice

as
0 o<t<i Cold Season
FS(t) = 1 -2 (7)
200 5 <t<1 Warm Season
and
104 0<t<i Cold Season
Folt) = {64 1oy< 21 Warm Seasaon ®
2 ="= 9 states in turn.
[
A. Perennial Ice Solution whereFy =
constants
1. Cold Season b L
A — (3 K3
F
The evolution equation during cold season is given by r
dE —Iy+ AR
— = —Fy+AFy+Fp—Fr| ——— 9
7 0o+ Arfg+ Ip T(FT—kiLi/E) 9
kiL;Fn — FgFrE
= 10
kL — FrE (10)

and B =

 kiLFy
FpFr

—Fy + AFy + Fg, which upon defining the

(11)



gives vanishing of the ice cover viz.,
A—E Fo + Fy Fs
~53Wm 2 (20)

We write the implicit form of the solution as

Such a simple expression demonstrates how the imbalance of
] = Fgdt, (13) heat fluxes over the Arctic Ocean is compensated for by the

growth or decay of sea ice. The conditién](20) for the vanish-
ing of sea ice during summer represents a transition point in
this energy balance.

Eo— B(t)

[E(t) — Eo] — (A — B)In [1 + B h

and because B — Ey |>| Ey — E(t) | in the perennial ice

state, then
[ A-B
[E(t) — Eo] |1+ ~ Fpt, (14)
B —-Ey
) B. lce-FreeSolution
which we rearrange as
[ Fp(B - Eo) The other stable solution that we know exists as greenhouse
E(t)= Ey+ %] t forcing A Fy increases is ice-free [e.fl[1, 4]. We construct this
L — Eo solution in the two season setting as follows.
kiL;FNy — FpFrE
=k t. 15
0+_ kiL; — FrEy ] (19)
This expresses the stabilizing energy balance during thie co 1 Cold Season

season; the quantity multiplying time is negative with a mag
nitude that increases ds) decreases thereby expressing the . o
basic physics that thin ice grows faster than thick ice dyrin ~ The evolution equation is
winter. The cold season endstatl /2 when E(t) reaches a

minimum E; given by Cil—f =—rE+ Fy, (21)
kiL;Fn — FpFrE .
F1=FEy+ 5k g }5 ET 0. (16)  wherer = Fr/C,, H,, and againfy = —Fy + AFy + Fp.
(kiLi — FrEo) The solution is thus
—rt FN —rt
E(t) = Epe "™ + — (1 —e ) , (22)
T
and at the end of cold seasdti(t) reaches the minimurfy,
which is
2. Warm Season
F
Ei = Ege 2" + —X(1—¢727). (23)
T
During the warm season, the ice is ablating and hence
T(t, E) is zero, and the evolution equation is
dE - -
—r=(-a)Fs—Fy+ AR+ Fp=Fy,  (17) 2. Wlarm Season
which we integrate from = 1/2 to 1 giving During the warm season, the shortwave radiative flux
makes an important contribution to the system with the evolu
Fo— By = EFN- (18) tion equation taking the same form as equation (21) but with
2 Fy replaced byF% = (1 — am)Fs — Fy + AFy + Fg so
With the use of equatiof_(16) this can be expressed in termtshalt
of fluxes as dE
P —rE + Fy. (24)
I kiLi(Fy + Fy) (19)
O EnFp+ FpFp ;rhuis/,;he. solution takes the form of equatibnl (22) with»
—1/2,viz.,
from which we can see that the summer sea ice cover van-
ishes whery + Fiy = 0. Therefore, this condition allows us E(t) = Ele"(t=1/2) 4 ﬁ(l _ efr(tfl/Q)) (25)

to determine the greenhouse forcidd, associated with the r



For a closed energy cyclB(t) must reachF, at the end of A
the warm season giving E

. x ) F ;
Ey= Fie 2" + FN (1 — G_ET). (26) N E
r :

ST
-

Thus, equationg (23) and {26) allow us to determifyeand Ey
E; for the ice free state which are

_ Fne 3"+ Ff

- and 27)
r(l4e727) 5
_ Fv+ Fe = 28)
r(l4e27)

Clearly the existence of ice free states requires that timé mi
mum E(t) must be greater than 0, which here impligs> 0 FIG. 1. Seasonally-varying solutions in the two season md&tart-

and thus ing att = 0 from a positive open ocean energjy at the beginning
. of the cold season, ice forms whé¥\(t) crosses into the negative
Fy + Fye 2" >0 which is equivalent to region att = ¢1. The ice grows during winter to reach the minimum

~ E; atth d of the cold an= 1/2. During th ,
Fo—FB—e_%T[(l—aml)Fs—F0+FB] 1 at the end of the cold seas /2. During the warm season

AF, > ] E(t) becomes positive and the ice vanishes at ¢, after which
1+e 27 the ocean warms back f6,. The net radiative forcing8, F'y and
~ 14Wm 2, (29) F; are described by equations30-32)

We have thus captured analytically an essential featurieeof t

bifurcation diagram of EW09 and the analysis|df [4] of a hys-Figurel1.

teresis between perennial ice and ice free states. These two

possible stable states exist over a rangé\éf, determined

by the minimum condition for ice free states, equatiod (29), 1L 0<t<t
and the condition determining the value at which perennial

ice vanishes, equation (20). Now we examine the nature of The cooling of the ocean is governed by the evolution equa-

the seasonal states. tion for E(t) for the ice free state which is
dE
— =—rE+ Fy. 33
7 T+ IN (33)

C. Seasonal |ce Solution
We thus integrate with an integrating factéf fromt = 0 to

We seek to understand the conditions under which seasonéf= 1, noting thate(t = ¢1) = 0, to find
ice states are stable. The approach is simply to combine the
perennial ice and ice free solutions. At the end of the warm t = lln (1 _ LEO) ~ _E (34)
seasor¥(t) reaches the positive maximum valfig. Before r
the end of the cold season sea ice must form such thatthe min-
imum E, is negative. Then, during the next warm season th&XPloiting the fact that r Ey | |<| Fiy |.
ice ablates completely to return i@. Figurdl is a schematic
of such seasonally varying solutions. Following the notati

above we define 2. t1<t<1/2
Fn =—Fy+ AFy + Fp, CS (30) Once ice has formed it grows according to the evolution
Fy = (1 - a;)Fs — Fy+ AFy + Fp IWS (31) equation we used for the perennial ice state during the cold
. season;
Fy = (1 = ) Fs — Fo + AFy + Fp, IFWS (32)

dFE  k;L;Fn — FgFrE
where CS, IWS and IFWS denote Cold Season, Icy Warm At~ kL, — FpE
Season and Ice Free Warm Season respectively. The nature of
the seasonally varying solutions requires a crossover time Integrating from: = ¢, to¢t = 1/2 and usingA and B from
from the ice free state to the ice covered state during the& colabove we find
season, and a return to the ice free state at atirdering the
warm season. Thus, the solution for the seasonally-varying (E, —0) [1 + A- B] = Fg <l _ t1> , (36)
state must be solved incrementally in the four stages shown i B—-0 2

(35)




and hence
g B (L) _ [BLifn/FeFr] . (1 Ey 150
AP\ ) T T kiLi/Fr P\2 " Fy
1
=
Having passed through the minimum £ft) the system ‘?‘E
begins to warm. It evolves with the albedo of sea ice and is 2 0
described by w
dE -
— =F 38
7 N (38) . |
which we integrate from = 1/2to ¢t = ¢, to find
- 1 _ |
—E, = Fy (t2 - 5) , (39) 100
from which, with the aid of equatioi (B7), we firig as
_150 1 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
1 E 1F
ty == — =2 — - (40) AF, (Wm™)
2 Fy 2Fy
FIG. 2: Bifurcation diagram for the two season model as atfanc
of the external, greenhouse gas forcing, heat f\#,. Thick lines
4 ty<t<1 represent summer and winter energies calculated nunigracal the

dashed-dot lines the summer and winter energies calcugauzigti-
cally. Here, seasonal ice vanishes in a saddle-node bifonca

As t passes througty the sea ice vanishes and the radia-
tively exposed ocean warms according to

£ _ _ELF state solutions calculated numerically with the represtave
dt N radiative flux values (the same as those in the analyticalieal

= —E+ (1 —am)Fs — Fo+ AFy + Fg,  (41) lation) and_ ice export excluded. Cl_ear_ly the bifurcatiomp®
occur at different values ak Fy, which is due to the fact that

from which we find we plot the analytical results using all of the approximasio
. discussed, whereas these approximations are not made in the
By — Fy (1 —exp [_ r (1 + ﬂ EIT_N)D numerical calculations. However, the point is that the main
r 2 Fy 2Fy physical interpretation is the same. We see in both cases the
1 .  F% 1_, Fy range ofA Fy in which the two stable solutions (the perennial
= §FN + EEO + §FNE ice and ice free states) and one unstable solution (theseaso
. ally varying state) coexist. Although this bifurcation giam
_ Fn+Fy | Fy (42) is sufficient to interpret the stability of steady state sols
Fy — Fi| 2 ’ parametrically, we seek an expression defining the comditio

for stability that will provide insight into the minimal plsical

; ; 1, By , 1Fn constraints on the stable existence of seasonal ice.
wherein we rely on the observation tl"ra(2 TRt

is small throughout the entire rangeAf, studied in EWO09.
This originates in the fact that the term describing the sxce
longwave radiative flux due to the temperature change of the
ocean,—rkFE, is small relative to the surface radiative flux,
F}. However, as\ Iy becomes very large the approximation
breaks down.

The expected behavior of the system is summarized in Fig-
ure 2. Dashed-dot lines give the behavior calculated analyt Having found the solutions for a two-season variant of
ically using the approach described above. Thick lines repEW09 we now examine their stability in the usual manner,
resent summer and winter energy values of the stable steadgking each in turn.

V. STABILITY OF SEASONAL ICE AND THE TIME
VARIATION OF SHORTWAVE RADIATIVE FLUX



A. Perennial ice state D. Varyingthe Shortwave Radiative Flux

First, we assess the stability of the perennial ice states by The main results will now be demonstrated. The arguments
perturbingE; in equation[(Ib) asf,’ ~ E; + & whichis  leading to equatior{{347) show that the instability of the-sea
accomplished by setting, to Ey + § such thafé| < |E| sonal ice states resides in the albedo difference between ic

giving and water. The warm season heat flufgs and F};, given
by equations[(31) and_(B2), are the constant values during
By = Ey+ 6+ kiLiFn — Fplr(Eo +0) 1/2 < t <ty andt, < t < 1 respectively. The sole differ-
2(k;L; — Fr(Ey +6)) ence betweef’y andF’y; resides in the albedos and hence the
kiL;Fxy — FgFrE, Frk;L;(Fy — Fg)] constant absorption of shortwave radiation in the ice aed th
~ Eo + Sl — FrEo) |t 20k — FrEy)? | ocean. Indeed, we emphasize that the shortwave, long wave

(43) and ocean heat fluxes are by prescription constants in the two
season model. We now consider relaxing this prescription by
Recalling that allowing for some temporal variation in the shortwave radia
tive flux Fis(t) as
_ kiLi(Fy + Fn)

= s (44) - 1 ty
Fr(Fn + Fp) (Fy) = 7/ Fydt  and
we have 1 1
: Fo) = [ Fia (48)
FT(FN+FB)2 — t2 ta

E1/2E1+5 1 :E1+5/7 (45)

2kiLi(=Fy + Fp) such that we can envisage that the average warm season values

) o can possibly lead to stable conditions viz.,
and hence’ < ¢ and the perturbation decays with time and

that the perennial ice state solutions are stable. (FX)
—— < 1. (49)
(Fn)
When perennial ice is present during the cold part of the
B. lcefreestate seasonal ice cycle{( < t < 1/2), the energy is governed by
equation[(3l7) as
Carrying out the same procedure with the ice-free solutions 1
we find By =Eo+ 5 Fn.
8 =de ", (46)  Now, astheice warmd (2 < ¢ < t,) recall that the evolution
equation is
Because is positive, the perturbation decays and the ice-free
. dE -
states are stable == (1= ) Fs(t) — Fo + AFy + F, (50)
but here upon integration we maintain a time dependence in
Fs(t)
C. Seasonally varying state
to 1
O—Elz(l—ai)/ Fs(t)dt+(t2——)F, (51)
When we perturb the initial enerdy, of these states in the 1/2 2
same manner we find .
. where ' = —Fy + AF, + Fp and write F(t;) =
5 = §ITN7 (47) f:,f Fg (') dt’, which then leads to
Fyn ’
- 1
whereFs, / Fy > 1 and thus the perturbation grows with time. E; = —(1— ;) F(t2) — (tz - 5) F. (52)

This is just a simple but more formal demonstration of what

we understood from independent arguments; in this two segp, the same manner, upon integration of the equation for the
son model the seasonally varying solutions are unstable. Thce free system i, < ¢ < 1 we find

physical origin of the inequality’y, > F is the albedo dif- o

ference between sea ice and water; for the same time peri- F, = (1 = ap))[F(1) = F(ta)] + (1 — t2)F. (53)

ods and the same shortwave radiative flux, more energy is ab-

sorbed in the ocean than in the ice cover. Thus, energy conservation demands that we combine these
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two results according to equatidn{37) to give son is determined by this inequality, and we examine this in
the discussion surrounding Figures 3 and 4. Several example
of shortwave radiances through the annual cycle are shown
in Figure 3, from which we determine boffi(¢*) and F (t2)

and compare these as a functionofy in the Figure 4. The
green straight line show&(¢2) which is to be compared with
the curves ofF (¢+*) for the different shortwave radiances from
where we maintain thé, dependence for clarity in the de- Figure 3. We understand then from equation (59) that, for a
velopment below. First, however, we discuss the simplifiedyiven value of AF,, a stable seasonally-varying state must
version of the above expression have F(t*) above the green line describingF (t2). Clearly,

the curves associated with the observational shortwave rad
ance and the constant shortwave radiance (SW03) fall below
the green line for this range of greenhouse forcing and thus
describe unstable seasonal ice states. However, the dorves

where(LW) = 3(Fy + F), which is the total outgoing long-  s\w01 and SW02 describe stable seasonal ice states from a
wave radiative flux during a year (including the ocean heatyje range of greenhouse forcidg,.

flux). Whence, this is a statement of the fact that the net in-
coming shortwave radiative flux is balanced by outgoing fong
wave radiative flux, with a contribution from the ocean. It is
useful in many respects, one of which is that from it we can
obtain the integrated incoming shortwave radiative flux int
sea iceF(ts).

%FN (1= an)F(1) + F(1 — t2)

—(Ozi — Ozml)f(tQ) + <t2 — %) F =0, (54)

Q; — Q)

(55)

350

—— Obs. SW|

300

. 3 . . 250
Now, we reintroduce, into equation[(55) in order to con-

struct an explicit version of equation (49), the condition f

the existence of stable seasonally varying states, which is £
=
(1 _ aml) (1 _ ai) o 1501
——[F(1) — F(¢ —— F(t2). 56
100p
Upon use of the expression f@f(¢2), we arrive at
50F
1 (A —o)[{(LW) + (1 —am)FA)] _ .
to < = + =t*. (57) oo
272 2(avi — ) (—(LW)) 8s 06 07 08 0.9 1

tn
Now we use the positivity oFs(¢), and hence the fact that
F(t) is a monotonically increasing function of its argument,

to deduce the requirement that FIG. 3: Several short-wave radiance profiles. The red cunegvs

the short-wave radiance constructed from observationa. d&he
simplest treatments consistent with the model are two reiffecon-

F(t7) > F(t2), (58) stants divided at = 0.8, given by SW01 and SW02 and SWO03 has
L. —2
which is equivalent to no variation. All have an average 2H0Wm™=.
i (LW) 4 (1 — ay) F(1) Fixing all fluxes except the shortwave radiance, we inte-
F(t*) > : (59) grate the model numerically and examine the Poincaré sec-

Q; — Qi

This is a sufficient condition for the existence of stabless@a
ally varying sea ice states. In the discussion surroundinge

tions to study the nature and number of solutions in Figure
5. Poincaré sections are developed and analyzed as follows
We take one of the summer energy valdgsand then inte-

tion (53) the right hand side was detailed as the integrated fl grate for a year to gek,, 1. The points where?,, .1 — E,,
balance. The inequality of equatidn59) delivers the movi = 0 represent steady state solutions in the sense that they are
that stable seasonal ice states exist under a restrictidtheon periodic points of period unity. When the slope crossingzer
net shortwave radiance absorbed by sea ice during the waris negative (positive) the solutions are stable (unstable)
season, which is clearly influenced by the albedo. If the neainalogy with the results of![4], for SW03, which takes a con-
radiative absorption into the low albedo open ocean dutiegt stant annual value, we find only two stable steady states, the
warm season is not too large, and equafioh (49) is obeyed, theverennial ice state and ice-free state, and one unstale sta
ice can still form the following cold season. Over the eityire the seasonally-varying state. As expected from our stabil-
of the warm season (with and without ice) more net energyty analysis above, we find a stable seasonally-varying stat
must be used to warm the ice cover and ablate it rather thawith SW01 and SW02. Indeed, between the perennial ice and
be stored in the ocean, which imposes a time constraint. Ince-free states, we finithree seasonally-varying states, one of
deed, it is evident that the position@fduring the warm sea- which has negative slope and hence is stable.
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FIG. 4: F(t2) and F(t*) as a function ofAFy. The green curve
showsF (t2) and the other curves are the differéft*)’s associated
with the short-wave radiances of Figure 3.
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Consider the unstable case for whi¢Ry) < (Fy) is !
obeyed by a perturbation to a steady seasonally-varying so- 30
lution. For a perturbation leading to a lower (more negative
winter energy value, there will be more sea ice at the end of 201

winter. Hence, there is more ice to be ablated the following

summer and thus more survives as the system enters winter. 10F

The feedback is positive. Figure 6 is a schematic of thelstabi we
ity conditions and their manifestations. The slope represe E °

the average total heat flux during the time period indicated
thereby reflecting whether or not the stability conditipB)(4

is satisfied. Therefore, the relative size (@) and (Fy) 20
determines the stability of a solution.
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E. SealceAlbedo Feedback

According to our analysis of the warm season equations, a
time dependence of the shortwave radiance can underpin the
stability of seasonally-varying sea ice states. Thus,itdgh
emphasizing here that while an important role is played by
the fixed albedo difference between ice and water in the two
season model, there is no sea ice albedo feedback. Moreover,
this is a zeroth order model that does not include an areal fra . ‘ ‘ ‘
tion of sea ice, and hence the fixed albedo difference cannot 100 -50 e . 5o 100
manifest itself as a feedback. It was in this context that BWO !

introduced the feedback formulation in equatioh (3). FIG. 5: Poincaré sections of energy (W hyr) for various green-

Now, we can use equatiofl] (3) and consider the ice albedbouse forcing valued F;, and the short-wave radiances from Figure

feedback under the assumption of a consfantoy suitable 3. The observed (a), two examples of simple time dependds)ce (
(c) and a seasonally constant value (d). We take one of thensam

energy valued’,, and then integrate for a year to gét,+1. The
steady state solutions are shown as the crossing pointsedfrih
E.+1 - E,, =0. When the slope at these points is negative (positive),
the solution is stable (unstable).
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FIG. 6: Schematic diagram of perturbation growth (decayggito
seasonally-varying solution. Both unstable (a) and stéhleases
are shown. The thick lines denote steady state solutionghaeid
slopes represent the average seasonal heat flux which depeice

presence or absence of sea ice. The dotted lines show arierolu
of positively (£ > 0) or negatively £ < 0) perturbed solutions

starting from the beginning of the warm seagos- 1/2 during a
given year. For the unstable case (a), the perturbed solatiolves
with the same slope as the steady state solution, but afeecyxie

the deviation of the energy from the steady state solutimosstive,

as is represented by the direction of the arrows-atl /2. Therefore,
perturbations diverge from the steady state with time. @wsely, the
perturbed solutions in the stable case (b) converge to taglgistate

solution.

modification of equatior(48) as

- 1 tz |
Fy)= —— Fy dt
= (1 - aav)Fs — Fy + AFy + Fg,
1 1
FY) = F3 dt
(FN) [ N

= (1 —am)Fs — Fy + AFy + Fp,

wherea 4y is defined as

1 t2
—1 /1 -a@)a

1 —oaayv =

(60)

(61)

10

a; by a4y provide

(1 — ) [(LW) + (1 — @) FA)] _
)

2(a; — ) (— (LW)
(1 —aav) [(LW) + (1 — am) F(1)]
Q(CVAV — aml)(— <LW )

(63)

Therefore, for a giver\ Iy, the inclusion of sea ice albedo
feedback reduces the magnitude of the stability requirémen
for seasonally-varying states.

VI. CONCLUSION

From the perspective of simple theoretical models we have
asked whether the vanishing of summer Arctic sea ice cover
would indicate an irreversible bifurcation in the climatess
tem. To this end we have analyzed in some detail the struc-
ture of a low order two season model describing the interac-
tion of sea ice with the climate. The model was constructed
by suitable simplification of the more complex single column
treatment of([iL], which is a non-autonomous system contin-
uously forced by radiation climatology and other observed
or inferred fluxes. The reason for this approach is that they
found a smooth transition from stable perennial ice staies t
stable seasonally-varying states as greenhouse forAiag)(
increased. Hence, they concluded that the loss of summer sea
ice is not irreversible; there is no hysteresis. (Note hauev
the transition to an ice-free state is indeed a bifurcatiche
saddle node type; exhibiting substantial hysteresis with t
perennial ice state). On the other hand, [4] considered a two
season theory forced by constant values and found no stable
seasonal ice. Therefore, we sought to understand the minima
physical conditions for the existence of stable seasoralc
focused our search on the basic difference between two sea-
son and continuously forced theories that could lead tosbbu
qualitative distinctions in behavior. Such analysis is pag-
sible with more complex models.

First, we showed that a model in which the annual cycle
has only two time intervals cannot produce a stable seasonal
ice solution. Physically this is because such an approaes do
not account for the fact that the ice must vanish before the

Thus, aay < «;, due to the ice thickness dependence@cean can absorb heat, by which time the solar radiative flux
(i.e., E dependence) of the former, but it is still larger thaniS Smaller than in early summer. Sufficient freedom to stabi-

(67

Hence, we see that even with the inclusion of thelize seasonalice is found by breaking the summer season into

sea ice albedo feedback, it is impossible to generate stabf#/0 intervals; ice covered and ice free. The argument piee
seasonally-varying states so long as the shortwave reeliati by following the evolution of (say) a positive perturbatin
forcing Fs is a constant as we will still haveg ) < (F).

However, by including both ice albedo feedback and a time[

varying shortwave flux’s (t) we have

(Fn)
1 t2
Tty 1/2 /1/2 .

— a(E)] Fs(t)dt — Fy + AFy + Fp,

(62)

the system energy, which leads to thinner ice at the beginnin
of the ice covered summer. Energy conservation insures that
he thinner ice in the first summer interval shortens this pe-
riod and that the second interval is longer than either would
be in absence of the perturbation. Therefore, the amount of
energy absorbed in the second summer interval is larger by an
amount proportional to the ratio of the summer heat flux over
ocean to the summer heat flux over ice. If this ratio is pos-
itive, the perturbations grow as described by equafiah, (47)
and the seasonal ice solution is unstable. The imbalanee dri

and similar arguments as provided above upon replacement afg the instability resides in the ice-ocean albedo difiese
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responsible for more energy being absorbed in the ocean thaver, despite the presence of the sea ice albedo feedb&ck, it
in the ice cover, insuring that the subsequent sensibledieat impossible to generate stable seasonally-varying sththe i
the ocean is too large to allow ice to form the following win- shortwave radiative forcing’s is a constant. This codifies
ter. While we have not examined all physically realistic two the generally understood importance in the real systemeof th
season models it does not appear possible to stabilizerseastiming of ice advance and retreat relative to solar insafati
ice with constant forcing, as shown in Figures 3 and 4. The Finally, it is of broad interest to understand the natureef i
overall scenario is shown schematically in Figlire 6 whereindecay in the Arctic. Itis extremely difficult to use comprahe
one can see that the stability of seasonal ice dependbiem  sive GCMs to understand the qualitative distinction betwee
in the summer the ice melts; a degree of freedom not availablghe range of scenarios proposed [See 6, and refs. thergih], a
to a model with just two seasons. extrapolation of observations on seasonal time scales-is un
Second, the approach allowed us to capture analytically awise [13]. The simplest theoretical approaches in this field
essential feature of the bifurcation diagram of EW09 and théegan with the two season model of [4], which predicts that
analysis of [4], both of which showed a hysteresis betweemnce summer ice vanishes there is an irreversible change to
perennial ice and ice free states. We found that these twghe ice free state. Whereas, EWO09 and variants of continu-
possible stable states exist over a range of greenhouse forgusly forced simple models suggest that such a change is re-
ing. Simple expressions were found for the valué\df, be-  versible. Having found the origin of this distinction, reisig
yond which summer ice would vanish (equatiofh 20), and bein the time variation of shortwave radiative forcing durihe
low which ice free conditions can no longer persist (equmatio warm season, our analysis provides a simple and accessible
29). framework to examine leading order effects on the nature and
Third, the form of equatiori(47) suggests that the simpleshumber of qualitative transitions in the state of the iceezov
means of stabilizing seasonal ice states is to introduc@a seAs such it is complimentary to the reduced version of EW09
sonality of the shortwave radiandé;(t). This led to the studied byl[5] and, in the spirit of [4], it provides a number
ansatz (equatidn #9) suggesting that during the warm seas@ simple expressions trivial to use in the examination &f th
reversing the ratio of the radiative balance between the iceensitivities of qualitative transitions.
covered and ice free states undemsient forcing can have
a stabilizing influence on seasonal ice states. Pursuiigg thi
ansatz lead to an expression (equalfion 59) describing the su
ficient flux conditions for such stable states. Simple exaspl
are given in Figures 3 and 4, demonstrated numerically in Fig
ure 5 and shown schematically in Figure 6. WM thanks NASA for a graduate fellowship. JSW thanks
Fourth, two interesting results were found upon inclusibn o the Wenner-Gren and John Simon Guggenheim Foundations,
the sea ice albedo feedback as characterized by equlation (B)e Swedish Research Council and Yale University for sup-
We determined that the stability conditidn [59) is made lesgort. The comments, criticism and encouragement of N. Un-
stringent by the implicit seasonal dependence of the albedtrsteiner at the beginning of this project shaped the fiegl v
of the ice-ocean system, as shown in equation (63). Moresion of this paper.
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