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ABSTRACT. Glacier modeling is crucial for quantifying the evolution of cryospheric processes.
At the same time, uncertainties hamper process understanding and predictive accuracy. Here,
we suggest improving glacier mass balance simulations for the Kongsvegen glacier in Svalbard
through the application of Bayesian data assimilation techniques in a set of large ensemble
twin experiments. Noisy synthetic observations of albedo and snow depth, generated using
the multilayer CryoGrid community model with a full energy balance, are assimilated using
two ensemble-based data assimilation schemes: the particle batch smoother and the ensem-
ble smoother. A comprehensive evaluation exercise demonstrates that the joint assimilation of
albedo and snowdepth improves the simulation skill by up to 86% relative to the prior in specific
glacier regions. The particle batch smoother excels in representing albedo dynamics, while the
ensemble smoother is particularly effective for snow depth under low snowfall conditions. By
combining the strengths of both observations, the joint assimilation achieves improved mass
balance simulations across different glacier zones using either assimilation scheme. This work
underscores the potential of ensemble-based data assimilation methods for refining glacier
models by offering a robust framework to enhance predictive accuracy and reduce uncertain-
ties in cryospheric simulations. Further advances in glacier data assimilation will be critical to
better understanding the fate and role of Arctic glaciers in a changing climate.

INTRODUCTION

Glaciers are regarded as one of the key indicators of cli-
mate change. Over the past three decades, global glacier
ice loss has contributed nearly 1 mm annually to sea level
rise (IPCC, 2022; Zemp and others, 2019). At the same time,
glaciers serve as a critical component of mountain water
towers, helping to provide a more consistent and reliable
water supply to downstream regions (Immerzeel and oth-
ers, 2019; Zhang and others, 2023). Arctic glaciers are expe-
riencing an accelerated mass loss (Rounce and others, 2023;
Van Pelt and others, 2019; Østby and others, 2017; Schmidt
and others, 2023) because warming is amplified in the Arctic
at two to four times the global average through various pos-
itive feedback mechanisms (e.g. Rantanen and others, 2022;
Lind and others, 2018). Freshwater runoff from melting Arc-
tic glaciers can have considerable impacts on ocean circula-
tion and ocean-atmosphere interaction globally (Pontes and
Menviel, 2024), as well as on regional marine biogeochem-
istry and productivity (Ezat and others, 2024; Hopwood and
others, 2020). Thus, accurate knowledge of glacier mass bal-

ance is vital for understanding, detecting, and predicting the
impacts of climate change.

Glacier modeling is a primary method to determine the
surfacemass balance of glaciers, especially at siteswith scarce
long-term in situ observations, to reconstruct the past or
project the future glacier evolution. Climate-driven glacier
models include temperature-index models (e.g. Hock, 2003;
Marzeion and others, 2012) and energy balance models (e.g.
Hock and Holmgren, 2005; Westermann and others, 2023).
Temperature-index models approximate the melt rate based
on air temperature (Huss and Hock, 2015), while physically-
based energy balance models explicitly calculate the energy
fluxes on the glacier surface and therefore provide a more
detailed representation of the processes controlling the sur-
face mass balance. The accuracy of glacier models is limited
by uncertainties related to meteorological forcing (Marzeion
and others, 2020), incomplete model physics (Schmidt and
others, 2023), and parameter uncertainty (Rounce and oth-
ers, 2020). Constraining each uncertainty source remains a
significant challenge.
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Data assimilation methods can incorporate observations
into modeling to improve accuracy and constrain simula-
tion uncertainty (Evensen and others, 2022). In situ and re-
motely sensed observations can be individually or jointly as-
similated into glacier models, leading to a reduction of the
aforementioned uncertainties (Choi and others, 2023; Gillet-
Chaulet, 2020). The assimilation of ground-based glaciologi-
cal measurements into glacier mass balance models is grad-
ually becoming a recognized approach for updating glacier
model parameters or initial states (Landmann and others,
2021; Sjursen and others, 2023). However, despite this recog-
nition, there are still relatively few studies that have im-
plemented data assimilation in glacier mass balance mod-
eling. Moreover, in situ measurements are available for only
a minority of glaciers worldwide, which presents a signif-
icant challenge to transfer information to the unmeasured
majority of glaciers. In addition to the direct assimilation
of mass balance measurements, other quantities that can
directly influence mass balance changes, such as remotely
sensed albedo or snow depth, can also be ingested within a
data assimilation framework.

Albedo, defined as the reflectivity of the Earth’s surface
to insolation, is a controlling variable in the surface energy
balance of glaciers. It significantly impacts the shortwave
radiation budget, thereby influencing the rate of melt and
overall mass balance of glaciers (e.g. Budyko, 1969; Ye and
others, 2024). In a pioneering study, a variational assimila-
tion scheme was used to incorporate moderate resolution
imaging spectroradiometer (MODIS) derived albedo into a
snowpackmodel to reconstruct the spatial mass balance dis-
tribution for an Alpine glacier (Dumont and others, 2012).
More recently, Sentinel-2 albedo estimates were assimilated
into a glacio-hydrological model to improve the simulation
of streamflow in two glacierized basins in theCanadian Rock-
ies (Bertoncini and others, 2024).

Snowfall is another major driver of the mass balance, as
it is the primary source of glacier mass gain (Hock, 2003;
Pramanik and others, 2019). Satellite-based snow depth re-
trievals, such as from the ICESat-2 laser altimeter, are a po-
tentially globally available constraint on uncertainties in snow-
fall forcing which is being explored for seasonal snow data
assimilation (Mazzolini and others, 2024). However, to the
best of our knowledge, no experiment has explored the joint
assimilation of remotely sensed albedo and snow depth into
an energy balance model for glacier mass balance simula-
tion. Moreover, the current state of the art in using Bayesian
data assimilation to infer glacier surface mass balance has
focused on static parameters in temperature index models
using relatively costly Markov chain Monte Carlo methods
(Rounce and others, 2020; Sjursen and others, 2023). This

stands in contrast to other recent cryospheric work on glacier
flow (Brinkerhoff, 2022), ice sheet (Navari and others, 2021),
seasonal snow (Alonso-González and others, 2022), and per-
mafrost (Groenke and others, 2023), which employ a greater
diversity of modern Bayesian data assimilation (also known
as inversion) schemes that allow for the use of more complex
models.

In this study, we performed twin experiments (Arnold
and Dey, 1986; Masutani and others, 2010), also known as
synthetic experiments or Observing System Simulation Ex-
periments, to explore the benefits of assimilating albedo and
snow depth on glacier mass balance simulations. This al-
lowed us to test the data assimilation workflow in a series
of targeted experiments while avoiding challenges of real
observations and model discrepancies (Masutani and oth-
ers, 2010). In particular, as satellite-based measurements of
albedo and snow depth and their associated error charac-
teristics are not always available or consistent due to vari-
able weather conditions and observational limitations, here
synthetic observations are instead generated using synthetic
truth (also known as nature) runs of the energy balancemodel
CryoGrid (Westermann and others, 2023; Schmidt and oth-
ers, 2023). These synthetic observations serve as idealized
representations of satellite measurements, with their spa-
tiotemporal resolution designed tomirror that of actual satel-
lite data, forming the foundation for observing system sim-
ulation. To assimilate the synthetic observations, we em-
ployed and compared twoBayesian data assimilation schemes,
namely the Particle Batch Smoother (PBS;Margulis and oth-
ers, 2015) and the Ensemble Smoother (ES; van Leeuwen and
Evensen, 1996). The synthetic observationswere derived from
synthetic truth runs for four distinct scenarios, each repre-
senting different climatic conditions. These scenarios were
selected to better capture the varying information content of
the assimilated observations. The simulations were driven
by reanalysis data from the Copernicus Arctic Regional Re-
analysis (CARRA) dataset over 12 hydrological years from
September 2010 to September 2022. Kongsvegen glacier, one
of the best studied glaciers in High Arctic Svalbard, was se-
lected as the study area due to availability of data and its
extensive size, encompassing diverse glacier zones that of-
fer a comprehensive basis for representing a broad range of
Arctic glaciers. By conducting a large number of twin exper-
iments, we compared the effectiveness of the particle-based
PBS scheme to the ensemble Kalman-based ES in improv-
ing simulated glacier mass balance across different glacier
zones. The sensitivity of the mass balance estimates to en-
semble size was also tested in terms of both accuracy and
precision using the PBS.Ourmethodology incorporated syn-
thetic estimates of albedo and snow depth, along with gap-
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free surface mass balance values, enabling a robust evalu-
ation of model performance in the absence of consistently
reliable satellite-based observational data.

DATA AND METHODS

Study Site
The Svalbard archipelago is one of the most climatically sen-
sitive regions in the world (Geyman and others, 2022; Noël
and others, 2020). For example, it is the region in Europe
that has experienced the greatest warming in the past three
decades (Isaksen and others, 2016; Nordli and others, 2014).
Kongsvegen is located on the northwestern coast of Sval-
bard close to the research station of Ny-Ålesund (Fig. 1). The
glacier has an area of around 100 km2 and a length of 26 km,
with slopes ranging from 0.5 to 2.5°(Karner and others, 2013).
The ice flows towards the northwest from its ice-divide at
about 800 m a.s.l. down to sea level at the head of Kongsfjor-
den (Karner and others, 2013; Hagen and others, 1999). The
three grid cells used in this study are shown in Fig. 1 and we
used these grids to represent different glacier zones, namely
the ablation area, equilibrium line altitude (ELA), and accu-
mulation area.

Forcing Data
This study uses the Copernicus Arctic Regional Reanalysis
(CARRA) dataset (Copernicus Climate Change Service (C3S)
Climate Data Store (CDS), 2024) as meteorological forcing
data. The CARRA forcing fields considered are the 2 m air
temperature, 2 m specific humidity, 10 mwindspeed, incom-
ing longwave and shortwave radiation, precipitation, and at-
mospheric pressure. CARRA is derived from theHARMONIE-
AROME numerical weather prediction system (Bengtsson
and others, 2017). This regional reanalysis covers two do-
mains in the European sector of the Arctic, CARRA-West and
CARRA-East, employing ERA5 reanalysis as boundary con-
ditions (Yang and others, 2021). The CARRA output has a
horizontal resolution of 2.5 km and a 3-hour temporal res-
olution covering the period from 1991 to present. Following
Schmidt and others (2023), this study employs meteorologi-
cal data from the CARRA-East domain over 12 hydrological
years from the 16th of September 2010 to the 15th of Septem-
ber 2022.

Mass balance model
The CryoGrid community model is an open-source model
developed for climate-drivenmultiphysics simulations of the
terrestrial cryosphere (Westermann and others, 2023), which

uses a full surface energy-balance scheme that can be cou-
pled to different multilayer subsurface modules of varying
complexity. We used the glacier surface mass balance con-
figuration of CryoGrid with a snow and firn module that
was first employed by Schmidt and others (2023) and refer
to this publication for more details. In this study, we added
ensemble-based data assimilation methods, thereby creat-
ing a comprehensive probabilistic modeling package.

Through data assimilation, we aim to improve simulated
glacier mass balance. In numerical weather forecasting and
climate modeling, precipitation, particularly snowfall, is as-
sociated with significant uncertainties that can contribute
to considerable errors in Arctic mass balance models (e.g.
Forbes and others, 2011; Schmidt and others, 2017; Van Pelt
and others, 2019; Lenaerts and others, 2020). To address these
uncertainties, the CryoGrid model employs a relative bias
correction for snowfall using a multiplicative snowfall fac-
tor βs . Albedo is a controlling variable of the surface en-
ergy balance, and therefore accurate simulations are impor-
tant for modeling the surface mass balance (e.g Schmidt and
others, 2017; Gunnarsson and others, 2023). In this study,
snow albedo is calculated using the CROCUS snow spectral
albedo scheme (Vionnet and others, 2012), where the albedo
depends on the snow age, the optical grain diameter, and
an albedo evolution rate τa . Our ensemble assimilation ap-
proach involved constraining these uncertain parameters, βs
and τa , to enhance the accuracy of the simulated snowfall,
the snow albedo evolution, and the associated surface mass
balance.

We initialized themodel using a 5-year spin-up from 2006
to 2010, using a snow albedo evolution rate of τa = 0.005
day−1 and no bias correction of the snowfall, i.e. βs = 1.
This allows for appropriate representation of near-surface
ice temperatures and the buildup of a small firn layer of 3
m w.e. in the accumulation zone and improves the physical
consistency of the subsequent experiments, particularly in
the accumulation area.

Synthetic observations
In this study, synthetic albedo and snow depth observations
were assimilated to constrain simulations of glacier mass
balance using the CryoGrid model. We generated albedo
and snow depth time series for each of the three grid cells,
selected to represent the ablation area, ELA, and accumu-
lation area of Kongsvegen. By prescribing true parameters
and running themodel for these three grid cells, we obtained
a synthetic truth from which synthetic observations have
been generated.

Fig. 2 shows the workflow in our experimental design.
We primarily divided the workflow into three steps. First,
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Fig. 1. Atmospherically corrected shortwave infrared false color image over the area surrounding Kongsvegen glacier near Ny-Ålesund
in the Svalbard archipelago captured by the Sentinel-2B satellite at 13:07 UTC on the 25th of August 2020. The image shows the locations
of Ny-Ålesund (yellow star) and the Kongsvegen glacier outline from RGI (white) as well as the locations of 2.5 by 2.5 km grid cells that
were extracted from CARRA to represent the ablation zone (ABL, red), Equilibrium Line Altitude (ELA, purple), and the accumulation zone
(ACC, blue) of Kongsvegen. The inset shows the location of Ny-Ålesund (yellow star) in the Arctic (here roughly defined as latitudes above
60◦N) on a polar stereographic map using open Gray Earth data from Natural Earth.
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the generation of synthetic truth data was achieved by pre-
scribing ‘true’ parameters representing different conditions.
Tomimic realistic observational data that is inherently noisy,
we added Gaussian noise to both the albedo and snow depth
truth to represent observation error. For the albedo, this
noise has a mean of 0 and an observation error standard de-
viation of σα = 0.1. This standard deviation is chosen based
on the upper limit values of the reported root mean square
error obtained by comparing MODIS albedo retrievals to in
situ measurements (Stroeve and others, 2005). The noise
added to snow depth has a mean of 0 m and a standard
deviation of σs = 0.5 m, which is based on the findings
of Deschamps-Berger and others (2023) for ICESat2 snow
depth retrievals on low slopes.

The synthetic albedo observations were sampled based
on the effective temporal resolution of MODIS onboard the
Terra and Aqua satellites. We simulated the impact of polar
night on the availability of optical albedo retrievals in our
research area by removing the values of synthetic albedo
during this time (November to February). In addition, the
occluding impact of cloud cover is considered in this study.
According to findings by Marshall and others (1993), statis-
tically only 22% to 24% of days between April and Septem-
ber in Svalbard are classified as clear-sky conditions, mak-
ingMODIS albedo products usable only for those days. Also,
Østby and others (2014) found that only 26% ofMODIS prod-
ucts are acquired under clear sky conditions on Austfonna,
Svalbard. Thus, we use 30 daily albedo observations that
were randomly distributed in time excluding polar night, rep-
resenting approximately 20% of the total days of each year
between mid of April to mid of October. In our analysis of
snow depth data, we considered the temporal resolution pro-
vided by the ICESat-2 satellite in the Arctic region. Typically,
ICESat-2 operates on a 91-day revisit cycle at the equator.
However, due to its high-inclination orbit, the ground tracks
of the satellite converge towards the poles, significantly en-
hancing the frequency of overpasses in polar regions. Con-
sequently, in the Arctic, the temporal resolution increases,
with revisit intervals reduced to approximately 1 to 2 weeks
(Markus and others, 2017). This enhancement in revisit fre-
quency was utilized to simulate the temporal resolution in
our synthetic snow depth data, providing a more accurate
representation of snow accumulation and change over time
in this region.

Data assimilation
In this section we describe the data assimilation methods
used and their implementation in CryoGrid to infer glacier
mass balance.

For a more comprehensive treatment of Bayesian data

assimilationmethodswe refer to the extensivework of Evensen
and others (2022) and Sanz-Alonso and others (2023) and the
overview in Alonso-González and others (2022) for details
pertinent to cryospheric applications. Data assimilation is
loosely defined as the fusion of data and models that can
be mathematically formalized using the probabilistic frame-
work of Bayesian inference.

There are multiple sources of model uncertainty related
to the choice ofmodel parameters, forcing, initial conditions,
and model structure. Herein, we are primarily concerned
with the two first sources of uncertainty which we lump
into an uncertain input parameter vector θ with Np = 2
elements, namely βs and τa . By using the synthetic truth
generated by the same underlying model, CryoGrid in this
case, we avoid model structural uncertainty by confining
ourselves to so-called identical twin experiments (Arnold and
Dey, 1986).

Within these identical twin experiments, we are thus by
construction justified in restricting ourselves to solving the
strong constraint data assimilation problem that assumes a
perfect data generating model (CryoGrid) that can map per-
fectly onto reality if the true input vector θ⋆ were known
(Evensen and others, 2022). Note that strong constraint prob-
lems are often also solved in practice in real experiments
where the underlying perfect model assumption is always
violated to some extent (e.g. Alonso-González and others,
2022).

In this strong constraint setting, we can model a vector
of No noisy observations y according to the following data
generating process

y = G
(
θ⋆

)
+ ϵ . (1)

where G(·) denotes the data generating model, θ⋆ is the
aforementioned true parameter vector, and ϵ is a noise term
representing observation error. Given some observations,
the task at hand is to invert G(·) to recover θ⋆. This task
is challenging since G(·) is often a nonlinear and relatively
computationally costly model instantiated in a long piece
of typically non-differentiable code, namely CryoGrid in our
case (Westermann and others, 2023). To complicate matters
further, it is also a fundamentally ill-posed inverse problem
(Sanz-Alonso and others, 2023).

Adopting a probabilistic perspective naturally leads to
casting this ill-posed inverse problem in terms of Bayesian
inference (Sanz-Alonso and others, 2023), and the computa-
tional challengemotivates the adoption of efficient ensemble-
based data assimilation algorithms tomake inference tractable
(Evensen and others, 2022). Formally the entire exercise of
data assimilation can now be boiled down to using Bayes’
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Fig. 2. Workflow in the twin experiments involving the sequential generation of: synthetic truth runs (orange), noisy synthetic observa-
tions (green), and data assimilation experiments (blue) followed by the evaluation of each experiment (purple).
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rule as follows

p (θ |y) = p (y|θ)p (θ)
p (y) , (2)

to infer the posterior probability distribution p (θ |y) over pa-
rameters θ given data y. The likelihood quantifies how well
the model predictions with parameters θ fit the noisy ob-
servations y, the prior regularizes the problem using back-
ground information about θ , and the evidence p (y) is a nor-
malizing constant (MacKay, 2003).

Once prior and likelihood are defined, Bayesian infer-
ence is theoretically straightforward and is just a matter of
applying (2) to a grid of parameter vectors θ . Practical geo-
physical applications of Bayesian inference for data assim-
ilation tend to require more efficient methods than compu-
tationally expensive grid approximations. The current state-
of-the-art data assimilation approaches can generally be split
into ensemble-based (Monte Carlo) and variational methods
(Evensen and others, 2022). The latter requires a differen-
tiable model which is often, as is the case with this Cryo-
Grid version (Westermann and others, 2023), not available.
As such, we use ensemble-based data assimilation methods
that are widely used in cryospheric applications (e.g. Navari
and others, 2021; Alonso-González and others, 2022; Groenke
and others, 2023), but have notwidely appliedmuch to glacier
mass balance. In particular, we adopt both the PBS and the
ES to compare their performance for a large ensemble of
twin experiments. In addition to being used in the literature
(Alonso-González and others, 2022), these methods are rela-
tively straightforward to implement and can serve as kernels
for more sophisticated schemes.

Prior and likelihood

In this study, we focus on two uncertain parameters within
the glacier configuration of CryoGrid, namely the albedo
evolution rate τa and the snowfall factor βs . The former fac-
tor τa is an inverse timescale that controls the rate at which
the visible albedo in the Crocus albedo parametrization de-
cays (Vionnet and others, 2012), with larger (smaller) values
indicating a faster (slower) decay rate. The latter multiplier
βs explicitly accounts for biases in the snowfall (solid precipi-
tation) forcing from the CARRA reanalysis while also implic-
itly accounting for unresolved processes in this instantiation
of CryoGrid in the form of wind-driven snow redistribution.
Both parameters are treated as fixed (time-invariant) within
a givenmass balance year. As such, in this study the parame-
ter vector θ hasNp = 2 elements so we consider a 2D param-
eter space. On the one hand, this is quite a low-dimensional
parameter space. On the other hand, CryoGridwhichwe use

as the data generatingmodel is relatively expensive to evalu-
ate. Moreover, these Np = 2 parameters were selected based
on several modeling studies of glacier mass balance where
these were deemed among the most uncertain yet sensitive
parameters (e.g. Schmidt and others, 2017; Van Pelt and oth-
ers, 2019; Lenaerts and others, 2019; Raoult and others, 2023;
Schmidt and others, 2023).

To encode uncertainty in these parameters we need to
specify a prior distribution p (θ) that reflects our prior knowl-
edge concerning possible values for these parameters. Herein,
building on several related studies (Aalstad and others, 2018;
Mazzolini and others, 2024; Guidicelli and others, 2024; Keetz
and others, 2024), we use the generalized logit-normal prior
distribution that is a double bounded transformed version of
a normal distribution allowing for upper and lower bounds
(a, b), a central location parameter µ∗0, and a scale param-
eter σ0 reflecting the spread in possible values. Following
Keetz and others (2024), this prior is defined as follows for a
scalar parameter θ

p (θ |µ0,σ0, a, b) =
|J |

σ0
√
2π

exp

(
− (φ − µ0)2

2σ2
0

)
, (3)

where |J | = (b − a)/(θ − a) (b − θ) is a Jacobian term and φ
is the generalized logit transform of θ

φ = ψ (θ, a, b) = ln
(
θ − a
b − a

)
− ln

(
b − θ
b − a

)
, (4)

with corresponding inverse transform

θ = ψ−1 (φ, a, b) = a + b − a
1 + exp(−φ) . (5)

The generalized logit normal distribution in (3) has an as-
sociated normal distribution, namely the distribution of the
logit transformed parameter φ with mean µ0 and standard
deviation σ0. We use the σ0 parameter to define the scale
(spread) of the logit-normal prior for a bounded parameter
θ. For the location parameter of the logit normal we use the
median of the logit normal distribution µ∗0 that can be trans-
formed to the mean of the associated normal distribution
through µ0 = ψ (µ∗0, a, b) and vice versa.

The generalized logit prior in (3) is specified indepen-
dently for each of the parameters τa and βs using the hy-
perparameters in Table 1. Assuming independence, the joint
prior p (θ) is simply given by the product of the marginal
priors p (θ) = p (τa )p (βs ). To sample from the generalized
logit normal distribution (3), we apply the generalized logit
transform (4) to the prior median µ∗0 to obtain the mean of
the associated normal µ0 then add Ne samples of randomly
generated Gaussian noise with standard deviation σ0 to µ0
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and apply the inverse transform (5) to obtain prior samples
θi ∼ p (θ) for the parameter θ ∈ θ (i.e., either τa or βs ) in
question. After having done this for both parameters, we
are left with an ensemble of Ne particles from the joint prior
θ i ∼ p (θ).

As is commonly done in data assimilation (Carrassi and
others, 2018), we use a simple additive zero-mean Gaussian
observation error model of the form ϵ ∼ N(0,R) where R
is an No × No observation error covariance matrix. This can
be justified as a useful default first-order error model using
both the central limit theorem and maximum entropy argu-
ments (Jaynes, 2003). Using this error model, allows us to
formulate the likelihood p (y|θ). By definition, this is the
probability density of the (fixed) observations y given that
the parameter set θ is true. By inspection of (1) conditional
on θ = θ⋆ the observation error becomes ϵ = y − G(θ) and
by inserting this into the Gaussian observation error model
we obtain a Gaussian likelihood p (y|θ) = N(y|G(θ),R) of
the form

p (y|θ) = cy exp
(
−1

2
[y − ŷ]T R−1 [y − ŷ]

)
, (6)

where cy = det(2πR)−1/2 is a constant and ŷ = G(θ) de-
notes the predicted observations from the data generating
model given a particular parameter set θ . Following the
likelihood principle in Bayesian inference (Jaynes, 2003), the
likelihood should be viewed as a function of the uncertain
parameters θ (here through ŷ = G(θ)) rather than a distri-
bution over the fixed (albeit noisy) observations y that we
are assimilating. Although the likelihood in (6) is Gaussian,
our data generating model ŷ = G(θ) makes it nonlinear.

To further simplify the likelihood (6) we alsomake a stan-
dard assumption that the observation errors are condition-
ally independent (Carrassi and others, 2018; Särkkä and Svens-
son, 2023). As such, our No × No observation error covari-
ance matrix R becomes diagonal with entries corresponding
to the observation error variance σ2

ym associated with each
of the m = 1, . . . ,No observations ym in the observation
vector y. When we only assimilate one type of observation,
these entries are constant and equal to the observation er-
ror variance of either snow depth (σ2

d ) or albedo (σ2
α ). For

joint assimilation, where both types of observation are as-
similated, both error variances appear along the diagonal of
R in accordance with the entries in y.

Particle batch smoother

The Particle Batch Smoother was introduced in the snow lit-
erature by Margulis and others (2015) as a batch smoother
version of the widely used particle filter (see Chopin and Pa-
paspiliopoulos, 2020; Särkkä and Svensson, 2023). Algorith-

mically, the PBS boils down to performing basic sequential
importance sampling (van Leeuwen, 2009) which effectively
represents the posterior through a particle approximation

p (θ |y) ≃
Ne∑
i=1

wi δ (θ − θ i ) , (7)

where wi are the weights associated with each of the i =
1, . . . ,Ne particles (samples) θ i in parameter space. These
particles weights are self-normalized such that

∑Ne
i=1wi =

1. The δ (·) in (7) denotes the Dirac delta which is a gen-
eralized function with properties

∫
δ (θ − θ i ) dθ = 1 and∫

g (θ)δ (θ−θ i ) dθ = g (θ i ) for some function of the param-
eters g (θ). Thereby, the particle approximation represents
the continuous posterior probability density function as a
sum of discrete particles with probabilitymass given by their
weightswi . Posterior expectations become straightforwards
to compute, for example setting g (θ) = θ we recover the
particle approximation to the posterior mean of the param-
eters as the weighted sum over particles θ i . The correspond-
ing posterior expectations in state space are obtained analo-
gously. With minimal loss of accuracy, simpler unweighted
posterior statistics are computed by first resampling par-
ticles based on the weights (Alonso-González and others,
2022). The weights wi in the PBS are obtained through ba-
sic importance sampling approach using the prior as a pro-
posal distribution to sample particles θ i ∼ p (θ) so that the
weights effectively become the likelihood ratio

wi =
p (y|θ i )∑Ne
k=1 p (y|θk )

, (8)

which when we insert for our Gaussian likelihood simplifies
to (Aalstad and others, 2018)

wi =
exp

(
− 1

2 [y − ŷi ]T R−1 [y − ŷi ]
)

∑Ne
k=1 exp

(
− 1

2 [y − ŷk ]T R−1 [y − ŷk ]
) , (9)

where yi = G(θ i ) denotes the vector of No predicted ob-
servables from CryoGrid for particle i with associated pa-
rameter vector θ i , [·]T denotes the transpose, and R−1 is the
inverse of them ×m observation error covariance matrix. In
practice, we first compute the logarithm of the PBS weights
in (9) to ensure numerical stability as described in Alonso-
González and others (2022). Both the PBS and ES are batch
smoothers in the sense that they assimilate a single batch
of observations in a long data assimilation window, unlike
a filter which updates sequentially as observations become
available. The length of the window is typically defined by
a typical timescale of the system being modeled, which we
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Table 1. The hyperparameters for the independent logit-normal priors used for each of theNp = 2 uncertain parameters in the parameter
vector θ considered in this study. The hyperparameters are the lower bound a , the upper bound b , the location parameter which is the
median µ∗0, and the scale (spread) which is the dimensionless standard deviation σ0 of the associated normal distribution.

Parameter name Symbol Units Lower bound a Upper bound b Location µ∗0 Scale σ0
Albedo evolution rate τa day−1 0.0001 0.05 0.005 1

Snowfall factor βs - 0.5 2 1 1

here take to be one mass balance year. This smoothing prop-
erty is crucial since it allows the future to update the past:
observations in the accumulation season can inform model
states in the preceding accumulation season (Margulis and
others, 2015; Aalstad and others, 2018). A computational ad-
vantage of the PBS is that it only requires running a single
ensemble model integration of Ne particles sampled from
the parameter prior. A particle approximation of the poste-
rior for model parameters and state variables can then be
obtained solely using the weights in (9) followed by a re-
sampling step. As such, the computational cost of the PBS
is incurred almost entirely by the need to run Ne forward
simulations of the data generating model G. It is this fea-
ture that helped motivate our design of a large ensemble of
twin experiments, in that it is straightforward to test a large
number of observation types and parameter scenarios based
on a single large ensemble run by using a (fixed) prior distri-
bution p (θ) as the proposal.

Ensemble smoother

We also test the ensemble smoother (ES) scheme that was
originally proposed by van Leeuwen and Evensen (1996) as a
batch smoother version of the widely used ensemble Kalman
filter (EnKF Evensen and others, 2022). Here we use the
classic stochastic version of the ES with perturbed observa-
tions to avoid underestimating ensemble covariances (van
Leeuwen, 2020). The general framework of ensemble Kalman
methods, which the ES falls under, extends the domain of
applicability of classical Kalman filtering methods (Särkkä
and Svensson, 2023), that require Gaussian linear data gen-
erating models, to Gaussian nonlinear models (Evensen and
others, 2022). The Gaussian assumption in the prior and
likelihood can also be relaxed through transformations us-
ing Gaussian anamorphosis functions (Bertino and others,
2003). Herein we use an analytical approach to Gaussian
anamorphosis using the generalized logit transform in (4).
Among the ensemble Kalmanmethods, the ES ismostwidely
used for parameter estimation such as the strong constraint
problem that we are tackling here.

The ES is initialized by sampling an ensemble of Ne pa-
rameter vectors θ

(0)
i

from the prior θ
(0)
i

∼ p (θ). Using

this prior parameter ensemble, following Aalstad and oth-
ers (2018) the stochastic ES with analytical anamorphosis
proceeds in the following steps while looping over ensemble
members i = 1, . . . ,Ne :

1. Generate an ensemble of prior predicted observables by
running the parameters through the data generatingmodel

ŷ(0)
i

= G
(
θ
(0)
i

)
which implicitly also involves generat-

ing an ensemble of prior model state vectors x(0)
i

for the
whole data assimilation window (i.e., mass balance year
in our case).

2. Transform the prior parameter ensemble toGaussian space
usingGaussian anamorphosisφ (0)

i
= Ψ(θ (0)

i
) in the form

of the generalized logit transform (4).

3. Perform the ensemble Kalman analysis step to update the
parameters

φ
(1)
i

= φ
(0)
i

+ K(0)
(
y + ϵi − ŷ(0)

i

)
(10)

where the ensemble Kalman gain K(0) is obtained using
ensemble covariancematrices togetherwithR as outlined
in Aalstad and others (2018) while realizations of Gaus-
sian observation noise ϵi ∼ N(0,R) are used to perturb
the observations y in this stochastic scheme (van Leeuwen,
2020).

4. Apply the inverse transformations using (5) to recover the
posterior parameter ensemble in the original model pa-
rameter space θ (1)

i
= Ψ−1 (φ (1)

i
).

5. Rerun the data generating model to obtain an ensemble

of posterior predicted observables ŷ(1)
i

= G
(
θ
(1)
i

)
which

also implicitly yields an ensemble of posterior model state
vectors x(1)

i
.

Note that the parameters θ are updated directly while the
model state x are updated indirectly.

As such, to recover the posterior state x with the ES it is
necessary to run the data generating model twice for each
ensemble member, first with the prior parameters θ

(0)
i

in

step 1 and subsequently with the posterior parameters θ (1)
i
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in step 5. Thereby, for posterior state estimation the ES is
twice as costly as the PBS in that it requires running the
data generating model 2Ne times.

Twin experiments

The conceptual diagram in Fig. 3 shows the structure of the
twin experiments where we generated synthetic truth sce-
narios alongwith synthetic noisy observations. We constructed
four different scenarios (Fig. 2) by using different true pa-
rameter vectors θ⋆ with different values for the true snow
albedo evolution rate τ⋆a and true snowfall factor β⋆s . These
true parameter vector scenarios include combinations of high
and low values for each of the two parameters. The true pa-
rameter vector scenarios are then used in CryoGrid to gen-
erate synthetic true state x⋆ scenarios including the true ob-
servables ŷ⋆ = G(θ⋆). These diverse true parameter scenar-
ios are used to effectively mimic the variability of meteoro-
logical conditions and location-specific characteristics under
different climatic scenarios. The synthetic albedo and snow
depth obtained under these four different climatic scenar-
ios were generated and perturbed with Gaussian noise that
was scaled with the appropriate variances (σ2

α and σ2
d ) to

mimic observation error. These noisy synthetic observations
are then assimilated to constrain the prior CryoGrid simula-
tions. Note that in this assimilation exercise, the model has
no access to the hidden synthetic truth (θ⋆, x⋆, ŷ⋆) other
than through the corrupted information present in the noisy
synthetic observations. This is the standard setup for widely
used identical twin experiments where the same model is
used to generate the observations and in the subsequent as-
similation experiments (Arnold andDey, 1986;Masutani and
others, 2010). The generated synthetic observations, albedo
and snow depth, can be assimilated either individually or
jointly, amounting to a total of three assimilated observa-
tion scenarios. All experiments are applied in three different
glacier zones, namely the ablation, ELA, and accumulation
areas.

The prior ensemble of CryoGrid simulations consists of
Ne = 1000 ensemble members that were generated by per-
turbing albedo evolution rate and snowfall factor. We imple-
mented the prior simulation with the same initial conditions
for all data assimilation experiments. When initiating the
model, we performed a 5 years spin-up to eliminate initial-
ization shocks. Two different ensemble-based data assimila-
tion methods, the PBS and ES, were compared in the twin
experiments.

Evaluation of the experiments
To evaluate the performance of all experiments, we use the
Continuous Ranked Probability Score (CRPS) to compare the
posterior mass balance distribution to the synthetic truth
mass balance. As outlined in Hersbach (2000), the CRPS
is a statistical metric that compares probabilistic ensemble
predictions to deterministic ground-truth values. Compared
with Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) which is mainly used
for deterministic forecasts, the CRPS is designed for prob-
abilistic forecasts, which can evaluate the entire predictive
distribution and provide a comprehensive assessment of the
quality of predictions that include uncertainty quantifica-
tion. The CRPS evaluates both the accuracy and the pre-
cision of the ensemble. The latter precision is a gauge of
how well calibrated the ensemble is by punishing ensem-
bles that are overconfident (too narrow) and underconfident
(too wide). The CRPS is a negatively oriented score where a
score of zero means that the probabilistic prediction is per-
fect, which only occurs for deterministic forecasts centered
on the truth, while a larger CRPS entails a worse score. The
CRPS is given by (Gneiting and others, 2005)

CRPS(P , x ) =
∫ ∞

−∞

(
P (x ) − H (x − x⋆)

)2 dx (11)

where P (x ) is the cumulative distribution function of the
ensemble prediction for variable x , x⋆ is the reference value
which can be a synthetic truth or an observation, and H (x −
x⋆) is the Heaviside function, which is 1 if x ≥ x⋆ and 0
otherwise. The CRPS inherits the same units as the variable
x whose ensemble prediction is being evaluated.

RESULTS

Influence of observations on mass balance
modeling by PBS
Here, we present the results of surface mass balance (SMB)
simulations in several twin experiments achieved by assim-
ilating two observational datasets, albedo and snow depth,
using the PBS scheme on an ensemble withNe = 1000mem-
bers. Fig. 4 shows the posterior annual SMB for the ablation
area for the four different scenarios. The prior and poste-
rior CRPS are calculated by comparing the prior and poste-
rior SMB estimates with the synthetic truth over a 12-year
period across these scenarios. After assimilation, the aver-
age CRPS values (Fig. 5) for the posterior SMB estimates
are 0.05 m for albedo assimilation, 0.03 for snow depth as-
similation, and 0.02 m for jointly assimilating both obser-
vations. For all assimilated observation scenarios this is a
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Fig. 3. Structure of the large ensemble twin experiments based on permutations of four parameter scenarios, three types of assimilated
observation vectors, and three experimental areas generating a total of 36 twin experiments. The scenarios combine either a rapid or slow
albedo evolution rate with either a high or low snowfall factor. The assimilated observation vectors are either albedo only, snow depth
only, or joint assimilation of albedo and snow depth. The experimental areas are either the ablation (ABL), equilibrium line altitude (ELA),
and accumulation (ACC) areas depicted in Fig. 1.
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marked improvement from the prior CRPS of 0.16m. These
improvements represent CRPS reductions of 69%, 80%, and
86%, respectively, compared to the prior, showing the en-
hanced skill of the posterior estimates obtained after data
assimilation. On the one hand, snow depth assimilation is
particularly effective in bringing the posterior ensemble me-
dian SMB closer to the truth. On the other hand, the 95th

percentile of the posterior ensemble after albedo assimila-
tion often failed to cover the true values. A comparison of
error reduction demonstrates (Fig. 4) that joint assimila-
tion of albedo and snow depth provides the most substantial
improvements in the performance of posterior SMB simula-
tions. When comparing the four scenarios, it becomes ev-
ident that snow depth assimilation performs better under
high snowfall conditions, yielding a CRPS of 0.03 m com-
pared to 0.04m in low snowfall conditions. Conversely, albedo
assimilation performs better in low snowfall scenarios, with
a CRPS of 0.04 m compared to 0.06 m under high snowfall
conditions.

Fig. 5 provides a comprehensive evaluation of the exper-
iments using the PBS assimilation scheme across all scenar-
ios and areas. In both the ablation and equilibrium line alti-
tude areas, the assimilation of either albedo or snow depth
substantially reduces CRPS compared to the prior estimates.
The average CRPS reduction is 71% and 74%, respectively,
when albedo and snow depth are assimilated individually.
The difference in performance improvement in terms of CRPS
between albedo and snow depth assimilation is particularly
notable, ranging from a 10% to −19% difference, especially
under the high snowfall scenario. In most experiments, joint
assimilation of albedo and snow depth consistently yields
the lowest CRPS values. However, in the accumulation area,
results indicate an increase in CRPS following snow depth
assimilation under low snowfall scenarios, relative to the prior.
In contrast, albedo assimilation still improves performance,
though the improvements are less pronounced than in the
ablation and equilibrium line altitude areas, especially un-
der high snowfall conditions. Similarly, joint assimilation
of albedo and snow depth exhibits behavior similar to snow
depth assimilation alone in the accumulation area.

The results indicate that the assimilation of joint albedo
and snow depth observations within the PBS framework im-
proves the skill of surface mass balance simulations, partic-
ularly in scenarios with high snowfall. The results show that
snow depth assimilation tends to perform better under high
snowfall conditions, while albedo assimilation is more effec-
tive under low snowfall scenarios. Moreover, joint assimi-
lation tends to yield the best (including ties) results across
the majority of experiments (10 out of 12) in Fig. 5, providing
the greatest improvements both in terms of reducing uncer-

tainty and bringing the posterior closer to the truth. These
findings highlight the importance of selecting appropriate
observations to assimilate based on specific climatic condi-
tions to optimize the performance of SMB simulations. In
particular, the most robust choice is generally joint data as-
similation which can automatically handle trade-offs in the
information content of different types of observations.

The ES scheme overall exhibits performance similar to
that of the PBS scheme after assimilating albedo and snow
depth. Joint assimilation yields the best results, while the
assimilation of albedo and snow depth individually shows
varying outcomes across different scenarios. A detailed com-
parison of the two assimilation schemes follows in the next
section.

Comparison of two data assimilation
schemes
We evaluated both the PBS and ES schemes against syn-
thetic truth using an ensemble size of 1000 members for all
experiments. Table 2 presents the improvement in glacier
mass balance simulation CRPS performance achieved by the
two data assimilation schemes compared to the prior. The
values represent the average improvement across four truth
scenarios, calculated by comparing the posterior results with
the prior. For albedo assimilation, PBS shows a significantly
better overall performance compared to ES across all glacier
zones. However, for snow depth assimilation, ES performs
slightly better than PBS, except in the accumulation zone.
Joint assimilation of both albedo and snow depth yields the
best performance, regardless of the assimilationmethod used.
In terms of different glacier zones, the performance in the ab-
lation area is generally the best across both data assimilation
schemes. In the ELA region, the results slightly underper-
form those in the ablation area, considering the average per-
formance of three distinct assimilated observation scenarios.
The accumulation zone yields the lowest accuracy improve-
ment among the glacier zones for both schemes. Nonethe-
less, the posterior always improved over the prior in terms of
mass balance CRPS. Note that these results represent aver-
ages across four scenarios and considerable differences exist
between individual scenarios, particularlywhen assimilating
snow depth generated under different snowfall factors.

Fig. ?? presents the posterior annual mass balance re-
sults derived from the two data assimilation schemes in the
ELA region under a scenario of rapid snow albedo evolution
and high snowfall. Joint assimilation under the ES scheme
demonstrates the best overall performance, achieving the
lowest RMSE and standard deviation compared to other con-
figurations. While the PBS scheme also performs well with
joint assimilation, it shows no substantial improvement over



Submitted to Journal of Glaciology 13

Fig. 4. Comparison of prior, posterior, and true surface mass balance in the ablation area when using the PBS to assimilate albedo only,
snow depth only, and both observations jointly. The figure presents four scenarios based on the snow albedo evolution rates and snowfall
factors: a) Rapid snow albedo evolution with high snowfall. b) Slow snow albedo evolution with low snowfall. c) Rapid snow albedo
evolution with low snowfall. d) Slow snow albedo evolution with high snowfall. Error bars represent the 95th central percentile range of
the ensemble with the points indicating the median value for mass balance estimates.
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Fig. 5. Continuous ranked probability score (CRPS) for the prior and posterior mass balance after assimilating albedo, snow depth, and
both observations jointly using the PBS under all scenarios, compared to synthetic true mass balance.
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Table 2. Comparison of two data assimilation methods in im-
proving the average CRPS of glacier mass balance simulations by
assimilating different observations for various glacier zones. The
values in the table represent the average CRPS improvement, cal-
culated by comparing the percentage improvement of the posterior
CRPS results to that of the prior CRPS results, across all four sce-
narios.

Albedo Snow depth Joint
PBS ABL 68.4% 77.8% 85.4%

ELA 72.2% 66.9% 79.5%
ACC 31.0% 19.9% 25.5%

ES ABL 48.3% 79.0% 85.6%
ELA 47.9% 67.4% 76.7%
ACC 24.1% 11.6% 25.4%

the albedo or snow depth assimilation individually, and the
variability in standard deviation across years is notably higher
than in the ES results. For albedo assimilation, bothmethods
considerably enhance the accuracy and reduce uncertainty
compared to the prior. However, the PBS scheme yields slightly
lower RMSE and standard deviation than the ES scheme but
exhibits higher interannual variability. In contrast, the ES
scheme demonstrates amore stable annual performance. Re-
garding snow depth assimilation, the posterior results from
the PBS scheme reveal overconfidence, characterized by an
ensemble spread near zero and high annual variability, along
with a higher average RMSE than the ES scheme. In compar-
ison, the ES scheme produces a smaller standard deviation
and maintains stable annual performance after snow depth
assimilation, with nomarked interannual fluctuations. How-
ever, this advantage may partially stem from the bias in-
troduced by overconfidence, especially influenced by snow
depth assimilation. It is also unclear if the higher computa-
tional cost of 2Ne CryoGrid running with the ES, compared
to just Ne with the PBS, justifies the slight gain in perfor-
mance in this case.

Sensitivity of data assimilation performance
to the ensemble size

In this section, we present the results of analysing the sensi-
tivity of data assimilation performance to the number of en-
semblemembersNe . The range of ensemble sizesNe investi-
gated was selected to be regular on a logarithmic scale, gen-
erating a vector of seven logarithmically spaced values be-
tween 101 and 103 ensemble members. Fig. 7 illustrates the
mean and variance of CRPS values obtained from 100 itera-
tions of bootstrapping (resampling with replacement) prior
ensembles of variable size Ne from the original large ensem-

ble of 1000 prior parameters (used in the rest of the study)
followed by the assimilation of joint albedo and snow depth
under the PBS scheme. The results indicate that, across all
experiments, both the average CRPS and its Monte Carlo
variance decrease as the ensemble size increases. This shows
the classic improvement in performance, both in terms of
mean and variance, with increased ensemble size as expected
from Monte Carlo methods. Moreover, as expected, the rate
of error reduction diminishes considerably, particularly af-
ter the ensemble size reaches 100, the mean CRPS starts
to show clear convergent behavior towards an asymptote
around 0.025 (m w.e.) with a steadily decreasing variance.
However, unlike the Monte Carlo variance, interannual vari-
ability remains relatively stable and does not exhibit any
clear dependence on ensemble size.

DISCUSSION

Influence of observations on glacier mass
balance modeling

Across all scenarios and regions, the assimilation of albedo
consistently brings the ensemble median of the SMB sim-
ulations closer to the true values while effectively reducing
the ensemble spread. This improvement is consistent with
the findings of Dumont and others (2012), which demon-
strated that assimilating MODIS-derived albedo in a snow-
packmodel improves the accuracy of the SMB simulation for
an alpine glacier in the French Alps through variational as-
similation. Despite claims to this effect, Dumont and others
(2012) did not show how their variational data assimilation
scheme constrained uncertainty. In contrast, our ensemble-
based data assimilation results show that both the PBS and
ES schemes effectively constrain the ensemble, leading to
significant reductions in uncertainty. Moreover, unlike vari-
ationalmethods, the ensemble-based schemes pursued herein
do not require a differentiable data-generating model and
are thus more widely applicable. Fig. 6 highlights the im-
provement in accuracy and the reduction in uncertainty achieved
by albedo assimilation, with PBS outperforming ES in both
metrics.

The impact of snow depth assimilation on SMB simu-
lations exhibits some regional variability, but overall, snow
depth assimilation generally enhances SMB accuracy, with
more consistent improvements observed outside the accu-
mulation area. Under high snowfall factor scenarios, snow
depth assimilation markedly improves SMB simulation ac-
curacy across all regions, aligning with the general findings
from Landmann and others (2021) for surface mass balance
and Magnusson and others (2017) for seasonal snow.
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Fig. 6. Comparison of the performance of two assimilation schemes applied to the ELA area in terms of RMSE (top row) and ensemble
standard deviation (bottom row) for the Particle Batch Smoother (left panels a and c) and the Ensemble Smoother (right panels b and d).
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Fig. 7. Sensitivity of the posterior surface mass balance CRPS
to ensemble size following joint assimilation of albedo and snow
depth using the PBS scheme under the scenario of R&H in the
ablation area. For each ensemble size (Ne ) the CRPS statistics
were estimated by resampling with replacement (i.e., bootstrap-
ping) an ensemble ofNe particles from the complete large ensemble
(1000 members) 100 times, evaluating the CRPS for each of these
100 bootstrapped ensembles, and subsequently computing sample
statistics.

Our results show a substantial impact of snow depth as-
similation on SMB simulations, with an average improve-
ment of 74% in SMB accuracy in both the ablation and ELA
regions. This demonstrates similar performance gains to pre-
vious studies. For example, Landmann and others (2021) re-
ported a relatively low CRPS of 0.012mw .e . mass balance
compared with cumulative observations, while Magnusson
and others (2017) observed a 64% reduction in SWE error
from snow depth assimilation across 40 sites in Switzerland.
Unlike these studies that use particle filtering techniques,
we apply the smoothing-based PBS and ES schemes that al-
low information from the observations to propagate back-
ward in time which has been shown to be advantageous for
retrospective snow data assimilation (Alonso-González and
others, 2022).

Under low snowfall scenarios, snow depth assimilation
alone yields less favorable results, particularly in the accu-
mulation area. As illustrated in Fig. 8, posterior estimates in
PBS collapse to a single particle with snow depth assimila-
tion in this scenario. This phenomenon is likely due to lim-
itations inherent in the PBS scheme (Robinson and others,
2018; Pirk and others, 2022) and the nature of the low snow-
fall setting, which produces some SMB truth values that fall
outside the prior ensemble range. This discrepancy prevents
the posterior from fully encompassing true values, and, when

coupled with the ensemble’s overconfidence, results in an
increased CRPS due to bias and overconfident predictions.
Under the same conditions, ES outperforms PBS due to fun-
damental differences in both the assumptions and updates
steps in these methods (Margulis and others, 2015; Aalstad
and others, 2018; Alonso-González and others, 2022).

To address data availability challenges, we generated syn-
thetic observational data for albedo and snow depth, poten-
tially providing daily coverage over a full year. Subsequently,
we applied the specific methods mentioned above to select
data points that mimic the temporal availability of ICESat-
2 and MODIS measurements. This approach enabled us to
control the experimental environment under conditions of
parameter uncertainty, thereby facilitating the execution of
large ensemble experiments. While this approach theoreti-
cally fulfilled continuous data requirements, achieving simi-
lar completeness with real observational data remains chal-
lenging (Sandven and others, 2023; Gabarró and others, 2023).
Satellite-based measurements, such as those from ICESat-
2 and MODIS, face limitations due to cloud contamination,
which degrades data quality and restricts data acquisition(Østby
and others, 2014; Neuenschwander and Magruder, 2019; Ko-
tarba, 2022). Additionally, optical satellites that provide albedo
data are limited by daylight availability (Wang and others,
2018), resulting in data gaps in areas with heavy cloud cover
or reduced sunlight. Consequently, while synthetic data can
theoretically satisfy continuous data requirements, real-world
data collection remains inherently constrained by these ob-
servational challenges that we aimed to replicate in the de-
sign of our twin experiments.

Performance of data assimilation schemes
For all the given observations and research areas, both data
assimilation schemes contribute to considerably reductions
in uncertainty and error in SMB simulations. The PBS showed
superior performance in albedo assimilation, offering amore
confident and accurate ensemble. Conversely, ES generally
outperformed PBS in snowdepth assimilation scenarios, par-
ticularly where the model’s prior did not bracket the truth
value (Fig. 8). The PBS operates by weighing the ensemble of
states based on their likelihood (Margulis and others, 2015;
Aalstad and others, 2018), avoiding the need to move parti-
cles in parameter space. This results in lower computational
demands for state estimation as it only requires one model
run per ensemble member. In our study, PBS was partic-
ularly effective for albedo assimilation, offering significant
uncertainty reduction with less computational effort. How-
ever, the performance of PBS can be limited when the true
state falls outside the range of the prior ensemble(Robinson
and others, 2018; Pirk and others, 2022), as seen in scenarios
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Fig. 8. Comparison of the prior, posterior, and true annual surface mass balance in the accumulation area when assimilating different
types of observations with the PBS (a) and the ES (b) under a low snowfall factor and slow albedo evolution rate

with low snowfall where the posterior ensemble sometimes
became degenerate and overconfident.

In contrast, ES updates the state by moving particles in
parameter space, which can lead to better coverage of the
true state, especially when it lies outside the prior ensemble
range (van Leeuwen and Evensen, 1996; Evensen and others,
2022). This adaptability was evident in our results, where
ES performed better in assimilating snow depth, particularly
under low snowfall scenarios. The ES method requires twice
the number of model runs compared to PBS because it re-
quires rerunning themodel with updated parameters, which
increases computational cost, but can lead to more accurate
results in certain scenarios.

Compared to traditionalMarkovChainMonteCarlo (MCMC)
methods, which involve numerous sequential iterations to
converge on a solution, both PBS and ES use parallelizable
ensemble approaches that significantly reduce computational
time. For instance, in the study of Rounce and others (2020),
MCMC methods were used to quantify parameter uncer-
tainty in glacier models, involving costly iterations to sample
the posterior distribution. Our methods avoid the mainly it-
erative sampling of MCMC by directly updating an ensem-
ble of parameter vectors, providing a faster convergence to a
posterior estimate. While MCMC methods can be very ac-
curate due to their thorough sampling of parameter space,
they are often computationally heavy for complex models
like CryoGrid, where each model simulation is expensive.
Our approach integrates the complexity of CryoGrid with
efficient data assimilation methods, allowing for more fre-
quent updates or larger ensembles without a proportional
increase in computational demand. This stands in contrast

to the recent study of Sjursen and others (2023), which em-
ployed MCMC for parameter estimation in a simpler mass
balance model but nonetheless required careful considera-
tion of computational resources.

Sensitivity to ensemble size
The sensitivity is evaluated based on two components: re-
sampling (Monte Carlo) variance and interannual variability.
As reported in the results, the average CRPS decreases with
increasing ensemble size. Notably, the variance of CRPS from
interannual variability remains unchanged, whereas the vari-
ance of CRPS associated with Monte Carlo resampling er-
ror follows the overall decreasing trend of the total error.
Interannual variance reflects the natural variability in the
system over the different years, capturing the system’s re-
sponse to varying climatic conditions (Malone and others,
2019; Wei and others, 2019). In this study, all experiments
are forced using the samemeteorological data source, mean-
ing that interannual variance is inherent to the system and
remains unaffected by ensemble size. The problem of small
ensemble sizes resulting in large resampling variance is well-
documented, as subsets sampled from smaller ensemblesmay
fail to adequately represent the full diversity of a larger en-
semble, leading to greater variance in the results (Choi and
Lee, 2024). In our study, as the ensemble size increases to
100, the rate of improvement in CRPS (result accuracy) and
the reduction in resampling variance both exhibit a dimin-
ishing trend. While larger ensembles generally reduce sam-
pling errors, they come at the cost of increased computa-
tional demands (Sacher and Bartello, 2008). The optimal en-
semble size, however, depends on the specific design of the
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experiment and the acceptable trade-off between computa-
tional cost and error tolerance for the user (Milinski and oth-
ers, 2020). When the ensemble size reaches 1000, the resam-
pling variation might be expected to approach zero in our
experiment design, as the entire large ensemble pool com-
prises 1000 unique members. However the resampling vari-
ation remains non-zero even when the ensemble size is 1000.
This is because the CRPS statistics are estimated through a
bootstrapping process, where an ensemble of N particles is
resampled with replacement from the complete large ensem-
ble. Even when the number of samples matches the origi-
nal pool size, the randomness introduced by bootstrapping
with replacement ensures that the resampled subset does
not perfectly replicate the original pool (Davison and Hink-
ley, 1997). Some particles may appear multiple times, while
others may be excluded entirely. This stochastic nature of
the bootstrapping process introduces Monte Carlo sampling
error, leading to persistent variability in the results and en-
suring a non-zero resampling variance that mimics the ac-
tual Monte Carlo variance that would arise when individual
particles are sampled multiple times within 1000 ensemble
members. The bootstrap technique used herein is a com-
putationally affordable way to probe Monte Carlo sampling
error that could otherwise be prohibitively expensive to eval-
uate in that it would require running multiple distinct large
ensembles through CryoGrid.

CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we applied two data assimilation schemes, the
PBS and ES, to simulate glacier mass balance across different
glacier zones through extensive large ensemble twin exper-
iments. The posterior results were evaluated by comparing
them with synthetic true surface mass balance values using
the CRPS metric with the prior CRPS as a reference from
which improvementwasmeasured. Cross-comparisons across
different scenarios further illustrated the impact of various
observational data on mass balance simulations under dif-
ferent assimilation schemes. From this study, the following
conclusions can be drawn:

- Assimilating albedo generally improves SMB simula-
tion across all glacier zones, with 68.4% improvement
by PBS and 48.3% improvement by ES. However, the
degree of improvement varies between different glacier
areas. In particular, results in the ablation area show
an average improvement of 58.4%, which is greater
than the 27.5% improvement observed in the accumu-
lation area.

- The assimilation of snow depth yields results compa-

rable to those of albedo assimilation, particularly in
the ablation and ELA zones, 78.4% and 67.1% respec-
tively, averaged by two data assimilation schemes. How-
ever, under the low snowfall scenarios within the PBS
scheme, methodological limitations cause the poste-
rior results to collapse to a single point in the accu-
mulation zone, resulting in an overly constrained en-
semble. This excessive constraint leads to outcomes
that are both overconfident and biased.

- Both assimilation schemes lead to marked improve-
ments in mass balance simulations. While the PBS
outperforms the ES in assimilating albedo, the ES demon-
strates superior performance over the PBS when as-
similating snow depth.

- The joint assimilation of both observation types gives
the best performance across all experiments except those
given by low snowfall level in the accumulation area.
The average improvement in CRPS after joint assimi-
lation across all different glacier areas is 63.5%.

- Resampling from the large 1000 members ensemble
using varying ensemble sizes, the rate of improvement,
reflected in both the variance of the Monte Carlo re-
sampling and the median CRPS, slows considerably
when the ensemble size reaches 100 indicating dimin-
ishing performance gains with further computation-
ally costly increases in ensemble size.

The twin experiments in this study demonstrated strong per-
formance gains across a range of scenarios, including vari-
ous glacier zones and observational data. This establishes
the assimilation approach as effective and suggests that it
is potentially transferable for estimating mass balance of all
glaciers on Svalbard. However, observational data can be in-
consistent in real-world applications, posing further imple-
mentation challenges when relying on satellite-based obser-
vations due to factors such as gaps and retrieval uncertainty.

DATA AND CODE AVAILABILITY

CARRA data was downloaded from the Copernicus Climate
Change Service (C3S) Climate Data Store at
ht t ps : //doi .or g/10.24381/cds .d29ad2c6. The results
contain modified Copernicus Climate Change Service infor-
mation 2022. Neither the EuropeanCommission nor ECMWF
is responsible for any use that may be made of the Coperni-
cus information or data it contains. The CryoGrid commu-
nity model is hosted on Github. The source code is available
at
ht t ps : //gi thub .com/Cr yoGr i d/Cr yoGr i dCommuni t y_sour ce .



20 Submitted to Journal of Glaciology

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Wenxue Cao was funded by the European Union’s Horizon
2020 research and innovation programunder theMarie Skłodowska-
Curie grant agreement number 945371 and the HarSval Bi-
lateral initiative aiming at Harmonisation of the Svalbard co-
operation with number UMO-2023/43/7/ST10/00001. Louise
S. Schmidt was funded by the Research Council of Norway
through the Nansen Legacy project (NFR-276730) and the
MAMMAMIA project (NFR-301837). Kristoffer Aalstad ac-
knowledges funding from the ERC-2022-ADG under grant
agreement No 01096057 GLACMASS and an ESA CCI Re-
search Fellowship (PATCHES project). The simulations were
performed on resources provided by the Department of Geo-
sciences, University of Oslo. Views and opinions expressed
are those of the authors only and do not necessarily reflect
those of the EuropeanUnion or the European Research Exec-
utive Agency. Neither the European Union nor the granting
authority can be held responsible for them.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

Conceptualization was by WC, KA, LSS, and TVS. Data cu-
ration was by WC and LSS. Formal analysis was by WC,
KA, and TVS. Funding acquisition was by TVS. Methodology
was by WC, KA, LSS, and SW. Supervision was by TVS, KA
and LSS. Visualization was byWC and KA. Writing- original
draft was byWCwith key contributions from KA and edited
by all co-authors.

REFERENCES

Aalstad K, Westermann S, Schuler TV, Boike J and Bertino L (2018)
Ensemble-based assimilation of fractional snow-covered area
satellite retrievals to estimate the snow distribution at Arctic
sites. Cryosphere, 12(1), 247–270, ISSN 19940424 (doi: 10.5194/
tc-12-247-2018)

Alonso-González E, Aalstad K, Baba MW, Revuelto J, López-
Moreno JI, Fiddes J, Essery R and Gascoin S (2022) The Mul-
tiple Snow Data Assimilation System (MuSA v1.0). Geosci.
Model Dev., 15(24), 9127–9155, ISSN 19919603 (doi: 10.5194/
GMD-15-9127-2022)

Arnold CP and Dey CH (1986) Observing-systems simulation ex-
periments: past, present and future. Bull. - Am. Meteorol. Soc.,
67(6), 687–695, ISSN 0003-0007 (doi: 10.1175/1520-0477(1986)
067<0687:OSSEPP>2.0.CO;2)

Bengtsson L, Andrae U, Aspelien T, Batrak Y, Calvo J, Rooy Wd,
Gleeson E, Hansen-Sass B, Homleid M, Hortal M, Ivarsson KI,
Lenderink G, Niemelä S, Nielsen KP, Onvlee J, Rontu L, Samuels-
son P, Muñoz DS, Subias A, Tijm S, Toll V, Yang X and Køltzow

Mø (2017) The HARMONIE–AROME Model Configuration in
the ALADIN–HIRLAMNWP System.Mon. Weather. Rev., 145(5),
1919–1935, ISSN 1520-0493 (doi: 10.1175/MWR-D-16-0417.1)

Bertino L, Evensen G andWackernagel H (2003) Sequential data as-
similation techniques in oceanography. Int. Stat. Rev., 71(2), 223–
241 (doi: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-5823.2003.tb00194.x)

Bertoncini A, Pomeroy J and Pomeroy JW (2024) Assimilation of
Satellite Albedo to Improve Simulations of Glacier Hydrology.
Authorea Prepr. (doi: 10.22541/AU.171128344.49725407/V1)

Brinkerhoff DJ (2022) Variational inference at glacier scale. J. Com-
put. Phys., 459, 111095, ISSN 0021-9991 (doi: 10.1016/J.JCP.2022.
111095)

Budyko MI (1969) The effect of solar radiation variations on the
climate of the Earth. Tellus, 21(5), 611–619 (doi: https://doi.org/
10.1111/j.2153-3490.1969.tb00466.x)

Carrassi A, BocquetM, Bertino L and Evensen G (2018) Data assim-
ilation in the geosciences: An overview of methods, issues, and
perspectives.WIREs Clim. Chang., 9, e535 (doi: 10.1002/wcc.535)

Choi B and Lee Y (2024) Sampling error mitigation through spec-
trum smoothing: first experiments with ensemble transform
Kalman filters and Lorenz models. ISSN 01672789 (doi: 10.1016/
j.physd.2024.134436)

Choi Y, Seroussi H, Morlighem M, Schlegel NJ and Gardner A
(2023) Impact of time-dependent data assimilation on ice flow
model initialization and projections: a case study of Kjer Glacier,
Greenland. Cryosphere, 17(12), 5499–5517, ISSN 19940424 (doi:
10.5194/TC-17-5499-2023)

Chopin N and Papaspiliopoulos O (2020) An Introduction to Sequen-
tial Monte Carlo. Springer (doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-47845-2)

Copernicus Climate Change Service (C3S) Climate Data Store
(CDS) (2024) Arctic regional reanal- ysis on single levels from
1991 to present, Copernicus Climate Change Service (C3S) Cli-
mate Data Store (CDS) (doi: 10.24381/cds.713858f6)

Davison AC and Hinkley DV (1997) Bootstrap Methods and
their Application. Bootstrap Method Their Appl. (doi: 10.1017/
CBO9780511802843)

Deschamps-Berger C, Gascoin S, Shean D, Besso H, Guiot A and
López-Moreno JI (2023) Evaluation of snow depth retrievals from
ICESat-2 using airborne laser-scanning data. Cryosphere, 17(7),
2779–2792, ISSN 19940424 (doi: 10.5194/TC-17-2779-2023)

DumontM, Durand Y, Arnaud Y and Six D (2012) Variational assim-
ilation of albedo in a snowpack model and reconstruction of the
spatial mass-balance distribution of an alpine glacier. J. Glaciol.,
58(207), 151–164, ISSN 0022-1430 (doi: 10.3189/2012JOG11J163)

Evensen G, Vossepoel FC and van Leeuwen PJ (2022) Data Assimi-
lation Fundamentals (doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-96709-3)



Submitted to Journal of Glaciology 21

Ezat MM, Fahl K and Rasmussen TL (2024) Arctic freshwater out-
flow suppressedNordic Seas overturning and oceanic heat trans-
port during the Last Interglacial. Nat. Commun. 2024 15:1, 15(1),
1–9, ISSN 2041-1723 (doi: 10.1038/s41467-024-53401-3)

Forbes R, Tompkins AM and Untch A (2011) A new prognostic bulk
microphysics scheme for the IFS. Tech. Mem., (649), 22 (doi: 10.
21957/bf6vjvxk)

Gabarró C, Hughes N, Wilkinson J, Bertino L, Bracher A, Diehl
T, Dierking W, Gonzalez-Gambau V, Lavergne T, Madurell T,
Malnes E andWagner PM (2023) Improving satellite-basedmon-
itoring of the polar regions: Identification of research and capac-
ity gaps. Front. In Remote. Sens., 4, 952091, ISSN 26736187 (doi:
10.3389/FRSEN.2023.952091/BIBTEX)

Geyman EC, J J van Pelt W, Maloof AC, Aas HF and Kohler J (2022)
Historical glacier change on Svalbard predicts doubling of mass
loss by 2100. Nature, 601(7893), 374–379, ISSN 0028-0836 (doi:
10.1038/s41586-021-04314-4)

Gillet-Chaulet F (2020) Assimilation of surface observations in a
transient marine ice sheet model using an ensemble Kalman fil-
ter. Cryosphere, 14(3), 811–832, ISSN 19940424 (doi: 10.5194/
TC-14-811-2020)

Gneiting T, Raftery AE, Westveld AH and Goldman T (2005) Cal-
ibrated probabilistic forecasting using ensemble model output
statistics and minimum crps estimation. Mon. Weather. Rev.,
133(5), 1098 – 1118 (doi: 10.1175/MWR2904.1)

Groenke B, Langer M, Nitzbon J, Westermann S, Gallego G and
Boike J (2023) Investigating the thermal state of permafrost with
Bayesian inverse modeling of heat transfer. Cryosphere, 17(8),
3505–3533, ISSN 19940424 (doi: 10.5194/TC-17-3505-2023)

Guidicelli M, Aalstad K, Treichler D and Salzmann N (2024) A com-
bined data assimilation and deep learning approach for contin-
uous spatio-temporal swe reconstruction from sparse ground
tracks. J. Hydrol. X, 25, 100190 (doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
hydroa.2024.100190)

Gunnarsson A, Gardarsson SM and Pálsson F (2023) Modeling
of surface energy balance for Icelandic glaciers using remote-
sensing albedo. Cryosphere, 17(9), 3955–3986, ISSN 19940424
(doi: 10.5194/TC-17-3955-2023)

Hagen JO, Melvold K, Eiken T, Isaksson E and Lefauconnier B
(1999) Mass balance methods on Kongsvegen, Svalbard. Ge-
ogr. Ann. A: Phys. Geogr., 81(4), 593–601, ISSN 04353676 (doi:
10.1111/j.0435-3676.1999.00087.x)

Hersbach H (2000) Decomposition of the continuous ranked prob-
ability score for ensemble prediction systems. Weather. Fore-
cast., 15(5), 559 – 570 (doi: 10.1175/1520-0434(2000)015<0559:
DOTCRP>2.0.CO;2)

Hock R (2003) Temperature index melt modelling in mountain ar-
eas. J. Hydrol., 282(1-4), 104–115, ISSN 0022-1694 (doi: 10.1016/
S0022-1694(03)00257-9)

Hock R and Holmgren B (2005) A distributed surface energy-
balance model for complex topography and its application to
Storglaciären, Sweden. J. Glaciol., 51(172), 25–36, ISSN 0022-1430
(doi: 10.3189/172756505781829566)

Hopwood MJ, Carroll D, Dunse T, Hodson A, Holding JM, Iriarte
JL, Ribeiro S, Achterberg EP, Cantoni C, Carlson DF, Chierici M,
Clarke JS, Cozzi S, Fransson A, Juul-Pedersen T, Winding MH
and Meire L (2020) Review article: How does glacier discharge
affect marine biogeochemistry and primary production in the
Arctic? Cryosphere, 14(4), 1347–1383, ISSN 19940424 (doi: 10.
5194/TC-14-1347-2020)

Huss M and Hock R (2015) A new model for global glacier change
and sea-level rise. Front. In Earth Sci., 3(September), 1–22, ISSN
22966463 (doi: 10.3389/feart.2015.00054)

Immerzeel WW, Lutz AF, Andrade M, Bahl A, Biemans H, Bolch
T, Hyde S, Brumby S, Davies BJ, Elmore AC, Emmer A, Feng
M, Fernández A, Haritashya U, Kargel JS, Koppes M, Kraaijen-
brink PD, Kulkarni AV,Mayewski PA, Nepal S, Pacheco P, Painter
TH, Pellicciotti F, Rajaram H, Rupper S, Sinisalo A, Shrestha
AB, Viviroli D, Wada Y, Xiao C, Yao T and Baillie JE (2019)
Importance and vulnerability of the world’s water towers. Nat.
2019 577:7790, 577(7790), 364–369, ISSN 1476-4687 (doi: 10.1038/
s41586-019-1822-y)

IPCC (2022) IPCC Special Report on the Ocean and Cryosphere
in a Changing Climate — (doi: https://doi.org/10.1017/
9781009157964)

Isaksen K, Nordli, Førland EJ, Łupikasza E, Eastwood S and
Niedźwiedź T (2016) Recent warming on Spitsbergen—Influence
of atmospheric circulation and sea ice cover. J. Geophys. Res.
Atmospheres, 121(20), 913–11, ISSN 2169-8996 (doi: 10.1002/
2016JD025606)

Jaynes E (2003) Probability Theory. Cambridge University Press
(doi: 10.1017/CBO9780511790423)

Karner F, Obleitner F, Krismer T, Kohler J and Greuell W (2013) A
decade of energy and mass balance investigations on the glacier
Kongsvegen, Svalbard. J. Geophys. Res. Atmospheres, 118(10),
3986–4000, ISSN 21698996 (doi: 10.1029/2012JD018342)

Keetz L, Aalstad K, Fisher R, Poppe Teran C, Naz B, Pirk N, Yil-
maz Y and Skarpaas O (2024) Inferring parameters in a com-
plex land surface model by combining data assimilation andma-
chine learning. ESS Open Arch. (doi: 10.22541/essoar.172070530.
05098424/v1)

Kotarba AZ (2022) Impact of the revisit frequency on cloud clima-
tology for CALIPSO, EarthCARE, Aeolus, and ICESat-2 satellite
lidar missions. Atmospheric Meas. Tech., 15(14), 4307–4322, ISSN
18678548 (doi: 10.5194/AMT-15-4307-2022)



22 Submitted to Journal of Glaciology

Landmann JM, Künsch HR, Huss M, Ogier C, Kalisch M and
Farinotti D (2021) Assimilating near-real-time mass balance
stake readings into a model ensemble using a particle filter.
Cryosphere, 15(11), 5017–5040, ISSN 19940424 (doi: 10.5194/
tc-15-5017-2021)

Lenaerts JT, Drew Camron M, Wyburn-Powell CR and Kay JE
(2020) Present-day and future Greenland Ice Sheet precipita-
tion frequency from CloudSat observations and the Commu-
nity Earth SystemModel. Cryosphere, 14(7), ISSN 19940424 (doi:
10.5194/tc-14-2253-2020)

Lenaerts JTM, Medley B, van den Broeke MR and Wouters B
(2019) Observing and Modeling Ice Sheet Surface Mass Balance.
Rev. Geophys., 57(2), 376–420, ISSN 8755-1209 (doi: 10.1029/
2018RG000622)

Lind S, Ingvaldsen RB and Furevik T (2018) Arctic warming hotspot
in the northern Barents Sea linked to declining sea-ice import.
Nat. Clim. Chang., 8(7), 634–639, ISSN 17586798 (doi: 10.1038/
s41558-018-0205-y)

MacKay DJC (2003) Information Theory, Inference, and Learning Al-
gorithms. Cambridge University Press

Magnusson J, Winstral A, Stordal AS, Essery R and Jonas T (2017)
Improving physically based snow simulations by assimilating
snow depths using the particle filter. Water Resour. Res., 53(2),
1125–1143, ISSN 1944-7973 (doi: 10.1002/2016WR019092)

Malone AG, Doughty AM and MacAyeal DR (2019) Interannual
climate variability helps define the mean state of glaciers. J.
Glaciol., 65(251), 508–517, ISSN 0022-1430 (doi: 10.1017/JOG.
2019.28)

Margulis SA, Girotto M, Cortés G and Durand M (2015) A particle
batch smoother approach to snow water equivalent estimation.
J. Hydrometeorol., 16, 1752–1772 (doi: 10.1175/JHM-D-14-0177.
1)

Markus T, Neumann T, Martino A, Abdalati W, Brunt K, Csatho B,
Farrell S, Fricker H, Gardner A, Harding D, Jasinski M, Kwok R,
Magruder L, Lubin D, Luthcke S, Morison J, Nelson R, Neuen-
schwander A, Palm S, Popescu S, Shum CK, Schutz BE, Smith
B, Yang Y and Zwally J (2017) The Ice, Cloud, and land Elevation
Satellite-2 (ICESat-2): Science requirements, concept, and imple-
mentation. Remote. Sens. Environ., 190, 260–273, ISSN 0034-4257
(doi: 10.1016/J.RSE.2016.12.029)

Marshall G, Rees W and Dowdeswell J (1993) Limitations imposed
by cloud cover on multitemporal visible band satellite data sets
from polar regions. Ann. Glaciol., 17, 113–120, ISSN 0260-3055
(doi: 10.3189/S0260305500012696)

Marzeion B, Jarosch AH and Hofer M (2012) The Cryosphere Past
and future sea-level change from the surface mass balance of
glaciers. Cryosphere, 6 (doi: 10.5194/tc-6-1295-2012)

Marzeion B, Hock R, Anderson B, Bliss A, Champollion N, Fujita
K, Huss M, Immerzeel WW, Kraaijenbrink P, Malles JH, Maus-
sion F, Radić V, Rounce DR, Sakai A, Shannon S, van de Wal R
and Zekollari H (2020) Partitioning the Uncertainty of Ensemble
Projections of Global Glacier Mass Change. Earth’s Future, 8(7),
e2019EF001470, ISSN 2328-4277 (doi: 10.1029/2019EF001470)

Masutani M, Schlatter TW, Errico RM, Stoffelen A, Andersson E,
Lahoz W, Woollen JS, Emmitt GD, Riishøjgaard LP and Lord
SJ (2010) Observing System Simulation Experiments, 647–679.
Springer (doi: 10.1007/978-3-540-74703-1_24)

MazzoliniM, Aalstad K, Alonso-González E,Westermann S and Tre-
ichler D (2024) Spatio-temporal snow data assimilation with the
ICESat-2 laser altimeter (doi: 10.5194/EGUSPHERE-2024-1404)

Milinski S, Maher N and Olonscheck D (2020) How large does a
large ensemble need to be? Earth Syst. Dyn., 11(4), 885–901, ISSN
21904987 (doi: 10.5194/ESD-11-885-2020)

Navari M, Margulis SA, Tedesco M, Fettweis X and van de Wal RS
(2021) Reanalysis Surface Mass Balance of the Greenland Ice
Sheet Along K-Transect (2000–2014). Geophys. Res. Lett., 48(17),
e2021GL094602, ISSN 1944-8007 (doi: 10.1029/2021GL094602)

Neuenschwander AL and Magruder LA (2019) Canopy and Terrain
Height Retrievals with ICESat-2: A First Look. Remote. Sens. 2019
Vol. 11 Page 1721, 11(14), 1721, ISSN 2072-4292 (doi: 10.3390/
RS11141721)

Noël B, Jakobs CL, van Pelt WJ, Lhermitte S, Wouters B, Kohler J,
Hagen JO, Luks B, Reijmer CH, van de Berg WJ and van den
Broeke MR (2020) Low elevation of Svalbard glaciers drives high
mass loss variability. Nat. Commun. 2020 11:1, 11(1), 1–8, ISSN
2041-1723 (doi: 10.1038/s41467-020-18356-1)

Nordli ø, Przybylak R, Ogilvie AE and Isaksen K (2014) Long-term
temperature trends and variability on spitsbergen: The extended
svalbard airport temperature series, 1898-2012. Polar Res., 33(1
SUPPL), 1–23, ISSN 17518369 (doi: 10.3402/polar.v33.21349)

Østby TI, Schuler TV and Westermann S (2014) Severe cloud con-
tamination of MODIS Land Surface Temperatures over an Arctic
ice cap, Svalbard. Remote. Sens. Environ., 142, 95–102, ISSN 0034-
4257 (doi: 10.1016/J.RSE.2013.11.005)

Østby TI, Vikhamar Schuler T, Ove Hagen J, Hock R, Kohler J and
Reijmer CH (2017) Diagnosing the decline in climatic mass bal-
ance of glaciers in Svalbard over 1957-2014. Cryosphere, 11(1),
191–215, ISSN 19940424 (doi: 10.5194/tc-11-191-2017)

Pirk N, Aalstad K, Westermann S, Vatne A, van Hove A, Tallak-
sen LM, Cassiani M and Katul G (2022) Inferring surface en-
ergy fluxes using drone data assimilation in large eddy simula-
tions. Atmospheric Meas. Tech., 15(24), 7293–7314 (doi: 10.5194/
amt-15-7293-2022)



Submitted to Journal of Glaciology 23

Pontes GM andMenviel L (2024) Weakening of the Atlantic Merid-
ional Overturning Circulation driven by subarctic freshening
since the mid-twentieth century. Nat. Geosci. 2024 17:12, 17(12),
1291–1298, ISSN 1752-0908 (doi: 10.1038/s41561-024-01568-1)

Pramanik A, Kohler J, Schuler TV, van Pelt W and Cohen L (2019)
Comparison of snow accumulation events on two High-Arctic
glaciers to model-derived and observed precipitation. Polar Res.,
38, ISSN 1751-8369 (doi: 10.33265/POLAR.V38.3364)

Rantanen M, Karpechko AY, Lipponen A, Nordling K, Hyvärinen
O, Ruosteenoja K, Vihma T and Laaksonen A (2022) The Arctic
has warmed nearly four times faster than the globe since 1979.
Commun. Earth & Environ. 2022 3:1, 3(1), 1–10, ISSN 2662-4435
(doi: 10.1038/s43247-022-00498-3)

Raoult N, Charbit S, Dumas C, Maignan F, Ottlé C and Bas-
trikov V (2023) Improving modelled albedo over the green-
land ice sheet through parameter optimisation and modis snow
albedo retrievals. Cryosphere, 17(7), 2705–2724 (doi: 10.5194/
tc-17-2705-2023)

Robinson G, Grooms I and Kleiber W (2018) Improving Par-
ticle Filter Performance by Smoothing Observations. Mon.
Weather. Rev., 146(8), 2433–2446, ISSN 1520-0493 (doi: 10.1175/
MWR-D-17-0349.1)

Rounce DR, Khurana T, Short MB, Hock R, Shean DE and Brinker-
hoff DJ (2020) Quantifying parameter uncertainty in a large-
scale glacier evolution model using Bayesian inference: appli-
cation to High Mountain Asia. J. Glaciol., 66(256), 175–187, ISSN
0022-1430 (doi: 10.1017/JOG.2019.91)

Rounce DR, Hock R, Maussion F, Hugonnet R, Kochtitzky W, Huss
M, Berthier E, Brinkerhoff D, Compagno L, Copland L, Farinotti
D, Menounos B and McNabb RW (2023) Global glacier change
in the 21st century: Every increase in temperature matters. Sci-
ence, 379(6627), 78–83, ISSN 10959203 (doi: 10.1126/SCIENCE.
ABO1324/SUPPL{\_}FILE/SCIENCE.ABO1324{\_}SM.PDF)

Sacher W and Bartello P (2008) Sampling Errors in Ensemble
Kalman Filtering. Part I: Theory. Mon. Weather. Rev., 136(8),
3035–3049, ISSN 1520-0493 (doi: 10.1175/2007MWR2323.1)

Sandven S, Spreen G, Heygster G, Girard-Ardhuin F, Farrell
SL, Dierking W and Allard RA (2023) Sea Ice Remote Sens-
ing—Recent Developments in Methods and Climate Data Sets.
Surv. In Geophys., 44(5), 1653–1689, ISSN 15730956 (doi: 10.1007/
S10712-023-09781-0/METRICS)

Sanz-Alonso D, Stuart A and Taeb A (2023) Inverse Problems and
Data Assimilation. London Math. Soc. Student Texts, Cambridge
University Press (doi: 10.1017/9781009414319)

Särkkä S and Svensson L (2023) Bayesian Filtering and Smooth-
ing. Cambridge University Press, 2 edition (doi: 10.1017/
9781108917407)

Schmidt LS, Aoalgeirsdottir G, Gumundsson S, Langen PL, Páls-
son F, Mottram R, Gascoin S and Björnsson H (2017) The impor-
tance of accurate glacier albedo for estimates of surface mass
balance on Vatnajökull: Evaluating the surface energy budget
in a regional climate model with automatic weather station ob-
servations. Cryosphere, 11(4), 1665–1684, ISSN 19940424 (doi:
10.5194/TC-11-1665-2017)

Schmidt LS, Schuler TV, Thomas EE andWestermann S (2023)Melt-
water runoff and glacier mass balance in the high Arctic: 1991-
2022 simulations for Svalbard. EGUsphere, 2023, 1–32

Sjursen KH, Dunse T, Tambue A, Schuler TV and Andreassen LM
(2023) Bayesian parameter estimation in glacier mass-balance
modelling using observations with distinct temporal resolutions
and uncertainties. J. Glaciol., 1–20, ISSN 0022-1430 (doi: 10.1017/
JOG.2023.62)

Stroeve J, Box JE, Gao F, Liang S, Nolin A and Schaaf C (2005)
Accuracy assessment of the MODIS 16-day albedo product for
snow: Comparisons with Greenland in situ measurements. Re-
mote. Sens. Environ., 94(1), 46–60, ISSN 00344257 (doi: 10.1016/j.
rse.2004.09.001)

van Leeuwen P (2009) Particle Filtering in Geophysical Sys-
tems. Mon. Weather. Rev., 137, 4089–4114 (doi: 10.1175/
2009MWR2835.1.)

van Leeuwen PJ (2020) A consistent interpretation of the stochas-
tic version of the ensemble kalman filter. Q. J. R. Meteorol. Soc.,
146(731), 2815–2825 (doi: https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.3819)

van Leeuwen PJ and Evensen G (1996) Data Assimilation and
Inverse Methods in Terms of a Probabilistic Formulation.
Mon. Weather. Rev., 124(12), 2898 – 2913 (doi: 10.1175/
1520-0493(1996)124<2898:DAAIMI>2.0.CO;2)

Van Pelt W, Pohjola V, Pettersson R, Marchenko S, Kohler J, Luks B,
Ove Hagen J, Schuler TV, Dunse T, Noël B and Reijmer C (2019)
A long-term dataset of climatic mass balance, snow conditions,
and runoff in Svalbard (1957-2018).Cryosphere, 13(9), 2259–2280,
ISSN 19940424 (doi: 10.5194/tc-13-2259-2019)

Vionnet V, Brun E,Morin S, Boone A, Faroux S, LeMoigne P,Martin
E andWillemet JM (2012) The detailed snowpack schemeCrocus
and its implementation in SURFEX v7.2. Geosci. Model Dev., 5(3),
773–791, ISSN 1991959X (doi: 10.5194/GMD-5-773-2012)

Wang S, Lu X, Cheng X, Li X, Peichl M and Mammarella I (2018)
Limitations and Challenges of MODIS-Derived Phenological
Metrics Across Different Landscapes in Pan-Arctic Regions. Re-
mote. Sens. 2018 Vol. 10 Page 1784, 10(11), 1784, ISSN 2072-4292
(doi: 10.3390/RS10111784)

Wei M, Qiao F, Guo Y, Deng J, Song Z, Shu Q and Yang X (2019)
Quantifying the importance of interannual, interdecadal and
multidecadal climate natural variabilities in the modulation
of global warming rates. Clim. Dyn., 53(11), 6715–6727, ISSN
14320894 (doi: 10.1007/S00382-019-04955-2/FIGURES/5)



24 Submitted to Journal of Glaciology

Westermann S, Ingeman-Nielsen T, Scheer J, Aalstad K, Aga J,
Chaudhary N, Etzelmüller B, Filhol S, Kääb A, Renette C,
Schmidt LS, Schuler TV, Zweigel RB, Martin L, Morard S, Ben-
Asher M, Angelopoulos M, Boike J, Groenke B, Miesner F,
Nitzbon J, Overduin P, Stuenzi SM and Langer M (2023) The
CryoGrid community model (version 1.0) - a multi-physics tool-
box for climate-driven simulations in the terrestrial cryosphere.
Geosci. Model Dev., 16(9), 2607–2647, ISSN 19919603 (doi: 10.
5194/GMD-16-2607-2023)

Yang C, Leonelli FE, Marullo S, Artale V, Beggs H, Nardelli BB, Chin
TM, De Toma V, Good S, Huang B, Merchant CJ, Sakurai T, San-
toleri R, Vazquez-Cuervo J, Zhang HM and Pisano A (2021) Sea
Surface Temperature Intercomparison in the Framework of the
Copernicus Climate Change Service (C3S). J. Clim., 34(13), 5257–
5283, ISSN 0894-8755 (doi: 10.1175/JCLI-D-20-0793.1)

Ye F, Cheng Q, Hao W, Hu A and Liang D (2024) Unveiling Glacier
Mass Balance: Albedo Aggregation Insights for Austrian and
Norwegian Glaciers. Remote. Sens. 2024 Vol. 16 Page 1914, 16(11),
1914, ISSN 2072-4292 (doi: 10.3390/RS16111914)

Zemp M, Huss M, Thibert E, Eckert N, McNabb R, Huber J, Baran-
dun M, Machguth H, Nussbaumer SU, Gärtner-Roer I, Thomson
L, Paul F, Maussion F, Kutuzov S and Cogley JG (2019) Global
glacier mass changes and their contributions to sea-level rise
from 1961 to 2016. Nature, 568(7752), 382–386, ISSN 14764687
(doi: 10.1038/S41586-019-1071-0)

Zhang Q, Shen Z, Pokhrel Y, Farinotti D, Singh VP, Xu CY, Wu W
and Wang G (2023) Oceanic climate changes threaten the sus-
tainability of Asia’s water tower. Nat. 2023 615:7950, 615(7950),
87–93, ISSN 1476-4687 (doi: 10.1038/s41586-022-05643-8)


	Introduction
	Data and Methods
	Study Site
	Forcing Data
	Mass balance model
	Synthetic observations
	Data assimilation
	Prior and likelihood
	Particle batch smoother
	Ensemble smoother

	Twin experiments
	Evaluation of the experiments

	Results
	Influence of observations on mass balance modeling by PBS
	Comparison of two data assimilation schemes
	Sensitivity of data assimilation performance to the ensemble size

	Discussion
	Influence of observations on glacier mass balance modeling
	Performance of data assimilation schemes
	Sensitivity to ensemble size

	Conclusions
	Data and code availability
	Acknowledgements
	Author contributions

