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Abstract. The isotopic composition of water in ice sheets
is extensively used to infer past climate changes. In low-
accumulation regions their interpretation is, however, chal-
lenged by poorly constrained effects that may influence the
initial isotope signal during and after deposition of the snow.
This is reflected in snow-pit isotope data from Kohnen Sta-
tion, Antarctica, which exhibit a seasonal cycle but also
strong interannual variations that contradict local tempera-
ture observations. These inconsistencies persist even after
averaging many profiles and are thus not explained by lo-
cal stratigraphic noise. Previous studies have suggested that
post-depositional processes may significantly influence the
isotopic composition of East Antarctic firn. Here, we inves-
tigate the importance of post-depositional processes within
the open-porous firn (& 10 cm depth) at Kohnen Station by
separating spatial from temporal variability. To this end, we
analyse 22 isotope profiles obtained from two snow trenches
and examine the temporal isotope modifications by com-
paring the new data with published trench data extracted
2 years earlier. The initial isotope profiles undergo changes
over time due to downward advection, firn diffusion and
densification in magnitudes consistent with independent es-
timates. Beyond that, we find further modifications of the
original isotope record to be unlikely or small in magnitude
(� 1 ‰ RMSD). These results show that the discrepancy be-
tween local temperatures and isotopes most likely originates
from spatially coherent processes prior to or during deposi-
tion, such as precipitation intermittency or systematic isotope
modifications acting on drifting or loose surface snow.

1 Introduction

The isotopic composition of water measured in firn and ice
cores is an important climate proxy. The abundance ratios
of the stable water isotopologues in falling snow are shaped
by different fractionation processes in between the mois-
ture source and the precipitation site, including evaporation
(Craig and Gordon, 1965), air-mass advection and Rayleigh
distillation (Dansgaard, 1964) and snow formation (Jouzel
and Merlivat, 1984). Hence, isotope ratios can be linked
to the climatic conditions at the local or moisture source
site. For instance, physical modelling of the large-scale hy-
drological cycle and the fractionation processes has vali-
dated the link between the isotopic composition of precipi-
tation and local temperature (Jouzel et al., 1997, 2003, and
references therein) previously inferred for polar ice sheets,
where observational evidence has suggested a robust rela-
tionship at large spatial scales (i.e. continental) between the
isotopic composition of snow and annual-mean temperature
at the sampling sites (Dansgaard, 1964; Lorius et al., 1969;
Masson-Delmotte et al., 2008). Isotope data archived in po-
lar ice cores have therefore become an invaluable means to
infer past site temperature variations (e.g. Petit et al., 1999;
NEEM community members, 2013) or changes in the mois-
ture sources (e.g. Vimeux et al., 2001; Uemura et al., 2012)
and show, at least qualitatively, a globally consistent picture
of glacial–interglacial to millennial-scale climate changes
(EPICA community members, 2004, 2006; NGRIP mem-
bers, 2004). However, it is questioned whether the assump-
tion holds in general that pre-depositional fractionation pro-

Published by Copernicus Publications on behalf of the European Geosciences Union.



2176 T. Münch et al.: Constraining post-depositional isotope modifications in East Antarctic firn

cesses alone are the main influence on the isotopic composi-
tion of firn and ice, while seemingly fulfilled for large spatial
and temporal scales. Particularly in low-accumulation areas
for which the snow surface is exposed to the atmosphere for a
substantial time, a variety of processes are thought to consid-
erably modify the original atmospheric isotope signal during
or after deposition of the snow, thus from seasonal to inter-
annual timescales (e.g. Ekaykin et al., 2014, 2016; Hoshina
et al., 2014; Touzeau et al., 2016; Casado et al., 2016).

For the Antarctic Plateau, modifications of the original iso-
tope signal that is imprinted in precipitation are generally ex-
pected. In buried snow and firn, the isotopic composition is
affected by diffusion of interstitial water vapour (Johnsen,
1977; Whillans and Grootes, 1985; Cuffey and Steig, 1998;
Johnsen et al., 2000; Gkinis et al., 2014) and by densification
(Hörhold et al., 2011, 2012; Freitag et al., 2013b); however,
these processes do not lead to any net change in the isotopic
composition. In contrast, the seasonal intermittency of pre-
cipitation and accumulation can bias the original signal, in-
duce variability or lead to a combination of both (Sime et al.,
2009, 2011; Persson et al., 2011; Laepple et al., 2011). In
combination with the low accumulation rates on the Antarc-
tic Plateau, precipitation intermittency also increases the time
the surface is exposed to the atmosphere (Town et al., 2008;
Hoshina et al., 2014). These conditions might favour frac-
tionation, diffusive and advective processes that can consid-
erably alter the snow’s original isotopic composition, acting
either post condensation (on falling or drifting snow) or post
deposition on snow at the surface or within the open-porous
firn column which is no longer subject to erosion but still
in contact with the atmosphere. For instance, the exchange
of water vapour between the first metre of firn and the over-
lying atmosphere through diffusion and wind-driven venti-
lation (Waddington et al., 2002; Neumann and Waddington,
2004; Town et al., 2008) can introduce vapour with a dif-
ferent isotopic signature to the firn and significantly change
the isotopic composition. Isotopic exchanges between the
top layer of snow and the lower atmosphere have been ob-
served on daily scales at the NEEM site in Greenland (Steen-
Larsen et al., 2014) and on diurnal scales at Kohnen Sta-
tion in East Antarctica (Ritter et al., 2016). Isotopic frac-
tionation associated with sublimation, condensation and re-
crystallisation processes within the near-surface firn might
change the initial isotope signal, as indicated by observations
(Moser and Stichler, 1974; Stichler et al., 2001) and lab ex-
periments (Hachikubo et al., 2000; Sokratov and Golubev,
2009). Since these post-depositional processes also depend,
besides temperature, on other climatic variables such as wind
speed and relative humidity, any seasonal or interannual vari-
ations in these variables would induce additional variability
in the isotope record. However, for East Antarctica, a quan-
titative assessment of the individual processes based on firn-
core data is still outstanding, and their importance for shap-
ing the isotope signal in the near-surface firn remains poorly
constrained.

An additional, important source of variability in low-
accumulation firn-core records is the spatial variability from
stratigraphic noise (Fisher et al., 1985) caused by uneven
deposition and the constant wind-driven erosion, redistribu-
tion and vertical mixing of the snow surface. A previous
study from Kohnen Station in Dronning Maud Land, East
Antarctica, has shown that the spatial variability can be over-
come by averaging across a suitable number of single pro-
files extracted from snow trenches (Münch et al., 2016).
This yielded a spatially representative isotope signal on a
horizontal scale of approximately 500 m. However, contrast-
ing the isotope data with instrumental observations from a
nearby automatic weather station (AWS, Reijmer and van
den Broeke, 2003) suggests that this regional signal does not
necessarily represent a regional temperature signal (Fig. 1).
Whereas the isotope record shows strong year-to-year vari-
ability, the observed temperature variations are characterised
by a regular seasonal cycle and small interannual changes.
This discrepancy stresses the importance of contributions
other than regional temperature alone to the formation of
the isotope signal, such as precipitation intermittency and
changes during or after deposition. Since quantitative knowl-
edge on seasonal and interannual variations of accumulation
amounts is still sparse on the Antarctic Plateau (Reijmer and
van den Broeke, 2003; Helsen et al., 2005), in this study
we investigate whether post-depositional isotope modifica-
tions in the open-porous firn contribute to the observed dis-
crepancy between the isotope data and local temperatures at
Kohnen Station.

One way to address the question of post-depositional mod-
ification is to compare two firn-core isotope profiles obtained
at different times and to measure the nature in which the
first profile has been modified. However, due to stratigraphic
noise, the comparison of two single records sampled at dif-
ferent times will always confound temporal isotope changes
and spatial variability. Therefore, in this study we present and
use data from a new extensive snow trench campaign yield-
ing 22 profiles of isotopic composition from two trenches
and compare these with the data of the previous trench cam-
paign conducted 2 years earlier. By generating representa-
tive records from the spatial averaging of single profiles,
together with the theoretical understanding of stratigraphic
noise, our study allows us for the first time to quantitatively
follow the isotopic changes over a time span of 2 years.
We use independent knowledge on firn diffusion and den-
sification to subtract these effects from the observed tempo-
ral modifications. Therefore, beyond simply stating the prob-
lem of local isotope–temperature discrepancy, we go fur-
ther and can quantitatively estimate the influence of post-
depositional change for our study site. This is an important
step towards better constraining the isotope signal formation
in East Antarctic firn.
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Figure 1. Comparison of oxygen isotope data and 2 m air temperature at Kohnen Station, Antarctica. (a) Mean δ18O profiles of trenches T13–
1 (black) and T13–2 (red) (modified after Münch et al., 2016) on original 3 cm (lines) as well as annual resolution (points with uncertainty
shading from shifting the range of the annual bins). (b) 2 m air temperature (black lines: monthly means; blue points: annual means) recorded
by the automatic weather station AWS9 located at Kohnen Station < 1 km from the trench excavation sites (Fig. 2). Note the different
timescales (a is based on counting and binning the extrema of the isotope data, b shows true calendar dates). The mean of the 2 m air
temperature shown here lies about 3.5 ◦C above the published local 10 m firn temperature (Table 1).

2 Data and methods

2.1 Sampling and measurements

A pair of firn trenches, each with a horizontal length of 50 m
and a depth of 3.4 m, was excavated using a snow blower in
the austral summer field season 2014/2015 near Kohnen Sta-
tion (Alfred-Wegener-Institut Helmholtz-Zentrum für Polar-
und Meeresforschung, 2016), the location of the EPICA
Dronning Maud Land deep ice core drilling site (Fig. 2 and
Table 1). This campaign extends the published oxygen iso-
tope data set obtained from two shallower (∼ 1 m) trenches in
2012/2013 (Münch et al., 2016). From the new trenches, we
present the top 1.75 m of the data which are expected to cover
the period imprinted in the trenches of the first campaign. To
avoid contamination, the new trench positions were shifted
relative to the previous ones by 160 and 300 m, respectively,
and are separated by 550 m (Fig. 2). In the remaining part
of the manuscript, “T13” will refer to the pair of previous
trenches from 2012/2013, “T15” to the pair of new trenches
from 2014/2015.

Fieldwork for the new T15 trench campaign was con-
ducted as follows: horizontal profiles of the surface height
variations were obtained along each trench using a level-
ling instrument. The uncertainty of these profiles is estimated
from the reading accuracy of the levelling rod of 0.5 cm. The
windward walls of the trenches were cleaned after excava-
tion by slicing off a thin firn layer. Firn profiles were then
sampled directly off the wall with a vertical resolution of
3 cm and a horizontal spacing of 5 m, yielding 11 profiles
in each trench. The vertical resolution is small enough to
evaluate the seasonal cycle of the isotope data of ∼ 20 cm
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Figure 2. Map of the study area at Kohnen Station. Snow trenches
are shown as black and red lines, firn-core sites as green-filled cir-
cles. The drilling site of the EPICA Dronning Maud Land (EDML)
ice core is shown as a black star, the position of the automatic
weather station (AWS9) as a blue-filled diamond. The main wind
direction (57◦ from geographic north, Birnbaum et al., 2010) is in-
dicated with a black arrow. The trenches were aligned perpendicu-
larly to the local snow-dune direction.

(Münch et al., 2016); the interprofile distance of 5 m corre-
sponds approximately to three times the decorrelation length
of the stratigraphic noise observed in the T13 record (Münch
et al., 2016). At both trenches, excavation and subsequent
sampling of the profiles was conducted in two consecutive
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Table 1. Information on the EPICA Dronning Maud Land (EDML) drilling site at Kohnen Station, Antarctica. Listed are approximate
position (latitude, longitude), elevation, 10 m firn temperature T firn, mean annual accumulation rate of snow b and mean daily wind speed
vwind (±1 standard deviation).

Drilling site Latitude Longitude Elevation T firn b vwind
◦ N ◦ E m a.s.l. ◦C mm w.e. yr−1 m s−1

EDML −75.0a 0.1a 2892a
−44.5a 64a/82.5b 4.4± 2.3c

a EPICA community members (2006). b Mean of snow stake measurements 2013–2015. c AWS9 data 1998–2013
(Reijmer and van den Broeke, 2003).

stages (2 times ∼ 1 m depth); each stage was completed
within 24 h. All firn samples (N = 1214) were stored in plas-
tic bags, tightly packed, transported to Germany in frozen
state and analysed for oxygen (18O/16O) and hydrogen
(2H/1H) isotope ratios at the isotope laboratory of the Al-
fred Wegener Institute (AWI) in Potsdam, using a cavity ring-
down spectrometer (L2130i, Picarro Inc.). The results are re-
ported in the usual delta notation (oxygen isotopes: δ18O, hy-
drogen isotopes: δD) in per mil (‰) relative to the interna-
tional VSMOW/SLAP1 scale. Calibration and correction of
the raw measurements was performed as described in Münch
et al. (2016). The mean combined measurement uncertainty
is 0.08 ‰ for δ18O (root mean square deviation, RMSD)
and 0.8 ‰ for δD, assessed by evaluating a standard not
used in the calibration and correction procedure. All data are
archived under https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.876639
(Münch et al., 2017).

2.2 Trench depth scale

Following Münch et al. (2016), we record and display the
trench isotope data with respect to an absolute height ref-
erence given by the respective maximum of the surface
height profile of each trench. Note that the surface layer of
the trench records is incomplete on this depth scale (up to
∼ 10 cm for T13 and∼ 18 cm for T15) due to the surface un-
dulations. Averaging of trench profiles is performed relative
to the absolute height reference. Therefore, the number of
data points contributing to a mean profile is lower and varies
in the surface layer. This part is marked by dashed lines for
all mean profiles and is excluded from all quantitative calcu-
lations. Our conclusions are therefore limited to firn depths
below ∼ 10 cm but are, however, as will be shown, not es-
sentially changed when including the surface layer.

2.3 Spatial variability of average trench profiles

Spatial variability arising from stratigraphic noise is a ma-
jor contribution to the overall variability of individual trench

1VSMOW (Vienna Standard Mean Ocean Water) and SLAP
(Standard Light Antarctic Precipitation) are reference waters with
VSMOW being defined as 0 ‰ both for oxygen and hydrogen iso-
topes, and, by convention, SLAP being fixed to−55.5 and−428 ‰
for δ18O and δD, respectively.

isotope profiles (Münch et al., 2016). Its magnitude ω can
be estimated from the horizontal variability of the trench
isotope record. Averaging across individual trench profiles
reduces the total noise variability. Specifically, stratigraphic
noise can be modelled by a first-order autoregressive process
with a horizontal decorrelation length for the study region
of λ' 1.5 m (Münch et al., 2016). Then, the residual noise
variability of a mean profile built by averaging across N in-
dividual records is

εres =
ω

N2

(
N + f (N, d, λ)

)
≡

ω

Neff
, (1)

where f (N, d, λ) is a function of N , λ and of the interpro-
file distances d . Equation (1) can equivalently be expressed
through the effective number of records, Neff. For inde-
pendent noise (zero autocorrelation, λ→ 0), f (N, d, λ→
0)→ 0 and thus Neff→N .

2.4 Quantification of downward advection, firn
densification and firn diffusion

We expect that within 2 years the original T13 isotope pro-
files have been compressed through densification of the firn,
advected downwards due to new snow fall and affected by
firn diffusion. To quantify these effects, certain site-specific
parameters have to be known.

Firn densities are provided independently of the trench
data by high-resolution X-ray Computer Tomography data
(Freitag et al., 2013a) of the firn cores B41 and B42 (core
distance ∼ 10 m, Laepple et al., 2016) drilled in vicinity to
the trenches (∼ 1 km, Fig. 2). The average firn density in the
first metre is ∼ 330 kg m−3. The densification rate relative
to the surface is ∼ 2 % m−1 when regressing density against
depth over the first 2 m,∼ 7 % m−1 when regressing over the
first 5 m.

The local annual accumulation rate of snow was
28.8± 0.4 cm (±1 standard error) in the year 2013 and
20.8± 0.3 cm in 2014, which was estimated from an array
of snow stake measurements conducted near the trench ex-
cavation sites. In general, the recent local accumulation rate
strongly depends on the measurement site, with values rang-
ing from 20–30 cm of snow per year which is up to 50 %
larger than the published longtime mean (Table 1).
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Table 2. Sampling and statistical properties of the trench δ18O records from the field seasons 2012/2013 (T13, Münch et al., 2016) and
2014/2015 (T15, this study). Listed are number and distance of sampled profiles, δ18O values and variance, correlation of mean trench
profiles and estimated signal-to-noise variance ratios (SNR) after Münch et al. (2016). Correlations are maximised through allowing relative
vertical shifts (optimal shift given in brackets). 67 % confidence intervals (CI) for the variance estimates account for autocorrelation of the
data. Average signal-to-noise ratios are given with an uncertainty of 1 standard error (SE).

Trench record T13–1 T13–2 T15–1 T15–2

Number of profiles: 38 4 11 11
Profile distances (m): ∼ 0.1–2.5 10, 20 5 5
δ18O (‰):

range: min/max −54/−34 −50/−38 −56/−32 −55/−33
mean (SD) −44.4 (3.1) −44.0 (2.7) −44.7 (3.8) −44.5 (3.8)

δ18O variance ((‰)2):
mean horizontal (67 % CI) 5.9 (5.2–7.0) 5.3 (4.2–7.0) 7.0 (6.1–8.3) 6.6 (5.7–7.7)
mean vertical (67 % CI) 9.5 (8.3–11.1) 7.3 (5.9–9.6) 13.8 (12.0–16.3) 14.2 (12.3–16.8)

Mean profile correlation (optimal shift) 0.81 (+3 cm) 0.91 (−0.5 cm)
SNR (±1 SE) 0.9± 0.4 0.5± 0.5 1.0± 0.3 1.5± 0.5

In case of isothermal firn, diffusion of interstitial water
vapour leads to overall smoothing of an isotope profile which
can be described as the convolution with a Gaussian kernel
(Johnsen et al., 2000). The amount of smoothing (the width
of the Gaussian convolution kernel) is controlled by the diffu-
sion length σ which increases monotonically in the upper firn
layer (Johnsen et al., 2000). We model σ according to Gkinis
et al. (2014) with diffusivity after Johnsen et al. (2000). Firn
density is the main driver for the depth dependency of the
diffusion length. For the calculations we smooth the stacked
B41/B42 density data by fitting a quadratic polynomial in the
square root of the depth. For the concept of differential diffu-
sion, we consider a firn layer which is located at the average
depth z1 and has thickness1z over which the increase in dif-
fusion length (1σ ) is small compared to the layer thickness,
1σ/1z� 1. Now the firn layer is advected downwards to
the depth z2. The total amount of diffusion that acted since
the layer has been at the surface is the convolution of the
layer’s initial isotope profile at the surface, δ0, with a diffu-
sion length σ(z2). Equivalently, since the Gaussian convolu-
tion is a linear operation, we can express this as the diffusion
of δ0 with σ(z1), followed by diffusion of the resulting pro-
file with the differential diffusion length:

σ̃ =
√
σ 2(z2)− σ 2(z1) . (2)

For the T13 isotope profiles, we account for an approximate
average effect of differential diffusion over 2 years by consid-
ering the average diffusion lengths calculated over the depth
of the T13 profiles before and after downward advection, ne-
glecting the seasonal variations in firn temperature.

2.5 Statistical tests

We use the Kolmogorov–Smirnov (KS) test to assess whether
distributions of differences between mean trench profiles

vary. Autocorrelation of the data is accounted for with a mod-
ified version of the standard test adopting effective degrees of
freedom of n(1− a) (Xu, 2013). Here, n is the total number
of data points for each profile and a the estimated autocorre-
lation parameter at lag 1. The KS test compares the empirical
cumulative distribution functions of the data and is thus sen-
sitive to differences in both mean and variance.

3 Results

3.1 New T15 isotope data and qualitative
comparison with T13

The two new T15 δ18O trench records measured in
2015/2016 (Fig. 3a, b) are qualitatively consistent with the
T13 data (Münch et al., 2016) measured 2 years earlier. The
isotopic variability within the first metres of firn is charac-
terised by roughly horizontal, alternating layers of enriched
and depleted isotopic composition (Fig. 3a, b) which are sep-
arated on average by the annual layer thickness of snow (20–
30 cm) and thus likely indicative of the climatic seasonal cy-
cle. In addition, stratigraphic noise leads to significant hori-
zontal variability, visible through discontinuous and inhomo-
geneous layering as well as patchy features, for example at
the surface of trench T15–2 (Fig. 3b).

We find similar statistical properties for the data of each
trench campaign (Table 2). The higher variances in the ver-
tical direction of the T15 records are partly expected for au-
tocorrelated data in combination with a larger record length,
in addition to the contribution by the strongly enriched layer
around 170 cm depth.

Averaging across all individual profiles of each T15 trench
reduces the noise level and yields mean profiles that are
highly correlated (correlation r = 0.91, RMSD ∼ 1.2 ‰,
Fig. 3c) and thus spatially representative. We maximised this

www.the-cryosphere.net/11/2175/2017/ The Cryosphere, 11, 2175–2188, 2017
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Figure 3. The new T15 δ18O data set. Displayed are the isotope records of trench T15–1 (a) and trench T15–2 (b) as two-dimensional colour
images, and the mean profiles from averaging across the individual profiles of each trench (c), displayed for the optimal vertical shift of the
T15–2 mean profile (see text). The trench surface height profiles are given by solid black lines, the near-surface part of each mean profile is
marked by dashed lines since the trench data are incomplete there (see Sect. 2.2). The vertical scale in (a, b) is strongly exaggerated.

match by allowing vertical shifts of the T15–2 mean profile.
Using linearly interpolated data on a resolution of 0.5 cm, we
find an optimal shift of −0.5 cm. We note the exceptionally
high delta values at the top of the T5–2 mean profile which
stem from a prominent dune at the trench surface (Fig. 3).
However, on the absolute depth scale this top part has no
overlap with the T15–1 mean profile and therefore does not
contribute to the total T15 mean profile discussed below.
Despite their representativity, the T15–1 and T15–2 mean
profiles show strong year-to-year variability confirming the
discrepancy to local temperature previously found for T13
(Fig. 1). This also becomes apparent through the increase in
average T15 summer maxima (Fig. 3c) which is statistically
significant (p < 0.01) but not captured by the evolution of
local summer temperatures (Fig. 1).

Our first findings show that at our study site both the nature
of the regional isotope signal and the stratigraphic noise are
comparable between the two trench campaigns. In the fol-
lowing sections we quantitatively assess to what extent the
original T13 signal can be recovered with the T15 trenches
obtained 2 years later. For this task, we use a single data set
for T13 and T15 from averaging across each pair of mean

profiles (Fig. 4), accounting for the optimal vertical shifts
that maximise each intertrench correlation (Table 2).

3.2 Expected isotope profile changes between
2013 and 2015

We analyse to what extent the T13 record can be recovered
from the new T15 data, and which changes have modified
the original record. Within the 2 years, we expect that the
T13 isotope profiles are advected downwards, compressed
by densification and smoothed by firn diffusion. Testing for
additional isotope modifications hence requires first estimat-
ing the magnitudes of those expected processes. We do this
in two ways: firstly, we use data that is independent of the
trench records. Secondly, to check consistency with the first
estimate, we determine the optimal parameter set that min-
imises the difference between the T13 and T15 mean pro-
files.

Using the available independent snow stake and density
data, we obtain the following estimates: the annual accumu-
lation rates suggest a downward advection of the T13 profiles
after 2 years of ∼ 50 cm. Further, we expect additional dif-
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Figure 4. The mean oxygen isotope profiles of the T15 (this study)
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fusional smoothing of the T13 δ18O profiles according to a
differential diffusion length (Eq. 2) of σ̃ ∼ 1.9 cm. The es-
timated densification rate at the study site of ∼ 2–7 % m−1

implies a compression of the T13 profiles after 2 years of
approximately 1–4 cm.

For the second estimate, we vary the three parameters
(downward advection 1, differential diffusion length σ̃ ,
compression γ ) in order to minimise the root mean square
deviation between the T15 and T13 mean profiles. To avoid
an influence on our results, we choose the range of tested
parameter values independently of the trench data: for the
downward advection, we apply vertical shifts between 40
and 60 cm, comprising the snow-stake-based range of the re-
cent annual accumulation rates. We vary the differential dif-
fusion length from 0 to 8 cm, which is equivalent to addi-
tional diffusional smoothing of the original T13 mean pro-
file from zero to the maximum possible amount at the firn–
ice transition. Finally, compression is applied for values be-
tween 0 and 10 cm (equivalent to 0 to ∼ 5 times the ob-
served average densification rate). We obtain the best agree-
ment (RMSD= 0.92 ‰, Fig. 5; r = 0.93) between the T15
and the modified T13 mean profile (=T13∗) for the optimal
parameters 1opt = 50.5 cm, σ̃opt = 2.3 cm and γopt = 3.5 cm
(Fig. 6). These trench-based parameter estimates agree rea-
sonably well with the independent estimates from above,
showing that the trench data are compatible with our assump-
tions and parameterisations for downward advection, densi-
fication and diffusion. Indeed, using the independent param-
eter estimates (1ind = 50 cm, σ̃ind = 1.9 cm, γind = 2.2 cm
from mean over estimated densification rate) to modify the
original T13 mean profile (=T13∗∗) results in a deviation
from T15 (RMSD= 0.94 ‰, r = 0.93) that is only slightly
higher compared to T13∗.

We note that the largest portion of optimising the fit be-
tween T15 and T13∗ is accounted for by the downward ad-

Figure 5. Effect of downward advection, firn diffusion and linear
compression due to densification on the misfit (root mean square
deviation, RMSD) between the T15 and the modified T13 mean pro-
file. We record the RMSD for each point in the three-dimensional
parameter space of downward advection, compression and diffu-
sion. For each diffusion–compression pair, the figure shows the
local minimum in RMSD (contour lines) from varying across the
range of advection values, hence the RMSD for the optimal down-
ward advection (colour scale). The global minimum in RMSD is
marked with a black dot. Varying the downward advection has in
fact the largest influence on the RMSD.

vection. This is obvious from only shifting the T13 mean
profile vertically to find the maximum correlation with T15,
without accounting for diffusion and densification. We find
an optimal shift of 48.5 cm (r = 0.88) with a minimum misfit
of RMSD= 1.07 ‰ (Fig. 5). Thus, the gain in RMSD is only
small when adding diffusion and densification according to
T13∗ (black dot in Fig. 5) or T13∗∗, but still appears signif-
icant given the above-found consistency in the magnitude of
the trench-based and independent estimates. This is further
supported by the fact that no second minimum in RMSD ex-
ists outside the region bounded by the contour line of only
downward advection (RMSD= 1.07 ‰, Fig. 5) where the
magnitudes of diffusion and densification are unrealistically
high.

The visual agreement of the trench mean profiles after
modifying T13 according to downward advection, diffu-
sion and densification is remarkable regarding cyclicity and,
to a lesser extent, the amplitude of the isotope variations
(Fig. 6b). However, deviations occur throughout most of the
record’s overlap (Fig. 6b) and are even amplified where the
amplitude of the T13 profile prior to diffusion was smaller
than for T15 (depths of∼ 70 cm and around∼ 125–140 cm).
Here, locally additional diffusion does not lead to an im-
proved match, although overall it reduces the mismatch be-
tween the profiles (Fig. 5). In general, the profile deviations
are relatively large compared to the influence of firn diffusion
and densification on the original T13 profile (Fig. 6a), which
calls for studying further processes in order to explain them.
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Figure 6. Expected changes of the T13 and comparison to the T15 mean profile. (a) Upper panel: the original T13 mean profile (blue)
and its modification by diffusion (black: 2-year diffusion with differential diffusion length σ̃ = 2.3 cm) as well as densification (red: linear
compression of γ = 3.5 cm). Lower panel: the original T13 mean profile (blue) compared to the joint effect of 2-year diffusion and linear
compression (green, T13∗). (b) The T15 mean profile (black) in comparison to the T13 mean profile after modifying the latter according to
(1) the optimal parameters for downward advection, incremental diffusion and linear densification (green, T13∗) and to (2) the corresponding
parameters obtained independently from the trench records (orange, T13∗∗). Additionally, the difference between T15 and T13∗∗ is shown
(violet lines, axis to the right). For comparison, the grey dotted line marks the difference between T15 and T13 only shifted optimally
(1= 48.5 cm). Vertical dashed lines indicate the isotopic summer maxima which are not in phase with the difference curve.

3.3 Do the remaining differences represent temporal or
spatial variability?

We have shown that downward advection, firn diffusion and
densification contribute to the temporal modification of the
original T13 profiles as expected from independent data and
theoretical considerations. Taking these processes into ac-
count leads to a good match of the trench mean profiles
(Fig. 6b). Most of the match is achieved by accounting for
the downward advection; adding the effects of diffusion and
densification yields a slightly greater improvement (gain in
RMSD of ∼ 0.15 ‰). However, deviations between the pro-
files on the order of ∼ 1 ‰ RMSD still remain. These can
have two causes: firstly, additional temporal changes driven
by unaccounted post-depositional processes such as firn ven-
tilation or sublimation; secondly, remaining spatial variabil-
ity, since we average a large but finite number of records
which do not originate from the exact same position. We can
thus deduce the importance of additional post-depositional
change for our study site if we quantify the contribution of
spatial variability. In the following, this is done in two ways:
(1) by using the statistical model for stratigraphic noise and
(2) by analysing the distributions of the profile differences.

According to the statistical noise model, the effective num-
ber of profiles that contribute to the T13 and T15 mean pro-
files (Eq. 1) is Neff = 13 for T13 and Neff = 20 for T15.
The residual noise of the mean profiles arising from spatial
variability is thus the noise level before averaging (ω ∼ 5–7
(67 % CI: 4–8) (‰)2, Table 2) divided by 13 and 20, respec-
tively. We assume that the residual noise terms are indepen-
dent of each other. Therefore, the uncertainty of the differ-

ence between the T13 and T15 mean profiles due to strati-
graphic noise is the sum of each residual spatial variability
or ∼ 0.6–0.9 (0.5–1.0) (‰)2. For comparison, the square of
the RMSD between the T13∗ (T13∗∗) and T15 mean pro-
file (the temporal variability) is 0.85 (0.88) (‰)2. This agree-
ment between RMSD and estimated residual spatial variabil-
ity indicates that the remaining profile differences between
the modified T13 mean profile and T15 (Fig. 6b) are likely
consistent with stratigraphic noise. We note, however, that
the squared RMSD lies towards the upper end of the esti-
mated range of residual stratigraphic noise. This also applies
to the RMSD between the T15–1 and T15–2 mean profiles
(square of RMSD of 1.44 (‰)2 vs. uncertainty from residual
stratigraphic noise of ∼ 1.0–1.4 (0.8–1.6) (‰)2). This could
indicate that part of the spatial variability on the scale of the
intertrench distances (∼ 500 m) is not explained by our strati-
graphic noise model.

We therefore make a formal statistical test comparing spa-
tial and temporal variability, which accounts for the full ex-
tent of spatial uncertainty and makes no assumption about the
covariance of the noise, by analysing the deviations between
the mean trench profiles. We find that the spatial differences
between the mean profiles of each trench campaign (T13–1
vs. T13–2 and T15–1 vs. T15–2, Fig. 7a) are statistically in-
distinguishable (p > 0.5 from modified KS test, combining
all possible directions of calculating the differences), mean-
ing that the statistical distributions of the intertrench-scale
spatial variability are not significantly different between the
years 2013 and 2015. This suggests that we can combine
these spatial differences as a joint measure of spatial variabil-
ity and compare them to the temporal differences between the
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Figure 7. Variability of the trench data sets. The histograms depict (a) the distribution of the spatial differences between the two mean
profiles of the T13 (T13–1 vs. T13–2, blue) and the T15 trenches (T15–1 vs. T15–2, black), and (b) the combined distribution from (a)
(grey) compared to the distribution of the temporal differences between the T15 and the T13∗∗ mean profiles (red). All distributions’ mean
values are not significantly different from zero (all p ≥ 0.4, accounting for autocorrelation).

T15 and the modified T13 mean profile (Fig. 7b). By apply-
ing the modified KS test once more, again the null hypothe-
sis that both differences follow the same distribution cannot
be rejected (all p > 0.5 for using T13∗∗ to avoid overfitting).
Thus, the temporal differences between T13∗∗ and T15 likely
just arise from the fact that the trenches have different lo-
cations and can be therefore explained by spatial variability
alone.

In summary, both methods show no evidence for any tem-
poral changes of the trench record over the course of 2 years
apart from downward advection accompanied by firn dif-
fusion and densification. The remaining deviations that are
observed between the mean profiles of the two trench cam-
paigns can be entirely explained by residual spatial variabil-
ity arising from stratigraphic noise.

4 Discussion

We presented and analysed a new extensive data set of
22 oxygen isotope profiles obtained at Kohnen Station from
two 50 m long and ∼ 180 cm deep snow trenches. The new
trench campaign was designed such that it allows for a direct
comparison with a trench data set obtained from the same site
2 years earlier in order to test for post-depositional effects. In
the following, we first discuss our results concerning the ex-
pected processes that have influenced the trench isotope pro-
files over the observed time period, then we discuss our find-
ings regarding the possibility of additional post-depositional
changes.

4.1 Densification, diffusion and stratigraphic noise

We found a strong resemblance between the mean oxygen
isotope profiles from the trench field campaigns of 2013 and
2015 (Fig. 6b), achieved mostly by accounting for the down-
ward advection and further improved by adding the effects
of water vapour diffusion within the firn and firn densifica-
tion that occurred over the 2 years (Fig. 5). The estimated
magnitudes of these processes obtained from matching both
records are consistent with independent estimates from snow
stakes, diffusion theory and independent density profiles.

The estimated small compression of the T13 profiles is
reasonable given the low densification rate observed in the
top metres of nearby firn cores. However, our assumption of
a linear profile compression with depth is certainly a rough
approximation given the actually observed seasonal firn den-
sity variation (Laepple et al., 2016), which might indicate a
stronger density change with depth of summer compared to
winter layers. However, in general the seasonality of densi-
fication in Antarctic firn is largely unclear (Laepple et al.,
2016, and references therein).

Our data-based estimate of differential firn diffusion
agrees with theoretical expectations and in total leads to a
further reduction in RMSD between the T13 and T15 mean
profiles compared to the case of downward advection and
densification alone (Fig. 5). More specifically, the diffusion
correction improves the match of the trench mean profiles in
the medium depth range but also results in higher deviations
of the profile minima at the top and bottom parts of the over-
lap (Fig. 6), where the amplitude of the T13 profile had been
smaller than for T15 already prior to diffusion. Part of this
mismatch might be reduced by accounting for the season-

www.the-cryosphere.net/11/2175/2017/ The Cryosphere, 11, 2175–2188, 2017



2184 T. Münch et al.: Constraining post-depositional isotope modifications in East Antarctic firn

ally varying firn temperature resulting in stronger (weaker)
attenuation of summer (winter) layers caused by the seasonal
difference in diffusion length which is largest close to the
surface (Simonsen et al., 2011). In general, firn diffusion is
still an active area of research (van der Wel et al., 2015), and
progress in this field could conceivably result in an improved
understanding of our data.

Stratigraphic noise is a major contribution to the over-
all variability of isotope profiles (Fisher et al., 1985; Karlöf
et al., 2006; Münch et al., 2016). Our large trench data set
allows a significant reduction of the noise level by averaging
across the single profiles. This is done in two steps: first we
average across the local (intra-trench) scale, then we average
the resulting mean profiles to account for potential uncertain-
ties on the 500 m (intertrench) scale. Furthermore, we can es-
timate the remaining uncertainty of the trench mean profiles
based on our theoretical understanding of stratigraphic noise.
As a result, we found that the difference of the T13 and T15
mean profiles still exhibits an uncertainty of ∼ 0.77–0.95 ‰
(SD). Thus, the trench data allow us to detect any additional
post-depositional changes of the T13 profiles that exceed a
detection limit of ∼ 1 ‰ RMSD. Obviously, a lower detec-
tion limit would be beneficial but is in practice constrained by
the amount of field work, given the high local stratigraphic
noise level as observed from the mean horizontal isotope
variability (Table 2).

4.2 Additional post-depositional modifications

Based on the above results we have shown that the remain-
ing differences between the 2013 and 2015 data sets are, after
accounting for downward advection, firn diffusion and densi-
fication, likely consistent with spatial variability from strati-
graphic noise. In other words, we conclude that at our study
site the impact of any additional post-depositional changes of
the isotopic composition of the firn below∼ 10 cm is on aver-
age below the residual stratigraphic noise level, thus� 1 ‰
RMSD. We limited our conclusion to this depth range due to
the applied absolute depth scale resulting in a lower and vary-
ing number of available data points in the surface layer. How-
ever, looking at this part of the modified T13 mean profile
(dashed lines of T13∗ or T13∗∗, Fig. 6b) also does not show
any solid evidence of additional post-depositional changes.

Our conclusion is also supported by comparing the
nature of the differences between the mean profiles
(Fig. 6b) with the expected effect of post-depositional
modification processes. Studied processes all point to iso-
topic enrichment, such as sublimation (Stichler et al., 2001;
Sokratov and Golubev, 2009) and wind-driven firn venti-
lation (Town et al., 2008). Specifically, the latter mod-
elling study showed that firn ventilation can result in
isotopic annual-mean enrichment from the strong enrich-
ment of isotopic winter layers, compensating an observed
slight depletion of summer layers. For South Pole condi-
tions (annual-mean temperature −50 ◦C, accumulation rate

84 mm w.e. yr−1, mean surface wind speed 5 m s−1), the ef-
fect amounts to ∼ 3 ‰ for firn ventilation until the layers are
advected below the influence of the atmosphere, thus after
several years (Town et al., 2008). The environmental con-
ditions at the South Pole are comparable to Kohnen Station
(Table 1), suggesting a similar influence of ventilation on the
isotopic composition of the firn. The higher temperatures at
Kohnen Station would even imply a slightly stronger enrich-
ment (Town et al., 2008). However, if we analyse the dif-
ference curve of the T15 and T13∗∗ mean profiles (Fig. 6b)
we find no evidence for firn ventilation. Comparing the di-
rect seasonal counterparts, the first winter layer, which was
closest to the surface at the time of excavation of T13 and
thus presumably being under strongest influence of the at-
mosphere, is more depleted in isotopic composition in T15
than in T13∗∗, in contrast with the expectation from firn ven-
tilation. Moreover, despite the fact that the first three summer
layers exhibit more depleted values, which would be in line
with ventilation, the remaining summer layers do not confirm
this finding, and none of the average annual differences show
enrichment: for the first annual cycle, T15 exhibits an aver-
age difference from T13∗∗ of−1.6 ‰ (−1.3 ‰ including the
surface region), for the other annual cycles the averages are
−0.4, ±0 and −0.1 ‰. Also in general, the difference curve
(Fig. 6b) does not show any clear seasonal timing which
might be expected for a systematic post-depositional modifi-
cation. Instead, minimum and maximum differences appear
rather randomly across the seasons. In addition, the global
average difference of about −0.45 ‰ is not significantly dif-
ferent from zero (p = 0.4, accounting for autocorrelation).
We nevertheless note that the RMSD of the first overlap-
ping annual cycle is above our stated detection limit for post-
depositional change. However, this limit applies to the aver-
age over the record’s entire overlap and does not account for
the possibility of autocorrelated differences. Finally, we note
the seeming increase with depth of the annual-mean differ-
ences towards more positive values (Fig. 6b), which is also
indicated by the slight skewness of the corresponding his-
togram (Fig. 7b). However, the trend is not strongly signifi-
cant (p = 0.12, accounting for autocorrelation), and the KS
test of the distribution of the differences showed that mean
and variability of the residual temporal differences are likely
explained by the spatial distribution alone. In addition, we
obtain similar results (not shown) when we apply our analy-
sis to the trench d-excess (d := δD−8 ·δ18O) data, a second-
order parameter that is potentially more sensitive to post-
depositional fractionation processes (Touzeau et al., 2016).
The spatial and residual temporal differences between the
corresponding d-excess mean profiles follow the same dis-
tribution (p > 0.5), and the histogram of the temporal differ-
ences is even more symmetric than for δ18O.

In summary, all evidence suggests that post-depositional
modifications from firn ventilation or sublimation are un-
likely to contribute to the deviations between the T15 and
the modified T13 mean profiles and that the shape of the
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difference curve only arises from the statistical nature of
stratigraphic noise, smoothed by diffusion. We nevertheless
note the possibility that additional post-depositional changes
are still present at Kohnen Station but not detectable in our
analysis. Wind-driven firn ventilation might exist with an ef-
fect that is, however, much weaker than expected and thus
masked by the stratigraphic noise level. One possible expla-
nation for the discrepancy between the firn ventilation model
results and our data could be that the model misrepresents
the isotopic signature of the surface vapour advected into the
firn. Another possibility is weaker firn temperature gradients
at Kohnen Station compared to the South Pole, preventing
significant vapour deposition. Assessing these possibilities
in detail is, however, beyond the scope of our study. Inter-
estingly, if the seeming trend in difference values was signif-
icant, it would suggest an oriented post-deposition process
that is yet unknown. In any case, the stronger profile differ-
ences for the first overlapping annual cycle might indicate
modification processes that are constrained to the very sur-
face layer. In addition, the RMSD between T15 and T13∗

can be further minimised if one allows shifts in the mean
value of the T13 profile (new minimum RMSD of −0.82 ‰
for a shift in mean of −0.4 ‰) which is an interesting obser-
vation, yet without any obvious explanation. However, based
on the presented evidence, these possibilities are speculative
and further field studies are needed to test them.

Our study underlined the pronounced discrepancy at
Kohnen Station between interannual variations of isotope ra-
tios in the firn and local temperatures and showed that this
feature is not only spatially (over distances of ∼ 500 m) but
also temporally representative over a period of 2 years. Fur-
thermore, given the sum of our above findings, it is unlikely
that post-depositional modifications of the isotopic compo-
sition of the open-porous firn (below depths of ∼ 10 cm and
probably also not in shallower depths) are the cause of the
observed discrepancy. Since a strong relationship between
isotopes in precipitation samples and local temperature has
been observed at different sites of the Antarctic Plateau (Fu-
jita and Abe, 2006; Touzeau et al., 2016), this cause must
instead be sought in processes working directly at or above
the firn surface. At least two explanations for this seem pos-
sible. (1) Seasonal variation and intermittency of precipita-
tion cause the discrepancy between isotope and local tem-
perature data (Sime et al., 2009, 2011; Persson et al., 2011;
Laepple et al., 2011). At Kohnen Station, a large part of the
annual accumulation is assumed to occur in winter since lit-
tle or no precipitation is observed in the summer field sea-
sons. However, the exact seasonal and interannual variation
of accumulation is still unclear due to the lack of sufficiently
precise, year-round observations (Helsen et al., 2005). The
available surface height changes derived from sonic altime-
ters of automatic weather stations are difficult to separate into
events of drifting snow and true snowfall (Reijmer and van
den Broeke, 2003). (2) Isotope modification occurring di-
rectly at or above the surface is the key driver for shaping

the interannual isotope variations. Such processes might be
acting on falling, loose or drifting snow, or on the top layer
(first few centimetres) of deposited snow (Ritter et al., 2016;
Casado et al., 2016). The fact that our trench records are re-
producible on spatial scales of at least 500 m implies that the
atmospheric parameters and conditions controlling potential
processes would also need to be spatially coherent.

5 Conclusions

Many studies, including our present one, show that interan-
nual isotope records from the dry Antarctic Plateau are in-
consistent with local temperature variations. However, be-
yond simply stating the problem, we take two steps further:
(1) we use the average over 2× 11 isotope profiles to obtain
a spatially representative record. (2) We designed our study
such that it allows for testing for post-depositional effects
over a time span of 2 years.

Our results provide important constraints on the formation
of the stable water isotope signal and its propagation with
depth in East Antarctic firn: the trench records show a pure
downward advection of the isotope signal within the open-
porous firn (& 10 cm depth), further influenced only by firn
diffusion and densification, with no evidence for substantial
additional post-depositional modification. Hence, once the
signal is archived at this stage, we do not expect any sig-
nificant change in the mean values deeper down, reinforcing
the credibility of palaeoclimate studies using ice core iso-
tope data. However, from our analysis we can constrain post-
depositional changes only down to the level of stratigraphic
noise. Therefore, qualitatively, firn ventilation and sublima-
tion might still be present with effects that are, however, very
small or constrained merely to the surface layer for which
the lower number of data points in our study prevents quan-
titative analyses. These constraints lead us to conclude that
the observed discrepant isotope–temperature relationship on
the interannual timescale must be caused either by processes
prior to or during deposition.

To improve our understanding of the interannual isotope
signal, we suggest a mixture of field and modelling efforts.
Year-long isotope studies (e.g. in seasonal intervals) with
a focus on the near surface would help to constrain iso-
tope modifications at the interface of surface snow and at-
mosphere. Further, the role of precipitation and accumula-
tion intermittency has to be clarified, e.g. through measur-
ing wet-deposition tracers and improved accumulation mea-
surements. These studies should optimally be accompanied
by monitoring and modelling the atmospheric water vapour
isotopic composition as well as modelling the potential ex-
change and fractionation processes between the loose or de-
posited snow at the surface and the overlying atmosphere.

Our results again underline the role of stratigraphic noise
for the total variability of isotope records. Spatial averaging
is thus essential for improving the signal-to-noise ratio and
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thereby separating spatial from temporal variability. Alter-
natively, single records can only be compared faithfully for
temporal changes when their spatial separation is well be-
low the spatial decorrelation length of the stratigraphic noise,
which minimises the amount of spatial variability between
the records. The effects of potential isotope modifications de-
pend substantially on the time the surface is exposed to the
atmosphere, thus on accumulation rate and seasonal timing
of precipitation. Comparable recovering efforts at other ice-
coring sites are hence highly needed. Our data indicate that
present models might overestimate the expected influence of
wind-driven firn ventilation; however, regions with higher
wind speeds and lower accumulation rates might still be sus-
ceptible towards post-depositional changes within the open-
porous firn. A deeper understanding of the isotope signal for-
mation in Antarctic firn is, beyond holding intrinsic interest,
essential for deciphering the temperature signal archived in
ice core records and thus crucial for their palaeoclimatic in-
terpretation.

Code and data availability. The trench stable water iso-
topologue data presented in this study are archived at
the PANGAEA database (https://www.pangaea.de) under
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.876639 (Münch et al., 2017).
PANGAEA is hosted by the Alfred Wegener Institute Helmholtz
Centre for Polar and Marine Research (AWI), Bremerhaven and the
Center for Marine Environmental Sciences (MARUM), Bremen,
Germany.

Software to reproduce all plots and the main analyses presented
in this paper is available as an R package under https://bitbucket.
org/ecus/trenchr.

Author contributions. TM, TL, SK and JF designed the trench cam-
paign, SK and TM led the field work. TM and TL designed the
analysis. TM performed the research and wrote the manuscript. HM
supervised the isotope measurements. All authors contributed sig-
nificantly to the discussion of the results and the refinement of the
manuscript.

Competing interests. The authors declare that they have no conflict
of interest.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank all scientists, tech-
nicians and the logistic support who worked at Kohnen Station
in the 2014/2015 austral summer, especially Holger Schubert
and Tobias Binder, for assistance in creating the trench data
set. Thanks are also due to Christoph Manthey of the isotope
laboratory in Potsdam for assistance in measuring the isotope data.
We are grateful to Gerit Birnbaum and Carleen Tijm-Reijmer for
providing the AWS9 data. This work significantly benefited from
discussions with Mathieu Casado and from proofreading and many
valuable comments by Andrew Dolman. All plots and numerical
calculations were carried out using the software R: A Language

and Environment for Statistical Computing. We acknowledge the
support of this work by the Initiative and Networking Fund of the
Helmholtz Association Grant VG-NH900. We thank Joël Savarino
for the kind handling of the manuscript and two anonymous
reviewers for their constructive comments that helped to improve a
first version.

The article processing charges for this open-access
publication were covered by a Research
Centre of the Helmholtz Association.

Edited by: Joel Savarino
Reviewed by: two anonymous referees

References

Alfred-Wegener-Institut Helmholtz-Zentrum für Polar- und
Meeresforschung: Neumayer III and Kohnen Station in Antarc-
tica operated by the Alfred Wegener Institute, Journal of large-
scale research facilities, 2, A85, https://doi.org/10.17815/jlsrf-2-
152, 2016.

Birnbaum, G., Freitag, J., Brauner, R., König-Langlo, G., Schulz,
E., Kipfstuhl, S., Oerter, H., Reijmer, C. H., Schlosser,
E., Faria, S. H., Ries, H., Loose, B., Herber, A., Duda,
M. G., Powers, J. G., Manning, K. W., and van den Broeke,
M. R.: Strong-wind events and their influence on the for-
mation of snow dunes: observations from Kohnen station,
Dronning Maud Land, Antarctica, J. Glaciol., 56, 891–902,
https://doi.org/10.3189/002214310794457272, 2010.

Casado, M., Landais, A., Picard, G., Münch, T., Laepple, T., Stenni,
B., Dreossi, G., Ekaykin, A., Arnaud, L., Genthon, C., Touzeau,
A., Masson-Delmotte, V., and Jouzel, J.: Archival of the water
stable isotope signal in East Antarctic ice cores, The Cryosphere
Discuss., https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-2016-263, in review, 2016.

Craig, H. and Gordon, L. I.: Deuterium and oxygen 18 variations
in the ocean and the marine atmosphere, in: Stable Isotopes in
Oceanographic Studies and Paleotemperatures, edited by: Ton-
giorgi, E., Proceedings Spoleto 1965, 9–130, V. Lishi e F., Pisa,
1965.

Cuffey, K. M. and Steig, E. J.: Isotopic diffusion in polar firn: impli-
cations for interpretation of seasonal climate parameters in ice-
core records, with emphasis on central Greenland, J. Glaciol., 44,
273–284, https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022143000002616, 1998.

Dansgaard, W.: Stable isotopes in precipitation, Tellus, 16, 436–
468, https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusa.v16i4.8993, 1964.

Ekaykin, A., Eberlein, L., Lipenkov, V., Popov, S., Scheinert, M.,
Schröder, L., and Turkeev, A.: Non-climatic signal in ice core
records: lessons from Antarctic megadunes, The Cryosphere, 10,
1217–1227, https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-10-1217-2016, 2016.

Ekaykin, A. A., Kozachek, A. V., Lipenkov, V. Y., and Shibaev,
Y. A.: Multiple climate shifts in the Southern Hemisphere
over the past three centuries based on central Antarctic
snow pits and core studies, Ann. Glaciol., 55, 259–266,
https://doi.org/10.3189/201AoG66A189, 2014.

EPICA community members: Eight glacial cycles
from an Antarctic ice core, Nature, 429, 623–628,
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02599, 2004.

The Cryosphere, 11, 2175–2188, 2017 www.the-cryosphere.net/11/2175/2017/

https://www.pangaea.de
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.876639
https://bitbucket.org/ecus/trenchr
https://bitbucket.org/ecus/trenchr
https://doi.org/10.17815/jlsrf-2-152
https://doi.org/10.17815/jlsrf-2-152
https://doi.org/10.3189/002214310794457272
https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-2016-263
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022143000002616
https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusa.v16i4.8993
https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-10-1217-2016
https://doi.org/10.3189/201AoG66A189
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02599


T. Münch et al.: Constraining post-depositional isotope modifications in East Antarctic firn 2187

EPICA community members: One-to-one coupling of glacial cli-
mate variability in Greenland and Antarctica, Nature, 444, 195–
198, https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05301, 2006.

Fisher, D. A., Reeh, N., and Clausen, H. B.: Stratigraphic noise
in time series derived from ice cores, Ann. Glaciol., 7, 76–83,
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0260305500005942, 1985.

Freitag, J., Kipfstuhl, S., and Laepple, T.: Core-scale ra-
dioscopic imaging: a new method reveals density–
calcium link in Antarctic firn, J. Glaciol., 59, 1009–1014,
https://doi.org/10.3189/2013JoG13J028, 2013a.

Freitag, J., Kipfstuhl, S., Laepple, T., and Wilhelms,
F.: Impurity-controlled densification: a new model
for stratified polar firn, J. Glaciol., 59, 1163–1169,
https://doi.org/10.3189/2013JoG13J042, 2013b.

Fujita, K. and Abe, O.: Stable isotopes in daily precipitation at
Dome Fuji, East Antarctica, Geophys. Res. Lett., 33, L18503,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006GL026936, 2006.

Gkinis, V., Simonsen, S., Buchardt, S., White, J., and Vinther,
B.: Water isotope diffusion rates from the NorthGRIP ice
core for the last 16,000 years – Glaciological and paleocli-
matic implications, Earth Planet. Sci. Lett., 405, 132–141,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2014.08.022, 2014.

Hachikubo, A., Hashimoto, S., Nakawo, M., and Nishimura, K.:
Isotopic mass fractionation of snow due to depth hoar formation,
Polar Meteorol. Glaciol., 14, 1–7, 2000.

Helsen, M. M., van de Wal, R. S. W., van den Broeke, M. R.,
van As, D., Meijer, H. A. J., and Reijmer, C. H.: Oxygen iso-
tope variability in snow from western Dronning Maud Land,
Antarctica and its relation to temperature, Tellus B, 57, 423–435,
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0889.2005.00162.x, 2005.

Hörhold, M. W., Kipfstuhl, S., Wilhelms, F., Freitag, J., and Frenzel,
A.: The densification of layered polar firn, J. Geophys. Res., 116,
F01001, https://doi.org/10.1029/2009JF001630, 2011.

Hörhold, M., Laepple, T., Freitag, J., Bigler, M., Fischer, H., and
Kipfstuhl, S.: On the impact of impurities on the densifica-
tion of polar firn, Earth Planet. Sci. Lett., 325–326, 93–99,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2011.12.022, 2012.

Hoshina, Y., Fujita, K., Nakazawa, F., Iizuka, Y., Miyake, T.,
Hirabayashi, M., Kuramoto, T., Fujita, S., and Motoyama, H.: Ef-
fect of accumulation rate on water stable isotopes of near-surface
snow in inland Antarctica, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 119, 274–
283, https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JD020771, 2014.

Johnsen, S. J.: Stable isotope homogenization of polar firn and ice,
in: Isotopes and Impurities in Snow and Ice, 118, Proceedings of
the Grenoble Symposium 1975, 210–219, IAHS-AISH Publica-
tion, 1977.

Johnsen, S. J., Clausen, H. B., Cuffey, K. M., Hoffmann, G.,
Schwander, J., and Creyts, T.: Diffusion of stable isotopes in po-
lar firn and ice: the isotope effect in firn diffusion, in: Physics
of Ice Core Records, edited by: Hondoh, T., Vol. 159, 121–140,
Hokkaido University Press, Sapporo, Japan, 2000.

Jouzel, J. and Merlivat, L.: Deuterium and oxygen 18 in
precipitation: Modeling of the isotopic effects during
snow formation, J. Geophys. Res., 89, 11749–11757,
https://doi.org/10.1029/JD089iD07p11749, 1984.

Jouzel, J., Alley, R. B., Cuffey, K. M., Dansgaard, W., Grootes,
P., Hoffmann, G., Johnsen, S. J., Koster, R. D., Peel, D.,
Shuman, C. A., Stievenard, M., Stuiver, M., and White, J.:
Validity of the temperature reconstruction from water iso-

topes in ice cores, J. Geophys. Res., 102, 26471–26487,
https://doi.org/10.1029/97JC01283, 1997.

Jouzel, J., Vimeux, F., Caillon, N., Delaygue, G., Hoff-
mann, G., Masson-Delmotte, V., and Parrenin, F.: Mag-
nitude of isotope/temperature scaling for interpretation of
central Antarctic ice cores, J. Geophys. Res., 108, 4361,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002677, 2003.

Karlöf, L., Winebrenner, D. P., and Percival, D. B.: How represen-
tative is a time series derived from a firn core? A study at a low-
accumulation site on the Antarctic plateau, J. Geophys. Res., 111,
F04001, https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JF000552, 2006.

Laepple, T., Werner, M., and Lohmann, G.: Synchronic-
ity of Antarctic temperatures and local solar inso-
lation on orbital timescales, Nature, 471, 91–94,
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09825, 2011.

Laepple, T., Hörhold, M., Münch, T., Freitag, J., Weg-
ner, A., and Kipfstuhl, S.: Layering of surface snow
and firn at Kohnen Station, Antarctica: Noise or seasonal
signal?, J. Geophys. Res. Earth Surf., 121, 1849–1860,
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JF003919, 2016.

Lorius, C., Merlivat, L., and Hagemann, R.: Variation in the Mean
Deuterium Content of Precipitations in Antarctica, J. Geophys.
Res., 74, 7027–7031, https://doi.org/10.1029/JC074i028p07027,
1969.

Masson-Delmotte, V., Hou, S., Ekaykin, A., Jouzel, J., Aristarain,
A., Bernardo, R. T., Bromwich, D., Cattani, O., Delmotte,
M., Falourd, S., Frezzotti, M., Gallée, H., Genoni, L., Isaks-
son, E., Landais, A., Helsen, M. M., Hoffmann, G., Lopez,
J., Morgan, V., Motoyama, H., Noone, D., Oerter, H., Petit,
J. R., Royer, A., Uemura, R., Schmidt, G. A., Schlosser, E.,
Simões, J. C., Steig, E. J., Stenni, B., Stievenard, M., van den
Broeke, M. R., van de Wal, R. S. W., van de Berg, W. J.,
Vimeux, F., and White, J. W. C.: A Review of Antarctic Sur-
face Snow Isotopic Composition: Observations, Atmospheric
Circulation, and Isotopic Modeling, J. Climate, 21, 3359–3387,
https://doi.org/10.1175/2007JCLI2139.1, 2008.

Moser, H. and Stichler, W.: Deuterium and oxygen-18 contents as
an index of the properties of snow covers, in: Snow Mechan-
ics, 114, Proceedings of the Grindelwald Symposium, 122–135,
IAHS-AISH Publication, 1974.

Münch, T., Kipfstuhl, S., Freitag, J., Meyer, H., and Laep-
ple, T.: Regional climate signal vs. local noise: a two-
dimensional view of water isotopes in Antarctic firn at Kohnen
Station, Dronning Maud Land, Clim. Past, 12, 1565–1581,
https://doi.org/10.5194/cp-12-1565-2016, 2016.

Münch, T., Kipfstuhl, S., Freitag, J., Meyer, H., and Laep-
ple, T.: Stable water isotopes measured along two
snow trenches sampled at Kohnen Station, Dronning
Maud Land, Antarctica in the 2014/15 field season,
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.876639, 2017.

NEEM community members: Eemian interglacial reconstructed
from a Greenland folded ice core, Nature, 493, 489–494,
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11789, 2013.

Neumann, T. A. and Waddington, E. D.: Effects of firn ven-
tilation on isotopic exchange, J. Glaciol., 50, 183–194,
https://doi.org/10.3189/172756504781830150, 2004.

NGRIP members: High-resolution record of Northern Hemisphere
climate extending into the last interglacial period, Nature, 431,
147–151, https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02805, 2004.

www.the-cryosphere.net/11/2175/2017/ The Cryosphere, 11, 2175–2188, 2017

https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05301
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0260305500005942
https://doi.org/10.3189/2013JoG13J028
https://doi.org/10.3189/2013JoG13J042
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006GL026936
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2014.08.022
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0889.2005.00162.x
https://doi.org/10.1029/2009JF001630
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2011.12.022
https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JD020771
https://doi.org/10.1029/JD089iD07p11749
https://doi.org/10.1029/97JC01283
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002677
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JF000552
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09825
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JF003919
https://doi.org/10.1029/JC074i028p07027
https://doi.org/10.1175/2007JCLI2139.1
https://doi.org/10.5194/cp-12-1565-2016
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.876639
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11789
https://doi.org/10.3189/172756504781830150
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02805


2188 T. Münch et al.: Constraining post-depositional isotope modifications in East Antarctic firn

Persson, A., Langen, P. L., Ditlevsen, P., and Vinther, B. M.: The
influence of precipitation weighting on interannual variability
of stable water isotopes in Greenland, J. Geophys. Res., 116,
D20120, https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JD015517, 2011.

Petit, J. R., Jouzel, J., Raynaud, D., Barkov, N. I., Barnola, J.-
M., Basile, I., Bender, M., Chappellaz, J., Davis, M., Delaygue,
G., Delmotte, M., Kotlyakov, V. M., Legrand, M., Lipenkov,
V. Y., Lorius, C., Pépin, L., Ritz, C., Saltzman, E., and Stieve-
nard, M.: Climate and atmospheric history of the past 420,000
years from the Vostok ice core, Antarctica, Nature, 399, 429–
436, https://doi.org/10.1038/20859, 1999.

Reijmer, C. H. and van den Broeke, M. R.: Tempo-
ral and spatial variability of the surface mass balance
in Dronning Maud Land, Antarctica, as derived from
automatic weather stations, J. Glaciol., 49, 512–520,
https://doi.org/10.3189/172756503781830494, 2003.

Ritter, F., Steen-Larsen, H. C., Werner, M., Masson-Delmotte,
V., Orsi, A., Behrens, M., Birnbaum, G., Freitag, J., Risi, C.,
and Kipfstuhl, S.: Isotopic exchange on the diurnal scale be-
tween near-surface snow and lower atmospheric water vapor
at Kohnen station, East Antarctica, The Cryosphere, 10, 1647–
1663, https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-10-1647-2016, 2016.

Sime, L. C., Marshall, G. J., Mulvaney, R., and Thomas, E. R.: Inter-
preting temperature information from ice cores along the Antarc-
tic Peninsula: ERA40 analysis, Geophys. Res. Lett., 36, L18801,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2009GL038982, 2009.

Sime, L. C., Lang, N., Thomas, E. R., Benton, A. K., and Mul-
vaney, R.: On high-resolution sampling of short ice cores: Dat-
ing and temperature information recovery from Antarctic Penin-
sula virtual cores, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 116, D20117,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JD015894, 2011.

Simonsen, S. B., Johnsen, S. J., Popp, T. J., Vinther, B. M., Gki-
nis, V., and Steen-Larsen, H. C.: Past surface temperatures at the
NorthGRIP drill site from the difference in firn diffusion of water
isotopes, Clim. Past, 7, 1327–1335, https://doi.org/10.5194/cp-7-
1327-2011, 2011.

Sokratov, S. A. and Golubev, V. N.: Snow isotopic con-
tent change by sublimation, J. Glaciol., 55, 823–828,
https://doi.org/10.3189/002214309790152456, 2009.

Steen-Larsen, H. C., Masson-Delmotte, V., Hirabayashi, M., Win-
kler, R., Satow, K., Prié, F., Bayou, N., Brun, E., Cuffey, K.
M., Dahl-Jensen, D., Dumont, M., Guillevic, M., Kipfstuhl, S.,
Landais, A., Popp, T., Risi, C., Steffen, K., Stenni, B., and
Sveinbjörnsdottír, A. E.: What controls the isotopic compo-
sition of Greenland surface snow?, Clim. Past, 10, 377–392,
https://doi.org/10.5194/cp-10-377-2014, 2014.

Stichler, W., Schotterer, U., Fröhlich, K., Ginot, P., Kull, C.,
Gäggeler, H., and Pouyaud, B.: Influence of sublimation on
stable isotope records recovered from high-altitude glaciers
in the tropical Andes, J. Geophys. Res., 106, 22613–22620,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD900179, 2001.

Touzeau, A., Landais, A., Stenni, B., Uemura, R., Fukui, K., Fu-
jita, S., Guilbaud, S., Ekaykin, A., Casado, M., Barkan, E.,
Luz, B., Magand, O., Teste, G., Le Meur, E., Baroni, M.,
Savarino, J., Bourgeois, I., and Risi, C.: Acquisition of iso-
topic composition for surface snow in East Antarctica and the
links to climatic parameters, The Cryosphere, 10, 837–852,
https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-10-837-2016, 2016.

Town, M. S., Warren, S. G., Walden, V. P., and Waddington, E. D.:
Effect of atmospheric water vapor on modification of stable iso-
topes in near-surface snow on ice sheets, J. Geophys. Res., 113,
D24303, https://doi.org/10.1029/2008JD009852, 2008.

Uemura, R., Masson-Delmotte, V., Jouzel, J., Landais, A., Mo-
toyama, H., and Stenni, B.: Ranges of moisture-source tem-
perature estimated from Antarctic ice cores stable isotope
records over glacial–interglacial cycles, Clim. Past, 8, 1109–
1125, https://doi.org/10.5194/cp-8-1109-2012, 2012.

Pearson, P. N. and Thomas, E.: Drilling disturbance and con-
straints on the onset of the Paleocene–Eocene boundary car-
bon isotope excursion in New Jersey, Clim. Past, 11, 95–104,
https://doi.org/10.5194/cp-11-95-2015, 2015.

Vimeux, F., Masson, V., Delaygue, G., Jouzel, J., Petit, J. R., and
Stievenard, M.: A 420,000 year deuterium excess record from
East Antarctica: Information on past changes in the origin of
precipitation at Vostok, J. Geophys. Res., 106, 31863–31873,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD900076, 2001.

Waddington, E. D., Steig, E. J., and Neumann, T. A.: Using
characteristic times to assess whether stable isotopes in polar
snow can be reversibly deposited, Ann. Glaciol., 35, 118–124,
https://doi.org/10.3189/172756402781817004, 2002.

Whillans, I. M. and Grootes, P. M.: Isotopic diffusion in
cold snow and firn, J. Geophys. Res., 90, 3910–3918,
https://doi.org/10.1029/JD090iD02p03910, 1985.

Xu, X.: Methods in Hypothesis Testing, Markov Chain Monte Carlo
and Neuroimaging Data Analysis, PhD thesis, Harvard Univer-
sity, Cambridge, Massachusetts, 2013.

The Cryosphere, 11, 2175–2188, 2017 www.the-cryosphere.net/11/2175/2017/

https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JD015517
https://doi.org/10.1038/20859
https://doi.org/10.3189/172756503781830494
https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-10-1647-2016
https://doi.org/10.1029/2009GL038982
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JD015894
https://doi.org/10.5194/cp-7-1327-2011
https://doi.org/10.5194/cp-7-1327-2011
https://doi.org/10.3189/002214309790152456
https://doi.org/10.5194/cp-10-377-2014
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD900179
https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-10-837-2016
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008JD009852
https://doi.org/10.5194/cp-8-1109-2012
https://doi.org/10.5194/cp-11-95-2015
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD900076
https://doi.org/10.3189/172756402781817004
https://doi.org/10.1029/JD090iD02p03910

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Data and methods
	Sampling and measurements
	Trench depth scale
	Spatial variability of average trench profiles
	Quantification of downward advection, firn densification and firn diffusion
	Statistical tests

	Results
	New T15 isotope data and qualitative comparison with T13
	Expected isotope profile changes between 2013 and 2015
	Do the remaining differences represent temporal or spatial variability?

	Discussion
	Densification, diffusion and stratigraphic noise
	Additional post-depositional modifications

	Conclusions
	Code and data availability
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Acknowledgements
	References

