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Sea ice in the Laptev Sea might be thicker than you think

(or satellites want to make you believe)

13-years of sea ice draft observations in the Laptev Sea from moored ADCPs and ULS
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New approach to derive sea ice draft from ADCPs 1 = N . 3

= ADCP bottom track measurements of error velocity and range provide:
iInstrument depth for each of the four beams
= Most frequent open water range value = instrument depth (constant)
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= Final data product: daily mean sea ice draft (uncertainty: 0.1 m) g Code ¢ i \
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