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Abstract

This paper describes measurements of ice conditions in the fjord Van Mijenf-
jorden, Spitsbergen, in the Svalbard Archipelago, between 1998 and 2006. Ice
thickness, ice temperatures and ice properties were measured, and simple
simulations of oceanic flux were performed. The maximum annual peak ice
thickness was measured in 2004: 1.3 m in the inner basin and 1.2 m in the
outer basin. The minimum annual peak thickness was 0.72 m in the inner
basin and no fast ice in the outer basin, in 2006. The estimated oceanic flux was
about 2–5 W m-2 in the outer basin, and was close to zero in the inner basin.
Flooding and brine drainage may have caused an overestimation of the oceanic
flux. The measurements demonstrate different ice growth mechanisms, and
the simplest model (Stefan’s Law with air temperatures and a correction factor)
fails to predict the ice growth. Finally, there is reason to believe that the ice
conditions were heavier in the 1980s.
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Sea ice insulates the warm ocean from the cold atmo-
sphere during the winter, and the freezing and melting of
sea ice produce salt- and freshwater, respectively. In this
way, sea ice plays a key role in the thermohaline circu-
lation in icy waters, and because of this it also has an
impact on the climate on a global scale. For engineers, sea
ice is a critical factor in the design of structures such as
ships, harbours, platforms, bridges and pipelines in Arctic
waters.

The thickness, temperature and salinity of ice cover are
vital for many thermomechanical properties that affect,
for example, the ice action on structures and ships, as
well as the ocean–ice–atmosphere heat exchange and the
thermohaline circulation.

The fjord Van Mijenfjorden, located on the western side
of the island of Spitsbergen (Fig. 1), in the Svalbard
Archipelago in the north-western Barents Sea, offers
favourable conditions for studying sea ice. The mouth of
the fjord is almost closed off by the small island Akseløya,
ensuring a fairly stable ice cover on the fjord from
December/January until June/early July. At the head of
the fjord lies Svea Nord, the main mine of Store Norske
Spitsbergen Kullkompani (the Norwegian Coal Mining
Company). The coal is shipped out from the harbour at

Kapp Amsterdam (Fig. 1). The shipping season is limited
by the sea ice, and historically this has imposed a restric-
tion on coal production.

Since 1997, the departments of Arctic Geophysics and
Arctic Technology at the University Centre in Svalbard
(UNIS) have undertaken a range of ice investigations, and
many Master’s and PhD theses are fully or partly based on
fieldwork in Van Mijenfjorden. In addition to investiga-
tions of ice thickness and growth, as described in this
paper, UNIS has worked with the mechanical behaviour
of sea ice, and on ice ridge consolidation. During the years
2002–2007, measurements of internal ice stresses in
the ice cover, and sampling and testing of small-scale
mechanical properties, were carried out by UNIS’s Depart-
ment of Arctic Technology. Results from these campaigns
have been presented in Moslet (2001), Moslet & Høyland
(2003), Teigen et al. (2005), Shafrova & Moslet (2006a,
b), Moslet (2007), Barrault & Høyland (2007), Caline &
Barrault (2008) and Gabrielsen et al. (2008). The work on
ice ridge consolidation was carried out from 1997 to 1999;
an overview is given in Høyland (2002). The present
paper deals with ice thickness and ice growth in Van
Mijenfjorden, and attempts to summarize our present
knowledge on ice growth, ice thickness and salinity.
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Methods

Ice growth (and melting) mechanisms

New ice can grow (and melt) at the top, in the interior or
at the bottom of the ice cover. Ice growth at the bottom of
the ice cover is often the dominating mechanism, and can
be described by analytical or numerical solutions. Maykut
& Understerner (1971) came up with the first numerical
solution based on the heat transfer equation, and they
used this solution to estimate the ice thickness in the
Arctic Basin. However, the simplest model is Stefan’s Law
(Stefan 1891), which can be expressed as follows:
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where hi and hi,0 are the current and the initial ice thick-
nesses, k is the thermal conductivity, r is the density, l is
the latent heat, Tf is the freezing point, Tis is the daily
average ice surface temperature and n is the number of
days. The ice surface temperature is often not accessible,
and therefore one often uses the air temperature (Ta), and
defines the freezing degree days (FDDs) in the time span
(t0, t):
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If one further introduces an empirical coefficient w to
account for simplifications in the model, Stefan’s Law
becomes:
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See, for example, Leppäranta (1993) for an overview of
sea ice growth models.

Ice may also grow on top of the primary layer in the
original ice cover, either because of flooding of sea water
or because of rain/snow melting. The terminology of this
type of ice is not clear. Michel & Ramseier (1971) define
it as “superimposed ice”, regardless of the mode of for-
mation, whereas Nicolaus et al. (2003) and Eicken et al.
(1995) distinguish between “snow ice” and “superim-
posed ice”. Snow ice is created when the ice is flooded by
sea water, for example as a result of snow precipitation,
and the soaked snow freezes. This ice has a high salinity,
and can easily be detected from salinity profiles. “Super-
imposed ice”, in the terminology of Nicolaus et al. (2003)
and Eicken et al. (1995), forms from the presence of
freshwater. When it rains, or the snow for some reason
melts, the meltwater will freeze when it meets below-
zero temperatures. Such ice is relatively fresh and often
highly porous. This latter phenomenon may also create
icy layers in the snow pack. In this paper, I will avoid the
term “superimposed ice” and use “top ice” to refer to all
ice formed on top of the original ice cover.

Finally, new ice can be created/melted inside the ice
cover. This happens partly because the temperature
changes and some brine freezes/melts to keep the brine
temperature at the freezing point, and partly when water
(brine or fresh) drizzles down through the ice and freezes/
melts ice to keep the liquid at the freezing point. The major
importance of the internal freezing/melting is the desali-
nation and the deterioration of the ice, and, furthermore,
the effect on the thermohaline circulation. But, the pure
thermal effects of this exothermal/endothermal process
may also be interesting. When brine drains towards a
positive temperature gradient it melts ice and consumes
heat, whereas when it drains in a negative temperature
gradient new ice is created and the ice is heated.

Fig. 1 Map of Van Mijenfjorden, showing the

locations and abbreviated names of the sta-

tions (based on a map kindly furnished by the

Department of Marine Ecology, Institute of

Oceanology, Sopot, Poland, available at http://

www.iopan.gda.pl). The following stations

were located in the outer basin, which is about

10 km wide and about 100 m deep (Kangas

2000): SV (77°47′31.4″N, 15°03′30.9″E), off the

point of Svartodden; CM, off Camp Morton;

FR (77°42′57.1″N, 15°10′16.0″E), west of the

point of Frysjaodden; MF, the 1998 station in

the middle of the fjord. The following stations

were located in the inner basin, which is typi-

cally 5 km wide, and has an average depth of

about 30 m (Kangas 2000): KA (77°2′N,

16°40′E), off Kapp Amsterdam; SB

(77°52′25.2″N, 16°43′93.8″E) in the bay

Sveabukta.
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Heat balance and numerical scheme

The heat flux balance in the lower layers of a growing ice
sheet is shown in Fig. 2, and can be expressed by the
following heat flux balance:

q q qocean i lat+ + = 0, (4)

where qocean is the flux coming from the water—the
oceanic heat flux, qi is the flux up through the ice cover—
often given as the heat conductive flux, although it also
incorporates convective fluxes, and qlat is the flux
released/consumed as ice grows or melts (at the bottom
or internally). The flux through the ice can be estimated
using Fourier’s Law (qi = -kT,z) and the latent heat (for
ice growth at the bottom) qlat = rldh/dt, where k is the
thermal conductivity, T,z is the temperature gradient, r is
the density, l is the latent heat and dh/dt is the ice growth
velocity.

By using measured temperature profiles (between four
and eight nodes were used) and measured ice thicknesses
(Dh), the average oceanic flux over a time period t = SDtj

can be estimated as follows (using the coordinate system
on Fig. 2):
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If the oceanic flux is neglected, an upper limit for the
ice growth can be estimated:
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Δ

Δh
k

l

T

z
tmax ρ
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Site and experimental methods

Measurements of ice thickness and growth in Van Mijen-
fjorden were made during the years 1998–2004 and in
2006. About 70 km long, the fjord is situated on the west
coast of Spitsbergen, about 60 km from Longyearbyen
(Fig. 1). The mouth of the fjord is almost blocked by the
island Akseløya. The fjord is often divided into an outer
and an inner basin (Kangas 2000), and the tidal current
dominates the currents (Bergh 2004). The field station
locations (and abbreviations) are shown in Fig. 1.

We measured ice and snow thicknesses (manually), ice
and snow temperatures (automatically), ice salinity and
ice density. Salinity was measured from ice cores. We
sampled cores with a diameter of 70 mm that were then
cut into pieces ranging from 50 mm (2003, 2004 and
2006) up to 100 mm in length, and which were subse-
quently melted and measured. The density was measured
by coring cylindrical samples, cutting them into 175-mm-
long samples, assuming perfect cylindrical shape, and
measuring their weight. The weather stations in Svea
(Norwegian Meteorological Institute, the Norwegian
Geotechnical Institute and the one at the Svea airfield)
provided the meteorological data. In 1998, 2002, 2003
and 2004, oceanic and meteorological measurements
were also performed in the outer basin, as part of the
UNIS course AGF-211 (Frank Nilsen, UNIS, pers. comm.).
Table 1 gives an overview of when the different measure-
ments were made in the inner and the outer basins.

Thermistor strings (EBA Engineering, Edmonton,
Canada), with up to 16 thermistors and a resolution of
0.1 m, were installed so that the temperatures in the
snow, through the ice cover, and in the water were mea-
sured automatically. The temperatures were measured
either hourly or every sixth hour. The strings were taped
to bamboo sticks and inserted in 0.05-m diameter drilled
holes in the ice. The strings froze in position, and were
normally recovered by the end of the season. The strings
and bamboo sticks also made it easy to detect any top-ice
growth.

The vertical temperature profiles throughout the ice
cover were used to estimate the ice thickness by assuming
that the ice temperatures were below the freezing point of
the underlying water. With this method, failure to capture
the total ice growth is a possibility, partly because the
growth of top ice is not detected by a thermistor string,
partly because the lowermost part of the ice cover is at the
freezing point, and partly because it is more difficult to
detect the ice–water interface when the ice is melting.

All the measurements were performed by UNIS staff or
UNIS students. Whenever no source is cited, the work
was carried out by the author and students in the UNIS
course AT-208.
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Fig. 2 The thermal balance in the lower parts of ice cover.
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Table 1 Overview of measurements taken in the inner and outer basins.

Type of measurement

Dates

Outer basin, stations MF, CM, SV and FR

1998 1999 2002 2003 2004

Thermistors in ice, snow and water (resolution 0.1 m) 03.03–12.05 09.03–05.05 27.02–25.04 14.02–24.04 29.01–05.06
Thermistors in snow (resolution 0.025 m) — — 27.02–25.04 14.02–24.04 —
Salinity 28.04

12.05
10.03,
05.05
13.05

27.02,
13.03

14.02,
26.02,
12.03

29.01
23.03,
24.04,
01.05,
05.06
06.06
07.06

Ice thickness 03.03,
19.03,
25.03,
16.04,
28.04,
12.05

10.03,
22.04,
13.05

28.02,
03.03,
21.03,
03.04
14.04,
28.04

14.02,
26.02,
12.03,
23.04

29.01
23.03,
24.04,
01.05,
05.06
06.06
07.06

Snow depth 03.03,
21.05

10.03,
22.04,
13.05

28.02,
03.03,
21.03,
03.04
14.04,
28.04

14.02,
26.02,
12.03,
23.04

29.01
23.03,
24.04,
01.05,
05.06
06.06
07.06

Freeboard 03.03,
19.03,
25.03,
16.04,
28.04,
12.05

10.03,
22.04,
13.05

28.02,
03.03,
21.03,
03.04
14.04,
28.04

14.02,
26.02,
12.03,
23.04

29.01
23.03,
24.04,
01.05,
05.06
06.06
07.06

Inner basin, stations KA and SB

2002 2003 2004 2006

Thermistors in ice, snow and water (resolution 0.1 m) 26.02–27.04 25.02–23.04 28.01–21.04 21.02–20.04
Thermistors in snow (resolution 0.025 m) 26.02–27.04 25.02–23.04 — —
Salinity 26.02,

12.03,
13.03,
03.04

20.02,
25.02,
11.03,
25.03,
27.03,
28.03,
24.04

28.01,
17.02,
24.03,
20.04

21.02,
22.02,
28.02
16.03,
30.03,
11.04,
19.04,
20.04

Ice thickness 20.02,
26.02,
12.03,
03.04,
18.04,
14.05

20.02,
25.02,
11.03,
23.04

28.01,
17.02,
24.03,
20.04

09.01,
16.02,
21.02,
29.02
16.03,
30.03,
11.04,
20.04

Snow depth 20.02,
26.02,
12.03,
03.04,
10.04
18.04,
14.05

20.02,
25.02,
11.03,
23.04

28.01,
17.02,
24.03,
20.04

16.02,
21.02,
29.02
16.03,
30.03,
11.04,
20.04

Freeboard 20.02,
26.02,
12.03,
03.04,
18.04
14.05

20.02,
25.02,
11.03,
23.04

28.01,
17.02,
24.03,
20.04

16.02,
21.02,
29.02
16.03,
30.03,
11.04,
20.04
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Results

Ice formation, ridging and ice break-up

In the winter seasons of 1997/98 and 2003/04, ice formed
on the surface in the bay Sveabukta in early December.
During both winters, there was much ice in the fjords of
Svalbard. In 2005/06, the ice froze up in the inner basin
in mid-January, whereas the outer basin never froze up.

The ice ridge density varied considerably: in 1997, 2003
and 2004 there were few ridges; in 1998, 1999 and 2002
there were more ridges. The blocks constituting the ice
ridges were 0.10–0.15 m thick (measured in 1998, 1999,
2002, 2003 and 2006), and it seems that all the ridging
activity occurred at the same time. We did not observe
any deformation in the floating ice cover in the measure-
ment periods, except for some thermal cracking. In 1999
and 2003, level ice thickness differences of about 0.1 m
were observed over small horizontal distances (1 m), and
we believe that these are remains of early rafting.

Ice thickness

Figures 3–5 give the measurements of ice thickness, snow
depth and freeboard. Numerical values are given in
Table 2. In general, the ice was thicker in the inner basin
than in the outer basin. The maximum measured ice

thickness in the inner basin was 1.28 m in Sveabukta
(SB) in 2004. In the outer basin, the thickest ice was
1.19 m at FR in 2004, and 1.16 m at MF in 1998. Both
winters were cold, but in 1998 the ice grew until mid-
May, whereas it stopped in late March (FR) and late April
(SB) in 2004.

The maximum ice thickness was also greater on the
southern side of the outer basin compared with the
northern side. At SV, more snow accumulated in 2003
than in other years, but little ice was formed directly on
top of the primary layer. However, we did observe icy
layers in the snow pack.

The ice growth in 2004 took place early in the season
(before mid-March), and most of the snow accumulated
after this. The snow insulated the ice cover from the
atmosphere during the warm period in March and April,
so that the maximum ice thickness on the northern side
y(SV) was about the same as on the southern side (FR):
1.15 versus 1.19 m. The ice started to melt earlier at FR,
and by 22 April it was thinner than at SV (1.05 vs.
1.15 m). In early June, the ice on the southern side was
0.45–0.7 m, whereas it was still about 1.15 m on the
northern side.

As expected, the ice thicknesses derived from the
thermistor strings (hi

T) were generally less than those
measured manually (hi

M). The correspondence between
the manually measured thickness and the ones derived
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Fig. 3 Ice thickness measurements.
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Fig. 4 Snow depth measurements.
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Fig. 5 Freeboard measurements.
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from temperature measurements (h hi
M

i
T− ) was 0.1–0.2 m

for all years at FR, 0–0.2 m at SV, 0.05–0.15 m at CM
(1999), 0.1–0.15 m at SB (2006) and 0–0.1 m at KA
(2002) and SB (2004). There was little top ice formation
on the SB site in 2004, whereas top ice growth in the
order of 5–10 cm was detected at FR and CM.

Salinity and ice texture

Figure 6 shows the bulk (or average) salinity measure-
ments, and one can easily see how the average salinity
decreased throughout the season. The average level was
6–8 ppt in early/mid-season, 4–6 ppt by the end of the
growth season and 2–4 ppt during the melting period.
Naturally, there was a further decrease in salinity, but we
did not carry out measurements after early June.

The top ice formation can be seen from the salinity
profiles in Figs. 7 and 8, either as ice with low salinity,
created when the snow was soaked by rain or meltwater
from the top snow layer (Fig. 7), or as ice with high
salinity, created when the snow cover submerged the ice
and the snow was soaked with seawater (Fig. 8). Figure 7
also shows how the peak salinity decreased and moved
downwards in the ice cover between late March and
late April.

The ice texture was examined in thin sections. In
general, the ice was ordinary columnar ice, with a vertical
crystal size of more than 0.1 m, and a diameter of up to
0.03 m.

Numerical results

Figure 9 shows selected temperature–depth plots for the
FR station in 2003 and 2004. The cold winter and warm
spring in 2004 are easily detected in the diagram.

Several calculations were performed on the basis of
temperature records and equations 1, 3, 5 and 6. Table 3
gives the material parameters, and Fig. 10 and Table 4
show the results.

Equation 3 was first used to (1) estimate the ice growth
(assuming w = 0) and (2) determine the coefficient w
using the measured ice growth. Furthermore, the ice–
snow interface temperature was used to calculate the ice
growth, as given in Eqn. 1. Finally, the measured tem-
perature profiles were used to estimate the ice growth, as
given in Eqn. 6

The oceanic flux was neglected in the above-
mentioned calculations. However, it was estimated on the
basis of the measured ice thicknesses (Eqn. 5). The results
are also given in Table 4. The oceanic flux was neither
sensitive to the number of nodes used to calculate the

Table 2 Measurements of maximum ice and snow thickness (hi and hs) and freeboard (FB).

Station

Year

2006 2004 2003 2002 2001 2000 1999 1998

SB Date 15.01 19.04 28.01 20.04 29.03 25.04

hi 0.1–0.15 0.72 0.95 1.28 1.10 1.24

hs 0.02 0.54 0.08 0.24 0.05 0.18

FB (m) — -0.12 0.08 0.09 0.07 0.08

KA Date 21.02 14.05 07.03 05.05 01.03 04.05

hi 0.69 1.0 0.65 0.99 0.64 0.84

hs 0.30 0 0.05 0.12 0

FB (m) -0.01 0.11 0.05 0.05 0.27

FR Date 29.01 23.03 14.02 23.04 03.03 25.04

hi No fast ice 0.85 1.19 0.72 1.0 0.77 0.87

hs 0.1 0.04 0.06 0.32 0.08 0.2

FB (m) 0.04 0.08 0.04 -0.03 0.05 0.08

SV Date 29.01 23.03 14.02 23.04 27.02 25.04

hi No fast ice 0.84 1.15 0.71 0.88 0.66 0.87

hs 0.13 0.55 0.07 0.60 0.1 0.37

FB (m) — 0.02 -0.07 0.05 -0.2 0.05 -0.08

CM Date 10.03 06.05

hi 0.70 0.85

hs 0.3

FB (m) 0.05 0

MF Date 03.03 12.05

hi 0.95 1.16

hs 0.4

FB (m) 0.05 0
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conductive flux up through the ice, nor to whether
-1.92°C or -2°C was used as the freezing point. Some
calculations of the oceanic flux for parts of the 2002 and
2003 seasons were also undertaken, from the first day

of measurements (mid-February) until the freeboard
became negative (early/mid-March). These results gener-
ally show that the oceanic flux for the Svartodden case
was lower when the ice was not submerged. However, for
these short time periods, the results are sensitive to 1 or
2 cm difference in input ice thickness, and we did not
measure ice thickness exactly the day(s) before the snow
accumulation started.

Discussion

Formation and ridging

Anecdotal and other data on ice formation and
break-up are sumarized in Table 5. Sundström (2002)
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interviewed people who had been working in Svea since
the early 1980s, and they all claim that the ice in the
inner basin breaks up in the first half of July. One of
Sundström’s interviewees, a hunter who has been living
on Akseløya for periods since the beginning of the
1980s, stated that in the outer basin the ice broke up
around 26 July in 1980 and 1981. According to this
interviewee, the ice generally broke up 2 weeks earlier
in the 1990s than in the 1980s. In 2006, which was a
warm winter with no fast ice in the outer basin, the ice
in the inner basin left the first week of June (Fabrice
Caline, UNIS, pers. comm.), which is about 1 month
earlier than during previous years.

An automatic camera that took diurnal pictures from
the shoreline close to the site SV was installed by Frank
Nilsen (UNIS) in 2003. It showed that the ice broke up
and drifted out of the outer basin on the 23 June. The
outer basin was more or less ice-free after this, but occa-
sional pieces of ice floated by in the following weeks. A
second wave of ice floated by the camera on 8 July, and
was likely to have been ice from the inner basin. There
was no ice after 26 July (Frank Nilsen, UNIS, pers.
comm.).

The time for freeze-up covers a wider time span. Accord-
ing to Sundström (2002), the ice settles in November or
December, sometimes as late as January in the inner basin.
The hunter on Akseløya that Sundström interviewed
stated that the ice normally settled in November in the
1980s, but rarely until December in the 1990s.

The yearly variation in ridging intensity is related to the
weather situation at certain ice thicknesses. The block

thickness in all ridges was about 0.10–0.15 m, meaning
that if the weather is quiet until the ice grows thicker
than this, there will be few ridges. In 2004, when Decem-
ber and January were very cold and calm, the ice cover
was very even. The ice cover was too thick for wind and
currents to deform it.

Ice thickness

In general, ice thickness depends on several factors:
meteorological conditions (air temperature, radiation,
snow and wind), oceanic conditions (velocity, salinity and
temperature) and physical constraints on ice movements,
such as islands. In a closed bay, a thin ice cover will be
less exposed to waves and winds, and even if the ice is
broken, it will more often stay and refreeze. Our mea-
surements of ice thickness show consistent variation
between the different stations and the different years. Air
temperatures, snow depths and the oceanic flux explain
these temporal and spatial variations, and the confining
effect of Akseløya explains the relatively thick ice cover in
Van Mijenfjorden compared with other western Spitsber-
gen fjords.

Let us first consider the air temperature and snow
accumulation. The spatial differences in the outer basin
can be explained by the snow thickness and oceanic con-
ditions. The local wind system accumulated less snow on
the southern side (see Fig. 4), and this gave less insulation
and higher ice growth for the first and middle part of the
season (see below for further discussion on the difference
between FR and SV in relation to the oceanic conditions).

The peak seasonal ice thicknesses in our measurement
period were between 0.72 and 1.28 m, and these were
from cold and warm winters, respectively. All of the
stations had high ice thicknesses in cold winters and
corresponding low thicknesses in warm winters. Carstens
et al. (1979) measured ice and snow thickness at three

Fig. 10 Measured and calculated ice growth.
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Table 3 Material parameters used in simulations.

k r lpi lsi

W C-1m-1 kg m-3 kJ kg-1 kJ kg-1

2.2 920 333.4 282.3
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spots in the vicinity of the KA site in 1978, and he found
a seasonal peak ice thickness in mid-May between 1.4
and 1.6 m and snow accumulation of 0.1–0.2 m.
However, the winter of 1977/78 was quite cold, with an
average winter temperature of -12.7°C. If we take the
average winter air temperature since 2000 (-8.97°C), the
average peak ice thickness (1.01 m), apply Stefan’s Law,
and compare with the data from Carstens et al. (1979),
then the ratios between the hi values and the ratio of the
square root of the FDDs become different, an ice thickness
of 1.3 m in 1978 would be needed to get equal ratios. This
means that Carsten’s ice thickness could have been rafted
ice, but it is also reasonable to think that the un-deformed
ice was thicker than in the early 2000s. There is a clear

trend of increasing average air temperatures, both during
the winter or annually, from the 1980s through the 1990s
and into the 2000s (Figs. 11, 12). This is in line with
anecdotal observations by Sundström’s interviewee
(Sundström 2002).

The effect of oceanic conditions was clear in 2006,
when no fast ice was formed in the outer basin, in spite of
drifting ice and air temperatures well below the freezing
point. This can be attributed to the progressive warming
of the West Spitsbergen Current that has been observed
since 2004 (Cottier et al. 2007; Walczowski & Piechura
2007). Furthermore, the correlation between air tem-
peratures and ice thicknesses (Figs. 11, 12) appears to be
weaker, which can also be attributed to the warmer

Table 4 Summary of the calculations: the freezing degree days (FDDs), the measured ice growth (manually and by temperature records) and the ice

growth calculated with Eqns. 1, 3 and 6, and the conductive and oceanic flux.

Station Period

FDD

(days)

Δhi
M

(m)

Δhi
T

(m)

Dhi(m) w
(-)

qcond,avg

(W m-2)

qocean

(W m-2)Eqn. 1 Eqn. 3 Eqn. 6

2006

SB 21.02–19.04 672 0.24 0.2 0.33 0.53 0.25 0.37 -13 0.12–0.45

2004

SB 28.01–20.04 900 0.33 0.2–0.3 0.31 0.39 0.31–0.32 0.83 -10 0.18–(-0.69)

FR 29.01–22.04a 783 0.20 0.1 0.33 0.43 0.33–0.35 0.4 -12 4.7–5.6

SV 29.01–22.04 905 0.30 — 0.31 0.48 0.7 — —

2003

FR 14.02–23.04 877 0.28 0.2–0.3 0.30 0.53 0.32 0.47 -14 1.9–2.5

SV 14.02–23.04 877 0.17 0.1–0.2 0.26 0.53 0.29 0.26 -10 2.5–2.8

2002

KA 20.02–14.05 937 0.31 0.57 0.45

KA 27.02–14.05 866 0.24 0.2–0.3 0.28 0.51 0.24 0.4 -10 0.4–0.89

FR 03.04–25.04 655 0.01 0–0.1 0.04 0.31 0.04 0.25 -5 3.6–5.1

SV 27.02–25.04 737 0.21 0.1–0.2 0.29 0.48 0.27 0.4 -14 3.5–3.8

1999

CM 10.03–05.05 680 0.15 0.1 0.17 0.44 0.29

1998

MF 03.03–12.05 985 0.21 0.49 0.39

MF 16.04–12.05 145 0.06 0.07 0.09 0.6

aIce melted between 23 March and 22 April.

Table 5 Summary of ice formation and break-up.

Year Formation Break-up References

Inner basin

1980s November–January First half of July Sundström 2002

1990s November–January First half of July Sundström 2002

1998 Early December V. Tverberg, pers. comm.

2003 7–8 July pers. observ.

2006 First week of January First week of June F. Caline, pers. comm.

Outer basin

1980, 1981 Late July Sundström 2002

1980s November Sundström 2002

1990s December Sundström 2002

2003 23 June F. Nilsen, pers. comm.

2006 No fast ice pers. observation
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water. The earlier melting of the ice at FR compared with
SV in the late spring of 2004 also demonstrates the effect
of the oceanic flux. The tidal current is stronger on the
southern side of the fjord, so the effects of warm water
will be more pronounced there (Bergh 2004).

The physical constraint on ice movement and wave
action, such as that provided by Akseløya, affects ice
thickness, mostly through the timing of the freeze-up.
Gerland & Hall (2006) report an average peak thickness
of 0.71 m over several years (1997–98, 2000 and 2002–
05) in Kongsfjorden, situated further north in western
Spitsbergen. The settlement of Ny-Ålesund, by the fjord,
generally has more FDDs than Van Mijenfjorden, but
Kongsfjorden is not partially blocked as Van Mijenforden
is by the island of Akseløya.

Ice thickness calculations

Stefan’s Law, based on air temperatures (Eqn. 3), overes-
timates ice growth because it does not include the snow
cover, the solar radiation, the oceanic flux or the thermal
inertia. The neglect of the first three of these factors
results in an overestimation of ice growth, but the lack of
thermal inertia may contribute to lowering the modelled
growth. In a case in which the ice is quite cold at t = t0 and
warm at t (as in 2004), the negative energy initially stored
in the ice will contribute to ice growth in a way that is not
predicted by Stefan’s Law. The empirical coefficient (w)
may account for the missing factors, but only if the
relationship among the contributions from the missing
factors balance each other. The w value for the 2004

Fig. 11 Annual average air temperatures,

measured at Longyearbyen (LYB) and Svea.
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season was substantially higher than for the other years.
This is because the winter of 2004 was a bit different than
the others, with a rather cold December and January, an
ordinary February, and an unusually warm March and
April. Almost all of the growth took place early in the
season, and it stopped fairly early on. The snow cover
during the growth season was thin, and the precipitation
in the second half of the winter insulated the ice from the
warm atmosphere, so that the thermal inertia of the cold
ice could contribute to further ice growth. For the other
years, an w value of 0.3–0.4 seems reasonable. This is also
in line with Leppäranta & Hakala’s (1989) value for the
Baltic (w = 0.35-0.4). The overall advantage of Eqn. 3 is
its simplicity, both in use and in the need for input data:
an air-temperature record is often available. Another
well know equation is Zubov’s empirical expression
(h h FDDi i

2 50 8+ = ), but this expression results in too high
thickness for the thinner peak ice thickness, and not
enough ice for the higher peak thicknesses.

When using the measured snow–ice interface tempera-
ture (Eqn. 1) or the measured ice temperatures (Eqn. 6),
the models fit well, with the latter model fitting slightly
better than the former. But, they both overpredict the
thickness at SV in 2003 (and partly in 2002), when the ice
was flooded. This may be caused by measurement errors
or because of the flooding itself, as discussed below. The
three equations (1, 3 and 6) are all based on the same
physics (Eqn. 4, with qocean = 0), but in Eqns. 1 and 6 there
is no need to assume anything about the snow depth, and
this improves these estimates considerably. The difference
between Eqns. 1 and 6 is more subtle. The difference lies
in how much of the ice cover is used to estimate qi. In
principle it is only the gradient in a thin boundary layer at
the bottom of the ice cover that drives the freezing. But, to
get a good estimate of a temperature gradient, one needs
several measurement points. Equation 6 should, in prin-
ciple, be better because it is less affected by surface
conditions and more affected by any heat from the ocean.

The calculated oceanic fluxes were on the order of a
few W m-2. This compares well with Leppäranta (1993),
who referred to Badgley (1966) and Maykut (1986), who
suggested typical values for the Arctic on the order of
1–5 W m-2. The calculated fluxes show a clear difference
between the inner basin (KA and SB) and the outer basin
(FR and SV). This suggests that the tidal current, which we
assume is the main source of the oceanic flux, has a
substantially higher effect in the outer basin. The differ-
ence between KA and SB is also reasonable, as SB lies
further in and is in the middle of Sveabukta. The melting
of ice at FR in May 2004 compared with SV is also an effect
of the oceanic flux, but the difference between FR and SV
in the outer basin in 2003 is more difficult to explain. The
tidal current is stronger at FR, and when warm water

enters the fjord it should have a greater impact at FR, that
is, the oceanic flux should be larger or equal to that at SV.
In 2003 the ice was submerged at SV by a thick snow layer,
which may account for the higher estimate of the oceanic
flux. As only part of the ice cover in the fjord is sub-
merged, it could affect the hydrodynamics so that the level
of turbulence changes, provoking changes in the oceanic
flux. The hydrodynamics of the fjord is outside the scope
of this paper, and I will only describe one other phenom-
enon that could explain the estimated differences in qocean.
When the ice was flooded, brine started to migrate down-
wards in the ice cover, and as the temperature profile was
positive (ice warmer further down), some ice melted as
the brine drizzled down. The melting consumed heat,
cooled down the ice and acted as a heat source, which is
not accounted for in the numerical scheme. This internal
melting can be added, yielding the following the thermal
balance equation:

q q q qocean i lat
bottom

lat
internal+ + + = 0 (7)

where the three first terms are treated as external
forces, as in Eqn. 4, and the last term accounts for the
internal melting/freezing. If we suggest that the effect of
internal melting overestimates the calculations of qocean by
2 W m-2, then ice corresponding to 1.5% of the ice thick-
ness must have melted every month. This may very well
be a reasonable number, and suggests that the brine
drainage may directly affect the heat transfer in first-year
sea ice.

Salinity

Figure 13 shows a plot of bulk (or average) salinity
against ice thickness. The figure also includes the best fit
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equation of Kovacs (1997) for winter ice. Our winter ice
data (except 2006) are nicely spread around Kovacs’ best
fit equation (4–6 ppt). The winter of 2006 was warm, and
even though the ice grew, melting also occurred during
the season, and brine drained. The higher air tempera-
tures have two major effects: firstly, it gives a lower
growth rate, so that less brine is captured as the ice grows,
and secondly, it allows for faster brine drainage. The
higher salinity with higher growth rate can easily be seen
in Figs. 6 and 13, where the 2004 salinities were the
highest (except for those in June when the ice was
melting). The salinities reported by Nakawo & Sinha
(1981) are a bit higher than ours, but the air tempera-
tures were lower during their measurements. Our
melting ice salinities (the 2004-m data presented in
Fig. 13 and the 1999 measurements) also correspond to
those reported by Kovacs (1997).

The salinity profiles of growing first-year sea ice usually
have a c-shape, with high salinity at the top and bottom.
Most of our profiles had such a c-shaped profile. But
when the ice stops growing, the skeleton layer disappears,
and so does the high bottom salinity (as can be seen in
Fig. 7). As discussed above, a deviation from c-profiles
also occurs during melting of the snow or the ice, or if it
rains, so that freshwater ice forms.

Conclusions

Measurements of ice and snow thickness, freeboard and
salinity have been carried out in several stations during
the winter season in Van Mijenfjorden in Svalbard,
Norway, in the years 1998–2004 and 2006. Ice thickness
was measured manually and with thermistor strings.
Simple models were used to estimate the measured ice
thicknesses, and to estimate the oceanic flux. A consistent
connection between the annual and spatial ice thickness
differences, the air temperatures, the local snow accumu-
lation and the oceanic conditions is shown. The main
findings are:
• The peak seasonal ice thickness was measured in 2004,

with 1.28 m in the inner basin and 1.19 m in the outer
basin; the winter of 2004 was a cold winter.

• The minimum peak ice thickness was 0.72 m in the
inner basin and no fast ice in the outer basin in 2006;
the winter of 2006 was a warm winter, and the water
was also unusually warm.

• The inner basin has thicker ice than the outer basin,
most probably because of earlier freeze-up and lower
oceanic flux.

• The oceanic flux in the outer basin was 2–5 W m-2, and
about zero in the inner basin.

• In the outer basin, the southern side has thicker ice
during winter and early spring because of less snow,

but thinner ice late in the spring because of higher
oceanic flux.

• Flooding may cause an overestimation of the oceanic
flux in a purely thermal analysis.

• Different ice growth mechanisms occurred, and the
simplest version of Stefan’s Law must be applied with
care.

• There is reason to believe that the ice conditions were
lighter compared with the 1980s.
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