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Q: Does internal variability 
affect ice sheet projections?
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• Internal variability from climate 
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• Opposite trends of internal variability can result in 
different climate responses in ensemble members 

• Internal variability strongly affects ice sheet evolution!

• The impact of internal variability on ice sheet 
becomes larger when summer T2m > 0°C

• Using ensemble-mean climate as climate forcings can 
underestimate ice loss and sea level contribution
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