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* See Aaron Stubblefield’s poster! *



Method

« Use ICESat and ICESat-8 gridded DEMs to constrain SHAKTI
model to simulate subglacial drainage and dynamics of
Greenland glaciers

« Subglacial hydrology two-way coupled to ice dynamics

Ice SIiding Velocity Hydraulic head

Surface elevation Gap height
Bed elevation . /' Water flux
Ice flow parameters X Transmissivity

Basal melt rate
Effectlve Pressure

Basal Stress (aka Friction or Sliding Law)

Tp = f(up, N)
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