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Abstract: The aim of this work is to investigate whether snow albedo seasonality and trend under all
sky conditions at Johnsons Glacier (Livingston Island, Antarctica) can be tracked using the Moderate
Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) snow albedo daily product MOD10A1. The time
span is from December 2006 to February 2015. As the MOD10A1 snow albedo product has never
been used in Antarctica before, we also assess the performance for the MOD10A1 cloud mask. The
motivation for this work is the need for a description of snow albedo under all sky conditions
(including overcast days) using satellite data with mid-spatial resolution. In-situ albedo was filtered
with a 5-day windowed moving average, while the MOD10A1 data were filtered using a maximum
filter. Both in-situ and MOD10A1 data follow an exponential decay during the melting season, with a
maximum decay of 0.049/0.094 day−1 (in-situ/MOD10A1) for the 2006–2007 season and a minimum of
0.016/0.016 day−1 for the 2009–2010 season. The duration of the decay varies from 85 days (2007–2008)
to 167 days (2013–2014). Regarding the albedo trend, both data sets exhibit a slight increase of
albedo, which may be explained by an increase of snowfall along with a decrease of snowmelt in
the study area. Annual albedo increases of 0.2% and 0.7% are obtained for in-situ and MOD10A1
data, respectively, which amount to respective increases of 2% and 6% in the period 2006–2015. We
conclude that MOD10A1 can be used to characterize snow albedo seasonality and trend on Livingston
Island when filtered with a maximum filter.
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1. Introduction

Albedo is defined as the bi-hemispherical reflectance, which is the ratio of the radiant flux reflected
from a unit surface area into the whole hemisphere to the incident radiant flux of hemispherical angular
extent [1]. Intensive research has been carried out to obtain the albedo time evolution in the Arctic and
Antarctic regions, areas which are highly sensitive to climate change [2–6]. Albedo maps of the entire
polar areas have been obtained using remote sensing data and, in the case of Antarctica, the highest
spatial resolution of the albedo maps obtained up to date is 5 km [5,7]. Although this spatial resolution
is appropriate for climate studies on a regional or global scale, some studies demand a knowledge of
albedo and albedo time evolution at a higher spatial resolution. Most of Antarctica is permanently
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covered by ice and snow and ice melting is known to occur only in areas close to the coastline during
summer [7,8]. These areas are the most interesting ones for some studies, which require a description
of the snow cover with a spatial resolution higher than 5 km. Some examples of such studies are: The
impact of snow cover duration and summer snowmelt on lichen populations on Livingston island [9],
the monitoring of the thickness of the permafrost active layer [10–15], or the study of the surface energy
and mass balance of glaciers [16,17].

If the incoming radiation is divided into a direct and a diffuse component, and the diffuse part is
assumed to be isotropic, the albedo α can be calculated as:

α = d× αdir + (1− d) × αdi f f , (1)

where αdir is the directional-hemispherical reflectance, αdiff is the bi-hemispherical reflectance for pure
diffuse isotropic irradiance, and d is the fractional amount of direct irradiance. When comparing
albedo from orbital sensors against in-situ data, we must take into account the nature of each data
set. In-situ albedo, measured with two pyranometers (one facing the sky and another facing the
Earth’s surface, both of them parallel to the surface), corresponds to bi-hemispherical reflectance (α in
Equation (1)). The product provided by orbital sensors can be the directional-hemispherical reflectance
(αdir in Equation (1)), also called the black-sky albedo, or the pure bi-hemispherical reflectance (αdiff in
Equation (1)), also called the white-sky albedo. For instance, the albedo product developed for the
Advanced Very High Resolution Radiometer (AVHRR) is directional-hemispherical reflectance [18]. In
the case of the Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS), the so-called albedo provided
by the daily snow albedo product MOD10A1 is also the directional-hemispherical reflectance [19,20],
while the 16-day albedo product MCD43 provides αdir and αdiff separately [21]. Once αdir and αdiff are
known, d can be estimated using the Aerosol Optical Depth product MOD04 of MODIS [22], or by
using in-situ measurements from a close station [23]. When comparing albedo from orbital sensors
against in-situ data, only in-situ data under clear-sky conditions are taken into account, while overcast
days are disregarded [19]. This makes sense, since optical satellite data of the Earth’s surface can only
be captured when the sky is clear. It is well-known that cloud cover normally increases the spectrally
integrated albedo of snow [24,25], so a description of albedo evolution over time considering clear-sky
days only will very probably provide biased results. In addition to this, restricting the analysis to
clear-sky days will dramatically diminish the amount of available data.

In this scenario, the aim of this work is to compare the snow albedo seasonality and the snow
albedo trend in the period of 2006–2015 using MODIS data and in-situ data. The Moderate Resolution
Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) on board the Terra and Aqua platforms has two daily snow
albedo products (MOD10A1 from the Terra sensor and MYD10A1 from the Aqua sensor) [26] and a
daily albedo product and MCD43 obtained combining information from Terra and Aqua [27]. All of
these products have a spatial resolution of 500 m, but none of them have been used on Antarctica
before. These daily albedo products have been used intensively in the northern hemisphere [21,28–30].
For this investigation, we chose the MOD10A1 (V005) snow daily product, for reasons explained below.
The question we intend to answer in this work is: Can the seasonality and the trend of in-situ snow
albedo (including all sky conditions) be tracked using the directional-hemispherical reflectance data
from MODIS? We will prove that, if the MODIS data are filtered using a maximum filter, then the
answer is yes.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we describe the materials and methods. Materials
include the description of the study area, the in-situ data, and the satellite data, with special emphasis
on explaining the reasons for the adoption of the MODIS MOD10A1 (V005) product. Methods include
the description of the data processing separately for the cloud mask, the albedo filtering, the albedo
seasonality, and the albedo trend. In Section 3, the results and discussion are presented separately for
the cloud mask performance, the diurnal evolution of in-situ albedo, the albedo seasonality, and the
albedo trend. Conclusions are summarized at the end of the paper.
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2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Study Area

The study area is a site on Livingston Island, in the South Shetland Islands (SSI) Archipelago in
Antarctica, which includes King George, Nelson, Robert, Greenwich, Livingston, Deception, Snow,
Low, and Smith islands (Figure 1). The SSI Archipelago, with an area of 3300 km2, is separated from the
Antarctic Peninsula by the Bransfield Strait and from South America by the Drake Passage. Livingston
Island, the second largest island (974 km2) of the archipelago, is 110 km to the northwest of Cape
Roquemaurel, mainland Antarctica. Most of the island’s surface (90%) is permanently covered with ice
and only the west region and some coastal areas are snow-free during summer.
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Figure 1. Location of the South Shetland Islands (red square, top image), and the study area on
Livingston Island (red square, left hand bottom image). The locations of the Automatic Weather Stations
are shown in the right bottom image.

2.2. In-Situ Data

Two automatic weather stations (AWS) operated by the Spanish Meteorological Agency (Agencia
Estatal de Meteorología, AEMET) are located on Livingston Island: Juan Carlos I (JCI) and Johnsons
Glacier (JG). The stations are 1500 m apart; Juan Carlos I is 50 m from the coastline and Johnsons
Glacier is inland. The JCI AWS is located at 62◦ 39′48” S and 60◦ 23′19” W at South Bay, 13 m above
sea level [31]. At JG, an automatic AWS Campbell CR3000 was installed in December 2006. It was
located at 62◦ 40′16” S and 60◦ 21′ 51” W, 178 m above sea level. In February 2015 this AWS was
transferred to the Hurd Glacier. Hence, data from JG are available from December 1 2006 to February
11 2015. The JCI data indicate an average annual temperature of –1.2 ◦C between 1988 and 2014, with
maximum value of 15.5 ◦C in summer and minimum temperature of –22.6 ◦C in winter. The mean
annual relative humidity is 83%, the average atmospheric pressure is relatively low (988.7 hPa), and
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the average number of precipitation days is 162 per year; precipitation is mostly solid, in the form of
snow or granular snow, although, in the summer, liquid precipitation may be frequent.

JG provides albedo data, but not diffuse, direct. and global irradiances separately. Albedo was
measured at JG using two Kipp–Zonen CNR-1 pyranometers, one for incident radiation and another
for reflected radiation. Albedo data are provided every 10 min. The pyranometers are placed 3 m
above the snow surface. It is worth mentioning that, in these instruments, the diameter of the circular
area that contributes 99% of the measured flux is approximately 10 times the sensor height [32], which
is 30 m in this case. Albedo exhibits a great dependence on the Sun Zenith Angle (SZA) [25], and
measurements with SZA > 75◦ are not reliable [33]. Only dates with a sufficient number of data with
SZA < 75◦ are considered in the analysis, considering as representative those days with SZA < 75◦

two hours before and after local solar noon (from 10 to 14 h local solar time (LST). For the study area,
this occurs from September 1 to April 10. The mean daily albedo is then calculated as the mean value
from 10 to 14 h LST, minimizing the snow albedo variations due to variations of SZA [16,25]. The total
number of days with in-situ albedo data at JG was 1008 (see Table 1). The range of dates with in-situ
albedo data at JG each season is given in Table 2.

Table 1. Number of days with MOD10A1 (V005), Landsat, and in-situ data from December 1 2006 to
February 11 2015. MOD10A1 data corresponds to the pixel where JG is located. For each season, only
dates from September 1 until April 10 are considered (December 1 to April 10 for the 2006–2007 season
and from September 1 to February 11 in 2014–2015 season). JCI, automatic weather station (AWS) at
Juan Carlos I station (in-situ diffuse and global irradiances); JG = AWS at Johnsons Glacier (in-situ
albedo). Shaded cells indicate data that have not been crossed.

-
MOD10A1

(Cloud, Land,
Snow)

MOD10A1
(Snow Albedo)

JCI
(In-Situ

Irradiance)

JG
(In-Situ
Albedo)

L7 L8

MOD10A1
(Cloud, Land,

Snow)
1546 286 464 - 22 62

MOD10A1
(Snow Albedo) 286 286 - 159 - -

JCI (In-Situ
Irradiance) 464 - 557 - - -

JG (In-Situ
Albedo) - 159 - 1008 - -

Table 2. Range of dates with MOD10A1 and in-situ albedo at Johnsons Glacier.

Season MOD10A1 In-Situ

2006–2007 9/1/2006–4/10/2007 12/1/2006–4/10/2007
2007–2008 9/1/2007–4/10/2008 9/1/2007–4/10/2008
2008–2009 9/1/2008–4/10/2009 9/1/2008–4/10/2009
2009–2010 9/1/2009–4/10/2010 12/1/2009–4/10/2010
2010–2011 9/1/2010–4/10/2011 1/1/2011–4/10/2008
2011–2012 No Data 12/14/2011–4/10/2012
2012–2013 1/1/2013–4/10/2014 2/14/2013–4/10/2013
2013–2014 2/1/2014–4/10/2014 2/1/2014–3/1/2014
2014–2015 11/1/2014–4/10/2015 12/22/2014–2/11/2015

JCI provides albedo, diffuse, direct, and global radiation every 30 min. This station is equipped
with Kipp–Zonen CM11 sensors (for global and diffuse radiation) and Kipp–Zonen CH1 (for direct
radiation). Diffuse and global radiation at JCI are only available for summer days in the range of dates
shown in Table 3. The range of dates is included within the interval between September 1 and April 10
for all seasons. The total number of days with diffuse and global irradiance data at JCI was 557.

The pyranometers of both stations are replaced every two years with calibrated ones.
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Table 3. Range of dates with in-situ diffuse and global radiation from the AWS at JCI.

Season 2006–2007 2007–2008 2008–2009 2009–2010 2010–2011

Dates Range 1/12/2006–
6/03/2007

4/12/2007–
22/2/2008

1/12/2008–
12/2/2009

14/12/2009–
7/03/2010

3/01/2011–
24/02/2011

Season 2011–2012 2012–2013 2013–2014 2014–2015 -

Dates Range 4/12/2011–
23/02/2012

26/12/2012–
20/01/2013

3/02/2014–
19/02/2014

2/12/2014–
25/01/2015 -

2.3. Satellite Data

There are three MODIS products providing snow albedo on a daily basis with a spatial resolution
of 500 m: MOD10A1, MYD10A1, and MCD43. MOD10A1 and MYD10A1 are daily snow albedo
products obtained from the MODIS sensor onboard the Terra and Aqua satellites, respectively [26]. In
the first steps of the algorithm used to calculate the albedo, MODIS band 6 (centered at 1600 nm) is used.
This band is not fully functional on Aqua [26], and this is the main reason why the use of MYD10A1
was ruled out at the beginning of this work. The MCD43 BRDF/NBAR/Albedo (V006) data is retrieved
on a daily basis [34]. This product provides both direct hemispherical reflectance and bi-hemispherical
reflectance for MODIS bands 1–7. An inversion of the bi-directional reflectance distribution function
(BRDF) is performed using all available observations during the 16-day moving window centered on
the date of interest (9th day of the 16-day interval). If there are no sufficient cloud-free, high-quality
observations for the BRDF inversion, a backup algorithm is used; in such a case, the datum is flagged
as low-quality. The number of days with high-quality spectral albedo for bands 1–7 from MCD43
(V006) for the pixel where JG was located in the time span December 2006–February 2015 was 0. The
study area is very cloudy, making it very difficult to obtain a sufficient number of clear days in a 16-day
span. In addition to this, some authors [35,36] have found that the Ross Thick-Li Sparse Reciprocal
(RTLSR) model is not necessarily appropriate for modeling snow BRDFs and, moreover, presented that
the RTLSR model somewhat underestimates snow albedo, to some degree. Therefore, we decided
to use MOD10A1. The latest version of the MOD10A1 product is Version 6 (V006). In this work, we
used Version 5 (V005) because MOD10A1 had never been used in Antarctica before and the scientific
literature was more abundant. Upgrading from V5 to V6 has been shown to correct a drift in snow
albedo trend over the Greenland Ice Sheet [37]. However, in that work, the snow albedo trend of V005
was compared against the snow albedo trend of V006, with no in-situ data. In the present work, the
results obtained on Livingston Island using V005 were compared against in-situ data. In addition
to this, the results were similar to those obtained using V006 (preliminary results are provided as
Supplementary Material, Figure S2). It is worth noting that MODIS albedo products have been used
with great caution in the southern hemisphere. The reason for this seems to be the poor accuracy of the
cloud mask over snow-covered areas, as pointed out by Bormann et al. [38] in Australia and Sirguey
et al. [39] in New Zealand. In the northern hemisphere, the main source of cloud/snow confusion
has been attributed to snow pack edges [40] while, in Australia, the greatest cloud/snow confusion
rates are found within snow-covered areas [38]. These results indicate that the ultimate reason for
the poor performance of the cloud mask in the southern hemisphere is unclear. While some authors
have addressed the problem by devising a new cloud mask algorithm [41], in this work we intend to
carry out an assessment of the cloud mask output directly. As this product is going to be used on an
Antarctic site for the first time, it is important to have data from previous investigations for comparison.
Otherwise, we would not be able to know if the differences observed were due to the study area or to
the MOD10A1 version being used. For all of these reasons, we used MOD10A1 (V005).

The MODIS MOD10A1(V5) product data was downloaded using the Google Earth Engine
platform [42]. The data used in this work corresponded to the pixel at which JG was placed.
Unfortunately, the AWS at JCI is located close to the sea, and the MODIS pixel where this AWS was
located included sea water, which produced errors in the classification of the pixel, being sometimes
classified as ocean. In order to avoid this problem, in-situ albedo data will be compared with MOD10A1
data only at JG location. The daily snow albedo product MOD10A1 consists of four layers: Daily
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type of cover (snow, cloud, no snow, night, or others), daily snow cover fraction, daily snow albedo,
and a quality assessment flag. The snow albedo layer provides the value of the snow albedo (0–100)
when the pixel is classified as snow, or other classifications, which are: 101 = no decision, 111 = night,
125 = land, 137 = inland water, 139 = ocean, 150 = cloud, 250 = missing, 251 = self-shadowing, 252 =

landmask mismatch, 253 = BRDF_failure, and 254 = non-production mask. Several filters were applied
to the data. First of all, from the snow albedo layer, only those days classified as Land, Snow, or Cloud
were selected. Secondly, the MOD10A1 quality filter was applied, keeping only those days for which
the Snow_Spatial_QA Field was zero (high quality). Finally, the SZA filter was applied, only taking
into account those days with SZA < 75◦ two hours before and after local noon (from September 1 to
April 10). Out of the total number of days between December 1 2006 and February 11 2015, after the
application of all the filters, the number of days with MOD10A1 data classified as Snow, Land, Cloud,
was 1546 (Table 1), which were the days used in the assessment of the cloud mask. The total number of
days with both MOD10A1 data (Snow, Land, Cloud) and in-situ cloud index data (clr) was 464 (See
Section 2.4.1). Out of the 1546 days classified as Snow, Land, or Cloud, snow albedo was only given
for those classified as Snow, which was 286 days. Finally, the number of days with both in-situ and
MOD10A1 albedo data was 159, as shown in Table 1. The range of dates with MOD10A1 albedo data
at JG for each season is shown in Table 2.

In order to complete the assessment of the MOD10A1 cloud mask, we also obtained 22 Landsat
7 and 62 Landsat 8 images, whose acquisition dates coincided with those for which MODIS data
classified as Snow, Land, or Cloud were available. A few representative cases were also checked by
visual inspection, using MOD09GA images.

2.4. Data Processing

2.4.1. Cloud Mask

From JCI, only global and diffuse irradiance data were used in order to calculate the in-situ
cloud index (clr), as explained below. We used the cloud index calculated with the data from JCI to
characterize the cloud cover at JG. Radiation and meteorological data from JCI has been considered to
be representative of other locations on Livingston Island, including JG [16,31]. Diffuse (dif) and direct
(dir) radiation data have been used to study daily and annual albedo variations in Antarctica and the
Arctic [33]. In the present study, the mean daily cloud index (clr) was calculated using daily mean
values of diffuse and global radiation, using the equation:

clr =
di f

global
, (2)

If clr > 0.7, the day was classified as Cloud; otherwise, as Clear. For a completely overcast day, the
diffuse radiation would be maximal and the direct radiation would be minimal, such that clr = 1.

The MOD10A1 cloud mask output was compared to the standardized method based on the
Normalized Difference Snow Index (NDSI), using Landsat 7 and Landsat 8 images. In the case of
Landsat data, two threshold values for the NDSI were considered: 0.4 and 0.7. Landsat images
were, first, converted to Top of Atmosphere (TOA) reflectance. Subsequently, the DOS (Dark Object
Subtraction) algorithm [43] was applied to homogenize the TOA reflectance image, as previously
done in snow-covered areas with World View-2 data in Antarctica [44] and Landsat 7 images over
Patagonia [45]. Dark pixels were selected from the Drake Passage, where depths above 4000 m are
reached in several areas. Then, the NDSI was calculated [46,47] using the equation:

NDSI =
R1 −R2

R1 + R2
, (3)

where R1 is the DOS-corrected band 2 (485 nm) for L7 and band 3 (561 nm) for L8, and R2 is the
DOS-corrected band 5 (1650 nm) for L7 and band 6 (1608 nm) for L8. This index is based on the fact
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that snow is highly reflective in the visible spectrum, but it reflects very little in the Shortwave Infrared
(SWIR) range. For Landsat 8 data, the mean value of the NDSI was calculated on a 17 × 17 window, in
order to obtain the same pixel size as MODIS (500 m). It was not possible to calculate the mean value
over a 17 × 17 pixel window in the case of Landsat 7, due to the presence of data gaps caused by the
Scan Line Corrector failure [48]; this is why, in the case of Landsat 7, we used the value of the NDSI on
the pixel where JG is located, which, fortunately, lay on a pixel with data. NDSI threshold values have
been used to discriminate cloud and snow. A threshold of 0.4, above which the pixel is classified as
snow, has been proposed by Hall et al. [47]. Other authors [49] have taken 0.6 as a threshold, based
on the fact that the optimal threshold of the snow cover varies depending on the season of the year
in a range between 0.4 and 0.6 [50]. The official Landsat website indicates that pixels with NDSI <

0.7 should be classified as cloud [51]. In view of this range of threshold values, in this work, for the
comparison of the MODIS cloud mask versus Landsat 7 and Landsat 8, two thresholds were selected:
0.4 and 0.7. Hence, a day is classified as Cloud if NDSI < 0.7 (or 0.4) and Clear if NDSI ≥ 0.7 (or 0.4).

We also carried out a visual inspection of a representative set of Landsat 8 and MODIS reflectance
data. RGB composites were built using a red band and two Shortwave Infrared (SWIR) bands; these
composites have been shown to render cloud pixels as white and snow pixels as red [29]. Landsat 8
RGB composites were built using the reflectance bands: R = band 4 (655 nm), G = band 6 (1609 nm),
and B = band 7 (2201 nm). In the case of MODIS, we used MOD09GA reflectance data with R= band 1
(645 nm), G = band 6 (1640 nm), and B = band 7 (2130 nm).

2.4.2. Albedo Filtering

A direct comparison of in-situ with satellite albedo is a difficult task, due to the different spatial
and time resolutions of both measurements. Our in-situ albedo represented a circular area with a
diameter of 30 m, whereas the MODIS albedo represented a square with a side of 500 m. The snow
albedo at JG was quite homogeneous, as demonstrated by distributed albedo measurements carried out
at Johnsons Glacier [52], so we assumed that in-situ measurements were representative of albedo over
the area of a MODIS pixel. Furthermore, snow albedo is very sensitive to snow grain size, snowpack
density, and water content, as well as to the amounts of direct and diffuse radiation. All of these factors
can change in a few hours and, while AWS can provide several albedo measurements within a single
day, only one albedo value per day at most can be obtained from a satellite sensor. Moreover, if we
were to compare MOD10A1 with the in-situ data directly, taking into account the dates with both
in-situ and MOD10A1 data only, the number of data points would be reduced dramatically. Because
of this, in order to compare in-situ and MOD10A1 albedo using all the data available from the two
datasets, we compared the albedo seasonality and the albedo trend obtained from the two datasets.
We assumed that abrupt sudden changes in albedo were not feasible. The study area is permanently
covered by snow or ice throughout the year, with no dirt from pollution and without patches of bare
soil, such that albedo changes over time due to changing illumination conditions and/or to snow
metamorphism, and neither of these can induce abrupt snow albedo changes. Data must be filtered
in order to minimize the noise. In the case of in-situ albedo, we applied a 5-day windowed moving
average. MODIS daily snow albedo data, however, exhibited much greater scattering than in-situ data,
with some extraordinary and unrealistic low values. The scattering in the data could not be reduced
sufficiently by applying a mean filter or a moving average, because the low values affect the filtered
results. Taking into account that the MOD10A1 maximum values follow the same trend as in-situ data,
MOD10A1 daily snow albedo was filtered using a maximum filter, such that the datum at a day tn was
calculated as:

αMODIS(tn) = max(αMODIS(tn−1),αMODIS(tn), αMODIS(tn+1)), (4)

where tn−1, tn, and tn+1 are three consecutive dates of MODIS data (not necessarily three consecutive
calendar dates).
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2.4.3. Albedo Seasonality

Regarding the time evolution of albedo through the melting season, we assumed that albedo
decays according to an exponential law:

α(t) = αmin + (α(0) − αmin)e−βt, (5)

Equation (5) is an adaptation of the snow albedo parameterization proposed in the Canadian
Land Surface Scheme (CLASS) [53]. The use of this parameterization was based on previous theoretical
and experimental studies. The snow albedo theoretically depends on grain size, as well as snow
density [54]. The rate of growth of snow grains is a complicated function of water vapor movement,
the initial geometry of snow crystals, and freeze-thaw cycles. Equation (5) was proposed by assuming
that the magnitude of the snow albedo decreases exponentially with time, using an expression similar
to the density decay [53], based on albedo data from several authors [55–57]. This parameterization has
been used by other authors [58–61]. Furthermore, a comparison of prognostic models like Equation (5)
against temperature-dependent models of snow albedo showed that the prognostic models were
superior to the temperature-dependent ones [58].

In its original form, α in Equation (5) is assumed to decrease from a fresh snow value of 0.85, the
value of the decay rate is fixed at β = 0.01 h−1 (0.24 day−1), and αmin is set to 0.70 if no melting occurs
and 0.50 if melting occurs. Other authors have used the same albedo decay with β = 0.03 day−1 and
αmin = 0.75 for snow metamorphism under dry conditions and β = 0.25 day−1 and αmin = 0.50 for wet
conditions [60]. An alternative approach consists of using the albedo decay of Equation (5) with α(0) =

0.85 and calibrating the values of αmin and β from experimental data [59]. In our case, for each season,
we chose a time period along which a steady decrease of albedo was observed. Furthermore, taking
into account that:

lim
t→∞
α(t) = αmin, (6)

the value of αmin was set equal to the minimum value observed along the period chosen, as long as this
period was long enough for the albedo to attain a constant value, unless it suddenly increased due to a
snowfall event. Then, both in-situ albedo and MOD10A1 albedo were fitted to Equation (5) and the
values of the decay factor β and α(0) were obtained.

2.4.4. Albedo Trend

The albedo trend was obtained by the robust statistical technique LOWESS (Locally Weighted
Scatterplot Smoothing) [62,63], a non-parametric regression which minimizes the outliers of the
dependent variable (albedo) in relation to the explanatory variable (time) based on neighboring points.
For a given datum, the smoothed value is the value of a polynomial fit of the dataset, such that points
close to that given datum are given more weight and the points that are further away from it are given
less weight. The procedure is repeated on each datum to obtain all the smoothed values. In this work,
LOWESS was applied on the filtered in-situ and MOD10A1 data, and a value of 2/3 was assigned for
the smoother span, which gives the number of points which influence the smoothness at each value.
This value was selected to avoid data that were very far apart in time from influencing one another
and, in addition, to reduce the effect that outliers could cause. Moreover, the trend has to be evaluated
such that the same time period is analyzed every season. Given the range of dates with albedo data
(Table 2), the trend was evaluated taking into account albedo data from December 1 to April 10 each
season (until February 11 2015 for the season 2014–2015), as data from September to November were
missing in some seasons. The time was given in days, taking t = 0 as the first date with albedo data
(December 1 2006). After the application of LOWESS, we obtained a set of smoothed albedo values.
These values were then fitted to a straight line, the slope being the albedo increment per day.
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3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Cloud Mask Performance

Out of the total number of days between December 1 2006 and February 11 2015 (2994) there were
1546 with MOD10A1 data classified as Snow, Land, or Cloud, 557 days with in-situ clr data, and 464
days with both in-situ clr and MOD10A1 data. The contingency table for MOD10A1 versus in-situ
data for the cloud index clr = 0.7 are given in Table 4.

Table 4. Contingency table of MOD10A1 cloud mask versus in-situ cloud index for clr = 0.7.
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As we are interested in testing the capability of the cloud mask to distinguish snow and cloud,
we focused our attention on the days which had a different classification in the two data sources. A
day was classified as Clear by MOD10A1 but as Cloud by the in-situ clr on 15.7% of the total days
analyzed. Conversely, a day was classified as Cloud by MOD10A1 but as Clear by in-situ data on
11.4% of the days.

The percentage of misclassified days given above is similar to that obtained in a similar study
over Greenland [28], where the MOD10A1 cloud mask was assessed using in-situ data from five
ground meteorological stations: Days classified as Clear by MOD10A1 were classified as cloudy by
in-situ data on 11%, 5%, 5%, 4%, and 3% of the total days analyzed at the five stations. By contrast,
when the stations reported clear sky, MOD10A1 reported cloud on 11%, 11%, 8%, 7%, and 4% of
the days analyzed at the five stations. We conclude that the performance of MOD10A1 cloud mask
over Livingston Island is similar to that over Greenland, where the MOD10A1 product has been used
intensively over the past few years.

Contingency tables for the MOD10A1 cloud mask versus Landsat 7 and Landsat 8 NDSI are
shown in Table 5 for two NDSI thresholds: 0.4 and 0.7. In the case of MOD10A1 versus Landsat 7,
wrongly classified days amounted to 40.9% and 36.4% of the total of observations for NDSI = 0.4 and
NDSI = 0.7, respectively. When taking Landsat 8 NDSI as ground truth, wrongly classified days were
32.2% and 25.8% of the total of observations for NDSI = 0.4 and NDSI = 0.7, respectively.

Table 5. Contingency table for MOD10A1 cloud mask versus NDSI of Landsat 7 and Landsat 8 for
NDSI thresholds 0.4 and 0.7. Cd, Number of days classified as Cloud; Cr, Number of days classified as
Clear; T, Total number of days.

- Landsat 7 NDSI Threshold Landsat 8 NDSI Threshold

- 0.4 0.7 0.4 0.7

- Cd Cr T Cd Cr T Cd Cr T Cd Cr T

MOD10A1

Cd 9 8 17 13 4 17 31 13 44 39 5 44
Cr 1 4 5 4 1 5 7 11 18 11 7 18
T 10 12 22 17 5 22 38 24 62 50 12 62

Let us focus our attention on the days that were given a different classification by Landsat 7 and
Landsat 8 NDSI compared to the MOD10A1 cloud mask. In the case of Landsat 7, out of the 22 days
with both Landsat 7 and in-situ data, 1 (4) were classified as Clear by MODIS and as Cloud by Landsat
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7 using a threshold of 0.4 (0.7), and 1 (1) was classified by MODIS as Land. Out of the 62 dates with
both MOD10A1 and Landsat 8 data, 7 (11) were classified as Clear by MODIS and as Cloud by Landsat
8 using a threshold of 0.4 (0.7). However, 6 (11) of these days were classified by MODIS as Land (not
Snow). Furthermore, only 2 (0) of the days classified by MODIS as Land corresponded to Landsat 8
clear days for a threshold of 0.4 (0.7). This means that the agreement between MODIS and Landsat
8 was much better than it may seem from the results shown in Table 4, because the days classified
as clear by MODIS included days classified as Snow and as Land. Let us remember that the study
area was permanently covered by snow or ice, so days classified as Land could have been dates with a
particular cloud cover. This is clearly seen in Figure 2, which shows RGB composites for MOD09GA
and Landsat 8 data on March 28 2014. This date was classified as Cloud by Landsat 8 using both NDSI
thresholds and Clear (Land, not Snow) by MODIS. The overall pattern in the data was very similar:
While the most western and central parts of Livingston Island were cloud covered, the eastern part of
the island was cloud free. The Landsat 8 image indicates the presence of discontinuous thick clouds.
This date was classified as Land by MODIS.
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Figure 2. RGB composites of MOD09GA (a) and Landsat 8 (c) of Livingston Island of March 28 2014.
The yellow box shows the area of the close view of the RGB composite of MOD09GA (b) and Landsat 8
(d) in the vicinity of the Automatic Weather Stations. The location of the Automatic Weather Stations at
Juan Carlos I and Johnsons Glacier are indicated with a green cross and a green plus sign, respectively.
Images provided in the WGS84 UTM20S projection.

December 15 2013 is an example of a day classified as Cloud by MODIS and Clear by Landsat
8, using both threshold values for NDSI (Figure 3). The Landsat 8 composites indicate the presence
of thin clouds or fog (pink pixels) in the vicinity of both JCI and JG. In this case, the MODIS cloud
mask was more conservative than the Landsat 8 NDSI. An example of a day classified Clear by MODIS
and Landsat 8 is January 16 2014 (Figure 4). We conclude that both products agreed when the sky
was completely cloud-free or completely overcast (not shown). Days with a thick and discontinuous
cloud cover were classified as Cloud by Landsat 8 and as Land by MODIS. Days with thin clouds were
classified as Clear by Landsat 8 and as Cloud by MODIS.
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Figure 3. RGB composites of MOD09GA (a) and Landsat 8 (c) of Livingston Island of December 15
2013. The yellow box shows the area of the close view of the RGB composite of MOD09GA (b) and
Landsat 8 (d) from December 15 2013 in the vicinity of the Automatic Weather Stations. The location of
the Automatic Weather Stations at Juan Carlos I and Johnsons Glacier are indicated with a green cross
and a green plus sign, respectively. Images provided in the WGS84 UTM20S projection.
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Figure 4. RGB composites of MOD09GA (a) and Landsat 8 (b) of Livingston Island of January 16 2014.
Images are projected in WGS-84 UTM20S. The location of the Automatic Weather Stations at Juan
Carlos I and Johnsons Glacier are indicated with a green cross and a green plus sign, respectively.

3.2. In-Situ Diurnal Albedo

As stated in Section 2.2, albedo increases with the SZA. The effect of the SZA is minimized by
considering albedo values around local solar noon (Figure 5). The effect of the SZA is more noticeable
on clear days. Moreover, the albedo on cloudy days is generally slightly higher than on clear days. The
time span with no albedo data in Figure 5 corresponds to SZA > 90◦. Taking into consideration albedo
data around local noon, we ensure that albedo changes are due to snow metamorphization and/or
down-welling radiation distribution, and not to the SZA.
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Figure 5. Diurnal evolution of the down welling radiant flux (solid blue line), the reflected radiant flux
(solid red line), and the albedo (solid black line) at Johnsons Glacier. Day with clear sky (December 24
2009) (a) and an overcast day (December 22 2011) (b). Albedo and radiation values are given every
10 min.

3.3. Albedo Seasonality

In order to understand how the data were processed, we analyzed the general pattern of the
original data (before filtering) from September 1 2007 to April 10 2009 (Figure 6). The other seasons
followed a similar pattern.

Sensors 2019, 19, x FOR PEER REVIEW 13 of 23 

 

 

Figure 6. In-situ (a) and MOD10A1 (b) albedo at JG from September 1 2007 to April 10 2009. In-situ 

data are calculated as the mean value from 10 h to 14 h LST. Days are classified according to the in-

situ cloudiness index, as Clear (blue symbols) or Cloudy (orange symbols). Days with no cloudiness 

data are represented in grey symbols. Triangles in (b) represent the maximum value for every three 

consecutive data. The trend of MOD10A1 maxima is indicated with a solid black line in (b). Red 

vertical lines indicate, from left to right: 09/01/2007, 04/10/2008, 09/01/2008, and 04/10/2009. 

Boxplots (Figure 7) and histograms (Figure 8) were used to determine the data distribution and 

the effect of the filters. The mean, median, maximum, minimum, standard deviation (), and top and 

bottom values of the whiskers of the boxplots are given in Table 6. The 5-day window moving 

average applied on in-situ data had the effect of diminishing the spread of the data ( is diminished, 

and the mean and the median were maintained). The original MOD10A1 data showed a great spread, 

with standard deviation  = 0.15 and with two outliers (blue circles in Figure 7) corresponding to 

11/28/2008, when a value of 0.30 was obtained (previous and next values were 0.78 and 0.86, 

respectively), and 03/11/2013, with a value of 0.24 (previous and next values were 0.96 and 0.85, 

respectively). The lower whisker of the original MOD10A1 albedo is longer than the upper one, an 

indication of the existence of a few extremely low values. No upper outliers were obtained, and the 

upper whisker top value coincided with the maximum albedo. This behavior can also be seen in the 

histograms. In the original MOD10A1 histogram, a lot of days with albedo values exceeding 0.90 

were obtained, while days with albedo above 0.90 were very rare among the in-situ data. On the other 

hand, the minimum value of the original in-situ data was 0.62, while there were many days with an 

original MOD10A1 albedo below 0.6. From the data distribution, it is clear that the original 

MOD10A1 albedo exhibited a positive bias with respect to the original in-situ albedo, but also 

exhibited some extremely low values. The over-estimation of snow albedo from the MODIS data has 

been noted by other authors comparing the MCD43 albedo product against in-situ data [64] or against 

higher-resolution satellite data [65]. The maximum filter applied on the MOD10A1 eliminated the 

outliers and diminished  to 0.11. It also increased the mean and the median. Thus, we expect the 

maximum filter to maintain the trend observed in the maximum values while, at the same time, 

eliminating the influence of unrealistic low values. 

Figure 6. In-situ (a) and MOD10A1 (b) albedo at JG from September 1 2007 to April 10 2009. In-situ
data are calculated as the mean value from 10 h to 14 h LST. Days are classified according to the
in-situ cloudiness index, as Clear (blue symbols) or Cloudy (orange symbols). Days with no cloudiness
data are represented in grey symbols. Triangles in (b) represent the maximum value for every three
consecutive data. The trend of MOD10A1 maxima is indicated with a solid black line in (b). Red
vertical lines indicate, from left to right: 09/01/2007, 04/10/2008, 09/01/2008, and 04/10/2009.

Regarding in-situ data, we observed that:

• The scattering of the data was greater in September and April, and was minimal in summer
months; probably due to a SZA effect.

• From September 1 to April 10, albedo followed a generally decreasing trend.
• Regarding MOD10A1 data, we observed that:
• MOD10A1 exhibited greater variability than in-situ data; a result similar to that obtained in

Greenland [28], where it was found that MOD10A1 tracks the seasonal variability in the albedo
but presents a greater variability than that observed in the terrestrial stations: Compared to a
standard deviation of 0.033, 0.012, 0.012, 0.112, and 0.069, for the 16-day averaged albedo of the
five AWS, the 16-day averaged MOD10A1 presented standard deviation values of 0.066, 0.042,
0.023, 0.097, and 0.083, respectively. This behavior agrees with that which we have obtained at JG.



Sensors 2019, 19, 3569 13 of 23

• Some extremely low values were obtained.
• The maximum values (triangles in Figure 6b) followed the same trend as the in-situ data from

September 1 to April 10. The triangles in Figure 6b represent the MOD10A1 maximum albedo
every three consecutive values; that is to say, the snow albedo at tn (α(tn)) is represented by a
triangle if it is bigger than α(tn-1) and α(tn+1). Triangles are joined by a solid black line, which
provides a guide for the eye of the evolution of MOD10A1 maxima.

In order to minimize the spread of the data, the data were filtered, as explained in Section 2.4.2.
Boxplots (Figure 7) and histograms (Figure 8) were used to determine the data distribution and

the effect of the filters. The mean, median, maximum, minimum, standard deviation (σ), and top and
bottom values of the whiskers of the boxplots are given in Table 6. The 5-day window moving average
applied on in-situ data had the effect of diminishing the spread of the data (σ is diminished, and the
mean and the median were maintained). The original MOD10A1 data showed a great spread, with
standard deviation σ = 0.15 and with two outliers (blue circles in Figure 7) corresponding to 11/28/2008,
when a value of 0.30 was obtained (previous and next values were 0.78 and 0.86, respectively), and
03/11/2013, with a value of 0.24 (previous and next values were 0.96 and 0.85, respectively). The lower
whisker of the original MOD10A1 albedo is longer than the upper one, an indication of the existence
of a few extremely low values. No upper outliers were obtained, and the upper whisker top value
coincided with the maximum albedo. This behavior can also be seen in the histograms. In the original
MOD10A1 histogram, a lot of days with albedo values exceeding 0.90 were obtained, while days with
albedo above 0.90 were very rare among the in-situ data. On the other hand, the minimum value of
the original in-situ data was 0.62, while there were many days with an original MOD10A1 albedo
below 0.6. From the data distribution, it is clear that the original MOD10A1 albedo exhibited a positive
bias with respect to the original in-situ albedo, but also exhibited some extremely low values. The
over-estimation of snow albedo from the MODIS data has been noted by other authors comparing
the MCD43 albedo product against in-situ data [64] or against higher-resolution satellite data [65].
The maximum filter applied on the MOD10A1 eliminated the outliers and diminished σ to 0.11. It
also increased the mean and the median. Thus, we expect the maximum filter to maintain the trend
observed in the maximum values while, at the same time, eliminating the influence of unrealistic
low values.

Table 6. Statistical data of in-situ and MOD10A1 albedo data before and after filtering. σ is the
standard deviation.

- In-Situ Original In-Situ Filtered MOD10A1
Original

MOD10A1
Filtered

Maximum 0.94 0.91 1.00 1.00
Minimum 0.63 0.65 0.24 0.57

Mean 0.79 0.79 0.75 0.86
Median 0.79 0.78 0.76 0.85
σ 0.06 0.05 0.15 0.11

Upper Whisker Maximum 0.94 0.91 1.00 1.00
Lower Whisker Minimum 0.63 0.65 0.37 0.57
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Seasonality of the albedo was studied using the filtered data. Equation (5) was linearized and the
albedo decay was fitted for a given period of time. The value of αmin was set equal to the minimum
value of the albedo during the time span considered in each case. The values of β (in day−1) and the
intercept (ln(α(0)–αmin)) are shown in Table 7, along with the time period during which a steady decay
of the albedo was observed and the corresponding time span in days. This was the time span used for
the fit. When fitting the albedo to Equation (5), we used t = 0 for the first date of the time interval
along which albedo decay was observed and increased t from then on. All values were statistically
significant with a level of significance of 5% (p-value < 0.05), except for those marked with an asterisk;
the p-values of which are given at the bottom of Table 7. In Table 7, “No albedo decay” does not mean
that no albedo decay occurred in a season, but that no albedo decay was observed in the time period
over which data were available. It is worth noting that albedo decay takes place mostly from early
September until January or February.

Table 7. Albedo decay characterization for each melting season. Time periods of albedo decay, duration
of the periods, decay constant β, and intercept (ln(α(0)–αmin)) obtained from the linear fit for in-situ and
MOD10A1 albedo data. Dates read as mm/dd/yyyy. For each season, decay constant β and intercept
values for in-situ and MOD10A1 albedo data are shown in the upper and lower line, respectively.

Season Decay Duration (days)
Time Period

β (day−1) In-Situ
MODIS

Intercept In-Situ
MODIS

2006–2007
31 0.049 ± 0.009 −1.88 ± 0.16

1/12/2007–2/12/2007 0.094 ± 0.019 −1.2 ± 0.4

2007–2008
85 0.026 ± 0.002 −1.66 ± 0.11

10/24/2007–1/16/2008 0.026 ± 0.004 −1.9 ± 0.2

2008–2009
143 0.0159 ± 0.0012 −1.43 ± 0.09

9/01/2008–1/21/2009 0.016 ± 0.005 −1.4 ± 0.4

2009–2010
98 0.011 ± 0.002 −2.29 ± 0.15

12/08/2009–3/15/2010 0.002 1,* ± 0.007 −2.2 ± 0.4

2010–2011
124 No Albedo Decay No Albedo Decay

9/08/2010–1/10/2011 0.014 ± 0.004 −0.8 ± 0.3

2011–2012 - No Albedo Decay No Albedo Decay
No Data No Data

2012–2013 - No Albedo Decay No Albedo Decay
No Albedo Decay No Albedo Decay

2013–2014
167 No Albedo Decay No Albedo Decay

9/07/2013–1/30/2014 0.017 ± 0.002 −1.29 ± 0.15

2014–2015
48 0.041 ± 0.007 −1.82 ± 0.19

12/26/2014–2/11/2015 0.033 ± 0.002 ** −1.7 ± 0.8 ***
1 p-value for the values with asterisks are: (*) 0.78, (**) 0.18, (***) 0.08.

The p-value of β (MODIS) in the 2009–2010 season can be attributed to the fact that there was no
decay, so we take β = 0 in this case. It is worth noting that the evolution of β followed the same trend
for MOD10A1 and for in-situ data: There seems to be a deceleration in albedo decay from the season
2006–2007 onwards. Using the values of the intercept above, it is possible to calculate α(0) (Table 8).
The rapid decrease of snow in the 2006–2007 season, as well as the low value of αmin in that season,
agrees with the fact that, during that season, some ice surfaced at the location of the AWS [16].
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Table 8. Values of the initial (α(0)) and minimum (αmin) values of albedo during the albedo decay for
each season, for in-situ and MOD10A1 albedo data. The Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) is also given.

Season α(0)
In-Situ/MODIS

αmin
In-Situ/MODIS

RMSE
In-Situ/MODIS

2006–2007 0.79/0.86 0.64/0.57 0.02/0.05
2007–2008 0.94/0.87 0.75/0.72 0.02/0.015
2008–2009 0.95/0.98 0.71/0.74 0.03/0.07
2009–2010 0.80/0.78 0.70/0.67 0.03/0.05
2010–2011 -/1.0 -/0.59 -/0.08
2013–2014 - /1.0 -/0.74 -/0.06
2014–2015 0.86/0.91 0.70/0.72 0.02/0.06

The original, the filtered, and the fitted albedo for the seasons 2007–2008, 2008–2009, and 2013–2014
are shown in Figure 9. The vertical red lines in the figures on the left column of Figure 9 indicate
the start and end dates of the albedo decay. The seasons 2007–2008 and 2008–2009 were selected
because a clear albedo decay during a long time period was observed in both datasets. The season
2013–2014 was selected to show how the albedo decay could be observed in one data set, and not
in the other. Similar figures for the rest of the seasons are provided in the Supplementary Materials
(Figure S1). We can see that the in-situ and MODIS data follow a very similar trend after filtering. In
the 2006–2007 season, both in-situ and MODIS data decay from 1/12/2007 to 2/12/2007, increasing from
then on. In the 2007–2008 season, both in-situ and MODIS data remain constant until October 24 2007,
decrease steadily from October 24 2007 to January 16 2008, and remain constant (with a slight increase)
again from January 16 2008 onwards. In the case of the 2008–2009 season, the behavior is similar,
but the dates for the onset and end of the steady decay are different: Albedo seems to have decayed
steadily from September 1 2008 to January 21 2009, remaining constant in the case of in-situ data and
increasing in the case of MODIS after January 21 2009. In the 2009–2010 season, the MOD10A1 data
exhibits a decreasing trend, starting on 9/01/2009. However, during the time period with in-situ data,
the MOD10A1 data do not exhibit any clear trend, whereas in-situ data decrease very slightly from
12/08/2009 to 3/15/2010. In the 2010–2011 season, in-situ data are available from 1/02/2011, and both
in-situ and MOD10A1 data exhibit an increasing trend from that date onward. However, MOD10A1
data display a clear decreasing trend from 9/01/2010 to 1/10/2011. In the 2013–2014 season we observe
a clear decay in MODIS filtered data from September 7 2013 to January 30 2014. In this season, no
in-situ data were available during the albedo decay period. In the 2014–2015 season, in-situ data were
available from 12/22/2014 and exhibit a clear decay from that date to 2/11/2015. The right column in
Figure 9 shows the fitting of filtered in-situ and MOD10A1 data to Equation (5), with time given in
days and t = 0 at the onset of the albedo decay. The data are fitted from the onset of the decay until the
end of it. In-situ data were not fitted to Equation (5) in the seasons 2010–2011 and 2013–2014, as no
albedo decay was observed during the time the data were available.
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Figure 9. Left column: original in-situ albedo (blue dots), original MOD10A1 albedo (black dots),
in-situ albedo moving average (brown solid line) and filtered MOD10A1 albedo (black solid line) from
September 1 to April 10. Right column: in-situ albedo moving average (brown dots) and filtered
MOD10A1 albedo and the corresponding fit to the exponential decay. Season 2007–2008 (a,b), season
2008–2009 (c,d), season 2013–2014 (e,f). The vertical red lines in (a,c,e) indicate the start and end dates
of the snow melting.

Our results show an early onset of decay (early September) and a duration between 85 days for the
2007–2008 season and 167 for the 2013–2014 season (we did not take into account the decay duration
of the 2006–2007 season, because we have no in-situ data before December 1 2006). Albedo decay
was not observed when data were not available early in the season. The decay factor (β) obtained at
Johnsons Glacier was in the range of 0–0.049 day−1 for in-situ albedo and 0–0.094 day−1 for MOD10A1
albedo. The seasonal behavior of snow albedo can be explained by taking into account snowmelt from
September to April. The onset of melting has been noted, on average, to be in early to mid-October in
the Antarctic Peninsula and the SSI in the period 2000–2009 [15]. The average duration of the melt
season in the SSI in the period 2000–2009 has been noted as 125 days. The evolution of albedo over
the melting season has been parameterized using the exponential decay of Equation (5) for several
locations in Colorado (USA) and Rhône-Alpes (France) [59]. The decay factors obtained were 0.003 h−1

(0.072 day−1), 0.004 h−1 (0.096 day−1), and 0.005 h−1 (0.12 day−1) in Colorado and 0.005 h−1 (0.12 day−1)
at Rhône-Alpes, with an all-site average of 0.004 h−1 (0.096 day−1). These results are as expected, since
albedo decay in Antarctic areas is expected to be much weaker than in other areas of the Earth. We
calculated the Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) of the fit to Equation (5) using the equation:

RMSE =

√∑N
i=1

(
αi, f − αi,o

)2

N
, (7)

where αi,f and αi,0 are the fitted and observed albedo, respectively, and N is the number of albedo
data over the time span considered. The RMSE values, as shown in Table 8, vary from 0.02 to 0.03
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for the in-situ albedo and from 0.015 to 0.08 for the MOD10A1 albedo. The RMSE obtained by Malik
et al. [59] were 0.096, 0.090, 0.076, and 0.068 for the locations in Colorado and 0.038 at Rhône-Alpes.
Other authors have used similar parameterizations for albedo over Greenland, obtaining a much
higher RMSE [61]; from 0.10 to 0.23. Our results show that the albedo decay at Johnsons Glacier can be
described by the exponential law proposed in Equation (5).

3.4. Albedo Trend

The trend of the in-situ moving average and the MOD10A1 maxima for the time period from
December 1 2006 to February 11 2015 along was calculated (Figure 10). The shaded areas in Figure 10
correspond to dates from April 10 to September 1 in each year.

Sensors 2019, 19, x FOR PEER REVIEW 19 of 23 

 

Table 9. Slope and intercept of the linear fit of the albedo trend values versus time. 

- In-Situ MOD10A1 p-Value 

Intercept 0.76433 ± 00016 0.821 ± 0.003 < 2 × 10-16 

Slope (day−1) 0.00000606 ± 0.00000012 0.0000195 ± 0.0000017 < 2 × 10-16 

In-situ data exhibited an increase of 0.00000606 per day, while MOD10A1 data exhibited an 

increase of 0.0000195 per day. These daily increases amounted to an increase of 0.02 (2%) in in-situ 

albedo and 0.06 (6%) in MOD10A1 albedo from December 2006 to February 2015. The discrepancy 

between the snow albedo increase from in-situ and MOD10A1 data could be due to spatial 

heterogeneity, but this point needs further research. 

 

 

Figure 10. Moving average of in-situ albedo (open triangles) and maximum values of MOD10A1 

albedo (red dots) from December 1 to April 10 (upper figure) and the calculated trends of in-situ 

moving average (open triangles) and MOD10A1 maximum albedo (red dots) from December 1 to 

April 10 (bottom figure). The linear fits of the trend are also shown. The shaded areas correspond to 

dates from April 10 to September 1 each year. 

The increase of snow albedo could be due to a reduction of summer melting. It is well-known 

that snowmelt decreases albedo [24], due to the lower reflectance of liquid water. Thus, a decrease of 

summer melting must induce an increase of snow albedo. Recent investigations have shown that the 

average thickness of the snow layer has increased in the surroundings of JCI in the period 2008–2016 

[9]. The number of days with snow at JCI has also increased in the period 2008–2016 [9]. The net 

yearly mass balance of Jonhsons Glacier was negative from 2002 to 2007 and positive from 2008 to 

2016 [9]. These findings have been attributed to an increase of snow accumulation in winter 

accompanied by a lower summer melting. According to simulations of the surface mass balance over 

the Antarctic Peninsula and the South Shetland Islands, in the period 1979–2016, the snowmelt 

decreased over the period 1979–2016 [8]. This decrease has been more acute in the last decade, as a 

result of widespread cooling over most of the Antarctic Peninsula [8,66]. The snow cover evolution 

in the Limnopolar CALM site over the period 2009–2014 has also been investigated [10]. This CALM 

site is located in the Byers peninsula, on Livingston Island, at about 37 km (in a straight line) from 

JCI Station. An increase in snow cover duration, along with a reduction in the melting season was 

observed. All these results agree with the increasing trend in albedo which we have observed in both 

in-situ and MOD10A1 data. 

4. Conclusions 

Figure 10. Moving average of in-situ albedo (open triangles) and maximum values of MOD10A1 albedo
(red dots) from December 1 to April 10 (upper figure) and the calculated trends of in-situ moving
average (open triangles) and MOD10A1 maximum albedo (red dots) from December 1 to April 10
(bottom figure). The linear fits of the trend are also shown. The shaded areas correspond to dates from
April 10 to September 1 each year.

Regarding the trend, both the MOD10A1 and in-situ data exhibited a small increase in the
period studied, which was more pronounced in the MODIS data, although these also showed greater
fluctuation. Table 9 shows the regression values of the albedo trend.

Table 9. Slope and intercept of the linear fit of the albedo trend values versus time.

- In-Situ MOD10A1 p-Value

Intercept 0.76433 ± 00016 0.821 ± 0.003 <2 × 10−16

Slope (day−1) 0.00000606 ± 0.00000012 0.0000195 ± 0.0000017 <2 × 10−16

In-situ data exhibited an increase of 0.00000606 per day, while MOD10A1 data exhibited an increase
of 0.0000195 per day. These daily increases amounted to an increase of 0.02 (2%) in in-situ albedo and
0.06 (6%) in MOD10A1 albedo from December 2006 to February 2015. The discrepancy between the
snow albedo increase from in-situ and MOD10A1 data could be due to spatial heterogeneity, but this
point needs further research.

The increase of snow albedo could be due to a reduction of summer melting. It is well-known
that snowmelt decreases albedo [24], due to the lower reflectance of liquid water. Thus, a decrease of
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summer melting must induce an increase of snow albedo. Recent investigations have shown that the
average thickness of the snow layer has increased in the surroundings of JCI in the period 2008–2016 [9].
The number of days with snow at JCI has also increased in the period 2008–2016 [9]. The net yearly
mass balance of Jonhsons Glacier was negative from 2002 to 2007 and positive from 2008 to 2016 [9].
These findings have been attributed to an increase of snow accumulation in winter accompanied by
a lower summer melting. According to simulations of the surface mass balance over the Antarctic
Peninsula and the South Shetland Islands, in the period 1979–2016, the snowmelt decreased over the
period 1979–2016 [8]. This decrease has been more acute in the last decade, as a result of widespread
cooling over most of the Antarctic Peninsula [8,66]. The snow cover evolution in the Limnopolar
CALM site over the period 2009–2014 has also been investigated [10]. This CALM site is located in the
Byers peninsula, on Livingston Island, at about 37 km (in a straight line) from JCI Station. An increase
in snow cover duration, along with a reduction in the melting season was observed. All these results
agree with the increasing trend in albedo which we have observed in both in-situ and MOD10A1 data.

4. Conclusions

The seasonality and the trend of snow albedo on Livingston Island, Antarctica, have been analyzed
using in-situ and MODIS data. We have shown that both datasets exhibit the same trend and seasonality
when properly filtered. The in-situ data were filtered using a 5-day windowed moving average while
the MOD10A1 data were filtered using a maximum filter. This opens the possibility for using the
MODIS daily snow albedo product MOD10A1 to characterize snow albedo seasonality and trend over
Antarctica, where this product has never been tested before. Snow albedo seasonal behavior was
analyzed during the melting season (from September 1 to April 10) between the 2006–2007 season to
the 2014–2015 season. Snow albedo decays exponentially. The onset and duration of the decay varied
from season to season, with a maximum decay rate in the 2006–2007 season. The decay duration varied
between 167 days in the 2013–2014 season and 85 days in the 2007–2008 season. The albedo trend
was also analyzed using the filtered data. A slight, but statistically significant, increase of albedo was
obtained from 2006 to 2015; a total increase of 0.02 (2%) in in-situ albedo and 0.06 (6%) in MOD10A1
albedo. In order to complete our study, and as the MODIS MOD10A1 daily snow albedo product
has not previously been assessed in Antarctica before, we assessed the cloud mask performance. The
cloud mask output of the MODIS MOD10A1 product was compared to the classification obtained
using an in-situ cloud index and to that using the NDSI from Landsat 7 and Landsat 8 imagery. The
results show that the MOD10A1 cloud mask output agrees with the data obtained from in-situ data
and through Landsat 7 and Landsat 8 NDSI classification. Moreover, the performance is comparable to
that obtained over Greenland.

We conclude that MOD10A1 snow albedo shows a temporal behavior, similar to that of in-situ
albedo. We conclude that MOD10A1 daily albedo can be used to study the time evolution of albedo
on Livingston Island. Further research is underway, aiming to study the snow albedo trend and
seasonality over the entirety of Livingston Island and the Antarctic Peninsula and its effects on the mass
and energy balances of the glaciers of the island. We have also recently obtained albedo distributed
measurements in the area, aiming to study the impact of snow albedo spatial heterogeneity. Further
research is being conducted to understand why MOD10A1 albedo, when filtered with a maximum
filter, reproduces the behavior of in-situ albedo.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/1424-8220/19/16/3569/s1,
Figure S1: MOD10A1_V6_in_situ_albedo_trend.tiff. Figure S2: MOD10A1 version 6 and in-situ data trend analysis.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, J.F.C. and S.F.; methodology, J.F.C. and A.C.-P.; software, J.F.C., A.C.-P.,
and J.P.; validation, J.F.C., A.C.-P., and S.F.; formal analysis, J.F.C. and A.C.-P.; investigation, J.F.C. and A.C.-P.;
resources, J.F.C. and M.Á.d.P.; data curation, J.F.C., A.C.-P., and C.R.; writing—original draft preparation, J.F.C.
and A.C.-P.; writing—review and editing, all authors; visualization, J.F.C. and A.C.-P.; supervision, J.F.C.; project
administration, J.F.C.; funding acquisition, M.Á.d.P.

http://www.mdpi.com/1424-8220/19/16/3569/s1


Sensors 2019, 19, 3569 20 of 23

Funding: This work has been funded by the Spanish Ministry of Economy, project PERMASNOW (CTM2014-52021-R).
A. Corbea-Pérez acknowledges funding from the Ph.D. Grants: “Severo Ochoa” from the Government of the
Principality of Asturias [BP17-151] and “Predoctoral Grant” from the University of Oviedo. The Remote Sensing
Applications Group (GR-2016-0005) has been funded by the University of Oviedo (Ayuda al mantenimiento de
actividades de investigación de grupos de investigación reconocidos por la Universidad de Oviedo para el ejercicio
2019 (Procedimiento I)).

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank the Spanish Meteorological Agency (AEMET) for providing
the in-situ radiation and albedo data from the Automatic Weather Stations. We would also like to thank Manuel
Bañón (former responsible for AEMET AWS) and Francisco Navarro (Polytechnic University of Madrid) for
fruitful discussions and information about in-situ data.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design of the
study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, or in the decision to
publish the results.

References

1. Schaepman-Strub, G.; Schaepman, M.E.; Painter, T.H.; Dangel, S.; Martonchik, J.V. Reflectance quantities in
optical remote sensing—definitions and case studies. Remote Sens. Environ. 2006, 103, 27–42. [CrossRef]

2. Jakobs, C.L.; Reijmer, C.H.; Kuipers, M.P.; König-Langlo, G.; van den Broeke, M.R. Quantifying the
snowmelt-albedo feedback at Neumayer Station, East Antarctica. Cryosphere 2018, 13, 1473–1485. [CrossRef]

3. Cordero, R.R.; Damiani, A.; Ferrer, J.; Jorquera, J.; Tobar, M.; Labbe, F.; Carrasco, J.; Laroze, D. UV irradiance
and albedo at Union Glacier Camp (Antarctica): A case study. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e90705. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

4. Comiso, J.C. Satellite-observed variability and trend in sea-ice extent, surface temperature, albedo and clouds
in the Arctic. Ann. Glaciol. 2001, 33, 457–473. [CrossRef]

5. Seo, M.; Kim, H.C.; Huh, M.; Yeom, J.M.; Lee, C.S.; Lee, K.S.; Choi, S.; Han, K.S. Long-term variability
of surface albedo and its correlation with climatic variables over Antarctica. Remote Sens. 2016, 8, 981.
[CrossRef]

6. Moritz, R.E.; Bitz, C.M.; Steig, E.J. Dynamics of Recent Climate Change in the Arctic. Science 2002, 297,
1497–1502. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Laine, V. Antarctic ice sheet and sea ice regional albedo and temperature change, 1981–2000, from AVHRR
Polar Pathfinder data. Remote Sens. Environ. 2008, 112, 646–667. [CrossRef]

8. van Wessem, J.M.; Ligtenberg, S.R.M.; Reijmer, C.H.; van de Berg, W.J.; van den Broeke, M.R.; Barrand, N.E.;
Thomas, E.R.; Turner, J.; Wuite, J.; Scambos, T.A.; et al. The modelled surface mass balance of the Antarctic
Peninsula at 5.5 km horizontal resolution. Cryosphere 2016, 10, 271–285. [CrossRef]

9. Sancho, L.G.; Pintado, A.; Navarro, F.; Ramos, M.; De Pablo, M.A.; Blanquer, J.M.; Raggio, J.; Valladares, F.;
Green, T.G.A. Recent warming and cooling in the Antarctic Peninsula region has rapid and large effects on
lichen vegetation. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 5689. [CrossRef]

10. de Pablo, M.A.; Ramos, M.; Molina, A. Snow cover evolution, on 2009-2014, at the Limnopolar Lake CALM-S
site on Byers Peninsula, Livingston Island, Antarctica. Catena 2017, 149, 538–547. [CrossRef]

11. Zhang, T.J.; Frauenfeld, O.W.; Serreze, M.C.; Etringer, A.; Oelke, C.; McCreight, J.; Barry, R.G.; Gilichinsky, D.;
Yang, D.Q.; Ye, H.C.; et al. Spatial and temporal variability in active layer thickness over the Russian Arctic
drainage basin. J. Geophys. Res. 2005, 110, D16101. [CrossRef]

12. Brown, J.; Hinkel, K.M.; Nelson, F.E. The circumpolar active layer monitoring (CALM) program: research
designs and initial results. Polar Geogr. 2000, 24, 166–258. [CrossRef]

13. Matsuoka, N. Monitoring periglacial processes: Towards construction of a global network. Geomorphology
2006, 80, 20–31. [CrossRef]

14. Vieira, G.; Bockheim, J.; Guglielmin, M.; Balks, M.; Abramov, A.A.; Boelhouwers, J.; Cannone, N.; Ganzert, L.;
Gilichinsky, D.A.; Goryachkin, S.; et al. Thermal state of permafrost and active-layer monitoring in the
Antarctic: advances during the international polar year 2007-2009. Permafr. Periglac. Process. 2010, 21,
182–197. [CrossRef]

15. Barrand, N.E.; Vaughan, D.; Steiner, N.; Tedesco, M.; Kuipers, M.P.; van den Broeke, M.R.; Hosking, J.S.
Trends in Antarctic peninsula surface melting conditions from observations and regional climate modeling.
J. Geophys. Res. Earth Surf. 2013, 118, 315–330. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2006.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/tc-13-1473-2019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0090705
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24598906
http://dx.doi.org/10.3189/172756401781818617
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs8120981
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1076522
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12202816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2007.06.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/tc-10-271-2016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-05989-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2016.06.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2004JD005642
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10889370009377698
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2005.09.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ppp.685
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2012JF002559


Sensors 2019, 19, 3569 21 of 23

16. Jonsell, U.Y.; Navarro, F.J.; Bañón, M.; Lapazaran, J.J.; Otero, J. Sensitivity of a distributed temperature-radiation
index melt model based on AWS observations and surface energy balance fluxes, Hurd Peninsula glaciers,
Livingston Island, Antarctica. Cryosphere 2012, 6, 539–552. [CrossRef]

17. Navarro, F.J.; Jonsell, U.Y.; Corcuera, M.I.; Martín-Español, A. Decelerated mass loss of Hurd and Johnsons
Glaciers, Livingston Island, Antarctic Peninsula. J. Glaciol. 2013, 59, 115–128. [CrossRef]

18. Csiszar, I.; Gutman, G. Mapping global land surface albedo from NOAA AVHRR. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos.
1999, 104, 6215–6228. [CrossRef]

19. Klein, A.G.; Stroeve, J. Development and validation of a snow albedo algorithm for the MODIS instrument.
Ann. Glaciol. 2002, 34, 45–52. [CrossRef]

20. Tekeli, A.E.; Şensoy, A.; Şorman, A.; Akyürek, Z.; Şorman, Ü. Accuracy assessment of MODIS daily snow
albedo retrievals with in situ measurements in Karasu basin, Turkey. Hydrol. Process. 2006, 20, 705–721.
[CrossRef]

21. Stroeve, J.; Box, J.E.; Gao, F.; Liang, S.; Nolin, A.; Schaaf, C. Accuracy assessment of the MODIS 16-day albedo
product for snow: comparisons with Greenland in situ measurements. Remote Sens. Environ. 2005, 94, 46–60.
[CrossRef]

22. Wang, D.; Liang, S.; He, T.; Yu, Y.; Schaaf, C.; Wang, Z. Estimating daily mean land surface albedo from
MODIS data. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 2015, 120, 4825–4841. [CrossRef]

23. Song, R.; Muller, J.P.; Kharbouche, S.; Woodgate, W. Intercomparison of surface albedo retrievals from MISR,
MODIS, CGLS using tower and upscaled tower measurements. Remote Sens. 2019, 11, 644. [CrossRef]

24. Warren, S.G. Optical properties of snow. Rev. Geophys. 1982, 20, 67–89. [CrossRef]
25. Pirazzini, R. Surface albedo measurements over Antarctic sites in summer. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 2004, 109,

D20118. [CrossRef]
26. NASA MODIS and VIIRS Snow and Ice Global Mapping Project. Available online: https://modis.gsfc.nasa.

gov/?c=userguides (accessed on 25 June 2019).
27. NASA MCD43a4. Available online: https://lpdaac.usgs.gov/products/mcd43a3v006/ (accessed on 25

June 2019).
28. Stroeve, J.C.; Box, J.E.; Haran, T. Evaluation of the MODIS (MOD10A1) daily snow albedo product over the

Greenland ice sheet. Remote Sens. Environ. 2006, 105, 155–171. [CrossRef]
29. Malik, M.J.; van der Velde, R.; Vekerdy, Z.; Su, Z. Assimilation of Satellite-Observed Snow Albedo in a Land

Surface Model. J. Hydrometeorol. 2012, 13, 1119–1130. [CrossRef]
30. Moustafa, S.E.; Rennermalm, A.K.; Smith, L.C.; Miller, M.A.; Mioduszewski, J.R.; Koenig, L.S.; Hom, M.G.;

Shuman, C.A. Multi-modal albedo distributions in the ablation area of the southwestern Greenland Ice Sheet.
Cryosphere 2015, 9, 905–923. [CrossRef]

31. Bañón, M.; Justel, A.; Velázquez, D.; Quesada, A. Regional weather survey on Byers Peninsula, Livingston
Island, South Shetland Islands, Antarctica. Antarct. Sci. 2013, 25, 146–156. [CrossRef]

32. Calleja, J.F.; Recondo, C.; Peón, J.; Fernández, S.; de la Cruz, F.; González-Piqueras, J. A New Method for
the Estimation of Broadband Apparent Albedo Using Hyperspectral Airborne Hemispherical Directional
Reflectance Factor Values. Remote Sens. 2016, 8, 183. [CrossRef]

33. Wang, X.W.; Zender, C.S. Arctic and Antarctic diurnal and seasonal variations of snow albedo from multiyear
baseline surface radiation network measurements. J. Geophys. Res. Earth Surf. 2011, 116, F03008. [CrossRef]

34. Wang, Z.S.; Schaaf, C.B.; Sun, Q.S.; Shuai, Y.; Román, M.O. Capturing rapid land surface dynamics with
Collection V006 MODIS BRDF/NBAR/Albedo (MCD43) products. Remote Sens. Environ. 2018, 207, 50–64.
[CrossRef]

35. Jiao, Z.; Ding, A.; Kokhanovsky, A.; Schaaf, C.; Bréon, F.M.; Dong, Y.; Wang, Z.; Liu, Y.; Zhang, X.; Yin, S.; et al.
Development of a snow kernel to better model the anisotropic reflectance of pure snow in a kernel-driven
BRDF model framework. Remote Sens. Environ. 2019, 221, 198–209. [CrossRef]

36. Ding, A.; Jiao, Z.; Dong, Y.; Zhang, X.; Peltoniemi, J.I.; Mei, L.; Guo, J.; Yin, S.; Cui, L.; Chang, Y.; et al.
Evaluation of the Snow Albedo Retrieved from the Snow Kernel Improved the Ross-Roujean BRDF Model.
Remote Sens. 2019, 11, 1611. [CrossRef]

37. Casey, K.A.; Polashenski, C.M.; Chen, J.; Tedesco, M. Impact of MODIS sensor calibration updates on
Greenland Ice Sheet surface reflectance and albedo trends. Cryosphere 2017, 11, 1781–1795. [CrossRef]

38. Bormann, K.J.; McCabe, M.F.; Evans, J.P. Satellite based observations for seasonal snow cover detection and
characterisation in Australia. Remote Sens. Environ. 2012, 123, 57–71. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/tc-6-539-2012
http://dx.doi.org/10.3189/2013JoG12J144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/1998JD200090
http://dx.doi.org/10.3189/172756402781817662
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hyp.6114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2004.09.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015JD023178
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs11060644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/RG020i001p00067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2004JD004617
https://modis.gsfc.nasa.gov/?c=userguides
https://modis.gsfc.nasa.gov/?c=userguides
https://lpdaac.usgs.gov/products/mcd43a3v006/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2006.06.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JHM-D-11-0125.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/tc-9-905-2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0954102012001046
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs8030183
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2010JF001864
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2018.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2018.11.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs11131611
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/tc-11-1781-2017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2012.03.003


Sensors 2019, 19, 3569 22 of 23

39. Sirguey, P.; Mathieu, R.; Arnaud, Y. Subpixel monitoring of the seasonal snow cover with MODIS at 250 m
spatial resolution in the Southern Alps of New Zealand: Methodology and accuracy assessment. Remote
Sens. Environ. 2009, 113, 160–181. [CrossRef]

40. Rittger, K.; Painter, T.H.; Dozier, J. Assessment of methods for mapping snow cover from MODIS. Adv. Water
Resour. 2013, 51, 367–380. [CrossRef]

41. Thompson, J.A.; Paull, D.J.; Lees, B.G. An Improved Liberal Cloud-Mask for Addressing Snow/Cloud
Confusion with MODIS. Photogramm. Eng. Remote Sens. 2015, 81, 119–129.

42. Gorelick, N.; Hancher, M.; Dixon, M.; Ilyushchenko, S.; Thau, D.; Moore, R. Google Earth engine:
Planetary-scale geospatial analysis for everyone. Remote Sens. Environ. 2017, 202, 18–27. [CrossRef]

43. Chavez, P.S. An Improved Dark-Object Subtraction Technique for Atmospheric Scattering Correction of
Multispectral Data. Remote Sens. Environ. 1988, 24, 459–479. [CrossRef]

44. Jawak, S.D.; Udhayaraj, A.; Luis, A.J. Geospatial mapping of vegetation in the Antarctic environment using
very high-resolution WorldView-2 imagery. In Proceedings of the Volume 9877, Land Surface and Cryosphere
Remote Sensing III. SPIE Asia-Pacific Remote Sensing, New Delhi, India, 4–7 April 2016.

45. Barcaza, G.; Aniya, M.; Matsumoto, T.; Aoki, T. Satellite-derived equilibrium lines in northern Patagonia
icefield, Chile, and their implications to glacier variations. Arct. Antarct. Alp. Res. 2009, 41, 174–182.
[CrossRef]

46. Dozier, J. Spectral Signature of Alpine Snow Cover from the Landsat Thematic Mapper. Remote Sens. Environ.
1989, 28, 9–22. [CrossRef]

47. Hall, D.K.; Riggs, G.A.; Salomonson, V. Development of Methods for Mapping Global Snow Cover Using
Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer Data. Remote Sens. Environ. 1995, 54, 127–140. [CrossRef]

48. USGS Landsat Missions Product Information. Available online: usgs.gov/land-resources/nli/landsat/product-
information (accessed on 25 June 2019).

49. Park, S.-H.; Lee, M.-J.; Jung, H.-S. Spatiotemporal analysis of snow cover variations at Mt. Kilimanjaro using
multi-temporal Landsat images during 27 years. J. Atmos. Sol. Terr. Phys. 2016, 143, 37–46. [CrossRef]

50. Vogel, S.W. Usage of high-resolution Landsat 7 band 8 for single-band snow-cover classification. Ann. Glaciol.
2002, 34, 53–57. [CrossRef]

51. Landsat 8 Data Users Handbook. Available online: https://www.usgs.gov/media/files/landsat-8-data-users-
handbook (accessed on 9 May 2019).

52. Calleja, J.F.; Fernández, S.; Aristorza-Agulla, I.; González, S.; De Pablo, M.Á. Distributed snow albedo
measurements on Livingston Island, Antarctica. In Proceedings of the IX Simposio de Estudios Polares,
Madrid, Spain, 5–7 September 2018.

53. Verseghy, D.L. Class—A Canadian land surface scheme for GCMS. I. Soil model. Int. J. Climatol. 1991, 11,
111–133. [CrossRef]

54. Bohren, C.F.; Barkstrom, B.R. Theory of the optical properties of snow. J. Geophys. Res. 1974, 79, 4527–4535.
[CrossRef]

55. Aguado, E. Radiation balances of melting snow covers at an open site in the central Sierra Nevada, California.
Water Resour. Res. 1985, 21, 1649–1654. [CrossRef]

56. Robinson, D.A.; Kukla, G. Albedo of a dissipating snow cover. J. Clim. Appl. Meteorol. 1984, 23, 1626–1634.
[CrossRef]

57. Dirmhirn, I.; Eaton, F.D. Some Characteristics of the Albedo of Snow. J. Appl. Meteorol. 1975, 14, 375–379.
[CrossRef]

58. Pedersen, C.; Winther, J.G. Intercomparison and validation of snow albedo parameterization schemes in
climate models. Clim. Dyn. 2005, 25, 351–362. [CrossRef]

59. Malik, M.J.; van der Velde, R.; Vekerdy, Z.; Su, Z. Improving modeled snow albedo estimates during the
spring melt season. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 2014, 119, 7311–7331. [CrossRef]

60. Helsen, M.M.; van de Wal, R.S.W.; Reerink, T.J.; Bintanja, R.; Madsen, M.S.; Yang, S.; Li, Q.; Zhang, Q. On
the importance of the albedo parameterization for the mass balance of the Greenland ice sheet in EC-Earth.
Cryosphere 2017, 11, 1949–1965. [CrossRef]

61. Schmidt, L.S.; Aðalgeirsdóttir, G.; Guðmundsson, S.; Langen, P.L.; Pálsson, F.; Mottram, R.; Gascoin, S.;
Björnsson, H. The importance of accurate glacier albedo for estimates of surface mass balance on Vatnajökull:
evaluating the surface energy budget in a regional climate model with automatic weather station observations.
Cryosphere 2017, 11, 1665–1684. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2008.09.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.advwatres.2012.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2017.06.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0034-4257(88)90019-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1657/1938-4246-41.2.174
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0034-4257(89)90101-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0034-4257(95)00137-P
usgs.gov/land-resources/nli/landsat/product-information
usgs.gov/land-resources/nli/landsat/product-information
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jastp.2016.03.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3189/172756402781818058
https://www.usgs.gov/media/files/landsat-8-data-users-handbook
https://www.usgs.gov/media/files/landsat-8-data-users-handbook
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/joc.3370110202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JC079i030p04527
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/WR021i011p01649
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(1984)023&lt;1626:AOADSC&gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(1975)014&lt;0375:SCOTAO&gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-005-0037-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013JD021344
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/tc-11-1949-2017
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/tc-11-1665-2017


Sensors 2019, 19, 3569 23 of 23

62. Cleveland, W.S. Robust locally weighted regression and smoothing scatterplots. J. Am. Stat. Assoc. 1979, 74,
829–836. [CrossRef]

63. Cleveland, W.S. LOWESS: A program for smoothing scatterplots by robust locally weighted regression.
Am. Stat. 1981, 35, 54. [CrossRef]

64. Stroeve, J.; Box, J.E.; Wang, Z.; Schaaf, C.; Barrett, A. Re-evaluation of MODIS MCD43 Greenland albedo
accuracy and trends. Remote Sens. Environ. 2013, 138, 199–214. [CrossRef]

65. Pope, E.L.; Willis, I.C.; Pope, A.; Miles, E.S.; Arnold, N.S.; Rees, W.G. Contrasting snow and ice albedos
derived from MODIS, Landsat ETM + and airborne data from Langjökull, Iceland. Remote Sens. Environ.
2016, 175, 183–195. [CrossRef]

66. Abram, N.J.; Mulvaney, R.; Wolff, E.W.; Triest, J.; Kipfstuhl, S.; Trusel, L.D.; Vimeux, F.; Fleet, L.; Arrowsmith, C.
Acceleration of snow melt in an Antarctic Peninsula ice core during the twentieth century. Nat. Geosci. 2013,
6, 404–411. [CrossRef]

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01621459.1979.10481038
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2683591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2013.07.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2015.12.051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ngeo1787
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Area 
	In-Situ Data 
	Satellite Data 
	Data Processing 
	Cloud Mask 
	Albedo Filtering 
	Albedo Seasonality 
	Albedo Trend 


	Results and Discussion 
	Cloud Mask Performance 
	In-Situ Diurnal Albedo 
	Albedo Seasonality 
	Albedo Trend 

	Conclusions 
	References

